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Mr. McPHERSON. Nowitis proposed, as J understand, on the part | 


of the committee, to appropriate $150,000 more to pay them a second 
time for this property. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We propose to buy this property if we can get it 
for the sum named, if this board of engineers after an examination shall 
report in favor of it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to ask the Senator if it would not be, 
under all the circumstances of the case, exact equity on the part of this 
Government needing this property for a great public benefit to com- 
merce and the navigation of the lakes to take this property ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Would it not be exact equity to take the prop- 
erty by some act of public condemnation, taking into consideration the 
benefit the company has already received by reason of the land grant, 
and instead of appropriating $150,000 deduct what they have already 
received.from the value of the canal? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It would be rather an unusual course for the 
Government after having given to the State of Wisconsin a grant of land 
to say that because she granted it to a private corporation therefore we 
will take the property from the private corporation. That would be 
rather unusual. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Government had granted this 
land direct. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Govefnment granted to the State of Wiscon- 
sin 200,000 acres of land for the construction of this canal and harbor 
of refuge, deeming it to be of such great importance to the commerce 
of the country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Did the Government expect that, when the 
grant of 200,000 acres was made for this special purpose, this harbor of 
refuge would be subjected to tolls by everybody who used it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Of course it must have contemplated all that fol- 
lowed. The State of Wisconsin granted the land to this company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if it was not in 
the original act of Congress that when the State was reimbursed, then 
the whole thing was to be free. Was this grant to the State for the 
purpose of enabling the State to speculate off the commerce of the coun- 
try? I should like to call the Senator’s attention to the fifth section of 
the act making the land grant, which says: 

And whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed for all advances made for 
the construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, with legal interest on all 
advances until the reimbursement of the same, or upon payment by the United 
States of any balance of such advances over such receipts from said lands and 
canal, with such interest, the said State shall be allowed to tax for the use of 
said canal only such tolls as shall be sufficient to pay all necessary expenses 
for the care, charge, and repair of the same. 

That was clearly the intention, that it should become a free canal as 
soon as the State was reimbursed out of these lands and out of the tolls. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Government subsequently extended that 
grant without any provision of that kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Merely extended the time, subject to all the pro- 
visions of the grant. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It granted it to the State of Wisconsin and gave 
the State of Wisconsin the power to dispose of the lands. Ifthe State 
of Wisconsin has granted to this company rights which are vested, I 
suppose they can not be divested without compensation. 

The great difficulty is here that Senators do not remember that this 
appropriation is not for the benefit of this canal company. We do not 
intend to protect them or to alvance their interests in any way. We 
wish to divest them of property which they have got into their hands, 
through which they burden the commerce of the country, through which 
they levy toll; and we can not relieve ourselves of the burden unless 
we take this property in some way. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 1 understand that the General Government 
gave to the State of Wisconsin 200,000 acres of land in trust for a cer- 
tain purpose; that when that purpose was accomplished and the lands 
were sold for sufficient to cover the cost then the harbor of refuge 
should be free. Now, what I want to know is whether the State of 
Wisconsin has abused the terms and conditions of the trust. What 
right had the State of Wisconsin to give to a private corporation the 

wer to prevent the condition made by the General Government orig- 

ly in the grant of land to the State of Wisconsin being carried out? 

Mr. McMILLAN. In the accounts of this company, as they are 
furnished by this report, the total cost of the Sturgeon Bay Canal, in- 
cluding interest on advances made by stockholders to December 1, 
1882, and expenses incurred in managing the canal to October 10, 1882, 
is $642,615.57; deducting all the receipts which they have given here 
for the whole, the balance is $178,163.58, which they still need to 
make up the expense of the construction of the canal. 

If Senators will refer to page 17 of Executive Document No. 34, 
Forty-seventh second session, they will see this. I think it 
is very evident that Senators have not examined with accuracy and 
care these things for want of time. It can not be expected that they 
could observe all this information by merely looking at the report; 
none of us can do that. This statement shows the claims of this com- 


pan * 
We are not, as I said, considering the interests of this company. 
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We want to get rid of it in some way, to get it out of the way, so that 
the commerce of the lakes may be free; and the easiest way, as we ap- 
prehend, is to get this property into the possession of the United States 
by a purchase of this kind. Evidently these tolls are suflicient to 
make it profitable to the company; and to go, even in the most favor- 
able aspect which could be considered, into a system of litigation for 
the purpose of ascertaining the accounts of this company, whether 
they have been kept right or not, would be a course of proceeding 
which the Government of the United States can not carry on success- 
fully; but if we can purchase this improvement, which is shown to be 
a profitable one, for this appropriation, after an examination which 
shall report it reasonable by agents of the Government itself, then we 
submit that the appropriation is a proper one. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. Mr. President, I do not know that what I have 
to say will be of any interest to anybody, and there is not anybody 
here worth speaking of; still it is a duty to explore this thing and find 
out just what it is. 

If you ever sailed along the beautiful shores of Green Bay, Mr. Presi- 
dent, much north of its southern end at the head of the bay, you would 
find yourself in a magnificent territory of timber land, and if you go 
up the peninsula which lies between Green Bay and Lake Michigan 
you would find that it is not a country of great population, but it is a 
country of vast timber resources. You would find that Sturgeon Bay 
and Sturgeon River were a kind of slough, that almost connects Green 
Bay with Lake Michigan about midway the length of Green Bay. 
You would find from this report that the total amount of canal built 
was a little overa mile. Bythe engineer’s plan on a large scale it is 
6,000 feet, but as stated in the letter-press somewhere it is something 
over 7,000 feet; that is the canal. The thing that that canal was de- 
signed to do, and ninety-nine one hundredths of the thing that it has 
done, was to furnish facilities to the timber-men to get out their tim- 
ber and lumber; and when you turn to the statistics of the vessels go- 
ing in and the vessels going out, you will find that there is a large lack 
of information as to the voyages that those vessels were making. Itsays 
‘*freight and passenger steamers,’’ fifteen or twenty, in the only year 
that we have any statistics about at all. Every one of those might 
have been freight and passenger steamers that were going in to haul 
out tugs, or to haul out rafts or haul out scows, or to carry in pro- 
visions to the lumbermen; probably some have gone through the canal. 
But these statistics as showing that there is the commerce of the great 
lakes, which my friend from Michigan so eloquently described as mak- 
ing use of this canal, are entirely delusive. Every time that a tug 
went in to haul out a raft or a stick of timber it was entered up to the 
account of a vessel entering; and every time it went out, as it might 
do twenty-five times a day, it is represented as a vessel going out. 
You might as well count the number of rats that go in and come out 
of their holes in an old barn as to count up these vessels in the way 
these statistics do. It does not give us any information atali. Such 
is the canal and such is the commerce. 

Now, let us look a little at the state of things. We have not any in- 
formation, statistical or official or any other kind except what will be 
given here in debate, in respect of this affair and its operations since 
the report of the Secretary of War on the 19th of December, 1882, which 
in round numbers and for all practical purposes is four years ago—long 
enough time to have a whole four years of reform administration—I 
mean of this canal—the only reform administration I know of. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will permit me to suggest that is 
one reason why this board of-engineers has still to examine this and 
report on the propriety of the appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes;I see. We are in such haste to commit our- 
selves to this business for a canal—and the canal will not be worth a 
dollar after the timber is out, in my humble opinion—that we can not 
wait to get any information now within four years, but we are to submit 
$150,000 of the money of the people to the disposition of the Secretary 
of War to purchase this property if his three engineers are satisfied that 
it ought to be purchased, and take upon ourselves the burden of keeping 
this up, and then if is not wanted any more it can be dropped. 

This corporation is a concern with which we have nothing to doin a 
legal way. We dealt with the State of Wisconsin, and we dealt with 
nobody else. We did not authorize her to build this work through 
the agency of a corporation by name. We authorized her to receive 
200,000 acres of land, which she did do, and required her in considera- 
tion of that to do four things, four important things in respect of the 
consideration for her money. ‘The first was she was to build a break- 
water in Lake Michigan to protect the entrance of this canal, so that 
in a hard storm or any storm a vessel that would wish to get in there 
would be able to get in, which can not be done without a breakwater 
except by the merestchance, as everybody knows. The act of Congress 
therefore required that a breakwater should be built—‘‘ to aid the State 
of Wisconsin in the construction of a breakwater.’’ That was cne 
thing. 

The State of Wisconsin, second, was to construct a harbor. She was 
then to construct acanal—the third thing. The canal having thus been 
constructed, and the break water constructed, and the harborconstructed, 
Wisconsin was authorized to take tolls on vessels using the canal, not 
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taking shelter in the harbor of refuge, not taking shelter behind the 
breakwater, but to charge tolls forthe useofthecanal. She was bound 
to build these two most important works, if we are to take the opinion 
of gentlemen, and to keep them up herself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the act granting 200,000 acres of land? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the act granting the 200,000 acres of land. 
Neither of these things has been done. The State of Wisconsin, if she 
keeps her faith with us, is bound to do them now except that by a con- 
venient and unnoticed act, which is said to have the effect of relieving 
her to that extent, Congress has undertaken to do the work on the har- 
bor of refuge by a later act, so that the State of Wisconsin is out from 
any sound obligations in regard to the harbor of refuge. It has not yet 
occurred to her people, and to the Committee on Commerce, or both, 
that the United States, if we did not have this canal and these works, 
should build the breakwater; but that was an oversight which will 
have to be looked to hereafter. 

In the next place, therefore, the breakwater being built and the har- 
bor of refuge being built in consideration of this grant, the right of ves- 
sels to have the benefit of those two things was not to be taxable with 
tolls at all. The only right granted to her to take tolls was on the 
canal, as Isaid before. Having taken these tolls sufficient to reimburse, 
together with the land grant, for her necessary expenses about this busi- 
ness, then she was bound to reduce those tolls to just enough to pay the 
expense of keeping up the work and no more. That was a part of the 
consideration. That is now to be turned off upon the United States. 
That is the way it stands. 

lt is said we can not ask the company to do this sort of thing, because 
it is a company of Wisconsin, and if she has granted vested rights, they 
can not be taken away; but let us see what the State of Wisconsin did 
do. This is her act: 

Secrion 1. That the lands, franchises, rights, powers,and privileges granted 
to and conferred upon the State of Wisconsin by an act of Congress approved 
April 10, 1866, “ granting to the State of Wisconsin a donation of public lands to 
aid in the construction of a breakwater and harbor and ship-cana! at the head | 
of Sturgeon Bay,in the county of Door, in said State. to connect the waters of 
Green Bay with Lake Mic higan, in said State,” be, and the same are hereby, ac- 
cepted, with the restrictions and upon the terms and condition contained in 
said act of Congress. 

The State of Wisconsin, therefore, committed her public faith to do- 
ing all the things and observing all the conditions that Congress had 
imposed upon the grant, and she felt justified in doing it because the 
200,000 acres of land that Congress had given to her was adequate for 
the purpose. Then section 2 of the act of Wisconsin from which I am 
reading provides: 

Sec.2. For the purpose [of] carrying out the objects of said act, the said lands 
are hereby granted and conferred upon the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Ship Canal and Harbor Company, a company organized in the city of Mil- 
waukee on the 4th day of October, 1866, under and by virtue of chapter 365 of 
the laws of Wisconsin of 1864, approved April 24, 1864, subject to all the condi- 
tions, restrictions, and obligations herein mentioned. 

Some of those that are ‘“‘herein mentioned ”’ are those that I have 
read of doing those three things, the harbor, the breakwater, and the 
building of the canal, the keeping it up, and reducing the tolls and the 
cost of keeping it up when they should have been reimbursed. That 
was the plan. Now, when you turn over to the report of receipts and 
expenses you will find some rather curious things 

Mr. BUTLER. What did they receive for the land? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will come to thatina minute. On page 11 of 
Executive Document No. 34, Forty-seventh Congress, second session, 
statement D is: 

Cash receipts from May 7, 1872, to October 10, 1882. 


They did not begin to build the canal until May, 1872. The grant 
expired and Congress renewed it, and then they began. They got in 
from stockhoiders cash subscriptions and sales $2,665. That was the 
total stock subscription. They got in besides (which would amount to 
the same thing), on cash loans which were finally paid with stock at par, 
$58,983.34, making a total for the capital stock of the company of $61, - 
648.34. They got in “‘from trespasses on the land grant and sales of 
dead and down timber, being collections by timber clerks and assist- 
ants,’’ the sum of $53,042.95, being for mere trespasses, timber that 
was taken off they got pay for, within $8,000 of the capital stock that 
was paid in in any form. They realized from the sale of the land 
grant—and whether the directors and operators of this concern bought 
the lands at any price they could fix with the Wisconsin State board, 
which it is sometimes said is done by rings and arrangements, I do not 
know—but they acknowledge to have received from the sale of the land 
grant patented to the canal company, the State did not sell the lands; 
they were patented direct to the company, so that they could sell them 
to their directors, and scoop in the concern as the phrase is—I do not 
know that they did, but I have heard that in New England and some 
such places they do—$324,922.27 from the sale of the lands granted. 
That makes,adding the money got from the timber trespasses, $53,042.95, 
$378,000 and a little over (1 have not footed it up) from the land grant 
alone. 

Then here comes an item of great interest in the way expenses are to 
be put up as a basis of the United States buying things afterward. 
They issued bonds it seems. They had to borrow money on bonds to 


build this mileand aquarterof canal. They issued $8,000 of bonds and 
sold them in New York at 90 cents on the dollar, and when you turn 
over to page 13 you find the expense of selling the $8,000 of bonds, and 
if the President of the Senate were in the chair, having been Secretary 
of the Treasury, I should like to know if he was able to do as well in 
selling public securities: 
Bond expense account: 
Paid M. L. Seudder, jr., financial agent and trustee, expenses and serv- 


ices as financial agent and trustee for bondholders ....... . $4,250 00 
Paid Sinnot & Meyer, en New York, preparing first mortgage 
land-grant bonds.. . $1,511 


Paid for lithogrs aphing ande ngTrav ing ‘bonds. and ‘maps, printing p pam- 
phiet, and advertising bonds for sale.. . : 7 70 

Making a total for disposing of $3.0 000 pel nusibe $6,559.2 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the net balance? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The net balance would be $1,440.75. Then when 
you take off the 10 per cent. they lost on the discount, which is not in 
this statement, this being a mere expense account, they would get about 
$1,000—a pretty good commercial transaction! But, of course, all that 
will be made good if we only pass this amendment. 

When we come down to the end of this thing, when these people are 
willing to sell out, we find this stete of affairs, that they do not owe 
anybody. There is no allegation or pretense in these papers, and cer- 
tainly none in this amendment, of any suspicion of any outstanding 
mortgage, so that $8,000 has been paid as stated. They have got their 
property to all appearances, if there is not any underground business 
about it, clear of any mortgage or incumbrance or any debt, and on the 
Ist of October, 18%2, when they made up this statement for the purpose 
of selling out for $178,000, they had got their property clear of debt 
and had cash on hand $22,161.86. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is thereany expense account in that document stat- 
ing the cost of construction? 

Mr. EDMUNDS: Yes, there are lots of very interesting things here, 
but knowing that all Senators are financiers, I thought that $8,000 bond 
expense account would be a good item to present. 

Saying nothing now about the honor and duty of the State of Wis- 

consin te keep up this work and build the rest of it, we find that this 
company has got of stock and cash paid in on stock $61,000. That is 
in, according to this statement, and that isall. We find that they have 
got cash on hand $22,000 in round numbers. They have got the work, 
and they have got a few little fragments of land left which I will not 
say anything about, because they are small, not worth taking any great 
accountof. Thatistheirsituation. With only a paid-instock of $61,000, 
on which 6 per cent. would be only $3,600 a year in round numbers, 
and the expense of the people necessary to keep such a canal a mile 
and a quarter long in order, you have got therefore only to realize to 
pay a fair dividend on the stock $3,600 a year, and to pay the neces- 
sary expense of keeping it up; however little or much that may be I 
do not know. That is what they undertook to do. 

So as the matter now stands the property is paid for, and paid for by 
the United States, except the sum that is paid in on the stock of $60,- 
000, and of that they had in 1882 $22,0000n hand apparently that they 
could have divided the next day. The obligation of the State of Wis- 
consin still is to build a breakwater, to make this harbor of refuge at 
the entrance to the canal of any account for any purpose that is neces- 
sary to use it. Thatisunperformed. You have got the duty to build 
the harbor of refuge unperformed by any fair construction. But, as [ 
said before, the United States has ‘been induced, without knowing it 
apparently, to undertake to make appropriations, probably in a river 
and harbor bill like this, for building a harbor of refuge at Sturgeon 
Bay, which the State of Wisconsin solemnly undertook to do, and we 
have not heard any statistics about this business, I repeat, for four years. 
And that is the condition of this company, its capital, and its property. 
My friend from Minnesota said that they were $178,000 out of pocket. 
Where did they get the money if they did not borrow it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The statement on page 11—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand it perfectly, but I repeat that my 
friend from Minnesota is mistaken. Itis impossible uniess there is an 
outstanding debt, and there is no pretense that there is an outstanding 
debt of any kind. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will find the statement there made 
up of items that are printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see the statement and it means just this: that 
running over their expense account which has been paid by them with 
only that amount of stock paid in as they state themselves out of these 
assets got from the sales of theland and the timber and the tolls down 
to the time this report was made, they are in a condition where their 
canal property as they say is worth $178,000. The way they figure up 
what it has cost is by compounding interest and charging the most 
enormous sums for general service, incidental expenses, and all that 
sort of thing; but I repeat it is mathematically impossible, unless be- 
hind and yet not known there is a debt, which the purchaser of this 
property will be liable for as the owner of it, to be paid. Their $178,000 
is a piece of book-keeping to show what they consider the canal to be 
worth. It is not anything else. 

Now, if after four years of no information and no reports the Senate 
of the United States desires to go into this speculation, my daty will 





i a a eal ee el tl at ee 


jo he ett t,t 











= Uhh 





1886. 








6563 


have been done. If it does not do any good here, asI am rather afraid | United States Army, they having been directed to examine into the 


it will not, I hope it may do some good in the fature somewhere. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont has al- 
luded to the fact that the original bonded indebtedness of this corpora- 
tion was about $60,000. It will be interesting to know, I think, where 


that $60,000 went, and at the risk of trespassing somewhat on the in- | count of the sales and net proceeds of the lands 


dulgence of the Senate and infringing on its patience I will call atten- 
tion to the statement: made on page 13 of this report on which the presi- 
dent of this canal corporation endeavors to make a statement showing 
of what items the $178,000 of their indebtedness ismade up. This let- 
ter is dated the 18th day of November, 1882, and in the charges mak- 
ing up the balance of $642,615.57, the cost of the canal to December 1, 
1882, is stated as follows: 
The par value of four hundred and fifty-six shares— 


That is, at $100, $45,600, leaving about $14,000 of the entire amount 
of $60,000 outstanding to come somewhere else— 

The par value of four hundred and fifty-six shares ($45,600) of full-paid stock, 
four hundred and fifty shares of which ($45,000) were issued September 9, 1872, to 
the officers and directors, by a vote of the board, for services rendered and ex- 
penses incurred prior to that date. : 

The canal company was chartered in 1866. 
work until July 9, 1874, I think. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Eighteen hundred and seventy-two. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let me see about that. 


On the 9th of July, 1872, work was begun on the canal, and the first quarter was 
completed November, 1874. 


The Senator from Minnesota is right. 

Mr. GEORGE. When was the stock voted? 

Mr. INGALLS. The date of the letter is November 18, 1882. It 
must have been prior to that. He gives the items of the cost of the 
canal to December 1, 1882, and the first item is: 

Cash advances made by stockholders in 1872 and 1873, with interest to Decem- 
ber 1, 1882, as per schedule herewith forwarded. 

That is to say, prior to the commencement of the work upon this ca- 
nal the stockholders had advanced an amount which with interest to 
December 1, 1882, ten years afterward—the rate of interest not being 
stated—amounted to $140,383.58. Of course the principal and inter- 


They did not commence 


-est advanced by them must have been reimbursed out of the funds de- 


rived in some way, and yet this $140,000 is presented in this statement 
of the 18th day of November, 1882, as one of the principal items mak- 
ing up the indebtedness of $178,000 mentioned by the Senator from 
Minnesota as the excess of expenditure over and above the amount re- 
ceived from the sales of the lands granted by Congress. 

The second item, as I have said, showing where $45,000 of this $60, - 
000 of stock went to, shows that $45,000 of it was deliberately stolen, 
for there is no other name to give it under heaven or among men. 
There is no other description to make of itexceptlarceny. Before this 
work was commenced this board of directors met together and pro- 
ceeded to vote themselves for services rendered and expenses incurred 

ior to the time when the canal was commenced $45,000. And the 

tor from Minnesota quotes that as an honest item in the aggregate of 
expenditures which have been made by this corporation in excess of the 
money that they received from the sales of the lands granted to them 
by the Government of the United States. But this is not all. 

There was voted— 





Making $600 more that was paid to these officers out of the six shares 
of stock in excess of the $45,000 that the president and directors voted 
themselves. That was ‘but one half-pennyworth of bread to this in- 
tolerable deal of sack!” as Prince Henry said about Falstaff’s case. 
For actual services rendered by the engineer and others who had been 
actually engaged in doing the work on the survey of this canal, $600; 
to the officers and directors who had been engaged in manipulating this 
transaction $45,000, for services rendered and expenses incurred prior 
to that date! 

This is the statement of honest expenditures incurred over and above 
what they received from the amount of these lands that the Senator 
from Minnesota regales us with in order to convince the Senate that we 
shall make a good bargain by paying these men $150,000 or a work 
which the statistics show they have been paid for over and above every 
legitimate outlay by the sums received from the sale of the 200,000 acres 
of valuable pine lands, of which, by the way, it appears from the state- 
ment of this beard no public record was kept or could be found to show 
the parties to whom they were sold or the money that was received for 
their disposition, so that they were left solely in estimating what was 
received from the sale of the 200,000 acres of land to an estimate based 
upon supposition 2s to what the value was of surrounding land. I will 
read from page 7 of the report, signed by Houston—— 

GEORGE. Is there nothing on the books of the company to 
INGALLS. ‘This repo 
. is report is signed by D. C. Houstun, lieutenant- 
of engineers, brevet colonel; Henry M. Robert, major of en- 
and addressed to Brig. Gen. H. G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, 
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details of this transaction. 
The governor, in reply— 
That is to say, section 5 of the act of Congress making th 


aunt re- 
quired the Legislature of Wisconsin to cause to be kept an accurate ac- 
granted, and the board 
applied to the governor of Wisconsin for a copy of this record 


The governor, in reply, informed the board that tl 


he canal was built by the 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal and H: ompan and t 
thereis no public record of what the company realized for the land gra 
A very singular aspect of affairs! A very convenient method of 


keeping accounts! Theact of Congress making the grant required the 
Legislature to keep an account of the land grant and the net pi 
of it, and when the board applied to the governor for a copy of the 
record that ought to have been kept under the act of Congress they 
were informed that the canal was not built by the State of Wisconsin, 
that it was constructed by the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship 
Canal Company, and there was no public record whatever of wh 
company realized from the land grant. 

There being no other source of information on this point, the bo: 
4th of July, 1882, applied to the presidentof the Sturgeon Bay and I 
gan Ship Canal and Harbor Company, and, under date of October i), was 
formed that their total receipts from the land grant of 200,000 acres wer 


Statement D, hereto appended) $377,965.22, and the total expenses of t 
department were $33,278.05, leaving $344,687.17 as the net sum real 
land grant on the luth of October, 1382. 

The most valuable pine lands in the peninsula of Wisconsin, soug! 
after no doubt with avidity by hundreds of speculators, and the vs 
fact that there was an absolute failure on the partof this compan: 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin to require of the company a compli 
with the plain provision of the act of Congress making the grant, i 
pretty conclusive ground for a presumption at least that the Sturge 
Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal and Harbor Company did no 
port their receipts anything over the actual fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. Fitty-odd thousand dollars were received from tre 
passes and sales of timber. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can not hear the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. INGALLS. When it appears, as it does upon page 11 of this re- 
port, as has already been read by the Senator from Vermont, that from 
trespasses and sales of dead and down timber alone on this land they 
admitted that they received $53,042.95, which is 25 or 30 cents an act 
on the average just simply for the windfalls and the dead and down 
timber, I think it is a tolerably fair presumption that a dollar and a 
quarter an acre for the land and all the rest of the timber that re- 
mained on it was, to say the least, not an entirely inadequate compen- 
sation. 

But this is not all of the statement of how this $178,000 is made up 
After the board of directors had voted this $45,000 in cash, and the 
engineers and the men who did the work $600 in cash, they go on to 
make a still farther computation, and they say that 

A fair and reasonable compensation for the services rendered by the pr 
dent, treasurer, and assistant secretary, and book-keeper, from Septeu 
1872, to December 9, 1882, a period of ten years and three months 

Ought to be allowed. They had not previously made any charge for 
their services. That is shown by their report; but when they wanted 
to fill up the full measure of their claim on the Government and make 
an estimate of what they ought to charge over and above what they 
had received they cast about them for items; and so they say that the 
president and treasurer and assistant seeretary ought to have compen- 
sation, not having charged it hitherto, from September 9, 1572, to De- 
cember 9, 1882, a period of ten years and three months, amounti: 
the president to the modest sum of $10,250. They did not count 
terest on that. Then to the treasurer and assistant secretary $1,000 a 
year, they having previously paid $6,250—$4,000 more; and to the 
book-keeper $2,562.59, making a grand total of these items that are 
built up absolutely out of moonshine and fraud, the merest jugglery 
and caprice of book-keeping never thought of until they wanted to make 
up an account against the Government of the United States—they foot 
up a grand total of $202,796.08. The Senator from Minnesota informs 
us that in addition to the amount thatthey have received from this land 


in excess of the amount expended for the canal we ought to pay t! 
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$150,000 more, because they built up this simulated and fabricated a 
count of moneys paid to themselves. 
‘*Get money,’’ saysthedrama. ‘* Get money, honestly if thou canst, 


but get money.’’ ‘These navigators of the Northwest, these promote: 
of canal-boat enterprises who never began this work until they had 
succeeded in inducing Congress six years after they allowed it to lapse 
to make an appropriation for building a harbor of refuge at one en: of 
it, have evidently obeyed the injunction of the drama, ‘‘ Put mom 
in thy purse.’? ‘They are a thrifty set; and were it not for the t: 
and indications visible in the way in which this bill has been buildedup 
here, the means by which it is being promoted and supported, | should 
be surprised that the chairman of a committee as important as the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in this b ody should say that he had established 
through these items the foundation for aclaim for the payment out of 
the Treasury of the United States of $150,000 in liquidation of sums 
like these. 
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jut we have not yet got through entirely with the mysterious feat- 
ures of this transaction. They were not satisfied with voting them- 
selves bonds and charging it to the construction account; they were not 
satisfied with charging for salaries that they never expected to claim; 
but on pages 14, 15, and 16 they have occupied I do not know how 
many linesina statement of compound interest upon the sums of money 
that were advanced by these stockholders to themselves. I do not pro- 
pose to occupy the time of the Senate in reading it. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the rate of interest charged ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It varies. Here is July 5, 1875,7 per cent.; July 
31, 1876, 7 per cent.; February 12, 1876, interest on account Henry Sei- 
bert & Brother, New York, lithographing and engraving bonds, maps, 
&c., $721.50. That they did not pay until a year and a half after 
it wasdue. After getting $1,600 out of an issue of $8,000 bonds, they 
did not pay the account for lithographing the bonds fora year and 
six months, and they charged on that interest at 7 per cent. making 
$75.75, thereby still further diminishing this diminutive and micro- 
scopic result to that bond transaction. June1, 1876, the interest began 
to be larger. Apparently the credit of the company had suffered some- 
what by their delay. It ran upto10 per cent. In 1874, 1873, and 
1875 all the items are computed at 10 per cent. June 3, 1876, interest 
on note to Green, Fox & Howard, contractors, they allowed at 7 per 
cent. Thatis followed by intereston various loans from national banks 
in New York and elsewhere and notes given to contractors. Interest 
to Green Bay Dredge and Pile-Driver Company, on past-due payment, 
8 per cent.; and so on down through 1875 to 1881, making a total in- 
terest account of $10,151.26, which is to be added to all these other 
items which go to make up this account against the Government of the 
United States. 

Not only do they charge interest, but they charge discount on their 
own paper. They charge up toswell this account by the worthlessness 
of their own paper in the market and demand that anybody who takes 
this canal shall bring it up to par. 

January 1,1875. Discount on eight bonds of $1,000 each, taken at 90 cents, or 
10 per cent. discount, by O. B. Green, Fox & Howard, contractors, $800. 

That is an item of the expense account. When their credit was so 
low that they had to pay their own contractors in bonds, and their 
bonds were only worth 90 cents on the dollar, they come in and charge 
the Government the deficiency. To make it up to 100 cents on a dol- 
lar they charge the Government the difference between the value of 
their own bonds on the market and their par value. And so on down 
through a large number of items bearing on this bond transaction 
aggregating $12,974.32, which is certified to be correct, without date, 
in Statement E, by Jesse Spalding, the president, and William E. 
Strong, assistant secretary and treasurer of the association. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota stated with some heat, I thought, that this was 
not an attempt by an insolvent corporation to sell their property to the 
Government. I should think not. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I said what it was, if the Senator will remem- 
ber, that it was a purchase in the interest of the commerce and navi- 
gation of the country, and not in the interest of this company at all, 
with no regard to their wishes. 

Mr. INGALLS. SolI understood. I was about to say a company 
that exhibited such shining and brilliant capacity in the way of fabri- 
cating accounts never would become insolvent if book-keeping would 
protect it. They will always be safe in their books; they will always 
have a good balance to show, no matter what their assets may be. 

But the Senator states now in qualification of his prior narration, that 
this is simply a desire on the part of the United States Government to 
take possession of this property against the will of this corporation. 
Let us see what is said about that. Evidently this matter had been 
talked about; it had been the subject of deliberation; because in this 
report of Mr. John Nader, who was the agent for the State inspector 
of canals, from which extracts have hitherto been read, he states ex- 
pressly: 

The canal company can have no serious, or in fact any, objection to the change 
suggested above— 


That is to say, the taking possession of the property by the Govern- 
ment— 


fea Sas completed the work according to Jaw, it has no further pecuniary 
nte 

The statement of the State inspector of canals and of the Senator from 
Minnesota, the chairman of the committee, do not harmonize. There 
is not any indisposition manifested on the part of the canal company 
to sell this property, and I venture to say that if the corporation which 
constructed this little canal, a mile and a quarter or a mile and a half 
long, were opposing it, this amendment never would have been pre- 
sented here. 

I can only speak of the matter so far as my inspection of this transac- 
tion has proceeded. The Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from 
New York have rebuked us for presuming to say anything about it at 
all. 

The Senator from Minnesota said it was an indication of the inca- 
pacity of Senators for comprehending these subjects that the ake 
from Vermont and myself had ventured to comment upon the 
of this transaction. How could we know anything about it? The 


committee have had the bill before them for weeks deliberating upon 
it. In the secret recesses of their conclave they have arranged this 
matter to suit themselves, and what presumption it is for the ordinary 
members of this body, without the opportunity of being on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, having no interest at stake except that which 
concerns the welfare of the country and the condition of the public 
Treasury, to venture to inquire upon what theory of constitutional law, 
upon what theory based on the welfare of the people, we are asked to 
appropriate $150,000 for a work that has been paid for, and that these 
people are entirely willing the Government shall take possession of, if 
we can judge by their own statement, because they say that from this 
time on the tolls that they derive from the canal are to be devoted to 
the reimbursement of the United States for the money advanced in the 
expenditure on the canal. 

Sure enongh, what interest have they got in it? They have got the 
profits of the transaction. The canal is built. The tolls that are paid 
must go to the United States Government to reimburse what has been 
paid out of the Treasury for its construction. Yet the Senator from 
Minnesota informs us that they hold on to it with a desperate grasp, 
and refuse to allow it to go; and he insists that if we take it we shall 
pay this excess of $150,000 built up of such items as I have described. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I venture to say that no Senator de- 
sires to be misled by statements picked out here and there from re- 
ports, part of which are made by the engineers of the Government in 
answer to a resolution inquiring about this matter, part of which, and 
the last clause which has been read, made by the State inspector of the 
canal appointed by and acting solely in behalf of the State of Wiscon- 
sin in its relation to the canal, and partly by the statements from which 
the Senator from Kansas has read different items in different places, 
detailed statements made to the engineers appointed by order of Con- 
gress to ascertain what was the condition of the canal and its accounts. 

If any other branch of the public service, if any other appropriation 
bill could be attacked in the way the Senator from Kansas and the 
Senator from Vermont have attacked this bill by miscellaneous state- 
ments, by garbled extracts, by reading a little here and a little there, 
and by the distinguished Senator from Vermont rushing to the attack 
of this bill with a story about rats and crying ‘‘ rats, rats,’’ as the argu- 
ment to frighten Senators here, as if in that great overflow and rush of 
rats upon the people in one of the islands of the Rhine to frighten the 
people and the whole community from considering fairly a question, I 
think there is no bill which could pass the Senate in the course of a 
month or two. There are no bills but what are liable to attacks of 
that kind. There is no bill whatever but what statements made in 
reports without the corresponding remarks upon them would present 
to the mind of a Senator some unjustifiable proceeding on the part of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, or the Secretary of War, or the Post- 
master-General. 

I am not the special advocate of this bill. f have no other than the 
general interest in this bill which the people along the whole great 
chain of lakes have in it. I say to the Senator from Kansas, coming 
from a State which has already received great benefit by the improve- 
ment of rivers outside of his State (for unfortunately there are no rivers 
in Kansas that have any navigable interest, perhaps, except the Mis- 
souri), whatever he may say about this matter, the people of Kansas 
are to-day receiving more benefit from the improvement of the rivers 
and harbors and water ways of the United States than any other State 
in this nation. Yet they never did have an advocate on this floor; I 
do not know that they ever had a vote in favor of any appropriation to 
improve the great water ways and harbors of the country, not even so 
much as a vote in favor of a light-house along a dangerous coast. 

So to me and to other Senators it is no wonder that the Senator from 
Kansas attacks this bill, as he always attacks river and harbor bills, 
and that perhaps without having had the opportunity of examining or 
thinking of any particular thing he seizes upon some point on which 
to make his attack upon the chairman of thiscommittee and the mem- 
bers of this committee, and hold out to the country that they have not 
only been untrue to the trust confided to them, but that they have been 
remarkably ignorant. Those attacks have come annually. Whether 
the bill went through or whether the bill failed, whether it was post- 
poned for lack of time to consider it, as last year or as the year before, 
whether it went through the discussions of the other House, the Sena- 
tor from Kansas has shown his continued, his unwearying, his undilap- 
idated opposition to all improvements of the highways of the people of 
the United States. Whenever they come up I expect it. 

My friend is constituted so that he must let off about so much attack 
upon appropriation bills and upon other bills in this body. My friend 
is so constituted, with so many bills for the District of Columbia under 
his charge, that he has not time nor does he care to defend any other 
than the numerous bills relating to the District of Columbia, the com- 
mittee for which has him at its head as chairman; and I must say, in 
the proper line of his duty, in the investigation of subjects which the 
Senate has committed to him, there is no man in the Senate who pur- 
sues his investigations and arrives at his conclusionsand presents them 
to the Senate with more force and more clearness than the Senator from 
Kansas as chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Sir, it would be a great benefit to the country, it would be a marvel- 
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company, and let that company build the canal. The provisions of 


draw the Senator from Kansas from the arduous and tedious labors of | the general law and the provisions of the law of Wisconsin declare that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and if he could give a day | 
in a week, a week in a month, a month in a year, to the consideration | been paid, then the tolls shall only be sufficient to pay the actual cur- 


of those vast, overshadowing interests which come to the door of every | 


man, and the interests of every man, woman, and child, from the remote 
regions of the West along to the borders of our Atlantic coast, and from 
the remote regions of the West over the mountains and over the hills 
to the borders of the Pacific coast. I would to God his efforts had been 
directed in that way, with his marvelous strength and with his mar- 
velous powers of condensation, for if there is any one thing in my judg- 
ment in which my friend from Kansas excels more than another he 
excels in condensation of thought and study and examination in the 
defense of his bills, and the other thing in which he excels is in de- 
nunciation of his fellows, of their work, of their study, and of the con- 
fidence which their brethren here have reposed in them. 

But let that go. If the Senator has made an impression upon the 
minds of Senators here as to this bill or this report that is printed and 
open for every Senator to examine, item by item and parcel by parcel, 
he has done it by that superior, by that almost superhuman power 
which God has given him for some wise or unwise purpose (it is not 
for me to decide) to make the worse appear the better side, and to at- 
tack the labors of his fellows here with statements which I say run 
from item to item and then skipping here and there to other items. 

I ask Senators to take this report of the Committee on Commerce, and 
take the several reports which have been made and examine them for 
themselves, and if there shall have been a false impression made by the 
comments of the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Kansas, 
in justice to the committee, in justice to the Senate, in justice to the 
interests of the people who live along our lakes, who desire this navi- 
gation to be free, I would ask that this amendment be passed over until 
time shall be given to Senators to take that executive document with 
all the statements, and more statements than theSenator has read, and 
if they be mathematicians, if they be accountants, if they be sensible 
men, they can arrive, without a word from me or without a word from 
the Senator, at a full, fair, free understanding of this subject, and can 
judge for themselves whether there is anything right or anything wrong 
in this statement. 

For one, sir, I shall not, even under the lashing tongue of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, submit to the statements he has made, either in regard 
to the carelessness, or the ignorance, or the bad faith of that committee 
with which I have labored so long and labored so faithfully, with the 
Senator from Minnesota at its head. TheSenate knows that that com- 
mittee in its reports to the Senate, in its investigation of the thousand 
questions it has presented here, has the confidence of the Senate. The 
Senate knows that when it reports a creek bill, or a harbor bill, or a 
light-house bill, or any bill affecting the great diversified interests of 
this country committed to its charge, it takes it on trust that it has not 
been deceived, that there is no member of that committee who would 
tamper, either for selfish interest, or State interest, or any other inter- 
est, with the confidence of the Senate. If there is any other commit- 
tee—and I say it with pride of that one committee to which I belong— 
if there is any other committee which has more of the confidence of the 
Senate than the committee that investigates all the questions relating 
to navigation and commerce, and light-houses, and life-saving stations, 
and rivers and harbors, with the most careful and scrutinizing accuracy, 
I do not know it. 

Having said so much, to get back to the place from which I started, 
I want to call the attention of the few Senators who are here to one 
statement made by the Senator from. Kansas. He says that in one 
part of this report the board voted $45,000 of stock to the president 
and some of the directors. Now, it is mere accounting, I do not care 
on what side, to state what such a proposition is, for the paper shows 
it. This paper shows that in 1872 and 1873 certain of these stock- 
holders advanced $45,000 as stock—not the proportion which might 
have been assessed to them, 10 per cent., but as a loan—making the 
amount, as this report shows, $68,000. The full-paid stock was given 
to them, but there was not full-paid stock issued to anybody else. It 
was issued merely as the evidence that they had loaned and advanced 
to this company for, this paper says. full-paid stock, $45,000; and, as 
is shown in another part of the account, they are the men who received 
$45,000 worth of shares. It is all one transaction. 

The stock of this company never was worth and never can be worth 
the snap of a finger. Why? The law of the United States giving the 
land to the State of Wisconsin to build the canal left to the State the 
authority to build the canal or use that land, or the proceeds of it, as 
it in its judgment should think best. The State of Wisconsin under 
its constitution can not build a canal, if I remember aright; it can not 

in any public work. My friend from Wisconsin will tell me 
w that is so or not. It is the case in the State of Michigan that 
the State can not undertake any of these outside public works of in- 
ternal improvement under our constitution. Under the constitution 
adopted in 1850 we were compelled to sell the State railroad and the 
State canal to carry out that instrument. 


But Wiscousin, as many other States have done, saw fit to turn over 
these lands either to an individual or individuals, or to a corporate 


when all expenses of building that canal and keeping it in repair have 


rent working expenses upon that canal. What is the stock good for? 
Whenever the business on that canal brings in money enough to pay 
all the expenses, it is not worth a cent, and so Mr. Nader, the State 
agent, says when these expenses shall ail have been paid, for he is rec- 
ommending that the General Government take the canal, then the com- 
pany has no interest in the canal. Why? Because the law of Congress 
and the law of the State of Wisconsin both say that when all these ex- 
penses of building, constructing, repairing, and working the canal 
shall have been paid, and as far as they are paid, the tolls shall be only 
in amount sufficient to pay for the management of the canal. 

The cost of management of the canal is not great. There are no 
locks; it isan open channel through; but it has been dug from one por- 
tion of the lake to another on the same level from Lake Michigan to 
Green Bay. Only repairs to prevent the decay of the revetments or of 
the piers would be necessary. So this company have no interest ex- 
cept to get back the money they have put in the canal—not a dollar’s 
worth, 

The report of the company is made out item by item and is sent to 
Congress by a board of engineers required to examine this matter and 
report to us. The company say they have paid out one hundred and 
seventy-eight thousand and some hundred dollars more than they have 
received. That is their statement—one hundred and seventy-eight 
thousand and some hundred dollars more than they received from all 
and every source. Whether that is true or not I do not know. That 
is what the engineers who were ordered by Congress to report to us 
say; at least they send that as the statement by the company of their 
expenses. 

The Senator from Kansas says compound interest is specified and 
marked out in these tables. I say I cannot find, norcan you find, any 
case of compound interest. The company had its outstanding bonds. 
The company had borrowed $68,000 at one time and they had issued 
bonds for $10,000. There is a statement here of what each year, 
year by year, the company paid in interest on its borrowed money. It 
was due at the end of the year. They paid it at the end of the year. 
The next year there came other interest and they paid it, and the next 
year other interest and they paid it. There is no charge of compound 
interest in that transaction. There is a statement of what was paid 
year by year on loans. 

I do not profess to be much of an accountant; my avocations have 
never led me to that branch of business, so that I may not understand 
all these questions well, but I submit to any gentlemen in the Senate 
who are accountants, who understand business, who understand how 
to make up accounts, whether the several very minute and full state- 
ments in the report sent us by the engineers through the Secretary of 
War are honestly and fairly made up. It may be all trickery, it may 
be alla sham, but all the material items and all the natural order of 
things and charges come in here, and there is no charge of $45,000 to 
the president and directors. There is a charge of $45,000 for their 
services. They borrowed money; they loaned money. When the com- 
pany did not have money and could not sell its bonds they carried on 
by money advanced by themselves; they put their hands to the oar and 
built this canal and drove it through for the interest of navigation. 

Senators here as well as myself are accustomed to bow with profound 
respect to any utterances of the Senator from Vermont. The Senator 
from Vermont brought his atlas in here with him. Almost any man 
has to have something to play with when making statements about 
which he knows very little. Some play withtheir watch-chains, some 
roll their fingers, some scratch their heads, and the Senator from Ver- 
mont brings in his atlas always when there isany question of a locality 
here. H+ brought it in to-day, and here it is. He did not take it 
away with him; he had done with it; but the information which the 
Senator vouchsafed to the Senate—I wish he were here—is interesting 
to those who live in far-off lands and never have been on Lake Michi- 
gan, who have never been on the sandy point, the long sandy stretch 
through which this canal was cut. He says a tug would run in and 
get a boat and rush out, and a tug would run in and get another boat 
and rush out with the lumber that had accumulated on this little nar- 
row point which he speaks of as being a narrow point stretching up 
into Green Bay. He says the time must come when the timber on this 
narrow point will get away from there where tugs are running in and 
out like rats—that was the expression and it is a very forcible one— 
running in like rats to get a raft or to get a boat that was loaded. 

Mr. President, within miles of this canal either south or north, there 
is not a tree growing but a scrubby jack pine not so high as the top of 
this gallery railing, not a tree of hard wood, soft wood, pine, maple, 
beech, anything. It is an accumalation of sand separating Green Bay 
from Lake Michigan. There is no more timber on it—lI say this to you 
Southern gentlemen—than on the sandy shoals that cut off Currituck 
and Albemarle and other soundsfrom the ocean. Itisa great heaped-up 
bed of sand. Whether there be rocks under it to make the first foun- 
dation of that bay or not I do not know, but there is no timber on it. 

The Senator from Vermont with his map undoubtedly thinks that 
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the 26,000,000 feet of timber came from thesesand-spits. The Senator 
never has been up there. He thinks it came from that little narrow 
region that runs up for 80 miles to the real outlet of Green Bay. No 
wonder his lack of knowledge in that respect might impose upon some 
of my friends who live in other parts of the country and have never 
known the geographical position of this sand-spit at all, whether it is 
loaded with pine or whether it has millions of acres, when he himself 
said it was crossed by a canal a mile or a mile and a quarter in length. 

Where did this pine come from and what was this canal for? Ex- 
tending from 70 or 80 miles farther south and west, connecting there 
by the Fox River with Lake Winnebago, connecting there with the 
Wisconsin, connecting by rail and water with the vast pine lands of 
Wisconsin, connecting farther, opposite this entrance and on the shore 
west of this placeand northwestof it, with the great iron mines of Wis- 
consin and of Michigan, Green Bay is the outlet of a commerce wonder- 
ful in extent. Millions and millions of feet of lumber come in there 
from all points, not from this sand-spit, but across Sturgeon Bay and 
across Green Bay and for 60 or 80 miles upintothe pine regions of Wis- 
consin and all along up to the rivers which farnish the Menomonee 
and the Cedar and the Escanaba, and where millions of tons of iron 
ore are shipped every year to the markets of the world. 

There comes out of Green Bay acommerce of a magnitude which would 
surprise any one who would look atit. Thus out into Lake Michigan, 
and thus to Chicago and Milwaukee, and thus down through Lake Huron 
and down through the Straits of Saint Clair, and through Lake Saint 
Clair, and through the Detroit River to Detroit, and to Toledo, and to 
Cleveland, and to Dunkirk, and to Buffalo, and to the Erie Canal, tim- 
ber and iron are goingdown. Vast quantitiesof wheat goout of Green 
Bay down through the whole length of the lakes, and the coal and mer- 
chandise supplying a million people through that Green Bay channel 
with their merchandise, and carrying off millions and millions of feet 
of lumber and millions of bushels of grain out into Green Bay. They 
can go on down or come north, as you call it. They can go up 80 miles 
beyond the Sturgeon channel and find the natural outlet of Green Bay 
to get into Lake Michigan, and can come right back by this narrow strip 
and pass thisStargeon Bay Canal to Milwaukee, and Chicago, and Michi- 
gan City, and the cities along the coast of Lake Michigan on the east- 
ern side. They can go 80 miles around and come right back, or with 
this channel they can come straight across through inland waters, safe 
waters, and come out into the lake 80 miles nearer to the markets than 
they can by going down to Green Bay, as we would say, and coming 
out through the natural opening of the bay. 

That is this project. In a very short time after it was finished, in a 
month or two, the report which has been read from shows usa thousand 
vessels going through, not going into this place to get a load, for there 
is nothing there, but going through into that great Green Bay, itself 
almost as great, if not quite as great, as Lake Erie; itself the outlet by 
water for all Northern Wisconsin and all the southern part of the upper 
peninsula of Michigan; itself the outlet for the vast lumber fields of 
Northern Wisconsin and the southern part of the upper peninsula of 
Michigan; itself the outlet for all that vast amount of iron ore which is 
taken down to mix with the iron ores of Pennsylvania and Ohio, and 
making a kind of iron from the two, the soft Lake Superior ore and the 
harder ores of those States—a mixture which gives an iron unsurpassed 
in the world for mechanical and art purposes. 

That is the position of this lake. That is the position of Green Bay. 
That is the kind of produce that can save 80 miles of travel by cutting 
through this canal. That is the condition of a canal and a harbor of 
refuge, where above on the Wisconsin side there is no harbor of refuge 
until you come within 40 or 50 miles, or along the rocky and sand-spit 
ledges that divide Green Bay from Lake Michigan. There is not a har- 
bor of refuge anywhere that in a northeastern storm would protect a 
vessel. This givesa perfect harbor of refuge ranning through this open 
spit into Sturgeon Bay. Land locked almost as it is, it gives a perfect 
harbor of retuge for the people traversing those great lakes. 

Sir, I did not intend to say anything in regard to this bill; I did not 
intend to reply to the attack made upon it; but it becomes me to say 
that before the committee for*the rivers and harbors there was 
urgency for doubling the appropriation for a harbor of refuge on Lake 
Champlain, 5, 6,7, 8 miles wide, where yessels were represented as being 
exposed to the storm and the tempest, and the mariners clinging with 
disheveled hair to the reefs to save themselves from premature 
I will not say who made those arguments before the committee. But 
here is a harbor of refuge, with probably one hundred vessels passing in 
front of it every day, which has already been the means of saving many 
lives and much property, where the Government thought it of impor- 
tance enough to establish a life-saving station, where light-houses are 
bailt, where all who know about it understand its value to the com- 
merce of the lakes which are lakes and in storms which are storms. 
What are the little storms that get upon Lake Champlain? Boys with 
bellows and with dog-carts could almost start them any time; but God 
makes the storms on Lake Michigan, and men tremble when He sends 
them among them. 

Yet we must double the appropriation in this bill for a harbor of ref- 
uge at Burlington, Vt., by somebody’s agency and urgency (I forget 
just now whose), but the only harbor of refuge on an extent of prob- 





ably 150 miles in the worst coast we have on Lake Michigan, exposed 
to all storms, is the point of attack in this bill; and the point of at- 
tack is made against a canal company of which I care nothing, which 
I am not here to defend nor to extenuaie. 

The law granting the land to the State of Wisconsin said that when 
the canal was completed which the land was given to aid, and when 
all the expenses of it were paid, then there should be no more tells 
than were necessary, and it should be as far as might be a free canal. 

The State of Wisconsin incorporated in its law to the same extent that 
provision. The State inspector says that with the great increase in tolls 
there the time must come when this company will have received tolls 
enough so that it will not care whether the Government takes the canal 
or not. All we ask is to relieve the navigation before that time comes 
to take off these tolls; to let the shipping go free, to let the vessels that 
have stood the storms and tempests of Lake Michigan have a safe place 
to enter, and, when they have entered, to free them from the subjection 
to onerous tolls for their entry and for their passage through. 

If I might be permitted to do so without creating any supposed sec- 
tional feeling or ill-feeling of any kind, I might say that the Govern- 
ment took the Louisville and Portland Canal, a canal which was con- 
structed by a company for the benefit of the navigation of the Ohio 
River, enlarged it, put in new locks, merely took the channel, the 
crease which that canal company had built there and which had been 
in the early days of great benelit to the navigation of the Ohio River. 
The Government expended $2,000,000 in making a canal there that is 
the pride of our whole land, and for which every navigator on the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio to-day is thankful. The company expended their 
money, and when it was expended the old stockholders of that almost 
worthless canal went into court. When Congress took off the tolls on 
the new canal the old stockholders went into court and procured an in- 


junction against the officers without taking off these tolls, saying the 


tolls were pledged to the expenses of the old company, that the tolls 
were pledged to reimburse the bondholders and the stockholders, and 
the Government paid $1,240,000 or $1,250,000, nearly a million and a 
quarter of dollars, to the old owners of that canal. 

By the vote of the Senate, and by the vote of the other House, and 
by the approval of the President, this was done in the case of an old 
canal disused for years; an old canal which merely was the line, the 
thread of work for the new canal; an old canal of which the locks had 
been torn away in building the new, and where there was no trace of the 
old left when the new was done. 

Did anybody complain that Congress to make free navigation imme- 
diately paid this million and a quarter dollars to the owners of the old 
canal? Nobody. Notavoice wasraised here. The Senatorfrom Kan- 
sas slumbered in his seat. The Senator from Vermont did not rear his 
towering form to the skies to denounce that as a steal. 

I could multiply these cases ten, twenty fold, and state the occasions 
where, for the sake of making free navigation for our commerce, the 
Government has taken works that companies have built and paid them 
what was right for them in order that they might the sooner make that 
channel of communication free to the vessels and to the navigation and 
commerce of our country. 

That is the object of this amendment. If there is $178,000 that by 
fair accounting belongs to that company before they can be required to 
reduce their tolls to the minimum of merely seeing to the repair of the 
canal and keeping it in order, let it be paid. This amendment limits 
it to $150,000, and that only on the report of your own engineers that 
the payment is a proper one, that so much ought to be paid in equity 
and in justice to this company before you make it a free canal. That 
is all there is in this provision. 

We give millions and millions of dollars to make through rapids, to 
make through gravel beds, and to make through rocky reefs passages 
for our own vessels without charging them any toll. We are all the 
while engaged in it. Here isa bill of $15,000,000 or $18,000,000, whose 
sole object ought to be, and I conscientiously believe is, to make the 
great highways of the people of the United States better and freer from 
cost and expense, tocheapen transportation, to bring to the farmer the 
value of his wheat without the enormous freight charges which might 
otherwise accumulate upon.it in whatever part of the United States he 
may live. This is one object, tocheapen lumber, to cheapen the trans- 
portation of wheat, to reduce the rates of insurance, to make iron come 
to our markets cheaper and freer than it dees now. 

All the Western States get their lumber from Minneapolis, or from 
Chicago and Michigan City. Kansas can not build a house, nor a board 
fence, nora barn, nor shingle a roof without paying tribute to the cost 
of transportation by water and by rail. Kansas can not geta bushel of 
its grain to the general markets of the world without paying whatever 

can be sustained as freight charges upon that bushel of grain. 

Sir, if there is any value at all in these appropriation bills for rivers 
and harbors it is to enable the common people of the United States, 
the farmers, the men who work in woods, the men who work on the 
plains, the men who gather the little produce that they can sell and by 
their labor get ready for market, getting it there, to receive a few cents 
a bushel more for their grain, a few dollars more during the winter for 
their labor in the pine woods, a few dollars more a month or year {or 
delving down in the dark recesses of the iron mine. 
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There is but little sympathy for that class of people. There are very 
few who seem to care whether the farmer can get his slight produce 
upon which he must live the rest of the year to market in such a way 
as tosave part of its valuetohim. There are very few who care whether 
our miners, wuo do not see daylight from Monday morning till Satur- 
day night, down in the deep iron mines of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
have for their families who dwell on the surface food during that time 
and clothing and education. There are few here who seem to care 
whether our lumbermen in the forests of Michigan, Wisconsin, and 


Minnesota, who leave their homes in November and return when the | 
snow is quite gone in March and April, and endure hardships which 


would blanch the hair of Senators who talk so flippantly about not car- 


ing for the interests of this class of men. when all winter long in the | 


woods they are laboring, away from all civilized society and away from 
their families, all wipter long, wakened by nothing but the thundering 
crash of the pine which their sturdy blows have at last brought to the 
ground. Who cares for these lumbermen? Who cares whether they 
have easy markets for their lumber? Who cares whether 1,000 feet of 
lumber from the sale of which they get their pay brings $3 more or $3 


less on account of the disproportionate and unfair charges for freight? | 
Ah, sir, in the sumptuous Senate Chamber, lolling in our easy chairs, | 


with maps brought to us to find unknown and undiscovered countries 
by pages whom we pay, how little thought there is of the toil and pri- 
vations of those men, not even like the farmers having homes in which 
to live, but the miners and the Iumbermen working in the woods and 
then driving down in the late spring freshets their freight from the high- 
lands, driving down these rivers the logs, exposed continually to death 
at every turn of a log and every slip of the pole? 

Why should we think of the common people of the United States? 
Why should the sneers of men in high place, men of keen wit, men of 
great cunning, men of vast powers of sarcasm fall on part of a bill in- 
troduced here in behalf of the interest of the sailor on the lakes, the 


miner in the mines, the lumbermen in the forest and on the stream, the | 


farmers in the far-off Northwest? Why should they be sneered out of 
existence and out of thought by those who have never known labor or 
want? 

Sir, it has been my lot to be among those people, to be one of them, 
during the long winters in the forest; to go up and down in the mines; 
to engage in all the labor and hardships and trials and privations of far- 
off frontier life. When I forget the toil and the care and the anxiety 
of those with whom forty years ago I had something of an honorable 
association, when the sneer will turn me from yielding to their de- 
mands, I shall no longer deserve to represent the interests of my peo- 
ple with my feeble capacity upon this floor. 

There is the bill, there is that provision safely guarded, well war- 
ranted, no money to be expended except on the report of a board of 
three engineers of the Army, supposed to be honorable men, appointed 
by the present Secretary of War; he shall determine that this purchase 
is desirable, that it is reasonable, that it is for the advantage of com- 
merce and navigation, guarded carefully and safely from the least pos- 
sible expenditure until all this provision shall have been ascertained to 
have been correct and satisfactory to the Secretary of War; and for one I 
have no fear but that the Secretary of War will see that the require- 
ments of the bill are complied with by the report, and that no detriment 
will happen to the Republic of the United States by reason of the Sen- 
ate’s action on this appropriation. 

Sir, it has been my fortune to have served in Congress for almost 
eighteen years, and during a great part of that time to have been upon 
the Committee on Commerce in the House or in the Senate, and I say 
that no’ iation that I ever knew of in the House was recom- 
mended to the House, with all the carping and all the criticism about 
it, until every report both of the Secretary of War, of the Chief of En- 
gineers, of the local engineer in charge of each work had been made, 
and in most cases read aloud, with each succeeding appropriation for 
that particular work, until members of the committee who have been 

on that committee can, if the name of the place be mentioned to- 
day, with their pencil make a rough sketch of whether it be river or 
harbor, whether it be deepening of the channel or whether it be re- 
moving rocks, or whatever it may be, and can tell from the continued 
reiteracy of their examination of these different bills what the identi- 
cal work is as well as the Chief of Engineers. 

He who charges the Committee on Commerce, I might say in either 
House, but I say in the Senate, with whom I have had the honor of 
acting tor the last five and a half years, with not bringing a conscien- 
tious desire to discharge their duty faithfully to the Government and 


the people, to the Senate, to the interests of commerce and navigation, | 
not to mislead a Senator, not to impose an uncertain and a doubtful | 


improvement upon a Senator or upon the Senate, does them foul dam- 
age and wrong. 
Whether I shall ever have occasion or not to speak upon this question 
again, here in my place, without fear of contradiction from apy and all 
t newspapers, the world at large, I make the assertion, which 
I believe will not be contradicted, that there is no committee in this 
body or in the other, in Congress, that has come to the performance of its 
duty with more painstaking investigation, with a more conscientious 
desire to frame and prepare a bill which should be in accord with our 
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institutions, with the rules of the Senate, with the sentiment of the 
people, with the views of the Executive, as far as may be, than the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to take any part in the discussion of 
this question, not thinking it would be necessary to do so; and it would 
not be necessary to do this except that the two blind Samsons of the 
Senate have put their hands around the pillars of this bill and seught 
to bring down the whole structure of internal improvement and river 
and harbor navigation, though it crush them and the interests of the 
people inits ruins. But forthatI should not have said anything here, 
| and I leave to others the more full defense of this bill both in its de- 
| tails and in the principles upon which it is founded. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I never was indicted for any heinous 
crime; but when I listened to the vindictive arraignment of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce by the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and his great colleague the Senator from Kansas, 1 began to 
think that my time was short here; that probably with the rest of the 
Committee on Commerce we should find ourselves in the Old Capitol 
prison before night. But after having delivered that vindictive indict- 
| ment the Senator from Vermont kindly took himself out of the Chamber, 

not caring to hear any of the arguments which might be urged in favor 
of the committee or of this appropriation. Of course after a casual ex- 
amination by the Senator from Vermont of this proposition and of the 
report in the case he was undoubtedly able to satisfy himself that this 
amendment ought not to prevail, and therefore it was a waste of time for 
him to listen to any of the committee or to any of the explanations 
which they might make. 

But after the defense of the Committee on Commerce by the distin- 
guished Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer], I will venture in my 
own way to say a few words in regard to this amendment and the wis 
| dom or unwisdom of its being adopted. 
| In the first place, the amendment does not compel the purchase of 

this canal or the payment of the $150,000 unless the Secretary of War 
upon an examination made by a board of three United States engineers 


| 





is satisfied as to the importance and value of the free use of the canal 
and the harbor of refuge to the commerce and navigation of the coun- 
try; and secondly, unless he is satisfied as to the reasonableness of the 
price mentioned, $150,000. So, before this theft, as it has been char- 
acterized by the Senator from Kansas, upon the Treasury of the United 
States of $150,000 can be consummated, another board of Army engi- 
neers must investigate this question, and their report in these direc- 
tions must receive the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Whether that is a sufficient guarantee and protection to the Treasury 
of the United States I am not prepared to say; but if any Senator can 
suggest any amendment which shall make it stronger and which shail 
make it certain that this canal shall not be purchased by the Govern- 
ment or taken by the Government unless it is necessary for the com- 
merce and navigation of the lakes and unless the price named here 
shall be found reasonable and satisfactory, as one of the committee I 
should be glad to have any such amendment offered. 

Now, a few words, and plain words, as to the history of this whole 
transaction. When this great country of the Northwest and of Wis- 
consin began to be settled yearsago, and when ships began to go there 
to trade, to bring away its wonderful wealth of timber and minerals, 
it was found that a great saving could be made to the navigation if a 
small canal could be constructed across a peninsula which separates the 
body of water known as Green Bay from Lake Michigan. By the con- 
struction of that canal dangerous navigation of about 150 miles would 
be saved to every vessel going into and coming out of Green Bay. 
commerce of the lakes sought for relief. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would depend on where they were bound. 

Mr. MILLER. It would make very little differenceasto where they 
were bound, as the Senator from Vermont suggests, for all the great 
commerce of that country must of necessity come down the lakes, and 
its business is found in thatdirection. Of course, some of it might go 
north and it might not need it, but I say the commerce of the lakes 
sought for relief. 

It was in the days when the Federal Government was not doing very 
much toward internal improvements. The great question of the con- 
stitutionality of carrying on works of internal improvements in the dif- 
ferent States by the Federal Government was perhaps not fully settled 
in our policy; but the Federal Government was in the habit of making 
land grants to States for the purpose of aiding the States in construct- 
ing works of this kind. It was for a purpose of that kind that the 
Government gave, I believe, a large grant of land to the State of lowa, 
and it has given such grants to many other States. 
| So finally the Congress of the United States said to the State of Wis- 
consin, “If you will build this canal we will give you 200,000 acres 
of the public land in your State,’’ and an act was passed. But the State 
of Wisconsin for some reason or other did not seem willing to undertake 
the work as a State. Matters went on until it was necessary for Con- 
gress to pass an extension bill, for the time had expired in which the 
State could build the canal and takethisland. ‘The time was extended, 
and finally the State of Wisconsin, not being willing to build the canal 
itself, found some of its own citizens who were willing to undertake it 
on condition that the State would give to the company thus organized 
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this grant of 200,000 acres. So finally a charter was granted by the 
State of Wisconsin to a company to construct this canal. 

That act was passed in 1868, but even after the State had passed this 
charter and the company had been organized it found itself unable to 
obtain funds enough to goon with the work, and it was not until in 1872 
that the company finally secured funds sufficient and mustered courage 
enough to undertake the enterprise. Then it began it and it constructed 
the first quarter of it, completing thatin 1874. Then the work dragged 
again. The funds of the company were not sufficient to push it on to 
successful completion, and it was not fully completed until some time 
in 1882, there being a period of ten years in its construction. 

Then the State of Wisconsin had turned over to this company the 
200,000 acres of land, and out of the proceeds of that, together with the 
moneys the company had invested in its own stock and which it had 
borrowed at the beginning, the work was at last completed. 

There has been a movement upon the part of the commerce of the 
lakes to make this canal free and to relieve commerce from the burdens 
of the tolls levied on the commerce passing through it. It was with 
that view that in 1882 a resolution was offered in this body to which 
Executive Document No. 34, Forty-seventh Congress, second session, 
is an answer, and it is growing out of that investigation, and the sub- 
sequent demand of commerce for the freedom of the navigation of this 
canal, that the Committee on Commerce, considering this matter care- 
fully, finally voted this amendment into the bill. 

There are only two business propositions connected with this which 
should have any weight with the Senate in deciding whether it will 
leave the amendment in the bill or whether it will take it out: First, 
as to the necessity of this canal and its importance to the commerce of 
the great lakes; and secondly, as to the compensation that should be 
made to the canal company if the property is taken from them. 

First, as to its importance. TheSenator from Vermont, looking upon 
the atlas, judged that the peninsula across which it is constructed and 
the lands adjacent upon the other side were simply timber lands, and 
that in a few years ail the pine timber would be removed, and there 
would be no longer any commerce or any necessity for the canal. If 
that supposition is correct, then the United States Government wants 
nothing to do with*this canal; but what are the facts? Green Bay, 
which is cut off from Lake Michigan by this peninsula, except at the 
outlet much farther north, a distance of from 50 to 75 miles, is a great 
body of water, and the commerce upon itsshores is of great importance 
to the country. 

But if the Senator from Vermont, who watches so carefully after all 
the legislation of this body, had gone back in his memory a few years 
he would have found that the United States Government has been ex- 
pending for many years many millions of dollars upon the Fox River, 
which enters into the head of Green Bay. We have made the Fox 
River navigable for large steamers from its mouth in Green Bay up to 
Lake Winnebago, a large lake and a wonderful body of water, and from 
there on the canal extends until the total navigation connected with 
this public work is very large. And remember, this canal and this im- 
provement of the Fox River is not a State canal. The State of Wis- 
consin has nothing whatever to do with it. It has been constructed 
entirely by the United States Government. I say that canal extends 
into the interior of Wisconsin, I think a distance of one or two hundred 
miles. How near am I correct? I ask the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SAWYER. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. MILLER. What is the distance from the mouth of Fox River 
to the end of navigation improved by the Government of the United 
States? How far is the Wisconsin now navigable? 

Mr. SAWYER. In the neighborhood of 200 miles. 

Mr. MILLER. This work is completed and now navigable from the 
head of Green Bay a distance of 200 miles, and I need not tell the 
Chairman, and I need not tell the Senator from Vermont now that I 
have reminded him of it, that the original project in the improvement 
of the Fox River was intended to connect the great lakes with the Mis- 
sissippi River and to make a free water way from the Upper Mississippi 
into the great lakes and through the great lakes down to the sea at the 
port of New York. 

We have been going on year by year expending, as I have said, mill- 
ions of dollars, and instead of this little canal here giving convenience 
to a small lumber interest, the canal as it is constructed drains the great 
body of the State of Wisconsin, and upon its shores, or at least in the 
country which is tributary to it, I have no doubt one quarter of the 
entire population of that State is located; and upon the Fox River, 
which has been thus improved, there are to-day manufacturing estab- 
lishments of great number and turning out products of millions of value. 
In short, right upon that improvement in this Northwestern country is 
one of the greatest, if not the greatest, water-powers in the United 
States, and to-day on that river are several hundred important manu- 
facturing establishments, and in the near future it is to be the great 
manufacturing center of the Northwest. 

Much Eastern capital has been put into the improvement of man- 
ufactories upon that stream. Horatio Seymour, once the honored gov- 
ernor of the State of New York, was interested in its first improvement. 
It has been my good fortune in later years to also be connected with 
the manufacturing improvements upon that river, but it has grown so 
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rapidly and so enormously that the West no longer needs any help from 
the East, and we have retired from it. 

But when the Senator from Vermont sneers at the commerce which 
shall pass through this lake he sneers at one-half of Wisconsin, at one- 
half of its wealth and its industry and its intelligence; and I would 
advise him hereafter when he talks about a question of this kind and 
brings in his atlas to study it long enough to find out where the thing 
reaches, 

So much as to the importance of this improvement. I have said 
enough to show that there is no more important work to-day in this 
country, considering its cost, than this very canal we are talking about. 
All this commerce which comes down the Fox River improvement and 
out of Winnebago Lake, if it shall go to the great city of Chicago, or if 
it shall go to the West, it is much cheaper and safer that it shall come 
into Lake Michigan through this canal than that it shall go through 
the dangerous navigation it must if it goes around the head of this pe- 
ninsula. 

I think I have said enough to convince any unprejudiced mind of the 
importance of this work and of the importance of making it free to 
all the commerce of the lakes. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the question of how much should be paid 
for this if the Government is to take it, the Senator from Kansas and 
the Senator from Vermont have grown witty over an attempted dissec- 
tion of the accounts made up by this company and presented in this 
report. Ido not care to say much about that. 

The Senator from Kansas denounces with fiery indignation the put- 
ting of a few hundred dollars into this statement for the services of a 
lawyer in connection with the organization of this company. Mr. Pres- 
ident, he is a better judge than I of the value of a lawyer to a company 
in properly preparing its incorporation papers and seeing to the organ- 
ization of the company. I will not joinany issue uponthat. But the 
Senator tells us that these accounts arecooked; that when the company 
have put in herea thousand dollars a year for the services of the presi- 
dent and perhaps another thousand dollars a year for the services of the 
treasurer they are all fictitious. Why, sir, I have shown you from the 
record that this company was unable for six or eight years to do very 
much in the way of building this canal; that the company was organ- 
ized, that the surveys were made, and that the company issued its own 
notes and borrowed money to go on and complete the first quarter of 
the canal, which seems to have been the condition upon which it was 
to receive one quarter of the land grant. 

I do not know what ideas a great lawyer may have upon the value of 
a plain business man; but when we look at the charges made by the 
great lawyers of this country for a few days’ services in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, when we look at the salaries paid to the 
attorneys of railroad corporations running up as high as $25,000 and 
$50,000 a year, we find out something of their ideas in regard to the 
value of their own services. But I take it for granted that the great 
corporations of this country know something of the value of the busi- 
ness men who organize them, who conceive them, who put them into 
operation, who have made all the great internal improvements of this 
country, who have builtits railroadsand its canals, and who have made 
this country what it is, and some of the great corporations of this 
country recognize the value of business men in paying to their presi- 
dents $25,000 and $30,000 and sometimes $50,000 per year as salaries. 

Undoubtedly in the beginning of this work the officers could not do 
a very great deal. Their account shows that they were borrowing 
money upon their own notes, and theSenator from Kansas denounces the 
interest paid upon discounting their own notes as an outrageous and 
fictitious account. Well, Mr. President, that is a strange business 
principle. These men made their own notes and discounted them in 
bank and took the proceeds to help build this canal. Was not the dis- 
count a legitimate charge upon the enterprise? I venture to say there 
is not asensible business man anywhere in this country who would 
for a moment question the legitimacy of the charging of an interest ac- 
count upon all the moneys furnished in an enterprise like this from the 
date of its beginning up to the hour of itscompletion. It is all a part 
of the expense until the work is done and until it begins to bring in 
anincome. Is it not? Most certainly it is; and this account is full 
of charges for interest, full of charges for discount upon notes. They 
were so short of money that they were compelled to shin around not 
only the banks of the West but even down to New York. Here are 
numerous items paid for the collection of drafts upon New York. I 
suppose that was entirely legitimate. I suppose that if a business man 
drew a draft in Minneapolis, or in Appleton, or anywhere in Wiscon- 
sin, upon New York, he would have to pay some exchange to get the 
money, and if he wanted the money bad enough to pay the exchange, 
I think that exchange would be a legitimate charge upon the enter- 
prise in which he was engaged. Ifa man engaged in ordinary private 
business failed to charge up his interest account, his discounts, and his 
charges for collection, he would very soon find himself in the bankrupt 
court. 


And, Mr. President, this account does undoubtedly call for compound 
interest, and it should. As to the bonds that were issued, over which 
the Senator from Vermont has grown so comical, if he had read the 
statement closely he would have found that the service for which this 
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man was paid was not only for negotiating these notes but it was for 


his whole financial transactions. This man was the financial agent of 


the company, and not only sold these bonds, but he helped the com- 

y through the discount of its notes in various banks, raised money 
for it, and helped to carry the company along. I undertake to say 
that there is not a charge in this account for compound interest which 
is not as legitimate as every dollar which was raised for the canal, and 
I defy any man who understands ordinary business principles as con- 
nected with any of the coporations of this country or with any of its 
manufacturing industries to question that statement. 

It does appear here that they voted to the officers of the company 
$45,000 of its stock as full paid. What that stock is worth I do not 
know. It may be worth $45,000; it may be worth $4,500; it may be 
worth 45 cents. If the United States Government decide to take this 
property, it is worth simply what we shall decide to give them. That 
is all 


I have not gone over these accounts carefully, but I find in the sum- 
mary that the total cost of the construction of this work, including 
these enormous salaries of a thousand dollars a year to the president, 
and a thousand dollars a year to the secretary and treasurer, and $600 
to the engineers, and the discounts, 8, 10, and 12 per cent., together 
with exchange upon New York, and with the interest figured up every 
year from the time the work began until it was completed and was 
able to earn something in the way of tolls—the president of the com- 
pany has put it down at $642,615.57. They received out of the sales 
of the 200,000 acres of land, in round numbers, I think $344,000—let 
it go at that, more or less—and it appears some $53,000 for timber 
tres 

I do not care to go into the details of these accounts any further; 
they are here, they show for themselves. I do not hesitate, however, 
to claim that these charges for salaries, for engineers’ expenses, for dis- 
counting their own notes in bank, or paying a discount upon their notes 
on which they raised the money to build the canal, and the figuring 
of compound interest upon all the money that was put in it from the 
time it began until its completion, are unquestionably legitimate. 

It would seem from the act of Congress granting this land to the 
State of Wisconsin that after recompensing herself and reimbursing 
herself for all the cost of the completion of this work, she was then to 
maintain it at only such a rate of tolls as would keep the canal in 
proper repair. The State of Wisconsin did not undertake to do that 
work, but permitted a company of its own citizens to do it, and to that 
company it gave this grant of 200,000 acres. 

What I desire to submit is this, and it seems to me that every fair 
man must admit it, that this company of private citizens who undertook 
that work are entitled to some recompense. It is not merely sufficient 
that they should recover back simply what it cost to construct the 
canal; and if their own accounts are to be taken that sum is $178,- 
168.58. The committee, without going into a full accounting and ex- 
amination of their accounts, put in here the lump sum of $150,000, be- 
lieving that the company would prefer to take that rather than to go 
on and manage the canal and continue to secure tolls until they shall 
have reimbursed themselves for their entire expenditures; for I do not 
believe that any lawyer in this body will undertake to say that under 
the act of Congress and under the charter granted by the State of Wis- 
consin we could dispossess them from this canal until they had re- 
couped themselves in tolls for every dollar they had put into it. 

I say I do not believe that any lawyer in this body will assert any 
other doctrine than that, for certainly under the act of Congress and 
under the en by the State of Wisconsin they can not be 
entitled to less; is it reasonable to believe that any set of sane men 
would have taken this charter and constructed this canal if there was 
danger that they would be dispossessed of it before they had recovered 
back all the moneys put into it? I think not, and I think that pro- 
vision in the amendment is well guarded. I have said already that it 
any Senator can suggest any language which will guard it more cer- 
tainly against the improper acquirement of this canal or the paying 
ane: should come to the builders of it, for one I shall be glad to 

t. 

Mr. President, there is another question, and that is as to the public 
policy of the Government of the United States taking canals like this 
and making them free. For one I do not hesitate to say that I believe 
it to be wise public policy to do it. We have done it in several cases, 
notably in regard to the Louisville and Portland Canal around the Falls 
of the Ohio River. I do not believe there is a single Senator here who 
would desire to take back that action. 
not as important as that is to-day in the Ohio Kiver, will, in my judg- 
—_ he oe of population which is taking place in Wisconsin 

great west, within a very few years be as important as 
the canal at Louisville. he : 7 
There are two or three other cases of this kind in the country where 
the United States Government acting with State governments has al- 
ed private individuals to come in and make public improvements 
to collect and levy tolls from all the commerce passing through 
I believe it was unwise in the Government when it started upon 
plan yearsago. We have abandoned it. The Government of the 
nited States would not for a moment think of allowing a private com- 
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pany to build a canal of this kind and charge tolls upon it now; but it 
has been done in several cases and done with the consent and knowledge 
of the United States. 

What are we todo now? In my judgment the wise thing to do is to 
secure to the ownership of the United States these canals which are of 
the importance of which I have spoken. This is one; there are a few 
others, but very few, in this country, and when they shall have come 
into the hands of the United States and the tolls shall have been taken 
off, great relief will come to the commerce in the sections where these 
canals are located. 

What have we done, Mr. President, at the gateway of the great Lake 
Superior? We have built there at the head of the Saint Mary’s River 
the greatest ship-lock in the world, at a cost, I think, of between one 
and two million dollars. Itis so large thatit takes in at one time four 
or five of the great ships which navigate Lake Superior, Lake Huron, 
and Lake Michigan. It has been completed but a few years, and even 
now the commercial interests of Lake Superior have come down here 
en masse and demanded that the Government begin at once to build 
another lock at that point as large as the one now there; and we have 
in this bill put in an appropriation, I think, of $250,000 to begin at once 
the construction of another great lock atthe Sault de St. Marie. I be- 
lieve it to be wise. Before that lock is finished there it will be found 
that the present lock, notwithstanding it is the largest in the world, is 
absolutely unable to properly carry on the business and the commerce 
which passes through there. That is a canal, just as much a canal as 
this isorany other. Novessel could pass from Lake Superior into Lake 
Huron, save it ran the rapids, until the first little lock was built, which 
gave place a few years ago to the present lock which we have there. 

Mr. President, the United States Government has entered upon a 
career of taking off all shackles from the commerce which floats upon 
the water. No matter how much casuists may cry out against it, no 
matter how much the great railroads of this country may attempt to 
break it down and to prevent all river and harbor bills from passing, 
these great works will go on to completion, and woe be to that public 
man who stands in the way of them. 

Mr. President, I do not care to say anything more on this matter 
now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the original resolution of March 9, 
1882, upon which the report of the Chief of Engineers was made to 
the Secretary of War, was in the following language: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, instructed to ascer- 
tain and report to Congress at its next session the cost of constructing the 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal, in the State of Wisconsin, and by 
whom said ship-canal was constructed; also, to ascertain the amount of money 
realized from the sale of the lands granted by Congress to the State of Wisconsin 
to aid in the construction of said ship-canal; said information being required 
for the purpose of considering the question of opening said ship-canal free to 
the comunerce of the lakes. 

That was the design and purpose as appears from the language of the 
resolution, to ascertain in the first place what the canal cost, who built 
it, how they got the money, and in the next place to ascertain, if the 
Government should think it necessary to take possession of it, how 
much should be paid by way of compensation to those who were en- 
titled to it under the act of Congress. 

The purpose of my remarks hitherto has been to show that the cost 
of the construction had been entirely paid and that a profit remained 
over from the sale of the 200,000 acres of land that were granted by 
Congress to the State of Wisconsin for this purpose. TheSenator from 
Minnesota, in his justification of the amendment of the committee to 
appropriate $150,000 to pay these people for the work that they had 
already constructed at a profit, attempted to show that there was a bal- 
ance of about $178,000 that remained unliquidated according to the 
statement of the officersof the corporation. Is not that correct? And 
my purpose has been to show, so far as I could from the printed infor- 
mation in the possession of the Senate, that the statement of accounts 
made by the officers of the corporation was fictitious, or, as the Senator 
from New York called it in his observations, a cooked account. I did 
not intend to use any phrases that would be obnoxious or that in any 
way would be in derogation of the apparent good faith of these officers, 
but inasmuch as the Senator from New York has applied that designa- 
tion to them inferentially, I will say thatin my opinion the use of the 
term ‘‘ cooked ”’ as applied to these accounts is justified by an inspec- 
tion of the evidence that is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me. Does the Senator 
mean to say that I expressed the opinion that these accounts were 
cooked ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No; quite the reverse. I said the Senator endeav- 
ored to convey the impression that I had argued that the accounts 
were cooked. I did not use the word ‘‘cooked,’’ LIemployed no such 
phraseology. I did not use that term at all. That term emanated 
from the Senator from New York; but inasmuch as he employed it, 
and as it is a description that has obtained currency with regard to 
such transactions, I will say that in my judgment there is no doubt 
that these accounts have been cooked for the purpose of producing the 
impression upon the mind of Congress that there is an existing bal- 
ance unsatisfied in the construction and expense account of this canal. 

I do not propose to rehearse what I have already said, but in addi- 
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tion to what has hitherto been mentioned, I have recently discovered 
further evidence in my investigation of this report to which I will call 
attention. 

It seems that the Wisconsin Legislature in 1879 appointed a commit- 
tee to examine concerning the expenditures of the company that con- 
structed this canal, the amount of money they received from the lands, 
and the condition of the work. That committee madea majority and a 
minority report, certain extracts from the majority report being pub- 
lished by this engineers’ report in the communication they made to 
Congress the 8th of January, 1883, in which it appears first: 

The officers claim that they have an office in Milwaukee, which is the only dis- 
tinetive office which the company has. The president,secretary, and treasurer 
draw 10 salary— 

Mark, this was in 1879, seven years after this work was begun— 
and perform such official acts as devolve upon them at their private offices. 

This work had been under contract for seven years. It began in 
July, 1872, and in 1879 this majority report of the committee of the 
Wisconsin Legislature declared that up to that time they had drawn 
no salary; that their work had been gratuitous, inasmuch as they per- 
formed their official acts devolving upon them at their private offices. 
When in 1882 these men come in and present a charge of $10,250 for 
the president alone, is not that cooking an account? 

Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator desire an answer now ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not want any answer at all, because the 
document answers itself. A cooked account is one, as I understand, 
that is made up after the transactions areallover. If in 1879 the presi- 
dent of this company had not made any charge for services on account 
of his salary, had been acting gratuitously, when in 1882 he presented 
an account covering that period of seven years in which he charged a 
thousand dollars a year, that account was cooked, and there is no other 
description to makeof it. It is bogus; it isan account that is prepared 
for the occasion. The same thing may be said about the salary of the 
secretary, which was declared to not have been asked for or paid, the 
services being rendered gratuitously. 

On the 18th of November, 1882, ten years after the work was begun 
and three years after they had declared that they were charging noth- 
ing but had been rendering their services gratuitously, there is an ac- 
count presented for the treasurer and assistant secretary of a thousand 
dollars a year. Was not that accountcooked? What do you call that 
in the ordinary parlance of such transactions? When aman in re- 
sponse to the interrogatories of the State Legislature declares he has 
been acting gratuitously, that he has not charged any salary, and that 
his services have been rendered in connection with his private office, 
and in 1882 when it becomes necessary to manufacture a claim for a 
balance against the United States Government he puts in a charge of 
$10,250 for salary over that period extending from 1872 to 1882, is that 
cooked or is it not? Pretty thoroughly cooked, well done, and not 
rare at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. INGALLS. I will listen to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator for information whether 
the Committee on Commerce have in their possession or can furnish 
the Senate with copies of that majority and minority report made to 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, in which it would seem that the cooked 
or uncooked, the rare or the well-done—and I should think both—af- 
fairs of this concern went through an investigation ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No Senator has stated that; neither has the infor- 
mation come from the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there such information here? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no such information here, nor is there any 
evidence that this report was investigated by the committee, although 
it is a document of the United States, appearing in the annual report of 
the Chief of Engineers for 1879, pages 1494-1505. I say in response to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont that the observations Tam 
now making are in reply tocriticisms which were presented by theSenator 
from New York on the remarks I had previously made, to the effect that 
I had improperly stated that these officials in endeavoring to pile up 
their accounts against the United States Government had, as he phrased 
it, cooked them. In other words, they had put in fictitious, simulated, 
fabricated accounts, not thought of until after the effort was made to 
sell this property to the Government of the United States. So much 
about the salary account as cooked. 

The Senator from Michigan in his comments upon what I said de- 
clared that I had made statements which were not warranted by the 
report from which I had read, in that I stated that compound interest 
had been charged by this company in presenting their final statement 
to the Government; and as the Senator from Michigan is now absent 
from his seat, 1 suppose on business for the Senate, and I have not the 
opportunity of calling his attention to the pages of the report from 
which I read, in order that the public, those who may hereafter read 
his statement may judge between us on the question of veracity whether 
1 introduced evidence here that was not warranted by the factsor not, 
whether I attempted to convey false impressions in declaring that these 
men had charged compound interest or not, I shall trouble the 
to take down the pages of thisdocument from which I read. But before 
proceeding to that I will make one other observation, to the effect that 


the Senator from Michigan and the Senator from New York do not agree 
in their views upon this subject. Whereas the Senator from Michigan 
declared that there was no charge for compound interest, thereby inti- 
mating that I had made a statement not warranted by the facts, the 
Senator from New York admitted that there was and justified it. Be- 
tween the two you pay your money and take your choice; but now as 
to the fact: 

On page 19, under date ‘‘September 10, 1873. Cash advances and 
interest to date, as per preceding statement, $31,490. Interest on same 
compounded annually to December 1, 1882,’’ making an interest ac- 
count, year by year, of $33,634.91, or $2,000 more than the principal, 
and an aggregate total principal and interest of $65,124.91. And yet 
the Senator from Michigan had the effrontery to say that I had not ex- 
amined this report and did not know anything about it, and rather 
castigated me for venturing to express an opinion about a matter that 
I had no information whatever concerning. 

Once more, on page 20: 

September 10, 1873, cash advances and interest to date as per or. 

ing statement ......... --- $12,190 00 
Interest on same ‘compounded annually to ‘December dy 1882—" 

Giving the amount year by year, making an interest account of $13, - 
021.31, or over $1,000 more interest than principal, and an aggregate 
of $25, 210.31. 

On page 21: 

September 10, 1873, cash advances and interest to date, as per oa 


ing statement .. 
Interest on same ‘compounded ‘annually ‘to Decem ber 1, 1882— 


Total interest account, $13,020.31. 
Dantatatnainet citk Bates veccieesctcieeterscnerescemns: ocecmsn cerns: csvesarqsensecceee $25, 210 Si 


Or a thousand dollars more interest than principal. 
On page 22: 


Stock received in settlement— 
This does not seem to be even a money account— 


Stock received in settlement, perenne: ae Mr. William B. an 
December 11, 1875... sseeeesee $12,010 00 


The interest «dh A annually on this a and received in 
settlement down to December 1, 1882, total interest $12,828.05, or 
nearly $2,000 more interest than principal on the settlement of a stock 
account, and ‘‘total principal and interest $24,838.05.”’ 

And yet I am told that in criticising this matter 1 made a statement 
not verified by the record, that in making up these accounts for their 
presentation of their balance against the Government these men had 
charged compound interest, and the other member of the committee 
who addressed the Senate comes in and fortifies that statement by de- 
claring that the Senator from Michigan was wrong and that I was right 
and the transaction was justifiable. Very well, it may be justifiable; 
but is it justifiable in making upan account against the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr. MILLER. TheSenatorwillpermitme. Thiscompany has made 
up no account against the Government of the United States. It has 
notany account withit. The Government of the United States has not 
anything to do with the company uniess it decides to take this property 
for public purposes; and when it does, then of course it must pay for 
it just as it is going to pay for the Library site out here; and so the 
Government asked these men to make a statement of what the property 
had cost them and they have madeit. They have no account with the 
Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. TheSenator from New York would really be bette: 
advised if he was more intelligent. If the Senator knew more of what 
he was talking about he would really be better informed. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam much obliged tothe Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘The Senator has aright to be much obliged, becausc 
I know of no man who stands more in need of information on this su!)- 
ject than the Senator from New York. Now I call his attention to 

e 6. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall go to some other source than the Senator from 
Kansas to get my information. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I direct him to the report of this board of en- 
gineers. He says there never has been any claim of this canal compan) 
against the Government of the United States, and no understandin . 
no arrangement, no treaty, no negotiation, no sort of an u eeeteed ig 
by which the Government of the United States was to take possess! 
of this property, and that they presented no account even against 1! 
Government. Isay, Mr. President, that this account was made up |v 
this canal company at the request of this board of engineers, and pr-- 
sented entirely as the basis of a negotiation with the Governmen'. 
When the Senator desires to criticise my statement he should co..¢ 
here better informed. 

Mr. MILLER. I will criticise it when the Senator is through. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There was no negotiation between the engine: ' 
and the company. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand of course there was no negotiatio” 
but this board of engineers was authorized and established for the ver) 
purpose of ascertaining what would have tobe done with this compa 
in order to get the free transitof thatcanal. Itis disputing the alp!i\ 
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bet of this subject to deny that. That is what the inquiry of 1882 was 
mae for, to ascertain how much we should have to pay this corpora- 
tion in order to remove the impost of tolls from the commerce of the 
Northwest passing through this canal. And yet the Senator from New 
York tells me there has been no presentation of accounts against the 
Government of the United States. 

Of course there has been no such presentation; but there was a pres- 
entation to this board of engineers appointed for that purpose to enable 
them to report to the Government how much it would cost to enable 
the United States to take possession of this property and remove the 
tolls from the shipping. I read from page 6: 

As the Senate resolution calls for this information “ for the purpose of consid- 
ering the question of opening said ship-canal free to the commerce of the lakes,”’ 
and the letter of instructions directs the board to * procure such information as 
in ia judement may be necessary to a proper investigation of the subject,’’ the 
board obtained from the canal company full statements of receipts and expenses 
and moneys advanced, with interest charged, and that the amounts that they 
would expect to receive in case the Government should decide to take control 
of the work, 

Yet I am told this never was presented with a view of preferring any 
claim against the Government of the United States, when this board of 
engineers called on them to makeup their statement in order to ascer- 
tain what they would expect to receive in case the Government should 
decide to take control of the work. 


That is astatement of the board of engineers derived from the canal 
corporation, that if the Government decides to take control of the work 
the amount they expect to receive is $178,168.58; and I have shown 
how that is made up, and do not propose to go over itagain; but I state 
that it is fabricated, simulated, and fictitious, that it is made up almost 
wholly, with but very few exceptions, of estimates that were formed 
after this propositiou was presented to them by this board of engineers. 
It consists of interest compounded, of stock that never was sold, of 
salaries that never were paid. I believe it lacks in one very important 
estimate, in that it does not include the amount that was received for 
this land. And yet three years after that report was made, when this 
company has assured Congress that it has no pecuniary interest in this 
canal, that it would like to be relieved of it, we are recommended by 
the Committee on Commerce to pay out of the Treasury of the United 
States $150,000. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, of course I shall not call in question 
the great knowledge in regard to matters of this kind shown by the 
Senator from Kansas. He has been good enough to intimate that if I 
knewmoreI would bewiser. I wish I was wiser, and I hope the Senator 
from Kansas will impart some of his superabundant and supernumerary 
wisdom and information; but thus far I have not been able to imbibe 
any of it on this question. I suppose the lack is mine, not that of the 

ver. 

o rhe Senator has stated that these accounts are fictitious and, adopt- 
ing my own language, he said ‘‘cooked.’’ Mr. President, I know none 
of the members of this company. I know nothing about their charac- 
ter. He has intimated in the face of this report that their statement 
of moneys received from the sale of the landsis not correct. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont intimated that quite likely they had formed a ring, 
or something of that kind, and sold the lands to themselves. I know 
nothing about that. It is entirely outside of this whole question; it 
has nothing whatever to do with it. 

Here is a private corporation which holds a very important gateway 
in our commerce, and under the laws of this country it is entitled to 
take toll. ‘The question is, how shall we rid ourselves of it. I have 
already stated what has been done heretofore in the appointment of a 
board of engineers to investigate this question and to determine what | 
this work had cost and what it would cost the Government if we were | 
to take it and make it free. The board, in the course of their investi- 
gations, called upon the company to make a detailed statement of what 
the work had cost them, and to say what they expected the Federal 
Government to pay them if it took possession of it. When I said that 
that statement was no claim upon the Government and no account 
against the Government, I simply stated what the cheapest and com- 
monest book-keeper in this country would know to be true when the 


case Se to him. 

The of the Government asked the officers of this company to 
put down in a detailed statement what this thing had cost. These 
officers were under no obligation to render any account. They could | 
simply have said, ** This property is ours, and ifthe Government of the 


United States takes it it must take it by appointing a commission to } 


assess its value and pay us its value.”” They could have stood abso- 
lutely that ground, and no court in this land would have taken 
it from Wherever the Government of the United States takes pri- 
wien for public uses it first asks the owner to say what he will 
take for it, and he makes the offer, and if the Government is not satisfied 
with that it to condemn and take it by a commission, fixing | 
its value, company met the Government officers and presented | 
their account. Weare not under any obligation to look at it at all. | 
We can say here by every right that this great water way, this gate, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
This latter amount is $178,168.58. 





which they hold ought to be held and owned by the people of the 
country, and we will appoint a commission to assess the value of it 


and to take it, and there is no power in the company to prevent the 
United States Government from doing it. 

Mr. President, as the Senator from Kansas has traversed this account 
and has declared that the items are fictitious and ‘‘cooked,’’ I propose 
to look at them again for a single moment. Upon the question of the 
interest and the compound interest from the time the money was put 
in until the work was completed ready for commerce and was pre- 
pared to earn returns, I do not believe the Senator from Kansas him- 
self, although he is a lawyer, will say that that is not a correct charg 


I do not believe any reasonable man anywhere will make such a state- 
ment. He reads from the report showing that the interest thus co 
pounded has amounted to more than the original loans. The simplest 
scholar in our public schools could tell us that money running at com- 
pound interest as long as the first advance made to this company did 
would have more than doubled itself. 

Perhaps the Senator has discovered a new way of getting rich. If 
he will invest his salary here of $5,000 a year as Senator at the rate of 
interest prevailing in the West it will double itself in less than 12 
years, depending upon what the rate may be, and I think that would 
be a legitiinate way for the Senator to increase his worldly goods. [| 
have no doubt he does it with all the money he has, and if it is loaned 
on bond and mortgage, or if it is in Government bonds or other s« 
ties, he collects his interest annually or semi-annually and reinvests 
it. He understands that, and so does every other business man. 

But now as to the question of the officers’ salaries. He says that 
they had been serving the company for ten long years and had mad 
no charge for their services; but when the Government asked the com- 
pany to give a statement of what the work had cost they put into it a 
thousand dollars a year for the president, and a thousand dollars a year 
for the treasurer or secretary, Ido not know which, and he calls that 


fictitious and cooked. Iam surprised at that statement. 

Here were a few men; this company, as I understand, is composed of 
a very few men, perhaps not more than six or eight or a dozen in all. 
They were besought by the people living in that part of the country to 
take this grant from the State of Wisconsin and build thiscanal. They 
organized the company, took their charter, and after ten or twelve years 
of struggling with this work they completedit. It wasall within them- 
selves. They charged no salary, for they had no money with which to 
pay it; but will any one undertake to say that the services of this presi- 
dent and the services of this treasurer, who went about and borrowed 
the money here and there wherever he could to construct the 
were worth nothing to this enterprise. 

Suppose this company had started with all its money in hand that 
it received from this public land and from other sources 
had started with a paid-up capital of $500,000; would not these ofli- 
cers have put in their bills and been paid for their services as oflicers? 
Undoubtedly they would; but so long as the matter was entirely in 
their own hands it mattered not to the president whether he charged 
up a salary or not. If he charged it up he would have to pay it out 
of his own pocket, for the company had no funds to pay it with. Wu 
when the United States Government steps up and says: ‘‘ Perhaps w 
may want to buy this canal; will you tell us what it has cost? Wi 
you tell us what you will take for it if we take it now ?’’ these oilicers 
said: ‘* A part of the cost of the construction of this canal has been the 
services vf its officers, who have labored more or less constantly for 


canal, 


; SUppose 1% 


it for ten or twelve years,’’ as the case may be, and it was perfectly le- 
gitimate in estimating the cost of the canal to fix some proper sum 
tor the services of the officers. 

I say they were fixed at a very moderate sum, a thousand dollars a 
year for the president and a thousand dollars a year for the secretary 
or treasurer. I know of enterprises in the East, corporate enterprises, 
in which there are buta few stockholders, where the officers have served 
for long years faithfully and where the enterprises have even been protit- 
able, in which the officers have never drawn a dollar of salary; but if 
you were to go to them and ask them to sell you their property, they 
would be very likely to figure up the number of years that they had 
given their attention and time to the developmentof the business. And 
thatiswhatthesemendid. They have madenochargefor their services, 
but when theGoverninent came to ask for a purchase-price they putit in, 
and I think put it in very properly. 

i have gone over this account somewhat carefully here to-day, and 
there are, so far as I can see, very few items to be questioned. But 
that is all outside of the question anyhow. Whether the accounts ai 
right or not, if the Government of the United States propo 
this property, it must take it and pay a reasonable sum for it. I sup- 
poss we do not here as legislators propose to dis] 

property without some just recompense. They claim that in interest 
and in services and in the various ways which they have here de 
scribed they have expended upon this work $173,000 more than they 
have received, and they have in this report substantially said to the 
Government, ‘* If you want this work and want to make it free 
commerce of the lakes, you may take it now; we will 

claim and our right to collect tolls for $178,000.”’ 

The Commerce Committee, in a sort of trading spiri 
bill, ‘* We will give you $150,000 for a perfect and 
that after another investigation by anoth 
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and after their report the Secretary of War shall approve it upon the 
grounds that it is wise and just that it should be taken for the public 
benefit, and also upon the grounds that this sum of $150,000 is a just 
sum to pay for it.’’? That is all there is in this question, and you may 
spend a week in pettifogging over these little amounts and that will be 
the final conclusion. It turns on the question of public policy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think we had better take the vote on this ques- 
tion. I hope the Senate will proceed with the consideration of this 
bill until we get this item disposed of certainly. If we hope to get 
through with the business of the session in time to adjourn at a reason- 
able day it behooves the Senate, I think, to proceed with the business 
in hand. Certainly an executive session can be held at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
31, nays 18; as follows: 


i 


I am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—31. 
Berry, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Blaekburn, Edmunds, Kenna, Sherman, 
Brown, Eustis, McPherson, Teller, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Vance, 
Call, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall, 
Cameron, Harris, Payne, Whitthorne 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pugh, 
. NAYS—18. 
Blair, Frye, Miller, Sewell, 
Coke, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Conger, Harrison, Palmer, Vest. 
Dawes, Hearst, Ransom, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Fair, Logan, Sabin, 
Allison, Gray, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Spaneee. 
Bowen, Hampton, Morgan, an Wyck, 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Pike, Wilson of Iowa, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 3d instant approved and signed the follow‘ng acts: 

An act (S. 16) for the relief of J. A. Wilson, administrator de bonis 
non of the estate of Gregory Jarratt, deceased; 

An act (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley; and. 

An act (S. 1352) granting the right of way to the Leavenworth, Nor- 
thern and Southern Railway Company through the military reserva- 
tion at Fort Leavenworth. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

A bill (8. 2692) to amend and correct the act approved June 1, 1886, 
granting a pension to J. H. Thornburg; and 

A bill (S. 503) relating to the supreme court of Montana Territory, 
and providing for the establishment of judicial districts in said Terri- 
tory. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 199) providing for printing eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Michael Hahn was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MARY J. NOTTAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. Before the doors are closed, I ask for the adoption of 
the following order: 

Ordered, That Senate Report 1424 be reprinted, the files being exhausted. 

The order was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the report? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the report on the bill (S. 2005) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Nottage—one of the vetoed pension bills. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr, EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. Af- 
ter nine minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, July 7, 1886, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 6th day of July, 1886. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Capt. Theodore Schwan, of the Eleventh Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major July 6, 1886. 

Fitz-John Porter, late colonel of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be colo- 
nel in the Army of the United States, to rank as such from May 14, 
1861 (that being the grade and rank held by him at the time of his 
dismissal from the Army), in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved July 1, 1886. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 6, 1886. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Hugh Smith Thompson, of South Carolina, to be Assistant Secretary 

of the Treasury. 
POSTMASTER. 

Henry J. Winn, to be postmaster at Birmingham, Jefferson County, 

Alabama. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, July 6, 1886. 


The House met at llo’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Miipurn, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday, when 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, by unanimous 
consent the reading of that part of the Journal relating to the introduc- 
tion and reference of bills and resolutions was dispensed with. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DrBBLe, for one day. : 

To Mr. Spriaas, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BRADY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the claim 
of the Washington and Ohio Railroad Company. 

PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. A bill transmitted from the Senate has been mis- 
laid; and the Chair therefore lays before the House for adoption a res- 
olution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to transmit to the House an engrossed 
copy of Senate bill No, 1526, ‘‘amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to pensions of certain disabled persons who have served in the 
Navy or Marine Corps,” the original having been mislaid in the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this resolution will be 
adopted and the Clerk directed to make the request of the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
NAVAJO INDIAN AGENCY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 


retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 


the Interior for pay of employés at Navajo Indian agency, New Mexico, 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 179 and that the same be now 
put on its passage. 

The bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, custom-house, and internal-revenue offices at Vicks- 
burg, Miss., was read, together with an amendment reported by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


this bill? 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to inquire whether any United States 
court is now authorized by law to be held at this point. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. There are no United States courts authorized 
to be held there now, and the bill does not so recite. 

Mr. MORGAN. It proposes to erect a court-house. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; a building for the use of the public 


offices there now, and as a court-house, if courts should be authorized 
to be held there. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to inquire whether | 
any United States court sits at this point now. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the very point about which I inquired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I must object. 


VETO MESSAGE—CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. McMILLIN. [I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of privilege, and call up for 
resent consideration a bill which has been vetoed by the President—the 
ill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Carter W. Tiller, dependent father 
of GW. Tiller, late a private in Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of | 


the pension laws. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Before this matter is considered I 
hope the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me to introduce a reso- 
lution of courtesy on the part of the majority to the minority. There 
is no objection to it, I understand. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks consent 
for the present consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, That John T, Chancey be continued in the service of this House as 
heretofore until otherwise ordered, with the same com pensation—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I havedemanded the regular order, and I can not 
exercise in this matter any respect of persons. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said on this 
floor with reference to the veto messages of the President on these pri- 

‘vate pension bills, and I think a great deal more has been said than 
ought to have been said; and there has been that character of talk which 
was not justified by the facts in the case or by the premises. At the 
outset, before stating this case, I wish to disavow any purpose what- 
ever to criticise the Presidentas to the exercise of a constitutional right 
which he possesses; or to make any attack on his methods or style in 
the veto of pension bills. These are matters in which I feel but little 
concern except so far as they relate to the general good. 

The facts of this case are all set out in the report which I submitted on 
the 2d day of this month, and had printed in the RECORD, on pages 6443, 
6449, and 6450. My object in submitting this report was to give every 
gentleman on this floor an opportunity to investigate to his satisfaction 
all the facts pertaining to the case. I regard it as a peculiar one. It 
was rejected in the Pension Office on the ascertainment of certain facts 
from the testimony of witnesses as well as from official letters addressed 
to the Commissioner of Pensions by the Adjutant-General. The bill 
was vetoed, as will be found by reference to the message, upon the 
ground principally that a charge of desertion stands against the mili- 
tary record of the son of this claimant. 

On a subsequent investigation, an investigation had in the War De- 
partment after this veto message of the President had been transmitted 
to the House of Kepresentatives, facts were ascertained which were fully 
set forth in this report by the letters from the Adjutant-General’s Of- 
fice touching the military record of this soldier, which [ maintain will 
clear away every cloud from his record in the mind of every unbiased 
man. There was an effort made to investigate his military record be- 
fore action was had by the Commissioner of Pensions upon his applica- 
tion for pension. From the information as furnished by the Adjutant- 
General to the Commissioner of Pensions there was room for doubt as 
to the military record of the soldier. This information was not based 
on a full investigation in the Adjutant-General’s Office, as shown by his 
subsequent letters. 

I am ready to say here, and I believe fully, that with the evidence 
before the President, or in-the records of the Pension Office, his action 
in basing his veto upon the charge of desertion upon the soldier was to 
some extent defensible; but with the factssubsequently ascertained by 
an investigation of the records in the War Department—an investiga- 
tion made in order to convince others and less credulous minds than | 
those of the committee, there is no room for doubt upon that question. | 

_ Mr. Speaker, the veto message of the President rests upon two ques- | 


a 


Mr. REAGAN. If the letters to which the gentleman alludes are 
= long I think he had better read them for the information of the | 

ouse, : 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; propose to do so. They are printed in 
the Recorp, and I will call attention to them presently. 

I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that there are two questions upon which 
the veto message of the President depends; first, that this father was 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


is based ? 


| therein cited. 


6573 


not dependent upon the son for support. With reference to that this 
state of facts is found to exist from the record. 
Mr. SENEY. What is the other ground on which the veto message 


Mr. TAULBEE. Onthe ground of the desertion of the soldier. I 
will bring them both up in their proper order. 

The facts shown by the record with reference to the dependence of 
the father upon the son are about these: Carter W. Tiller was a plas- 
terer by trade, and resided in the city of Louisville, Ky. In 1861 his 
only son, a bright, beautiful, and obedient boy, enlisted in Company 
A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Regiment, and followed his command 
down into Alabama. 

In 1862 the soldier was captured by the confederates, and was after- 
ward returned to duty, and served faithfully, as shown by his captain’s 
affidavits, and also by the affidavit of the captain of Company B, of the 
same regiment, and of the second lieutenant of Company A, his own 
company, until the 20th of September, 1863, when, near Stevenson, 
Ala., he was found to be absent from his company; and on the making 
up of the muster-rolls for the months of September and October, 1863, 


| the captain made this entry: ‘‘ Deserted September 20, 1863.’? The 


subsequent report made by the Adjutant-General’s Office, and taken 
from the prison hospital records of Andersonville, shows that this sol- 
dier was admitted to the hospital about July 21, 1864, and that he died 
on the same day from diarrhea. 

These fucts were ascertained by the Commissioner of Pensions when 
the father of this soldier applied for a pension. 

Previous to the enlistment of the son the father had been disabled 
from the performance of manual labor; and the authorities of the city 
of Louisville gave him a position on the police force at $1.75 a day. 
That was in the year 1859. In 1864, while the father was still on this 
force of the city of Louisville, in the discharge of his duty as detective 
and policeman, he was shot with a bullet through the left arm and 
entirely through the body, rendering him, as shown by the aflidavits 
of some of the most eminent physicians of Louisville, wholly incapa- 
ble of performing manual labor. But, as shown by the written state- 
ment of my honorable colleague from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs], a mem- 
ber of this House, who is well acquainted with this gentleman, Carter 
W. Tiller, he was retained on the police force more in consequence of 
his high standing as a man in the community in which he lived and 
for the valuable service rendered prior to his disability than for the 
service performed on the police force of Louisville. 

Prior to the enlistment of this son he worked with and for his father. 
After his enlistment and prior to his death he contributed of his earn- 
ings, during his military service, to his father and his aged mother, who 
died a short time betore hiscapture. In the message of the President 
this statement is found: 

It is probably true that the son while in the Army sent money to the claimant. 

On that subject, Mr. Speaker, there can be no doubt. The captain 
of his company swears that he knowsof this soldier having sent money 
home to his father more than once during his service. The second 
lieutenant swears that he carried of the allowance of this soldier to the 
father on two occasions, and $50 each time; and that he believes that 
he carried more money to the soldier’s father, but of this amount he is 
absolutely certain. The captain, as well as this lieutenant, is certitied 
in the record to be of good moral character and truthfulness and enti- 
tled to fulleredit. Now, upon that subject there can be no doubt that 
this son did contribute to the support of his father while in the Army. 

It is further claimedin the President’s message, and was claimed by 
the Commissioner of Pensions in adjudicating the question on the 
claim for pension, that this father’s earnings were sufficient to support 
him prior to the deathof his son without the necessity for contributions 
on the part of the son. There is printed in the record accompany- 
ing this case a schedule of the property belonging to this man from 
1863 up to and including 1877, and I want you to pay close attention. 
It is marked upon the assessor’s books as valued at from $150 to $250. 
It was a small frame house in the suburbs of Louisville, built on leased 
land. and its value was fixed at not morethan $250. In 1867 the claim- 
ant found it necessary to dispose of the property and sold it for the price 
of $150, and never afterward was found to have by any one of the offi- 
cers any taxable property in the city of Louisville, where he lived and 
worked. 

Now the only reasonable conclusion at which I can arrive is this: 
That the income of this father derived from his position on the police 
force at Louisville wasinadequate to his support, and that inadequacy 
was supplied by contributions of the soldier during his service in the 
Army. After his death it became necessary for the father to draw 
upon his little estate until in 1876 he had consumed it all. 

There is a decision of the Pension Office which I wish to read in con- 
nection with this. It is found on page 179 of the Digest of the Pension 
Laws, and is a syllabus of an opinion of the Secretary of the Interior 
It is this: 


A father in receipt of a salary entitled to pension if employer has no legal ob- 


ligations to contribute to his support and regards payment thereof as an act of 
charity. 


That is one of the means of support which even the Secretary of the 
Interior says is not to be considered in connection with the adjudica- 
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tion of the question of dependence; and, as is shown by the record, the 


written statement of my colleague [Mr. WILLts], who is acquainted 
with the facts, the salary which this man derived from his position was | 
given him more as a matter of charity than as a remuneration for his 
services. 


I maintain that even taking for granted that this salary of this man 
was amply sufficient for his support, with that statement of facts star- 
ing us in the face we must be driven to the conclusion that the income 
of this man under the ruling of the Secretary of the Interior could not 
properly be considered as a bar against his receipt of a pension. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it would not interrupt the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, I would inquire if he has information as to where this soldier 
was from the time he was marked as a deserter, in September, 1863, 
until he got out of Libby prison, and how he came there? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the prison 
record of this soldier, there is but one witness who testifies in this case 
as to the capture of the soldier from personal knowledge; and that was 
a civilian employé of the regiment, or an attaché of the regiment, a 
teamster, who is certified to be of credibility and high standing in his 
community. He testifies that on or about September 20, 1863, he and 
this soldier, and another soldier perhaps, were captured by General 
Wheeler’s cavalry at or near Bridgeport, Ala. 

A Member. At what date? 

Mr. TAULBEE. On or about September 20, 1863. I think I will 
be able to show the precise date before I get through. The captain who 
inade this entry on the muster-roll of the company afterward testified, 
and bis affidavit is found in the record. The substance of his testimony 
is about this: A short time previous to September 20, 1863, he and 
his company and Company B of the same regiment were sent to guard 
a wavon-train of supplies from Stevenson, Ala., to Paint Rock, in the 
same State. He testifies that this soldier, George W. Tiller, was left 
incamp. The excuse for his being left he does not remember, but he 
does remember his excuse was a proper and a lawful one, and when he 
returned it was reported to him by ‘‘credible persons’’—he uses that 
expression—that this man George W. Tiller was so sent out on some 
kind of duty, he does not remember the nature of it, but he was re- 
ported captured. Thischarge of desertion, as the captain swears, was 
entered against the soldier’s military record from the fact that he as 
captain had no personal knowledge of the capture of this soldier. He 
seems to have entered this charge of desertion to begin on the last day 
of the presence of this man on the daily call of his company. 

Witness Bottger, who testifies as to the capture of this soldier, says 
he does not remember the date, or he does not fix the date. He testi- 
fies that after they were captured they were turned over by General 
Wheeler’s cavalry to General Longstreet at his headquarters. It isa 
matter of history, and General Wheeler's recollection will bear me out 
in the statement, that about this time or shortly subsequent to this 
date General Wheeler was leaving that immediate vicinity with his 
cavalry, after having patroled that country and captured a number of 
prisoners, and that he turned these prisoners over to General Longstreet 
at his headquarters. 

Mr. SOWDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is there any evidence of any other members of this 
company having been captured about this time? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; you will find that in the record. I am 
asked by the gentleman from Pennsylvania if there is any record of other 
members of this company having been captured at or about the same 
time. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for the ion; for 
I had taken the precaution myself to go to the War Department and have 
the Adjutant-General incorporate in his letter addressed to me a state- 
ment of a number of men who were captured at or about the same time 
and who were reported as deserters upon their company rolls and whose 
confinement in the confederate prisons corroborates the statement or the 
conclusion that they were captured at the time claimed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. At the same place? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Atornear the same place. Only one was captured 
with him, and I think he died in prison, as shown by the prison record. 
Bat, farther, Witness Bottger, who testifies positively as to the capture, 
gives the history ef his prison life, and in the record (which will be found 
in the report printed on page 6448 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD) it 
will be seen that he is corroborated by the records of the confederate 
military prisons in every statement he makes. This man was taken toa 
rebel prison in Virginia, from there he was consigned to Castle Thunder, 
and Tiller, as Bottger testifies, was sent from there to Andersonville. 
There is no record reliable in the War Department of the prison at Ander- 
sonville during this period, and the authorities are driven to the neces- 
sity of relying upon the hospital record of that prison. Therefore we do 
not find Tiller’s capture noted in the military prison records now in the 
War Department. The only evidence of his prison life is that we find 

that after his confinement in Andersonville, as is shown by the evidence 
of Boettger, he was admitted to the confederate prison hospital at An- 
dersonville, Ga., and died there of diarrhea. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I maintain that this is one of the strongest cases 
that could be made by record and oral evidence. I maintain that the 
apparent discrepancy of dates between Bottger’s statement of his capt- 


ure, he having been captured with Tiller, and the date as given in the 
record precludes the idea of any fabricated statement on his part. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. How much is the discrepancy ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Six days. The record of Castle Thunder, where 
Bottger was taken, is now in the War Department, and it shows that 
he was captured on the 6th day of September, 1863, that he wastreated 
as a prisoner of war, and that he was kept in Castle Thunder for about 
a year and then discharged. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. If the House should refuse to pass this bill over 
the veto of the President, would that prevent this man from baving a 
reopening and rehearing of his case at the Pension Office upon the ad- 
ditional evidence that has now been produced, and of which the Presi- 
dent had no knowledge ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. It certainly would, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How would it? 

Mr. TAULBEE. There is a ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions 
here in which he holds, in substance, that after a man has applied to 
Congress for relief he has waived every right to a pension that he had 
under existing law. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, there are several 
cases in which the statement has been made to this House that the ap- 
plicants ceased further exertion here because since the time of the filing 
of their claims before the committees of this House they had been al- 
lowed pensions by the Pension Office. 

Mr. MATSON. If my colleague on the committee [Mr. TAULBEE] 
will permit, I think I can explain the proposition in regard to which 
he has been misled. The Secretary of the Interior, or at least the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, has held that where a man reteives a pension 
certificate under a special act of Congress he is estopped from prosecut- 
ing apy claim that he may have in the Pension Office; but there is no 
ruling which will prevent the man from completing any claim that he 
may have pending in the office because of his having made an applica- 
tion to Congress for relief. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, while we are on this point I will 
read the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions to which I have re- 


ferred, and which is dated January 29, 1886. It is in reference to the 


case of Samuel Schuler. I read: 


This case coming before the Commissioner, he decides that, the pensioner hav- 
ing appealed to Congress for special legislation in his behalf, thereby waived his 
right under the general law, and should have pas before that body all the 
causes of action under which he believed himself entitled. 

That is the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions, and therefore 
I was correct in what I said in answer to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DouGHERTY], that if we, as the representatives of the people, 
now deny this man the relief which he asks, he is forever barred under 
existing law, according to the decision of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions which I have read. No other construction can fairly be put upon 
that decision. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask members who are interested in ascertaining 
the real facts of this case to glance over the letters of the Adjatant-Gen- 
eral, which will be found on page 6449 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and which I have not time to read. The proofs show that while this 
man was captured and reported as a deserter, numerous others were in 
like condition, on whose military record to-day there is not the slight- 
est stain or taint. 

One man, as appears in this letter, is reported on the muster-roll as 
having been captured; but on the occasion in question, as is shown by 
the military records, there was an engagement and a portion of the 
Federal forces made their escape, which accounts for the entry of ‘* cap- 
tured’ on that muster-roll. It seems from all the records to have been 
the custom at that time, especially with this particular captain, that 
where all the men who were engaged were captured and none were 
left to tell the story, the only entry he could make was that of deser- 
tion, whereas in engagements where a portion of the Federal forces 
escaped to report the engagement, they were reported as having been 
captared in battle. Nothing is more reasonable; and if you will read 
this veto message and this report closely, you will find that with the 
limited investigation had upon this man’s military record, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions was thoroughly satisfied as to that record; and 
the rejection of this claim was based alone upon the question of the 
dependence of the father upon the son at the time of the son’s enlist- 
ment and death. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir, I will yield forany question; I want the 
facts developed. I want to deal fairly with this case and with every- 


y- . 

Mr. SOWDEN. If this father was dependent upon his son for sup- 
port, why did he notapply for a pension until more than ten years after 
the death of the son upon whom he is alleged to have been dependent ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is a very proper question. I am asked, if 
this father was dependent upon the son for support, why did he not 
apply for a pension before 1877? Now, what is shown by the facts in 
this case? As I stated a while ago, the father had a small amount of 
property, and as long as there was a dollar of that property left he made 
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no complaint; but in 1867 he had to sell this property to make up the 
deficit of his support afforded by his earnings; and not until 1576 did 
he find himself incapable of procuring for himself a support after the 
property on which he had hitherto drawn had been exhausted. At that 
time he found himself in such acondition that he was driven to the un- 
pleasant necessity of applying to the Government for support in conse- 
quence of the capture and deathof his son. As long as he had a dollar 
of his property he would not complain; but when his entire estate was 
exhausted, as is shown by the official records of the city of Louisville, 
then this man, whose noble character as a citizen has been testified to 
by my colleague [ Mr. WILLIs], was driven to the disagreeable necessity, 
which so many disabled soldiers and bereft parents have to experience, 
of asking the Government for alms. 

On this point I maintain that the claim of this father to a pension 
was eminently fairand just. The Committee on Invalid Pensions dur- 
ing this session of Congress has reported unanimously a bill now on the 
Calendar, and which I doubt not will become a law, providing that in 
case of application from a parent for a pension on the ground of de- 
pendence upon a son who lost his life by reason of military service, de- 
pendence at the time of the death of the son need not be shown, but 
present dependence shall authorize the parent or parents to receive a 
pension. I regard this as one of the fairest and most humane laws that 
could be passed by this Congress. Suppose the case of a man who at the 
time of his son’s enlistment was worth $20,000, if you please, and who, 
having lost that bright son in the war, meets afterward with reverses; 
show me the difference between the son’s obligation to his father in that 
case and the obligation of the son to a father who had nothing at the 
time of the son’senlistment. You can not make a distinetion. 

The cases must stand upon the same footing. Numerous pension 
bills have passed this Congress in cases where the parent at the time of 
the son’s enlistment was not dependent upon him for support, but 
afterward met with reverses and became dependent. One notable case 
was that of the widow of an ex-State treasurer of Kentucky, a case in 
which the bill was introduced by my colleague [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentueky]andis now alaw. The treasurerof our State at the time 
of his son’s enlistment in the Army was amply able to support his 
family. The son was killed in action; the father died; the estate be- 
came wasted; and the mother is now upon the pension-roll by the sanc- 
tion of both Houses of Congress and the President. 

But I cali attention to the fact that the President does not put his 
veto upon any ground with reference to the dependence of the parent. 
Declaring himself satisfied with the decision of the Commissioner of 
Pensions on that point, the President bases his veto upon the military 
record of the son. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another and graver question involved in this 
controversy than that of the reliefof this father. Here is the case of a 
young man who went out to defend hiscountry. You of my colleagues 
who know something of the privations of war, the hardships of battle, 
the toil consequent upon military service, know something about the 
manhood it requires for one to leave his home, enlist in his country’s 
cause, follow the flag to the blazing cannon’s mouth and on the reddened 
field of death. This young man, the pride of his father, the hope of 
his declining years, was given up as an offering to his country. He 
went out into the State of Alabama following his flag on and on to vic- 
tory through faithful days of toil and nights of vigilant watching. But 
the news came to the o!d man in Louisville that his son had died in a 
rebel prison. 
The place of his sou’s interment is perhaps unknown; but in the dis- 
tant *‘potter’s field’’ of Andersonville there sleeps a son the pride of 
that father and the glory of our country. 

Now a question as to his military record is presented. And I believe 
it to be due to the President of the United States to say that I doubt 
not he acts conscientiously in these matters and upon his best judgment 
from the evidence before him. The question of this soldier’s desertion 
from duty is raised. Now, every man who served during the late war, 
following either the *‘ Stars and Stripes’’ or the ‘‘ stars and bars,’ feels 
an interest in the good name of every soldier who stood firm to his post 
of duty and never flinched. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is not a matter with which the Preési- 
dent has anything to do. 

_ Mr. TAULBEE. I have exculpated the President from any imputa- 
tion upon the soundness of his judgment or the integrity of his purposes. 
I say he had not the facts before him at the time he acted on this case. 
I remarked in the beginning that with the evidences before him and to 


be had upon reasonable investigation his action in this matter was de- 
fensible. 


Mr. BEACH. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it would be fair | 


for this- House to override the veto of the President upon facts which he 

had not befure him at the time he sent in the veto. In this same con- 

nection, I will ask why does not the gentleman introduce a new bill 

— pension in this case, and let us pass it and send it to the Presi- 
en 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, that is one of the easiest questions 
the gentleman from New York could ask—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. But it is hard to answer. 


Mr. TAULBEE. My only surprise is he ever asked it. Iam called 


I doubt not he thinks with pride of that neglected grave. | 





| on to state the reason why I do not introduce a new bill nearly at the 
close of the session, leaving this stigma of desertion against an honora- 

ble soldier who gave his life to his country for the privileges we enjoy 
as citizens and as members of Congress 

Mr. BEACH. We can pass a new bill sooner than we can override 
the veto of the President. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have been asked why these facts are not made 
known to the President. I say they are known to the President. I 
have heard that the Secretary of War submitted these facts to the Presi- 
dent after his veto message came to the House. I do not wonder the 
President does not withdraw his veto; his jurisdiction has ceased so far 
as that veto is concerned. If he wishes to be consistent he will do as 
every fair-minded man should—take such action as the facts will justify, 
and at the same time do justice to this soldier, which the President is 
as anxious shall be done as any man on this floor, I doubt not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman this question: I 
ask him whether or not all the material facts in this case which have 
been stated on this floor were not accessible to the President in the 
papers of the case or from the records of the Department? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the records nov 
incorporated in this report and before the Ilouse were accessible to al] 
who would take the trouble to go to the War Department and sear 
as I did for four long hours, over the musty prison records of the con- 
federacy until I searched out this record. 

But the President acted on the written statement of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army, who, in response to an inquiry of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, said there was nosuch record found in his 
office. The President could but conclude that was true, and on that 
statement he acted. But on the evidence our committee had received 
they believed other records existed, and when written inquiry failed to 
develop them I went in person. I lost three days from this House 
nearly entirely devoted to searching those prison records for nearly four 
hours in one day to find all the facts in order that I might have the 
Adjutant-General incorporate them in his letter giving this soldier all 
the benefits he was fairly entitled to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether it is true that affidavit of Bb. H. Bottger, who was captured at 
the same time as George W. Tiller, was before the President? Vas 
not that part of the record as made up in this pension case? Did he not 
also have before him the affidavit of J. A. Weatherford, second lieuten- 
ant of this man’s company, showing Tiller was not a deserter, and that 
he was captured in the lineof duty? Did he not also have before him 
the affidavit of William E. Benson to the same effect, Benson being 
captain of the company ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman is correct. I wish to say further 
if he will look at the affidavits of Benson and Weatherford, captain and 
lieutenant of Company A of the same regiment, he will find they do 
not positively speak of their own personal knowledge as to the capture 
ofthis man. Their affidavits must be corroborated, and there must be 
direct evidence before their testimony can be received with fall credi- 
bility. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Hold on one moment. So far as Mr. Bottger is 
| concerned he does testify absolutely to the capture. ‘These facts were 
| before the President, but the Commissioner of Pensions required re- 

sponse of the Adjutant-General as to the presence or absence of Bott- 
ger, and the answer was that he was not borne on any of the rolls of 
the Twenty-eighth Regiment. Subsequent investization of the records 
found in the Adjutant-General’s Office proved that this man is shown 
| by the prison and hospital records to have been captured, and by that 
testimony as shown in that subsequent document his affidavit is cor- 
reborated so as to give him full credence. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 
amination. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does not the President in his veto message say, 
** On the 21st day of July, 1464, he was admitted to the Andersonville 
hospital, and died the same day of scorbutis ?”’ 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is true; but in regard to that the gentleman 
will pay attention, I hope—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. There is no prison record of this man 
| date. 

The record of Andersonville prison hospital is given; and beyond that 
the President had no evidence except the testimony of Bottger as to 
| the confinement in that prison, and if you notice, the President was 
| going by the record, which showed that the man deserted September 
| 20, 1863, and was afterward captured. 





But that was not before the President. 


No; it was not, but was found on subsequent ex- 
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As far as the testimony was be- 
| fore him, that was all that he had; and that, I maintain, sir, is not fully 
| warranted by the record, but is a very reasonable couclusion. The 
| facts of the desertion having been shown by the record, the fact of the 

confinement in prison a year subsequent, I say, makes the conclusion 
| reasonable that the man was not captured on or about September 20, 
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as claimed, but that he deserted and wascaptured subsequently. But 
upon all of the facts I claim that neither the President of the United 
States nor any other man, I care not how far he may be hostile to pen- 
sion legislation, in casting his vote in reference to this matter can jus- 
tify it to his own mind on any other conclusion than that this man was 
captured in the line of duty, was a victim of the ravages of war, and 
that he died at or about the time specified. 

Mr. FINDLAY. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion? Iwas not in the House during the course of his remarks, and 
I ask for information. I would like to know whether the father was 
dependent upon the son at the time of the son’s decease. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ithink I am justified in saying that he was, from 
ine record. That matter has been discussed fully. I will repeat, how- 
ever, for the benefit of the gentleman from Maryland, that this man 
was on the police force of the city of Louisville at $1.75a day. He 
owned a little tenement house which was built on leased land in the 
suburbs of the city, which the testimony shows was worth $250. He 
kept drawing on that property until 1867, when he was compelled to 
sell it. He had eaten it up, and his son had contributed to his support 
during his enlistment. In 1867 or the year after he had to sell the 
property in order to support himself, and applied for a pension on ac- 
count of the death of his son. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Did the son contribute of the money received by 
him more money than the father received as his salary for police duty ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Oh, no, he did not contribute as much. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The pay of the soldier was very much less. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The son did not contribute as much, for at that 
time the father was a policeman and was getting this compensation, 
which, with the contributions from his son, was adequate for his sup- 
port. But it is shown by the testimony of the lieutenant of the com- 
pany in which the son served that he had carried on two occasions $50 
each time from the son to the father. 

In 1864 the father was shot through the left arm and entirely through 
the body, completely disabling him, and from that time to 1885, when 
he became an absolute mendicant, he was helpless to support himself. 
Since January 1, 1885, he has been supported by the Odd Fellows and 
other charitable institutions of the city of Louisville. 

Mr. SKINNER. All of that since his son’s death ? 

Mr. TAULBEE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Under what circumstances was this father shot? 

Mr. TAULBEE. In the discharge of his duty as a policeman, from 
all I can gather. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Still we are not pensioning him for that, and it is 
not perhaps important. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Oh, no; we are pensioning him under our system 
of pensions because he gave to his country’s cause one of the grandest, 
noblest tributes that a father could pay to the country to which he felt 
patriotic and devoted. 

Mr. LONG. At what date was he shot? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The date is not given. 

Mr. LONG. Was it before or after the death of his son? 

Mr. TAULBEE. It was some time in the year 1864, but whether 
prior to the death of his son or not is only a surmise. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Whether he could state if it was the habit to 
capture men—that is, on the part of the confederacy—to capture men 
who had not the insignia of service; in other words, did they capture 
civilians? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not know, of course, about that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But is it probable? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I think not. LI yield the remainder of my time to 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Matson]. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twelve minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman another question. Theson 
died, as shown by the records, July 21, 1864. Now, is the gentleman 
able to state whether before or after that time the father was shot 
through the body ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, he was shot some time in 1864, but whether 
it was before or after, I do not know. He had to quit his occupation 
in 1859 on account of inability to perform manual labor. 

Mr. LONG. Therelevancy of the question is that it might show the 
father’s dependence upon the son more fully if he was shot before his 
son's death. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. WILLIS] who introduced the bill—and who is now pres- 
ent, I did not think he was at the time I rose—at his request I will 
ask that this matter be postponed to be called up hereafter. There 
are some strong reasons for this that are unnecessary to take the time 
of the House to state just now. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would request my colleague [Mr. TAULBEE] to let 
this matter go over for three or four days. I believe the object he and 
I have in view will be accomplished by compliance with this request. 
The facts are quite voluminous. He has stated them at great length, 
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and I think it is due to the House that these facts should be examined 
by the House before further action is taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiara [Mr. 
MATSON] moves that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask my colleague in the interest of the bill to let 
it go over for three days. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This request isa little unexpected by me from, the 
fact that the understanding with my colleague was that this mattcr 
should be brought up for consideration this morning. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no interest in this case beyond my desire 
to see justice done to a worthy claimant and to the military record of 
a man who gave his life for the liberties weall enjoy. Iam ata lost to 
know what todo; but this claimant being a constituent of my colleagio 
and without due time to deliberate as to what would be the best to do, 
under those circumstances I shall certainly agree to his request; but it 
is with some reluctance I do it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. AsI understand, the request is made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Mr. BLAND. I risetoa question of order. Gentlemen who remain 
in tveir seats can not understand what is going on, on account of the 
confusion made by the gentlemen standing around in the aisles. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky 
will not agree to this proposed postponement. The session draws near 
to its close. We are familiar with every fact in the case, and I think it 
is due to these questions before the House that we go on and dispose 
of them. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My inquiry is, whether when tho 
President has vetoed a bill, when that bill has been sent to the proper 
committee, when that proper committee by its action has directed a 
given member to call it up and present it to the House, when in accord- 
ance with that action the member has called it up and presented it to 
the House and it has been discussed—under those circumstances my 
inquiry is, whether it is competent for any gentleman to deprive the 
House of its constitutional right to pass upon the veto of the Presi- 
dent. Can it be done except by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will respond to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Kansas by stating that this bill was called up 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], who isa member 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and it was a privileged question. 
But this House by a majority can postpone the further consideration of 
the bill if it desires to do so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


I desire to make a parliamentary in- 





I rose to make a parliamentary in- 


I submit that when the bill has been 


brought before the House it can not be withdrawn except by unanimous ~ 


consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in possession of the House, and 
the House can post the further consideration of it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On the motion to postpone I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will not insist upon the yeas and 
nays. What we ask is that the further consideration shall be post- 
poned until Friday. 


Mr. JACKSON. A statement of the case having been made on onc © 
side, it is entirely fair that those who do not agree with that side of the | 


case should have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desireto make a parliamentary inquiry. 
is a postponement, will not that involve a change of the rule which re- 
quires more than a majority vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 


ERT WR RP RON EN 
cues ‘ 


If there 


Mr. BAYNE. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky a 


(Mr. Witiis]—— [Cries of ** Regular order!’’} 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have requested the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 


Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] has ; 


stated —— 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion made by the gentleman 
from Indiana |Mr. MATSON] isnotdebatable. The question ison that 
motion, and upon that question the yeas and nays have been demand««. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make a parjiamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. If the motion made by the gentleman from Indiana 


to postpone the consideration of this bill is carried will it not lose 11s © 


privilege? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope gentlemen will not ask for the yeas and | 


nays on this question. 


[Crica 
of ** Regular order !’’] 


It will only take up time unnecessarily. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I insist on the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana moves 
that the further consideration of the bill be postponed to be called up 


Does the gentleman insist on his de- 
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hereafter at any time; and on that question the gentleman from Kan- | 


sas asks the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MATSON. My motion is that the further consideration of the | 


bill be postponed till Friday next. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to meet this issue fairly and immediately. 

Mr. RYAN. Let us meet it now. 

The SPEAKER here resumed the chair, and having requested mem- 
bers to take their seats, said: The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON ] to postpone the further considera- 


tion of this subject till next Friday. On that question the gentleman | 


from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the moticn to postpone till Friday shall pre- 
vail would this matter come up then without any further motion? 

The SPEAKER. It would. It isa privileged matter at any time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 113, not vot- 
ing 93; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 

Allen, J. M. Dougherty, Jones, J.T. Seymour, 
Anderson, C. M. Eden, King, Singleton, 
Bar! Eldredge, Laffoon, Skinner, 
Barnes, Ellsberry, Lanham, Sowden, 
Beach, Findlay, Lawler, Springer, 
Belmont, Fisher, Lore, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Foran, Lowry, St. Martin, 
Bland, Ford, Martin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Blount, Forney, Matson, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Boyle, Gay, McAdoo, ‘Tarsney, 

Geddes, McCreary, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Gibson, Eustace McMillin, ‘Townshend, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glass, McRae, Turner, 
Burnes, Green, W. J. Mitchell, Van Eaton. 
Cabell, Hale, Morgan, Viele 
Caldwell, 1, Morrison, Wallace, 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Neal, Ward, T. B. 
Candler, Hammond, Neece, Warner, A. J. 
Catchings, Hatch, Oates, Weaver, J. B. 

y; Henderson, J.S. O’ Ferrall, Wellborn, 

Cobb, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wheeler, 
— Hewitt, Peel, Wilkins, 
Cowles, Hill, Perry, Willis, 
Cox, Holman, Randall, Wilson, 
Croxton, Howard, Keayan, Winans, 
Culberson, Hudd, Reid, J. W. Wise, 
Curtin, Hutton, Richardson, Worthington. 

Trion, Robertson, 
Dibble, Johnston, T. D. Sadler, 
Dockery, Jones, J. H, Sayers, 

NAYS—113. 

Allen, C. H. Fuller, Long, Ryan, 
Anderson, J. A. Funston, Louttit, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Gallinger, Lyman Seney, 
Baker, Gilfillan, arkham, Spooner, 
Bayne, Grosvenor, McComas, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Grout, McKenna, Strait, 
Bound, Guenther, McKinley, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. er, Millard, Swinburne, 
Brown, C. E. Hayden, Milliken, Symes, 
Brown, W. W. ynes, Moffatt, Taulbee, 
Buck, Henderson,D.B. Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Bunnell, Henderson,T.J. Morrow,’ ‘Taylor, Zach. 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Negley; Thomas, 0. B. 
Burrows, Hermann, O’ Donnell, Thompson, 

Hiestand, O’ Hara, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, J. M. Hires, O’ Neill, Charles Wade, 

% Hitt, Osborne, Wadsworth, 
Caswell, Holmes, Payne, Wakefield, 
Conger, Jackson, Payson, Warner, William 
Cooper, Johnson, F. A. Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J.T. Peters, Weber, 
Dingley, Kelley, Pettibone, West, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Pirce, White, A.C. 
Dunham, Kieiner, Plumb, White, Milo 
Ely, La Follette, Price, Wolford, 
Evans, rd, Ranney, Woodburn, 
Everhart, Libbey, Rice, 

Predoninx? Lindsley, Romeis, 

Little, Rowell, 

NOT VOTING—93. 

Adams, G. E, Clements, Gibson, C. H. Mahoney, 
Adams, J.J. Cole, Glover, Maybury, 
Aiken, Collins, Goff, Merriman, 
Arnot, Green, R.S. Miller, 
Ballentine, Crain, Hanback, Mills, 
Barbour, © Harris, Muller, 
Barry Daniel, Heard Murphy, 
Blanchard, Davenport, Hemphill, Nelson, 
Bliss, Davidson, A.C Henley, Norwood, 
Boutelle, Davidson, R.H.M. Hiscock, O'Neill, J.J. 
Brady, vis, Hopkins, Owen, 
Brumm, Dawson, Houk, Parker, 
Buchanan, . James, Phelps, 
Bynum, Dunn, Landes, Pidcock, 
Campbell, Felix §Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Pindar, 
Campbell, T. J. Felton, Lehibach, Reed, T. B. 
Carleton, Fleeger, Lovering, Reese, 
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Riggs, Smalls, Storm, Tucker, 
Rock well, Snyder, Swope, Wait, 
Rovers, Spriggs, raylor, E.R. Ward, J, TH. 
Saw ver, Stahlinecker, faylor, J. M Whiting. 
Seott Steele, Thomas, J. R. 

Sessions, Stewart, J. W. Throckmorton, 

Shaw, Stone, E. F. Trigg, 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I was about entering from the cor- 


| ridor when my name was called, but I was unable to get through the 


doorway in time. 
titled to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BourELLE] states 
that he was in the corridor and about entering the Hall when his name 
was called, and he asks leave to vote. 

A MEMBER. What is the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The rule is that a gentleman must answer to his 


I do not know whether uader the rules I am en- 


| name on either the first or thesecond roll-eall, but that rule has been re- 


laxed in the practice of the House so as to permit gentlemen to vote 
when they state that they ‘vere in the Hall but failed to hear their 
names called. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I presume, Mr. Speaker, that if I had rushed 
through the doorway I might have got into the Hall in time to justify 
me in making that statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule had better be executed. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If permitted to vote, Mr. Speaker, I should have 
recorded my vote in the negative. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall during the roll- 
call, but did not hear my name. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippistates that he was 
in the Hall during the roll-call, but did not hear his name called, and 
that he now desires to vote. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I vote ay. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the names of members voting be dispénsed with. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If this bill is postponed now, will it come 
up as a matter of privilege on Friday? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that it will. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Then I wish to change my vote from 
no to ay. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Riaes with Mr. WHITNEY. 

Mr. SPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CoLe with Mr. BRApDy. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THOMAS, of Lllinois. 

Mr. Scott with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. MurpPuy with Mr. Stone, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. FLEEGER. 

Mrr LE FEVRE with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. DAvIs. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Houxk. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor, for the remainder of the 
session. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. MILLs with Mr. Hiscock, until July 9. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. HopKINs. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BucHANAN. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. Swope with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. JouN M. TAYLOR with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have heard my name read 
as paired with Mr. HEARD. I was not informed that I had been 
paired, and therefore I have voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk advises the Chair that the pair reads 
“*until farther notice,’ and that no notice has been given of its termi- 
nation. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 


But I never was informed of the pair at 
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all. However, in courtesy to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
I will withdraw my vote, provided it makes no difference in the re- 
sult 

The SPEAKER. It will make no difference. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DANIEL J. BINGMAN. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BURNES. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state that the resolution which the 
gentleman from Michigan desires to offer relates to a bill which has 
passed both the House and the Senate, granting a pension to a certain 
claimant who has since had his pension granted in the Pension Office. 
The gentleman from Michigan therefore desires to withdraw the bill 
from the President. 

Mr. BURROWS. The pension has not been granted, Mr. Speaker, 
but the ground on which it was previously rejected by the Pension Of- 
fice has been reconsidered by the office and declared to be without 
foundation. I therefore desire to have the bill suspended until the 
Pension Office shall have acted on the case, and this is the last day 
when I can have that done. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 


dent be respectfully requested to return to the House of Representatives the 
bill of the House 3501, granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman. 


The resolution was adopted. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN M. ROBESON. 


Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legai repre- 
sentatives of John M. Robeson, deceased, having met, after fall and free confer- 
peg et agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

‘That the ITouse reodde from its amendment to the bill of the Senate. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
J. LYMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
GEO. GRAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement accompanying the report of the committee 
of conference was read: 


The claimant in this case, John M. Robeson, now deceased, was the owner of 

a foundry in Independence, Mo., during the late war between the States. His 
foundry was taken ion of by the Cnited States Army in the year 1862, and 
the same was used in this way for some months. The claimant asks for $18,220 
for his property taken and used by the Army, and someof which was destroyed. 
The Senate found that the property of claimant so taken and used amounted in 
value to $1,000, which was made up of three items, as follows: 5 tons of wrought 
iron, $00; 3 sets of smiths’ tools, , and seasoned lumber, $200; total, $1,000. 
The bill, having passed the Senate, was in the House, and wasamended 
by striking out the amounts allowed in the two items, smiths’ tools $300 and 
seasoned lumber $200, making $500, and the bill as passed by the House only al- 
lowed $500 for the wroughtiron. The conferees on the part of the House are of 
opinion that claimant should be allowed com for the items of smiths’ 
tools and seasoned lumber, amounting to $500, and they therefore have recom- 
mended that the House should recede from its amendment, being satisfied all of 
said property thus allowed for was taken and used by the Army. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

J. LYMAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON HON. MICHAEL HAHN. 


Mr. BURNES. I rise to move to dispense with the morning hour 
for the call of committees, but I yield for a moment to my friend from 
Louisiana [Mr. WALLACB], who wishes to submit a matter relating to 
a deceased member. 

Mr. WALLACE. Iask unanimous consent to introduce for present 
consideration a joint resolution, to which, I think, when the Clerk has 
read it, there will be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution providing for printing the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 


the late Michael Hahn, a Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress from 
the State of Louisiana. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That there be printed 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Michael Hahn, a Represent- 
ative in the Forty-ninth from the State of Louisiana, 12,500 copies; of 
whith 3,000 eopies shall be for the use of the Senate and 9,500 for the use of the 


House of Representatives. And the of the be, and he is 
hendiy, Seeperee nee aot one = said Michael to aceom- 
pany said eulogies; engraving and said 

the sum of $500, orso much theres! oo maybe necessary, is paspusdeinned . 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 199) was read 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
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resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask permission to make a report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has moved to dis- 
pense with the morning hour, 

The regular order was demanded. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BuRNES, there were— 
ayes 102, noes 19. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
has voted. 

Several MemBers (to Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania). 

int. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. All I ask is to make a report. It 
will not take a minute. 

The tellers were ordered; and Mr. BuRNES and Mr. Brown of Penn- 
sylvania were appointed. 

Thi House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 145, nays 21. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof ) the motion of Mr. BURNES 
was agreed to. 


I make the point that no quorum 


Withdraw the 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of resuming the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

The pending question was upon the following amendment, submitted 
yesterday by Mr. BuTTERWORTH: 

At the end of line 45, pace 110 of the bill, insert the following: 

“To pay the Magnolia Fire and Marine Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, $5,333.33; to the City Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $3,000; to 
the American Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $5,744.52; to the National 
Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $5,000; to the Central Insurance Com- 
pany, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $3,000; to the Eureka Fire and Marine Insurance Com- 
pany, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $4,574.19; to the Citizens’ Insurance Company, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, $1,744.52; to the American Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, $1,744.52; to the Magnolia Fire and Marine Insurance Company, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, $2,287.10; to the City Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$287.10; to the American Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, $4,667.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On the amendment submitted yesterday by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] a point of order was re- 
served by the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. Burnes]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, when this amendment was 
offered last evening, just before the Committee of the Whole rose, my 
friend from Missouri reserved a point of order against the amendment. 
I do notknow whether he did so from force of habit or whether he was 
serious. If he insists on the point of order, I would be glad to hear 
upon what it is based. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of any law authoriz- 
ing this amendment, unless we go back to some principle of the com- 
mon law and by argument couclude that the provision is thereby au- 
thorized. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio is aware of the law upon which 
this proposed appropriation is based he can readily present it; and 
when he shall have submitted it, I will allow the Chair to pass upon 
it without any further argument. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman from Missouri takes his seat, 
I wish to ask him whether the present Comptroller has not rejected 
these accounts ? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill, as I understand, provides simply for judg- 
ments and audited accounts, not for controverted claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did not hear what the gentleman from 
Georgia said. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I asked whether it was not true that the present 
Comptroller hasexamined these accounts and determined against them ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not also true that in this bill simply judgments 
and audited accounts are paid, not claims, so that on this bill the amend- 
ment is not in order? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will state to my friend that these claims 
were heretofore examined, audited, and reported for payment, and a part 
of them was paid by the last Congress. But without authority and 
without jurisdiction some of them were returned to the present Comp- 
troller, who proceeded to re-examine them and reports against their pay- 
ment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How are wetodetermine the matter? Does the gen- 
tleman want us to assume that the Comptroller was not doing his duty 
in examining the accounts? I take it the presumption is the other 

way. ; 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I assume that by an examination of the 
law we are to judge for ourselves whether the House has jurisdiction 
to do what it is asked to do in this case. 
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Now, in answer to my friend from Missouri I will say that these are 
claims of several insurance companies which were audited and a part of 
which was paid by the last Congress. I have heretofore brought them 
to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations, who I presume 
are familiar with them. They were reported in the Book of Estimates 
to the Forty-eighth Congress; and a portion of them having been paid, 


these come over to this Congress, with an adverse finding I admit, by | 


the Comptroller. I can not conceive that the amendment is subject to 
any point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must understand the Chair | 


knows nothing about this matter whatever. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that under a pro- 
vision of law, the statute of 1849, revised and re-enacted 1864, it was 
provided that all horses and other property, including steamboats, 
which should be taken and used by the Government, by impressment 
or charter in cases when the property should be lost or destroyed while 
in the service of the United States should be paid for at its value. 

It was the act of March 3, 1849, as amended by the act of March 3, 
1863; and it now appears as section 3483 of the Kevised Statutes. 


During the years 1863-64 certain steamboats belonging to citizens of | 


Cincinnati and that locality were impressed into the service of the 
United States. They were lost in the service, not destroyed by the 
enemy, but lost by accident while plying on the waters of the Ohio and 
Mississippi, either burned while in the service or sunk on snags in the 
river. 

Claims were presented to the Quartermaster’s Department, the proper 

t of the Government, and under statute authorizing inves- 
tigation and determination of amounts due to such claimants, and the 
amounts due to these several parties were ascertained. The amounts 
were paid less the insurance which the claimants had received from 
the underwriters who had insured their boats prior to or about the time 
of their entering the service. These claims were adjudicated by the 
Auditor and Comptroller of the War Department and reported to Con- 
gress for allowance in Executive Document No. 153, I think. A part 
of them were paid, as will appear by reference to the appropriation bill 
of last 

Subsequent to that time the question was again raised as to whether 
these claims had been properly allowed. Several points were made to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. (lamrunning over the whole case, Mr. 
Chairman, so you may know the whole of it.) They were again re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Treasury to be examined de novo by the 
Comptroller, the Firstor Second Comptroller, as the case may be. He 
made examination of the case and reached a different conclusion from 
that which had been reached by his predecessor. And while they had 
been reported, a large part of them, to the previous Congress and paid 
in part, on re-examination they were rejected. 

Although they are reported in the executive document I hold in my 
hand, with the opinion of the Comptroller that they should,not be paid, 
Ido not understand, Mr. Chairman, it is necessary agreport should be fav- 
orable in order to give this House jurisdiction tesactonthem. Undera 
resolution of this Congress all these claims were reported to this House, 
allofthem. In the executive document which I have in my hand is 
found also the adverse report of the Comptrolier now in charge of this 
class of claims. Of course the fact that they have been reported ad- 
versely upon does not take away the jurisdiction of this House. This 
is a deficiency bill because there was no money heretofore appropriated 
to pay these audited and approved claims. These claims against the 
Government were adjudicated by a tribunal expressly charged with the 

of that duty. They were allowed and paid in part, but 
there was not a sufficient sum to pay them all. Hence they are re- 
ported again to be provided for in the deficiency bill. 

One word touching this review of these claims by the present Comp- 
troller. I may as well, if the Chair pleases, refer to it now. It is this: 
So far as this review is concerned these cases were res adjudicata. The 
statute in express terms so provides. In referring them again to the 
Comptroller the Secretary of the Treasury acted without jurisdiction. 
The statute in plain terms forbids him from exercising any such juris- 
diction with reference to this class of claims. The statute points out 
the manner of review—by whom it may be ordered—and the language 


is too clear to be mi hended. - 
In other words, the claims in question might have heen reviewed on 
the suggestion of the of War under the plain language of the 


statute, but not at the request or order of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and the statute is too plain in that behalf for any man familiar with legal 
construction to entertain adoubt. That question was expressly raised, 
and the Attorney-General had y decided, as has also the Court 
of Claims, that these cases were res adjudicala. I do not mean these 

€ases now in controversy, but cases on all fours with them, 
and that there could be no review except upon the request of the head 
of the Department under the administration of which these claims orig- 
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has the reviewing power I do not question; but that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had the right to review or to direct the review is settled 
by the very language of the statute itself, a few lines of which I desire 
| to read to the Chair. I do not know that in the decision of the ques- 
| tion of order it will cut any figure, but if it does I would like it to be 
| before the Chair. 
Now, as I have stated, if the Chair pleases, these claims covered by 
| the amendment were reviewed and an adverse report rendered, but 
without authority as I insist; and under the language of the statute 
itself they are res adjudicata, the statute providing that the question of 
the liability of the Government in such case shall not be raised by a 
head of an Executive Department, but that they may review the case 
in the manner pointed out in the statute, beyond which there is no re- 
view except by Congress or by the courts. Without doubt we are a 
law unto ourselves, and often abuse our privilege, I may add. 
Touching this power of the Secretary of the Treasury to review the 
adjudications of the class of claims covered by my amendment, I wish 
to read from the Opinions of the Attorney-General, on page 17 of this 
| document, which I hold in my hand: 


Accordingly, in so far as section 191 applies to the heads of Departments, the 
legal effect produced thereby is simply this: It prohibits the Secretary of the 
Treasury from changing or modifying the balances appearing upon the certifi- 
cates of the First Comptroller and Commissioner of Customs, whereof copies 
have been transmitted to him.by the Register; it prohibitsthe Secretary of War, 
from changing or modifying the balances certified to him by the Second Com) 
troller, and so with respect to other heads of Departments to whom balances 
may be certified by the Comptroller. 

But it authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, where balances are certified 
by the First Comptroller and Commissioner, upon the transmission of copies of 
the certificates to him of the Register, and before issuing a warrant for any of 
such balance:, to submitany facts in his judgment affecting the correetness of the 
balance to the Comptroller or the Commissioner, as the case may be, and the 
decision of the Comptroller or Commissioner thereon is to be final and conc! 
sive as far as the executive branch of the Government is concerned. So where 
a balance is certified by the Second Comptroller to the Secretary of War, it au- 
thorizes the latter, before issuing a requisition for snch balance, to submit any 
facts which, in his judgment, affect the correctness of the balance to the Second 
Comptroller, whose decision thereon is, in like manner, to be final and cokcla- 
sive. And so with the other heads of Departments 





And it says the same thing with reference to the Secretary of War, 
that it was competent for him to direct that the review or re-examina- 
tion which has been transmitted to the House should be made, but it 
was not competent for the Secretary of the Treasury to do that thing. 
Hence this 

Mr. BURNES. May I interrupt my colleague for a moment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Ohio, my colleague on the com- 
mittee, has alluded to the decisions of the Auditor and Comptroller, 
and has declared that the adjudication of these cases is in the nature 
of a final settlement. In other words, that they were res adjudicata. 
Now, if that be a true proposition I wish to call thegentleman’s atien- 
tion, because I do not want to be unfair to him, to the fact that the 
Auditor and the Comptroller in 1866 and 1867 considered these claims 
and decided against them; and the claimants slept on these decisions for 
years and years. Their successors did not consider that a thing adju- 
dicated; and so they took up the cases again and had them allowed 
under a new decision notwithstanding this previous adjudication. 
Then, under the statute, the Secretary of the Treasury was appealed 
to, and he had the authority to authorize the Second Comptroller to re- 
investigate the second allowance after the first defeat; and upon that 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury the re-examination was had and 
the claims were decided adversely. So they have been decided against 
twice; once in 1866, and again in 1886. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The first controversy grew outof the rela- 
tion of the assured to the insurance companies, and the examination re- 
sulted in the finding which I claim to be final, a finding which was 
directed by an officer having jurisdiction to order the adjudication and 
review, and not by an officer not having jurisdiction in that behalf. 
The difference is, as I maintain, that in one case the proceeding was 
carried forward in accordance with authority of law and the finding 
made on that authority; whereas in the other case it was an adjudica- 
tion without any authority whatever. 

Now, in 1866, if my friend had investigated the matter, he would 
have ascertained that there was a question as to how far the Govern- 
ment might be liable, or how far the owners might claim as against 
the Government. I speak now of a fact dehors the record, but perti- 
nent in this connection. 

In view of the fact that the losses were covered in large part by in- 
surance, this is an attempt on the part of the insurance companies to 
be subrogated, as under the law, with which you areal! familiar, they 
had a right to be subrogated to the rights of the assured, and recover 
| from the Government that which the owners might have recovered badd 
| there been no insurance at all. 
| Jn other words, where the owner of a boat was insured to the amount 





SC 


eee 
se aceasta ita 


inated and were andited and settled, in this case by the Secretary of | of $10,000 and his boat was worth $20,000 he recovered of the Govern- 


War. 


I only refer to this to show that these claims have been reviewed 
without authority of law, and this report of the Comptroller cuts no 
more figure here than would the report or opinion of any other able 
gentleman competent to advise Congress in any behalf. That Congress 


ment $10,000 and recovered of the insurance company $10,000. Then 
the insurance company having a right to be subrogated to all the rights 
of the insured, and the Government having stipulated to pay the valaec 
of that boat if it should be lost on the river, the insurance com pany asks 
the Government to keep its promise and pay to the insurance company, 
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that company having been subrogated to the rights of the insured, just 
as it would have had to pay to the owner of the boat if there had been 
no insurance whatever. 

These claims grew out of that, and are simply an attempt on the part 
of several insurance companies of Cincinnati and other places to be sub- 
rogated to the right of the insured, a right as old as any other principle 
known in the administration of public justice under a system of juris- 
predence which has any savor of equity in it. In other words, there 
rested on the Government an obligat:on to pay the value of these boats 
if lost. To whom they paid it was of no consequence to the Govern- 
ment, so that it owed the debt and the parties who sustained the loss 
appeared as claimants, whether as insurance companies or as the owners 
of the boat. The question as to whom the payment should be made 
was of no consequence to the Government, which stipulated to pay the 
value of the boat in case it was lost. 

On the point of order I do not go into the merits of the question. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a point 
which I regard as absolutely sufficient to justify sustaining the point 
of order. The law under which claims like this come to the House of 
Representatives reads as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report the amount due each claimant 
at the commencement of each session to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who shall lay the claim before Congress for consideration. 

I submit that although under the former so-called adjudication these 
claims were sent to a preceding Congress, they have not been sent, as 
the law requires, to this Congress, because they came here with an 
adverse report and are not sent here with a recommendation of their 
payment. They are not then before the Forty-ninth Congress under 
the requirements of the law that governs in this matter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will ask my colleague from Missouri if 
he is aware these claims were sent here in response to a request of this 
House? That is the way they came. I have the resolution here. 

Mr. BURNES. They came in the general report from the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This came here in response to the request 
of this House under a resolution which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. LONG. How is it of any consequence how this matter comes 
before the House? Even if it comes in the form of an amendment in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], the simple 
question on which the point of order turns is whether there is any law 
authorizing the payment of these claims. That law will be found in 
the section of the statutes which i presume the Chair has before him, 
section 3483, which provides for the payment of this class of losses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think very likely the Chair sees the exact point 
involved, but if the Chair has had no occasion to examine the subject 
before, it may be the real question presented may not at once appear. 
The Chair, I believe, has before him the statute under which this claim 
is set out. It is epitomized in this language by the Second Comp- 
troller: 

In the case of the loss or destruction of a vessel the statute creates a liabilit; 
on the part of the Government in two classes of cases, first, where the vessel 
captured or destroyed by an enemy, or is abandoned or destroyed by the order 
of the commanding general or other proper military authority, while the prop- 
erty is in the military service, either by impressment or contract; secondly, 
=a the vessel is lost or destroyed by unavoidable accident while in the 
service. 

These vessels, to the extent the owner was interested in them, were 
the subject of the claim paid by the Government, and I presume the 
fact was the Government deducted the amount covered by insurance. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And the question before the Second Comptroller 
and before Congress has been whether the insuring party was entitled 
to be subrogated to the rights of the owner of the vessel. The Chair 
observes the fact that in the report which comes to us in answer to the 
resolution which has been referred to it appears the subject had under- 
gone a full investigation. It would be tedious to go over the opinions 
in detail, but I will present two or three points to show the exact state 
of the case. 

It appears that some of them— 

Standing on the same footing— 


which were probably regarded as test cases, were first brought before the Au- 
ditor and Second Comptroller in 1866 and 1867, and a decision was then made by 
the Auditor and the Comptroller in the case of the Eureka Fire Insurance Com- 
pany— 


One of the parties before the Comptroller— 


for loss sustained by the destruction of the steamer Champion, disallowing 
the claims. An able and elaborate opinion was filed by the Second Comptroller 
December 14, 1866, in which he reached the general conclusion that insurance 
companies which had paid losses upon steamboats destroyed while in the mili- 
tary service, by impressment or contract, had no lawful claim against the Gov- 
ernment for reimbursement on account of such payments. 


This decision was delivered in 1866. It seems to have been final; 
but during the last Congress the following appears to have occurred: 


For some reason, which the papers on file in the cases that I have examined 


do not disclose, t claims were subsequent! y taken up by the accounting offi- 
cers, their former decision ouunraled andalbvwcnemandocamantieaaatnaa. 


This occurred in the last Congress, and Congress declined to allow the 


amount. 


Then the report proceeds to say: 


The Secretary of the Treasury has caused all the certificates and accompany- ' in each case. 
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proposition. 
an appropriation should be made, it must be only upon the ground of 
their coming down to the House as audited claims. Certainly it can 
not be assumed that a claim against the Government would be entitled 
to be considered a deficiency unless it was either a deficiency in fact in 
a current appropriation or unless it approximated to that and was con- 
structively a deficiency, in that it was certified as an allowed claim by 
a Department of the Government without funds to meet it. 
that either of these two states of things must exist to entitle these claims 
to go into an appropriation bill as a deficiency. Now, these do not 
come to the House as audited claims; on the contrary, they come here 
as rejected claims. 
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ing papers to be returned to the Second Comptroller, under section 191 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, submitting to that officer facts which in his judgment affect the 
correctness of the certificates and the balances found due, and, pursuant to the 
authority conferred b 
their merits,and reached the conclusion that the United States is not lawfully 
indebted to any of these claimants on account of the matters set forth in their 
respective claims or upon the facts proven in each case. 


that section, I have re-examined all these claims upon 


It concludes as follows: 


If the laws are not covered by the policy, then, as we have seen in the other 


a, the claimants have not brought their cases within the provisions of the 
act o 


1849. 
That is the same act which is referred to as amended in 1863 and 


1864. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But let me remind my friend that Congress 


at the last session did pay $42,973 of these claims. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But these claims which are now presented here 


were disallowed. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


BUTTERWORTH | has said a good deal about some of these claims having 
been paid, allow me to say in answer, that in the documents sent to 
the Forty- eighth Congress there appeared, under the head of the ‘‘Al- 
lowance for horses,’’ some of these items, intermixed with smaller ones, 
and they escaped the observation of the committee and were unwit- 
tingly included in the bill. 
immense number of items in that part of the bill. 


It will be remembered that there was an 


Mr. HOLMAN. In any event, Mr. Chairman, it is very manifest 


that the attention of the House was not called to the subject, because 
it was never diseussed either in the Committee of the Whole or in the 
committee from which the bill came. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That relates to the merits of the case, not 


to the point of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to lay down a single 
If these claims are to be regarded as deficiencies for which 


I submit 


I submit, therefore, that it is clear beyond all question, if any line 


is to be drawn between a mereclaim upon the Government and a defi- 
ciency, that these fall within the class of claims which are cognizable 
under the rules of the House by the Committee on Claims and not within 
the defici 


igs in the appropriations to carry on the Government, and 
therefore entited toy.place in this appropriation bill. In any possible 
view of the,matter I think it must be held that these are simply claims, 
not deficiencies, claims resting possibly upon equity, but cognizable, as 
I have said, only by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish my friend would point me to any 
rule of this House which draws the line of demarkation that he sug- 
gests. All the claims audited under the section of the statute to which 
attention has been called are deficiencies, there being no appropriation 
to pay them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are deficiencies only by implication. They 
are assumed to be deficiencies because they are audited by a Depart- 
ment of the Government, and because there are no funds to pay them. 
That is the reason why they are treated as deficiencies. But these do 
not come here as audited claims; they come as rejected claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under the rules and practice of the House in deal- 
ing with a deficiency bill I think it will be conceded that it is not 
proper to place upon such a bill any matter which is a mere claim, 
which is not fully settled, which has not passed beyond the region of 
debate. It has been usual to insert in deficiency bills judgments and 
audited accounts; but wherever the House has gone beyond that it has 
done so unwittingly, in consequence of the matter not having been 
properly presented and discussed: Keeping this in view, what is the 
condition of these claims or, if you please, audited accounts? It ap- 
pears that in 1866 and 1867 they were audited and rejected. It appears 
that subsequently—lI read from the report of the Second Comptroller: 

For some reason that the papers on file which I have examined do not dis- 
close these claims are subsequently en up by the examining officers, their 


former decisions overruled, and allow: made aggregating $94,873.31. The 
claims were reported to Congress by the former Secretary of Treasury, but 
that body omitted to make any appropriation for their payment. In some of 
these cases the certificates are incomplete, not specifying the parties to whom 
the moneys are due and payable. The Secretary of the Treasury, construing 
section 191 (which the gentleman from Ohio regards of so much value in this 
caused all the certificates and accompanying papers to be returned 

Comptroller under section 191 of the Re Statutes, sabmitting 
to that officer facts which in his judgment affect the correctness of the certifi- 
cates and the balances found due (which the latter part of section 191 expressiy 
provides for). Pursuant to the authority confe by that section, I have re- 
examined all these claims upon their merits, and reached the conclusion that 
the Unired States is not lawfully indebted to any one of these claimants on ac- 
count of the matters set forth in their respective claims or upon the facts proveu 


ere 
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That is the attitude in which these claims stand today. There is 
the issue raised as to whether or not these claims should be paid. This 
being the case, it seems to me the Chair should not hesitate to say, *'I 
will not entertain them under such circumstances.’’ But, says the 
gentleman from Ohio, ‘‘undersection 191 of the Revised Statutes it was 
not competent for the present Comptroller to review the action of his 
predecessors.’’ Is that proposition correct? If so, the gentleman is 
not atall relieved, but is equally embarrassed by the fact that the ruling 
upon which he relies was a revision of a prior decision made by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, a revision which he declares it was 
not competent for them to make. Therefore, if the gentleman’s con- 
struction is correct, these accounts come here as though they were un- 
qualifiedly condemned by all the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Now, the gentleman ventures a declaration to the Chair that he pro- 

later on to examine this question on the merits. That is what 
the rule intended the gentleman should not do—what the committee 
should not do. It was intended that there should be no re-examina- 
tion of accounts—-no questioning in this Committee of the Whole upon 
a deficiency bill as to whether or not there was merit in a claim. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me say to the gentleman that the an- 
thority is specially reserved to Congress (if such a thing were necessary) 
to review these findings. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not speak of what may be done by Congress. 
There is a distinction here. Congress may review these findings; but 
the question is whether under the rules of the House it is permissible 
to review them on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We do that on every item we vote upon. 
Every item comes up on its merits. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then if the gentleman is correct the accepted prac- 
tice of this House is all for naught. The gentleman’s declaration is 
against the light of the experience we all have in this matter. The 
practice of this House which determines the nature of this bill isa 
wise one, and has always been sustained, and I trust that the present 
occupant of the chair, in the face of the fact that the Secretary of the 

has sent here the opinion of an accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury declaring that these claims have been examined and rejected on 
their merits under a section of the Revised Statutes will not plunge 
this House into a consideration of these questions. The very sugges- 
tion of the Treasury Department that the claims have been rejected 
ought to be enough to determine the action of the Chair in excluding 
this doubtful matter from consideration atall by the Committee of the 
Whole on a deficiency bill. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, a good deal of stress has been laid by 
the other side upon the statement that thisisaclaim. Suppose it were 
admitted to be aclaim. If the question were before the House as to 
what committee the matter should be referred to, the Chair would say 
it should go to the Committee on Claims, not to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. But in this particular case, even if the matter were a 
claim, and were offered in the form of an amendment to this deficiency 
bill, the only question which the Chair would ask upon the point of 
order would be, is there authority of law forthe payment of thisclaim? 
In other words, I take the broad ground that I may present as an amend- 
ment to any general appropriation billany claim whatever; and if there 
be authority of law for its payment, then under the rule the amendment 
isin order. Now, there is authority of law under section 3483 for the 
payment of losses of horses and steamers. It seems to me that is the 
simple question here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that cases of the class to which he refers are always embraced 
in a separate appropriation bill, are reported from the Committee on 
War Claims, are not in any sense privileged, but stand exactly 
upon the same basis with other war claims. They are never embraced 
in general appropriation bills except by unanimousconsent. The mat- 
ters here presented are simply claims against the Government; and even 
if they had been audited by the Treasury Department for allowance 
they could not be placed upon a general appropriation bill except by 
unanimous consent, because it has been the universal practice to treat 
them as claims. 

What are the matters which should be put upon general appropria- 
tion bills? The rule bes them very plainly; the matter is not 
one of doubt. Rule XI provides that— 


All jon shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding as namely: Subjects relating, 
s * * * + - + 
we of the revenue for the support of the Government, as 


for civil expenses; foc tortie mien a othe Disrist of Och mbia a tee 
pensions; and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations. 
This committee has no eee to consider any claim against the 
except such claims as relate to the ordinary expenditures 
and the providing of revenue for the support of the Government. 
Sennett —— these claims arise occurred many years 
ago—twenty-five years understand. They are not only claims, 
but old and iodine . 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
these are claims growing out of an expenditure authorized by law, be- 
cause the was authorized to impress these ves- 
sels; and the statute provides that in such cases the claims shall be 
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audited and reported to the House. These claims have pursved just 
that course. Having been audited, they are reported to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are authorized by law, just as every war 
claim is a claim authorized by law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law authorizes the military officers in the 
field to take possession of property and to give vouchers for it, and 
claims for property so taken are valid claims against the Government; 
they are regarded as regular and legitimate; but they have never been 
put upon general appropriation bills. That isthe point [make. We 
are now considering a bill which makes appropriations for the support 
of the Government or to supply deficiencies where the ordinary appro- 
priations have not been sufficient. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Exactly; where the ordinary appropriations 
fall short. In other words, this appropriation is necessary to meet ob- 
ligations of the Govern:nent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But these were not expenses connected with the 
support of the Government in its ordinary capacity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to dispose of the question. 
[Cries of ‘* Decision!’?] The Cairthinks the amendment isout of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of clerks, United States courts, 1883 and prior years, $318.25. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to insert the following amendment to cover 
payments the estimates for which have come in since the bill was printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Claims allowed by the First Auditor and Commissioner of Customs: 
For furniture and repairs, same for public buildings, 1883 and prior years, 


and repairs, same for public buildings, 18814, $124.26. 

For salaries of keepers of light-houses, 1883 and prior years, SW. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 50 per cent. of arrears of army transportation due certain land-grant rail- 
roads, 1883 and prior years, $1,331.44. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by adding after line 135, page 
116, as a new paragraph, the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of claim No. 4377, and certified as due by Comptroller in Sched- 
ule A, page 22, Executive Document No. 210, in favor of the Hoboken Land Im- 
provement Company, $15,800. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order that Schedule A has been 
considered in the Committee of the Whole and passed on. (See page 110 
of the bill.) 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not hear the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. He makes the point of order that this has been 
already considered and passed upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not 
urge that point of order. This claim has special merit. It has been 
passed upon favorably by the last Comptroller as well as by the present 

YXomptroller. I wasabsent from my place when the proposition on page 
110 was passed. 

I will make the further remark that in my opinion the point of order 
is not well taken. A claim of this kind can not be ruled out simply 
on a technicality that a certain schedule has been passed. It would 
please me better if the gentleman from Missouri would not urge a point 
of order of that character. 

The CHAIRMAN. As itis intimated to the Chair this may come 
in at the close of the bill the Chair will for the present sustain the 

int of order. 

Mr. BURNES. While I would like to accommodate my friend, if I 
should attempt in so plain a case to grant the favor he asks, I would be 
obliged to grant every request of the same kind. On page 110 this 
particular item was excepted and passed upon specially and particu- 
larly. Therefore a reconsideration of the action of the committee cer- 
tainly can not be in order at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. DoI understand the chairman of the committee 
to say my amendment may be offered hereafter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not aware at the time that this 
matter had already been determined on page 110, where it was specially 
in order. The committee having passed that portion of the bill, it, of 
course, is not in order to return to it now. 

Mr. LONG. That only is an exception of this item which has never 
been considered at all, but on the contrary has been specially excepted 
from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would have been in order at that place and 
time to have stricken out that exception. As that part of the bill has 
been passed it is not in order, if objected to, now to return to it. 

Mr. LONG. That would have been true if this had not heen spe- 
cially excepted by the terms of the bill itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order on the 
ground that that portion of the bill has been considered and passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 

For compensation of postmasters readjusted under act of March 38, 1883, pay- 

able from deficiency in postal revenues, 1883 and prior years, $39,674.07. 


Mr. BURNES. I move to strike out that paragraph. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. CANNON. ‘Touching these items of the State Department, | 


To pay Chauncey C. Morse, mail-contractor, for amount of transportation from | desire to say that I can much more satisfactorily debate the question 


April 1 to June 30, 1882, route numbered 23337, Missouri, $23.25. 

Mr. WINANS. I move, after line 198, to insert the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Flint and Pere Marquette Railroad one ee trans- 
portation, per order of Postmaster-General, No. 621 

Mr. BURNES. I raise on that amendment the same point of order 
decided a while ago, that this item has been already passed upon by the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WINANS. I think this matter has not been considered at all, 
but excepted from consideration. I know of no good reason why it 
should be excepted. It is a deficiency submitted by the Comptroller. 
Others in the same category have been paid. What good reason there 
should be for its exception does not appear. 

There seems to have been no consideration of this matter; and, there- 
fore, I think the point of order is not good. 

This, Mr. Chairman, provides for additional transportation, which 
arises out of the law of Congress passed in 1876, authorizing or direct- 
ing the Postmaster-General to reduce the compensation for transporta- 
tion of the mails. 

In a suit that was brought by the Chicago and Northwestern Railway 
Company (United States Reports, 104, page 680), it was held by the 
Supreme Court that this railroad company is entitled to recover the 
contract price. These were land-grant companies—and it was held that 
a contract for carrying the mails, a specific contract, entitled them to 
have the full contract price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. By whom was that held? 

Mr. WINANS. It was held in this opinion, delivered in the case of 
the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company against The United 
States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the Court of Claims? 

Mr. WINANS. Yes, sir, originally; but sustained, on an appeal 
from the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court; and the Supreme 
Court held that the company was entitled to recover the contract price 
for the service. 

Now, this additional transportation, which is had under that decision, 
comes to us in the shape of a deficiency estimate by the Sixth Auditor, 
as will be seen by an examination of page 2750f the Book of Estimates. 
I can see, therefore, no good reason why the claim should not be paid, 
nor can I see any reason why it should not be provided for in this bill; 
and hence the point of order can not prevail. The gentleman makes 
the point of order, as I understand it, that this section has been passed. 
I find that it has been excepted, and that there has been no considera- 
tion of it. I hope, therefore, that the gentleman will not object to the 
consideration of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the excepted claims are excepted by numbers. The 
Chair does not know whether they embrace the amendment now pro- 
posed or not. 

Mr. BURNES. They embrace specifically the very amendment of 
the gentleman. This proposition has been already excepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman concede that his claim is 
covered by one of these numbers? 

Mr. WINANS. I think that is true, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is good. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the direction of the committee the Clerk 
will now return to that partof the bill which was passed over by consent. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. By agreement of the gentleman irom Mis- 
souri in charge of the bill, I ask consent now to go back to the para- 
graph which was passed over at my request. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to suggest that we go back to the beginning | 
of the bill, and will reach my friend from Tennessee as we come for- 
ward again. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. That will suit me very well. 

Mr. CANNON, As we are to go back now to the beginning of the 
bill, in pursuance of the agreement, I ask recognition of the Chair for 
general debate upon this provision relating to the State Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when this portion of 
the bill was passed over there was some ent reached as to gen- 
eral debate; but the Chair would like to be informed by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill what that agreement was. 


Mr. BURNES. I am ata loss to understand what agreement my friend | ) 


refers to. I do not remember any t with reference to general | 
debate. As a matter of course, if there is anything to be debated, it 
would be well to have some understanding, and particularly with the 
gentleman from Illinois. But I desire to state that it will expedite | 
business if the gentleman will be satisfied to take such time as he may 
desire when the emergency arises. My impression is that nearly al! of 


the first pages may be disposed of upon points of order; and it is un-— 


necessary to discuss irrelevant questions, especially as we are now in 
need of all the time that we have at our di At all events, let 
it be understood that the gentleman from Illinois is entitled to such 
time as he wants; and I know the committee has been liberal to my 
friend and will be, and I will consent that he shall have such time as 
he wants when the emergency arises. 





which I desire to discuss at this time and consecutively. I donot wan: 
to be recognized a dozen times to make onespeech. I would prefer to 
begin and conclude it now. 

Mr. BURNES. What I want to suggestio my friend is that perhaps 
the very item he proposes to discuss may go out on a point of order: 
and therefore, after having the points of order passed upon, the gentle- 
man can determine what subject he deems necessary to have general 
debate upon. 

Mr. CANNON. That may seem well to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; but these items under the head of the State Department, as they 
now stand, and no general debate ever having been had upon them 
will form the subject upon which I desire to be heard. 

Mr. BURNES. I think in view of the proposition I made to my col- 
league it could not be claimed that I am unreasonable; and I must in- 
sist upon the point that the argument should not be upon propositions 
or the criticism of porticus of the bill that may go out on points o/ 
order. Let us get through with that first. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not know and can not know 
what my line of argument is to be or what I shall speak on. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON. I merely rise in my place as a member of the com- 
mittee demanding to be recognized for general debate, none having bee: 
had upon this section of the bill, and that was the agreement and th: 
only agreement by which the bill was allowed to be considered befor: 
the general debate was closed. 

Mr. BURNES. I am perfectly willing to accept the suggestion « 
my colleague on the committee, but I submit to him that he should no: 
desire to argue propositions that may never come up for consideration. 
After we shall have passed on the points of order with 


time he may require on the questions before the committee which ma. 
be left in the bill. 


Mr. CANNON. It suits me better to have debate as we ordinari|) 


have debates, instead of postponing it till after the questions are dis- 


of. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I submit to my honorable friend from Mi: 
souri that the understanding was that we might revert to this part © 
the bill with the view of considering it as my colleague [Mr. CANNON 
suggests. I thinkitonly fair that my colleague should have the oppo: 


tunity for debate which he desires. It will notconsume much time, | 


am sure. 

Mr. BURNES. I only ask what is reasonable, that the gentlema: 
from Illinois shall withhold hisargument until he knows what is to |): 
argued about. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 prefer to make my argument before the bill is di 
posed of, adopting the same course as we do with regard to all oth: 
bills. 

Mr. BELMONT. These matters which the gentleman from Illino 
desires to debate referred to the State Department. 
cur with the gentleman from Missouri that the most satisfacto: 


manner of dealing with them is to discuss them in order as the bil! :- 


read. 

Mr. CANNON. It suits my purpose to discuss them before the }i 
is read, and I have the right to so discuss them in general debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
about this thing —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been permitting this colloquy 


go on with unanimous consent with the idea that it might save tim: 


by some understanding being arrived at. 

Mr. BURNES. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Canno 
say how much time he wants? 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can conclude what I have te say in thir: 
minutes or perhaps in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BURNES. Will the gentleman then say fifteen minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say thirty minutes. 

Mr. BURNES. Say twenty. 

Mr. CANNON. I prefer thi 

Mr. BURNES. You will not vield anything? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And then gentlemen on the other side < 
have what time they desire. 

Mr. BURNES. if the gentleman from Illinois says I made 2: 
| promise on the subject, as a matter of course I will stand by it. 

Mr. CANNON. The Recorp will show for itself what the fact 
| General debate on this part of the bill has not been closed. 
| Mr. BURNES. I am willing to yield halfan hour to the gentlem 
| And as the gentleman from Ohio has said’ we might have what we 
| sire on this side, I would suggest that we may take thirty minute: 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked—— 
Mr. CANNON. I did not ask this by unanimous consent. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not decide the matter of rig! 


without consulting the Recorp. 
Mr. RYAN. ‘The proposition was to close general debate after « 
hour shall have been occupied. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burnr- 
proposes that debate be allowed to run. on these paragraphs before rea‘ 


to these 
propositions I pledge him, so far as I am able to do, any amount o! 


I can not but con- 


I think there need be no misapprehensio: 
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ing them for one hour—one-haif hour to the gentlemen on the left, and 
one-half to the gentlemen on the right—and then that general debate | 
shall be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Theomissions ofappropriations for salary in the dip- | 
lomatic service, being a deficiency for the years 1885 and 1886 in this 
bill as reported by committee, are most extraordinary. I would 
not have claimed the right to have general debate even fora short time | 
were it not that under the practice of the Committee on Appropriations, 
generally ing their bills near the close of the session, minority 
reports are not submitted, so that the report made in this instance by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] would appear on its face 
to be the report of the whole committee, and in the absence of a mi- 
nority report would appear to bind the whole committee. The prac- 
tice has been for the minority of thecommitiee by debate and by amend- 
ment to manifest its dissent touching any provisions of the bill, and it 
is for that purpose I have claimed for a short time the right of general 
debate. 
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Mr. Morton, the minister to France, received— 






a III TI sss cscnenesnuenennennnatnennantineit vibnenderpeeagnnene ; £4,375 00 
For fourth quarter, 1884... ...... .......0.<.0. 4,375 OO 
For first quarter, 1855 ............ 4,375 00 

For partsecond quarter, 1895...............0....0.sssecsse senses sees 259 33 

Mr. McLane received during the same fiscal year...............cccsesrsess 1618 © 
18,002 43 


So in Germany—Mr. Kasson, the late,and Mr. Pendleton, the present 
_ tninister, drew out of the appropriation for 1885................ ovencecees Gas, 200 Ol 
Though in Russia, during the same period, the amount paid was only.. $17,224 04 


These cases fully illustrate, I hope, the cause of the exhaustion of the appropri- 
ation. 


if every post were filled July Lof any year and no changes occurred until 
after June 30 of the next, the appropriation would not become exhausted. 

The American bankers, Brown, Shipley & Co., our financial agents 
or bankers at London, have paid the drafts for these salaries, and have 
been laying out their money for a year because the deficiency has not 
been made up. Now, it may or may not have been improper for Sec- 
retary Bayard and President Cleveland to make these payments in the 
way they havedone. Suffice itto say they did it, and these gentlemen, 


This bill omits, Mr. Chairman, to appropriate for salaries of minis- | our correspondents, have paid the money and we owe it to them; we have 


ters and chargés d’affaires for 1885 $30,858, money that has been due 
for over twelve months to those officers. It also omits to appropriate 
for Mr. Hall, late minister to the Central American States, and to Mr. 
Osborn in round numbers $6,000, deficiencies for their salaries not pro- 
vided for and which have been due to them fora year. It also omits 
to provide for contingent expenses for the consular service for the year 
1885, in round numbers $35,000, and fails to provide for the contingent 
expenses of the same service for the year 1886, in round numbers $18,000; 
making in the aggregate over $90,000. 

There are other minor items that the committee ought to have recom- 
mended in my judgment that would make the omission in the bill sub- 
stantially $100,000 for our diplomatic and consular service. Now, I 
want to ask the gentlemen constituting the majority of the committee, 
who control the bill in committee and control it largely here, to ex- 
plain to this Committee of the Whole why these items have been omit- 
ted. I want to know before I proceed to discuss item by item these 
omitted provisions whether or no your Secretary of State and your 
President have been so remiss and unfaithful in the discharge of their 


‘ duties as well as your ministers and your consuls that they are not 


worthy to receive that money which the law gives them and which 
uniform custom and practice gives them; becauseif it be true that this 
Department has been so loose in its methods that it does not deserve to 
have the money that is due its employés under the law then I want to 
know it, so that some proceeding of censure, investigation, or otherwise 
can be instituted by the Congress of the United States which will de- 
velop the shortcomings of this service and hold up to the censure of 
public opinion the maladministration of that Department and the ad- 
ministration. 

The first item that I desire to call attention to is to be found on the 
fourth page of the estimates: 


To poy the balance found due upon the account of Messrs. Brown, Shipley 
& Co., United States bankers at London, for drafts of ministers’ salaries paid by 


for the fiscal year 1835, $22,000. 
Then there is another item at another place due to the same parties, | 


and still another item to the same parties for the payment of salaries 
of secretaries of legation, $2,847. It may perhaps be a matter of in- 
quiry by some gentlemen how it is, as the salaries of these employ¢s 


ficiency. In answer to that I will say that the practice of the State | 
Department is to lump the appropriations for these salaries, the appro- | 


priations for the salaries of ministers and for the secretaries of legations, 
and then to draw upon thatfund. Itisa mere matter of book-keeping. 
Frequently, however, when many changes are mace, as for instance 


| 
are appropriated for year by year, that there can possibly be a de- | year 1886 $22,000 instead of $40,000. 
! 
| 
| 


during the year 1885, after President Cleveland was inaugurated, it 


happens two men draw salaries for the same position. 


one appears and is presented. In the mean time the new minister has 
his instraction and his transit pay, which comes out of this general 
fund, while at the same time the old minister receives his regular pay, 
and the result is that for a time we are paying two salaries for a minis- 


ter at the court of St. James. I have a letter from the First Comp- | 
troller of the Treasury touching this practice in the State Department, | 


as follows: 
SALARIES FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


Treasvrey Derautuent, First Comprro.ier’s Orrice, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1886. 


Dear Sin: Referring you to Executive Document No. 62, page 4, “Salaries of | 


1855," I beg to say in reply to your request of yesterday for some il! us- 
trations of the manner in which fils appropriation became exhausted, that the 
sum of $17,500 was provided for cach of the missions to Great Britain, France, 


Germany, and Russia. 
.. $4,375 00 
. 4,375 00 
From April ito June 23,1885 (home transi)... wcmsanee 98,076 91 





Mr, Phelps, the new minister, received for instruction and transit salary 4,326 93 





cove cevesedevcstocossbens 20,528 84 


That happens | dent is to allow 
in this way: Pending the appointment of a new minister at, for in- 
stance, the court of St. James, the old minister remains until the new | 


owed it to them for over a year, and they ought to be paid. 
with regard to some of these other items. 


So it is 





Then again, as this appro- 
priation was exhausted, one of our representatives in Central America, 
Mr. Henry C. Hall, who was not paid by drafts upon Brown, Shipley 
& Co., was left unpaid to the amount of $1,500, and we have owed him 
that sum for more than twelve months, and have kept him out of his 


money withoutinterest. And thisitem includes, I believe, some money 
paid by him to other people. 

How much longer is this servant of the Government to go without 
his money? The same is the case with Mr. Osborn, to a considerably 
larger amount, somewhere near $2,000. I believel have said enough 
about these items to show the propriety of paying them, and I now 
desire to speak briefly of the consular service. There are two sections 
of the Revised Statutes that I desire to bring to the attention of the 
committee. The first is section 1748, and I hope gentlemen will! no- 
tice its language: 

The President is authorized to provide at the public expense all such statix 
ery, blanks, record anc other books, seals, presses, flags and signs,as he shall 
think necessary for the several legations, consulates,and commercial agencies, 
in the transaction of their business. 

Observe the language: *‘The President is authorized to provide”’ 
these things at the public expense. Turn now to section 1706. 

The President may allow consuls-general and consuls and commercial a 
who are not allowed to trade actual! expenses of office rent, not to exceed i 
case 20 per centum of the amount of annual compensation allowed to st 
ficer, whenever he shall think there is sufficient reason therefor 

Under these two sections of the statute the duty of the Secretary of 
State, or of the President, is to make these allowances. For a number 
of years the expenditures and appropriations to meet the expenses un- 
der these two sections have been as follows. I give them in round 
numbers: In 1878, $132,000; in 1879, $136,000; in 1880, 144,000; in 
1882, $151,000; in 1883, $154,000. In 1884 the expenditures were 
$151,000, although the appropriation was only $110,000; in 1885 the 
expenditures were $144,000, although the appropriation was only $110,- 
000; and in 1886 the appropriation was $110,000, and the expendit 


gents 
nany 


ires 
were only a little less than $150,000. The deficiency estimute coming 
up to us for 1886, the fiscal year just closed, is $40,000. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have recommended of this deficiency for the 


Now, it may beclaimed—I do not know what the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is going to claim—that any excess of expenditure over and above 
the appropriation here contained is not in pursuance of law. I can not 
agree with that view, because under these sx ms of the Revised Stat- 
utes which I have read the allow > of rent is to be made without ref- 
| erence to appropriations, and the other contingent expenses the |’ 









Mr. LONG. At his discretion 

Mr. CANNON. At his discretion. 

| Mr. HITT. A discretion regulated largely by custom and the ne- 
| cessities of the service as organized according to law. 

Mr. CANNON. I take it that so long as these two sections of t! 


| Revised Statutes remain, whenever the necessities of the consular and 
diplomatic service demand more than the bare $110,000, which seem 
to be all that the gentleman from Missouri is willing to recommend, the 
| Department in the exercise of a sound discretion might exceed it. At 
| any rate the Department has exceeded it both for the year 1885 and 
| the year 1886, and has done so, I take it, under the statute, or, if you 


| choose, without any authority whatever. 
| But Iwill let the gentleman from Missouri, if he continues to : 
| these items, fight that matter out with his own Secretary of State and 


| his own President. I will say, Mr. Chairman, I have wished several 
times since the consideration of this deficiency bill commenced that I 
could wash my hands of it and let the other side of the House, under 

| the lead of the gentleman from Missouri, settle these matters with their 

| own administration and their own Departments. Suggestions | 
been made to me from time to time that I should pursue this cou 

| and I would have done so were it not that in regard to the 


| our country, upon every sea and in ever vilized and some un lized 
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countries, the people there do not know the difference we have here 
between Democrats and Republicans; and I have felt that in the con- 
sideration of many items upon this bill I had a higher duty than a 
merely partisan one to perform; for although there is an administration 
in power with which I am not in harmony, yet after all and in spite of 
me it is my administration, it is my service, it is my Government. 
Hence I stand here advocating these appropriations for this service. I 
stand here saying the honor of my country requires that our own citi- 
zens and the citizens of other countries should be paid what we owe 
them. 

Now, the deficiency for the year 1885, a year ago, it will be remem- 
bered, was $34,970.35 for rent and contingent expenses of consulates. 
We have a statement in this document submitted by the State Depart- 
ment as to what the deficiency will be for 1886; and the very important 
statement is made that in the first six months of 1886 the contingent 
expenses of consulates of the United States were $80,000, leaving only 
$30,000 for the last six months. 

Now, what is the result of these deficiencies? The year 1885 has 
passed. You and I can not turn the hand back upon the dial and live 
it over again, nor can these Departments. What has been the result? 
The result has been that, as the necessary money was not appropriated, 
when these consuls have drawn their drafts on the depositary selected 
by the United States for contingent expenses or salaries due them and 
negotiated by them, the consul gets hismoney. The draftstarts on its 
tedious journey forpayment. By the time it arrives, which may be one 
month, two months, three months, four months, the scanty appropria- 
tion of $110,000 is exhausted, and the draft upon which the consul has 
received the money is protested, dishonored, and sent on its weary jour- 
ney back. What is the result? Ourrepresentatives who go abroad to 
uphold the national standard and the national honor, to extend trade 
and make our Government respectable, are met by the correspondent, 
who has relations with the commercial public about him, with the state- 
ment, ‘‘ Here is your draft, drawn upon your Government by an officer 
of the Government; it has been protested and dishonored; pay me the 
money.’’ The compensation of most of these consuls is so small that 
they have not the money; and the result is, that in every land almost 
that the sun shines upon are to be found these correspondents who hold 
to-day the dishonored drafts drawn by our consuls. Is not that a nice 
way for us to extend our trade and our credit to gain favor in foreign 
ports? 

Yet, Mr. Chairman—and Iam glad the gentleman from Missouri 
gives me his attention—this is the legitimate result and outcome of the 
appropriatious fought for through thick and thin, and, under the ‘‘iron 
rule’ that the gentleman from Pennsylvania talked about the other 
day, forced through for the last three years appropriaticns of $110,000 
when there ought to have been $150,000 appropriated for this item. 

Why, sir, in the book which I have before me the Secretary of State, 
in speaking of the year 1886—I drop for a moment the year 1885— 
gives on page 18 of the supplemental deficiency estimates a long list of 
protested drafts, twenty-six in all, drawn July 1, 1885, and July 9, 
1885, &. He says: 

It will be noticed that all of the above drafts are now about nine months over- 
due,and considerable time must yet elapse before their payment. The law 
makes no provision for the payment of interest on these delayed payments, nor 
for the expense of protest fees. 

Moreover, besides the mortification caused consuls by the return of their 
drafts dishonored, there is imposed upon them, in consequence, unusual diffi- 
culty in negotiating drafts in future. It often happens that there is only one 


banker or merchant in the consul’s locality who will negotiate bills on the 
United States, and he is not disposed to n after such bills are returned 


dishonored. 
riation of about $40,000 now, in anticipation of the defi- 


An additional appro: 
ciengy for the current year, would relieve the service of its impemling em- 


barrassment. 


These estimates were submitted nearly six months ago. Still no ap- 
propriation has been made, and the drafts remain unpaid and dis- 
honored. 

Well, gentlemen, it is true this is a Democratic administration, but 
as an American citizen I feel humiliated that any man d go to any 
part of this world as my representative to meet treatment of this kind. 
Are we poor? Is not the money in the Treasury to pay thesedemands? 
Would the Government of this country have suffered if some sean 
of the teeming millions of surplus had been voted out of the 
as it ought to have been fifteen months ago, to pay these drafts? I sur- 
mise not. I thought of this and many similar transactions when the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, spoke the other day of the ‘‘iron rule’’ under which they 
propose to hold appropriations down. 

So, gentlemen, in my service of seven years on the Committee on 
Appropriations I have always stood, when I was in majority, as I was 
in one Congress, and in the minority, as I have been most of the time, 
ever ready to economize and retrench where it could be legitimately 
done. But the blunder of economizing when it can not be legitimately 
dene, when it leads us to refuse to pay what we owe, is not politic, is 
not honest. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 


Mr, BELMONT. The gentleman knows I agree with him as to the 


necessity of this appropriation. I would, however, like him to ex- 
plain how these deficiencies could have existed since 1878. I say they 
existed in 1882 and 1883. At that time I belicve the committee was 
under control of his Republican friends. 

Mr. RICE. They followed bad examples. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELMONT. If the gentleman will permit me, we have in the 
appropriation recommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
carried through the House this year $150,000 for the first time in ten 
years in order to avoid this discreditable deficiency which seems to 
have been repeated since 1878. This must be the first time the gen- 
tleman from Illinois stated it so clearly and effectively to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend will recollect that in the Forty-fourth 
Congress the Democratic party came into power in this House. I have 
before me the original appropriation made year by year for this service 
by the Democratic party. I have not those prior to 1878, although if 
necessary I can find them with a little effort. In 1878 $115,000 was 
appropriated, with a deficiency of $17,000; 1879, $115,000; 1880, 
$115,000. 

Mr. LONG. How much deficiency ? 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-one thousand dollars and $29,000. In 1881 
the appropriation was $125,000; $13,000 deficiency. 

Now, mark you, commence two years when the Republican party 
had a majority, a bare majority, of the House, when you had held it 
by an overwhelming majority commencing with 1874. What did the 
Republican party do? It appropriated $135,000 as against $110,000 
when you had power. Again, $135,000 for 1883. What did the De- 
mocracy do? 

Mr. BELMONT. The fact is the same. If you created similar de- 
ficiency, even if smaller in amount, still you brought about the same 
condition of affairs as to require protested drafts. 

Mr. CANNON. We did not appropriate enough in two short years. 
We did the vest we could. The Government had been demoralized 
during the previous years. We did jump up to $135,000. The mo- 
ment you came into power under the lead of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri you put it down to $110,000, and there it has staid until the pres- 
ent year. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT]. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not think I shall occupy even that amount 
of time. These questions can be better settled as we proceed with the 
reading of the bill. I haveamendmente to offer covering the different 
points made by the gentleman from Illinois. I hope therefore we will 
not spend any more time in general discussion. I do not think my 
friend the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] intended injuri- 
ously to affect the State Department. But it does seem to me that these 
omissions from this bill of provisions of obvious necessity for the proper 
administration of an important branch of the public service prove the 
efficacy of the new rules distributing the appropriation bills among 
several committees of the House. The Committee on Foreign Affairs 
did report a bill, which was carried through the House, containing an 
appropriation sufficient to avoid this difficulty. The gentleman from 
Missouri representing the Committee on Appropriations does not seem 
inclined to resist these proper amendments exceptas they may be sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. When has the gentleman from Missouri been con- 
verted? 

Mr. BELMONT. I presume when he understood the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, he understood the facts long before this bill was 


reported. 

Mr. BELMONT. However that may be, I hope we will proceed with 
the bill. Ido not know that anything need be said on this side. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that the Committee on 
Appropriations are of opinion that they had some good reason for not 

for the items mentioned by the gentleman from Illinois. 

I only wish to submit now to that gentleman one consideration, of which 
I think he has full knowledge. I believe it has not been the policy of 
that committee, and I am quite sure it has not been my policy, to con- 
sider in the allowance or disallowance of any estimate whether the ad- 
ministration which would have authority to expend it was Democratic 

or Republican. Whatever may be the feeling of the gentleman from 
Tilinows upon that question, and whatever may be the force and effect 
of his unmitigated partisanship, I believe that he is conscious of the fact 
that so pon Sana of this committee is concerned, and so far 
especially as I am concerned, we are aga more strict with our 
friends than with our political o 

In the Forty-eighth Congress it was believed ‘by the committee and 
by the House that $110, 000 would be sufficient to defray the ordinary 
expenses of the consar service. That sum was appropriated and a 
deficiency ensued, At the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress 
a like sum was appropriated and expended and a deficiency ensued. 
The simple question, therefore, brought before the committee was not 
whether Mr. Cleveland, our President of the United States and a Dem- 
ocrat—and by the way the best and most growing that this country 
has ever had since the days of Andrew Jackson—would do his dutg, 
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but the question is whether one of his officials, one of his clerks, as 
Mr. Benton used to name them felicitously, should confine himself to the 
appropriations as made by Congress, or whether he should be permit- 
ted to expend exactly that which he believed was required by the ne- 
cessities and dignities of the service. 

In saying this, sir, I beg to add that I realize the full worth of the 
Secretary who is now at the head of the State Department. I believe 
that this House and this Congress recognizes him as a gentleman whose 
roach and beyond all suspicion; and I will say 
furthermore that if I had any doubt upon either proposition, the fact 
that my friend upon my right [Mr. Lore] represents the State from 
which the Secretary hails would be sufficient to satisfy me that noth- 
ing vicious could come out of little Delaware. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Appropriations Committee have simply dis- 
charged their duty as they saw it. That committee had doubts as to 
the regularity and legality of these expenditures. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is as much exercised over 
the protested drafts that have been returned to the Government as a 
celebrated gentleman once was over the question of warming-pans. 

Why, sir, what are these drafts? When I draw a draft, unless I have 
some improper and unlawful purpose in view, I will ascertain in ad- 
vance if there is money to my credit, and unless I have such assurance 
I can not safely draw such draft. In fact I must ascertain that fact 
before I draw the draft. A man who draws a draft should have and 
must have a balance to mect that draft. The fault is not the fault of 
the Secretary of State; it is the fault of the accursed system under 
which that Department has been operated for twenty-five years or more. 
The whole system is wrong. We appropriate for the salary of acon- 
sul, say in China, $3,500. That $3,500 ought to be a sacred trust placed 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury for the payment of that 
salary and exclusively for that purpose. That money ought to be set 
apart for him and used for no other purpose; and when it is otherwise 
used it seems to me it is unlawfully used. There never ought to be 
a deficiency in the consuls’ salaries. There never should be a deficiency 
in the salaries for ministers, because the law has fixed their salaries and 
Congress has appropriated for them, and the amount has been placed 
at the disposal of the minister and the consul, to be paid to them through 
the proper channels. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman yield to me now for a mo- 
ment ? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. I was going to say to the gentleman a moment 
since that this was not a question of deficiencies in respect to salaries 
atall. These are deficiencies for expenditures under the law, for rent, 
stationery, postage, furniture, traveling expenses; and the gentleman 
will see that it is impossible for the Secretary of State to undertake to 
inform consuls all over the world as to the exact condition of the con- 
tingent fand. It may be, for instance, that a question like the fisher- 
ies, arising in Canada, will come up where a consul is called suddenly 
to perform an additional amount of duty. He is expected to perform 
the duty. The gentleman does not mean to say that the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall refuse to allow him to send a telegram because there 
happens to be no fund specially set apart for that purpose ? 

The salaries of consuls are divided into classes; and those whose 
salaries exceed $1,000 are also entitled to a sum for rent equivalent to 


= 20 per cent. of their salaries. The consular salaries for the present 


fiscal year, above those of $1,000 per annum, amount to $345,000. 
Twenty per cent. of this sum alone would be $69,000, just $1,000 less 
than the amount to be expended for rent this-year. This rent charge 
is provided for under section 1706 of the Revised Statutes. Then un- 
der 1732 rent is to be allowed feed consuls, and this additional rent 
charge would much more than make up the difference of $1,000. The 
amounts of the other main items of consular expenses are almost as 
certaindy fixed as that of rent. For the first six months of the present 
year the expenses for ee have been $12,000; forstationery and blank 
forms, $11,934; for furniture, $1,669; for traveling expenses, messen- 
ger service, and miscellaneous expenditures, $12,0U0. 

Now, the fund is provided by the last appropriation bill—but I beg 

on of the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. BURNES] for occupying 
is time—— 

Mr. BURNES. Go on. 

Mr. BELMONT. I should not have done so except that I think he 
was under a misapprehension as to this part of the appropriation. The 
fact is the rent charge alone under the law amounted to about $70,000, 
and the total appropriation was only $110,000, so that all the other 
items which were necessary in the proper discharge of the duties of con- 
suls in different parts of the world remain unprovided for. I can not 
imagine any statute which could be so drawn as to provide them in 
each case. The only thing the House can do is to meet the repeated 
request of the Department, which by annual experience finds that about 
$150,000 is ; and this year we have fortunately appropriated 
that amount for the year 1887. It seems to me if the gentleman from 
Missouri —_ his attention to this matter he will not find objection to 
the when it is proposed. 

Mr. BURNES. I was pursuing a principle which was illustrated in 
the case of aconsulin China, Thesame principle prevails, in my judg- 
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ment, whether it is with reference to the payment of the salary of a 
consul or whether it has reference to an appropriation made for contin- 
gent expenses. 

I have said that these things result from a mistaken system, and the 
system ought to be corrected. Or the question ought to come directly 
before this House, which I regret to say is too frequently on its knees 
before Department clerks and before other branches of the Govern- 


ment. I say, sir, I would like exceedingly if this system could be 
changed. ‘There are a certain number of gentlemen engaged in the 


foreign service—we will say there are three hundred and fifty consuls 
and consuls-general. Now we appropriate not only to pay each one a 
certain salary, but we appropriate $110,000 to pay the expenses of the 
service. If that is not suflicient, why do we appropriate at all? If 
deficiencies can be created at will, if at least this Department of the 
Government can be operated in disregard of appropriations, why ap- 
propriate at all? Why not give carte blanche to run that Department 
of the Government without appropriation? Iam simply saying that 
of this $110,000 the Secretary of State may well place to the credit of 
each consul, three hundred and fifty in number, first, the amount al- 
lowed for rent; secondly, asum which experience teaches him to be 
sufficient for stationery, and so forth through the list. That sum can 
be divided out to each one of these consuls and consuls-general as well 
for the salary of each as for the contingent expenses of each. Why can 
not this be done here? For the simple reason that this unbridled De- 
partment of the Government feels it is not in accordance with the dig- 
nity of the Republic to live on $110,000 a year for the consular service, 
and therefore, regardless of the appropriation, $150,000 are spent. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman—for he is speaking of a project 
which is new and the explanation of which will be very instructive to 
those carrying on the Government—will he explain a little more fully 
how he would have the fund distributed to each of the six hundred con- 
suls and consular officers as to all the minute classes of expenditures? 

Mr. BURNES. If the gentleman will show me there are six hun- 
dred consuls and consuls-general I shall be very glad to receive the in- 
formation. 

Mr. HITT. Consuls and cousular agents. 
consular posts. 

Mr. BURNES. We do not pay posts; we pay consuls. 

Mr. HITT. The plan of the gentleman seems so far-reaching, it 
should be applied allthrough. It would be very instructive to have it 
explained by the gentleman as aleading Democrat, so that we may know 
what is to be the policy of those who are to carry on the Governmentin 
this minutely classified way. 

Mr. BURNES. So faras I am concerned, weak as I am and inex- 
perienced as I am in regard to the affairs of Government, [ would have 
every Department of the Government, whether the administration be 
Republican or Democratic, live within the means provided for its sup- 
port by the Congress of the United States. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have said that having particular confidence 
in the bona fides of this expenditure, being quite sure that the ex- 
cellent gentleman who presides at the other end of the Avenue and 
that the gentleman at the head of the Department of State are hon- 
est and faithful in the discharge of public duties, although each is lia- 
ble to make mistakes, as we all are—having this confidence, I propose 
and the Committee on Appropriations propose to submit to the gen- 
tleman occupying that chair, a gentleman distinguished for his learn- 
ing and legal ability, to submit to him as a question of law under the 
rules of the House, whether these expenditures are sanctioned by law 
or not. If they are not sanctioned by law, why should we pay them; 
and if they are sanctioned by law, we will as a matter of course admit 
the amendments of my friend from New York [Mr. BELMONT] when 
heoffersthem. Iftheseexpendituresare contrary to law, then these gen- 
tlemen must come before the House and ask for compensation as thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of other good men have done who have had 
claims against the Government, and in that case they have simply mis- 
taken the tribunal in which their claims should be considered. Weare 
compelled under the rules of this House, which we, the Appropriations 
Committee, have sought at every step and stage to honor and respect, to 
make no appropriation for any object that was not authorized by law. 
I remember the other day the eminent and illustrious gentlemen from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], the distinguished gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Hewitt], the distinguished gentleman who is at the head of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL], and others, de- 
clared in Committee of the Whole, with the applause of Democrats 
and Republicans both, that hereafter they would emphasize their oppo- 
sition to provisions of appropriations unauthorized by law by voting 
against every appropriation bill that made such appropriations. 

We have followed our conceptions of our duty under the rule; we have 
lived up tothem. If these claims are meritorious and are within the 
rule, put them in this bill, and let us then understand that if a claim 
is meritorious the rules will notshutit out. I havesaid this much, sir, 
simply because my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
(who knows how to aggravate us sometimes, though always in a pleas- 
ant way) has dared to impute to usa disposition to act in one way when 
we have’ Democratic President and in another way when we have a 


There are that many 
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Republican President. If the application of his remark was not to me, 
it was to the committee, and equally undeserved. Reserving the bal- 
ance of my time, I ask for a decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


French and American claims: For payment of the amount necessary to strike 
a balance with France, after the payment, under the final award made by the 
late French and American Claims Commission against the United States, of the 
claims of French citizens against this Government, under the treaty of January 
15, 1880, between this country and France, $15,639.16. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Foreign intercourse : 

Salaries of ministers,to pay balance found due upon the account of Messrs. 
Brown, Shipley & Co., United States bankers at London, for drafts of ministers’ 
salaries paid by them, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, $22,408.02; to 
pay the balance found due to Henry C. Hall, minister of the United States to 
the Central American states, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1835, $1,500 ; to 
enable the accounting officers to effect a proper settlement of the accounts of cer- 
tuin officers of the United States acting chargés d'affaires ad interim, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year 1885, $6,950.96; to enable the accounting otlicers to pay 
the balance due upon the account of Thomas Q. Osborn, minister resident and 
consul-general to the A ntine Republic, for a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, 
$3,903.12; to pay the balance found due upon the account of Messrs. Brown, 
Shipley & Co., United States bankers at London, for drafts of salaries of secre- 
saa one legation paid them, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, July 7, 

686, $2,847.07. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I have the duty to discharge of mak- 
ing a point of order against the amendmentas proposed. Ido notknow, 
sir, that it need be argued. Ido not feel inclined to argue it. The 
whole subject is before you. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the ground of objection to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BURNES. The ground of chjection is that these are expendi- 
tures in excess of appropriations and in violation of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean that they violate any 
other law than the law limiting the right of expenditure to the amount 
that is appropriated? 

Mr. BURNES. This is the law: 


No Department of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year any 


sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve 
the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of 
such appropriation. 


Nothing can be plainer. There is the naked law. 
tion to the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, we have had from year to year, for 
several years past, the expenditures of the Government going on with- 
out reference to the appropriations made by the Congress, which, by 
the Constitution, is charged with the duty of making the necessary 
appropriations for the support of the Government. In addition to the 
fact that the Constitution charges Congress with this duty, and that 
the Congress has performed the duty as it understands it (and Congress 
is the judge of its own powers and duties in this respect), a law has been 

, the law just read by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs], 
which forbids the expenditure of money by any Department of the 
Government in excessof the amount appropriated. Yet, sir, we goon 
from year to year with the Departments of the Government utterly 
disregarding that law, utterly disregarding the letter and the spirit of 
the Constitution, and assuming the power to administer this Govern- 
ment in their ewn way, and to expend any amount of money they 
choose. This abuse is not confined to the State Department. It ex- 
tends to every Department of the Government, and has become so ha- 
bitual that it seems to be regarded as lawful that this should be done, 
and as impertinent for members of Congress to inquire why it is done. 
Now we ought to arrest this evil, and I know of no way to arrest it 
but by refusing to make appropriations for these Departments when 
they make these excessive expenditures. I felt specially gratified, 
therefore, when the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNEs], who has 
just taken his seat, announced his purpose of treating these extraordi- 
nary expenditures as mere claims against the Government, to be de- 
termined like any other claims that have been created without authority 
of law. If Congress will take this course it can control the Depart- 
ments of this Government. If, in view of the practice which has be- 
come habitual and reckless in the expenditure of the people’s money 
not appropriated, we refuse to make this appropriation, we may hope 
for some regularity and propriety in administration. 

I speak without reference to partisanship, without reference to the 
question whether we may have Democratic or Republican administra- 
tion. The Congress of the United States is charged by the Constitu- 
tion with determining how much public money shall be expended and 
for what pu That duty is not confided to the Departments. 
The law provides that they shall expend the money which may be ap- 

ropriated by Congress for their use, and shall not expend any more. 

n the face of this !aw, in the face of the theory of our Government, in 
the face of the Constitution, they go on creating deficiences of millions 
every year. There ought to be an end of this. I trust that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and all the committees charged with the 
duty of reporting appropriations, will insist that the Departments of 
the Government shall in this respect be subordinated to the power and 
duty of Congress. 


I leave the ques- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman will allow me to ask him ; 


question. Suppose a statute authorizes the appointment of an oflic: 
whose term is to continue four years and until his successor shall r: 
lieve him at the post of duty, wherever that may be. Suppose the a, 


propriation is insufficient to pay the two officers, where there are rea!) 
two officers under commission at the same time, and two salaries m.- 


necessarily be paid, does not the gentleman hold that to be a pro). 
deficiency? That is precisely the case here. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, scarcely any proposition can 


framed in regard to which there may not be suggested something of «11, 


extraordinary character which should not come within the general ru 


When I speak of deficiencies by millions, I do not speak of such a ca: 


as that mentioned by the gentleman, and he understands that very we 


I speak of the habitual practice of officers administering the Govern 


ment in disregarding the appropriations by Congress and expending a: 


amount of money which their judgment of a proper policy may dicta: 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But I state the caseactually presented. 
thought my friend referred to it, because it is the precise case in poi! 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam notamemberof the Committee on Approp: 
tions and do not know anything about the special facts involved in t! 
amendment. I only rose to unite my voice with that of the gentlem 
from Missouri in protesting against the continued violation of the | 
of Congress and the continued disregard of the Constitution by the | 
partments of the Government. 

Mr. BELMONT addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the questi: 
without further argument. 

Mr. BELMONT. 
ter might very properly be cited. I should regret very much if the: 


marks of my friend from Missouri or the gentleman from Texas shou |! 
create the impression that I am in any way not in harmony with th 


purpose of this side of the House to insist that the Departments sha 


expend money as it is appropriated. But that is not the question in 
regard to this item, and for that reason I desired to say a word again: 
If the Chair does not wish to hear further argu- 
ment, I will ask that the Clerk read the statute which compelled thi: 


the point of order. 


expenditure. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from New York desires to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 1740. No ambassador, envoy extraordinary, minister plenipotentiary, n 
ister resident, commissioner, chargé d'affaires, secretary of legation, assist 
of legation, interpreter to any legation or consulate, or conenl-gener: 
consul, or commercial agent, mentioned in Schedules B and C, shall be entit! 
to compensation for his services, except from the time when he reaches his p: 
and enters upon his official duties to the time when he ceases to hold such 
fice, and for such time as is actually and necessarily occupied in receiving | 
instructions, not to exceed thirty days,andin making ‘the 
the place of his residence, when appointed, 
mencement and termination of the 
shall in all cases be allowed and 

shall be deemed to hold any such office after his successor is appoin' 


no 

onl actually enters upon the duties of his office at his post of duty, nor after |: - 

official residence at such post has terminated if not so relieved. But no su: ) 

shall be made to et consul-general, consul, or comm:<:- 
schedules B OC, or to any vice-consul, vice-com 

mercial agent, deputy = or consular agent, for the time so occupied in: 


allowance or payment 
cial agent, not embraced in 


ceiving instructions, or in such transitas aforesaid; nor shallany such officer 
is referred to in this ‘section be allowed compe nm for the time so occu) 

in such transit, at the termination of the period of his official =< if he | 
resigned or been recalled therefrom for any malf 


feasance in his o 
The CHAIRMAN. 


touch the point of order. 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiseal year 1886, and for other p 


poses therein stated. The very object of the bill is to appropri: 
money to meetexpenditures beyond former appropriations. The po. 
of order is overruled. The question is upon the amendment propo-: 


by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 
The question being taken on the amendment, it was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries interpreters to legations: To enable the accounting officers to al’ 
and eredit John A. Halderman, late minister andjconsul-general of the Uni 
States to Siam, the sum of $124. 63, paid by him for salary of interpreter from | 
1, 1834, to December 31, 1884, before he had received information of the reduc! 
of the appropriation for salary of interpreter to the legation at Bangkok, & 
from $1,000 to $500, by the act of July 7, 1884. 


Mr. CANNON. I submit the amendment which I scnd to the «i 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay George C. Foulk, chargé d'affaires ad inierim at Seoul, Cores 
amount of protest fees and incurred by him on drafts returned « 
count of the exhaustion of the appropriation Yor salarics of ministers for t 
fiscal year 1885, against which they were drawn, $24.01. 


Mr. BURNES. I reserve a point of order on the amendment 
merely desire to call attention to the fact that there is no room for - 
that the salary in this case payable by law was not appro! 


ted, and evidently it was drawn or ought to have been drawn. |): _ 
thermore, it seems to me that $24.01 is a pretty good fee for protes:\): 
onedraft. But I submit thisis ona par with a good many other pro) 


sitions which we see presented here. 


JULY 6, 


It seems to me that the law bearing on this ma‘ 


The Clerk will read the provision of law whic! 


irect transit betwee: 
and his post of duty, at the con 

od of his official service, for which }: 
, except as hereinafter mentioned. A: 


Whether the Committee of the Whole or 1) 
House should appropriate money to meet expenditure beyond fori: 
appropriations is a matter for the committee to determine; it does 1: 
This is a bill to appropriate money to sup)! 
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Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman's remarks, which I un- 
derstand to be upon the merits of the amendment—— 

Mr. BURNES. I have reserved a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I am rising to speak upon the merits of the amend- 
ment. AsI explained in the general debate, the salaries of chargés 
d’affaires are put in hotch-pot, and are drawn against in the same way 
as the salaries of ministers. This man wasachargéatCorea. Hedrew 
his draft for his salary. When that draft was presented there was no | 
money to pay it, nodoubton account of the fund having been exhausted | 
for the payment of other officers, and it was returned to him unpaid. 

Mr. RICE. Drawing drafts is the usual way in which these officers | 

their salaries. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I am not quite clear that I can exactly locate | 
the place where this chargé performed his duty; but I have an impres- | 
sion that Corea is a long way off. I do not know what the protest fees | 
may have been; but Ido know that this draft came from this repre- 
sentative of the Government on the other side of the world for salary 
which wasdue; and it was not paid, because the money had been ex- 
hausted in payiug salaries of other chargés, so that the draft was pro- 
tested and retuned. Now it may be that somewhere in this adminis- 
tration there is somebody who would undertake to steal the small dif- 
ference between $24.01 and the amount which my friend from Missouri 
supposes the protest fees, expenses of exchange, and re-exchange, &c., 
ought properly to be. But this item comes here regularly submitted 
as a deficiency; and I think this Committee of the Whole ought to vote | 
it on this bill. 

Mr. HITT. It is not on one draft, but a number of drafts. 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague [Mr. Hrrr] is better up in all these 
matters of the diplomatic service than Iam or than the gentleman from 
Missouri is, and he says it is on a number of drafts. 

Mr. BURNES. It is one draft, and so stated in the amendment of- 
fered by himself as well as in the estimate. 

Mr. HITT. It is stated as drafts; it is in the plural. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear what the gentleman from 
Missouri has to say. 

Mr. BURNES. I have to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no law | 
authorizing this man to draw this draft on this Government or for pay- | 
ment to him for the expense of the protest of this draft. Whatever | 
may be the regulation of the State Department, whatever may be his 
presumed authority, there is no law authorizing him to have refunded 
to him the expense of protest of a draft drawn by him on the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BURROWS. How much is this? 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-four dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Missouri 
how these consular officers are paid? How are their salaries sent to 
them ? 

Mr. BURNES. The Department sends drafts to the party entitled to 

yment. It maybe possibly on London. The draft ought to be the 
draft of the Government. This gentleman in Corea, a country recently 
discovered, it appears drew his draft upon the Government here. What 
law authorized him todoso? That draft was protested. What law | 
is there requiring us to pay the expense of that protest? 

Mr. BELMONT. This is not a question arising in consular service | 
necessarily, but it is the case as well of a diplomatic officer who takes | 
the place of a minister when a vacancy oceurs. Under the organizing | 
act of 1856 a man in such a position is called chargé @’affaires ad in- 
terim, being in charge of the legation, and is entitled to receive one-half 
the minister’s salary, although his own salary as secretary of legation is 
not thencontinued. For instance, our minister to Mexico has lately re- 
turned to thiscountry ,and during his absence his secretary of legation is 
in charge of his office, and he is, under the law of 1856, entitled to 50 per 
cent. of the minister’s salary. So it is in Vienna, where we have no 
minister atpresent. Thelong-continued vacancy atthat post materially 
increases the sum necessary to be expended under this head. As now 

the law requires a separate appropriation. The House can 
not with ee fail to meet this obligation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The trouble of the Chair grows out of its igno- 
rance of thelaw. Ifa minister has the right to draw his salary and it 
is not paid, he would be entitled to have refunded the expense of pro- 
test. it if he has no right to draw for his salary upon the Govern- 
ment, then the Government is not liable for the expense of the protest, 
and it should not be. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand from my colleague [Mr. Hrr7], who 
has had long nee in the diplomatic service, as well as from an 
investigation I have made into the subject myself, that some of our 
~ remy corps are paid at our bankers in London, but our diplomatic 

in Asia and other places throughout the world are paid by 
= drawn upon the Government on other bankers than those in Lon- 








The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Missouri says there is 
no authority in law for the drawing of any euch drafts. . 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri understands such to 
have been the unbroken practice. 

Mr. BURNES. It has been the practice; there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. CANNON. In the absence of authority to send disbursing offi- 
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cers about the world as the Army paymaster pays the Army, of course 





,| the payments will be made according to the commercial usages of the 


world, which, as we know, are well established. 

Mr. HITT. The officer at the close of the quarter draws his draft 
against the place where the money of the Government is nearest at 
hand. His commission is his authority from day to day, and it gives 
him credit in the eyes of the bank. When there is no money in the 
distant bank the draft goes back to the local bank and there awaits pay- 
ment. As the gentleman says, it is dishonored. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is manifest there is no law authorizing any offi- 
cer of the Government, except officers connected with the Army and 
the Navy as paymaster, to draw on the Government. That is mani- 
fest. A foreign minister or consul has no right to draw a drait on the 
Government. It never occurred to any person.that he may draw 
upon the Treasury at will for these amounts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to submit a question to 
the gentleman from Indiana. Suppose there be no law authorizing the 
draft to be drawn, and yet it was drawn and the Government paid the 
protest fees? 

Mr. HOLMAN. {I do not understand that they w 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair means paid by some officer of the Go 
ernment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that this official undertook to d: 
certain sum of money on a draft when no such money was to his credit. 
Now, the authority for drawing such drafts seems to be only a custom 
allowed, for convenience perhaps in certain cases. But certainly there 
is no warrant of law for it. 

Mr. HITT. Let meinterrupt the gentleman to state that the custom 
of the service is for the officer when he goes out to carry with him a 
paper from the State Department addressed to the Government’s finan- 
cial agent or banker abroad, setting forth his character, office, and 
ary, which is something in the nature of a letter of credit, such as my 


re paid by the 


friend from Indiana would take from his banker in New York wh 


traveling in Europe, and that paper, accompanied as it is by his com 
mission from the President, constitutes his financial credentials at the 
post in Europe or Asia or elsewhere to which he is accredited. Then 
as the quarter’s salary falls due, these documents having been mad 
known to the financial institutions through which he draws his money 
he presents his draft for the proportionate amount or quarter of his sal- 
ary as ascertained by the law and by this letter of credit or document 
which is signed by the Secretary of State, and draws his money, usually 
through a local bank at the place where he is stationed, upon the bank- 
ers of our Government at London. The Government takes care of the 
loss by exchange. That is the custom. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the statement of the gentleman 
throws any light upon this question. I concede that if the money is 
paid by the United States and comes through this channel by reason of 
this paper which is furnished through the State Department the in- 
ference would be fairly drawn that the drafts in some sense are properly 
drawn, or that there was some authority for them. I do not under- 





| stand that this balance, if allowed, would be in favor of the Department, 


but is a balance certified in favor of the person by whom the draft 
But these transactions, if the statement of the 


| gentleman from [Illinois be correct that the consul or minister ¢ 
abroad with a letter of credit and is permitted to draw a draft upon the 
funds of the Government to pay his own salary at London, for instance, 
where our funds are mainly deposited for the payment of our foreign 
service, why then it is manifest that the Government would be pi i 


at the mercy of every person who had such letters and thought pro 
to draw upon the fund for any amount when he knew he had nor 
todoso. I admitif the money had been paid by the State Departmen 
out of any fund it would seem proper that this loss for protest ought to 
be paid. But the fact that the draft went to protest would m to 
establish the fact that the party who drew it was not authorized 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman concede that these con ’ 
are allowed to draw drafts on the Government fands for their salaries? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The Government would have paid it if he 
had the right to draw it and the amount was due him. 

The CHAIRMAN. But does the gentleman from Indiana concede 
that such drafts are allowed by the Department? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not concede it, because until the gentleman 
made the suggestion that he did make, which is the first I have heard 
of such a system, I had every reason to believe that another plan was 
pursued. 

Now, asI said a little while ago, the main depository for the pay- 
ment of our foreign service is in London. 

Mr. HITT. Bat not for the Asiatic service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the main forall the branches of the foreign : 
ice the funds are depositedin London. Now the Government draws on 
that fund in favor of the various persons in foreign employ who are en- 
titled to receive it under the appropriations made for their employment! 
No other plan could be safely pursued. There may be instances wher 
under peculiar circumstances the Government might honor a d: 
drawn upon a fund in London or elsewhere; but the right of any perso 
in our foreign service to go and draw drafts ad libitum upon such a fund 
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would not be tolerated for a moment, I imagine, by the head of any 
Department of the Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If this consul drew a draft where he had 
no authority to draw it, and the Treasury Department declined to pay 
it, if it be a case of that kind, the man who draws the draft must him- 
self bear the cost of protest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in a good deal of doubt about the 
matter; but thinks if the Department owed this salary, and it was 
usual to get it in the manner suggested by the gentleman froin Illinois, 
and the draft was drawn for more than was placed to the credit of the 
Government, on being protested, that the man who drew the draft 


making provision in the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, not j j 
only for an increase in the minister's salary, but for provision as well toenable : Ss 
him to place his mission, which had but recently been established, upon a more 4 W! 
efficient basis. Mr. Frelinghuysen’s instruction concluded as follows: 
“A specific appropriation for a secretary of legation has not been asked. An 
effort will, however, be made within the appropriation toallow youclerk-hire.” Y 
Afterward Mr. Foote, in his dispatch, No. 116, of September 5, 1885, called atten- S he 
tion to the fact that Mr. Scudder up to that time continued to serve him in 
a clerical capacity without compensation, and suggested that if some future pro- 
vision could be made for Mr. Scudder it would be a just recognition of his serv- 
ices. Mr. Foote in this connection cited the Department’s No. 35, of October 27, 
1883, and referred to its promised recommendation. z C 
Mr. Frelinghuysen replied November 24, 1884, No.18. He explained that Con- a 
gress had failed to make provision in accordance with the Department's recom- ; ’ 
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Mr. CANNON. I said that was the amount of the protest. 2 OE SSS Se © Be ee Se Sa Caen, Oe Wamed wtes consu® 3 : 
Mr BURNES. The exact amount is $24.01. ‘That 1 cent is the Se les = 
Ry e camel's back. ; Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. mat 
; = _ = . If there is any difficulty about that, I will pay the The Clerk read as follows: . Dep 
= question being taken on Mr. CANNON’S amendment, it was ; ‘To relmurse the Yollowing consular officers the protest fees and expenses — 
adopted. neu y them on returned on account of the exhaustion of appro- 3 ‘ 
: f ingent of United Stat lates for the fiscal y a witk 
Mr. MORROW. [offer the amendment which I send to the desk. | prstion for contingent expenses of United States consulates for the fcal Sear sia 
The Clerk read as follows: A. Wingate, United States consul at Foo Chow, $2.07; E. P. Mussey, United Te and 
Insert after line 40: States consul at Mahe Seychelles, $2.87; total, $18.10.” him 
“To enable the accounting officers to pay to Charles L. Scudder for his serv- The amendment was agreed to. 3 
inees cheek to the en States legation at Corea from March 29, 1883, to March The Clerk i the following ph: 3 brim 
Mr. BURNES. I make the pn of order on this proposition that ee eee oe ene gs eoenes ale er a a Tt 
there was no law authorizing the appointment of that officer, no law | section 1740 of the Revised § Statutes for hls transit won his ato post (at Cairo) to a aa 
izi i . his resi the Unit es, namely, from July 6, ,to August 9, 1884, q 
“i. MORROW. "han from a letter from the Secretary of State | ’&!™&* deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, $475.54 thee 
that the clerk’s fees or — at this particular point should have been Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I offer the amendment which I send to 3 abso! 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Department of State, and that | the desk. - Bie 
that fund was simply not sufficient to pay the amount of salary. On The Clerk read as follows: 4 deter 
Sade in cones Sameaeee po hi — wee ne Peer that ther icocmaadibiet ty Toensery to adjusting th tof ; T bel 
Sts = roper accountin: n e account o 
State Se seas Sa ee wos Benjamin 8. Packer, late consul at Sherbrooke, shall allow him acredit for $186.71, 5 have 
Mr. BURNES. Let me drawthe line somewhere. Let me say that : av: 
th ti =t Gand is appropriated for clerk-hire at > D (aat sum — due him ie the —— ee < rx) aon Sn 8 the fiscal , vigil: 
e contin ‘ certain places. 1885, same not havin n use of a deficiency in the appro- 4 
ii This gentleman’s name is not included, nor is this consulate included. | pristion for that year” - sR 
ei Furthermore, as regards the general sam appropriated for clerk-hire Mr. BELMONT. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that I j 
i that a to be used at the discretion of the Secretary of State. There was about to offer a aeilineinenes ” | — 
as ne ow oe Se. . Mr. BURNES. And I understand the substitute of the gentleman 
. ; =— mye onee 38 Fm from California concede there | from New York will cover what is moved by the gentleman from In- a 
5 is no law authorizing ' . diana. 7 
f Mr. MORROW. Ido not. ‘The law provides a contingent fund, but | Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If there be no question about it, I am = 
mit so far as the clerk at Corea was concerned, as it was a new legation es- | not tenacious about this being put in on my amendment. pe 
. tablished by law, the con t fund for that year was not sufficient. Mr. BURNES. You will find it in the substitute. = t 
‘ The Sa Per oo ask ne See from Cali-| fr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I withdraw my amendment tem- den 
| ‘ornia to show the authority for this appropriation. rarily. 
a Mr. MORROW. It is contained in the letters which I have sent to | P"The Clerk read the following paragraph: a wre 
the desk. Contingent expenses United States consulates: T ly a deficiency in th 
| The Clerk read as follows: appropriation for caiman expenses of United States ieken $2.00. F a 
. Davsnmmnne ep Grasn, Wassanenes, Parays, I, . NT. offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
| Gre: I have ope ee = poieten te pense Sout better of —_ : hone Mr Hitt. I desire to offer an amendment at line 78. : = 
| Francisco, touching his connection with the legation of the United States at | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] Devi 
Corea, from March 29, 1883, to March 9, 1885. You accordingly ask forastatement | has been recognized. His amendment will be read. and 
from the Department showing the justice of Mr. Scudder’s claim for $3,500 and yead as follows: P 
the reasons for its ent. The Clerk as Ows: ernme 
It is true that Mr. Bondder’s presence with Mr. Foote, who was, during the After line 79, insert the following: cost $) 
periods mentioned, United States minister to Corea, was known to the “To enable the accounting officers to effect a proper settlement of the accounts provic 
ment, but his employment was not contingent upon a promise of the Depart- | of certain consular officers, being deficiencies, as follows: For the fiscal year 1885, $40 
ment oa ren be sepenres. en Scese soceomeSetese the | $34,970.75; for the fiscal year 1884, $2,174.87; in all, $37,145.22.” = 
wo far aa Congress may deem his unpaid services worthy of adequate compense- | Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit to be offered first an amend. a 
tion. To this extent the Department is disposed to favor Mr. 's claim | ment which will probably go in prior to his, and which is an amend- tion # 
and to say that Congress should make such provision as it thinks equitable to | ment to line 78? I desire to offer an amendmentto raise the amount leat 
In his dispatch, No. 36, of October 24, 1883, Mr. Foote reported that his salary | for contingent expenses from $22,000 to $40,000. ; The 
wes teadeqnate $5 ales Seg ea renee oan ree allow- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- The 
= oe neufticien is, i the amoéunt, that would be in order be- 
Mr. Freli "in his reply of December 23,1883, No. 35, stated that Mr, | 20i8, if he proposes to change To 
Foote’s wishes had been anticipated by the Sakae, onus as it could, by | fore the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMontT} of eats 








1886. 
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is upon. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New York to 
withhold his amendment for a moment. 

Mr. BELMONT. I shall do so and offer an amendment to line 79. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the amendment 
he heretofore offered ? ; 

Mr. BELMONT. For the present ! do. It may come in after the 
one I now send to the Clerk’s desk is disposed of. 

The Clerk read Mr. BELMONT’S amendment as follows: 

On page 4, lines 78 and 79, strike out ** $22,000" and insert “ $40,000.” 


Mr. HITT. ‘That is the amendment I desire to see made. A little 
explanation is necessary in addition to what has been said. The Secre- 
tary of State has reported that this money has heen expended. The 
gentleman from Illinois has read from a communication from the State 
Department which shows very fully and in detail how it wasexpended, 
and that it was in pursuance of law. Congress appropriated only 
$110,000 for the contingent expenses of the consular service, though it 
was plaim to be seen by experience, and it was well known to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, thatit would be utterly impossible for the 
State Department to carry on the service for that amount, and a defi- 
ciency was inevitable and was expected. It was intended then, as it 
is now, to throw it over to the next session. You see our next session 
will be after election. 

The statutes prescribe the organization, the duties, the expenditures, 
the details of the service, consular and diplomatic. The law, for ex- 
ample, provides that the amount of rent authorized to be paid shall be 
equal to 20 per cent. of the amount of the salaries of the consuls, and 
the salaries are all fixed by law. This 20 per cent. on $345,000, the 
total of salaries, would be sixty-nine thousand out of the one hundred 
and ten thousand appropriated for contingent expenses. The law pre- 
scribes the payment for postage, stationery, blank forms, furniture, 
ne statistics, messenger service, the payment of a series of 
items that were mentioned by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] and again referred to by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BuRNES]. The Secretary of State, I suppose, deemed that it was not a 
matter of discretion whether he should continue the operations of the 
Department, the different branches of the service as already organ- 
ized. I may say he was compelled to carry on the service, to keep it 
going, just as the captain of a ship is compelled to keep his ship moving, 
with all that belongs to its complex organization. When you give him 
a list of officers and a prescribed number of men whom he must employ 
and a great machine which he must keep going, then if you furnish 
him money only to pay the men and do not also give him enough to buy 
coal for the voyage, of course he has to go in debt for coal or never 
bring his ship through. 

That is the situation of the Secretary of State; and I suppose the 
committee when they submitted this insuflicient appropriation last 
year knew y well that he would have to go on and carry out 
the existing general laws, and then allowed him much less than was 
absolutely necessary to carry on the machine, as you gentlemen of Con- 
gress constructed that machine, as you catalogued these officers, as you 
determined their functions and the amount that should be paid to them 
and for rent in proportion to the salaries fixed by law. The Secretary, 
I believe, honestly went on and expended the money. He did it, as I 
have been informed upon inquiry at the Department into details, with 
vigilance, with economy, and with rigid scrutiny. The money has 
been paid out-by the officers from their own pockets in many instances, 
in others by the bankers, who believed that this Government would 
keep faith and carry out its own laws. 

These dishonored drafts now floating about the world are many of 
them fifteen months old. By an amendment to the appropriation bill 
of 1884 it was provided that thereafter the feed consuls should not con- 
vert the fees beyond a certain amount to the purpose of paying for 
ex but must pay the extra expenses out of their own pockets, 
and they have done so. Now, will you not repay them? They made 
the expenditure expecting that it would be provided for, and if it is not 
done in this deficiency bill, after fifteen months of delay, it may not be 
done atall. I have no doubt, however, that it will be done; but this 
cutting down the bill this year to give this House an air of economy 
and get past the fall elections, and putting these items over to next 
winter so that they may be then included in another deficiency bill, is, 
I submit, a very poor, temporizing, half-way fashion of doing public 
business, I think we ought to comply with the request of Secretary 
Bayard, and meet now these expenses which have been already incurred, 
and pay back this money which has been already paid out for the Gov- 
ernment. Weprovided a governmental machine which we knew would 
cost $150,000 for contingent expenses and ordered it togoon. We only 
a for those expenses. Let us honestly pay the balance, 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary for 
me to add anything to what has been said. In voting this appropria- 
tion the House will be simply carrying out the policy hitherto adopted. 
I ask for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

follows: 


The Clerk read as 
To enable the accoun officers to effect a proper settlement of the accounts 
of certain consular ing deficiencies, as follows: For the fiscal year, 1885, 


officers, 
; for the fiscal year, 1834, $2,174.87; in all $37,145.22, 


































and expended. 


after they reach a certain limit and pay further expenditures them- 
selves, and they have done it. 


fically in ‘the language of the State Department I will quote these 


ommends that it be appropriated. 


Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. BURNES. 


I ask a vote on that amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that 


amendment, and I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the differ- 
ence between the question here and the questions that have been al- 


ready passed upon. The consuls who created these deficiencies created 


them by withholding from the Treasury of the United States certain 
sums of money received by them for fees, and which it was their duty 


under the law to pay into the Treasury. Instead of paying those fees 
into the Treasury, as required by law, they withheld them under the 
pretense that it was necessary to use them in their business or in the 


consular service, and they now owe the Government that amount of 


money, and this appropriation is asked to cover what seems to me to be 


legally the defalcation of these officials. 


Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] say 


that the members of the consular service have retained these fees with- 
out authority of law? 


The law of 1884 expressly marks the limit up 
to which they are allowed to retain and apply to expenditures the fees, 


and beyond that limit they are required to pay them into the Treasury 
and pay the expenditures out of their own pockets. 
this, and the Secretary after examining their accounts sends us this esti- 
mate of the deficiency that we owe and ought to repay them. 


They have done 


Mr. BURNES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Lllinois a plain 


question: Is it not a fact that these consular officers do receive official 


fees which they are required by law to cover into the Treasury of the 
United States? 
Mr. HITT. They are required to pay into the Treasury the fees re- 


ceived above and beyond a certain limit. 


Mr. BURNES. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether in these 


cases under consideration the consuls have not used this money and 
withheld it from the Treasury, and is not this appropriation sought in 
order to cover the deficit so made ? 


Mr. HITT. Not at all. The Secretary of State has reported that 


these consuls have paid these expenses out of their own pockets, and 
these very amounts are found to be the amounts due to these officers 


for expenditures made in lieu of and above the fees they have received 
They are required to account for and turn in the fees 


If I may answer the gentleman speci- 


words: 


That it is desirable now to meet this deficiency rather than entail upon the 


consular officers the necessity of personally bearing the expense of maintaining 
the consular service of the Government for three months and then waita year 
afterward for reimbursement, because there generally elapses the period of a 


year from the close of a fiscal year before the deficiency becomes available. 
Formerly the burden was not so great, because many of the consuls paid their 


expenses out of their fees and were embarrassed only by having their accounts 
suspended until the deficiency approprigtion was passed, but under aclause of 
the deficiency act of 1884 the consuls are not now allowed to so use the fees, and 
consequently they have to bear the expense out of their own private resources, 


And the Secretary then gives this estimate of the deficiency and rec- 
And then he sends this estimate of 
deficiency here and recommends its payment. 

Mr. BELMONT. Is the question of order now under discussion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question of order is pending. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then I desire to say that there is no question of 
fees involved in this proposition in any manner. As has been well 
stated by my friend from Illinois, the deficiency act of 1884 expressly 
prohibits consuls from using their fees for these purposes; and this de- 
ficiency is created by an insufficiency of the allowance for rent, station- 
ery, and postage. The allowance for rent is provided for by section 
1706, and is at the rate of 20 per cent. on the salaries of such consuls 
as receive more than $1,000. 

It seems to me that no point of order lies against this proposition, 
for the simple reason that this committee has already made provision 
for this purpose for the year 1836. Indeed my friend from Missouri 
{[Mr. BuRNES] himself reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
the bill now before the committee which required an appropriation of 
$22,000 for this item for 1886. The amendment which I propose re- 
lates to 1884 and 1885. If an appropriation of this kind was in order 
as to 1886, it is equally in order in regard to these two years. 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the fund out of which these expenses are 
paid the Chair has no knowledge, and will therefore rule the amend- 
ment in order. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BELMONT was 
adopted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire now to renew the amendment 
I offered a moment ago for the purpose probably of merely renewing 
an inquiry to the gentlemen who have this matter in charge. In the 
case to which I refer Benjamin 8. Parker retained from the fees under 
the statute which has been referred to $156.71. Upon an accounting 
with the proper Department it was found that more than this sum was 
due him; but as the appropriation was exhausted he was directed to 
return to the Treasury the sum of $186.71. This was for the year 
1885. Mr. Parker was unable to return the money. I entered intoa 
correspondence with the Comptroller of the Treasury, requesting him 
to wait until Congress should act on the matter, which he kindly con- 
sented to do. 
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Now, in this case the consul has not paid the money into the Treas- 
ury, but has retained it; and my amendment proposes that in a settle- 
ment with the Treasury Department he be allowed this sam as an off- 
set to any balance that may stand against him as due the United States. 
If he had paid this money he would be entitled now to receive it back. 
If he had paid it, he simply asks that in the accounting between him- 
Not bavingasary Department the sum may be allowed tohim. The 
and the Treish to ask is whether Mr. Parker’s case is covered by the 
question I wwhich have already been adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand Mr. Parker’s case to be a deficiency 
for the year 1885. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. BELMONT. 
ment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Treasury? 

Mr. CANNON. I think the amendment covers it. 

Mr. BURNES. I suggest that the gentleman from Indiana, in order 
to make the matter certain, had better ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
MONT] the words ‘‘ineluding the account of Benjamin 8S. Parker,’’ &e. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In accordance with the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Missouri, I ask unanimous consent that in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York there be inserted, 
after the word “‘ officers,’’ these words: 
atGuivre the account of Benjamin 8. Parker, late consul at Sherbrooke, for 

86.71. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection; and the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne] will 
be made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse T. McF.. Patton, United Statesconsu! at Osaka and Hiogo, J: 
amount expended by him for salary of inte ter Lo thatconsulate for the t ird 
quarter of 1884, being for the service of the year 1885, $1235. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I move to amend by inserting after the para- 
graph just read the following: 

To reimburse C.C. Andrews, late United States consul-general at Rio de Ja- 
neiro, the amount expended by him for elerk-hire in excess of the amount al- 
lowed by law curing the year ending September 1, 1883, $600. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is for the purpose of supplying a de- 
ficiency in the fund provided for the payment of clerk-hire at this con- 
sulate. The claim has been examined and an appropriation of this 
amount is recommended by the Secretary of State in a letter which has 
been transmitted here by the Secretary of the Treasury, and which I 
hold in my hand. I believe the amendment is not opposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and therefore I will not occupy time in dis- 
cussing the merits of the question. | 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there be- 
ing—ayes 61, noes 34. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Loss on bills of exchange, consular service: To reimburse Alexander C, J 
late United States consul of Nagasaki, Japan, the amount paid by him soe the 


loss by exchange on drafts which were returned to him unpaid, being for the 
service of the fiscal year 1855, $55.52. 


Mr. BELMONT. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T ble th ti fficers, without the tof from 
the Treasury, to reimburse appropriations for the consular service 1385 the 


amount of loss on bills of exchange ? ae said appropriations, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year 1885, $1,387.90. 


Mr. BURNES. I trust my friend from New York [Mr. Be_Mont] 
will accept an amendment to his proposition; otherwise we publish to 
the world whatseems to be a fraud onits face. I suggest thatthe 
tleman strike out the words “‘ without the payment of any money from | the 
the Treasury.’’ Those words relate to the balancing of the accounts, 
and they shew on their face what I do not like the world to see—that 
we are allowing credit for money which has been withheld. Such a 
thing does not look well in a public document. 

Mr. BELMONT. I see no objection to the gentleman’s suggestion. 
I will only say that the wording of the amendment was taken from the 
estimates as they have been bebere the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. That is true. 


Mr. BELMONT. I am perfectly willing to accept the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 
Does the gentleman from New York modify his 


Yes, sir. 
Then it would be covered by the second amend- 


He not having paid the money into the 


The CHATRMAN. 
amen (iment by striking out the words indicated—‘‘ without the pay- 
ment of any money from the Treasury?”’ 

Mr. BELMONT. I do. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish tesay simply in reference to 
this matter that the Committee on Claims at this session have investi- 
gated this matter, and find the facts to be as stated. They had befor: 

| them the communication of the Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, saying 
that this amount had been exacted, and illegally exacted. It bad fur- 
ther, sir, the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury that the money 
had been covered into the Treasury. It would have l®en paid back 
at once had it not been covered into the Treasury. As it was, there 
was no fund out of which payment could be made. It is in the nature, 
therefore, of an adjudicated amount. Asit was paid into the Treasury, 
it could not be refunded except by appropriation. It therefore prop- 
erly belongs in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards it as out of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Upon what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. That it is not an audited amount. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been examined and audited by the Secre- 
tary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the Chair rule the amendment out? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It stands exactly on the same ground as more than 
a dozen paragraphs of the bill reported by that committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take an appeal? 

Mr DINGLEY. I do not. 

jak CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will simply say on the point of order, bozause | 
think there is a misapprehension of the amendment, that it appears 

from the communication of the Secretary of State this amount of $1,112 
was illegally exacted at Bremerhaven, and paid under protest. Appe< : 
was taken to our minister at Berlin, and the exaction was declared t 
have been illegal. The Secretary of State confirmed that decision. On 
application to refund the money it was decided, the amount having been 
covered into the Treasury, appropriation was necessary. It seems to me 
on that statement of facts this should be considered as an audited claim 
and the amendment as in order to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine and the Chair differ 
as to what the word audited means. 

Mr. BELMONT. I am obliged to offer this amendment, as it seems 
to be an omission in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To meet a deficiency in the salaries of consular officers, not citizens of the 
United States, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1886, $4,000 


Mr. BELMONT. The reason for this sidan is that, by recent 
changes in these consulates, vice-consuls, not citizens of the United 
States, have been compelled to take charge of the consulates, and it 
has been discovered that the Secretary of State did not have at his 
disposal an amount sufficient to meet the requirements of the service. 
I ask the communication of the Secretary be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Treascurny Derartmentr, May 14, 1836. 
Sim: I have the honortotransmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
= of letter of the Secretary of State of the lath instant, in relation to the in- 
the appropriation for “salaries of consular officers not citizens of 
the United Suton for the current fiseal year, and submitting an estimate of 
eee — 
yours, 
, ©. S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER or THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, May 13, 1886. 
Sim: Referring to atten <i thn. instead, wniotivete the iagedbaveny of 
eos of consular officers not citizens,” I have the 


honor to uest you to submit to an estimate of $4,000 additional for 
to be included in the bill. 

,@8 you are aware, has usually been sufficient, but 

during the present year so man. ous haan catia te Uhacemedor 


service, causing consulates to to be left In charge of vice-consuls who are not citi 

zens of the U States, that this appropriation 

1886, before all the drafts drawn for for salary for the first quarter 1886 were 
1 have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Dasre. MawxinG 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BELMONT. I move the following amendment: 
Page 7, amend =! follo To meet a deficiency i 
0. ee aeatinn as f tatertes iar Gib Seed yuar oulled June 3. 


Mr. BURNES. I apprehend this is not subject to the pointof order, 
but [ ask both sides of the House to vote itdown. This is a worthless, 
ae I do trust that is something this House will vote out 
of this bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. This is to provide compensation for those officials 
of the United States who are now at their posts of duty. In the case 
of Vienna, where we have no representative, the secretary of legation 
is entitled to one-half of the pay of the minister during the period of 
vacancy. 


— OS +” 


1886. 





But during that period he is entitled to no salary assecretary. The 
ciciain which I will read, provides (section 1685, Revised Statutes): 


such time as any secretary of legation shal! be lawfully authorized to act 
aun d'affaires od intertmat the postto which he shall have been appointed 
he shall be entitled to receive compensation at the rate allowed by law for a 
chargé d'affaires at such ; but he shall not be entitled to receive for such 


time the compensation allowed for his services as secretary of legation. 
In the various changes which have taken place, as I have already ex- 
lained earlier in this discussion, lately this item has been increased. 
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do not think it is necessary to take up the time of the committee | 


with the further reading of communications from the Department, but 


I will ask leave to have it printed in connection with the amendment | 


which I have offered. y 
There was no objection. 
The communication is as follows: 


TREASURY DePARTMENT, June 7, 1836. 
Sre: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
. copy of a communication from the Secretary of State of the 5th instant, in 
which he submits the necessity for an urgent appropriation of $8,100 to supply a 
deficiency in the appropriation for salaries of chargés d'affaires ad interim for 
the current year, to meet drafts drawn on this account,some of which 
have already been presented and payment refused for want of funds. 


Respectful! ours, 
sess C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT oF STATE, WASHINGTONN, June 5, 1886. 
Sr: I have the honor to ask that Congress be requested to provide in the de- 
ficiency bill for the of salaries of chargés d’atfaires ad interim for the 
current fiscal year the sum of $8,100, to meet the settlement of accounts and pay- 
ments of drafts now held, and other drafts on this account for said services dur- 


ing the current month, w will be presented for payment early after the Wth 
instant. Itis that inorder to protect thedrafts now held, and to preserve 
the creditof the Government and its officers, the necessary appropriation to pay 


them and others will be promptly made. Theappropriation for the current fis- 
cal year is only $12,000, and we have just been able from the reception of the ac- 
counts to ascertain that there will be a deficiency for this service of at least the 
amount stated above. 

The accounts received are as follows: 





















Name. Station. | Amounts. 

| | 
So BD irctatiinetcnnivtiemesnemnen | Vienna, Austria.......... pauliabetiictahes $4, 467 33 
TO, Fh ietteennerecs cocnee ctcecs osees .. Guatemala City... mill 1,156 41 
©. M. Seibert............ .. .| Santiago, Chili .... 8 458 34 
E. J. Smithers ....... ES TS ee i 1,562 85 
G.C. Foulk............ cemnacdinscsntibced: AD, EINDOD ageccedine hee 1, 875 00 
J oo a a. | Mexico City, Mexico... 744 50 
ick osccvnksdoceistinccnsucth-cdelueee i ae 40 76 
a.w «««.| St. Petersburg, Russia .. 504 43 
E. H. ..| Madrid, Spain............ 1,842 43 
w.c. »-- Constantinople, Turkey..............| 1,427 54 
i fe 
Total..... neansivdanoet denaeassevdspecscen| ceccescosceseesseocecess ecoese] «©6914, 160 5D 


To which add for outstanding drafts and drafts to be drawn at the close of the 
current month the following : 




















Name. Station Amount. 
« Vienna, Austria........................., $1,505 50 
dciuns : Seoul, Corea. .......... “ 625 00 
«seseeeee, Mexico City, Mexico... ae 312 00 
«| Berlin, Germany......... a 721 10 
| Bogota, Colombia..... oe! 360 58 
Henri Vignau Paris, France ....... ool 961 53 


re tirtttitrccceserescesse seen serene] 1,442 30 


5, 9283 O1 


ney St. Petersburg, Russia........ 








It is earnestly desired, in order to avoid the mortification of diplomatic offi- 
cers (as heretofore stated) and the discredit of this Government by the return 
of their drafts dishonored, that the appropriation be made available immedi- 


though I am aware that it is now very late to be asking you to apply to Con- 
gress for an ion, still, as it was impossible for me to ascertain earlier 
what would be the condition of the appropriation at the end of the year, and as 
the bill has not yet been reported from the committee, I trust that I 
am 


in time. 
Ihave honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand this amount to be due? 
Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir, it is due now; and further I will say that 





there are at the State Department a number of protested drafts 
ae BUTTERWO I did not ask with the hope of influencing 


are not in the habit of paying debts that are due. 
Mr. BELMONT. This is due, and I hope the amendment will be 
I ask a vote upon it. 
. HITT. Before the vote is taken I would like to answer an as- 
made by the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. BuRNES] that 


f 


the officers performing this duty have a ‘‘soft and worthless”’ service. 
When Some paiionen perform the duty of chargé d’affaires they per- 
form a duty, and it is one that is so far from being soft that 
a beggars them for the rest of the year, unless they happen 


vate means of their own by which they can support these 


expenses as charg(s entirely independent of the salary 
receive from the Government. . o 


§ 


LC 








= 
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It is a laborious and responsible duty that they discharge, the duty 
of both minister and secretary of legation, and it has been made more 
exacting recently by reason of the changes that have taken place in the 
Government since the change in the political head. The amendment 
proposes to pay nothing that has not been customary and provided by 
law heretofore, and this duty has been recognized for fifty years as nec- 
essary, important, and laborious, 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BeLMont; and 
there were on a division—ayes 68, noes 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURNES. I now ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Clerk of the House may arrange the different items that have been 
put into the bill under proper heads. They have been put in at irreg- 
ular places and at intervals, and it will be almost impossible to pursue 
them unless they are rearranged. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
antire bill? 

Mr. BURNES. Only to the State Department. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURNES. I now call the attention of my friend from Tenn 
see [Mr TAYLOR] to the fact that I promised him to be hea 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I move the adoption of the am 
which I send to the desk, to be inserted after line 1590. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Does the gentleman apply that request to the 


FINDINGS OR AWARDS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized ar 
rected to pay to the following-named persons the sums respectively found 
them by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1553 
by said court to Congress, namely: 

To Mary A. Black well, $940. 

To John M. Campbell, $1,046.50, 

To Anna M. Cogswell, $3,884. 

To Elizabeth P. Dyer, $430. 

To Newitt Harris, $600. 

To David H. Hildebrand, $1,078. 

lo Horace P. Hobson, administrator of John O. Graves, deceased, $3,231 

To Indiana E. Hughes, administratrix of Joon P. Hughes, deceased, $1,435, 

lo James C. Jenkins, administrator of Thomas C, Jenkins, $1,275. 

To Sarah McFerrin, administratrix of Robert Waters, deceased, $1,75 

ToSarah E. Mendenhall, administratrix of F. M. Mendenhall, deceased, $543.73. 

To the administrator of John A. Oursler, deceased, $2,439.10. 

To Thomas F. Perkins, administrator of Eliza M. Dawson, deceased, $19,237.65 

To John B. Reid, $1,000. 

To Robert H. Walton, $360. 

To Americus V. Warr, administrator of Nicholas H. Isbell, deceased, $13,475.15 

Te John R. Watkins, administrator of Matilda W. Anderson, deceased, $2,530 

To Elizabeth Griggs, administratrix of Charles Murphy, deceased, $3,157. 

To James Tucker, 00. 


To Henry Bazsinskey, administrator of Abraham Bazsinskey, deceased ,$25, (28 

To Robert Smith, $510. 

To Alexander Moffatt, $12,442.98. 

To the Corporation of Roman Catholic Clergymen of the State of Maryland, 
the sum of $4,035.50. 

Mr. BURNES. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman please state what is liis 
point of order? 

Mr. BURNES. I reserve it in order to enable the gentleman from 
Tennessee to give an explanation of his amendment. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. These are claims that have been approved 
by the Court of Claims, and referred to Congress in pursuance of law 
for appropriation by Congresstopaythem. I can not see any difference 
between these claims and those admitted under the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] for damages 
by the overflowage of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. I have a cer- 
tificate from the clerk of the Court of Claims certifying that these awards 
or findings of the court had been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The pointof order is that there is no law authoriz- 
ing the payment of these claims. These, if I understand the gentle- 
man from Tennessee correctly, are claims that have been referred to 
the Court of Claims under the act of 1883, known as the Bowman law. 
That act, as the Chair will remember, provides for the reference by a 


and duly report 


| committee of either House of Congress of any pending claim to the Court 


of Claims for the purpose of ascertaining the facts, and the court is re- 
quired simply to report the facts to Congress. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. And the amounts due, which they have done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They report the facts to the House or the Senate, 
as the case may be, with a recommendation of course. There is no law 
for their payment. The report is referred as a matter of course to the 
proper committee for consideration, and facts are furnished on which 
to predicate a bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment states, as I understand, that 
these are cases reported by the Court of Claims under the Bowman act. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. I can not see any difference be- 
tween them and the claims for damages on which the Committee of the 
Whole acted favorably on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difference, as it seems to the Chair, between 
this and the case to which the gentleman alludes is this, that in the 
former case a judgment was rendered against the United States, while 
under the Bowman act the Court of Claims can not render a judgment, 
It simply makes a report. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I do not understand that it is such a judg- 
ment that an execution would be issued if it were against.a private in- 
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dividual. But the amounts have been fixed and everything done to 
show the liability of the Government. It is an amount the Govern- 
ment owes and has not paid, and it does not seem likely that it ever 
will be paid unless we can get it passed on some bill of this kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be very proper to pass a bill for the pay- 
ment of these claims, but it is not in order to put them on this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know, and I ask the question for informa- 
tion, if any of these claims have been certified before or not. 

A Memper. Some of them have been. 

Mr. CANNON. There ought to be some way provided by which 
these appropriations can be made when the claiins have undergone ju- 
dicial investigation, either as we dispose of the 4th of July claims or in 
some other way. 

Mr. BURNES. Is not the proper course for that tribunal when it 
has investigated the cases to send them back with its report to the re- 
spective committees? 

The CHAIRMAN. At any rate the Chair holds that the amendment 
is out of order on this bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask leave to submit the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On 64, line 1569, after the word “ cents,” insert: “Anne H. Elliott, $505.93, 
and Emily Elliott, $505.93;”” and in lines 1569, 1570, 1571, in lieu of the sum pro- 
posed, insert $683,228.12. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask to have read the !stter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury transmitting those claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 6, 1886. 


Sir: I have the honor to inform you that on the llth day of May, 1885, the 
Court of Claims gave judgment against the United States in favor of Anne H. 
Elliott for $505.93 and in favor of Emily Elliott for $505.93, both of which said 
judgments were presented to-day for payment. 


. It would seem proper that they should be inserted in the general deficiency 
ill 


; Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. J. N. BuRNEs, 

House of Representatives. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES. Unless there be something else that has been passed 
over or unless we are under obligations to some member, I will move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. GUENTHER. When I offered the amendment with regard to 
the overflow damages the last five items failed to give the amount of 
the judgments, and instead of that gave the amount of thecosts. I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment be corrected as to these five 
names, so that it will read: 

Wilhelmina Retz, $75; Andrew Kewitz, $100; G. Liebenhaur, $200; David 
Evans, $500; Frederick Hault, $240. 

I simply substitute the amounts of the awards for the costs. I have 
the consent of the chairman of the subcommittee that this change shall 
be made. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] 
asks unanimous consent to make the correction which he has indicated. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, had directed him to report the same to the House 
with sundry amendments. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 


©. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 


committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follow- 


ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 503) relating to the Supreme Court of Montana Territory, 
and providing for the establishment of judicial districts in the Territory ; 
and 

A bill (S. 2592) to amend and correct the act approved June 1, 1886, 
granting a pension to J. H. Thornburg. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, theirSecretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1800) to secure the 
Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of certain proceeds of 
lands under the act of March 3, 1883. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had a 
resolution transmitting, in compliance with the request of the House, 
an engrossed copy of the bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions and to certain disabled per- 
sons who have served in the Navy or Marine Corps. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed 
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a concurrent resolution providing for the printing and distribution of 
the annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives requesting the President of the 
United States to return to the House the bill (H. R. 3701) granting a 
pension to Daniel J. Bingman. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen will indicate the amendments on which 
they desire to have separate votes. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the ses- 
sion to-day be extended until 6 o’clock, or until this bill is completed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

A Member. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any amendments upon which a separato 
vote is demanded ? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir; there are several. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask a separate vote on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN], making an allowance of 
$1,000 in connection with some former election contest in regard to mem- 
bers of the House from the State of Iowa. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask a separate vote on the amendment giving an 
extra month’s pay to the employés of the House. 

Mr. BURNES. On page 72 there is an amendment in regard to the 
funding of taxes illegally collected from railroads upon which I am 
ipstructed to ask a separate vote. Also an amendment on page 98; also 
an amendment on page 65, in relation to the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is for the payment of judgments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On page 110 there is an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] upon which a separate vote is de- 
sired. 

Mr. BURNES. I will call the attention of the gentleman from Cali. 
fornia [Mr. Morrow] to the fact that he was to ask for aseparate vote 
upon the item for the compensation of California members in the con- 
tested-election cases. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that it is exactly 
proper that I should ask a vote on that, one way or the other. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] can state whether a separate 
vote is desired or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was not reported to the House, I believe. I 
think there was an agreement that the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
MorRow]} might move to amend the proposition submitted by the com- 
mnittee. 

Mr. MORROW. As I understood it, the agreement was about this: 
The Committee on Appropriations recommended an appropriation of 
$650; there was also a proposition that the amount should be $1,000 
or $1,150. As to that proposition the right to have a separate vote if 
desired was reserved by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 

| and I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowky] stated when 
the arrangement was suggested that the amendment could be made to 
cover any sum that we might desire to move. 

Mr. LOWRY. The amendment offered by my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Elections [Mr. TURNER], providing the sum of $650 for the 
expenses of the California delegation, was adopted on a vote by the 
voice. A division was called for, and it was also adopted in that way. 
A vote by tellers was then asked for, and while that vote was in prog- 
ress it was agreed that the amendment appropriating $650 should be 

| adopted by the Committee of the Whole with leave for the gentleman 
| from California [Mr. Morrow] to move an amendment in the House 
' to make the amount $1,150. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman is mistaken. The amendment of- 
| fered by me was adopted by a majority on the vote by tellers. It was 
| not agreed to pro forma. 
| Mr. MORROW. The gentleman from Georgiais correct about that. 

The SPEAKER. What the Chair desires to ascertain is whether it 
| was understood that there might be an amendment offered to that 

amendment so as to make the amount $1,159. 

Mr. LOWRY. That was the understanding, and there is substan- 
| tially no difference between the statement of my friend the chairman 
| of the Committee on Elections and that which I have made. The dit- 

ference is that I understood that the vote by tellers had not been coun- 
pleted, but his understanding is that it was completed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the understanding has been correct!y 
stated, but I do not desire to press that amendment and I sball not as 
a separate vote. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, except those on which separate votes were demande’, 
were then agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the first amendment 
upon which a vote is asked. 

Mr. SPRING Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement in regard to an item upon which a separate vote is asked, the 
allowance to the widow of a former member of this House from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is no separate vote asked by the gentleman 
from Iowa upon that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] has 
asked a separate vote upon it, and I owe it to the House to correct the 
statement which I made when the amendment was offered. 

I was then under the im ion, and I stated, that the amount of 
the allowance recommended by the Committee on Elections when I was 
chairman of that committee was greater than the amount provided in 
the amendment offered to this bill. That wasamistake. The amount 
recommended by the Committee on Elections of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress in this case was $750, and that amount was disallowed, as were 
the allowances in the other two cases, by a vote of 75 in the affirmative 
to 77 in the ve. 

Mr. TUR Then, if the gentleman will pardon the inquiry, I 
understand him to state that the allowance of $750 in this case was 
voted down by the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was recommended by the Committee on Elec- 
tions, but was voted down by the House. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
which a separate vote was demanded was read, as follows: 

After line 633 insert the following : 

“For ent of bills as follows: Being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1885, 


June 10, Old — Steamboat Company, for transportation of enlisted 
men from New York to Newport, $127 ; May 27, 1885, Old Colony Steamboat Com- 


.- for oe of enlisted men from New York to Newport, $162; June 
185, Pacific 1 Steamship Company, transportation of enlisted men from 
New York to San Francisco 


, $493.50; June 24, 1835, Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 

* of enlisted men from San Francisco to New York, $4,935; 
April 7, . Pacific Mail Steampship Company, transportation of enlisted men 
frem New York to Aspinwa)l (Panama expedition), $1,600; May 20, 1885, Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, transportation of enlisted men from Aspinwall to 
New York (Panama expedition), $1,170. Total, $8,487.50. 


The question being taken on agreeing tothe amendment, there were— 
ayes 91, noes 95. 

Mr. CANNON. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
117, nays 93, not voting 113; as follows: 





; YEAS—117. 
rr. G.E. Dingley, . Ketcham, Reid, J. W 
Allen, C. H. Dorsey, La Follette, Rice, 
Atkinson, Dunham, . Laird, Rockwell, 
Baker, Dunn, Lindsley, Romeis, 
Bayne, Evans, Little, Rowell, 
Dekannt, Everhart, Long, Ryan, 
Bingham, Farquhar, Lore, Scranton, 
Blanchard, Felton, Louttit, Spooner, 
Bland, Frederick, ao e Stephenson, 
Blount, Fuller, rkham, Stewart, J. W. 
Bound, Gibson, C. IT. McComas, Stone, E, F. 
Booes, Gilfillan, MeKenna, Strait, 
nridge, C. R. Grosvenor, McKinley, Swinburne, 
ae > anenther, Merriman, Taylor, I. H. 
Sowa > ‘ Hayden, Milliken, Taylor, Zach. 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, Moffatt, Thomas, O. B. 
Buck, Henderson, T. J Morrill, Thompson, 
Bunnell, Hepburn, Morrow, Tucker, 
Burleigh, Hermann, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Burrows, Hewitt, O’ Donnell, Wade, 
Butterworth, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Candler, Hires, O'Neill, J. J. Wakefield, 
Cannon, Hitt, Osborne, Warner, William 
Caswell, me. os. woe 
Conger, ns, ayne, est, 
Cooper, J n, Perkins, White, A.C. 
Cox, James, Peters, White, Milo. 
Outeheon, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, 
Davis, Johnston, J.T. Price, 
Dibble, Kelley, Ranney, 
NAYS—493. 
Allen, J. M. Forney, McCreary, Springer, 
Anderson, C. Geddes, MeMillin, Stew: Charles 
Anderson, J. A. Gibson, Eustace McRae, St. Martin, 
Barksdale, lover, Morgan, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
a Green, w.J Morrison, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
’ urphy, arsney, 
Bermeit, atch, Neal, Taulbee, 
Boyle, Henderson,J.S. Neece Tillman, 
Burnes, Henley, Norwood, Turner, 
Bynum, Hill, O’ Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Cabell, Holman, Outhwaite, Viele, 
Catehings, Howard, 1, Warner, A. J 
Cobb, Hudd, ' Weaver, J.B. 
Cowles, Hutton, Pindar, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Trion, Randall, Wheeler. 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. Reagan, Wilkins, 
Culberson, Jones, J. it. m, Willis, 
Cartin, Jones, J.T. Sadler, Wilson, 
Davidson, A.C. Kleiner, Sayers, Winans, 
Dockery, Lawler, Seney, Wise, 
Eldredge, Lowry, Seymour, Wolford 
. Martin, Singleton, 
Matson, Skinner, 
Ford, McAdoo, 
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NOT VOTING—113. 


Adams, J. J. Dawson, Laffoon, Scott, 

Aiken, Dovcherty, Landes, Sessions, 
Arnot, Dowdney, Lanham, Shaw, 
Balientine, Eden, Le Fevre, Smalls, 
Barbour, Ely, Lehibach, Snyder, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Libbey, Spriggs, 
Bliss, Findlay, Lovering, Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Fleeger, Mahoney, Steele, 
Brady, Foran, Maybury, Storm, 
Brown, C. E. Funston, Millard, Struble, 
Brumm, Gallinger, Miller, Swope, 
Buchanan, Gay, Mills, Symes, 
Caldwell, Glass, Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Goff, Muller, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. Green, RS. Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Campbell, J. M. Grout, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Cam pbell,T. J. Hale, O’ Hara, ‘Townshend, 
Carleton, Hall, Parker, Trigg, 
Clardy, Hammond, Payson, Wait, 
Clements, Hanback, Pettibone, Wallace, 
Cole, Harmer, Phelps, Ward, J. H. 
Collins, Harris, Pidcock, Ward, T. B. 
Compton, Heard, Pirce, Weaver, A.J, 
Comstock, Hemphill, Reed, T. B. Whiting, 
Crain, Henderson, D. B, Reese, Woodburn, 
Daniel, Herbert, Riggs, Worthington, 
Dargan, Hiscock, Robertson, 

Davenport. Houk, Rogers, 

Davidson, R. H. M. King, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was adopted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BouTELLE, on this vote. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. NEGLEY, on the pending bill. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for the re- 
mainder of the day: 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. SEssIons. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. BruMM. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. Funston. 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Kine with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] were hese, I should vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] 
were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House 
stands adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Home Guards and United States 
Reserve Corps, Missouri Volunteers’ Association, of the State of Missouri, 
favoring the equalization-of-bounty bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial of Post 141, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Cleveland, Ohio, for pension legislation—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Home Guards and United States Reserve Corps of 
Missouri for equalization of bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Mary Bringle, and of T. P. Vignieve, 
administrator of A. Vernitt, asking that their war claims be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Elizabeth Potts, of Gaylesville, Ala., 
asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Joseph D. Davis, of Lake County, Ten- 
nessee, and of Hugh W. Throckmorton, of the District of Columbia, 
asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LAFOLLETTE: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 191 and of Post No. 176, Department of Wisconsin, for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and resolutions of soldiers and sailors of Dakota for 
the passage of Senate bill 1886, and for the passage of the Harrison bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of the survivors of the Old Home Guard 
and United States Reserve Corps of the State of Missouri for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill known as the equalization-bounty bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers to accompany House bill 9785, for the relief 
of J. C. Martin of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of A. R. Wattman and others and of 
Albert Swartzwelder and others, for relief—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, nine petitions of window-glass workers of America, opposing 
the revision of the present tariff tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 
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ty Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Thomas W, Cole, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. VAN EATON: Petitionof C. Schwartzand Rufus F. Learned, 
executor of Andrew Brown, deceased, of Natchez, Miss., asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Major Worthington Post No. 270, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for pension legislation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Thomas O. Sittington, of 
Lafayette County, Missouri, asking that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

sy Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of E. Crockett and 344 others, of Henry 
Franck and 204 others, and of J. D. Gray and 128 others, citizens of 
the sixth district of Georgia. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of J. M. Marrow and 124 others, of H. W. 
Seaver and 19 others, of Henry German and 155 others, and of E. B. 
Hoffman and 56 others, citizens of the fourteenth district of Pennsy]- 
vania, 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of Weldon Baker and 31 others, of Frank 
P. Lyons and 31 others, of Isaae Bush and 45 others, of H. J. Randle 
and 80 others, of R. W. Wiley and 45 others, of E. L. Wilson and 73 
others, of John J. Eddy and 83 others, of 8S. Baker and 75 others, and 
of Joseph Gibson and 116 others, citizens of the twenty-first district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of William Gilbrath and 50 others, 
of E. H. Cronninger and 65 others, of John A. Lictchtenfels and 75 
others, and of Assembly No. 1887, Knights of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of 8. W. Kitchen and 89 others, 
of P. M. Miller and 52 others, of Jonathan Tilly and 16 others, of J. 
W. Tebo and 42 others, of C. B. Cronkrite and 120 others, of R. 8. 
Wheelen and 13 others, of C. R. Sears and 19 others, of G. W. Bowen 
and 31 others, and of A. B. Green and 38 others, citizens of the six- 
teenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of Peter Jennings and 64 others, of Thomas 
Fair and 88 others, of Thomas F. O’Conner and 150 others, and of John 
C. Nelson and 50 others, citizens of the first district of Connecticut. 

ty Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of N. J. Roberts and 45 others and of 
W. J. Preland and 37 others, citizens of the fifteenth district of Pennsy}- 
vania. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of W. H. Shafer and 40 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of J. F. Johnson and 94 others and of 
H. Casey and 34 others, citizens of the tenth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. CGLE: Petition of Andrew J. Smith and 112 others and of 
Peter Kolb and 113 others, citizens of the third district of Maryland. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of J. P. Duvall and 150 others and of 
James 8. Cassidy and 66 others, citizens of thedifth district of Maryland. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of J. W. Ruasell and 83 others, of 8S. W. 
Caldwell and 80 others, and of 8. H. Chester and 47 others, citizens of 
the twentieth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 8S. J. Boiss and 125 others, of C. M. 
Knight and 91 others, of B. D. Babcock and 115 others, of P. Burns 
and 260 others, of A. J. Davis and 64 others, of F. D. Seyforth and 24 
others, of William Peterton and 71 others, of A. U. Patterson and 87 
others, of C. A. Thompson and 100 others, of John Arnold and 54 others, 
and of 8. D. Edwards and 36 others, citizens of the second district of 
Maine. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of J. E. Roberts and 69 others, of J. E. 
Baker and 317 others, and of Jehn Sorenson and 318 others, citizens of 
the third district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. ELLSBERRY: Petition of Lewis Heid and 295 others and 
of J. H. Massie and 32 others, citizens of the eleventh district of Ohio. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of John J. Halderle and 200 oth- 
ers, of J. McKinney and 50 others, of Franklin Stamm and 35 others, 
of James A. Payne and 35 others, and of A. Deisher and 70 others, citi- 
zens of the eighth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Norris Plumley and 285 others, 
of L. RK. Johnson and 23 others, and of Charles Kaiser and 16 others, 
citizens of the sixth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of John E. Weaver and 79 others, citi- 
zens of the ninth district of Maryland; of W. J. Lewis and 149 others, 
and of John J. McFarlane and 40 others, citizens of the fourth district 
of Maryland. 
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By Mr. FORAN: Petition of A. Newman and 53 others,of A. F 
Strong and 60 others, of C. M. Frick and 285 others, of E. Ready and 
83 others, of M. Conkey and 196 others, of John Cook and 140 others, 
of James Been and 102 others, of M. Dennis and 29 others, of George 
Burns and 72 others, of K. F. Gama and 520 others, of J. Weiss and 
40 others, of T. Opermoon and 31 others, and of Martin Regely and 
52 others, citizens of the twenty-first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of George Black and 115 others, citi- 
zens of the second district of Kansas. 

By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of James Depew and 156 others and 1, 
W.L. Rinehart and 14 others, citizens of the ninth district of Missouii. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J. A. Williams and 106 others, 
of Joseph Brooks and 45 others, of W.C. Roop and 68 others, of S. M. 
Gorham and 82 others, of R. Patton and 27 others, and of M. Sailer 
and 18 others, citizens of the fourteenth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Benjamin Roberts and 62 others, cit- 
izens of Mecklenburg County, Kentucky. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Hugh Coyle and 40 others, of A. E. 
English and 22 others, of William Blake and 80 others, of H. C. Tipton 
and 105 others, of M. Pray and 125 others, and of M. Fitzgerald and 
95 others, citizens of the fifth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of J. T. Johnson and 94 others, of J. M. 
Hooker and 242 others, of J. G. Fors and 107 others, of George Bren- 
nerman and 248 others, and of William Ball and 280 others, citizens 
of the first district of Missouri. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Joseph Griffin and 113 others, of 
Richard L. Snooks and 48 others, of M. C. Sullivan and 28 others, and 
of P. Kelley and 26 others, citizens of the fifth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of R. B. Feister and 165 others 
and of Miss Maggie Class and 60 others, citizens of the third district of 
Iowa. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Testimony to accompany House bill No. 1951, 
for relief of Louis Belfils—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of W. Hobbins and 148 others and of 
E. J. Nolan and 23 others, citizens of the ninth district of New York. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of H. Egar and 70 others, of 8. J. Norton 
and 46 others, of H. F. Flynn and 63 others, and of D. McGoneral and 
46 others, citizens of the first district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Alex. Wier and 290 others, of J. H. 
Reed and 50 others, of E. Boyle and 30 others, of C. T. Mack and 175 
others, of F. Smithe and 20 others, of A. E. Collins and 30 others, and 
of C. 8. Holdridge and 175 others, citizens of New York. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Petition of P. Ryal and 72 others, of P. H. 
Tremer and 103 others, and of Thomas James and 75 others, citizens 
of the first district of Alabama. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Miles Fiero and 94 others, and of H. 
J. Armitage and 29 others, citizens of the second district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Ed. Butt and 30 others, and of Joseph 
Ruffin and 398 others, citizens of the second district of Virginia. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of A. Barrett and 21 others, and of 
William J. Keane and 77 others, citizens of the seventeenth district of 
New York. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of L. Rapp and 144 others, of Victor Cobb 
and 62 others, of John Tyler and 23 others, and of John W. Bennett 
and 60 others, citizens of the eighth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Martin F, Farry and 150 others, of 8. B. 
Knee and 76 others, of John O. Tyson and 83 others, Joseph F. Price 
and 106 others, and of H. A. Saunders and 184 others, citizens of Del- 
aware, 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of H. Solomon and 40 others, citizens 
of the fourth district of Tennessee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of David Archer and 557 others, of 
8. C. Ford and 50 others, of John M. Donough and 111 others, of 
George Barry and 36 others, of Joseph McGill and 100 others, o! 
Daniel H. Ford and 78 others, of H. Carvin and 8 others, of J. J. Dillon 
and 30 others, and of 8. C. Ford and 50 others, citizens of the second 
district of Connecticut. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. W. Bogan and 31 others, and o! 
8. H. White and 117 others, citizens of the first distriet of Kansas. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Charles T. Swords and 40 others, o! 
Anson pee and 165 others, of C. Hibbard and 100 others, and 
of H. 8. and 400 others, citizens of the second district of Lowa. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of W. H. Baker and 23 others, of John 
A. Smith and 20 others, of John F. Barum and 83 others, of C. Elliott 
and 54 others, of Thomas Ragin and 60 others, and of M. W. Whalen 
and 350 ot citizens of the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of H. Mott and 21 others, of P. L 
Donean and 169 others, of William H. Uhder and 42 others, of Nathan 
Byers and 18 and of F. B. Mitchell and 844 others, citizens 0! 
the thirteenth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. H. Fullerand 164 others, of James 
A. Ban and 542 others, of W. V. Berry and 215 others, and of W. H. 
Brazier and 245 others, citizens of the third district of Kansas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of A. W. Farmer and 135 others, of P. R 
Bridgmand and 115 others, of Samuel Crocker and 314 others, of J. B. 
Wilson and 82 others, of J. D. Russell and 115 others, citizens of the 
seventh district of Kansas, 
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*M. J. Sullivan and 31 others, and of H. J. Cary and 127 others, citi- 
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By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Thomas Neilson, of Jefferson 
County; of E. M. Tate, administrator, of Grainger County; of William 
M. Murdock, of Hamblin County, and of Pryor F. Yoe, of Jefferson 
County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of W. E. F. Hess and 233 others, and of 
A. E. Joyner and 98 others, citizens of New York. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of W. P. Chancey and 230 others, of Ed. 
Palmer and 60 others, of P. F. Mongart and 78 others, of John Cahill 
and 70 others, of F. H. Dion and 50 others, of Lewis Bradshaw and 50 
others, and of David Loughlin and 55 others, citizens of the second dis- 

: petition of M. Connely and 28 oth iti f th d 

A iti iy an others, citizens of the secon 

aa district of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of H. Hansen and 85 others, of J. J. 
Hallowell and 20 others, of Thomas Taylor and 45 others, of George 
and 400 others, of Fred. Miller and 102 others, of George W. 

and 39 others, and of James O’Brien and 150 others, citizens 

district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Isaac Skerch and 126 others, of 
Charles Miller and 415 others, of Henry Kuan and 26 others, of Rich- 
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the Indian Territory, were indefinitely postponed. I reported as asub- 
stitute a bill containing the substantial provisions of both the other 
bills in lieuof them. Lintended instead of having those two bills in- 
definitely postponed to offer the provisions of one of the bills that was 
reported from the Judiciary Committee as a substitute, and not have 
these bills indefinitely postponed. In other words, I want the originai 
bill that was reported from the committee to be considered with a House 
bill and put its provisions after the enacting clause of one of the House 
bills which was referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the clause 
of the Journal in relation to the matter. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the Senator’s attention to the Recorp, which 
also says that the bills were indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. VEST. I did not read the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will note wherein the 
Journal is wrong as the Secretary reads, and the correction will be 
made. The clause of the Journal relating to the bills referred to will 
be read. 

The Secretary read from the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings as 
follows: 
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Mr. Vest, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred the 
ard Kind and 82 others, of Henry Blume and 22 others, and of E. H. | following bills, reported them without amendment and that they ought not to 
Fox and 16 others, citizens of the tenth district of Ohio. pass : 


A bill (H.R. 4819) to punish robbery inthe Indian Territory ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5188) prescribing the punishment of horse-stealing in the Indian 
Territory. 

Ordered, That they be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. Vxest, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill (S. 2808) to 
punish robbery and horse-stealing in the Indian Territory ; which was read the 
first and second times by unanimous consent, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is the journal entry. 

Mr. VEST. My object was to report back the two House bills which 
were referred to the committee and then to move to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of one of those bills (I am not particular which 
one) and insert the provisions of the bill reported from the committee 
as a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to reconsider 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I move, then, to reconsider the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the action 
of the Senate yesterday on the reports made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri will be reconsidered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bills be placed on the Calendar, and then 
when we reach one it can be taken up and the committee bill moved as 
an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. That can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. The Journal is cor- 
rect. The Chair understood the request of the Senator from Missouri 
at the time as stated in the Journal. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I overlooked it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings will stand approved, if there be no objection. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 86 citizens of 
Richmond, Va.; the petition of Charles Bansell and 265 other citizens 
of the eighteenth Congressional district of Ohio, and the petition of 
Max Bergman and 78 other citizens of the tenth Congressional district 
of Ohio, praying for the passage of the following measures at the pres- 
ent session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; : 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Joseph Manier and 78 others, of A. C. 6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 
Gibbs and 103 others, of W. A. James and 42 others, and of William 7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
Adams and 256 others, citizens of the third district of Virginia. and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,900,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


By Mr. RYAN: Petition of P. McMillars and 505 others, of J. D. 
258 others, of U. C. Spencer and 331 others, of James L. 
Otterman and 120 others, of R. M. Phillips and 200 others, of W. H. 
Talbot and 24 others, of J. J. Davis and 102 others, of James O’ Neil 
and 75 others, and of George Knapp and 222 others, citizens of the 
fourth district of Kansas. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of E. 8. Clements and 250 others, cit- 
izens of the thirty-third district of New York. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Petition of J. R. Hoyt and 144 others, and of G. 
R. House and 58 others, citizens of the fourth district of Connecticut. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of J. M. Schneider and 46 others, of 
James Brewer and 22 others, of O. H. Smith and 68 others, and of 
Charles Kaiser and 16 others, citizens of the tenth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Michael Berrigan and 15 others, of 


: 
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zens of the first district of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of A. H. Murdock and 138 others, citizens 
of the third district of Minnesota. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of John Pierce and 430 others, of 
Charles W. Sharkey and 64 others, and of Francis Rogers and 77 others, 
citizens of the nineteenth district of New York. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of Peter M. Dennis and 282 others, of A. 
A. Rodes and 273 others, and of W. Scott Stevens and 49 others, citi- 
zens of the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. 11. TAYLOR: Petition of Charles Williams and 108 oth- 
ers and of William McGill and 125 others, citizens of the eighteenth 
district of Ohio. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 77 citizens of Wellston, Ohio. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of W. A. Avin and 83 others, of W. Malone 
and 24 others, of C. W. Reese and 58 others, of E. W. Hull and 599 
others, of H. G. Brown and 88 others, of D. B. Watts and 60 others, 
and of William C. Carbell and 163 others, citizens of the twelfth and 
thirteenth districts of Missouri. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of Thomas Coleman and 76 others, 
citizens of the second district of Minnesota. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of H. Bucknell and 26 others, of 
Charles Mullins and 118 others, of Jacob Billings and 78 others, and 
of D. E. R and 85 others, citizens of the firstdistrict of Nebraska. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of Richard Burke and 600 others 
ae G. W. Stamm and 125 others, citizens of the sixth district of 

owa. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of William Todd and 49 others and 
of Joseph Schulsa and 304 others, citizens of the first district of Min- 





SENATE. — Mr. FRYE presented the petition of 8. J. Boies and 125 others of the 

second Congressional district of Maine, the petition of C. A. Thomp- 

WEDNESDAY, July 7, 1886. son and 100 others of the second Congressional district of Maine, the 

Prayer the Chaplain Rev. J. G. _D. petition of Charles F. Tebbetts and 101 others of the first Congressional! 

by + e panna, a2 @istrict of Maine, the petition of John H. French and 45 others of the 

SER JOURMAL. first Congressional district of Maine, and the petition of George Porter 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. and 100 others of the first Congressional district of Maine, praying for 
Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunns] has just 


the passage at the present session of Congressof the following measures: 
called my attention to the fact that the Journal shows that the two bills 1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 


i eae yesterday from the Committee on the Judiciary, one the bill | desert-land acts; 
= 4549) — tobbery in the Indian Territory, and the other| 2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
bill (H. R. ) prescribing the punishment of horse-stealing in | grants; 
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3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditjons of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of farmersof Oswego County, New 
York, and a petition of consumers of butter, of Otsego County, New 
York, praying for the passage of the bill taxing all imitations of but- 
ter; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present several petitions, numerously signed by 
citizens of Kansas, of the character which have heretofore been pre- 
sented to the Senate in large numbers, and which I observe have been 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

I wish to say that that reference is an entire mistake. There is no 
possible warrant for these petitions having gone to that committee, be- 
cause every single subject which the petitions refer towhich isgermane 
to the jurisdiction of that committee has been passed upon by the com- 
mittee and reported to the Senate; and in a number of cases the bills 
have passed the Senate and are pending in the other House, or else 
have passed both Houses. 

The House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, if it came over 
here, would not go to the Committee on Public Lands, but it would go 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; that is to say, judging by the prac- 
tice heretofore. 

The bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to settle- 
ment has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twice. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has twice passed the . Senate, as the Senator from 
lowa reminds me, and it is now pending in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

As to a bill making Presidential and Congressional election days hol- 
idays and punishing bribery, there is no such bill that I know of, but 
at all events if there was it would not go to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bill directing a disbursement of at least $200,000,000 of Treasury 
surplus and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired, an ob- 
ject with which I am generally in sympathy, I am sorry to say would 
not go to the Committee on Public Lands, but would go to the Com- 
mitteeon Finance. Thatis the only measure of any importance named 
in the petitions which has been or is now pending in the Senate which 
has not received consideration at the hands either of a committee or of 
the Senate. 

I therefore suggest that these petitions should go to the Committee 
on Finance, and I will ask that the reference which has been hereto- 
fore made of these petitions be changed so that all such petitions may 
be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the peti- 
tions presented by the Senator from Kansas will be referred to the Son 
mittee on Finance. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

A petition of J. W. Cessna and 120 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of J. M. Bannan and 294 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of James A. Barr and 542 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of W. H. Talbot and 24 other citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of James L. Otterman and 120 citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of V. C. Spencer and 331 other citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of W. V. Berry and 215 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of E. H. Faller and 164 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of James Taylor and 26 other citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Kansas; 

A petition of McMillan Renick and 487 other citizens of the second 
Congressional district of Kansas; and 

A petition of F. P. Lewis and 235 other citizens of the first Congres- 
sional district of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. [ also ask that similar petitions heretofore presenteli 
which have gone to the Committee on Public Lands be changed to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro mn. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mitteen on Public Lands will be discharged from the farther consider- 
ation of such petitions and they will be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. The Chair hears no objection, and it is se ordered. 

Mr, PLUMB. I present a petition from a person for whose benefit 


Congress has at this session passed a bill granting a pension, and which 
pension bill has been vetoed hy the President. I ask that his own state- 
ment about the matter, in the shape of a petition, may be read, and that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By unanimous consent the petition was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, as follows: 


To the honorable Congress of the United Slates : 

I, John 8. Kirkpatrick, your petitioner, would respectfully say that it has just 
come to my knowledge that the President has vetoed the bill recently passed 
by Congress requiring my name to be placed on the pension-roll. 

I take this early opportunity to ask you to do a small act of justice and pass 
the bill over the veto. It would be no discourtesy to the President to do so, for 
it is evident that in this case he had relinquished his office and made himself 
merely the mouth-piece for some quill-driving slave of routine of that circumlo- 
cution shop the Pension Office. Had he read the papers in the case he never 
would have been so silly as to speak of it as he does. 

The circumstances in my case are peculiar. At the time I became injured I 
was many hundreds of miles away from my company and — alone, and 
did not rejoin the company for nearly four months thereafter, consequently few 
knew of —z injury. Our company was made up of men from seventeen States 
and many foreign countries and became widely scattered. Ten years’ searching 
has enabled me to find only three of the old members, and they know nothing 
that could be of any use in this case. 


In November, 1882, 1 sent an affidavit to the Pension Office in which I stated 
that I had no more proof to offer, and asked the office to allow the claim or re- 


ject it on the proof then offered, I have ceased to seek for proof, believing it to 
be useless. 


I do not think it was the intent of the law that it should be administered so 
as to compel a man to bankrupt himself in order to suctain a justclaim. I be- 
lieve that the rule of the Pension Office requiring direct proof, is the cause of 
most of the frauds in the pension business. 

I could have satisfied the uirements of the Pension Office years ago by di- 
viding the money with men who would have sworn to the best advantage and 
stuck to it, but I prefer defeat to fraud. 

All of our company officers are dead. The President could probably under- 
stand the difficulty of obtaining their evidence. 

Had there been any probability of my obtaining testimony I would not have 
risked the loss of more than twenty years of back pension by appealing to Con- 
gress. Had I not been disabled I would have remained in the Army longer, as 
the $800 of Government and local bounties then obtainable was a great tempta- 
tion, as the end of the war was visible. 

For nearly twenty-four years I have never for one hour been free from pain. 
I have striven to live without the aid to which I was justly entitled. My sixty- 
five years of age notifies me that the end is not far off. I am no longer able to 
earn a living, and appeal) to judgment of Congress as against the malignant in- 
justice of the President. 

A victim of the brutal want of system of the American military system, I ap- 
peal to you for 4 fraction of justice. No amount of money would compensate 
my suffering, but a reasonable amount would add to my comfort, I admit that 
the proof is meager, but when did genuine courage and endurance take thought 
to leave a plain trail behind. I throw myselfon your mercy. Pass the bill— 
the Pension Office objections to the contrary—or acknowledge that your pen- 
sion system is a fraud and a delusion. 

And for this I will ever pray. 


JOHN 8. KIRKPATRICK. 
CLay CENTER, K Ans., June 30, 1886. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present a large number of petitions similar to 
those heretofore presented, signed by citizens of the State of Iowa, 
which I will not read, but I will ask their reference to the Committee 
on Finance, although I do not see what that committee has to do with 
the subjects. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

A petition of Richard Burke and 600 others, citizens of the sixth 
Congressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of W. J. Shields and 55 others, citizens of the sixth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of E. J. Cooper and 75 others, citizens of the sixth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of Matthew Robinson and 110 others, citizens of the tenth 
Congressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of W. W. Watkins and 93 others, citizens of the ninth 
Congressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of J. 8S. Cook and 18 others, citizens of the eighth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of Moses Stern and 468 others, citizens of the fifth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of R. B. Friester and 165 others, citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of H. F. Rickoff and 400 others, citizens of the second Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; and 

A petition of Anson T. Pierpont and 165 others, citizens of the sec- 
ond Congressional district of Iowa. 

Mr. BECK. I find a petition on my desk this morning, with a note 
attached, signed by a number of citizens of Kentucky, praying for 
many things. I will present it, and ask to have it properly referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. That is a good committee to which to refer it. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance, as fol- 
lows: : 

A petition of H. Risinger and 60 others, citizens of the fifth Con- 

ional district of Kentucky, praying for the passage of the follow- 
measures at the present session of Congress: 
- House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 

grants: 





1886. 


3. Bills forfeiting all railroad Jand grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
tlement; : : : MF 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, | 

unishing bri : 
<= Pill ee teieeiiat of at least $200, 000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

Mr. CAMDEN presented the petition of N. T. Sullivan and 120 others 
of the third ional district of West Virginia, the petition of J. 
R. Foster and 46 others of the third Congressional district of West Vir- 
ginia, the petition of John B. Manly and 148 others of the first Con- 

nal district of West Virginia, and the petition of William Arm- 
strong and 332 others of the second Congressional district of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the passage at the present session of Congress of the 
following measures: A 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 






ts: 
. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Okiahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of P. O. Baker and 12 other 
citizens of Primrose, Wis., praying for the passage of the oleomarga- 
rine bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry petitions of citizens of Massachusetts, 
all praying for the passage by Congress at its present session of eight 
enumerated measures which have been stated to the Senate in other 
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— I move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on 
“inance. 


The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

A petition of A. A. Rowe and 27 others, of the tenth Congressional 
district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of P. J. Quinn and 130 others, of the tenth Congressional 
district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of Frank Welsh and 195 others, of the seventh Congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts; 
A petition of John H. Orr and 40 others, of the sixth Congressional | 
district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of F. W. Bearse and 60 others, of the sixth Congressional 
di t of Massachusetts; 

A petition of John W. Patterson and 110 others, of the sixth Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of James Griffin and 113 others, of the fifth Congressional 
district of Massachusetts; 

A 

i district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of George H. Bellows and 76 others, of the second Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts; 

ee of Jeremiah Haley and 58. others, of the tenth Congres- 
si district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of James F. Hanlon and 59 others, of the first Congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts; 


_A petition of Otis Tinkham and 90 others, of the first Congressional | 


district of Massachusetts; 


, 

dataae of Gottleib Kromer and 96 others, of the third Congres- 
district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of James D. Sullivan and 45 others, of the twelfth Congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts; 

aoa of Nelson Weeks and 101 others, of the tenth Congres- 

district of Massachusetts; 

A of John Dillion and 19 others, of the first Congressional 


Massachusetts ; 
A of John Moran and 180 others, of the fourth Congressional 
auth ef thee 


ition of John F. Donovan and 32 others, of the fourth Congres- | 


| 





A tion of George.J ? Davis and 25 others, of the seventh Congres- 
send aieeles of Massachusetts; 
A Nathan Felton and 103 others, of the eleventh Congres- | 
of Massachusetts; 


of Hammond Page and 53 other citizens of the tenth Con- 
Massach ; 


gresdlonal district of 


usetts; 
A petition of Benjamin Webster and 108 other citizens of the tenth | 


of Massachusetts ; 
taka of C. 8. Jones and 54 other citizens of the tenth Congres- 
district of Massachusetts; 
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A petition of Martin Bolan and 18 other citizens of the ninth Con- 





| gressional district of Massachusetts; 


A petition of William H. Sleath and 61 other citizens of the eighth 


5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- | Congressional district of Massachusetts; 


A petition of James Ryan and 70 other citizens of the seventh Con- 


gressional district of Massachusetts; 


A petition of Andrew Falby and 15 other citizens of the seventh Con- 


gressional district of Massachusetts; 


” 


A petition of Thomas L. Carney and 
ongressional district of Massachusetts; 
A petition of Barney Murphy and 48 other citizens of the fifth Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of Daniel J. Sweeriy and 118 other citizens of the third 
Congressional district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of James F. Reynolds and 250 other citizens of the third 
Congressional district of Massachusetts; 

A petition of Mary Hallihan and 104 other citizens of the second 
Congressional district of Massachusetts; and 

A petition of Robert E. Loyd and 143 other citizens of the second 
Congressional district of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of Gosef Maser and 350 others, 
citizens of the twenty-first Congressional district of Ohio; the petition 
of Charles Brownell and 136 other citizens of the eighteenth Congres- 
sional district of Ohio, the petition of John Kline and 45 other citizens 
of the fifteenth Congressional district of Ohio, the petition of W. R. 
Bowers and 22 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Ohio, 
the petition of J. Lawrence and 51 other citizens of the seventeenth 
Congressional district of Illinois, and the petition of Jesse Robbins and 
253 other citizens of the twentieth Congressional district of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage at the present session of Congress of the following 
measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 6021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


Soother citizens of the sixth 


“~ 


grants; 


3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- | 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Peter Kolb and 113 others, 
citizens of the third Congressional district of Maryland, and the peti- 
tion of George F. Baldwin and 76 others, citizens of the second Con- 
gressional district of Maryland, praying for the passage of the following 
measures at the present session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; ; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present thirteen petitions from citizens of 
Iowa, the signers numbering something like a thousand in all, in which 
the prayer is for the passage of eight special measures which have been 
stated in other petitions. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

A petition of W. W. Hall and 89 others, citizens of the sixth Con 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of H. L. Miller and 137 others, citizens of the tenth Con 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of A. F. Brown and 118 others, citizens of the tenth Con- 


| gressional district of Iowa; 


A petition of R. Sutton and 267 others, citizens of the tenth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of W. H. Ashley and 8&3 
Congressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of L. H. Britton and 38 others, citizens of the seventh Con- 
gressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of Fred. Robbins and 132 others, citizens of the seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa; 


others, citizens of the seventh 
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A petition of G. H. Mosier and 71 others, citizens of the fifth Con- 
gressional district of lowa; 

A petition of George W. Countryman and 45 others, citizens of the 
first Congressional district of Iowa; 

A petition of W. Z. Cooper and 128 others, citizens of the first Con- 
gressional district of lowa; 

A petition of Robert Hay and 429 others, citizens of the third Con- 
gressional district of lowa; 

A petition of H. Miller and 339 others, citizens of the third Congres- 
sional district of Iowa; and 

A petition of John Campbeli and 96 others, citizens of the eighth Con- 
gressional district of Iowa. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of John A. Morhart and 
45 citizens of the seventh Congressional district ot New Jersey, the 
petition of Patrick M. Nolan and 180 other citizens of the seventh Con- 
gressional district of New Jersey, the petition of P. J. Hayden and 26 
others, citizens of the sixth Congressional district of New Jersey, the 
petition of J. J. Owens and 22 others, citizens of the sixth Congressional 
district of New Jersey; and the petition of W. H. Cooper and 21 others, 
citizens of the third Congressional district of New Jersey, praying for 
the passage at the pres:nt session of Congress of the followrng measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, aud substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented the petition of H. A. Saunders and 184 
other citizens of Wilmington, Del.; the petition of Martin F. Farry 
and 39 other citizens of Wilmington, Del.; the petition of John O. Ty- 
son and 83 other citizens of Wilmington, Del.; the petition of 8. B. 
Knee and 76 other citizens of Wilmington, Del.; and the petition of 
James F. Price and 106 other citizens of Wilmington, Del., praying for 
the passage at the present session of Congress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
“desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other Jand 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have 
not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to 
settlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding landsin the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury 
surplus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Catherine S. Hewitt, widow 
of the late Dr. Henry 8. Hewitt, of Bridgeport, Conn., praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 24) to credit Lieutenants Giles 
B. Harber and William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and y me 
engaged in the search for Lientenant Chipp and ab aie the 
time employed in bringing home the remains of auaimante 
De Long and party, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 2683) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Penn- 
sylvania avenue east, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 67) for the relief of William B. Isaacs & 
Co., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2133) for the relief of the State University of Cali- 
fornia, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2814) to donate to the town of in Florida, 
the Fort Brooke military reservation for the benefit of schools and 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 


was referred the message of the President of the United States trans- 
mitting without remark a communication from the Secretary of. State 
in relation to the distribution of the award of the late Mexican Claims 
Commission in the case of 8. A. Belden & Co. against the Republic of 
Mexico, submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2575) authorizing the Post- 
master-General to issue double or return postal cards, and for other 
i reported adversely thereon, and the b bill was indefinitely post- 


ur. “‘WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1723) to authorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of Florida, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2139) to establish the order of promotion in the 
Medical Department of the Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report th ; 

ey MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the motion to print hearings before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Fisheries in regard to the mackerel fishery. The 
motion is to print 2,000 copies. I am informed that the cost will be 
$45. Iask action upon the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, reports favorably the motion to print 2,000 
copies of hearings before the Senate Committee on Fisheries of parties 
interested in the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and land- 
ing of mackerel caught during the spawning season. The question is 
upon agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE HAHN, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee om Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 199) providing for 
printing the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Michael Hah, 
a Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress from the State of Louisi- 
ana, to rt in favor of concurring in the resolution, and I ask imme- 
diate action thereon. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; — was read, as follows 

Resolved by the Senate and House of That there be printe:| 


Representatives. 
of the euhagaes delivered in Congress upon the late Mickes! Hahn, a Represent 
ative in the Forty-ninth Congress from the State of Louisiana, 12,500 copies; of 


which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 9,500 for the use of the 
House of Representatives. And the Secretary of the Treasu be, mo he is 
n to accom- 


hereby, directed to have — a portrait of "he said Michael 
pany said eulogies; and for the purpose of engraving and camer | said portrait 
the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is eee appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is the usual form. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2815) to provide for the retirement 
of a certain class of officers in the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2816) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Mary E. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2817) for the relief 
of William Garrett, of Nashville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, "referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to the Committce on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the following order, and ask for its presen‘ 

consideration: 


That hereafter during the present session of the Senate the daily hou: 
of meeting be 11 o’clock forenoon until otherwise ordered. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous’ consent, and agreed to. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the order which I send to the desk, and «-\ 
unanimous consent that it be considered. If there is any objection to 
it I shall not press it, but I hope there will not be. It merely relate: 
to getting on with the Calendar. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Ordered, That for the next six days of the ve sittings of the Senat 
after the call for and disposition of resolutions shall have been passed, the ti 

until half past 12 o’clock shall be devoted tothe Calendar, beginn i: - 
with the case thereon, and ee ees anid 
debate Ge tiusiiod to tive minutes for any Gennten on the question 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The substance of that—I will explain it—is that 
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notwithstanding the 
hour earlier, an 
and 





appropriation bills, &c., beginning our sessions an | 

hour and a half shall be devoted to strict morning 
j to what we call unobjected cases, so as to run off all that | 
y be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator understand that it shall not be in 
order to move to consider a bill notwithstanding an objection, under 
this order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the effect of it; and then having gone 
through with those bills to which we can ali agree unanimously, if there 


is any time, with the —— bills, that can be properly used, I | 


shall p probably order, that we shall take up the Calen- 
dar of cases. 
The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 


resolution now. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Does that take effect after to-day? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It does. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
s esolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


WILLIAM COZZINS. 
Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the action of the Senate in postponing 
indefinitely the bill (S. 653) granting a pension to William Cozzins 
by unanimous consent be reconsidered, and the bill recommitted 


may 
to the Committee on Pensions. The petitioner claims that some ad- | 


ditional evidence will be filed in the case, and I ask that that action 
be taken. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote of the Senate by which the bill re- 
ferred to by him was indefinitely postponed, and that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions. In the absence of objection 
that order will be made. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, after line 408, the Committee on 
Commerce report to insert: 

For the purchase of the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan ship-canal and har- 
bor of refuge, con: the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That before said moneys shall be expended, the Secretary of War shall cause an 
examination to be made by a board of three United States engineersto ascertain 
and report upon the importance and value of the free use of said ship-canals and 
harbor of —>_. commerce and navigation and the reasonableness of the price 
therefor, and ll have received from said board a report favorable to such pur- 


chase by the United States; and also upon fall and absolute conveyance to the 
United States of said harbor of refuge, canals, easement, rights of way, piers. 


docks, and ane mang of every nature, belonging to and connected with said 
works, or of them. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the question of agree- 

ing to the amendment. 
oo a nays were ordered. 

Mr. NER. I offer an amendment to the amendment in lieu of 
the item as reported by the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Asa substitute for the whole amendment? 

oar he ardoge Yes, sir. 

RESIDENT tempore. 

will be read. tt 

The CuigF CLERK. Strike out the proposed amendment, and insert 
in lieu thereof: 

For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon poy ont Lake Michigan 


The amendment to the amendment 


the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State 
or Wie or so much thereof as may be nessusary: Provided. That 
no part of sum shall be ded until the Secretary of War shall have 
caused an examination to be by a board of three United States engineers 


the importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free use of 
the yp of said board shall be in favor of making 


LF 
| 
i 


canal free to merce : provided further, That no part of said sur 
shall Sn een ies Saaes the Secretary of War shall be satisfied upon investiga- 
tion as to the actual cost of said canal to said company, and then only so much 
of said sum shall be as the said Secretary shall be is neces- 
— to reimburse the company for advances and expenses actually made 

incurred in constructing said canal and in maintuining the same over and 
above the net of the lands by Congress to aid in constructing 


and above the received thereform, with interest as pro- 
said grant, ved April 10,1866. And 
ex upon full and absolute conveyance 
a , easements, rights of way, picrs, 
every name and nature pertaining to said work. 
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tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
t. 


amendment to the amendmen 
Mr. HARRIS. - Is that offered as a substitute for the pending amend- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is offered as a substitute for the 


! 


amendment. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I will ask the attention of the Sen- 
Until yester- 
day I had given no thought whatever to this proposition, for I had not 
known until I read the bill that it had been considered even by the 


committee. It has seemed to me that the amendment reported by the 


committee is perhaps not quite in harmony with the law as to the real 


ownership or status of this canal. 

The amendment as reported by the committee proceeds upon the 
theory that this canal is owned absolutely by the canal company, and 
it provides for the purchase from the canal company of the canal as its 
property. 

The act of Congress made a grant to the State of Wisconsin to aid in 


| constructing this canal, which wasdeemed by the Congressof the United 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the | 


States and by the State of great consequence to commerce. The grant 
was of 200,000 acres of land to aid the State in completing the canal, 
and the lands were to be subject to the disposal of the Legislature, or 
in a contingency named of the governor and other officers, and were 
to be applied to the construction of the canal, &c., and to no other pur- 
pose. It was evidently the theory of the act that the State would itself 
through a board of public works or otherwise in its sovereign capacity 
construct the canal, and the State was required to keep an account of 
| the proceeds of the sales of the land and of the cost of constructing, re- 
| pairing, and operating the canal, Xc. 

The Stateof Wisconsin did not see fit to engage as a sovereign, through 
| a board of public works or otherwise, in the construction of this work 
of public improvement. The State had had some experience, and un- 
fortunate experience, too, in proceeding with the construction of public 
works in that way. She therefore did what she had a perfect right to 
| do; she chose to execute this trust through the instramentality of a 
| corporation which she created for that purpose 
It can not justly be claimed that the State of Wisconsin, as was in- 
| timated yesterday, violated her obligation to the United States or was 
| in any sense recreant asa trustee, for when the State accepted this 

grant she became a trustee by choosing to employ a corporation as her 
agent to execute the trust instead of proceeding in her sovereign capac- 
ity to construct the work. 

This grant differs in its terms in no essential respect from the grants 
made by the United States to various States to aid in constructing rail- 
roads, and in all those cases it has been admitted (indeed it has been 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Tucker 


nyo) 


vs. Ferguson, 22 Wallace, 572) that the State in such case does not ab- 





dicate her sovereignty by accepting such a trust, but that she may exe- 
cute it through any instrumentality she sees fit, and she is absolutely , 
free to choose the mode by which she will execute the trust. 

So there is no foundation for any reflection upon the honor of the 
State of Wisconsin in executing this trust, as was suggested yesterday, 
in that she chose to execute it through the instrumentality of this canal 
company instead of through a board of public works. 

The State conferred this grant upon the company upon condition that 
it should complete the canal. No matter what the cost to the com- 
pany might be, whether in excess of the value of lands or not, the com- 
pany agreed with the State for these lands to complete this work of 
public improvement. The State was careful in its legislation to see to 
it that this company should not acquire land except by performing the 
conditions. It provided that as the work progressed, when the com- 
pany should have completed one-fourth of the work it might receive 
one-fourth not simply of acreage but in value of the land, and so on 
until the work was completed, the company not being entitled to re- 
ceive and not receiving the last of the lands until the canal was con- 
structed. 

The State, careful in the trust, had litigation with this corporation. 
The corporation sought by its interpretation of the act of the Legisla- 
ture to acquire more land from the State than it was entitled to in ac- 
cordance with the spirit of the legislation. The State resisted it, and 
the supreme court of the State decided that this company could only 
have land, not by acreage, but upon the basis of value, and the valua- 
tion was made by the State as the work progressed, in order that the 
company might not obtain the best land before completing the work. 
So the company went on with the work, and when the same was com- 
pleted, as it confessedly has been completed, in accordance with the 
act of Congress, except as to the harbor of refage—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the breakwater. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir, and the breakwater—the State gave to 
the company the rest of the lands, and not before. 

Mr. President, it would be very foolish for any man understanding 
even superficially this subject toclaim that this company could by any 
possibility have any ownership in the canal other or different from that 
which the State would have had if she had chosen to apply this grant 
to the completion of the work herself. The company has precisely the 
interest in the canal and the right to the canal as against the United 
States that the State would have had, and no other or different, be- 
cause the State by selecting this agent to execute the trust could not 
vest in the agent any different title from that which the act of Con- 
gress vested in her. Now what is it? The act of Congress provided 
that— 


Whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed for all advances made for the 
construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, with legal interest—- 
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Not compound interest, unless that is lawful— 

With legal interest on all advances until the reimbursement of the same, or 
upon payment by the United States of any balance of such advances over such 
receipts from said lands and canal, with such interest, the said State shall be 
allowed to tax for the use of said canal only such tolls as shall be sufficient to 
pay all necessary expenses for the cure, charge, and repair of the same. 

If the State of Wisconsin had constructed the canal by means of this 
grant her attitude to the United States would be this: If the proceeds 
of the sales of these lands had paid for the construction then the State 
would be at liberty only to impose a toll upon the commerce using the 
canal adequate to keep it in repair, &c., and the United States would 
probably have a right at any time, without paying a dollar as I under- 
stand it, to take possession of that canal and make it free. If the State 
had expended $100,000 more than the proceeds of the land then she 
would have a right until that expenditure was reimbursed to regulate 
its tolls with reference to her reimbursement as well as with reference 
to keeping the work in repair, and the United States in that event 
probably would have a right under the act of Congress to take posses- 
sion of the work and make it free by paying to the State what she had 
expended, with legal interest over and above the receipts from the 
lands and from tolls. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator if the com- 
pany has the title in fee acquired from the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand so. Let me read the language of the 
act of Congress again in answer to a suggestion made by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER]: 


Whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed for all advances made for the 
construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, with legal interest on all ad- 
vances until the reimbursement of the same, or upon payment by the United 
States of any balance of such advances over such receipts from said lands and 
canal, 

Then the State shall be allowed to make a tax only for the purpose 
of keeping the canal in repair; not for any profit whatever. 

When the United States had paid this balance to the State of Wis- 
consin the canal would have cost the State nothing, because the lands 
in the first place and the moneys which the Government afterward 
would have paid the State would be equal to the entire cost, including 
interest. It evidently was not the purpose of the act of Congress that 
the State of Wisconsin, as I understand it, or its grantee, because its 
grantee, this company, must stand in the same position exactly as the 
State would—it was not the intention of the act of Congress that the 
State or anybody else should make money out of the construction ot 
this work of public improvement, unless possibly in case the lands were 
more than sufficient to pay for the work. 

The difference between the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Commerce and the amendment which I submit is this: In the first 
place, the amendment which I offer to the committee’s amendment 
does not in terms recognize this canal company as the owner of this 
work of improvement and does not propose to purchase it. It simply 
contemplates what it seems to me the act of Congress contemplated, 
the making free to commerce of this canal by reimbursing the State 
or, what is the same thing, the grantee of the State, such sum of money 
as the Secretary of War, making such careful investigation as he may 
be advised is best, shall find the company has expended over and above 
the receipts from the lands and the tolls. 

Mr. DAWES. Getting the title of the company ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; a conveyance of whatever title it has to 
the canal. That is aquitclaim. This is a matter of precaution. It 
will forever set at rest any question as to the title if the United States 
should make this payment. I think that provision, asa matter of strict 
law, is perhaps not necessary, but I think it is certainly wise. 

Under the amendment as I propose it nothing is tobe paid in excess 
of the $150,000 in any event, and nothing is to be paid either until this 
board of experts has examined into the question of the advisability of 
making this canal free and has reported in favorofit. Again, nothing 
is to be paid until the Secretary of War has ascertained the actual cost, 
by means to be employed by him, of this canal, and nothing is to be 
paid even then except so much as shall be necessary to reimburse this 
company fairly for its expenditures in excess of its receipts from the 
lands and tolls, with legal interest, which the act of Congress as orig- 
inally passed provides for. 

I never saw these accounts until they were read here yesterday. The 
State of Wisconsin is in no wise committed to their accuracy. They 
are, if proposed as a basis for the purchase of this property by the United 
States, a fair subject of the criticism made upon thom by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I know the two gentlemen whose names 
are signed to them, Jesse Spalding, the president of this company, and 
General William E. Strong, its treasurer, They are both men of high 
character in the State of Illinois where they live, and men well known 
in the State of Wisconsin, and men whose honor would not be impeached 
or impeachable except by competent and very oon ee One 
was a gallant officer in the army for the suppressic%i of the rebellion 
and a man of whose reputation the State of Wisconsin is proud; the 
other, the president of that company, is a man whom I have known 
for years, and he is a man of great ability and one in whose integrity 
I have implicit confidence. 

There are items in these accounts that the Government of the United 


States never would agree to pay. This is a statement of what this com- 
pany ‘‘ expected ’’ or would ask the Government to pay in order to make 
this canal free. They have put in compound interest, which under some 
circumstances, perhaps, they might be allowed to charge. They have 
put in the item of salaries; they have put items of discount in their 
statement; but every item, as I remember, which they have put there 
shows upon its face what it is and invites criticism upon it; but there 
is no good foundation for saying, notwithstanding these accounts may 
be open to criticism, that they are ‘‘cooked”’ or fraudulent. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator will allow me to say that the accounts 
show the expenditure of one hundred and seventy-eight thousand and 
some dollars, and the bill of the committee limits the purchase to $150,- 
000, taking off all the charges that might be questioned. 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment which I propose leaves out of view 
this account, and provides for the ascertainment by the Secretary of 
War in his own way, independent of this account, of the amount which 
this property has cost over and above the amount received from the sales 
of the lands granted, and from toils, &c. 

Something has been said about the failure of the State of Wisconsin 
to build the breakwater and the harbor of refuge, as if that were a 
breach of trust on the part of the State. Long ago the Congress of the 
United States, and it was competent for Congress to so do, relieved the 
State of Wisconsin, as I understand it, from the performance of that part 
of its contract, and undertook itself, so important did it regard this work 
of improvement, to construct the harbor of refuge, and made expendi- 
tures upon the breakwater. I do not know whether that was upon the 
request of the State of Wisconsin or not, but it was done by the Con- 
gress of the United States, and constitutes no groun@ for any imputa- 
tion upon the honor of that State. 

Something, too, has been said by way of belittling this improvement; 
that it is a small canal made for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
actions of a few lumbermen. That was not the view of Congress when 
this grant was made in 1866; that has not been the view of the State 
of Wisconsin; that is not the view of the people who have occasion to 
navigate that lake and to use this canal or who live in the country trib- 
utary to it. 

Wisconsin in 1879 investigated by a legislative committee the trans- 
actions of this company. I have that report in my hand. It is very 
carefully prepared. I know the men whosigned it. I believe it is ac- 
curate and worthy of credence; and as bearing upon the importance of 
this work to commerce I ask the attention of the Senate a moment to 
a quotation from this report: ~ 

“*The magnitude of the commerce of Green Bay,’’ laughed at here 
yesterday, ‘‘is not generally realized.’’ 

Mr. MILLER. Laughed at by whom? 

Mr. SPOONER. Laughed at not by you. 


In the year 1870 the imports were $25,000,000 and the exports $65,000,000. There 
has doubtless been a large increase since that year, as the very important iron 
industry of the Green Bay country has almost wholly come into existence within 
that period. 

Statistics show that fully two-thirds of the exports of Green Bay are to the 
ports of Milwaukee and Chicago. 

That is not true to-day exactly. 

In 1870 there were shipped from the bay 500,000,000 feet of lumber, 900,000,000 
shingles, 340,000,000 laths, 35,000,000 pickets, 2,500,000 railroad ties, 1,600,000 cedar 
posts, and 650,000 telegraph poles, besides many other important articles of ex- 
port. 

From the records of the light-house keeper on Green Island— 


Who was not interested in ‘‘ cooking’’ up any accounts for this com- 
pany or making any false showing as to the commerce of that region— 


which is directly opposite the entrance of Sturgeon Bay, it appears that nearly 
seven thousand vessels passed the light last year, the great majority of which 
would have found their way to and from Lake Michigan by the Sturgeon Bay 
Canal had it been in operation. 


That canal, short as it is, saves, I am told, about 80 miles of navi- 
gation, some of it exceedingly dangerous in its character. 


The importance of the work has been greatly enhanced by the location of a 
harbor o: ae by the National Government at the eastern outlet of the canal. 

This harbor is designed to afford an accessible and safe port in a storm, and 
vessels entering within the inclosure of the breakwater can through the 
canal into Sturgeon Bay, where the most perfect security is afforded. 

This harbor is the only one of the kind on the lakes. It was rendered neces- 
sary by the long reach— 

I ask the attention of Senators to this— 

It was rendered necessary by the long reach of dangerous coast south of 
Death’s Door, The harbor was first located at Ahnepee, but afterward changed 
to Sturgeon Bay, because it could be constructed at the latter point for about 
$180,000, or one-half the expense necessary at Ahnapee, and besides a much bet- 
ter and more commodious harbor would besecured. In the year 1878 the num- 
ber of vessels that cleared from the port of Chicago was 10,494, and about 9,000 
cleared from the port of Milwaukee, 

The majority of these vessels by a es of the lake where the harbor 
of refuge n could be accessible in case of storm, and itsconstruction would 
doubtless cause a great reduction in the number df wrecks which the history of 
navigation in the northern part of Lake Michigan has recorded. 


The importance of that work to commerce should not be underesti- 
mated. ‘The State of Wisconsin is not here asking Congress to purchase 
these works. The Legislature of Wisconsin has no memorial 
to asking for this expenditure so far as I remember; there- 
fore I had not investigated this subject and had no knowledge of it 
except in a general way as a citizen of that State. This company has 
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asked neither my colleague nor myself for any such appropriation. I | 
do not know that they desire the passage of this amendment or that 
any effort be made to make free this canal. I do not know but they 
prefer it should remain as it is. They are receiving about $14,000 a | 
year, I think, from tolls. I never was in that region but once, and 
that was within the last two years; but I know that the people of that | 
country, not connected in any way with this company or with any of | 
its transactions, are begging that this canal be made free. 

If, as stated yesterday by the Senator from New York [ Mr. MILLER] 
and by the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. ConGrt:], it is the settled pol- 
icy of the Government of the United States, as it ought to be, to make | 
free all such works to the commerce of the country, to strike from the 
statute-book every authority to levy tolls upon vessels having occasion 
to use these public works, then it is only right that Congress should 
take measures, not to buy this canal at a fabulous price, but to make 
it free by paying to this company, not on the basis of these accounts, 
but such sum as the Secretary of War shall ascertain to be necessary 
to reimburse the company for its actual fair advances made, with legal 
interest, over and above the receipts from tolls and from thesale of the 
lands. 

It is with this view that I offer this amendment, and I have said what 
I have said in part to vindicate my State from the imputation which 
was cast upon it yesterday as to its execution of this trust. The only 
thing, so far as I can see, that Wisconsin has been remiss in asa trustec 
is that she has failed to keep as careful a guard over the expenditures 
and transactions of the corporation as the act of Congress required. In | 
that respect she has been wanting and in no other, and in her failure | 
to require an annual public showing of these corporate transactions she | 
has only followed the example of Congress and many other States in 
their relations to corporations which have received land grants and other 
governmental aid. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I see but little difference between | 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin and the amendment pro- | 
posed by the Committee on Commerce, except that it may be that the | 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin would render the | 
question of accounting a little more accurate. The amendment of the | 
committee says nothing in regard to how the accounting is to be made | 

| 





and leaves it entirely to the Secretary of War to be satisfied that the 
sum is not an exorbitant sum. 

The Senator from Wisconsin makes one statement in regard to this 
matter which I am not able to agree with. It is, if I recall his words | 
correctly, to the effect that neither the State of Wisconsin nor this com- | 
pany have any actual ownership of this property, that they accepted a 
trust from the United States and are simply holding the canal in trust, 
and that the United States Government can at any time by reimburs- 
ing the State or the company for all its expenditures beyond the amount | 
received from the sales of lands take this canal into its own possession. | 
I think that is searcely correct. I think the giving of this Jand by the 
United States Government to the State of Wisconsin conveyed with it | 
an absolute and perfect title to this canal for all time to come. I do | 
not see how any other construction can be put upon the language of the 
act of Congress; and it simply limits that ownership to the collection 
of such tolls as shall be necessary for all time to come to maintain the | 
canal in perfect order. 

Mr. DAWES. Please read it. 

Mr. MILLER. I will read that portion of it in order that we may 
see how the Government is to get control of it. I read from the act of | 
Congress: 

And whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed for all advances made for | 
the construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, with legal interest on all | 
advances until the reimbursement of ge same, or upon payment by the United 


States of any balance of such advances over such receipts from said lands and 
canal, with such interest,the said State shall be allowed to tax for the use of 
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said canal only such tolls as shall be sufficient to pay all necessary expenses for 
the care, charge, and repair of the same. 


If the United States decides at any time to step inand reimburse the 
State of Wisconsin or its agent for the moneys that it has expended 
over and above the moneys received from the sale of lands and from 
the use of the canal in tolls, then at that point it can say to the State 
of Wisconsin, ‘‘ You shall hereafter charge only a sufficient rate of toll 
to maintain the canal in repair.’’ There is no provision here for the 
Federal Government taking the canal into its own ownership. It be- 
longs exclusively to the State of Wisconsin or to its agent. 

Mr. DAWES. Where does the statute say that? 

_Mr. MILLER. The statute gives this land to the State of Wiscon- 
sin to aid the State in building this canal, and it says that when it 
shall have reimbursed itself for all expenses, or if the United States 
Government shall step in and pay any balance, then the United States 
may say to the State of Wisconsin and will say to it, ‘‘ Hereafter the | 
State of Wisconsin shall charge only such rates of tolls as will keep the 
canal in forever.”’ There is no proposition in this act of Congress 
that I can find which implies that the United States can at any time 
possess itself of the canal by paying this balance; but it can compel the 
State of Wisconsin to forever maintain it at such rate of toll as will 
pay for its maintenance; and therefore the United States can only get 
control of this and make it free from tolls by either the will- 
ing consent of the State of Wisconsin or its agent or by proceeding to 
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condemn it for public purposes. I have no doubt, however, that the 
State of Wisconsin or its agent, this company, will surrender this canal 


| to the Government and let the Government make it free upon being re- 


imbursed for the expenses over and above the receipts. 
made their statement. Whether it is correct or not I donot know. 

Mr. DAWES. Then it seems that the United States propose to pay 
$150,000 for stepping into the shoes of Wisconsin, and it is paying this 
tax, which is enough to maintain the canal in repair, and the United 
States gives Wisconsin $150,000 for that privilege. 
title when it reaches the point of reimbursement. Wisconsin can tax 
only enough to keep it in repair. Now the United States comes in at 
that point after the State of Wisconsin is reimbursed for all the cost, 
and then the United States is to give not exceeding $150,000 for the 
privilege of maintaining it free of tax or toll. Is not that it? 

Mr. MILLER. Thatisnotit. The Senator hasnot stated the propo- 
sition as he did heretofore. The claim of this agent of the State of 
Wisconsin is that it has not yet reimbursed itself fully for the cost of 
building its canal. The company through its officers state that they 
are yet behind $178,000 according to their accounts. They have not 


They have 


Wisconsin has no 


| vet come up to a point where the United States can step in and limit 


the tolls, but they are now free to charge any rate of tolls they please. 

The commerce of the lakes desires to be rid of any toli whatever, and 
the committee, going over these accounts as it could, thought in its judg- 
ment that the $178,000 perhaps was too much, that some items ought 


tobestricken out; andit put into the amendment $150,000—not exceed- 


ing that—to be paid when the Secretary of War should be satisfied by 
another examination by a board of engineers that that was a reasonable 
sum to reimburse this company for its expenditures. 

Mr. DAWES. That then, I understand, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, is necessary to bring it up to the point where the State could 
tax only to keep the canal in repair. 

Mr. MILLER. That was the opinion of the committee, based on its 
report; but it was not willing to go tothe length of appropriating $150,- 
000 absolutely. It said it should only be paid when the Secretary 
of War was satisfied on a further examination that that was a reason- 


| able sum. 


Now, if the United States Government steps in and reimburses the 
State of Wisconsin or its agent for the exactsam which itlacks to make 
then does not come into possession of the 
eanal. It can simply say to the State of Wisconsin, ‘‘ You may from 
this time on charge such tolls as will maintain the canal in repair.”’ 
The Senator can readily see, and all must see, that this company, act- 
ing as the agent of the State of Wisconsin, would from that time on, un- 
doubtedly, in collecting tolls make the expenses of maintenance, that 
is to say, their own office expensesand the salaries of their own oflicers, 
as high as. possible; and in order to get rid of this private individual 


| control of this work and to make it free to the whole cormtry it was 


thought wise that the attempt should be made. 

The committee has no knowledge that the State of Wisconsin or that 
this company which represents it will be willing to accept this money 
and give up the right to assess reasonable tolls; but it believed that it 
was well enough to make the attempt to get possession of it if we could. 
If we should fail, then Congress might hereafter proceed by law to con- 
demn the property or provide that it should be condemned by the courts. 


| That is all there is of it. 


Mr. DAWES. Then whether the United States ought to pay $1 or 
$150,000 depends solely upon the question whether Wisconsin and its 
agent have actually been reimbursed. 

Mr. MILLER. That is all there is of it, and that question is to be 
settled by the Secretary of War. If the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin makes that any more definite and absolute I am in 
favor of it. As I said yesterday, I shall be glad to have any amend- 
ment offered which will make the object of the committee more defi- 
nite and plain. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This amendment was inserted by the Committee 
on Commerce on the representation of the Senators from Wistonsin as 
to the importance and necessity of this great public improvement, rep- 
resenting the interests of the people of the State of Wisconsin, not rep- 
resenting any company or any private interests. Now, the Senators 
from Wisconsin understand what are the best interests of the commu- 
nity as they are affected by this improvement. The Senator from Wis- 
consin who has offered the amendment this morning is certainly famil- 
iar with all that is necessary to accomplish the purpose desired by the 
committee. I think myself that his amendment does not substantially 
change the amendment reported by the committee, but it accomplishes 
the same purpose and is more definite, perhaps, in its provisions. The 
Secretary of War and the agents of the Government must determine 
still upon this matter, and this private company must get out of the 
way if there is a dollar expended under this appropriation. I am en- 
tirely willing, therefore, to accept the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. It accomplishes the same purpose with the same 
securities that we have provided in the amendment to the bill, and is 
perhaps more definite in the details. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonet] to the amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to insert: 


For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
ship-canal connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan in the 
State of Wisconsin, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
‘That no part of said sum shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall 
have caused an examination to be made by a board of three United States en- 
gineers into the importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free 
use of said ship-canal, and until the report of said board shall be in favor of 
making said-canal free to commerce. And provided further, That no part of 
said sim shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied, upon 
investigation, as to the actual cost of said canal to said company, and then only 
s0 much of said sum shall be expended as the said Secretary of War shall be 
satisfied is necessary to reimburse the said company for advances and expenses 
actually made and incurred in constructing said canal and in maintaining the 
same «over and above the mat poaneere of the lands granted by Congress to aid 
in con structing said canal and over and above the tolis received therefrom, with 
intere»t, as provided by the act of Congress making said grant, approved April 
10, 1866. And none of said moneys shall be eupemtiod except upon a full and 
absolute conveyance to the United States of said ship-canal, harbor, easements, 
rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every name and nature per- 
tainin; to said work. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent on account 
of sickness. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], but I am informed that he 
would vote against this amendment, and I therefore vote “ nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
36, nays 16; as follows: 








The question recurs on the amend- 


YEAS—36. 
Blackburn, Dawes, Hoar, Ransom, 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberge: , 
Brown, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Call, Frye, McMillan, Spooner, 
Cameron, George, Manderson, Stanford, 
Chace, Gibson, Miller, Teller, 
Coke, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Conger, Harrison, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—16. 
Berry, Edmunds, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Harris, Maxey, Vance, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Piatt, Whitthorne, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—24. 

Aldrich, Pair, I n, Plumb, 
Allison, Gorman, Mahone, Sabin, 

ik, Hale, Mitehell of Pa., Sewell, 
Bowen, Hampton, Morgan, rman, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Eustis, Kenna, Pike, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 428, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
to insert: 

Of which a sum not exceeding $500 may be used in placing buoys in the chan- 
nels and elsewhere where needed in the harbor. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, and enlargin 
basin between Minnesota and Rice’s Point, $75,000; of which a sum not omel 
ing $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere where 
needed in the harbor; and the consent of the United States is hereby given toa 
change of the existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by the munici- 
pal authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the approval of 
the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of 
War,"’ at the end of the clause making an appropriation for improving 
harbor at Duluth, Minn., in line 435, to insert: 

And the village of Duluth is hereby granted the right to construct and main- 
tain a sewer for drainage purposes through the United States crib-work border- 
ing on the Duluth Canal, into said canal, subject to such conditions as the Sec- 
retary of War may prescribe: Provided, That such conditions shall be accepted 
by the village of Duluth before the work herein authorized shall be commenced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not that legislation, Mr. President, in a gen- 
eral appropriation bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair does not see how the legis- 
lation is connected with the previous clause. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not understand the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A point of order is made on the 
amendment. The Chair will ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
the provision in regard to the construction of a sewer is connected in 
——s with the preceding appropriation and intends to limit it. 

r. MOMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not see in what re- 
spect it limits, controls, regulates, or relates to the 


Mr. McMILLAN. ‘This legislation was inserted the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War on theapplication of citizens of Du- 
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luth to the War Department. This canal is constructed from the ): 
bor of Duluth through Minnesota Point to Lake Superior, and it 
part of the entire improvement for which this appropriation is ma 
The permission of the Government to the authorities of Duluth to 
the canal for the purpose of draining there would affect, of course, : 
harbor for which the appropriation is made, and it would require | 
assent of the Government in order to permit the authorities to do 
While itis incidentally of great sanitary importance to Duluth, we thi: 
so far as we can appreciate the relation of it, it would be proper in t! 
bill as affecting the improvement for which the appropriation is ma 
It is legislative in its character, but it affects the publie improveme:: 
for which the appropriation is made, and it is one of great public : 
portance. It is a pernritmerely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly tends to fill up the canal with sewax- 
Mr. McMILLAN. And therefore the assent of the Government 
necessary. The War Department has examined that matter, and it ha, 

given its assent through the Secretary of-War. The only object is 
construct. a sewer which shall enter one side of this canal. Of cou: 
the provision is legislative in its character, but I think it is connecte:! 
with the improvement for which the appropriation is made, and upo: 
that ground it might besustained. There is no appropriation in reg: 
to this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa perpetual grant of an affirmative right t 
fill up the canal, which we are digging and keeping open, with the sew. 
age of Duluth, and in Washington we are spending vast sums of mone} 
to try to get rid of the sewage which is filling up the river. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The canal goes from Superior Bay into Lake Su 
perior. It is avery short canal, through which vessels enter the ha 
bor, and there is no danger whatever of the obstruction of the cana! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why do they notcarry the sewer outside into the 
lake if the canal is very short? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The city is located above and on Minnesot 
Point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of order is made—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. In connection with the remarks I have mad 
beg leave to reada communication from the Secretary of War address: 
to the member of Congress from that district and communicated to 
by the Department: 


The Chair is of opinion, if the poin 


War DerartTmMent, Washington Cily, March 27, 138 


Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your note of the Ist 
stant, of the letter of the 24th ultimo from Mr. Charles E. Budden, recorde: 
Duluth, Minn., relative to the passage of an act granting the village of Du 
permission to carry a sewer through the United States crib-work borderin, 
the Duluth Canal. 

ln reply I beg to advise you that this matter has heretofore reeeived the ait 
tion of the Department upon an application of the authorities of Duluth fort 
privilege which is now sought to besecured by legislation. After considerat 
the Secretary of War decided,on August 19, 1885, that he did not consider | 
self authorized to grant a perpetual privilege of this character without the s: 
tion of Congress, especially in view of the act approved December 20, 1884 (c: 
inclosed), “granting the right of way to the city of Newport, R. 1., over 
break water at Goat Island.” 

It would seem that the object of your correspondent will be attained by 

ze of an act similar in its conditions to the one above indicated, ther: 
ing no objection to it by this Department, provided the sewer is constru 
under the ‘‘separate-system"’ plan and the village authorities give bond 
the proper maintenance of the pier work, &c. 


That is signed by the acting Secretary of War. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the man’s name who signed it. I wa 


| to go into the Recorp. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I will read the rest of it. 


The letter of Mr. Budden is herewith returned, as requested. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, P 
S. V. BENET, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Seeretary of \\ 


Hon. Knute Netson, 
House of Representatives. 


The inclosure was the act of Congress granting the right of way ' 
the city of Newport, R. I., over the breakwater at Goat Island, 
which is in this language: 

Cuar. 4.—An act granting the right of way to the cit 
the breakwater at Goat Isiand. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of -| 
ica in Congress assembled, That the city of Newport, R. L., is hereby grante:! 
right to construct and maintain asewer for drainage purposes through or 1. 
the breakwater at Goat Island. subject to such conditions as the Seeret:: 
War may prescribe: Provided, That such conditions shall be accepted | 
city of Newport before the work herein authorized shall be commenced 

Approved December 20, 1834. 


The language of this amendment is precisely the language of | 
act of Con . We thought if Congress could grant a privilez 
that kind to Newport, R. 1., there would perhaps be no objection | 
granting the same privilege to Duiyth, Minn., particularly whe: 
public interests are greatly advanced and there is no danger wh.‘ 
that the improvement here will be injured in any way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not let my friend leave me in a wron: | 
sition. The difference between Goat Island, Newport, and tu: 
the sewage of this large city into this canal, is that where the | 
Island people are authorized to carry their sewer through the |): 
water they carry it into the open sweeping tides of the sea whic 
carried away; but here in a lake as large as this is—large as it is in 


of Newport, R. I., 
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| 
mind of my friend from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] it is still destitute of The next amendment was, in section 1, line 509, to increase the ap- 
tides, which is the only thing it lacks—the sewage of this city turned | propriation for ‘‘improving Warren River, Rhode Island,’’ from $2,500 
into this canal, a narrow slip through which vessels go, is going to em- | to $5,000. 
tail on somebody a continual expense to dredge it out. The amendment was agreed to. . J; 
Now, if the United States—I do not know but that it is right—ought The next amendment was, in section 1, Kne 511, to imerease the ap- 
to undertake the business of getting rid of the sewage of Duluth outof | pr'ation for ‘‘ improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing 
the Treasury, let them turn it into the canal, and then dredge it out | improvement,’’ trom $25,000 to $40,000. 
and carry it off, all right; but I should like to consider it alittle more | ‘he amendment was agreed to. . 
and on a bill by itself. It has nothing to do with this appropriation. | The next amendment was, in line 515, to increase the appropriation 
Mr. McMILLAN. There is no danger whatever of any such expense for ‘‘ improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island 
being entailed on the United States. Continuing improvement,’’ from $35,000 to $40,000. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not? | The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Becauseofthe situation there. The canal is sub- The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 514, to insert 
stantially introducing this drainage into the lake. It is so near the | 





For removing Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, $35.0) 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 558, to insert 


Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Continuing improvement up to i 


The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- | 
tion 1, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of line 450, to strike out 
the following clause: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to cause 
suit to be instituted for the condemnation of the 12 acres of land said to be nec- 


to said improvement, and to report the result of such legal proceedings 
to the next succeeding session of Congress for its action thereon. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, That no of said sum shall be expended until the 12 aeres of | 
land necessary to oe ovement shall have been conveyed to the United 


} 
| 
lake that it amounts to the same thing. _ . : The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then they can carry it to the lake if the distance | The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 543, to @rsert 
is so short. tee ia Improving Ticonderoga River, New York : Continuing improvement, $2,000 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of the opinion} 7... Ta 
is A ie, me war esumected with the bill.. Se | The amendment was agreed to. 
that this is general legisla tion y » ae The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 556, to insert 
the amendment is not in order. iets Oi Ratan ain initia, Mites ties Mee 
Mr. McMILLAN. Let it go out. ay roving are ban Liver, “ie ontinulng improverne i 
: . > amel nt was agree . 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment will be stated. | he aAMenCMeEN’ was agreed to 
| 


near the town of Laurel, Del., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 567, to insert 

For beginning the construction of adam at Herr’s island, in the Allegheny 
tiver, near Pittsburgh, Pa. , $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was, in section 1, line 577, before the word 

States freeof expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secre- ** thousand ’”’ to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ and after the 

tary of War. - word ‘‘ which,’’ at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘ $40,000 shall be 

Se as to make the clause read: applied to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Phila 
Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cai.: Continuing improvement, $100,- delphia, Pa., and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

000 : That no part of said sum shall be expended until the 12 acres of Improving Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 
provement from Trenton to its mouth, $280,000; of which $40,000 shall be applied 
to improving the channel between Camden, N.J., and Philadelphia, Pa., and 

$10,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river and 
| its tidal tributaries above Bridesburg. 

| 
| 
! 
} 
| 


necessary i 4 ri o Jnited 
SGEMEpar expense, and’ sash conveyance bas boon approved by the Seere- 
tary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The conveyance ought not only to provide in re- 
spect of the suitableness of the land, but there ought to be, as in all 
other cases of the United States getting property, a certificate by the 
Attorney-General that the title is good. If we go to expending Jarge | 
sums of money there—I see the beginning is $100,000—we ought to be 
pretty sure that the title to the 12 acres is good; and I suggest, with 
great deference to the committee, that the clause be amended by in- 
serting after the words ‘‘Secretary of War,’’ at the end of line 460: 


After the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the 
Secretary of War that the title is perfect. 


Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the committee, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, after line 586, to insert 

For rebuilding piers at Battery Island, head of the Chesapeake Bay, which 
were carried away by ice, strengthening and protecting the works at that point 
from future destruction, $17,275. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 595, to insert: 

Improving Pocomoke River, Maryland: Continuing and completing improve- 
ment, $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 604, section 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing 


which will be stated. improvement,’’ from $20,000 to $25,000. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed in line 460 to add to the pro- The amendment was agreed to. 

viso— | The next amendment was, in line 608, section 1, to reduce the appro- 
After the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the | PTiation for ‘‘improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improve- 

Secretary of War that the title is perfect. ment below Richmond,” from $150,000 to $100,000. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then strike out the period after ‘‘War,’’ and put | ‘The amendment was agreed to. — 

this at the end of the amendment. | The next amendment was, in line 614, section 1, after the words 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. “Grayson County,’’ to strike out “ five’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. read: 


The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 486, to increase the appropriation for ‘‘improving harbor at 
Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvemen%,’’ from $80,000 to 
$100,000. 


Improving New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement between the lead 
mines, in Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson’s Creek, in Grayson County, 
$10,000, together with the $3,000 now on hand. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. The next améndment was, in section 1, line 637, to increase the ap- 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 489, to increase the ap- | PTopriation for ‘‘ improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: 
i for ‘‘improvement of the harbor at the entrance of Coos Continuing improvement,’’ from $150,000 to $250,000. 
, Oregon,”’ from $35,000 to $45,000. The amendment was agreed to. ! 

amendment was agreed to. _ The next amendment was, after the word “dollars,” in section 1, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 489, to insert: line 646, to insert ‘‘of which $2,500 shall be used in continuing the 

Improving harbor at Portland, Oreg., $5,000. improvement of navigation above the west fork;’’ so as to read: 

The amendment was agreed to. Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement 


: : . 5s $22,500; of which $2,500 shall be use : 1e improveme of navi 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 494, after the word “‘im- ”; of which shall be used in continuing the improvement of na 


ing.’’ i ‘“ ” : sé ” gation above the West Fork. 
proving,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ Moosabec’’ and insert ‘‘ Moosebec;’’ so as to 
read: The amendment was agreed to. 


Improving Moosebec Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. li eee was, after the words ‘‘ West Fork,’’ in section 1, 
Mr. MCMILLAN. The last “‘e”’ but one should be changed to ‘‘a;” | “© °*> £0 Sttike out — 
so as to read ‘‘ Moosabec.’’ | But no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved 
The PRESIDENT oat, Siete Che, eunendment ati be dian navigation. Ifthe right to collect toll is claimed to exist on any part of the 
pro tempo . sa- | 


river above the improvements, ae or corporation so claiming shal! : 
greed to, leaving the text. linquish the same in manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War before any 
The amendment was part of this appropriation shall be expentied. Two thousand five hundred doi 


“ . . * lars of the sum hereby appropriated shall be used in continuing the improve- 
The next amendment of the Committeeon Commerce was, in section | ment of navigation above the west fork. 
1, after line 503, to insert: ae : 
; Sica oda And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire ; Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
But notoll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved 
The amendment was agreed to. 


navigation; and such right, if any exist, shall be relinquished, in a manner sa 
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isfactory to the Secretary of War, before the ex 
herein appropriated for this work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 663, before the word 
“‘hundred,”’ to strike out ‘*one”’ and insert “‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $225,- 
000; of which sum $15,000 are to be expended above Wilmington, the remainder 
below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as much of its northeast 
branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 670, to increase the ap- 
propriation for “‘improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Con- 
sinuing improvement,’’ from $5,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 675, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing 
improvement,’’ from $10,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 679, before the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’ to strike out ‘‘continuing’’ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ and 
after the word ‘‘improvement’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert 
**five;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Pamiico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 
ment, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 687, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘*twenty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina* Continuing improvement, $20,- 
000. Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, of the aforesaid $10,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstruc- 
tions in the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 693, to insert: 


improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement between 
Madison, N. C.,and Danville, Va., $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 696, to insert: 
Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 698, to insert: 


meng te | the inland water way between Beaufort Harbor and New River, 
North Carolina, through Bogue Sound, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 723, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $7,500 for ‘‘ improving Wateree River, South Caro- 
lina: Continuing improvements,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until all bridges now 
obstructing the navigation of said river shall have been provided with suitable 
draw-spans, fenders, and other aids to navigation at brid as the Secre- 
tary of War may direct for the purpose of affording free navigation of said river; 
and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause such chan 


to be made in said bridges, at the expense of the owners thereof, as in his opin- 


jon are necessary to make the navigation of said river through said bridges free 
and safe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 741, to reduce the appro- 
priation for ‘‘improving Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Alabama: 
Continuing improvement,’’ from $20,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 746, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strikeout “‘of which sum $5,000 
are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma and $15,000 be- 
low Albany;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 752, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘nine’’ and insert “‘seven;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ at the end of the line, to strike out ‘‘ $1,500 of said 
sum to be expended between Skull Shoals and the railroad bridge;”’ so 
as to read: 

improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, in line 769, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ after “‘ thou- 
sand ’’ to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ line 
770, to strike out ‘‘ of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Geneva, 
and $10,000 to be expended between Geneva and Newton, Ala.;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im 
provement, $7,500. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the committee will not insist on that amend- 
ment, or if they do that the Senate will not agree to it. 

That river rises in my State and rans through it into Florida at 
Pensacola Bay, and the provision made by the House is $15,000. The 


penditure of any of the money | amendment might just as well be tostrike out the entire appropriation. 


I desire to call the attention of the Senate tothe report of the engineer: 
The probable increase in the commerce— 
On that river— 
it is thought may, at the very lowest estimate, be placed at 100 per cent. in afew 
years. 


The annual reduction and saving in hauling freights by river competition ex- 
ceeded 25 per cent. on merchandise, fertilizers, &c., and over 50 per cent. on cotton, 
wool, &c.,as will be shown by the following: 

In 1874, before the river was improved, the cost of hauling and shipping from 
Geneva or Newton, per railroad,to New Orleans, of one bale of cotton, was $4.50. 
To-day steamers, barges, &c., connecting of course with the Pensacola and 
Atlantic Railroad, ship cotton through for$1.75 per bale. Wool was hauled and 


nn in 1874 at $1 per 100 pounds; to-day it is shipped for 30 cents per 100 
pounds, 


In 1875 the freight and expense of hauling and shipping of one barrel of flour 
from New Orleans to Geneva and Newton was $1.30 per barrel; to-day it is 60 
cents per barrel. All other freights have been reduced in proportion. 

The present plan of improvement was adopted in 1872, and modified in 1880, 
pursuant toan examination made under the act of March 3, 1879, and contemplates 
the improvement of the river from its mouthto Newton, a distance of 252 miles, 
so as to obtain a low-water navigable channel. 

The expenditure up to June 30, 1885, has resulted in giving 4} feet of water in 
the channel except during low water as far as Jones’s old ferry, 27 miles above 
Geneva, and 2 feet of water in the channel as far as Pates Creek at a medium 
stage of water. 


During high water 5 feet can be carried to this point. 
The funds remaining on hand and the appropriation asked for are to be ap- 


aes to the further improvement of the river in accordance with the approved 
plan. 


The appropriation asked for will barely suffice to pay the running expenses 


of the snag-boat and maintain one party at rock excavation and other work of 
improvement. 


If a less amount than that asked for be appropriated, the working plant will 
suffer the consequences of deterioration from disuse. 

On those facts I ask the committee not to insist on the amendment, 
and if they do, I ask the Senate not to agree to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. I was temporarily out of the Hall, and one or two 
amendments connected with improvements in the rivers of Georgia 
were agreed to where I desire to object to the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent to reconsider the action of the Senate on certain amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BROWN. In reference to the Georgia rivers, I was not in the 
Chamber at the time the os ore were voted on. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the Mme the Senator refers to? 

Mr. RROWN. Commencing on page 31. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
none. 

Mr. BROWN. Online740. They were ten pages ahead when I went 
out of the Chamber, and was gone but a short time to lunch—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator was absent I will not insist on 
taking advantage of it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Georgia will be recognized to move a reconsideration of the 
amendments to which he refers. 

Mr. BROWN. The first matter to which I refer relates to the im- 
provement of Chattahoochee River. The House having appropriated 
$20,000, the Senate committee has reduced it to $10,000 by an amend- 
ment, I think by a misunderstanding of the facts. 

The usual rule, as I understand, in committee is to give a percentage, 
not a rule that is followed strictly, but in the main—to give a percent- 
age of the estimate made by the engineer. This estimate was made by 
Lieutenant Hoxie, who states in a report he has since made that he did 
it looking to the appropriations of last year and reported the smallest 
amount that would protect the works already done and maintain the 
improvements, and instead of estimating two or three times as nuchas 
is usually approprinted, he only estimated for the actual appropriation 
needed. The House committees, as I understand, first made the usual 
percentage, but when they learned the fact as to how he had made his 
estimates, which were different from those of the other engineers, the 
committee then consented to change the appropriation and put it at 
$20,000, the appropriation of last year, I believe. 

I should like in this connection to have read the statement of Lieu- 
tenant Hoxie as to the basis upon which he made up the estimate. | 
ask to have it read so as to put tlie case before the Senate with the cor- 

ndence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Georgia will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HovskE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 25, 1886. 
Dear Sir: Referring to our conversation of a few moments ago, I beg to 


state that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, following their usual rale, had 


cut down the aaens for the Flint, Chattahoochee, and other rivers 

but on reading statements which I have just put into your hands, that com 

mittee put back the appropriations to what they appear in the bill as it was in 
the bill sent to the Senate. And I may add that when the bill was criticised in 
the House because it appropriated for these rivers the full amount of the esti- 
mates, Mr. WiL118, of Kentucky, defended and sustained the bill in this respect 
by citing these explanations by Captain Hoxie. 

Very respectfully, 


Hos. J. E. Brown, Uniled States Senate. 


The Chair hears 


The paper sent up by the Senator 


Hi. G. TURNER. 
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Mr. BROWN. Now I desire that Captain Hoxie’s statement be | 
read, and I ask the attention of the committee to that statement. It | 
is clear that the estimate was made up on a different besis from the 
usual basis, for some reason, by Captain Hoxie. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UsIrep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, MONTGOMERY, ALA., | 
March 1, 1886. 
on. H. G. TURNER, be ee 
" House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 
Dea : favor of the 27th ultimo is this day received. I quite agree 
oo, Tee asked for Flint River is the least that can be 
annually with the present working plant; and so with the 
. If you will examine my annual report (Report of Chief of En- 
gineers, pages 1300 and 1304), you will find the following in connection with the 
estimate for each river: p ; 

“The funds on hand will be exhausted during the present working season 
The appropriation asked for is barely sufficient to pay the running expenses of 
the snag-boat and maintain one working party at excavation on the reefs. Ifa 
less amount than that asked for be appropriated, the working plant will suffer 
the consequences of deterioration from disuse.” 

| took charge of these rivers, with others, last August, and observed the prac- 
tice to which you refer.of appropriating about one-third the engineer's estimate. 
Last year no ion whatever. I followed closely the debates in Con- 

u the fant ver and harbor bill, and arrived at certain conclusions. 

The disposition of Congress is to carry out at the same time all existing work | 
of improvement that is worthy of completion. There is not money enough in | 
the Treasury to do this upon an economical scale by the assurance to each work 
of a large annual riation for the purchase and effective use of a large 
working plant. Under the circumstances the purchase of such working plant | 
is not advisable. The amount which can be peely expended is then, ordi- 
narily, the usual annual appropriation, to which the working plant has been 

duali b> 
len awe ing tomake any other statement of fact with a view to the cutting 
down prices, but I think the explanation accompanying my estimates should 
stay the fall of the ax upon them. 


R. S. HOXIE, 
Captain Engineers, United States Army. 
Mr. BROWN. Now I ask to insert a little table that he has made 
here in reference to the different appropriations and have it read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Memorandum. 

a eA. 2 > be 

ck <2 aa = 
£< a -sS ‘ 
o2% | £9" eh S 
. sae ome | =e <= o> 
Title of appropriations. aeles 22s Ss 
eus | sop mF zz 
sae | 322 | ése 3" 

=== =f z 

mas s°" aon iE 


| 
| 


Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla...... $3, 952 25 


$270 00 $3,682 25 $60,000 00 
Improving Chattahoochee River, Geor- 

















i dn IIIS, on aculeattnmneainsatineecvence 10,219 18 10,756 28 20,000 00 
Improving Flint River, Georgia. ’ 484 62 | 3,047 33 20,000 09 
mee bia and Conecuh | 

ivers, Florida and Alabama........... 514 00 | 1,371 10 15,000 00 
Improving Alabama River, Alabama. 136 47 473 66 | 20,000 00 
Improving Cahaba River, Alabama.. 195 00 | 1,165 88 | 15,000 00 
Improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama.. 211 75 | 2,224 O4 | 15,000 00 
apes Choctawhatchee River, 

and Alabama......... ... 3,082 88 2,042 43 1,040 45 15,000 00 
Improving Coosa River, 
Alabama............ eecesee pahisigecadbdaeetiocevess 1,263 98 1,135 90 128 08 150,000 00 
Im) Oostenaula and Coosawattee | na ‘i ; 

I aches, siecretsemioansetesssees | 1,143 7 061 0-00 B Lenser 
Improving Oconee River, Georgia......... | 7 
Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia.....'............... .... 
pe nee ILE iduddatickouss! sondsatubesiiees! abesvecenvesics 

‘and repair o: fortifications, 
| ieeshaemnaens diel eeatiatcnainbeneen 1,014 09 
These as explained in Appendix “‘ P,” Annual Report of the Chief 
of Engineers for are the least sums that can be expended with advantage 
in connection with the existing working plant. On the Oconee and Ocmulgee 


the working plant has been destroyed by old age through insufficient appro- 
before the completion of the improvement, and valuable working 
plant on other rivers may share the same fate. 


Mr. BROWN. It is very clear from the statement of Captain Hoxie 
himself that he made up the estimates from the appropriations of last 
year, for the smallest amount that could be got along with, 
instead of for largest amount that could be profitably expended. 
The whole amount of his estimate is simply the usual annual appro- 
AsI said before, when the House committee learned that 
they raised this item to the usual appropriation; and I suppose if 
fact had been before the Committee on Commerce of the Senate 


the usual appropriation; and if we lose it at all it will 

be on account of the mistake of Captain Hoxie in that regard, or because 
of the fact that he made his estimate on a different basis from the other 
engineers. Instead of estimating two or three times the amount ap- 
propriated, he simply puts in his estimates what is the usual amount 
I will state that the commerce, as shown by the table 
I have sent up, upon the river for the last year was nearly $7,000,000. 
s ieaation of the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, above on 


the stream is city of Columbus, one of our principal manufacturing 
cities, and the commerce upon the river is very important and really 
very - Only $10,000 is appropriated by the amendment for this 


river. iiteel Ge ennsmitios 
amendment will not be 


will not press the matter and that the 
agreed to. 
McMILLAN. The communications submitted by the Senator 





from Georgia from Captain Hoxie were not before the Committee of 
Commerce of the Senate when we considered this item. 
Mr. BROWN. So I supposed. Representative TURNER has fur- 


| nished them to me since. 


Mr. MILLER. 


This new estimate of Captain Hoxie called for an ap- 


| propriation of more than $20,000 for the year. 


Mr. BROWN. No; Captain Hoxie simply states the principle on 
which he made up his estimates. He did not do as the other officers 
do. He estimates the amount that was appropriated last year, and 
what he says is the smallest amount that can be gotten along with. In- 
stead of that, they generally estimate fairly and liberally and say, so 
much can be profitably expended during the year. The old estimates 
were two or three times as much as he now makes for this year, and the 
appropriation in former years has been double what he now proposes to 
give us. 

Mr. MILLER. I notice in the regular report that $20,000 is the 
amount estimated for the year as the amount which can be profitably 
expended. The committee in some cases have given the whole of it, 
and in some cases half, and in some cases a quarter. 

Mr. BROWN. According to Captain Hoxie he made the estimate, 
and he put it down in that way, and he explains in the correspondence 
with Representative TURNER that he followed the appropriation of last 


| year and intended to have the estimates the same, but he estimated for 


the smallest amount that could be gotten along with. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amount of the estimate as it came to us from 
the Engineer Department was $20,000, and the provision made by the 
House was that exact sum. The rule in-all other cases has been to 


| allow a certain proportion of the estimated amount, a third or a quar- 
Very respectfully, yours, | 


ter or a half, and in rare cases, where the improvement would be com- 
pleted, perhaps a larger proportion. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 think that is right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In this case, as the estimate here was for $20,- 
000, we thought the appropriation of the whole amount would have to 
be amended by taking out a portion of it and putting it on the same 
footing with other items of appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). 


The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Commerce, in line 740, 
| as to the Chattahoochee River. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, the same rule applies to the Flint River, where 
the House gave the same amount, one of the rivers estimated for and 
spoken of by Captain Hoxie, and I desire the same ruling there. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope the Senate will not consent to increase 
these items so much. Every amendment seems to be adopted increas- 
ing the amount of the bill, evidently not by the friends of the bill ex- 


| clusively; and I think if we are to get a river and harbor bill at all we 


| 


had better preserve the amendments the committee have recommended, 
because they are founded on the engineers’ reports. 

Mr. BROWN. The principle is exactly the sameas in the other case, 
and Captain Hoxie in his statement refers to the Flint River, and says 
he made the estimate for it upon the same basis. The old appropria- 
tion has been $20,000 a year, and itis very badly needed there. I trust 
the Senate will reject the amendment in that case, and I trust the com- 
mittee will not insist upon it. It is certainly just to increase the ap- 
propriation for the Flint River. If that for the Chattahoochee is right 
the other is right, because the estimate in both cases was made on the 
same principle, and the same rule ought to be applied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
in line 746, to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ before ‘‘thousand’’ and insert 
“*ten;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


Mr. BROWN. Isimply proposed to leave it where the House left 
it. I desire to have the amendment rejected for the reasons already 
stated, so as to leave the amount where the House left it and as the 
former appropriations have been annually—$20,000. 

Mr. PLATT. The House left it at $20,000, and provided that $5,000 
should be ‘‘expended, between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000 
below Albany.’’ What I want to know is whether we are to vote on 
the whole amendment or on the amount simply ? 

Mr. BROWN. Only on the amount at present. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The question is on the amount. 

Mr. BROWN. Iexpect to have the other amendment acted on after- 
ward, but I propose to ask a vote first on that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
in line 746, striking out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Blair, Edmunds, MeMilian, Sewell, 
Chace, Evarts, Manderson, Teller, 
Coke, Frye, Miller, Vest. 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., 

Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, 

Dawes, Hoar, Piatt, 
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NAYS—21. 

Berry George, MePherson, Walthall, 
Black burn, Gibson, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Brown, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Hearst, Ransom, 
Call, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

ABSENT—A. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Gorman, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Beck, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
Bowen, Hale, Morgan, s mer, 
Camden, Hampton, Morrill, an Wyck, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Pike, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Kenna, Riddieberger, 
Eustis, Logan, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. On page 32 of the bill is the appropriation in refer- 
ence to Romely Marsh. There is an inland channel, as is known I 
suppose to all Senktors—— 

Mr. FRYE. The order of the Senate was that the amendments of 
the Committee on Commerce should first be acted upon, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is proceeding now under that order. The Senator 
from Georgia had better withhold his amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I withhold my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading of the committee amend- 
ments will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 774, before the word ‘“‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘twelve’’ and 
insert ‘‘seven;’’ after the word “‘ thousand ”’ to insert “*‘ five hundred ;’’ 
and after the word “‘dollars,’’ in line 775, to strike out “‘no part of 
which is to be used above Indian Creek;”’ so as to read: 

Improving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama; Continuing im- 
provement, $7,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, insection 1, line'795, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniel's Creek. Alabama, 
$50,000, together with the $47,000 on hand; to be expended in accordance with 
the plan adopted by the board of engineers. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate not to agree to that amendment, and 
I do so upon facts that I consider conclusive. I have the engineer’s 
report, in which he states: 


The sum of $198,764 can be profitably expended during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, which it is thought will complete the improvement. 

The object of this improvement is especially for the transportation, in barges, 
of coal from the coal fields. The enormous quantities of coal in the country 
through which this river flows, and its superiority and accessibility, prove con- 
clusively the inyportance of the early —— of this improvement, render- 
ing it available tor the use of the General Government, people of the Gulf 
States, and the steamers of all nations employed in the commerce of the Gulf. 

Now I read from the report lately made by the board of engineers: 


The great importance of this improvement, which is intended to place the im- 
mense coal fields of the Black Warrior district in direct water communication 
with the Gulf of Mexico through the harbor of Mobile, has been fully set forth 
by Major Damrell, the engineer in charge,in his reports of the survey of this 
river. The board conferred with several of the distinguished citizens of the lo- 
cality, among whom were Hon. W. C. Jemison, mayor, General 8. A. M. Wood, 
and others, and it fully concurs in the views expressed by Major Damrell as to 
the great need of this work. 

In conclusion, the board desires to reeommend that this improvement be com- 
menced and completed with as little delay as possible, so that the advantages to 
be gained from it may be realized atan early day. 

That is signed by five engineers, who made that survey in person; 
and upon those facts I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It will be observed by the report of the engincer 
that there is already unexpended of former appropriations the sum of 
$47,000. ’ That of course must be added to the appropriation for the 
present year; and that with the $50,000 makes the appropriation for 
the year $97,000. The amount estimated by the engineers that can be 
profitably expended during the year is $198,700. The appropriation 
here then would be 50 percent. of the entireamount. That we thought 
was ample for the improvement this year. Of course that estimate 
could be expended this year, probably; but the question is, what would 
be necessary for the proper carrying on of this work; and the commit- 
tee were of the opinion that with this appropriation the work might be 
forwarded profitably and successfully, and all be accomplished that was 
desired during the year. 

The object of the improvement seems to be especially for the trans- 
portation of coal from the coal fields there, as stated by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out, in section 1, lines 847 and 848, as follows: 

Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that the Committee on Commerce rec- 
ommend this amendment to the Senate u the und that some 
bridges have been built acrossthe stream which impede navigation, and 
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that was the sole ground of the opposition on the part of the commit: 
to this appropriation. I admit that there are three bridges across t}h 
stream now which do impede navigation; but I propose by an amen! 
ment which I shall offer to correct any unfavorable opinion with 1: 
erence to this particular clause, and I will read it to the Senate and « 
plain it. 

I propose, if this appropriation in the bill as it passed the House is 
allowed to stand and the recommendation of our committee be disagre. 
to by the Senate, to add the following proviso to the clause, so as to! 
move the objection which I understand exists in the mind of the co: 
mittee to the appropriation as it came from the House: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until the State 
Mississippi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of (! 
Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad to be constructed so as not to obstruct (| 
navigation of said stream. 

The stream has been used for navigation purposes for half a cen 
tury. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator to make his proviso general, s 
that the appropriation shall not be used until all the bridges across t! 
stream shall have been made with a suilicient draw for the passage « 
vessels. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Michigan to be that my amendment does not apply to all the bridg: 
The Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad bridge is a very high bridge. | 
am personally cognizant of that fact, and it would rarely, if ever, ii- 
terfere with the navigation of the stream. Besides, I desire to call th 
attention of the Senate particularly to the fact that there are 90 mil: 
of navigation south of this bridge, and this appropriation is a very in 
significant sum to improve that part of the river; and in view of that 
fact I think the Senator from Michigan and the Senate might agre 
to allow this high bridge of the Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad 
remain until the necessities of navigation shall make it necessary t 
remove it. 

Besides, under this bill and under the general law, if this bridge sha!! 
prove an obstruction to navigation, the Secretary of War is authorized 
to have it removed or so constructed as not to interfere with navig: 
tion. 

I hope the Senate, therefore, with the understanding that immed 
ately upon the disagreement to this amendment I will offer the p: 
viso—— 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator read his amendment again? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right to offer it now to amen! 
the paragraph proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well,then. At the end of line 848 I move to 
add: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until the Statc 
Mississippi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of () 
Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not to obstruct t! 
navigation of said stream. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why is that line of demarkation drawn? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ninety miles of the best part of the river are sout): 
of that, and that is a very high bridge already, and will not interfe: 
with navigation except in very high water. 

The appropriation made by this bill is wholly insufficient accordin: 
to the engineer’s estimate to improve that part of the river below i! 
In addition to all that, if, when it is improved, this bridge shall be «n 
obstruction to navigation, it is in the power of the Secretary of War to 
have it removed or draws constructed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The actionof the committee in striking out th 
provision was based on the report of the engineer having the improv: 
ment in charge, and his statement clearly includes all these bridges 
I will read an extract from the report of the engineer contained in t!: 
report of the Chief of Engineers for 1885, part 1, page 241, under thc 
title of ‘‘Big Black River, Mississippi:’’ 

The bridge of the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad, about 15 mi!c- 
above the mouth of the river, and thatof the Vicksburg and Meridian Railro: 
90 miles above the mouth, and two highway bridges, all without draws, form «| 
structions to free and safe navigation atall stages of water. Until these obstri: 
tions are remedied it is recommended that no additional funds be appropriat: | 
for improving this river. 

He embraces all these bridges in his report and all stages of watcr, 
and absolutely refrains from recommending an appropriation. If th: 
amendment is to apply to any bridge it should apply to all the bridg:< 
it seems to me, and I do not see that there is any use in making the a) 
propriation. I do not suppose the engineer would use the money ev: ) 
if it were appropriated. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to that isthat the Vicksburg and }\-- 
ridian Railroad bridge is 90 miles from the mouth of the Big Blac! 
The money heretofore has all been expended below that, and then, :. | 
have stated, it is a very high bridge and will only in very rare instan:«s 
interfere with navigation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The first extract I read was from the Chie 
Engineers’ report transmitting the local engineer’s report. Now, t 
local engineer states in the Annual Report of the Chief of Enginecr:, 
part 2, page 1524: 

The bridges of the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad, about 15 
above the mouth, and the Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad, 9 miles above | 
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There are four bridges within that space of 90 miles, and the engi- 
neer embraces them all; I do not know how there could be any excep- | 
tion made, and I think we could do nothing else than strike out this 





clause. ’ 
Mr. FRYE. Does he not say there ought not to be any improvement | 


made? 

Mr. McMILLAN. He says that expressly. I read that in my first | 
statement. L 

Mr. GEORGE. I have nothing more to say except what I have 
said, that this money will not reach the improvement of the river as 
high as the Meridian Railroad bridge; and whenever that becomes a 
serious obstruction to the navigation of the river it will be time enough 
to remove it. The other brid | 


are all below and are all low bridges. 
The PRESIDING OFFI 


The question is on the amendment 


of the from Mississippi to the clause. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Ithink that would imply a power which we could | 
not ly exercise, directing the State of Mississippi to remove these | 


obstructions. I do not know that the State of Mississippi has any con- 
trol over these railroad companies. The navigable streams are under | 
the eustody.and direction of the United States, and we should remove 
these obstructions ourselves. I do not know that it would be proper 
to direct the State of Mississippi to do it. 

Mr. INGALIS. I have examined the report of the committee and 
find that there are no statistics in regard to Big Black River in Mis- 


sissippi. 

Mr McMILLAN. Because the item was stricken out and the report 
of the engineers contains the cost. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
whether he could advise the Senate as to the width of this stream and 
the depth of water maintained at the present time for navigation. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that I could except to say this, that 
it has been used for navigation purposes—— 

Mr. INGALLS. For steamers of considerable draught ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, small steamers, for halfa century. There are 
no shoals in the river. The only trouble about the navigation of the 


* river is the overhanging timber and the serpentine course of the river 


itself. It is a stream that has been navigated for 200 miles, running 
through the very best part of the State of Mississippi, highly cultivated 
and a counties lying on each side of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report of the Chief of Engineers contains no 
statistics of the commerce of those communities that are located along 
the banks of the Big Black River. I am very much disposed to en- 
deavor to obtain in some way a rude equity about this bill by assisting 
those States that have no Senator upon the Committee on Commerce to 
obtain the amounts to which they would be entitled under a fair dis- 
tribution of the amounts that are appropriated by this bill. It issaid 
that Heaven takes care of those who take care of themselves, and the 
Committee on Commerce have very well taken care of themselves, but 
in those States that have been so unfortunate as not to be represented 

the Committee on Commerce, which have been made the victims 
a transcendental economy, I desire, if possible, to correct those mat- 
ters of law by the application of principles of equity in those cases. 
But I confess that the appropriation made for Big Black River rather 
staggers me, for I find on page 1524 of the report of the Chief of Eu- 
giveers that the appropriation made in 1885 was expended in cutting 
20,987 trees, in girdling 3,744 trees, in removing 1,791 snags, 2,063 logs, 
and 48 rock heaps from the channel, and cutting 695 stumps. 

Mr. TELLER. Were the stumps in the river? 

Mr. INGALLS. It does not say whether the stumps were in the 
river oron the banks. It states also that— 


A jam of logs and brush, which had formed at the piers of the old Louis- 
ville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad bridge, completely obstructing the chan- 
nel, was removed in March, 1885. 

This work has resulted in the removal of the principal obstructions from the 
banks and channel, and greatly increased the facilities for navigation on that 
portion of the river in which it was done. 


The elimination of the trees from this river and the girdling of those 
that threatened its channel and the cutting of the stumps that the citi- 
zens had apparently left in objectionable places along these shores, I 
should judge from this report, had been sufficiently performed for the 
current year, and unless there has been an exceedingly rapid growth 
of vegetation in that country the last year I do not very well see how 
$5,000 additional could be required for this purpose. With every dis- 
position to be liberal toward those States that have no member upon 
the Committee on Commerce, I fear that in the absence of more definite 
information than appears in the report of the Chief of Engineers I shall 
be compelled to disagree with the Senator from Mississippi. I reserve, 
however, the to change my opinion in case further inquiry shall 
show the of this appropriation. 

The estimate of the Chief of Engineers for the com- 
pletion of the iunprovements of the river already begun is $27,000. 
Ido not know what is intended to be done, but that is the amount 
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I was about to ask the Senator from that State | I 


| propriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 


constitute largely the basis of our foreign commerce. 
| 
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said to be necessary. I have not made an inspection of the stream for 
the purpose of stating to the Senate what the particular works are; but 
here is the estimate, on page 1525, to which I call attention of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, of $27,000 as needed for the completion of the ex- 
isting project. 

I will read also, since the matter has taken up so much of the time 
of the Senate, what the local engineer says about it. First I will read 
the commercial statistics which the Senator from Kansas wants to hear, 
all I have on that subject. On page 1527 the engineer says: 


_ No reliable commercial statistics could be obtained, but the valley of the river 
is very fertile, and it is estimated thatabout 4,000 bales of cotton and 40,000 sacks 
of seed are annually produced in an ordinary season along that portion of the 
stream on which work was done during the past season. 

That is the first 74 miles 


About 100,000 oak staves are shipped out by the river every year 





by means of 


flatboats. 

On page 1526, the local engineer says 

The valley of Big Black is very fertile and productive; except where the 
Walnut Hills intercept the valley, cultivation is continuous on either side. The 


slopes incline rapidly to the river, rendering cultivation of lands immediately 
along the banks impracticable, but the edge of the cultivated lands on either 
side is not more than one-fourth of a mile from the river bank; 4,000 bales of 
cotton and 40,000 sacks of seed are produced in an ordinary scason 
mouth to the Ivanhoe bridge. 


And along that, below the Vicksburg and Meridan bridge: 


Most of this cotton and cotton-seed is either hauled a great distance to Port 
Gibson or Vicksburg at a considerable expense, or disposed of near home at « 
sacrifice. 


trom its 


I will go on a little further, and state that in July, 1882, when th: 
river and harbor bill was up, I offered an amendment to the bill appro- 
priating $10,000 for the improvement of this river. It was debated in 
theSenate. Mythen colleague, Mr. Lamar, made this statement, which 
desire to read in the hearing of the Senate: 

I concur with the Senator from Ohio that there ought to be a limit to the ap 
Applying his rule 
I think he has not very judicious! v 
timed his suggestion in applying it to the amendment offered by my colleague 


what discrimination ought to be made’ 


That was the amendment of $10,000 for the Big Black. 


This river is a navigable river, and it runs through a very important part of 
the country. The commodity which it bears to market and the centers of trade 
It is no insig nt 
stream, but a large river, and I regret very much that the Senator's zeal foi 
economy comes in just at this point. 


min 


A yea-and-nay vote on the amendment was had, and thirty-two Sen 
ators voted in favor of the amendment, and twenty-one against it, gis 
ing $10,000 to this river. It seems to me that after that it is not ne 
essary for me to say anything further in this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEoRGE] to the clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. question now is on the amend 
ment of the committee to strike out the clause as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment as amended be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Cuirr CLERK. The clause proposed to be stricken out as now 
amended reads: 

Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000 
Provided, That no part of thisappropriation shall be used until the State of Mis 
sissippi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of the Vicks 
burg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not to obstruct the naviga 


tion of said stream. 
Mr. INGALLS. 
| 





This river, so far as I can ascertain, from its head- 
waters to its junction with the Mississippi, is about 400 miles in length. 

The first appropriation for improving this stream was made by river and har- 
bor act of July 5, 1884. The project for the improvement contemplates the re- 
moval of snags, logs, wrecks, and overhanging trees obstructing navigation 
between the mouth and Cox’s ferry, 130 miles above, at an estimated cost « 
$32,000. 

The engineer states that the improvement, when the entire amount 
has been expended, will not be permanent, as new obstructions are con- 
tinually added from time to time. After reciting the work in detail 
that was done by the engineer, he continues, on page 241 of the first 
part of volume 2, Executive Document No. 1, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session, to state: 

The river, however, is only navigated at present by flatboats carrying staves, 
ae. 

“*Staves’’ I suppose mean the lumber of which barrels are made, | 
can not understand how a bridge, if it is constructed as bridges ordina- 
rily are at a reasonable distance above flood-level, could be any ob- 
struction whatever to the navigation of a stream by flatboats carrying 
| staves. It may be that the country being in the nature of a morass 01 
| swamp and subject to continual overflow, these bridges may not be suf- 
| ficiently above the flood-level to afford room for flatboats to get under, 

so that I do not see how the amendment offered by the Senator from 

Mississippi either helps or hinders this proposition, inasmuch as the 

snags and logs and rocks and overhanging trees have all been removed, 

| and it does not appear that they have been again renewed so as to make 

obstacles to navigation. I should think that the committee ought to 
be supported. 

Mr. GEORGE. 








As these bridges are now constructed steamboats 
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can not pass under. Steamboats formerly navigated the river, but of 
course they can not as long as the three bridges below remain unre- 
moved. My proposition is to remove them or have draws made in them 
or allow the State to do it before any money is spent. Then these 
steamboats can go there as they did in former times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out the clause as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. INGALLS. By the action of the Senate the amendment of the 
committee is disagreed to and the clause stands with the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Can we not have the yeas and nays? 

Several S—eNAToRS. ‘Too late. 

Mr. PLATT. That adds $5,000 to the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMU@DS. That is all; a mere trifle! 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 861, to increase the appropriation for ‘‘ improving Bayou Terre 
Bonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement,’’ from $5,000 te $10,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis Bayou Terre Bonne? Ishould like to hear 
that explained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. *The Senator from Louisiana will explain that 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. He is a member of the committee, I believe. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will explain the amendment. 

Gentlemen who are familiar with the Mississippi River know that it 
flows almost due south until it reaches Red River, and below that it 
flows generally in a southeasterly direction, so that if at any point on 
the Mississippi River after it reaches Red River you can take a bayou 
which connects with waters flowing southwesterly to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico it will be the shorter line to the Gulf, much shorter than the line 
taken by the riveritself. This improvement of the Bayou Terre Bonne 
is intended to give a short line from the Mississippi River to Texas, a 
shorter and an inland line in e‘Yect from the valley of the Mississippi 
to Texas and Mexico. It will save about 150 miles. Instead of tak- 
ing the circuit down the Mississippi River all the way to its mouth 
and then around the Gulf to Texas, the completion of this improve- 
ment, I repeat, will give a short inland line of communication by 
water from the Mississippi River through the various bayous, Bayou 
La Fourche, Bayou Terre Bonne to Berwick Bay, Berwick Bay being on 
the direct line to the State of Texas. 

I have a report written in 1884 by the engineer in charge of that dis- 
trict, an extract from which I will read explaining this appropriation: 

This route— 

Says Major Stickney —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under what date? 

Mr. GIBSON. January 24, 1884. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Two years and a half ago. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes,sir. I will say tothe Senator from Vermont that 
unless he has looked at the map of the State of Louisiana or has done 
me the honor to pay attention to my observations he will not appreciate 
the remarks here. 


This route, while making a very direct communication between New Orleans 
and Morgan City— 
Which is on Berwick Bay— 


for through commerce between the former city and the Teche country, South- 
western uu and Texas, would be a central line for the local commerce 
of that portion of the State lying between Donaldsonville,on the Mississippi, 
and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The local benefit of such a direct communication with a market is at once ap- 
parent. The general benefit would be in the shortening of the water route be- 
tween the deep-water harbor of the principal city and market of the State— 

And I may add of the whole Southwestern valley of the Mississippi— 


and all of the tributary territory of the Southwest, increased safety of naviga- 
tion as compared with the dangers of the Gulf and the possibilities arising in 
time of war, the checking of exorbitant freight rates on railroads, and the prob- 
able development of the resources of this portion of the State. 


That, in a word, Mr. President, is the theory on which this improve- 
ment (which ap to any one not acquainted with the country a 
mere local benefit) becomes an important work, giving it the impress 
of a national character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far from the railway is this line of water? 

Mr. GIBSON. It runs along some distance almost parallel with the 
railroad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far distant from the nearest point on this 
bayou to the railway line? 

Mr. GIBSON. About 12 miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a railroad from New Orleans to Morgan 
City? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. This is a shorter line than the railroad, 
and it would give an opportunity to carry commodities from the Mis- 


sissippi Valley by this inland water route to Berwick Bay, which will 
be the shipping point for the Gulf of Mexico. If the whole country 
through w this bayou runsand the other bayous which empty into 


it were a wilderness, this improvement would be important in respect 
of the national commerce of the United States. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I can perfectly understand and sympathize with 
the idea that the digging out of this river or bayou would be a loca! 
benefit, if for no other reason than for assisting in the drainage of the 
lands which lie along its sides. I believe, if 1 am correctly informed 
that the lands in that neighborhood are low. I believe that the plant. 
ers have extensive ditches all along that bayou, as it is called, draining 
their plantations as far as the nature of the ground will allow. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will permit me I can explain that 
About half the lands on either side of this bayou are drained into th 
bayou. The other half are drained into the swamps lying in the rea: 
But the police jury (which is our local government) in that parish has 
passed an ordinance prohibiting planters from draining into the bayou 
and the bayou is a navigable stream on which boats have been running 
for years—forty years to my own knowledge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not see how any police jury, while they may 
prohibit the digging of a ditch which will give celerity to the flow o: 
water down-hill, can prohibit the water that drains from these planta- 
tions plowed up for corn, sugar-cane, and so on from running into this 
bayou. And therefore, in respect of the matter of drainage, the more 
the bayous are improved, and the more free the circulation of water in 
them, the better would be the drainage of the lands. 

I wish to say again that I sympathize déeply with the idea of how 
much of local benefit is obtained by this species of appropriation. | 
can readily understand, from my knowledge of the somewhat mount- 
ainous and precipitous State in which I live, that if Congress would 
devote something of its superabundant means, which it is stated we 
have—I am not sure of it myself—to the building of highways in th 
State of Vermont that make the transfer by either a railway-highway 
or a roadway, of the commerce of New Hampshire and Maine to th 
borders of Lake Champlain, and from the vast region of Northern New 
York to the ocean, it would be notonly a great local benefit to the farmers 
who live along it, but it would be of national importance. But we hav: 
not yet in New England got up to the idea that it was a part of a na- 
tional object to operate in a way that chiefly redounds to loeal benetit, 
that those great national interests, like the harbor of New Orleans, lik: 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, like New York, like Savannah, and 
like San Francisco, and so on, which are one thing, are to have carried 
along on their backs these appropriations for improving every place in 
the United States where water runs or stands still. While it is tru 
that if you do spend your money you help somebody, you employ the 
laboring man, you keep money in circulation, you benefit the farmer 


and trader who live near to it, and your duty in that respect is just as 


great where there does not happen to be any water as it is wher 
there is. 


The Constitution of the United States makes no distinction between 


land and water except in its judicial clauses concerning maritin: 
jurisprudence and piracy on the high seas. 


ing roads, canals, &c., and our fathers knew it. 
first instance, before railways, as we know, for the Cumberland road 
which was a great national work, and so on. 
ply the real idea of our spending proper money out of the national 
Treasury for great national objects that are really a benefit to the 


whole country like the great places that I have named, and not to 


particular segregated and local parts of it, then I give most heartily 
and liberally; but when, as I said before, you are to make that the 
omnibus, on the four wheels of which all our small local interests and 
benefits are to be loaded and be carried through, I confess I do not 
think it just or constitutional or politic. 

Now, to come back to this particular instance, let us see whether it 
is within or withoutthe rule. I speak with the greatest sympathy ani 
respect about the Bayou Terre Bonne. Here is the last report of the 
engineer in charge, sent in at the beginning of the session. It is stated 
that ‘‘no work has been done on it for two years,’’ owing to a lack 0! 
fands. . 


An examination of this stream was ordered by Congress in 1879. 


That is always the first step. 
A project for improvement was made in 1880— 


It seems to take a year to make a project— 


at an estimated cost of $18,800, of which about $15,000 was to be for dredgiiig 
the balance for removing logs, trees, &c. 

The commerce to be benefited by the improvement. predtenny Sugar and 
molasses, was estimated at an annual valuation of $958,750. In 1880 an approp) 
ation of $10,000 was made. With this a dredge was hired— 


It does not say how much of the $10,000 it took to hire the dredge. 
but I hope it did not take it all, as it did all the bonds on the other 
t national work, that we provided to pay, for the expenses of print- 

ing and negotiating. 
With this a dredge was hired, and work was commenced 23} miles below 
eee ees upstream. In M 881, $8,800 more was appropriate: 


arch, 1 
improved about 8} milesof channel, and in 1881 stopped work 
about 15 miles be Houma, . 


They had got eight miles and a half. 


So that, as it respects our 
domestic affairs, our solidarity as a nation of people who come from 
all, State aud State and within States, just as if we were one single 
homogeneous State, there is no distinction between furnishing facil. 
ities and local and general benefits by improving rivers and by build- 
They provided in the 
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1886. 


The examination for improving the bayou was made during high water, and | 


was found to be al her too small in amount, as during low water it was seen 
that the bayou was little more than a ditch. The estimate for improvement 
was accordingly increased by Major Howell, the officer then in charge, by $20,000. 
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Which would redeem this bayou—I am not now reading, but stat- | 
ing—from the somewhat degraded character of being a ditch, as was | 
supposed, into the dignity of being a genuine bayou entitled to na- 


tional consideration. Now I go on to read: 


and part from Bayou Black appropriation a dredge was built. 


They found the expense of hiring evidently too much, and so they 
took another way that time, and bought a dredge. 


iati id $5,262.7 ilding of the | , 
The Terre Bonne appropriation paid $5,262.70 toward the building of the | ctreams all frozen up hard and unnavigable, and come back and report 


dredge. 
That was out of the $8,800 more, the first $8,000 having run out ap- 


parently. They took $5,262.70 to build a dredge, which left them | 


about $1,700 to carry on the work. 


In August, 1882, $7,000 more was appropriated for continuing this work, and | 


in September, 1882, work with the new dredge was commenced. 

They built the dredge in 1881 apparently, and that took about all 
the money; and then in September, 1882, having got $7,000, more they 
began; and that I say is not the fault of the bayou, it is the fault of 
the proper thing to be done with too small an appropriation. 

In August, 1882, $7,000 more was appropriated for continuing this work, and 


to within 10} miles of Houma— 


pleted about four miles and a half more of the improvement— 
when the funds became nearly exhausted, and further work had to stop. 
work has been done. 
feet— 

Not giving the width of the channel— 
but nearly every plantation on the bayou— 


This is a report sent in in December, bear in mind, made the sum- 
mer before: 


But nearly every plantation on the bayou has ditches draining into it. 
cause deposits in the bayou. 


The channel was originally dredged to a depth of 6 


These 
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It is related by some magician that when a man from a cold climate 
presented himself before the King of Siam, or some potentate in a 
southern country, and stated that water became Lard in the country 
where he was from—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may correct the 
story of the Talisman . 

Mr. GIBSON. It is related also, if the Senator will permit me, that 


senator, that is in Scott's 


Y : | the monarch held he would rather believe that the person who had re- 
With part of the money available from money appropriated for this work | 


| lated this story was guilty of an untruth or of a mistake than that the 
| laws of nature, so far as he knew them, were suspended. 


1 will inform 
the Senator that an inhabitant of Terre Bonne Parish, in which this 
bayou is situated, might go to Vermont in midwinter and find the 


to the people of Louisiana that we were endeavoring here to improve 
the water courses in a country where the water was all congealed and 
there was no navigation for four or five months in the year, and that 
we were expending the public money improperly. 

I will state to the Senator that in this alluvial district the streams 


|} become very shoal and shallow in summer; they often fill with grass; 


; | Ve any other State i > Union. 
in September, 1882, work with the new dredge was commenced and continued | ermont or any other State in the Union 


they become a foot or 18 inches deep; but in the winter, at the time 
the crops are being moved on the bayous throughout Mississippi and 
Louisiana, they are large and navigable streams; they would be con- 
sidered navigable streams in Vermont, very large rivers for a State like 
We must therefore take 


| into consideration these physical characteristics of the country in mak- 
Taking it out from the $15,000, which long before would have com- | 


ing appropriations for the bayous. 
I said at the outset that while this in one aspect was a local improve- 


| ment (and every improvement must necessarily bein one aspect a local 
No appropriations have since been made, and consequently no further 


improvement; you must give it a local habitation and a place), the pur- 


| pose is to give connection between New Orleans and Berwick Bay by a 


line 100 miles shorter than going around by the mouth of the Missis- 


| sippi River, in which the commodities from the Mississippi Valley 


| 
| 
| 


| might be distributed not only to Texas but throughout the country 
| bordering upon the Gulf of Mexico. 


It seems to me that we should improve a bayou which during eight 
or nine months of the year is 6 or 8 ieet deep, navigable for large boats, 
for batteaux of all kinds, which will give us such a connection. It is 


The state of nature is somewhat different in Louisiana to what it is | not necessary either to go through with this canal of which the engi- 


in Minnesota at Duluth, where the drainage of the sewage of a large 
city into a canal has no tendency to fill it up, as we are told, but in 
Louisiana the forces of nature operate differently, and the draining of 
the ditches into the bayou tends to fill it up— 


and opposite these numerous ditches it has again shoaled up until the depth 
is only about 4.8 feet. 
Whether that is at high water or low water we are not informed. 


One or two very small steamboats run up to Houma when there is any busi- 


ness for them, and the project was to carry the improvement up to Houma, 
there connect with an old Ghandened canal— 


Whether it goes by the name of Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan I 
do not know. 
about a mile long— 


You see there is a great similarity in the distances, but I do not know 
that it tends to prove identity. The Sturgeon Bay, I believe, isa mile 
and an eighth, so it probably is not the same canal— 
now dry, with agpesnede crossing each end of it, which canal formerly con- 
nected with the Bayou Black. Should this and the Bayou Black work ever 
reach the te ends of this short canal, which was about 33 feet wide, then 
it was this would be deepened and enable the tides to flow regularly 

both bayous and the canal, and maintain by its flow a better depth of 
water by preventing the rapid growth and accumulation of grass and vegetable 

As a local and nice little thing for the planters along there, I am for 
it; but as a great national object, I must say that I can not see my way 
clear to vote for increasing this appropriation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I concur entirely in the general ob- 
servations which the Senator from Vermont has made. I concur with 
him entirely in his constitutional view with reference to the works of 
improvement under this bill; but the difficulty about his position is 
that he phy and facts in this case, and in that re- 
spect I can not concur with him. 

The people living upon this bayou do not drain their plantations into 
a It is not * gamed that they should drain their plantations into 

at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the engineer says they do, this very year. 

Mr.GIBSON. ‘The engineer reported that they did, but I have stated 
that an ordinance had been passed by the local government preventing 
them from draining into the bayou, because it is not necessary for the 

= of their plantations. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iam speaking from a thorough knowledge of that 


} 


neer speaks. There is a bayou just above the canal which is a navi- 
gable highway and which communicates with Berwick Bay. 

So when you come to look at the facts in the case, the intention of 
the appropriation is not to confer a benefit upon a community by im- 
proving a local stream, but to use a local stream in order to give con- 
nection between the city of New Orleans and Berwick Bay; and in that 
sense I submit to the Senate that it is lifted out of the character of a 
mere local improvement, and that there is impressed upon it a national 
importance and character. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think the questions that are raised 
upon this amendment are very important ones. If the Senator from 
Vermont is right, then there is a very small portion, if any, of this bill 
which ought to be passed by the Senate or by either House of Con- 
gress. 

What is a national work? That isa very difficult question to de- 
termine. How many people shall it benefit? Shall it benefit all the 
people of the United States or a majority of the people of the United 
States to constitute it national? Is it to be determined in respect to 
the number of citizens of the United States whom it shall benefit? If 
it be a majority, the port of New York is probably the only one in the 
whole range of river and harbor improvement thai is a constitutional 
and proper object of expenditure. 

But I do not think that you can determine the propriety of an appro- 
priation in respect strictly and alone to the number of people whom it 
shall directly benefit. Suppose we take a single bale of cotton or a single 
bushel of wheat that enters into the foreign commerce of this country or 
into its domestic commerce and becomes a subject of exchange, which 
is more particularly illustrated in reference to its foreign commerce. 
It goes to any of the great ports of shipment. It becomes converted 
into a value which, transported abroad, becomes exchange, and enters 
into the general commerce of this country. In that respect that bushel 
of wheat or that bale of cotton is of national interest and of national im- 
portance. It becomes a part of the great industries and the exchanges 
of the country. 

Certainly no improvement would be undertaken for an insignificant 
quantity. But let us suppose a case where a bayou, a creek, or a river 


| may by an appropriation of a reasonable amount of the public money 


| be converted into a great highway of commerce, either interstate or 


IMUNDS. He speaks in the present tense here, this very | 


bayou and of the people who live upon it. They drain their planta- | 


for the most part to the swamps which stretch away from the high- 


on the bayou intothe Gulf of Mexico, into which the bayou itself | 


and the drainage is much better on the rear of their planta- 
their homes than in the direction of the bayou itself. 


XVIT——114 


| 


foreign, by what rule of reason or argument will you say that the large 
number of people, the whole entirety of the country may not be bene- 
fited by the exchanges consequent upon opening this new avenue of 
commerce ? 

It occurs to me that you can not test the value of an improvement 
for the transportation of the productions of the country by any other 
question than how far it will promote the exchange and interchange of 


| any considerable portion of the productions of the country. 


If I conceived that that was not the proper ground for voting a river 
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or harbor improvement I should be limited entirely to the single port 
of New York. But, as I understand, it is to promote in a material 
and an important degree the interstate or the foreign commerce of the 
country; and wherever an improvement will do that, and doit tosuch 
an extent as shall appreciably affect the general welfare of the country 
or the great bulk of its productions, it is a proper object of appropria- 
tion. The people of every locality have therefore a reasonable inter- 
est in a river or harbor improvement, to be determined only in respect 
to the cost of such improvement and to its value when made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 871, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ forty-five’’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $95,000; of which sum $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be used jin making a thorough survey of the river from 
Fulton, Ark.,to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou 
Pierre, Louisiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the chairman explain that. 
Paying $25,000 for making a survey seems to need some explanation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish some explanation as to paying $25,000 ont 
of this appropriation for improving the Red River from Fulton, Ark., 
to the Atchafalaya River in Louisiana. The total is $95,000, of which 
$25,000 is for a survey, which is more than a quarter of it as the com- 
mittee has left it. Of course the committee amendment is an improve- 
ment on the bill, but I should like to know on what ground more than 
a quarter of the total appropriation is to be expended in making a sur- 
vey of a well-known river, as I suppose this must be. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is upon the recommendation of the engineer 
in charge of this improvement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page is that recommendation to be found? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report will be found on pages 230 and 252 
of the report of the Chief of Engineers, and pages 1617 and 1472 of 
the detailed reports. 

Mr. PLATT. By whom is this survey to be made? 
ment engineer? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the necessity of the survey ? 
the chairman state it to us in brief? 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The engineer recommended asurvey of the entire 
river. That embraces the whole of the river, of course; and todo that 
he says would take the sum of $45,000. We thought that there was 
no necessity for any survey above Fulton; that practically above Ful- 
ton there is no necessity for any survey of the river or any improvement 
of the river, so far as we can discover; and that certainly $25,000 would 
be ample, even assuming that there was a necessity, as recommended 
by the engineer in charge of the improvement. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Vermont will permit me to 
make an observation about this item. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I happen to know something about Red River. Ithas 
never been surveyed, and it is a very peculiar stream. There is upon 
it above Shreveport what is known as the great raft, upon which the 
Government has expended several hundred thousand dollars, without 
having successfully removed it to thisday. This survey extends from 
Fulton to the mouth of the Atchafalaya, a distance of three hundred 
and sixty-odd miles. There never has been a survey of the river there, 
and on account of the creation of a new outlet and the effect this raft 
has had upon the river above Shreveport it is absolutely necessary that 
the survey should be made in order to know where improvements can 
be effectually placed. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will permit me, I will 
state what the engineers specially ask. 

It is recommended that a complete survey of Red River be made from Fulton, 
Ark., to its mouth, and that $45,000 be appropriated for this purpose in addition 
to the sum required for the improvement of the river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What year was that? 

Mr. GIBSON. That is this year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What document is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. GIBSON. Report No. 1391, made by the Committee on Com- 
merce to the Senate, which embraces the substance of the report of the 
engineers and the estimate made by the engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the report of the committee. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. The amount is cut down by the commit- 
tee from $45,000 to $25,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is the statement of the engineer. There 
may be some other statement, but I wish to contribute the little I can 
to help to a proper consideration of the bill. In this last volume, on 
page 1617 of the report of the Chief of Engineers, it is stated: 


Liarrie Rock, Arx., November 12, 1834. 


GENERAL: In pursuance with the requirements of your letter of July 31, 1884, 
I have the honor to furnish the following information relative to the question 
whether or not the Red River above Fulton is ‘‘ worthy of improvement.” 


By a Govern- 


Can not 
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Mr. VEST. That is a different part of the river, if the Senator wil! 
permit me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the report of the engineers about the 
other part of the river, then, if the river has two parts? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Louisiana has it, and I have it here 
also. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is the report of the engineers that I have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Louisiana was reading from the 
report of the committee, I understood. 

Mr. VEST. No; the report of the engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page? 

Mr. GIBSON. Page 237. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my friend from Minnesota to state again the 
pages of the report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
will find Appendix U. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us see how that is: 


Improvement of Red River—— 


Mr. McMILLAN. “ Louisiana and Arkansas.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. The Chair will pardon me a moment. In- 
stead of speaking I will try to find this place. 

Mr. PLATT. While the Senator is looking for it I should like to 
make an inquiry. If I correctly understand the report of the commit- 
tee, on page 237 the statement is that the amount which can profit- 
ably be expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, is $90,000; 
but I find as the bill comes over from the House that it provides for 
the expending of $95,000, which is $5,000 more than the Chief of En- 
gineers, as I suppose, says can be profitably expended. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Connecticut is in error in that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Look at page 231. 

Mr. GIBSON. The engineers ask for $90,000 for the improvement 
of the river, and in addition they ask for $45,000 for a‘survey. The 
committee allow $95,000 for the improvement and survey. 

Mr. PLATT. No; theyallow $95,000 for the improvement ofthe river. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘“ Of which sum $25,000’ shall be used for making 
a survey. 

Mr. PLATT. I see; the Senator is right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see at page 231 that Captain Bergland, of the 
Corps of Engineers, after proceeding to state the difficulties of doing any- 
thing there, that the great raft or dam made by the timber that has 
come down and lodged has improved the navigation in a certain place 
below Shreveport; and when they were trying to cut out this raft, 
closing Tone’s Bayou and opening a channel through the falls of Alex- 
andria, and deepening the water over the shoal places, &c., the thing 
was so unpopular there among the people who were to have the benefit 
of the navigation that they rose with an armed force and drove off the 
persons who were engaged in spending the public money to carry out 
this supposed improvement. 

Mr. INGALLS. And destroyed a dam which had already been 
erected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and destroyed a dam, &c. In view of the 
question whether it is worth while to spend even $25,000 for surveying 
a river which is now so fall of wood and of earth that they can not yet 
find out in what way they want to improve it, and when in doing what 
they have already tried to do the people of the vicinity find it so inju- 
rious to their interests that they rise contrary to law and resort to 
methods of violence to prevent this public work being carried on, | 
think we might well wait a little while. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GIBSON. This is an amendment cutting down the appropria- 
tion, I suggest to Senators. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 902, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out “according 
to the plan and recommendations in Appendix V 13, Executive Docu- 
ment 1, Forty-ninth Congress,’’ and in line 904, after the word ‘“‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which there are to be expended $8,000 at Pine 
Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, and $10,000 at Dardanelles, or so mucl 
thereof under those sums respectively as may be necessary at those 
poinis;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask some member of th: 
committee reporting the bill the object of moving to strike out the lines 
just read by the Secretary. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The object the committee had in view was to 
avoid adopting the plan of improvement of this river referred to in the 
bill as it came from the House. We thought we were not ready t» 
enter upon the execution of a plan of such magnitude at this time, an‘ 
that the iation should be made to merely continue the improve- 
ment of the river without entering upon the new project. To continu: 
it as it has been we were willing to permit the sum to be appropriate:! 
without committing to the plan which is submitted in th: 
executive document referred to here. ‘That is the reason why the con.- 
mittee struck out the clause in the bill. 


Pages 1617 and 1472, part 2. At page 1472 you 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the ameudment as proposed by the 
committeeshould be adopted by the Senate, I should like to understand 
if the $75,000 proposed to be appropriated to the Arkansas River would 
necessarily be used for the removal of snags, wrecks, &c., as provided 
in the next paragraph. , ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. It would be appropriated in that way under the 
former plan, not entering upon the plan suggested in the appendix to | 
the report of the Chief of Engineers, which is referred to in the bill as 
it came from the House. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It would be in pursuance of the plan 
heretofore pursued for theimprovement of the river in a general way, 


Mr. McMILLAN. That is a separate appropriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understand. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The $75,000is for continuing the improvements 
as they have progressed heretofore under the direction of the Secretary 
of War. As the bill came from the House it abandoned the former sys- 
tem of improvement and entered upon a plan suggested by the engi- 
neers, ing of course from the original plan; and we thought it 
better to leave the appropriation and let the engineer go on in pursu- 
ance of the views heretofore entertained by the Secretary of War and 
carried out by those under his direction. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is one other question I should like 
toask. If the amendment should be adopted as it is proposed, could 
any part of this appropriation of $75,000 be used for the purpose of re- 
moving bars at Fort Smith, Pine Bluff, and Dardanelles? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ifit was embraced in the improvement of the 
river heretofore it could be so expended by the engineer in charge of 
the work. We struck out the limitations upon the Chief of Engineers 
and upon his subordinates, and we permit him to exercise his discre- 
tion in the expenditure of this money and in the improvement of the 
river as the improvement has been heretofore carried.on. That is the 
only thing. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I haveareport here from Captain Taber, 


the necessity for this appropriation and for the removal of these bars. 
I am perfectly willing to let the amendment be adopted as it is if the 
engineers in charge of this appropriation can, if it is necessary to do 
so, use the money for the purpose of removing these obstructions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is in their discretion certainly, if that has 
been the plan of the improvement of the river heretofore. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If that is the effect of the amendment, 
I have no objection to its adoption. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It does not require the engineer to do it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 910, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-six”’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ after the word ‘‘thousand’’ to strike out 
‘five hundred;’’ in line 911, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“of which sum $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little 
Rock, Ark., and Wichita, Kans.;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $25,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that amendment will not be 

; for the reason that the report of the engineer shows that a sur- 
vey has been made of the Upper Arkansas River before this time, which 
has been ,and of which the data and field-notes are all in 
the hands of the engineer, and it is absolutely necessary to have $1,500 | 


to make the maps, so as to utilize the work which has been done here- | 


tofore by the officers in charge. It seems to me that it would be as | 
absol necessary that those maps be made and that the $1,500 asked | 
for by the engineer be appropriated in the bill as it is to appropriate | 
any other amount of money asked for. 
I do not understand upon what theory the committee proceeded in 
ee aenten $1,500from the amount asked for. I should | 
like to what particular object the committee had in making that | 
reduction, or else I hope the Senate will not agree to the amendment. 
Mr. McMILLAN. It will be observed that we continue the appro- | 
priation for the removal of the snags and other obstructions in the river, 
and we to strike out $1,500 which is supposed to be necessary 
to eeaanee the survey of the river between Little Rock, Ark., and | 
Kans. I suppose that is for the purpose of making asurvey of 
that portion of the river. There was nothing to indicate that it is the 
mere making of maps or plans or anything of that kind of asurvey | 
that has been heretofore made, but it appeared to be for the continu- 
ation of the survey, and it was not deemed necessary to make a special 
for a survey in regard to that part of the river. 
the bill we make a general appropriation for the surveys of rivers; | 
and additional provisions for spent surveys should never be permitted 
unless for very reasons. We merely struck out the portion in | 
regard to the survey, which would indicate some enlargement and new 
work to be undertaken. Continuing the work as it is going forward, 


| 

| 

} 

do I understand the chairman to say ? 


1 
made this spring to a member of the committee of the House, stating 


6611 


we merely struck out this appropriation for the survey, and reduced the 
total appropriation by that amount. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the estimate as made by the Depart- 
ment, on page 252, under the head of ‘‘continuation of survey of Ar- 
kansas River from Wichita, Kans., to Fort Gibson, Ind. T.,’’ I find the 
following: 

There was expended up to June 30, 18S4, upon this $6,545.44, which had carried 


the survey well down toward Tulsa, in the Indian Territory. During the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, there was expended $2,575.43, which completed the 


|} field work in an indifferent way and plotted the notes so as to make them avail- 


able. 

: The maps will answer for the present necessity, but will require more than 
the available balance on hand to complete them. The oflicer in charge esti- 
mates that $1,500 will be required for this purpose and for completing tho maps 
of the survey of the lower river, for which an appropriation was made in the 
river and harbor act of July 5, 1884. 

It appears from this that a survey which has been heretofore made 
and which is practically completed will be useless unless this $1,500 
shall be appropriated to make the maps to utilize the surveys pre- 
viously made. Under the circumstances it seems to me the committee 
have made an oversight in not providing for these maps. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If that were so, then it should be “‘for the pur- 
pose of completing the maps for the survey of the river heretofore 
made,’?’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As the appropriation is made for that 
purpose, and as the money is necessary for the survey work, I presume 
that the language would be sufficient to cover it, and when the engi 
neer says the object is to make maps, I suppose he may be trusted to 
use the $1,500 for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause in section | from 
line 915 to line 917, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, Texas, and the Indian Territory, above Ful 
ton, Ark., $7,000. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the committee, in offering this amendment, 
was laboring under a misapprehension as to the facts. It has been 
stated to me by members of the committee that they went upon the 
supposition that there was no estimate for thiswork. They were prob- 
ably misled by the words ‘‘Texas and the Indian Territory,’’? which 
should not be in the clause; they were placed there by mistake in the 
House. It should read: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000. 

The estimate will be found on page 1617 of the report of the Chief 
of Engineers. Itwill there beseen that there is a recommendation lor 
improving Red River above Fulton, Ark., of $10,000. ‘There wasasu 
sequent report of the engineer, who said that no improvement was nec- 
essary above that point; that is, from the mouth of the Kimishi to 
the mouth of the Washita, but it has no reference whatever to this. 
That is an improvement in the Indian Territory and Texas, which the 
engineer did state was not necessary; but this improvement he does 
recommend, with the exception of the words ‘‘ Texas and the Indian 
Territory.’’ The clause should read: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark. 

The report will be found, as I stated, on page 1617. Iam satisfied 
that the committee acted upon a misapprehension of the facts. There- 
fore I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to remove from the minds of the Senators from 
Arkansas the impression that there was any disposition in the world to 
do their State injustice or to cut down these appropriations wantonly. 
If I know myself, speaking for one member of the committee, I have 
every disposition to meet their views so far as I can consistently with 
public duty. It may be that the committee were misled by the lan- 
guage of the report, but I will call the attention of the Senator to the 
conclusion of the supplemental report, upon page 1626 of volume 2, 
part 2, of the engineers’ reports. That report is made by Max A. Orlopp, 


| jr., assistant engineer. Captain Taber says: 


Referring to my letter of November 12, 1884, I have the honor to inclose the 
report of an assistant sent to make a further examination of the Red River above 
Fulton. Taken in connection with my report as contained in that letter it sets 
at rest the question of the desirability of improvement above the mouth of the 
Kimishi River. 


Captain Taber first alludes to the improvement of the river above 


| Fulton, and then he says: 


It sets at rest the question of the desirability of improvement above the mouth 
of the Kimishi River. 

It is true that in a former report there was an estimate made for the 
improvement of the river above Fulton, which is above the great raft 
In the subsequent report, upon the page which I have mentioned, is the 


| summary by this assistant engineer of his survey and the results of his 


observation, he says: 
In order to improve the Red River— 
Not mentioning the Red River between the Washita and the mouth 


| of the Kimishi, but ‘‘in order to improve the Red River,’’ as a mat 


ter of course above Fulton, because that was the heading of his survey 
and that was where he made his observation: 
In order to improve the Red River so as to make navigation possible for six 
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months in the year it would be necessary to confine the water to a channel of 
not more than 200 feet in width. This would require the building of dams, 
dikes, and bank protections upon a material which can not be controlled except 
by the expenditure of a large amount of money for very elaborate work, the ex- 
a of which is not warranted by the amount of commerce which the coun- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. VEST. I am reading from the supplementary report of Mr. 
Orlopp, assistant engineer, contained in‘volume 2, part 2, of the report 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On what page? 

Mr. VEST. I have given the page, 1626. It isthe summary of his 
report and the last report that was made to the Secretary: 

The problem of transportation has been clearly demonstrated by the railways, 
without taking the river as a factor. 

I submit if this engineer meant what he said, he meant the river 
above Fulton. If he meant the river between the Washita and the 
mouth of the Kimishi, he ought to have said so, He is speaking now 
about using the river and improving it as a factor above Fulton, or else 
I entirely misapprehend the English tongue. 

In order to make the river navigable from the mouth of the Washita to the 
mouth of the Kimishi— 

He goes on to say, meaning the whole river above Fulton— 

In order to make the river navigable from the mouth of the Washita to the 
mouth of the Kimishi River,a distance of 110 miles, it would require not less 
than $10,000 per mile, making a total amount of $1,100,000, and it is questionable 
if this large amount would make the improvement permanent. 

It is not advisable to make any estimate of the cost of improvement above 
the Washita, as in some years the river carries no water for a month, and during 
the remainder of the year the volume of water is so small that it could not be 
put to any practicable use. 

The construction which the Senator from Arkansas puts upon this 
language is that it applies simply to the Washita and the Kimishi, 
whereas the language of the report is the Red River. I am not oppos- 
ing the wish of the Senator from Arkansas to reject the amendment, 
because it seems to be the disposition of the Senate to overrule the com- 
mittee as to all these changes in the bill. I have no personal feeling 
about it. I was governed in my action by the report of this engineer, 
and it is for the Senate to look upon this language and to pass upon 
this question. I wish tosay just here that there never was a more un- 
grateful task than that of constructing a riverand harbor bill. If you 
cat down an estimate it is a personal matter immediately with the Sen- 
ators from that State; if you do not increase it it is equally a personal 
matter; and between the two things, and the criticisms of the Senator 
from Kansas and others who have no navigable streams in their States, 
the committee is emphatically between the devil and the deep sea. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state that I have no disposition whatever to 
make this a personal matter with the Senator from Missouri or with 
any one else. I simply state in view of these reports that the first re- 
port referred to the Red River in Arkansas above Fulton, as it states; 
and the engineer recommends that an appropriation be made for that 
purpose. Afterward a subsequent survey was ordered for the river 
above that point, that is, from the mouth of the Kimishi to the mouth 
of the Washita. He states that that improvement he thinks would cost 
more than the Government ought to undertake at this time. That is 
conceded, but I state that he does report that $10,000 are necessary for 
the Red River in Arkansas above Fulton. The House appropriated 
$7,000, and I ask the Senate to retain the clause as it came from the 
House at $7,000. 

As to the criticism upon the committee for the bill I have nothing 
tosay. I simply assert that this is necessary to the commerce of that 
river, and that I hope the Senate will not agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In confirmation of what my colleague 
has just stated the letter of Captain Taber, transmitting the report 
from which the Senator from Missouri has just read, says: 

Taken in connection with my report as contained in that letter it sets at rest 
i ae of the desirability of improvement above the mouth of the Ki- 

The mouth of the Washita is above the mouth of the Kimishi. The 
report as read by the Senator from Missouri does set at rest the ques- 
tion of improving the Red River above the mouth of the Kimishi and 
toward the mouth of the Washita, but it does not touch the Red River 
from Fulton, Ark., toward the mouth of the Kimishi, and the appro- 
priation as proposed here was not even to reach the Kimishi or go half 
way to the Kimishi, but was simply to go from Fulton up toward the 
Texas line. 

Mr. McMILLAN, If the amendment is disagreed to as reported by 
the committee of the Senate, of course the text is restored as it came 
from the House. That being so, this is the appropriation: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, Texas, and the Indian Territory, above Ful- 
ton, Ark., $7,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me one moment? I stated 
that the words “‘ Texas and the Indian Territory’? were there by mis- 
take, and of course naturally misled the committee. They were put 
there by an amendment by one of the members from Arkansas through 
a misapprehension of the facts in the House of Representatives, and 
they ought not to be there, and I propose to move to strike them out. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. If it was a mistake in the House, it was certainly 
a mistake which accords with certain facts in the reports of the engi- 
neer for the improvement of this river. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will turn to page 1617 he will find that 
it does not accord with the facts of the report of the engineer. It is 
headed ‘* Examination of Red River above Fulton, Ark.’? Neither 
the Indian Territory nor Texas is named. That is on page 1617, and 
on the following page the engineer says: 

The proper outfit for this work is a hand snag-boat, costing about $4,000. It 
will cost about $1,500 per month for running expenses. Four months’ work 
ought to put the stream in fair shape at a total cost of $10,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But the desire to improve this entire river, and 
to expend the appropriation upon the river as recommended by the 
House, would of course embrace the whole extent of the river, and the 
Chief of Engineers would direct the expenditure of the money upon 
the whole of the river in Arkansas, Texas, and the Indian Territery. 
It can not be otherwise. 

Mr. BERRY. I have twice stated, if the Senator will allow me, that 
I proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ Texas and the Indian Territory,”’ 
so as to make it apply according to this report to the Red River above 
Fulton, in Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in order now, and now is the time to move that 
amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well, I will offer the amendment now to strike 
out the words ‘‘ Texas and the Indian Territory;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000. 


Mr. MAXEY. I do not know what the committee had in view. I 
happen to know the points, however. Fulton is in the State of Arkan- 
sas. The mouth of the Kimishi is a point in the Choctaw Nation, in 
the Indian Territory, where the river Kimishi empties into the Red 
River. Immediately opposite is the county of Red River, in the State 
of Texas. That is the situation between Fulton, Ark., and the mouth 
of the Kimishi. I know both points of the country well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 915 and 916, itis proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘ Texas, and the Indian Territory;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., £7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out the clause as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the amendment as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. HARRIS. The original text of the bill was amended before the 
proposition to strike out was put. The proposition to strike out has 
failed and the original textas amended stands. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out lines 918 and 919 of section 1, as follows: 

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas, $3,000. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I find thereport relating to that river by 
Captain Taber to be very short, and it seems to me to be conclusive on 
this question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. From page 1612, volume 2, part 2. He 
recommends on this page an appropriation of $8,400, and sets out the 
advantages of improving the river, and states the necessity for its being 
done, it seems to me in very clear and distinct terms. Three thousand 
dollars was appropriated by the House where about $9,000 is recom- 
mended. Under the circumstances it seems to me there could be no 
excuse for striking out that appropriation, especially when the engineer 
reports: 

From report of Assistant Engineer M. A. Orlopp, herewith, it appears that— 

First. Judsonia is the highest point warranting plans of improvement for low- 
water nav ion. 

Second. For rafting a very trifling expenditure will greatly benefit the stream 
for the entire distance over which this industry is carried on. 

Third. The commerce to be benefited is unusually large, this stream being lo- 
eated in a very prosperous section of the State. 

Fourth. His report gives all the data necessary to make an enlightened esti- 
mate of the amount required without further survey. 

Fifth. The present commerce, from his report, amounts to about 13,500 bales of 
cotton yearly, and merchandise imported 4,700 tons. 
+. *« “ >. 7 = oe 

Future commerce is hard to estimate, but this section is regarded as one of the 
most mising ones in the State. Its reputation as a fruit-growing country is 

very 
Sixth. The problem of improvementis very simple and admits of a certain so- 
lution, and may be briefly summed as follows: 

1. Remove the bowlders that interfere with rafting above Juadsonia. 

2. Remove the shoals 3 miles below Judsonia that interfere with low-water 
navigation to Judsonia. 

The assistant’s report will be found appended and marked A. 

. . = 


> 7 x > 
From the data submitted herewith it is recommended that $8,400 be expended 
upon this stream, substantially as follows: 
Remo bowldess above Judsonia..................ceceressessnessesereenrveresesecnssns canes $400 
3 feet deep through the shoals 3 miles below Judsonia..... 8,000 
remark seems unnecessary, as this case is such a simple one, and the 
benefits to be derived so large compared with the outlay. 
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Iam fectly willing to rest the case on the language of the report 
of the and I hope the Senate will not agree to the amendment. 


Mr. McMILLAN. We will rest upon that. 
The amendment was rejected. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. | 
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by them, construct roads of every description; establish lines of telegraph and 


} 


| 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this | 


day approved and signed an act (S. 2732) to authorize the printing of 
q the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late John F. Miller. 


RAILROADS IN MONTANA—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 2281, entitled “An act granting to 
railroads the right of way through the Indian reservation in Northern Mon- 
} tana.” 
\ 


The reservation referred to stretches across the extreme northern part of Mon- 
tana Terri , with British America for its northern boundary. It contains an 
area of over 30,000 square miles. It is dedicated to Indian occupancy by treaty 
of October 17, 1855, and act of Congress of April 15, 1874. No railroads are within 
immediate to its boundaries, and only one, as shown on recent maps, 

; is under construction in the neighborhood leading in its direction. The sur- 
; rounding country is sparsely settled, and I have been unable to ascertain that 
4 the necessities of commerce or any public exigencies demand this‘legislation, 
1 which would affect so seriously the rights and interests of the Indians occupy- 


ing the Tage oy E 
is in the nature of a general right of way for railroads through this 

a Indian reservation. The Indian oecupants have not given their consent to it, 
neither have they been consulted regarding it, nor is there any provision in it 

for securing their consent or agreement to the location or construction of rail- 


roads wu their lands. No routes are described, and no general directions on 
which line of any railroad will be constructed are given. 
No organized railway company engaged in constructing a railroad 
4 toward the reservation and y or desirous to build its road through the 


Indian lands to meet the needs and requirements of trade and commerce is 
named. The bill gives the right to any railroad in the country, duly organized 
under the laws of any Territory, of any State, or of the United States, except 
those of the District of Columbia, to enter this Indian country, prospect for 
routes of travel, survey them,and construct routes of travel wherever it may 

3 please, with no check save possible disapproval by the Secretary of the Interior 

of its maps of location, and no limitation upon its acts except such rules and reg- 
ulations as he eee pease. 

. . This power vested in the Secretary of the Interior might itself be improvi- 

ee and subject to abuse. 

No tof time is fixed within which the construction of railroads should 
begin or be ——. Without such limitations, speculating corporations 
would be enabled to seek out and secure the right of way over the natural and 
most feasible routes, with no present intention of constructing railroads along 
such lines, but with the view of holding their advantageous easements for dis- 

at some future time to some other corporation fora valuable censideration. 
n this way the construction of needed railroad facilities in that country could 
be hereafter greatly obstructed and retarded. 

If the United States must exercise its right of eminent domain over the In- 
dian territories for the general welfare of the whole country, it should be done 
cautiously, with due me for the interests of the Indians, and to no greater 

: extent than the exigencies of the public service require. 

a Bills tending somewhat in the direction of this general character of legisla- 

4 tion, affecting the rm pom of the Indians reserved to them by treaty stipulations, 

4 have been presen to me during the present session of Congress. They have 
received my reluctant eee, though Iam by no means certain that a mis- 
take has not been made in passing such laws without providing for the consent 
to such nts the Indian occupants and otherwise more closely guarding 
their and interests; and I ho that each of those bills as it received my 

3 approval would be the last of the kind presented. They, however, designated 

t et companies, laid down general routes over which the respect- 

’ ve roads should be constructed through the Indian lands, and specified their 

y direction and termini,so that I was enabled to reasonably satisfy myself that 
SS of the public service and the interests of commerce probably de- 

the construction of the roads, and that by their construction and opera- 
tion the Indians would not be too seriously affected. 

The bill now before me is much more general in its terms than those which 
have preceded it. It is a new and wide departure from the general tenor of leg- 
islation affecting Indian reservations. It ignores the right of the Indians to be 
consulted as to the disposition of their lands, opens wide the door to any rail- 
road corporation to do what, under the treaty covering the greater portion of 
the reservation, is reserved to the United States alone; it givesthe right to enter 
upon Indian lands to a class of corporations carrying with them nfany individ- 
uals not known for any scrupulous a for the interest or welfare of the In- 
dians ; it invites a general invasion of the Indian country, and brings into con- 

tact and intercourse with the Indians a class of whites and others who are 

- independent of the orders, regulations, and control of the resident agents. 

jo ilineene ing railroads aw Indian lands are strongly tempted 

to at will upon the reserved rights and the property of Indians, and 
thus are apt to become so arbitrary in their dealings and domineering in their 
conduct toward them that the Indians become disquieted, often threatening 
d= outbreaks, and periling the lives of frontier settlers and others. 
: I am impressed with the belief that the bill under consideration does not suf- 


ae ye 


i ee es ed 
















military posts; use materials of every description found in the Indian country ; 
build houses for agencies, missions, schools, farms, shops, mills, stations, and 
for any other purpose for which they may be required, and permanently occupy 


} as much land as may be necessary for the various purposes above enumerated, 


including the use of wood for fueland land for grazing, and thatthe navigation 
of all lakes and streams s/iall be forever free to citizens of the United States. 
freaty with the Blackfeet Indians, October 17, 1855, 1L Statutes at Large, pages 

659.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to makea 
report at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report by direction of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations the bill (S. 2208) to amend and enlarge the fifth section of an 
act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the dis- 
tribution of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day 
of July, 1868,’’ with an amendment and a written report prepared by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], a member of that commit- 
tee, who had the matter in charge, but who on account of the illness 
of a member of his family is detained from the Senate; and I make 
the report on his behalf. 

I have not had an opportunity, nor has the committee, to examine 
the detail of the statements which are made in his report, and the cir- 
cumstances occupying all his time by the illness of his family may pos- 
sibly have led him, as he had to write the report absent from Washing- 
ton, into some minor errors. Ido not know that that is so, but I think 
it is due to him to say that the report was written away from Wash- 
ington, and if any little error should appear it can be accounted for in 
that way. It is the report of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to submit the minority report in that case, 
and I ask that it be printed with the majority report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar and the report printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the views of the minority will be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be taken. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Charles E. Creecy, assignee of A. Elsberg and others, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States author- 
ities for public purposes, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2803) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick, reported 


The report will be received, if there 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2818) to increase the rate of pension for deafness and 
loss of sight; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2243) to increase the rate of pension for deafness, moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask to have that bill read ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator that several bills have been 
referred to the committee increasing the rate of pension for deafness and 
for defective sight. It has been thought best, and in fact the only thing 
we could do, to report an original bill which covers all. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has the original bill been read? 

Mr. BLAIR. The original bill has been read and the other indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. HARRISON. That I did not understand. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; and 

A bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Laurence. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 


















































+ whom were referred a resolution of March 24, 1886, directing the com- 
and ‘of the ee eeerieear aeetienes; eran Tons thas mittee to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill providing that 
of the proposed is demanded by any exigency of the public welfare. the price of gas furnished by the Washington Gas Light Company shall 
Rancethiet Jel GROVER CLEVELAND. | not exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet, and the bill (S. 1567) regulating 
a. 0 aeaptiadhmege gas works in the District of Columbia, submitted a report, accompanied 
is Mr. DAWES. With the consent of the Senator from. Minnesota I | by a bill (S. 2819) relating to the manufacture and sale of gas in the 
move that the be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, | city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and amendatory of an 
- and I desire to have go along with that remarkable message the section | act entitled ‘‘An act regulating gas-works,’’ approved June 23, 1874 
of the treaty which has affected the President so sensibly in the draught | which was read twice by its title. 
er of this I desire to have it understood that the committee who SILI, INTRODUCED. 
hg sage Ante sige ema spate Sarg Indians. | “Mr. McPHERSON introduced a joint resolution (8. It. 75) author- 
ed sage is in these words: izing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Caleb W. Spofford and 
np ’ am * de his associates to erect a hotel upon the lands of the United States on 
ARTICLE establishing traveling thoroughfares throug i ‘ ‘ove. New Jersey: which wz 
+ and the to enable the dent to execute the provisions the ‘Gote — o— near Horseshoe Cove, New Jersey; which was 
of the aforesaid nations end tribes do hereby consent, and that | Tead twice by e. ee a 
he ibe may, within the countries respectively occupied and claimed Mr. EDMUNDS. There ought to be a provision in the joint resola- 
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tion that the United States should pay for building the hotel. It 
seems to be insufficient as it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill and an amendment 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DIGEST OF OFFICIAL OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the Digest of the Official Opinions of the At- 
torneys-General of the United States from 1789 to 1881; of which 2,000 copies 


shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented the petition of J. B. Francis and 43 other 
citizens of the first Congressional district of Georgia, the petition of W. 
F. Henderson and 192 others citizens of the fifth Congressional district 
of Georgia, and the petition of George S. Cassin and 140 other citizens 
of the fifth Congressional district of Georgia, praying for the passage 
of the following measures at the present session: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-enlture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a part of the great Sioux reservation to settle- 
ment; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of A. J. Thompson and 500 
other citizens of the twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, the peti- 
tion of C. J. Lorella and 50 other citizens of the ninth Congressional 
district of Missouri, the petition of A. W. Baker and 81 other citizens 
of the twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of 8. Fr. 
Hickey and 34 other citizens of the twelfth district of 
Missouri, the petition of G. W. Thompson and 205 other citizens of the 
twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of John May- 
nard and 206 other citizens of the thirteenth Congressional district of 
Missouri, the petition of J. F. Gibson and 175 other citizens of the 
thirteenth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of W. 
Durk and 56 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Mis- 
souri, the petition of H. Hammond and 65 other citizens of the third 
Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of Henry Kane and 138 
other citizens of the third Congressional district of Missouri, the peti- 
tion of George Pierce and 263 other citizens of the third Congressional 
district of Missouri, the petition of R. M. Austin and 110 other citizens 
of the second Congressional district of Missouri, and the tion of 
James A. Kennedy and 110 other citizens of the thirteenth Congres- 
sional district of Missouri, praying for the passage at the present session 
of Congress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad Jand grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation toset- 

tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill maki Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibitin nai talbead 

8. Bill diree ont Sedihshatieats of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were refeered to the Committee on Finance. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 












The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out the following clause, from line 924 to 928, inclusive, of section | 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $18,000; thi-. 
teen thousand of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to comp! 
the survey of said river; the remainder for general improvement. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Thisamendment, as recommended by t! 
committee, it seems to me, from the reports of the engineers, wou 
have been a most natural one. The members of the House who are in- 
terested in the improvement of this river, finding that there was no est- 
mate made for the improvement of the river, addressed a note to th 
engineer in charge, calling his attention to the omission. I have inn 
hand the letter from the acting Chief of Engineers, dated March i- 
1886, addressed to Hon. ALBERT S. WILLIS, the chairman of the Co: 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors in the House, in which he says: 

Referring to communication from this office of yesterday's date in relation 
the improvement of White River, Arkansas, I beg now to state that in reply 
a telegram from this office, Capt. H. 8. Taber, Corps of Engineers, reports th 
$13,000 will be required to complete White River survey, and $10,000 can profit 
bly be expended on the improvement during the year 1887. 

Captain Taber’s report, which is inclosed in this letter, contains t! 
following language: 

My recommendations for the White River seem to have been overlooked 
some way ; I trust you have them before you by thistime. This is the most i 
teresting river in my district and one in every way worthy of improvement. 

I should have felt greatly disappointed had no appropriation rovid 
for it. Ihave a very broad, far-reaching plan for this river, which will mak: 

I believe one of the grandest arteries of commerce in the country. 

I have asked for $13,000 to complete the survey and $10,000 for temporary i: 
provements during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

With the balance now on hand and the $10,000 I can keep a very excell 
low-water channel open to Buffalo Shoals for two years or more. This will! n 
add much to the sum already expended in temporizing with the river. 

It seems to me that by some omission the recommendation made }) 
Captain Taber for the improvement of this river was left out of the F1 
gineer’s report. This, as is apparent to every man familiar with th 
stream, was a glaring mistake, and when the attention of the Chief : 
Engineers was called to the fact he supplied the omission by sendin 
in this estimate. I hope the committee will not insist on striking ou! 
what has been recommended by the engineers. 

Mr. VEST. I merely wish to call attention to the singular fact tha: 
this mercenary and selfish and sinister Committee on Commerce—I lx 
lieve it has been termed even that—did make a report here in accord 
ance with the report of the engineer bureau, and that according to th 
light we had at the time we were fully authorized to strike out the 
item in the bill. The only report that we had (for until to-day I never 
heard of any supplemental report) showed that the amount appropri- 
ated by the act approved July 5, 1884, was $35,000 for the improvement 
the White River, and on July 1, 1885, the amount available for thi- 
river was $24,806.61. That amount was unexpended; and the report 
of the engineer antecedent to this estimate states that until the surve; 
is completed, which would not be until this fiscal year, it was not 
deemed expedient to expend any more money upon this river. This 
supplemental report, which seems to have been sent to the House «! 
Representatives, never reached the Senate Committee on Commerc: 
at all. 

I desire further to call attention to the singular fact that this streaw, 
White River, is a most important river transportation to the southern 
portion of my own State. It runs through Taney County, Missou: 
and Forsyth, the county seat, is one of the principal ports upon that 
stream. Still, as I am principally responsible for striking out this iten 
although it was a river very t to the people of Southern Mis 
souri, the singular fact remains that I was willing to strike outthe ite 
because I thought that this expenditure of money under the report 0! 
the engineer was not proper. Asa matter of course under this sup 

t I have no ition at all to the reinstatement of t!i: 
clause as by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I only wish to add that the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is entirely correct in regard to this report. \\« 


have never seen or heard of this supplemental re in the cement 
on Commerce, and the of the Chief of Engineers which was |) 
fore the committee w: not justify any appropriation on our part. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to t! 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 928, to insert: 


For removing the rock shoals in Fourche River, Arkansas, situated 4 1 
south of Perryville, in Perry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of | 
engineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 943, before the wor! 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘one hundred ’’ ‘and insert “fifty ;’’ so as to 
read : 

Te d Kent : Continuing impr 
mat chenS Neceriis oui tiowrts pores ithe saaaeal wdopik oft 
commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, $50,000’. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regret the necessity of asking the Senate to <i- 

to this amendment. The Cumberland River above the city 
ashville has’335 miles of navigable water. The estimate of the « 
gineer as to the amount that can be profitably spent in the fiscal y«.' 
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ending June 30, 1887, is $400,000. The appropriation is reduced from 
$100,000, inserted by the House, one-fourth of the amount that can be 
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tably spent, to $50,000, one-eighth of the amount, by the report of | 
profi ’ ? ? 


I beg to suggest to the chairman of that committee and to the com- 
mittee and the Senate that under the plan of improvement, which is 
lock-and-dam improvement, the appropriation of $50,000 to this object 
is perhaps to bury that amount, at least for the time being, if not to 
throw it away entirely. It is not an amount suflicient to complete the 
work of a single lock; and therefore it would be practically suspended 
for one or more years, if not absolutely thrown away, while the $100,- 
000 appropriation as proposed by the House may at least complete one 
such lock and open and improve the navigation of quite a large stretch 
of navigable water. 

I therefore hope that the Senate will not agree to the amendment 
reported by the committee. This improvement when completed will 

and make navigable for almost, if not the entirety, of each year 335 
miles of river above Nashville, when the river below that city is 192 
miles, ting nearly 600 miles of navigable water, running through 
a very fertile and a highly productive agricultural and mineral region 
of Tennessee. 

I therefore hope that the amendment reported by the committee will 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report of the engineer in this case shows 
that there were $29,000 and upward available on the Ist of July, 1885, 
the close of the fiscal year, and between Nashville and the head of 
Smith’s Shoals is a distinct reach of this river. The engineer says that 
the amount available and the appropriation asked for, $400,000, ‘‘can 
be profitably expended in operations above Nashville, in building 
locks and dams, and in such open channel work as will be needed 
whether the lock-and-dam system is carried out or not, the work to be 
carried on in a tentative manner, so as to ascertain just how far wing 
and training dams can be used in place of the lock system.”’ 

We thought with this amount available, and with the addition of 
$50,000 for this year, the tentative work would go forward and the ex- 
periment could be determined how far these wing and training dams 
could be used in place of the lock system, and then, when that matter 
was determined, it would be time enough to begin to make appropria- 
tions for the lock system. The amount appropriated by the last bill 
was also $50,000, the sum that is to be appropriated by the 
committee in this bill. We t that sufficient until the character 
of this work was fully determined and all the experiment solved. 
Therefore we reduced the amount from $100,000 to $50,000, which we 
think still is amply sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The and were ordered. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I should like to have the Secretary read from 


the report of the i on page 1760 what I have marked for the 
ideration of the Senate. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


The estimates for the improvement of the Cumberland River have been based 
on the ee aeeneeene would be made for the entire work in area- 
sonable time, say four or ; but in the case of the river below Nashville 
the annual amounts have been so small that although fifteen years have elapsed 
since General Weitzel made his estimate, the full amount has not yet been ap- 
propriated; and above Nashville only $50,000 have been appropriated fora sys- 
t and dams estimated to cost over $4,000,000, at which rate it would 
take eighty years to complete the work. Of course it would be im 
on work with © econ under such conditions, and I would re- 
—— may give the subject its due consideration, and if 
more system of impro this river under the existing projects is 
decided to be advisable in view of the necessities of commerce, an appropriation 
of at least one-tenth of the estimate for completing the work may be made. 


it rer agp It will be seen from that report that it is act- 
y trifling with a very great interest, and one in which the Govern- 
ment has heretofore embarked a large amount of money, to make this 


small and inadequate provision. If the of the United States 
means to improve this river, so valuable to the commerce of the Ohio 


ible to 


. Valley and the Mississippi Valley and so rich in present result and far- 


in what it promises, it is a duty, an economic duty, that we 
Government, to make the appropriation recommended by the 
or, asstated by my colleague, to give at least one-fourth of it, 
the House. It is peoneeed now to give but one-eighth. 

I concur in the opinion expressed by my colleague that it is trifling and 
almost idle to make the appropriation recommended by the com- 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think from the statement read from the report 
of the engineers the Senate will be satisfied that the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee should be adopted. The engineer refers 
which, when entered upon, will be the construction of a 
of locks and dams which will cost $4,000,000. Before that sys- 
is entered upon every doubt as to its propriety should be removed, 


owe to 


if 


ee 


be solved; and that is why this appropriation of 


not be made; but $50,000 may properly be expended 
this year upon the river to determine what will be necessary in order 
make it navigable for the purposes indicated inthe report, or whether 
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it will be necessary to enter upon this great system of expenditure of 
$4,000,000 for locks and dams on this river. 

[ can scarcely see what good it would do if, at the request of tho 
enators from Tennessee, this amendment should be adopted, and when 
we come to vote upon the bill they will vote against t! 


QS 


ic amendment 


and against the bill as the Senate committee amends it and against 
the whole bill. I can not see why the Senators from Tennessee should 
be persistent about urging this amendment, particularly as the facts 
in the case clearly support the amendment of the committee 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Minnesot e to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask if there is a river in the United States with 
the same length of navigable waters, that is appropriated for in this 
bill at all, which is not appropriated for very much more liberally than 
this river with its nearly 600 miles of navigable waters? : 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think in view of the improvements contem- 


plated this river has received as liberal an appropriation as any other. 
I have distinctly stated that it was not deemed advisable by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate that we should enter upon the im- 
provement projected of locks and dams, to cost $4,000,000, until all the 
doubts and obstacles were removed. When that is done, then we shall 
see what the river can be brought to, and then we can determine whether 
or not Congress would be justified in entering upon this other project 
of locks and dams. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to say that so far as these 
doubts can be solved by engineering they have been solved and the 
work is already entered upon. But I should be glad to ask the Sen: 
tor from Minnesota one other question: Was his committee controlled 
in its recommendations by the estimates of the Engineer Department; 
and, if so, upon what principle have they recommended the various 
appropriations that have been recommended? Have they been gov- 
erned by a percentage of the amounts estimated, or have they arbitra- 
rily sat in judgment upon the various estimates, allowing full estimates 
in some instances, 50 per cent. of the estimates in others, 25 per cent. 
in others, 12} per cent. in others, and striking out altogether others? 
I should be glad to know what principle has controlled the action of 
the committee in the report they have made to the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have been controlled in our action in regard 
to this river by the same rule which has controlled usin regard to other 
rivers. This estimate of $4,077,922 is for a system of locks which are 
here referred to. The amount available and the appropriation asked 
for, $400,000, the engineer says, ‘‘can be profitably expended in opera- 
tions above Nashville, in building locks and dams, and in such open 
channel work as will be needed whether the lock and dam system is 
carried out or not, the work to be carried on in a tentative manner, so 
as to ascertain just how far wing and training dams can be used in place 
of the lock system.”’ 

Those are the facts upon which we based our amendment to the bill 
in this case, and the $100,000 would be entirely useless for the ex- 
penditure for this year if we were not going to enter upon this great 
system of improving the river by locks and dams; but then to improve 
it and complete the improvement within the time recommended by 
the engineer in charge of the improvement the appropriation ought to 
be very much larger than $100,000. 

If this amendment is adopted the amount will go to improving this 
river by the system adopted by the engineers for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether the improvement by locks and dams will be necessary 
or not and whether we may enter upon this great expenditure. 

Iassure the Senator from Tennessee that that is the rule by which 
we were governed in regard to this appropriation, as we have been gov- 
erned in all others by a desire to appropriate what will be really protita- 
ble, as we understand it, in the improvement of these public streams. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think the engineers did not under- 
stand what could be profitably expended ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. AsI stated before and have stated several times, 
the estimate made by the engineer is in view of the fact that Congress 
shall determine at this time to enter upon the improvement of the river 
by locks and dams which shall cost nearly $5,000,000. Those are the 
facts upon which he based his recommendation for the amount he asks 
for, and the other facts stated by the engineer justified the appropri- 
ation made by the amendment of the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate as we have reported it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on this question, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. INGALLS (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Sawyer], who has 
been called away from the Chamber for ashort time. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN!}. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]. 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 


22, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—22. 
Blair, Frye, Miller, Spooner, 
Cameron, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Conger, Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Dawes, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Evarts, Manderson, Sewell, 

NAYS—22. 
Beck, Cockrell, Harris, Teller, 
Berry, Colquitt, Hearst, Vance, 
Blackburn, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Brown, Eustis, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Butler, George, Payne, 
Call, Gray, Pugh, 

ABSENT—32. 

Aldrich, Gibson, Logan, Ransom, 
Allison, Gorman, MePherson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Hale, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer 
Chace, Ingalls, Morgan, Sherman, 
Coke, Jonesof Florida, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jonesof Nevada, Pike, Voorhees, 
Fair, Kenna, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out lines 949 and 950 of section 1, in the following words: 

Improving Hiawassee River, Tenn.: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 


Mr. HARRIS. I shall detain the Senate but a moment upon this 
amendment. I do not find at this moment the estimate I was looking 
for, but there was $2,500 appropriated in the last river and harbor bill 
for the improvement of thisstream. Itruns through a very fertile and 
highly productive region, and is navigable only for about 33 miles. The 
amount was not sufficient in the opinion of the engineer to do profit- 
able work, and hence that $2,500 was not expended. The estimate is 
that an appropriation of $2,500 will enable them to complete the work 
on that 33 miles of navigable water in a highly productive region ot 
the State of Tennessee. I therefore hope that the $2,500 appropriation 
will be made and the amendment of the committee di to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I do not feel very much encouraged in regard to 
the result of these votes on the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee. However, the Senate is assuming the responsibility of increas- 
ing the amounts appropriated by the billas reported. They are doing it 
upon their own authority—in some cases without any recommendation 
from the engineers and in others against the recommendations of the 
engineers. So the members of the Committee on Commerce are re- 
lieved from responsibility in that regard, and other gentlemen who are 
in favor of the appropriations made by the river and harbor bill or op- 
posed to any appropriations by river and harbor bills who vote for these 
increases, of course are willing to assume that responsibility. 

This appropriation is referred to in the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers in volume 2, part 3, on page 1764, as follows: 

No work has been done — this river during the fiscal year, nor since active 
operations were suspended in November, 1882. 

No commercial data have been obtained. The following extract from previ- 
ous annual reports are still applicable: 


‘The commerce is partly carried on by steamboats from the Tennessee River 
and partly by flat and keel boats. 

‘The appropriations for this river have been so small for several years past 
that a considerable portion of them has necessarily been expended in taking 
a of the plant, and other expenses that are constant, whether much or little 

ye done, 

‘This has made the work actually done cost excessively, and it can not be oth- 
erwise with such small appropriations. With the a now available, which 
will be applied to such points as are most in need of improvement, this river 
will be put in a fair |oating condition, and I would therefore respectfully rec- 
ommend an appr.,..iation of at least $5,000, or that the work be suspen as 
soon as the funds available are exhausted until Congress deems it advisable to 
make such an a 

** The tools and other property can be removed to the Tennessee River, where 
a part of them can be used and the balance stored until they are again required 
for the Hiawassee without expense to the latter.” 


Upon that state of facts the Committee on Commerce did not deem 
it advisable to make the appropriation, but the Senate are at liberty to 
vote as they see proper on the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will read now the last report of the engineer on 
this improvement. He says: 

Hiawassee River, Tennessee—— 


Mr. McMILLAN. What does the Senator read from ? 

Mr. HARRIS. From page 276 of volume 2, part 1, of the report of 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I read from the same report, part 3. 

Mr. HARRIS, The engineer says: 


3. Hiawassee River, Tennessee.—This river is a tributa: 
plan of improvement, based upon an examination ie in 1874, consists in re- 
moving surface obstructions, &c.,so as to secure a channel 40 feet wide and 2 
toss deep from the mouth to Savannah Ford, the virtual head of navigation, 33 
miles. 

The total amount expended up to June 30,1885, is $28,868.47,and has resulted 
in securing a tly improved channel from the mouth to Savannah Ford, but 
all the shoals have not been, as yet, improved according to the project. 

No work was done during the year. The appro n herein estimated for 
and the balance available can be profitably expended in completing the pro- 
jected work if it be made in one appropriation ; with asmaller amount the work 


of the Tennessee. The 


ean not be economically done, and there is no commercial necessity for an out- 
lay of money not so expended. 


It appears by the report that there is a balance of unexpended appro- 
priation of $2,500, and with the appropriation made by the House, ac- 
cording to the report of the engineer, this work can be completed and 
that 33 miles of navigable water put in comfortable shape so that it 
may be utilized. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me to correct him. The 
appropriation made by the House is $2,500; and the engineer states 
that itis entirely useless to make such an appropriation, and, if desira- 
ble at all, it should be increased to $5,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. The last appropriation of $2,500 remains wholly un- 
expended, because the engineer said such an expenditure could not be 
profitably made upon that work. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And he says that $5,000 must be appropriated 
or it will not be worth while to make any appropriation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Theunexpended balance and the $2,500 are necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 25, 
nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Blair, Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Cameron, Evarts, Manderson, Teller, 
Chace, Frye, Miller, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Colquitt, Harrison, Palmer, 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 
Cullom, Kenna, Sewell, 

NAYS—15. 
Berry, Eustis, Ingalls, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne. 
Call, Harris, Pugh, 

ABSENT—36. 

Aldrich, Fair, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Gibson, Mahone, Sabin, 

. Hale, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Butler, Hawley, Morgan, Spooner, 
Camden, Hearst, Morrill, Stanford, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Edmunds, Logan, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out lines 951 and 952 of section 1, as follows: 

Improving South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 958, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
Elk River Shoals, Alabama: Tocomplete improvements at these localities, $250,- 
000. 


Mr. PUGH. As a common-sense proposition I respectfully submit 
that there can be no reason to support this amendment. 

The national importance of opening navigation through these shoals 
can not be questioned. The Government has expended on this work 
$2,100,000. Itis now approaching completion. The engineer in charge 
reports that $350,000 will complete the work and open navigation 
through these shoals. Now, the committee’s proposition is to delay this 
work two years by failing to appropriate the amouat named in the 
House bill and cutting off $100,000. Shall we do that or shall we add 
the $100,000 appropriated by the House and have this work completed 
in one year, so that the country can derive the benefit of the large 
amount of money heretofore expended ? 

I can not believe that the committee would have moved this amend- 
mentif in possession of the knowledge that I have obtained upon this 
subject since the bill was reported. I have a telegram from the en- 
gineer in charge, as follows: 

CHATTANOOGA, TENN., July 2, 1886. 
Hon. Josrrn WHEELER, Washington, D. C.: 

Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars will surely complete Muscle Shoals 
improvement. Letter will follow. 

J. W. BARLOW, Engineer. 


Here is the letter written on the same day: 


UnxitTep STATES ENGINEER OFFice, 
Chattanooga, Tenn., July 2, 1885. 
I telegraphed you this morning 


Sir: I reply to your dispatch of last night. 
and fifty thousand will surely complete the Muscle Shoals 


that “three hundred 
improvement.”’ 

I arrive at this conclusion, as follows: 

At the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, in addition to work done 
at several other shoals u the river, including Little Muscle Shoals, there had 
been expended on the two sections of the canal, namely, Big Muscle and Elk 
River Shoals, the ximate sum of $2,100,000. 

ior King made a careful computation of the work done on 

and estimates of thatremainingtocomplete. He ascertained that 

75 per cent. of the whole had then been accomplished. The remaining 25 per 

cent. of work at the previous rate would therefore cost $700,000. Since then, by 

act of July 5, 1884, , 000 was appropriated, leaving the further sum of $350,000 
still req’ 
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The work mentioned above as having been done at other points on the river | the engineer is $550,000 to be expended during this year upon these 


cases completed those projects; more work should be done as soon 
meee and with this object in view the last estimate of $550,000 was sub- 


= their t condition these shoals do not entirely obstruct navigation as 
does the , therefore, the canal improvementis finished the 


whole river from Chattanooga to the mouth will be open to navigation. 


From examinations of the present condition of the work I have no | 
hesitation in giving it as my decided pinion that the sum of $350,000 will essen- 


complete uscle improvement and open the canal. 
gm all se ee the pmo locks has been finished. All of the 


Me of five locks have been built,and are now being 
oes Se ne ition, abutments and piers of the aqueduct over Shoal Creek 


pe in 
; iron girders and the steel sheets for the same are being put 

in Dince, Such of the cena connecting the different locks has been excavated 
and the tow- constructed. : , 

The follo are the principal items remaining unfinished : 

Parts of excavation. 
Reconstruction of portions of tow-path. 
Erection of dams and bridges. 
Small amount of lock-masonry. 
Placing vere! lock-gates in position. 


: lock-gates. 
P 
utting in 


ve 
and riveting eeneeet lates. 
ng and adjusting appliances for maneuvering lock-gates. 
I beg also to state that as $250, 
that sum be retained 


will not complete the improvement, should 

as the amount appropriated the language should be 
changed to — “continuing ve one a ” instead of ‘to complete.” 
great respect, ruly, yours, 
aT > elma J. W. BARLOW, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
Hon, JosepH WHEELER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

The last appropriation of $350,000 for this great work was made upon 
the understanding that that was half the amount necessary to complete 
it, and it was well understood at the time when that $350,000 was ap- 
propriated that the next appropriation should be $350,000 to complete 
it; and upon these facts I state that this amendment has no foundation 
to support it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, there is no doubt about the im- 
portant character of this improvement. That was not doubted in the 


committee. But the amount appropriated here we thought was larger | 


than was for this year. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator pardon me? I failed to read a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers upon this same subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall be glad to hear it. That is subsequent to 
the report of the committee? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; it is dated July 6, and written to myself. 
as follows: 

Sm: Your letter of the 5th instant just received. 

The estimate of $550 
was for continuing the improvement of the Tennessee River below Chattanooga, 
embracing operations at Muscle Shoals and in removing obstructions in other 
parts of the river between Chattanooga and Paducah. It is believed, in view of 
the statements of Colonel Barlow, the officer now in charge, that the sum of 
— will complete the work at the Muscle Shoals and open the canal to navi- 
gation. 

At the request of Hon. Josepu WHEELER there is transmitted herewith for your 
information a letter addressed to him on July 2 by Colonel Barlow. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


It is 


JOHN G. PARKE, 
Acting Chief of Engineers. 
Hon, J. L. Puen, 

United States Senate. 


If those shoals are opened to navigation the Tennessee River will 
then be open to navigation for over 700 miles through a country full of 


minerals and of great agricultural advantages and wealth. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


that— 
Total amount expended on this work to date..............cccsececceseseeeee $2,574, 993 72 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project...... 1, 437, 500 00 


a be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 


Pa eeen ee eeeene rene . 


ments at these localities, $250,000.’ 
That is the amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
“three”? and inserting ‘‘two,’’ a reduction of $100,000. 


This portion of the Tennessee River from Chattanooga to Paducah, 456 miles 


at the Muscle Shoals, where about 23 


in is now navigable, exceptin 
of obstructions rocess of removal. The completion of this work 


miles are in 


will connect 367 miles of nav le water in the Tennessee above Muscle Shoals | 
(besides hundreds of miles in its navigable tributaries), with 252 miles of river 


below Muscle and thence with the entire Mississippi system. 
That shows the importance of the work; and the only question is as 


to whether the sum of $350,000 shall be appropriated instead of $250,- | 


000, when the estimate of the engineer of the amount that can’ be 
profitabl is $550,000. 

Mr. P That estimate was for the purpose of completing the 
work at the Muscle Shoals and other work along the river; but that other 
work the river can be delayed. If the Muscle Shoals are opened 


to na the river can be navigated for nine months in the year | 
without t in other parts of the river. 

Mr. M LAN. The appropriation as it came to us in the House | 
bill was for— 


De Tee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
tt Alabama: “To complete improvements at these localities, 


,000 submitted in the last annual report from this office | 


lt will be seen from the report of the engineers | 


. Rpt ddeAgtblacersinss svendtesoviasdascenseepes 550,000 00 | 
This is for “improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little | 
Muscle Shoals, and Elk River Shoals, Alabama: To complete improve- | 


That was the appropriation made by the House. The estimate of | Fork of the Cumberland River. 


improvements, Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and Elk River 
Shoals, in Alabama. Certainly if $550,000 can be expended this year 
in continuing the work, it can not be possible that $350,000 or $250,- 
000 would complete it, and the amount we appropriate is about 50 per 
cent. of the estimate of the engineer. 

I do not dispute the importance of this work. The committee are 
fully aware of the importance of the improvement; and the only ques- 
tion is one of the judgment of the committee as to the amount that can 
be properly expended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that this question nar- 
rows itself down to this: The Government has appropriated over $2,000- 
000 for the improvement of the Muscle Shoals. The recent letter from 
the Chief of Engineers read by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] 
shows that with an appropriation of $350,000 within the year the canal 
may be finished and the navigation through the Muscle Shoals opened. 
Unless that amount is appropriated you postpone the opening of navi- 
gation through the Muscle Shoals for one or more years, and thie over 
$2,000,000 that you have already appropriated to that work lies there 
idle and without the possibility of being utilized, when by making the 
appropriation as the House made it that great work may be completed 
| within the year and the $2,100,000 already expended utilized at once. 
| The question for the Senate to decide, it seems to me, is, will it make 
the appropriation of $350,000 now, or dole out the $250,000 and post- 
| pone the utilizing of that great work for one or two years longer. before 
you can get the benefit of the $2,100,000 already expended? In view 
of the fact that Congress unquestionably will now or hereafter appro- 
priate the additional $100,000 necessary to the completion of the work, 
it seems to me not a debatable question as to when it should be done. 
If done now, within a year that work will be completed. If not ap- 
| propriated now, the time of completion is postponed one or two years 
longer. That is the whole question, as it appears to me, which is now 
| submitted to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
| tion with theSenator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MorriLv]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
| yeas 23, nays 22; as follows: 


The question is on the amendment 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 





YEAS—23. 
Cameron, Gorman, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

| Conger, Harrison, Manderson, Sewell, 

| Dolph, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Palmer, Vest, 

Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Wilson of lowa,. 
Frye, Kenna, Ransom, 

NAYS—22. 

| Beck, Colquitt, Ingalls, Vance, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Black burn, George, McPherson, W hitthorne, 
Brown, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 

| Butler, Gray, Pugh, 

| Call, Harris, Teller 

ABSENT—31. 

| Aldrich, Cullom, Mahone, Riddieberger, 
Allison, Dawes, Maxey, Sabin, 

Blair, Fair, Miller, Saulsbury, 

| Bowen, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 

Camden, Hampton, Morgan, Spooner, 

| Chace, Hearst, Morrill, Van Wyck, 

| Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Payne, Voorhees. 

| Coke, Logan, Pike, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out lines 960 and 961 of section 1, as follows: 


Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: 
provement, $5,000. 


|} Mr. BLACKBURN. 


Continuing im- 


I think this is of sufficient importance to war- 
rant me in detaining the Senate for a moment. This is a continuing 
work, which has already been begun. The Engineer Department rec- 
ommend an appropriation and the House has agreed to $5,000. 

The South Fork of the Cumberland River permeates the greatest lum- 
ber, coal, and mineral region in the Stateof Kentucky. Idonot know 
what reasons induced the committee of the Senate to recommend that 
the appropriation should be stricken out. I do not propose to detain 
the Senate upon the question, but, unless there be some reason known 
to the committee that I am not farnished with, I trust the Senate will 
not support the amendment. 
| Mr.McMILLAN. This is an improvement of the Kentucky River, 
| and consists—— 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. 


The chairman is mistaken. 


It is the South 
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Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Is] ( 
[Mr. Aupricu]. If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘yea.’’ if his @ 
colleague [Mr. CHACE] were present, I am told he would vote “ yea 5 
and I will take the liberty of voting. 

Mr. PLATT. His colleague voted ‘‘yea,’’ and then stepped ou: 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the statement that the colleague of the Sen 
ator voted ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment, I vote ‘‘ yea’’ also. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been paired during the day with the + 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], who is very busily engaged in the \ 
propriations Committee, and 1 have voted once or twice where I wa; 
satisfied he would have voted the same way I did if he were present 
I do not know how he would vote on this amendment, and therefore | 
shall not vote. 

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the affirmative). I have « 
cluded to withdraw my vote to prevent any misunderstanding. 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am inform 
that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] has been paire( 
with me by his colleague [Mr. BurLeR]. I therefore withdraw : 
vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am satisfied my colleague would vote “‘nay”’ ox 
this amendment if he were present, and I have requested the Senator 

























Mr. McMILLAN. What is the estimate for that improvement? 
Does the Senator find it? 

Mr. VEST. It will be found on page 1770, volume 2, part 3. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator may refer to that report if he will. 

Mr. VEST. The report of the engineer is as follows: 


IMPROVEMENT OF SOUTH FORK OF THE CUMBERLAND RIVER, KENTUCKY. 


Rising in Tennessee this river flows north into Kentucky and empties into 
the Cumberland River at Point Burnside. That portion above the mouth of 
Clear Fork is known as New River. 

From its mouth to Dick's Jumps, 31 miles, the river is from 200 to 400 feet 
wide with a total fall of 76 feet. Above this point numerous sandstones bowld- 
ers of immense size are scattered in its bed, rendering improvements at a reas- 
onable cost impossible. 

The present plan of improvement, based upon an examination made in 15881, 
consists in removing bowlders, excavating a channel through rock reefs and 
gravel bars, and building riprap dams to contract the water way, so as to secure 
safe navigation when there is a tide of at least 3 feet above low water 

Active operations were resumed ear yoo Sate 1884, at Sloan's Shoals, and 
continued, in local charge of Assistant Engineer W. C. Crozer, with an average 
force of men, until February, 1885, when the available funds were exhausted. 

The season’s work was confined entirely to Sloan’s Shoals and Robert's Mill 
Shoal. and suffered from several interruptions, caused by sudden rises in the 
river. 

The following are the items of work done: 

Solid rock blasted from chanmnel...........0...csscscerssscseseneeseeses senses cubic ce - 556 








Loose rock excava’ OS ing ee ae 363 | from Texas [Mr. CoKE] to pair with him, and he has consented to dv 
Stone quarried for riprap... socsnumpipeentisibencbeendbendeetiinenstas aiceorrela sae 108 The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 21: as follows: 
Ben Gate BAIS 21000..0200ccnssnescccernscssenococcsnssocsonsosenevesavseneesss esocenecnvad es 1, 665 . s 
Trees cut down and removed.,...........ccc0rcesssesecsecsersersccesseecreeeeeees Der... 16] YEAS—22. 
Ne commercial statistics have been obtained, but the present commerce is | Blair, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
principally in saw-logs. Chace, Frye, MeMillan, Spooner, 
There are numerous outcrops of coal of splendid quality along the rapes of | Conger, Gorman, Manderson, "est, 
the river awaiting its improvement to be mined and shipped to mark Dawes, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., W ilson of Iowa. 
The amount asked for ($10,000) can be applied to carrying ney the pres- | Dolph, Hawley, Palmer, 
ent plan of improvement from the mouth of the river to Devil’s Jumps, near | Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 
the Kentucky State line. Most of the projected work will be prac y per- NAYS—21 
manent, ie ies 
Berrv, George, McPherson, Walthall, 
The original estimate on of i congo ae rae a the Cumber- Blackburn, Gibson, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
land River, Kentucy, was.. sosuswepusen .. $62,803 00 | Brown, Gray, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Amount appropriated... wave poqubeinennecmmabesnsinetieess: « Oe | leniiar, Hearst, Pugh, 
RERBGRE CRIES cnconsrssescnsewen-cesunenscancnecerpemnanquanueequennenpnpeuscsoevennseneees® - 6,867 30 | Call, Ingalls, Teller, 
Money statement. Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Sadly 1, BADE Ap a ersrteerctinientnaitnewenetntnn $1,255 28 ABSENT—33. 
Amount appropriated by act approved July5, iss’... eveheetsdpeinadtentnestinstes 4,000 00 Aldrich, Cullom, Miller, Saulsbury, 
5, 255 28 Allison, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
’ Beck. Hale, Morgan, Sherman, 
July 1, 1885, amount expended Goins 4 aan + a mC Bowen Hampton Morrill, Stanford 
of outstanding liabilities July 1, 1884.. animate «-» $5,120 33 Camden Harris : Payne, Van Wyck 
ly 1, 1885, outstanding liabilities.. eas 225 : . : y “ vam, 
July c eeeeecessessccocece ses Cameron, Jones of Florida, —, Voorhees. 
= i wit 5,122 58 Cockrell, Kenna, 
July 1, 1885, amount available.. seneeeiieb 132 70 Cobepuite ——. Iiddleberger, 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing | pre Lisnasmnte 855, 803 00 , . ' 
Amount that can be 5 rmaisasani oa in fiscal ae e June So the amendment was agreed to. 
30, 1887 ........ eeesseesseeesee 10,000 00 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 963, to reduce the apye 
priation for ‘‘ improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $250,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is an amendment submitted by the com 
mittee, the amount of reduction in which and the importance of ||): 
work involved make it of sufficient consequence to call the attention 
the Senate to it. 

The bill as it came from the House appropriated $250,000 to the co: 
tinuation of this work. . The Committee on Commerce of the Sen. 
recommend a reduction to $100,000, striking out $150,000 of the amoun 

The facts of this case are that the State of Kentucky many years: 
undertook to improve the slack-water navigation of this river for a (:-- 
tance of 261 miles from its mouth where it empties into the Ohio «t 
Carrollton up to Beattyville, a distance of 261 miles. The State nev 
asked a dollar or a penny from the Federal Government in aid o! it: 
effort, but a long term of years theState of Kentucky expen(: 
more than a million of money upon the system of locks and dams « 
thisriver. In 1879, after having expended millionsof money from t! 
State treasury upon it, the State made a cession of all the property ' 
the Federal Government, and the Federal Government undertoo!. | 
continue the i vement of the navigation of this river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the date of that act of cession? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Eighteen hundred and seventy-nine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is there an act of Congress which accepts it ’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, yes,sir. It wasregularlydone. The L:.): 
lature of the State of Kentucky ceded all the property, all the imprv\:- 
ments upon which the State had already expended this sum of mone: 
I do not know about the act of Congress to which the Senator 11 
Vermont alludes, but from the year 1879 till now, with one excep! 
that being the year when no river and harbor bill was passed, regula 
appropriations have heen made by Congress for the continuance o! |! 
work on this river. Whenever there has been a river and harbor |) 


Submitted in af a with cuniiioaaaie a section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1837. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not my purpose to call for the yeas and 
nays whether this amendment was agreed toor rejected. I am willing 
to let the decision be made bya division if it suits the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Well, I shall be satisfied witha division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will regard the call for the 
yeas and nays as withdrawn, and a division will be had. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 14, noes 19; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No quorum has voted. Weshall be compelled 
to have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HAte’s name was called). My colleague 
{[Mr. HALE] is detained in the committee-room on an appropriation 
bill, and has been there the whole day. This is my first announce- 
ment of his necessary absence. He is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER}. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Alabama 
{Mr. MorGan], but I vote on this proposition, on 
as I do, ‘‘nay.”. I also voted on the proposition nex ae 
which proposition I feltsure that he would vote “ nay,’’ as I did. t 
was in regard to the Muscle Shoals in Alabama. 

Mr. BROWN. He would undoubtedly have voted ‘‘ nay ”’ if pres- 
ent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make this statement for his benefit, he being ab- 
sent. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the negative). I thought the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was in the Chamber when I voted. I 
find he is not, and I withdraw my vote. We came in together and I 
thought he was still here. 


Sockn tan ths Bate of Kantaaky tol baile Ave begining: 
the mouth of the river, that answered all the purposes for a distance 0! 
probably 150 or 160 miles. The Government has expended its mon’) 
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in repairing the locks and dams that the State of Kentucky had alread) 
built. 

“The Engineer Department report here now the commercial statistics, 
the length of the river. The navigable portion of it that it is proposed 
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to cover with this system of locks and dams is 261 miles, and for the | 


year 1884-85 the te commerce, as shown by the commercial 
statistics of the Kentucky River, was $5,358,446.15, and then above the 
point on this river which it is proposed to reach by the system of lock- 
ing and damming was an additional commerce that was, as shown in 
the statistical table, $482,290 for the year 1884-'85, 

to show that— 


The t project for the improvement of this river was adopted in 1879, the 
object to repair the five locksand dams built by the State of Kentucky, and 
extend navigation for a draught of 6 feet, by the construction of ad- 
ditional locks and dams, to Beattyville, a distance of 261 miles from the mouth 
of the river. : as 

Four of the original locks have been repaired and three of the dams rebuilt 
and the fourth partially repaired. 2 = 

The operations during on gent year have consisted of making further repairs 
to locks and dams Nos. |. and 4and commencing the repairs to lock and dam 
No.5. The river between lock No. 5 and Shaker Ferry, a distance of 44 miles, 
was also cleared of snags and leaning trees which obstructed the channel. 


The report goes on 


| 


| is no unexpended balance that is not already covered. 


So that the work for the last year has reached 44 miles above the | 


fifth, the-last lock, measuring from the mouth, that has ever been con- 
structed there. 
The purchase of the land for the lock and dam No. 6— 


Which will be the first lock and dam to be constructed by the Fed- | 


eral Government— 


The purchase of the land for the lock and dam No. 6 and the dam at Beatty- 
ville was not completed. ‘hs 

Du the t fiscal year it is proposed to complete the repairs at lock 
Sand rebuild the dam. The land for lock and dam No.6 and the dam at Beat- 
tyville will be obtained, and the work at both of these places commenced. The 
obstructions in the river channel between Beattyville and the crossing of the 
Kentucky Central Railroad, a distance of 80 miles, will be removed. 

With the amount asked for it is proposed to complete lock and dam No. 


A new dam to be built now— 


and commence the construction of additional locks and dams. 


hs cicccrnnscncsnosvoccessenescossssenacessss soncssose 
Amount appropriated by act approved July 5, 188 


$74, 452 06 
250, 000 00 








324, 452 06 
July 1, 1885, amount 7 during fiscal year, exclusive of out- : 
standing liabilities July 1, 1884............c0.ccccssceccsssccseseseesssersesesvsessee. 


July 1,1835, amount available........ ......... 264,721 80 





Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project......2,221, 639 26 
Amount that can be profitably expended fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887 .......+ ES ASOT 


Submitted in 
acts of 1866 and 1867. 


Mr. President, there is a work upon which the State of Kentucky 
has ex more than a million of money, and upon which since 1879 
the F Government has expended $1,050,000, and for the comple- 
tion of which it is estimated that the sum of two and a half millions 
will be required upon the report and recommendation of the engineer 
in charge. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House re- 
ported the bill carrying $250,000 to this purpose. The Senate Commit- 
tee on Commerce has seen fit to reduce, or to propose to reduce, that 
amount to $100,000. 

It is a work of 





500, 000 00 
jance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 


consequence to us. According to these com- 


mercial statistics in this last year you see that over five and a half or not get through Congress until about the succeeding Ist of July. 


nearly six millions of value has passed through this river in its un- 
com fae half-finished state; and I can not think that the 
sum of $250,000 is disproportioned to the value of the work and the 
best interests of the Government in completing a work which it can 
not afford to abandon; and this view is supported by the engineer in 
charge and by the committee of the House who prepared this bill. 
I ee President, that this amendment will not be agreed to. 
Mr. - May I ask the Senator a question before he si® down? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
_Mr. VEST. Iask him how many steamboats are running on that 

river now ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think some eight or ten. 

Mr. VEST. Running from the mouth up? 


that has ever been constructed, up to Shaker Ferry. 

Mr. VEST. To the Kentucky Central Railroad bridge ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Up to the Kentucky Central bridge. 

Mr. MAXEY. Suppose that the river be improved in accordance 
with the aes recommended by the engineers, how many months in the 
year will it be suitable for navigation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Every day in the year. We only lost thirteen 
I am obliged to the Senator from Texas for his inter- 
this work is completed and the engineers 


§ 
E 
i 


If ’ estimates are 
regarded, and their opinions are of value, we shall have a 6-foot draught 
for 260 miles and more of that river every day in the year. 

Mr. President, I had forgotten to say that this is the first year that 
the work of constructing originally, building a lock and dam, is to be 


59,730 26 | 





attempted by the United States Government. 
priations have been expended for several fiscal years upon repairs on 
dams and locks that were more or less dilapidated. 


| like to ask a question in order to have the facts go into the Rr 


| of July 5, 1884, our last river and harbor bill, was $250,000. 
| made together $324,452.06, there being $74,452.06 not expended for the 
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Hitherto small! appro- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How much has been appropriated in former years? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. One million fifty thousand dollars in seven 
years. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator from Kentucky stated that 
that amount has been expended by the Government. Did the Senator 
from Kentucky say that $1,050,000 had been expended by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
priated. 

Mr. MANDERSON., 
pended ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of that amount $535,000 had been expended 
up toa year ago; but I beg the Senator to bear in mind the informa 
tion that I have—and I have none that does not come from my colleague 
who is a member of the committee in the other House, and his infor- 
mation as given to me is only from the engineer in charge—that there 


No; I said that $1,050,000 had been appro- 


And of that amount but $535,000 has been ex- 


I speak in reund 
numbers. The unexpended balance is already provided for by out- 
standing liabilities and is notavailable; and this is the first year wh 

the Government, having completed the repairs of the old locks and dams 


| is now called upon for a heavier expenditure in beginning the constr 


tion of new ones. 

Mr. MAXEY. IftheSenator from Kentucky will pardon me, I should 
ORD 
If the river is improved according to the plans of the engineers, would 
it not bear steamers as well as other craft capable of ca 
cargoes? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. Through its course of 261 miles it 
can be made permanently navigable for good-sized craft and steam 
boats. It would drain as rich a lumber and as rich a mineral region 
as can be found upon this continent. It does do it now to the extent 
of six millions of commerce a year, and when these improvements are 
completed that will be more than quadrupled. 

I trust, Mr. President, in the face of the facts as submitted to us her 
that the Senate will not refuse to allow us to have what the House bill 
proposes, $250,000. 

Mr. VEST. Let me understand the Senator from Kentucky. Does 
he mean to say that $264,000 has been expended since July 1, 1885 
without constructing a single lock ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. I say there has never been any work 
done by the United States toward constructing a lock yet. 

Mr. VEST. Isee from the engineer’s estimate of July 1, 1884, the 
amount available was $74,452.06; the amount appropriated by the act 
That 


rrying large 


fiscal year ending July 1, 1884. Up to July 1, 1885, with $324,452 on 
hand, the engineer only expended $59,730.26; so as to make the amount 
available July 1, 1885, $264,721.80. 

Mr. KENNA. Will my friend from Missouri allow me to make a 
suggestion at that point ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Missouri is very familiar with al! 
the items in the riverand harbor bill. The point is that the Engineer 
Department come here in the beginning of the session in December 
their report dates back to the preceding Ist of July—and the bill does 
Hei e 
is an entire fiscal year passed, and the whole of a year’s work is to be 
deducted from the amount of money on hand when that report was 
made. Weare acting now on the report of the engineers made on a 
basis a year old. 

Mr. BECK. I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri an addi- 
tional fact, if he will allow me. I went to Mr. WILLIs, the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House, the other day 
and inquired if this balance reported was on hand. He said he had 
received a letter from the engineer in charge, which assured him that 
every dollar of this balance reported as on hand was contracted for in 
the preservation, repair, and putting in order of the old locks and dams 
which the Government received from the State of Kentucky, and that 


| the money which was to be appropriated now was needed to build one 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; 44 miles above the farthest lock and dam | 


lock, and that it would require $250,000 to do it. 
Mr. VEST. The reason I asked whether this $264,000 surplus had 


| been expended without building a single lock was because I find upon 


page 1880 of the report of the Chief of Engineers, in volume 2, part 
3, a statement of the total expenses of repairs, salaries, current and 
contingent expenses, and all these objects, being an ‘‘ estimate of the 
costof maintaining navigation during the fiscal year 1885~’86,’’ amount 
ing to $25,615, including ‘‘ removal of snags and dredging, $2,000.’ 

For 1886-87 the same estimates for current and contingent expenses 
salaries of lock-keepers, &c., and repairs, amount to $12,400. ‘These 
are all expenses for 1885—’86 and for 1886-87. 

I recollect very well when the engineers came in and asked $500,000 
when the last river and harbor bill was pending, and said they had 
spent all of it; and yet the estimate shows that, instead ‘of spending 
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all of it, they spent $59,000, and had on July 1, 1885, a balance un- 
expended of $264,721.80. 

Mr. BECK. That was a year ago. 

* Mr. VEST. I understand that; but how could they spend that with- 
out building a lock, with an annual expense, the largest that has ever 
been made, for salaries, contingent expenses, and dredging, $25,000, 
and in the current year 1886-87 the estimate for all these expenses is 
$12,400? It is impossible that they could have spent $264,000 with- 
out building a single lock. They must have on hand at a reasonable 
estimate $240,000 at least. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The only information I have is that they have 
nothing on hand. If it be impossible, as the honorable Senator from 
Missouri seems to make it appear, that this money should have been 
expended, then it simply amounts to saying that it is impossible for 
the Engineer Department of this Government to tell the truth, because 
here is their report, and they give the amount down to the fraction of a 
cent that has been expended, and here it is $535,278.20 up to twelve 
months ago. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, but here is their estimate for July 
1, 1885, or rather their report that they had on hand $264,721.80. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Can the Senator from Missouri tell what amount 
of that has been expended in the last twelve months? 

Mr. VEST. I say if they have not builtalock and dam—and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky says they have not—they can not have expended 
that much. AsI understand, now they want $250,000. Five hundred 
thousand dollars they report that they require, but this $250,000 is to 
build a lock, and that will be the first lock built by the Government of 
the United States. Isounderstand. Theycan not need it for current 
expenses. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know where the Senator from Mis- 
souri gets his information. He certainly doesnot understand that from 
me unless I have been exceptionally and exceedingly unfortunate in mak- 
ing myself understood. I say that the engineers in this report show 
that they want this $250,000, that they state the purpose for which they 
wantit. They want it to continue to complete— 


During the present fiscal year it is proposed to complete the repairs at lock 5 
and rebuild the dam. The land for lock and dam No. 6— 


Which will be the first new one built by the Federal Government— 


and the dam at Benttyville will be obtained,and the work at both of these 
places commenced. The obstructions in the river channel between Beattyville 
and the crossing of the Kentucky Central Railroad— 

Away beyond any point that has been reached yet either by the 
State or Federal Government in the matter of improvement— 


a Gistance of 80 miles miles, will be removed. 


Now, I understand that they mean to do all that with this $250,000, 
to complete the repairs of the last lock and dam to be repaired and buy 
the land for the new lock and dam and to begin the construction of 
that, and to remove the obstructions from the river channel for a dis- 
tance of 80 miles from Beattyville to the crossing of the Kentucky Cen- 
tral Railroad. I understand in very plain English the engineers to 
declare that all these purposes are included in the demand that they 
make for that $250,000. 

Mr. VEST. We have a right to judge the future by the past. The 
same engineer bureau will spend the money in about the same way as 
heretofore. In 1883 they had $250,000 and on July 1, 1884, they had 
$74,452 which they were not able to spend. In 1884 we gave them 
$250,000 more, making $324,452; and on July 1, 1885, they had avail- 
able $264,721. Now they come in and ask for $500,000 and say they 
can expend it. We have a right to suppose that they will have about 
an equal balance left next July. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator undertake to state to the 
Senate that there are $250,000 of unexpended appropriations for this 
river now ? 

Mr. VEST. I donot know how muchison hand. There was noth- 
ing before the Committee on Commerce to show what was on hand. 
We have got these figures and these figuresalone. If there isany sub- 
sequent or supplemental report, where is it? * 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri will permit me to 
direct his attention to page 1872 of the Annual Report of the Chief of 
Engineers. Under the title ‘‘ Proposed operations for 1885-’86’’ he 
will find in the first paragraph-a statement that perhaps will explain 
this balance. It appears from the statement that there was a balance 
of $324,452.06 remaining on hand on the 5th of July, 1885, when this 
report was made; and in the first paragraph as to the proposed opera- 
tions as stated by the Chief of Engineers he says: 

During the fiscal year it is expected to complete the lock-house at No. 1 and 
dam No, 5,and the improvement of the channel of the upper river,and also 
commence the construction of the dam at Beattyville. The land for lock and 
dam No. 6 will be acquired, and contracts made for the purchase of as much of | 


the materials required in their construction as the balance of the funds on hand | 
will permit. } 


They intend to apply this balance to these purposes. That is the | 


statement. Clearly the balance on hand at the date of this report was 
$324,452.06. The proposition of the work for the year is in this 
report, 
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Mr. VEST. I see the amount asked for is to continue the improve- 
ment by the construction of additional locks and dams. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The recommendation in my last annual report, that authority be granted by 


Congress to obtain the land needed for the new locks and dams, in extending 
the slack-water improvements in advance of the appropriations being made for 


their construction, is renewed. 

He still asks for an advance appropriation for the purpose of acquir- 
ing land for new locks in advance of commencing the work. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call the attention of the Senate to these fig- 
ures in order to emphasize my opposition to this and similar schemes, 
and I use the word ‘‘scheme’’ in no offensive sense, certainly not to 
my native State; but I want to emphasize my opposition to this cus- 
tom of States that are perfectly solvent commencing works of internal 
improvement and then when they find they are not profitable unload- 
ing them on the national Treasury. 

Fifty years ago the State of Kentucky commenced an internal sys- 
tem of improvements in that State on the Kentucky River, the Barren 
River, and the Green River. The bills were carried through the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky by a combination between the votes of the Green 
River members and those of the blue-grass part of the State. It was 
supposed Kentucky was about then to have a system of internal im- 
provements unequaled throughout the Union. In 1879 Kenfuckyun- 
loaded the Kentucky River improvement (which had gone to utter ruin 
and decay, as the engineer says in a report that is here) upon the Gen- 
eral Government, and there is a proposition in this bill now to unload 
the Green and Barren River improvements on the Government. 

It is estimated that it will be necessary for the General Government 
to expend for the completion of the existing project $2,221,639.25. 
That is the amount that is to be appropriated besides what has already 
been expended upon thisriver. And yet the State of Kentucky is per- 
fectly solvent, perfectly able to carry on these improvements, or at least 
to sustain them in their present condition, because it is by no means a 
bankrupt State. My remarks apply equally to the two other similar 
projects in this bill which I opposed in committee. 

When a State is absolutely solvent, when she has and boasts that she 
has no outstanding indebtedness, I say that that State should not come 
to the General Government any more than a private company should 
come that has gone into an improvement of this kind and finds that it 
drags upon its hands——should not come to the General Government and 
ask it to assume this work and to make good the indebtedness already 
accrued. 

If this State were a poor, bankrupt State, ravaged and ruined by war, 
and should come here holding up its hands and pleading its poverty, I 
would go as far as any Senator on this floor to assist and help that 
State in the work of improving the public water ways. But in this 
instance I thought in committee and think now that this amount should 
be cut down. Iam not willing to vote in advance $150,000 or $200, - 
000 for the purpose of erecting new locks and dams upon this stream. 
I know the Kentucky River very thoroughly. I was born upon its 
banks. It is.a small, narrow, deep stream, with overhanging trees. 
The Senator says there are steamboats upon it. I have not been upon 
the river for a long term of years, but I recollect very well when but 
two steamboats navigated the stream, running up to the mouth of the 
river, and possibly one to Cincinnati and occasionally to Louisville. 

The upper portion of the river is given up entirely to the transpor- 
tation of coal and lumber, and unless its character has changed very 
much it is a small, narrow, deep stream. While I am perfectly will- 
ing to vote an adequate amount to improve that river, an amount that 
is necessary at the present time, I am not willing to put up in advance 
one hundred and fifty or two hundred thousand dollars for these en- 
gineers to come in in their next report and say that there is an unex- 
pected balance of seventy-five or one hundred or one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars. I say this with no sort of feeling against 
the State, and with no other desire than to do my duty as I understand 
it to be. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire simply to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the report of the engineers, which I think will explain the basis 
upon which this large amount is asked for. After describing the im- 
provements of some of the locks and dams that are in process of erec- 
tion the report proceeds—TI read from the annual report of the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army for 1885, part 3, page 1871: 

A survey of the river from Oregon to Beattyville has been completed by FR 
S. Burnett, assistant aginee. and sufficient data obtained to locate all the dam-~ 
required in the extension of slack water to the Three Forks. 

Senators will understand the geography perhaps who are better ac” 
quainted with the river. 

According to this survey the length of the.Kentucky River is 261 miles from 
its mouth to the Three Forks, and the fall 211.2 feet in the same distance, or at 
the rate of 9.7 inches to the mile. The first five locks and dams, as soon as No 
5 is completed, will have a combined lift of 71.9 feet, and give a depth of 6 fect 
for navigation a distance of 98 miles. This leaves a fall of about 140 feet to bx 
overcome by additional locks anddams. It is believea this can be accomplish ei 


by the construction of eleven dams if they are given a slightly increased height 
over that originally proposed. 


LOCK AND DAM No. 6. 


Efforts have been made to obtain the site for this lock as authorized by act of 
July 5, 18841; but up to this time they have been unsuccessful, owing to the dif- 
ficulty in obtaining a good title to the land needed, 
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DAM AT BEATTYVILLE. 


encement of the dam at Beattyville has also been delayed because 
dan Simiculties in obtaining the land required. It is believed that these have 
now been overcome, and nothing will prevent the beginning of this dam at an 


es IMPROVEMENT OF THE UPPER RIVER, 


The inhabitants of the Upper Kentucky Valley are unprovided with means 
for bringing their produce to market,except they use the mountain roads and 
the river during freshets. The former are uaneetey impassable from snow and 
ice, and their use at any time is difficult. The period during which the river is 
available is ly reduced by the obstructions it contains. To remedy this 
evil, during delay in the extension of slack-water navigation, application was 
made for authority to expend $1,500 of the amount appropriated for the Ken- 
tucky River in improving the river channel from Beattyville to the Kentucky 
Central Railroad a distance of 80miles. This project was approved, and 
parties are now being organized for the work. It will consist of the removal of 
snags, trees,and rocks and the construction of wing-dams concentrating the 
water u the bars. Itis expected this improvement will give a channel at 
least 60 wide, with a minimum depth of 3 feet for nine months each year. 

Now what is proposed for the coming fiscal year? 


PROPOSED OPERATIONS FOR 1885-86. 


During the fiscal year it is expected to complete the lock-house at No. 1 and 
dam No.5 and the improvement of the channel of the upper river, and also com- 
mence the construction of the dam at Beattyville. The land for lock and dam 
No. 6 will be acquired, and contracts made for the purchase of as much of the 
materials required in their construction as the balance of the funds on hand will 

rmit, 
PThe recommendation in my last annual report that authority be granted by 
Congress to obtain the land needed for the new locks and dams, in extending 
the slack-water improvements in advance of the appropriations being made for 
their construction, is renewed. Much delay in the progress of the work would 
in this way be avoided. The lack of such authority has prevented the dam at 
o. 6 one year, 


Beattyville from being commenced for the past three years, and already delayed 
the beaten of lock With the amount asked for it is proposed 
to continue improvement by the construction of additional locks and dams. 

It will be observed that the proposition is here to acquire all the land 
necessary for the construction of these locks and dams, stated by the 
engineer to be eleven additional. So it commits the Government to go 
forward with the construction of every lock and dam, or else we lose 
the amount expended. It is not prudent for the Government to com- 
mititselfinadvance. Ofcourse the engineers could expend this money 
in the purchase of sites for locks and dams, but that is not deemed ad- 
visable—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the chairman any idea of the probable cost 
of the land for one of these locks and dams? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; I have not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the chairman know that in no instance 
will it reach the sum of $100? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sorry the chairman is not better advised 
on that subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But it commits the Government to go forward 
with these improvements, and they can commence with the same fund 
on as many locks as they deem proper and keep them going on. It 
commits the Government to this entire work—— 

I do not think it advisable that we should put ourselves in a position 
where when we get up to a portion of this river which is really practi- 
eally a benefit to navigation we should not be permitted to stop. The 
idea of constructing eleven more dams and locks above the six already 
in seems to me to be rather going too far. 

In view of the state of facts as it appears from the engineer’s report, 
we should he satisfied to appropriate this $100,000, complete the im- 

rovements that have been going on, and then from that standpoint 

k forward and see what further we shall do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Iam sure that it was not nec- 
essary for the Senator from Missouri to disclaim any hostile animus 
toward the le or the State of Kentucky or their interests; but I con- 
fess that I am at a loss to account for the spirit in which he seems to 
have out this one item, the only one that the State of Kentucky 
can have any concern in or interest about to be found in this 
dill. Nei do I see the necessity, with all due respect to that Sen- 
ator, for the employment of such terms as ‘‘schemes’’ and ‘‘ unload- 
ing,’’ and I am more than glad to assure him that if he will reflect upon 
the condition of he will see that Kentucky is not here with up- 

i = a, as he described her coming before he would 
do not understand the application of his charge that she undertook 
unload an unprofitable scheme upon the United States. Hesaid that 


euee 


she began the construction of these locks and dams for the improvement 
pad. navigation of this riverfifty yearsago. Well, sir, will youkindly 


me whether the Federal Government fifty years ago was helping 
State with an appropriation of a single penny to improve either by 
and dams or otherwise the navigation of any river? This whole 
of the system of river improvements, so far as the Federal Gov- 
aid has ever gone, is infinitely younger than the progressive 
of the people of Kentucky about which complaint is made here 


getiate 


State of Kentucky has expended more money out of her own 

by aan acts passed by her Legislature for the im- 
provement of ver, than the Federal Government up to this hour has 
ever and during all those years she never received a cent 
never asked for a cent from the Federal Government. When she 
ceded this property to the Federal Government she ceded it without 
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limitation, without encumbrance; dilapidated to some extent, I grant 
you, these works were, but not utterly worthless as the Senator has 
seen fit to describe, because they were doing their work and they were 
being used every year and every day in the year when the Federal Gov- 
ernment took possession of them. 

I do not see why the Senator from Missouri should seek to present 
the case to the Senate after such a fashion as to lead us to believe that 
there is a conspiracy between somebody upon the outside and the engi- 
neer Officers of the Government upon the inside to extort more money 
in these yearly appropriations than it is either possible or desirable for 
them to use. If the engineer officers in charge of this work did not re- 
quire the money asked for and did not believe that it could be and 
would be profitably employed during the coming year, why was it that 
they came here and asked deliberately on estimates for twice as much 
as the House bill proposes to give and five times as much as the Sen- 
ate committee proposes to accord ? 

The facts have been stated, and I am perfectly content to ask the 
judgment of the Senate upon them. The State of Kentucky has ex- 
pended more money upon these works than the Federal Government, 
and the Federal Government comes here through its accredited officer 
and demands twice as much as the House bill offers, five times as much 
as the Senate committee is willing to dole out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I made no charge of any conspiracy 
against any engineer officer or anybody else. I think the figures given 
by the Senator were given to the Commerce Committee by this same 
engineer officer. What I complain of is that in the past they have 
asked for more money than they have ever been able to expend; and 
what I complained of, if the Senator from Kentucky chooses to adopt 
the word, on the part of my native State is that with an overflowing 
treasury, with no outstanding indebtedness, it now comes to the Fed- 
eral Government and says, ‘*Take off our hands an improvement that 
we inaugurate,’’ not upon the ground that the State is notable to keep 
it up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ifa State must be a pauper before it can make 
a contract with the Federal Government within the limits and reach 
of a river and harbor bill, what answer will the Senator make for the 
States of New York and Pennsylvania and Ohio and his own, that have 
received more in this direction since he has been a member of the Sen- 
ate than the State of Kentucky ever received since the foundation of 
this Government. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my reply to the Senator from Kentucky 
is simply this: When the State of Missouri through its General As- 
sembly undertakes a work of internal improvement in its own domain, 
within its own limits, and then with an overflowing treasury comes to 
the Congress of the United States and asks Congress to take that work 
off its hands, then his taunt to me will be applicable, and not before. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I willask the Senator from Missouri to answer 
me this question: The Government having accepted this property at 
the handsof the State of Kentucky in 1879, does the Senator from Mis- 
souri now propose to reopen the deed of cession and the act of accept- 
ance by the Federal Government? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President; but I propose to stop where we are 
now and not to construct six more locks and dams at the expense of 
the Treasury of the United States upon that river. I am willing to 
put in repair the five we have received; I am willing to stand by the 
contract that was made by Congress in 1879; but I do not propose to go 
one inch farther in this direction. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure the Senator wants the case fairly 
stated. 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator from Missouri, then, mean 
to be understood as saying that the contract—if contract he terms it— 
between the Federal Government and the State of Kentucky made in 
1879, when this property was ceded by the State to the General Gov- 
ernment, stopped with the repairs of five locks and dams on that river ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I mean to take issue with the Senator and say 
very flatly that that contract has but one fair interpretation, and the 
Senator, if he will refer to it will not differ from me; and that is that 
the Federal Government agreed not to repair those five locks and dams, 
but to provide slack-water navigation to Beattyville, a distance of 261 
miles, involving an absolute necessity for the construction of more dams 
than there had been already built. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave never so understood that assignment, or con- 
tract, or whatever it may be termed, between the United States and 
the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. §It.so states in terms. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has referred to the State of New York. 
Suppose New York should unload, or if that word is offensive to the 
Senator 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not at all. 

Mr.VEST. Assign to the United States the Erie Canal, 





New York 


is no longer able to take care of it; Congress should take charge of the 
work and keepit up. This is not the only project in this bill of the 
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night, so that I could not return to the House on Friday, nor did | 
the RecorD of the proceedings of Thursday until Friday afternoo: 

When on my way to New York the gentleman from New Jersey | }\| 
PrpcocK] loaned me a copy of the RecorD and I found the gentle, 
whom I have named were recorded as presentand voting. I was mu 
surprised at the fact, and causually remarked to some gentlemen »),, 
were present, among them the editor of the Washington Post, that ‘|. 
statement, as shown by the REcoRD, was contrary to the impressio) | 
had formed, based on the statement made to me and confirmed by 
own recollection that these gentlemen were absent from the Tae 
the time of that vote. 

In the course of the conversation I was asked how it was possible t 1, 
such a transaction could occur, and I said in response that I had 
knowledge and believed it to be impossible unless four other name: 
voting the other way, had been appended to the roll so as to mak 
balance. I also said that it was a matter of.so much importance th 
I would immediately on my return to Washington look into it, 
would, if I deemed it necessary on such investigation, ask the H 
to inquire fully into it. 

On Monday I returned to the city and immediately applied to t 
Clerk’s desk for information as to the facts which I have just stated 
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kind. The State of Kentucky comes now and proposes to put upon us 
works of internal improvements she has had for over forty-five years, 
works that have not paid, works that have gone to decay under the 
operation of the railway system of the country, and instead of pocketing 
the Joss as a State or an individual should do, she proposes now to make 
the Federal Government stand the resultsof her own improvidence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like the attention of my friend from 
Kentucky who has referred to an act of cession by the State of Ken- 
tucky of the works on this river to the United States. I understood 
him to say it was in 1879. I have sent to obtain the Kentucky stat- 
utes and owing to my incapacity to find it in the index—I dare say it 
is there—I ask him to point out to me (the statutes being here) what 
this act of Kentucky is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The act of Kentucky, I will say 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Senator show us the statute? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can not lay my hand onit. I have not the 
statutes before me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here they are. 

mr. BLACKBURN. That act was prepared by the Secretary of War 
in the War Office at my request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here are the statutes of 1879. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky states, as I understand, 
that the Congress of the United States passed some act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have searched the acts of Congress of 1879 and 
I can not find it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said that there was a subsequent act of Con- 
gress in the way of appropriations made every year for the improvement 
of the river, and then an act of Congress passed directing the purchase 
of the land for the sites of locks and dams yet to be built. All these 
acts of Congress are subsequent to the cession made by the State of 
Kentucky. The State of Kentucky ceded all the property that she 
had. She unloaded nothing, and she is not to-day asking to transfer 
to the Government anything. Itis seven years since she made a deed 
of cession of this property upon which she had expended more than a 
million of money; and the Senator from Missouri seems never to have 
found out the fact that that cession had been made, but is assured now 
that it was made and accepted in 1879. 

The aet of cession from the State of Kentucky ceded to the Federal 
Government every atom of property connected with what was known 
as the Kentucky River navigation improvement, every particle of it, 
whether it was in the shape of real estate or improvements put upon it, 
or appurtenances belonging to it. The Government accepted it seven 
years ago, and has been making these appropriations ever since, and 
the engineer officers to-day ask for $500,000 to do this work within the 
next fiseal year. The House committee cut itoff a half, and the Senate 
Senate committee propose to reduce it to one-fifth. I appeal to the 
not to accept the amendment submitted by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Can we not take a vote on this question? 

Mr. BECK. Before the matter is di of I desire to say some- 
thing about it. The whole case has not stated yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed t6; and (at 6 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, July 8, 1886, at 11 
o'clock a, m. 





the time this vote was recorded, which disclosed the fact that the 


call. 
As a matter of course that would be conclusive so far as the ta! 


to be conclusive of the whole question. I have no personal know]e(! 
even now as to whether these gentlemen voted or not; but so far 
have done to them, or caused to be done, any injustice, or Been + 
means of casting any reflection upon them under any misapprehens':: 
of the facts, I desire to state that I am exceedingly sorry, and w::! 
therefore to make this explanation to the House in justice to them «: 
to myself. I would have made this statement on Monday but for 1! 


as may seem to them to be proper under the circumstances. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a quest 
of personal privilege in order to make a brief statement in connect 
with the matter which has just been alluded to by my colleague [ \| 


had seen, of course, the statements in the newspapers; but as my 
league has introduced the subject, in justice to myself I wish to s 
that I was here last Thursday and on Friday and on Friday evenin, 


by the 3.50 train—I was here and voted, and the reason that I was: 
on the floor of the House at the time of the announcement of the v. 


tect of the public buildings, was here—— 
Mr. RANDALL. That is correct. 


on public business. That was why I was not present when the 
nouncement of the vote was made. 


that Iam not personally acquainted with the recording clerk of ‘1 
House, Mr. Craig, I believe his name is; that I have never exchan « 
even the compliments of the day with him; and I make this statenic 
in justice to the Clerk and the gentlemen who are connected with ) 
that I have not even a speaking acquaintance with any one of t! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. but Mr. Smith, the Journal Clerk, a I have known for some y: 


WEDNESDAY, July 7, 1886. 


The House metati1lo’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mitspurn, D. D 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be ae to make a brief 
statement in the nature of a personal e I am sorry to take 
the time of the House to do so, but Thee cet inadvertently I may 
have done or caused to be done some injustice or at least annoyance to 
some of my colleagues from New York. 

It will be remembered that on emma hina yea-and-nay vote was 
taken on the question of insertin in the sundry civil 
bill to inaugurate the statue of Li the World in New 
York Harbor. It will also be remembered that the vote on that occa- 
sion was a very close one; and the proposition was declared to be lost é 
on that vote by a slender majority, three only. I was exceedingly in- | men will remember who were present, there was a consider:!)! 
terested in the result, and hence tried to secure as many affirmative | decree of confusion prevailing upon the floor, and that it was 2 
votes as possible. At the close of the during a conversa- | close and somewhat exciting vote. The Chair is advised by the 
tion with some other gentlemen, it was that the amendment | tleman from New York [Mr. FeLrx CAMPBELL] that as a matt: 
had been lost by the absence of certain New York members, and they | fact he was not at the Capitol on that day, but was at Brooklyn, 


we meet. 
This, Mr. Speaker, is an honest statement, which I think is du: 
these gentlemen and is also due to the House; and I hope we will |: 


Speaker, and as good clerks, ane as impartial, as have ever serve! 
an assembly of this character during my legislative experience 1" 
and in New York. 


gentleman was here and voted on that occasion? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. The eman I thought did not make that « 
plain; and as I knew the e myself I wanted him to make it exp!\ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J.CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; Iwas here and vote: 
thought [ had made the statement plainly. 


were named to me as having been Mr. CAMPBELL of New York, Mr. | Asis well known there are four gentlemen on the roll of the Hou 
CAMPBELL of Brooklyn, Mr. Buiss of Brooklyn, and Mr. pees ot ot | named Campbell, and in the midst of the confusion then prevailin: \" 
Brooklyn. I left Fe tee other gentleman undoubtedly answered when the name of Mr. F!''‘ 
had been absent and did not vote. I went homeand was ill during CAMPBELL was called. It appears from the roll-call that he was ic 


was shown at the desk the tally sheet which was taken by the Clerk a: 
gentlemen had been present and had actually voted upon the first ro). 


sheet is concerned and as to the integrity of the Recorp, and ough: 


absence of my colleagues, who are now here to make such explanation | 


Hewitt]. It was not my intention tosay a word about it, althous): | 
and also on Saturday until the time when I left to go to New York— 


(which fact the gentleman from Pennsylvania who sits near me 10 | 
will bear out) was that Mr. William J. Fryer, of New York, the arcli:- 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. And I wasin conference with )iin 


I desire to say further, in justice to the officials at the Clerk’s desk 


merely, however, to pass the compliments of the season with him w)c1 
no more of such business. In my judgment we have got just as fiir: 
Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me a moment, t! 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that during the roll-call 0) 
the amendment offered by the | eman from New York, as gent!* 


ee ae 


ee aire! ee ee ee 
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Little, O'Donnell, Romeis, Thompson, 
Long, O’ Hara, Seranton, Van Schaick, 
Lyman, O’ Neill, Charles Spooner, Wade, 
Markham, Osborne, Steele, Wadsworth, 
McComas, Payne, Stephenson, Wakefield, 
McKenna, Payson, Stewart, J. W. Warner, William 
McKinley, Peters, Strait, Weaver, J.B. 
Millard, Pettibone, Struble, Weber, 
Milliken, Pirce, Swinburne, White, A.C. 
Moffatt, Price, Symes, White, Milo 
Morrill, Rice, Taylor, Zach. Worthington. 
Morrow, tock well, Thomas, 0. B. 
NAYS—121. 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Johnaton, T, D, Richardson, 
Anderson, C. M. Dockery, Jones, J, I Robertson, 
Barksdale, Dorsey, Jones, J. T. Sadler, 
Beach, Dunn, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Bennett, Eldredge, Laffoon, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Lanham, Singleton, 
Bland, Findlay, Lawler, Sowden, 
Bliss, Fisher, Lore, Springer, 
Blount, Foran, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Bragg, Ford, Maybury, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Forney, McAdoo, Storm, 
Burnes, Frederick, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Geddes, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Cabell, Gibson, Eustace McRae, ‘Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Glass, Merriman, Trigg, 
Campbell, J. E. Glover, Mills, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Green, R. 8. Mitchell, Turner, 
Candler, Green, W. J. Morgan, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Hale, Muller, Viele, 
Catchings, Halsell, Murphy, Ward, T.B. 
Cobb, Hammond, Neal, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hatch, Oates, Wellborn, 
Comstock, Henderson, J.S. O’Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Cowles, Henley, Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
Cox, Herbert, Peel, Willis, 
Crain, Hewitt, Perry, Winans, 
Crisp, Hill, Pideock, Wise, 
Croxton, Holman, Pindar, Wolford. 
Culberson, Howard, Randall, 
Dargan, Hudd, R n, 
Davidson, A. C. Irion, Reid, J. W. 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Adams, J.J. Dowdney, Lovering, Sessions, 
Aiken, Eden, Lowry, Shaw, 
Arnot, Elisberry, Mahoney, Skinner, 
Ballentine, Evans, Martin, Smalls, 
Barbour, Felton, Miller, Snyder, 
Barnes, Funston, Morrison, Spriggs, 
Barry, Gallinger, Neece, Stewart, Cheats 
Belmont, Gay, Negley, St. Mart 
Boyle, Gibson, C, H. Nelson, Stone, EI F, 
Brady, Goff, Norwood, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Mall, O'Neill, J.J. Swope, 
Buchanan, Hanback, Owen, Tau be 
Caldwell, Harris, Parker, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. mayees, Perkins, Taylor, I. H. 
Caswell, Phelps, Taylor, J. M. 
Clardy, Hem emphil, Plumb, Thomas, J. R. 
Clements, Henderson, T.J. Ranney, morton, 
Cole, Hiscock, Reed, T. B. Wait, 
Compton, Houk, Reese, 
Curtin, Hutton, Riggs, Ward, J. H. 
Daniel, Ketcham, Rogers, Weaver, A. J. 
Davenpo King, Rowell, 
Dav ideon, . H,. M. Landes, Ryan, i 
Davis, Le Fevre, Sawyer, Wilson, 
Dawson, Libbey, Scott, Woodburn, 
Dougherty, Louttit, Seney, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


ing of names of members voting. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Houx. 


Mr. HARRIS with Mr. PHELPs. 


Mr. Scott with Mr. WAIT. 
Mr. ARNoT with Mr. THomAs, of Illinois. 
Mr. LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. BRADY. 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. SPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. Riees with Mr. WHITING. 


Mr. Gorr with Mr. BALLENTINE. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. CASWELL. 


Mr. REECE with Mr. NEGLEY. 
The following-named members were announced as paired for this 


day: 


Mr. JonN M. TAYLOR with Mr. HAYNES. 
Mr. CLEMENTs with Mr. WooDBURN. 





Mr. HEARD with Mr. Funston. 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. Wrst. 
Mr. Swore with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Evans. 

Mr. MoRRISON with Mr. REED, of Maine. 


Mr. Murpuy with Mr. Stoner, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. DowDNEY with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

Mr. Hiscock and Mr. Mr_trs were announced as paired until Friday 
morning. 

Mr. RoGers and Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR were announced as pairc( 
until the end of the session, and Mr. BArBour and Mr. LIBBEY unt 
December next. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMES. I wish to inquire whether it-would now be in ore; 
to call up this bill and veto message for present consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now up for consideration, and the gen. 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] moves to refer it to the Comm 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOLMES. But would a motion to consider the bill now hay 
priority over the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now up for consideration. If it wer 
not, the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] cou! 
not be made. 

Mr. HOLMES. Is it in order then to move that the bill and me 
sage be now considered ? 

The SPEAKER. It is, but the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. \: 
SON] moves to commit the bill and message to the Committee on |: 
valid Pensions, which is a proper motion under parliamentary law an 
the rules of the House. If that motion is voted down,-the considen 
tion of the bill goes on. The question is on the motion of the gent): 
man from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] to commit the bill and message 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. If these bills with the veto messages remain be‘ 
the House they are privileged, and may be called up atany time; noy 
if they are referred to the committee, does that privilege cease ? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. The right to have them considered by 
the House is suspended during the time they remain in the hands 
the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. The right to call the bill up is suspended unti! t! 
committee report it back ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BURROWS. Suppose they do not report it back? 

The SPEAKER. Then the case is the same as that of any other | 
that is not reported back from a committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is beyond the control of the House? 


The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksso, unless by unanimous conser, 
or a suspension of the rules, the committee be instructed to report 
back. 


Mr. LONG. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. In that case would not a motion to instruct the co: 
mittee to report back the bill be a privileged motion ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not like to decide that questi 
without some examination; but an amendment is in order now to t) 
motion made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON], to 11 
struct the committee to report a bill back on or before a certain day 

Mr. BURROWS. Is itin order to make that motion now as an amen 
ment to the motion of the gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I move to amend the motion so as to inst: 
the committee to report the bill back by Friday next. 

Mr. MATSON. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. MATSON. Is it in order? 

TheSPEAKER. Itisinorder. A simple motion to refer is no! 
batable, but a motion to refer with instructions is. 

Mr. MATSON. If itis debatable I wish tosay a word. There w 
already a large number of these vetded bills before the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions that have been sent there prior to this. Why '! 
particular bill should be taken up and preferred over others that ho’ 
been heretofore referred, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
quired to consider it, to the disadvantage of those other bills, I can 1° 
understand. If there is any special reason why this bill should be p! 
ferred over the others, then the amendment of the gentleman ‘1 

ought to prevail, but no such reason being stated I do» 
see why this bill should be taken out of its order and the committ« 
instructed to consider it and report it back in advance of the ot 
vetoed bills. 

Mr. BURROWS. In my amendment I have suggested Frid) 
cause I was informed that the Committee on Invalid Pensions woul 
have a meeting on Friday, and therefore would not be called upon °) 
the adoption of this motion to have an extra session of the comm't'« 
in order to consider this bill. This is the only time that a motion” 


this kind has been made in regard to any of these bills. The gout!’ © 





man from Indiana suggests that a large number of these bills wi ‘ith the i 


accompanying messages are now pending before that committee, alt 
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that it would be hardly proper to direct the committee to report this | 
bill on Friday in ge se to the others. I believe that up to this | 
time only two of the vast number of vetoed bills referred to that com- | 
mittee have been reported back; and in view of this fact it seems to me | 
the indications are that the others are not to be considered; so that if | 
the committee be directed to consider this one it will probably not in- | 
terferé materially with their in regard to the remainder. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan that although the Chair does not desire to be understood as decid- 
ing the question of order in advance, still he is very much inclined to 
the opinion that, these being privileged matters under the Constitu- 


tion, a motion to discharge the committee would be at any time in | 


. } ‘ : . c 
mse to a question | experience we have already had in reference to veto messages of the 


order. But, as the Chair stated just now, in 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], he prefers not to 
decide absolutely such a question in advance of its presentation to the 
House. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Chair holds that my motion to instruct 
the committee to report the bill on Friday next is in order? 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt in the mind of the Chair on that 

int. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
Towa [Mr. HoLMEs]. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that this objection of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATson] is not well taken. In the 
first place, I may say by way of preliminary, there is nothing in this 
bill which should require it to be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. It hasonce been very carefully considered by that commit- 
tee; and the whole ground of the President withholding his approval 
of the bill is the fact that in his view the man was not injured in the 
line of duty. That is the only point in the case; and it is not neeessary 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions in order to de- 
cide that question. The facts are all embraced in the report, which is 
itself a sufficient refutation of the veto message. This man was injured 
while in the line of duty. While he was in camp at Dunkirk, N. Y.,a 
fellow-soldier named Patrick Burnes made an assault upon him, knocked 
him down, jumped upon him, and stamped upon him. As a conse- 
quence of this assault his sternum was injured, and he has been sub- 
ject since that time to fits of epilepsy, clearly and plainly induced by 
the injuries which he then received. 

Now, the President in his veto message says that whether this man 
was injured in a quarrel or by an unprovoked assault he is not entitled 
toa pension. The question then before this House is, whether a sol- 
dier when thus attacked in camp by a fellow-soldier and permanently 
injured is not to be regarded as having been injured in the line of his 
duty and entitled to a pension. That, I submit, is all there is in this 
case, as shown by the veto message and by the papers. It is clearly 
established that the injuries occurred while the man was in camp; 
there is no dispute about that in any part of the evidence. The ques- 
tion, therefore, is simply whether a man who is the victim of an en- 
tirely unprovoked assault, occurring while in camp and in the line of 
his duty, is entitled to a pension. This applicant at the present time 
is entirely unable to support himself by manual labor. Dr. H. H. 
Glidden, of Jamestown, N. Y., testifies: 

I was surgeon of the board of enrollment at nkirk, N. Y.,at the time the 

en ; he was then a sound, healthy, dnd able-bodied man. About 
January 9, 1864, while at the barracks at Dunkirk, N. Y.,and in the line of his 
duty, the claimant was attacked by one Patrick Burnes, and thrown to the floor, 
upon, kicked, and beaten very severely, having hiscollar bone and sey- 

broken. Burnes 


stamped 
eral of his ribs i at the time was a member of the regiment; the 
assault was made wholly without provocation on the part of the claimant and 


I yield for a few moments to the gentleman from 


for the purpose of robbery. : 
All the evidence goes to bear out this conclusion—that the man was 
assaulted for the purpose of robbery and without any provocation. 


Mr. LONG. By one of his fellow-soldiers ? 


Mr. HOLMES. By one of his fellow-soldiers, and while in the line 
of duty. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was he doing at the time? What sas 
his duty ? 

Mr. HOLMES. He was in camp at the time he suffered this unpro- 
voked assault. 

A MEMBER. Read the certificate of discharge. 

Mr. HOLMES. The statement contained in the certificate of disa- 
bility for discharge is this: 
——— potas eine servine of the United States by blows of vio- 


. ucing a deformity of sternum ; disa- 
; not fit for Inval te. . 
H. McG. WILSON, Assistant Surgeon. 
W. F. Tinke, of Coalville, Iowa, testifies: 


About the month of June or July, 1864, while I was living at Frewsburg, N. 
Y., claimant came home from the service sick, from injuries received Den. 
kirk, N. a did "y nS a ee. I anes pomenely know how he 

saw him w cal ted by 
han OO. injuries. . me home a was treated by 


The certificates of all the physicians in this case go to show the utter 
disability of this man at the present time, his disability having been 
reported as three-fourths at the time of his discharge in 1864, 
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I submit that the House is now to decide in this case whether it is 
necessary that a proposition of this kind be referred to the Commitiec 
on Invalid Pensions or any other committee for determination, the ques- 
tion being simply this: When a man enlists in the armies of the United 
States and by an unprovoked assault, committed for the purpose of rob- 
bery, as is shown here, or indeed for any other purpose, is maimed and 
made a physical wreck, is he not to be considered in the line of duty at 
the time and entitled to a pension? 

That is all there is of it. There is no pretense this was a quarrel. 
There can be no such thing inferred. ‘There is no pretense that he got 
into a quarrel with his assailant, or that there was any quarrel what- 
ever. To refer this veto message at this period of the session, with the 


President and their reference to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, is 
not encouraging so far as expectation of receiving any report is con- 
cerned before the adjournment. 

Yesterday when my friend from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] asked to 
refer a veto message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions there was 
no objection particularly to it; at least the majority was in favor of 
that motion to refer the veto in that case to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. It is a little singular, it seems to me, that there should be 
desire to refer this veto message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
there to keep company with the veto message already referred to that 
committee on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was on the report of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMES. That is true; but I submit this case is not like that 
so far as any difficulty of detail is concerned. There are not the details 
in this case there were in that case. 

There can be no good reason why this case should be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. That committee has already reported, 
and it is not to be expected that committee will reverse its action. It 
is not to be supposed, after having already reported to the House on 
this case, that committee will come in here and say the report pre- 
viously made by them was all wrong. Has the President shown any 
good reason to prove they have been wrong as to the facts of this case 
in the report heretofore made? No, sir; notat all. The difference 
between the President and the committee is a difference altogether as 
to a question of law. It can not be presented more fully than it has 
been already presented. It is for the House to say whether it will stand 
hy the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or reverse its action and yield to 
the statements of the President. 

I have nothing more to say. This is a plain, simple proposition. 
This veto message should not be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, but the House should be called upon to decide. 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I am in favorof referring this bill to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions with instructions to report it back 
at an early day. I have more than one reason for this. I do not pro- 
pose to discuss specially the merits of this particular bill; but, Mr. 
Speaker, it is apparent to me, as I think it must be to all who have 
given the subject attention and consideration, that so far as the present 
Congress is concerned the question of pension legislation must he met 
and decided as a general proposition. lI infer from the action of the 
majority who control this House that they have determined that there 
shall not be at this session any further general legislation on the sub- 
ject of pensions; that they do not intend that any of these bills shall 
be passed over the President’s veto, and that but few shall be considered 
at all. 

I am in favor of the passage of this bill over the President’s veto, as I 
believe it to be a just one, and I was in favor of the passage of the bill 
partially considered yesterday during the morning hour. But I entered 
my protest against the manner in which it was then considered by calling 
up that billand allowing astatement to be made on one side which seemed 
to be in the nature of an excuse for all the vetoes sent in with an explana- 
tion that that case was an exception. And after this was done, and while 
gentlemen were seeking recognition who take an entirely different view 
of the whole question, all debate was cut off by a postponement of the 
case, and no opportunity was given by the House to gentlemen on this 
side to be heard. I want both sides of this question heard. I want 
the country to know that there is a contest here between the President 
and at least a majority of his party who agree with him on one side, 
and those who favor just pensions on the other side. I have no ex- 
pectation that this difference can be reconciled, and I am willing that 
it shall be submitted to the people of the United States to decide after 
a fall hearing. 

For these reasons I do not think it is necessary to specially consider 
on this motion the merits of this particular bill. want some course 
taken that will decide this whole question. I (9 not think, judging 
from his action in the cases that have been sent to him, that it makes 
any great difference whether a bill isa good one ora bad one to re- 
ceive a veto at the hands of the present Executive. I think it must 
be conceded by all who are familiar with these cases that he has ap- 
proved some of the very weakest and least meritorious, while a large 
majority of the bills which he has vetoed are deserving, worthy, and just. 
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3ut I do not think he wants it understood that he intends to make 

any particular difference between cases. He simply proposes to veto 
a largenumber of the bills that are sent to him. His reason is based 
on opposition to all bills of this character. 

He is in sympathy with those who are at heart opposed to pension- 
ing Union soldiers, and he intends to limit and restrict the number of 
those that shall hereafter be pensioned as far as it reasonably can be 
done. And if this position is taken in theearly part of his administra- 
tion, what may we not expect in the near future in the way of repeal 
of the legislation of the last twenty years should his party be retained 
in power? I oppose the proposition to refer the message without in- 
structions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘That committee has 
been, I know, a most industrious and faithfulone. I give it credit for 
great industry and fairness, as well as for its conscientidus discharge 
of the duties assigned it. But the President has a majority of his party 
friends on that committee. I can hardly expect them to be very de- 
eided in their opposition to his action, and I would not be surprised if 
they are not disposed, as has been intimated by the gentlemen who pre- 
ceded me [Mr. HoLMEs and Mr. BurRows], to act very industriously 
in bringing forward these bills. They have, it seems to me—perhaps 
unintentionally—by allowing attacks on their action on these bills to 
go unanswered, permitted a record to be made up at this session of 
Congress that does injustice to the committee and every member of this 
House that favors just pension legislation. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Lunderstood you to refer to the action of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and to express your belief that they are not 
disposed to act diligently in these matters. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes; I so intimated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not expect to make aspeech on this question. 
i wish to say for that committee we have consumed nearly all the time 
allotted to us since these veto messages came in in considering them. 
Iam authorized to say that where the facts show these bills ought to 
pass that committee will not hesitate to say so and authorize reports 
to be made to that effect. 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make a speech like that which he made yesterday. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My speeeh is made to suit myself and not the 
gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes; it may suit you, but it certainly doesnot suit 
me, and I want you to make it in your own time. 

lt is a remarkable thing, Mr. Speaker, that it takes this committee 
so long to examine these vetoes; for you will recollect that they are 
of cases with which the committee is familiar. These bills have been 
considered carefully by the Committee on Invalid Pensions- before they 
are sent to the President. 

And I may be allowed to call attention to the great care that is ex- 
ercised in considering these bills. They are first referred to a subcom- 
mittee and carefully considered by gentlemen who examine the record 
and sift the testimony and make reports which are approved by a ma- 
jority of the committee. They are then acted upon and passed at ses- 
sions of the House expressly set apart for the consideration of pension 
bills. After they have taken up this long time by their passage in the 
House they are sent to the Senate and again considered and passed, 
when they are sent to the Executive, who is supposed to havesomeother 
duty to discharge than vetoing pension bills. They have been in large 
numbers returned accompanied by veto messages to this House. These 
vetoes are so large in number and come in such great rapidity that we 
have from ten to a score inasingle day. Itis apparent that the Presi- 
deat can not possibly give much time to the examination of the facts 
in these cases. _For he is able to prepare and send in fifty or sixty ve- 
toes in about the same length of time the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has taken to consider and report back two of his vetoes to this 
House. This is why I think the committee is not quite in as muchof a 
hurry now as the President. 

But we are told by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] 
that when these bills come back and go again to that committee they 
will be considered by it and proper reports made. But when it has 
these sixty or more vetoes referred toit and but two yet reported, weeks, 
and, I take it, months must elapse before we can get a upon any 
considerable number of them. That is the reason that I do not want 
any such delay. The session is nearing its close. If we get a vote on 
these bills at all, and bave an opportunity to put gentlemen on record 
on these questions, it must be done soon. 

I do not see any necessity for delay. I favor bringing these bills back 
here to be considered at once. If it is the policy of this administration 
to oppose all pension legislation, if this is ‘‘a new departure” sprung 
upon the country, let us know it nowand meet it. Gentlemen, do not 
} leave any one in doubt as to your true position on this question. 

eretofore when a discussion of this question seemed we had 
gentlemen on our side on both the right and left who said to me we 
had better not stir it up; they said, ‘let it alone; we will get votes from 
the other side.”’ If that is the way to get votes, by allowing men to 
get up and say, as was said on yesterday, what I do not believe, that 
the particular bill under consideration is a good bill and the commit- 
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tee recommend it, but that the others are not good, then I do not want 
to catch votes in that way. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman refers to me, that was not said 

Mr. JACKSON. If you propose to get a pension for one soldier }y 
intimating that it is the only worthy one, that all or many of th 
others vetoed may not be worthy, then I can not go with you. This 
is what I call benefiting one at the expense of the many. On othe: 

| occasions there has been great wrong done by many gentlemen on this 
| floor by their unwarranted charges that pension legislation is generally 
called for by claim agents and unworthy soldiers. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania refers to what 
I said as leading to such an inference, then he misstates what I said. 

Mr. JACKSON. When do you want to make a speech; now, while 
I am speaking ? 

| Mr. TAULBEE. I am not wanting to make a speech at all—only 
to correct the gentleman, if he refers to me. 

Mr. JACKSON. I give the gentleman [Mr. TAULBEE] the benefit 
of his correction, and then I prefer to proceed in my own way. As I 
recollect it, the case on yesterday morning was introduced by saying 
that the committee helieved the President ‘“‘ was under a misappre 
hension in regard to the facts of this particular case;’’ and that there 
was somehow or other something that he did not know or he would 
not have dared to send in his veto to this bill that gentlemen on that 
side of the House wanted to pass. But we were told that this great 
and good President, who vetoes pension bills by the score, meant right. 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, I suspect he does mean right in the sense of attempt- 
ing to please certain elements of the country; but he does not mean 
right in the eyes of the generous and loyal people of this land. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] I desire to say, sir, that the President 
means exactly what his vetoes show. His vetoes, by their substance, 
language, tone, and temper, can have- no other construction than that 
he dislikes all pension legislation, and I do not think that he will thank 
gentlemen for intimating that he is only trying to save, at best, th» 
poor little pittance of money that is in controversy in granting these 
pensions. 

No, sir; that is not what he means. These vetoes are intended for 
the approval of a certain portion of the people of this country, and | 
desire to say that they unquestionably meet their approval. 

But they do not meet my approval. They will not, in my humble 
judgment, meet the approval of the majority of the people of this na- 
tion, and especially those who were always loyal to its flag. It is very 
evident that the only question which we are called on to meet now, and 
which I assure you will yet be an important one before the people, is 
whether or not we are to have proper and just legislation on the part 
of Congress in favor of the deserving soldiers of the Republic. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact, established by the records of this 
House and incontrovertible, that the present President has signed more 
private pension bills than any other President in the same length of 
time? 

Mr. JACKSON. Quite likely that maybe. But itiscertainly true 
he has vetoed ten times more good ones than all of the others put to- 
gether. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. He has probably had some worse ones to deal with 
than any other President. 

Mr. JACKSON. Well, you have had a majority of your party on 
the Committee onInvalid Pensions. Youhaveamajority in this House, 
and both, aftercareful examination, decided that the very bills he vetoed 
were just and deserving ones. And we will now see whether that ma- 
jority will reverse its action because it has become a party question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And he has approved more private pension bills 
than any other President. 

Mr. BRUMM. And he helped you to whitewash a traitor, too. 

Mr. JACKSON. Your committee has not been, I am sure, too lib- 
eral with these pension bills, nor has the House extended that indu!- 
gence in their consideration that the soldiers had a right to expect. It 
is not easily forgotten that gentlemen have come herenight after nig]it 
at pension sessions and by their actions have indicated their purpose 
of preventing as far as possible pension legislation on the evenings sct 
apart for that business. Such efforts are usually commenced by say- 
ing ‘‘we are willing to support all good pension bills,’’ but actions 
speak louder than words, and it was plain they did not want to get 
any through if they could prevent it. I concede it was but a few who 
were willing to put themselves on record in this manner. But, as is 
well known, only a few are required to doa great deal of harm on 
such occasions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman know that a large num- 
ber of pension bills have been passed in opposition to the recommenda- 
tions of the Pensions Committee ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman name one? 

Mr. JACKSON. Some may have been, but it has not been liberal 
enough. We could not get enough bills reported from the commit- 
tee; but I am willing to give it credit for what it has done. I suppose 
the gentleman is correct in the suggestion he makes. 

Mr. BRADY. That is a mistake. 
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I am informed that that statement is not correct. 
It is correct and the record showsit. Not only 


Mr. JACKSON. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


have some private pension bills been passed by the House riding over 


the committee’s recommendations, but more private pension bills have 
become laws under the administration of President Cleveland than un- 
der any other President. 

Mr. BRADY. I do not remember of any such bills, not more than 
one. 
Mr. JACKSON. There may have been one or two cases. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There are many. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [ask the gentleman to name one single bill that 
has passed through the House in opposition to the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; just give us one name. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman certainly can not be ignorant of 
the fact—— 

Mr. JACKSON. I think I am entitled to the fioor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor and declines to yield to interruption. 

Mr. JACKSON. I believe therehas n0t been a minority report sub- 
mitted to this House by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


which I have before referred being placed in the way of their being 
passed on the Friday night sessions, were referred to a full House, 


and were passed by the House. Thereisanother subject I wish tospeak | 


of. Ihave heard it said repeatedly on this floor, and, if I recollect aright, 
within the last forty-eight hours, that the people and soldiers were not 
asking more pension legislation. This, Mr. Speaker, is a very great 
mistake. What mean, then, the thousands and tens of thousands of 
petitions presented here to this Congress signed by both soldiers and citi- 
zens and referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions? Did thatcom- 
mittee not receive them? Does it not know there is such a demand ? 
No otherquestion has been petitioned forasthis has. If any attention 
is given to petitions, this Congress ought to know that this legislation 
is demanded. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think in the few minutes we have for the consid- 
eration of this bill it is well to briefly notice the facts involved in this 
case. It is confessed in this veto message that this man was enlisted 
as a soldier for the defense of hiscountry. It is admitted that while in 
camp waiting for assignment to duty he was, without provocation and 
without excuse, unlawfully assaulted, injured, and crippled; that those 
injuries pertained to and followed him to the present time; that in con- 
sequence of those injuries he is unable to sustain himself and todo the 
labor that under other circumstances he could perform. It is suggested 
as an excuse for this veto that the Government did not incite or au- 
thorize this assault, and that for that reason, although he was an en- 
listed man in the line of duty waiting for assignment to his regiment, 
he is not entitled now to recognition and protection at the hands of the 
nation. In other words, it is suggested that the Government does not 
insure its soldiers against any unlawful assaultsand attacks and will not 
pension them when so injured. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is a new doctrine it seems to me in pension legis- 
lation; and I challenge now the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House when they aitempt to defend this veto message to produce a 
precedent to sustain them in this position. It has been the policy 
of this House, as it has been the policy of Congress, to pension every 
man who was injured and crippled in the line of duty if he wasa loyal 
defender of his country and was injured or crippled without fault or 
wrong ofhis. If he was wounded in consequence of the accidental 
Fee > of fire-arms held by himself or by comrades and was in the 
line of duty it has been the policy of the Government to pension him. 
If he was injured in 


he was injured in any way not from his own carelessness, not from his 
own wrong or his own neglect, and was in the line of duty, it has been 
the policy of the Government to pension him and to recognize the 

tion of the Government to him. 

re was a man, as I have said, in the line of duty. There was a 
ruffian who assaulted him without excuse or provocation. And now the 
Chief Executive says, notwithstanding this man had his collar-bone 
broken, notwi he had his ribs broken, notwithstanding he 


was injured to such an extent that from that time to this he has not | 


been to perform a day’s labor or to enjoy the privileges of a well 
hour, yet because he was assaulted by a ruffian rather than a rebel sol- 
dier this Government will give to him no relief and will not heed his 


Well may the veto message of | 


—— and petition for a pension. 

Executive be criticised! We have been charged in some of these 
a with reckless and extravagant legislation, and men have come 
into House who, before they have scarcely warmed their seats, have 
arraigned Congress for heinous extravagance and reckless legislation be- 
cause it gives heed to the applications of the nation’s poor and those who 
received injuries and wounds in the nation’s service. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 
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I recol- | 
lect of some cases that, by reason of the objections and obstructions to | 


1 r uence of a railroad accident while in the | 
line of duty it has been the policy of the Government to pensionhim. If | 
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How much time have I remaining? 
The gentleman has thirty-three minutes remaining. 
Mr. BURROWS. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MATSON. The merits of this particular case are not directly 
| at issue under the motion to refer the message and accompanying bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Butthe case has been discussed 
to some extent, and it is insisted because the issue is not a complicated 
one therefore it ought to be decided at once. Upon that proposition 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, there is more involved in this case than 
| the mere question as to whether or not a man who was in the line of 
duty and was injured without any fault on his part ought to be pen- 
sioned. That is not the whole of this case. There is a medical ques- 
tion as to whether or not the particular disability alleged by this man 
is the result of that injury, and that is certainly a matter that requires 
some investigation and some deliberation. 

Mr. HOLMES. 
| tion? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. : 
| Mr. HOLMES. Did not the Committee on Invalid Pensions pass on 
that matter, and was there any question about it? 

Mr. MATSON. Perhaps we did pass upon this matter, but when 
the President of the United States, after his deliberation upon it, de- 
sires to present an objection founded upon that ground, it is only fair 
to the President for this House to stop and deliberate and try to ascer- 
tain whether or not he is right, or whether the House was right in its 
original action. The gentlemen upon the other side of the House are 
hasty about this matter. They seem to be very anxious to get at the 
President, for some reason or other; while we on this side of the House 
are determined that the President shall have fair play, and we intend to 

stand by that proposition. 
It is not fair to the President to take up a case upon a hasty consid- 

eration and attempt to pass it over his veto. He has a constitutional 
right to exercise, the rightto approve or disapprove the bills passed by 
Congress, and when he sees fit to disapprove a bill it is no more than 
respectful to him that this House should act deliberately and with all 
the information they can obtain upon the proposition, and not 


| Mr. BURROWS. 


| TheSPEAKER. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 








| ‘jump 

in ’’ hastily for the purpose of summarily passing the bill over his veto. 
| That is the position of this House, and I want gentlemen upon the other 
side to understand it. So far as these vetoes are concerned, the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. JACKSON ] says there are sixty of them; 
forty-one altogether have been sent to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions and two have been reported back. I think that at least a dozen 
of them have already been considered by the committee. As stated by 
| the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], who is a member of 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, nearly all the time of the comumnit- 
tee since those vetoes have been referred has been devoted to their con- 
sideration. 

Now, upon the general proposition I have to say this: A large num- 
ber of these bills are vetoed upon technical grounds, some because of a 
mistake in the name, some because the claimant has an application 
pending in the Pension Office that has never been rejected; some be- 

cause the claims have been allowed in the Pension Office. There are 
| not many of them in which there is any issue of fact between the Pres- 

ident and the House, and of those we have already reported back two 
and asked the House to pass the bills notwithstanding the veto. 
| 
| 
| 
i 








‘The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions intends to give justice to these claim- 
ants, intends to examine carefully and deliberately into all the facts of 
each case in which the President has seen fit to interpose an objection— 
to re-examine the case; and the object of the motion I have made is to 
enable the committee to do that, so that it may be able to give the 
House better and more thorough information, if possible, than it has 
already done in these cases. We shall insist therefore, so far as I am 
concerned, and I believe this side of the House will insist, out of respect 
to the great office of the President of the United States, that these bills 
shall be given a careful reconsideration and that there shall be no hasty 
and disrespectful attempt to pass them over the vetoes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit a 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the prospect of these bills being reported 
back to the House within, say, the next fifteen days? 

Mr. MATSON. So far as 1 am concerned, I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that when we fail to report a bill back it will 
| be because we acquiesce in the judgment of the President and do not 
| desire to trouble the House with it. The Speaker has already stated, 
| in reply to an inquiry, the effect of the motion that I have made. 

If any gentleman ascertains that his bill is not reported back by the 
committee or is not likely to be reported, it is his privilege at any time 
| to move to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
| the bill and instruct them to report it back. Then, of course, if the 
| judgment of the committee is against the bill, they will come in with 
| am adverse report upon it, sustaining the veto. ‘Therefore nobody is 
going to get hurt by these bills taking this course. 
| The whole matter is a matter of privilege and continues so, and if 
any gentleman feels that his biil is not being fairly treated by the Com-~- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, he can rise in his place and move, as a mat- 
ter of privilege, to discharge the committee and instruct them to report 


quest ion ¢ 
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back the bill. The object and purpose of the gentleman on the other 
side appear to be to hasten this matter, to attempt to prejudice the 
minds of the people against the President because of the fact that he 
has seen fit to differ with us in opinion about these bills, generally about 
small matters, in cases that are very close, and where a view either fa- 
vorable or adverse may well be taken. In such cases the President has 
seen fit to take one view and we another, and the attempt to make a 
great issue out of this difference between the President and the House 
is ridiculous and absurd. These cases ought to stand upon their merits 
or fall upon their demerits. 

There is a difference of opinion among members of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions about some of these cases. There have been bills 
reported here favorably that some members of that committee think 
ought not to have been so reported, and there have been bills reperted 
unfavorably that members of the committee believe ought to have been 
reported favorably. The members of the committee take different views 
of many of these bills, and the President, it appears, takes a different 
view from ours in relation to some of them. Now, that is all there is 
of this matter, and there is nothing in it to get excited about. The 
President of the United States has approved, I apprehend, ten, yes, fif- 
teen, bills for every one that he has seen fit to disapprove, and, as I 
have already said, there is nothing in the whole matter for gentlemen 
to excite the country about. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that the President has studiously re- 
fused to approve these pension bills, and has allowed them to become 
law by lapse of time? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 





Oh, no; he has signed them. 
How many has he signed ? 

Mr. MATSON. I know that the President has signed a great many 
ofthem. I know farther, that he has stated, as the gentleman from 
Jowa suggests, that so many of these bills have been sent to him that 
he has not had time to examine them all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that a majority of the pension bills 
that have become law have become so without the President’s signa- 
ture? 

Mr. MATSON. No. Themajority have had his approval. 
ceptions are those that have become law without his approval. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I cite the President against the statement of the 
gentleman on that point. 

Mr. MATSON. You can not show that the President has not signed 
the majority of these bills. 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘There seems to be prevalent in this House an idea 
that it is the duty of the President to abdicate his office in favor of a 
majority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that whenever in 
the exercise of the constitutional prerogatives given him he examines leg- 
islation to determine whether in his judgment that legislation is provi- 
dent and wise, he has perpetrated an outrage upon the American le. 
I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that the President in this matter has acted in the 
honest discharge ofhis duty ; and when, in the exercise of his judgmentin 
the position which he occupies, he sends back legislation to this body 
without his approval, with his reasons, callingattention to such legisla- 
tion, it istheduty ofmembers here, if they act as legislators, to refer those 
reasons to the proper committee, that their correctness may be exam- 
ined and a report made upon them to the House, upon which we may 
act, not in the excited, demagogical spirit of stump-speaking, but de- 
liberately and judicially, and determine by our votes, as provided in 
the Constitution, whether in our judgment the reasons given by the 
President are sufficient to restrain the House from proceeding further 
in passing the particular bill to which the President files his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that at last we have in the Executive Man- 
sion a man who has the nerve and courage to place his hand upon leg- 
islation when he thinks it improper, whether it be pension legislation 
or railroad legislation. [Applause.] We have gone a great way and 


The ex- 


in my judgment altogether too far, in this matter of pension 

There is a class of soldiers for whom there is never a voice raised 
in this House. They are the men whom a confederate had in 
his mind when he indersed bis approval upon an ion for leave 


of absence that the soldier might go to see his family. He said “it 
was proper such men be permitted to go to their families, for from such 
men the nation breeds the soldiers who will defend it in the future.” 
In speaking of this class of soldiers, I do not speak of those who were 
in the service merely fourteen days or sixty days or ninety days, and 
for whom many of your ag = bills provide. But I mean that class 
of men who in April, May, June, and July, 1861, actuated only by 
patriotic desire to sustain the national flag, filled the ranks of 
Army—a class of men but few of whom ever afterward joined it—the 
raen who did not wait to be bought, but who entered the service from 
the pure dictate of duty, the fact that the Government had 
a right to its blood-tax from its citizens when its necessities demanded 
it, just as much as it had a right to tax their property for the 

of the Government—those men who, if they survived three years’ t- 
ing, re-enlisted for three or five years more, or as long as the war might 
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last. There is but a small band of them. They have no medals to 
commemorate their service; they have no recognition from the friends 
of the three months’ soldiers. 

This House, before it proceeds further in picking eut the dead-wood, 
the trash, the men who followed in the wake of the Army and pension- 
ing them, ought to make some provision for the men who fought at the 
front who have no hospital records, no such claims for pension as are 
ordinarily presented here. Some of those men I have the honor to know; 
and from one of this class I received a few days ago a lettet which | 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, that it may go into the RECORD as 
a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


So.prers’ Home, Hampton, Wa., July 3, 1886. 

GENERAL: I like your sentiments on the “ business method of coining patriot- 
ism; and chill penury having frozen out modesty, as well as all other softer 
virtues, Iam bold enough to write to you to request a special favor which has 
no relation to *‘ spot cash.”’ 

My discharges show that I enlisted on April 22, 1861, and was finally disbag ded 
in November, 1865. During my re-enlistment service the ro!ls will show * bounty 
declined ” in the column of remarks every time an installment was due, for I 
am an American, and would as n take hire to resent a personal indignity as 
hire to defend my country. I took my wages which were my due, but I knew 
the State was entitled to the services and lives of any of its citizens whenever 
needed for its safety. 

I am only one of many similar cases of the officers and men of the early Army 
who never took bounties or applied for any equalizations or arrearages or bun- 
combe back-pay, and I think we deserve some record or recognition to show 
the youngsters growing up that there were men who fought for their flag alone, 
and not for their flag and so many dollars. 

Couldn’t Congress have a list made from the rolls in the A. G. O. and printed 
by authority? or couldn't they give those of us who are living a little nickel 
medal, something like the 2-cent one the Navy Department gives to sailors 
who risk their lives to save their shipmates from drowning? Those of us who 
are dead don’t need any, as the recording angel has their record and will mar 
shal them to front seats, which greenbacks can't purchase. 


[Laughter and applause. ] 


When the war was over I wentto work and made my living as well as I could 
until some months ago, when infirmities compelled me to quit work and seek 
the shelter of the home which my country has provided for disabled soldiers. I 
am thankful for it, and don’t pro to send in a bill besides for pensions, 
bounties, arrea k-pay, rations, clothing, or equalization, or anything 
else. It aint in the power of Congress to reduce me to the equality of a $1,300 
patriot; but some things here look very strange, for instance: A small tobacco 
ration is allowed to non-pensioners, and it worries me to see brave old George 
Ii——, who saved our colors at Chantilly, marching in the line of paupers for 
his weekly dole, which he straightway shares with fellows who draw pensions 
for a valorous diarrhea or glorious piles— 


[Laughter. ] 


for many of our pensioners depend upon their hospital record rather than their 
Army record as claimants for their country’s generosity. 

Carl E——, here, has been twice commended in General Orders for gallantry 
in action and twice promoted ially, but he has no hospital record, no dash- 
ing rupture for awkwardly falling off a horse, no chivalric blindness from too 
much commissary whisky to show, and no brilliancy in his Army record wil! 
gain him a pension, though bent double by pains. Nothing but a neat hospital 
record or perjury will do it. 

For myself (but I’ve blowed my own horn so much that I dislike starting a 
new tune) I will say that it is lucky for the Treasury that I can’t sequently con- 
nect my present pains and aches and general usedupness with a bad cold I got 
sleeping in the snow et the Stafford Hills after our bloody repulse at Fred- 
ericksburg, or a certain ——e I remember under my ribs when I saw 
(twenty-three years to-day) Pickett’s column advancing against the blazing 
crest of Round Top: ut, in trath, though my most troublesome pain is in my 
pocket, I don’t pro to soil my soul for any amount of dirty dollars. 

If there is any nowledgment can be ie by Congress that we fought for 
our country without bounties, I for one will be very glad of it, and will always 
remain, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


THOMAS MAY, of Maysville. 
General BraGc, Member of Congress. 


[ Applause. } 

During the 
pired, when 

Mr. MATSON said: I yield the gentleman from Wisconsin five min- 
utes more. 

The reading of the letter was then concluded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin what document this is? 

Mr. BRAGG. It is a document which speaks the sentiments of suc) 
men as my friend from Indiana commanded during the war. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I thought it was a veto me-sage from 
the President. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. The writer evidently does not approve of the course 
of Commissioner Black at all. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin inform us to 
what regiment or command the writer of that letter belonged ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Idonotknow. He was in the fight at Chantilly. 

Mr. WEBER. Do you know him personally? 

Mr. BRAGG. No; Idonot. He must have been in Kearny’s com- 
mand. 

Mr. WEBER. I think it would be interesting in this connection to 
know what he did during his service in the Army. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin * 
question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have but five minutes, otherwise I would be happy 
to answer any questions that might be propounded on the other side. 
I do not think any of these gentlemen can get me into what they might 


reading of the foregoing letter Mr. BRAGG’s time ex- 


oo 
aaa 





t- 


heir 


itry 
ash- 


will 
pital 


ng a 
con- 
| got 


zing 
;my 


t for 
ways 


ille. 


b ex- 


min- 


Wis- 
‘such 

from 
ourse 
us to 
lly. 
3 com- 
ion to 


nsin 2 


happy 
r side. 


might 


Zo 


atte 
Pa ie ae pk, ey 




































































pi RS 


ats 


1886. 





call a bad humor this morning. If they will give me 
want I will answer all the questions they may desire to put. 

Mr. Speaker, the particular case under consideration is a case, as I 
see by casually glancing at the record, of a recruit who went into the 
service from Western or Southwestern New York very late in the year 
1863. You all know about what recruits got in those days. He does 
not seem to have made application for pension for any disability con- 
tracted in the service. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask the gentleman for five minutes more. 

Mr. MATSON. I yield for that time. 

Mr. BRAGG. He does not seem to have made application on ac- 
count of any disability contracted in the service. There appears no 
complaint of any disability from that fight he had incamp. He served 
all the summer until his regiment was disbanded, having no 
disability, as appears from this record. This disability which actually 
disqualified him must have done so from the time, but it never crept out 
in cation for pension until 1879, just before the arrearage act ex- 


When the President calls our attention to these facts and asks us to 
stop before we strike, and to make further examination to find whether 
this quarrel was a drunken brawl, and whether it was a quarrel re- 
vived fifteen years after the war and brought to light to establish dis- 
ability in an ——— for a pension when all other causes had failed, 
I say we ought honestly, irrespective of party passion and irrespective 
of any a friendship or hostility to the President, to give this 
case a fair judicial consideration, and then vote for it on its merits irre- 
spective of the President or any one else. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MATSON. I move the previous question on the pending motion 
and the amendment thereto. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihopethe gentleman will not insist upon the demand 
for the previous question inasmuch as the gentlemen who spoke on 
that side would not allow interruption. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’?] The 
other side will have the fairness, I hope, to permit a little further de- 


bate. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 


Mr. BURROWS. There can be no question a little time should be 
allowed on this side. [Cries of ‘“‘ Regular order !’’] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 54. 

Mr. PERKINS. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is right; let us give them the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 103, not voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Allen, J. M. Eldredge, Lanham, Seymour, 
Anderson, C. M. Elisberry, Lawler, Singleton, 
ie, Ermentrout, Lore, Skinner, 
Beach, Findlay, Lovering, Sowden, 
Belmont, Fisher, Lowry, Spriggs, 
Bennett, ‘oran, Martin, Springer, 
Bland, eee a Stewart One 1 
'» ybury, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Frederick, McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Boyle, Gay, McCreary, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bragg MeMillin, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, C. H. McRae, Storm, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Tarsney, 
Burnes, Glass, Mills, Taulbee, 
Cabell, Green, B.S. on, Townsh: a 
organ, ‘ownshend, 
Caldwell Green, W. J. Muller, Trigg, 
Campbell, Felix Hale, euapey, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. E. Hall, Neal, Turner, 
Ques. 2-2. Halsell, ae = Eaton, 

, Hammond, orw . ele, 
Carleton, Hatch, Oates, Wallace, 
Catchings, Henderson, J. 8. O’ Ferrall, Ward, T.B 
Clardy, Henley, O'Neill, J.J. Warner, A. J. 
Cobb, Herbert, Outhwaite, Weaver, J. B. 
Cowles, Hewitt, Peel, Wellborn, 

Hill, Perry, Wheeler, 

Holman, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Crisp, Howard, Pindar. Willis, 
Culberson, Hutton, Reagan, Winn: 

1 ’ = 
Curtin, Trion, Reid, J. W. Wise, 
Mint ath =e Wounny 
. ones, J. H. rtson, Orthington. 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. ee, - j 
Dockery, Kleiner, ers, 
Eden, Laffoon, Seney, 
NAYS—106. 

Sian, OB. Buck, Ely, Henderson, D. B. 
Allen, C. H. Bunnell, Everhart, Henderson, T. J. 
Anderson, J. A. Burle Farquhar, Hermann, 
Atkinson,° Fleeger, H 
Baker, Fuller, Hitt, 
Bayne, ~ Campbell,J.M. Funston, H 
oo Cannon, Gudiinn, Hegkios, 

Conger, rosvenor, - Jackson, 

&. Selteete Gon ; ee 
Brown, ‘ Guenther, Johnson, F. A. 
Brown, W. W. Davis, r, Johnston, J.T. 
Bromm, Dorsey, Hayden, Kelley, 
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O’ Neill, Charles Rowell, Thomas, 0. B. 
Lehibach, Osborne, Ryan, Thompson, 
Lindsley, Owen, Scranton, Van Schaick, 
Little, Payne, Spooner, Wade, 
Long, Payson, Steele, Wadsworth, 
McComas, Perkins, Stephenson, Wakefield, 
McKenna, Peters, Stewart, J. W. Warner, William 
McKinley, Pettibone, Stone, E. F. Weaver, A.J. 
Millard, Pirce, Strait, Weber, 
Milliken, Plumb, Struble, West, 
Moffatt, Price, Swinburne, White, A.C. 
Morrill, Rice, Symes, White, Milo 


Morrow, 


Roc kwell, 
O'Donnell, 


Romeis, 


Taylor, I. H. Woodburn, 


Taylor, Zach. 
NOT VOTING—75. 


Adams, J. J. Davidson, R. H.M. Houk, Reed, T. B, 
Aiken, Dawson, King, Reese, 

Arnot, Dingley, La Follette, Riggs, 
Ballentine, Dougherty, Laird, Rogers, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Landes, Sawyer, 
Barnes, Dunham, Le Fevre, Scott, 

Barry, Dunn, Libbey, Sessions, 
Bliss, Evans, Louttit, Shaw, 
Boutelle, Felton, Lyman, Smalls, 
Brady, Gallinger, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Buchanan, Goff, Markham, Swope, 
Caswell, Hanback, Miller, Taylor, E. B. 
Clements, Harris, Morrison, ‘Taylor, J. M. 
Cole, Haynes, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Collins, Heard, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Compton, Hemphill, © Hara, Wait, 
Comstock, Hepburn, Parker, Ward, J. 11. 
Daniel, Hiestand, Phelps, Whiting. 
Davenport, Hiscock, Ranney, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. HIEsTAND, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. BuRROws instruct- 
ing the committee to report the bill back to the House by next Friday. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 85, noes 
102. 

Mr. BURROWS and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 135, not vot- 
ing 78; as follows: 

YEAS—110. 

Adams, G. EF. Everhart, 


Lyman, Scranton, 


Allen, C. H. Farquhar, Markham, Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A. Fleeger, McComas, Spooner, 
Atkinson, Fuller, McKenna, Steele, 
Baker, Funston, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Gilfillan, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Milliken, Stone, E. F. 
Bound, Grout, Moffatt, Strait, 
Boutelle, Guenther, Morrill, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Morrow, Swinburne, 
3rown, C. E. Hayden, O’ Donnell, Tarsney, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, ©’ Hara, Taylor, 1. H. 
Brumm, Henderson,D.B. O'Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach. 
Buck, Hermann, Osborne, Thomas, O. B. 
Bunnell, Hitt, Payne, Thompson, 
Burleigh, Holmes, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Burrows, Jackson, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Butterworth, James, Perry, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. M. Johnson, F. A. Pettibone, Warner, William 
Cannon, Johnston, J. T. Pirce, Weaver, A.J. 
Conger, Kelley, Plumb, Weaver, J.B, 
Cooper, Ketcham, Price, Weber, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Ranney, West, 

Davis, Laird, tice, White, A.C. 
Dingley, Lehlbach, Rockwell, White. Milo 
Dorsey, . Lindsley, Romeis, Worthington, 
Dunham, Little, Rowell, 

Ely, Long, Ryan, 

NAYS—135. 

Allen, J. M. Crisp, Hall, McAdoo, 
Anderson, C, M. Croxton, Halsell, McCreary, 
Barksdale, Culberson, Hammond, MeMillin, 
Beach, Dargan, Hatch, McRae, 
Belmont, Davidson, A.C. Henderson, J.S. Merriman, 
Bennett, Dibble, Henley, Morgan, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Herbert, Murphy, 
Bland, Dunn, Hewitt, Neal, 
Boyle, Eden, Hill, Neece, 
Bragg, Eldredge, Holman, Norwood, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ellsberry, Howard, Oates, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Ermentrout, Hudd, O’ Ferrall, 
Burnes, Findlay, Hutton, O'Neill, J. J, 
Bynum, Fisher, Irion, Outh waite, 
Cabell, Foran, Johnston, T. D. Peel, 
Caldwell, Ford, Jcpes, J. H. Peters, 
Campbeil, Felix Forney, Jones, J.T. Pidcock, 
Campbell, J. E. Frederick, Kleiner, Pindar, 
Campbell, T. J. Gay, Laffoon, teagan, 
Candler, Geddes, Lanham, Reid, J. W 
Carleton, Gibson, C. H. Lawler, Richardson, 
Catchings, Gibson, Eustace Lore, Robertson 
Clardy, Glass, Lovering, Sadler, 
Cobb, Glover, Lowry, Sayers, 
Collins, Green, R. 8S. Martin, Seney, 
Cowles, Green, W. J. Matson, Seymour, 
Crain, Hale, Maybury, Singleton, 
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Skinner, Stone, W. J., Mo. ‘Turner, Wheeler, 
Sowden, Storm, Van Eaton, Wilkins, 
Spriggs, Taulbee, Viele, Willis, 
Stahlnecker, Tillman, Wallace, Winans, 
Stewart, Charles Townshend, Ward, T. B. Wise, 
St. Martin, Trigg, Warner, A. J. Wolford. 
Stone, W.J., Ky. Tucker, Wellborn, 

NOT VOTING—78. 
Adams, J.J. Davidson, R.H.M. Landes, Sawyer, 
Aiken, Dawson, Le Fevre, Scott, 
Arnot, Dougherty, Libbey, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Dowdney, Louttit, Smalls, 
Barbour, Evans, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Barnes, Felion, Miller, Springer, 
Barry, Gallinger, Mills, Swope, 
Bliss, Goff, Mitchell, Symes, 
Blount, Hanback, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Brady, Harris, Muller, Taylor, J. M. 
Buchanan, Heard, Negley, Thomas, J.R. 
Caswell, Hemphill, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Clements, Henderson, T. J. Owen, Wade, 
Cole Hepburn, Parker, Wait, 
Compton, Hiestand, Phelps, Ward, J. H. 
Comstock, Hires, Randall, Whiting, 
Cox, Hiscock, Reed, T. B. Wilson, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Reese, Woodburn 
Daniel, Houk, Riggs, 
Davenport, King, Rogers, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to withdraw my vote on the former roll-call, 
as I was paired with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to state that I was engaged in the commit- 
tee-room when my name was called on both rolls. Had I been present 
I should have voted in the negative on this question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was in the Hall when the roll-call began, but 
before my name was reached was temporarily called out, and did not 
get back in time to answer. Had I been present I should have voted 
in the negative, 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. WILson with Mr. SAWYER, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. MATSON to refer the bill 
and message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3 The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 97, noes 
26. 

Mr. HOLMES. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The pointof order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. HoLMgEs and Mr. MATSON were appointed tellers. 

Before the question was taken, 

Mr. HOLMES (one of the tellers) said: In deference to the wishes of 
gentlemen on this side of the House I will withdraw the demand. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion of Mr. MaTson 
was agreed to. 


H. L. KYLER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without ‘oval House bill No, 1818, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to H. L. Ky 

A pension was granted to the pase named in this bill, dating from Septem- 
ber, 1864, for and disease of the eyes. 

Ho was m into the service, to serve one hundred days, May 14, 1864, 
and mustered out September 8, 1864. 

In 1880 information reached the Pension Bureau that the pensioner was 
treated for neuralgia and disease of the aus —— various times between the 
years 1859 and 1864, and this fact appearing to the satisfaction of the bureau 
soon = aes which followed, the Sanna name was dropped 
rom the ro 

Afterward another thorough examination of the case was made, when the 
pensioner was permitted to confront the witnesses against him and produce 
evidence in his own behalf. 

It is claimed that a Dr. Saunders, who testified to treating 
fore his enlistment, was Soar e eal; but he ee eee by 


his son and by entries on his pesnidnarin ie bea ntly disinter- 
ested, also testified to his treatment of the pensioner for dificulties with 


his eyes and ears, The had trouble with 
one of his eyes in 1360, but that he bine adnited th a Bix other witnesses 
testified to the existence of disease of the oner’s eyes before enlistment. 
Though twelve neighbors = the r testified that he was free from 
neuralgia and disease of yes before calictpanh, Iam of the opinion that 
the evidence t the penaiom’ was quite , and that it should not 
be restored, as the bill oe me proposes. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EX&cUurTIvE Mansion, July 5, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. CATHERINE M’CARTY. _ 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I return herewith without val aoe bill No. 5603, entitled “‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Catherine MoCarty 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











JULY 7, 





The beneficiary is the widow of John McCarty, of the First Missouri Regiment 
of State Militia ae who died - Clinton, Mo , April 8, 1864. 

The widow filed her claim in 1866, al that her husband died while in the 
service from an overdose of colch 

The evidence shows without put dispute that on the day previous to the death of 
the soldier a comrade a some medicine from the regimental surgeon and 
asked MeCarty to smell and taste it; that he did so,and shortly afterward be- 
came very sick, and died the next morning. 

It is quite evident that the deceased soldier did more than taste this medicine. 

Although it would be pleasant to aid the widow in this case, it is hardly fair 
to ask the Government to grant a pension for the freak or gross heedlessness 
and recklessness of this soldier. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MAnNston, July 6, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move the following instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that said committee be and is hereby instructed to report the bill back to 

the House on or before Monday next. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, ti seems to me it would 
be treating with entire respect the Executive if we were to require the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to report at least some of these cases 
back at a day not far distant. Certainly this ought to be done if these 
bills are to be considered at all during the present session of Congress. 

I remember at an early date in the session, when a question of very 
grave concern to the soldiers of the Republic was pending before the 
House, I predicted that if it were left in the hands of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions it would die in its pigeon-holes. I wish now to ad- 
mit, in the presence of the House, that I was in error in that prediction; 
but although the committee reported the back to the 
House it has died upon the Calendar, and will not be heard of again 
during this or perhaps the coming session of this Congress. I state now 
if these veto messages are all of them to be sent to this committee, and 
Ido not reflect upon the committee, I respect it as highly as any other 
committee of the House, but if they are to be sent to that committee at 
this late date of the session it is the last that will be heard of them 
during this Congress. 

I make that prediction. I know how difficult it will be for the 
chairman to secure even the attendance of a quorum of his committee 
during the remaining days of the session; and I am not surprised that 
it should be so, not only because members now are indifferent on the 
subject of these committee meetings, but for the additional reason that 
I do not presume that the majority side of this House will be in haste 
to report questions to this body that may involve questioning the wis- 
dom of the veto of the Executive. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that these discussions on the part 
of the President have proceeded on a wrong theory altogether. In all 
these messages, after the President has been duly facetious and has at- 
tempted to bring into disrepute these claims, criticized them, and cast, 
as far as it was possible, contumely on these applications, he has as- 
sumed that if the pension was properly rejected by the Pension Bureau 
under existing law this Congress may not give affirmative favorable 
legislation. That isa mistake. These private bills are of themselves 
the law of the particular case. It is not a question in these cases for 
Congress to determine whether or not under the general law the claim- 
ant is entitled toa pension. That is not the question. If he were en- 
titled to relief under the general law the Pension Bureau is the place 
where he would secure his relief. There may be instances to be sure 
in which Congress sits as a kind of court of appeal to reverse the action 
of the Commissioner on the facts. There may besuch cases; but in the 
main this Congress determines that in the particular case a pension 
ought to be given, not because it is covered by a general law, but be- 
cause it is not covered by any general statute. It is because it has in 
itself equities that take it out of the general rule. It is because the 
facts of the case address themselves to the judgment and sympathy, if 
you please, of Congress. It is because in view of the circumstances it 
is the opinion of Congress that in the particular instance a pension 
ought to be granted. 

Now, the President himself has recognized the propriety of this char- 
acter of legislation. A bill was introduced by myself during this Con- 
gress where a family of old people adopted two infants, took them into 
their home ata tender age, raised them, educated them. They as- 
sumed the family name, and were understood by the neighbors to be 
the children, although they were not, of these aged people. The two 
boys went into the military service of the United States. One was 
killed in battle, the other contracted a disease from which he died after 
he returned. They were not the children of these people—only dis- 
tantly related to them, but they had no parents living, and under the 
general law the Commissioner denied a pension—rightly, nobody ques- 
tions it. Yet this House decided in that case as these boys sent a por- 
tion of their earnings to these old people and they were dependent 
upon them for support—this House decided to grant.a pension; and the 
oe presume after due consideration of all the facts—approved 
the 


Now was that _ Is itcompetent for the Congress of the United 
States to set up its judgment in a particular case and pass on its merits 
considered alone? “In this matter al! T am asking now is that while we 
treat the Executive with entire respect, while we consider the reascns 
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why he has rejected a particular case, let us have an opportunity of | 
having these bills returned to the body of this House, of expressing 
our opinion, and of putting our reasons against the reasons of the Ex- 
ecutive, and sending them, together with his vetoes, to the country, and 
let the country judge the issue between the people’s representatives and | 
the gentleman who sits at the other end of the Avenue and presumes 
to criticise our wisdom and our action. I take it that the Congress is 
as anxious to do right as the President. We are the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the people, and are as likely to reflect their views as he 
is. If they authorize these pension expenditures, as they are paid out 
of their taxes, the President may not complain. The responsibility of 
these measures may well be left to us. 

There is a class of soldiers I want to allude to very briefly. Llagree | 
with some things said by the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin | 
[Mr. BracG]. There is an army of neglected men for whom I enter- 
tain the highest possible respect, I may say the highest possible vener- 
ation, a class of men, and a very large one, to whom more is due per- 
haps than to any other class of soldiers who went to face the cannon’s 
mouth on the battlefields of the Repuplic. These are not known in 
I mean the men 
who enlisted early, the men who fell in at the first tap of the drum, | 
the men who began to march under the flag from the early days of 
1861, who made the weary marches, who camped by the river sides, 


who unfolded their tents by the miasmatic swamps, the men who were | 
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in every possible battle, the men who were seldom sick, the men who 
were never in hospital, the men who never skulked, who were never 
captured. These men who fought it out from the beginning to the 
end, not being disabled, are not known on the pension-rolls of the coun- 
try. Would to God that I could give every manof them a pension from 
this hour on to the last day of his life. [| Applause. ] 

To these men more than to any others is due the honor of suppress- 
ing the rebellion and saving our civil institutions for posterity. To 
them a loyal people owe a debt they can never fully pay. 

When I speak of my admiration for these men do not understand me 
as casting any reproach on the men who were disabled early in the 
fight. I remember an instance in which a comrade of mine left civil 
life, the peaceful fireside of his happy home, and a week afterward was 
shot down by my side on the battlefield, having served his country less 
than a week. Would any man dispute the fact that his wife and his 
children were entitled to a pension ? 

Men may in very short service have incurred disabilities that are pen- 
sionable. Thousands of well-authenticated cases of this kind have oc- 
curred. I am in favor of taking care of these men, putting them on 
the pension-roll, and rather than commit a mistake against a soldier I 
would commit one against the Government that he fought to save. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] To do otherwise would be rank 
injustice and base ingratitude. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. BraGa] to the fact that while he has spoken so disrespectfully 
and sarcastically of this class of short-service men who went into the 
Army late in the war, the gentleman himself, if I am not :nistaken, has 
more than once in this House recorded his vote in favor of pensioning 
the soldiers of the Mexican war. The gentleman shakes his head. If 
he means that he did not, let me congratulate him; but all the gentle- 
men who sit about him upon that side of the House and vote with him, 
all of them except, perhaps, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], 
voted to put on the pension-rolls of the Republic men who never heard 
the of a hostile gun, men who never left the camp or rendezvous, 
men who never saw a Mexican, living or dead. [Laughter. } 

Yet the gentlemen who voted for that pension bill voted for it with- 
out reluctance, voted for it eagerly. Those gentlemen, when some un- 
fortunate man has fallen in a war that amounts to something, in a real 

, ® war of four weary years, a war in which half a million 
of men on the Union side alone perished, a war that took hundreds of 
millions from the hard earnings of the people, a war that created a pen- 

ion-roll that is to last for generations, a war that is still exacting mill- 
year from the men who work in the field and in the shop— 

when a man who tried to take his part in that war in a humble way, 
who happened to be injured or killed accidentally rather than in 
strict line of military duty—when such a case comes here for a pen- 
sion they take another view. ‘They notfonly deny him a pension, but 
ridienle him for having applied for one. Take, for example, the case 
of the unfortunate soldier in this particular case who took medicine that 


children; when we propose to grant a pension in that case the Execu- 
tive : “‘No; I will sign your bill pay ng out tens of millions of the 

% money to those soldiers of the Mexican war who were not 
wounded, who were not disabled, who never fought, but I will not 
sign this bill.’’ And you gentlemen on the other side vociferously 
shout amen ! 

This unfortunate woman’s husband died, it is true, in the service; 
and bleeding, a willing sacrifice upon the altar of 
id her children have lost their protector; but, says 
President, I can not allow the Congress of the United States to give 
that poor woman and her children a pension, because the soldier did 
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have merey upon a man who has a heart like that! ([‘‘Amen’’ onthe 
Republican side.] I think if such a heart belonged to an ordinary 
man it would be so withered and hardened that the people could, in 
imagination at least, hear it rattle against its owner’s ribs as he walks 


| along thestreets. That is all thereis in this case. I admit that upon 
| a strict construction of the law this mandid not die in the line of mil- 


itary duty; but suppose acomrade had accidentally discharged a musket 
and killed him, that would not have been any more in the line of mil- 
itary duty; yet who would deny the widow a pension ? 

Hundreds of instances of the kind have gone through the Pension 


| Office, as they have gone through the Congress of the United States. 


What difference is there in being shot by accident and poisoned by ac- 
cident? It is hard to draw the exact line of military duty in all cases. 
I appeal to gentlemen who have been in the military service if this be 
not true; cnd I regret exceedingly that I am here raising a question of 
military law with that distinguished soldier who isCommander-in-Chief 
of the Armies of the United States! [Laughter on the Republican side. } 
He has probably, by reason of his position, seen longer service and bet- 
ter service than Ihave. I judge so from the manner in which he treats 
his comrades who suffered with him. I apprehend that the only 


| trouble with his excellency was that which afflicted—shall I say it? 


Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Say it! 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I speak with all respect, I will not ap- 
ply it personally, but there is a class of gentlemen who are criticising 
these applications for pensions because they have been long delayed, 
or because the soldier served only a short time—gentlemen who never 
were in the service themselves. I have respect for the man who tried 
to serve his country, who went in and did his best, even if he turned 
so very a coward that he could not do well; but as to these gentle- 
men who staid out of the service and who now criticise these ap- 
plicants for pensions so severely, I apprehend the trouble with them 
was that which afflicted the soldiers of Prince Hal: Nobody doubts 
their courage; there was but one thing in the world of which they 
were afraid, and that was danger. [Laughter.] So they never went 
to the front but kept themselves safe at home, and now they grow very 
valorous when they stand armed cap-a-pie with vetoes between these 
unfortunate men and the Treasury of the United States. The peoplo 
are not demanding this exercise of economy on the part of the Execu- 
tive. I know of no such demand coming up here from the men who 
pay their hard earnings into the Treasury. I know many men who did 
not serve in the Army. I have a large constituency, embracing some 
who did not like the war very well; but I know none of them who be- 
grudges the pittance that the Congress of the United States has been 
giving to these men in the shape of these private pension bills. 

The President has already vetoed ninety-eight of these bills. If he 
should happen to veto eleven more he will have vetoed in the short 
period of sixty days more acts of the American Congress than all his 
predecessors have vetoed; and he will go down to posterity as the great 
American objector, and will rob one of my colleagues of the laurels he 
has been so long and arduously laboring to earn. [Applause. ] 

I now yield ten minutes to my friend from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I object to referring this bill again to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. There is certainly no reason 
under heaven why it should go back to that committee. There is no 
matter of fact to be discovered. The veto of the President and the re- 
port which was previously filed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
agree exactly as to the facts in this case; and to show this, I desire to 
have the Clerk read that report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Concer, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany bill H. R. 5603): 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5603) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty, beg leave to report: 

That Catherine McCarty is the widow of John McCarty, late a private of 
Company B, First Missouri State Militia Volunteers, who enlisted February 5, 
1862, and died at Clinton, Mo., Apri! 8, 1864, while in the service, under the fol- 
lowing distressing circumstances, as testified to by comrades S, Black, R. Carter, 
J. R. Rhoades, and W. H. Cole, in the following joint affidavit: 

“ Thomas Collen, amember of company, got some medicine from the surgeon 
and came in smellingand tasting of it, and asked John McCarty, who was nearest 
him, to smell and taste it,as it had a peculiar smell and taste; said McCarty did 
so,and shortly afterward got very sick and commenced vomiting, and died the 
next morning in great agony.” 

This is confirmed by records now on file in the War Department and by affi- 
davit of J. G. Hart, late surgeon of soldier's regiment, who testifies that McCarty 
while on duty in the service at Clinton, Mo., took some medicine (fluid extract 
of colchicum, which had been prescribed for another soldier) through a mistake, 
and died about thirty hours thereafter. 

His widow fiied application for pension, which was rejected on the ground 
that “ the soldier's death was caused by his taking poison, not the result of any 
disease contracted in the military service.’’ The Pension Office, under the law, 
could not have done otherwise, but Congress can, and your committee believe 
should recognize the fact that this woman had given her husband and the fa- 
ther of her children to the service of her country, and that while so serving his 
country he lost his life. It is true it was by a careless accident, but yet one that 
under the peculiar circumstances might have happened to any onc. 

He served his Government faithfully for nearly two years; he left a widow 
with four children, to fight life’s battles alone; she is now old and very poor, 
and, in view of the services rendered by her husband, richly deserves the small 
recompense of a widow's pension during her few remaining years; wherefore 
we recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the only question at issue in this case 
seems to arise upon the position taken by the President that the widow 
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| 
why he has rejected a particular case, let us have an opportunity of | 
having these bills returned to the body of this House, of expressing 
our opinion, and of putting our reasons against the reasons of the Ex- 
ecutive, and sending them, together with his vetoes, to the country, and 
let the country judge the issue between the people’s representatives and | 
the gentleman who sits at the other end of the Avenue and presumes | 
to criticise our wisdom and our action. I take it that the Congress is | 
as anxious to do right as the President. Weare the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the people, and are as likely to reflect their views as he 
is. If they authorize these pension expenditures, as they are paid out | 
of their taxes, the President may not complain. The responsibility of | 
these measures may well be left to us. 
There is a class of soldiers I want to allude to very briefly. [agree | 
with some things said by the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin | 
[Mr. BRacG]. There is an army of neglected men for whom I enter- 
tain the highest possible respect, I may say the highest possible vener- 
ation, a class of men, and a very large one, to whom more is due per- 
haps than to any other class of soldiers who went to face the cannon’s 
mouth on the battlefields of the Repuplic. These are not known in 


-any pension legislation in this or in any Congress. I mean the men 


who enlisted early, the men who fell in at the first tap of the drum, 
the men whio began to march under the flag from the early days of 
1861, who made the weary marches, who camped by the river sides, 
who unfolded their tents by the miasmatic swamps, the men who were 
in every possible battle, the men who were seldom sick, the men who 
were never in hospital, the men who never skulked, who were never 
captured. These men who fought it out from the beginning to the 
end, not being disabled, are not known on the pension-rolls of the coun- 
try. Would to God that I could give every manof them a pension from 
this hour on to the last day of his life. ‘Tice! 

To these men more than to any others is due the honor of suppress- 
ing the rebellion and saving our civil institutions for posterity. To 
them a loyal people owe a debt they can never fully pay. 

When I speak of my admiration for these men do not understand me 
as casting any reproach on the men who were disabled early in the 
fight. I remember an instance in which a comrade of mine left civil 
life, the peaceful fireside of his happy home, and a week afterward was 
shot down by my side on the battlefield, having served his country less 
than a week. Would any man dispute the fact that his wife and his 
children were entitled to a pension ? 

Men may in very short service have incurred disabilities that are pen- 
sionable. Thousands of well-authenticated cases of this kind have oc- 
curred. Iam in favor of taking care of these men, putting them on 
the pension-roll, and rather than commit a mistake against a soldier I 
would commit one against the Government that he fought to save. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Todo otherwise would be rank 
injustice and base ingratitude. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Braaa] to the fact that while he has spoken so disrespectfully 
and sarcastically of this class of short-service men who went into the 
Army late in the war, the gentleman himself, if I am not mistaken, has 
more than once in this House recorded his vote in favor of pensioning 
the soldiers of the Mexican war. The gentleman shakes his head. If 
he means that he did not, let me congratulate him; but all the gentle- 
men who sit about him upon that side of the House and vote with him, 
all of them except, perhaps, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], 
areas on the pension-rolls of the Republic men who never heard 
the of a hostile gun, men who never left the camp or rendezvous, 
men who never saw a Mexican, living or dead. [Laughter. ] 

Yet the gentlemen who voted for that pension bill voted for it with- 
out reluctance, voted for it eagerly. Those gentlemen, when some un- 

fortunate man has fallen in a war that amounts to something, in a real 

, ® war of four weary years, a war in which half a million 

of men on the Union side alone perished, a war that took hundreds of 
millions from the hard earnings of the people, a war that created a pen- 
sion-roll that is to last for generations, a war that is still exacting mill- 
ions every year from the men who work in the field and in the shop— 
when a man who tried to take his part in that war in a humble way, 
and who happened to be injured or killed accidentally rather than in 
the strict line of military duty—when such a case comes here for a pen- 
sion they take another view. They notfonly deny him a pension, but 
ridicule him for having applied for one. Take, for example, the case 
of the unfortunate soldier in this particular case who took medicine that 
turned out to be poison and died, leaving a widowed wife and orphan 
children; when we propose to grant a pension in that case the Execu- 
San “No; I will sign your bill paying out tens of millions of the 
wounded, 


money to those soldiers of the Mexican war who were not 

who were not disabled, who never fought, but I will not 

sign this bill.” And you gentlemen on the other side vociferously 
shout amen ! 

This unfortunate woman’s husband died, it is true, in the service; 

laid him, broken and bleeding, a willing sacrifice upon the altar of 

country; she and her children have lost their protector; but, says 


FEF 


President, I can not allow the Congress of the United States to give 
woman and her children a pension, because the soldier did 
his death strictly in the line of military duty.’’ May God 


aE 
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have merey upon a man who has a heart like that! [‘‘Amen’’ onthe 
Republican side.] I think if sucha heart belonged to an ordinary 
man it would be so withered and hardened that the people could, in 
imagination at least, hear it rattle against its owner’s ribs as he walks 
along the streets. That is all thereis in this case. I admit that upon 
a strict construction of the law this man did not die in the line of mil- 
itary duty; butsuppose acomrade had accidentally discharged amusket 
and killed him, that would not have been any more in the line of mil- 
itary duty; yet who would deny the widow a pension ? 

Hundreds of instances of the kind have gone through the Pension 
Office, as they have gone through the Congress of the United States. 
What difference is there in being shot by accident and poisoned by ac- 
cident? It is hard to draw the exact line of military duty in all cases. 
I appeal to gentlemen who have been in the military service if this be 
not true; cnd I regret exceedingly that I am here raising a question of 
military law with that distinguished soldier who isCommander-in-Chief 
of the Armies of the United States! [Laughter on the Republican side. } 
He has probably, by reason of his position, seen longer service and bet- 
ter service than Ihave. I judge so from the manner in which he treats 
his comrades who suffered with him. I apprehend that the only 
trouble with his excellency was that which afflicted—shall I say it? 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Say it! 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I speak with all respect, I will not ap- 
ply it personally, but there is a class of gentlemen who are criticising 
these applications for pensions because they have been long delayed, 
or because the soldier served only a short time—gentlemen who never 
were in the service themselves. I have respect for the man who tried 
to serve his country, who went in and did his best, even if he turned 
so very a coward that he could not do well; butas to these gentle- 
men who staid out of the service and who now criticise these ap- 
plicants for pensions so severely, I apprehend the trouble with them 
was that which afilicted the soldiers of Prince Hal: Nobody doubts 
their courage; there was but one thing in the world of which they 
were afraid, and that was danger. [Laughter.] So they never went 
to the front but kept themselves safe at home, and now they grow very 
valorous when they stand armed cap-a-pie with vetoes between these 
unfortunate men and the Treasury of the United States. The people 
are not demanding this exercise of economy on the part of the Execu- 
tive. I know of no such demand coming up here from the men wio 
pay their hard earnings into the Treasury. I know many men who did 
not serve in the Army. I have a large constituency, embracing some 
who did not like the war very well; but I know none of them who be- 
grudges the pittance that the Congress of the United States has been 
giving to these men in the shape of these private pension bills. 

The President has already vetoed ninety-cight of these bills. If he 
should happen to veto eleven more he will have vetoed in the short 
period of sixty days more acts of the American Congress than all his 
predecessors have vetoed; and he will go down to posterity as the great 
American objector, and will rob one of my colleagues of the laurels he 
has been so long and arduously laboring to earn. [ Applause. } 

I now yield ten minutes to my friend from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I object to referring this bill again to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. There is certainly no reason 
under heaven why it should go back to that committee. There is no 
matter of fact to be discovered. The veto of the President and the re- 
port which was previously filed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
agree exactly as to the facts in this case; and to show this, I desire to 
have the Clerk read that report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Concer, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany bill H. R. 5608): 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
5603) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty, beg leave to report: 

That Catherine McCarty is the widow of John McCarty, late a private of 
Company B, First Missouri State Militia Volunteers, who enlisted February 5, 

1862, and died at Clinton, Mo., April 8, 1864, while in the service, under the fol- 
lowing distressing circumstances, as testified to by comrades S. Black, R. Carter, 
J. R. Rhoades, and W. H. Cole, in the following joint affidavit: 

“ Thomas Collen, amember of company, got some medicine from the surgeon 
and came in smellingand tasting of it, and asked John McCarty, who was nearest 
him, to smell and taste it, as it had a peculiar smell and taste; said McCarty did 
so,and shortly afterward got very sick and commenced vomiting, and died the 
next morning in great agony. 

This is confirmed by records now on file in the War Department and by affi- 
davit of J. G. Hart, late surgeon of soldier's regiment, who testifies that McCarty 

| while on duty in the service at Clinton, Mo., took some medicine (fluid extract 

of colchicum, which had been prescribed for another soldier) throvgh a mistake, 

| and died about thirty hours thereafter. 

His widow filed application for pension, which was rejected on the ground 
that “ the soldier's death was caused by his taking poison, not the result of any 

disease contracted in the military service.’ The Pension Office, under the law, 
eould not have done otherwise, but Congress can, and your committee believ: 
should recognize the fact that this woman had given her husband and the fa 
ther of her children to the service of her country, and that while so serving his 
country he lost his life. It is true it was by a careless accident, but yet one that 
under the peculiar circumstances might have happened to any onc. 

He served his Government faithfully for nearly two years; he left a widow 
with four children, to fight life’s battles alone; she is now old and very poor, 
and, in view of the services rendered by her husband, richly deserves the stnall 
recompense of a widow’s pension during her few remaining years; wherefore 

| we recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the only question at issue in this case 
seems toarise upea the position taken by the President that the widow 
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of no soldier should receive a pension unless he was killed in battle or 
died in the service as a direct result of injuries received technically in 
the line of his duty. 

Here is the case of a man who enlisted less than a year after the com- 
mencement of the war and served two full years. One day when heand 
his comrades were sitting in a tent another comrade came in with a bot- 
tle of medicine, and without a suggestion from thissoldier asked him to 
smell and tasteit. He did smell and taste it then and there; and before 
the next morning he was dead. He left a widow with four children. 
This widow comes to this Government and says that her husband gave 
two full years of active and valiant service in defense of his country and 
its flag, that by a simple accident, which might have happened perhaps 
to any curious gentleman, even to gentlemen on this floor, her husband 
lost his life while in the service of his country, and in consequence she 
has for years been asking from the Government the poor pittance of $8 
or $12 a month. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] asks me where 
the soldier got the medicine. Another soldier obtained the medicine 
from the physician of the regiment, who prescribed it. The soldier 
who obtained it intended to use it for himself or a sick comrade. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions has examined this case critically 
and conscientiously, as it has every case that has been before it. And, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to say here and now that asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions I have given to the discharge of my duties 
upon that committee my best ability and most earnest endeavors; and 
I have never yet joined in recommending to this House a single case 
which I did not believe was meritorious, nor one that I think this 
House should hesitate to pass over the President’s veto. 

Now what is the objection of the President to these pension cases 
which have been sent to him? I fail to find in many of them any rea- 
sonable objection. He seems to have taken occasion in many of these 
cases to read a lecture to this House—to throw slurs upon the members 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who have examined and reported 
upon these bills with more fairness and care than it has been possible 
for the President to exercise. Why, Mr. Speaker, the President does 
not examine these cases. When these bills are sent to him he sendsa 
messenger to the Pension Office for the report in these cases. Possibly 
some clerk in that office, who made out the report when the cases were 
heretofore rejected, sends him a copy of the same report, and the Presi- 
dent sends that report here with the addition of his sarcasm and slurs 
upon Congress and his insults to the Union soldiers, for whom or for 
whose relatives these pensions are asked. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said on the other side of the House—and it has 
been frequently thrown up to us at our Friday night sessions when we 
have had these matters under consideration—that there is a great clamor 
in the land against this pension legislation. Gentlemen on the other 
side tell us that by this wholesale pension business, as they call it, we 
are going to bring the whole pension system into disrepute; and in the 
next breath they tell us that we are simply, in passing these bills, en- 
deavoring to purchase the soldier vote. I, for one, Mr. Speaker, resent 
such a charge as that, and shall continue to resent it on my own behalf 
and on behalf of all the intelligent soldiers of this land. As these 
bills are submitted to me for consideration, I shall continue, where I 
find merit in them, to report them favorably. 

Mr. Speaker, whence comes the opposition to this pension legisla- 
tion? It comes from the other side of this House. It has always come 
from that.side. Go back a comparatively few years to the commence- 
ment of this pension legislation and see who voted against the original 
arrears act? Sixty-six Democrats, and not one Republican. Who 
voted against the modified arrears act? Sixty-one Democrats, and but 
one single Republican. Who, in the beginning of this session, voted 
against the addition of $4 a month to the widows’ pensions? Sixty- 
six Democrats and not one solitary Republican. Who is it that ob- 
structs legislation at our Friday night sessions? Who is it that calls 
for a quorum and defeats the consideration of these meritorious bills? 
Democrats always, and never, thank God, a Republican. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Who is it, Mr. § er, that vetoes these 
meritorious pension bills? A Democratic President; for never has a 
Republican President sent to Congress a message vetoing a bill of this 
character. Mr. Speaker, I want this House to understand, and I want 
the country to understand, that the Republicans are responsible for 
this pension legislation; and every one of them here is willing to shoul- 
der his full share of that responsibility. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE}. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if I am correctly informed all the Presi- 
dents of the United States before the one we now have vetoed but one 
pension bill. No man among them all in the whole previous history 
of this country had the to deny to the widows, or the orphan 
children, or to the crippled soldiers, or di t ts of such sol- 
diers pension until we got our t President. He stands out in the 
history of our country a conspicuous example of a disposition, a taste, 
a temerity, a partisanship which is unexampled. 

Tomy mind the Democratic members of the House of Representatives 
have had their political manhood put to the severest test right here. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 7, 















































































By the majority of their committee, with the Republicans on that com- 
mittee co-operating with them, these pension bills were unanimously 
reported to the House and passed. Only one or two or three men on 
that side of the House offered obstruction to this legislation. We found 
Democrats from the North and Democrats from the South voting for 
these bills. The bills were passed by an almost unanimous vote. They 
were unanimously reported by a committee at the head of which stands 
an honorable Democratic soldier of the Republic, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON]. They received the close scrutiny and careful 
investigation of the committee of which he is chairman. That com- 
mittee rejected many of the cases presented to it and reported favorably 
only such as it was wel! satisfied deserved the approval of the House. 

Mr. BRADY. They rejected more than they passed. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam informed they rejected more than they passed. 

Mr. CONGER. Twice as many as they passed. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam told by another member of the committee they 
rejected twice as many as they . 

Having given these bills that close examination and reported them to 
the House, having passed them by an almost unanimous vote, I say the 
members on this floor who stand by the vetoes of the President have 
their manhood subjected to a severe strain. 

The President has chosen to take the present law in regard to pen- 
sions as a sort of constitution, and if bills fall within the meaning 0: 
that law they ought to be passed, but if they are outside of that law 
then they should not be passed. Why should the President assume a 
position of that kind? Has not Congress the power to pension the 
widow of a dead soldier or his dependent parents, whether entitled to 
2 pension under the existing law or not? 

As was said by my friend from Indiana [General BRowNE] a few 
moments ago, a bill was passed in the House granting a service pension 
to all men who enlisted in the Mexican war, some of whom never left 
their rendezvous, some of whom never heard a gun fired or saw a Mex- 
ican soldier on the other side. It is not denied we have power to pass 
bills to pension soldiers of the Republic, although they may not fall 
within the letter, or even within the equities of the existing law. Why 
should it be denied ? 

But it was intimated by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG ] 
that those who are now asking for pensions and those who are dead 
whose widows are now applying for pensions were not of the class who 
rendered faithful, long, and efficient service. I regret to say I think 
my friend from Indiana [General BRowNE] to some extent sustained 
that proposition in the line of his remarks. I am sure, however, he did 
not mean it. I say the men who are applying for these pensions as 2 
rule were men who entered the service at the beginning of the war and 
fought to the conclusion of that war. I say that the men who are the 
last to apply for Government bounty are often the men who decline to 
ask for it until their necessities force it upon them. 

Why, sir, the President vetoed a bill granting a pension to Sarah 
Harbaugh, of Allegheny, Pa. She was a widow of a soldier who en- 
tered the Army in 1861 and fought all through the war until 1864, 
when his three years of enlistmentexpired. She was left without means, 
with five children dependent upon her and infirm herself from physical 
disability. During a period of three years her husband had made an 
honorable record as a brave and gallant soldier, and he died, as is be- 
lieved, from disease contracted in the service. -The President, by his 
veto, now says this brave soldier’s widow with her five children shall 
not have enough to live on—that she shall not have what this bill pro- 
poses to give her. No man can excuse, much less justify, the veto of 
such a pension bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvana [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, Catherine McCarty is 
the widow of John McCarty, late a private in Company B, First Mis- 
souri State Volunteers, who enlisted on the 5th of February, 1862, and 
died on the 8th of April, 1864. She has come to Congress asking for 1 
pension on account of the death of her husband. That he came to his 
death while in the service of his country no one denies. That he died 
from the effects of medicine is uncertain. Whether he died from that 
cause or from an attack of some disease does not appear affirmatively in 
the case, nor at all except by inference. He may have died from 
taking the medicine, or he may have died from any one of a hundred 
other causes which are not named in thereport. From all the evidence 
it is certain that he died, and died while in the service. 

Having established these facts, I think, sir, this widow had a right 
to rest her case in confidence with the Congress and the President. | 
doubt if a single day passed after our Army was fairly in the field that 
did not chronicle the loss of some good and true life by mishap or by 
accident. If it did not come within our own observation we were wont 
to read in the new that Private So-and-so was ‘‘ killed by the 
accidental discharge of his own gun,”’ or that ‘‘a soldier was found 
dead in his camp this morning, and the cause of his death ean not be 
ascertained.” 


I had a comrade in arms myself wha in 1862 was examining, wit! 
others, a revolver that was t into camp for sale, with a view 0! 
purchasing it, so that he might be better equipped to defend himse!! 






















5 It was procured by a comrade and offered to McCarty, who simply 
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against the enemiesof the flag. By mishap the pistol was discharged, | refer to it as a fact in support of the assertion that the committee has 
the shot entering his vitals, from the effects of which he died, and died | been very conservative and in my opinion have not reported a single 
as clearly in the service of his country and in the line of his duty as if | case that has passed the House that was not based on affirmative tes- 
killed in battle. So did this man in the present case. If the heirs of | timony which fully established its merits. I have regretted, of course, 
a soldier who is accidentally shot are entitled to a pension, I claim | that the committee have reported favorably so tew of my bills, but I 
that this man’s widow is also. He did not take the medicine referred am not speaking of these facts to complain of the committee, but rather 
to by the committee and the President for the purpose of killing him- | to show how little ground there is for the President to lecture this 
self. There is no evidence of a purpose to commit suicide. committee or the Congress. 

Again, take the case of Edward M. Harrington, the one just referred 
to the Pension Committee. A little examination will show that the 
President’s veto is most unjust in the language employed. Harring- 
ton had enlisted, and while waiting orders to proceed to his regiment, 
and while in the barracks at Dunkirk, he was knocked down, badly 
pounded, kicked, and robbed. Although he was, after partial recovery, 
sent forward to his regiment, he never recovered from the injury. Sev- 
eral of his ribs and his collar-bone were broken and his head badly 
bruised. There is not a doubt that to thisday Harrington is a sufferer 
from the assault made upon him while a soldier and in line of his duty. 
There is not a word of testimony in the case which fixes any blame upon 
Harrington for the assault, and yet the President goes outside of the 
record to say: 












































tasted it at his comrade’s request. Now if that comrade had malice in 
his heart and gave to McCarty medicine for the purpose of killing 

of which io is no evidence; certainly that does not show, what 
the President intimates, that there was a purpose here to commit sui- 
cide. To my mind it is straining a point a good deal to assume that 
death resulted from tasting the very same medicine that his comrade 
tasted without injury—at least so far as the testimony shows. Butsup- 
pose it was medicine that killed this soldier, does it help the widow any 
to say that her darling husband died from the use of too much medi- 
cine while in the service, rather than from the loss of too much blood 
spilled in battle. Sir, this excuse for withholding the President’s sig- 
nature from the pension bill of Catharine McCarty is to my mind most 
unsatisfactory. 


The Government ought not to be called upon to insure against the quarrel- 
This man, I repeat, died in the service. He had served his country, some propensities of its soldiers, nor to compensate one who is worsted ina 
. fight, &ec. 


as the record shows, well and truly for more than two years, and every 
hour from the date of his enlistment until death ended his patriotic 


There is not a scrap of testimony in the case from which it can be in- 
career he was in the line of duty as a soldier. A soldier wasting in the 


ferred that Harrington was a man of ‘‘quarrelsome propensities’’ or 


oe from disease or suffering from wounds is as much in the line | that he ever engaged in ‘‘a fight’’ with his assailant—or any one else. 
of duty as when the enemy’s strongest line of battle. It is, | The claim was rejected in the Pension Department for the reason that 


alas, the unvarying history of every war that more men die from acci- 
dent and disease than are killed by the enemy in battle. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions say in their report, after inves- 
tigating the case—and they have investigated it more thoroughly than 
the President could have done; they have been investigating all such 
cases from the beginning of the session up to this hour, while the Presi- 
dent has been investigating them only for the last fifteen or twenty days — 
that committee says that this widow is entitled to a pension. She 
is getting old. She is poor; the years hang heavy upon her. In her 
‘adversity she holds out her hands toward the great Republic and pleads 
for the relief a nation like ours can easily give. The committee have 
examined the case. The Congress has read the story of John McCarty, 
how he left his Catherime in the day of her beauty and devotion and 
marched away under the flag—‘‘for three years or during the war;”’ 
how, notwithstanding privation and suffering, he for two long years 
was with his regiment, in the long marches and in the great shock of 
battle, and then he died— died on the tented field, within the sound of 
hiscommander’s voice and on that very day ready for ‘‘ marching orders.’’ 
The committee is content; the Congress is satisfied, and the bill is 

and goes tothe President. Will he hearthe widow’scry? No! 
e commander-in-chief of our ‘‘ piping time of peace’’ is troubled about 
the manner of McCarty’s ‘‘taking off.’’ At once the patriot soldier is 
changed by executive imagination to such a knave that, for the sake of 
the Government out of the services he had volunteered to give, 
he takes — poison and ends his heroiccareer. A glorious oppor- 
tunity, says the tive, is this for another veto. It has }seen written. 
Itis here. And now we are “‘deliberating in cold debate’’ whether we 
shall yield to Presidential dignity or do a Representative’s duty. 
x Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid Pensions is a very conserva- 
tivecommittee. Out of the whole number of six bills that I have my- 
self introduced since the first week of the session—and I introduced 


the general law was believed not to cover thecase. That Congress has 
the right to pass a law covering this particular case does not admit of 
a doubt, and that it was justified by the facts in doing so is just as free 
from doubt. That the case should have been vetoed can be accounted 
for on no other ground than that the President either misunderstood 
the case or his prejudice against the soldier has driven him upon un- 
tenable ground. 

The attempt at sarcasm and ridicule upon the ills that affected An- 
drew J. Wilson, late of Company F, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, is less effective in support of the President’s veto than it 
is unjust to the soldier. He says: 

Whatever else may be said of this claimant during his short military career, 
it must be conceded that he accumulated a great deal of disability. 

It appears from the evidence that this soldier had poor eyesight and 
was troubled somewhat with deafness before he was drafted. These 
ailments he made known to the examining surgeon and claimed ex- 
emption from military service on account of their existence. Thesur- 
geon, however, disregarded his plea, pronounced him ‘‘sound enougl: 
for a soldier,’’? and he was accepted by the Government. In his appli- 
cation for a pension he did not claim for loss of eyesight or hearing, but 
set forth that he had contracted rheumatism, disease of the kidneys, 
and rupture. Each of these afflictions he proves to have existed in the 
Army and explains fully how they were brought on, the former from 
sleeping on the ground without rubber blankets and the latter by the 
giving way of a flight of stairs up which he and several of his com- 
rades were ascending. Thatasoldier should contract rheumatism and 
kidney disease from sleeping unprotected upon the ground is less sur- 
prising than that he should escape either of them; and that one should 
become ruptured in military seryice is not a thing to excite wonder, at 
least to those who have studied the effects of that rough life and re- 
member that, including cavalrymen, more than one-eighth of all who 
are discharged from military service are afflicted with hernia. 

In several of his vetoes the President, it seems, would have it ap- 
pear that the Congress is engaged in the work of pensioning deserters. 
Now it is true that Congress has passed a few bills where the company 
rolls show the soldier as a deserter, but I know of no case where a bill 
granting a pension has passed either House when it was believed the 
charge was properly and justly made. In my opinion itis the duty 
of Congress to correct an unjust record against a soldier, and when he 
is entitled to it see that he is granted the pension he would have re- 
ceived had not the record wronged him. Nothing was more common 
than to find upon the records of almost any company names of soldiers 
marked as deserters. Corrections were constantly being made upon 
explanation or after-discovered evidence, but in thousands of instances 
throughout the Army the correction was never made, sometimes be- 
cause the officer making the entry died or was taken prisoner before 
the opportunity came, and sometimes because the soldier affected was 























rents, as the case may be, are at the present time in need, and sorely 
In my j t this is reason enough always for passing a 

pension bill: Is the soldier who served his country in the day 
or those who were dependent upon him, now in need in 
consequence of that service? When such a case is presented I will 
vote for it so longas my people give mea place in the Congress, though 
every other member vote against me. I never have been and I never 
be deterred from present duty because some one cries, ‘‘ Hold on 
til all the needy can be served alike.”’ I know of no time so apt 
for the relief to the widow and the fatherless as that which 







































































Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit a question ? himself in prison until all chance to explain had passed forever. The 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. record once made, and filed in the War Department, nothing but an act 
Mr. BYNUM. Does the gentleman claim that no bills have been | of Congress by general or special law can change it. I have in mind 
reported favorably from that committee of those that he has himself | now two cases in which the President's vetoes have, as it appears to me, 
introduced ? charged the soldiers referred to most unjustly in the matter of desertion, 
Mr. BROWN, of lvania, No, sir; that is not what I said; | and at the same time made it the ground for withholding his signature 








of the whole number of those introduced by me 
the session none have been reported favorably. 
some of the bills introduced prior to that 


to the bills for their relief. 
The report in the first case to which I shall refer was made by my 
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painstaking and faithful colleague, Dr. Swope. As presented in the 
time. But Ido not complain of the treatment of the committee in | veto message it appears like an extremely weak case. It is the bill for 
reporting against my bills. I have no complaint here now, and only | the relief of Julia Connally, widowof Thomas Connally. The evidence 





























































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





os 


JULY 7. 


$$ 


shows clearly that at the date when the entry of desertion was made 
the soldier had been dead at least ten days. His regiment being in 
camp at Harrisburg, Pa., he went on a visit to his family, and, failing 
to return, he was, on or near the day he should have been in camp, 
marked upon his company rolls ‘‘a deserter.’’ It was subsequently 
learned at a post mortem examination that the soldier was found dead 
in the canal; that he left his home the day before his furlough expired, 
taking passage on a canal-boat. His starting on his return before his 
furlough expired was sworn to by his wife, and, in addition, a furlough 
was found in one of his coat pockets. Had all these things come to the 
know ledge of the captain of his company the record would have doubt- 
less been corrected. Whether the neglect to amend the record is charge- 
able to the carelessness of some one or to the exigencies of military serv- 
ice matters little—the fact remains that the records do not speak the 
truth. 

The other case to which I will refer is that of George W. Tiller, of 
Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteers, who enlisted on 
October 8, 1861, and died in Andersonville, July 21, 1864. There was 
entered on the 20th day of September, 1863, opposite his name the 
word ‘‘deserted.’? The next heard of him is that he was admitted to 
the Andersonville hospital and died the same day. The bare state- 
ment that this soldier died at Andersonville precludes every possibility 
of doubt upon the question of bad faith toward hisGovernment. De- 
serters from the Union ranks in the late war were not wont to push 
for Andersonville when they desired to shirk military duty. Many a 
Union soldier has risked his life to break out of that charnel-house, 
but until this case was presented I never heard it intimated that any 
soldicr ever broke intoit. Aside from the absurdity of the inference, it 
appears from the testimony that Wheeler’s cavalry was in September 
and October, 1863, raiding in the part of Alabama where this regiment 
was stationed, and that several members of the Twenty-eighth Ken- 
tucky were captured and that one of the number at least: besides Tiller, a 
John W. B. Shirley, was sent to Andersonville March 7, 1864, admitted 
to the Andersonville hospital May 10, 1864, and died June 14, 1864, 
only thirty-seven days before Tiller died, at precisely the same place. 

In the lightof all these facts is it not presuming too much to assume 
that Tiller is in any just sense a deserter? Yet true it is that in both 
these cases the President refers to the soldiers as being deserters, and 
in such a manner as to lead us to believe that in his mind there is no 
doubt of it. 

I have referred to these cases somewhat in detail because, sir, I think 
it is proper the country should know upon what flimsy pretexts the 
defenders of the Union are refused pensions by the nation’s Executive. 
I do not assert that every one of the one hundred cases, more or less, 
which have been vetoed present as strong grounds in their favor as 
these, but a majority of them do, and many of them are even more 
meritorious. 

Rnnoning through all these vetoes is the theory that Congress should 
relieve only where the cases fall within the provisions of existing law. 
The President’s vetoes are replete with expressions like this: 

Iam of the opinion that a correct conclusion was reached in this case at the 
Pension Department. 

This theory establishes too much, for if correct then all private pen- 
sion bills should be vetoed, except when the Pension Department has 
not, in the opinion of the President, reached a correct conclusion under 
the general law or has blundered concerning the facts; that is, the 
legislative and executive branches of the Government become, accord- 
ing to this theory, a court of appeal or of last resort wherein the laws 
are construed and the facts properly unraveled. 

But there is another very common error into which, it seems to me, 
the President has falien in considering these pension cases. He has in 
a very large number of his vetoes taken the position that a delay on 
the part of the soldier to apply for a pension is good ground for its re- 
fusal. To my mind such delay does not in the least weaken a case; 
because for many years a soldier has braved his misfortunes and worked 
his own way in the world without help from the Government, when he 
might have secured it, should militate in his favor rather than against 
him, and the case should stand upon its merits without reference to date 
of application. Now, sir, what means this war all along the line upon 
the Union soldier? Are we really making the history that the Repub- 
lican orators foretold as sure to come if the Democracy should come into 
power? 

I have many times heard the stump orators stoutly maintain that 
the rights of the Union soldier would be as little regarded when the 
Democracy secured the reins of Government as are the rights of sufirage 
of colored men in the hands of their former masters. Are the Presi- 
dent and the majority, who now seem determined to support him, 
making good the charge by practical demonstration? I will only 
refer to facts and let the people judge. Let us see if the head of the 
party has not simply given the signal by these vetoes, and if the rank 
and file are not becoming most obedient followers. The House of 
resentatives, by its majority, on the 22d of June introduced, through 
its leader [Mr. MORRISON] a resolution which practically says that in 
all future legislation in behalf of the soldier— 


We will vote for pensions provided you will take oe the odium 
of collecting a tax to pay them. All other obligations be met, in the fature 


as in the past, out of the general Treasury, but if you get your pensions you mu. 
do so by capturing the consciences and opening the pockets of the rich men wi: 
have great incomes. 

What an enviable position is this in which to place the defenders o; 
the nation’s life! Is there any doubt upon this point? That I ma 
not in the least misstate the position of the party I will quote what 
Democratic leaders said in that debate. The gentleman from Indian. 
(Mr. Matson], chairman of the Committee on Pensions, was the firs: 
one on the Democratic side to admit what all must have understood 
from the start. Hesays, on page 6365 of the REcorD: 


This proposition is simply to establish a fund and dedicate it sacredly to the 
payment of the soldiers’ pensions. Ah, gentlemen, the trouble is that you a: 
afraid of a special tax upon incomes of the wealthy. * * * I will be fran: 
with you, gentlemen, I am in favor of reducing tarifftaxes * * * but at th: 
same time lam in favor of paying the pensions of the soldier * * * but! 
want that expenditure levied upon the wealth of the country, upon the me: 
who got rich while the soldiers were fighting the battles. 
Democratic side. | 


Mr. Hewitt, of New York, said, pages 6365 and 6366: 


This is the principle underlying this proposition to appropriate out of the in- 
ternal-revenue or income tax by which the pensions shall be assured that thei: 
annual income will come to them with as much certainty as the bondholders 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, said, page 6373: 

What shall it be,a temporary income tax upon accumulated wealth (to meet 
these pensions) * * * ora tax which the laborers of the country * * 
must largely pay. 

This discussion was not on a proposition to levy an income tax, as 
these remarks and others would seem to indicate; it was a proposition 
to allow pension legislation only when provision is made for pensioners 
to get their pay out of certain taxes—to be levied on the passage of 
each pension bill. If these gentlemen are anxious to levy an income 
tax, being in the majority, why do they not bring in a bill for that 
purpose? Ah, sir, that is not what they want. They want to defeat 
any further legislation in behalf of soldiers. The Democracy are now 
engaged in the task of making the soldier odious. Think of it, what 
chance the soldier would have in continuing such a fund, even if it 
could be established. That tax was one of the first war taxes to be 
repealed, even when laid for general purposes. Lay such a tax for a 
specific purpose and how long would it remain? The soldier for whose 
benefit it is paid would become an object of hatred and contempt to 
those compelled to bear its burdens, atonce. Against him would be ar- 
rayed in an hour all the leading newspapers paying an income tax, all 
corporate power coming within the provisions of such a law; all the 
leading importers, manufacturers, and merchants; all the great bond and 
mortgage holders, banking institutions, and syndicates; all the great 
landlords, cattle-kings, oil-princes, and all the fortunate and favored o1 
the whole land who live upon the earnings and fortunes of their an- 
cestry. 

These combined forces of wealth are often charged with shaping the 
policy and controlling the legislation of the country even against the 
will of the great body of the middle and lower classes, constituting at 
least forty millions of people. And yet this chivalric Democracy, in- 
stead of levying an income tax, if needed, in a manly way as a mandatc 
of the whole people and for the whole people, would impose upon the 
defenders of the flag, now not more than three hundred thousand strong, 
the alternative of forcing from combined wealth a fund for pensions, 01 
finish their journey to the grave neglected and forgotten by the country 
their blood has sanctified and their valor saved ! 

During the past two months instances have been numerous of a con- 
spicuous purpose on the part of the Democracy to suppress all pension 
legislation whatsoever. Plenty of bills have been reported and placed 
on the Calendar, where they are successfully kept to the rear by the 
skillful manipulation of the majority leaders. The restoration of ar- 
rearages, the Blair bill, granting to Union soldiers no more than you 
have been swift to vote to the Mexican soldiery; bill No. 1886, which 
grants pensions to soldiers in need whether physically incapacitated or 
not, each meritorious and none of which you dare meet by a square vote, 
yet you have succeeded, you still succeed, in keeping them beyond the 
reach oftheminority. This havenodoubtyou will continue todo until 
the long session ends, unless you can bring them out harnessed tosom¢ 
absurd proposition like your resolution of the 22d of June to which | 
have referred. 

You talk of what you have done in the past (always, be it said, with 
a minority of your own party and a solid Republican vote), and you 
attempt to justify your do-nothing policy of the present, because you 
assume all this legislation should have been disposed of when we were 
in power immediately after the war, when we werestruggling to meet 
national obligations, and when the soldier, then in the prime of li!« 
was not pressing his necessities upon us. You make great ado abou! 
the number of pension bills signed by the present Executive as con- 
pared with those signed by former Presidents, at a time when few pri- 
vate bills came here for the reason they were still pending in the Pen- 
sion Department, and because it was not then known they would | 
rejected there. Each Friday evening recently when these bills arc 

being considered you have had your pickets out in the person of some 
of your mostnoted and bitter opponent of thesoliier, who either ‘‘ talks 
to death’’ or ‘‘calls aquorum’’ upon every bill which does not meet 
his ‘‘ unbiased judgment.’’ His speeches are always headed with pre- 
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cisely the same exordium, and consists of vehement protestations of 
his undying devotion for the soldier and a purpose to “* stand by him 
in all cases,’’ while the balance of his speeches is devoted to 
aitagelam of fraud and intrigue running through all cases in general 
and none in particular. . , ; 

These pickets on the new line of Democratic belligerency have, since 
the of vetoes, become more bold and vigorous, and they taunt 
us with the assurance that their course is approved by the President. 

Only recently have I abandoned all hope that the Democracy could 
not be united in opposition to this class of legislation. I now confess 
my mistake. These pickets and the President have got the party un- 
der proper discip.ine, and here we are filibustering for a whole day, 
near the close of the session, to prevent a worthy widow from securing 
her of $12 a month, all because the President of the United 
States tells us that her husband did not come to his end in a manner 
that comports with his present views of heroic dying. I believe that 
the President is in general far in advance of his party in sincerity of 
purpose to work out all needed reforms and in the determination to 
make an honorable record for his party and the country, but upon this 

ion he has certainly taken a course that is unjust to the nation’s 
defenders, and, unfortunately, be finds more ready following from his 
than when he pursues a course entirely defensible. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield now ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Congress of the United States in 
the performance of its duty has passed certain bills to pension soldiers 
in the late war. They went to the President for his approval, and in 
the performance of his duty, as he conceived it to be, they are returned 
with his reasons for his failure to approve them. One of these bills is 
now before the House for consideration, several I believe having been 
already considered this morning and referred to the committee, and I 
am told that there are more to follow. While I concede to the Presi- 
dent the right and power to return a bill with his objections, yet he is 
entitled to no more consideration than we are. He no more acts under 
oath than did the Committee on Invalid Pensions when it unanimously 
and favorably reported this bill and the other preceding it that have 
been vetoed by the President. He is entitled to as much consideration 
and no more than that committee or this House; and while I shall not 
abuse him personally, yet I shall, if I can, find out the real motive that 

these vetoes. 

Of course, if-any of these applicants for pension could be relieved 
under the general law they would not be here asking relief. If their 
cases come within the general law they would not appeal to the heart 
of the country, the justice of the country, and the humanity of the 
country, as represented in for special or for general legisla- 
tion. 





These vetoed cases while not precisely equal in merit, yet are sub- 
stantially similar all along the line. So I might just as well speak of 
one as of another. But before I speak specifically of one case let me 
say to my mind all these vetoes tell one story, namely: That the 

t of the United States in the exercise of his constitutional 
prerogatives has, in effect, determined that while he is President there 
shall be no further pension legislation. If he will not approve these 
special bills to pension individual soldiers who are equitably entitled 
to relief—their cases not coming within the strict letter of the general 
law—of course he would not approve the general pension bill which 
— the Senate and is now pending in this Democratic House even 

the House should pass it, which bill provides, in substance, that 
every soldier of the late war who is now disabled and dependent on 
his own labor for support shall be pensioned. 

We gave the soldiers of the Revolutionary war and of the war of 
1812 service pensions, and in due time will give a service pension to the 
soldiers of the late war. In the mean time'there are cases not covered 
by the general law where the soldier is disabled in which there is a 
present equity for relief, and it is because of such equity Congress has 
to give relief case by case. 
the case that just this one, that of Edward M. Har- 

I hold in my hand the President’s veto. Gentlemen are fa- 
with the facts in the case. Here is the report. It appears the 
man was mustered into the service of the United States, and without 
fault upon his part, while he was in the service, iu the line of his duty, 
another man, not a confederate, but as bad as a confederate, yes, worse 
than a confederate, made an attack upon him for the purpose of robbing 
him. He broke his ribs; he broke his collar-bone. Well, now, it is 
fair to presume that if this man had not enlisted in the service of his 
he would not have been subjected to that kind of attack. 
is what is said by the Army surgeon in his certificate of disability 
discharge, that the man was discharged on the ground of— 


while in the service of the United States by blows of vio- 
bypochondrium, ucing a deformity of the sternum; 
three-fourths; not fit for the Invalid Corps. 


by H. McG. Wilson, assistant surgeon. 
ph who testifies that the assault was altogether 

on the part of this man, its object being robbery. 
who says the soldier’s brain has become greatly im- 
him from engaging in business. That is the case 
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we sent to the President, and which the President has returned with a 
veto. 

Ah, said the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON }, who was quick 
after making: his speech to cut off reply by applying the gag of the 
previous question, it may be the epilepsy was not traceable to the in- 
The President does not make that point. In your haste to ex- 
cuse the President after you have made this unanimous report and we 
passed the bill, the gentleman from Indiana makes a defense which it 


appears to me stultifies gentlemen on that side, a defense which the 


President did not make. What does the President say? He says: 
It is hardly worth while considering the character of these alleged injuries 


or their connection with the fits with which the claimant is afflicted. 


He does not consider that at all, but puts the veto on this ground: 
The Government ought not to be called upon to insure against the quarrel- 


some propensities of its individual soldiers nor to compensate one who is worsted 
in a fight. 


However correct that position may be, that is not this case. He con- 


tines: 


Or even in an unprovoked attack. 
That is this case. 


There is your veto. For one man I join issue with the President. 


This man in the line of duty was attacked by a would-be robber, and 
without fault upon his part, and contracted epilepsy from the injuries 
he received. 
pocket, with both mind and body impaired from epilepsy contracted in 


It is plainly proven that his mind is impaired. Poor in 
that service, he comes knocking at the doors of Congress for a pension, 
and the President says ‘‘No.’’ Isay yes. Do you gentlemen on the 
other side dare say no? It looks as if you were going to dodge these 
eases. They have been referred, case after case, to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions instead of being promptly voted upon. This precise 
case with the facts that have been established you referred after two 
roll-ealls and after discussion. Why? Because in the teeth of your 
own report, notwithstanding that the poor epileptic and many other 
people like him throughout the length and breadth of the country de- 
mand this just relief, notwithstanding you said he was entitled to it, 
yet the President, out of whose eyes and from whose hands springs the 
success of your party, as you think, and your patronage, is to be pro- 
tected in every position he takes. I grant the President has his duty 
to perform. So have I my duty to perform. 

l willtell you howitlookstome. The President of the United States 
is the Chief Executiveof the greatest and richest Government upon the 
face of this earth, a Government that is spending nearly $400,000, 000 
a year for its service—a country of vast extent, rapidly increasing in 
population and in wealth, with foreign questions and internal questions 
trooping giant-like for solution—yet we find him brushing them aside, 
leaving them to take careof themselves. In the mean time he does not 
appear to be anxious to please anybody except that solid knot of his 
party that comes from the solid South; he wants their approval, in my 
opinion, because they cast a solid vote in conventions and at the ba!lot- 
box. 

There he stands, looking through a gimiet-hole with a magnifying 
glass at this and other pension bills which give $8 a month to the poor 
soldier who lost his health in the defense of his country, looking for 
excuses to interpose a veto; and in many cases, not content with inter- 
posing his veto, seemingly, imbued by the same spirit that actuated the 
persecutors of Christ upon the cross, jeers and derides the unfortunate 
soldiers for disabilities received while in the service, for the relief of 
which from the Treasury of a grateful people his veto is the sole bar- 
rier. [Applause on the Republican side.] And this is statesman- 
ship! Defend itif you dare. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
Yes; you will have to defend it before November. [Renewed applause 
on the Democratic side.] Oh, the gentlemen on the other side who are 
clapping their hands in approval of the President can defend it; they 
have the kind of constituents that do not believe in pensions. [ Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

But, unless I miss my guess, you will find, gentlemen, that you have 
defended it in vain, and these men who are entitled to these pensions, 
sustained by the public opinion and the sense of justice of this country, 
will send a Congress here that will pass these bills and other just pen- 
sion legislation over the vetoes of this President. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to intro- 
duce this bill for the relief of Catherine McCarty, and I wish to be 
heard with regard to it fora few moments. I wish to treat both the 
Executive and the Committee on Invalid Pensions with perfect respect. 

What is the case before the House? Is there any dispute as to the 
facts inthis case? None, whatever. The facts are a!) ascertained and 
there is no disagreement about them. The question (hat I prt to the 
House, then, is this: Can not this case be disposed of wit 
it again to the committee and disposed of with periect respect to the 
Executive and to the committee? Why, the rules of the liouse allow 
it to be so disposed of, and certainly they are not framed with a view 
to any possible disrespect toward either the Executive or any commit- 
tee of this House. 


hout reterring 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6636 JULY 7, 
There would be a good reason for recommitting the bill if there were 
any dispute as to the facts; but, there being no such dispute, what oc- 
casion can there be for the motion of the gentleman from Indiana? 
This soldier, as is shown by the testimony, accidentally took poison 
and died a few hours afterward. There is noclaim that he committed 
suicide. He was regularly in the service of his country and died there. 
His aged widow is poor and has lived a life of hardship and poverty. 
She is now old, and I say every precept of justice demands that she 
should have a pension for the remainder of her days, which can not be 
many at best. 

Now, if any gentleman can tell me how there can be any possible 
shade of disrespect to the Executive or to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions by our considering this bill new, I will consent that it be 
again referred to the committee. I want to disclaim here any purpose 
or any intention whatever to cast any disrespect upon the Executive 
for the exercise of his constitutional prerogative. He has his duty to 
perform; I have mine, and each is entirely independent of the other, 
and made so by the Constitution, and each must perform that duty 
guided by the best light attainable. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman will remember that the proposi- 
tion in this case is simply to ask the committee to report it back next 
week, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly, and I am very sorry the motion 
was made atall. I shall support it in preference to a motion to refer 
without instructions, but I think there is no reason in the world why 
we can not act upon this bill here and now, and determine whether 
Catherine McCarty shall havea pension under existing circumstances. 
I knew perfectly well that this woman was not entitled to a pension 
under the general law, but I thought the equities and the circumstances 
surrounding the case were so peculiar as to justifiy the House in depart- 
ing from the rule and placing her by special act upon the pension-roll. 
I thought so then; I think so now. 

In my judgment, this is a case that ought never to have been vetoed. 
In that opinion I am at variance with the Executive. The House has 
a perfect right to pass a law to place anybody upon the pension-roll if 






Mr. MATSON. It was a Democratic House that originated, and 
under the leadership of General Rice, a one-legged Democratic soldier, 
passed the original bill giving arrears of pension. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman state the vote as it was given 
in the House ? 

Mr. MATSON. I decline to yield. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Howmany Democrats voted for it and how many 
Republicans ? 

Mr. MATSON. I decline to yield. Not only did a Democratic 
House do that, but I turn to the action of the Forty-seventh Congress. 
And here I want to be fair to my friend from Indiana, because I think 
heretofore I may have said something which reflected upon him. He 
was fair, and I want to be equally fair. I do not blame him in the 
matter, because as I understand no bill in relation tothis arrears ques- 
tion was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, of which he 
was then chairman; therefore it is not to him, but to the Republican 
party, that the blame attaches. In that Congress, with a majority on 
the other side, not even a bill was reported to this House for the pur- 
pose of giving arrears of pension. There is the record on that proposi- 
tion. Yet you say and insist that you are the friends, and that the 
Democrats are the enemies, of pension legislation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What was the action of the gentleman himse]{ 
when we attempted to attach the arrears bill to the widows’ pension bi!! 
in this Congress? 

Mr. MATSON. I have not time to yield; I will come to that ques- 
tion. 

More than that on this question of arrears. Every man on the other 
side of the House knows that the additional arrears can not be paid 
without more money; and within the last two weeks the Republicans 
in this House spent a whole day in filibustering to prevent the adoption 
of « resolution to enable this House to raise money to pay arrears or to 
pay any general pensions. [Applause on the Democratic side, and de- 
risive cries on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You wanted to make a rule that would never 
allow another pension measure to pass. 





























































they think the circumstances justify it, whether existing law contem- Mr. MATSON. It isall promiseson yourside; when it comes tothe I 
plates it or not. That is the theory upon which all special acts pro- | practical work of raising money to pay the soldiers their pensions, you h 
ceed, and there is no disrespect implied if the House insists upon its | filibuster and will not join in carrying, as you ought to do, any meas- d 
judgment that a pension should be granted in this or any other par- | ure looking to that end. 

ticular case. I will stand by the President in every veto that in my Mr. MILLIKEN. It isall hypocrisy with you. You know that the » 
judgment is right, but I havea duty to perform here to my constituents | rule proposed would not allow any further pension legislation; and b 
and my conscience; and I say that, under the circumstances, this bill | that is why you stood by it. te 


ought to pass, and I hope that we shall get a vote upon it directly here 
and now. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, the debate on this simple proposition 
to instruct the Committee on Invalid Pensions to report this bill back 
by Monday next has taken a very wide range; and I shall not under- 
take to follow the speeches of all the gentlemen who have My 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] took anold route. He thought 
it safer and better to predict what was going to happen, and to promise 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has declined to yield 
and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MATSON. Now, gentlemen have talked about pension bills 
being vetoed. They forget that nearly all of these bills which have 
been vetoed and nearly all which have been signed by President Cleve- 
land were vetoed by a Republican Commissioner of Pensions years ago. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Yet yousay that President Cleve- 7 bi 
land ought to be blamed—— 


in an implied way to the soldiers of this country what the Republican Mr. CUTCHEON. The Commissioner was bound by existing law; : be 
eae would do, than to undertake to go back and see what that party | we want to make new laws that will enable these soldiers to be pen- = 
done. But some of the gentlemen who followed him were less dis- | sioned. 7 th 


ereet, and thought that perhaps it would be well to review the pastand 
ascertain how the balance stood between the Democratic party on the 
one side and the Republican party on the other in their attempts to 
give friendly legislation to the soldier. And some of these gen 

have gone into details in order to bring before the country the acts of 
legislation in behalf of the soldiers d the period since the war; 
and they find that in their judgment all the friendly legislation which 
has been enacted has emanated from the Republican party. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not the record. In the first place, the 
President of the United States has been severely arraigned here to-day 
because he has seen fit, ee bills, each one involving 
a different and distinct set of facts, to express his solemn judgment, as 
he is required by the Constitution todo. Gentlemen say that this is 
an unfriendly thing, and shows to the soldiers of the country that the 


Mr. MATSON. Nine-tenths of these cases are cases where the right 
to a pension was asserted at the Pension Office and denied, and we Co 
come here and give the ies relief. And the President, in cases of fF 
that kind, has signed bills to one he has vetoed, although your jf pa 
Republican Commissioner years ago had vetoed a very large proportion [| uae 
of them. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you hold that the Commissioner . 
did so unlawfally? 

Mr. MATSON. I hold that the Commissioner did right, so far as 
that is concerned. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well; then say so. 

Mr. MATSON. I hold, however, that the refusal of the Commis- 
sioner to grant these pensions does not prove that he was unfriendly to 
the soldiers any more than these vetoes prove that President Cleveland 





ae 
ie . 


Democratic y is unfriendly to the soldier; but shut their eyes | is unfriendly. Here are men charged with the exercise of a grave otli- the 
to the fact that when General Grant was President of the United States | cial duty. They propose to exercise it, as they should, upon their con- | gat 
and when that bill which above all others was friendly to the soldiers | science; and when we come to consider these questions, they ought to car 
of this country, which would have benefited more soldiers than any | be considered by us not only deliberately, but in a judicial temper, neg 
other bill ever by Congress was submitted to him, he allowed | with no disposition to abuse the President or anybody else. } 
that bill to for want of his signature. Yet gentlemen have no| Some gentleman here said that all these bills which have been ve; F in { 
words of condemnation for that; but they propose to abuse Mr. Cleve- | toed by the President were reported from the Committee on Invalid } 
land, the present President, because he has vetoed certain private pen- | Pensions‘unanimously. The gentleman who made that assertion pe! bill 
sion bills; and they say the balance is on their side. haps did not know the facts. In regard to many bills reported to this J smc 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the = from Indiana yield? 


House a bare majority in the committee votesfor them. Perhaps, and 
probably in the case of many of these vetoed bills, only a bare majority 
ty 





Mr. MATSON. I do not. tlemen say that the comparison be- | of the commi only a maj of a quorum of the commit- 
tween the two parties as to their course on this subject shows the bal- | tee—voted to report the bi worably to the House. Thatis the fact; 
ance on their side. I will submit, and submit, to the soldiers of | and it is unfair for gentlemen to assert that all these bills have }ee2 
this country the question as to where the is. All the legisla- | unanimously We have not seen fit to make minority re 
tion friendly to the soldier that has amounted toanything since the war | ports. Where was a majority of a quorum in favor of the bills, 


we have allowed them to come before the House. But I want to say, 


has been given by a Democratic House of Representatives. 
fou in confirmation of what was said by the gentleman from Iowa, that 


Mr. BRUMM. By Republican votes, 
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every one of these bills has been considered by a quorum of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. The members of that committee have 
been at work industriously; they have done the very best they could. 

If the President takes issue with them it is not only the duty of this 
committee but it is the duty of this House to give the committee 
opportunity to review the matter deliberately, to look at all the facts 
calmly, and see whether we are right or the President is right on this 
proposition. When we have determined that, if we do not report as 
soon as some gentlemen think we ought to, the Speaker of this House 
himself has said it continues to bea question of privilege, and any gen- 
tleman may rise in his seat and move to discharge the committee from 
the further consideration of the bill and bring it before the House for 
action if a majority supports the motion. 

Where is the injustice, where is the injury to anybody by acting in 
a deliberate manner, and carefully, coolly, and calmly reviewing each 
case and reporting to the House before calling upon the House to pass 
a bill over the veto of the President? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Indiana state to the 
House how many bills have been reported from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions in this House as compared with the bills reported by 

vious committees ? 

Mr. MATSON. It is almost impossible to state exactly. My judg- 
ment is there have been some six hundred bills reported favorably from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and perhaps an equal number re- 
ported adversely. Then there have been a large number considered by 
the committee which were determined adversely or which individual 
members examined and thought without merit, which have been al- 
lowed to remain without further action. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How does the number reported favorably at 
this Congress compare with the number reported during the Forty- 
seventh ? 

Mr. MATSON. So far as that comparison is concerned I leave it to 
my colleague on the other side [Mr. BRowNE] who was chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions at that time. 

Mr. S[ROWNE, of Indiana. My recollection is that during the time 
I was chairman I reported four hundred cases; and as it is seldom I 
have an opportunity to declare a balance in my colleague’s favor, I will 
doit now. ([Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. A while ago the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMIL.LIN] made the statement that the majority of the cases passed 
by the House had been passed over the adverse report of your commit- 
tee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That statement was not made by be. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I understood it was. 
ae MATSON. If the statement was made the gentleman was mis- 
en. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then state how many there were. 
Mr. MATSON, 


Only one or two, and those were adverse reports on 
bills oe) of the widows of officers. 

Mr.McMILLIN. My friend will find there are more than that num- 
ber. I will not controvert his statement, but I never made the state- 
ment my friend from Iowa understood me to make. I merely stated 
there was action of that sort. 


Mr. SPRINGER. How many pension cases have been passed by this 


? 

Mr. MATSON. Inthe neighborhood of five hundred cases have been 
passed by this Congress. The President has affirmatively approved a 
majorityofthem. I have seena list of eighty-eight sent in during one 
day of approved affirmatively. 

regard to this case, there is no reason why it should be preferred 
over others, and that is all there is in this proposition. 

If the House votes the committee shall report this case on next Mon- 


day, we of course will try to do it. But what reason is there this case 
shall be selected out from all others to be reported to the House? 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The reason I suggest is that there is no 
about the facts. 
Mr. MATSON. 


There may be no dispute about the facts, and yet 
there are matters connected with every case which should be investi- 
gated. ‘There is here a question of negligence which may require very 
careful consideration. may be carelessness amounting to gross 
that no court would di 
t. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. There is no difficulty about the facts 
in this case, 

Mr. MATSON. The House by unanimousconsent sent forty of these | 
bills to that committee. There is no ground to suppose these will be 
smothered in that committee. On the contrary, we have reported two | 
cases already to be passed over the President’s veto. We believe these 
cases to be and on reconsideration stand by them. If we ascer- 
tain on an of any of these cases that they ought to have | 
that course and be passed, notwithstanding the veto of the President, 
the committee will not hesitate to recommend it. There is no disposi- 
the committee to smother anybody’s bill. 

Mr. Was not the consideration of a bill which was re- 
ported back from the committee with the recommendation that it be 
passed over the Sees te Se coment of the committee ? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir; and for a very good reason. I apprehend, 
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Mr. Speaker, that this is not a matter of such grave public importance 
as that it ought to interfere with the consideration of great appropria- 
tion bills. 1 apprehend that there is no trouble about relieving these 
claimants or getting their claims through where the vetoes are wrong; 
at least getting them considered. There is no difficulty about itatall. 
We will report them just as fast as we can; and just as fast as we ar- 
rive at a conclusion on them that they ought to be reported favorably 
we will do so, and if we reach bills that we think ought not to be re- 
ported back favorably we will not hesitate to say so. 

I now demand the previous question upon the motion and amend- 


ment. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRowNE, of Indiana, 
to instruct the committee to report the bill back to the House on or 
before Monday next, there were on a division—ayes 84, noes 99. 


Mr. BROWNE, 


of Indiana. 


I will ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 127, not 
voting 81; as follows: 


Adams, G. EF. 


YEAS—115. 


Evans, 


Lehibach, 


Romeis, 


Allen, C.H. Everhart, Lindsley, Ryan, 
Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, Little, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Felton, Long, Sessions, 
Baker, Fleeger, Lyman, Spooner, 
Bayne, Fuller, Maybury, Steele, 
Bingham, Funston, McComas, Stephenson, 
Bound, Gilfillan, McKenna, Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Millard, Strait, 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Milliken, Struble, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Moffatt, Swinburne, 
Brumm, Hayden, Morrill, Symes, 
Buck, Haynes, ©’ Donnell, Taylor,I. H. 
Bunnell, Henderson, D.B. O'Hara, Taylor, Zach, 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. O'Neill, Charics Thomas, O. B. 
Burrows, Hepburn, Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Hermann, Owen, Wade, 
Campbell, J. M. Hires, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Hitt, Payson, Warner, William 
Carleton, Holmes, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Conger, Hopkins, Peters, Weaver, J. B. 
Cooper, Jackson, Pettibone, Weber, 
Cutcheon, James, Pirce, West, 
Davis, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, White, A.C, 
Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Price, White, Milo 

rsey, Kelley, Ranney, Wolford, 
Dunham, La Follette, Rice, Woodburn. 
Ely, Laird, Rockwell, 

NAYS—127. 
Allen, J. M, Dunn, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Barksdale, Eden, Laffoon, Seney, 
Beach, Eldredge, Lanham, Seymour, 
Bennett, Elisberry, Lawler, Singleton, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Lore, Skinner, 
Bland, Findlay, Lovering, Sowden, 
Bliss, Ford, Lowry, Springer, 
Blount, Forney, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Boyle, Frederick, Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Bragg, Gay, McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Geddes, McCreary, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Burnes, Gibson, C. H. McRae, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Bynum, Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Storm, 
Cabell, Glass, Mitchell, Tarsney, 
Caldwell, Green, R. 8. Morgan, Taulbee, 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Muller, Tillman, 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Murphy, Townshend, 
Campbell, T. J. Hammond, Neal, Trigg, 
Candler, Henderson, J. 8, Neece, Tucker, 
Catchings, Henley, Norwood, ‘Turner, 
Clardy, Herbert, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Cobb, Hewitt, O'Neill, J.J. Viele, 
Collins, Hill, Outhwaite, Ward,T.B. 
Cox, Holman, Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Crisp, Howard, Perry, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Hudd, Pidcock, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Hutton, Pindar, Wilkins, 
Curtin, Irion, Randall, Willis, 
Dargan, Johnston, T. D. Reagan, Winans, 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. H. Richardson, Wise, 
Dibble, Jones, J. T. Robertson, Worthington, 
Dockery, King, Sadler, 
NOT VOTING—Sl. 

Adams, J.J. Davidson, R. H. M. Le Fevre, Sawyer, 
Aiken, Dawson, Libbey, Seott, 
Anderson, C. M, Dougherty, Louttit, Shaw, 
Arnot, Dowdney, Mahoney, Smalls, 
Ballentine, Fisher, Markham, Snyder, 
Barbour, Foran, MeMillin, Spriggs, 
Barnes, Gallinger, Miller, Swope, 
Barry, Glover, Mills, Taylor, E. B. 
Belmont, Goff, Morrison, Taylor, J.M. 
Brady, Green, W. J Morrow, Thomas, J. R. 
Breckinridge, C.R,. Hall, Negley, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Hanback, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Caswell, Harris, O' Ferrall, Wait, 
Clements, Hatch, Parker, Wakefield, 
Cole, Heard, Phelps, Wallace, 
Compton, Hemphill, Reed, T. B. Ward, J. H. 
Comstock, Hiestand, Reid, J. W. Whiting, 
Cowles, Hiscock, Reese, Wilson. 
Crain, Houk, Riggs, 
Daniel, Ketcham, Rogers, 
Davenport, Landes, Rowell, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the reading of | Felton, Irion, Neal, St. Martin, 
: aie . . ; Findlay, Johnston, T. D. Neece, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
the names was dispensed with. Fisher SaneaJ i. ao. Storm 
The following additional pairs were announced: Ford, ' Jones, J.T. Oates, ' Tarsney, 
Mr. Be_Mont with Mr. KetcHam, until Friday next. eeeem . xing. e ee, ae. 
7 - . S ° . : * *‘recerick, einer, ulhnwatte, Uilman, 
- = ANpDERsON, of Ohio, with Mr. Morrow, for the remainder of Gay. Laffoon. Peel, Townshend, 
16 day. de \ Lanham, Perry, Trigg, 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with Mr. SeyMour on eS . Temeer. — —s 
. : ;: : : : 3 n, Eustace ore, indar, urner, 
prea we As he did not vote on this call, I will consider the pair | Giass. 7 Lovering. Randall, Van Eaton, 
s sti orce. Green, R. 8S Lowry, Reagan, ele, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. ew J soto, Richardson, Weed, T. ee, 
_The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Matson to refer the | yraisen, ae. — oa. 
bill and message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, it was agreed | Hammond, McAdoo, Sayers, Wheeler, 
to. ae McCreary, Seney, vat 
- ° enderson, J.S. MeMillin, Sessions, illis, 
SALLY ANN BRADLEY. Herbert, McRae, Seymour, Winans, 
The SPEAKERalso laid before the House the following message from | Hew!tt, —e ——. wonted 
the President of the United States: Holman, Morgan, Sowden, Worthington. 
To the House of Representatives : a epee, on, 
: . a on 2 8 necker 
I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5394, entitled ‘‘An act grant- Hutton Mu hh Stewart. Charles 
ing a pension to Sally Ann Bradley.” r Phy, one 
The husband of this proposed beneficiary was discharged from the military NAYS—7. 
acrvies in 1865, after a long service, and was afterward pensioned for gunshot Campbell, J. M. McKenna Ranney Struble 
wound. 7 a : y : 7" 7 
He died in 1882. The widow appears to have never filed a claim for pension Everhart, Payson, Steele, 
aoe own right, . aot : shia tats ted NOT VOTING—187 
‘o cause is given of the soldier's death, but it is not claimed that it resu 7 4 
from his military service, her pension being asked for entirely because of her som o=. peau, SA M pean, 2 t. —-* 
needs and the faithful service of her husband and her sons. ao Davia. — —etehom Romeis 
This presents the question whetheragift in such a case is a proper disposition ‘Allen. C. H Dawson La Follette Rowell, 
of money appropriated for the purpose of paying pensions, Anderson. 0. Dineley. laird . Raven 
The passage of this law would, in my opinion, establish a precedent so far- Andemen.3.A. Seanee” Landes Sawyer 
reaching, and open the door to such a vast multitude of claims not on ——- Aznat ee Dougherty ey al — 
— a laws, that I am constrained to disapprove the bill Atkinson, Dowidney, Lehitbach, Scranton, 
— " y ker unham aibbey, Shaw 
GROVER CLEVELAND. | Rallentine Fly, Lindsie 
ty —— 7 . o ’ ee) s y, Smalls, 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, July 6, 1886. Barbour, Ermentrout, Little, Snyder, 
Mr. MATSON. I move torefer the bill and the message to the Com- — Evans, Long, Spooner, 
: ae s - . res, Farquhar, Louttit, Spriggs, 
mittee on Invalid Pensions; and on that [demand the previous question. | Barry, Fleeger, Lyman, Stephenson, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask to amend the motion. an a 2 =. seheney. a, —- 
: mont, uller, arkham, Stone, E. F. 
Mr. BRUMM. I have an amendment I would like to offer. Bingham, Funston, McComas, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Mr. BAYNE. I think the gentleman who introduced the bill should | Round Gallinger, McKinley, Strait, 
be given the right to offer this amendment. Boutelle, Gilfillan, Millard, Swinburne, 
Mr, GROSVENOR. _I introduced this bill in Congress, and think I | Brady. |, |. Gheser, ll Aan ay 
certainly should have the right of offering an amendment. Brown, W. W Grosvenor, Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been demanded. Browne, T.M Grom, ine t, aa. L : 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to amend that motion? | Brum™. — — eee 
The SPEAKER. Not with the previous question pending. If the| Buck, ' Hanback, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
previous question is not ordered it will be open to amendment. prnnet. senate, ae . ae B. 
\ : : . : urleigh, arris, nell, ompson, 
Mr. BURROWS. They will have a good time getting it. Gusieee Meydea, O'Hara, ussdanavien. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, no 1. Butterworth, Haynes, O’Neill,Charles Van Schaick, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. Caldwell, , O'Neill, J. J. Wade, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ss DR a. Wadsworth, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Caswell, Henderson,T.J. Parker, Wakefield, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Under the rule, after the previous ques- Seem, qienies, en wae - 
tion has been moved, or even after it has been ordered, may there not | Goins sat item” Warner William 
be a motion to instruct? Compton, Hi y Pettibone, Weaver, A. J. 
The SPEAKER. Not on this question. This is not upon the pas- | Comstock, —, — ena 
sage of a proposition, but upon a motion to refer. Under the rule of the Sooo’ Hit,” Plumb, West,” 
House, which was adopted for the first time in the Forty-sixth Con-| Gox, * Holmes, Price, White, A. ©, 
gress, it was provided that it should be in order when a bill was on its ie. oe Reed, T. B, Wie. Mae 
passage and the previous question had been demanded or ordered to | Outchcon, Sv mea y.W. Wilson” 
move to recommit with or without instructions. James, Rice, Woodburn. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary in- | Davenport, Johnson, F. A. Riggs, 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Under the rule when the previous 
question is ordered on a proposition on which there has been no discus- 
sion are there not fifteen minutes allowed on each side for debate? 

The SPEAKER. If the proposition on which the previous question 
is ordered was debatable, then under the rule fifteen minutes are al- 
lowed for debate on each side after the ordering of the previous ques- 
tion on a proposition on which there has been no debate. But a sim- 
ple motion to refer, except on a matter reported by a committee, is not 
debatable. In this case if the previous question should be ordered 
there would be no debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of no quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mat- 
SON]. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 7, not vot- 
ing 187; as follows: 

YEAS—129., 
Allen, J. M. Bragg, Candler, Culberson, 
Beach, Breckinridge, C. R. Carleton, pame. 
Bennett, Breckinridge, WCP.Catchings, Dibble, 
Blanchard, Burnes, Clardy, Dockery, 
Bland, Bynum, Cobb, Dunn, 
Blownt Sempbell Felix Gio Eldredge, 

ount, . x 
Bo yhs, Campbell, T. J. Croxton, Ellsberry, 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that tho 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, with Mr. SwINBURNE, for the rest of 
the day. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this vote the yeas are 129, thenays are 7. A 
quorum has not voted. 

Mr. MATSON. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. Matson] if he will not agree to thirty minutes’ debate? [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MATSON, it was agrec(l 
to; and a call of the House was ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that he had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 1341) to construct a road to the national cemetery 31 
Natchez, Miss. ; 

An act (H. R. 5175) extending the provisions and benefits of the pre- 
emption law to John F. White; 

An act (H. R. 138) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee reserva 
tion in the State of Arkansas; 

R. 7773) for the relief of Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and 
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An act (H. R. 5891) to authorize a patent for the south half of the 
southeast quarter of section 34, in township 22, of range 15 east of the 
sixth meridian, to Elizur B. Ball, as administrator of the es- 
tate of Will Frederick Schlagel; 

An act (H. R. 3440) making an appropriation to construct a road or 
wagon roadway from the United States barracks in Saint Bernard Par- 
ish, Louisiana, to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in said 


An act (H.R. 5201) ae epeetices for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 
H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara L. Preuss; 

H. R. = granting a pension to Gilbert A. Philips; 

H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 

H. R. 656 granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 
R. 599) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney; 
. R. 504) granting a pension to Anna Kessinger; 

An R. 1142) pra: granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; 

An act (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to Mariah FE. A. B. Nowell; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) se for printing the First An- 
nual Report of the Commissioner of Labo 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 57) to print ‘as addition to a report on 
wages, ordered printed January 17, 1884; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 177)’ appointing managers for the Na- 
tional Homes for Disabled Soldiers to fill vacancies in the board which 
occurred by expiration of terms on the 2ist day of April, 1886; 

An act (H. R. 7364) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow the 
interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of North 
Carolina, of the remains of the late Mrs. Harriet B. Lehman; 

An act (H. R. 1172) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Franklin Thompson, alias 8. E. E. Seelye; 

An act (H. R. 4063) to authorize the improvement of the water- 
power in the Mississippi River at Little Falls, Minn. 

An act (H. R. on for the relief of Alfred McMurtrie; 

An act (H. R. 3384) for the relief of James M. Bacon; 

ir R. 4412) for the relief of John A. Coan. 

H. R. a oe granting a pension to Catherine E. Coffin; 

- R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. Barker; 

. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 
> Te on granting a pension to George Schaefer; 

. R. 1627) granting a pension to Annie Bagley; 

. R. 1766) granting a pension to Mary A. Shannon; 
oR. 1815) granting a pension to James Wolfe; 

- R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran; 
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An act 

An act (H. R. 1943) granting a pension to James L. McClarran; 
An act (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Fitger; 
An act (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown; 
An act (H. R. ma} granting a pension to William Paugh; 

An act (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; 

An act (H. R. 2940) granting a pension to John T, Pennington; 
An act (H. R. 263) granting a yension to Louis Whorley; 

An act (H. R. 2968 Eilts = Msslento. teria Peak; 

An act (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Eliza A. Weeks; 

An act (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose; 

An act (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan; 

An act (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Sylvester Root; 

An act (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to Solomon Messer; 

An act (H. R. 3614) granting a pension to Charlotte Buck; 

An act (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to John H. Downing; 
An act (H. R, 3741) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 
An act (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

An act (H. R. 3831) granting a pension to Charles T. Reber; 
An act (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to James Dunbar; 

An act (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher; 

An act R. i145) granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth; 
An act (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile; 

An act (H. R. 4163 granting a pension to Dr. William H. Sheffield; 
An act (H, R. 4199) granting a pension to William B. Jacobs; 
An act (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall; 
An act (H. R. saan granting a pension to Elizabeth Slenbaker; 
An act R. 4539) granting a pension to Ann Little; 

An act (H. R. 4632) granting a pension to William L. "McCall; 
An act R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; 
An act R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

An act (H. R. 4723 granting a pension to Joseph E. Van ‘Horn; 
An act (H. R. 4808) granting a pension to William Field; 

An act R, 4816) granting a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard; 
An act (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Rose A. McManus; 
An act (H. R. 4903 granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 
An act (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 
An act (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to James N. Hair; 

An act (H. R. 5058) granting a pension to John Arthur; 

An aet (H. R. 5100) granting a pension to Eleanor Foust; 

An act (H. R. 4 granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; 
An act (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to Isaac Fossett; 
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An act (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead; 
An act (H. R. 


5307) granting a pension to Lieut. Joseph Prost; 
An act (H. R. 5304) granting a pension to John H. Hunter; 
An act (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Edward L. Hill; 
An act (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to Henry Annin; 
An act (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Mrs. Clarissa Taft; 
An act (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Josiah Focht; 
An act (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to AmosC. Wartz; 
An act (H. R. 5435) granting a pension to David L. McDermott; 
An act (H. R. 5492) granting a pension to Eliza Newman; 


An act (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs; 

An act (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to William J. Heady; 
An act (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to Margaret S. Davis; 
An act (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Margaret J. Reighter; 
An act (H. R. 5882) granting 


a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy; 
4 pension to Sarah Gregg; 

a pension to John M. Mattingly; 
pension to Levi M. Starne; 

granting a pension to Frederick Mariom; 

6502) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Drew; 

An act (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to Catharine Whitesell; 

An act (H. R. 8142) granting a pension Mrs. Annie S. Webb; 

An act (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 

An act (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas S. Smithers: 

An act (H. R. 1061) for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer; 

An act (H. R. 1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 

An act (H. R. 3321) for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher: 

An act (H. R. 4134) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 

An act (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Margaret Madden; 

An act (H.R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller; 

An act (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith; 

An act (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildebrant; 

An act (H. R. 4615) for the relief of Ann Leddy; 

An act (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orendorff; 

An act (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary Murphy; 

An act (H. R. 4850) for the relief of William J. Hudson; 

An act (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe; 

An act (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads; 

An act (H. R. 5881) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn; 

An act (H. R. 6120) for the relief of Richard Horrigan; 

An act (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Euphemia R. Smith; 

An act (H. R. 8332) increasing the pension of James L. Miller; 

An act (H. R. 8651) increasing the pension of Alfred J. Hill; 

An act (H. R. 4382) to increase the pension of John F. Chase 

An act (H. R. 5169) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Slayton; 

An act (H. R. 5472) to increase the pension of Henry Brooks; 

An act (H. R. 5975) to increase the pension of Michael McGrayel; 

An act (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; 

An act (H. R. 1520) granting a pension to Mary F. Blake; 

An act (H. R. 1902) granting a pension to Simon J. Fought; 

An act (H. R. 3478) granting a pension to Alonzo Maynard; 

An act (H. R. 4386) granting a pension to William I’. Clark; 

An act (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to Robert E. Stephens; 

An act (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to Charles F. Ward; 

An act (H. R. 6088) granting a pension to Nelson Monroe; 

An act (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow 

of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of United States volunteers; 
An act (H. R. 4023) granting a pension to Caroline Sturtz, widow of 

Jacob Sturtz, deceased, late of Company G, Twentieth Maryland Vol- 

unteers; 

An act (H. R 

Billings; 

An act (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted te the Atlantic and 

Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and 

telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific 

coast, and to restore the-same to settlement, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 248) for the relief of Henry Gee; and 

An act (H. R. 107) for the relief of Elias B. Moore. 

With reference to the bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, 

Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 

way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, the follow- 

ing statement is made: 

This bill was presented to the President June 24, 1886, and not having 

been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated 

within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, it has become a 

law without his approval. 


An act (H. R. 5937) granting a 
An act (H. R. 5951) granting 
An act (H. R. 6020) gr: unting a 
An act (H. R. 6147) 
An act (H. R. 
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. 2242) restoring to the pension-roll the name of K. G. 


SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Adams, J. J. Belmont, Cox, Gallinger, 
Aiken, Buchanan, Davenport, Gilfillan, 
Anderson,C. M. Caswell, Davidson, A. C. Glover, 
Arnot, Clements, Davidson, R.H.M. Goff, 
Ballentine, Cole, Dawson Guenther 
Barbour, Collins, Dougherty, Hall, 
Barnes, Compton, Dowdney Ilanback, 
Barry, Comstock, Foran, Harris, 
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Heard, Neglcy, Scott, Thomas, J. R. 
Hemphill, Nelson, Shaw, Throckmorton. 
Hiscock, O'Neill, J.J. Smalls, Wait, 

Houk, Phelps, Sny der, Wakefield, 
Landes, Reed, T. B. Spriggs Wallace, 

Le Fevre, Reese, Stone, EW. J., Ky. Ward, J. i. 
Louttit, Riggs, Swo Whiting. 
Mahoney, Rogers, Taylor, E. B. 

Miller, Saw yer, Taylor, J. M. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk will 
call the list of absentees for excuses. 

The Clerk called the list of absentees, as follows: 

Mr. Jounw J. ADAMS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. AITKEN: No excuse offered. 

ir. CHARLES M. ANDERSON: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Arnot: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. BALLENTINE, 
is absent by leave of the House. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARBOUR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARNES 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have just heard that my colleague, 
Mr. BARNES, is sick in bed, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARRY. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BARRY, be ex- 
cused for the remainder of this day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. HIRES. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BUCHANAN, 
cused, as I understand that he is sick in 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. CASWELL, be 
excused. He was called home early this morning by a telegram in- 
forming him of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. HAMMOND. My colleague, Mr. CLEMENTS, is absent by leave 
of the House. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CoLe: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CoLiins: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Compton. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. It is impossible for my coll 
be here to-day, owing to important business, which detains 
Baltimore. I therefore ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CoMSTOCK. 

Mr. WINANS. My colleague, Mr. ComsTock, is absent on account 
of sickness, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. DANIEL, 


be ex- 


nl 


Mr. CABELL. 
be excused. He is detained at home by the sickness of a member of 
his family. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. DAvipson, be ex- 
cused on account of 

There was no objection. 

Mr. R. H. M. Davipson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAWSON: No excuse offered. - 

Mr. DovuGHERTY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DowDNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ForAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. HAYNES. Iask that my colleague, Mr. GALLINGER, be ex- 
cused, as he is absent on important business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave of absence. The Chair 
will state that if the House orders a warrant to be issued it will not 
run against any gentleman who has leave of absence on the record. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILFILLAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALL. 

Mr. MURPHY. Iask that eae ane colleague, Mr. HALL, be excused. 
He is absent on important busin 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANBACK: No excuse offered. 
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. Harris: No excuse offered. 

. HEARD: No excuse offered. 

. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. 
. Hiscock: No excuse offered. 

. Houk: No excuse offered. 

. LANDES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr 
LANDES, be excused. He is absent on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has leave of absence on the record, 

Mr. LANDES was excused. 

Mr. Le FEvRE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Louttit: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAHONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, General 
NEGLEY, be exc He is absent on business growing out of his 
official duties as manager of the Soldiers’ Home. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. My colleague, Mr. NELSON, 
and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHetps: No excuse offered. 

Mr. T. B. Reep: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REESE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Riaas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Acenten, Task that my colleague, Mr, 
Rocers, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Scotr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. My colleague, Mr. SHAW, is absent 
on account of illness, and I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has leave of 3). 
sence. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMALLS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SpriaGs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. LAFFOON. I ask that my colleague, Mr. STONE, be excuse 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Swope. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Reiniteaie I ask that my colleague, Judy 
TAYLOR, be excused on account of sickness. 


is sick, 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. Swope, be excusei 





The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks Mr. TAYLOR has leave of :)- 


sence. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR was excused. 

Mr. JoHN M. TAYLOR. 

Mr.CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. T.\- 
LOR, be excused on account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave of absence by order 0! 
the House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JoHN R. THOMAS. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. THomas has leave of absence on account 0! | 


illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WAIT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WALLACE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JAMES H. WARD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I received a message last night from) 
colleague, Mr. CASWELL, stating that he had been summoned by t¢!¢ 
graph to his home as his wife is exceedingly sick—— : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cs. ¥' 
has been excused. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to dispense with farther proceedings vn’ 
the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The doors will be 
on the motion of the gentleman from I 
es question, on which the yeas satteecad been ordered. 

will call the roll. 


. The question reco™ 
[Mr. Matson] fo 7 i 
he 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 5, not vot- 


ing 187; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 
Allen, J. M. nese, conan, J.T. sasaaie, 
Barksdale, en, ing, Sadler, 
Beach, Eldredge, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Bennett, E : Laffoon, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Lanham, Singleton, 
Bland, Findlay, Lawler, Skinner, 
Blount, ‘isher, Lore, Sowden, 
Boyle, Ford, Lovering, Springer, 
Bragg, Forney, wry, StahInecker, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Frederick, Martin, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gay, Matson, St. Martin, 
Burnes, Geddes, Maybury, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bynum, Gibson, C. H. McCreary, Stone, W.J.. Mo. 

" Gibson, Eustace MeMillin, Storm, 
Caldwell, Glass, McRae, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Felix Green, R. 5. Merriman, Taulbee, 

} oan mgd T. J. Green, W.J. Mills, Tillman, 
Candler, Hale, Morgan, Townshend, 
Carleton, Halsell, Morrison, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hammond, Muller, ‘Turner, 
Clardy, Hatch, Murphy, Van Eaton, 
Cobb, Henderson, J.S. Neal, Viele, 
Cowles, Henley, Neece, Ward, T. B. 
Cox, Herbert, Norwood, Warner, A. J. 
Crain, Hewitt, Oates, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Hill, O’ Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Croxton, Holman, Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
Culberson, Howard, Peel, Willis, 
Curtin, Hudd, Perry, Wilson, 
Dargan, Hutton, Randall, Winans, 
Davidson, A. C. Irion, Reagan, Wolford, 
Dibble, Johnston, T. D, Reid, J. W. Worthington. 
Dockery, Jones, J. H. Richardson, 
NAYS—5. 
Allen, C. H. Long, Payson, Weaver, J. B. 
Everhart, 
NOT VOTING-—-187, 

Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Le Fevre, Rowell, 
Adams, J. J. Dougherty, Lehlbach, Ryan, 
Aiken, Dowdney, et: Sawyer, 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, Lindsley, Scott, 
Anderson, J. A. tly, Little, Seranton, 
‘Arnot, Evans, Louttit, Seney, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Lyman, Sessions, 
Baker, Felton, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Fleeger, Markham, Smalls, 
Barbour, Foran, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Barnes, Fuller, McComas, Spooner, 
Barry, Funston, McKenna, Spriggs, 
Bayne, Gallinger, McKinley, Steele, 
Belmont, Gilfillan, Millard, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Glover, Miller, Stewart, J. W. 

iss, : Milliken, Stone, E. F. 
Bound Grosvenor, Mitchell, Strait, 
Boutelle, Grout, Moffatt, Struble, 
Brady, Guenther, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Brown, C. E, b Morrow, Swope, 

4 4 Hanback, Negley, Symes, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Nelson, Taylor, E.B. 
Brumm, Harris, O'Donnell, Taylor, I. H. 
Buchanan, Hayden, O’ Hara, Taylor, J. M. 
Buck, Haynes, O’ Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach, 
Bunnell, Heard O'Neill, J.J. Thomas, J. R. 
B ; Hemphill, Osborne, Thomas, 0. B. 
Burrows, Henderson, D.B. Owen, Thompson, 

Henderson, T.J. Parker, Throckmorton, 

Campbell, J. E. Hepburn, Payne, Trigg, 

. ermarn, Perkins, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Peters, Wade, 
Clements, Hineeok Phelan wae 

. ps, ait, 
Cole, Hitt, Pideock, Wakefield, 
Collins, Holmes, Pindar, Wallace, 
Compton, Hopkins, Pirce, Ward, J. H. 
Comstock, ouk, Plumb, Warner, William 
Conger, Jackson, Price, Weaver, A.J. 
Cooper, James, Ranney, Weber, 
Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A. Reed, T. West, 
Daniel, Johnston, J.T. Reese, White, A.C. 
Daven Kelley, Rice, White, Milo 
Davidson, R. H. M. Ketcham, Riggs, Whiting, 
vis, La Follette, Robertson, ise, 
Dawson, Laird, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
. Landes, rs, 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas U1, 
| nays 205, not voting 107; as follows: 

















Browne, T. M, 
ily, 
Irion, 


Adama, G. E. 
Allen, ©. H. 
Allen, J. M. 
Aikinsén, 
Jarksdale, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bound 
Boutelle, 
3oyle, 
Brady, 
Bragg, 
sreckinridge, C 


Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Suck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 

Cow les, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, 
Dorsey, 
Dunn, 

Eden, 
Eldredge, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M, 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 

Baker, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barnes, 

Barry, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Caswell, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Cole, 

Collins, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Daniel, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, A. C. 


R. 


Kreckinridge, WCP. 


YEAS—11. 
Lehlbach, Rice, 
Moffatt, Romeis, 
Price, Steele, 

NAYS—2065 


Elisberry, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Fisher, 
Fleeger, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gay, 
Gibson. C. H. 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glass, 
Green, R.S. 
Green, W. J. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
IIatch, 
Ilayden, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, D. B, 


Henderson, J.S. 


Henderson, T. J. 


Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hewitt, 
Jiiestand, 
Hill, 

Hires, 
HTitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hutton, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnston, J.T. 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 


La Follette, 
Lawler, 
Lindsley, 
Little, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
MeAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
MeRae, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
O' Neill, Charlies 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Payne, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Pindar, 
Pirce, 
Plumb, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Roberteon, 
Rowell, 


NOT VOTING—107. 
Davidson, R.H.M, Johnson, F. A. 


Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Dowdney, 
Dunham, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Foran, 
Gallinger, 
Geddes, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Hale, 
Hall, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Hiscock, 
Houk, 
Hudd, 


Ketcham, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Louttit, 
Mahoney, 
Millard, 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Negley, 
Nelson, 
O'Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Perry, 
Phelps,] 
Pideock, 
Reed, T. B. 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
tockwell, 


Wadswor th, 
Wolford, 


Sadley, 
Savers, 
Scranton, 
Seney 
Seymour, 
Single ton, 
Skinner, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Springer. 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart. Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, Ek. F. 
Stone, W.J., K y. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Tarsvey, 
Taulbee, 
Tavior, Zach 
Thomas, 0. B, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele 

Wade, 
Warner, A.J 
Warner, William 
Weaver, J. B. 
Weber, 
Wellborn, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington, 


Rogers, 
Ryan, 
Sawycr, 
Scott, 
Sessions, 
Shaw, 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Swope, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Van Schaick, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Weaver. A. J. 
Whiting, 
Willis, 

Wise. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. BucHANAN, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Brxenam, for the rest of the day. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 131, the nays 5. No 


guoram has voted. 
Mr. MATSON. I move a call of the House. 
The being taken, there were—ayes 66, noes 1.. 


Mr, NOR. No quorum has voted. [Laughier. } 


TheSPEAKER. A quorum is not required to order a call of the 


House. The motion is agreed to. The Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. ELY. I move that the House adjourn. 


The being taken, there were—ayes 50, noes 81. 
Mr. fur call for tellers. 


were ordered; and Mr. E.y and Mr. MATSON were appointed. 


Mr. MATSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


SVIT——416 





The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 11, the nays 205. 
The House refuses to adjourn; but under the order heretofore made, 
the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House stands adjourned until 
to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 


| PETITIONS, ETC. 

| The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

| By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Margaret D. Leonard, widow of 
Alexander Leonard, deceased; and of Mrs. Georgia R. Doyle, of Clai- 
borne County; and of John M. H. Martin, of Hinds County, Mississippi, 
asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

My Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of M. W. Venning, of Charleston County; 
and of W. A. O’Cain and others, administrators of Mary O’Cain, of 
Orangeburgh County, South Carolina, requesting that their war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Mrs. E. B. D. Vaughan, of Clayton 
County, Georgia, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. E. B. D. Vaughan, of Clay- 
ton County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Testimony to accompany House bill 1951, for 
the relief of Louis Belfils—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES T. JOHNSTON: Petition of William Davis and 65 
others, soldiers and citizens of Steuben County; of Joseph Porter and 
80 others, soldiers and sailors, and of William Bowless and 47 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Steuben County, Indiana, asking for the pas- 
sage of House bill 3320, pensioning all Union soldiers—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. y 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of John C. Farra and 22 others and of L. 
P. Bush and 13 others, citizens of Wilmington, Del., for measures for 
prevention of epidemics by the National Board of Health—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of John W. Hickman, for payment for transportation 
of troops in Delaware and Maryland in 1862-’63—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Affidavit in support of claim of Green Fields for 
a pension—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Elkanah Fawcett, of Frederick 
County, and of E. Baker, administrator of John H. Funkhouser, of 
Shenandoah County, Virginia, asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John H. Funkhouser, of Shen- 
andoah Scone, Virginia—to the same committee. 

sy Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Thomas Neilson and of Pryor F. 
Yoe, of Jefferson County; of E. M. Tate, administrator, of Grainger 
County; and of William M. Murdock, of Hamblin County, Tennessee, 
asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of the Home Guardsand United States Re- 
serve Corps of Saint Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the equali- 
zation of bounty bill—to the same committee. 

3y Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of Mrs. E. A. Laurence, of Natchez, 
Miss., and of heirs of Mrs. Eliza K. Batchelor, deceased, late of Mis- 
sissippi, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of William H. Harrington and 58 
others, and of T. H. Griffold and 42 others, citizens of the eighth dis- 
trict of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of W. W. Jacobs and 129 others, of 
C. E. Shades and 59 others, of William Heckand 110others, of Thomas 
M. Benna and 55 others, of J. T. Corcoran and 18 others, and of J. 
M. Crist and 65 others, citizens of the eighteenth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of John Ward and 60 others, of J. J. Moore 
and 194 others, and of Edward G. Lang and 604 others, citizens of the 
twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Edward Short and 162 others, of J. J. 
Hatton and 7& others, of August Schrempt and 101 others, of Minnie 
Phelan and 28 others, of William Wingo and 20 others, of Emil 
Kokler and 54 others, of Harris Solomon and 33 others, of James 
Hume and 107 others, of Leopold Meyers and 21 others, of John Man- 
gan and 136 others, of Timothy Conners and 101 others, and of Will- 
iam H. Hunter and 21 others, citizens of the fifth district of New York. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of Thomas Rogers and 592 others, 
and of C. Wilson and 768 others, citizens of the second district of Ohio. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Richard Thompson and 68 others, of 
G. W. Henry and 116 others, of Thomas Edwards and 96 others, of 
Douglas Elliot and 124 others, of George J. Hughes and 80 others, of 
P. Mohan and 86 others, of Jerry O’Brien and 107 others, of E. E. 
Kuden and 99 others, of George 8. and 132 of J. 
P. Buchler and 45 others, of A. W. Brown and 130 others, of M. J. 
O’Brien and 65 others, and of G. W. Henry and 116 others, citizens 
of the thirteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of Thomas Nash and 61 others, of Henry S. 
Childs and 104 others, and of John Green and 70 others, citizens of the 
first district of Connecticut. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Edward New and 15 others, of D. E. 
Fellows and 84 others, and of William Mitchell and 66 others, citizens 
of the fifteenth district of Pennsylvania. 
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By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of William H. Young and 20 others, 
and of James Cooley and 71 others, citizens of the eighteenth district 
of New York. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of F. M. Ayers and 70 others 
citizens of the third district of Ohio. 

By Mr. J. M.CAMPBELL: Petition of Michael Sellers and 110 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Frederick O. Powell and 243 others, of 
James F. Hanlon and 59 others, of Frank Sheppard and 85 others, of 
W. H. Cowen and 87 others, of O. Tinkham and 90 others, of Robert 
Howard and 19 others, of Stephen Cassidy and 78 others, of W. J. 
Hoylt and 74 others, of Henry W. Moorhouse and 16 others, and of F. 
R. FP. Harrison and 26 others, citizens of the first district of Massa- 
chusetts. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Henry Kane and 138 others, of. H. 
Hammond and 65 others, of George Pierce and 263 others, and of John 
Wild and 240 others, citizens of the third district of Missouri. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of W. H. Ross and 66 others, of C. T. 
Boyle and 43 others, of A. C. Grant and 80 others, and of David Jap- 
pers and 165 others, citizens of the twenty-sixth district of Pennsy!- 
vania, 

By Mr. PORAN: Petition of 900 citizens and Knights of Labor of 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

By Mr. R. 8S. GREEN: Petition of William O’ Riley and 90 others, of 
M. Mayerand 101 others, of P. McGrath and 780 others, of James Cobb 
and 26 others, of James J. Welsh and 80 others, of G. W. Niemeyerand 
102 others, of John W. Mores and 90 others, of A. M. Missick and 20 
others, of M. J. Flannigan and 9 others, of Walter Pilsington and 3: 
others, of P. H. Risder and 46 others, of W. Dunn and 47 others, of 
Patrick Boyle and 147 others, of George Holzschect and 90 others, of 
John A. Engel and 41 others, of C. McGonigil and 90 others, of Danie! 
O’ Neal and 66 others, of Joseph Anderson and 65 others, of J. O. Swim 
and 24 others, of Mary Harris and others, and of Otto Hoppe and others, 
of the third district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Howard Leech and 107 others and of James 
A. Turner and 50 others, citizens of the first district of Iowa. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Frederick Mitchell and 90 others, 
citizens of Mecklenburg County, Kentucky. 

sy Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of George S. Cassin and 140 others, 
of Z. B. Hargrave and 71 others, and of W. F. Henderson and 192 
others, citizens of the fifth district of Georgia. 

Bv,Mr. HAYNES: Petition of F. G. Nichols and 82 others, of George 
B. Gitadenand 46 others, of F. G. Nichols and 82 others, of W. T. Ryn- 
der and 48 others, of J. Greeley and 190 others, and of John Johnson 
and 22 others, citizens of the first district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Robert Hay and 429 others, 
of H. Miller and 339 others, and of Robert Brown and 148 others, citi- 
zens of the third district of Iowa. 

jy Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Julius Kernke and 40 others, of L. C. 
Smith and 75 others, and of D. C. Jones and 91 others, citizens of the 
fourth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of P. H. Farry and 22 others and of 
John Saul and 30 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of New York. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Howard, Eastland, and 
Brown Counties, Texas, relating to the removal of the Federal court 
from Graham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEHLBACK: Petition of J. V. Hough and 50 others, of George 
G. Bynum and 19 others, of W. J. Loftus and 47 others, of Thomas I. 
Gorman and 90 others, of J. J. Owens and 22 others, of William Young 
and 84 others, of Martin Henly and 80 others, of P. J. Hayden and 26 
others, and of Charles C. Romaine and 48 others, citizens of the sixth 
district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of E. F. Reynolds and 21 others, of H. 3. 
Reed and 76 others, and of 234 others, citizens of the second district of 
Massachusetts. - 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Hugo Dick and 140 others, of Rich- 
ard Finn and 27 others, of William Birmingham and 207 others, of I. 
W. Bearceand 60 others, of John W. Patterson and 110 others, of John 
H. Orr and 40 others, of J. H. Higgins and 465 others, of H. P. Brett 
and 25 others, and of Thomas L. Carney and 23 others, citizens of the 
sixth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of W. W: Watkins and 93 others, of Henr; 
Bishop and 139 others, and of C. M. Gilmore and 41 others, citizens 0! 
the ninth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of Anthony Riley and 145 others, of Pat- 
rick M. Nolan and 180 others, and of John A. Morhart and 45 othe: 
citizens of New Jersey. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Jesse Robbins and 253 others, 
Philip Thomas and 22 others, and of C. Brownwell and 136 others, i: 
zens of the twentieth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of G. N. Guthrie and 34 others, an! 
of E. Ellsworth and 15 others, citizens of the third district of Tenness: 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of T. H. Clyde and others, and of T. |’ 
Rial and others, citizens of the third district of Arkansas. ; 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of William Hill and 552 others, and 0! 
C. Lewis and 1,060 others, citizens of the sixth district of Alabama. 
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By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of 300 citizens of Grand Traverse Congressional distriet of Pennsylvania, the petition of Samuel Cad- 


County, Michigan. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of John Renterman and 215 others, 
of William Carter and 52 others, of A. G. Whitney and 37 others, and 
of J. Morgan and 66 others, citizens of the eighteenth district of Illi- 


Mr. NEAL: Petition of William Pearson and 30 others, of T. V. 
Warren and 26 others, of E. Ellsworth and 15 others, of R. V. Brenan 
and 26 others, of J. A. Colder and 30 others, of D. E. Nelson and 52 
others, of J. M. Massingill and 60 others, of H. H. Hughes and 37 
others, and of A. L. Green and 24 others, citizens of the third district 


the first district of Georgia. 
By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of D. S. Flannigan and 138 oth- 
ers, and of William Castello and 74 others, citizens of the fourteenth 


. J. W. STEWART: Petition of Patrick Farley and 156 others, 
Page and 35 others, and of William F. Smith and 28 others, citi- 
zens of the first district of Vermont. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of John Jolenski and 56 others, of J. J. 
Gallagher and 139 others, of John E. Ames and 100 others, of A. Dor- 
sey and 36 others, of Jesse R. Berdlem and 383 others, and of E. H. 
Ranch and 124 others, citizens of the eleventh district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of J. R. Rand and 22 
others, of T. J. Roberts and 22 others, of James Nichols and 16 others, 
of A. W. Baker and 81 others, of S. F. Hickey and 34 others, of J. H. 
Sweeds and 200 others, and of A. J. Thompson and 75 others, citizens 
of the twelfth district of Missouri. 

Also, petition of John Boyle and 110 others, and of J. W. Tweddle 
and 97 others, citizens of Barton County, Missouri. 

By Mr. I. H. TAYLOR: Petition of Elijah Miner and 82 others, of 
David E. Reese and 88 others, and of Charles Bansall and 265 others, 
citizens of the eighteenth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of J. H. Craddock and 134 others, 
of James Fordice and 83 others, and of A. B. Martgan and 72 others, 


GE. 


‘citizens of the first district of Nebraska. 


Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of W. W. Hall and 89 others, of 
W. E. Dewey and 68 others, and of Charles Lawrence and 69 others, 
citizens of the sixth district of Iowa. 

Mr. WILKINS: Petition of John Kline and 45 others, citizens of 


._ By 
the fifteenth district of Ohiv. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 8, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. DAWES, and by unanimous consent its 
further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of J. J. Sweeney and 108 
other citizens of the twelfth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
the petition of M. V. Shipley and 69 other citizens of the sixteenth Con- 

district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Charles G. Griffin 
and 38 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
the petition of John Bowers and 214 other citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of John H. Stone and 
132 citizens of the third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the 
petition of H. Greedwood and 175 other citizens of the fifth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of S. J. Phillips'and 290 
other citizens of the twentieth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
the petition of James Fadden and 106 other citizens of the thirteenth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Edward G. Long 
and 607 other citizens of the twenty-third Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, the petition of H. D. White and 120 other citizens of 
the eighteentl: Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of 


erent 41 other citizens of the eighth Congressional district 
of a the petition of J. J. Saunders and 70 other citizens of 
the district of Pennsylvania, the petition ef Will- 


PEE 
i 


of the seventeenth Congressional district of Pennsylva- 
petition of J. K. Maurer and 186 other citizens of the four- 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of William 
and 34 other citizens of the fourteenth Congressional district 

wania, the petition of Matthew Currigan and 235 other citi- 
of the thirteenth ional district of Pennsylvania, the pe- 

of D. O. Pritchard and 150 other citizens of the thirteenth Con- 
distriet of Pennsylvania, the petition of Hugh Ferry and 124 
of the twelfth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
of Robert Plunket and 102 other citizens of the twelfth 


Ie 


© 
i 


i 


D. Murphy and 150 other citizens of the fourteenth Congressional 
of Pennsylvania, the petition of Stephen A. Myers and 130 | 





| 





lip and 63 other citizens of the twelfth Congressional district of Pennu- 
sylvania, the petition of James Broderick and 96 other citizens of the 
eleventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of F. D. 
Vandergraft and 139 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania, the petition of James Skirm and 97 other citizens 
of the fifth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of 
Harry Nelinger and 63 other citizens of the fifth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Blair B. Books and 254 
other citizens of the fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
the petition of C. B. Boyle and 84 other citizens of the fourth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of David Bailey 
and 98 other citizens of the fourth Congressional district of Pennsyl- 
vania, the petition of Charles Murphy and 77 other citizens of the third 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Jacob Fauth 
and 112 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Pennsvl- 
vania, the petition of Francis Carter and 46 other citizens of the third 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Joseph Datchen 
and 401 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Pennsyl- 
vania, the petition of Thomas Fletcher and 602 other citizens of the 
thirteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of A. 
Canudelet and 93 other citizens of the third Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, the petition of Ed. Geiss and 31 other citizens of the 


third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Martin 
Good and 36 other citizens of the twenty-second Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania, the petition of D. F. Monroe and 36 other citizens of 


the twenty-seventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition 
of John Rae and 55 other citizens of the twenty-first Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, the petition of Emil Perbst and 92 other citizens 
of the twenty-fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the peti- 
tion of George W. Winner and 119 other citizens of the twentieth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of J. B. Ball and 66 
other citizens of the nineteenth Congressional district of Pennsy!vania, 
the petition of Bernard Keogh and 133 other citizens of the sixteenth 
Congressional district of Pennysylvania; the petition of W.C. Reem and 
86 other citizens of the seventeenth Congressional district of Pennsv!- 
vania, the petition of J. M. Dunm and 110 other citizens of the twenty- 
third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of J. P. Boeh- 
lerand 45 other citizensof the eighteenth Congressional district of Penn- 
sylvania, the petition of E. L. Wilson and 73 other citizens of the twenty- 
first Congressional district of Pennsylvania, the petition of Hans Hansen 
and 85 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
the petition of W. H. Ross and 66 others, of the twenty-sixth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania; the petition of A. C. Grave and 80 others, 
of the twenty-sixth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition 
of John G. Duncanand 77 others, of the twenty-fifth Congressional! dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania; the petition of W. W. Shields and 130 others, of 
the twenty-fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition 
G. J. Burns and 75 others, of the twenty-fourth Congresgonal district 
of Pennsylvania; the petition of William Smith and 100 others, of 
the twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition 
of L. A. Lambert and 44 others, of the twenty-third Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania; the petition of William Snyder and 112 others, of 
the twenty-third Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition of 
James Bukwell and 140 others, of the twenty-third Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania; the petition of William H. Baker and 23 others, 
of the twenty-second Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the peti- 
tion of M. W. Whalen and 350 others, of the twenty-second Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania; the petition of Joseph Gibson and 113 
others, of the twenty-first Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the 
petition of S. H. Chester and 47 others, of the twentieth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania; the petition of Thomas W. Benna and 55 others, 
of the eighteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition 
of William Heck and 110 others, of the eighteenth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania; the petition of William Brown and 103 others, of the 
seventeenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; the petition of Paul 
Hofer and 79 others, of the seventeenth Congressional district of Penn- 
sylvania; the petition of W. H. Shafer and 40 others, of the seventeenth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania; and the petition of A. A. Rode 
and 213 others, of the nineteenth Congressional district of Pennsyivania, 
praying for the passage of the following measures at the present session 
of Congress: 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; = 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to sct- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
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The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of J. A. Faller and 26 other 
citizens of the tenth Congressional district of Massachusetts, the peti- 
tion of G. H. Pray and 42 other citizens of the eleventh Congressional 
district of Massachusetts, the petition of William H. Harrigan and 58 
other citizens of the eighth Congressional district of Massachusetts, 
the petition of T. H. Grifford and 42 other citizens of the eighth Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts, the petition of M. 8. Drew and 
26 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Massachusetts, 
the petition of L. A. Knowles and 26 other citizens of the fifth Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts, the petition of P. J. Hayes and 
122 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Massachusetts, 
the petition of D. 8. Murray and 234 other citizens of the second Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts, and the petition of H. B. Reed 
and 76 other citizens of the second Congressional district of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of the following measures at the present 
session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-cultare, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitious were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of H. Frey and 80 other citi- 
zens of Colorado, the petition of Thomas D. Price and 22 other citizens 
of Colorado, the petition of Albert C. Johnston and 180 other citizens of 
Colorado, and the petition of F. A. Patten and 537 other citizens of 
Colorado, praying for the passage of the following bills at the present 
session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portionof the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holi- 
days, and punishing bribery. 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of William P. Cady and 115 
other citizens of the seventeenth Congressional district of New York, 
the petition of William 8. Seyter and 30 other citizens of the ninth 
Congressional district of New York, the petition of John Walter and 
41 other citizens of the thirty-first Congressional district of New York, 
the petition of Paul Maner and 143 other citizens of the sixth 
sional districtof New York, the petition of Thomas Foley and 100 other 
citizens of the first Congressional districtof New York, the petition of 
P. H. Farry and 22 other citizens of the sixteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of New York, the petition of Joseph Crocker and 65 other citi- 
zens of the seventeenth Congressional district of New York, and the 
petition of Michael Hogan and 434 other citizens of the seventeenth 
Congressional district of New York, praying for the passage at the pres- 
ent session of Cagzress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2, House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


grants 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

. Senate bill openings portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 

cauam 

6. Bill prohibiting ain from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. Sa the petition of George W. Knapp and oy 
other citizens of fourth Congressional district of Kansas, the 
tion of J. B. Wilson and 82 other citizens of the seventh 
district of Kansas, the petition of J. J. D. Russell and 115 other citi- 








zens of the seventh Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of 
P. R. Bridgman and 115 other citizens of the seventh Congressional 


district of Kansas, the petition of George W. Anderson and 195 other 
citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of 


Peter Pelar and 150 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district 
of Kansas, the petition of James P. Easterly and 95 other citizens of 
the fifth Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of W. P. Gates 


and 35 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Kansas, the 


petition of R. M. Phillips and 200 other citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, the petition of J. Miller and 645 other 
citizens of the third Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of 
J. Carr and 310 others of the third Congressional district of Kansas, 
the petition of Miles Finn and 228 others of the second Congressional 
district of Kansas, the petition of Thomas Conroy and 260 others of 
the second Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of L. E. Potter 
and 89 others of the second Congressional district of Kansas, the peti- 
tion of J. F. Blackerby and 103 others of the third Congressional district 
of Kansas, the petition of J. A. Washburn and 61 others of the fourth 
Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of Harry C. Vroman and 
140 others of the fourth Congressional district of Kansas, the petition 
of D. W. Edwards and 135 others of the fourth Congressional district 
of Kansas, the petition of W. D. Robb and 146 others of the fifth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, the petition of 8. 8. Zimmerson and 80 
others of the sixth Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of J. 
H. Nebbergall and 73 others of the sixth Congressional district of Kan- 
sas, the petition of Frank Casidy and 124 others of the seventh Congres- 
sional district of Kansas, and the petition of 8. B. Tunnell and 148 
others of the seventh Congressional district of Kansas, praying for the 
passage at the present session of the following measures: 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate biil opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of T. W. Whitsey and 244 other 
citizens of the fourth Congressional district of Mississippi, praying for 
the passage at the present session of Congress of the following meas- 
ures : 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts ; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


rants; 
’ 3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 
6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 
7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 
8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
_ and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
eo were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
INGER presented the petition of Mat Hays and 58 other citi- 
oes ‘of the ninth Congressional district of Michigan, the petition of I. 
J. Taylor and 90 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of 
Michigan, the petition of A. 8S. Hathaway and 130 other citizens of the 
fourth Congressional district of Michigan, and the petition of John 
Oyer and 141 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Michi- 
gan, praying for the passage of the following measures at the present 
session of Con 
1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts 
2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
ts; 
. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have 
not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the ‘Territory of Oklahoma; 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to se! 
— 
. Bill prohibiting aliens from ae land in the United States; 
2. Bill making Presidential and Congressional electiondays, holiday-, 
and prohibiting bribery; 
8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. BECK the petition of Andrew Phelps and 64 other cit- 
izens of the Congressional district of Kentucky, the petition of 
W. Brow and 98 other citizens of the ninth Congressional dis- 
trict of Kentucky, the petition of Elonzo Crutchfield and 350 colored 
men of the fifth Congressional district of Kentucky, the petition of Ed- 
ward Brown and 75 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of 
Kentucky, and the petition of William Pay and 250 other citizens of the 
fifth Congressional district of Kentucky, praying for the passage of the 
following measures at the present session of Congress: 
1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-cuiture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 
2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


ts: 
3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 


ement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill ing Presidential and Congressional election days holidays 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The tions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Atlanta, Ga., pray- 
ing for the passage of the following measures at the present session: 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 


2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

& Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

-6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 
. 7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of William Haspey and 22 
other citizens of the first Congressional district of Connecticut, the pe- 
tition of Adelbert Cooper and 28 other citizens of the first Congressional 
district of Connecticut, and the petition of D. W. Clifford and 37 other 
citizens of the first Congressional district of Connecticut, praying for 


the passage at the present session of Congress of the following meas- 
u 






























8. Bill directing disbursements of av least_$200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired; 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of J. E. Bundy and 80 other 
citizens of the second Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of 
J. J. Smith and 37 other citizens of the second Congressional district 
of Kansas, the petition of A. C. Thomas and 156 other citizens of the 
sixth Congressional district of Kansas, the petition of Ira Winch and 
230 other citizens of the seventh Congressional district of Kansas, 
and the petition of W. F. Rockwell and 34 other citizens of the sec- 
ond Congressional district of Kansas, praying for the passage at the 
present session of Congress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 


2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Commitee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2707) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
finally determine the claim of Charles E. Creecy for use of the Schillin- 
ger patent in the Capitol grounds, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved the indefinite postponement of the bill; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 2820) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to finally determine the claim of Charles 
E. Creecy for use of the Schillinger patent in the Capitol grounds; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and con- 
struct its road on land belonging to the United States at lock No. 1, 
on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Owenshorough, in the State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon ot 
a public building for the post-office, United States collector’s office, 
United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United 
States officers in said city, and appropriating money for said purposes; 


res: 
1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 


2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


ts; 
3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have 
not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 


and 

A bill (8. 2194) for the erection of a public building at Haverhill, 
Mass. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported four amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civii 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8023) to give the assent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a bridge by the municipalities of Menominee, Mich., and 
Marinette, Wis., over Menominee River, reported it without amend- 


t; 
6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 
7. Bill he reg and Congressional election days holidays, 


and prohibiting bribery; 
8. Bill mg disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

_Mr. BLAIR the petition of E. G. Wentworth and 64 other 
citizens of the Congressional district of New Hampshire, the peti- 
tion of C. Emery and 78 other citizens of the second Congressional dis- 
trict of New Hampshire, the petition of John Johnson and 22 other 


citizensof the first district of New Hampshire, the petition | ment. 

of J. Greely and 190 other citizens of the first Con mal district ot Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
New the petition of Guy H. Hub and 125 other citi- | the bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of William H. Wheeler, reported it 
zensof the Congressional district of New Hampshire, the petition | Without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

of B. Glidden and 46 other citizens of ihe first district of New BILL INTRODUCED. 

ee een Teeuees Miemenies, novina do tees Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2821) authorizing the publication 


of certain additional volumes of the Official Records of the War of the 
Rebellion to be distributed to posts of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move the reference of the bill to the Commiitee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the Senator from New Jersey that 
the bill should properly be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr.SEWELL. I have no objection to the reference to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. I think probably that refence would be better. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 


' at the present session of the following measures: 
House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 


acts 
2, House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
have not been strictly complied with; 


4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma. 
Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 


: Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; | Pe Teferred to neneneanee - Printing. 
making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
and punishing bribery; , 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
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by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended te be proposed to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH. The bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction ofa railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, has 
the Senate, but was not printed as . I suppose it might still be 
printed though it has passed the Senate, and I ask for an order that the 
bill be printed as passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks for 
an order to print a certain bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the order is granted. 


THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘‘Concurrent and other resolutions ’’ 
are now in order. If there be none such, under the special order of 
yesterday the Calendar will be laid before the Senate as the order of 
the day until half past 12 o’clock, The order adopted yesterday will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That for the next six days of the legislative sittings of the Senate, 


after the call for and disposition of resolutions shall have been passed, the time 
remaining until half past 12 o'clock shall be devoted to the Calendar, beginning 
with the first case thereon, and every matter objected to shall be passed by, and 
debate shall be limited to five minutes for any Senator on the question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels bound to say that 
under the order which was made yesterday, in the opinion of the Chair 
morning business is not in order after the call of the Calendar is com- 
menced. It is but fair that the Chair should receive morning business, 
although it is expressly excluded by the terms of the order made yes- 
terday. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the Calendar is to be called from the 
beginning. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. It is to be called from the beginning, 
on page 1. The first case will be stated. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES. 


The bill (S. 59) to reimburse the several States for interest paid on 
war loans, and for other purposes, was announced as first in order on 


the Calendar. 
Mr. INGALLS. I object to that bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
The bill (S. 714) toestablish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States was announced as next inorder. | 
Mr. TELLER. I object to that. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 
It is a special order any way. 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF NEWTON. 


The bill (S. 7) making appropriation for the relief of the First Na- 
tional Bank of Newton, Mass., was announced as next in order. 


Mr. INGALLS. I object to that bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. : 


MAILING OF LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 


The bill (S. 260) to rch the mailing of newspapers and other 
publications containing lottery advertisements, and prescribing a pen- 
alty for the violation of the same, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. é; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. The next case will be reported. 


DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLER December 16, 1885, and 
reported by Mr. HARRISON from the Committee on Territories ad- 
versely January 11, 1886, instructing the Committee on Territories to 
inquire under what authority a ed State Legislature has been or- 
ganized in the Territory of Dakota, was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. TELLER. That and the following resolution ought to go over. 
They are both re adverse] 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Vest December 17, 1885, and re- 

_— adversely by Mr. HARRISON from the Committee on Territories 

11, 1886, relative to the memorial of certain persons call 
aned ves the State executive committee of the State of Dakota,’ 
was announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
whether there is any objection to the indefinite postponement of these 
two orders of business, 26 and 27. They relate to the Dakota matter. 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose the resolutions may be indefinitely postponed. 





Mr. HARRISON. I ask then that they be indefinitely postponed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be indefinitely 
postponed if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 
The bill (S. 98) for the relief of William M. Maynadier, a paymast: 
in the United States Army, was announced as next in order. 


Mr. CAMERON. I object. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
COL. GEORGE W. GETTY. 


The bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, United States 
Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list of the Army with the 
tank and pay of a brigadier-general, was announced as next in order 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
orm, 


Objection being made, the bill goes 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 

The bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill gov. 
over. 

WILLIAM H,. CROOK. 

The bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook was announce: 
as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill gocs 
over. 

Mr. CONGER subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent to 10 
back and take up the bill (8S. 100) for the relief of William H. Croo!: 
which was reached before I came into the Chamber, and to which 
understand the Senator from New York by mistake objected, thinkin, 
it was another bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I supposed I was objecting to Senate bill 1200, the 
bill in charge of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], as he wa- 
not in the Chamber at the moment. It was not my intention to o!)- 
ject to the Crook bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the bill will be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent to go back to the bill indicated by him. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook was considere: 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William H. Crook 
$6,000, as compensation for services as secretary to the President to 
sign land patents for the fiscal years 1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882, inciu- 
sive, and which services were additional to his regular duties as execu- 
tive clerk and disbursing agent, the amount being the same as was 
formerly paid for such service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 


The bill (S. 177) forthe relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was an- 
nounced as next in order. 


Mr. INGALILS. I object to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 


WRECK OF THE TALLAPOOSA. 


The bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa was considered as in Committee 0! 
the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the owt be read. 

The PRESIDENT a aie The report will be read. 
The Secretary read owing report, submitted by Mr. Hari: 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, January 21, 1886: 
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from Boston to Newport, R. I.,off East Chop light in Vineyard Sound, | 
on her wey the navigating officer, the officer of the deck, | 


steering her course by the lights ; . 
and the commanding officer being on deck, the latter personally in charge of 
the conduct of the vessel; that the sky was clear with a haze about the horizon, 
and a strong breeze blowing from the southwest; the tide flood setting to the 
eastward, from 1 to 1} knotsan hour; the Tallapoosa steaming against windand 
tide, making about 8} knots, over the ground ; that when entering the channel 
between the H Fence and Squash Meadow Shoals, at the point between 
buoys about 1} miles in width, the schooner Lowell was reported one and a half 
to two points on the starboard bow ; that the Lowell was of 700 tons, laden with 
eoal; was moving ata ene about 9 knots through ¢he water and 10 over the 
ground,and in t minutes the vessels were in collision; the Talla- 
poosa was sunk and the Lowell badly damaged; that on sighting the lights of 
the schooner the steamer’s helm was put to starboard and the steamer steadied 
when she had fallen off about three-quarters of a point; that constant watch 
was kept upon the schooner’s lights,and suddenly the green light disappeared 
and only the red could be seen; that the steamer’s helm was then put hard to 
starboard, her whistle blown twice and then sounded repeatedly, but her speed 
was retained ; that she was struck by the schooner about 40 feet from the bow, on 
the starboard —_- an angle of from thirty to seventy degrees with the line of 
the keel from the bow ; that the schooner on sighting the lights of the steamer 
one-half point on the port bow,as seen from leeward under the sails, kept her 
course until the green light of the steamer was seen, then put her helm to = 
and struck the steamer, as described; that the evidence that the red light of the 
steamer was seen by the schooner’s people soon after her mast-head light was 
a ied by the court,as the relative positions of the two vessels, as estab- 
lished by each of them, would render it im ible for the red light of the 
steamer to be at any time visible from the schooner; that the steamer did all 
that she was able to do in her position to avoid the collision, and complied with 
the law in every and all respects, as she was in the direct course of the schooner 
when she first sighted her, and that the schooner when she saw the green light 
of the steamer, instead of holding her course, did, by putting her helm to port 
and altering her course, violate section 4233, Revised Statutes (rules 23 and 24), 
for preventing collisions. The court isof the opinion, therefore, that the blame 
for the collision rests with the schooner. The court is glad to add the fact that 
every effort was made by the people of both vessels to save life. 7 
The Navy Department approved the findings above referred to, not relying 
alone on the testimony of the officers and crew of the Tallapoosa, that they saw 
the schooner change her course and that her sails were actually shaking when 
she struck, and that therefore she caused the collision, but basing its approval 
also upon the admissions in the testimony of the witnesses on the ooner. 
Master Reed, of the Lowell, testified that before the vessels came together he 
ordered the helm hard down. Being asked why he gave this manifestly wrong 
order he answered, absurdly, that it was because the steamer had shown her 
m light, from which fact he inferred that she had starboarded her helm. 
ing asked why he did not, therefore, if he took the spent of changing 
his course, put his helm hard up instead of luffing directly into the steamer, he 
ve no reason except that his impression was that “ hard up”’ or “ hard to star- 
" would cause the schooner to'strike the steamer amidships, instead of 
forward near the bow, when both vessels would go down. The boy at the 
wheel, twenty years of age, also testified that the captain gave him the order 
to — the helm hard down, and that he gave her a couple of spokes. 
statement made and signed by the captain the second morning after the 


collision whs as follows: 
Statement Capt. F. K. Reed, schooner Jas. S. Lowell, of Bath. 


We came into sound and going down on course SE. by E. } E., a red light 
was reported by the watch ahead ; before this a white light had been reported 
ahead, and I knew it was a steamer, and I thought red to red go clear. Sud- 
denly I saw a green light ahead, and I gave the order hard a port, and we came 
together about S. from E. buoy on Hi fence about 11 p. m., August 21, 1884. 


F. K. REED. 


From this testimony of the schooner’s witnesses, therefore, the Department 
decided that if the schooner had kept her course, as she was bound to do, there 
would have been no m,and the change of course on her part and the 

of the directly wrong order by her en n was the sole cause of the col- 

.. The claim made at the trial that, although the order was given to put 

the helm hard down, this was not done before the collision, is treated by the De- 
partment as an afterthought and is disregarded. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to. 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1200) to amend anact 
entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,’’ — July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said 
first-mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing 
out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said 
railroads, and to secure to the United States the payment of all in- 
debtedness of certain of the companies therein mentioned. 

Mr. HOAR. * I should like to have unanimous consent to make a 
statement in regard to that bill. I have charge of it, and I do not pro- 
pose the Senate to take it up in this order of business. It is proper 
perhaps to say that I am informed that a bill dealing with the same 
subject is likely to be considered in a few days elsewhere. I presume 
even the ghost of the Senator from Vermont would not object to that 

is a matter of great importance and is very much inter- 
esting the people. I do not propose to call up the bill at this session 
of Congress, but I should like to have it retain whatever place it has, 
so that if I should desire at a later day I may ask the Senate to set it 
down for some day in the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 


_ 


MAJ. G. W. CANDEE. 

The bill (S. 725) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Maj. G. W. Can- 
dee, a eee in the Army, $2,650, being the amount stolen from 
him 
was 


at Arbuckle, Indian Territory, in the fall of 1869, and which 
restored by him out of private funds. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MORGAN. 
The bill (S. 528) for the relief of William H. Morgan was announced 


as the next in order on the Calendar. 


Mr. HARRISON. That is an adverse report. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
The Chair hears none. 

L. MADISON DAY. 
The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 


next in order on the Calendar. 


Mr. INGALLS. That had better go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 
WILBUR F. STEELE. 
The bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele was the next in 


order on the Calendar. 


Mr. PLUMB, Iask that that matter may lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 5) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States ex- 


tending the right of suffrage to women. 


Mr. PLATT. I do not think that can be disposed of under this rule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint 


resolution goes over. 


Mr. MILLER. The Senator from Connecticut does not object to 


that? 


Mr. PLATT. It can not be disposed of under this rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be reported. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear any objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair heard the objection very 
distinctly. Itwasmadeby theSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLArr ]. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish the Chair could have order enough preserved 
so that we might know what is goingon. I was very anxious that that 


joint resolution should pass, and I was listening for objection. I did 


not hear it. I wish the Chair would put the proposition again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Connecticut to object to the present consideration of the jcint 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Isaid it was manifest that it could not be passed under 
the five-minute rule. It is a divided report of the committee, the 
views of the minority are submitted, and without expressing any opin- 
ion whatever on the subject Ido not think we can consider it this 
morning. Therefore I objected, and dé object. 


ASSISTANT SECBETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment of an assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and fixing the salary of the same, was next in order 
on the Calendar. 


Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The bill goes over on objection. 
LANDS OF YAKAMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 
confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the Yakama reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Washington, for the extinguishment of their 
title to so much of said reservation as is required for the use of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at one time 
hitherto at length. Is it the desire that it shall be read again? 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody desires that it shall be read again. It is 
merely ratifying an agreement that is made satisfactorily to all parties, 


by which the Northern Pacific Railroad Company pay for the land they 
take. 


Mr. TELLER. They have already taken it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALKER RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1056) to accept and 
ratify an agreement made by the Pah-Ute Indians, and granting a right 
of way to the Carson and Colorado Railroad Company through the 
Walker River reservation, in Nevada. 

Mr. DAWES. That is just like the preceding. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

The bill (S. 922) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson was the next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 
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TIME FOR MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


The bill (S. 1406) fixing the time for the meeting of Congress was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution for the con- 
sideration of executive nominations in open session, submitted by Mr. 
PLATT January 29, 1886, and reported adversely by Mr. INGALLS from 
the Committee on Rules February 8, 1886. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be passed over. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to withhold his 
objection to the resolution for a moment, that I may make a motion 
relating to it. I will state the motion I desire to make. I desire to 
make a motion that this resolution be postponed to, and made the spe- 
cial order for, Wednesday, the 8th day of December next, at 2 o’clock. 
I think there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the pending resolution be postponed until Wednesday, the 8th day 
of December next, and that it be made the special order for 2 o’clock 
on that day. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELON A. MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 


The bill (S. 500) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


STEPHEN N. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the patent granted to 
Stephen N. Smith on the 13th of June, 1882, for ‘‘ improvements in 
machines for making lacing-hooks, ’’ and which patent on the face thereof 
was granted for the term of seventeen years from its date, shall be made 
a valid grant for the full term of seventeen years from the date of the 
patent, notwithstanding the fact that a patent had been previously 
granted to said Smith in Canada for the same invention. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. DODGE. 

The bill (S. 301) for the relief of William C. Dodge was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let that go over. The amount is blank. 

Mr. PLATT. We recommend $10,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Patents propose 
an amendment to fill the blank; but the bill being objected to, goes 
over. ° 

Mr. HARRISON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES. 

The bill (S. 78) to extend the time for filing certain claims for com- 
pensation for horses and other property lost in the military service of 
the United States was announced as being the next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being adversely reported, 
will be passed over unless it is the desire to postpone it indefinitely. 
[‘* Yes.’’] If there be no objection the bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. The Chair hears no objection. 


OVERVALUATION OF THE AUSTRIAN FLORIN, 

The bill (S. 599) to refund excessive duties caused by extraordinary 
overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878 was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

EUGENE WELLS. 

The bill (S. 504) for the relief of Eugene Wells was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is an adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE INFANTRY. 


The bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the infantry branch of 


the Army was announced as next in order. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 


The bill (S. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz was consid- 
cred as in Committee of the Whole. 
The preamble recites that A. H. Von Luettwitz, while a first lieu- 


tenant in the Third gm of United States Cavalry, on the 9th of 


September, 1876, and while in command of a battalion of his regiment, 
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composed of detachments from five of its companies, and while attack- 
ing and capturing a village of hostile Sioux Indians, was dangerously 
wounded, necessitating amputation of the right leg above the knee, and 
very narrowly escaping with his life; that First Lieut. A. H. Von Luett- 
witz was retired from active service on the 5th of May, 1879; and that 
at the date of his retirement he was on the eve of promotion, and would 
be a captain in his regiment now and since June, 1881. The bill there- 
fore authorizes the President to place Von Luettwitz on the retired- 
list with the rank and pay of a captain of cavalry on the retired-list. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
CALIFORNIA LAND SALES. 
The bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the 


net proceeds of the sales of lands in said State was announced as next 
in order. 


Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


SOPHIA B. MOORE. 
The bill (S. 510) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore was announced as 


next in order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being reported adversely, the bill 


will be passed over. 


Mr. TELLER. Let it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Oh, no; let it stay on the Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


RAILROAD AND CANAL IN FLORIDA. 
The bill (S. 470) for the survey and estimate for a railroad from the 


mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal connecting the same with 
the Saint John’s River, for military and naval purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 


Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 
Mr. PLATT. It is adversely reported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


poned if there be no objection. 


Mr.MILLER. Thathad better not be done unless the Senator from 
Florida is here. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
objection. 

JAMES BAINTER. 

The bill (S. 145) for the relief of James Bainter was announced as 
next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is adversely reported. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that where an adverse report appears on 
the Calendar the bill be not stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, cases re- 
ported adversely will be considered as objected to without being stated 
to the Senate on this call. 

NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 1598) to annex a certain strip of land therein named to 
the Territory of New Mexico was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no report in that case. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

WILLIAM TABB. 

The bill (S. 1310) for the relief of William Tabb was considered as in 
Committeeofthe Whole. It provides for the paymentto William Tabb, 
of Spottsylvania County, near Fredericksburg, Va., of $2,149.75, in ful! 
for supplies taken from him, during the years 1863 and 1864, by and 
for the use of United States troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL NAVIGATION COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 805) to authorize certain foreign-built steamships in the 
service of the International Navigation Company to be registered as 
vessels of the United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

FLORIDA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 

The bill (S. 1729) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
tle the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made 
in aes Indian hostilites was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. That has been passed and réconsidered; let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill wiil be passed over. 

MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 300) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company 
was annou as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH., Let that go over. 

The FRESIPENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

EST RESERVATION AT CLARK’S FORK. 
The bill (S. 581) to establish a forest reservation on the headwaters of 
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the Missouri River and the headwaters of Clark’s Fork of the Columbia 
River was announced as next in order, and the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been heretofore read 


a 
wr LATT. If it is not a long bill I should like to hear it read. 
Mr. MILLER. It has been read twice at length and was passed at 
the last session. 
Mr. PLATT. Very well. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 


The bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think that ought to be passed over. 


The PRESIDENT protempore The bill will goover underobjection. 
Mr. HAMPTON. Was there objection made to that bill? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will withdraw the 
objection. The bill has been passed over twice already, I think. The 
bill had a favorable report at the last session and was passed by the 
other House and has been reported favorably at this session. I do not 
think there is a more deserving case on the Calendar. 

Mr.PLATT. I had an impression that the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], was not in favor of this 
bill, and he being absent, I objected on that account. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Illinois is in the cloak-room. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I could not hear what the Senator from Connecti- 
cut said. 

Mr. PLATT. I said I had the impression that the chairman of the 
committee was not in favor of the passage of the bill, and he being ab- 
sent, I objected. I have no objection to its being passed over without 
prejudice until he comes in. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I did not notice his absence. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is right here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally. 


Objection was made by the Senator 


HEIRS OF MICHAEL O'BRIEN. 

The bill (S. 1249) for the relief of the heirs of Michael O’Brien was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that go over, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who reported it is absent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over on ob- 
jection. 

LABOR ARBITRATION. 

The bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a method for settling controversies 
and differences between railroad corporations engaged in interstate and 
Territorial transportation of property or passengers and their employés 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill is one of importance, and I should suppose 
it could hardly be passed now under the limitation of the five-minute 
rule. I should be willing to have it assigned for a day certain. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr] who 
reported it is not present, and perhaps it had better be passed over in- 
formally. 

Mr. INGALLS. Until he comesin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF RUDOLPH LESCHOT, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 2101) for the relief of Edward G. Thompson, adminis- 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Rudolph Leschot, deceased, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The bill (S. 1884) providing for the adjustment of accounts of labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law was an-- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think we can consider that under the | 
five-minute rule. Let it go over. 


4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hill will be passed over under | 


INQUESTS UNDER NATIONAL AUTHORITY. 
The bill (S. 2171) to ae for inquests under national authority 
order 


was announced as next - 
HY. COCKRELL. We can not consider that this morning. 


. Being objected to, the bill over 
under the rul ed tempore g goes 
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Mr. HOAR. What Senator cbjects to that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL ] objects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
rule 


We can not consider it under the five-minute 


WILLIAM H. AKINS AND JACOB D. FELTHOUSER. 
The bill (S. 1803) for the relief of William H. Akins and Jacob D. 
Felthouser was announced as next in order. 
Several Senators objected. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
over. 


Objection being made, the bill goes 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 

The consideration of the bill (S. 701) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Peter Lyle, deceased, was resumed asin Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a short bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
from the Committee on Pensions, April 20, 1886. Having proceeded 
for some time, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not ask for any further reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be suspended. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object until we hear the report read. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr. TELLER. Then let the report be read. 

Mr. CAMERON. The report is long. 

Mr. PLATT. I called for the reading of the report. Enough of it 
was read to show that a pension was granted to this officer and that he 
died the next day, and the bill is to authorize the money to be drawn 
by his heirs. Under those circumstances, I did not care to have the 
long report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Missouri to object? The report is very long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the preamble be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the preamble of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the last part of the report. on pages 6 
and 7 be read, which states the facts. 

Mr. CAMERON. Has the Senator read the report ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want it to goon record to show the reasons why 
we make this exception. There will be hundreds and perhaps thou- 
sands of cases similar presented unless we place on record the exact 
grounds on which we make this exception. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence shows that there were sev- 
eral persons who rendered medical attendance, who furnished money, nursed, 
and clothed, and fed this unfortunate ward of the nation during his long con- 
tinued last sickness, and that these expenses and attentions were necessary to 
keep this brave old wounded soldier, who had served his country so faithfully, 
from starvation, beggary, and rags, or from the almshouse. . It is shown that 
for the payment of these services and expenses rendered by comrades and oth- 
ers the soldier had pledged his honor, and had based his pledge upon his claim 
for arrears of pension due him; that his last sickness continued for three years 
immediately preceding his death, and that during all this time he was wholly 
unable to labor or in any way provide for his maintenance. This indebtedness, 
as judicially established, amounts to $3,909.86; and judgments for this amount 
have been rendered by the courts against the administrator, Vincent P. Don- 
nelly. 

The amount awarded by the certificate was $3,724, and would have been used 
to liquidate the above debt if the soldier had lived to actually receive it. The 

resent bill simply proposes to pay this amount to said administrator, as the 

aw, as officially construed, seems to interpose a technical bar to such payment. 

Your committee are of opinion that even under section 4718, Revised Stat- 
utes, this amount might be properly considered as necessary to reimburse ‘‘ the 
expenses of the last sickness and burial of the decedent.’ In view of all the 
facts, it would seem that the Government should, asa matter of justice, pay this 
claim, and thus discharge the obligations in honor of this brave soldier, who 
gave his life to the service of his country; and we therefore report back the bill 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill should, however, be amended by striking out all the preamble be- 
tween the title and the enacting clause. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Pensions striking out the preamble will be considered agreed to, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none; and the preamble is 
stricken out. 


R0OBLEY D. EVANS AND RICHARD M. GREEN. 

The bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. 
Green was announced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment reported 
from the Committee on Patents, in line 6, striking out ‘‘ forty ’’ and 


Let it be read once more. 


Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


| inserting *‘ four;’’ so as to make the bill read: ‘‘The sum of $4,000, in 


payment in full of all the demands for the past and future use by the 
Government of the United States of their patented invention for bend- 
ing metal links in the manufacture of cable and other chain,’’ &c.; 
which was agreed to when the bill was previously under consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY 8. FRENCH. 
The bill (S. 609) for the relief of the legal representative of Henry 
S. French was announced as next in order. 
Mr. CONGER. Let that go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, under 
objection. 





PAY OF GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The bill (S. 882) to equalize the pay of graduates of the Naval Acad- 
emy was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the Senator from Kansas can not possi- 
bly object if he understands the case. If he will hear the bill read I 
think he will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 


Objection is made, and the next case 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS, 


The bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment stations in con- 
nection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplement- 
ary thereto, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is necessary to amend the bill in a formal way by 
striking out, in section 6, line 11, “‘ July’’ and inserting ‘‘ October; ’’ 
and striking out “‘five,’’ after “‘ eighty,’’ and inserting ‘‘six;’’ so as 
to read: 

The first payment to be made on the Ist day of October, 1886. 


It now reads ‘‘the ist day of July, 1885.’ I move that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to call theattention of the Senator from 
Mississippi to the fact that some of the Territories have provided for 
agricultural colleges; Dakota has; and I ask whether there can be any 
objection to extending this bill so as to embrace the Territories that 
have provided agricultural colleges. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. . Ithink that is very proper. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I move to amend as follows: In section 1, 
line 9, after the word ‘‘ State,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or Territory;’’ so as 
to read : 

“ There shall be established in connection with the college or colleges in each 
State.or Territory,” &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then in section 1, line 1%, I move to insert after 
the word ‘‘State’’ the words “‘ or Territory.”? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HARRISON. Then at the end of line 18, in the same section, 
I move to insert the same words ‘‘ or Territory ”” after ‘‘State;”’ and 
also after the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 20, to insert the same words “or 
Territory.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then in section 4, line 17, I move to insert the 
same words ‘‘or Territory ’’ after ‘‘State.’’ 

Mr. MILLER. In section 6, line 6, the words ‘‘or Territory’ should 
be inserted after ‘‘State.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, I haveit. In line 21 of section 2, after the 
words “‘ needs of the respective States,’’ the words “‘or ane 
should be added. I move the oer 

The amendment was 

Mr. HARRISON. Saees th ssi RY ff pectin 6X vided Wo Steet ths 
words ‘‘or Territory ’’ after ‘‘State,’’ and in line 6 of section 6, on the 
same page, I move the same amendment. 

The amendment was 

Mr. HARRISON. In 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. These are the only places where these words need 


to be inserted. 
The Secretary suggests line 5 of sec- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion 5. 

Mr. HARRISON. Line 5of section 5; yes. After the words ‘‘each 
newspaper in the States ’’ the words ‘‘or Territory ’’ should be added. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Thisisaveryimportant bill. I do not know but that 
I am in favor of it; I presume I am; but I suggest whether it would 
not be well to have it go over informally until to-morrow morning that 
we may examine it in reference to these different proposed amendments, 
and have it taken up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MILLER. I hope not. We understand it now as well as we 
ever shall. 
i Mr. GEORGE. The amendments are all adjusted to the Territorial 
eature. 


to. 
e 22 of section 6 I move the same amend- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 8, 


—.. 


Mr. HARRISON. I had my attention called to this matter som, 
time ago, but was not expecting the bill to come up this morning. (); 
course the amendments that I have moved have been suggested very 
hastily; and unless the Senator from Mississippi, who has looked int, 
the matter, sees some objection to them, I think they cover the ground 
to extend this relief to the Territories where agricultural colleges 
established. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iagreetothat. The bill having been amended no, 
in all that is necessary to adjust it to that state of affairs, I hop 
will be , 

Mr. CHACE. Iam inno sense opposed to this bill, but I sh: 
like to say that I have one or two amendments that I wish to offer 
perhaps they may provoke a little discussion. I ask whether it w: 
not be better to have the bill go over and be considered to-mor 
morning by special understanding. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator may offer his amendments. If he ): 
a proper amendment to the bill, let it be offered and let us see what 
is. Lohject to a postponement. I want the bill passed now. It | 
been on the Calendar a long time, and has been thoroughly consider 
by the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The State of Connecticut has agricultural expeui- 
mentation fully provided for, substantially in accordance with secti 
2 of this bill; but I want to know whether this cuts off our existi: 
system; I want to know whether we can conveniently adapt ourse|ve: 
to it under the arrangement we have already. I suppose Iam in fay. 
of the purpose of the bill, but I object, because the Senatorsin charge 0! \: 
do not consent to the postponement. Let it be taken up to-morn 


Se ee a 


morning. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator can exercise his right and he can ki|! 
the bill, as he undoubtedly will. It has been called on the Calendar r- 
peatedly, and has gone over on the request of the Senators that t) 
might investigate it. It may go over at the request of every Senato 
here, and that may end the bill. If the Senator from Connecticut ( 
sires to do that, he has the privilege. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish it understood that Iam making no objection 
to the bill being considered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam in favor of the bill, but it is the first time | 
ever happened to see it or hear of it. 

Mr. MILLER. The committee are not to blame for the fault of t! 
Senator from Connecticut in not knowing what is going on in the body. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will vote to take it up at any time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us pass it over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill ¢ 
over under the rule. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have unanimous consent that it bh: 
taken up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope so. 

Mr. HARRISON. Before anything is done, I wish Senators would 
yield to me a moment to complete the line of amendments I have hai 
made 7 ot in the same words in line 3 of the last section. 

Mr. WLEY. I withdraw any objection temporarily, of course 

Mr. HARRISON. I move in line 3 of section 8, after the word: 
** government of the nay to insert the words ‘‘ or Territories.’’ 

The PRESIDENT . That will be considered agreed to 
The Senator from Miastastpet [Mr. GrorGaE] asks unanimous conse 
that the bill go over until to-morrow morning, retaining its place on t!) 


Mr. MILLER. There has been objection made, and it has gone ove: 

Mr. INGALLS. I believe the understanding is that it is to be taken 
up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is my understanding, that itis to be taken 
to-morrow mo: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is on the Calendar, lia): 
to be called oR 

Mr. GIBSON. There is no objection to this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be called. 


PAY OF GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Objection ha been withdrawn to the }!! 
immediately the one consid I should like to return to! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 1°! 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill indicated by hin F 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is Order of Business 843, being Senate i!) 
882, to equalize the pay of graduates of the Naval Academy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considers: 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read. . 

The bill was read, and there being no > the Senate as 1 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
eee Sees ane enacting clause and in licu 0 


ae eae of le pet ei Sie Boxe shell oo eive 
ducine, toe fend Dvn veone uher to date when at sea, $1,400; ©! 
shore duty, $1 Cramge 9 ~ y five years from su 


$1,400 ; leave or waiting orders 
tes ts houahy amended according! y 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I will state all that there is of the bill without 
waiting to have the read 
The in the 





avy at the present time can not get out of that 
grade until they have been in the service about fifteen years. They 
receive but $1,200 a year, while in the staff corps of the Navy with 
relative grade and rank they receive $1,700. They have asked for an 
inerease to make their pay equal to the staff of the Navy with relative 
rank, and the committee have given the small increase of $200 after 
five years’ service. We deem it an act of justice, as they must remain 
in the service thirteen years before they can get even to the grade of 
master, owing to the present top-heavy condition of the Navy and the 
impossibility of any relief. That is all there is of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

On motion of Mr. McPHERSON the title wasamended so as to read: 
**A bill to regulate the pay of graduates of the Naval Academy.”’ 


THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


The bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. INGALILS. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will state that this bill passed the Senate at the 
last Congress, and I do not see any reason why it should not be passed 
now. Does the Senator insist upon the report being read? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. CuL- 
Lom from the Committee on Naval Affairs April 21, 1886. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. The hour of half past 12 has arrived. 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of half past 12 having ar- 
rived, the consideration of the Calendar is suspended, and the question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask that the bill be laid aside fora moment until 
the Corbin bill be passed. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 


unanimous consent that ing the river and harbor bill the Senate 
continue the consideration of the bill before the Senate at half past 12. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I understand it only requires the reading of the 


Mr. CAMERON. Thatis all. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is mistaken. There will be some ob- 
servations made on it. I am willing the discussion shall proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The case will come up to-morrow 


Mr. McMILLAN . Then I ask that the Senate proceed with the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill where we left off yesterday. 
RIVER AND HABROR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee on the Whole, resumed the considera- 

tion of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 

ir, and ion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other 


purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Commerce in section 1, line 963, to re- 


report. 


duce the ion for ‘‘improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: 
Conti ement,’’ from $250,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. When the Senate adjourned yesterday I said that be- 
fore this amendment was disposed of I desired to say a few words about 


it. Ishall be very brief. 

It seems to me there was much misunderstanding yesterday as to the 
amount of vere hg hand not needed for contracts already made which 
is now available a the Se of the Kentucky River. 

The Senator from [Mr. VEsT] seemed to think that there 
two or three hundred thousand dollars which had not been 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] seemed to ac- 


suggestion as correct. They are both on the committee hav- 
the bill, and I thought they ought to know if they cared 


TE 
ii 


to and I believed they were both mistaken. Therefore I went 
to the office of the Chief of this morning to ascertain what 
the real facts were, and I find every dollar of the money on hand 
at the date of the last report, except about $90,000, had been paid out 
before the Ist 5 Be July, 1886, and that contracts for the furnish- 
ing of materials for the building of lock No. 6 and for a dam at Beat- 
tyville had been made, which will take all or nearly all of that $90,- 
000. Isawa draft thismorning in the hands of the Chief of Engineers 
drawn by Captain Post for $25,000 on that $90,000, with a statement 
that the materials were coming in so much faster than he had expected 
and so satisfactorily that all the money on hand would be called for 
very soon. Yet the gentlemen in charge of the river and harbor bill 
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were insisting on yesterday that there were from two to three hundred 
thousand dollars now on hand, and they gave that as a reason for strik- 
ing out a large part of the appropriation for the fiscal year just begun 
which the House gave. 

Mr. President, I am nat here to complain or to find fault; but when 
I went to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce in regard to the 
river and harbor bill and asked to be advised if any adverse action was 
proposed to be taken in regard to this appropriation, and when the 
House had given the ordinary appropriation necessary to build one lock, 
$250,000, and I was assured that I would be duly advised and an op- 
portunity given to showcause why it should not be reduced if any such 
action was proposed; when I never heard of it till I saw the bill in print 
and was not advised upon what ground adverse action was had, and was 
not able to produce the facts, as I could have done and have done this 
morning by going to the Chief of Engineers and showing that the large 
sum of money alleged to be on hand was not on hand, but was con- 
tracted for and paid out on contracts legitimately made and in process 
of execution, I think I have some right to complain. 

Mr. CONGER,. I hope the Senator does not mean to say but that 
from the report of the engineer, which has always been considered, 
there was only stated what the report shows. There was no informa- 
tion in regard to the present amount on hand before the committee. 

Mr. BECK. The committee neither asked the question themselves 
as to the balance now on hand, nor ailowed the representatives of the 
State an opportunity to know upon what grounds they were going to 
find fault with what the House had done. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam not speaking of that—— 

Mr. BECK. One moment. Information could have been laid be- 
fore the committee officially that every dollar on hand at the beginning 
of the year had been expended or contracted for since the old report was 
made. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwas not on that point. The committee took the 
annual report and any supplemental reports for their consideration, and 
they did not go to inquire up to the present hour how the balance has 
been expended. Therefore there is no occasion for reflections on the 
committee that they have not in this case, as in other cases, followed 
them up from the last annual report to the present time. 

Mr. BECK. I am reflecting on the committee no further than this, 
that when the House of Representatives had seen fit to allow $250,000 
to this great improvement for this fiscal year, and when I went in per- 
son and asked if anything was likely to be done in relation to the ap- 
propriation I should be informed of it, and was told that I should be. 
Was my colleague advised of it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Iam authorized by my colleague to say for him as well 
as for myself that neither of us was ever told that the committee in- 
tended to strike down the appropriation for this improvement to $100, - 
000. IfI had beer advised of it—and that is all I propose to say—I 
should have gone before the committee, as I went to-day to the Chief of 
Engineers, and would have shown, what seemed to be a matter of great 
contention yesterday, that every dollar of what the United States en- 
gineer officers in charge had on hand a year ago had been carefully and 
properly expended except $90,000, and contracts had been made for that, 
against which $25,000 was drawn to-day, and an assurance given that 
the balance will be needed very soon to pay for materials procured. 
That much I think I and my colleague ought to have had an opportu- 
nity toshow. It might have induced the committee to concur in the 
action of the House. 

I have nothing to say against the Senator from Missouri; I know he 
has fought all these bills, as I did for years, and I know when he talks 
about the State of Kentucky he does not mean any disrespect to her, 
and I did not understand him to have meantany. But the Senator from 
Minnesota, the chairman of the committee, talked about this great im- 
provement as being a thing that ought to stop. In view of all that has 
been done in regard to this class of improvements in years gone by, I 
insist that he is the last man who ought to ask for this reduction after 
failing to give me the opportunity to state the facts before the commit- 
tee. He is the last man who ought to complain of this appropriation. 
He has had not less than $300,000, it may be $500,000, appropriated in 
these bills since he has been chairman or a member of the committee, 
to build what were called coffer-dams above the Falls of Saint Anthony 
to prevent the breaking away of the falls for no other purpose than to 
help the grist-mills and saw-mills of Minneapolis; this work was all 
done far above navigation; a 75-foot fall lies right below these coffer- 
dams. How much money did the Senator get out of the tax-payers of 
Kentucky and the United States for that ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me to 
say a word I should like to do so. 

Mr. BECK. Not less than $300,000; and that gentleman, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, is to-day spending millions to dam 
up lakes 200 miles north of Minneapolis, where there are falls of say 75 
feet, for the purpose of increasing the depth of water to float saw-logs 
down to private mills. He will accomplish that if for no other purpose 
by the swell in the river when the sluices on the lakes are opened. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me 

Mr. BECK. Well, I did not rise to find fault with these things; but 
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gentlemen who get such appropriations are criticising with a bad grace | 
the action of the State of Kentucky in regard to the improvement of 
a great river that has been adopted and taken possession of by the Fed- | 
eralGovernment. TheStateof Kentucky is absolutely prohibited from 
touching this river or interfering with the present works after having 
spent a million dollars upon it; and when an appropriation for only half 
what the engineers say they want has been given by the House, some- 
thing better than mere carping ought to be presented as a reason why 
it should not be done. 

The State of Kentucky, in both Houses of Congress, for years and 
years resisted ali local or State improvements in river and harbor bills. 
As well as she could, she endeavored to go on with her own improve- 
ments in her own way, and asked that every other State should do the 
same thing. We sought to reduce taxes and limit the scope of Federal 
jurisdiction; nearly all her representatives in Congress took that posi- 
tion; but the Government of the United States saw fit to take possession 
of the Kentucky River and other great adjuncts to the Ohio and other 
rivers, and we insist on fair dealing. 

The United States improved the Illinois River; they improved the 
Guyandotte, the Big Kanawha, the Monongahela, and a great many 
other rivers within the State, and none of them are more important ad- 
juncts to the commerce of the country than the Kentucky River, when 
this river is improved up to the Three Forks—say 214 miles. There 
are three great branches—the South, the Middle, and the North Forks— 
along which, as shown by the reports of the engineers and by the re- 
port of Professor Shaler (embodied as part of the engineers’ report), 
there will be obtained a great part of all that is needed in the way of 
coal, iron, and lumber to supply the whole Ohio and Mississippi Val- 
leys down to New Orleans. The moment the improvement is made 
all the people of that great valley can be supplied from this region with 
coal, iron, and lumber as good as can be got in the richest parts of the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

The United States, as I said, after full investigation determined to 
adopt the improvement of the Kentucky River, and took possession of 
it in 1879, and has been working at it slowly ever since. It seems to 
me that having done that, and having taken it out of the hands of the 
State by Congressional action, and it having been surrendered by the 
State, as if shown by the act of the Legislature passed in February, 
1880, we should not hesitate to give what is needed. If it would not 
encumber the RECORD, I should be glad to incorporate as part of my 
remarks what Mr. Fitzhugh and General Merrill have said to Congress 
officially to show the importance of this work, not only to Kentucky 
but to all the States that lie below the mouth of the river, in the coal, 
iron, and lumber to be developed, which can eS whole Ohio 
and Mississippi Valleys. The reports are in my ds. They were 
made in 1880, or rather January 1, 1879, was the first report of Mr. 
Fitzhugh upon which the United States acted, but I will not take time 
to read them nor ask them to be copied. 

If we had not been required to pay our share of the taxes needed to 
carry on the improvements of rivers in other States which the United 
States had undertaken, if we could have taxed the manufactures of 
our own tobacco {of which we raise 40 per cent. of all that is raised in 
the United States), if we had been able to tax for State purposes all the 
whisky manufactured out of the corn and rye produced in the State, if 
we had been exempted from paying our part of the taxes that the United 
States imposed upon us for the purpose of making other river and har- 
bor improvements, then there might be something in the complaint made 
about Kentucky asking that her great river should be improved. But 
she can not improve it herself; nor can she reduce the taxes she has 
pay, she has to rely on Congress because of the action of the Uniteu 
States, and because the Supreme Court has over and over again decided 
that when the United States takes control all State authority ends. 
This was settled in a very celefgated case where the Senator from Min- 
nesota was a principal factory making an appropriation of $15,000 
for the harbor of Duluth, which he has taken care to increase again ‘this 
year, perhaps properly. 

I am finding no fault with it. The suitgrew out of an improvement 
made by Duluth illegally cutting through Minnesota point a broad 
channel or canal, which changed the current of the Saint Louis river 
where the natural mouth of the harbor was the dividing line between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. The officials of that town 
opened a new channel to the lake; they did it secretly, they did it wrong- 
fully, they did it at the dictation of Mr. Jay Cooke and the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Comyany. Ali their acts were admitted to have been 
in violation of law. Yet the moment the Committee on Commerce ap- 
propriated $15,000 to improve the inner harbor of Duluth, after wast- 
inga half a million in an attempt to improve the outer harbor on the lake, 
the original wrong ceased to be considered, and in the case of The State 
of Wisconsin vs. Duluth the Supreme Court decided that the action of 

Congress, in making that appropriation and recognizing it after that ca- 
nal was illegally cut through, legalized the whole proceedings, and from 
that time on all the improvements of the inner harbor belonged to the 
United States, and neither Wisconsin nor Minnesota nor the courtcould 
interfere, because the very factof making an riation was the adop- 
tion of the work to the exclusion of other rights and claims, and there- 
fore justified every wrong that had been previously committed—at least 
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to the extent of making it impossible for the court to interfere. I have 
the decision here in 6 Otto, page 386, with which the Senator from 
Minnesota is perfectly familiar. 

Now after seven years have passed since the United States took the 
Kentucky River, and after we have no longer the power to improve the 
river by State authority so as to reach the point where the coal, the iron, 
and the lumber are in such abundance as to supply the wants of the 
whole Ohio and Mississippi Valley, when we can not touch the works 
on the river, when they must remain useless and block up our trade on 
it forever unless the United States abandons it altogether and gives it 
back to us, which nobody proposes or desires, why should not at least 
this ordinary appropriation which has been given for years be retaine: 
in the bill? That is the plain, practical question. 

Iam not finding fault particularly with what has been done in re- 
gard to appropriations for otherStates. I mentioned the cases in Min- 
nesota to show that they will not bear criticism half as well as this ap- 
propriation for the Kentucky River. The chairman of the committee, 
when he comes to examine this question fairly and compare it with 
others, will find very little good reason for this reduction, especially as 
the engineers insist and prove that it requires $250,000 to complete one 
lock, and thus extend navigation 15 or 20 miles farther. Unless they 
get this much they can not finish even one, for which they say there is 
a good deal of material now on hand or contracted for. 

I may add in regard to the title, which was criticised yesterday, that 
I saw to-day in the office of the Chief of Engineers the opinion of the 
Attorney-General that the title to the ground where lock No. 6 is lo- 
cated was entirely satisfactory, and the property has been conveyed to 
the United States. Our officersare now using it. That was not settle: 
when the last report was made. The land was obtained upon reasonalh|e 
terms and the work is now going on. The absence of a good title was 
commented on yesterday by the Senator from Minnesota. He may dis- 
miss that apprehension. My colleague has been managing this mat- 
ter; he has done it very well. It was only because I cameon the floo: 
of the Senate yesterday and made the remark I did about the facts not 
being all stated that I felt it necessary to enter into the debate to-day. 
To be sure that I was right I went this morning to see the reports in 
the office of the Chief of Engineers. 

I have not been paying attention to this bill. I happened to come 
in from the Committee on Appropriations, where I have been busy for 
the last four days, almost night and day, on the subcommittee on the 
sundry civil bill, and heard the criticism of the Senator from Minnesot:, 
chairman of the committee, and was a good deal annoyed because I was 
not allowed to present the facts to the committee, as I thought he prom- 
ised I should beif needed; therefore I felt it my duty to say what I have 
on this subject. At first, I confess to feeling a little annoyed at the crit- 
icism of my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest], but when I began to rea- 
son coolly and look at it I got over it. I knew that if the State of 
Kentucky has a son that is proud of her and that she is proud of, he is 
the man. I had not the heart to say a word about anything he said, 
because I know he does not mean anything disrespectful to the old State. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mc. President, ifthe Senator from Kentucky has 
suffered anything at my. hands for want of information by him in re- 
gard to the proceedings before the committee, I sincerely regret it. || 
he did not receive the information, whether I had promised to give it 
to him or not, I would regret it exceedingly, for there is no Senator upon 
this floor for whom I have more respect. There is no Senator for thie 
interests of whose State I would do more. I would much regret if any 
misadventure should have transpired in regard to any matter connected 
with his State by his want of information in regard to the action of tlic 
committee. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky was not advised, as he says 
he was not, of the proceedings of the committee, it was certainly throug! 
inadvertence, for I had the pleasure of meeting the Senator in the con- 
mittee-room several times and supposed that he was advised of all that 
was transpiring there affecting his State. Certainly I should not have 
permitted him to remain in ignorance of anything that transpired in 
regard to his State if I could have avoided it. 

In reference to this improvement the Senator has certainly misun- 
derstood the tenor of my remarks. I did not criticise the character of 
the improvement at all. It was only with reference to the amount 0! 
expenditure to be appropriated for at this time and in this bill that my 
remarks were made. 

There is an improvement above the point designated as the Three 
Forks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no improvement contemplated above 
the Three Forks. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are other locks and dams tobe construct“ 
upon the river above that portion of it which is now in process of im- 
provement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. And the object of my remarks was to endeavor 
to confine the attention of the Senate to the camaiinbans one going on now 
until it was completed, and then an may be maie, if 
deemed advisable, for the extension of the locke locks and dams and the s!ack- 
water navigation. I made no objection to the plan of improving the 
river; and if the Senator understood me to do so, it was certainly 4 

misunderstanding. 
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Now, with reference to the amount available and in the hands of the | actually on hand to-day is represented by work that has been dove in 


correctly the sources of our information. We obtained it from the an- 
nual of the Chief of Engineers. The last annual report states 
that on the ist of July, 1884, the amount available was $74,452.06, 
and the amount Gore by the act of July 5, 1884, was $250,000, 

$324,452.06 which was available after the 5th of July, 1884. 
Then the report for 1885 succeeds that. Theamount expended during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, exclusive of outstanding liabili- 


ties July 1, 1884, was $59,730.26, leaving the amount available on the | 


Ist of July, 1885, $254,721.80. ; , 

That was the amount reported by the Chief of Engineers as being 
available at that time, and that was the statement made in the Senate 
yesterday in regard to that balance. The Senator from Kentucky has 
communicated this morning with the Engineer Department and he has 
learned of the disposition of this balance up to to-day, and it seems 
from that information that a portion of this $264,721.80 has been ex- 
pended in materials and supplies to carry forward this improvement. 

In addition to that there are $90,000 which will soon be expended, 
as I understood the statement of the Senator from Kentucky who has 
just taken his seat; so that they have the material and supplies on hand 
for the work this year and the $90,000 remaining, or they have the cash. 
Substantially then there are in materials and supplies and cash the 
balance, $264,721.80, on hand for the work for the fiscal year for which 
we are appropriating. 

That was all the statement that was made here. That was all we 
intended to say. If that is not the correct statement, I should be very 
glad to be corrected by either of the Senators from Kentucky. 

If that be so, if these materials are on hand, and this cash balance 
still ready to be applied, we thought the appropriation of $100,000 in 
addition to that would be sufficient for the expenditures of the next 
fiscal year. That was the view the committee had. It was actuated 
by no hostility to this Sr Bilary It was not because the committee 
thought the work should not go forward; but it was only as to how 
much should be appropriated in view of the amount of this bill and the 
circumstances surrounding the case, we all desiring to pass an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country, 
and that the Kentucky River should have its proper proportion of the 
amount. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this 
matter any further. Yesterday afternoon, as the REcorD of the Sen- 
ate will show, I stated this whole case, and I stated it fairly and fully. 

There were but two propositions upon which the chairman of the 
committee and the Senator from Missouri rested the grounds of their 
opposition to the clause as contained in the bill. The one was that 
there was still unexpended in the hands of the engineer $264,000. 
Against that statement, which I assumed to be correct and carefully 
prepared when it was made by two Senators members of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, I file now the official statement of the engineer, a 
statement bearing date this morning, which says: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., July 8, 1886. 
Srr: Iam in receipt of your communication of this date in reference to the 
m for the improvement of the Kentucky River, and in reply beg 
to say that the balance in the Treasury of the United Statesto the credit of that 


al is $90,000, and that of this sum $25,000 will be sent to the officer 
= of the work, in compliance with his estimate, to meet obligations 
neu 


or about to be incurred durin core month, Theactual amount 
available may therefore be stated at ‘ What proportion of this sum is 
pledged under contract for work in progress can not be ascertained without 

with the officer in charge of the work. 


commun 
The sum that can be profitably expended during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, is $500,000,as may be seen by reference to the report of the 
Chief of eers for 1585, 288 and 289. 
Very ly, your obedient servant, 


JOHN G. PARKE, 


Hon. 3.0.8. Acting Chief of Engineers. 


N. 
United States Senate. 


I P ny this statement against the assurance given us by the chairman 
of the committee and the Senator from Missouri yesterday. 
In addition to that, I have this day the verbal assurance of the Chief 


of that he does not believe there is a dollar left of the $65,000 
that is not already pledged by reason of work done and contracts made. 
It mare very for the Senator from Minnesota to undertake 
to his , and now hold, as he does this morning, that if the 
sum of 000 is not there, unexpended material has been bought 
which is not yet used and represents it. That is not the statement of 
the Chief of ; that is not the statement made by my col- 
league this ; and the inference drawn by the Senator from Min- 
nesota is not fairly to be deduced either from the statements of the one 
or the other. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Then I should like the Senator to state what the 
facts are in to that matter. 
Mr, - Iwill tell the Senator, for it is very Igte in the 
po him to be information upon as important a subject as 
The are y these: The difference between the $264,000 
that to be on hand twelve months or more ago (which is the 


of the Senator’s information it appears) and the $65,000 


War Department, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] has stated 
| 


the last twelve months and paid for, by material that has been bought 
in the last twelve months and paid for and used, and by services ren- 
dered by the employed force that is engaged upon this work. That is 
the truth. 

I was interrogated more than once yesterday by more than one Sen- 
ator as to whether in point of fact there had ever been any deed of ces- 
sion made of this property to the United States Government. The 
Senator from Vermont called for the statute of my State that made a 
cession 6f this property. For his information and for the information 
of others who may be curious upon the subject I have it in my hand. 
It was approved on the 22d day of March, 1880, and I read the whole 
of it, leaving out the enacting clause. 

Sec. 1. That these words contained in the first section of the act named inthe 
title to this act, and to which it is an amendment, to wit: “Concurrently with 
tle State of Kentucky,” be,and are hereby, stricken out and repealed, and that 
these words be inserted therein in lieu of the same. 


Here is the statute, and the whole of it. 


It is the object and intention of this act, and of the one amended and altered 
by it, to confer on the United States Government full title to the grounds and 
sites thercin named and acquired, or to be acquired under them, and all power, 
authority, and jurisdiction over the same which the said Government of the 
United States may, under the Constitution of the United States and laws made 
in pursuance thereof, acquire over lands in the State ceded to it for the purpose 
of canalizing, locking, and damming rivers, and making canals, and to enable 
it to operate, manage, and control said improvements efficiently ; but the State 
of Kentucky reserves the right to execute process lawfully issued under its au- 
thority within and upon said grounds, sites, rivers, and canals: Provided, That 
the act to which this isan amendment apply only to the Kentucky River, and 
the said act is so amended. 7 

Sec. 2. This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Approved March 22, 1880. 

Let us see whether the Federal Government understood that it was 
taking up the contract as stated by the Senator from Missouri. He 
answered an interrogatory of mine yesterday afternoon and said it was 
his distinct understanding that the Federal Government never under- 
took a contract to do more or to go further than to improve this river 
by repairing the five locks and dams already built by the State upon 
it and not to go beyond a distance of 163 miles, to the Three Forks. 
Let us see. Hereis the river and harbor act passed February 27, 1879, 
making appropriations for the succeeding fiscal year, passed a year be- 
fore the deed of cession was made, and it reads: 

For improving the Kentucky River from the mouth to Three Forks, accord- 
ing to estimate and report of Maj. William E. Merrill, January 14, 1879, $100,000. 


That was not all. Here isthe report upon which they predicated it. 
From the mouth to Three Forks is 261 miles. No man has ever yet 
intimated a purpose of improving it beyond Three Forks. 

That was the act of 1879, and here is the act of 1880, after this deed 
of cession was passed. I find in the river and harbor act of 1880 this 
singular language, and I plead it in answer to the statement and con- 
struction of the contract given by the Senator from Missouri: 


Improving Kentucky River from its mouth to Three Forks: Continuing op- 
erations, $200,000. 


Mr. VEST. What act was that? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I read from the river and harbor acts of 1879 
and 1880. 


Mr. VEST. How much was appropriated; $200,000? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Two hundred thousand dollars is the act of 
1880 and $100,000 in the act of 1879; but in both instances the Gov- 
ernment expressly states its purpose and gives its own construction to 
the contract, which it says was to improve that river from the mouth 
to Three Forks. That is all we are now proposing to do or ever will 
propose to do. 

Mr. President, I am content to submit that the objection as to the 
want of cession of title is answered by this law and by these general 
appropriation acts and their peculiar language. The question as to 
whether the amount that may be on hand unexpended is certainly an- 
swered in the official statement made this day by the Chief of Engi- 
neers. I do not know what ground is left for opposition to this propo- 
sition, for the Chief of Engineers in this official letter to-day says the 
estimated sum that can be profitably expended during the fiscal year 
is $500,000, as per bis report and his estimate. That is what he asks. 
The House cut it in half, and the bill came here in that shape, and the 
committee of the Senate deliberately undertook to strike out $150,000 
from the $250,000 that was left after the butchery the House did to it. 

I am content, sir, to leave the case for the Senate to determine, as- 
sured that there is not now a single objection submitted by any one 
upon the other side that has not been refuted by the official records of 
the Government. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to say that he received the impression yesterday that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce and myself stated that we knew, 
or, to use his own language, that he had the assurance from us that 
there was $264,000 of the former appropriation now in the hands of 
the engineers for the Kentucky River. I will read from the Recorp 
of yesterday’s proceedings, and I should then like to know from the 
Senator from Kentucky how he arrived at any such conclusion: 


Mr. Vest. We have a right to judge the future by the past. The same Engi- 
neer Bureau will spend the money in about the same way as heretofore. In 1583 
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they had $250,000, and on J 3.’ 18%, they had Dee, weld & they were not able 
tospend. In 1884 we gave $250,000 more, ; and on a= A 1, 
a they had available $264,721. Noe they come in and at fox 900,000 and say 
¥ can expend it. We havea right to suppose that they will have about an 
equal balance left next July. 
BLACKBURN. Does the Senator undertake to state to the Senate that there 
are $250,000 of —————— appropriations for this river now? 
Mr. Vest. I do not know how much ison hand. There was nothing before 
the Committee on Commerce to show what was on hand. We have got these 
figures and these figures alone. If there is any subsequent or supplemental re- 


port, where is it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it would not interrupt the Senator, as heis 
reading from his own remarks, I should like to call his attention to 
one sentence of his own found in the Recorp. If the Senator from 
Missouri did not mean to assure the Senate that the engineers had this 
amount of money on hand, I should like for him to explain this one 
sentence which I quote from the Recorp from him: 

They must have on hand ata reasonable estimate $240,000 at least. 


Is not that an assurance? 

Mr. VEST. Upon the figures before us, I say that was the logical 
deduction; but I stated expressly in answer to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that we had nothing else to go by except the figures that were 
given usin the report of the engineer. Now, the two Senators from Ken- 
tucky have gone to the Engineer Burean and ascertained that instead of 
my estimate alone, not based upon any information or finding except 
the figures that were before us, instead of $240,000 there was $90,000 
unexpended of the former appropriations. That isthe whole of it. 

The Senator from Kentucky speaks of the contract. The act of the 
Legislature of Kentucky which he has read was no contract; it was 
simply the ordinary cession by the State of Kentucky of her right in 
the small amount of land necessary for the construction of locks and 
dams to the United States, saving her criminal jurisdiction or right to 
execute process thereon. There was in that act of the Legislature no 
contract between the United States and the State of Kentucky. The 
only contract is contained in the river and harbor act of 1879, which 
is in this language: 

For improving the Kentucky River from the mouth to Three Forks, accord- 
ing to estimate and report of Maj. William E. Merrill, January 14, 1879, $100,000. 

No other contract can be found between the State of Kentucky and 
the United States. Now mark the : “* Improving the Ken- 
tucky River ’’ up ‘‘ to Three Forks, according to estimate and report.’’ 
What was that estimate from Maj. William E. Merrill? Here is his 
report. This is the contract between the United States and the State 
of Kentucky, and what wasthatestimate? ‘‘ Forrepairof the five locks 
and dams now on the river, $84,802; for twelve more locks and dams, 
$989,600."? ing in all, $1,074,402. 

The United States agreed to expend that amount of money and not 
one dollar more, $1,074,402, and yet in the estimate now made by the 
same Bureau we have the amount estimated required for the 
completion of existing project, $2,229,639.26. After expending $575, - 
000 before, more than one-halfof ee amount of the estimate which the 
United States agreed to expend upon this river, they now come in and 
ask us to put upon it $2,229,639. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Missouri answer and 
say whether it isan unusual thing for a work of this magnitude to 
cost more than the original estimate put upon it? 

Mr. VEST. That does not meetthis pointat all. The Senator from 
Kentucky talked abouta contract. Here is the only contract in exist- 
ence. That contract says that this work shall be done upon the esti- 
mate made by Major Merrill January 14, 1879. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator answer me one question? 
Does he not admit now that he was wrong yesterday when he said the 
Government never intended to go beyond the repair of five locks, and 
under this contract as he deseri it yesterday (and I only accepted 
it as‘a term of convenience), does he not admit tha’ ing 
his own interpretation of the contract, the Government stands commit- 
ted to the building of twelve new locks and dams? 

Mr. VEST. I was not upon the Commerce Committee in 1878 and 
1879. I went upon that committee in the spring of 1880. If I had 
been on the committee I would have resisted this item, as I 
have resisted all similar items in every river and harbor bill since I 
have served upon the committee. 

If it is any consolation to the Senator from ey I will admit 
that I overlooked the fact that these twelve locks and dams were put 
= a project of ao Merrill’s, but the main and salient point re- 

and that is that the United States Governmentlimited 
nammeanar expenditure to be put upon the Kentucky River; and 
these same engineers now come in and instead of $1,074,000 they ask 
for $2,229,000 in addition to the $575,000 already ed. 


If an in my manner or in my language has me to the 
criticism of inimical this project or to Senator from 
Kentucky I have most unfortunate in that manner and in that ex- 


es eS eee 
going ese speculative works ternal improvement, and after 
they find that they have not paid, that there is no dividend in them, 
that the railroads of the country have done away with the old canal and | a 
slack-water navigation, then unload upon the of the United States 
the result of their own improvidence and t 
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I say this the more frankly because every association of childhood, 0; 
early manhood, and down to death itself, has been and will be link »4 
indissolubly with the State of Kentucky. Iwas born and reared in it. 
If it were my own State I would denounce this same project. It is un- 

ic, it is extravagant, it is a waste of the publie money of the 
country, and under our oaths we have no right to do it. A proud and 
glorious old Commonwealth ought not to have asked it. I for one re- 
gret that this subject is here to-day with this contract made between 
her and the United States, and yet coming here and asking for million. 
more than the contract originally provided for. 

Mr. INGALLS. I submit an amendment whieh I intend to propose 
to this bill, and I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The 
amendment will be received and printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Minnesota asks that the amend- 
ment be read. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment wiil be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Insert on page 59, in line 1438, after the word ‘‘ channel:” 

“And Su hat the expenditure of so much of saidappropriation 

as to continue the improvement of Plum Pointand Lake Provy- 


idence reaches shall be confined to the complete and ntenanee of the 


levees throughout said reaches to the height of 2 above the flood of 1582, 


and to the completion of the permeable works of contraction to such extent as 
may be required to bring the high-water banks of the river to the comparative 
uniformity of width SS in the first five paragraphs of “the plan o 
improvement’’ recommended by the Mississippi River Commission, and adopt«:| 
by Congress in 1880,and more fully set —_ = the report of the Secretary o 
War for 1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733: no wor ks 
of bank p rotection or revetment ht shall be executed on reaches or elsewh'. 
until after it shall be found that the completion ble contractiny 
works and uniform width of the high-water ia secure the desired 
stability of the river banks: Provided, , That nothing herein containe 
shall ent the construction of revetment works in front of the cities of Mem- 
phis, Hickman, Columbus, and Greenville reach : And provided, That contracti:. 
Sain shall be built at the same time in the wide portions of the river imme- 
diately above the said revetment works.” 


Mr. GIBSON. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
will aceept and adopt.that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not now under 
consideration. The oe amendment will be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the clerks will use celerity in having the 
amendment printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question i ison theamend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce reducing the appropriation for im- 
proving the Kentucky River from $250,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to the fact 
that in reference to the amendment touching the Kentucky River, the 
issue presented by the Senator from Missouri does not seem to me to be 
reached by the suggestion of the committee to limit the amount of the 
appropriation. The question as to whether one or twenty-five locks 
and dams shall be built on that river is not at all affected by the ques- 
tion whether the Senate shall adopt or reject the amendment propose 
by the committee. 


Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement— 
As the House proposes— 

Two hundred and fifty thousand do: 

Improving Kentucky ! River, ee Continuing improvement— 
As the Senate committee proposes— 

One hundred thousand dollars. 


Whether the amendment of the Senate committee be adopted or 1- 
j the appropriation made by the bill will be an appropriation +» 
continue that work precisely as it has been in progress, so that so {1: 
as the pending amendment is concerned the question is simply one 0! 


amount. 

Mr. McMILLAN. IftheSenator from West Virginia will permit me, 
I refer him to the report of the engineers, which shows what the work 
will be for the eurrent fiscal \ 

Mr. KENNA. I have the report of the engineers, and I have 
to-day satisfied myself in regard te this matter about which I con{es: 
there may be some difficulty, because I am in full aecord with the spirit 
and purposes of the committee in regard to the bill. I went 
myself to-day to see the Chief of Engineers. Not finding him, I siw 
General Parke, acting chief, in reference to this whole subject. Bo far 
as the reports are concerned there is nothing in those reports, and the: 
is nothing in this bill, and there is nothing in any bill which has pas 
Congress which y directs the expenditure of this money w':) 
reference to the i vement of a certain part of the river or a certs. 
other part, limitation of the first act from its mouth to Thi 
Forks. So this matter stands upon the naked question as to whet! 
we shall one amount or another amount in this bill. 

As I sai ee ae 
the i in its to revise this bi pers a ne er OR 
oot to pltteet te I believe I have not antagonized committee on 

single proposition on which the Senate has voted. Tam informed, 
however, at the Department that substantially every dollar of money 
heretofore appropriated for this work has either been expended or is 


spirit and purposes 0! 
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engaged for Some material it is true is on hand. Some 
material must be on hand or the worksmust cease. Worksof this char- 
acter gre done partly by day’s labor under the direction of governmental 

and partly by contract for the construction of either a lock or 
a dam, and an amount sufficient for the whole of it must be in hand, 
or the whole of it must be available as an amount appropriated. In 


udgment, unless a larger sum is appropriated for this work than 
$100,000 its een will retarded, and it will suffer in the course of 
the current fiscal year. f 

What difference does it make, if the work be meritorious; if it be, as 
I believe, and as I think the committee believe, not only a meritorious 
but a very important work, that we appropriate the larger amount? 
The amount to be expended must be expended in the progress of the 
work either now or hereafter. If we are in a condition to appropriate 
the amount of money now to carry it on in about the order and the 
rate of speed at which the work has been progressing, in about the gen- 
eral manner in which public works over the country have been pro- 

what difference does it make to the Treasury, to the people, or 
to this bill if we put in an amount of money suflicient for that purpose? 

I shall vote for retaining the appropriation in the bill as the House 
left it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] on all general questions, 
but I have the permission of his colleague [Mr. CHACE] to vote on this 
question. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 

Mr. HEARST. My colleague [Mr. StANFoRD] is absent, but under- 
standing that colleague would vote ‘‘ nay,’’ I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator’s colleague told me this morning 
that he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 


: 


YEAS—21. 
Cameron, Evarts, co Teller, 
Chace, Frye, MeMillan, Vest, 
Coke, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Lowa. 
Conger, Harrison, Palmer, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 
Hoar, Spooner, 
NAYS—26. 
Berry Beastie; J oe Ark waa’ 
ones ansas, Vance, 
Blac burn, George, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Walthall, 
Butler, Gray, Maxey, * ‘"Whitthorne. 
Call, H , ° 
r Ha Sawyer, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Hale, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Ingalls, Morrill, shemeen 
Blair, Jones of Florida, Payne, Stanford, 
Bowen Jones of Nevada, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Plumb. Wilson of Md. 
Dolph _— Miller,” Riddlebe 
. rT, eberger, 
Fair, MitchellofPa., Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment of the Committese on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 968, after the word ‘“‘improvement,’’ to strike out— 
to the last plan of the in charge, and to be first applied to 
the of the Souk now ee en a 


So as to make the clause read: 
SS the Ohio River, at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing im- 
provement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 971 of 
section 1, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, . e nded in enlargi 
basin, SUUEEead tn the es ete eee in ja cena 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 975, after the words ‘‘di- 

to,” tostrike out ‘‘ negotiate for the purchase’’ and insert ‘‘ ascer- 

tain the value and commercial importance;’’ in line-976, after the word 
“‘works,’’ to insert ‘‘and property;’’ in line 981, after the words ‘‘in 
order to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ascertain the value of said works’’ and insert 
“‘aequire such information;’’ in line 982, after the words ‘appoint a,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘eommission”’ and insert ‘‘board;’’ in line 984, after the 
word “Army,”’ to strike out ‘‘ who’ and insert ‘‘ which board shall;’’ 
in line 985, after the word ‘‘case,’’ to strike out ‘‘shall value and ap- 
praise the same, and;’’ in line 986, after the word ‘‘report,’’ to insert 
é in line 987, after the word ‘‘session,”’ to strike out 

and the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for the purposes of this provision”’ and insert 
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‘fand the cost of such examination shall be paid out of the sum appro- 
priated by’ this act for survey's;’’ so as to m: ke the clause read: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Bar- 
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in 
the State of Kentucky,and the works of the Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany, situated on the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in 
order to acquire such information the Secretary of War shall appointa board of 
three competent engineers from the Engineer Corps ofthe United States Army, 
which board shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report 
thereon to Congress at its next succeeding session; and the cost of such exam- 
ination shall be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress tothe 
purchase of the said works. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 994 to line 1023 inclusive, as follows: 


Improvement of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between ZanesvjSe and the 
mouth of the river,and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 
hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, 
and all the locks, dams,and their appurtenances, and the canals belonging to 
said improvement, andall the franchises and property of every kind, and rights, 
in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the State 
of Ohio, including all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtue 
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
all persons using said water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States 
such rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
the State of Ohio; but not to affect any right to the use of the water of said river 
now owned and held by the lessees of any water right under any lease or con- 
tract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control of 
said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions of 
this act, so far as they relate to the Muskingum River, shall not take effect, nor 
shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting 
by its duly authorized agent, turns over to the United States all property ceded 
by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid, and all personal property belong- 
ing to the improvement aforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, and 
any balance of money appropriated by said State for the improvement of said 
river, and which is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1836. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am very sorry to have to detain 
the Senate upon this amendment, because I supposed that this clause 
of the bill would probably meet with less opposition than any other in 
the bill. But as the Committee on Commerce has proposed to strike 
it out, it is necessary for me to explain it, so that the Senate may under- 
stand precisely the nature of the appropriation. 

This proposition to transfer the Muskingum improvement by the State 
of Ohio to the United States has been considered by every branch of the 


Government. The engineers report in favor of it in the strongest lan- 
guage. It has been considered elsewhere, to use the common phrase— 


though I do not see any reason why we should not state openly what 
has been done in the House of Representatives; I do not think there is 
anything in the rule forbidding it—it has been fully considered else- 
where, when after debate it was adopted as a just and proper measure. 

Let me state to the Senate, if I ean secure their attention, what is 
the nature of thisimprovement. Forty yearsago; yes, fifty years ago, 
the State of Ohio undertook to improve the only navigable stream 
within the State by a series of locks anddams. At that time the Gov- 
ernment of the United States refused to improve either rivers or har- 
bors. A policy had been adopted by common consent that the United 
States would make no appropriations for improvements. So the State 
of Ohio undertook to improve the Muskingum River. 

‘The Muskingum River drains about one-fifth of the State of Ohio. It 
is the only navigable stream within that State. It isa large stream 
extending from the Ohio River at Marietta to within 25 miles of the 
lake at Cleveland, and draining all the eastern part of the State except 
that which is tributary to the Ohio River. 

It is therefore a stream of great importance. It has always been 
navigated since the earliest occupation of the State of Ohio by white 
settlers precisely like the Ohio River, with batteanx, with keel-boats, 
and with every mode of navigation known to the early settlers. It was 
navigated by the Indians. This beautiful valley was the favorite home 
of the Indian tribes, several of which lived on the waters of the Mus- 
kingum. 

The United States Government however refusing and declining at 
the time to make any improvement on any river or harbor, the State 
of Ohio undertook it, and spent one million six hundred and thirty-odd 
thousand dollars in making eight or ten locks and dams, which made a 
good navigable stream from Zanesville to Marietta, a distance of 654 
miles, and a tolerable navigation for 10 or 15 miles above to Dresden. 

That property has ever since been managed by the State of Ohio. It 
has always been the policy of that State to levy tolls upon its public 
works, both canals and slack-water improvements of this kind, only 
sufficient to pay the actual cost of maintaining the work without any 
expectation of profit. In that way the State of Ohio has imposed tolis 
upon the navigation of the Muskingum River, very low tolls, but suf- 
ficient in the aggregate to pay the expenses of its maintenance. Until 
within the last two or three years that policy has been successful, but 
owing to the well-known high freshets within the last two vears on the 
Ohio and its tributaries there was a great deal of damage done to the 
work, so that the expenses for two or three years were greater than the 
receipts. 

However, the river is a useful, navigable stream, having a large and 
important commerce—boats running from one end to the other daily, 
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and many boats atintermediate points. Taking thesingle item of coal, 
330,000 tons of coal pass over this Muskingum improvement in the 
course ofa year. A toll of 10 cents a ton on that coal would amount 
to far more than the expenses would be; but, as I said, the State of Ohio 
never levied any such toll, but only levied fairly enough, about $10,000 
to $15,000 a year, in order to maintain and pay current expenses of this 
improvement. 

A year or two ago, the State of Ohio having leased most of her im- 
provements, canals, &c., to private companies, by whom it was believed 
they would be conducted better, it was proposed that this improvement, 
which was the only improvement of its character under the charge of 
the State, the only navigable stream in the State, should be transferred 
to the General Government, not to sell it to the Government, not to-ask 
money, not to ask the United States to pay back the $1,600,000 that the 
locks and dams cost, but to give it absolutely as a free gift to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and theState appropriated in addition to 
this offer $10,000 for its repair and improvement until this matter might 
be consummated. The object was to transfer it to the Government of 
the United States so that it might be treated like any other improve- 
ment conducted by the Government, like all the improvements of all 
the rivers and navigable harbors and streams of the United States. 

Mr. President, I can not see the least objection to this proposition. 
I am informed by the members of the Committee on Commerce that the 
objection made in committee was that according to the report of the 
engineers it would cost $200,000 to put this improvement in perfect re- 
pair. Suppose it did cost $200,000 to put in repair a work that cost 
$1,600,000 fifty years ago, is it not right that this the only navigable 
stream in the State of Ohio should be treated as favorably at least as 
those streams which have been improved entirely by the National Gov- 
ernment? Certainly; and if it did cost $200,000 it is noreason why it 
should not be granted, because in this very bill there are given to im- 
prove rivers of far less volume and far less importance $100,000 and 
$200,000. 

There is the river Kanawha, which is across the way on the south 
side of the Ohio, all of which has been improved entirely by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. There is in the bill an appropriation of 
$25,000 for that river. The committee which had charge of the bill, 
not satisfied with what the House gave, increased the amount $100,000. 
I have no objection to that if it was found necessary; but if the Kan- 
awha on the other side and the Monongahela at the head of the Ohio 
should be, as proposed by this bill, purchased outright of a private 
company and the cost of it reimbursed to that private company, or the 
Wisconsin company that we heard so much talk about, where we buy 
out and pay them the full amount of their expenditure with interest 
added, why should not the modest claim of the State of Ohio be ac- 
cepted that she would give this improvement to the United States if 
the United States would take it and do with it as they did by their 
own improvements made upon other rivers out of the Treasury of the 
United States? 

But this bugbear of $200,000 is fallacious when we come to read the 
report of the engineer; and my friend from Minnesota will bear with 
me. It is true the engineer does say that to put this property in good 
complete condition, being eight or ten locks and canals, for new miters, 
new walls of certain kinds, would cost $200,000; but he does not rec- 
ommend the $200,000 to be immediately appropriated. He says to put 
it into immediate condition, the best possible condition, would cost 
$200,000. But it is not necessary to do that. He estimates that to 
put the harborof New York in good condition would cost $10,000,000, 


yet we only appropriate $1,000,000. So that the $200,000, if it costs 
that much, could be appropriated at the rate of $20,000 a year, and in 
ten years be put in condition. 


But the mistake into which the committee have fallen is that they 
have grossly exaggerated the amount that even the engineer estimates. 
The engineer estimates that the cost of putting this property into con- 
dition from Marietta to Dresden, some 20 miles north of Zanesville, 
will be $200,000; but the chief injury done by one of the great fresh- 
ets was on the dam that lies between en and Zanesville, and 
therefore it was that the State of Ohio in d this property to the 
General Government does not p to deed that which is not useful 
to them, but only proposes to that between Zanesville and Mari- 
etta, and the estimate of the engineer for the improvement of that part 


of it is only $114,000. 

If the committee had actually proposed to appropriate the $114,000 
by this bill, it would be, in my judgment, one of the most judicious 
and defensible appropriations they could put in the bill; because it is 
only a bagatelle compared with other items. The Government would 
receive @ p’ which cost $1,600,000, and which could not be built 
now for less $3,000,000, which was built at a time when money was 
money, which was built at a time when the credit of the State was 
stretched to its uttermost to maintain internal improvements, and when 
its6 percent. bonds were sold belowpar. Itis to give this prop- 
erty outright, the only navigable river in the State, to the Government, 
and ask no refund, ask nosale; all that weask is that the Government of 
the United States shall take this property and manage it as they do 
other improvements of this kind. 


It might be asked, why does Ohio desire to get rid of this property? 


I have already partly answered that by saying that Ohio has no cor), 
of engineers employed in her service to take care of this improvemen; 
Besides that, the policy of Ohio has always been to make her improve. 
ments pay at least the cost and expenses of maintenance, and this is , 
burden upon the people of the neighborhood. Why should the farm. 
ers of the Muskingum Valley pay toll for every bushel of wheat ani 
the miners for every ton of coal passing through and over that im. 
provement when on all the other navigable streams of the United States 
there is no toll to be found anywhere where the flag floats and where 
the Government owns the property ? 

Therefore this is proposed to be done in order to get rid of this sys. 
tem of tolls, to place this property under the custody and surveillance 
of skilled engineers, to see that our people might get the benefit of that 
general policy which has now been adopted by the Government, and | 
hope permanently adopted, by which the rivers and harbors of th 
country shall be improved so far as it is profitable to improve them. 
All that our people ask is that when this property is received by the 
United States Government it shall be managed and conducted precise! y 
like all the other improvements made under this bill; that it shall be 
free from toll. F 

But itis said it will cost something. So it will. It will cost the 
Government of the United States $20,000 a year according to the esti- 
mate of the engineer, and $20,000 is appropriated by the bill as it passed 
the House. It will not cost that much this year, because Ohio turns 
over with this gift, according to the language of the law, $10,000, ap- 
propriated this year, besides the improvement itself. It will cost th 
Government $20,000 a year, and perhaps in the course of time it wil! 
cost the $114,000 in addition to put the locks and dams in a higher 
and better state of improvement than they ever were probably from the 
beginning; because when you put a United States engineer at work on 
one of these public improvements he makes it complete, he makes it 
perfect. He is not satisfied with the kind of work that was satisfac- 
tory to the engineers of the State of Ohio fifty years ago. In this way 
we would get the benefit of this improvement made by turning over 
this property to the General Government, so that the Government o/ 
the United States might treat it as it does all the rest of the improve- 
ments made by it. 

Mr. President, I do not see any reason for the action of the commit- 
tee. I do not blame them at all, because they probably did not exam- 
ine this matter. They were startled probably by the fact that this 
might cost $200,000, but that estimate of the engineer was only as to 
what might be werd expended, just as he makes estimates in re- 
gard tothe whole bill that there might be profitably expended $45, 0. - 
000 this year, when nobody propuses to give him any such sum ani 
when this provision does not propose to give him the full amount. [n- 
deed I do not think any more is neeessary than the bare sums sufficient 
to keep and maintain the work. 

I say that this is a-matter of justice, it is a matter of fair play, it is 
a matter of honor. As Ohio was the first to undertake the improve- 
ment of a navigable stream, it ought not to suffer thereby. No other 
State did it. With the exception of the improvement made in the 
Monongahela River, I do not know that any other State has made these 
improvements on navigable streams, and that was made by a company 
for profit. This bill contains an appropriation to buy out that private 
company so as to make the Monongahela free of toll. So with the ap- 
propriation contained in the bili to buy the canal at Sturgeon Bay, so 
that that great channel of communication might be made free of tol). 
So with the improvement of the Kentucky River. Kentucky under- 
took to build four or five dams on the Kentucky River. She aban- 
doned it and turned it over to the Government of the United States, 
and the Government of the United States properly assumed the care and 
custody of that river. This improvement or transfer of the Muskingum 
ought to have been made to the Government long ago in order to have 
placed this river upon the same footing as others. 

I do not want to go back to my constituents and tell them that ! 
voted for a bill that bought from private companies for large sums 0! 
money all sorts of canals and schemes in all of the country, when 
the Senate refused to accept as a gift from the State of Ohio a property 
that cost that State $1,600,000 years ago. I think it would be 
unjust and wrong. All that we ask is not favor, not bounty, not even 
equity, not even equality, but that the Muskingum, the only rive: 
navigable in our State, shall be free from toll, just like the Alabam 
River and every other river improved by the Government of the Unite! 
States is now from toll, and that the ew erate. their 
coal, their iron, and all the productions of that beau valley may 
pass untaxed to market without any toll. 

We pay our full share of the burdens of this bill. The State of Oh» 
according to computation pays nearly vne-twelfth of all the taxes ©! 
the United States. Therefore according to our wealth and property “° 
would pay for this bill about $1,600,000, and we freely pay it. ©" 
representatives vote for these river and harbor bills, although we 0” 
only interested in those harbors that are coe apa ae 
boundary and such improvement as may le along our southe! 
boundary on the Ohio River. This is the only river in which we hav’ 
undertaken to make an improvement, and upon which we ask t!¢ 
United States Government not to make the improvement but to rece!'¢ 
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it as made from us, and to keep it in good order and to give us the bene- 
fit of freedom from tolls. : 

the Senate, therefore, not to agree to the amendment proposed 
committee, but that the provision may stand as in the bill. 
Mr. President, I will take the Senator into my confi- 
as to say that I do not think any sort of opposition to any- 
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thing proposed to be put back into the bill will avail anything. When 
a committee which Scan a bill is found with one-half of its members 


to vote or else voting with the opponents of the bill, it is a fore- 

conclusion, and it goes without saying, that that bill is in the 

its enemies, and will be constructed as they seek to construct 
as its friends seek to make it. 

vote for a bill in committee I consider myself enlisted in its 


i 
gS 


Hy 


defense except as to some feature in regard to which I reserve 
my action in the Senate. am simply now performing a duty which 
I consider incumbent upon me, without the slightest hope of making 


5 


bill what I think it should be. It came to the Senate with about 
000,000 appropriated. We have increased it in committee (and I 
nothing about the individual actidn of members) $3,400,000. 
t will go out of the Senate appropriating in the neighborhood of $20,- 
060,000. If it were not for the Mississippi River that is provided for 
in it I should vote against it. I can not vote against that single ap- 
propriation, and with that iron hand around my throat I may vote for 
the bill, but I do it under a solemn protest. ‘ 

This whole , as I have said heretofore, of unloading upon the 
Treasury of the United States old played-out systems of internal im- 

vement is wrong. It was wrong in Kentucky, it is wrong in Ohio, 

t is wrong in Illinois. When those great States went into such im- 

ements they took the chances as to whether they would pay or not. 

have received all the benefit of the improvement of the country, 

if there has been any, and doubtless there has been, and now when the 

railroad system of the country has supplanted the canals and the old 

systems of internal improvement, they come and say that the Treasury 

of the United States must take the result of their own imprudence, if 
not folly. 3 

The Senator from Ohio says that the great State of Ohio is donating 
to the people of the United States a work that cost $1,628,000 forty- 
ago. I ask the Senator as a business man the plain question, 
if upon the statement he has made here, and that the engineer makes 
here, any private citizen or corporation could be induced to take this 
work at any price ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the power to levy tolls? 

Mr. VEST. Even with the power to levy tolls. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Indeed he would. 

Mr. VEST. Who would put a dollar into it? Look at the state- 
ment of the engineer. The canal is inaruinous condition. The State 
of Ohio only expends barely enough upon it to enable boats to pass 

hrough it. The engineer, who the Senator says has given a strong re- 
port in favor of this provision, sums up the whole argument in these 
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sum up, it will uire an immediate appropriation of $200,000 to put the 

dams on the Muskingum River in Sed audam A small dredge-boat 

be required, at an estimated cost of $5,000; the annual nditures will be 

aie for salaries, and $2,500 for dredging; the annual income 

will 000. The net annual cost of maintaining navigation on 
M River will therefore be $32,000. 

consider myself here a trustee for the people of this country or I 

not be here at all. If I propose to transact business for the 

of this country upon a different basis from that upon which I 

as a trustee for a private corporation, I am unfit to hold my office on 
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are asked to put down $200,000 to commence with; and I 
say it will be a far larger amount, as we all know from 
the Engineer Bureau. It is $200,000 to start with, 
according to the estimate of the engineer who favors this 
it will be a clear net loss of $32,000 a year from that time on. 
asked on behalf of the third State in the Union. The third 


if 
i 


i 


State in the Union comes and says to the people of the United States, 
“We propose now to put upon you an improvement; no matter what it 
cost in the it cost you $200,000, to commence with, to 


into , 80 that you can use it at all, and then $32,000 a year 


ge 
f 


each recurring year.’’ 

I said the old canal and slack-water navigation system had gone 
outbeforetherailroadsofthecountry. If Senators will take the trouble, 
although it is a waste of time to look at the map, they will find that 
the runs from Dresden down to Zanesville and then from 


to Marietta, on the Ohio River. I am informed (and 
Sa Ohio knows whether it is true or not) that the portion 


of t from Dresden to Zanesville, amounting to 16 miles, 
was years ago, and the cause of this abandonment was that 
® railroad was constructed between those two points. A railroad is 
now being constructed from Zanesville to Marietta, and one-third of it 
will be in operation ina very shorttime. It runs down the Muskingum 


be 
Does not every sensible and intelligent man know that this canal has 
no more chance of competition with that railroad than if you should 
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Senator from Missouri. 
poration would take this work off the hands of the State. 
yes; I would do it. 
it if I could borrow the money; but I should want the right to levy 
tolls. 
able by a corporation upon the property passing through this improve- 
ment—if a toll, say, of 10 cents a ton on the coal that passes down the 
river, or up, as some of it goes up, it would yield $33,000, which would 
be more than the interest on $500,000, and more than the cost of it; 
besides a toll could be levied on all the wheat, grain, and every variety 
of the production of that rich and populous valley. 
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put the slowest dray-horse that can be found in these streets against a 
thoroughbred trained to the race-course? 
as soon as the railroad is constructed this whole work will be abso- 
lutely a loss? 
a railroad has been constructed. 
construction; and the State of Ohio, finding that this isa dead luss 
upon their hands, that there is no money in it, now proposes to put 
upon the Treasury of the United States this adventure without profit. 


Do we not know that just 


One portion of it has been abandoned already because 
Another railroad is now in process of 


Mr. President, it is a partof the scheme (I do not say it offensively) 


all through this bill to unload these works of internal improvement. 
This very engineer here quotes the precedent of Kentucky. 
just disposed of the Kentucky case, a case in which the estimate origi- 
nally and the agreement between the Government and the State of Ken- 
tucky was an expenditure of $1,040,000. They have now expended 
$575,000 and estimate that $2,128,000 more will be required to be ex- 
pended. 
condition as those of the State of Kentucky, and he quotes the Ken- 
tucky precedent as an argument why this feature should now be re- 
tained in the bill. 


We have 


This engineer says that these works are not in as ruinous a 


So, with one abuse we beget another. This, if put into the bill, will 


be a precedent for another, which comes in two pages afterward; and 
from time to time, from one recurring session of Congress to another, 
the same argument is used: ‘‘If you improve the natural highways of 
the country, why not take upon your hands the canals and the slack- 
water navigation of the country which the States and which private 
corporations have undertaken to construct? 
know, to argue against it. 
reasons for acting as I have done as a member of the committee and 
in casting my vote against it in the Senate. 


It is perfectly useless, 1 
I simply content myself with giving my 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say a very few words in reply to the 
He asks the question whether any private cor- 
I tell him 
I would be glad to give half a million dollars for 


If the tolls were levied, such tolls as would be considered reason- 


Besides, there are 
boats running along subject to toll, and in addition to that there is sur- 
plus water-power, which is rented, which yields a revenue of $5,000; 
and the Government of the United States would get the benefit of that. 

But the Senator says we are tumbling and dumping these things on 
the United States. The difficulty was that the United States ought to 
have made this improvement in the first place. If the policy that now 
prevails had existed this demand never would have been made, because 
the Government of the United States would have made the improve- 
ment of the Muskingum one of the first improvements in the country. 
The very first river that excited the attention of the engineersafter the 
commencement of the settlement of the northwest country was this 
Muskingum. When Chicago was an insignificant village, when there 
were no such States as Iowa and Minnesota and all those vast empires, 
the State of Ohio improved the Muskingum River. If we had been 
in our present condition, as a matter of course the United States would 
have improved this stream without cost to the people of Ohio. Then 
in that way we would have been put upon a footing of equality; but 
the policy of public improvement was only adopted afterward; and 
because the United States neglected to do it and the State of Ohio in 
self defense did it, therefore we are to be punished because we were too 
forward in doing what was the business of the United States. 

My own opinion is, and I believe it is entertained by the leading law- 
yers of this body, that the State of Ohio had no power or right to put 
a dam or an obstruction of any kind or work of any kind on that nav- 
igable stream in the State of Ohio. I believe the tenor of the author- 
ities is that a State has no power even to build a bridge or authorize 
the building of a bridge over a stream, much less to put a dam in it with- 
out the authority of the Congress of the United States. No such an- 
thority was asked, no such authority was supposed to be needed; but 
it shows that at that time they were laboring under a different state of 
affairs; and we now simply ask the Government to take free gratis 
for nothing, what we have done to promote this scheme of internal 
improvement. 

But the Senator says if Congress should do this we shall be called 
upon todo more. CantheSenator from Missouri, fresh from his labors 
in the Committee on Commerce, tell me of any other improvement of 
the kind in the United States which has not been assumed by the Giov- 
ernment? This is the only remaining one I know of. The Kentucky 
River was assumed by the Government of the United States; so were 
the Great Kanawha, the Little Kanawha, and all the other numerous 
streams which were improved. There is not a navigable stream in the 
United States that I can now recall, except the Monongahela, that was 
ever improved by a private company the control of which has not been 
assumed by the United States; and in the Monongahela case it is a 
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valuable franchise, where tolls are levied and where it may be difficult 
even to purchase that property acquired under the laws of the State of 
Pennsylvania. So there is no danger of the Goverament being asked 
to assume the control of any more. 

As a matter of course the engineer did say that it would cost $200, - 
000, but the Senate well know that he said it would cost $200,000 for 
repairs that are necessary to put the works in perfect order from Dres- 
den to Marietta, and that the chief expense would be in repairing the 
dam between Zanesville and Dresden. This only provides for the ex- 
pense of the navigable stream between Zanesville and Marietta, 65} 
miles, in a very populous portion of the State, Zanesville and Marietta 
being two of the most flourishing towns in the State. 

It is asked why this anxiety about it; why does not Ohio levy tolls 
upon this property? The answer is that if Ohioshould levy too heavy 
tolls on this property the people of the Muskingum Valley would be 
compelled to compete in the sale of their productions with a burden 
put on everything that they raise and send abroad, while all the people 
around about, just across the Ohio River, up at the head of the Ohio 
River, and on every stream below have the advantage of improved navi- 
gation, because every stream that is navigable which runs into the Ohio 
River is provided for in this bill except the Muskingum. The Wabash, 
the Illinois, the Cumberland, the Tennessee, the Monongahela, the 
Kanawha, the Allegheny, and every other stream are appropriated for. 
This is the last. 

The engineer did say—and I think that is an argument in favor of 
this proposition—that the United States accepted the Kentucky River, 
and that is a reason why it should accept the Muskingum River. The 
Muskingum River, in my penn is a river of larger volume than 
the Big Kanawha, and probably would approach the magnitude of the 
Tennessee above the Mussel Shoals, at think it is a larger stream 
than the Kentacky, according to my recollection, and I have seen them 
both. The Muskingum River I know all about, because I tradged 
along its banks when I was a lad asa junior rodman i in the engineer 
corps. I knew something about that. Itis an important navigable 
stream. The engineer says: 

As the locks and dams on the Muskingum are in much better condition than 
were those on the Kentucky River— 


And remember the State of Ohio has maintained this improvement— 


when a similar tender on the part of the State of Kentucky was tmuch iarger by 
the United States, and as the United States would probably expend 

sums in building locks and dams on this river if no improvement had ever been 
made on it, I unhesitatingly recommend the of the offer made by 
the State of Ohio. 


This is what General Merrill says. He says, too, if the United States 
had improved this river they would have made more expensive improve- 
ments than the State of Ohio made, of a Siecilee but even now, 
after fifty years of usage, it only requires 000 to put it in good 
condition, and the works cost originally $1,600,000. So th they must be 
in very fair condition. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate . Asa matter of course we 
want only what others have received, I believe that this 
now to be voted upon is more unobjectionable and more than 
any other in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sew. in the chair). The qnes- 
tion & on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I wish tocall the attention of the Senate to some 
of the facts stated in the report of the engineer. The Senator from 
Missouri has stated the case very fully. 

Mr. VEST. Will the chairman of the committee permit me now— 
as I do not want to speak again—to map a= goo to read all of 
the engineer’s report on page 4. He has a 
the Muskingum River improvement. I did not state all the expense 
attending this transfer. 


It will be seen from the above— 

That is, the financial statement of the Muskingum River improve- 
ment to which the Senator has referred— 
that jis ie last three the > 
iout saptiaht Geeoupeaaibtines Were the ne United States to take charge ofthis 
improvement the annual revenue and the only rev- 


easiest aden iaead which the the annual average 
is about $4,000. 


There are water-leases along this slack-water i which the 
State of Ohio grants to private parties and which yield the revenue re- 
ferred to of $4,000. Se EEE Le ee NaR EN 
to the Government if this 


An act to grant the consent of the State of Ohio to the acquisition by the 
rivers thersst, for the. purpose of constrbeting canals or of erecting thereon 
structures for Eo iceuetetianaed axabenesune slack-water on 
said sleuza, a ceding jurisdiction over the same, and for imposing and 
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penalties for willful injuries to the go. buildings, and appurtenances a, 
quired under the provisions of this 
Passed May 2, 1885. Section 4 4 of the act is as follows: 


Sec. 4. And for the purpose of enabling the United States to expend any su: 
of money that is or may hereafter be Congress for the improv > 
ment of the Musk River, the State of Ohic hereby transfers and cedes (.) 
the United States eleven locks and dams heretofore constructed by sai./ 
State on said river, together =— all the grounds, canals, and appurtenanc. 
belonging to the same, subject provisions of the preceding ng sections of 
this act, ws to the jurisdiction of th the United States over the lands and building. 
authorized to be acquired and constructed by said een ene eeeng pen. 
alties for injuries to said work, | which] shall extend and apply to the said eleve: 
locks and and their appurtenances her hereby transferred and ceded to tl: 
United States; but the custody and ownership of said Muskingum River im- 
provement shall remain in the state of Qhio until such time asthe United Stato, 
appropriates sufficient money to properly improve and operate the same. 

That is the act proposing the transfer of all the property pertaininy 
to the Muskingum River improvement. It embraces all the plas ani 
improvements and properties connected with it, embracing these lea: cs 
of water-power. 

It is true that the engineer was directed in the examination of this 
subject to report his opinioh upon the propriety of this transfer; an: 
he says: 

Tam required by the river and harbor act to state “ the improvements prope: 
to be made." As applied to this particular case, | understand that Iam expect««| 
to give my opinion as to whether or not the United States should accept ti 
tender of the State of Ohio. As the locks and dams on the Muskingum are i 
much better condition than were those on the Kentucky River when a simila: 
tender on the part of the State of Kentucky was accepted by the United Statc- 
and as the United States would probably expend much larger sums in buildin,: 
locks and dams on thisriver if no improvement had ever been made on it, Tun 
hesitatingly the a of the offer made by the State of Ohio 


That is in view of his former statements that he deemed it proper to 
increase the estimate made by the subordinate engineer of the amount 
which will be required for the improvement of these locks and dams 
He states the amount at $200,000. He says: 


My own experience shows that nothing is more uncertain than estimates o 
hydraulic work,that hidden and unknown damages are constantly ar 
whenever repairs are begun, and that the safest plan is to double all ile sd 
estimates in order to prov ide for the unforseen. I therefore think it advisa 
to increase Mr. Gregory's estimate to $200,000 


That is the amount that will be required to be expended by Congress 
during the coming year in the improvement of these locks and dams 
I suppose thisstream is a very important one to the State of Ohio, tha: 
it is and has been navigable for a long time, and that the only questio:: 
is whether or not the United States should assume the responsibilit; 
of this slack-water navigation and continue its improvement. I dv 
not feel called upon, in view of theaction of the Senate, to discuss tl): 
matter further, and will let them express their own views by their vote 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 0! 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBI RY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired gener- 
ally ih the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriv], but I have the 
liberty of voting on this question according to my judgment. On po 
litical questions I continue my pair with the Senator from Vermon:, 
but on all other matters I reserve the right to vote. I vote “‘yea’’ on 
The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. AupRricn]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 
vote : 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Onthis questionI am paired with the Senato: 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague pms HALE] is detained in the reom 0: 
the Committee on A business, and will be fo: 
the whole day. ee oe eee with the senior Senato: 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I will not renew the announcement dur- 
ing the day. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, mays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Berry Frye, Hawiey, Palmer 
Coke, George, Jones of Nevada, 
Conger, Gibson, Kenna, . 
Eustis, — Ham Maxey. Vest. 
Evarts, ian Miller, 

NAYS—25. 
Brown Sawyer, Walthall, 
‘Butler, Hearst, Sewell, ss 
Call, Sherman, Wilson - — 
Cullem, Jonesof Arkansas, Stanford, 
Dawes, NofOreg., Teller, . 
Gray, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—28. 

Aldrich, Chace, I ij Pike, : 
Allison, Cockrell, ~> Plumb, 
Beck, Colquitt, Mahone, Pagh, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson Ransom, 
Blair, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., ee 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Van Wyck 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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The next amendn ent of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1031, after the words ‘‘ lock and,’’ to strike out “‘ dam’? and in- 
sert “‘ approaches;’’ soas to make the clause read: 

Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, by anew 
lock and approaches, $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ‘ ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1039, to insert: 

F rehase of the two improved water ways known asthe Po Lake 
ont niece In vement Com ee Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal 
n Company being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water comm across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, by way of Portage River and lake, in the State of Michigan, and to 
make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and nav- 
igation, $350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That before 
said moneys shall be expended the Secretary of War shall cause an examination 
to be made by a board of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the im- 
portance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water 
communications across Keweenaw Point to the commerce and navigation of 
the lakes, and the reasonableness of the price therefor, and shall have received 
from said board a report favorable to such purchase by the United States, and 
also vu full and absolute conveyance to the United States of said two harbors 
of codean anal easements, rights of way, piers,docks,and appurtenances of 
every nature belonging to and connected with said works, or either of them. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have some explanation of this amendment. 
I do not know that Iam opposed to it, but I object to its being con- 
sidered as agreed to without discussion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My attention was called to another matter by a 
Senator sitting near me at the time the amendment was read. 

I desire to say that this amendment provides for the purchase of the 
Portage Lake and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake 
Superior Ship-canal Railway and Iron Company Canal, which are two 
canals constituting one water way across Keweenaw Point, on Lake 
Superior, from one point of the lake to another, this peninsula extend- 
ing out into Lake Superior a long distance, and these two canals con- 
stitute one water way across the base of this point. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER], who is a member of the 
committee, is very familiar with the history of these improvements and 
with the effect of this water way om the commerce of the lakes. He 

‘ will explain to the Senate more fully the character of this improvement 
and the object of the appropriation. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, this channel or water way isa water 
way between two parts of Lake Superior across a point which on the 

will be seen running up from the south shore of Lake Superior its 
whole length into the lake for about 120 miles. The navigation of 
Lake Superior, so far as the United States is concerned, is all along the 
southern shore. The straight line of navigation from White Fish 
Point, which is near the outlet of Lake Superior toward the Sault Sainte 
Marie, would nearly cross this point in the line of this water channel. 
The distance to be saved to navigation is around the very dangerous 
and rocky coast of Keweenaw Point; and I may say here that Kewee- 
naw Point is the ane locality of the copper region of Michigan. By 
passing through this channel, going about 25 or 30 miles through the 
channel, instead of going around the point, about 160 miles, perhaps 
160 miles is saved; and it is around a point which has no natural har- 
bor and no protection for vessels in case of storm. 

It was very early seen, as the lake became navigable and business in- 
creased there, that vessels which ran to the main point on the southern 
shore of Lake Superior, Marquette, the center of the great iron region, 
in passing there to Duluth on the lake would have to make a 

u 





around Keweenaw Point, a distance of 150 or 200 miles, to get 

the same line of travel that they could reach by crossing it. 
The ment of the United States gave to the State of Michigan 
land to assist in making a harbor of refuge on the Lake Superior side 
of this channel. The State of Michigan chartered a company to make 
the Portage River Canal, which was the outlet of Portage Lake, lying 
in a hollow in this point, and they have improved the passage-way so 
that vessels traversing the lake passthrough. They charge toll for this 
passage-way. The tolls for the last year amounted to $62,000. The 
average for some years past have been from $43,000 to $62,000 a 
year; and that is levied upon all the vessels and tonnage of vessels, 
and a toll is levied upon the cargoes of all vessels that enter into this 


channel for the great copper mines, the Hecla mines, situated on Port- 
age Lake, which is a part of this water way, and upon all the goods and 
which are taken into that country. 

The of the States bordering on these lakes, by their Legisla- 
tures, passed resolutions, some of them, for'successive years, asking 
7 to make a a free tan Tewiolatins have here the resolutions 
of. of Illinois, t' i of Michigan, the Legisla- 
ture of and the Legislature of Wisconsin, two of which in 


successive years have repeated their resolutious, asking Congress to make 
this.a free water way and thus relieve the shipping and merchandise of 


_— ee ee ae to cinty Chenmend doliees per year 


years. 
I have alsoin my hand the petitions of the boards of trade of cities 
in Illinois, Michigan, Minnesota, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, and Ohio, 


en behalf of navigation and in the interest of commerce 
pen a free channel and a free passage-way. I could read these 
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resolutions, but they are All to the same effect, and many of them have 
been repeated from year to year, and I have brought these later ones to 


present to Congress at this time. 

I will call attention to cities which have presented resolutions, and 
the remote places which are interested in this navigation. There were 
resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Chicago favoring the pur- 


chase of the canals connecting Portage Lake in Michigan with Lake Su- 


perior; resolutions of the Detroit Board of Trade in favor of the same; 
resolutions of the Duluth Board of Trade in favor of making a free 
in favor of the 


Canal; resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Minneapolis, Minn., 
to the same effect; a petition of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce 


praying for such legislation as will result in acquiring title to and own 


ership of the Lake Superior Ship-canal and a release of tolls; resolu- 
tions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wis., to 
the same effect; resolutions of the Importers’ Exchange of Toledo to 
the same effect. 

There are other resolutions of other cities and other boards of trade 
to this effect, and they have been repeated in many instances from year 
to vear, urging the purchase of this canal. 

Besides this, I have the petition of more than a thousand ship-own- 
ers and navigators on the lakes, presented to Congress and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, some of whom are residents of nearly 
every State in the Union. I have petitions of residents of Massachu 
setts, of residents of New York, interested in the commerce of that 
country; the petition of manufacturing companies; the petition of iron 
men; petitions from Oswego; petitions from different places, a hun- 
dred of them and more, and these are only a portion of the vast num- 
ber of papers which have been referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
not only for this present use, but urging it in years gone by. - There 
are several thousand people engaged in the commerce and navigation, 
directly and indirectly, of the Lake Superior region asking that 
may be made a free canal. 

A year and a half ago I untroduced into the Senate a resolution call 
ing on the Secretary of War to report to Congress the necessity and the 
advisability of making this a free canal and relieving the commerce of 
the lakes of these tolls. The report of General Poe, the engineer in 
charge of the department of the lakes, perfectly familiar for years with 
the navigable history and commerce of the lakes, the gentleman in 
charge of all the public works on Lakes Huron and Superior, includ- 
ing the two canals and the great locks that have been made there, 
made an exhaustive report which is published on page 262 of the re- 
port of the committee, which may be found on the desks of Senators. 

In that report, after enumerating the situation and condition of the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal, he sums up his recom- 
mendation thus: 


this 


If the above estimate of the minimum cost of the property of the Lake Supe- 
rior Ship-canal, Railway, and Iron Company ($3,000,000) and that of the Portage 
Lake and River Improvement Company ($300,000) is warranted by the facts dis- 
closed, then the price asked for the two ($350,000) may be stated as only one-tenth 
the original cost. And if, by the payment of that sum by the United States to 
the companies in question, the ownership of this important water way, clear of 
all incumbrances, can be vested in the Government, thus rendering its naviga- 
tion free to commerce, then there can be no question but that the price is reason- 
able and the purchase advisable. 


I take it for granted that the members of the Senate generally have 
read this report and that many are familiar with the geography of that 
region. The reports of last year and this year show that the number 
of vessels traversing that region has doubled in every year for the last 
five or six years. The reports show, and the fact is, that the great lock 
built in the Sault de St. Marie, as has been stated on this floor, is to-day 
unable to put through the vessels that traffic on Lake Superior with- 
out causing delay and demurrage in their passage up and down; and a 
note from General Poe shows that they have increased so largely that 
an unusual number for this year was passing the lock and crowding it; 
and Congress, seeing the necessity of it, has made appropriations in the 
last bill and in this bill to build a new lock in addition to the magnifi- 
cent one already there. 

All of the traffic going through that canal, with the exception of 
Canadian traffic, wouJd pass and does pass through this open channel 
now owned by a private company, except vessels loaded entirely at Du- 
luth, which, in fair weather, pass around this point into the open lake. 
Some few vessels that pass up, probably one-twentieth, or perhaps only 
one-twenty-fifth of all the vessels that pass up and down the lake, pass 
around this rocky point, and the others pass through this canal and 
pay these tolls. They use it for safety, for economy of time, and in 
order to touch at the other important points lying on the route. 

There is shipped out of this Portage Lake of native copper, mined on 
the banks of this interior lake of which these two canals form the out- 
let, annually over $6,000,000 worth of copper for the last few years. 
The toll on copper, I think, is a half cent a pound by the terms of the 
charter, and it is the only way in which those immense copper mines 
on Keweenaw Point, which furnish nearly half the copper of the world, 
have any water communication out into Lake Superior. The reports 
show that over $6,000,000 worth of copper is shipped from these mines 
annually, and the amount is increasing from time to time by the addi- 
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tion of cther newly discovered mines, All the coal, all the materials, 
all the machinery, all the merchandise for the two important towns of 
Holton and Hancock, situated on this interior lake, all the goods taken 
in and all the products taken out, of which I have only mentioned the 
copper, pay this toll by the terms of the charter of the company which 
deepened the Portage River from 5 feet to 13} and 14 feet, and which 
tolls are necessary to be paid; else there could have been no water com- 
munication over 5 feet in depth out into the deep waters of the lake. 

I will not dwell upon this, because there was no question in the 
minds of those who were acquainted with it, and in the views of the 
people of the State, and in the views of the men engaged in commerce 
upon the lakes and men interested in the commerce of those lakes from 
one end of the country to the other, that tLe amount of tolls charged, 
and which will be increasing with the increase of business, ought to 
make this almost a natural channel with the addition of the works 
which have been put upon it, and ought to make this a free passage-way. 

Besides that, from the Apostle Islands clear around this stormy point 
to Marquette, a distance of 270 miles, except this harbor of refuge into 
this lake through these canals on either side, there is not a safe harbor 
into which a vessel can run for all that 270 miles; and the Government 
originally aided this to make an opening into Portage Lake and make 
one of these canals a harbor of refuge, and it is so stated in the bill. 
The opening into Keweenaw Bay, a large bay, a great arm of the lake 
indeed, is also a harbor of refuge; and that is the only place where a 
vessel can run for shelter between the Apostle Islands, in Wisconsin, 
and Marquette and the iron region east of this place. 

I will not prolong my remarks, for I think the report of the committee 
and the report of the engineer will satisfy every one that this channel 
should be free. It was originally an open channel of the lake, extend- 
ing for several miles, forming part of it in the middle of this point, be- 
ing from 60 to 70 feet deep. It was evidently once a channel through 
between the two parts of the lake; but it has been filled up on the one 
side by the washing of the gravel and the sand, mcking a canal very 
necessary, and by the shoaling of the river to about feet on the other 
side, making necessary the great excavation which has been made there, 
and making the piers running out into the lake on either side for the 
entrance into this channel a necessity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1073, after the word ‘** Congress,’’ to insert: 

And the sum of 38,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be expended above Portg¢e City to prevent the overflow of 
the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox R®* er, so as to prevent injury to the 
Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made sepa- 
rately or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War. in adding toany 
protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 

So as te make the clause read: 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montello, 
on the approved plan, $75,000. And the Secretary of War is heteby directed to 
have the examination and sui¢ey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practi- 
cable and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session of 
Congress, And the sum of $8,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, may be expended above Portage City to prevent the over- 
flow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent injury 
to the Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made 
separately or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War, in adding to 
any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Before passing from this amendment, in line 1075 
the word ‘‘above’’ before ‘‘ Portage City’’ should be changed to ‘‘at 
or near.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1089, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ of which $12,000 
to be expended on the river at Grayville, Il.;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing work on lock and 
damsat Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, $80,000. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment of the committee will not be 
agreed to. It is not a question of how much shall be a ted, 
but simply a question of where the money shall be expended. The 
report of the Secretary of War states as follows: 

The river near Grayville is in a condition which requires immediate atten- 
tion. Here a serious “cut-off” is threatened, which will shorten the river 
about 3 miles, and by this sudden change of slope cause serious injury to navi- 

ion. The cut-off would also cause Grayville a loss, as its 

usiness is sawing lumber, which would be entirely destroyed, as cut-off 
would leave the town about 1} miles from the channel of the new river. 
should be taken to prevent this cut-off, and it is estimated that a sum of $20,000 
could be judiciously expended for this purpose. 


All that I desire is that the amendment shall not be agreed to, so 
that the same amount shall remain appropriated, but that the 
of War shall be required to a of it at that place and save 
the river. I hope the committee not insist on the amendment. 
Mr. CONGER. I think in regard to that the committee felt disposed 
to leave to the engineers in charge, after they had made their recom- 
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mendation and had stated what part of the appropriation ought to be used, 
discretion to use the appropriation as they judged was for the best in- 
terests of the work. The engineer reports strongly in favor of having 
an immediate appropriation for this improvement; but that was in re:- 
erence to a special provision. 

Now, if the bill passes, and the engineer thinks it important, as he 
does unquestionably, to put the work at Grayville in order, and pre- 
vent what he thinks would be a serious injury to the river, of course it 
will be his duty and he will have the power to expend this money un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War, wherever in the whole work 
it is most n , but the committee found inconvenience heretofore 
where a full appropriation was made for a full work in taking from the 
engineer the charge of it. I suppose the committee care very little 
either way, whether this amendment is adopted or not. I certainly 
myself have no objection to its being stricken out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be. Here is a sum of $80,000 pro- 
posed to be expended upon the Wabash River. This point at Grayville 
very specially needs immediate attention. Itis not proposed to increase 
the amount of the appropriation in the aggregate. While in all proba- 
bility the Secretary of War or Chief of Engineers would spend this 
amount, or whatever amount is necessary, in protecting this point, yet 
it is too important to leave the thing even discretionary with the Chic: 
of Engineers or anybody else, and I hope that the amount of $12,000 will 
be specifically appropriated for this particular purpose, asitis only a por- 
tion of what is necessary to complete the work, but that amount is nev- 
essary to protect the property of the Government at that point. 

Mr. HARRISON. It looks to me as if this was not the fair thing 
toward Indiana. The Wabash River is the boundary line between I)]i- 
nois and Indiana at this point. The total amount estimated for it was 
$180,000 or $190,000. ‘The committee have given here: 


Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Llinois: Continuing work on lock aiid 
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth— 


Which covers the region where Grayville is situated, a lump sum 
Of course that leaves it entirely in the discretion of the engineers as to 
where they will spend that money which is given generally for the im- 
provement of the Wabash River. They can place it, as the Senator 
from New York suggests, where it is most needed. But my friend 
from Illinois wants to separate from the appropriation (which is en- 
tirely below an adequate amount as estimated for) $12,000 to be ap- 
plied with special reference to the needs of Grayville, I1]., subtracting 
so rauch from the aggregate appropriation, and controlling the discre- 
tion of the engineer as to the expenditure of that amount. I think 
that ought not to be. 

Here is an appropriation in which two States are interested. It is 
specified here— 


Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois. 


And it is not fair, it seems to me, for either of those States to ask to 
give a special direction to these particular appropriations. They should 
be spent as the engineers, who have the responsibility of the work, 
think they can best expend the total amount appropriated for the river. 
It simply withdraws and cripples by so much, perhaps, improvements 
at other points that may be of interest to Vincennes and other points 
upon the river, and confines the expenditure to tye benefit of a partic- 
ular Illinois town. I think the Senator from Illinois ought to allow 
the appropriation to go generally for the benefit of the river. If the 
engineers regard this Grayville improvement as the most urgent, as the 
most important, then they will spend $12,000 of this total amount there, 
or more if they choose. 

If they do not, they will expend it elsewhere. This specific direc- 
tion ought not to be given, and this sum abstracted from the total 
amount appropriated for the river. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Ordinarily I should feel that it was entirely proper 
to allow the engineers to settle the question of the disposition of this 
money where they saw proper, and so far as the present engineer is con- 
cerned the probability is that he will expend the amount that is asked for 
at this particular place; but here is a Jocality which needs immediate 
attention, and which needs more money even than we have asked to 
ed this total amount of $80,000, and it is because of the peculiar 

ae distress that exists there to-day. While this engineer 
may beall rightand understand the situation thoroughly, nobody knows 
what the next one may conclude in reference to it. I have no desire 
myself to interfere with the disposition of the balance of the money. 
The State of Indiana I believe gets all the balance of the appropriation. 

Mr. HARRISON. How? 

Mr. CULLOM. What other place is there? 

Mr. HARRISON. It goes on the river. 

Mr. CULLOM. None of it goes to Illinois, I understand, except 
this amount which we are seeking to have appropriated, and here is 4 
place that needs immediate attention. All Task is that the little sum 
of $12,000 of the total appropriation be specifically stated as applica!|c 
to that purpose, so as to protect the river and the propeyigy there from 
immediate destruction, and te prevent injury to the le of that lo- 
cality. I hope that the amendment will be di to. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Illinois is entirely willing to 
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let it remain as our committee have left it if he could be sure that the 
present engineer vould remain in charge, becuuse he has already ascer- 
tained what his judgment is as to the relative merits of the various 
works to be done on the river; but he is not willing to leave it to the 
unbiased judgment of a competent officer who may succeed the one 


now in charge as to where this money ought to be expended. I sub- 
mit that it ought to be so left. 
j The Senator says that Indiana gets all the balance of this appropria- 


tion. Not at all, Mr. President. The river, as I have said, is the di- 
viding line up to the uttermost point named here, and the two States 
get equally benefit of it, All I ask is that this money may be ap- 
plied, to the judgment of the engineer who at the time is in 
charge of the work, at those places on the river where the expenditure 
is most needed. Ido not think it ought to be controlled in this way. 
Mr. CULLOM. In viewof this report, I appeal again to the Senator 
from Indiana. Here is an engineer who says: 
, Steps should be taken to prevent this cut off, and it is estimated that a sum 
/ of $20,000 could be judiciously expended. 


And he goes on to recite the particular reasons why an amount of 


: money should be expended there and expended without delay, and 
: while I am simply asking that this small sum shall be specifically set 
i aside for this purpose, I think neither the Senator from Indiana nor 
4 the committee ought to object to the amendment of the committee 
e being to. 


Mr. MILLER. It seems to me this amendment ought to be agreed 
to in order to protect just what the Senator from Illinois wants to pro- 
tect, which is the river at Grayville. If he has read the statement of 
the engineer correctly, he requires $20,000 to do that work, and the 
Senator proposes to limit him to $12,000. That is not sufficient to do 
it. It would be a waste of money to expend the $12,000 unless you 
are at liberty to spend $8,000 more to complete it. If the Senator 
leaves it where the committee have placed it, if the engineers are com- 
petent, as we are bound to assume they are, if they are honest, as we 
are bound to assume they are, instead of expending $12,000 at Gray- 
ville they will expend $20,000 of this money at Grayville and do the 
work complete, It seems to me the Senator from Illinois is perfectly 
safe to trust the Army engineers with this money. For his own pro- 
tection I submit the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can take care of my own protection without the 
help of the Senator from New York. If the Senate will give the 
$12,000, I will take care of the rest so far as the question of amount is 
concerned. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], but the pair does not apply to 
questions on this bill, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


I am paired with the 








2 The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
A 26, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—26. 
Berry, Conger, Harrison, s f 
Blair, teaasenda, Sinenof Askenéne, Vest. 
Brown, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, 
j Butler, Evarts, Kenna, Walthall, 
Call, eT Maxey, Wilson of Md. 
t Coke, Gibson, Miller, 
F Colquitt, Hampton, Payné, 
— NAYS—17. 
| 2 Chace, Hearst, Pugh, Teller, 
=— Ingalls, mennom, Wilson of Iowa. 
wes, . Sawyer, 
, Harris, nice, Gieaman, 
; Hawley, Stanford, 
> - ABSENT—33. 
r Aldrich, Fair, Manderson, Sabin, 
5 Allison, . Mitchell ~~ oni. 
; Beck, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
0 k Blackburn, Gray, Morgan, Vance, 
r f Bowen, Hale, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
, Camden, Hoar, Palmer, Whitthorne. 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
8 Cockrell, MeMillan, Plumb. 
€ Dolph, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
; So the amendment was to. , 
. , eae oe There is an amendment of the committee not on the 
printed copy, adopted after the bill was printed. In line 1039, on page 
43—I do not know whether the Chief Clerk has it in his copy ‘or not— 
after the words ‘‘ Bay City,’’ to insert: 
, And $5,000 in improving the west channel along West Bay City. 
m _ Thatis part of the appropriation for improving Saginaw River, Mich- 
le gan, where $5,000 shall be spent. 
mn The P. ENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
- &F The Cnier CieRK. On page 43, in line 1039 of section 1, after the 


words “‘ Bay City,’’ it is proposed to insert: 
_And $5,000 in improving the west channe! along West Bay City. 
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That is inserted merely as a correction of tho 





Mr. McMILLAN. 


bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Does that increase the appropriation? 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


No; it does not increase the amount of the ap- 


propriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know whether amendments to the bill 


are in order now or not. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are not. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I submit an amendment: 


For improving the Wabash River between Vincennes and Terre Haute, in In- 


diana, $25,000. 


Simply remarking that I offered a similar amendment some time ago, 
I merely sub- 
Mr. CONGER. The amendment I offered was not an individual 
I stated that it was one adopted by the committee, but was not 
It was not an amendment I offered my- 


Mr. HARRISON. 


I suggest to my colleague, as his amendment has 


been offered before and was perhaps printed —— 


Mr. VOORHEES. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then it is hardly necessary to offer it again. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam afraid the committee lost it. 
to have lost everything that relates to Indiana. 

Mr. FRYE. It is not now in order under the agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order. 


Yes. 


They seem 


The next 


amendment of the committee will be stated. 


Mr. KENNA. I present an amendment to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received and printed; and 
so the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana will be printed. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire the amendment offered by me to come in at 
the end of the first section. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1095, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ andin thesame line, after the word ‘‘ which,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert *‘ fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Calumet River, Hiinois: Continuing improvement, $10,000; of 
which $15,000 are to be used in dredging the river between the Forks and a point 
half a mile east of Hammond. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, in the first proviso to the clause making appropriations for ‘‘im- 
proving Calumet River, Ilinois,’’ in line 1099, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘* fifteen;’’ so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretofore appropri- 
ated, except the said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be expended un- 
til the entire right of way, as set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 9, second 
session, Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed to the United States 
free of expense, and the United States shall be fully released from all liability 
for damages to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
War; and if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken or that is dam- 
aged for the purpose of straightening or widening that portion of the Calumet 
River for which the appropriation herein is now made can not be induced to 
convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release their claim 
for damages caused by said improvement, or should the owner or owners be in- 
eapable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or residence be 
unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it shall then be 
the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of Illinois to im- 
mediately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof, in the manner 
and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois in such cases, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respective 
of the land taken or damaged. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, in the second proviso to the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for im- 
proving Calumet River, Illinois,’’ in line 1123, atter the word “‘ first,’”’ 
to strike out ‘“‘contribute’’ and insert ‘‘ execute a bond to the United 
States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for the payment of;’’ 
after the word ‘such,’’ at the end of line 1125, to strike out ‘‘ proceed- 
ing, and shall furnish the amount necessary,’’ and insert ‘‘ proceedings 
and;’’ after the word ‘‘ rendered,’’ at the end of line 1127, to insert 
**therein;’’? and in line 1128, before the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out 
‘cause ’’ and insert ‘‘ proceedings;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That the other owners of property and parties interested in 
said improvement shall first execute a bond to the United States, to be approved 
by the Secretary of War, for the payment of the costs of such proceedings, and to 
pay any judgment that may be rendered therein; and on failure to do so the 
proceedings shall be dismissed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe it is not in order to offer an amendment 
to any portion of the bill at present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis not, unless it is an amendment 
to an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I shall reserve it. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 

1, after line 1133, to insert the following: 

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its ap- 
purtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may have 
in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United States 
for canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the General Assem- 
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that the whole scheme 1s unconstitutional, and that Congress has no rated by the Des Moines Rapids as if the State of Mlinois had laid be- 
right to embark in the enterprise. | tween them, as it does between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi, and 
. : ; — " ‘ the construction of the canal in theState of Iowa around the Des Moines 
—< | Rapids connected what were virtually two separate water ways, al- 

Mr. President, the Constitution, thanks to the wisdom and foresight | though they were parts of the same river. 
of our fathers who framed it, is broad enough in its provisions and | . 
scope to authorize works of national importance like this. 

That great chart, by which statesmen are guided, or should be, in na- 
tional legislation, and by which Presidents and Cabinets and courts 
and citizens should alike be controlled, has scope and breadth enough 
to allow the people for whose benefit it was formed to adopt such meas- 
ures through their governing power as may from time to time become 
necessary in the interest of business and progress. It was for this pur- 
pose that the power to regulate commerce was expressly given to Con- 
gress, and it was for this that the ‘‘ general-welfare clause ’’ and 
other provisions looking to the needs of the people as conditions change 
were inserted. 

In the celebrated case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 1) Chief- 
Justice Marshall forcibly said: 

The genius and character of the whole Government seem to be, that its action 
is to be applied to all the general concerns of the nation, and to those internal 
concerns which affect the States a: but not to those which are com- 
oe within a particular State which do not affect other States and with which 


not necessary to interfere for the purpose of executing some of the general 
powers of the Government, 


And in construing the power to regulate commerce he said: 


It is the power to regulate, that is, to prescribe the rule by which commerce 
is to be governed. This power, like all others vested in Congress, is complete 
in itself; may be exercised to its utmost extent, and acknowledges no limita- 
tions other m are prescribed in the Constitution. * * * If, as has always 
been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, though limited to specific objects, 
is ry as to those objects, the power over commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States,is vested in Congress as absolutely as it would be 
in asingle government having in its constitution the same restrictions on the 
exercise of the power as are found in the Constitution of the United States. 

The wisdom and discretion of Congress, their identity with the — and 
the influence which their constituents possess at elections, are in this, as in many 
other instances, as that, for example, of d war, the sole restraints upon 
which they have relied to secure them from its se. 


Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, section 1067, says: 


The power to regulate commerce is general and unlimited in its terms. 

The full power to regulate a particular subject implies the whole power, and 
leaves no residuum. A grant of the whole is incompatible with the existence 
ofa tin another to any part of it. A grant of power to regulate necessarily 
e 


the action of all others who would perform the same operation on the 
same thing. 


The settled doctrine of the United States Supreme Court upon the 
question is laid down in Mobile vs. Kimball (102 U. S., 691), in which 
ease, referring to the power to regulate commeree, it is declared: 


That power is indeed without limitation. It authorizes Congress to prescribe 
the conditions upon which commerce in al! its forms shall be conducted between 
our citizens and the citizensor subjects of other countries, and between the citi- 
zens of the several States, and to adopt measures to promote its growth and to 
insure its safety. 


And in a late decision, rendered in April, 1885, in the case of Glouces- 
ter Ferry Company vs. Pennsylvania (114 U. S., 196), the same tribunal 
declared, speaking of commerce among the States: 


The power to regulate that commerce, as well as commerce with foreign na- 
vested in Congress, is the power to prescribe the rules by which it shall 

be governed, that is, the conditions upon which it shall be conducted ; to deter- 
mine when it shall be free and when it shall be subject to duties or other ex- 
actions. The power also embraces within its control a!l the instrumentalities 
by which that commerce may be carried on, and the means by which it may be 
and encouraged. 


The Saint Clair Flats originally prevented free navigation between 
Lakes Huron and Erie. These flats were within the territorial juris- 
diction of the State of Michigan, and the question involved in their im- 
provement was the same that is now presented in the proposed con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal. Michigan was not more deeply, in- 
terested in the removal of these obstructions to the navigation of the 
Great Lakes than were several other States, and there was no more 
reason why that State should incurthe heavy expense necessary to their 
removal for the benefit of other States equally with itself than there is 
that Illinois should be asked to build this canal for the benefit of the 
West and Northwest. 

The courts construe the Constitution liberally as they should do. 
While there is perhaps no decision exactly in point to prove beyond 
controversy that it is within the purview of the Constitution for Con- 
gress to construct such a canal as is proposed wholly within one State, 
I am unable tosee any difference in principle between the construction 
of a canal to connect the two most important systems of internal water 
communication in the country, though it may happen to be located 
wholly within a single State, and the construction of canals within the 
States for the purpose of connecting the navigable portions of a creat 
river or of affording free communication between two great lakes. ‘The 
only question to be determined in either case, it-seems to me, is whether 
the proposed improvement is of national importance and wil! promote 
the public welfare to an extent sufficient to justify the expenditure req 
uisite being made from the funds belonging to the people of al! the 
States. 

The proposal on the part of the State of Illinois to make over to the 
Government its now completed Illinois and Michigan Canal is of com 
paratively recent date, and has not to any great extent heretofore en- 
gaged theattention of Congress. The Hennepin Canal project bas been 
before Congress for some years, and while Congress has not gone further 
than to authorize surveys to be made, public sentiment has been grow- 
ing in favor of the Government undertaking this great work. In order 
that the two propositions involved in the project may be better under- 
stood, I desire to review the history of the present Illinois and Michi- 
gan Canal now offered to the Government, and to call attention to the 
history of the movement in favor of the construction of the Hlennepin 
Canal, and to some of the indorsements which this undertaking has re- 
ceived. In doing this I will be as brief as I can consistently with the 
importance of the subject. 





















THE ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 


A survey was authorized by Congress in 1822 for a canal to connect 
Lake Michigan with the Illinois River, but nothing seems to have been 
done until 1827, when by act of Congress approved March 2 of that 
year a grant of public lands was made to the State of Illinois to aid in 
the construction of the canal. This act granted ‘‘a quantity of land 
equal to one-half of five sections in width on each side of said canal 
and reserving each alternate section to the United States, to be selected 
by the Commissioner of the Land Office under the direction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, from one end of said canal to the other.”’ 
(Volume 4, Statutes at Large, 234.) This grant of land amounted to 
290,915 acres, and is the only aid ever given by the Government to the 
State in the construction of the canal. 


A ran There does not appear to have been much discussion in Congress upon 
out thecountry would certainly be the means of aiding and encouraging | the act making this grant, probably because it followed along with the 


commerce among the States. Nor are numerous precedents lacking to | act to grant lands to the State of Indiana to aid in the construction of 
justify Congress in undertaking the improvement now proposed. Canals | a cana! to connect the Wabash River with Lake Erie. 
to overcome natural obstacles to the navigation of important water ways 
been constructed by the General Government. Inearlier 

days the method adopted was to grant public lands to the States for 
a in enreenen of canals, but in recent years Congress has 
hesitated e appropriations for the same purposes. 
Grauts of land for canal purposes were made to Indiana and Ininois in 
1827, to Ohio in 1828, to Florida in 183i, and to Michigan in 1852, 
while as early as 1826 Congress appropriated $150,000 to the Dismal! 
Company. These grants, like the millions of acres granted 

to aid in the construction of railroads, were all made for the purpose of 


Theconstruction of a canal that would cheapen transportation through- 


In the discus- 
: of the latter measure it was argued that that canal would be of 
| 


great benefit to the country generally, and the West particularly, in 
furnishing a water route for the transportation of the agricultural prod- 
ucts of the West to Eastern markets. It was also argued that the lands 
it was proposed to grant had been obtained from the Indians at a cost 
of less than 1 cent an acre, and, while they were being disposed of to 
settlers at $1.25 per acre, the construction of the proposed canal would 
cause a ready market for the lands reserved at not less than $5 per acre 

Hence the Government could well afford to grant one-half of a strip of 





q land along the line of the canal, since its construction would enhance 

improving the facilities for transportation and of promoting ecommerce, | the value of the other half at least fourfold. 

under the same which Congress is asked to exercise for the same The Indiana grant was passed, and immediately afterward the grant 
in the Hennepin Canal. to Illinois was passed, being the same in terms as the Indiana grant, 


eur own recollection, Congress has expended millions of dol- 

lars for the same purposes ani! in the exercise of the same power in the 
improvement of the Saint Clair Flats and in the construction of the 
around the Des Moines Rapids, of the Ohio Canal at Louisville 
Portland, and of the Muscle Shoals Canal on the Tennessee River. 
Michigan and the Mississippi can be connected by means of the 
Canal for about the same amount that was expended by the 


| though much smaijlerin the number of acres included. 

Several surveys were made of the proposed Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, but none were adopted until 1836, when an estimate and d 
tailed plan then made was determined upon. The State of Illinois 
carried on the work upon this plan until 1841, when work was suspended 
for wantof funds. In 1845 the State effected an arrangement with her 


Ih 


| 
| 
in overcoming the obstacles to the navigation of the Mis- | again went on. 


canal creditors whereby they advanced additional funds, and the work 
Government The canal was completed in 1848 at a cost to the State 
sissippi between Montrose and Keokuk. For commercial purposes as | of about $6,500,000. This expenditure left the State very largely in 
& water way the two paris of the Mississippi were as effectively sepa- | debt, but that indebtedness was long since paid, partly from the pro- 


i 
i 
| 
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ceeds of the sales of canal lands and partly from other revenues of the 
State. 

The canal as thus constructed was 100 miles in length, 60 feet wide 
in earth, 48 feet wide in rock, and 6 feet deep. Since the construction 
of the canal the State of Illinois hs expended nearly $1,000,000 in im- 
provement of the navigation of the Illinois River by constructing dams 
and locks at Henry and Copperas Creek. This was made necessary in 
order to keep up navigation in the Illinois River, and thus make the 
canal useful in furnishing a water route from Lake Michigan to the 
Mississippi River at the mouth of the Illinois River. 

In addition to these expenditures the State of Illinois has reim- 
bursed the city of Chicago for deepening the canal, which was done by 
that city at a cost of about $3,000,000. It will thus be seen that the 
present water route from the lake to the Mississippi River through the 
lilinois River represents a total outlay on the part of the State of about 
$10,000,000. 

I have always believed that the improvement of this water way is a 
work of national importance, which should not devolve upon one State 
alone. In January, 1881, while governor of Illinois, if I may be per- 


mitted to quote what I then said upon the subject, in a message to the 
Legislature I said: 


The demand for the enlargement of the canal and the completion of the 
Illinois River improvement grows more urgent every year, and it is a matter 
which by no means interests Illinois alone, but is of equal importance to all 
the States which border on the Mississippi River, and to all which de- 
pens upon the t valley for their food supplies. While this water way 
happens to be wholly within the territory of Tilinois, its improvement is not a 
question of local or State interest. 

* * * The advantage to the nation resulting from connecting the lakes 
with the Mississippi Rivgs, the North and East with the West and South, by a 
water way through whicu can pass the bulky products of the Mississippi Val- 
ley will be infinitely more than the cost of such improvement, 


Again, in 1832, when the Legislature was convened in special ses- 
sion, in calling its attention to this subject, I said: 


I regard this asa most important matter, and one in which the people of the 
whole country are interested. The time has come, in myju ent, when it is 
clearly the part of statesmanship to make this canal, now belonging to our 
State, a great water way, free to the commerce of the gaagte of the nation and 
adequate to its requirements. Itshould be made wide and deep eno to con- 
tain a volume of water flowing constantly from the lakes to the Mississippi 
River of sufficient, size to fally answer the demands of trade for years to come. 
In connection with this canal and the improvement of the Illinois River the 
proposed canal from Hennepin, on the Illinois River, to the Mississippi River, 
at or near Rock Island, should be constructed of such capacity as will meet the 
needs of the commerce of the great West. The work is nal in character 
and importance, and should not be done by Illinois alone. While both canals 
and the river are entirely within the territorial limits of our Commonwealth 
yet the benefits to be derived from their construction and improvement would 
be coextensive with the nation, North, South, East, and West. 


In accordance with my recommendation the Legislature passed ‘‘an 
act ceding the Illinois and Michigan Canal to the United States,’’ which 
act was approved April 28,1882. Section 1 of that act provides— 

That the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its right of way and all its appurte- 
nances, and all right, title,and interest which the State may now have in any 
real estate ceded to the State by the United States for purposes, be, and 
are hereby, ceded to the United States, for the purpose of making and maintain- 
ing an enlarged canal and water way from Lake Michigan to Illinois and 
Mississippi Rivers ; and this cession is made upon the condition that the United 
States shall, within five years from the time this act takes effect, accept this 
grant, and thereafter maintain the said canal and water way for the purpose 
aforesaid. In case the United States shall this t, it is upon the ex- 
press condition that the canal shall be en in manner as 
shall determine,and be maintained as a national water way for comm 


pur- 
poses, to be used by all persons, without discrimination, under such rules and 
regulations as Congress may prescribe. 


This act was submitted to a vote of the people of Illinois at the gen- 
eral election in November, 1882, and was ratified by a very large ma- 
jority, and its ratification was announced by proclamation of the gov- 
ernor the same month. 

In the following November the governor of Illinois forwarded to the 
President of the United States a certified copy of said law and of the 
proclamation of the governor announcing the ratification of the act by 
the voters of the State. The communication from the of Tli- 
nois, with its accompanying was referred by President to 
the Secretary of War, who returned it December 11, 1883, with —- 
thereon by the Chief of Engi of the United States Army, in which 
he submitted estimates of the cost of constructing the Hennepin Canal. 
In concluding his report the Chief of Engineers said: 

Inasmuch as Congress has made vision for a survey and estimate for en 
larging the Illinois and Michigan and as the State of Illinois has taken 
steps toward transferring the canal to the United States, and as there appears to 


be no question as to the benefit which would result tocommerce and na‘ 


by the proposed en t in case the Hennepin Canal project is adopted, it 
is recommended that su 


be submitted to Congress, in accordance with 
the wishes of the governor of Illinois. 


On the 9th of January, 1884, President Arthur transmitted all these 
papers to Congress, commending the subject to its consideration as one 
of great importance. 

Notwithstanding the active competition encountered from numerous 
railway lines the canal has for years more than held its own in the 
amountof traffic transported, as is shown by the following official state- 
ment of the number of canal-boats ing, of the clearances issued, 
of the miles run, and of the tons on the Illinois and Mich- 
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gian Canal during the past twenty-six years, from 1860 to 1885, inclu- 
sive: 
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+ Of this number 27 are steam canal 


-boats and 8 are tugs. 


The State of Illinois offers to grant this canal to the United States, 
not because it desires to get rid of an unprofitable investment but be- 
cause it stands ready to do its full share toward ne the connec- 
tion between the Mississippi and the lakes, which the commerce of the 
country requires. This canal, including-the improvement of the IIli- 
nois River, represents an expenditure on the part of the State of about 
$10,000,000, and the property included in the grant is worth many mill- 
ions. It has never been the policy of the State to operate this canal as 
a source of revenue, and yet with the low tolls that have been imposed 
the receipts from the canal during the past thirty-eight years—1848 to 
1885, inclusive—show a balance of $1,614,005 over the expenditures for 
ordinary and extraordinary repairs, renewals, and operating expenses. 

Under the terms of the grant made by the State it must be accepted 
by the United States before November 22, 1887. 

HISTORY OF THE HENNEPIN CANAL MOVEMENT. 

The question of constructing some kind of a water way through which 
vessels of large tonnage might pass back and forth between the Missis- 
sippi River and Lake Michigan is not a new one. For many years the 
subject has been agitated, and many plans have been suggested and dis- 
cussed. Riverimprovement conventions, State Legislatures, and boards 
of trade have from time to time urged the importance of such a con- 
nection between the country’s two greatest systems of internal commu- 
nication by water, and I do not believe that any public improvement 
ever received so strong an indorsement as this has. 

As far back as 1845 a convention was held in Memphis, Tenn., con- 
sisting of five hundred and eighty-three delegates from the States of 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, the two Carolinas, Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, 
Texas, Mississippi, Tennessee, Arkansas, Missouri, Kentucky, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, and the then Territory of Iowa, the object of which was 
‘“*to confer on measures which should be adopted for the development 
of the resources of the valley of the Mississippi and adjacent States on 
the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic coast.”” That convention ap- 
pointed a committee to memorialize upon the subjects referred 
to in the resolutions adopted by the convention, among which was this 
one: 

of the 
pues eat senrine he feral Sores i Se 
the enlightened of Congress. 

The memorialists of that convention, being representatives from South 
Carolina, Kentucky, Mississippi, Tennessee, aud Missouri, urged upon 
the importance of such an improvement from a military as 
well as commercial point of view. The memorial of that convention, 
was referred to a select committee of the 
That com- 
thereon, and upon the subject of 
ship-canal between the Mississippi River antl the great lakes said: 

In reference to that ion of the memorial which relates to the connection 
of the Mississippi and the lakes by a canal which would admit ships of the 

class a either to pass from one to the other, your committec 
y concur ao which it states 


ful in reference to its im ; batthey are of 
the opinion Congress has 


portance 
no power under the Constitution to construct 


These facts are referred to as showing that even at that early day 
the importance of the connection it is now to make between 
the great river by citizens and states- 
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men. Ifit was important then, how much more importantnow! The 
vast regions of country in the West and Northwest, then a wilderness, 
have now become populous States and Territories, producing a large 
proportion of the food supply of the East as well as of foreign countries. 
The then prevailing as to the limited power of Congress to 
make internal improvements have given place to later and more en- 
lightened constructions of the Constitution. Vast sums of money are 
ex by the Government every year on the improvement of rivers 
and harbors and in di canals in the interest of commerce which, 
under the views pre in the days of Calhoun, could not be appro- 
priated without positive outrage to the Constitution. 

I am satisfied that, had the views that have of late years prevailed 
among the wisest of our statesmen concerning the power of Congress to 
appropriate money for internal improvements prevailed more generally 
in an earlier day, we would not now be engaged in the consideration of 
this project, for this canal would long since have become an accom- 
plished fact. 

All the conventions held in recent years in the interest of Western 
water ways have indorsed this project, among which may be mentioned 
those held at Saint Louis in 1880, at Davenport in 1881, at New Or- 
leans in 1885, and at Saint Paul last September. These conventions 
were composed of hundreds of delegates representing the States in the 
Mississippi and Missouri Valleys, North and South. 

orthwestern water ways convention, held in Saint Paul last 
September, was attended by nearly a thousand delegates from Illinois, 
Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Dakota, and 
Montana. These delegates represented 744,808 square miles of terri- 
tory, and not less than thirteen million people. The annual products 
of the region represented are valued at $3,000,000,000. At that con- 
vention the following resolution was adopted : 

Rewined, Shek in the opinion of this convention the enlargement of the Illi- 
nois and Michigan Canal, and the extension of the same by the construction of 
the canal from the Illinois River at Hennepin to the Mississippi River at Rock 
Island, thereby connecting the great lakes with the Upper aint and giving 
a continuous line of water transportation from the Mississippi Valley to the At- 
lantie seaboard, is demanded in the interest of cheap transportation and the 
now immense and growing commerce of the Northwest, and we call upon our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to urge the construction of such canal 
and 7 enlargement of the I)linois and Michigan Canal by the General Govern- 
ment, 

The Legislatures of New York, Iowa, and Illinois have memorialized 
Congress in behalf of this improvement. It has been indorsed several 
times by the National Board of Trade and by the commercial organiza- 
tions of Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis, Saint Louis, La Crosse, Du- 
luth, Davenport, Muscatine, Rock Island, Buffalo, Syracuse, and New 
York city. It has been twice recommended by the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation, and the New York Produce Exchange 
made the first exception to its general rule on these questions by unan- 
imously indorsing this canal, saying in substance: 

That this was the first time since their organization that they had recom- 
mended the General Government to aid or construct internal improvements, or 
had asked or advised their Representatives in Congress to vote appropriations 
for any internal improvement of any kind; that this was an exception, and if 


they were not firmly convinced that it had merit they would not depart from 
their universal rule. 


Among the many petitions and memorials presented to Congress from 
time to time in favor of this work, none I think are more significant 
than those which during this session have been coming in from differ- 
ent assemblies of the Knights of Labor all over the country praying 
Congress to construct the Hennepin Canal. Each of these assemblies 
represents a separate constituency of men who earn their bread by la- 
bor and who form an important part of the Government whose agents 
we are. These men ask and have a right to ask that Congress shall do 
whateverit can to lessen the price of the food they consume by reducing 
as much as possible the cost of its transportation, and they also urge 
the propriety of constructing this canal at this time when thousands of 
honest men are unable to obtain employment and are suffering for the 
necessaries of life. 


In the light of the facts cited and the indorsements mentioned I dis- 


claim for these projects any purely local character. The canal it is 
ore as well as the one already built and now offered to 


States are, it is true, entirely within the territorial limits 
of Illinois, but other States are much more directly to be benefited by 
the improvement than Illinois. The object of the proposed connection 
between the lakes and the Mississippi is to provide cheaper carriage 
for heavy freights passing between the East and the West.. The freight 
water route from the West to the East or from the East to 
the West must pass through Chicago, and the much higher charges of 
now prevailing between the West and Chicago than be- 
_aa the East give rise to the necessity of and demand 
a 


pe has a number of times authorized surveys of routes for this 
canal to be made by Government engineers at Government expense. In 
authorizing these surveys could have had no other thought 
than the possibility if not probability that it would sooner or later au- 
thorize the construction of the canal; and such action was certainly an 
expression of belief in the of Congress under the Constitution to 

ani that the commerce of the country would, 
sooner or later, demand that it should be built. In the Forty-seventh 


Congress the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate reported an 
amendment to the river and harbor bill making an appropriation to 
commence the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi, or Hennepin 
Canal. This was not adopted by the Senate, but provision was made 
for a new survey, the results of which have been presented to Congress 
this session. 

WHAT 15 PROPOSED. 

The river and harbor act of 1882 directed a survey to be made for a 
canal from a point on the Illinois River at or near Hennepin by the most 
practicable route to the Mississippi River at or above Rock Island, 
to be not less that 70 feet wide at the water line and not less than 7 
feet in depth of water, and with capacity for vessels at least 280 tons 
burden. The act also provided for a survey of the Illinois and Michi- 
gan Canal, and for estimates of the cost of enlarging it to the dimensions 
of the proposed Hennepin Canal. These surveys and estimates were 
made and transmitted by the President to the last Congress at its first 
session. (Senate Executive Document No. 38.) A supplemental sur- 
vey has since been made and transmitted to Congress the present Session. 
(House Executive Document No. 117.) Reference is made to these sur- 
veys and reports for detailed information as to the route, practicability, 
and cost of this improvement. 

None of the engineers engaged in these surveys raise any question or 
express any doubts in their reports as to the practicability of construct- 
ing the proposed water way, and Maj. W. H. H. Benyuard, of the En- 
gineer Corps, who had charge of the surveys, says: 

The surveys demonstrate that a perfectly feasible route exists for a canal from 
the Illinois River, near Hennepin, to the Mississippi, at or above Rock Island. 

The dimensions of the canal as agreed upon by the engineers and 
on the basis of which the estimates were made provide for a width of 
80 feet at the surface and a depth of 7 feet of water, with locks 170 
feet long and 30 feet wide, which would give a capacity sufficient at 
the most unfavorable stage of the main river for the passage of barges 
of 300 tons, although with deep water such barges could, with the 
box-top, carry 600 tons. 

To make thedimensionsof the Illinois and Michigan Canal correspond 
with the size of the proposed Hennepin Canal would require an enlarge- 
ment of 20 feet in width, an increased depth of 1 foot, and the adding 
of 60 feet to the length and of 12 feet to width of the locks, no change 
in the number or location of the locks being necessary. The estimated 
cost of this enlargement is $2,298,919.15, which would increase the 3ize 
of the canal about 25 per cent. The present canal offered to the United 
States is 96 miles long, and with the Hlinois River has extended water 
communication from Lake Michigan two-thirds of the distance to the 
Mississippi. 

The length of the proposed Hennepin Canal is 74.5 miles by one of 
the routes surveyed to Rock Island and 77 miles by the other. Six 
routes in all have been surveyed, which follow different lines at the 
western end, and the estimated cost of each is as follows: 

Rock Island route, via Green River...... g 


(mG neenanegeiecenes seebesvedeneatia ge ty Peek ae 
Rock Island route, via Penney’s Slough and Kock River........... peneegened 6, 4, 062 
We RECS PI, Wie CHEB TRIG OE o ceicc ccc ccccccscceccccdecessscocceccessccece iadincaghimeatel 7, 207,46 
Watertown route, via Penney’s Slougla.................ccc.ccceceseccecsosccsescceseee 6, 306, 552 
od ea ote nasiabladneuminabecbeionenneccceouss 5, 811, 367 


The difference in cost between the most northern and the Rock Island 
route, via Penney’s Slough, is $542,685, and between the northern 
route and the other Rock Island route is $698,169. The difference in 
cost between the Penney’s Slough Watertown route and the two Rock 
Island routes is very slight. General Newton, the Chief of Engineers, 
in view of the commercial importance of the cities of Rock Island, Da- 
venport, and Moline, all close together, favors a route having its ter- 
minus at Rock Island, and I am of the opinion that if the canal is built 
it should make that city its western terminus, as is proposed in the 
amendment reported by the committee. 


WHY THIS IMPROVEMENT SHOULD BE MADE. 

The States and Territories lying in the vast expanse of the Upper 
Mississippi and Missouri River Valleys produce more than one-third of 
the food supplies necessary for the general consumption of the nations 
and they are as well consumers of the products of other sections of the 
Union to the-extent of the purchasing capacity of our own surplus prod- 
ucts. The great markets are reached with more difficulty and at greater 
expense from this productive region than from any other portion of our 
country, and hence itis that the thirteen millions of people inhabiting this 
fertile domain bear a heavier burden in the shape of transportation 
charges than the remainder of our population because of the long dis- 
tances and expensive routes over which their products and purchases are 
necessarily carried to and from the Eastern States and Europe. What- 
ever improvements can be made that will reduce the cost of carriage 
will tend to reduce the cost to consumers everywhere of one-third of our 
entire food supply. Even should the entire saving go only into the 
pockets of the producers of this great'empire and add only to their 
wealth the General Government would be justified in making liberal ex- 
penditures for their benefit. But it must be plain that the millions thus 
saved would be expended in making purchases of the products of other 
sections which would reap like profits from the increased demand for 
their products and the reduced cost of their distribution. Therefore in 
either point of view it is clear that whatever saving can be effected in 
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the transportation tax will prove materially advantageous to West and 
East alike, and will add to the wealth and prosperity of the entire Union. 

We are all familiar with the marvelous development and unexcelled 
resources of this great productive area, which is capable of furnishing 
the food supplies of thecontinent. Its productive capacity seemsalmost 
unlimited, but in consequence of the recently increased and more suc- 
cessful foreign competition a point has been reached where it js a ques- 
tion whether this vast domain shall continue to prosper unless it can 
be relieved of some portion of the onerous burden now imposed upon it 
for transportation. The numerous lines of railway constructed through 
this Territory have failed to relieve this burden upon the staple prod- 
ucts of the people to a sufficient extent to enable them to compete suc- 
cessfully with other countries and other sections of the United States, 
and they are therefore compelled to look to the developmentof the water 
ways with which nature has bountifully supplied them as the only avail- 
able means of relief. They have 7,000 miles of rivers which are or can 
be made navigable and 1,000 miles of lake coast, and they ask that these 
natural highways be improved and connected, not only for their own 
relief but for the benefit of the whole people; not only to increase the re- 
turns from their own labor but their capacity to purchase the fruits of 
the ).bor of others; not only to reduce the cost of food in all parts of 
the Union, but to increase the earnings of the wage-worker and the 
profits of the manufacturers everywhere by increasing the demand for 
the products of every industry. 

To show what can be done in this direction by improvement of the 
water ways I need only to call attention to what has been done toward 
reducing the cost of carriage by water between Chicago and New York. 
The improvement of the Saint Clair flats by the Government revolu- 
tionized grain transportation on the great lakes by making possible the 
use of steam-vessels capable of carrying cargoes three times as large as 
those carried before, and of towing at the same time barges carrying as 
much more. 
25,000 bushels of grain by a single vessel was an unusual feat, but since 
that time a single steamboat with its barges has transported 260,000 
bushels on one trip. There can be no doubt that the millions expended 
by Congress upon the Saint Clair flats, in connection with the abolition 
of tolls on the Erie Canal, have saved many millions annually to the 

le and for a time gave the United States control of the grain markets 
of the world. The immense saving effected by these improvements is 
indicated by the fact that a permanent reduction of 12 cents a bushel 
has been made in the cost of transporting grain from Chicago to the At- 
lanticseaboard. If the old rates should be restored we would not export 
any cereals at all; and unless the rates from the West and Northwest 
can be reduced by extending to that region the benefits of water car- 
riage the production and exportation of cereals, which in 1880 comprised 
almost one-third of the entire exports of the United States, must con- 
tinue to be limited. 

We all know that the water rates between Chicago and New York 
effectively regulate and control all railroad rates between points to the 
east of the Mississippi River. This regulation is potential upon five- 
sixths of the line traversed by the immense traffic passing between the 
Atlantic coast and the region beyond the Upper Mississippi, but it 
ceases at Chicago, and it costs more for transportation over the one-sixth 
of the distance which lies beyond the reach of this regulative influence 
than it does over the remaining five-sixths. And the farther any of 
this territory is removed from a water route the more oppressive and 
burdensome do the charges for transportation become. 

This is shown by a few examples cited in the memorial presented to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, in which the following state- 
ments will be found: 

Water transit for freights is © be the ch le. m- 
ple, coal was carried on owe ; aoe he connented tant, aetieens 
uffalo to Chicago, about 1,000 miles, for 64 cents per ton; thence to the Mis- 
sissippi River, 200 miles, the aa was $2; for the next 100 miles it mounts up 


to #4 per ton from Chicago; and in Western Towa and Minnesota it runs upward 
to a much higher figurc. 
> 


cad + - + ” = 
Take another example. The Sales on a bushel of wheat between Northern 
Towa and Chicago, — 400 miles, 
high aan a than the cost of 
ghest ire more 
from cing ir 





June, 1884, to Liverpool, 4,500 
miles, for the same price, in favor of water transit. So o 
tat ti wee sold west of the 


other products. 
The pom nay en New York by canaland lake now 
the Hennepin Canal they would be extended to Saint Paul, 
freight on a bushel of wheat between Minnesota and Northern 
being from 16 to 2] cents per bushel, Major Benyaurd has 
and canal it would be only 6 cents. This would reduce the cost of the bread on 
ae coe of the seaboard States from £2 te Span ene. for every 
also leave millions of money people 
bper Stisisipp! states Again, it is asked, is not the Hennepin Canal a 
ed ee ek oad work? 
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cheapest and most practicable method that has been suggested. 1 ))ix 
canal could be and would be used by an immense traffic, but its regul.:.\.. 
influence would affect an immensely greater traffic than could or w: \)| 
seek its line. It is estimated that between Saint Paul and Saint | 
12,000,000 tons of freight annually cross the Mississippi, all of 
would be affected by providing water communication between the 

and the lakes, and a small saving in the freight charges on these « 
ments would equal every year the entire cost of this proposed im): 
ment. 

The vast empire lying within the Upper Mississippi and Miss 
River Valleys, comprising the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, |o 
Tlinois, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska, and the Territories of Dak»:, 
and Montana, contains one-fourth of the area of the United States, 10: 
including Alaska, and has a population of at least 13,000,000, or ne: 
one-fourth that of the United States. The wonderful productive ca). 
ity of this territory is indicated by the following statement, com)’ 
by Col. P. B. Walker, of the Minnesota River Commission, showing 
extent of its productions last year, in spite of the heavy charges 
Gps with which it is burdened and the low — prevai 
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The netaseed outlet for a leeme proportion of these products is through 
the great lakes to the East, the trend and tendency of this comm: 
being eastward. The traffic now carried on upon the Upper Miss - 
sippi River and its tributaries is much more extensive than is com. 
monly supposed, as persistent efforts are made presumably in the r:il- 
road interest to create the impression that the river has virtually yon: 
out of use. Between the mouth of the Chippewa and Suint Lo: 
there are eighty mills on the main river, with an annual day-sawiny 
capacity of 800,000,000 feet of lumber, employing some sixteen thou- 
sand men, and representing about $20,000,000 of capital. On the Up- 
per Mississippi and its tributaries, the Saint Croix, Chippewa, W iscon- 
sin, and Black, there are about two hundred mills engaged in th 
manufacture of lumber, the greater part of their product being floate! 
into the Mississippi. 

The statement of the traffic that has passed through the Des Moin 
Rapids Canal since it was opened in 1877 to June 30, 1884, shows th. 
itincluded 6,059 steamboats and 3,323 barges, 59,079 passengers, 3\)~ - 
572 tons of merchandise, 8,263,189 bushels of grain, 219,697,812 ce: 
of lumber, 47,175,134 feet of logs, 82,838,561 lath, and 95,601,1° 
shingles. 

In 1883 the number of steamboats, barges, and rafts passin: 
tehige over the Seantesiygt « at othe palate: ae was as follows: 
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| 4,316) 509 
| 3,585 | 867 
} 2, 454 | 54 
3,006 | 592 
2,561 M2 
1,943 | 291 
1,856 400 


In the steamboat districts extending from Saint Louis to Sioux |’ 
on the Missouri ee thereareemploy:( FE 
more than 300 steamboats, with an negregate tonnage of 65, 
against 122 in 1860, and the reports show that more than three : z 
quarter million passengers were carried on those steambeats tast ve i 
ae the popular belief that, so far as passenger t1a\«' ~ 
concerned, the great river has gone into what the Executive wou! d call 
a state of ‘‘innocuous desuetude.” 

These figures, though incomplete, suggest almost unlimited pc-~' 
ities in the way of cheap water carriage throughout the Northwest \ 
its natural have been properly improved and their free »:\ 
gation Let us now glance at the commerce of the great (15° 
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which the in Canal would connect with this traffic on the Mis- 
through the Sault Sainte Marie Canal during the short season of 
navigation. Although the number of miles of railway leading into 
from the West is 23,401 by main lines and 47,931 including 

the trade of that city is by no means confined to shipments 

by rail. The reports of the Treasury Department show that during the 
year ending June 30, 1885, the number of vessels, foreign and coastwise, 
that arrived and cleared from the principa! ports of the United States 
and from Chicago was as follows: 





Arrived. Cleared. Total. 








8, 470 16, 259 

3, 230 6, 420 

241 2,480 4, 720 
g |} 2,295) 4, 286 
} 1,268 2, 308 
gos | =: 2, 082 

Til | 1,415 

| 19,452 | 37,436 

| 10,546 | 20, 983 








From this statement it will be seen that the total number of arrivals 
and clearances at Chicago during the year lacked but 6,453 of being 
equal to the combined arrivals and clearances at all the other leading 

.parts above named, and lacked but 1,696 of being equal to the total 
number at New York and Boston, the two ports next highest on the 
list in this respect. It also appears that the total arrivals and clear- 
ances at Chicago were larger in number than those at Baltimore, Bos- 
ton, New Orleans, Philadelphia, and San Francisco combined, whieh 

ted 19,762; that they were equal to the combined arrivals and 
clearances from New York and Baltimore, numbering 20,980; that they 
exceeded those from New York and Philadelphia, which numbered 
20,545; that they exceeded those from New York, New Orleans, and 
San Francisco combined, which aggregated 20,594; and that they were 
larger than the total number at New York, Portland, Falmouth, and 


- San Francisco combined, which was 19,977. 


Do not these suggestive statistics demonstrate the expediency and 
importance of connecting the great lakes with the Mississippi by a free 
water way, thus uniting the vast commerce of the lakes with that of 
the great river and extending the benefits of each to an immensely en- 
larged area at a comparatively small cost? 

In considering the propriety of making the expenditures required to 
perfect the system of water ways with which nature has endowed the 
Northwest Congress may properly take account of the fact that the en- 
tire expenditure necessary for this purpose would be far less than the 


value of the 35,546,207 acres of land which have been donated to rail- 
ways within these nine States and Territories, and that the Upper Mis- 
sissippi States contributed to the national Treasury in 1885 on account 
of internal revenue the sum of $34,228,292.72, as appears from the fol- 
lowing statement of the amount of internal-revenue taxes collected 
from States whose cereal products would be afforded cheap transporta- 
tion by the construction of this canal: 


$23, 075, 864 61 
2, 222, 059 15 
170, 202 02 

1, 971, 296 12 
492, 704 97 





34, 228, 292 72 

This statement shows that a small percentage of the amount annu- 
ally contributed to the national Treasury by these States would defray 
the cost of the proposed improvement. 

Inseeking the cause of the recent depressed condition of our agricult- 
ural and manufacturing interests, the decrease in our cereal exports 
within recent years is a fact which prominently claims attention. In 
1880 our cereal exports amounted to 284,000,000 bushels, reducing flour 
to bushels, and including corn and corn-meal, their estimated value be- 
ing $288,000,000, and constituted nearly one-third of the entire exports 

United States. In 1883 the amount was reduced to 176,000,000 

and in 1884 to 151,000,000 bushels of an estimated value of 

showing a reduction of $126,000,000 in the value of our 
within four years. : 
for this decrease it is only necessary to observe what is 
by other nations which are competing with ours in supply- 
markets of the world with bread. The vast expenditures being 
nade by the leading European nations for public improvements de- 

to secure cheaper transportation are concisely stated in a docu- 
ment published last March by Hon. Horatio Seymour, jr., of New 
York, who says: 5 
Sent wens ieee ee eee 

Suet, Germany, Holland, France, and Italy have 13,446 miles of inland 
tiles ong at an expense of fusion 0), and is improving the Danube. 

Ss me hee re $86,000,000 on her weber neutes and has commenced a 
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ussia, from the Baltic to the North Sea that will cost 


and its tributaries. In 1885 nearly 31,000,000 tons of freight | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


' 
| 


| 


| 


ii 


| the Siam Peninsula, a distance of 66 miles, at a cost of 320,000,000. 
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$50,000,000. Holland has just completed a ship-canal from Amsterdam %o the 
sea, and France is engaged on four great water routes, for which she has appro- 
priated $200,000,000, which will cost much more than that to finish. Russia has 
a system of canals conneeting the Baltie and the Black Seas, the Volga and the 
Caspian Seas, and the Baltic and the White Seas. She has just completed a 
canal 22 feet deep from St. Petersburg to Cronstadt, at a cost of $9,000,000, 
England has 2,360 miles «f canal, and is making preparations to build a canal 
from Manchester to Liverpool 26 feet deep, which wili cost $40,000,000; also one 
from London to Bristol and another from London to Liverpool. Twoship-canals 
are proposed in Ireland. England has spent large sums in cutting canals for 
irrigation and transportation vombined in India. She proposes to cut through 
Greece hus 






3 
nearly completed a ship-canal at a cost of $5,500,000. 

In our country, Canada, whosecanal system cost $42,000,000, is spending $1,000,- 
000 to deepen the Welland Canal to Mf feet. Three other canal schemes are pro- 
posed by the officials at Ottawa, the most important of which is from Montreal 
to Lake Huron, by way of the Ottawaand French Rivers. 

* * * This has been called the * canal age,’’ beeause of the magnitude and 
extent of the canal operations all over the world. This revival of the water 
routes bas been brought about by the growing opinion expressed by an eminent 
engineer that ‘‘in any country it is highly important, alike foragricultural and 
other industries, that there should be a network of canals running somewhat 
parallel td that of the railroads." 

The United States has not kept pace with Europe; there are but 2,500 miles of 
eanal in this country, which is a swail amount when we consider the extent of 
our territory. 


It was alse stated by Hon. John C. Dore, of Chicago, befure the 


| House Committee on Rivers and Harborsin January last, that the mile- 


age of the French eanals and rivers completed was 7,069, and of those 
projected and to be completed 1,813, making a total of 8,882 miles; 
that the total cost of these completed was $218,000,000, and the esti- 
mated cost of these to be completed is $200,000,000 more. And in 
quoting from the ‘‘ administration report of the railways in India for 
1884’-85,’’ Mr. Dore called attention to the fact that the expenditure 
for canals alone in India up to the end of the fiscal year 1882-’83 had 
been $103,800,000; ‘‘as much within about $2,000,000 have they spent 
there on canals for transport and irrigation as this entire country has 
expended on all its internal improvements from the foundation of the 
Government until now.’’ He also showed from the official reports that 
the government from 1859 te 1883 had expended $156,800,000 in that 
country in subsidizing railroads in the interest of cheap transportation, 
and that the less to the government on these railroad Investments dur- 
ing these twenty-four years had been $124,750, 000. 

The enterprise and liberality of these nations in making public im- 
provements in the interest of cheaper transportation is in striking con- 
trast with the poliey pursned by this Government, especially when we 
consider the heavy burdens of taxation under which those nations la- 
bor on account of standing armies, navies, public debts, &c. Think of 
France maintaining her army and navy at an annual expense greater 
than the entire amount this Government has expended on account of 
public improvements since its foundation! 

There are no other expenditures, Mr. President, that are as _profita- 
ble to the whole people as those made for public works. Whateverof 
the public revenue is devoted to the construction and inyprovement of 
great highways of commerce, to opening up harbors on the ocean or the 
lakes, te removing obstructions from the channel of rivers, or to aiding 
in the building of railroads where water routes can pot be constructed, 
yields a larger return to the whole people than any other expenditures 
that are made by the Government. And the benefits are not tempo- 
rary, bat lasting; they come back to producer and consumer alike in a 
reduced transportation tax. What is there to show at the end of each 
fiseal year for the millions annually expended in maintaining the va- 
rious departments of the Government? These expenditures are nec- 
essary and proper, but they are simply the living expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. On the other hand, the money put into public improvements 
by which ecommerce is encouraged and promoted is a permanent in- 
vestment and becomes # constant and continuing source of wealth to 
the country, bringing back returns to the pockets of the people year 
after year and adding to the prosperity of all. 

I know, sir, that it has of late years become the fashion in some 
quarters to fiercely denounce appropriations of this character as im- 
mense jobs, as part of a ‘‘grab game,’’ in which each Representative 
and Senator is interested only for the purpose of securing votes by ob 
taining for his district or State more than its share of what is called the 

‘swag,’’ and it is freely alleged that such appropriations are divided 
up more with reference to these personal interests than to the propriety 
or neeessity of the expenditures made. It is far easier for these critics 
to make such charges than to investigate the facts, and they are not 
made by those who are most familiar with the wants and needs of the 
country. But Congress can not justify itself in declining to provide 
for public improvements demanded by the necessities of commerce from 
fear of an unfounded public outcry of this character any more than it 
can in making expenditures which are not shown to be necessary and 
advantageous. And the history of our country will show that Congress 
is just as apt to err in the direction of a mistaken economy with refer 
ence to needed and important public improvements as in the direction 
of unwise or extravagant expenditures. 

The doctrine of internal improvements has had the sanction and ap 
proval of some of our abliest statesmen, as was conclusively shown by 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in his re- 
marks in this body on July 1, 1884, upon the relation of national gov- 
ernment to domesticcommerce. The Senator at that time called atten- 
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tion to the first reportof Albert Gallatin, then Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon the subject of internal improvements, made to the Senate April 
4, 1808, in which a comprehensive and costly system of internal im- 
provements was advocated as the best and surest means of dipcreasin 
the national wealth and prosperity, and in which it was urged that good 
roads and canals were the chief strengthenersof the Union. After show- 
ing that Mr. Gallatin proposed for these purposes an expenditure of 
$20,000,000, the Senator from Massachusetts said: 


It will be seen, therefore, that he proposes an expenditure for internal im- 
provements alone, not reckoning any sum devoted to rs either on the ocean 
or the lakes, equal to 14 per cent. of the entire national income, and equal to 
about 25 per cent. of the sum expended by the nation for all other purposes, ex- 
clusive of the public debt. * * * If we were to expend the same proportion 
of our revenue on this object to-day as was proposed by Gallatin in 1808, we 
should nore devoted fifty-six and a half millions in 1882 to internal improve- 
ments alone, 





As a nation we are growing in population and business and wealth. 
The settlements of our population extend from ocean to ocean and from 
the lakes to the Gulf. Commerce is increasing yearly in volume and 
value. Railroads and civilization are pushing out in every direction, 
and the world is looking toward America as the nation of progress. 
Shall we as legislators, looking over the field of duty, sit here and say 
that we would like to remove all obstacles in the way of the natural 
movement of commerce; that we would like to cheapen transportation, 
so that farmers in the West and Northwest may be able to ship their 
products to a paying market; that we would like to provide a means 
by which our people might successfully compete in foreign markets, and 
thus profitably dispose of our surplus corn and wheat and beef and 
pork and butter and cheese and manufactures; but the Constitution 
does not in express terms authorize such legislation, and therefore we 
can not support the proposed measure of relief? 

Mr. President, in my judgment we have the power to build this canal, 
this water way, and I trust we shall use the power for the public good. 
Can any man doubt that such a free water route as is proposed from the 
Mississippi to Lake Michigan would be a great public benefit? The 
nations to-day are engaged ina ul struggle for commercial suprem- 
acy on the seas, and for the trade of the world. Production seems to 
be in excess of consumption. The cry is hard times here and elsewhere 
in other lands. Men are idle for want of work and families are hungry 
for want of bread. What shall be done? It is our duty to consider 
the situation of affairs and do what we can to improve it. Shall we as 
a nation drop back and say to other nations with us in the 
struggle for trade that we are out of the race? Shall we let the prod- 
ucts of the American farmer and manufacturer rot and rust in the field 
and shop? 

We can not afford to oceupy such a position. The Constitution is 
not in the way, and our duty is clearly pointed out. It is to go for- 
ward and to do all that lies within our power to aid in developing the 
means of carrying on the trade and business of the people on the land 
and on the sea, so that we may be able at all times to find profitable 
markets for the surplus of our productions either at home or abroad. 

Mr. President, a nation can not stand still. Itis bound to go for- 
ward or to fall back. If we undertake to stand still and say we are 
doing well enough, let well enough alone, we make a serious mistake. 
While we are neglecting our opportunities other nations, full of ambi- 
tion and enterprise, their statesmen looking carefully to the future and 
reaching out in every direction to promote the interests of their nations, 
will secure advantages which millions of money and generations of 
time may not suffice to overcome. It is our duty to adopt a policy 
which will open up new avenues of trade, the means of trans- 
portation, and le our people to get out of the rut which results in 
overproduction, Business needs stimulation so that the people may 
feel that they can consume more. The South American trade should 
be secured to this country; the trade of Mexico should be secured to give 
additional markets for our wares. Our policy has too long been penny 
wise and pound foolish, and even to-day men are opposed to the 
posed canal between the Mississippi and the lakes, our two great sys- 
tems of internal water comm i it is evident that this 
connection would give the Western farmer a better for the prod- 
ucts of his farm and would cheapen the food of the consumer. 

Mr. President, too much has already been said on the floors of Con- 
gress and by the press of the country, by Legislatures and by conven- 
tions, by men of business, not politicians (who are generally charged 
with talking for votes if they say a word in behalf of the ), by 
men who know better than we do here what is needed, sho the 
merits of this proposed canal, to justify me in talking much longer in 
favor of the measure. The necessities of commerce demand this canal, 
and we should not hesitate to meet the demand by making an appro- 
priation for the work. 

What a grand country we have! Our coast line bounded by the 
two great oceans, the chain of lakes and the Gulf nearly surrounding 
us with water; with the mighty Father of Waters 
to south through the center of the continent, and on both sides 
by the fertile lands of the Mississippi Valley, the most productive soil 
known to mortal man, stretching far and wide on each side. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the system mapped out by nature in this country has left little 
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for man to do to add to the opportunities for happiness and prosperity. 
It is an old saying that man made the city but God made the country. 
And, sir, in looking over this country and considering how it is laid out, 
with its variety of soil and climate and productions, with its lakes ani 
rivers, I can but feel that it is the greatest country on earth as an abode 
for civilized man. A little work on the coast and the margins of the 
rivers and lakes, a few short canals, and the people of this country in 
every part are in position to take advantage of whatever may occur 
abroad to make a demand for their products, and are also assured of 
cheap transportation at home. 

The United States has a great variety of climate, soil, and production, 
and the people therefore have diversity of labor and interests. The 
East has its manufactures of every kind, the South is rich in cotton, to- 
bacco, and sugar, the Northern and Middle States in wheat and corn 
and hay and oats and stock, the West in minerals and stock and fruits 
and wine; in short, every section the elements of wealth in 
productions peculiar to itself, some of which can not be profitably pro- 
duced in any other section. 

Our advanced civilization and tastes demand the productions of a!| 
sections to satisfy our needs and desires. Hence exchange is the busi- 
ness of millions of our people, every section sending its products to every 
other, and this makes up what is called the internal commerce of the 
country. This is the index to the life and prosperity and growth of the 
nation, and should be stimulated by every proper effort on our part. 

Mr. President, there is another important view of this subject. To- 
day we are defenseless on our lake borders. We have, I believe, one 
little vessel retained upon the lakes as a warning to foreign nations - 
that they must not encroach upon our rights. We have no protection 
for our cities upon the lakes, and very little anywhere upon our sea- 
coast or upon the Gulf. Should not Congress provide for any needed 
defense? We have a Government arsenal at Rock Island, where every 
preparation is made for the manufacture of guns. Should not this 
arsenal be used in the construction of guns and of gunboats as well, to 
be used on the lakes or Gulf as necessity may require? And the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal, if of sufficient size, would enable such 
vessels, fully armed and equipped, to pass down the Mississippi to the 
Gulf coast,or through the canal to the lakes, and would make such 
means of defense always available to answer the calls of the nation 
wherever needed. 

Mr. President, I despise the policy which controls this Government 
now and has controlled it in the past, and which has resulted in our 
almost helpless condition in so far as preparation for defense is con- 
cerned. We here in Congress do not agree upon the exact thing to do, 
and therefore do nothing. We drift along with no coast defenses, no 
flag upon the seas, no preparation to meet emergencies of war on land, 
or lake, or sea, that may at any time arise, with no assertion of a posi- 
tive national foreign policy, and with an apparent sense of self-security 
that can only be likened to a strong man asleep unconscious of impend- 
ing danger. 

* “*Tn times of repare for war.’’ Letus construct these canals 
in the interest of national defense as well as of national prosperty. 
All these considerations call upon Congress to enter upon the work. 
Other nations are alert on the question of adopting every means for 
securing te the people cheap transportation. Germany, France, and 

, all older in dealing with the subject of transportation than 
our country, have given attention to the construction of railroads and 
to the best method of regulating them, and are also giving attention 
to the importance of canals and are doing much in aid of their con- 
straction. Let us not close our eyes to the importance of such means 
of improvement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment to this pro- 
posed amendment of the committee, in line 1146, to insert, after the 
word *‘at,’’ the words “‘orabove.’’ ThatI propose to follow by another 
amendment, striking out in the same line and in the succeeding line 
the words ‘‘ or between it and the city of Rock Island.’’ I propose 
this amendment in order to make this paragraph consistent. It pro- 
vides in a subsequent pertion, as follows: 

Said canal shall be known as the IHinois and Mississippi River Cana}, «1! 


—_ be constructed on such route as may be determined by the Secretary o! 
‘ar. 


From this it would seem that it was the purpose of the committee to 
allow the Secretary of War a discretion to select one or the other of the 
routes that have been surveyed, or proposed, or talked about for the 
construction of this canal; but it will be observed that if we allow the 
text of this amendment as reported by the committee to stand it in 
effect confines the Secretary of War to the selection of one route; and 
in order to leave that discretion free in ifs action I move the ameni- 
ments which I have suggested. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I understand the amendment to be what tlic 
Senator from Iowa suggested to me a while ago, I believe we will con 
sent to its adoption. Let it be'read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWEL in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 1146, after the word ‘‘at,”’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘or above;’’ and after the word ‘“‘river,’’ in the same line, 
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to strike out the words “‘ or between it and the city of Rock Island;”’ 
so as to read: 

For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River at or near the town of 
ii in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, at or above the 
mouth of River, in said State, r with such feeders and other works 
that may be necessary to supply said canal with water, $300,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. We will consent to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I presume, sir, that while this bill isunder 
consideration I must ask unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 
lution: 


Whereas it Seganenly understood that to-morrow, July 9, shall be devoted 
to the consideration of * objected executive nominations:’’ Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the doors of the Senate shall not be closed during the time 
ons executive’ nominations are pending, discussed, or voted upon. 


I expect there will be an objection to it, but it will be in order to- 


morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia ask 
for the immediate consideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. FRYE, and others. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over and be 


rinted. 
" Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like toknow who objected to the 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. FRYE. I objected, for one. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is enough. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I report back from the Committee to Au- 
dit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate the petition of 
Joseph Neumann, of California, praying that means be provided to en- 
anable him to cause to have made a show-case for the preservation of the 
first flag made of American silk, presented by him to, and accepted by, 

and deposited in the Smithsonian Institution, together with 

the full history of its creation; and also a resolution submitted by the 
Senaae from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPu] on the same subject, with the state- 
ment that the committee think that this appropriation can not come out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, and they wish that the resolution, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 


P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2126) for the relief of L. B. Townsend, Louis S. 
Lovell, W. C. Page, Alonzo Sessions, Hampton Rich, Harvey Harter, 
Benjamin Harter, and Peter Hackett, mpetted it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Rules, reported an amendment 


intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2822) providing 
for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, 
Oreg., for the use of the Light-House Department; which was read twice 
by its SONS referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JO of Nevada, introduced a bill (S. 2823) for the relief of 
Anna M. Marshall; which was read twice by its fitle, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2824) for the relief of the heirs 
of J. W. J. Moore, of Leonardtown, Md., ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment stations in 
connection with 


the colleges established in the several States under the 
ee of an oa July 2, 1862, and of the acts supple- 


oe was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AYNE seheadited on an amendment intended to be proposed by 

ge to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the civil priation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pu ann 


Mr. EVARTS and Mr. GEORGE submitted amendments intended to 


be eh wer by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
—_— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 
inde Dr. E. H. Bryan be permitted to withdraw his} papers from the 





RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce inserting the clauses from line 1134 to 
line 1174, inclusive, as amended. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator to yield to me for 2 moment. 
The Senate is aware of what is to transpire this afternoon. I move 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the chairman of the committee will go on with 
this bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. As I understand, we are considering the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Missouri will yield to me a 
moment, I should like to make a correction in the report of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday which appears in the Recorp of to-day. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] yesterday, when the discussion 
of the appropriation for the Sturgeon Bay canal was under considera- 
tion, is reported to have made these remarks, and I remember the re- 
marks myself: 





Mr. Spooner. Mr. President, I will ask the attention of the Senate upon this 
item of the billforonlya few moments. Until yesterday I had given nothought 
whatever to this proposition, for I had not known until I read the bill that it had 
been considered even by the committee. 

In some brief remarks which I 


addressed to the Senate subsequently 
I am reported as having said: 


Mr. McM1Luan. This emendment was inserted by the Committee on Com- 
merce on the representation of the Senators from Wisconsin as to the importance 
and necessity of this great public improvement, representing the interests of 
the people of the State of Wisconsin, not representing any company or any pri- 
vate interests. 

I used the word ‘‘Senator’’ instead of ‘‘Senators’’ asreported. The 
word in the plural as used here would include both the Senators from 
Wisconsin. My allusion was to the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SAWYER], who introduced the amendment which was adopted 
by thecommittee, and inserted in thé bill. I merely make the correc- 
tion so that the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
may appear to have been correct in accordance with my own. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not propose under the circumstances 
to discuss at all the constitutional aspects of this question. I have had 


occasion ‘before, more than once, to state my views in regard to the un- 
constitutionality of the proposed construction of this canal. 
believe that Congress has the right to construct a canal inside of aState. 


I do not 


I do not believe that the power is given to it by the Constitution, and 
I think that is the settled and established doctrine of the Democratic 
party, and has been since its foundations. If we can go into a State 
and construct a canal, either in connection with rivers or without any 
connection with them, then the line of demarkation between the na- 
tional improvement and the local improvement is absolutely obliter- 
ated, and that is the end of that question. But I do not propose now, 
under the circumstances, to discuss that proposition. 

Here is an appropriation of $300,006 in a river and harbor bill to con- 
struct acanal which will cost in the neighborhood of $7,000,000. That 
is the estimate of the engineers; and it is to be a canal of such dimen- 
sions, of such lift-locks thatengineers of ability have doubted, not that 
such a canal could be constructed, but that anything like $7,000,000 
ever would defray the expenses of the construction. 

If the advantages and benefits to be derived from the construction of 
this canal are so immense and undoubted as the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLoM] has depicted them to be, why is not this measure brought 
here fairly and squarely in a separate bill, as was the improvement of 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, as have been all the great works of 
improvement in this country ? Why is $300,000 injected into a river 
and harbor bill for an immense work of this sort? It is to commit the 
Government of the United States to the construction of this work. It 
is the entering-wedge, the simple forerunner of the expenditure of $6,- 
694,000, I believe, as stated in the estimate of the engineers. 

There are three routes proposed for this canal: the Marais d’Osier 
route, which is 64 miles in length; the Watertown route, which is 65 
miles in length; and the Rock Island route, which has been selected 
by the engineers, which is 75 miles in length, and the estimated cost of 
the construction of the canal and feeder, including right of way, is$6,- 
672,890.67. The estimated cost of maintenance and ordinary repairs, 
annually, is $94,820, and the dredges $36,000. One feeder is 37 miles 
in length, costing $1,664,117.52; but the right of way and the cost of 
the feeder included under the estimate, exclusive of the maintenance 
and ordinary repairs and dredging, is $6,672,890. 67. 

I submit that a work of such enormous magnitude and expense, no 
matter what may beits advantages or the arguments which can be made 
in behalf of it, should not be injected in a river and harbor bill under 
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a paltry appropriation of $300,000; and I want the Senate to understand 
that in voting for this insignificant appropriation of $300,000 they are 
pledging this Government in the beginning to an estimated expenditure 
of nearly $7,000,000. 

A great deal is said about the disposition of the people of Ilinois to 
give to the people of the entire Union a water way or a canal connect- 
ing Lake Michigan with the Mississippi River free of any toll. In the 
communication of the governor of Illinois, Governor Hamilton, trans- 
mitting to the President of the United States the act of the Dlinois 
Legislature ceding to the United States on certain conditions the Ili- 
nois and Michigan Canal, we find the following: ‘ 

By acts of Congress— 


Says Governor Hamilton, and I ask the attention of such Senators 
as desire to know the history of this improvement to the following: 


By acts of Congress of the years 1822 and 1827 there was ited to the State 
of Iilinois land for a canal connecting the Illinois River with the southern bend 
of Lake Michigan, and 90 feet of land on each side thereof; also a quantity of 
land, equal to one-half of five sections in width, on each side of said canal, 
from one end thereof to the other, with the proviso, ‘‘ That thesaid canal, when 
completed, shall be and forever remain a public highway for the use of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, free from any toll or other charge whatever for 
any property of the United States or persons in their service passing through the 
same :’’ and that in case of failure to build this canal as required in these acts 
“the State should pay to the United States the amount of any land previously 
sold,’ 

The giftand acceptance created a legal obligation on the part of the State to for- 
ever keep the canal in repair and open as a public water way for the purposes 
indicated in the acts of Congress, and this obligation can not be avoided at the 
will or convenience of the State. That the canal must be kept in operation for- 
ever is imperative, unless the State be released from this obligation. Nor does 
the obligation worka hardship tothe State. It hasnot proven a ‘ bad bargain,” 
but a profitable one. The entire cost of the canal in its construction is, princi- 
pal and interest, $6,557,681.50. Theamount of moneys received by the State from 
the sale of canal lands given by the United States is $5,836,039.68, This added to 
the net earnings of the canal, namely, $2,933,691.74, makes an aggregate of lands 
and lots sold with the net earnings of the canal the sum of $8,819,731.42 realized 
by the State, which shows a balance of $2,262,049.92 clear profits which were paid 
into the State treasury, which is more than one-third of its entire cost. Beside 
this sum of money, the canal itself and a mney millions worth of real estate, part 
of said canal lands, yet | to the Sta 

The whole northern part of the State os been greatly improved by the con- 
struction of the eanal; Chicago, Ottawa, and all the cities between them, have 
been laid out and built upon on aneal lands; and although the canal was con- 
structed through a wild, uninhabited country, yet to-day it is truthfully said 
that ‘ the assessed valuation of the four counties through which the canal passes 
is greater than the fifty counties south of the capital.”” Theabove wasthe debit 
and credit sides between the State and canal in 1879, and they have not materi- 
ally changed since, as the appropriations of the General Assembly of 1879 and 
1881, in aid of the canal, were never expended, and the canal has been self-sus- 
taining. This statement of the financial condition of the canal shows that the 
State can well afford to keep it in repair, as by their contract with the United 
States they are bound todo. * There is no doubt, however, that a cession 
to the United States aceeaneieeiialn the canal, and the lands remaining unsold, 
— an acceptance thereof, would virtually release the State from the aforesaid 

ligation. 


There is the milk in thiscocoanut. Illinois has made nearly two and 
one-half million dollars by this transaction, but desires to be released 
from the obligation of keeping this canal in repair. 

It goes without saying that the days of canals are past; that railways 
have become the system of transportation for the country. The Ches- 
apeake and Ohio Canal is to-day unable to pay for the repairs caused by 
the last freshet upon it, because the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has 
been built even upon the opposite side of the river. The Lynchburg 
Canal, upon the banks of the James River in Virginia, has been given 
up, and grass is growing in it, because a railroad was built down the 
banks of that river. 

Mr. KENNA. The superintendent of the Canada Canal says that 
that can not be maintained for the same reason. 

Mr. VEST. As the Senator from West Virginia says, the superin- 
tendent of the Canada Canal says that that can not be maintained on 
account of the construction of a railroad. 

By looking at the map it will be seen that the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railroad runs along the Rock Island route where it is pro- 
posed now to coftstruct this canal. The result will be inevitable that 
this canal can never become even a material factor in competition with 
a railroad built along the same route. 

Yet we are expected to go into this improvement upon a sees 
data, after Illinois has reaped these benefits, for her own 
that Illinois can afford tocomply with Shecusienh utente dation: 
eral Government and keep this canal in repair. Yet in order to escape 
the Obligation to keep it i in repair and maintain it he advises that this 
act of the Legislature should be passed, ceding it to the Government 
of the United States. This is all of it. 

I propose to call for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the 
amendment in order that for one I may record my vote against it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate in 
—S ition. I have discussed it several times in the 
Senate, my has discused it very thoroughly to-day. . 

But I desire to call the at:ention of ihn ountee slit ieatdeien 
his seat to the proposition he states, that canals are being done away 





It may be jon as efficient and just as important. 
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The fact that a certain railroad does run along the line of this canal 
is one of the facts in this case that if admitted to have weight becomes 
an objection to the passage of any bill for the purpose of opening thc 
canal. That always has been the case. Wherever it is possible to pre- 
vent the opening of a water route by a railroad that runs along the |in- 
of it, as a matter of course it will be done. 

I have always found right here in the Senate Chamber the same argu 
ment made, that railroads were taking the place of water transportation 
The same argument 1s made by those whe own this very railroad. 

I only wish to say that this route isan important link connecting the 
Illinois and the Mississippi Rivers, which will give us a route to tle 
East. It will give a route from Chicago into the Mississippi River ly 
water; and it would not injure the great city of the Senator's State. 
I know that we do not have very many friends down there for this canal. 
It would not affect the city of Saint Louis in the slightest degree. Th: 
Illinois River would continue to throw its water down into the Missis- 
sippi River just as it does now; and a few bushels of wheat would |< 
taken there, which, as the Senator says, might be placed on railroads. 
He says the railroads have taken the place of water transportation therv. 
I donot think it would hurt Saint Louis very much. 

That is the milk in the cocoanut, Mr. President, and not the fact 
that the State of Illinois wants to get rid of the expense of maintain- 
ing this canal. 

I hope the time will come when the people of this country wil! 
wherever it is necessary to have cheap transportation, provide for that 
thing, whether by canal or otherwise. 

The objection which has been made sometimes to this project tha‘ 
the Constitution might be infringed has been discussed fully at ditfer- 
ent times. If the Government of the United States can build a rail- 
road, the Government of the United States can build a canal. If thi 
Government of the United States can dig out a river that is not navi- 
gable to make it navigable, the Government of the United States can 
dig out a canal. 

The time has passed for argument in reference to the power of the 
Congress of the United States to appropriate money for this purpose, 
because we have done it so often, not under the name of a canal, but 
doing precisely the same thing by the use of public or Government 
money. 

The fact that $300,000 is appropriated in this bill is for the purpos 
of commencing this work. ‘That is true; nobody denies that. If the 
work ought not to be commenced, then no money ought to be appre. 
priated; but if the work is one that is valuable to this country an 
ought to be commenced, then the money ought to be appropriated ; aud 
why not upon this bill as upon any other bill? I can not see why i 
should not be provided for upon a bill appropriating money for rive: 
and harbors as well as upon any other bill or as well as in a separaic 
bill. 

I hope that the amendment will be adopted. I shall not detain the 
Senate any longer. I merely wish to say that this is a work of in- 
portance to the whole country, East, West, North, and South, and not 
unimportant to many of the constituents of the Senator from Missouri 
who is opposed to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is very important that we should have a short 
executive session; and in a very few minutes the Senate will adjourn 
anyway in consequence of the death of a member of the House. | 
therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think we can have a vote on this amendmeut 
now. 

Mr. FRYE. Letus takeavoteon theamendment. It will save two 
hours’ discussion to-morrow if we can get a vote to-night. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not get a vote on it this evening. 

Mr. FRYE. If we can get a vote now, it will save a long discussion 
to-morrow or the next day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw li: 
motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will waive any discussion of the matter i! 2 
vote can be taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifavotecan be had immediately I will withdr.. 


the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think it practicable to get a vote tli: 
evening 

Mr. :. FRYE. The discussion has stopped. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam going to vote for the amendment; but oy si- 
bly I may wish to explain the reasons why I do so. I am not going 
make a set speech, but it is now within ten minutes of the time w! 
we have informally agreed to and we could not get throu 
with a vote by yeas and nays in that tifne. I hope the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri will prevail. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the amendment is to be further debate: | 
hope we shall not have an executive session at this time. 

Mr. BUTLEN. Then let us adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have spent a great deal of time in the: 
cussion of the bill, and I desire to have it brought toa close. I live 
been as considerate in regard to the discussion of matters as I cow! 
consistently be, and I have yielded to every request. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is this question debatable ? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I we shall remain in session as long as we 
can for the consideration of the bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I raise the point of order that the question is not de- 


batable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of execntive business, made 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockREL1 }. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 
galleries and close the doors. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is now in the execution 
of its order, and the motion can not be entertained. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After fifteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE COLE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence of the 
death of Wii11am H. Cos, late a member of the House from the 
State of Maryland, and transmitted the resolutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 


oor of Hon. W1r11AM H. Coxz, late a Representative from the State of 
Maryland. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
committee consisting of seven members of the House and three members of the 
Senate be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and to escort 
the remains of the deceased to their place of burial,and the necessary expenses 
oe the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fand of the 

couse. 

aa. That the Peete - the House be authorized and directed 
to e such a as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions 
of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 


ate, 
‘Mr. GORMAN. I submit a series of resolutions and ask for their 
present consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has learned with deep regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. W1L1L1AmM H. Cox, late a Representative from the State of 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives providing for the appointment of a joint committee to take order for 
superintending the funeral and to escort the remains of the deceased to the 
Ss and that the members of the committee on the part of the Senate 

by the President pro tempore. 

That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House of 
Representatives. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Asa further mark of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 9, 1886, at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 8th day of July, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John T. Erwin, to be postmaster at Washington, Wilkes County, 
Georgia, vice George Ware, commission expired. 
John A. Sample, to be postmaster at Knightstown, Henry County, 
Indiana, vice John E. Keyes, resi > 
Sylvanus 8. Wilson, to be postmaster at Colfax, Jasper County, Iowa, 
the office having become Presidential. 
to be postmaster at Attica, Harper County, Kan- 
having become Presidential. 
Goff, to be postmaster at Lincoln, Lincoln County, Kan- 
ing become Presidential 


to be postmaster at-Stockton, Rooks County, 
the office having become Presidential. 


Rich, to be postmaster at Pratt, Pratt County, Kansas, the 


Albert A. to be postmaster at West Gardner, Worcester 


‘egees commission expires July 18, 1886. 
MecKone, to be postmaster at Chelsea, Washtenaw County, 
Michigan, vice George J. Crowell, commission i 


i 


expired. 
Willebald Yehle, to be postmaster at Maryville, Nodaway County, | 


vice John Ham, resigned. 
; PF. M. to be mma at Hazlehurst, Copiah County, Mis- 
Sissippi, vice J. W. M , Temoved. 
Jeremiah J. Hennessy, to be 


danger County, Territory of Montana, the office having become Presi- 
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Thomas O’Shea, to be postmaster at Madison, Madison County, Ne- 
braska, the office having become Presidential. 

Charles W. Stewart, to be postmaster at Alma, Harlan County, Ne- 
braska, the office having become Presidential. 


William F. Harmon, to be postmaster at Great Falls, Straflord 


County, New Hampshire, vice Nathan Wentworth, removed. 

Robert K. Vandiver, to be postmaster at Raton, Colfax County, Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, vice George J. Pace, removed. 

James G. Hunt, to be postmaster at Frankfort, Herkimer County, 
New York, the office having become Presidential. 

Suber McCaru, to be postmaster at Clayton, Jefferson County, New 
York, the office having become Presidential. 

Robert Robson, to be postmaster at Dumlee, Yates County, New 
York, vice Wesley Benedict, commission expired. 

Hugh W. Barrett, to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, Montgomery 
County, Pennsylvania, the oflice having become Presidential. 

Cornelius Casey, to be postmasterat Sharpsburg, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania, the office having become Presidential. 

Andrew H. Shoemaker, to be postmaster at Decatur, Wise County, 
Texas, vice William W. Barber, removed. 

John A. Harris, to be postmaster at Cheney, Spokane County, Ter- 
ritory of Washington, vice Ellen 8. Doolittle, resigned. 
J. J. Mueller, to be postmaster at Ellensburg, Kittitass County, Ter 
| ritory of Washington, the office having become Presidential. 
| Charles R. Gleason, to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Eau Claire 
County, Wisconsin, vice James M. Brackett, commission expired. 

Frank B. Clopton, to be postmaster at Pendleton, Umatilla County, 
Oregon, vice Lot Livermore, whose commission expires July 18, 1856. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Robert L. Upshaw, of Brenham, Tex., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Tongue River agency in Montana, to fill an original vacancy. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Leland Wright, of Missouri, to be register of the land office at Boon- 

ville, Mo., vice Gustave Reiche, commission expired. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John J. Hoge, of Boonville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Boonville, Mo., vice Patrick H. McNulty, commission expired. This 
nomination is in lieu of that of December 15, 1885. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 3, 1886. 
CONSULS. 

James Murray, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Saint John, New Brunswick. 

William Hill, of Bloomington, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Port Sarnia. 

Andrew F. Fay, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at Stettin. 

GENERAL APPRAISER. 

George V. Brower, of New York, to be general appraiser of merchan- 

dize for the port of New York, in the State of New York. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER. 

Daniel J. Moore, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 

dise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Hadiai A. Hull, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Stonington, Conn. 

George W. Jackman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Newburyport, Mass. 

Joel Wilson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district of 
York, Me. 

Weston Howland, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Bedford, Mass. 


John J. Finch, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Sandusky, Ohio. 








LLL A 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 
| David R. Asbury, of Missouri, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the fourth district. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
| Mottrom D. Ball, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Alaska. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Patrick O. Malley, of Menasha, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Menasha. 
Ames J. Harris, of Osborne, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Kirwin, Kans. 
Edmund T. Pittmann, to be receiver of public moneys at Durango, 
| Colo. 
| 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 
Richard McCloud, of Silverten, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Durango, Colo. 
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W. E. Copeland, of Gold Hill, Nev., to be register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Frederick A. Edwards, to be postmaster at Webster City, Hamilton 
County, Iowa. 

Thomas H. Perrin, to be postmaster at Alton, Madison County, Ili- 
nos. 

John J. Ankeny, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, Hennepin County, 
Minnesota. 

Nicholas J. Macklin, to be postmaster at Stapleton, Richmond County, 
New York. 

Lewis G. Holmes, to be postmaster at Cobleskill, Schoharie County, 
New York. 

Miner Samons, to be postmaster at Canisteo, Stenben County, New 
York. 


B. F. Mahan, to be postmaster at Anaconda, Deer Lodge County, 
Territory of Montana. 

Consider A. Stacy, to be pogtmaster at Tecumseh, Lenawee County, 
Michigan. 

George L. Sleeper, to be postmaster at Natick, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts. 

Jacob Wesner, to be postmaster at Hicksville, Defiance County, Ohio. 

Reuben Stahley, to be postmaster at Crestline, Crawford County, 
Ohio. 

Cornelius A. Gallagher, to be postmaster at Cheboygan, Cheboygan 
County, Michigan. 

George D. Stanton, to be postmaster at Stonington, New London 
County, Connecticut. 

Louis P. Trempe, to be postmaster at Sault Ste. Marie, Chippewa 
County, Michigan, 

William Gilman, to be postmaster at Chamberlain, Brulé County, 
Territory of Dakota. 

Francis G. Boswell, to be postmaster at Phelps, N. Y. 

J. J. Shannon, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of Lau- 
derdale and State of Mississippi. 

John W. Davis, to be postmaster at New Richmond, Clermont County, 
Ohio. 

T. B. Douthit, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of Forsyth 
and State of North Carolina. 

Joshua Ernest, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county of Sulli- 
van and State of Indiana. 

Oscar F. Blakely, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Wisconsin. 

R. A. Perkins to be postmaster at Canton, Fulton County, Illinois. 

The last-named confirmation was accompanied by the following re- 
port from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was 
ordered by the Senate to be printed in the Recorp: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nomination of R. A. Perkins to be postmaster at Canton, Ill, vice C. E. Snively, 
whose removal is proposed, respectfully submit the following report : 

The papers fu ed the Committee by the Post-Office Department indicate 
that the removal of C. E. Snively is proposed in consequence of certain 
— his mas owes = meme him. wee ot of them — ae 
com nts, of w Department does not appear ve taken notice, 
therefore need = a be ee — oe 

t appears from pers that Hon. N. ORTHINGTON, Representativ: 
from the Canton d ct, filed in the ent two or three letters addressed 
to him making these charges, and that two affidavits were forwarded by R. A. 
Perkins, the nominee, who asked for an in tion of the charges of the 
management of the office. Whereupon I L. A. Kirkwood was sent to 
Canton to make an investigation, being furnished with a list of witnesses by 
Mr. Wortuinetor. The 


charges, but presents little or no additional evidence, and expresses the opinion 


thas the chaaane one Se ee ae eee “is hardly the proper person to hold 
the nsi tion a” 


committee. 
: a charges upon which this removal appears to have been proposed were as 
lollows: 
partment sd ontalsing tae cerying the mai with te sloped paps 
and contain for ng 
of ascertaining the contents for the benefit of a rival bidder. 
That Postmaster Snively locked his assistant, Miss Ida Naylor, in the post- 
ning after office hou: compelled her to disclose the conten 
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Thus far there is no dispute as to the facts. Cooper and Hemenover al|.,, 
that they declined to put in new bids when requested, while Snively sw). 
that they did so at once and that he forwarded them to the Department, ai, ;.. 
fers to the records of the Department to sustain his statement. Snively s))o\. 
that he had no reason to suppose that any one but his clerk had sealed the ¢,. 
velope, and that as soon as he learned otherwise he communicated the facts ;, 
the jes, who seemed to be satisfied and made no complaints for sey; 
weeks afterward. Healso meets the charge that he communicated the co) {¢)); 
of the bids to others by submitting an affidavit by the successful bidde, 
Higbie, who denies that Snively or any other person directly or indirect! 
municated to him the contents of the bids. 

The committee find that this charge, so far as it imputes any improper act 5; 
motive on the part of Mr. Snively, is not sustained, and that he acted in an ji. 
orable manner throughout the transaction. 

The second charge was made by Miss Naylor’s father, Amos Naylor, who; 
Inspector Kirkwood reports notto bea man of goodreputation. The testin oy, 
shows that the postmaster had an interview with Miss Naylor on the evenin, 
in question, the only other rson present being W. H. Shaw, a fricid . 
Snively’s. The door of the office was locked, because it has a spring lock. ; 
was always kept locked. The only controversy is as to whether Snively «: 
tempted to compel Miss Naylor to disclose the contents of a private lettcr 
ec A 

When the matter began to be talked abqut Miss Naylor gave Snively a state. 
ment denying the charge in the most positive terms. Inspector Kirk woud se. 
cured a statement from her to the effect that Snively asked her if she was 
ing any undermining work,” but not saying that he said anything abou \) 
WoRTHINGTON's letter as charged. 

On the other hand Mr. Snively swears that Miss Naylor was not detaine| 
against her wishes or treated otherwise than with due courtesy, and was 10: 
questioned about the letter; that she began to talk about it and he refused to })¢a; 
about it; and that the interview related solely to certain matters which inv. |\ 
her honesty and integrity as an employé. 

Col, A. B. Smith makes affidavit that he was consulted by Snively concerning 
the matters referred to, and that the interview was had by his advice as a frie: 
of both parties, and that it related —— to Miss Naylor’s integrity in the dis 
charge of her official duties. Also, thatshe wrote the statement given to Sniv: 
denying the charges publicly made, at Smith’ssu tion and voluntarily. This 
statement is corroborated in an affidavit by W. H. Shaw, who was preset 
the interview. 

The committee find that the second charge as made is untrue, and that it 
without other foundation than the fact that the postmaster had an interview 
with his assistant on the evening in question in relation to other matters tha 
those mentioned in the charge. 

From all the testimony in the case the committee is satisfied that the charges 
ogra Snively are untrue and malicious, and were made solely for the purj.~ 
of securing his removal; but as he does not seek to retain the office, and desir; 
only to be protected against the injurious effects of these unjust charges, we |« 
lieve that justice to him demands the adoption of this report by the Senate « 
the removal therefrom of the injunction of secrecy. 

If thet be done, we recommend that the nomination of R. A. Perkins |x 
firmed, no objection having been made thereto. 


The following report of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads on the nomination of Henry W. Clendenin to be postmaster «: 
Springfield, Sangamon County, Iliinois, confirmed by the Senate on 
thé 2istof June last, was ordered to be printed in the Recorp: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referre:| tl: 
nomination of Henry W. Clendenin to be postmaster at Springfield, |! 
Paul Selby, resigned lly report: 

That on the Sth of March last the same nomination was made to the Senate 
and the removal of Paul Selby proposed; that the committee investigated tl. 
grounds upon which Selby’s removal was then proposed, and found that, so fir 
as from the files of the Department relating to the case, there were ! 
reasons for the removal other than those of political nature, based 
solely on the fact that Selby had been the editor of a Republican paper ani 
that as such editor he was an “ offensive partisan” within the meaning of ti: 


Vilas circular. 
The furnished to the committee from the files of the Departments}. 
in was recommended for intment as a staunch Democr 


that Mr. 
and because of his services as editor of one of the leading Democratic payer 


Illinois, and as a member of the Democratic State central committee. 
No objections to his confirmation have been received by the commitice. 4! 
we report the nomination back with the recommendation that it be con/irmed 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate July 3, 1886. 
POSTMASTER. 
Harry Hall, nominated as postmaster at Catskill, Greene County 
New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 8, 1886. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, as ‘i: 


lows: 

Al ty and everlasting God, we humbly beseech Thee to sancti!y 1 
our spiritual profit the bereavement which has befallen this House » 
the death of one of its members this day. In this solemn bus) 10! 
pause, as we stand by the coffin side in our thought, may wise ani p°" 
and holy feelings possess every breast, and may the members 0! ‘)' 
House form just estimates of the value of life and the solemn issu 
thereof; and may all feelings which unbefit be banished from 0 
minds and hearts. . 

Grant that Thy pity and tenderness may be extended to the meme" 
of the stricken pee that comfort which alone come 

Jesus Christ and gospel console and uphold them in the! 
of which we in the name of Jesus Christ our 10" 


of was read. 
Speaker, I ask to havea correction made. | '0! 
that the name of Mr. SMALLS was called yesterday and no excuse '“ 
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his absence was offered. 


statement to appear. 
The SPEAKER. The statement will appear in the Recorp. 
The Journal was then approved. 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF A PAIR. 
Mr. SWINBURNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a brief personal 
explanation, which I think is due to myself in connection with the vote 


on the proposition to inaugurate the statue of Liberty Enlightening the | 


World in New York Harbor. 

On the 25th day of June I made a pair with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GLAss], which extended for some time after*the vote 
on this proposition was taken. I find that my name was not recorded 
as having been paired with him on that question; and I would like to 
have the statement made so as to show the reason for my not voting. 
In this connection I ask to have read a letter from Mr. GLAss, which 
will explain this matter fully. 

The k read as follows: 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., July 7, 1886. 


* Dear Sir: I have learned that some of the New York press hase censured 


you fornot having voted on the pegeeen to incorporate in the sundry civil 

m bill an appropriation for the statue of Liberty Enlightening the 

It affords me p re to say that you were paired with meat the time 

the vote was taken, and that I would have voted against it if I had been present. 
Iam, very truly, 


Hon, Jonx SWINBURNE. 
DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM II. COLE. 


P. T. GLASS. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to an- | 


nounce to the House the death of my late colleague, Dr. WILLIAM H. 
CoLk, of Maryland, who died this morning at his lodgings in this city 
at kalf past 7 o’clock. At some future time I shall ask the House to 
pay proper tribute to the memory of the deceased; and now offer for 
immediate adoption the resolutions I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


,. That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. WILLIAM H. Coxe, late a Representative from the State of 


Maryland. 

Resolved by the House of ives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
joint committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members 
of the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and to 
escort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial,and the necessary 
aa the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fund 

ouse 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions 
of this resolution. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Senate. 


Asa further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased that 
the House do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Before the announcement of the result of the vote 
on the last resolution the Chair will state that during the day he will 
name the select committee and communicate the list to the friends of 
the deceased member. 

The announcement of the vute was then made; and the House ac- 
cordingly (at 11 o'clock and 10 minutes a. m.) adjourned. 





, PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Moses 8. L. Buckner, for an appro- 
priation to test a new invention for military defense—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of veterans of the Old Guards and 
United States Reserve Corps, of Missouri, for the passage of the equali- 

of bounty bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 
P. Y¥: Petition of 342 citizens of Fairfield County, South 
praying for an appropriation to relieve them from suffering 
by t floods—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Old Home Guards and 

Reserve Corps for the passage of the equalization of 
bounty bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 

timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
sisted nee wy [a ees of which have not been 
complied ; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill ing a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
tosettlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
faint es bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at 000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 
Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of L. E. Vaughan and 166 others, 
of Flood and 28 others, of W. D. Robb and 146 others, of G. N. 
Ebberts and 205 others, of W. P. Gales and %5 others, of James P. 
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It is proper to state that he has indefinite | Easterby and 95 others, and of Thomas J. Burgess and 35 others, citi- 
leave of absence of the House, on account of sickness; and I would like | 


zens of the fifth district of Kansas. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of P. R. Taylor and 134 others, of T. W. 
Whitsey and 244 others, and of J. Coleman and 142 others, citizens of 
the fourth district of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of L. H. Lamison and 100 others, of J. 
G. Ellis and 22 others, of H. Simmons and 71 others, of E. L. Mapes 
and 108 others, of E. Rhoades and 79 others, and of George A. Folsom 
and 41 others, citizens of the fourth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of John C. Gibbons and 56 
others, of Thomas Fitzsimmons and 64 others, of A. B. Hutchins and 
67 others, of A. M. Milesand 82 others, of G. W. Powell and 385 others, 
and of Michael English and 123 others, citizens of the second district 
of New York. 

By Mr. R. 8S. GREEN: Petition of W. H. Cooper and 21 others and 
of John S. Hall and 52 others, citizens of the third district of New Jer- 
sey. 

By Mv. HALL: Petition of G. W. Country and 45 others and of 
William G. Cooper and 128 others, citizens of the first district of Iowa. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of E. G. Wentworth and 64 others, of D. 
M. Ladd and 68 others, and of W. B. Egan and 42 others, citizens of 
the first district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of Martin Pierce and 320 others, citizens 
of New York city. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of Jane Edge, of Lone Oak, Tex., 
asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of A. E. Murray and 40 others, of Will- 
iam P. Mott and 53 others, and of 8. Wilson and 195 others, citizens 
of the second district of Virginia. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of William Cook and 40 others and of 
Charles A. Nelson and 75 others, citizens of the seventh district of New 
Jersey. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petition of John Lary and 63 others, of D. W. 
Higgins and 46 others, of David Smith and 65 others, of James Kenedy 
and 95 others, of F. D. Foster and 124 others, of James Kenedy and 91 
others, and of C. R. Lockwood and 230 others, citizens of the fourth dis- 
trict of New York. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. W. Farrell and 369 others, of J. W. 
Cessna and 120 others, of James Taylor and 26 others, of T. J. Buchanan 
and 172 others, and of Joseph Bagner and 83 others, citizens of the third 
district of Kansas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Frank Cassidy and 124 others, of Jo- 
seph Don and 100 others, and of S. B. Funnell and 148 others, citizens 
of the seventh district of Kansas. 

3y Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of Theo. Orton and 35 others, of W. Barry 
and 130 others, of L. O. Keefe and 75 others, of William Pritchard and 
200 others, of M. Bear and 45 others, of David Murphy and 22 others, 
of H. G. Nadle and 75 others, of C. C. Romaine and 48 others, of Ed. 
Silvers and 279 others, of W. D. Davis and 270 others, of L. Schick and 
60 others, of I. H. Hambeffer and 96 others, of P. Muller and 91 others, 
of H. Cisco and 52 others, of G. E. Hayne and 57 others, of T. F. Flin 
and 63 others, of W. J. Ambryne and 60 others, of F. S. Ball and 34 oth- 
ers, of E. E. Lee and 14 others, of M. Dee and 78 others, of L. Mott 
and 50 others, and of W. S. Cowell and 75 others, citizens of the fourth 
and fifth districts of New Jersey. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of L. J. Gorman and 180 others, of R. 
Monks and 434 others, of G. W. Clark and 37 others, of T. E. Desman 
and 67 others, and of M. Deyman and 76 others, citizens of the tenth 
district of Ohio. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of H. Vroman and 140 others, of G. M. Per- 
kins and 95 others, of J. A. Washburn and 61 others, of D. W. Edwards 
and 135 others, of C. A. Conklin and 27 others, and of Edward Lawn 
and 68 others, citizens of the fourth district of Kansas. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of J. Dauvay and 16 others, of T. F. Bunce 
and 48 others, and of Michael Fitzgerald and 25 others, citizens of the 
third district of Connecticut. 

ty Mr. WISE: Petition of J. R. Griffin and 100 others, of Thomas 
Jefferson and 34 others, of Daniel Johnson and 95 others, and of J. P. 
Griffin and 85 others, citizens of the third district of Virginia. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 9, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buri_er, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE COLE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Wiison, of Maryland, 
Mr. KENNA, and Mr. MANDERSON the committee on the part of the 
Senate to take order for superintending the funeral of the late Repre- 
sentative WILLIAM H. Cols, of Maryland, and to escort the remains 
of the deceased to their place of burial. 
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Congressional district of Missouri, and the petition of James F. Day 
and 56 other citizens of the second Congressionai district of Missouri 
praying for the passage of the following measures at the present sessiv 
of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, an 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other lan 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of Customs relative to the account of the New York 
Steam Company for heating and hoisting apparatus in the New York 
post-office, and requesting consideration of the item in the deficiency 
appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in reply te a resolution of the 1st instant, 
a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in relation to 
expenditures for surveying public lands during the fiscal year 1886; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


nts; 
rt Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of whic! 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to s«'- 
tlement; 

: Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States 

Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Abel O’Hara and 246 other 
citizens of the seventh Congressional district of Kansas and the peti- 
tion of George F. Brown and 107 other citizens of the sixth Congres- 
sional district of Kansas, praying for the passage of the following meas- 
ures at the present session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of whic! 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holiday. 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury su: 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of W. S. McDuffie and 25 othe: 
citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Texas and the petition 
of J. Wilson and 18 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of 
Texas, praying for the passage at the present session of Congress of thiv 
following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, ani 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other lan( 

rants; 
, 3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of whic 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holida) 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least 200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of John Green and 70 otlicr 
citizens of the first Congressional district of Connecticut, the petition 
of Thomas Nash and 61 other citizens of the first Congressional distr | 
of Counecticut, the petition of Henry Schielde and 104 other citizens 0: 
the first Congressional district of Connecticut, the petition of J. J. Dil- 
lon and 30 other citizens of Connecticut, the petition of J. B. Hoyt an 
144 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Connecticut, the 
petition of John McDonough and 111 citizens of the second Congre-- 
sional district of Connecticut, and the petition of Daniel Archer and 5°" 
other citizens of the second Congressional district of Connecticut, pr.\. 
ing for the passage at the present session of Congress of the followins 
measures 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber- entaatn, pre-emption, 01 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other lan: 


grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of w): ) 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to ~' 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibitin-y aliens from holding lands in the United Statc- 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holi!s 
and 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Edmund J. 
Koch, of Jersey City, N. J., praying to be granted certain relief from 
alleged injustiee done him by the Government; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Vacik and 10 other citizens 
of the twenty-first Congressional district of Ohio, the petition of J. W. 
Baird and 62 other citizens of the eleventh Congressional district of 
Ohio, the petition of Joseph E. Wright and 119 other citizens of the 
tenth Congressional district of Ohio, the petition of Frank Romer and 
43 other citizens of the eighth Congressional district of Ohio, the pe- 
tition of Alfred Dyke and 48 other citizens of the first Congressional 
district of Ohio, and the petition of James L. Voorhees and other citi- 
zens of Wyandotte, Kans., praying for the passage at the present ses- 
sion of Congress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opeving a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Billmaking Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented the petition of J. M. Massingill and 
60 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Tennessee, the 
petition of R. V. Brennan and 26 other citizens of the third Congres- 
sional district of Tennessee, the petition of D. E. Nelson and 52 other 
citizens of the third Congressional district of Tennessee, the petition 
of William Pearson and 30 other citizens of the third Congressional 
district of Tennessee, the petition of T. V. Warren and 26 citizens 
of the third Congressional district of Tennessee, the petition of J. A. 
Calder and 30 other citizens of the third Congressional district of Ten- 
nessee, and the petition of W. J. Andrews and 256 other citizens of 
Maury County, Tennessee, praying for the passage at the present ses- 
sion of Congress of the following measures: 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territery of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
ement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Nor- 
way, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the oleomargarine 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of J. N. Hall and 70 other citizens 
of the fourteenth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of 
John W. Farry and 80 other citizens of Missouri, the petition of Will- 
iam Fitzgerald and 24 other citizens of the eighth Congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, the petition of Charles Butterworth and 160 other 
citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of 
J. A. Workman and 190 other citizens of the fifth district 
of Missouri, the petition of Thomas S. Smith and 90 other citizens of 
the fourth Congressional district of Missouri, the petition of T. J. 
Buchanan and 172 other citizens of the third district of 
Missouri, the petition of M. Sheetz and 24 other citizens of the second 





plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 





punishing bribery; 
8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury >\'- 
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Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. N. Jones and 20 other citi- Mr. MAHONE, from the Committeeon Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
zens of the tenth Congressional district of Massachusetts, the petition reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
of E. P. Howe and 8 other citizens of the ninth Congressional district propriation bill; which was re‘erred to the Committee on Appropri- 
Massachusetts, the petition of James Donovan and 341 other citizens | ations, and ordered to be printed. 
of the ninth Congressional district of Massachusetts, the petition of | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
Lizzie Martin and 20 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district | were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
of Massachusetts, the petition of Charles W. McRaith and 40 other citi- | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
zens of the fifth Congressional district of Massachusetts, the petition of A bill (S. 2162) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner 
F. W. Reily and 52 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of | of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson; and 
Massachusetts, and the petition of Edward Driscoll and 206 other citi- A bill CH. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis. 

‘aot — anata i relia thane al AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
passage at the preses: saline ti cmp taro  raggen Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
a 1. e eo wear, Ganber-cultare, pre-emption, and | posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was cena 


. . : | to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
House bill 2 adjustm: ‘ . re a 8, - 
2 No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land | Mr. JONES, of Nevada, and Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted 


5, 


oars tectill :ndments intended to t vd by tl tively, to the s 
. sas railroad land nts the condition: hich | #™endments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sun- 
e.. not besh aie coontied with: ora 2 conditions of which | dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
ements: = . : him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
> 


6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States: Committee on Appropriations without printing. 

7. Bill aking Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, ace Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended = be proposed by 
and punishing bribery; him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds without printing 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. BILLS INTRODUCED. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. | Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2825) granting a pension to Herman 

Mr. eee ee ha oun . ee Ne Ogden and 146 Brod; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
other citizens e si gressional district of Maryland, the pe- | on Pensions. 
tition of L. 8. Long and 58 other citizens of the sixth Congressional He also introduced a bill (S. 2826) granting a pension to John Black; 
Se oa teatadenet ee - f. ‘ ce pe and 124 citizens | which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

t of Maryland, praying for the pas- | Pensions. 

of the followirz measures at the present session of Congress: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 

| 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2827) for the payment for the services 
of Capt. A. W. Hicksas messenger to the Military Committee, House ot 
Representatives, Forty-fifth Congress, extra session; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2828) to provide for the erection 
of one of the Timby tower and shield system of coast defense in the 
harbor of New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SEIZURES OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN FOREIGN WATERS. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask for the adoption of the following resolution 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, so far as in his 
opinion it may not be inconsistent with the public interest, to inform the Senate 
of all facts in his possession or that of the Department of State in regard to the 
seizure or detention in any foreign ports of any American vessels, and the pre- 
text or alleged cause for such seizure, and all correspondence relating to the 
same, and what efforts have been made to procure redress for such seizures and 


grants; 
3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
e 5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
ement; 
6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 
7. Bill: ing Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery ; 
8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000, 000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
bag itions cmd am to the Committee on Finance. 
r. BLAIR presen tition of N. O’Dowd and 47 other citi- | a aban 
zens of the first Congressional district of New Hampshire, and the pe- | ” ee aa eee f 
poe tof he andes other a of the second Congressional | Mr. HOAR re eine for information. I hope the Sen 
ew Ham praying for the passage at the present ses- | _.- * a : ' , ; eee 


nal of the following m fame | ator will allow it to pass. 
sion of Congress oe amg ar . | Mr. VEST. I want to look into it. 
. & vor bill No. 7887, es timber-culture, pre-emption, and | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 
esert acts; j 
2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land | COUTINESENS CF AMERICANS IN MEXIOO. 
grants; = | Mr. CALL. I present a resolution to be referred to the Committco 


> 
3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditionsof which | on Foreign Relations. 
have not been strictly complied with; The resolution was read, as follows: 


4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; | Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his opinion not incompatible 
5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- | with the public interest, to direct the representatives of the United States to the 
tlement: | Government of Mexico to investigate the truth of statements made in the news- 
: . . " a | papers that citizens of the United States are confined in Mexican dungeons 
6. prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; without trial for alleged offenses against the laws of Mexico, and that their 
7. Bill Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, | final trial has been postponed without cause. That if such statements shall be 
and prohibi < found to be true, the Government of the United States shall demand the trial 
’ of such citizens and their humane treatment during confinement, and shall 

& Bill disbursements of at | isi ‘ 
ts of at east $200, 000,000 Treasury Sur- | make provision for their defense and their release from confinement where no 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. sufficient cause for their detention shall be found. That the Presidentof the 
The petitions s * United States shall, if he shall consider it necessary, be requested to institute 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. negotiations with the Government of Mexico for a convention to secure a fair 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES trial without unnecessary delay of citizens of the United States in Mexico who 


may be charged with violating the laws of Mexico. 


enn eee ae Sen Her GEn GS. RAD) oo oe | Mr. CALL. I ask for the reading of the newspaper extract which I 
. io (: change the limit | have sent to the desk. 
it cota perder header th » Wis., reported The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The extract will be read if there be 
SEWELL. fro , sacreon. : | no objection. 
sume eo Commnitine on Pensions, to whom wasre-| The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
bill Message o . t of the United States, returning the i IN MEXICAN DUNGEONS—AMERICAN CITIZENS IMPRISONED FOR MONTHS WITHOUT 
(S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand, with his ob- | TRIAL. 


sertipeniaaaate, submitted a report thereon recommending the passage _ [By telegraph to the Herald.] 
the bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- Cuinvauva, Mex., July 4, 1836 
7 | Mr. Merkley, station agent here of the Mexican Central Railway Company, 
Mr. of Nevada. I report from the Committee on Finance | and an American citizen, some time ago struck a Mexican who grossly insulted 


amendments the bill 4833 : : _ | and attacked him in his office while in the discharge of his official duties. The 
tional’ a (H. Rk ) relating to the taxation of frac | Mexican, getting the worst of the affair, went before the alcalde and lodged a 

a gallon of distilled spirits, now on the Calendar. To- | complaint. Merkley was at once arrested and incarcerated in afoul dungeon, 
morrow, or at a very early day, I will submit a written report to ac- | where a number of other malefactors were confined. Every lega! means have 


the bill. been exhausted by Americans to effect his release, but they have proved fruit- 
less, and no satisfactory explanation is vouchsafed by the Mexican authorities 


The amendments will be printed. for refusing to take action in Merkley’s case 
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AN UNWELCOME PASSENGER. 


A Pullman car porter, who silenced a Mexican who was raising a disturbance 
in a car in this city several days ago, is now being concealed by railroad men 
along the Mexican Central, to prevent his seizure and indefinite imprisonment 
without trial. 

There are now a number of Americans in the loathsome dungeons of this city 
who have been incarcerated for months without a hearing, and present a pitiable 
sight in their ragged and emaciated condition. The American residents of this 
city are highly incensed and alarmed at the arbitrary and unjust action exhib- 
ited by the Mexican authorities toward citizens of the United States, and it is 
reliably stated that many will leave here until our State Department adopts a 
more vigorous policy toward guaranteeing protection to its law-abiding citizens 
in Mexico. The American consul here is severely censured, and is openly ac- 
cused of siding with the Mexican officials against his countrymen. e has on 
no oceasion exerted himself in their behalf when frivolous charges were pre- 
ferred against them and they were thrust into Mexican prisons. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘concurreut 
or other resolutions ’’ the resolution submitted yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], which comes over under ob- 
jection, will be laid before the Senate. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER as follows: 


Whereas it is generally understood that to-morrow, July 9, shall be devoted 
to the consideration of “ objected” executive nominations: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the doors of the Senate shall not be closed during the time that 
executive nominations are pending, discussed, or voted upon. 


Mr. HARRIS. I raise the question of. order upon that resolution. 
It proposes to change the rules of the Senate, and does not conform to 
the rule requiring notice, &c. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon of the Senator from Tennes- 
see. I did not hear the question of order that he made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee raises 
the point of order that the requisite notice has not been given under 
the rule and the requisite specification required by the rule. The 
Chair is not advised upon that point. Has the Senator from Virginia 
given the notice the rule prescribes? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am free to say that I am not advised my- 
self, If the point is well taken I am ready to yield, but I have not 
understood yet that the Senate can not make a rule or change a rule 
by a majority vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XL will be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The notice was given yesterday. The reso- 
lution was offered yesterday. 

Mr. HARRIS. The rale requires a written notice specifically stating 
the exact change of the rule proposed to be made, and then the rule it- 
self must be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Rue XL. 
SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose there- 
of. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I can see-there that I should possibly have 
given a day’s notice before proposing to change the rule, but I should 
like to have the rule read that the resolution proposes to change. Ido 
not think the rule will be found there. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the rule in respect to executive sessions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule respecting executive ses- 
sions will be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from Tennessee has just as- 
sumed that Iam changing arule. I want to know what rule I am 
proposing to change. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second clause of Rule XXXVI 
will be read. , 

The Chief-Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXVI 
* . > cm + 7 - 

2. When acting upon confidential or executive business the Senate Chamber 
shall be cleared of all persons except the Secretary, the chief clerk, the principal 
legislative clerk, the executive clerk, the minute and journal clerk, the nt- 
at-Arms, the assistant doorkeeper, and such other officers as the presiding officer 
shall think necessary; and all such officers shall be sworn to secrecy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is still another rule relating 
to the matter, but it is not necessary to read it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not understand yet that I am propos- 
ing to change that rule. I have offered a resolution that is to cover 
one single matter before the Senate. 

Mr. MUNDS (in his seat), That suspends the other rule. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish the Senator from Vermont would 
state what he proposes to state from his seat and not violate the rules 
himself by a orgy, “mame his chair; for a fandamental rule of the Sen- 
ate is that when a tor proposes to speak he shall rise from his seat 
and address the Chair. 
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I do not mean to do anything more in this matter than to call it to 
the attention of the Senate; that is all; and I am going to do it on any 
and every occasion that I can. 

I believe this is just one single endeavor to defeat by a method that 
does not commend itself to me the opening of the doors of the Senate 
and allowing what we call executive business to be considered here 
with the constituency of this country to know all about it. I have 
asked here—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, is this question debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have asked for five months for a vote, 
and I have been unable to get it. Now, the Senator from Tennessee 
says I am proposing tochange arule. Who makes the rules? Does 
not a majority of the Senate make the rules ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will be allowed to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator: 
will proceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon, I do not want to be allowed 
to goon if I am out of ‘order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator may b 
heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, 1 am more interested in 
something that is to follow to-day than I am in thismatter. The pur- 
pose of my resolution was to promote what I believe to be the right in 
the Senate Chamber, and I do not believe that the wrong would pre- 
vil if these doors were opened. 

I do not, therefore, with all due deference to my friend from Ten- 
nessee, propose to avail myself of unanimous consent to proceed, be- 
cause I think that would be consuming time that I can better give to 
the consideration of the matter that we shall have in hand this after- 
noon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order seems to be wel! 
taken in reference to the proceedings of yesterday upon the resolution 
No specified rule has been named in the resolution of the Senator from 
Virginia. The resolution will lie upon the table. The Senator can 
give the required notice at any time. The Senator at his pleasure can 
give the notice under the rule. The next business in order is the Cal- 
endar under the rule adopted on Wednesday last. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well, sir. 


ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case passed over informally 
yesterday wil] be announced. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Ernest H. 
Wardwell.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that Senate bill 372 be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bills must be taken up in order. 
The rule under which we are acting requires that. The bill to which 
the Senator from Mississippi refers will be reached in due time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought unanimous consent was given yesterday 
that Senate bill 372 should be considered this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to take fhem in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1455 is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It was read yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
directed to pay to Earnest H. Wardwell, late a captain and assistant quarter- 
master of United States volunteers, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the pay and allowances of a captain and assistant quarter- 
master in the United States Army from the llth day of March to the 18th day of 
May, 1865; and also the three months’ additional pay proper as first lieutenan' 
and regimental quartermaster of the Second Regiment North Carolina Union 
Volunteers (white), the same as allowed to all volunteer officers under the ac! 
of Congress approved March 3, 1865. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the report read and see what the i!- 


ficulty is. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HA.1r- 
TON March 10, 1886: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1455) for 
the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell, beg leave to report that as the facts in t!)'s 
case are set forth in a House report of the Committee on Military Affairs int!) 
Forty-eighth Congress, that report is adopted as their own, while some aii:- 
tional facts are ted to the Senate: . 

“ Ernest H. Wardwell, in May, 1861, enlisted in the Sixth Massachusetts Vo! 
unteers, and served for more three months without pay. On September 
7 of the same year he enlisted as a private in the Twenty-sixth Massachuse't's 
Volunteers. ovember 8, 1862, he was commissioned second lieutenant, Scc- 
ond Louisiana (Union) Volunteers. April 4, 1863. he resigned on account of 
sickness. F 5, 1864, he was commissioned first lieutenant and quarter- 
master Second North Carolina (Union) Volunteers. February 23, 1865, he ws 
mustered out to accept a commission which had been promised him as capt«' 
and assistant quartermaster, in which he was confirmed by the Senate 
March 11, 1865. His commission, April 15, 1865, was forwarded to him 
Sal Gee We cg’ May 18. He was honorably mustered out of service 
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“ From this record it that Captain Wardwell had an honorable though 
not continuous service of over three years. is 
* He claims that he should receive pay from March 11, 1865, to May 18, 1865, 


also three months’ extra pay under the act of March 3, 1865. 

=. was a certain low talenen March 11, 1865, when Captain Wardwell 
was confirmed by the Senate, and May 11, when his commission was sent to him. 
For this period of delay he thinks he ought to receive the pay of his rank, be- 
cause he his lieutenancy to accept the commission of captain which 
had been promised him, and was present and ready to receive his commission 
at the date of hisconfirmation. It appears, however, that in addition to the time 
usually required for the making out and signature of the commission there was 
a further delay, caused by the assassination of President Lincoln, April l4. By 
lations an officer does not a to draw pay until he has received 
and accepted his commission and has en the oath. Unfortunate circum- 
stances caused a delay of some weeks to Captain Wardwell in the receipt of his 
commission, and it seems not unreasonable to allow him pay during this period 
of waiting, because he resigned his lieutenancy on the positive information that 
he had been appointed a captain, and he was present and was ready to assume 
his new duties. 

“The act of March 3, 1865, grants three months’ extra pay to officers then in 
commission and who should continue in service to the close of the war. Cap- 
tain Wardwell was mustered out February 23, 1845,and was not confirmed by 
the Senate as nm till March 1l,and only accepted his commission on the 
18th of May, so he was not in service on the 3d of March, 1865, and could not 
legally draw the three months’ extra pay. 

“But as Captain Wardwell, after being in the Army nearly three years, re- 
signed for the sole purpose of receiving his new commission, and was present 
and ready to be mustered in under it, he may not improperly be considered as 

vely in the service on the 3d of March, 1865, and, therefore, entitled to 
three months’ extra pay. 

“The committee, therefore, report that the bill should pass.” é 

In addition to the reasons given in the above report for the of the bill, 
the committee would state that it appears from the evidence submitted that one 
reason of the delay experienced by Captain Wardwell in the receipt of his com- 
mission was caused by a mistake in the Department of War, whereby the com- 
mission was sent to Oakland, Cal., instead of the post-office of the same name in 

Wardwell reported prémptly for duty and notified the De- 
partment that he would await orders at the latter place, but his commission did 
not reach him until it went to and was returned from California. 

In view of Captain Wardwell’s meritorious services and of the circumstances 
surrounding his case the cominittee regard him as entitled to the relief he begs 
for,and they recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I used to know a good many Vermont officers who 
were in substantially the same predicament; that is, they did not come 
within the general law in the changes of commissions and in the inter- 
vals between one commission and another; and in the times when they 
used to bring the matter to my attention I thought, and told them so, 
that nospecial law could be passed of this kind, but if Congress thought 
fit to make a general law that would apply to all officers alike under 
similar circumstances that would be one thing. 

I should be glad to have the committee explain somewhat more fully 
and at large how this gentleman’s case differs, except for the few days 
when the commission was going around the post-office, from that of hun- 
dreds of other officers in whose service there were these breaks but who 
continued to serve faithfully, not only the three years, but four years, 
and who took later commissions but who did not get the amount of 
money that this gentleman will get by the bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think, and the committee thought, that this was 
an exceptional case. In the first place, Captain Wardwell served three 
months as a volunteer without any pay at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can you explain how that could be? 

Mr. HAMPTON. He volunteered on the staff of some officer in the 
early part of the war and served for three months. I have not the 

to show how it was, but he did serve for three months without 
pay. Hethen resigned a lieutenancy, having been assured that he was 
appointed acaptain. He was appointed and wasconfirmed, but owing 
to the assassination of President Lincoln there was a delay in signing 
his commission and sending it to him. 

He came here and reported that he was ready for duty, and said that 
he would be at Oakland, Md., to receive the orders of the Department; 
bat when his commission was signed, instead of being sent to Oakland, 
in Maryland, it was sent to Oakland, in California, and it was several 
months before it reached him, and he was thus kept out of it for several 


committee thought in view of those facts and the additional 
that he had been a most gallant and meritorious officer, that he 
receive the three months’ pay. It will only involve an ex- 
of from $300 to $500; and while it does not, as I admit, 
technically within the purview of the law, I take it that we 
here, in cases of this sort, act as a great court of equity. If 
is a man who is entitled to the benefits that would come from 
table adjustment of his claim, I think it is Captain Ward well. 
a very great interest in this matter because it so happened that 
this case was first presented to the Military Committee it was re- 
to me, and I not having all the papers which I subsequently re- 
reported itadversely. When my attention was afterward called 
a came from the other House, I found that I had done 
Wardwell, as 
recommitted; I had all the papers submitted to the committee; 
arwerd review of the papers, I was authorized to make this 
Hatnibon to detain the Senate any longer. 
IN. Ithink I ought to say that the report of the Com- 
on Military Affairs was not a unanimousone. For one I think I 
inclined to be extremely liberal in dealing with officers and soldiers 
the war. However, the proposition here is to pay an officer who was 
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I thought, a very gross injustice and I had the | 
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not discharging duty, but who was living at Oakland, in the State of 
Maryland, a summer resort on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, to 
which place he had gone under the promise, he said, that he would be 
appointedascaptain. Some delay in getting his commission was caused, 
perhaps by delay in issuing it and probably by mistake in mailing it to 
Oakland, Cal. 

I do not think this is a case where the Congress of the United States 
should pay the salary of captain and quartermaster to Mr. Wardwell 
during the time when he was waiting for his commission. There was 
no service rendered at all during that interval of time. If there were 
previously three months in which he rendered service and for which he 
received no pay, I agree that the Senator from South Carolina is en- 
tirely right in saying that for that three months in which he rendered 
service, if there was such a period, he ought to be paid; but for the 
period of the delay of his commission it seemed to me upon the com- 
mittee, and seems to me now, that there is no reasonable claim upon 
the Government for compensation. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to add to what the Senator from 
Indiana has said that I have uniformly in committee and out of it op- 
posed this bill, and I do not believe that there is one particle of merit 
in it of legal right or equitable right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore.. Shall the bill pass? [Putting tho 
question.] The Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide; and the ayes were 29 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. We are both engaged on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr.CHACE. Idesire to announce that my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH ] 
has a general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. CAMDEN }. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 19; as follows: 





YEAS—28. 
Blackburn, Conger, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Evarts, Kenna, Sewell, 
Butler, George, McPherson, Sherman, 
Call, Gibson, Manderson, Walthall, 
Camden, Gorman, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, Hampton, Miller, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—I19. 
Berry, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Chace, Edmunds, MeMillan, Vance, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Coke, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 

ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Gray, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Allison, Hale, Morrill, Stanford, 
Beck, Hoar, Payne, Teller, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Eustis, Logan, Pugh, 
Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Saulsbury, 


So the bill was passed. 

LABOR ARBITRATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a method for 
settling controversies and differences between railroad corporations en- 
gaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of property or pas- 
sengers and their employés. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. COKE, The bill can not be disposed of under the five-minute 
rule. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill passed over yesterday 
will be stated. 

The CuikF CLERK. A bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experi- 
ment stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the 
| acts supplementary thereto. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
| of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HARRISON. I find upon an examination of the law that the 
amendments I proposed yesterday, which were intended to extend the 
benefits of this bill to the Territories, were not sufficient to accomplish 
that purpose. 

The act in relation to agricultural colleges, which is referred to in the 
first section of the bill, is entitled*‘‘An act donating public lands to the 


The next reserved case on the Cal- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The bill will go over under objection. 























































































Fone ey Ae oC AR 


6678 


several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the bene- | 
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fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ but upon examination I find 


rable scientificschool, instructing in agricultural chemistry and ina wide 
range of other branches besides, making well-qualified engineers, &c 


that the Territories are only mentioned in the title of the act, and that | training men in accordance with the original intent of the act for in- 
there is no provision in the body of it for extending its benefits to the | dustrial pu 


Territories. I therefore move as an amendment an additional section. | 


rposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senato: 


Mr. PLATT. May I suggest right here that I understand there are | from Connecticut that the Senate is proceeding under the five-minute 


one or two supplemental acts? The provisions of that act were ex- 


tended to some Territory, perhaps to two Territories. I have not ex- | 


amined the matter carefully. 

Mr. HARRISON. I examined yesterday with such care as I could 
in the Senate, and I found no such Jaws. If there be such, however 
this amendment will not be out of harmony with them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say a word after it is read. 

The Curer CL ERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


Sec. —. That the provisionsand benefits of this act shall apply to the agricult- 
ural colleges which have been or may hereafter be established in any of the 
Territories of the United States under the laws thereof: Provided, That the aver- 
age attendance of pupils upon the instruction of such-college for the year pre- 


— its application for the benefits of this act shall not have been less than 
fifty. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam informed by a very intelligent gentleman 
who is interested in this form of education in Dakota, that that Terri- 
tory has established an agricultural college, and has appropriated to 
sustain it $175,000. The money has been raised wholly by taxation, 
no part of it being proceeds of any public lands that have been sold. I 
have framed this amendment so as to give to the institution in Dakota 
the benefit of an experimental station, and also soas to extend it toany 
other Territory which shall establish an agricultural college. In or- 
der that the appropriation might not be made available unless the in- 
stitution had some substantial foundation, I have limited it to such as 
had during the preceding year an attendance of fifty students. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish I could flatter myself that I 
could have the attention of those Senators at least whose States have 
established agricultural colleges. 

I think this bill, wise and prudent as may be the motive of it, is de- 
fective in its general characteristics. I make no objection to it that it 
calls for a possible expenditure of $690,000 a year. 

Mr. PLATT. For all time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Forall time. Ido not raise thatobjection. I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate, however, to the fact as empha- 
sizing the necessity for a little consideration of the measure. 

Let us see upon what general principles we have gone in this matter 
so far. In 1862 we passed the well-known act providing for the estab- 
lishment of agricultural colleges. It was in the form of a direct grant 
of a certain quantity of land, 30,000 acres for each Senator and Rep- 
resentative, totheseveral States. It provided for the manner of locat- 
ing and selling the scrip for those lands and for the expenditures in 
managing and selling the land, and all that matter of detail which I 
need not rehearse. Then it provided thatall the moneys derived from 
the sale of the lands should be set aside and the interest inviolably ap- 
propriated—I will quote now literally— 
by each State which may take and claim the benefit of this act, to the endow- 
ment, support, and maintenance of at least one college where the leading ct 
shall be, without excluding other scientific and classical studies, and ined 
military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are to wt a 


and the mechanic arts, in such manner as the Legislatures of the States may re- 
spectively prescribe— 


Note that, Mr. President— 
in such manner as the Legislatures of the States may respectively ibe, 
in order to promote the liberal and practical education of the ind classes 
in the several pursuits and professions in life. 

Then it proceeds in section 5 tosay that the grant of land and serip, 
this donation to the States, is made upon certain conditions, to the num- 
ber of seven here, and to these provisions the previous assent of the sev- 
eral States by legislative actisrequired as a condition precedent of their 
receiving the grant and applying the proceeds thereof. 

I think that act was wisely drawn if the Government was togo into the 
business at allof establishing agricultural colleges. It donated a suffi- 
cient sum of money to give a very respectable foundation for those in- 
stitutions. Ina large proportion of the States that money was not 
wisely managed, not to say grossly and almost criminally squandered. 
Not one dollar of it is remaining in many States. Others disposed of 
it fairly well. Others husbanded it until | they have almost unlimited 
resources. Cornell University, Michigan University at Ann Arbor, and 
one or two others located the lands wisely, held them until they, rose 
greatly in value, and have made wealthy universities out of the gener- 
ous grant. 

Some of the agricultural colleges answer all the purposes of this pend- 
ing bill by the chemical departments thereof; others do not. In my 
own State the Sheffield Scientific School is the beneficiary of this grant. 
It has, in addition to this Federal , the most generous donation from 
the late Mr. Sheffield and others, is a well-established and most admi- 





i 


rule. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, it is utterly impossible to 


discuss this bill in five minutes. I donot propose to take anything lik 
an hour or even half an hour, but five minutes is quite too short. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is an objection to the bil! 
it will take it over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not make objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator fron 
Connecticut may proceed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I shall be, as I think I always have been, as con 
densed as possible. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that consent is also to he extended to those who 
desire to speak upon the bill besides the Senator from Connecticut | 
shall have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order to preserve the rule th 
oceupant of the chair, as Senator from Ohio, will object to the consid 
eration of this bill as being too important to be considered within th 
limitation of five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. CHACE. I think we can get through with the bill under th 
five-minute rule, and I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not care to raise the point of order, but I wan: 
a decision on this question. When the Senate gives unanimous consen' 
to the consideration of a bill, no Senator objecting to it, and the bill is 
taken up and read through and we spend half an hour or an hour upo 
it, and amendments are moved and carried, I hold that then it is no 
in the power of any Senator to object to that bill. Itmust go on unde: 
the rule, subject to a five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Ne 
York to the fact that in this case we have not reached that point. 

Mr. MILLER. That point was reached in the consideration of th 
bill yesterday. Unanimous consent was asked for its consideration ; it 
was given; the bill was taken up; it was read through; half a dozen 
amendments were made to it, and then the Senator from Connecticu: 
[Mr. HAWLEY ] objected to its further consideration, and the Presiden 
of the Senate laid it aside. I held that that was wrong then, and I be 
lieve it is wrong now. If we can do that, we can go on and waste a!! 
our time; any Senatercan allow a question to be discussed here for tw» 
hours together, under unanimous consent, and then get upand say, ‘| 
object to its consideration,’’ and that ends the whole matter. If so, | 
do not want any more unanimous consents. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New York rise 
te a question of order that the objection comes too late under the ru): 
under which we are ? Under Rule VIII to which thisis sup- 
plementary ‘* objection may be interposed at any stage in the procee:- 
ings’’ before final passage. 

Mr. CHACE. But I desire to call attention to the fact that we a 
proceeding now under a special assignment made by unanimous agree- 
ment yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special rule also provides th: 
objection being made a case shall be passed over. 

Mr. CHACE. Net if we made a special assignment of this day for 
this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of opinion th: 
the object and meaning of this resolution was to enable an objection \v 
be made at any time in the progress of a case, so that time should no’ 
be wasted. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not understand that we are proceeding unde: 
the eighth rule at all. We are proceeding under a special order of t! 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Chair, who has interposed this een, 
to withdraw it a moment, in order that I may complete the amendme 
I offered last before the bill is considered again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the consent of the Senat:: 
e Conneeticnt—— ; 

N. I wish to complete this amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Chair will withdraw the obj.c- 


tion. 


Mr. HARRISON. I propose in line 6 of section 6, after the wor! 


“*State,’’ to insert the words: 
And to each Territory entitled under the provisions of section 9 of this act 


Se as to refer to the section which has been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana has a riz!) 
to modify his amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. _Is it in order to move to take up the bill notwt 

the objection ? 

The ENT pro tempore. It is not in order, by the expr: 
terms of the special order. The question is on the amendment o! t: 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison }. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The objection is renewed. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to know under what rule we are act- | 
ing. I do not understand that we are acting under the regular rules | 
of the Senate, but under a special agreement made in the Senateopenly | 
to which everybody gave his assent. Therefore this bill is proceeding | 
under unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the order read. 
The Chair only desires to carry out the wishes of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the following order, adopted on the 7th in- 
stant: 





Ordered, That for the next six days of the legislative sittings of the Senate, 
after the call for and disposition of resolutions shall have been passed, the time 
remaining until half past 12 o’clock shall be devoted to the Calendar, beginning | 
with the first case thereon, and every matter objected to shall be passed by, and | 
debate shall be limited to five minutes for any Senator on the question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Even in the absence of the eighth 
rule the Chair would hold under this language that an objection might 
be made at any time while a bill was under consideration; but taken 
in connection with the eighth rule, of which this is an amendment, that 
rule expressly provides that an objection may be made at any stage. 

Mr. MILLER. The special rule adopted makes no mention what- | 
ever of the eighth rule, and we are not proceeding under the eighth | 
rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
allow the Chair to finish. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under this modified order there is | 
an express withdrawal of the right given by the eighth rule, that pend- 
ing the consideration of business under this special rule no motion shall 
be made to take it out of the operation of the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was so distinctly announced when the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE. What became of the unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, like any other case, was taken 
up and until objection was made it was considered. It was passed over 
informally as a matter of convenience to enable Senators to prepare 
amendments. 


Mr. HAWLEY. May I be allowed to recall to the Chair’s memory 
the fact that some little argument arose about it yesterday, and unani- 
mous consent was asked by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GzorGE] 
that the bill be taken up again to-day, retaining its place, and unani- 
mous consent was given to take it up to-day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The same was done with four other 
cases which had been proceeded with without objection and acted 
upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 

Mr. MILLER. I simply desire to say that I have had no under- 
standing that there was any such rule in operation at the present time 
when unanimous consent was given and a bill had been considered 
for half an hour or more, that it was then in the power of any Senator 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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to rise in his and stop the further consideration of the bill by an 
objection. is bill is one in which a majority of the American people 


are interested, and I do not think that any technical rule in this body 
should throw it out at this stage of the proceedings. It has been al- 
lowed to go over repeatedly in order that Senators might have time to 
study it and be prepared to consider the question. Yesterday it went 
over again on a request that certain Senators might give it further ex- 
amination. Now to throw it out upon a technical objection of this 
kind in my judgment would be doing a very great injustice to the 
class of who are interested. 

Mr. Is there any appeal from the decision of the Chair ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
a l from the decision of the Chair? 

. MILLER. I asked the Chair a moment ago under what rule it 
was that a Senator had a right to object to a bill which had been taken 
ee eanantint unanimous consent had been granted. 
I have not yet been referred to the rule nor heard it read. 

Mr. The Chair has made his decision, and if there is no 
=— I shall object to any further debate on this question. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair? The Chair, however, 
—_ vere the Senate that under the operationof the special order 
w theSenate is now acting, without any other rule, he would 
— as clear the right to make an objection at any time. __. 

- MILLER. I do not understand that there is any such rule as 

= except theeighth rule, and we are not now acting under the eighth 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 
Mr. HAWLEY. May I make a suggestion in the interest of peace 
matter? I do not wish to be held responsible for any debate, 
I will _— at any time to make a motion to take up the bill. 

I object to debate. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

CHACE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
to the bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment stations in 
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| connection with the colleges established in the several States under the 


provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supple 
mentary thereto; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 
Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question which I suppose is privileged, and 
I should like to have itset right now before going any further. 
I was absent from the Senate, in the service of the Senate however, 


| a few minutes ago when the agricultural experiment station bill came 


up. I find laid on the table the print of an amendment printed as in- 
tended to be proposed by me. I think it must be a misprint for the 
name of some other Senator. I have not offered any amendment to the 
bill. ° 

Mr. HAWLEY. Inone momentmore when I was cut off by the five- 


minute rule I should have stated that I had offered an amendment and 
by accident it was misprinted as offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it must be a mistake. No doubt itis an ex- 


cellent amendment. 
THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


Fhe bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This bill has been read in full and 
was under consideration at the arrival of half past 12 0’clock yesterday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, will be 
passed over. 

ABEL J. LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Abel J. Lewis was an- 
nounced as next in order. 
Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
GEORGE 8S. FISHER. 


The bill (S. 1834) for the relief of George S. Fisher was announced 
as next in order. 
Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
HEIRS OF ERSKINE 8S. ALLIN. 


The bill (S. 1359) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine S. Allin was 
announced as next in order. 
Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


Mr. CAMERON. During my absence temporarily a moment ago the 
bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was passed over. . I 
hope that the Senator who made the objection will withdraw it. The 
bill has passed the Senate twice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw his objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notnow. Idonot want the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHACE] to have all the objections to himself. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA LANDS. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to make a motion to call back a bill from the 
other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to submit a motion at this time. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire that the House bill No. 7087 which passed 
this body a fortnight ago may be recalled to the Senate. I shouid like 
to have the proper motion entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the bill named by him be recalled from the’ House of Rep- 
resentatives. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. A bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the pur- 
chase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria 
tribes of Indians in the States of Ncbraska and Kansas. The purpose 
of calling it back is to get a committee of conference on the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the order recalling the bill will be made. 


JOHN WILLIAMS. 

The bill (S. 2266) for the relief of John Williams was announced 23s 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting that bill [Mr. P1xx] is not 
present. 

Mr. CAMERON. The report is here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a very doubtful question in my mind as to 
the liability of the United States. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over 
under the rule. 





ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
FEDERAL ELECTIONS. 


The bill (S. 2297) concerning Federal elections was announced as 
next in order. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. ° 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
HEIRS OF ERSKINE 8S. ALLIN. 


Mr. PLATT. When my attention was withdrawn for a moment, 
Order of Business 967, being the bill (S. 1359) for the relief of the heirs 
of Erskine 8. Allin, was called, and I understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE] objected. I think he was under a misap- 
prehension. 

Mr. CHACE. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection being withdrawn—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Objections were made to preceding cases, so that 
they had better all go together. 

Mr. CHACE. I withdraw them all. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1359) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine 8S. Allin. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut a question. 
Is this bill to extend a patent ? 

Mr. PLATT. No, sir. I will state what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment, in line 3, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one hun- 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise approp: , to 
a in equal parts to Fannie T. Allin, of Springfield, Mass., and Augusta M. 

add, of Holyoke Mass., respectively widow and daughter of the late Erskine 
S. Allin; the said Allin being the inventor of the Springfield breech-loading 


rifle-musket, for which neither he nor his heirs have received any compensa- 
tion, 


Mr. COCKRELL. This involves a very serious question. Here isa 
bill proposing to grant $100,000 for the patents of a gentleman who 
was in the service of the Government for thirty or forty years, receiv- 
ing annual pay and a salary during all the time that these alleged in- 
ventions were made. I do not believe it is either fair or just or right 
that such enormous sums of money should be paid under such circum- 
stances. I am compelled to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

Mr. PLATT. IfI may be indulged I wish to say tliat I feel a great 
interest in this bill, and I will endeavor some time before the close of 
the session to get it up and have it discussed. 

ro COCKRELL. When we can discuss it outside of the five-minute 
rule. 


Objection being made, the bill goes 


ABEL J. LEWIS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraws his objection to Order of Business 908, being House bill 6381. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. CHACE., Yes, sir. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Abel J. Lewis. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a case in regard to which some one, I do not 
know who, said to me that it was likely to be allowed at the Pension 
Office, and I suggested to the Chief Clerk that when it came up it might 
be allowed to remain upon the Calendar and not be acted upon. Let 
it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


The bill (S. 64) to prevent the obstruction of navigable waters and 
to protect public works against trespass or injury was announced as 
next in order. 


Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the rule. 


CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (8. 980) granting the right of way to the Cinnabar and Clark’s 
fork Railroad Company was announced as next in order. 
Mr. VEST. Let that go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 
The bill (S. 474) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw was announced 


as next in order. 


Mr. LOGAN. I object. 
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Objection being made, the bill goes 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 





RICHARD C. RIDGWAY AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others w.s 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLER. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. MILLER. It is withdrawn to hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The report will be read. 

The Secretary began to read the report, submitted by Mr. Jackson 
from the Committee on Claims, March 11, 1886. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That report is very long, and I think I can state 
the substance of it if the Senator from New York will withdraw his de 
mand that it be read at length. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will make a satisfac- 
tory statement, of course I will withdraw the call for the reading oi 
the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. This bill is to refand to the parties named in it 
taxes assessed upon spirits in bond in 1869 in excess of what was clear!) 
right. The report is a very elaborate one, drawn by Mr. Jackson ani 
submitted by him from the Committee on Claims, and I know that fact 
will commend it to the favorable consideration of the Senate. It em- 
bodies also a decision of the present presiding officer of the Senate, 
while Secretary of the Treasury, in favor of a claim identical with this, 
and also an opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in favo: 
of this claim, but the Attorney-General decided upon technical groun:s 
that it could not be paid except upon additional legislation. as 

The facts out of which these claims grow are simply these, in brief 
Prior to the passage of the act of July 20, 1868, and under the act o! 
1866, large quantities of distilled spirits were stored by distillers in 
United States bonded warehouses, and parties were in the habit of bu) 
ing and selling spirits in bond. It had been the uniform custom of the 
Government to levy its assessment and to collect its tax not upon the 
spirits as registered upon their deposit in the bonded warehouse, but a 
upon a regauge at the time they were withdrawn, thus not taxing tl: * 
spirits lost in bond by leakage. That custom had been unbroken, ani ; 
it entered of course into the minds of the parties in fixing prices upon 
sale of bonded spirits. 

These people bought with the expectation, and a reasonable ex- 
pectation it was, that they would only be taxed as had been the cus- 
tom, this allowance being made for leakage. The circular under which 
that allowance was made was revoked suddenly, and they were taxe« lj 
as no other purchasers had been taxed, for the leakage. This billisa | — 
proposition to refund to them the excessive tax which they paid. It is 
treating them by the Government as all others were treated. The same 
bill was favorably reported by Mr. CARLISLE, from the Committee 0! 
Ways and Means of the House, and it has been several times favora)|) 
reported in both Houses. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a single inquiry in regard to the 
bill of the Senator from Wisconsin. Does the Senator suppose that 
this pays all the persons who would be entitled to such aruling, or ar 
others to follow ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand, though I am not sure of that, that 
this covers all claimants similarly situated, certainly all that are known 
and if it does not, if the claims are just, that fact would be no just rea- 
son for rejecting this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. It would be a reason perhaps why we ought to giv 
it a little more careful consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bil! \: 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

The bill (S. 729) for the reliefof Rear-Admiral Carter was announce! 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to, and will !« 


passed over. 
CITIZENS’ BANK OF ‘LOUISIANA. 
The bill (S. 709) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana was | 
announced as next in order. 
Mr. DOLPH. Let thatgoover. The rule was yesterday that where 
there was an adverse report the bill went over as a matter of course. a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is not an adverse report. al 
Mr. DOLPH. I see there are minority views. a 
THEOPHILUS FISK MILLS. 
The bill providing for the payment of $2,500 to Theophilus I'isk 


Objection being made, the bill goes 


Why object? There is a good report. 
Regular order. 
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Mills for executing a model and design for an equestrian statue of the | I am willing that this matter shall go over. 
late General John A. Rawlins was considered as in Committee of the | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. — 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Before it goes over I ask leave to say a single 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear an explanation of that bill. | word, as I have just come in. This matter, if it is to pay for taking 
I see there is no report. | a cast, was examined ip the Committee on the Library several years 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator who reported the bill [Mr. | ago when I had the honor to be a member of it, and my recollection 
VooRHEES] does not seem to be present. | is that the committee at that time were all of opinion, having heard 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will be allowed to pass. I do not | the whole story, that this gentleman was not entitled to anything 
think there is any objection to it. It comes from the Committee on more than he had received, on the merits of the whole case. 
the Library. | Mr. VOORHEES. He never received anything. 

Mr. PLATT. I think we ought to have an explanation of this bill. Mr. EDMUNDS. He received something for something else. F 
I do not intend to object to it, but if the Senator who reported it will Mr. VOORHEES. I will look into it and see what there is about it. 
make an explanation, I should like to hear it. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think there are papers connected with this aiaimene ‘os Gun 
case which establish its justice. It has been made a matter of investi- , ; ee ; 
gation for some years past before the House Committee and the Senate Mr. PLUMB. I desire at this time to enter a motion to reconsider 
Committee on the Library. In the Congress before this a gentleman | the vote by which Senate bill No. 100 was passed. 
from New York who was a member of the House committee made an The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
elaborate report upon it. entered. : : 

The facts were about these: When General Rawlins died, Mr. Mills, Mr. PLUMB. The Secretary informs me that Senate bill 100 has 
a son of Clark Mills, and a very respectable artist, was employed, it | been sent to the House of Representatives. I move that the House be 
would seem, by the War Department and by persons close to General | requested to return the bill. ae 
Rawlins to make a design for an equestrian statue with aview of mak-| Mr. MILLER. Whatisthe bill? 
ing an equestrian statue of General Rawlins. I understand that after Mr. PLUM B. The bill giving Mr. Crook extra pay. — = 
he had worked a year and more, perhaps two years, and finished a de- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection a message 
sign for an equestrian statue,the Army of the Cumberland, or perhaps | will be sent to the House of Representatives requesting the return of 
the Grand Army of the Republic—the distinguished Senator from Illi- | the bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook. The Chair hears 
nois [Mr. LoGAN] who is not now in his seat could tell . better if he | no objection, and that order will be made. a 
was here than I—took up the subject of a statue to General Rawlins Mr. CONGER. What was the action in regard to that bill? 
and erected one west of the State Department and in not an eligible The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
part of the city for a statue to anybody, much less to a distinguished | Kansas was that the bill be recalled from the House of Representatives. 
soldier like General Rawlins. Mr. CONGER. Why? : 

The work by Mr. Mills was necessarily abandoned and his design was | Mr. PLUMB. I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by w hich 
left uncompleted; but the committee every time it touched the subject | the bill was passed, and I wish to have the bill returned so that the 
came to the conclusion that there were equities belonging to a man who | motion to reconsider may be properly considered in connection with the 
had in good faith the right to believe that he was employed to do this | bill itself. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider was en- 
be well to grant him this amount, which is much less than he thought, | tered in time, and this is the ordinary formal motion to recall a bill 
and still thinks, is hisdue. We thought the Government could well | under those circumstances. 

afford to liquidate this matter at the amount fixed in this bill. Mr. CONGER. Does the Senator wish to take up the motion to re- 

That is the history of the case as well as I can tell it until I shall | consider now? ; io. 
get hold of the papers. I remember that there were no two opinions Mr. PLUMB. I will take it up at any time when the bill is here. 
in the Joint Committee on the Library that something was due him, | I shall be glad to enter into the discussion of it at any time, even to 
and the question was referred to a subcommittee to ascertain how much, | the exclusion of the river and harbor bill. 
and the results of the investigation made by that subcommittee are in Mr. CONGER. I supposed the Senator would take anything up 
this bill. I think it ought to pass in simple justice to a meritorious | sooner than that. 
man. DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 
an Suiits ean ae iene Svamenh The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 

been : ne be stated. 
pa the —— ee a in a eh -” + aor mangy 4 a The resolution submitted by Mr. VAN Wyck March 31, 1886, that 
unless we can have a eae eae at ieee a a eee, mall, _ . ae | the commissioners of the District of Columbia inform the Senate whether 
the t consideration of the bill. Sanat iene datiatan dome a | they are stockholders in certain corporations, &c., was announced as 
can be furnished by the Senator ll —nr~ “ea — the next business in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am perfectly willing to let the bill go over until The PRESIDENT pre ten a” “es resolution will be passed over 
Monday or Tuesday next. In the mean time I will refresh myself upon , ‘ ——e nie ; = a 
the facts. 





| B. B. CONNOR. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think that would be better. The bill (S. 1537) for the relief of B. B. Connor, of Louisville, Ky., 
Mr. LOGAN. The bill was called up once when the Senator from | was announced as next in order. 

Indiana was not present, and it went over then at my suggestion for Mr. DOLPH. Let that go over. 

the purpose of obtaining information. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 
I introduced myself the resolution that passed through Congress ap- 

propriating money to erect a statue to General John A. Rawlins, and 

the statue that was selected and put up was the one that was voted for 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


| The bill (S. 2079) to provide for the control of the reservation of 
by This is a different one, as I understand, one that was not public lands and the distribution of hot water, Hot Springs, Ark., was 
What authority there was for it I do not know. I never | announced as next in order. 
heard of it until I saw this proposition. | Mr. VOORHEES. I shall have to object to that. 


Mr. VOORHEES. [I alluded to the Senator from Illinois in my re- | 
ow : 
a certain point in the satan tptter os leona. pe aca mg aren COLLISION SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
execution of the statue that now stands. 
Mr. LOGAN. The statue that now stands was selected by a com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 


The bill (S. 4) to permit the owners of certain vessels and the own- 


ers or underwriters of cargoes laden thereon to sue the United States 
mittee and paid for by an appropriation from Congress; but this one I | was announced as next in order. 
know nothing about. I never heard of it until the proposition was| Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 
~~ to for it. | Mr. McMILLAN. I see the time set apart for the consideration of 


The history of it, I will state to the Senator from | the Calendar has expired, and I move that the Senate proceed to the 
comes back to me a little more clearly. Upon the death of | consideration of the river and harbor bill. 
Rawlins, as I said—and I state this now, not asking action on | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are thirty seconds yet. 
bill—Mr. Mills was employed to take a cast of his face witha view | Mr. EDMUNDS. The river and harbor bill will come up necessarily 


Hl 


to — which was to be equestrian; and I think he was employed | in half a minute. 

by Meigs. He was employed by what seemed to him, and | Mr. EVARTS. I hope this bill may be read. 

what would seem to anybody else under the circumstances, to have been The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 
high Pe on 9 authority, under which he went to work and did | The hour has not yet arrived. 


of work, much more than he and his friends allege this 
pay for, but after a while that work was superseded by the one to 
the Senator from Illinois alludes. 


The bill was read. 
Mr. EVARYS. I hope this bill may be considered to-morrow, as the 
time has now arrived for other business. 





Hl 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in regard to it. f 
I think the bill would come up as unfinished busi- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ness to-morrow. This is now the end of the morning hour. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill is now up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It being up, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion for a 
moment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Having charge of the appropriation bill for the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country, I desire to make 
a few remarks in reference to the continuance of the consideration of 
the bill at this time. 

The Senate entered upon. the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill on Friday last, a week ago to-day. A request for the formal read- 
ing of the bill upon its first reading occupied a portion «f Friday and 
Saturday. ‘The intervention of the holiday, the Fourth of July, pre- 
vented us from considering the bill on Monday. On the subsequent 
days of this week we have considered the bill as rapidly as I could suc- 
ceed in securing the action of the Senate on the amendments of the com- 
mittee. I supposed we should be able to finish the bill to-day; but it 
seems to be understood by the Senate that to-day was set apart for the 
consideration of some other business in executive session which has been 
pending for some time and is believed to be of great importance. 

Under the circumstances, having conferred with those in favor of the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill, I have deemed it advisable not 
to interpose any objection to this motion or to ask the Senate to refuse 
to go into executive session to-day; but I desire to ask the Senate to 
finish this bill to-morrow. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the vote upon the river and harbor bill be taken to-morrow even- 
ing at 5 o’ clock. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill will come 
up as the regular business to-morrow if the rest of this day be devoted 
to executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. As I can not obtain the consent of the Senate to 
my proposition, I shail have to yield to the necessities of the case and 
proceed as best I can to-morrow. I shall ask the Senate to sit beyond 
the usual hour to-morrow for the purpose of disposing of the bill, if it 
is not finished before we arrive at that hour. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After five hours and twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLgEs, 
its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, 
the following bills: 

A bill 100) for the relief of William H. Crook; and 

A bill i. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money on 
the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the em none Ane of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the of the House 
providing for the printing of the report of the international polar ex 
pedition to Lady Franklin Bay, Grinnell Land, by First Lieut. A. Ww. 


Greely. 





The Chair will receive any motion 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 209) for the of the legal representa- 
tives of John M. Robeson, deceased; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yesterday ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 810) granting a pension to Charles J. 
a 1133) granting an increase of pension to 

ardie; 

An act (8. a for the relief of Henry Bellion; 

An act (8. 1390) for the relief of B. Frank Patterson; 

An act (S. 1836) Os Gnas ot ee: 

Anact (S. 2067) to increase the pension of Zebulon ; and 

An act (S. 2152) te amend chapter 218 of the acts of the session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June 15, 1882. 


Hunter 
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INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followiny 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreigy 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for your information a report from the Secretar) 
State, inclosing the correspondence which has been exchanged between the |) 
partment of State and the Governments of Switzerland and Italy on the s 
ject of international copsright. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXECUTIVE MANsion, Washington, July 9, 1886. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutss p. n 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 10, 1886, at 
o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of July, 1886. 


George W. Bishop, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of the Unit: 
States at Baltimore, Md., to succeed Francis M. Darby, whose term 
office will expire by limitation July 11, 1886. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 9, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W 


OBDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned on the day before yes- 
terday the pending question was on the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON] to refer the President’s message and accom- 
panying bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and upon that m»- 
On ordering the pee 


tion had demanded the previous question. 
question the yeas and nays were ordered, the roll was called, and : 


quorum appeared. The question now is upon the demand for ‘the Pr - 


vious question, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
ment might be made—but I do not see the gentleman from Indian. 


[Mr. MATSON] in his seat—an arrangement by which the call of the 
My impression is that upon this side there are 
two or three cases of which gentlemen have personal knowledge an‘ 


roll may be avoided. 


upon which they desire to make brief observations. The remainde: 
then, of the cases can be referred without debate by the House. Th 
pending bill the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosyENOR] desires to |) 


heard upon for ten or fifteen minutes, hoping that upon a statement .. 


made the House would refuse to refer the case. 


Mr. TAULBEE. The chairman of the committee is in the commit- 


tee-room. I have sent for him and think it is possible thatsome ami: 
ment can be arrived at. I ask, therefore, that the call 


ble 
the roll be deferred for a few moments. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order pending this de- 
lay to ask unanimousconsent to presenta Hoase bill with Senate amen i- 
ments and ask on behalf of the committee non-concurrence in the Sen- 


ate amendments at this time? 
The SPEAKER. Al hh the Chair is excecuting the rule of 1) 


House, if there be no objection, while waiting to see if some arrav.:- 
ment can not be arrived at, as suggested by the gentleman from Mic)- 
igan, the Chair will entertain the request of the gentleman from Kans: - 


and submit it to the House. 
Mr. PERKINS. 
the Senate and comes back to the House with a Senate amendment. 
is the desire of the committee to move non-concurrence in the Sen.:: 
amendment and ask a committee of 


conference. 
This is the bill with reference to the settlement of the Otoe and \{:-- 


souria Indian reservations in Kansas and Nebraska. The House |: 
extended the time of payment on the part of these settlers five yea': 


The Senate amendment reduces that to two years. That is the on: 
difference between the two Houses, and to perfect the legislation I wou: 


like te ask unanimous consent that the Senate amendment be non.) 
curred in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s requ:~' 
Is there objection to the t consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I obj 

The SPEAKER. The will call the roil. 

Mr. BURROWS. I see the chairman of the Committee on Inv. 
Pensions now in his seat. I was stating, if I can have the gentlen: 


attention for a moment, that it is my understanding in relation "> 
touching pension bilis, that there are but two 


these veto messages 
three cases upon which gentlemen on this side desire to be hea’! 


Mr. Speaker, I was in hopes that some arrange- 


This is a bill which has passed both the House 31 
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General GRosVENOR desires to be heard for ten or fifteen minutes on 
the 

others, beyond that, which some discussion is desired; and all 
the remainder of the bills can be referred to the committee by a direct 
vote of the House without debate so far as any opposition on this side 
is concerned. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, so far as determining the question as 
to whether or not the bills and messages of the President shall be re- 
ferred, I think there will be no difficulty about arriving at an agree- 
ment. But if the proposition of the gentleman is to determine the mer- 
its of the cases, and have a vote upon one case which shall be taken as 
determining the merits of another, I should object, for to that I can 
not agree. Each case should stand upon its individual merits. 

I understand the gentleman, whether correctly or not, that this de- 
bate and the votes to be taken are to be in relation to the question of 
reference only. To that I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. Simply on the question of reference. For instance, 
as to tiie case pending the gentleman from Ohio can have fifteen min- 
utes to make a statement and the vote can then be taken upon the ques- 
tion of reference. Then there are two or three other cases beyond that 
upon which we desire brief discussion as to the question of reference, 
and the rest of the bills can be referred without opposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What time does the gentleman suggest as the 
proper time for discussion? We ought to havea distinct understanding. 

Mr. MATSON. Upon that subject I desire tosay I think there will 
be no difficulty in making some reasonable agreement as to the propo- 
sition to refer and the amount of time to be devoted to the debate. 1 
want, however, to say to the House that under a previous order of the 


House the case of Carter W. Tiller was set for to-day, and I wish to | 


know if it is to take precedence over the business now here? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot; because the Chair is executing a rule 
of the House, which requires him immediately after the reading of the 
journal to lay before the House all messages received the day before. 
The order of the House is not yet executed. 

Mr. MATSON. Then the Tiller case can be called up—— 

The SPEAKER. After these cases are disposed of. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the su ion that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] be allowed fifteen minutes to make a state- 
ment of the facts in the case. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam willing he should take ten minutes to discuss 
the question of reference. Then if you signify what other cases there 
are which gentlemen desire to discuss on the question of reference, | 
am willing to agree to ten minutes of debate in each of those cases. I 
understand there are only two or three of them. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suggest that in order to avoid the roll-call at 
this time the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] be allowed to 
make a statement in this case for fifteen minutes before the question 
is taken on the reference. 


Mr. MATSON. Then it is understood that the demand for the yeas 
and is to be withdrawn by unanimous consent and the gentleman 


from Ohio is to proceed for fifteen minutes, and then the vote is to be 
taken on the question of reference ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly; on the reference of that case. 

Mr. MATSON. Without further delay? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will there be no opportunity to make a 
counter statement after the gentleman from Ohio shal! have been 
heard ? 

Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. MATSON. 
the gentleman from Ohio, that will be allowed? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

TheSPEAKER. Then, if there be no objection, the order for the 
yeas and nays is vacated, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
a entitled to fifteen minutcs. 

Mr. McKINLEY. This agreement I understand applies only to the 
one case? 

The SPEAKER. There is only one case now before the House. 
p REAGAN. I understand the right to reply is reserved to this 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

_Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the demand for the previous ques- 
tion is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. For the present it is, under an agreement, as the 
Chair understands, that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 
shall have fifteen minutes, and if any gentleman on the other side de- 
Sires to make a he shall have the same time. 

_ Mr. MORRISON. 
is to be the arrangement. Is the same thing to be repeated on the next 
case that comes up? 

The SPEAKER. 
understandsit. Theorder of the House directing the yeas and nays to 
be taken will be vacated, and the from Ohio has fifteen min- 
utes in which to make a statement in regard to this case; and if any 
gentleman desires on the other side to respond he also has fifteen min- 


{ou can take all the time you please on your side. 
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Now, before we enter upon this let us know what 


The Chair will state the agreement so far as he 
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utes, and then a vote is to be taken on the question of reference to the 


bill, and then I understand that there are two or three | committee. 


Mr. MORRISON. What as to the other cases? 

The SPEAKER. No other case is before the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think there will be no trouble about 
them; there are only two or tnree cases on which the question will be 
raised. 

Mr. MORRISON. 

The SPEAKER. 
the arrangement. 

Mr. MORRISON. I donot objectif it is understood the other refer 
ences are to be made without fifteen minutes of debate in each case. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘There is no understanding about the rest of these 
cases. I made the suggestion I did in order to expedite business, and 
that arrangement will dispose of thiscase. I understand there are two 
or three others on which the question will be raised. 

Mr. MORRISON. How many? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know precis 


If this thing is to be repeated in each case, I object. 
The gentleman from Llinois states he objects to 


ly and I can peak as to 


not 


those. I can only speak as to this case. 
Mr. McKINLEY. You make no agreement as to subsequent cases. 
Mr. BURROWS. My understanding is that the great majority ot 
them will be referred without any question. 
Mr. MORRISON. Very well; let it go. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Grosvenor} ha 


fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I take it the question whether or 
not the message of the Executive should be referred to the Committe: 
on Invalid Pensions turns very much on the question which was orig- 
inally involved in the application of Mrs. Bradley fora pension; and so 
Mr. Speaker, I can not conceive of an argument against a 
this bill that does not consider the merits of the bill itself. 

In the limited time which I have to address the House I desi: 
directly at that question, and not with words of crimination or con- 
demnation against the President of the United States for the action 
which he has seen fit to take in this case; that is to say, I desire to 
stand upon better and stronger ground than an assault upon the mo- 
tives of the Executive in this veto. I think the veto of the President 
has been caused by a total misapprehension of his relation to the ad- 
ministration of the Government of this country. I have read with a 
great deal of care all the vetoes that have emanated from this prolific 
source of vetoes, and I think the trouble lies in the fact that the Pres- 
ident of the United States understands it to be his duty to examine 
carefully every act of Congress; and, if he himself as a member of Con- 
gress would not vote for the bill, he gives no sort of weight or characte: 
or consideration to the fact that both branches of the legislative de- 

partment of the Government have acted affirmatively on the measure 
and so putting up his own opinion against that of Congress vetoes the 
bill. 

We sometimes hear something said about consolidation of power and 
centralization of government. I know of no such exhibition hereto- 
fore of a bad tendency toward consolidation as the spectacle of the 
President of the United States refusing to permit Congress to pension 
| the starving soldiers of the Union. In other words, he adopts and car- 
ries into foree the idea that in this country of ours the Executive of 
the Government has the right and duty to decide absolutely upon 
every question of legislation. In that respect I think he is wrong; 
but here and now I do not intend to follow out the discussion of that 
idea. 

The next feature which I notice is an assumption which seems to 
have been lodged in the mind of the Executive that no private pension 


reference 0 


etogo 


bill ought to be approved by him unless the applicant is entitled by 
law to a pension; for constantly all along the line of his vetoes he has 


taken occasion to say that there is no Jaw authorizing such a pension 
as is proposed to be given in the bill submitted to him. He appears 
wholly oblivious to the fact that Congress is the law-making power, 
and has the right to confer a pension upon anybody. 
There was no prior law authorizing the granting of a pension of $5,000 
% year to Mrs. Grant; yet the Executive saw fit to approve the bill 
grantingthatpension. There wasnolaw authorizinga pension of $2,000 
ayear to the widow of General Hancock: yet the President approved that 
bill—why? Because the legislative department of the Government, 
acting within the scope of its jurisdiction and doing an act which the 
titution conferred upon it the power todo, passed the bill, thereby 





Cons 
submitting to the Executive the question whether he would approve 
that act. He did approve it. Yet he now comes to us and all along 

| the line of these little pensions, these destitute widows’ pensions, these 
poor men’s pensions, he stands behind a proposition which has no merit 

| in it and is not justified by any construction of the Constitution or the 
| practices of theGovernment. What sentiment, think you, operated to 
| produce these results ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to consider briefly the present case; and 

| I undertake to say that if there was ever a case in which Congress 
ought to grant a pension by special act this is one. It is a case which 

could not be covered by a general law. 
I call the attention of gentlemen, upon whicheve of the Honse 
they may be, to the fact that you can make no general law which will 
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cover such cases as this. I agree that the presence in Congress of this 
vast number of private bills indicates that our general legislation upon 
the subject of pensions is totally defective, as f had occasion to say in 
the early part of the session; and I might, if it were profitable, go out 
of my way and say that there has not been manifested that zeal there 
should have been upon the part of Congress to correct these manifest 
defects. The presence of these private bills grows out of the fact that 
the general legislation of Congress on this subject has by lapse of time 
become worn out and imperfect, and ought necessarily to be amended 
and improved. 

But there could not be any general law which would cover the case 
of Sarah Ann Bradley; and therefore there never can be a case in which 
Congress could more appropriately act than in this. Gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, I undertake tosay that when you have ex- 
amined this case there are not many men of this House who will be 
willing to uphold the veto of the President; there are not many men 
here who will be willing to put themselves on record ag, refusing this 
woman a pension, in the light of the record which you have made upon 
other claims for pension which have been acted upon favorably in this 
House. 

Thomas J. Bradley entered the Army in the spring of 1861 asa mem- 
ber of the Twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers. He served until the close 
of 1864, having been meanwhile transferred by a consolidation to the 
Eighteenth Ohio Volunteers, which I had the honor to command, and 
then serving out a total enlistment of over four years. He received at 
the battle of Nashville, as I recollect, a wound which was at the time 
dangerous, but not permanently so. He went home. He suffered 
more or less from that wound through the whole of his life, which ter- 
minated in the fall of 1882. 

The physicians say that the termination of his life was toa certain ex- 
tent—hard to be defined—attributable to the wound which he kad re- 
ceived nearly twenty years before. He had received a pension for that 
wound, thus being put in the position of having established a claim. 
His pension was of trifling amount, I donot remember how much. It 
is not pretended that the injury was as aserious one; but the 
Government gave him a pension of, I think, at first $2 a month, and 
afterward possibly $4, I can not state accurately. 

He had four sons, gallant young men. They all entered the Army 
in 1861. Two of them were shot dead upon the battlefield. Another 
came home with an arm shot off, and the fourth with an eye shot out, 
both of these sons being totally disabled from earning a living. They 
had no property; and Mrs. Bradley to-day, having passed the age of 
seventy, and being without a dollar, comes to Congress and asks that 
she may be put upon the pension-roll to receive the pittance of a widow’s 
pension. And the President of the United States takes his coat off, 
gets behind a big desk, and, calling to his aid the Pension Department 
of the Government, as Tam ready to show by the records of that office 
now in my hand, approves and incorporates into his message the sub- 
stance of a veto furnished him by the department that probably re- 
jected the claim of Sarah A. Bradley for want of strict legal authority 
to give her a pension under the general law.. On the same day that he 
vetoed this bill, with the very same pen, he approved a bill which put 
Fitz-John Porter on the pension-list of the Government at nearly $3,500 
a year, while Sarah A. Bradley, the mother of four sons, gallant, patri- 
otic sons, two of whom died upon the battlefield, whose souls went up 
to God from the smoke of battle, and their lives went out in the clash 
of arms and the roar of deadly strife, and two more of whom are to-day 
dependent upon the charity of the country, helplessly disabled by the 
war, go to the poor-house. And this is the Government which under- 
takes to say that it is ‘generous and liberal to its soldiers. This is the 
system that we hear called liberal and generous. This is the system 
of rewards tothe privatesoldier. Thisisthe way this Democratic House 
discharges its duty toward Fitz-John Porter and poor old starving Sally 
Ana Bradley, the mother of four gallant soldiers, two of whom are on 
the other side, and two are lingering here crippled. 

I have not drawn a fancy sketch. I refer to the unanimous report 
of the Committeee on Invalid Pensions of this House, and I want some 
gentleman who will vote to uphold this veto of the President to tell 
me what new light he has got upon this case. What more do you 
know about Sally Ann Bradley than you did when you made a unani- 
mous report in favor of granting her the allowance of this miserable 
litttle pension? Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I again ask, Mr. Speaker, that some reason 
shal! be given why this claim should not be allowed, or why this bill 
should be again referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, there is no unswer to my question. 
There is no answer to that proposition. This act is within the scope of 
the jurisdiction and the power of Congress. Both branches of Congress 
have acted upon this case, acted upon it intelligently and judicially, 
and no man stands up here to say that there is any reason why this 
woman should not have this pension, that there is any reason why this 
Congress should be overruled by the one-man power, that there is any 
reason why this woman should be sent to the poor-house while affluent 


men are pensioned on a generous scale by this Government. [Cries of 
“*Vote!’? ‘*Vote!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, let me again place the facts before the House, for jt 
seems we are now to vote upon this question. I do not know of any 
technical reason why this reference should be had. I know of no rea- 
son, unless some gentleman will stand up here and say that he desires 
to ascertain, beyond and outside the report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, whether that report tells the truth or not, and if any one does 
say that, I want him to tell the House whether that committee has 
made a unanimous report in this cass without knowing the facts. [ le- 
newed cries of “‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] The facts are that this woman 
was the wife of Thomas J. Bradley, who served nearly four years in the 
Union Army asa private soldier. He received a wound which substan- 
tially disabled him from duty; he received a small pension from the 
Government; he died, ultimately, in part from the effect of that wound 
He took with him into the Army four able-bodied sons, who served as 
enlisted men. Two of them were shot dead in battle; the other two 
were disfigured and maimed for life and put in such a condition that 
they could not contribute to the support of their mother. That mothe: 
is now indigent. : 

The alternative is whether she shall receive this small pension from 
the Government or shall go to the poor-house, and the American Con- 
gress halts, terrified, paralyzed by the veto of a single man, who puts 
it upon a ground not justified by the Constitution, never heard of be- 
fore in the history of the Government, a proposition tyrannical, a prop- 
osition in the direction of absolute usurpation, a proposition in the 
direction of displacing from its normal position the Congress of the 
United States, and turning over the administration and dispensation oi 
the generosity of this Government to one man, and that, too, a man 
who on the same day he vetoed this bill could sign a proposition to 
place upon the pension-rolls of the United States, at the rate of nea: ly 
$3,500 a year, Fitz-John Porter. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to reply to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. I will simply say to him that 
if this bill is referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions that com- 
mittee will again say whether or not they think this woman ought to 
be pensioned. I will add, further, that I have just learned that in 
the Forty-seventh Congress a Republican Senate said that this same 
woman ought not to be pensioned, for the very same reason that the 
President of the United States now says she ought not to be pensioned. 
I call for a vote. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. At the time the Senate took that action was not the 
husband of this weman living? 

Mr. MATSON. Whether he was living or not, she is the same wo- 
man. 

Mr. LONG. Bat was not the husband living at that time and re- 
ceiving a pension? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know whether he was or not. 
“*Vote!’’ ‘*Vote!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to refer this mes- 
sage and the accompanying bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Mr. BURROWS. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understood that the yeas and nays were not to 
be asked. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think it was the understanding 
that the yeas and nays were not to be demanded. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understood gentlemen to say that there woul: 
be no call for the yeas and nays. The proposition was to save time b) 
allowing brief debate instead of having the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRUMM. The proposition was simply that the call for the ve: 
and naysshoyld be withdrawn on the demand for the previous question 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understood that the reason given for the pe 
sition was to prevent the consumption of time. The gentleman tri 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] said that, instead of taking time by calling 
the yeas and nays, if fifteen minutes were allowed for debate gentleme: 
on that side would be satisfied; but if gentlemen do not care to keep 
the understanding let them go on. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not understand that there was any agreemet' 
that the yeas and nays should not be called on the question of referring 
this bill and the veto message, and if I had known of any such propo- 
sition I would not have agreed to it, because I want the yeas and nays 
on this question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would ask the Chair to state whi 
the agreement was. 

Mr. HILL. I renew the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope there will be no misunderstanding in °! 
erence to what was agreed upon; and am perfectly willing to submt 
the matter to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell of course what might have 
been the understanding among gentlemen upon the 3 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the public understanding. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understood the order demanding the 
yeas and nays upon the previous question was rescinded by unanimovs 
consent, it being understood that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ( kv> 
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VENOR] should have fifteen minutes to address the House, and if any 
gentleman on the other side demanded fifteen minutes to respond he 
should have that right, and that then a vote should be taken. 
how that vote was to be taken, whether by the yeas and nays or other- 


wise, the Chair did not understand, nor was it stated. 


Mr. BURROWS. After the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
as to the merits of this case, we certainly want the yeas and nays on 


the question of reference. 
Mr. HILL. Let them have it. 
We have no objection. 


Mr. MATSON. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 111, not 


voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Adams, J. J. Davidson, R. H. M. Irion, 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Johnston, T. D. 
Ballentine, Dockery, Jones, J. H. 
Barksdale, Dowdney, Jones, J.T. 
Barnes, Dunn, Lanham, 
Barry, Eden, Lawler, 
Bennett, Eldredge, Lore, 
Elisberry, Lovering, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Lowry, 
Bliss, Findlay, Martin, 
Blount, Fisher, Matson, 
Brags, , Foran, May bury, 
inridge, C. R. Ford, McCreary, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Forney, MeMillin, 
Burnes, Frederick, McRae, 
Cabell, Geddes, Merriman, 
Caldwell, Glass, Mills, 
Campbell, Felix Green, R.S. Morgan, 
Cam 1,T.J. Green, W. J. Muller, 
Candler, Hale, Neal, . 
Carleton, Hal), Neece, 
Catchings, Halsell, Oates, 
Cobb, Hammond, O’ Ferrall, 
Collins, Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Compton, Hempbill, Peel, 
Cowles, Henderson, J. 8. Perry, 
Crisp, Herbert, Pideock, 
Croxton, Hill, Pindar, 
Culberson, Holman, - Randall, 
Curtin, Howard, Reagan, 
Davidson, A.C. Hudd, Richardson, 
NAYS-—1ll!. 
Adams, G. E. Farquhar, Lyman, 
Allen, C. H. Felton, Markham, 
Anderson, J. A. Fleeger, McComas, 
Atkinson, Fuller, McKenna, 
Baker, Funston, McKinley, 
Bayne, Gilfillan, Millard, 
Bingham, Goff, Milliken, 
Bound, Grosvenor, Moffatt, 
Boutelle, Guenther, Morrill, 
Brady, Harmer, Morrow, 
Browne, T. M. Hayden, Nelson, 
Brown, C. E. Haynes, O’ Hara, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson,D.B. O'Neill, Charles 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J. Osborne, 
Buck, Hepburn, Owen, 
Bunnell, Hiestand, Parker, 
Burrows, Hitt, Payne, 
Butterworth Hopkins, Payson, 
Campbell, J. M. mn, Perkins, 
Cannon, James, Peters, 
pee oe Johnston, J.T. Pirce. 
Cu nm, Kelley, Plumb, 
Davis, La Follette, Price, 
Dingley, Lehlbach, Ranney, 
Dorsey, Lindsley, Rice, 
Ely, — ~_ well, 
Evans, ang, omeis, 
Everhart, Louttit, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—89. 
Aiken, Dunham, Laird, 
Anderson, Gallinger, Landes, 
Arnot, ay, Le Fevre, 
Barbour, Gibson, C. H. Libbey, 
Beach, Gibson, Eustace Mahoney, 
Belmont, Glover, McAdoo, 
Boyle, Grout, Miller, 
Buchanan, Hanback, Mitchell, 
Burleigh, Morrison, 
Bynum, LE ere. = hy, 
Campbell, J. enley, egley, 
Caswell, Hermann, Norwood, 
Clardy, Hewitt, O’ Donnell, 
Clements, ires, O'Neill, J.J. 
Comstock, Hiscock, Pettibone, 
Cooper, Holmes, Phelps. 
Cox Houk, .T.B. 
Hutton, Reid, J. W. 
Dan Johnson, F. A. Reese, 
Dargan, Ketcham Riggs, 
Davenport, King, Rogers, 
Dawson, Kleiner, Scott, 
Dougherty, Laffoon, Sessions, 
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nsed with. 


Robertson, 
Sadler, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Springer, 

St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, A.J. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington, 


Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B, 
Thompson, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weber, 
West, 

White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Woodburn. 


Seymour, 
Shaw, 

Smalis, 
Sowden, 
Spriggs, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Charles 
Struble, 
Swope, 

Symes, 

Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 

Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Viele, 

Ward, J. H, 
Ward, T. B. 
Weaver, J. B. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the message and accompanying bill 

ere referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent the reading of | 
names 


members voting was dis 


rs were announ until further notice: 


inois, with Mr. Houx. 
ith Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 

ROGERS with Mr. Ezra. B. TAYLOR. 
BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

MILLER with Mr. GALLINGER. 
THROCKMORTON with Mr. CASWELL. 
REESE with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THomASs, of Illinois. 
Mr. LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. RieGs with Mr. Hiscock. 

For this day: 

Mr. Swope with Mr. HIRes. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
Mr. Hewitr with Mr. BuURLEIGH. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. KeETcHAM. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. REED, of Maine. 


JAMES T. IRWIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith without approval House bill No. 3640, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to James T. Irwin.” 

This claimant enlisted in February, 1864, and was mustered out June 10, 1865. 
He is reported as absent sick from August 20, 1864, until mustered out. He seems 
to have been treated for remittent fever, chronic diarrhea, general debility, and 
palpitation of the heart. 

In 1876 he filed a declaration for pension, alleging that at Petersburg, July 1, 
1864, he contracted fever and inflammation of the eyes. 

He filed an affidavit in January, 1877, in which he states that his diseased eyes 
resulted from diseased nerves, caused by a wound received June 15, 1864, at 
Petersburg, and from a consequent abscess on the back of the neck. 

In an affidavit filed in July, 1878, he states that in June, 1864, in front of Peters- 
burg he had his gun smashed in front of his face and his eyes injured, and after- 
wards he had an abscess on the back of his neck, typhoid fever, and disease of 
the left lung. 

His claim founded upon these various allegations of injury was rejected in 
February, 1879. 

In September, 1884, a declaration was filed for a pension, alleging disease of 
the heart contracted at Petersburg June 16, 1864. 

The claimant was examined once in 1882 and twice in 1884 by United States 
examining surgeons and boards, and it is stated that these examinations failed 
to reveal any disease or disability except disease of the eyes and an irritable 
heart, the result of indigestion. 

An oculist who made an examination in 1884 reported that the unnatural! con- 
dition of claimant's eyes was congenital and in no manner the result of injury 
or disease. 

Upon a consideration of the very short time that the claimant was in actual 
service, the different claims he has made touching his alleged disability, andthe 
positive results of medical examinations, I am satisfied this pension should not 
be allowed. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXeEcUTIVE Mansion, July 5, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the message and accompanying bill be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on that motion I 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the message and accompanying bill were referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

FANNIE E. EVANS. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 4126, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Fannie E. Evans.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of George S. Evans. He was 
a soldier in the Mexican war, and entered the Union Army in the war of the re- 
bellion, on the 16th day of October, 1861, as major of a California regiment. He 
became a colonel in February, 1863,and resigned in April of that year, to take 
effect on the 3lst of May ensuing. His resignation seems to have been tendered 
on account of private matters,and no mention was then made of any disability. 
It is stated in the committee's report to the House that in 1864 he accepted the 
office of adjutant-general of the State of California, which he held for nearly four 
years. 

He died in 1883 from cerebral apoplexy. 

In Marel:, 1884, his widow filed an application for pension, based upon the al- 
legation that from active and severe service ina battle with the Indians at Span- 
ish Fort, in 1863, her husband incurred a hernia, which incapacitated him for ac- 
tive service. 

There appears to be evidence to justify this statement, notwithstanding the 
fact that the deceased during the twenty years that followed before his death 
made no claim for such disability. 

But it seems to me that the effort to attribute his death by apoplexy to the 
existence of hernia ought not to be successful. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1896. 


Mr. MATSON. I move to refer the message and accompanying bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on that motion I demand 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 


the message and accompanying bill were referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had received with deep regret the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM H. Cox, latea from 
the State of Maryland, and coneurred in the resolution of the House ot 
Representatives providing for the appointment of a joint committee to 
take order for superintending the funeral and to escort the remains of 
the deceased to the place of burial, and that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. Wiison of Maryland, Mr. Kenna, and Mr. Man- 
DERSON the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 199) providing for printing 
eulogies upon the late Michael Hahn. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook; 

A bill (S. 581) to establish a forest reservation on the headwaters of 
~ nae River and the headwaters of Clark’s Fork of the Colum- 
via River; 

A bill (S. 701) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter 
Lyle, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa; 

A bill ‘ 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 725) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; 

A bill (8. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz; 

A bill (8S. 882) te regulate the pay of graduates of the Naval Acad- 
emy; 

A bill (S. 1056) to accept and ratify an agreement made by the Pah- 
Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Carson and Colorado 
Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation, in Nevada; 

A bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 
confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the Yakama res- 
ervation, in the Territory of Washington, for the extinguishment of 
their title to so much of said reservation as is required for the use of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for carrying out the same; 

A bill (S. 1310) for the relief of William Tabb; and 
va A bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. 

sTreen. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, DULUTH, MINN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 


I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5550, entitled “An act to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Duluth, Minn.” 

After quite a careful exam: ion of the public needs at the point mentioned 
I am entirely satisfied that the public building provided for fn this bill is not 
immediately necessary. 

Not a little legislation has lately been perfected and very likély more will be 
heeessary to increase miscalculated apuccesy ions for,and correct blunders in, 
the construction of many of the public buildings now in process of erection. 

While this does not furnish a good reason for disapproving the erection of 
other buildings where actually necessary, it induces close scrutiny, and gives 
rise to the earnest wish that new projects for public buildings shall for the pres- 
ent be limited to such as are required by the most pressing necessities the 


Government's business. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcUTIVE Mansion, July 6, 1886. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and accom- 
panying bill be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARY KARSTETTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Represeniatives : 


I return herewith without House bill No. 2043, entitled “An act to 
piace } Karstetter on 11.” ss 

The — ae this ben , Jacob eee. was enrolled — 30, 1864, 
asa substitute in a Pennsyl regiment, was discharged disabil 
June 20, 1865, caused by a wound in the left hand. “y 

A declaration for pension was filed by him in 1865, based u this wound, 
and the same was granted, dating from June in that year, which he drew till the 


time of his death, Au 21, 1874. 

In 1882 his widow her application for pension, that he died of 
wounds received in battle. The claim was made that he was injured while in 
the en A a horse running over him. 

There is little or no evidence of such an injury having been received; and if 
this was presented there would be no connection between that and 
the cause of the soldier’s death, which was physician 
to be gastritis and congestion of the kidneys. 

I can hardly see how the Pension Bureau could arrive at any conclusion ex- 
cept that the death of the soldier was not due to his military and the ac- 
ceptance of this finding, after an examination of the facts, leads me to disapprove 


this bill. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Exrcuttve MAnston, July 6, 1886. 
and 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
accompanying bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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The motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, to refer the message and })'|| 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions was then agreed to. 


ROXANA B. ROWLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message fro.) 
the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return herewith without my approval House bill No. 5306 entitled ‘Ay ac 
granting a pension to Roxana VY. Rowley.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Franklin Rowley, who ey). 
listed February 8, 1865, was promoted to first lieutenant March 13, 1865, and w, 
a May 22, 1865, having tendered his resignation, as it is stated, on 
count of incompetency. His tender of resignation was indorsed by the co: 
manding officer of his regiment, as follows: ‘ This man is wholly unfit for 
officer.”’ 

It will be seen that he was in the service a little more than three months: 

In 1880, fifteen years after his discharge, he applied for a pension, alleging (ha: 
he contracted disease of the liver while in the service. 

Upon an examination of the claim, his attending physician, before enlistme: 
stated that as = as 1854 the claimant was afflicted with dyspepsia and func. 
tional disease of the liver; that he regarded him as incurable, so far as being re. 
stored to sound health was concerned, and that if he had been at home at the 
time when he enlisted he would have advised against it. 

The testimony of this physician as to the claimant's condition after his di. 
charge is referred to in the report of the committee of the House to whom this 
bill was referred, and I do not understand that he is atall impeached. He cer. 
tainly is better informed than any other person regarding the condition of the 
man who was his patient. 

The soldier died in 1881, sixteen years after his discharge, and his widow file 
her claim for pension in 1882, alleging that the death of her husband was cause: 
by a disease of the liver contracted in the service. 

Her claim was rejected in 1883, upon the ground that the disease of which her 
husband died existed prior to his enlistment. 

I can not avoid the conclusion, upon ail the facts presented, that his death was 
not chargeable to any incident of his brief military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


; 
E 


Execvtive Mansion, July 5, 1836. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and accom- 
panying bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 


ROBERT H. STAPLETON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message fro! 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 


I herewith return withoutapproval House bill No. 4797, entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Robert H. Stapleton.” 

This claimant filed an application for pension in the Pension Bureau in 183 
alleging that, while acting as lieutenant-coionel of a New Mexico regiment, on 
February 21, 1862, the tongue of a caisson struck him, injuring hisleft side. A 
medical examination made in 1882 showed a fracture of the ninth, tenth, and 
eleventh ribs of the left side. 

If these fractures were the result of the injury alleged they were immediate! 
apparent, and thedelay of twenty-one years in presenting the claim for pension 
certainly needs explanation. 

Claims of this descri m, by a wise provision of law, must, to be vali: 
prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 1874. 

The rank which this claimant held presupposes such intelligence as adm its 0! 
no excuse on the ground of ignorance of the law for his failure to present |s 
application within the time fixed by law. 

he evidence of disability from the cause alleged is weak, to say the most of 
it, and I ean not think that such a wholesome provision of law as that above 
referred to, which limits the time for the adjustment of such claims, shou!d be 
modified upon the facts presented in this case. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXecuTive Mansion, July 6, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and accom- 
panying bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 


MRS. MARGARET A. JACOBY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: : 
To the House of Representatives: s ‘i 

I herewith return withoutapproval House bill No. 5021, entitled “An act grant- z 
ing a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby.” 
ae has been allowed on account of the disability of the claimant's hu: 
nd, ° 
The 


from his ee 1364. 
named in bill applied for io in 1885, alleging tha! 
she married the soldier in 1864; that he incurred deafness and chronic diarriies 
while in the service, from the combined effect of which he partially lost his mind 
that on the 7th day of September, 1875, he disappeared, and that after dilige»! 
search and inquiry she is unable to learn anything of him since that time 

His disability from Army service should be conceded and his death at some 
time and in some manner may well be presumed; butthe fact that he died from 
any cause related to his disability or his service in the Army has no presumptto" ® 
and not a single icle of p to rest upon. * ; 

With pes diligence something should be discovered to throw a little !)5"' 


eae a ee oe 


upon this subject. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXxcuTive MAnsion, July 5, 1886. 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and acco™- 


panying bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an‘ 0 
that I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 
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MARIA CUNNINGHAM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith without approval House bill No. S414, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Maria Cunningham.” : : 

The husband of the _ named in this bill enlisted January 29, 1362, 

was discharged January 
“< ied for aoe in 1876, alleging ashell wound inthe head. His claim 
was on ground that there appeared to be no disability from that 
cause. No other injary or disability was ever claimed by him, but at the time 
of his examination in 1876 he was — to be angy de moggaa and emaciated, and 
advanced saccharine tes. 

“En lace sled an for a pension in 1879, alleging that her hus- 
band died in December, 1877, of spinal disease and diabetes contracted in the 
pO was because evidence was not furnished that the cause of 
the soldier’s death its origin in the mili service. 

There seems to be an entire absence of proof of this important fact. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ELIZABETH M’KAY. 


The Speaker also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States. 


To the House of Representatives : 


Therewith return withoat approval House bill No. 4782, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth MeKay.”’ 

The beneficiary named is the widow of Rowley S. McKoy, who in 1862 seems 
to have been employed as pilot on the ram Switzerland. Heseems to have been 
upon the rolls of two other vessels of the United States, the Covington and Gen- 
eral Price, but was discharged by Admiral Porter in June, 1564, with loss of all 
pay and emoluments. 

He filed an application for pension in 1870, alleging that while on duty as pilot 
and in action with the rebel ram Arkansas his hearing became affected by heavy 
firing. He also claimed that in February, 1863, while on the vessel Queen of the 
West, she grounded, and toescape capture he got off and floated down the river 
on a cotton bale, and being in the water about three hours the exposure caused 
a disease of the urinary organs; and that a few days after, while coming — the 
riveron a transport, the boat was fired into and several balls passed through his 
leftthigh. Itseems that this claim was not definitely passed upon, but it isstated 
that the records failed to show that McKay was in the service of the United 
States atthe time he alleged the contraction of disease of the urinary organs and 
was wounded in the thigh. 

The beneficiary named in this bill never made application for pension to the 
Pension Bureau, but it appears that she bases her claims to consideration by 
Congress upon the allegation that in 1862, while her husband was acting as 
pilot of the ram or gunboat Switzerland, he contracted chronic ciarrhea, from 
which he never recovered, and that he died from the effects of said disease in 
May, 1874. 

It will be observed that among the various causes which the soldier or sai! 
himself alleged as the grounds of his application for pension chronic diarrhea 
is not mentioned. 

There does not appear to be any medical testimony to support the claim thus 
made by the widow, and the cause of death is not definitely stated. 

Taking all together, it has the appearance of a case by no means rare, where 
chronic diarrhea or rheumatism are appealed to as a basis for a pension claim 
in the absence of something more substantial and definite. 

The fact that the claim of the beneficiary has never been presented to the 
Pension Bureau influences in some degree my action in withholding my ap- 
proval of this bill. 



































Executive Mawnstor, July 6, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and the ac- 
companying bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 


ABNER MOREHEAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 3304, entitled “‘An act to restore the 
name of Abner Morehead to the pension-roll.”’ 

The person mentioned in this bill was pensioned in November, 1867, upon the 
claim made by him that, in 1863,from hardship and exposure incident to camp 
life and field duty, he contracted a fever which settled in his eyes, almost wholly 
destro his t. Afterward his pension was increased to $15 a month, dat- 

from ber, 1867,and arrears at the rate of $8 a month from February, 
1864. In 1876 the case was put in the hands of a special agent of the Pension 
Bureau for examination,and upon his report showing that the claimant's dis- 
ones of the eyes existed prior to enlistment, his name was dropped from the 
rolls. 

An ae for restoration was made in 1879, and a thorough examination 
was e by a special examiner in 1885, who reported that the testimony taken 
conclusively established the fact that the claimant had disease of the eyes prior 
to the time of enlistment, the result of a disorder which he specially mentions, 
and that he was treated for the same more than a year subsequently to 1860. He 
adds: “There is no merit whatever in this case, and it is evident that he ob- 
= a large sum as pension to which he must have known he was not enti- 
t . 

The results of these examinations, instituted for the express purpose of devel- 
oping the facts, and with nothing apparent to impeach them, should, I think, 
control as against the statements of neighbors and comrades, based upon mere 
general observation, and not necessarily covering the period which is important 
to the controversy. 














GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1886. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that this message, with the accompanying 
bill, be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and on that mo- 
tion I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. MATSON was agreed ‘o. 














LEWIS W. SCANLAND. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return withoutapproval House bill No. 3043, entitled “An act gront- 
ing a pension to Lewis W. Scanland.”’ 

The claimant filed his declaration for a pension in 1834, alleging that he co 
tracted chronic diarrhea while serving in a company of mounted Illinois vo!}- 
untegers in the Black Hawk war. 

The records show that he served from April 18, 1832,to May 23,in the sa:co 
year. 

He was examined by a board of surgeons in 1884, when he was said to be sc v- 
enty-five yearsold. In his examination he did not claim to have diarrhea for 
good many years. On the contrary, he claimed to be affected with constipation. 
and said he had never had diarrhea of late years,except at times when he had 
taken medicine for constipation. 

I am inclined to think it would have been a fortunate thing if in this case it 
eould have been demonstrated that a man could thrive so well with the chronic 
diarrhea for fifty-two years, as its existence in the case of this good old gentle- 
man would prove. We should then, perhaps, have less of it in claims for pen- 
sion. 

The fact is in this case there is no disability which can be traced to the forty 
days’ military service of fifty-four years ago,and I think little if any more in- 
firmity than is usually found in men of the age of the claimant. 

Entertaining this belief, 1 am constrained to withhold my signature from this 
bill. 









GROVER CLEVELAND. 










EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the message and the 
accompanying bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on that 
I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 


. WILLIAM DERMODY. 


The SPEAKER also laid berore the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 














GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MaAwnsion, July 6, 1886. 








Tc the House of Representatives : , ; 
Therewith return without approval House bili No. 1505, entitled “An act grant- | __ Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that this message, with the accompanying 
inge to William Dermody.” bill, be referred to the Committee on Pensions; and on that motion I de- 
records of the War Department which have been furnished me it ap- } mand the previous question. 










| this claimant enlisted August 19, 1361; that he deserted August 29, 
; in and December, 1862, he is reported as present in confinement 
in regimental guard-house, to forfeit one month’s pay by sentence of regimental 
court-martial; he is as having deserted again in December, 1863, but 
as present for duty in January and February,1864. He re-enlisted in the latter 
month, and was out July 17, 1865, and with his company was paid up 


“io iede decReceS pension in 17% alleging hs 
a n . @ that he received a gunshot 
wound in the a Trenton, N. J., July 21,1865, and that the wound was 


of the Invalid Corps, who was whipping a d bo 
and the claimant interfered in behalf of the boy. —e 


It is quite certain that the transaction took place July 23. 
An examining board, in 1880, found pistol shot in thigh, but refused to give 
rating, because, as my Ag omy “from the evidence before the 


was deserting from the barracks at 
Trenton, July 22,1865, and was shot by the i , es 


| 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there is a little misunderstanding 
between the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATsoN] and myself. Upon 
conversing with him I find he is under the impression that the agree- 
ment was there should be only fifteen minutes’ debate on any bill which 
was antagonized on this side. I did not so understand the matter. I 
understood that fifteen minutes were allotted to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosVENOR], but we have rested upon the assumption that 
a gentleman taking the floor upon one of these measures would have an 
hour. I want to keep the agreement according to the intent with which 
it was made. If it be in accordance with the agreement we want more 
_ than fifteen minutes upon some of these bills. I think, however, there 

















This aol just ie ii . cary. | 18 perhaps only one bill which we desire to discuss. 
feo ner Sete =e ce Peary millions io Sana ae —_ oo Mr. MATSON. This bill did not come from the Committee on In- 


was he imsuch manner as to entitle him to indemnification at the hands 









tthe valid Pensions. It isa bill which was reported by the Committee on 
Government. Pensions. I have nothin ith i , 
: . . : i ave g to do with it. 
Exxcurive Mawaron, July 5, 1886. COTES C§LAEVEEARA, Mr. BURROWS. I simply wanted to know from the Chair whether 


there was such an understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing about the private con- 
versation between gentlemen. 

Mr. BURROWS. Whatever arrangement was made was made pub- 
liely. 

Mr. MATSON. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


BF 
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Burrows] that I understood distinctly there were not more than three 
cases on which discussion would be desired besides that on which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] wished to speak, and that not 
more than fifteen minutes were desired on any one case. 

Mr. BURROWS. What I said was that fifteen minutes were desired 
by the gentleman from Ohio. I defer to the judgment of the Chair 
whether there was any statement such as that just mentioned by the 
gentleman from Indiana. I did not so understand. 

The SPEAKER. The only agreement of which the Chair knows 
any thing was an agreement with reference to the message and bill then 
pending. 

Mr. BURROWS. It now looks as if there were but one more case 
on which gentlemen on this side desire discussion. That is a case in 
charge of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]—a very im- 
portant case; and he wants an hour on it. 

Mr. MATSON. It will be time enough to settle that when we 
reach it. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is on ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ELDREDGE]. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. ELDREDGE to refer the message and accompanying 
bill to the Committee on Pensions was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. NEVIL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I return herewith without goa House bill No. 3623, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to William H,. Nevil.” 

This bill directs that the name of the claimant be placed upon the pension-roll 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

This very thing was done on the 22d day of June, 1865, and the claimant is in 
the receipt at the present time of the full amount of pension allowed by our pen- 
sion laws as administered by the Pension Bureau. 

I suppose the intention of the bill was to increase this pension ; but it is not 
framed in such a way as to accomplish that object, or to benefit the claimant in 


any way whatever. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 








EXEcuTIvVE MANnsion, July 5, 1866. 


Mr. MATSON. I move to refer the bill and message in this case to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and on that motion I ask the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. MATSON was agreed to. 


JAMES CARROLL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 


To the House of Representatives : r 
I herewith return without approval House bill No. 4642, entitled “‘An act grant- 
ting a pension to James Carroll.” 


The claimant all that he was wounded while in the service as a member 
of Company B, rd Regiment North Carolina Mounted Volunteers, while 
securing recruits for the regiment at Watauga, N. C., January 25,1865. 

The records of the War Department develop the fact that the name of this 
man is not borne upon any roll of the company to which he claims to belong. 

He stated in his application that he was sworn in by one George W. Per- 
kins—who, it appease, Was a So aye in said company—and that Perkins was 
with him at the time he was " 

This is undoubtedly true, and that the claimant was injured by a ga is 
also probably true. © was not, however, at the time regularly in United 
States service, but this n ‘might in some circumstances be regarded as 
technical. The difficulty is that the fact that he was creditably employed in a 
service of benefit to the country is not satisfactorily shown. e gives two ac- 
counts of the business in which he was engaged, and Mr. Perkins’s explanation 
of the manner in which the two were occupied is somewhat different still. 

Carroll’s claim, presented to the Pension Bureau, was rejected upon the ground 
that there was no record of his service on file. But in his testimony he stated 
that Perkins was wounded on the same occasion as himself, and that he, Per- 
kins, was then a pensioner on account thereof. 


The records of the Pension Bureau show that Perkins was sioned in 1873 
on account of three wounds received at the time and place of ll’s injury. 
It also appears that his name was d from the rolls in 1877 on the ground 


that his wounds were not received in line of duty. 

After an investigation made at that time by a special examiner, he reported 
that Perkins and Carroll had collected a number of men together who made 
their headquarters at the home of Carroll’s mother,and were engaged in plun- 
dering the ee and that, on account of their depredations, they were 
hunted down Lo guards and shot at the time they stated. 

If this report is accepted as reliable it should of course lead to the rejection of 
the claim for pension on the part of Mr. Carroll. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcUTIVE MAnsion, July 6, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that this bill, with the accompanying mes- 
sage, be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and on that 
motion I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS DEMING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 
I herewith return without approval House bill No. 2971, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Francis Dem ae 
nr aan entered the se in August, 1861, and was discharged Septem- 
r 15. b 
His hospital record shows that during his service he was tréated for various 
temporary ailments, among which rheumatism is not included, 
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He filed an application for pension in September, 1884, all 


ing that in August 
1864, he contracted rheumatism, which had resulted in blindness. 

On examination of his case in November, 1884, he stated that his eyesig)ht |, 
gan to fail in 1882. 

There seems to be no testimony showing his condition from the time of },\< 
disch to 1880,a period of fifteen years. 

The claim that his present condition of blindness is the result of his Army 
service is not insisted u as a reason for granting him relief as strongly as }, |, 
sad and helpless condition. The committee of the House to which this bi!) w,. 
referred, after detailing his situation, close their report with these words: © };. 
served well his country in its dire need; his necessities now appeal for re) ic; 

We have here presented the case of a soldier who did his duty during his Ar: , 
service, and who was disc’ in 1865 without any record of having suffere 
with rheumatism and without any claim of disability arising from the same 
he returned to i as a citizen, and in peaceful pursuits, with chances cer. 
tainly not impaired by the circumstance that he had served his country, he a). 

to have held his place in the race of life for fifteen years or more. Then, 
ike many another. he was subjected to loss of sight, one of the saddest afflict 
known to human life. 

Thereupon, and after nineteen years had clapsed since his discharge from t}\« 
Army, a pension is claimed for him, upon a very shadowy allegation of the in- 
currence of rheumatism while in the service, coupled with the startling propo 
sition that this rheumatism resulted, just previous to his application, in b! 
ness. aire medical examination it appeared that his blindness was caused |), 
amaw , Which is generally accepted as an affection of the optic nerve 

I am satisfied that a fair examination of the facts in this case justifies th state. 
ment that the bill under consideration can rest only upon the grounds that aid 
should be furnished to this ex-soldier because he served in the Army, and be. 
cause he a long time thereafter became blind, disabled, and dependent. 

The question is whether we are prepared to adopt this principle and es*a}) is); 
this precedent. 

None of us are entitled to credit for extreme tenderness and consideration 
toward those who fought their country’s battles; these are sentiments common 
to all good citizens; they lead to the most benevolent care on the part of the 
Government and deeds of charity and mercy in private life. The blatant and 
noisy self-assertion of those who, from motives may well be suspected, de- 
clare themselves above all others friends of the soldier can not discredit nor 
belittle the calm, steady, and affectionate regard of a grateful nation. 

An ropriation has just been setting $76,000,000 of the pub! 
money for distribution as pensions, under laws liberally constructed, wit! « 
view of meeting every meritorious case; more than a million of dollars was 
added to maintain the Pension Bureau, which is charged with the duty of a fair 
just, and liberal apportionment of this fund. 

ion has nat the present session of Congress perfected consider. 
ably eo rate <a in certain cases. Appropriations have also 
been made of large sums for the support of national homes where sick, <is- 
abled,or needy soldiers are cared for; and within a few days a liberal sum has 
been mye gy for the enlargement and increased accommodation and co), 
venience of these institutions. 

All this is no more than should be done. 

But with all this, and with the hundreds of special acts whieh have been 
passed, granting pensions in cases where, for my part, I am willing to confess 
that sym y rather than judgment has often led to the discovery of a re!ati 
between injury or death and military service, Iam constrained by a sense of pub- 
lie duty to in against establishing a | ne any! and setting a precedent 
which must tin Sneegeeees, eo , and unjust gifts of public money u: 
der the pretext of indemnifying those who suffered in their means of support as 
an incident of military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 
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EXeEcvuTive MAwnston, July 5, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move to refer this bill and the accompanying nc:- 
sage to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and on that motion I dec- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. How many more of these messages are there ? 

The SPEAKER. There is one more. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Indiana. There is a desire on this side to debate the present 
message, and also the one which is to follow. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will withdraw his motion for the present and allow u 
thirty minutes’ debate on this question, and probably about the san 
time on the next, thus giving one hour’s debate on this side to the two 
cases instead of to one case, as I intimated before. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been disposed to get along wit!) 
this business as rapidly as ible so as to save the time of the House. 
The gentleman from Michigan came to me a while ago and submitted » 
proposition that on the last of these veto messages, which I believe is 
the one next to be reached, there should be an hour’s debate on the 
other side of the House. I stated to him that I would try to get this 
side of the House to agree to that proposition. I have since bad some 
consultation with the gentlemen on this side, and they are disposed to 

nd I hope the gentleman from Michigan will agree—that ther 
shall be debate for three-quarters of an hour upon that side and hali 
an a? debate in reply on this side, making one hour and a quarter 
in all, 

Mr. BURROWS. Will not the gentleman agree that there shal! }c 
in addition thirty minutes’ debate on this bill? 

Mr. MATSON. The whole object, I suppose, of gentlemen on }0‘!) 
sides of the House is to get along with the public business. eutle- 
men will remember that after referring these messages the question 's 
to be taken whether those vetoed bills reported back shal! pass 
notwithstanding the veto. Then the deficiency bill is ready to he yote! 
on; and, as I am informed by members of the Committee on Approp'- 
ations, it is important to dispose of that bill to-day. Besides, the Seu- 
ate amendments to the legislative appropriation bill are to be consi(- 
ered. The 15th of the month is fast ing; sothatitisvey FF 
important for us to consider these various matters if possible to-(s). > 

hope, therefore, gentlemen on the other side will agree to a debate 
of three-quarters of an hour on that side and half an hour on this. 

Of course it is expected something will be said on that side of t! 
House which will require an answer. That will take an hour ands 
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quarter. So it will then be 2 0’clock before we can reach the consider- 
ation of bills that have been reported. 

Mr. STEELE. Three-quarters, I think, is enough. 
Mr. BURROWS. The proposition I made, instead of taking an hour’s 


debate—— 

Mr. MATSON. I understand. 

Mr. BURROWS (continuing). Upon the last bill, was to take thirty 
minutes on this and thirty minutes on the next, because some desire an 
opportunity to on this bill especially and not on the other. And 
to the other side it could not make any difference. 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman answer me ? 
tleman consent to three-quarters ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Wecould not. There has been but little said—— 

Mr. MATSON. We only ask half an hour on this side. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman will see I have tried to carry out 
some ent to expedite business. 

Mr. MA’ N. That is what we desire. 

Mr. BURROWS. We desire but thirty minutes on this and thirty 
minutes on the next. 

Mr. MATSON. The proposition as agreed upon here I have already 
stated. Gentlemen insist that three-quarters on that side and half an 
hour on this is enough. 

Mr. BURROWS. They desire more time on this side of the House. 


Will not the gen- 


Mr. MATSON. Then I understand you to say you will not agree 
to three-quarters. 
Mr. BURROWS. I do not say about that. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman answer whether the other 
side will insist on a yea-and-nay vote ? 

Mr. BURROWS. One vote on them. 

Mr. HAMMOND. On one or both? 

Mr. BURROWS. One vote, of course, on each of them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that 
these pension matters be laid aside for the present to be taken up to- 
morrow again, and that to-day we proceed to consider the amendments 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to the general deficiency bill; and that after those are disposed 
of to take up other appropriation bills which may be ready for action, 
‘and that to-morrow we agree to go on with the debate on these pension 

The SPEAKER. There is only one more message. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask by unanimous consent the proposition I 
have be a to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say to my honorable friend from Illinois 
that I understand the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], who 
is interested in the veto messages, will be compelled to-morrow to at- 
tend the funeral ceremonies of his colleague, and he, of course, will not 
be able to be here to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then make it Monday or Tuesday. 

Mr. RYAN. Let us make it Monday. 

Mr. RANDALL. Make it Tuesday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; let it be Tuesday. By Tuesday we 
can get through with both the appropriation bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We will save time by going on with this 
business now. 

Mr. VAN EATON. SoI think. 

Mr. LAWLER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the motion of the 


eg 


Pe css kee aie 


gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. LAWLER. [I also object to taking up the time of the House 
unnecessaril 


Mr. BURROWS. I hope there will be an agreement to allow thirty 
minutes on this and thirty minutes on the next message. 


Mr. MATSON. I am willing to compromise on that by saying fifty- 
two minutes on that side and thirty minutes on this. 
Mr. BURROWS. The other eight minutes is not much to ask, and 
the Ihave made is the least time possible we can accept. 
. MATSON. Go ahead then. 
The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 


just been read. 
Mr. MATSON. 


House. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MATSON. And the same order as to the next message. 


TheSPEAKER. 4s to the next precisely the same order. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS, 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Mr. Mr. § 


—_— 


any interest involved in any individual case. 
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By order of the 
House thirty minutes are allowed in opposition to the veto which has 


- And thirty minutes on this if we shall see fit to oc- 
"The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that te be the order of the 


I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 


peaker, it seemsto me that we mightas well 
recognize, in this matter of discussing these vetoes of private pension 
bills, that we have reached an issue in this country broader and deeper 





The people of the United States are not making any mistake to-day 
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in regard to the issue that is raised before the country. It is not sim- 
ply the question whether the few soldiers named in these particular 
bills, or their parents or widows or orphan children, may receive a pen- 
sion by grant of the House of Representatives and the Senate, compos- 
ing the Congress of the United States, but the issue raised here, Mr. 
Speaker, is openly, clearly, and unmistakably joined between the 
Democratic party of this country, through its Executive and its repre- 
sentatives in Congress, upon the broad question of the duty of recog- 
nizing the services and the sacrifices of the men who gave their health 
or their lives in order that this great nation might be preserved. 

There can be no mistake on this point, as the recent outbreak of ex- 
ecutive vetoes has been coincident and apparently in concert with the 
unwonted boldness that has recently characterized the assaults upon pen- 
sion legislation from the Democratic side of the House. Indeed, there 
seems to have sprung up a rivalry in this matter of antagonizing pen- 
sions for Union soldiers, and at recent Friday night sessions the trans- 
action of business has been practically suspended by the obstructive 
methods resorted to as a matter of settled policy, as when at the last 
of those sessions two Representatives from Louisiana vied with each 
other in opposing a pension for an aged woman whose son was killed 
by a rebel cannon-shot while in the service of his country in the waters 
of that State. 

Simultaneously with these manifestations among the rank and file, 
the Democratic leaders of the House, of the Committee on Rules, con- 
sisting of Speaker CARLISLE, ex-Speaker RANDALL, and the party 
leader on the floor, Mr. MORRISON, have brought forward the astonish- 
ing proposition that the rules be so amended that no legislation for the 
disabled veterans of the Republic or their needy dependents could be 
enacted without having saddled upon it the most odious form of taxa- 
tion. The pretense that this outrageous invention for rendering ,en- 
sion laws odious was originated out of regard for the soldiers has been 
effectually disposed of in the debate upon the measure. But I present 
here the indignant protest made against it by the official representa- 
tives of the great organization that embraces a large proportion of the 
surviving defenders of the Union. 





[General Orders, No. 2!.} 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Washington, D. C., July 3, 1886, 
The deep concern felt by the comrades of the Grand Army of the Republic in 
the pension legislation now pending in Congress, and especially in the provis- 
ions embodied in Senate bill No. 1886, has been so abundantly evidenced as to 
more than justify the earnest protest of the committee on pensions which is 
below set out. Having from time to time invited the aid of posts and comrades 
for the advancement of just pension measures, the commander-in-chief now 
presents for consideration and for such action as will readily suggest itself the 
unfriendly proposals which are the subject of the protest. 
By command of S. S. Burdett, Commander-in-Chief. 
JOHN CAMERON, Adjutant-General. 


Boston, Mass,, July 1, 1886, 
SAMUEL S. BURDETT, 
Commander-in-Chief Grand Army of the Republic: 


The committee on pensions, appointed under resolution of the national en- 
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic, and authorized to speak there- 
for, feel impelled, through you, in the name and behalf of three hundred and 
twenty-five thousand veterans, to enteran emphatic protest against the proposi- 
tion now pending in Congress to attach to all pension bills—and pension bills 
only—a measure of special taxation to provide for the payment thereof. 

This proposition is not to increase the revenues of the Government for general 
purposes by new taxation, but in effect a declaration that while all other ex- 
penditures of the General Government, for salaries, public buildings, river and 
harbor improvements, and the like, shall continue to be paid from existing 
sources of revenue, the debt due to the soldiers and sailors of the Republic, for 
which the most solemn faith of the nation has been plighted, the pensions to 
the men who gave sight and hearing,limbs and health,and who offered their 
lives in defense of the nation, shall mercilessly stand aside, unless subjected to 
the invidious distinction of a special method of taxation. 

That every other obligation of the National Government shall be met from 
the usual and ordinary revenues, but the obligation to the soldier be singled 
out and alone made to bear the burden of a new and special tax. 

That in the payment of pensions, and pensions alone, one class of the people 
shall be arrayed against another—the tax-payer against the beneficiary—by pro- 
viding as to pensions, and for no other form of indebtedness, a particular tax for 
a specified purpose. 

Speaking in behalf of our comrades of the Grand Army of the Republic, we 
protest against this measure as the most iniquitous possible, and which the 
Union veterans of the country will resent and repudiate. 

Respectfully yours, 





























G. 8. MERRILL, 

JAMES TANNER, 

JOHN C. LINEHAN 

JOHN 8. KOUNTZ, 

Oommittee on Pensions. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the manifestation of Democratic purpose and spirit 

in regard to pensions has not been confined to the White House and the 
Capitol, but has found expression through the accredited organs of that 
party. I have before me a newspaper published in the city of New 
York, which has assumed, and to which has been ascribed, the function 
of special organ of the national administration in the great commercial 
emporium of the country; and in that newspaper, in an issue published 
within the last three days, I find this clear, unmistakable, unequivocal 
declaration on the part of the mouth-piece of this national administra- 
tion—I read now from the New York Star, the paper edited by ex-Dis- 
trict Attorney Dorsheimer, oneof the leading members of the Democratic 
party in the United States, the personal biographer of the President of 
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the United States, recently the United States district attorney for New 
Yerk under the appointment of President Cleveland, with whom he 
has recently been in conference here in Washington. On Tuesday last, 
in discussing this question of vetoes of pensions, he makes this editorial 
statement: 

These critics of the President should ineense themselves very moderately. 
The my ee that the business of granting pensions is worse than a nui- 
sance, and it is a fraud upon the Treasury. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is the declaration semi-officially made by the ad- 
ministration of the United States Government under the auspices of 
the Democratic party. We may as well recognize it. There is not a 
member on this side of the Chamber or on the other side, there is not 
an intelligent citizen of the United States to-day who does not recog- 
nize the fact that we have come to the “parting of the ways;’’ that 
we have reached a time when the Democratic party feels itself suffi- 
ciently firmly seated in the saddle to express openly and defiantly its 
hestility to the men who went to the front to save this Union in its 
hour of peril, and who, after having defeated Democratic rebellion 
upon a hundred battlefields, have added te their offense in the eyes of 
Democracy by casting more than 90 per cent. of their yotes at the polls 
in favor of the party that sustained them throughout the war and that 
now seeks to do justice to ‘‘him who shall have borne the battle, and 
his widow and his orphans.’’ 

We have presented here aspectacle u in the history of the 
eountry. The great general court of the United States, sitting here for 
the calm consideration and grave examination of public matters, have 
decided, upon unanimous reports of their committees, and by the unani- 
mous votes of the two housesin many cases, that it was becoming and 
proper for this great and rich Government to extend in this its hour of 
prosperity and wealth, a little dole, a little pittance to some one-legged 
or one-armed soldier, to some veteran, dragged down by disease or 
weakened or disabled by the unutterable horrors of Southern prison- 
pens; or to grant to some widow left—as in one case recently vetoed— 
with seven children to support, the small sum of $12 a month to 
help her to feed and clothe and educate as good citizens the offspring 
of the patriot who laid down his life under our flag; and it remained for 
the President of the United States, the Chief Magistrate of fifty millions 
of people, to refuse his assent to that slight act of justice to that widow; 
and not only that, but to send it back to the Chamber at the other end 
of the Capitol, coupled with a slur upon the chastity of the mother who 
had asked so little at the hands of the great Government for which she 
had sacrificed so much. 

Twelve dollars a month! One hundred and forty-four dollars a 
year to care for the widow and seven fatherless children of one of the 
dead soldiers of this Republic, snatched from her after it had been 
granted by Congress, by the veto of a President surrounded by every 
luxury, and for the mere decoration of whose table at a single repast 
the people have contributed more for flowers than would pension sev- 
eral such widowed households for a year. 


tears have purchased our great deliverance 
prosperity out of which they have a right to be remembered. 


I read, sir, a few days ago, in a paper published in this city an ac- 
in this crusade 


find that one hundred and forty-one cases 

have been disposed of by him within ten days, or two hundred and 
forty hours, counting night and day; so that i i 
and gone without food and rest he would have 
apiece to the pension eases which had occupied a 


I ind it stated in regard to one batch of these bills that he accupi 
only between the hours of 10 o’clock in the morning and 3 0’ 
in the afternoon to d of nineteen veto messages in pension cases. 
five hours in all ; but allowing an hour for luncheon, which would not 
be an unreasonable time for a gentleman of his avoirdupois, it would 
leave four hours, two hundred and forty minutes, or less than thirteen 
minutes for the President to dispose of each too, some of 
which had oecupied the careful attention of the committees of the two 
branches of Congress for months at a time. 

That is the calm, judicial review upon which the President seeks to 
set aside the deliberately expressed judgment of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives! And this newspaper further tells us that the 
President was jocular over his lace It ne 

In yulting Rate sn : t was quick to take 

a ¢ n ie re vi 
soy issrepaiy dhe Teams given for lowing Pepin 

“A vein of humor!’ God the nation whose Chief Executive 
can find no more fitting subject for his gibes than the battered wrecks 
of agreat war from which he held aloof; the widows and the orphans of 
those who may sleep in unknown graves where they fell, but whose 
white foreheads have felt the kiss of angels. 

Truly it has been said that the spirit and the style of these veto 


- pommel 
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have no precedent, and it is safe to say that in his heartless 
sneers at the unfortunate he need fear no future rival or imitator. 

With great questions of national and international importance press- 
ing for action; with a scandal in his Cabinet so gross that his own party 
papers demand his attention to it; with our fishery interests. paralyzed 
by foreign aggression, of which it seems impossible tu induce the ad 
minjstration to take note; with daily affronts to our flag and arbitrar) 
seizures of our vessels by the petty authorities of a British colony, cali- 
ing aloud for the exercise of or at least some show of 
interest, the Executive head of this great Nation can find nothing more 
important to do than to haggle with Congress about a few private 
pensions, and the papers announce that he denies himself to callers on 
business and Cabinet meetings in order to devote himse!t 
undisturbed to the grinding of his grist of pension vetoes! What em 
ployment for a great statesman in his honeymoon—cracking poor joke. 
at sick soldiers and glibly arguing away the little pension that would 
barely keep the wolf of hunger from the door of some destitute but 
loyal home ! 

My God, Mr. Speaker, what a spectacle this presents! I think I can 
see the muse of history looking at the grand procession of the Chief 
Magistrates of this country, seeking out the illustrious features in the 
lives of each to be depicted in the great pantheon ef American history, 
and I ean imagine the expression of ineffable disgust which would pas; 
over the features—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS yielded five minutes’ additional time to Mr. Bov- 
TELLE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I say, sir, I can imagine the change of expres- 
sion—I will not characterize it, for I need not—which would pass over 
the features of the Goddess of Liberty as she might be called upon to 
survey the allegorical representations of the characteristic achieve- 
ments of our tulers, frescoed forth in the Rotunda of the Capito), 
as her gaze uld first rest upon the picture of Abraham Lincoln 
standing on the battlefield of Gettysburg, amid the graves of the 
heroes of the Union, and there dedicating and pledging for all time to 
come the gratitude of the American people to the Nation’s defenders; 
and then passing to the next panel, upon which should be delineate: 
with all the felicity of art the picture of the Chief Magistrate of to- 
day, sitting in his shirt-sleeves, with his collar unbuttoned, perspiring 
over the vetoes of little pension bills to the heroes of the American 
Republic. [Applause. ] 

I have not time, Mr. Speaker, to advert in detail to many phases of 
this question that ought to be diseussed here, but I do desire to call 
attention to one statement that has been made repeatedly upon the 
floor of this House. 

A few days ago the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] in his 
attempt to set up the claim that the Democratic party had been the only 
friend of the soldier since the war, made this statement: 


Who was it that repealed the limitation upon arrears, and gave the soldiers 
whose cases were pending their pension fromthe date of their disability? |t 
was the Democratic party. Ob! 


I do not wonder that he said “Oh!’’ Anda few days ago the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, refusing to allow an inter- 
ruption to correct him and insisting on the correctness of his statement, 
reiterated the assertion that it was the Democratic party that had passe:| 
the arrears-of-pension bill. On Wednesday, July 7, the, following col- 
loguy took place: 

Mr. Grosvenor. Will the a allow me a question? 

The Speaker. Does the gen tleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. Matson. I do not. Gentlemen say that the comparison between the two 
parties as to their course on this subject shows the balance on theirside. I wil! 
submit, and gladly submit, to the soldiers of this country the question as to 

ballames x All the legislation friendly to the soldier that has amount: ! 
5 See House of Representatives. 


be votes. 
Mr. Matson. It was a Democratic House that originated, and under the leacl- 
be — Democratic soldier, passed 


ership of General the origin» 

bill arrears of 

mT Bovrette. Will the Spot state the vote as it was given in the 
ouse 


Mr. Matson. I decline to yield. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to place on record here and now the vote by 
which the arrears-of-pensions bill was passed. On the 19th day of Jan- 
uary, 1878, the bill granting arrears of pensions, a bill that had been 
introduced by Mr. Cummings, of Iowa, a Republican, was called up 
by Mr. Haskell, of Kansas, a lican. It was passed by a vote 0! 
164 to 61. The entire negative vote was cast by Democrats; 58 of the 
61 Democratic votes coming from the Solid South. Of the 164 votes in 
favor of the bill 116 were and only 48 Democratic. It wis 


Republican, 
a Republican measure, inaugurated by Republicans, and passed by Re- 


of | publican votes. 


In making the statement that the gentleman from Wisconsin and t) 
gentleman from Indiana have repeated here they have indulged in bot): 
the suppressio veri and the suggestio faisi. I deny that the Democrati: 

are entitled to any credit for that great act of liberality to the 
nion soldier, and I could show if I had time that since the war upon 
ae all occasions when the rights of Union soldiers have been 
imvolved the solid adverse vote has been given by the Democratic 
party. The record would also throw a strong side-light upon the claim 
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so often made here that the Democratic members who were formerly Mr. BURROWS. I yield the gentieman three minutes. 
confederates have been especially liberal and chivalrous in their sup- Mr. BOUTELLE. There isa class of pensions to which the Democ- 
port of pensions for the soldiers who upheld the Government. Let me | racy does not seem to be so entirelyadverse. It isonly the pensions of 
cite a few illustrations: the Union soldiers that find antagonism on that side. A bill to pension 
December 14, 1875, Mr. Fort, in the House, offered the following : alleged Mexican soldiers, whether they had or had never amet on 
Resolved bordinate ; ;. | scene of battle or whether they had or not even embarked ona vessel bounc 
House, i nee Guten cotaions, Ghote net dieabied went ee om for the shores of Mexico, has one this House and went over to the other 
duty, should be preferred. end of the Capitol, and I venture to say if passed there it would receive 
Mr. Cox, of New York, Democrat, offered a substitute entirely neu- the ready signature of the present Executive. That is the class of bills 
tralizing the idea expressed, and subsequently moved to commit the that receive favor with the Democratic party. 
subject to the Committee on Accounts; which was carried by 168 to ‘ 7 - bill — place on ree year gow Some wa a 
Democra’ i i r i inst | fought against the Government all through the rebellion, and yet when 
- every t voting for committal and every Republican agai a similar House bill was sent back from the Senate in the Forty-eighth 
‘January 5, 1876, a resolution was offered instructing the officers of Congress, with some amendments, for the benefit of loyal soldiers and 
the House ‘‘to give well qualified Union soldiers preference over sol- their dependents, seventy-two Democrats in the House who on March 3, 
diers of the late confederate army.’’ Fernando Wood, Democrat, 1884, had voted for a measure that was largely in the interests of partici- 
moved its reference to the ‘‘ Committee on the Centennial Celebration,’’ | P22's in rebellion, voted stubbornly against it January 5, 1885, when 
which prevailed—122 to 93; every affirmative vote being Democratic, coupled with provisions for the relief of disabled veterans of the Union, 
every negative vote, except 7, Republican. Every Southern Democrat and their mothers, widows, and orphans, and of the House votes cast 
voted against the recognition of Union soldiers, constituting 69 of the — the ea as amended by the Senate 67 were from the late con- 
i iti ederate states. 
itacuncy 3, 100, « Lill" onn pameed by a vote of 140 to 81 providing I have another illustration. ' Here is a bill [holding it up] now un- 
for the issue of bonds to be sold for the payment of the arrears of pen- de r consideration by a committee of this House, introduced by the 
sions. Of the votes against it 78 were Democratic, and 69 of those chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the House, a gentleman stand- 
were from the South. | ing high in the councils of the Democrati: party and already spoken of 
February 17, 1879, the pension appropriation bill with provisions | }" connection with the position of chief law ofitcer of the Government. 
covering the arrears of pensions, &c., wus passed in the House by 183 It is a bill (H. R. 8971) introduced by Mr. I UCKER, of Virginia, on May 
yeas; the entire negative vote, 67, being Democratic, 62 of them from 18, to place ‘‘the name of Nicholas H. Van Zandt, late a lieutenant in 
the South. the Navy of the United States,’’ on the pension-rolls and to pay him a 
It would be easy to show that the same hostility manifested toward | Peusion Of $75 a month. 
Union soldiers by the Democratic party under the lead of its Southern It is asked that this man be given on the ground of deafness alleged 
wing has been brought to bear against every great interest of the Gov- | t° have been contracted more than thirty years ago a pension $3 more 
ernment. Going back to 1871 we find that on March 13 of that year | # mouth than the highest rate given to cases of totally disabled soldiers 
a resolution was offered in the House reciting that the Legislature of of the Union--with the sole exception of Pension Commissioner Black; 
Indiana had voted to rescind the vote whereby it had previously rati- who got $100 by a special act that was not vetoed—and throughout the 
fied the fifteenth amendment, and declaring that a State having once , P@pers submitted in the case there is not asuggestion that this man was 
lawfully ratified could not rescind its action, and that the thirteenth, | ¢ve? 40y other than a faithful officer of the United States Navy. And 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments were duly ratified and binding | yet we find in the records of the Navy I epartment, the official tran- 
upon all. This was agreed to by a vote of 109 to 76, only 4 Demo- | script of which I hold in my hand, and will make part of my remarks, 
crats voting fur the resolution. All the negative votes were Democrats, | Ve find the facts to be that on November 26, 1861, Lieutenant Van 
of whom 42 were from the South. | Zandt tendered his resignation to the Department, as follows: 
February 5, 1872, Mr. Peterg, of Maine, offered a resolution to the | Asican not take the required oath of allegiance, I hereby respectfully tender 
— aoe te ee having — adopted legally ps Ree gag of the commission which I hold as lieutenant in the United 
of ai! pelition? parties and all citisens ae een Recast — validity ane te pon hg 1861, Lieutenant Van Zandt was dismissed from 
o— te ate . : né naval service. 
Suen Grae eensinet” wht wetedeen 1c ig cpio a pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The time of the gentle- 
i ; : bon: : man has expired. 
that abeae ul identi a Mr. BOUTELLE. A confederate naval register, now in possession of 
February 12, 1872, the following resolution was passed: | the Department, shows that Mr. Van Zandt was commissioned a first 
‘ : sae ; | lieutenant in the confederate navy December 7, 1861. This man was 
eon mo rocmmnioe a2 valld and binding all existing lave passed by Congress | dismiswed from the service— 
and for the protection of citizens in their rights under the Constitution as | ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, who had been rapping with the gavel, 
amended. sail: The Chair calls on the gentleman from Maine to submit to the 
The vote on this was 107 to 65. Not a Democrat voted for it. Al] | Tules of the House. 


voting against it were Democrats, 35 being from the South. Mr. BOUTELLE. Another minute is yielded to me. 
March 13, 1876, Mr. J. H. Baker offered a resolution reciting that Mr. ELY. Iam to be recognized, and yield my five minutes to the 
this is one Nation and not a mere confederacy &c.; that no State can | $°ntleman from Maine [ Mr. BouTELe]. 


alone judge of or nullify the Federal laws; that all overt acts against Mr. BOUTELLE. I thank the gentleman, and will endeavor not to 
constitutional law constitute treason; ‘‘and that the late war of the | °*cupy the wholeofthattime. a a 
rebellion was causeless and indefensible on any theory of right or con- | [ can hardly understand the indisposition manifested on the other 
stitutional law.’’ side to listen to these matters of public record. Here is a bill intro- 
It was lost for wantof two-thirds, the vote being 97 to 75, a majority duced by a leading Democrat of this House, a man who long since 
of Northern Democrats dodging. Of the 75 Democratic votes against reached the years of maturity, a leading lawyer on the Democratic 
this proposition, 58 were from the late rebel States. side of the House. The bill isnow pending before a committee of this 
January 17, 1876, onaresolution in favor of repealing the resumption House. I stand here to tell you that this measare introduced here, 
act the vote was 112 yeas, 158 nays. Of the 112 thus recorded against and which this House is asked to pass, giving this man $3 more a 
resumption 106 were Democrats, of whom 62 were from the South. month than is given to the men who have lost both eyesor both hands 
A 5, 1876, Mr. Cox reported a bill declaring that the ‘‘ resump- | °° both feet in the service of their country, is for the benefit of a man 
umiendices in the resumption act of 1875,” ‘* be, and the same is who, as I am credibly informed, deserted the service of the country 
hereby, .? Passed 106 to 86. All the yeas except 9 were before he sent in his resignation. He resigned, as the record shows, in 
by of whom 54 were from the South. November, 1861, in the face of the enemy, and was dismissed in De- 
Jane 5, 1878, the Wood (free-trade) tariff bill being under consider- cember, 1861, from the Navy of the United States. Within eleven 
the House voted to strike out the enacting clause, 134 to 120. Of days of the date of his resignation he enlisted and was commissioned 
the free-trade votes 115 were Democratic, 76 of which were from | 28 22 officer in the confederate navy. Thisis the class of men that the 
the South. tia Democrats of this House of Representatives ask that we shall pass pen- 
December 1, 1877, Mr. MILLS, of Texas, moved a resolution declar- sion bills for, not at the rate of $6 or $8 or $12 a month, but at the rate 
ing in favor of ‘purely and solely a tariff fur-revenue’’ and against | of $75 a month, to pay them for their dastardly treason to the Govern- 
protection. It received 67 votes, of which 61 were Demoeratic and 48 | ™ent in the hour of its need. 
of them from the South. Extract from the record of Nicholas H. Van Zandt, late lieutenant United States 
en 1884, on the vote to strike out the enacting clause of the may ; 
bill. the vote stood yeas 159, nays 155, and of the nays 1361, July 20. Detached on account of ill health and placed on waiting orders. 
87 were from the South. 





1861, November 26. Lieutenant Van Zandt tendered his resignation to the De- 


partment, as follows: 
And so I go on if my time would permit. f — I can not seeneeenie Sihe Tes required oath of allegiance, L respect- 
tare The time of the gentleman has expired. ully hereby tender my resignation of the commission which I hold as a lieuten- 
. : ant in the United States Navy. 
Mr. BO I should like to have three minutes more. 


1861, December 24. Lieutenant Van Zandt was dismissed from the naval service. 
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A confederate navy register now in the possession of the Department shows 
that Nicholas H. Van Zandt was commissioned a first lieutenant in the Confed- 
erate navy December 7, 1861. 

A true abstract from the records of the Department. 

JOHN W. HOGG, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word about the manner in which votes 
have been divided in some striking cases on this floor. Of the 78 votes 
that were cast March 3, 1885, against putting Ulysses S. Grant upon 
the retired-list of the United States Army, 66 were cast by Democrats 
who on February 1, 1884, voted to put Fitz-John Porter on that list. 
Of those 78 Democrats, 58 were from the States that were engaged in 
the rebellion; unwilling to pay tribute to the great chieftain of our 
armies, eager to reward the man to whom they were indebted for a 
confederate success. Fifty-one of those Democrats are members of this 
House, and every one of them who was present voted again at this ses- 
sion to bestow upon Fitz-John Porter the honor which they had re- 
fused to Ulysses 8. Grant. 

Of the 77 votes cast against Porter in the House only one was cast by 
a Democrat, and his constituency put him promptly under the guillo- 
tine. Thirty-four of the Democrats who in the Forty-eighth Congress 
voted to restore Fitz-John Porter to the honors and pay of a colonel in 
the United States Army, voted in this Congress that they would not 
allow the widows of Union soldiers, many of whom lost their lives 
through Porter’s recreancy, to have their pensions increased from $8 
to $12a month. Of 66 votes and two pairs announced against the in- 
crease of the widows’ pensions all but 2 were cast by Representatives 
from the States lately in rebellion, the two exceptions being the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitr] and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[ Mr. BBaGce] and nobody will want to dispute with them the glory of 
that vote. - 

Mr. Speaker, I took occasion to run over the roster of that vote against 
the widows’ pension bill. * 

Mr. BURROWS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman has six minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I want just one minute more. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will yield the gentleman half a minute. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to put the responsibility of 
that vote against the widows’ pension bill where it belongs. I find by 
the Congressional Directory that it was a remarkably representative 
vote of the late Confederate States. It embraced: 

One ex-Confederate Postmaster-general and Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury ; 

Two ex-Confederate Congressmen ; 

One ex-Confederate State Attorney-general; 

One ex-Confederate Corps Commander; 

Five ex-Confederate Brigadier-generals; 

Seven ax-Confederate Colonels; 

Two ex-Confederate Lieutenant-coloncls; 

Two ex-Confederate Majors; 

Seven ex-Confederate Lieutenants; 

One ex-Confederate Midshipman; and 

Four ex-Confederate Privates. 

[ Applause on the Republican side. ] 

As I look over that chivalric list, Mr. Speaker, I seem to hear again 
the plaintively mellifinous tones of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
whom I do not now see in his seat [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who became 
so enraptured with the reminiscences of his own experience as a bare- 
footed boy in the beautiful blue-grass region of Kentucky, that he could 
not bring his conscience to permit him to vote the little pittance of $4 
more a month to enable the widows of Union soldiers who died for their 
country to put shoes upon their little barefooted boys who have to fight 
against the rigorous winters of that Northern land where the patriotism 
was bred that saved that flag [pointing to the stars and stripes sus- 
pended over the ——- chair) in the hour of peril. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, if there is any one thing in this world 
that the Democratic party has assumed to be consistent in heretofore, 
itis opposition to centralized powerin the Government. If thereisany- 
thing, gentlemen on the Democratic side, that you have been consistent 
in, it has been your advocacy of State sovereignty and your advocacy 
of the segregation of the several powers in the co-ordinate branches of 
this Government. 

You have stood consistent in attempting to keep the executive, the 
legislative, and the judiciary separate in their respective branches. But 
now your Executive, following in the line of his conduct as governor 
of the State of New York, and following the of the governor 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Pattison, has become the great obliterator of segre- 
grated Ss the great representative of concentrated and absolute 
power. In England, though under her constitution the crowned head 
aias the power to veto any act of Parliament just as absolutely as the 
President of the United States has with respect to acts of Congress, yet 
since 1707 no executive bead of England has ever dared to veto one act 
of Parliament. The worst despotism in the world would not tolerate 
such a wholesale exercise of the veto power by its executive. It is left 
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for this republican Government of ours to have an Executive who not 
only exercises the use of this power, but indulges in the abuses of it by 
vetoing bills, not for constitutional reasons, not because of alleged frauds, 
not because of manifest errors, but simply because he chooses to set up 
his judgment against that of three hundred and twenty-five Represent- 
atives and every Sepvator of the United States. And yet you Demo- 
cra stand by and say ‘‘Thy will be done, not mine,’’ and tell us, as 
one of your party hassaid, ‘‘ I am glad we have found a man in Cleveland 
who has shown the nerve and courage to veto these bills.’’ Then he 
is the only man of nerve and courage in your party, and by inference 
you are all poltroons and cowards. Have you passed these bills with- 
out judgment? Have you allowed these bills to go through your com- 
mittees without objection and to pass here by a unanimous vote with- 
out knowing what you wereabout? [Criesof ‘‘ Louder!’’ on the Demo- 
cratic side.}] Ah, it is loud enough to reach every quarter of this 
country; and thatis what you do notlike. You have passed these bills, 
and the President by implication tells you you are unfit to judge the 
merits of the cases, and like sheep you stand here ready to submit to 
anything that the President may dictate to you; thus acknowledging 
your weakness and utter unfitness for your positions. 

Why, sir, even the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
says that the President has vetoed these bills because of technicalities 
and because cases were undisposed of in the Pension Office. What 
right, under the spirit of our Constitution, has the President of the 
United States to discuss technicalities not of the fundamental law or 
Constitution? It is because we want to overcome technicalities con- 
nected with the gencral Jaw that we pass these special acts. But for 
technicalities Congress would not have to pass these special acts. Yet, 
though the very purpose of these special bills is to obviate technical 
difficulties, you allow your President to slap you in the face and spit 
upon you whenever he chooses, and then you honor him as a man of 
nerve and courage, forgetting that often ‘‘fools rush in where angels 
fear to tread,’’ and that iguorance is often mist iken for bravery. 

Your retrenchment and reform. policy, instead of beginning where 
it would do some good, begins with the scrubwomen, with the small 
offices, held in most instances by soldiers. There is your retrench- 
ment and reform. You refuse pensions to soldiers’ widows on tech- 
nical grounds and because the Department has not yet acted upon 
them, and you whitewash the traitor and pay him thousands in spite 
of constitutional reasons given by a former President, following the 
reasons given by Attorney-General Brewster in his able opinion. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MATSON obtained the floor. ° 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from Penusylvania [Mr. BRUMM] be extended 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Matson]. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires more 
time I will yield him five minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. Speaker, the action of this House reminds me very much of a part 


.of a scene in the play of Hamlet. In reading it I shall substitute for 


the young Prince of Denmark your courageous man of nerve, President 
Cleveland, and for poor old Polonius I will substitute the poor misera- 
ble cowards—I am using by inference your own language, gentlemen 
of the Democratic party: 

Hamlet— 

Or rather I should say— 


CLEVELAND. Do you see yonder cloud that’s almost in shape of a camel? 
DEMOCRATIC ConGREss. By the mass, and ’tis like a camel, indeed. 
CLEVELAND. Methinks it is like a weasel. 

Democratic Concress. It is backed like a weasel. 

CLEVELAND. Or like a whale? 

Democratic Concress, Very like a whale. 


[Great laughter. ] . 

And so this Executive of yours has only to point out what shall be 
their form; no matter how hideous, and without reason, without con- 
stitutional right, in spirit, at least, the Democratic Congress has not 
the manliness to assert it rights, but humbly gets down on its marrow- 
bones to say, ‘‘ Mr. President, as thou wilt, so shall it be, for thou art 
dictator.’’ I reserve the balanceofmytime. [Greatlaughter and ap- 


use. | 
ont MATSON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
io. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, never supposed anybody would blame 
the President because the veto power was put into the Constitution; a 
power which we al] know has been exercised by every Republican Pres- 
ident who ever occupied that chair. 

As to the meritsof these vetoes, when they come before the House in 
a proper shape afterinvestigation by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
the House will be in a better condition to judge whether we shou! 
sustain or override the vetoes. 

And I desire to say a word or two in reply to remarks made on the 
other side of the House as to the friendlinessof the Democratic or le- 
publican party to our soldiers. 


* 
: 
ie 
i 








1886. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the other day stated 
these vetoes meant no more pension legislation would be allowed during 
this administration. How he could make that statement in the face 
of the facts I do not know, but I will say this, however, that if one- 
half of the pledges of the Republican party had been redeemed when 
that party was in power no pension legislation would be needed under 
this administration or any other. 

The claim has also been made by some members on the other side of 
the House that when the arrearage act of 1878 was passed and the 
widows’ increase pension bill during this Congress was passed a large 
number of Democrats voted against those bills while nearly all the Re- 

ublicans voted for them. It strikes me as remarkably strange the 
ublican members of this House never could get an opportunity to 
vote for the or the widows’ pension act until they got it ina 
Democratic House. Why did they not introduce an arrearage act when 
they had the power? They were in continuous control of the Govern- 
ment in every d ent of it from the close of the war down to the 
election of the Forty-fourth Congress, and yet not one of them ever 
thought of an arrearage act until the Democrats got a majority in this 
House, when that act was reported by a constituent of mine, General 
Rice, as chairman of the Committee on Pensions, and was passed by a 
Democratic House. So, too, in the Forty-seventh Congress, when my 
distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. BrRowNE] was chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions they did not introduce a bill, or at least 
report one, to increase the pension of soldiers’ widows from $8 to $12 
per month. That bill was introduced by the present Democratic chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [ Mr. MATSON] in the Forty- 
eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, and through his influence and 
energy it has become a law at the present session. 

Let us see what has been the administration of the Pension Bureau 
under Democratic and Republican rule. I hold in my hand a table 
which is official, and which shows the number of claims allowed in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, 37,895; number of claims allowed in 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 61,704; number of claims allowed 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 57,930. That was when the 
department was under the administration of a Republican Commis- 
sioner. 

. The number of claims allowed in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
first year of General Black’s administration, 81,422. 

Number of pension certificates issued from March 17, 1884, to March 
17, 1885, 74,069; number of pension certificates issued from March 17, 
1885, to March 17, 1886, first year of General Black’s administration, 
82,977; number of claims allowed under special act of Forty-seventh 

196. During the whole of the Forty-seventh Congress, under 
the control of the ee party in both branches, with a Repub- 
lican President in the White House to approve its acts, they only passed 
one hundred and ninety-six bills. 

The President of the United States has already, by his approval and 
allowing bills to become law without his signature, placed upon the 
statutue-book five hundred and fifty-five special cases. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Browne], on the other side, said during the Forty- 
seventh eee when he was chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, only four hundred reports were made from that committee. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions at this session has made nine hun- 
dred and sixty reports, and we have passed more than six hundred pen- 
sion bills, five out of six of which have become laws. So if gentlemen 
on the other side would measure their sincerity by their hypocrisy every 
one of them would get down on their knees and thank God that a 
Democratic Congress has enabled them to do what a Republican Con- 
gress did not do, that is, to redeem their pledges made to their Repub- 
lican constituents. [Laughter and applause. 

This is the record, and it makes no difference whether these bills were 
passed or > whose votes; the party in power which has on its shoulders 





the ity of legislation is the party which should always get 


the t for these things. 

If my time has not en I want to yield the balance of it to Gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, in addition to what he will get from the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. MATSON. I yield, then, fourteen minutes to the gentleman 


from lvania, Governor CURTIN. 
Mr, CURTIN Mr. Speaker, if a foreigner, an intelligent man, had 


been in the galleries of this House during the debate on these pension 
bills to-day and other days, he would have taken home to his country 
the impression that the American people had put into the Presidential 
oaene not worthy of trust, and who had day after day violated 


oath of office. 

A MemBer (on the Republican side). 

Mr. oom = a I do not _— whether he would have been 
right or not; but ve taught myself in my life to believe when the 
free people of the United States elected their executive officer, when 
oe aman to fill this the highest office that has ever existed in 

or modern times, that the man so selected is entitled at least 
to decent respect and decent : 

I do not know what this bill is about. It is a pension bill, but its 
merits are not presented to the House. But this House has resolved 
itself into a political meeting, and on the one side and on the other we 
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are discussing the lists of pensions granted, the bills signed, and the 
bills vetoed. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, we have certain duties to perform in this House. 


We pass laws to pension, and other laws, at our pleasure, and I can 
speak on this question without. bias, because I voted for every pension 
bill presented in this House since I have been a member of it and ex- 
pect to vote on in the same way. 
@ political meeting you must understand before the election comes the 
people on whom you rely to return you toa seat on this floor will forget 
all you say. 
little heed to what occurs on this floor at this time; and gentlemen 
might as well reserve their eloquence when they appear for another 
election, because that is what you mean. 
and can therefore speak freely. 
present, and you all are or rather a great many of you. 
mence your campaign early; you commence it at the very time when 
we should be attending to the pressing public business of the country. 
If we do not turn our attention to the business which is intrusted to our 
hands we will be here until the middle or last of August; and how many 
strong, sturdy men here can know when the grim messenger shall open 
these portals and seize another of his victims? 


But when we resolve ourselves into 


[Laughter.] We must not forget that the people will give 


I am out of that category, 
I am not looking for votes for the 
And youcom- 


Whether the President is right or wrong is for himself to determine; 


he is acting in the performance of a grave and solemn public duty, for 
he has a duty to perform as well as we have. 
amine bills that are passed by both Houses of Congress. 
to veto the bills if they do not come up to his conscientious convictions 
of duty; no matter whether the bill be a pension bill or some great pub- 
lic measure. 
the power to direct the reference of the veto messages to the committee 


He has a right to ex- 
He has a right 


If he is wrong in the facts or in the law, the House has 


for reconsideration; and if he is found to be in error, that is the time to 
All this vituperation and abuse of the President is sublimely 


contribution to the literature and eloquence of members. One gallant 
gentleman from the West, who served the country handsomely, the other 
day, full of emphasis, after denouncing the President and holding him 
up to ridicule, while not forgetful of the fact that the future safety of 
his own soul was secured, offered a fervent prayer that the souls of men 
on this side of the House may be secured. My friend, when we want 
another prayer for our welfare we will go to the Chaplain or to some 
other man in the ordination and enjoyment of the rights of a teacher of 
the gospel and charged with instructions which may save the souls of 
others, if properly believed and practiced. [Laughter.] I have no 
doubt the addition to the apotheosis proposed by the gallant and elegant 
gentleman from Maine may expand in the future to very elegant pro- 
portions, but I do object to his putting the President of the United 
States, a high official of this Government—and remember, gentlemen, 
he was elected, there is no controversy about that—I do object to his 
undertaking to put him in the wrong for exercising his constitutional 
prerogatives. I repeat, he was elected to that high office. 

The man in this country who gets the most votes has a right to his 
office, and the present incumbent of the White House was as fairly 
elected as ever Abraham Lincoln or George Washington was. Who 
doubts that he was elected? The people of the United States elected 
him, the returns were sent here, they were counted in the presence of 
this House, and the Vice-President of the United States declared him 
to be elected, and being so elected he has conscientious duties to per- 
form. I assert my entire confidence in the integrity of the President 
of the United States and in his desire to do his duty, and when pension 
bills come before us I reserve to myself the right to approve or disap- 
prove his vetoes, but will always vote in these cases to give the sol- 
diers of the Union all that this country is able to give, and I havea 
right to say that I am the peer of any citizen of the United States in 
giving to the soldiers who survive the homage of gratitude justly due 
them for saving the Government and a full reward for their services. 

Now, suppose we quit this quarreling and turn our attention to pub- 
lic business. Why, sir, the heat of debate, the violence of denunciation, 
are painful as pronounced on this floor, a subordinate branch of this 
Government, in defamation of its highest official as well as in charge of 
want of integrity and of manifest disposition to forget that the Presi- 
dent has important official functions to perform and constitutional 
powers he is sworn to obey. Oh, my fellow members, let me take you 
back to yourinfancy. [Laughter.] I will not repeat to you the cradle 
hymn; youall rememberit. But at the knee of your mother you were 
taught lessons which through life have given you consequence enough 
to be elected members on this floor. In this angry heat, this violent 
vituperation, remember what she said to you: 

Let dogs delight to bark and bite, 
For God has made them so ; 


Let bears and lions grow! and fight, 
For ‘tis their nature too. 


And now I address myself to you: 
But, children, you should never let 
Such angry passions rise ; 


Your little hands were never made 
To tear each other's eyes. 


[Great laughter and applause. | 
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Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a great deal is said here 
about the confederates in connection with this subject of pensions, and 
I have heard it said here several times when ex-confederates have by 
their vote or speech signified a desire to put some sort of limitation on 
the umount to be expended for pensions that we ought to have thought 
of that twenty-five years ago. Being one of the four ex-confederate 
privates referred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BowTEL.x}, it 
may be that I should apologize for assuming to open my mouth while 
this question of pension legislation is under discussion. 

I am free to confess, Mr. Speaker, that at the beginning of the war 
a little more than twenty-five years ago I probably did not give this 
matter the careful consideration the gravity of the subject demanded. 
I do not plead the baby act, but I was then quite a youth, and was 
probably stimulated somewhat by my youthful impetuosity, but about 
the third or fourth year of the war I began to think very seriously 
about the matter [laughter], and began to suspect that probably we 
had made a mistake; and, sir, I claim the right tospealk: about it now, 
because I then showed great consideration for the Federal soldiery. Soe 
much was I impressed with the fact that the way I was then going on, 
producing such havoc in the ranks of — Union armies, would finally 
bankrupt the United States te pay the pensions [laughter], 
that to avoid this result I began to retire in front of the advancing 
army, and with loaded gun in hand I retreated, in company with many 
of my comrades, across about three States [laughter |, until finally I 
‘was so cornered and hemmed in that the only alternative left me was 
te destroy the whole Union Army or surrender myself. | Laughter. ] 
And out of consideration for said army and the wives and children of 
the soldiers and the future pension-rolls of the country I surrendered 
like a man, and gaveup my gun and went home. [ Laughter. ] 

But itis toalittleincident that happened as I went homeafter the sur- 
render that I wish tecall the attention of the House. I had entered the 
army at the age of fourteenand had been out four years. [went home 
incompany with a boy alittleolder than myself, but who had not been 
outsolong. I had had enough of warand was quite willing toquit, but 
iy comrade, with the fiery impetuosity that usually characterizes the 
new soldier, did not like to give it up, and he insisted it was our duty 
to cross the Mississippi River and join and fight with Kirby Smith on 
the other side, while I insisted on going home. As this controversy 
was going on between us we were riding along in the prairies of Ala- 
bama. An old gentleman living some distance from the road saw us 
coming and he came down to the road and took his seat on the fence 
tesee us and learn what he could about the surrender. He had a 
many darkies and was anxious to know what had become of “‘ our in- 
stitution ’’ (slavery). Wetold him it was gone - [ Laughter. ml] My 
comrade and I then submitted our controversy about crossing the river 
to him, when he said tome: ‘‘ Youngman, youareright; go home and 
go to plowing that horse yoware on’’—whiech advice I took. Said he, 
‘*Lam older than you, and judgment is that when you fight and 
get cleaned up you should give it up and go at something else and 
make the best of the situation.’’ 

He then began to talk about the war. Said he: ‘This has been a 
mighty bad war. We have lest many of our brightest and best men. 
We have many one-legged, one-armed, and disabled men who will have 
a hard struggle for a living. There are poor widows and orphans 
SS ee Society has been greatly demoralized. 

Sa gone and weareall poor. Our homes have been de- 
vastated and desolated. Oh,’’ said he, with the tears down his 
cheeks, ‘‘ it has been a terrible war, and it will be a long time before 
we recover from it!’ And then breaking out in a cry he said: “ But 
we could stand all this, and finally reeover from it and build up again 
our country, our homes, and our fortunes; but the thing that troubles 
me is that twenty-five years from now there will be d——d fools who 


application of what that 


JOSEPH ROMISER. 


The Speaker also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 1059, entitled “An act to 
grant a pension to Joseph Romiser."’ 

The Pension Bureau reports that the records of the office fail to show that an 
application has been filed in towed of this claimant, it is stated in the re- 
port of the House committee that such »# claim was. and rejected on the 
a that the claimant was not atthe time of injury in the service of the 


It cane from the report of the committee that the beneficiary 
named in this hilt ws as not in the service of Government atsuch a time, and 


also that he had not been mustered into the service of any State military org. 
ization. It is stated that he belonged to = Frank Mason’s company of \ 
unteers, of Frostburg, in the State of Maryland. 

Whether this company was organized for the | of co-operating at a 
time with the Union or State forces is not alleged, and it may well have |) 
existing merely for the purpose of neighborhood protection. 

Such as it was, the com y was ordered in June; 1861, to proceed to Cum!) 
land to repel a threatened attack of confederate forces. Upon arriving at | 
place the men were ordered to uncap their muskets. In antes this, and throu. ; 
the negligence ofanother member of the company whose musket was dischary: 
the claimant was wounded. 

Tt does not seem to me that So in this case, so far as they have been 
veloped, justify the passage of this act. 

’ GROVER CLEVELAND 


EXEcUTIVE Mansion, July 5, 1886. 


TheSPEAKER. By order of the House, thirty minutes are allows! 
for debate in opposition to the veto, and thirty minutes, if requires, in 
supportof it. Then the vote will be takenon referring the message a1. (| 
accompanying bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, [ fear that not more than tweniy 
members on the other side have listened to the reading of that short 
veto of the bill to pension my constituent, Joseph Romiser. Had yo 
all heard it, gentlemen, I would have had, what I have anyhow, t) 
right to challenge your honor and your consciences, iedependent 0 of 
party, to say, after I have briefly stated his case, whether upon t!. 
few facts (and there are but three main facts in this man’s case) tlic 
action of Congress should be overridden—to say whether Joseph Rom - 
ser, 2 minute-man and soldier of the Union, who was shot throug! 
the head, in the ranks, in the line of duty, while a member of a citi- 
zew company acting under command of a United States officer, Gener:! 
Lew. Wallace, then colonel of the Eleyenth Indiana Zouaves, repelling 
an expected attack upen Cumberland, Md.—tosay whether he ought to 
be robbed of the pension due to his patriotic service and wounds becaus: 
President Cleveland has made a blunder. That he has blundered there 
is no doubt. He has made several blunders in this single case. 

I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to the charge made by the President in this veto message of 
gross carelessness against that committee. If the gentlemen of the 
Pension Committee listened they heard read this charge against them 
in the message as read. The President says that although the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions state that this man Joseph Romiser ha‘ 
filed a claim for pension and it had been rejected, he had never in fac’ 
filed such a claim and it never had been rejected. I admit, sir, that 1! 
that were true the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and those who acted with him had indeed been guilty of gross care]ess- 
ness; but if if is nottrue, if the President is wrong and these gentlemen 


great | are right, then he was guilty of a grosser carelessness, because the report 


of the committee had notified him of the existence of these papers in th. 
Pension Office, and he could have obtained them easily. As soon as | 
had read the veto I went to the room of thecommittee and I found, as | 
expected, record evidence that they did have the papers and that they 
returned them tothe Pension Office on the 16th day of May. I had 
thrice gone to the Pension Office during three winters to examine the 
papers in this unfortunate man’s case, and [ had found them without 
difficulty. 

Within an hour after the message came here which disclosed the {10 
that the President had ruthlessly put his hand to a veto of this bi)! 
without having ever examined the case, [ telephoned for the papers. 
and they came promptly, and I held in my hand now the ‘‘jacket ” 
and the papers which the President of the United States has said |) 
not exist. Beeause the President has made that grievous blunder, }.:- 
cause he has never looked at the — he overrides by his veto the con- 
vincing report of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Swope], that 
careful and conscientious: Demoeratic member of the Committee on |1- 
valid Pensions; overrides the report of Senator WiLson, the distin- 
guished Senator from my own State—a learned and able judge, w!0 
has spent years in trying causes. The President overrides without con- 
sideration the action of both Houses of Congress, without ever havin: 
looked: at the papers in the case, and that is grosser carelessness th: 
any he has charged upon the committee or Congress. 

What is the case in which the President doesthis? Joseph Romise: 
case is a matter of Lhave here from the Congressional Libra: 
Colonel Lowdermilk’s admirable history of Cumberland, Md., whi) 
has been in print eight years. Two pages of this book tell the histo: 
of Joseph Romiser’s spirit and his: misfortune; how, in the 
ranks of Capt. Frank Mason’scompany of volunteer soldiery, in the «\- 
fense-of his country, he was shot accidentally, when the company w': 

en en 
bullet going into the neck back of the ear, going through |): 
vers beedere ye hee heerlen mage apy and 


at its ramus, making its exit through the molar bone below the ev: 
There was exfoliation of the bone, terrible deformity of the face, follow: | 
by months of lingering suffering and twenty-five years of neuralgia, «i: | 
legacy of pain: for life. In requitalhe receives no pay, no bounty, 1) 
pension, but instead the President’s veto. 

Now, who was Jeseph Romiser, and when and where did he recei\° 
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| 
this wound? He was a minute-man of the Union cause. He served 
under an officer of the Union Army. I will tell you how. As early 
as the 19th of Jume, 1861, there was apprehension in the beautiful 
mountain city of Cumberland, in Western Maryland. Lew. Wallace, | 
then a colonel, had gone yonder to guard the Upper Potomac, where the | 
Virginians had burned the bridges in order to break the communications | 
of the West with Washington. They had burned the bridge over the 
canaland the bridge over the North Branch of the Potomac. The home- | 
guards had gone to New Creek and were there driven back_by a force | 
of the enemy from Virginia. Lew. Wallace guarded the city with his 
Indiana zouaves; he had his stores there, and the Baltimore and Ohio | 
road had to be guarded to keep up communication between Washington | 
and the West, and he called upon the people to aid him in its defense. 

Patriotic fire was then, as now, native to that air, and from Frost- 
burg, from the mountains and the valleys, from the farms and the mines | 
our people hurried in response to his call, as later these sturdy miners 
went almost in regiments in response to President Lincoln’s call. At 
this time a body of young men, among them this poor carpenter, Joseph 
Romiser, but brave and true, were going to enlist. Some were 
going to enlist in Western Maryland; some were going to join my friend 
here in West Virginia [Mr. Dorsey]; some were going to Pittsburgh ; 
others, as the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WARNER] recalls, were going 
to enlist where they could. 

When Lew. Wallace made his call Joseph Romiser had just received | 
the letter which I hold in my hand and which has grown yellow after 
twenty-five years. Upon the envelope is the device of a man nailing 
our flag to the staff and the sentiment below is, ‘‘It shall yet float | 
over Sumter.’’ This letter tells how the writer had in response to 
Romiser’s request just written to this man directing him to go to Pitts- 
burgh to an address given that he might enlist in Captain Berrier’s 

y of the Tenth Pennsylvania, as Romiser was about todo. I 

Berrier now lives in the district of the gentleman from Pennsy1- 

vania [Mr. BoyLxe]. He received this letter about the 14th of June 
and to start. 

On the 19th, when Lew. Wallace called for aid, this poor young man, 
with one hundred others, went from Frostburg, under Capt. Frank 
Mason, and hurried down the mountain to defend Cumberland, the 
When our guard 
was driven back into the town they were on duty to repel the attack 
if iteame. ‘These green recruits in the evening, at the cars, brave but 
undisciplined, were ordered by Captain Mason to uncap their muskets, 
when Alpheus Beall, who was just behind this man, let his musket fall, 
and the musket, being thus discharged, inflicted this wound, sending an 
inch minie-ball through this man’s head, passing in the manner I have 
described. As he fell he was caught in the arms of a comrade and 
carried into a private house. He lay in a critical condition for months, 
until finally life was assured. 

Among the papers which your committee saw, although our Presi- 
dent says they do not exist, are the photographs of the man who was 
thus shot and maimed in the line of duty defending his country. I | 
hold them up before you that you may see the ravages of the minie- 
ball. Ishow you now the affidavits of the man whose musket shot him, 
of the men who picked him up. I show you the affidavitof Dr. Fun- 
denberg, the surgeon, and abundant proofs beside, and this local history. 
Here, too, are the petitions of hundreds of good citizens of every pur- 
suit and polities praying Congress to pension this deserving minute- 
man. But the Pension Office, according to the notes which I have here 
in my hand, found that although the man at the time he was wounded 
was good service in the line of duty, yet because he had hurried 
to the flag without waiting to be mustered they were ‘‘ con- 
strained ’’—that is the expression—to reject the application, although 
he carried the belt, cartridge-box, and musket into the ranks under 
Captain Mason, who was acting under command of a Union colonel 
from Indiana, who, I believe, is well known to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions as General Lew. Wallace, now famous— 
they were “constrained ’’ to refuse a pension because he had never been 
mustered into the service. 

This man was justly entitled to a pension because he was inspired 
by the ofthe minute-men of Concord and Lexington—the ‘‘ em- 
battled who fired the shot heard round the world’’—because 
he came from his mountain home, and standing in the ranks was shot 
nigh unto death. Because he was not mustered in, and therefore could 
not obtain a pension at the Pension Office under the strictness of the 


general law, hecame to Congress. It isa case, of all cases, such 
as antes to Congress, so that the injustice done by the general 
might be corrected by a special act. This having been passed by 


n of both Houses, the President vetoes the bill 
because, as he says, this soldier, wounded in the line of duty, was not 
you 





Fz 
: 


going to follow? I put it to your conscience 
your honor as American Representatives, as against your party 
Perhaps I am firing at the wrong target; 
if so, Iam proud of my confidence in human nature; and I leave 
those who take the opposite view to support President Cleveland in this 
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in this matter; but I have examined all that were accessible. I looked 
to see what Washington and other Presidents had done in like cases 
Some of the minute-men of Concord and Lexington and the men who 
fought at Bunker Hill were not mustered in, yet they were pensioned 
by the Colonial Assembly of Massachusetts, and that action was adopted 
by the Congress of the United States at its very first session; and George 
Washington, unlike President Cleveland, did n« 
proved it. [Applause. ] 


yt veto the bill, but ap- 


I find further that when the time came to renew the right of those 
men to pensions, where they had been wounded in service and in the 
line of duty, but had never been mustered in, Thomas Jefferson, the 
father of the Democratic party, did not veto the bill, like President 

| Cleveland, but approved it. [Applause.] I find also that Andrew 
Jackson, the great Democratic President and the brave defender of his 


country, had submitted to him bills pensioning members of some vol- 
unteer corps who had never. been mustered into the service of the na 
tion or State, but had done actual service and been wounded and «isa 
bled in the line of duty, and he had achance to veto the measure, but 
he would not veto; he approved the bill. [Applause.] I find further 
in a case presented to Abraham Lincoln that when some red-tape clerk 
in some office had said thata manhad not been mustered in, that grand 
old man said, ‘‘I want to know whether he served his country, and if 
his right is based upon service in the line of duty, I de not care about 
the muster-in.’’ And Lincoln did not veto the bill. [Applause 

I say to my friends here as men of honor and conscience, that from 
the foundation of this Government injury received in the line of duty, 
disability incurred in the service, has been regarded as the essential 
thing giving the righttoapension. Itistherightof rights, the ground 
of grounds for a pension from this great nation as an evidence of its 
gratitude and its Americanism. If the men of this Congress can not 
rise, and perhaps they can not, above party feeling, and go with Wash- 
ington, and Jackson, and Jefferson, and Lincoln, let them go with 
President Cleveland, and send away this poor soldier who never had a 
dollar of pay or bounty, who I fear had to bear the expense of hisown 
medical attendance for months, who to-day carries the scars which he 
received and endures the suffering he incurred in the service of his 
country, who is deserted by his country because he was never mustered 
in. But I appeal toevery man who thinks the founders of the Repu 
lic, ay, the fathers of the Democratic party, were instinct with the 
spirit of Concord and Lexington, who looks to the future of the Re- 
public ‘‘ when like our sires our sons are gone,’’ to vote in favorof this 
minute-man of 1861, who on bis way to be mustered in with the ‘‘ boys 
in blue’’ received this grievous wound from the consequences of which 
he has ever since suffered in neglect because he was swift to fight for 
our fiag. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 


APPENDIX. 


[Senate. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 1324.] 


In the Senate of the United States. June 15, 1886. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Witson, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the fol 
lowing report, to accompany bill H. R. 1059: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1059) grant 
ing a pension to Joseph Romiser, have carefully examined tbe same and report 
favorably upon it for the reason set forth in the subjoined report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which is as follows, as reported by Mr. Swor: 
of Pensylvania : 

“ The facts of this case, which are completely substantiated, are briefly as fo! 
lows: 

“The claimant was a member of Capt. Frank Mason’scompany of volunteers 
of Frostburg, Alleghany, County, Maryland. This company of voluntcers was 
not mustered into either the United States or State service. On the 19th of June, 
1961, claimant was with said company when they were ordered to proceed to 
Cumberland, Md., to repela threatened attack of the confederate forces. Upon 
the arrival of the company in Cumberland the men were ordered to uncap their 
muskets. While doing this duty a musket in the hands of Alpheus Beall was 
accidentally discharged, and a minie-ball, with which it was eharged, struck 
claimant in the left side of the neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely de- 
stroying the sight of his eye, the hearing of his left ear, and the ‘hinge of his 
jaws.’ 

“Dr. George B. Tunfenburg testifies that he was one of the surgeons who pro- 
fessionally attended claimant. He found that a minie-ball had entered at the 
back part of the neck, passed along on the outside of the skull, under the ear, 
breaking the jaw at its ramus, and making its exit through the malar bone be- 
low and to the outer side of the eye of the same side. The wound wasa dan- 
gerous one, but after a long sickness he recovered, but has lest the hearing of 
the injured ear and the sight of the eye. There is considerable deformity of 
the face, caused by exfoliation of the bone. : 

“The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because ‘claimant was not 
in the military service of the United States.’ The Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions have heretofore uniformly declined to recommend the granting of a pen- 
sion to soldiers not enrolled in the service of the United States or acting under 
the immediate orders of an officer in the United States service. They are fully 
satisfied that this rule is the proper one,and that it should be rigidly adhered 
to; otherwise it will be readily seen that the door would be opened wide to a 
great number of claimants of whom it would be impossible to obtain any offic 
record. 

“It will be observed, however, that this man joined a military organization 
very early in the late war,and before the matter of enlistment and military 
organization was understood. June 19, 1861, he went with his company in 
obedience to orders to repel a threatened attack on Cumberland, and in the 
performance of this duty he received a serious wound, which imperiled his life 
at the time and has materially disabled him ever since. 

“To properly understand the full bearing of this case it may be well to spec 
ulate as to what public opinion would have been and what would have been the 
result if, instead of springing toarmsand going without hesitation when ordered 
to athreatened point, every volunteer would have hesitated or deelined to march 
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until he was regularly enlisted, enrolled, and mustered into the service of the 
United States. 

* This case differs in all respects from those who, for one consideration or an- 
other and later on in the war, declined to enter the service of the United States, 
preferring organizations of a State or even local character. 

* Your committee must content themselves with this brief statement of their 
views as to this particular case, and, by reason of the distinction attem to 


be drawn between this and most other cases, they report the bill favorably and 
recommend its passage."’ 

Mr. LONG. - Move the bill pass, notwithstanding the veto. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I move the bill pass. 

Mr. MATSON. We wish to be heard on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House agreed to by unanimous 
consent has not yet been executed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask by unanimous consent to make that motion 
that the bill pass. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the order of the House. It 
is that thirty minutes be allowed for debate in opposition to the veto, 
and if required thirty minutes in support of it, and then the vote should 
be taken on referring the message to the committee. If that motion 
is not sustained the veto message will be before the House for action. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ly- 
MAN]. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, the present accidental and temporary 
occupant of the Executive Mansion, with unexampled effrontery and 
apparently boundless egotism, has taken it upon himself to set at 
naught the will of the people of this country, as expressed through their 
accredited representatives in Congress, by an unprecedented use, or 
rather abuse, of the veto power. For one, while I might differ with 
him in his judgment, no word would fall from my lips in condemna- 
tion had there been a legitimate exercise of this high prerogative. But 
in all these pension veto messages there is no word suggestive of the 
exercise of an unlawful or unconstitutional power upon the part of 
Congress, no intimation that it is contrary to the policy of this Govern- 
ment to pension its wounded and disease-stricken defenders, or the de- 
pendent parents, widows, and orphans of those who have given their 
lives for its preservation. But these screeds, purporting to emanate from 
the White House, but in reality coming from the Pension Office, are 
devoted to lecturing Congress upon the methods and rules which it has 
adopted for the conduct of its business; to deriding and slandering the 
maimed veterans of the war, and holding up to ridicule the wounds 
received by them in an honorable warfare, the result of which made it 
possible for him to break into the capital of the nation, but in which he 
lacked either the courage or tne patriotism to engage except by proxy, and 
thus evading a duty which every able-bodied man owes his country in 
time of war; and to setting up his opinion upon mere questions of fact 
against the unanimous verdict of three hundred and twenty-five men 
in this House and seventy-six at the other end of the Capitol, each of 
them his peer in judgment, experience, and intelligence. ~ 

Instead of presenting to Congress some legal reasons why these pen- 
sion bills should not receive his signature he treats us with samples of 
the attempts at vulgar wit of which he seems capable; he sneers at 
the services performed and the hardships endured by these worthy and 
patriotic men; he scandalizes the widows of those who are dead—di 
that he and such as he might live—maligns their chastity and ques- 
tions the legitimacy of their children. 

These so-called veto messages are not the utterances of a patriot or 
astatesman. They are not utterances that ought to come from the Chief 
Magistrate of sixty million of free and intelligent people when ad- 
dressing their representatives. They are rather the arguments of a 
cheap pettifogger before an ignorant justice of the peace, intent on 
winning his case, at whatever cost of honor, truth, and integrity. But 
these are not his own work, though we read in his newspaper organs that 
he neglected to pay proper respect to the anniversary of our national 
independence and devoted the day to writing vetoes. He is willing to 
adopt the documents prepared for him by some clerk in the Pension 
Office, who simply reiterates his former opinion when he rejected the 
claim. In Senate Report No. 1424 of the present session, made upon 
these vetoed pension bills, I find the following: 

The files of papers in these vetoed cases, which are now in ion of your 
committee, contain the letter of the t Secretary of Interior, under 
date of June 14, 1886, stating that he incloses enrolled bills as follows, enumer- 
ating one hundred and eighteen House bills and eleven Senate bills, and in- 
structing the Commissioner of Pensions as follows: 

‘Please cause the same to be critically examined, and report to this Depart- 
ment whether, in your opinion, any objections to their valare known to 
exist. In cases where ions exist they should be fieally set forth.” 


This indicates, of course, unmistakably that the President relies upon the 
Commissioner for his facts. 


That same report, with great force and applicability, farther says: 


In every, or nearly every, vetoed case Congress, by the action of both Houses, 
has overruled the action of the Commissioner of Pensions. —————— 
ident calls upon the Commissioner, whose ph condition is 1 known, to 
sustain the action of his office, and he naturally does so to the best of his ability. 
It should not be fo n that oftentimes the reports of the two Houses 

severe and dese reprimand of the action of the Pension Office, 


What a spectacle is this! God grant we may never see the like 
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again! And we shall not. Not even the Empire State, with all its 
vast resources and capabilities, can produce another Grover Cleveland. 

Now, why should the case under consideration be referred to any 
committee of this House, except it be to furtherdelay action and carry 
out what seems to be the settled determination of the other side of the 
House that these vetoed pension cases shall not come to a vote in the 
House? By sending them to a committee we bury them. 

We all know that the meetings of all our committees at this late day 
of the session are few and far between. We all know that a quorum 
of any of the committees can now be induced to attend a committee 
meeting with difficulty; and in this case certainly there can be no good 
reason for such reference. We can never find out any more about this 
case than we know now. Every fact has been developed and is abso- 
lutely undisputed. The material facts are as follows: 

First. The claimant, Joseph Romiser, was, in the early part of 1861, a 
member of Capt. Frank Mason’s company of volunteers, of Frostburg, 
Alleghany County, Maryland. 

Second. Atthe time Mr. Romiser was wounded his company had not 
yet been mustered into the service of either the State or the United States, 
though its members were so mustered subsequently. 

Third. On the 19th of June, 1861, claimant, with his said company, 
was ordered by the proper military authorities to proceed to Cumber- 
land, Md., to repel a threatened attack of the confederate forces. 

Fourth. Notwithstanding they had not been mustered in, the com- 
pany made no such objections. The company marched as ordered, and 
claimant marched with it. The enemies of his country were approach- 
ing; that wasenough forhim. Later on inthe war he might have learned 
that it was a credit for a major-general to refuse to obey orders and to 
refrain from marching when the sound of battle was heard, but he, a 
private soldier, had not then learned any such lesson. He has now 
learned, however, that the same man who can veto his little pension of 
$8 per month has signed the bill which gives the skulking major-gen- 
eral the annual pay of a colonel in the Army of the United States. 

Fifth. On the arrival of the company at Cumberland the men were 
ordered to uncap their muskets, and while doing this a musket in the 
hands of a comrade was accidentally discharged, and the minie-ball 
with which it was charged struck the claimant on the left side of the 
neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely destroying the sight of his 
eye, the hearing of his left ear, and the “‘ hinge of his jaws.’’ 

Sixth. The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because ‘‘ claim- 
ant was not in the military service of the United States.”’ 

Seventh. He was by this wound greatly disabled and disfigured, which 
disabilities will go with him to his grave. 

Eighth. The veto message simply confirms that finding of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

These are all the material facts in the case, and they are undisputed. 
What good end can be attained by referring this veto message? Mani- 
festly not any. Every member of this House is as ready to vote now 
as he ever will be. It is said in this case, as in many other special 
pension cases, that there is no law authorizing the pension. Granted 
for the sake of the argument that itis$o; that constitutes no just ground 
for a veto. If these cases came within the purview of the general pen- 
sion law there would then be no occasion for special acts and no such 
opportunity given the present administration to show its hatred of and 
visit its spleen upon the Union soldier. It may well be doubted 
whether, in view of the provisions of section 4693 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, the ruling of the Pension Bureau in rejecting this claim was not 
erroneous; but we need not so find in order that Congress may have 
the power to grant this pension, nor do we go contrary to the policy 
of the Government in so doing, though ‘‘ the man of destiny ’’ may 
think so. Joseph Romiser actually iormed the duty to which he 
was ordered, and received his wound in the line thereof. 

A case involving a similar principle was at one time presented to 
President Lincoln. He wrote to the War Department as follows: 

I remember nothing of this case. I desire that it shall be investigated, and 
that Captain Bowry be paid for the services actually rendered, ifany. The Gov- 
ernment can not afford to accept services and refuse payment for them. 

A. LINCOLN. 

The papers were returned to him with the statement that Captain 
Bowry had not been mustered into the service prior to February 6, 15”, 
the period for which pay was claimed being anterior thereto. Under 
date of August, 1862, President Lincoln replied to this ‘‘ red-tape 
suggestion as follows: 

4 did not ask for information as to whether this man has been mustered into 


the service. Have we accepted his actual services? - If we have, let him be paid 
for them, unless there is positive law against it. + ECOL 


Grant that this claim does not come yr the ode of wd gen- 
eral pension laws, yet Congress has the right to grant it by special act, 
and we are not without ent of even more recent date than those 
cited from the acts of Washington, Jefferson, and Jackson. H.R. 5154, 
of the present session, reads as follows: 

ere te earn “ . 
enacted Senate House Representatives United States ‘ 
one Geaseenl caeeabied. hak he Gumnaeap ab tee terior be,and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mar- 
| me per Cetent, wifew of Alsmander Potend, nto of Lesshang, Loudoun County, 
te of Virginia, at the rate of $12 per month. 
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This bill has passed both Houses of Congress, and has received the ap- 
proval of the ted author of the veto message now under consider- 
ation. Poland, the husband of this pensioner, was never in 
either the military or civil service of the United States. He was a citi- 
zen of Virginia during the Jate war, and a loyal man. He furnished 
food and shelter to the gees the United States. He was murdered 
by Mosby’s band, doubtless useof his loyalsentiments. His widow 
has been pensioned the same as a soldier's widow. I do not object to 
this. I voted for the bill, and had it been vetoed should have cheer- 
fully voted to pass it notwithstanding. I call attention to it to show 
the inconsistency of the acting President and his overreaching desire 
to veto the pensions of loyal soldiers. 

I implore gentlemen on the other side of the House to for once rise 
above prejudice. Refuse to refer this message. Pass the bill 
aries the veto, and pass it now. Demonstrate that the en- 
tire embodiment of all that is just and good in government does not re- 
side at the other end of the Avenue, and thus partially at least remove 
the stigma of the past. 

[During the delivery of the preceding speech, Mr. LYMAN’s time hav- 
ing expired, Mr. Burrows yielded five minutes more, and at the con- 
clusion of the remarks, by unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
extend in the REcorRD. | 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that general consent be given 
to members to print remarks upon this pension case. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I have neither the time nor the pa- 
tience to consider the general character of the messages of the President 
vetoing private pension bills. I have only this now to say, that the 
language employed in many of them is, to say the least, in exceeding 
bad taste. The spirit running through them all is anything but com- 
mendable. The flings at the Union soldier, the reflections upon his 
character, the imputations upon his veracity, the sneering at his dis- 
abilities, is unworthy the President of the United States and unbecom- 
ing the dignity of his great office. Who would have thought that in 
less than a quarter of a century after the close of the war the men who 
sought the destruction of the Republic would control its destinies? 
Who would have thought that the veteran soldiers would live to see 
the time when the disabilities they contracted on the field and in prison 
to rescue an imperiled nation would no longer be the subject of honor- 
able mention, but rather a theme for public ridicule? Veterans, con- 


ceal your disabilities! Coverup yourscars! They are offensive to this 
Democratic administration ! 


But I desire to address myself only to the pending proposition. I 
shall question the judgment, conscience, and heart of the Democratic 
majority of this House if this bill is not inmmediately considered and 
passed over the Executiveveto. There is no question of fact in the case 
about which there is the slightest dispute. There is no occasion for de- 
— issue is made up. The claimant in this case was wounded by 
a bullet entering the head back of the ear and coming out at the eye, 
destroying his hearing in one ear and the sight of one eye, and it is es- 
tablished by expert medical testimony that he will become by reason of 
this injury totally blind. These factsare conceded. But the claim was 
rejected by the Pension Office solely upon the ground that the soldier 
at the time he received the injury had not been mustered into the mil- 
itary service of the United States, and the President echoes this decis- 
ion in his veto message, and for the same reason withholds his approval 
of the act placing this soldier on the pension-roll. The Pension Office 
could not, under the law, admit this claim, and the Congress of the 
United States is the only tribunal where the claimant can now be heard. 
The gentleman from Maryland has recited in detail the circumstances 
under which the injury was received. How the claimant in the hour 
of his country’s peril rashed to her defense, and in the discharge of a 

iotic duty received this distressing injury. You have all the facts 
rem you, and yet it is proposed to refer this bill and the veto accom- 
panying it to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for the purpose of de- 
ee Any disputed fact? Not one. The only question 
for this to pass judgment upon is whether it will under the ad- 
mitted circumstances give this claimant a pension, though he was not 
sworn and mustered into the military service of the United States at 
the time of the injury. Can any one assign a valid reason for not 
that question now? I submit it is not out of the usual 

course for the Congress to immediately pass upon an executive veto. I 
call to mind a recent precedent in favor of such action. The last notori- 
ous case was the of President Arthur vetoing the bill for the 


relief of Fitz-John Porter in the last Congress, which upon being read 


was immediately considered by the House without reference to any 

committee. Will you deny this patriotic soldier what you granted 
Fitz John Porter? 

The question then is, will you refuse to put this soldier on the 

because at the time he was shot he had not been mustered 

into the military service of the United States? But he was in fact in 

the military service. True, he had not possibly taken an oath to sup- 

the Constitution of the United States, but he was supporting it. 

A }) True, he had not with uplifted hand taken an oath to 

his country’s flag against all enemies, foreign or domestic, but he 

was defending it against a domestic enemy seeking to dishonor and de- 
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stroy it. [Applause.] I submit to you that the citizen even who 
with lofty courage and patriotism goes to the defense of his country 
and imperils his life is entitled to the same consideration as he who is 
oath-bound to his country’s service. 

I submit that the man who in the hour of the nation’s peril, with- 
out waiting for muster, without stopping to take upon himself an oath 
to defend the Constitution and the flag, did defend them, and is maimed 
for life, is entitled to as much consideration at the hands of his country 
as those who, oath-bound to defend the Constitution, proved recreant 
to their plighted faith. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I appeal now to the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to allow us to have a direct vote. [Cries of ‘* Regular 
order !’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DuNN in the chair). 
man from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that we 
may have a voteon the main question now on thisbill. [Cries of *‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on that side of the 
Mouse has expired. The regular order is demanded. The gentleman 
from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. MATSON. l yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss 
the merits of this bill now, but shall vote to refer it to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, as I have voted to refer other bills; but will say 
in doing so that I believe this to be a meritorious case, and to be in the 
line of all the precedents from 1785 down to this date. Buta good 
reason for referring it has been given by the gentleman from Michigan 
{[Mr. Burrows], who in the statement he has made of the case has 
shown thatin all these cases we need to know more definitely the facts. 
The gentleman’s statement is rather against than for the claimant, 
while I think the facts are the other way. 

As I understand the case, this soldier was in the military service 
and in the line of duty. He probably had taken the oath also, but 
was not regularly mustered in by a duly authorized mustering oflicer. 
It is due, however, to say in this connection, as is admitted, I believe, 
by the gentleman from Maryland, that certain papers containing im- 
portant facts in this case were not before the President when his veto 
message was written. If the case is as stated, and I believe it to be 
substantially correct, I have no doubt in the world that this commit- 
tee will very quickly report it back and we shall be permitted to vote 
upon it on its merits; but I shall vote to send it to the committee first, 
as I did the case referred to by my coileague [Mr. GROSVENOR], which 
I believe also to be a meritorious case, and which, if the committee 
finds the facts to be as stated, I shall vote for when it comes before 
the House on the question of its passage. 

Another case voted upon the other day—the case of Harrington— 
there was a special reason for sending to the committee. The case 
turns entirely on a single question of fact, and that question of fact 
was not made clear either by the report or the statements to the 
House. The fact important to know is, was the soldier who received 
the injury himself at fault? Did he provoke the assault upon him in 
the barracks? Was he in a quarrel in which he was himself to 
blame? If he was, then he is not entitled to a pension. If, on the 
other hand, the assault was unprovoked, then he would be. That ques- 
tion of fact ought to be determined by the committee before the bill 
is reported back, and if the facts are as seems to be assumed in the 
veto message, then the President is right and the veto should be sus- 
tained, but if the facts are otherwise I shall not hesitate to vote for the 
bill, and so far as I am concerned I desire that there shall be no misunder- 
standing, and I believe in saying what I shall say I reflect the honest 
sentiment of impartial Democrats and Republicans alike, and certainly 
of the true soldiers of the Union Army, and that is, that every soldier 
who was disabled by wounds, injuries, or otherwise in the service in 
the line of duty is entitled to a pension just as much as he was en- 
titled to the pay he received, for pension in that case is but deferred 
pay. But it rests upon that ground and no other. Anything beyond 
that is a gratuity. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir, if it does not come out:of my 
time, which is limited. 

Mr. LONG. Inthiscase what fact is there that requires that it should 
be sent to the committee ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In this case 1 know of none. But Iam 
sure the bill will be reported back. If not, I will vote to discharge 

the committee, and bring it here and pass it. 

Mr. LONG. Having been reported unanimously once by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, what is the use of referring it to them 

nin? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have given my reasons, and the gentle- 
man gives his. I think all these bills should take the same course. 

It should not be forgotten either in this connection that nearly all 
of these vetoed claims have been rejected by one or more Republican 
Commissioners of Pensions as well as by the present Commissioner. 








The gentle- 
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A number of bills, however, have been vetoed because pensions have 
been granted in the Pension Office. That shows how carefully some 
of these bills were considered in the House. 

I wish now to refer to two cases which I hold in my hand, from 
which the President has seen fit, rightly I think, to withhold his ap- | 
proval. Let us look atthem. On examining them I am astonished 
that they could ever have passed this House and the other body of 
Congress—astonished that they should ever have been reported favor- 
ably from a committee of either House. 

Here is one of them. If the facts stated be true, and if they are 
not this committee can so determine, here is a man who, with a 
band organized for that purpose, was engaged in plundering and rob- 
bing unprotected persons, and was injured while so engaged. And yet 
by this bill, which the President has vetoed, he is granted a pension 
for it 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope I may have five minutes more. 

Mr. MATSON. I ean only yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Is that this case? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Itisoneof those which have been referred 
to the committee. 

Another case is where a claimant for a pension is reported in the ree- 
ords as having twice deserted, and it appears that his disability was in- 
currcd while attempting to escape from the guards for the purpose of 
desertion the third time; and yet it is proposed to give this man a pen- 
sion—to put him on the pension-roll by the side of men honorably dis- 
charred, by the side of men wounded in battle, in the face of the en- 
emy in this country, as equally entitled to honor. Has it come to 
this, that henceforth the deserter and the coward are to be equally hon- 
ored and equally rewarded with the soldier disabled in the service and 
honorably discharged ? 

If my time permits I wish to refer to a memorable incident in his- 
tery—one of the grandest which the annals of recorded time have 
handed down to us. At the memorable battle of Thermopyle two 
soldiers were temporarily absent when the band of three hundred 
Spartans were called upon to die with their }eader in defending the 
narrow pass against the invading horde of Xerxes. One of them, 
though nearly blind, apprised that the fatal hour of his comrades had 
come, asked to be led into the ranks, that he might die with the rest 
of the band in the defense of his country. The other returned to 
Sparta, the only survivor of this heroic band; but he returned only to 
be dishonored. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Has either any application to this case? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. [I think they show the change in the 
times. Sparta embalmed in everlasting remembrance the name of the 
hero who, though almost blind, refused to leave when he might have 
done so, by placing it conspicuously on the column erected to the mem- 
ory of the three hundred whose lives saved their country,and consigned 
his comrade who returned to lasting disgrace, while here a howl is set 
up because the President has thought it proper to withhold his signa- 
ture from a bill proposing to grant a pension to one who twicedeserted 
and was hurt in the act of deserting a third time. 

It shows, I say, the degeneracy of the times. If these men lived now, 
Eurytus, who asked to be led into the ranks that he might die by the 
side of his comrades in the defense of his country, would be forgotten, 
while Aristodemus, who left his comrades to return in safety to his 
home, would be given a pension. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe 
that true patriotism has departed fromamong us. I do not believe the 
time has come for putting deserters on the pension-rolls. It isnot the 
demand of honorable soldiers, and I say the President has dene good 
service in calling in this emphatic way the attention of the country to 
bills of this character. He may in some cases have been mistaken. I 
think he has been, but in such bills as these he is right and the coun- 
try will sustain him, and honest soldiers will sustain him in spite of 

es here or elsewhere. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MATSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowpEN]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Article I, section 7, of the Constitution provides 
that every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives 
and the Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be ted to the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States; if he approve, he shall sign it, but if not, 
he shall return it, with his objections, to that House in which it shall 
have originated, who shall enter the objections. at large on their Jour- 
nal, and proceed to reconsider it. If, after sueh reconsideration, two- 
thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, it shali be sent, to- 
gether with the objections, to the other House, by which it shall like- 
wise be reconsidered; and if approved by two-thirds of that House, it 
shall become a law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here we have a President who has the patriotism 
and manly courage to exercise, under this provision of the Constitution, 
his right to veto such private pension bills as he may deem unjust and 
unwarranted by the facts upon which they are founded, and the other. 
side of this House are @ vain attempt to hold up to ridi- 
cule this patriotic and courageous public official because of his fearless 
exercise of this constitutional prerogative. It is a fearful mistake. 
The intervention of the veto power isin many cases the only safeguard 
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of the people against unjust and extravagant legislation. The pe: 
will always honorand respect a President for a rightful exercise ot : 
constitutional power to prevent hasty, extravagant, and dangerous |. PS 
islation unauthorized by the Constitution. Theother side of the H. 
commit a grievous blunder when they attempt to make the discus. - 
of these vetoes a party question. They can make no political ca): 

out of this matter. 

The soldiersand the country fully understand thissubject. Let e..1, ¥ 
veto submitted by the President stand upon itsown merits. As cert). ¥ 
as you make the question of a reconsideration of these vetoes a po} it 
one, injustice must be the inevitable result to all parties concer: 
Thesoldiers and the country will justly hold the other side of the H\)\\- 
responsible for having precipitated this unrighteous discussion. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] deserves the ths. 
of this House for adhering so closely in his remarks to the merit- 
volved in the case now pending before this body on a motion of re! 
ence to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. He evidently appreciates 
the situation and deprecates these unwarranted assaults-upon the Presi. 
dent lest they might prove fatal to the Marylander’s case in which | 
takes such a warm and creditable interest. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JAcKsON] on Wednesiiay 
last, when this same subject was under discussion, took occasion to say 
among other things, this—I quote from page 6626 of the CONGRESSION \ | 
RECORD: 

We were told that this great and good President, who vetoes pension bil! 
the score, meant right. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I su — he does mean right iv 
sense of attempting to please certain elements of the country; but he does 
mean right in the eves of the generous and loyal — of thia land. I d 
to say, sir, that the President means exactly what etoes show. His vet 
by their substance, language, tone, and temper, can have no other construct tio 
than that he dislikes all aaa legislation, and I do not think that he \ 
— gentlemen for intimatin hat he j is only trying to save, at best, the ) 

little of money that is ‘ pertertenine = in granting these pensions. \ 
sir; is not what he means, These vetoes are intended for the approv:) «: 


a portion of the people of this country, and I desire to say that they unquest ion 
ably meet their approval. 


| 


What does the gentleman mean? His language is incomprehensi!)|c 
he speaks so enigmatically. The President’s vetoes mean exactly w)ia' 
they. purport upon their face, and nothing else. It is absurd for (1) 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JAcKson] to say that the Presi 
dent's vetoes can have no other construction than that he dislikes «|! 
pension legislation. If he will refer to page 6639 of the ConGi«-- 
SIONAL REcoRD he will discover that this same President, who s1!'s 
out the chaff from the wheat in these private pension bills approved 
one hundred and eighteen of them in one batch. Would it seem tr 
this that he disliked all pension legislation? We passed some six })111)- 
dred and sixty-five private pension bills during this session of ( 
gress, and five hundred and seventy-five have become laws; so tli 
out of this very extraordinary large number the President only vetou'! 
ninety. 

He also approved of the general law passed by this Congress 1: 
creasing the widows’ pensions from $8 to $12 per month. Does ts 
look as if the President was the enemy of this class df legislation t\1:' 
you gentlemen on the other side are attempting to make him 01! 
Read the President’s veto message in the case of Aretus F. Looms, 
on page 6623 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and see whether he is 110 
more mindful of the interest of the honest soldier’s claim for pen-iou 
than some of you gentlemen on the other side are willing to give |) 
credit for. This message reads as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 


T herewith return without approval House bill No, 7018, entitled ‘A: 
panieee pension to Aretus F. mis.’’ The Commissioner of Pension-. « 
passage of this bill, directed favorable a: 
upon the application of the claimant pending in the Pension Bureau. A 
cate has been issued for the payment of a pension to him, dating from Sc))' 
a 30, 1882. In the interest of the claimant I therefore withhold my sign 
from the bill,as the pension granted by special act would only date frou t 


time of its passage. 
GROVER CLEVELAN)) 

ExecurTive Mansion, July 5, 1886. 

What do you gentlemen on the otherside have to say about the 
its of this veto ? Does not the President show a most rem: 
ably keen and delicate appreciation of the soldier’s interest in | 
case? Gentlemen, please don’tall speak atonce! I wonder whos: 
proval the President sought when he vetoed this bill? Perhaps ' 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JAcKson] can tell us. What 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson] mean when he - 
in his remarks on page 6626 of the Recorp: : 


wostng canta propose to get a pension for one soldier by intimating that it mathe 
one, that all or many of the others vetoed may not be worthy, the: 


not go as you. This is what I cail benefiting. one at the expense « 
many. 


Here he speaks in enigmas again, unless he would make no dis«''" 





ination in the granting of Does he mean way that he 0 
pension deserters and fai and dishonest soldiers who were inj)!" 
while engaged in the commission of robberies and other unlawful (\' 
dations? While his would import this, I can scarcely be 


that the gentleman would be willing to make this discrimina')) 

against the honest and brave soldier who was injured in the linco! | '' 

a a fatal disease while serving his country honestly \' 
i y- 
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This question of pensions is entirely too sacred ntsenietine| 
ana any one political party. No patriot or friend of the soldier | 
will endeavor to make political capital out of it. It is to be lamented 
that there are some gentlemen upon this floor who have no hesitancy 
im doing so. Let us contrast the record of the Republican party with 
that of the Democratic in the matter of private pension bills. 
During this session of Congress five hundred and seventy-five private 
pension bills have become laws, while under General Grant’s adminis- 
tration of cane oe only five hundred and forty-two similar bills were 
enacted, and in the Forty-seventh Congress, which was Republican, but 
one hundred and ninety-six special acts granting pensions were passed. 

Under General Black’s administration of the Pension Office 82,977 
pension certificates were issued from March 17, 1885, to March 17, 1886, 
while 74,069 were issued under Commissioner Dudley’s administration 
of the office from March 17, 1884, to March 17, 1885, or 8,908 more 
under a Democratic administration of the office than under Republican 
management. What have the honest and deserving soldiers of the coun- 
try tosayaboutthis? Does this look asif the Democratic party was un- 
friendly to the pensioning of the soldiers and their legal representatives 
who are entitled to pensions? Oh, no, gentlemen; you can not make 
any capital out of this business. It is amusing to hear the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. LyMAN]. He seems to think that the chastity of the 
members of this body, as well as that of the seventy-six distinguished 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, is involved itt the veto 

of the President; and he speaks derisively of the President’s 
course in this particular, and denounces as ‘‘unparalleled egotism”’ 
the President’s fearless exercise of his constitutional right to interpose 
the veto power when he finds that a measure has no merit and ought 
not to become a law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr: MATSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 





SPRINGER]. . ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed me I shall | Ordinary 


not undertake to discuss the 
to state that the first veto of this application for pension was made by 
Mr. Dudley while he wasCommissionerof Pensions. But, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to call attention to the fact that the gentlemen upon the other 
sitle of the Chamber have taken advantage of this debate to arraign the 
Democratic party and the President before the country as being un- 
friendly to pensioners. Nothing could be further from the truth. I[ 
hold in my haiid a statement which I have compiled from the Statutes 
at Large which shows the number of private pension bills that have 
been passed since 1869. This statement shows that during the eight 
years when General Grant was President of the United States there 
were passed five hundred and forty-two bills granting peusions to sol- 
diers in ial cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. How many of them were vetoed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. None, I believe, were vetoed; but President 
Grant vetoed. a bill equalizing bounties that provided millions of dol- 
lars for the soldiers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is the gentleman sure of that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I cannot yield; my time is too 
limited; but the fact is as I have stated it. During the Forty-fifth 

there were 238 of these special pension bills passed ; during the 








Forty-sixth Congress there were 97 ; during the Forty-seventh Congress | 


there were 151; during the Forty-eighth Congress there were 552. 
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made during the previous fiseal year. This isthe record that the Dem- 
ocratic Commissioner of Pensions has made during the first fiscal year 
of his official term. 

In addition to that, I have received from the Treasurer of the United 
States the following statement of the aggregate receipts and expendi- 
tures of the General Government from all sources during the fiscal years 
1885 and 1886, showing that, including pensions, the Democrats have 
secured a net reduction of $16,000,000 in the expenses of the Govern- 
ment; and, exclusive of pensions, a reduetion of $24,000,000 has been 
secured during the first year of Democratic administration: 

TREASURY or THE Unirep Srares, Washington, July 7, 1886 


Sir: In reply to your telegram of yesterday I beg to transmit herewith a com- 
parative statement of the reeeipts and expenditures for the fiseal year 1585 and 
1886, 





Very respectfully, 
Cc. N. JORDAN, Treasurer United Sta 
Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives 


Comparative statement of the veeoipts and expenditures of the United States 
RECEIPTS. 


> 
Source. 


July 1, 1885, to 
June 30, 1886. 


July 1, 1884, to 
June 30, 1885. 


Inerease. Decrease. 


Customs ......000-....---. $192, 747, 822 12 |$181, 471,939 34 \$11, 275, 882 78 |. 
Internal revenue...... 117,084,523 69 | 112, 498,725 54 4,535, 798 15 
Miscellaneous ......... 26, 361,945 06; 29,720, O41 50 | .....0.0....-.0000 


$3, 358, 006 44 








I5, 811, 630 93 
3,358,096 44 


Total........ .....| 336,144,290 87 323, 690,706 38 


3, 358, 096 41 








BNE ine hee ccernerecenneieesnesegipreeneentsscccemninennsh, eee 


EXPENDITURES, 


Seequscséuisbeess 123, 197,808 30 | 152,738,411 15 |............ eeeeee, 24,540, 602 55 
ikbasendiitedeatsiiti 64, 702, 454 08 56, 102, 267 49 8, 600, 186 59 = ....... 
Jnterest ..........:.+--, 50,580,679 46 | 51,386,256 47 |......... 805,577 1 





25, 346, 179 86 


8, 600, 186 59 


Total ............... 243, 480,941 84 | 260,226,935 11 8, 600, 186 59 
al al cine cbtnatiietialienscsentvencount 


ITEMS OF ORDINARY EXPENDITURES. 





We ncccncicterencnnnst SRT 42, 570, 578 47 | .......02 8, 344, 869 98 
Ss binsnalindapundbianenes 13,614, 494 41 16, 021, 079 G7 — 2, 406, 585 26 
0 6, 090, 989 74 6, 552, 494, 68 a 461,504 89 
Interior, civil ........... 7, 307,503 68 SEE Tl ccncsnnseerukensegesen 1, 671, 762 68 
IIS cccencscnceenes 24, 144,433 02 27, 12S, FID GF | ......0.000-- when 2, 981, 539 65 
ye 33, 734, 276 68 26, S54, 108 OB | .... ......<0.0.++.--. .| 3,129, 883 37 
Diplomatic. ........... 1, 333, 320 98 5, 439, G08 Il j.......... mae 1, 106, 288 18 
Internal revenue.. 3,721, 261 89 4, 550,623 21 |......... seneal $29, 361 32 
Quarterly salaries 616, 379 42 598, 986 61 17,3923 81 sein 
Judiciary................ 3, 309, 440 O04 2966, 008 ST }.........-....... ; 636, 251 33 


Total as above... 128,197,308 30 152,738,411 15 17,392 S81 | 24,557,995 66 


Net decrease as 


aaa ial tlc ahietaamealaabinencntemeptiahiantes 24, 540, 602 85 


It is considered an expenditure when the Treasurer issues his draft 


A day or two ago the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNx], who | in payment of the warrant of the Seeretary of the Treasury, subject to 


was chairman of’ the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the Forty- | 


seventh Congress, prayed the Almighty to have mercy upon the soul of a 
man who could vetosuch a bill aswas then before the House. I ask the 
oo country whether they can forgive the gentleman from 
(Mr. Browne] for having secured the passage through Con- 

of only one hundred and fifty-one of these special pension bills 
Sie Geensedithewarchairanet the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, when they see that the other gentleman from Indiana on this side 
of the House [Mr. Matson], who is now chairman of that committee 
and was in the last i 


bills were passed through the Forty-eighth Congress 
when my honored Democratic friend from Indiana [Mr. Matson] was 
chairman of the committee, as against one hundred and fifty-one passed 
when the gentleman from Indiana on the other side 
[Mr. was chairman of the committee, and when both Houses 
of were Republican and the President also. 


this there have been passed and become laws up to 
ee oe 


this time five seventy-five pension bills, twenty-five or 
thirty more than were during the entire eight years of the ad- 
ministration of 


Grant. Yet gentlemen on the other side en- 
Demoeratic party is unfriendly to the soldier 
because President Cleveland, in the exercise of his constitutional right 
and duty, hasseen fit to veto about ninety other pension bills which 


Mr. Speaker, the further statement is made that the record of the 


ene to pensions. I call attention to 
the faet the fiseal year just closed the administration of 
the Pension Office under General Black has caused payments to pen- 
sioners to be made to the amount of $8,600,000 in excess of those 





the repayment at the end of the fiseal year of the unexpended balances. 

Mr. Speaker, it further appears that since Commissioner Black assumed 
charge of the Pension Office he issued to pensioners certificates to the 
number of 102,280, being 10 per cent. more than the number issued by 
his predecessor during a like period of time, when the total number 
issued was 94,705. The following are the figures in detail: 


Number of certificates issued from March 17, 1884, to May 31, 1885. 





ST titan ninmnhteiadictintiptcedoestiletbndindednishboccenviaeisecden 47, 777 
Increase ....... 29, 293 
Reissue . 4, 990 
Restoration... a . Alo 
CE ES EE a ee eee pociriwiietae 1, 163 
Acerued ........... , . 2,376 
SE I alin cases etek atematipeaspmmienenahiscntanensdabantamns cist viislanoweases 1,179 
Order April 3, 1884......... aeanegunceeininintiuastigpedetataunenheuaammeseiobepaggritanainanscatty . 5,609 


Total ...... dies debcichitliedh ind soon ‘ ‘ 94, 705 


Number of certificates isswed from March 17, 1885, to May 31, 1886. 





NO a aiicinsianintis leach ceititiaatintaad dental iaaiiinaiiincnbenpeiviare a 
RGN, -dictsndsschicnietaaliendibbdibmvcdesvedevedicceeteictvoctséees shouetescssstbedaaees J 5, 574 
i dice deanabagnepontemeninecsedsendabonhienes’:! aye 
ala catcanmntccasodeantons Skies seniabineharcianianien ¢ 1, O44 
ale ertereccnasinwecnceusqnannenenenneoans nen ; 2. G78 
MOG OL Marois B, 1BBB........0 cess ccceecceceeeees dltidsles ia 73 
Order of Acpril 3, 1884........... 400) 
Aet of March 3,1885............. 457 
Orderof October 7, 1885 .......... iM 

ail dnipadindonditinanscnddudnsdeceatiptinbihentebidas «+» 102,178 

i cihidhinstnniicadsniaiiabenagnewesin sovces tuies * 102, 290 


















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The number of original pension certificates issued during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, was 34,192. The number issued from July 
1, 1884, to March 16, 1885, inclusive, was 19,864; from March 17, 1885, 
the time General Black took charge of the office, to June 30, 1886, there 
have been issued 56,758 original pension certificates. ‘The number is- 
sued during the fiscal year just closed being 40,852, the total number 
of certificates of every description issued during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, is 81,422, and the amount paid out during said year on 
account of pensions is $65,747,380. 

All these facts I cite for the purpose of demonstrating conclusively 
that the Democratic party of the country has convincingly shown its de- 
sire to relieve the necessities of the pensioners. When I came to Con- 
gress twelve years ago the pension-roll aggregated about $39,000,000 a 
year. It now aggregates $65, 000,000 maar. And I may be per- 
mitted to state that I have voted for every bill which contributed to 
this increase of the pension expenditures of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, on several occasions in the House this session gentle- 
men upon the other side have taken occasion to attack the administra- 
tion of the Pension Office under the management of General Black. 
These attacks have been inspired from the fact that the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in hisannual report for the year ending June 30, 1885, took 
occasion to refer to the past management of the Pension Office. He 
made the following statement in his report, to which exception has 
been taken, namely: 

At one time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine, filled 
from border to border with the uncompromising adherents of a single organi- 
zation, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and who re- 
quired, in addition to service in the field, submission to and support of a party 
before pensions were granted. Not alway s, but often was this true; a oO aly, 
but surely were the tests applied; and the vast machinery of a prof 
ernmental office became a party power. The enormous array of the m jeal 
boards established in every quarter was almst solidly partisan; made so not 
openly but surely. People a one faith filled every one of the great agencies. 
Examiners, trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the land as recruiting ser- 
pweants for a party. 


The statements contained in this extract from his report have been 
persistently denied upon the other side of the House and in the other 
end of the Capitol. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen have 
overlooked a table which is contained in a report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, published on page 54. This paper shows the number of 
applicants for pensions examined by the examining surgeons of the 
Pension Office in the various States of the Union during the calendar 
year 1884 and the amount of fees which were received in the aggregate 
therefor. I desire to call special attention to this table, showing where 
the work of the Pension Office was concentrated during the year of the 
last Presidential election. Take the State of Maine, in the extreme 
northeast part of the country, for instance. In that State there were 
thirty-one hundred and nineteen persons examined by medical examin- 
ing boards during that fiscal year, and for these examinations fees were 
paid to the amount of nearly $18,000. 

As there are but four Congressional districts in that State, this was 
an average of 779 pension applicants examined in each Congressional 
district in that State during that year. That was a contested State 
politically, and great exertions were made to allow as many pensions 
as possible there. Take Massachusetts, a State adjoining it, which it 
was conceded from the beginning that the Republicans would carry, 
and where no special efforts were required to secure this end. The 
number of persons examined by medical boards was but 3,489 and the 
fees allowed were but $20,000. As there are twelve Congressional dis- 
tricts in that State, the average number examined in each Congressional 
district was but 291. From this it will appear that in Massachusetts, 
reliably Republican, there were but 291 applicants whose cases were 
sent to medical examining boards during the Presidential year, while 
in Maine, which was doubtful and aie great efforts to carry it, 
there were 779 applicants for pensions in each district whose cases were 
considered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What year was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Eighteen hundred and eighty-four, the Presiden- 
tial year. 

Now, let us go farther West. Takethe great State of Ohio, in which 
there was a spirited contest for political supremacy. In that State 
there were 12,721 applicants for pensions whose cases went before med- 
ical boards, and for which fees to the amount of $73,700 were paid 
during the Presidential year. This was an average of 605 cases for each 
Congressional district. But in Pennsylvania, which was reliably Re- 
publican and where no special efforts were required to carry it for the 

y, there were but 9,297 applicants whose cases were examined, and 

he fees to examiners amounted to but $53,000. As there are twenty- 

eight Congressional districts in P lvania, the average number of 

7 licants examined in each district of that State was only 332, only 

ut half as many as in each Congressional district of Ohio during the 
ome year. 

But i let us take another contested State, the State of Indiana. In 
that State where the contest was severe and the most stupendous ef- 
forts made by the Republicans to secure supremacy there were 10,680 
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each Congressional district was 821 cases. In Illinois, which was re- 
liably Republican and lying on the very borders of the State of Indi- 
ana, there were but 9,232 applicants for pension whose cases were con- 
sidered during the Presidential year. As there are twenty Congres- 
sional districts in that State, the average for each district was but 
460, only about half as many to each district as were examined during 
the same time in the State of Indiana. 

Is it possible, Mr. Speaker, that these cases to which I have called at- 
tention were the result of accident? Certain!y not. 
sult of design and they demonstrate conclusively the truth of every 
statement made by General Black in his report, namely, that the whole 
power of the Pension Office was turned to the political advantage o{ 
the Republican party. Why, what other reason could there be for ex- 
amining twice as many cases in each Congressional district in Maine as 
in Massachusetts, twice as many in Ohio as in Pennsylvania, and twice 
as many in Indiana as in Illinois, than that of using the machinery o{ 
the Pension Office for political purposes? The soldiers in the State o1 
Illinois had just as much right to have their cases considered as did 
the soldiers in Indiana, and so of the soldiers in Pennsylvania as com- 
pared with those in Ohio, and in Massachusetts as compared with those 
in Maine; but for political reasons and for the sake of using the ma- 
chinery of the Pension Office to secure votes for the Republican party, 
twice as many cases were called up and passed upon in each Congres- 
sional distfict in doubtful Republican States as were called up in States 
that were reliably Republican and where no special efforts were re- 


They were the re- 


The vast amount of fees that were paid to pension examining surgeons 
themselves must have had greatinfluence in aiding the cause of the Re- 
publican party in the States to which I have called attention. 
examining boards were all partisans of the Republican party, and it 
appears that in Indiana $62,000 were distributed to such agents of the 
Republican party during the Presidential year, and in Maine nearly 
$18,000, and in Ohio $73,000. This perversion of the business of the 
Pension Office for political purposes was the result of a premeditated 
and preconcerted design on the a the Republican leaders, and was 

lican party, and to secure the election 
of the Republican candidates for President and Vice-President of the 
United States. For this conspiracy against the soldiers of the country 
in other States than doubtful Republican States, who had as much right 
to have their cases considered as did the soldiers in the doubtful Re- 
publican States, for this refusal to consider their cases’ equally with 
others the Republican party of the country is responsible; and for this 
outrage upon the pensioners of the whole country they must be held re- 
sponsible fore the bar of public judgment. 

Mr. MATSON. How much time remains? 


Mr. MATSON. I will tryand not occupy the whole of that time, by 


I address myself to the precise point here at issue. 
tion is, shall this bill be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 
I insist, Mr. Speaker, it is in the interest of this bill that it shall go to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
this time to pass this bill without reference to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions would result in a vote on the part of the House to sus- 
tain the veto of the President. Why? Because there are gentlemen 
on this side of the House who would not be satisfied without considera- 
tion of the veto message of the President by the committee of the House. 
They have placed themselves in that position heretofore on all the bills 
which have been pressed on the House as to vetoes of the President. 
My judgment is, there are enough of those gentlemen who are not satis- 
fied to act without consideration by the committee to sustain the Presi- 
dent’s vetoes. Believing that to be the fact, I think it is in the interest 
of the bill it should be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I wish to say farther that I am in favor of this bill. ieve it i 
right. I believe this man should be pensioned, and so believing I am 
not afraid to say so here or elsewhere, because I believe the President 
is wrong, and when I have made up my mind to that fact Iam ready 
to say so. But there are a great many members in this House who are 
not convinced, and will not be convinced until the message has been 
considered by some committee of the House. I do not say necessarily 
it should beconsidered by some committee, but they have placed them- 
selves in the position of saying these bills should be considered in con- 
nection with veto messagesof the President. When that has been done 


The precise ques- 


I think I know an attempt at 


I wish to say to my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas] this bil! 
should be reported at the earliest possible day. 
him, the gentleman who — reported it, Dr. Swope, of Penn- 

ill at once as chairman of that committee 
place it in the of any member he wishes, so it may be brought to 
the attention of the committee just so soon as the committee meets. 
So there is no need of taking this bill out of the original line of pro- 
cedure by referring the bill and veto message to the Committee on [u- 


IT have already said to 


I wish to add that the Committee on Invalid Pensions is not disposed 
of | to smother any gentleman’s bill. If we believe the bill should not be 
President's veto we are not so apt to bring it back, and 
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we may not bring it back at all. I do not know when we will be able 
to take up any particular bill, as we have some forty or fifty now pend- 
ing before the committee. 

tr. McCOMAS. Weill not take ap much time inthis case. The 
facts are undisputed. You had the papers and the President did not 
get them. Is not that a case which should not go back to the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MATSON. So far as I am concerned I am satisfied, but I can 
not satisfy gentlemen on this side of the House they are wrong in tak- 
ing the position they do, that these bills should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions for consideration in connection with the 
veto messages. Iam not going to quarrel with them. It carries with 
it due respect to the Executive. Having taken that position, I feel 
there is enough of them to sustain the veto if the vote be pressed. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, there are other bills now pressing which 
should be considered, having been reported back from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, whether they shall be carried over the veto or not. 
I now insist on a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on referring the bill and accom- 

nying veio message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

r. BAYNE. Irise toask a parliamentary question. If the motion 
to refer be voted down will the bill come before the House for passage 
notwithstanding the President’s veto? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to refer is voted down the bill will 
come before the House for consideration. The question now is on the 
motion to refer to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 92, noes 87. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On the assurance of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, there will be an early report on this bill. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Unless the yeas and nays are called for, the ayes 
have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. MATSON. I have said all I could on that subject. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On that assurance, that this bill will be reported 
back at once, I ask gentlemen on this side of the House not to insist on 
the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
130, nays 118, not voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—130. 
Adams, J. J. Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J. I. Richardson, 
Allen, J. a = ew om Jo Be cw —— ge 
. M. wdney, ng, § er, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Laffoon, Seney, 
Eden, Lanham, Seymour, 
Barnes, Eldredge, Lawler, Singleton, 
Barry, El . Lore, Snyder, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Lowry, Sowden, 
Blanchard, Fisher, Martin, Springer, 
tie | ee Soe. ; 
ord, aybury, Stewart, Charics 
Bloun’ Forney, McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Boyle, Frederick, McCreary, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Brettinriage Gay, MeMillin, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
, C. Ged McRae, Storm, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. Merriman, ‘Tarsney, 
Bynum, Mills, Tillman, 
Cabell, Green, R. S. Morgan, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Green, W. J aeeey. Trigg, 
ae J. ; eal, Turner, 

b Hall, Neece, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Halsell Norwood, Wallace, 
Catchings, Hammond, Oates, Warner, A. J 
Cobb, Hatch O’Ferrall, Wellborn, 
Collins, Hemphill, O'Neill, J. J. Wheeler, 
Comstock, rson,J.S. Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
Crain, : Peel, Willis, 
Crisp, Hill, Perry, Wilson, 
Croxton, Holman, Pidcock, Winans, 
Culberson, Hudd, Pindar, Wolford 
Curtin, — —, Worthington. 

r ion, ’ 
A.C. Johnston, T. D. Reid. J. Ww. 
NAYS—118. 

— G.E. Dingley, Hitt, Moffatt, 
Allen, C. H. Dorsey, Holmes, Morrill, 
Anderson, J. A. Evans, Hopkins, Morrow, 
Atkinson, Everhart, | Howard, O’ Hara, 
Baker, Farquhar, Jackson, Osborne, 
Bayne, Felton, James, .. Parker, 
Bingham, Findlay, Johnson, F. A. Payne, 
Boutelle, Fleeger, Johnston, J. T. Payson, 

Fuller, Kelley Perkins, 
Brady, Funston, La Follette, Peters, 
Brown, gs Gilfillan, rd, Pettibone, 
Brown, W. W. Goff, Lehlbach, Pirce, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, ; Plumb, 
Brumm, — Little, Price, 
Som, G ‘ Long, Ranney, 
Burrows, Hayden, tome Rockwell 

. , eu, 

Butterworth, Haynes, Markham, Romeie, 
Campbell, J.M. | Henderson, D.B. McComas, Rowell, 
Cannon, Henderson,T.J. McKenna, Ryan, 
Conger, Hepburn, McKinley, Sawyer, 
Cee, Hermann, Millard, Scranton, 

Hiestand, Milliken, Sessions, 
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Smalls, Swinburne, Wadsworth, West, 
Spooner, Symes, Wait, White, A. C, 
Steele, Taulbee, Wakefield, White, Milo 
Stephenson, Taylor, I. H. Warner, William Whiting, 
Stone, E. F. Thomas, O. B. Weaver, A. J. Woodovurn. 
Strait, Thompson, Weaver, J. B. 
Struble, Van Schaick, Weber, 

NOT VOTING—714. 
Aiken, Dawson, Le Fevre, Scott, 
Arnot, Dibble, Libbey, Shaw, 
Barbour, Dougherty, Lovering, Skinner, 
Beach, Dunham, Mahoney, Spriggs, 
Belmont, Ely, Miller, Stewart, J. W. 
Buchanan, Gallinger, Mitchell, Swope, 
Burleigh, Gibson, Eustace Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Burnes, Glover, Muller, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Hanback, Negley, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, Felix Harris, Nelson, Thomas, J. R. 
Caswell, Heard, O’ Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Clardy, Henley, O'Neill, Charles Tucker, 
Clements, Hewitt, Owen, Viele, 
Compton, Hires, Phelps, Wade, 
Cowles, Hiscock, Reed, T. B. Ward, J. H. 
Cox, Houk, Reese, Ward, T. B. 
Daniel, Ketcham, Riggs, Wise. 
Davenport, Kleiner, Rogers, 
Davis, Landes, Sayers, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. ROCKWELL, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. JoHN M. TAYLOR with Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. Loutrtir. 

Mr. TucKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until Monday even- 
ing, the 12th instant; and 

Mr. ©’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CLARDY, from July 9 until 
Monday next. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved a House joint resolution and bills of the following titles, 
namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 185) providing for the printing of eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late Joseph Rankin; 

An act (H. R. 1357) referring to the Court of Claims the claim for 
property seized by General Johnston on the Utah expedition for ex- 
amination and report; 

An act (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Amanda Housell; and 

An act (H. R. 7183) to authorize the purchase of a certain tract of 
land in San Antonio, Tex., and to provide for the sale of the old site 
of Fort Brady, Mich., and for the purchase of a new site, and for the 
construction of suitable buildings thereon. 

V. J. FAGIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, aletter from V. J. 
Fagin, accountant of the Coast Survey Bureau, relative to an increase 
of his compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

MILITARY STATION, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report by a board of Army officers upon the 
gift tothe United States of asiteon Lake Michigan for military purposes 
by the Commercial Club of Chicago and recommendingits acceptance by 
the Government; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1800) to secure 
to the Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of certain pro- 
ceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate providing for the printing of the third annual report of the 
Civil Service Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to pensions to certain disabled persons who have served in the 
Navy or Marine Corps, in compliance with the request of the House of 
Representatives; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O’FERRALL, for ten days from to-morrow, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Monday next. 

To Mr. BEACH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
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To Mr. J. M. TAyYLon, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. O’ DonNELL, for eight days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BuRLEIGH, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. NEGLEY, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CASWELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Ginson, of West Virginia, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 


RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from the Sen- 
ate requesting the return of the bill (S. 100) for the relief of William 
H. Crook. 

Also, a message from the Senate requesting the return of the bill 
(H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money on the sale of 
the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States 
of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these requests will be complied 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FUNERAL OF THE LATE WILLIAM H. COLE. 


The SPEAKER announced the committee to accompany the remains 
of the late Hon. Wir11Am H. Coie to Baltimore, as follows: Mr. 
Compton, Mr. Grsson of Maryland, Mr. McComas, Mr. Drpsie, Mr. 
Irion, Mr. WADE, and Mr. Stonz of Kentucky. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee om Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 





A bill (S. 208) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 


Robeson, deceased. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATS 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8S. 1455) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; and 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman will state it. ~ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On last Friday evening the Committee of the 
Whole House, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 325) grayt- 
ing a pension to Catharine Waters, agreed the bill might be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that a vote be taken ina full 
House immediately after the reading of the Journal to-day, with ten 
minutes allowed for debate on each side. Is it in order for me to call 
up that bill now ? . 

TheSPEAKER. It is not. The Committee of the Whole can not 
make an agreement which can bindthe House. Besides, there are two 
orders made by the House itself, assigning two bills especially for to- 
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Mr. WILLIS. Then I move to postpone the further considerati, 


of this matter till next Friday, and upon that I call the previous que 


tion. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 99, noes 46. 

Se (further count not being called for) the previous question was or- 
dered, and under the operation thereof the motion to postpone u: 
next Friday was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. _ L would like to ask my colleague [Mr. W: 
LIs] a question, whether the case has been made special in the Pension 
Office? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iask unanimous consent to address that q ues- 
tion to my colleague. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to make a statement. t 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Another gentleman has asked unanimous consen 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky | Mi 
WADSWORTH }? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, I wish to know if the case of Tiller has 
been made special in the Pension Office? 

Mr. WILLIS. I can notsayastothat. The case has been reopenc:. 
Only two simple points are involved, and I think all the evidence on 
both points can be obtained between now and next Friday. It is in 
the interest of the case that I have asked a postponement. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Has the President withdrawn the 
charge of desertion ? 

Mr. WILLIS. That has been withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle 
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] that he be allowed to make 1 
statement? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to know if the motion to postpone fixed 1 
day definite. . 

The SPEAKER. It did; and besides that it is a privileged matte: 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Idesiretomakeaparliamentary inquiry. Wou! 
it be in order to ask unanimous consent to take up and put on its p.: 
sage the bill (S. 1886) in regard to certain pensions ? 

The SPEAKER. It is always in order to ask unanimous consent 
unless the regular order is demanded. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to exercise my privilege to ask unani- 
mous consent for the purpose I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has distinctly stated it was in order to 
ask unanimous consent unless the regular order was demanded. The 
regular order has been demanded. By order of the House two bills 
have been and made special orders for this morning. The 
Clerk will report the title of the first of those bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H R. 5194) directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with the \c- 
Minnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BURNES. I moveto postpone the consideration of that bill until 


lay. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask that by unanimous consent the | next Friday, all rights being retained. 


bill I have indicated be taken up and disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Committee of the Whole, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be disposed of. 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of privilege. 
olution to amend the rules, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the seventh subdivision of Rule XIV ho centnted be ottting te 

the word “‘ ballots,” in the — line-of said subdivision, the 
“ Nor shall any clerk, or an sar Sot axeaekade i elisediniy 

pacity in the House, commu ss any one, — the pendency 
the aan noes, any information as to the state of the vote or how any mem- 
ber of the House is recorded as having v z 
Law 4 at the beginning of line 5 of said subdivision, the words “or ap- 
proach.”” 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules this resolution will lie over for 
one day, unless it be referred. 


VETO ee -aae W. TILLER. 


Mr. WILLIS. [I rise toa 
a bill vetoed by the President—a bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension 
to Carter W. Tiller—was on Tuesday postponed by a vote of the House 
till to-day. Since that was done the case has been opened 
sion Department, anf is now pending. I ask unanimous consent to 
postpone the consideration of that bill for one week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentu ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Reserving the right to object—— 
Several members objected. 


I offer a res- 


of a call of 


matter. The considesation ef 


in. the Pen- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. With that understanding, representing tlic 
bill, I consent to the postponement. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the joint reso- 
lution, which was also by special order fixed for consideration to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of accounts wit! 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the same motion with regard to the post- 
ponement of that joint resolution. 

Mr. OATES. This resolution has been postponed seven times an( 
stands on the Calendar witha favorable report from the Committee 0! 
the Whole. There is nothing for us te do but to take it up and vo" 
on it, and I trust this House will in justice not postpone it any i 
ther, but will now dispose of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. -I hope the joint resolution will be postponed 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BuRNss, the Speaker 
stated the “‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I call fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 14. 

Mr. OATES. No quoram. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman {101 
Alabama [ Mr. OaTEs | and the gentleman from Missoari | Mr. BURNES 

Mr. OATES. On the assurance of gentlemen that they will aid » 
in getting | the joint resolution disposed of next Friday, I withdraw ¢! 

int as 
Par. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Such assurances enly bind those w/o 

give them. 
ae BURNES. I move to dispense with private business for to-day. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Be i 
Ameri 
hereb 
itation 
Turne 
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Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees for 
The motion was to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof ). 


POLAR EXPEDITION TO LADY FRANKLIN BAY. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged re- 
Mr.SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


= THE House oF er aemane June 17, 
the Senate concurring), 


1886. 

That 4,500 
of the International Polar 

=, be printed by First Lieut. A. W. Greely, 


. ee with the n — oT earatio be 
e ns, 
my Lady Franklin Bay, Gri 


h Gavaise 7 States Army, acting Cee tee ’ officer ; 1,250 copies of which 
ee use of the Senate and 3,250 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution for printing the re- 
of the International Polar Expedition to Lady Franklin Bay, by Lieut. A. 

. Greely, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, acting signal officer, having met, 


after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their ve Houses as follows: 
That House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


ate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the samt. 

E. BARKSDALE, 
JAMES W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CHARLES MANDERSON, 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following is the statement accompanying the report of the com- 
mittee of conference. 
Explanations of the report of the committee of conference on the report of 
Lieutenant Greely 
ent 1: ‘The House had voted for its own use 3,250 copies. By the 


Senate amendment agreed to by the committee of conference this number is 
reduced to 2,500 wice the number given to the Senate, which has 1,250. 
Amendment 2: the Senate amendment to by the committee of con- 


ference there 730 copies ordered for the of the Signal 

be Guidinetet anene te public libraries <iiienpe enll 4 aaaiioeas 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned the day before yester- 
day the matter under consideration was ‘the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and the House was voting upon the amendments reported 

I 
ses af agin oder) rise to mt a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to say he 
to present a privileged report. 
MARY NORMAN. 
Mr. O'HARA. Yes, sir. It is the report of the Committee on In- 
Pensions on the bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary 


the President’s objections thereto. I ask that the report 
t lie over. 


and it was so ordered. 
T ask leave to file the views of the minority on that 


case. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 
[H.R.6192. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
An act granting a pension to Mary Norman. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent ee tee ee of 
America in That the oe the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed to place on pension-roll, to the provisions and lim- 
itat of the ws, the name of Norman, widow of Corporal 


aes Colored ae 


"Senter fie aif Reet 


President of the Senate pro tempore. 


GRANTING A PENSION TO MARY NORMAN. 
Mr. at yy from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 


re on ee Pensions, to whom was referred H. R. 6192, ‘‘ grant- 


“ a the President’s objection thereto, have 
oan 


sabetrundindisy os mal the following report: 
as follows : 
ae widow of of Turner Norman, late corporal 
—— enrolled May 22, 1363, 
Seen et ee , February 20, 1364. 

show soldier in hospital from said wound from Feb- 

runry 2 1864; left with detachment at Jacksonville, Fla., sick 
2 ; present for duty from February 28, 1865, to April 30, 


jouldier was mustered outof service with his company at Charleston, S. C., 
in u was in action at battle of Olustec, Fla., February 20, 
records do not give the location of wound. 
’'s report shows that soldier was treated in general hospital | 





at Jacksonville, Fla., for gunshot wound of head received in battle; also in gen- 
eral hospital at Beaufort, S. C., for gunshot wound of left side of head. 

Soldier died December 22, 1869. 

Soldier made application for a pension, but died before the same was granted 

Widow filed ap; lication for pension February 4, 1880, ~ Rejected on the ground 
that the death s ause, ‘drowning,’ was not due tothe soldier’s military service. 

A number of soldi er’s comrades testify under oath that, although his right 
jaw-bone was broken, resulting in a running sore, producing great suffering 
and partial deafness, soldier, after hia return from hospital, refused to leave his 
regiment, but remained, doing light duty, until his regiment was mustered out 
at the close of the war. 

After his discharge he was a great sufferer, 
perform manual labor. 

Soldier was drowned in an accident while crossing the Roanoke River in 
North Carolina, the indirect result of the wound received while in the service 
of the United States and in the line of duty. In crossing said river the boat 
sprang a leak ; the ferryman called to him to save himself; a man who was 
also in the boat with soldier made his escape, but soldier, suffering from his 
wound and disabilities received in the service, was unable properly to care for 
himself, and was drowned as the boat sank. Soldier's widow is quite poor. 

The President's objections are as follows 


To the House of Representatives 

I return herewith without approval House bill No. 6192, entitled “ 
ing a pension to Mary Norman 

The husband of this claimant was enrolled May 22, 1863 
of the service June 1, 1366. 

He was wounded in the head February 20, 1864; 
returned to duty September 3, 1364 

In her declaration for pension, filed in February, 1880,the claimant claims a 
pension because of his wound and deafness consequent therefrom, and ths at he 
died after he left the service. 

In a letter, however, dated October 13, 1880,she states that her husband was 
drowned while trying to cross Roanoke River in December, 1868. 

Her claim was rejected in 1881 on the ground. that the cause of the soldier's 
death was accidental drowning, and was not due to his military service 

In an attempt to meet this objection it was claimed as lately as 1885, on behalf 
of the widow, that her husband’s wound caused deafness to such an extent that 
at the time he was drowned he was unable to heac the ferryman, with whom lhe 
was crossing the river, call out that the boat was sinking. 

How he could have saved his life if he had heard the warning is not stated 

It seems very clear to me that this is not a proper case for the granting of a 
pension. 


and toa great extent unable to 


An act grant- 
and was mustered out 


was treated for the same, and 


r GROVER CLEVELAND 
23, 1886. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 

The President in his objection to this bill adheres to the rulings ofthe Pension 
Office, holding that as it is not positively shown that soldier's death was the im 
mediate cause of his Army service, therefore his widow, who is poor and desti- 
tute, with four small children, should receive no aid from the Government in 
whose defense he was wounded. It will not require a stretch of the imagina- 
tion to see that a man who has suffered for years with a wound in the head 
would not be able in the time of peril and danger to act with the same degree 
of promptness and effectiveness as a person not so disabled, and we are still of 
the opinion that had it nothave been for soldier's wound in the head, received, 
notin the tent or on dress parade, but in one of the most spirited contests dur- 
ing the war, he would have been in all human probability better able to pro- 
tect and save himself at the time of his drowning. 

That the widow did not file a claim for a pension until 1880 ought not to be 
taken as against her and to the prejudice of her rights. She states upon oath 
that at the time of her husband’s death she had four small children dependent 
upon her for support; that on account of her poverty she was unable to raise 
the money necessary to fee an agent to prosecute her claim, and therefore her 
application was not made at an earlier date. 

his fact should, in our opinion, entitle her to a most favorable consideration 
of her claim. 

Her husband's military record,as far as any record had been kept, 


may be 
gathered from the following letters from the War Department: 


War DeraRTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1880. 

Str: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your request of May 15, 
1880, for certain information for use in consideration of application for pension 
No. 259615, and to return it herewith with the following information from the 
records of this office: It appears from the rolls of the United States colored 
troops on file in this office that Turner Norman was enrolled on the 22d day of 
May, 1863, at New Berne, N.C.,in Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment of United 
States Colored Troops, to serve three years or during the war, and mustered into 
service as a corporal on the 30th day of June, 1863, at New Berne, N.C., in Com- 
pany G, Thirty-fifth Regiment of United States Colored Troops, to serve three 
years, or during the war. 

On muster-rolls of Company G of that regiment, from organization to Decem- 
ber 31, 1863, he is reported present for duty ; from December 31, 1863, to August 
31, 1864, absent, ‘‘ wounded in battle at Olustee, F! a., February 20, 1864; ’’ Septem- 
ber and October, “present for duty ;’’ November ‘and December, absent, ‘‘ left 
with detachment at Sacksonville, Fia., since November 26, 1864;"’ January and 
February, 1865,“ sick, with detachment at Jacksonville since November 26, 1364; "’ 
from February 28, 1865, to April, 1866, ‘‘ present for duty.”” He was mustered out 
of service with company at Charleston, S. C., June, 1366. Company wasin action 
at battle of Olustee, Fla., February 20, 1364. 

Company or regimental records do not give the location of wound. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. W. NICKERSON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
To COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


Washington, D. C. 


It ean not be controverted that widow's husband was a soldier, and that while 
actually engaged with the enemy he received a wound of the head which con- 
fined him to the hospital for a considerable length of time, thus impairing his 
health; that beyond his regular monthly pay soldier never received other com- 
pensation for the disability thus incurred. Your committee are still of the opin- 
ion that the equity and justice of this case are with the widow, who is now poor 
and destitute, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass, the objection of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It is a report on the bill (H. 
R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons. W. Harden, which has been 
vetoed by the President. I ask that the report be printed, and that it 

lie over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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itive what he was treated for, but think it was some kind of heart disease 

. M. Simeral, lieutenant of the company, testifies as to the incurrence of <)_ 
stroke and his subsequent unfitness for general duty; that he remained wt) 
the company and did such light duty as he was able to do until March 1, |. 
when he was sent to hospital and remained until May 17, when he was (ic. 
charged. 

A. G. Hastings testifies that claimant was an able-bodied man at time of ¢; 
listment, and that since his discha he has been unable to perform man.) 
labor, and that he is now wholly disabled from earning his support. 

Dr. D. C. Hastings testifies to treatment for heart disease from soon after (is. 
charge until 1867. - 

Dr. E. M. Wilson testifies that he is well acquaiated with claimant, and that }i. 
has suffered with heart disease ever since dischagge. 

Emily Summers and Emerson Harding testif¥that claimant was abso)! )te|, 
free from any heart disease at time of enlistment, has been affecied ever sinc 
discharge with that disability. . 

Thomas Lare testifies that claimant has been unable to perform any mania) 
labor since 1870. 

H. B. Grabee testifies that he has known claimant since 1872, and that he has 
been unable to perform any manual labor. 

A. G. Hastings, E. A. Harden, Felix Kitch, and G. G. Newell testify that claim. 
ant has been unable to do any manual labor since discharge on account of heart 
disease. The examining su n at Independence, lowa, reported June '¥), | 567 
that he is three-fourths disabled from heart disease. 

The examining su n at Falis City, Nebr., reported September, 18s), that 
he was one-half disabled from same disability, a subsequent examination at 
Pawnee recommended a third of a third grade pension for same cause. 

The adverse testimony is as follows: E. W. Hastings testifies that claimant * 
was troubled in breathing when overworked before he enlisted. 

H. G. Chamberlain testifies that he had heard that claimant had heart discase 
before enlistment, but that his memory is not clear in the matter. 

A. P. Bunhus testifies that claimant was sound at enlistment and he did not 
hear him complain of heart disease until 1867. 

W.T. Wallace testifies that he did not consider him fit for service at enlistment 
and that he never performed much duty. (Special examiner says this witness 
is unreliable.) 

Hugh Henry testifies that claimant complained, before enlistment, of his 
heart fluttering when he overworked. That he had seen him frequently when 
he would be short of breath after getting excited. 


6704 


The report is as follows: 

[H. R. 1406. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 
An act granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Simmons W. Har- 
den, late a private in Company L, First Regiment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, 
subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $16 


per month. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


JULY 9, 











GRANTING A PENSION TO SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


Mr. Morritt, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension 
to Simmons W. Harden. submit the following report: 

The objections of the President are set forth in his message (Executive Docu- 
ment 252), which is as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 


I hereby return, without approval, bill No. 1406, which originated in the House 
-~ ee and is entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Simmons W. 

arden.” 

The claimant mentioned in this bill enlisted as a private December 30, 1863, 
and was discharged May 17, 1865. 

He filed an application for pension in 1866,in which he alleged that he was in- 
jured in the left side by a fall from a wagon while in the service. 

In 1880 he filed another application, in which he claimed that he was afflicted 
with an enlargement of the lungs and heart from overexertion at areview. His 
record in the Army makes no mention of either of these troubles, but does show 
that he had at some time during his service dyspepsia and intermittent fever. 

The fact that fourteen years elapsed after he claimed to have been injured by 
a fall from a wagon before he discovered that enlargement of the lungs and 





heart was his real difficulty is calculated to at least raise a doubt as tothe valid- | _ The special examiner in the case reports that he is reliably ‘informed that Dr 
ity of his claim. Hastings’s reputation is not good. : 
The evidence as to his condition at the time of enlistment, as well as since, The special examiner closes his report as follows: From the evidence before 


seems quite contradictory and unsatisfgctory. The committee to which the bill | me and the impressions I have formed of the honesty and reliability of the 


was referred report that “the only question in the case is as to his condition at | claimant and his witnesses I am of the opinion that the claim is meritorious 3 

time of enlistment, and the evidence is so flatly contradictory on that point that From the evidence submitted it would seem to be clearly proven that this a 

it is impossible to decide that question.” man, nearly fifty years of age when he enlisted, was at that time able to co all d 
Notwithstanding this declaration it is proposed to allow him a pension of $16 | kinds of hard manual labor, that he received an injury and a sunstroke in the ‘ 

a month, though he has survived all his ailments long enough to reach the age | Service and was ever after unable to labor for his subsistence. That the dis- 4 


ability has contiued ever since, and that he is now, at the age of seventy-two 
years, destitute and dependent on friends for support. That he was suffering at 
discharge and has suffered ever since from heart disease is well established. |: 
would seem that a pension can only be denied him on the theory that the dis- 
ease existed at the time of enlistment. 

The act of March 3, 1885, provides “that all applicants for pensions shall be pre- : 
sumed to have had no disability at the time of enlistment, ut such presumption 
may be rebutted.” This, in the judgment of yourcommittee, has not been done. 
Only three witnesses testify on this sper, and they say that when overworked 
or excited he was short of breath. ow mony members of this body could work 
earnestly at hard, manual labor for an hour without being aff in the same 
way? Nearly a dozen witnesses testify positively that he was not only able but 
did perform the most arduous labor prior to enlistment. When the Government 
accepted this man its chosen agent stri him and giving him a thorough ex- 
amination pronounced him sound, After seventeen months of service they dis- 
charged him, broken down and unable to earn a livelihood, and now after wai'- 
ing twenty years he is denied the pittance which would enable him to eke out 
a scanty subsistence, upon the petty evidence that when he overworked or got ‘¥ 
excited he seemed troubled with shortness of breath. It is contemptible fora Fs 
rich and powerful Government to interpose such a trivial plea to avoid the pay- 4 
ment of a small pension to a man who cheerfully offered his life in its defense. 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, the Presidents f 
veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. SOWDEN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ex- 
itures in the Navy tment, reported the joint resolution (1. 
. 54) to credit Lieuts. Giles B. Harber and William H. Schuetze with 
sea-duty and 29 while en in the search for Lieutenant Chipp 
and party, and for the employed in bringing home the re- 
mains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and party; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to make a report in regard 
to the loaning of tents. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The Clerk wil! 
the next amendment to the general deficiency bill. 
Clerk read as follows: 
' = page 65 of the bill,amend by adding as an additional paragraph the 
owing: 
“Fr of and awards ered mst the United States, re- 
ported by the Attorney 4ieheral, under the provisions of chapter 359 of the laws 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, that amendment is a very long ove, 
and I think we can save time by not reading it in full. It embraces 
the j for damages by the overflow of lands on the Fox and 
WwW Rivers, and it will be found printed at length in a previovs 
issue of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I therefore move that the prese”' 


of it be with. 
Thee wan ne ctdeenion, and it was so ordered. 
The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and the 


Speaker pre tempore [Mr, HAMMOND] announced that the noes seemed 
to have 


of seventy-two years. ° 
I think, upon the case presented, the action of the Pension Bureau overruling 


his claim should not be reversed. 
z GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, May 28, 1886. 


It appears from the papers submitted to your committee that Simmons W. 
Harden enlisted in Company L, First lowa Cavalry, December 30, 1863, and was 
discharged a 17, 1865. On the 23d day of July, 1866, he filed an application 
for a pension, alleging “ that on the 25th day of March, 1864, while dipping water 
from the Mississippi River for the use of the company, he was ing on the 
spoke of the wagon-wheel and fell on his right side on the tire of the wheel. It 
wasacold day. As fast as water was spilled on the wheel it froze, causing him 
toslip. He was so disabled that he was sent to the post hospital at Davenport 
March 30, 1864, where he remained eleven days. He was then sent to his com- 
pany and detailed as cook, which duty he performed until he was Sea, 
with the exception of the time from March 1, 1865, to May 1, 1865, during which 
time he was in Overton yee Memphis, receiving treatment for this injury.” 
Su uently, in June, 1880, he filed a supplemental declaration, alteging that at 
léttle k, Ark., on the 24th day of June, 1864, his company was dismounted 
and marched on double-quick 2 miles, causing him to become overheated and 
resulting in enla ent of the ee nic heart trouble, pain, and 
palpitation of the heart, fullness in the cardiac Seaton, Gmeeapine and great nerv- 
ousness, and uent unconsciousness. 

The following is a complete summary of the evidence on file in this case: 

Dr. D.C. Hastings testi: that he was personally acquainted with claimant 
from 1855 till enlistment, and that he was during all that time free from disease. 

A.D, Hastings testifies that he knew claimant for the seven years prior to en- 
listment, and t he was sound. 

E. A. Harden testifies to prior acquaintance with claimant, and to his sound- 
ness at enlistment. 

W.H. Keeling testifies that he became acquainted with him in 1861, and in the 
winter of 1861 and 1862 he employed him to take recruits from Marqueton to 
Dubuque when the railroads were blocked with snow, and from the nature of 
the service knows that he must have been a stout, healthy man. He met him 
— in 1863, and saw nothing to lead him to he was not asound man. 

vid Swartz and Felix K testify ante hie cvumduens ab tase of onlin 
ment, and that on March 25, 1864, while standing on the hub of the wheel of a 
wagon while getting water for h cmpesy, he iL — on the of the 





























tal. this he 
posltivety thas mant was so overcome with heat that he fell in a fit, and was 
he comrade him 


thereafter unfit for duty; that he, \ another 
he fell; that afterwards he complained of his lungs, was unable to wear a belt, and 


: was detailed as cook. CN ee 
2 | George M. Minkler testifies that in December, 1863, we enlisted inthe 
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A MEMBER. Pea for a division. House on the state of the Union on which a separate vote was de- 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 47. manded was read, as follows: 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to make the point of no| Insert the following 
quorum, because so much time is consumed in the count by tellers, but | _,.And to the widow of J. C. Holmes. a contestant for the seat from the eighth 
I will ask for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to this amendment. district of Iowa in the Forty-sizth Congress, 91,00 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and there| The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 32, noes 126; and, more than one-fifth having voted in the | were—ayes 103, noes 46. 
affirmative, the yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. TURNER. I make the point that no quorum has voted 


‘The question was taken; and there were 
ing 88; as follows: 





yeas 153, nays 81, not vot- fellers were ordered; and Mr. TURNER and Mr. HEPBURN were ap- 
pointed. 


YEAS—153. The House again divided; an 


) 


| 




















nd the tellers reported —ayes 122, noes 67. 
Adams, G. E. Dingley, Laird, Seranton, Mr. TURNER. I call tor the yeas and nays 
Adams, J. J. Dockery, Lawler, Sessions, The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 21. noes 137; 
Allen, ©. H. Dowdney, Lehlibach Smalls, less than one-fifth voting in th matir 
Anderson, J. A. Eldredge, Lindsley, Spooner, oe — ——_ , . 
Atkinson, Rly, Little, Stahlnecker, So the amendment was adopted 
Baker, Beane, Long, Steele, Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to « r the following amendment 
Bayne, arquhar sore, Stephenson, Tha Paw EePp ; t, > + ot in order 
Bingham, Felton, Lyman, St. Martin, The SPEAKER pro temp Mr. HAMMOND). It is notin order 
Blanchard, Findlay, Markham Stone, E. F. new to offer any amendment. The House is voting upon the amend 
Bland, Fisher, Maybury, Strait, ments reported from the Committee of the Whole under the operation 
Blount, Fleeger, McKenna, Struble, af the vreviot inci . 
Bound, Fredericix, McKinley, Swinburne, a tae previous qucsuon. ; : ; 
Boutelle, ; Fuller, Merriman, Symes, The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
Bragg, Funston, Millard, ‘Tarsney, which a separate vote was demanded was read, as follows 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, Milliken, Taylor, 1. H. a ia i on 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gilfillan, Moffat, Taylor, Zach. On page 68, after line 1661, insert ee : ‘ 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Morrill, Thomas, 0. B. Focnable the Clerk of the en ee - ys eh ‘ 
Brown, C. F. Grout, Morrow, Thompson, employes of the House of Represe pene eee eae Set See Sane. und ee » 
Brown, W.W. Guenther, Murphy, Tillman. ( ad ge th day of June, 183 y including the OM uk porters of the two llouses 
Buck, Hall, Necce, Van Eaton, and t - . pitol police. one month's extra pay at the compensation then pa { 
Bunnell, Harmer, Norwood, Van Schaick, them by law, which sum shall be immediately availa 
Burrows, Hayden, O’ Hara, Wade, Mr. REAGAN. Iwill ask the yeas and nays at once on this proy 
Butterworth, Haynes, O'Neill. J.J. Wadsworth, - a  ieaetiden- diate . ¥ | 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson,D.B. Osborne, Wait, PASnOR WIlDORS eee eee . ; , 
Campbell, J. E. Hepburn, Parker, Wakefield, rhe question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
Campbell, T. J. Hermann, Payne, Wallace, ayes 31, noes 131—less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative 
Candler, Hiestand, Payson, Warner, William “Mr. REAGAN I call for tellers o1 lering the veas and navs 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, Weaver. A.J. I tr. ov rAN. ca or teliers on ordering the yeas and hays 
Carleton, Holmes, Peters, Weaver, J. B. Before the result of the vote on ordering tellers was announced, 
Comstock Hopkins Pettibone Weber, Mr. REAGAN said: I make the point that no quor voted upon 
Conger, : Howard, Pindar, : West, onl m a Pe as pacha , 
Cooper, Hudd, Pirce, White, A.C, the last vote. a 
Crain, Trion, Plumb, White, Milo The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum is needed on the question 
~~ ae, — et of ordering the yeas and nays. ‘There was not one-fifth of a quorum 
Cutcheon,” Johnsen, FA. ae Wolford, voting in the affirmative [Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ ] 
Dargan, Johnston, J.T. Rowell, Mr. REAGAN. [asked for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
Davis, Kelley, Ryan, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote was taken on ordering the 
— pa RM mer TEr, yeas and nays; and there were—ayes 31, noes 131 
as 6 ays; < —ayes ol, S iol. 

Allen, J F tee Mr. REAGAN. But before the result was announced I made the 

n, J. M. orney, McAdoo, Singleton, i Q \ roti ‘ te ‘ries of ** Te 
Giddens. OM.” Geld McComas, eter: point that there was no quorum voting on that vote. L( ries of ** Too 
Barksdale, Gibson, C. H. McCreary, Snyder, late!’’] It is not too late; the announcement of the result had not 

es, = 2 a Sowden, been made. 
Barry, reen, R.S. McRae, Springer, 4 SPEAKE “e %e 3 , > Yr Texas di 
Bennett, Green, W. J. Miils, Stewart, Charles ~~ I are R ae ge cg age man from Texa 5 os 
Boyle, Hale, Morgan, Stone, W.J., Ky. not hear the announcement of the Chair that no quorum is needec 
Burnes, Halsell, Neal, Stone, W.J., Mo. upon the question of ordering the yeas and nays, but in fact there were 
Cabell.” Hemphill O'Ferrall Fowmiions aGS voting, 

, ’ ° ow * ‘ + . ‘ “= e 
Catchings, Henderson, J.S. - Outhwaite, Tie rend, Mr. REAGAN. How many rose on ordering tellers? [Cries of 
Cobb, Herbert, Peel, Turner, ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Compton, en, = —_ ‘. Werae, A. J. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘regular order’’ is for gentle- 

Davidson, A.C. Jones,J.H. Reagan, Wilkins,’ men to be quiet enough to allow the Chair to hear what is going on. 

Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J.T. Reid, J. W. Willis, Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to inquire 

Dunn, gamsen. epewteon, a . The SPEAKER pro tempore. As soon as order is restored the Chair 

Ermentrout, Lowry," Sayers, — will hear the gentleman’s inquiry. 

Everhart, Martin, Seney, Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether the Chair announced the 

Ford, . Matson, Seymour, number of members who rose to demand tellers on ordering the yeas 
NOT VOTING—382. and nays. 

Aiken, Dawson, Ketcham, Reese, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair announced that one-fifth 

Arnot, Denne ty —e oe of a quorum had not voted in favor of ordering the yeas and nays; and 

ite. Dunham, Landes. Rockwell,” after that tellers were demanded on the yeas and nays. 

Beach, Elisberry, Le Fevre, Rogers, Mr. HOLMAN. But the Chair, I think, made no announcement of 

Belmont, Gallinger a —_ the result of the vote upon ordering tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Brady, Gibson, Eustace Lovering, Spriggs, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not say positively that 

Brumm, Glover, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. he did. 

Buchanan, © ens = a Tautbee Mr. HOLMAN. Only one-fifth of a quorum is required to order 

Caldwell, Hanback, . Morrison, Taylor, E. B. tellers. i aa , 

Campbell, Felix \ Muller, Taylor, J. M. The SPEAKER protempore. Thirty-three were required; and as the 

Caswell, Heard, Negley, Thomas, J. R. Chair remembers there were only twenty-eight voting to order tellers. 

Clardy, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, Throckmorton, r a : ; ; ac , 8 

Clements, Henley, O'Donnell, Tucker, The Chair understood that the count was announced, *at it may not 

Collins, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Viele, have been. 

} a ame weed, 7 Mr. WADE. The Chairannounced the vote on the question of tellers. 

Curtin, Hit F Pidesck, Wheeler, — The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the recollection of the Chair; 

Daniel, Houk, Ranney, Wise, but others do not confirm that recollection. 

Davenport, Hutton, Reed, T. B. Woodburn. Mr. BURNES. I rise to a question of order. The point I submit is 


e 
5 


amendment was adopted. 


that an evident majority of the House is not disposed to let a minority 


The additional pairs were announced: present its views to the Chair. I demand that we shall have such order 
Mr. HALE with Mr. MILLARD, for the remainder of the day. as will enable us to be heard by the Chair. Now, I understood the 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. NEGLEY, on the pending bill. Chair to say that there were not one-fifth in favor of tellers. I ask 


. BEACH with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for this day. 
. COLLINS with Mr. Davis, until further notice. 

. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr, for this day. 

result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 


XVII——420 


whether it requires one-fifth. Does it not require only one-eighth ? 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands that it requires 
one-fifth of a quorum to order tellers. 
Mr. BURNES. The point I present is this: It requires one-fifth of 
those present to order the yeas and nays; but I have never understood 
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that it required one-fifth of those present to obtain tellers upon any 
question; and the proposition now pending before the Chair is as to 
what number is required in order to obtain tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to be 
read 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5. He shall rise to put a question, but may state it sitting; and shall put ques- 
tions in this form, to wit: “As many as are in favor (as the question may be)say 
ay;” and after the :bTirmative voice is expressed, ‘As many as are opposed say 
no;"’ ifhe doubts, ov a division is called for, the House shall divide; those inthe 
affirmative of the question shall first rise from their seats, and then those in the 
negative; if he still doubts, or a count is required by at least one-fifth of a quo- 
rum, he shall name one from each side of the question to tell the members in 


the affirmative and negative; which being reported, he shall rise and state the 
ecision, 


JULY 9, 


Mr. HEPBURN. [I rise toa point of order. The Chair must be ad- 
vised the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] was opposed to the 
amendment, and therefore could not make the motion to reconsider 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair long since stated he has no 
information on the subject and overruled the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Chair can not entertain that motion because 
he must know he voted in the minority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair overrules the point of order, 
and the question now is on the motion to lay the motion to reconside: 
upon the table, and upon that the yeas and nays were demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 voting therefor; which was mor 
than one-fifth of those present. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yea 
118, nays 106, not voting 98; as follows: 

































The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the adoption of 
the amendment. 


YEAS—1s. 
The amendment was again reported. Anderson,J.A. _Elisberry, Libbey, Smalls, 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, whether | Baker, Ely, Lindsley, Snyder, ‘ 
a motion is in order to lay that amendment on the table ? oo a —.. —— - 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, unless the gentleman wants | Bingham, Fleeger, ' Markham, Stephenson, 
to take the bill with it. Bound, Ford, Martin St. Martin, 
th it ; r tin, 8 ate, 
Mr. REAGAN. I wish to know whether the words ‘‘ including the —— ae eng ~~ heat ae J..Ky. 
Oflicial Reporters and Capitol police’’ were in the amendment as it was Bragg. , Geddes, ; Merriman, Strait) F 
adopted in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. | Breckinridge, WCP Gibson, C. H. Milliken, ae. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] This is the regular order, for I am ask- a a oe Taulbes’ 
ing for information. Bunnell, Grout, ; Morrow, Taylor, 1. H. 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must assume the Clerk is —, eaethen, Sturphy a Seeegeen 
; ; . ; u Two 1, All, sveece, an rh mm, 
reading the amendment as it was adopted by the Committee of the Campbell, J. E. oper. O'Hara. Van Schaick. 
Whole House on the state of the Union. Campbell, T. J. Haynes, O'Neill, J. J. Wade, 
Mr. REAGAN. Iask the question because I have no memory of | Candler, Henderson, D.B. Osborne, Wadsworth, 
such words being included in the amendment as it was adopted. — epi Reera oa Waleietd: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know how that | Compton, Hiestand, Peters, | Wallace, 
may be. Gongee, a ‘ Pettibone, Weber, 
-FAG y ‘ : Jooper, iscock, umb, fest, 
_ Mr. REAGAN. _I read the amendment at the table when it was pend: | G7} eneee ram White, A.C. 
ing, and it provided for the annual and sessional employés of the House. | Culberson, Howard, Rowell, White, Milo 
It did not speak of the reporters or the police. They must have been | Curtin, Hudd, Sawyer, — 
entered since the committee acted on the matter. — —— FA. we. ° Wolford. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is impossible for the Chair to settle | Dorsey, Kelley, | Seymour, 
the question. Eldredge, Laird, * Skinner, 
Mr. BAYNE. Was not the amendment adopted? NAYS—106. 
TheSPEAK ER pro tempore. No; all this controversy was as to whether Adams, G. E. Everhart, Little, Sayers, 
there should be yeas and nays or not. Adams, J.J. Felton, Long, Seranton, 
Mr. RANDALL. The Official Reporters were included in the amend- — > 7 oe aery. eo. 
ment as it was adopted in committee. I know it. ate. a, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Mr. HEPBURN. ‘rhe gentieman from Texas is entirely mistaken; | Bennett, 2 Glass, peeConmns, Speingsr, a 
a i read j 3j i han Blanchard, Green, R. 8. eKinley Stewart, Charles 
and I wish to read this amendment precisely es it left my hands and | ioe Green, W. J. McMillin,’ Stone, W.J., Mo. 
went to the Clerk’s desk. Biount, Halsell, McRae, Storm, 
It is as follows: a 2 —. — ae 
on ~ B inri »C. yden, ‘ Swi e, 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers and ty a ho shill, Sieeieen. Taylor, Zach. 
employés of the House of Representatives borne on the annual and session rolls > Var z ' 
“ey! : Brown, W. W. Henderson, J. 8. Neal, Tillman, 
on the 30th day of June, 1886, including the Official Reporters of the twe Houses | pu nes Herbert Norwood Trigg 
and the Capitol police, one month’s extra pay at the compensation then paid Bynum Hermann Oates, : Turner, 
them by law, which sum shall be immediately available. Cabell, ' Hitt, . O'Ferrall, Warner, A.J. 
Mr. SPRINGER. And that is precisely the amendment which has | CAni¢n. . Hopieiae — a 
been read at the Clerk’s desk. Crisp, Irion, Peel, | Wellborn, 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I must have been mistaken as to the | Croxton, Johnston, J. T. Perry, Wheeler, 
amendment Dentaes A.C. a an Randi i Wilting: 
a . ; . . ones, J. H. ndall, cins, 
The question recurred on the adoption of the amendment. Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J. T. Reagan. — Wilson, 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 124, noes 86. Dockery, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Winans, aS 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, demanded tellers. a a ae —— 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | Eden, Lehlbach, Sadier, 
mept was agreed to; and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. NOT VOTING—98. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The result has not yet been announced. aim Davie xi aes 
The vote was 124 in the affirmative and 86 in the negative; so theayes | {iderson.C.M. Dawson, Kleiner, Riggs. 
have it. Arnot, Dingley, Landes, Robertson, 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- eed er — a 
ment was agreed to; and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. | Rarbour Raneatront, Loutsit. pan, ’ 
Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a question of order as to the competency | Barksdale, Findlay, Lovering, Scott, 
of the gentleman’s moving to reconsider. —. ad aetecery’ tins 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is no record. ; : Bliss, Gallinger, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman did not vote in the affirmative. Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace Miller, Swope, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no knowledge of how | sor wr on —— ae 
aby gentleman voted. n J _ | Caldwell, Hale, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I assert that he voted in the negative and not in | Campbell,Felix Hammond, Nelson, Thomas, 0. B. 
the affirmative. Campbell, J. M. Benhask, Pdconall, ; Throcimetten, 
Mr. BRUMM. He will not deny it. Gland, fed —— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not try that question. | Clements, Henderson,T.J. Payne, Viele, 
He knows nothing of it. Collins, Hewitt, Phelps, Ward, J. 11. 
r. N. en I move to lay the motion to reconsider on | Gowles, Houk, Pindar, Weaver, A.J. 
the table. : Cox, Hutton, Pirce, Woodburn. 
‘Mr. HOLMAN. That is not in order, as the House is dividing. ——, a. a 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN and Mr. HOLMAN. Not while the House is di- 
viding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays on that motion. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent the reading of t): 
names was dispensed with. ; 

The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. FoRNEyY, on the extra pay in th: 
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deficiency bill. If present, Mr. Warp, of Indiana, would vote ‘‘ay,”’ A bill (H. R. = granting a pension to Jesse Campbell; 








Mr. Forney ‘‘no.’’ A bill (H. R. 7418) granting a pension to Emily Threadgill; 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. BAYNE, for the rest of the day. A bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick; 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. ATKINSON, for the rest of the day. A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; and 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. TOWNSHEND, for the rest of the day. A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. a 
And then (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess awe so 


until 8 o’clock p. m. The following Senate bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with an amendment, was considered, namely: 
The bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 
The bill was read at length. 








EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called 
to order by the Chief Clerk, who directed the reading of the following | 





communication: | Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. My recollection is that the bill was 
SPEaxer's Room, House or Rerresestatives, July 9,1836. | amended to conform to the pension laws simply. 

Str: Hon. CourrLanp C. Matson is designated to preside as Speaker pro | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

tempore at the session of the House this evening. The Clerk read as follows: 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker, nant ; - . Pee 
Hon. Jou B. Crarx, Jr Strike out the rate of pension proposed by the bill and insert 
House of Representatives ‘* Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws." 
Mr. MATSON accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time; and was 


ORDER OF BUSINES. accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bills reported | a te 
from the Committee of the Whole favorably be taken up and passed | MARSIN Y. CURRY. 
with the understanding that those which have been objected to may be The following House bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
laid aside informally. with an amendment was considered, the amendment concurred in, and 

There was no objection. the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 

ABBY L. BURBANK. being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed; 

The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole was | 2®™ely: a ghee L iii et Gini 
the bill (8. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank. A bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Carry. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand there was some arrangement made 
to amend that bill; but I believe neither of the gentlemen interested 
in it is here. 

Mr. BRADY. Iam here, having made the report in that case; and 
by request of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER ] 
wish to call it up for action. The amendment I propose to submit I 


CATHARINE WATERS. 


The bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters was re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole without recommendation and an 
amendment pending. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is not this one of the bills which were objected 


. . : : : to ? 
| cca am ggg Ree. Wee Sane eee new The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was reported to the House without 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would be in order only by unani- | "commendation. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. It wasreported with the recommendation that 
there should be a vote ina full House upon it. [sought to-day in good 

Mr. BRADY. I understand the amendment I propose to offer will faith to obtain a vote on the bill, but the Speaker held an agreement 
obviate the objection which has been made. in Committee of the Whole House can not bind the House. That leaves 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Wrxans, who made the objection, is not pres- the bill as reported by the Committee of the Whole. I ask for action 
ent. |} how. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand from Mr. GALLINGER that Mr. WINANS The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask unanimous 
will agree to withdraw the objection if the amendment I propose is | ©°0S¢mt that the bill be now considered ? 


mous consent; but the Chair is informed that there was an agreement 
that it would be voted upon when a quorum was present. 


ee CS CC aseenien 


adopted. | Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that the bill was reported to the 
I move to strike out ‘‘forty’’ in the bill and insert “‘thirty;’’ so House with the recommendation that it be acted upon in a full House. 
that it will read ‘‘ thirty dollars per month.”’ . The SPEAKER pro tempore. The agreement was that it should be 
Mr. BLANCHARD. When was this bill reported from the Commit- engrossed and read a third time and the previous question ordered on 
tee of the Whole? the passage, and action taken in a full House to-day. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Two weeks ago to-night. ; Mr. BLANCHARD. Is this the case of Catharine Waters ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 


. BLANCHARD. W. set 
ae ae Se seeewdmens the gentlomen proposes) 3°) MORRILL. 1 ask that this bill go over for action in o fall 


adopted in the Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. BRADY. No, it is just proposed by me for the first time. | House. 
It is to cut fine "the omen ceed = es is aT elias of Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Speaker decided that it could not be acted 
opinion as to the rank of the doctor. : on in a full House under such an agreement as has been made. To lay 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair will state for the information it over as suggested by the gentleman from Kansas virtually ends all 
of the committee that it was considered in the Committee of the Whole | 2t#0R On If. ; a 2 

and reported to the House with the understanding that a vote would be | Mr. MORRILL. I think the gentleman from I)linois misapprehends 
taken when a full House was present. In fact that was the agreement. | the situation. We are now in the House, and can bind the House with 
The gentleman from Kansas asks that it be considered now, and the | regard to its action to-morrow. I ask that the bill go over till to-mor- 
Chair understands that the gentleman from Michigan who objected has | row with the previous question ordered, on the understanding that a 
agreed that if the rate of pension be reduced to $30 instead of $40, as | vote shall take place on it in a full House. 

reported from the Committee of the Whole, he will be perfectly satis- Mr. GROUT. That will bind the House to take action on the bill 
fied. 


to-morrow. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this bill can be put in a position where on 
to-morrow I can force a vote on it under a demand for the previous 


Mr. BRADY. I am informed that such is the case. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment may then be offered 


by unanimous consent question I have no objection; but unless it is put in that position, [ 
Mr. PETERS. I will state that I know the fact from Mr. GALuin- | PJect. ill a elias a eh id oe 

GER that suc! was the agreement. The SPEAK ER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration | of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. He asks unanimous 

of the amendment ? | consent that this bill be engrossed and read a third time, and that the 
There was no objection. _ | previous question be ordered on its passage, with the further agreement 
The amendment was agreed to. | that a vote be taken in the House in the morning after the reading of 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and being | ‘he Journal. _1s there objection? oi, 

read the third time, was passed. | Mr. BLANCHARD. On last Friday there was a distinct under- 


standing with reference to this bill that it should be reported from the 
BILLS PASSED. Committee of the Whole to the House without recommendation, and 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with- | that in the House with a quorum present the report should be read 
out amendments were severally considered, ordered to be engrossed for | and ten minutes allowed on each side. With that understanding I 
aa and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third | agreed to the proposition. 


: Mr. RANDALL. Letthe arrangement as to the ten minutes’ debate 
A bill R. 4265) granting a pension to Josiah Mahoney; on each side be added now. 
A bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thémas 8. Duvall; Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no objection to the House to-night re- 
A bill R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; newing that understanding. But I desire to say to my friend from 
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Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] it is utterly useless to attempt to pass the 
bill here to-night without a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will add to the request that ten minutes’ debate 
be allowed to each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas modifies 
his request so as to include in the arrangement that there shall be ten 
minutes’ debate on each side; and also, as the Chair understands, that 
the report be read, the bill to come up for action to-morrow morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With the further understanding that this bill 
be reported to the House without recommendation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is in the House now. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I shall object to any proposition which carries 
this bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. If that is in- 
volved in this request for unanimous consent, I shall object. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill is in the House now. ‘The proposition 
is merely thatit shall be remitted to a yea-and-nay vote in a full House. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill is here then without recommendation ? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairsounderstands. That there 
may be no misunderstanding the Chair will repeat the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas. He asks unanimous consent that this bill be 
engrossed and read a third time and that the previous question be or- 
dered on its passage, so that the bill may be considered to-morrow morn- 
ing immediately after the reading of the Journal, and then that there 
shals be allowed ten minutes’ debate on each side, and that the report 
shall also be read to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURNES. Iam compelled to object to the arrangement. But 
if the arrangement is so modified that the vote shall be taken after the 
passage of the general deficiency bill, I shall have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the modification 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES]? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles were reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments, the amendments were agreed to, and the 
bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 
Morris; and 

A bill (H. R. 8352) for the reliefof Lewis A. Cronkhite (the title was 
amended so as to read ‘‘A bill for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite’’). 

The bill (8. 1112) granting a pension to Phoebe H. Meech, reported 
with a favorable recommendation, was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (IH. R. 8950) to remove the political disabilities of Francis 
Sorrell, of Roanoke County, Virginia, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with a favorable recommendation, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

The bill (8. 2759) to remove the political disabilities of Willian H. 
F. Lee, reported from the Committee of the Whole House with a favor- 
able recommendation, was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


The bill (S. 2113) granting @ pension to Mrs. Sarah Young was re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House with an amendment, 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
toa third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. CONGER. This being a Senate bill with an amendment, is it 
in order at this time to ask for a committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Senate may concur in the amendment. I 
object. 

RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the various votes by which the 
bills had been passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY B. HOOK. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with instructions from 
the Committee on Pensions, I move that Senate bill 2095, a bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary B. Hook, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for consid- 
eration of bills under the spevial order, + 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 9, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. Hatce in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
under the special order for the consideration of bills upon the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that bil! 
upon the Calendar be called in regular order, and that when a bill i 
called unless some gentleman rises to ask for its consideration it be 
passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair it is not necessary 
to ask unanimous consent for that, as the regular proceeding would | 
to call the bills in their order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; but my proposition is that unless some gentlc- 
man rises and asks for the consideration of a bill when it is called tho 
bill be informally passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. W» 
have followed that course on one or two occasions, and it seems to me 
that it has worked more satisfactorily than any other method we hav- 
adopted at thtse sessions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will ask the gentleman from Pen 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] whether he will not consent that the order lc 
followed which was followed at several of these pension session, mem- 
bers present calling up such bills as they desire to have considered ? 

Mr. FELTON. I object to that. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I object to it also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania then is that the bills on the Calendar be called in their regular 
order, and that when a bill is called unless some gentleman present 
rises and asks for its consideration it shall be laid aside informally, re- 
taining its place on the Caiendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. BR. 4097) 
for the relief of William J. Owings. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that that bill be laid aside informally, retain- 
ing its place. ’ 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I hope that will bedone. This bill has been 
passed over several times at the request of Mr. HALE. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JACOB 8S. BIDDLE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4712) to place 
the name of Jacob 8. Biddle on the pension-roll. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask that that bill be laid aside, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson ] 
= unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside informally, retain- 

ig its place on the Calendar. 

Te BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it was understood 
that that motion was not necessary, but that bills would be laid aside 
informally, without losing their position on the Calendar, unless some 
gentleman should rise and ask that they be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect is the same. 

There was no objection; and the bill was laid aside, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 


EUGENE E. M’LEAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9115) 
for the relief of Eugene E. McLean. 

Mr. MATSON. Having agreed with Mr. TUCKER that I would look 
after his bills, I ask the present consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all itical disabilities imposed upon Eugene E. Mc- 
Lean, a citizen of New York, by the fourteenth article of amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, removed. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA HOLLINGSWORTH HUMPHREYS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1625) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Humphreys. 
Mr. CURTIN. I ask that that bill be considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
of the Interior be, = he is hereby, « 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary 

thorized and directed to place on the on-roll the name o' f Rebecca Hollings. 
ee Andrew Atkinson Humphreys, 
deceased, late Chief of tenteat ices major-general of the United States 
Army, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1625) grantin 
a ate to Rebecca Holli th H i the following Sort: 
committee adopt the report, as 


“Andrew A. umphreys ee at oo United ba Military Acad- 
iedvet oes second lieutenant, Second Artillery, July 1, 155! ; 

lieutenant July 1, 1831, and served with his regiment in Sout! 
until ber, 1835, when he was detailed on surveying 
afterward took part with his regiment in the 
30, 1836, when he resigned, having been promote! 


ieutenant, Topographical Engineers, Fe!- 
ruary 13, 1839, and was on duty in connection with the improvement of Chicagyu 
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Harbor and the su of the Oswego Harbor until October, 1839, when he was 
on duty in the phical Bureau, in this city, where he remained until 
, 1843, with the —— that from September, 1841, until April, 1842, he 
again participated in the Florida war. From March, 1843, until December, 1851, 
he was on ons assistant engineer in charge of works in New Jersey and on 
the Delaware River, and = in the Topographical Bureau and surveying the 
delta of the Mississippi. He was promoted captain May 31, 1848, and in 1853 was 
sent on special duty to Europe to examine means for the protection of delta 
rivers from inundation, and on duty in this city until 1861 in charge of the ex- 
amination of the delta of the Mississippi, and also of explorations and surveys 
of the Pacific Railroad. He was a member of the board to revise the * pro- 
gramme of instructions at the United States Military Academy,’ and of the 
commission ‘to examine into the organization, system of discipline,and course 
of instruction atthe United States Military Academy,’ in 1860. He was pro- 
moted major August 6, 1861. 
“ His service in the field during the late war commenced as chief topographical 
engineer on the staff of the commanding general, Army of the Potomac. On 
March 5, 1862, he was nted colonel and aid-de-camp, and in the following 


month of volunteers, He commanded the Third Division, 

Corps, and afterward the Second Division of the Third Corps, until 
July 10, when he became chief of staff to the commanding general, Army 
of Potomac. He was promoted major-general of volunteers July 8, 1863, 


and lieutenant-colonel of engineers March 3, 1863; and from November 25, 1864, 
to June, 1865, he commanded the Second Army Corps. He commanded the 
district of Pennsylvania from August 5 to December, 1865, when he was placed 
in charge of levees on the Mississippi River. On A st 8, 1866, he was ap- 
pointed brigadier-general and Chief of Engineers, and retired at his own re- 
quest, after over forty years’ active service, on June 30, 1879. 

General ae received the brevets of colonel, brigadier-general, and 
major-general, United States Army, for gallant and meritorious services at the 
battles of Fredericksburg, Gettysburg, and Sailor’s Creek. 

In the discharge of his military duties General Humphreys displayed great 
zeal, intelligence, and conspicuous gallantry. Those who served under him 
had the highest confidence in his capacity to command and the greatest admi- 
ration of soldierly qualities. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman who reported 
this bill how long this officer was on the retired-list before his death ? 


TheCHAIRMAN. The report will give the gentleman that informa- 
tion. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I can answer the gentleman. General Hum- 


phreys was on the retired-list from 1879 to 1883. He retired after forty 
years of service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have doubted always the propriety of granting 
pénsions in the cases of those who have been for a long period on the 
retired-list, that being in itself a form of pension, and I doubt now the 
propriety of increasing this pension above the regular rate. I will ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania what is the condition of this widow ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The widow’s condition is that of needing the aid 


of Congress. 
a McMILLIN. Therearea great many who think they need such 
aid. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman asked a question and I answered 
it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What is this widow’s age ? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I can not state. I can only say she has children 


thirty-five or forty years of age. Therefore she must be very far ad- 
vanced in years. ' 
Mr. BRADY. Nearly eighty. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move to amend the bill by striking 
out “fifty ’ and inserting ‘‘ thirty.’’ 
The amendment was not 


to. 
The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS J. OWEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1289) 
eg ATT to Thomas J. Owen. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be See Go.. Tent the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, su’ to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Owen, late of Company 
B, Twelfth United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 


The report (by Mr. ZAcu. TAYLOR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1289) granting 

to Thomas J. Owen, and the papers on file in relation thereto, have 
their the Senate report on said bill, as follows : 

_ in this case show that claimant was a private in Company 

B, Twefth United States try, Mexican war; that while in Mexico, and after 

the battle of Cerro Gordo, he was taken vick and became disabled, and has ever 

since suffered from said disability. Declaration for pension filed June 16, 1880; 

claim rejected March 1 on ground of “ no records.” 

Claimant’s statements are corroborated by affidavits of comrades Addison, 
Vanarsdol,and John Inman, who testify as to claimant’s soundness before en- 
Meant, Seca the dieabilts contracted while in the line of his duty in Mexico; 
also by the affidavits of neighbors who have known claimant many years, and 
who knew of the continuance of the disability. 

Claimant’s statement is further corroborated by the certificate of Examining 
os aT Lindsay, who rates his disability one-half for hemorrhoids, 

“Taking into consideration all the evidence filed in this case, your committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill,and recommend its 


our committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GLASS. Ido not understand why it is proposed to pass a special 
a soldier of the Mexican war, as this House has passed a 

bill to pension such soldiers and that bill has gone to the Senate. 
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But the Senate has not acted upon it, and may 





Mr. McMILLIN. 
not do so. 
| Mr. GLASS. I am opposed to passing a special bill when a general 
bill ought to be passed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
to which the gentleman refers, 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The President might veto the bill 


WALLIS PATTEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2026) grant- 
ing a pension to Wallis Pattee. 

Mr. CONGER. [ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wallace Pattee, late a member of 
Company K,Seventh Regiment of lowa Cavalry. 





The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2026, 
having given the same due consideration, report : 

That the right of Wallis Pattee to a pension is abundantly established by the 
facts set forth in the appended Senate report. Your committee therefore adopt 
said report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

That the records in this case show that claimant enlisted in October, 1861, 
and was discharged June 22, 1866, and that he was a lieutenant in Company K, 
Seventh Regiment Iowa Cavalry. Declaration for pension filed April 15, 1872, 
alleging ill-health following fever, from exposure and exhaustion. Claim re- 
jected January 7, 1882, on the ground of no record of alleged diseases. 

Presented with other papers from the Pension Office there is the statement of 
claimant as to time, place, and circumstances, given in considerable detail as to 
origin of the disability in the line ef duty, which statement is corroborated in 
all its parts by the affidavits of claimant's lieutenant-colonel, John Pattee, by 
affidavit of Assistant Surgeon S.N. Pierce, by affidavits of Comrades Truman 
Pattee and W. W. Jones, by second affidavit of Dr.S.N.Jones as to claimant's 
condition since discharge from service and existence of disabilities incurred in 
service. Also affidavits of D.S. Bradford, M. D., corroborating the foregoing; 
also affidavit of J. M. Ball, M.D., corroborating above. Also the certificates of 
Examining Surgeon 8.N. Pierce, who rates claimant's disabilities as ‘total.’ 
Also certificate of Examining Surgeon William Boys that disability is ‘‘ prob- 
ably permanent.” 

There are in this case on file with the papers nine affidavits, all substantiating 
the sworn testimony of the claimant, two of which are by surgeons appointed 
by the Pension Office expressly to examine such cases,and yet the case is re- 
jected on the ground of “no record of alleged diseases.”’ 

Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case,the committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 


Mr.WALLACE. ‘I desire to ask on what grounds the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions has arrived at the conclusion thatit is necessary to over- 
ride the opinion of the doctors employed by the Pension Office to decide 
upon this case. According to the report just read I can not see but 
that every effort has been made during the eight or nine years this case 
was before the Pension Office to prove that this man was really inca- 
pacitated by reason of service which he rendered during the war. I 
should like to hear, either from the gentleman who introduced the bill 
or from the member of the committee who reported it, on what ground 
it is proposed to override the opinion of the doctors employed by the 
Pension Office to investigate this case. I shall require some informa- 
tion on this point before this bill can pass with my consent. 

Mr. CONGER. It the gentleman had listened to the reading of the 
report he would have observed that this application was rejected at the 
Pension Office because there was no hospital record of this soldier to 
show the disease from which he suffered. But there will be found on 
file affidavit after affidavit showing the existence of the disability during 
the soldier’s service, which extended through nearly five years, and 
also affidavits showing the continuance of the disability from the time 
of his discharge up to the present date. After this bill came from the 
Senate I reported it from our committee. I sent for all the papers and 
looked through them to ascertain whether the statements of the Senate 
report were verified by the papers on file in the Pension Office —— 

Mr. WALLACE. What was the disability ? 

Mr. CONGER. I can mt tell you. Having reported a very large 
number of cases, I ean not remember the details of each one. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This bill does not fix the rate? 

Mr. CONGER. It does not fix the rate; that will be fixed afterward 
upon examination at the Pension Office. 

Mr. BLANOHARD. Does not the report show the disease or disa- 
bility under which this soldier suffered ? 

Mr. CONGER. It does not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Can the gentleman give us any information 
on that point? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; Ican not. I simply know that the papers 
on file in the Pension Office verified every statement of the Senate re- 
port, showing clearly that there was a disability; and I suppose the 
man’s right to a pension would not be invalidated, whether he was 
suffering from one disease or another, if he contracted the disease in 
the service and has been suffering from it ever since. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the disease? 

Mr. CONGER. And the degree of the disability will be established 
by the examination hereafter at the Pension Office. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not see that there is proved in this case any 
disability which was the direct result of service in the war. The re- 
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port read to us does not describe any such disability. It does not ap- 
pear that there has been any loss of limb or any serious wound or any 
disease incurred inthe service. This man may have died, like the gen- 
tleman who was reported the other night to have died, of hay fever or 
of cold in the head. 

I do not think we are prepared to vote for this bill. Ido not see any 
reason stated in the report why we should vote fora pension in this case. 
I therefore raise my objection to it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that this 
bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. The 
report in this case fails to show the disease. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask that this bill be recommitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. You can not recommit a bill in the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I movethis bill be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ‘The report in this case certainly should show the 
disability occasioned by wound or disease contracted in the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes,sir; and I move that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be re- 
committed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LYMAN. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 14. 

So the motion was agreed te. 




























































MRS. JANE R. M’QUAIDE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1852) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolb, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide, mother of 
F.G. Me Quaide, deceased, late a private in Company C, Niath Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred Senate bill 1352, 
have considered the same, and re 

This bill is for the relief of a dependent mother. The merit of the case is fully 
set forth in the Senate report appended hereto. 


Your committee therefore adopt the same as their own, and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The petitioner is the mother of F. G. MeQuaide, deceased, late a private in Com- 
pany ©, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. The appl ion was re- 
jected on the ground that the claimant was not d t on the soldier at the 
date of his death. 

The evidence Shows that the father and mother were living on a farm at the 
time of the son's enlistment, prior to which he had contributed by his a to 
their support; that he sent them a portion of his monthly pay; that he d 
shortly after his discharge from disease contracted in the service; that his futher 
owned a farm, but it was heavily mo’ , and that the dockets contained in- 
numerable judgments against him ; that e died poor, leaving his widow in des- 
titute cireumstances; that she is still very needy. 

The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 


pass 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask again, Mr. Chairman, what was the wound 
or the disease this soldier died of? I do not sec that there was any 
specific case of disease stated in the report. 

Mr. CONGER. I can only say in regard to this case, as I said in 
regard to the other ease, that the papers in the Pension Office substan- 
tiate this report of the Senate. As to what was the disability I can 
not remember. In these cases of dependence the committee adopted 
the rule that where the parents were in destitute circumstances at the 
present time to recommend the bill favorably to the House. 

The committee has reported to the House a | bill on the sub- 
ject, which is upon the Calendar now. We thought this bill fell within 
that rule, and reported it to the House favorably. If it were a House 
bill I could speak of it, of course, more in detail. 

Mr. WALLACE. Did this man die of any disease contracted in the 
service, or was his death the result of natural causes ? 

Mr. CONGER. The report says he died of disease contracted in the 
service. 

Mr WALLACE. What disease? 

r. CONGER. I can not tell you now. There does not seem to be 
any question on that point in the 

Mr. WALLACE. Did he die soon after the war ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; he died soon after the war. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Louisiana will look at the re- 
port, he will see it states that he died immediately after the war with 
disease contracted in the service. It furtherseems there was no trouble 
in the Department about his having died of disease contracted in the 


service. The question wasasto From the it seems 
it was determined there was The reportis quite brief, but 
it develops these facts. 

Mr. WALLACE. I protest against the of bills of this char- 


passage 
acter appropriating money out of the ee States 
confided to Congress as a fund absolutely fulfilling all the requirements 
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of a trust fund. The committee in this report do not specify the cause 
of death. They do not specify the disease of which this man died 
They do not say in terms that it was contracted in the service. They 
seem to infer that Congress is an eleemosynary institution to vote funds 
for unfortanate relatives of others. I sympathize most cordially wit) 
sufferers of that kind, but I do not think this House of Representa- 
tives has been created for any such purpose. 

I gave a great deal of thought and careful consideration to this su} 
ject before I entered my protest three weeks ago in reference to the: 
matters. I then stated what my opinion was of this system of lezis- 
lation. What has occurred since then has presented no fact which 
would lead me to change my opinion; nor have I had reason from an; 
thing which has occurred outside to retrace my steps. I have failed 1 
find any opposition raised by the free and independent thought of t! 
country against the opinion I then expressed. On the contrary, 1! 
President of the United States by his veto messages has apparent), y 
dorsed the ground I then took. [Laughter and applause on the | 
publican side.] It pleases me to hear on that side of the House de: 
ive langhter. I can easily understand whata sad and sorrowful la 
it is. 

A MEMBER. Yes; it is. 

Mr. WALLACE. The messages of the President vetoing cases of t! 
character which I protest against will go into the district of every one 
of these langhing gentlemen, and it will take them every*hour durin: 
the fall campaign to explain their participation in this character . i 
legislation condemned in so many instances by the Chief Magistrate 0! 5 
this nation. £ 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. The Democratic chairman of the P. $ 
sions Committee says the President is wrong. [Laughter on Repu 
lican side. ] 

Mr. WALLACE. I am delighted to hear laughter from that sid 
the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Iam not on that side of the House. 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, then, stay on your own side. ¥ 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. But I do not want you to read me ou 
of the party. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have sat here for the last two or three weeks on 
these pension nights and listened to the most magnificent display of ¢!v- 
cutionary fireworks from that side of the House on these pension cases 
that I suppose has ever been delivered in this Hall. All the grandeur 0: 
patriotism that this country has ever displayed one would suppose | 
evidenced on that side of the House, and the only platform for the so! 
dier to stand upon, if we belive it, comes from that side. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. WALLACE. No, sir; not at present. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to know what the gentleman is speakinz 
to. His remarks are not germane to the report of the committee or th 
pending bill. I raise the point of order upon him that he is indulgin 
himself in some of the pyrotechnical displays such as he charges the 
other side with. [Laughter and applanse]. 

Mr. WALLAGE. Iam rather afraid that I have taken a seat on t! 
wrong side of the House, since ali of these interruptions are from this 
side. 

Mr. CRAIN. I was sitting here on this side of the House befor: 
the gentleman was even elected—by accident. [Great laughter and 
applause. | 

Mr. WALLACE. Coming by accident is better than coming by bu!!- 
dozing. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, that comes with bad grace from a man fro: 
Louisiana. 

Mr. WALLACE. I will not yield to the gentleman. I have the 
floor. I did not hear the gentleman and can not answer his interrup- 
Mr. CRAIN. I repeat, it comes with bad grace, Louisiana chargin 
Texas with bulldozing, when every man of you from Louisiana, if t!\ 
truth be as sometimes came in that way. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have told the gentleman that I decline to be in- 
terrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted, : 
public business will be suspended until order is preserved in the coi 
mittee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will take the floor when I can get it to rv. 
spond to that remark about Louisiana. 

Mr. WALLACE. I did not hear the gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. CRAIN. I repeat, I say it comes with bad grace from Louisian. 
to me with here by bu 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Butas I understand it you said that every one 
of us from Louisiana came here in that way. 

Mr. CRAIN. Noe, sir; I said that —e asstated. It has 
been so all . Ido not make the charge 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, that sntsathontniere a ‘very different phase upo. 
the matter. I did not understand gentleman in that way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, we will admit it anyhow. [Laughter. | 
Mr. McMILLIN. You are too ready to admit it. 
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Mr. WALLACE. It is most extraordinary that a member can not | 
rise here and express his opinion without being constantly interrupted 
with these irrelevant matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is re- 
stored upon the floor. Members will resume their seats, and the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will see that the main aisle iscleared. [ Aflera pause. | 

The gentleman from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. WALLACE. It has been such a long interregnum that the line 
of thought has been entirely lost. I nearly forgot the point I was 
discussing at the time. But I wanted again to call attention to this 
Friday evening pension legislation. : 
nothing but expressions of would-be patriotism from Republican mem- 
bers on this question of pensions. ‘Three weeks ago, sir, I raised my 
voice in opposition to this mode of considering bills, for the purpose 
of giving gentlemen fair notice in time, so that it could not be said 
snap judgment had been taken upon them. ‘This is the third Fri- 
day night since that time. I have failed to see here any consider- 
able addition to the number of members upon that side of the House, 
which pretends to take such an interest in this subject. In fact the 
House is scarcely visible otherwise than by its array of empty benches. 
The excessive patriotism of the gentlemen seems to ebb out at 5 
o'clock, when the dinner-bell rings, and they consider the day’s duty 
is over. 

If patriotism isso great on this subject of pensions on that side of the 
House, and all those gentlemen are so anxious for these pension bills, 
and so desirous that they shall become laws, is it not reasonable to sup- 
pose that they will sacrifice themselves a little and have a larger at- 
tendance? It was my misfortune in coming here by accident, and so 
late in the session, to be compelled to take a seat on the Republican 
side of the House; but in anticipation that there were to be such num- 
bers of Republican members to attend these sessions I gave up my seat 
on that side on the first opportunity and came over here. Still I can 
not find that any considerable number have taken the great interest in 
these proceedings that we are led to believe they do take by the clamor 
which is raised. 

As to this question of pensions, and to all other questions wherein an 
appropriation of money is taken from the Treasury, I hold that it is 
outrageous legislation to permit a small minority as we havewrhere at 
these night sessions to act upon them. 

This is peculiarly the case with pensions, for we find as a rule that 
the members, with rare exceptions (and they are rare, indeed), are all 
interested in the passage of particular pension bills; and being inter- 
ested in a particular bill, they are not so apt to scrutinize as carefully 
as they otherwise would the weak bills that seme friend wants to get 
through. They will pass over the weak and pernicious bills of other 
members in order that their own bills, which may or may net be good, 
may receive that consideration they would like them to receive. 

The result of that is that a large number of bills have gone for con- 
sideration to the President which have not had that merit which all 
bills should have which pass this House. The Presidentof the United 
States should not be under the necessity of raising questions on the 
merits of the extraordinary number of bills upon which he has been 
called to act at this session of Congress. I do not care how narrow- 
sighted the President might be, or how seriously he might regard the du- 
ties devolving on him, I claim that this House of Representatives should 
so closely scrutinize everything that goes out from it, should so care- 
fully watch each point in its legislation, that nothing could emanate 
from it that could be objected to so frequently by the Executive, with 
his numerous cares and duties, unless he had to strain a point much 
more broadly than he has done on any biH I have heard read in this 
House with his veto attached to it. 

From that consideration, and that alone, from the desire that +.¢ 
record of this House should be preserved in ifs integrity, that all the 
ancient customs of this House, all its glorious privileges, and all its 
grand history should be preserved, I have taken a ground that I know 
will be with many members of this House. I have taken a 
step that not meet the approbation of many of my opponents po- 

litically, and perhaps meets the disapproval of some of my friends. 

Buta sense of duty makes me stand here and assert the views I hold, 
that we should not send from this House as accepted by this House, 

or by a majority of this House, such a series of bills as we frequently 
= here and send to the Senate or to the President for his approval. 

claim that each bill that comes here should havea certain amount of 
supervision. I go back in the records for several months and find bill 
after bill passed without the reading of the report and with I do not 
know how few members present—the record does not show the latter— 
but bills passed on their title simply. Has that Committee on Invalid 


} 


Pensions considered those bills and reported taem at all unanimously ? | 


A Memper. Yes. 
Mr. WALLACE. Not, as I am informed, by a great deal. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


ny 

ALLACE. I do not desire to yield to any one at present. 
gentleman has al! night before him to reply. 

STRUBLE. [If the gentleman from Louisiana does not yield, I 
the that he is not talking to the question. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, It 
[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. STRUBLE. If he can not help it, he should sit down. 
Mr. WALLACE. IfI have said anything you do not like, y 
vilege of answering me. 
ADAMS, of New York. 


not his fault. He can not help it 
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of Ohio. I insist the 
geht to be heard. 
insist he is not talking to th: stion before 
ruling of the Chair on the point of o 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled 
by asking the gentleman from Louisiana to procce: 
ADAMS, of New York. I 
or not he agreed with the gentleman 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, in |! 
in reference to the pension bill 


l returned | 
States, upon which the House wa 
Ma ] 


r, and has a ri 
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ldressed by tl 
iryland | Mr. McComAs |—wh 
Mr. MATSON) thought the Pr ong 

ote to overrule the a the President and 
ious vote of the Committee on Invalid Pensions ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will answer that question when th 
up before the House for action. It ] 
before the committee. I am not makin 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. 
or the son of a prophet. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think this sort 
in any way. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana will proce: 

Mr. WALLACE. I feel very honest in the action I hav: 
have no objection in the world to the passage of legitimate pe 
to the passage of legitimate appropriations of money out of the ‘1 
ury for private claims in any way when it is done in a legitimate 1 
ner; but I do most seriously object, and I shall continue to object 
a body of men coming to this House, all of them interested in a spe 
style of legislation, and passing bills indiscriminately without a proper 
consideration of those bills, as has been the case during this entire ses- 
sion. If thirty-six members from the State of New York should happen 
to assemble here on a particular night set aside for appropriations, and 
should pass an appropriation for their State of a million dollars, that 
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is not pertinent to the 


a prophet of 
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would be thought a terrific outrage. But members come here whose 
interest is as individual as that would be, and pass pension bills—men 
who utilize them for electioneering purposes. They do not give them 
that consideration which they ought to receive, and those bills do not 


go out from this body with that stamp of merit on them which they 
should have as coming from this House of Representatives. 

I therefore enter my protest—I enter it now and have entered it 
fore against the form of legislation we have had here to-night. he 
reports accompanying the bills do not even assign the origin of the dis- 
ease, do not even name the disorder of which the soldier died, do not 
tell us anything about it; but we are asked to pass them indiscrimi- 
nately and without question. We are told it does not make any dit- 
ference so long as they go to the President. And a large number of 
members in this House are glad that they dogo to the President, so that 
they may be returned with his veto, and thus give them an opport 
nity to make political speeches against him for vetoing bills which have 
no justice, no right, and which should never have emanated from a 
House of the distinguished antecedents of the House of Representatives 

Whether I am condemned or whether I am not condemned by gen 
tlemen present, or by this House at large in session with a quorum, [ 
make the assertion that this is not right, that it is not proper, that it is 


ry 
i 


not legitimate legislation. It is setting a precedent that may lead in 
the future to far worse things than the passage of a few small pension 
bills. There is no reason why we should not set aside an evening fox 
the passage of bills appropriating money for private claims, and with a 


precedent before us of this kind I see no reason why such action should 
not result in something very serious in the future. Therefore, as a Rep- 
resentative upon this floor, I object to it. And it makes no difference 
| how late I came here, I am as much a Representative as any man on 
| this floor; I have the same rights here under the Constitution as any 
other man on this floor. 

As long as I am a member of this House I propose to maintain my 
rights, and I shall actupon them, no matter whether my action is favor- 
ably or unfavorably received by other gentlemen who happen to con- 
| stitute a portion of this House. In the course that I am pursuing [ 
| feel that I have the approbation of men who look at this question from 
a& proper standpoint, men who are as disinterested as I am, men ¥ 
are as earnestly and cordially in favor of the passage of legitimate pen 
sion billsas Iam. [Derisive laughteronthe Republican side.} Y« 
Mr. Chairman, since I first made this move I have had the approbation 
of men against whom not a single man on either side of this House can 
rise and say ‘‘ My record is grander than yours in the war for the 
Union”’ [eries of ** Who are they?” ‘* Name!’’ ‘‘ Name!” ]—men 
whose names are emblazoned on every field where a battle has taken 
place and perpetuated by courage those scenes in history. 
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I have the approbation of such men, and whenever it is attempted 
to pass bills by such a body as this now present, a body so far short of 
a quorum of this House, not, 20 per cent., not 15 per cent. of the full 
House, I feel that I have a right to object, and I shall object, no mat- 
ter where my action may excite disapprobation. This is not proper 
legislation, and I shall raise my voice against it whenever an opportunity 
occurs. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, in order to test the sincerity of the 
learned doctor from Louisiana I ask unanimous consent to lay aside 
this bill and take up the next one, that being a case in which a specific 
disability is set forth, for his consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ISABELLA JESSUP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1853) grant- 
ing a pension to Isabella Jessup. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that that bill be considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabella Jessup, widow of Mahlon 
Jessup, deceased, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of lowa 
Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1853, 
having considered the same, report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, hereto attached, sets forth 
very clearly the facts in this case and establishes its merit. Therefore your 
committee adopt said report as their own, and recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

The petitioner is the widow of Mahlon Jessup, deceased, late a private in 
Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. At the battle of Shiloh 
the soldier was wounded in the left arm, from which re ensued before 
amputation. He was also wounded in one of his legs, and he was pensioned 
for loss of arm and leg wound at $8 a month, which was increased to $18 a month. 
At the time of his death the widow applied for a pension, but was rejected on 
the ground that his decease had no connection with the disabilities for which 
he was pensioned, The committee are of the opinion, from the testimony fur- 
nished by the claimant, that a different conclusion is justified. The wounds 
and amputation were ee to impair the man’s health, and to this was added 
blood-poisoning from erysipelas. On this sub the testimony is ample, but 
we refer to only one witness, Dr. J. A. Day, who treated the soldier during his 
last sickness, and who says: 

“ The erysipelas that ensued amputation never left him, and he was subject to 
succeeding attacks. From the wound in the leg he complained almost con- 
stantly of pain. His last sickness was pneumonia of right lung, but the extent 
of lung trouble did not warrant an unfavorable prognosis. e sank as from 
blood-poison. The connecting pathology can only be explained in the follow- 
ing manner: On account of the gravity of his wounds his had become 
a perfect wreck before he contracted pneumonia, and not being able to with- 
stand such a shock, he succumbed ily in the face of all remedies that I and 
a consulting pa could bring to bear on his case.” 

This view is corroborated by other testimony. It is also in evidence that the 
widow is advanced in years andin such needy ¢ as to have become, 
to some extent, a recipient of charity. 

The committee report the bill favorably, and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendatica that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. WEAVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1421) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Weaver. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Weaver, latea private 
in = y I, One hundred and forty-third regiment of Pennsylvania olun- 
teer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1421, 
have examined the same, and report: 
That the facts set forth in the re 
very clearly establish the merits of this case. Your committee are willing to 

oa it as their own, append it hereto, and recommend that the bill do 

The claimant enlisted June 12,1862,in Company I, One hundred and font. 
third Pennsylvania Volunteers,and served without interval, except when pre- 
vented by sickness, until his ——— 12, 1865. He a 
November 8, 1877, and in his d avers at Belle Land Va., 
March 4, 1863, he was sick with measies; at Spottsylvania Court House, Va., May, 
1864, he had remittent fever. As results of fever and measles is afflicted with 
weakness of limbs and disease of eyes. The Pension 
in great doubt about ae a in solving which six special examinations 


ported 

di lity and of its incurrence in the line of duty. 

od 7 nano ~ rt in these words: piston 

et man ven by parties an excellent reputation ustry a 
honesty. Nota word to the contrary haveI heard uttered. From all the evi- 
dence in the case it is my candid opinion that this isa just and honest claim, and 
the claimant should have the benefit of all doubts.” 

The committee, after a careful examination of all the evidence upon 
the case, have arrived at the conclusion e by this examiner, the 
claimant should have the benefit of whatever may exist in consequence 


of his inability to procure the testimony exacted the Pension Office, and 
P alias Gana 


therefore report the bill favorably witha 
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unteers; and, while marching w 
varicose veins, from which he has never recovered. Claimant swears that his 
injuries were caused by his horse falling into a deep gully in the darkness of 
the night while on the march. There were but two witnesses to the accident, 
oneo 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. 





JULY 9, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES LONG. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7796) 


granting a pension to James Long. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, re- 
uired to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations of 


the pension laws, the name of James Long, late of Company D, Ninety-third 


ment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 
Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


779%) granting a pension to James Long, submit the following re 


rt: 
James Long was enrolled as a private in Company D, Ninety-third Ohio Vo!- 
th Sherman to the sea, sustained a rupture and 


them now dead. The other, William Allison, testifies— 
“That he was with claimant when he fell into a ravine. The night was very 


dark, raining,and road bad. Lieutenant Barin was alongand saw accident, but 
he is now dead. Saw claimant twelve hours after accident, and examined in- 
juries to groin and leg. Injured parts swollen and discolored. Thought he was 
ruptured, and talked to him about it at the time. Did not see claimant again 
until about one week after his discharge from the Army.” 


Abundance of good, reliable testimony shows that this soldier was pew y 
welve- 


sound when he enlisted, and that he is now a total wreck, being rat 
eighteenths by the board of surgeons at Dayton, Ohio. Special examiners rec- 
ommend this claim for admission. 


Two 8 1 examiners furnished the Pension Office with exhaustive reports, 


and both unqualifiedly recommended it for admission, but the claim was re- 
jected because of no record of injury in service. 


While the testimony is scarcely conclusive enough to justify the issuance of 


a certificate under a strict enon of the general pension laws, it is yet 
considered sufficient for favora 
mittee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


le consideration by Congress, and your com- 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 


be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 


Mr. WALLACE. [I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


Louisiana that when the question is put he has a right to vote in the 
negativé, but his mere objection will not avail to prevent the bill from 
being favorably reported. 


Mr. WALLACE. I understand that. 
The question was taken; and the chairman decided that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, no 1. 
So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 


ommendation that it do pass. 


MARY J. HAGERMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 2160) 


granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY. I ask that that bill be considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Hagerman, widow of Hiram 


P. Hagerman, late of Company G, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


Sig Gomes on Uooetid, Pansions, to soa woe peceeed ie bill (S. pe) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman ve the same under considera- 
tion, beg leave to adopt the report of the Committee on Pensions, United 
States Senate, as their own, and likewise recommend the propane te bill. 

The petitioner is the widow of Hiram P. Hagerman, late of Com: y G, Fif- 
teenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. Her husband was pensioned for a severe 
wound in his arm, which rendered it helpless, and caused him much suffering. 
The physician who attended him in his illness says he died from malarial 
fever, ht on by overexertion. The wound, if not directly, was doubtless 
indirectly cause of his death. In his disabled state he was compelled to !a- 
bor as he best could for the support of his family. His overexertion brought 
on an illness of which he died, and his widow and children are thus prema- 
turel | ce individual efforts for their maintenance and of the sma!! 
pumiin Ww m. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN P. M'ELROY. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2233) grant- 
ing a pension to John P. McElroy. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 01- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P, McElroy, former! y of Com- 
pany D, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 

Se Coe o8 Seed Toeiees, to See op seed the bill (S. 2233) 
granting a pension 4 su : 

The facts in thin cave are fay set forth in the Senate report, which your com- 
mittee and recommend the of the bill. 

The certificate of utan 
soldier was enrolled on llth of A 

-ninth 


State, in D, 
until jie ties ord 


1862, at Green, in that 
Enrolled Militia, to serve 


of State of Missouri shows that this 


the war, and that he was mustered into the Statv 
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service as # private on that day, at the place and in the regiment above given. 
The pales avers that while engaged in co-operating with the United States 
forces in Northeast Missouri he received a gunshot wound, caused by the acci- 
dental discharge of a musket, by which a musket-ball struck the under part of 
his jawbone, governs and passing upward, tearing and breaking the tones 
of his side face and , severing and destroying the drum of the ear and to- 
tally Gostoaying Ne hese en He alleges that he is terribly disfigured and per- 
manentl All this is satisfacto 


y rily shown by the testimony of his com- 

rades and officers, who were eye-witnesses and by the allegations of surgeons. 
The licant applied for a pension almost immediately after the occurrence, 
the Office rejecting his claim on the und that the organization to 
which he bel. was at the time the injury was received, under contro! 
of a military o' r of the United States. In response to an inquiry of the Pen- 


sion Office utant-General of the United States says there is no evidence 
of service ae by McElroy on file in his office, or that the Forty-ninth Mis- 


souri Militia was under aoe of a military officer of the United States 
the of service. 
Oe thle oe tee my of Robert A. Campbell has some bearing. He 


he was major of the Forty-ninth Missouri Enrolled Militia Volunteers, and 
a active service in the id in Au , 1862. About August 31, 1862, he, 


witha of his com were oned at Paris, Monroe County, scout- 
ing ae rs; that while a portion of his command was so em- 

—— or near Floria, Mo., expecting an attack from the enemy, who were 
fa ty, the command of Genenil John McNeil came into the vicinity of 


vicini' 
affiant’s command, and being of higher rank than affiant and under command 
of General Lewis Merrill, United States Army, said McNeil took command as 


ee officer of the forces of Lieut. W. C. Kincaid, Company D, Capt. Benja- 
min Braustetter, Company G, of the Forty-ninth Missouri Enrolled Militia, and 
retained said forces under his command for scouting and military duty during 


the time that Lieutenant Kincaid’s and Captain Braustetter’s commands were 
under the command of General McNeil. Hethen goes on toshow that McElroy, 
who was corporal of Company D, was wounded as alleged, connecting the in- 
ury to this man with the fact that he was serving under control of General 
errill, of the United States Army, at the time. 

The Pension Office, however, does not accept this, in the absence of evidence 
from the Adjutant-General, as establishing the point necessary for the recogni- 
tion of the petitioner’s claim, and in a final letter the Commissioner says: 

“It is a case in which the office can do nothing. A special act of Congress is 
the only source for relief.” 

Formore than twenty years this man has been secking relief from the Govern- 
ment in behalf of which he took up arms, and now, needy, advanced in years, 
and helpless from his injuries, he appeals to Congress. It is said that his relief 
should come from the State of Missouri, in whose service he received bis in- 
juries. The committee do not so regard it. The State of Missouri was co-oper- 
ating with the United States to maintain the integrity of the Union; her forces 
were enrolled for that purpose, and they were at the disposal of the command- 
ers of the Union armies; and there is reasonable evidence that the organization 
to which McElroy belonged was under contro! of a general of the United States 


Army. 

Again, it has been said that his injuries may not have been the consequence 
of “certain military duties,” as prescribed by a strict construction of the statute ; 
but he was there—it was mili duty and nothing else that he was doing— 
and his injuries were the result of his being where he was, and in the discharge 
of a duty that he dared not refuse to perform, and the purpose for which he 
was ordered to his duty was identical with that which the United States forces 
were performing in the same vicinity, and in reality under the same commander. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ‘ 


POWHATTAN B. SHORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2163) 
granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it @c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Powhattan B. Short, late a private 
in Company K, Sixty-eighth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2163) 
granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short, submit the following report: 
Your committee, after a careful examination of this case, adopt the annexed 
Senate report, and recommend the passage of the bill: 
application of the petitioner was filed in the Pension Office and rejected— 
“Because the soldier was a militiaman, and not in the military service of the 
United States, and did not file his claim prior to July 14, 1874, the date of lim- 
for the filing of all claims on account of service in State militia.” (Sec. 


Rev. State.) 

“The soldier was a private in Company K, Sixty-eighth Missouri Militia. The 
Pension Office does not reject his claim upon any other ground than that he 
was debarred by the expiration of the law before he filed his claim. The disa- 
bility for which he seeks relief of Congress is injury to his eyes, incurred in the 
toda of his duty as a soldier. There is no record evidence in his favor, but 
that circumstance, in his case, does not prejudice his claim, inasmuch as there 

is other proof that is sufficiently reliable. 

Dr. Ira M. Raney testifies as follows: 

ysician in the counties of Iron and Wayne, State of 
day of July, 1862, I was duly commissioned first assist- 
ant surgeon in the Sixty-eighth ment Cavalry, Enrolled Missouri Militia, 
su up to the 12th day of March, 1865, when said 
regiment was disbanded ; Powhattan_B. Short enlisted as a private in 
ton July 28, 1862; thatI, as assistant surgeon, ex- 
time he enlisted and found him physically a sound 
; that while in the line of duty, and by exposure while scouting in South- 
Missouri, he contracted inflammatory sore eyes, and by overfatigue and 
the best treatment I could give him, his case ran into achronic 
before he discharged from the service; that I have treated his 
cereale. and the disease of hiseyes has grown 
examination | find that he is totally blind in right eye 
y out of the left; that said disease of the eyes was 
in said service and in the line of duty; that he, the said Short, 
has not now, nor any-trace of ever neoins had, any other disease, and he does 
not use intoxicating drinks of any kind; that said company and wagnnent 


were ty my enya the United States forces et the time in suppressing the 
rebellion in the of Missouri.” 
, in the opinion of the committee, sufficiently identifies the 


and the service. 

= is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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WILLIAM BRIVATANO. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1766) 


granting a pension to William Brentano. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted dc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Brentano, late of Company 


B, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1766) 
granting a pension to William Brentano, submit the following report 

Your committee, after a full examination of this case, adopt the annexed 
Senate report, and recommend the passage of the bill. The witnesses in this 
case are men of high character, and their statements are entitled to full credit. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1766) granting 
a pension to William Brentano, have examined the same, and report that the 
records in this case show that claimant enlisted as a private in Company B, 
Thirteenth Kansas Volunteers, August 19, 1862, and was discharged June 26, 
1865 

The records from the Adjutant-General’s Office show that claimant was in hos- 
pital at one time from October, 1862, until February, 1863, and also at other 
times, but the nature of the disease is not stated. 

Declaration for pension filed June 30, 1880, alleging rheumatism and piles, 

Claim rejected January 13, 1886, on the ground of insufficient testimony to es- 
tablish origin and continuance of diseases. 

The fact that claimant was accepted and mustered into the United States sery- 
ice is prima facie evidence of soundness at that time. 

The testimony of John Frank Kotsch, claimant’s first lieutenant, is to the 
effect that claimant was sound and strong when he enlisted, but thatafteratime 
he did have rheumatism, and that it was the result of exposure, and that claim- 
ant made a good soldier, and did detail duty when he was sick without com- 
plaining. 

The testimony of John T. Kernan, a comrade, corroborates the foregoing. 
The aflidavit of Dr. Charles C. Righter, dated April 9, 1885, shows continuance 
of these disabilities, and the certificate of Examining Surgeon Samuel W. Day, 
dated March 24, 1882, and certificate signed by Examining Surgeons James R. 
Dunean, J. T. Axtall, and E, P. Stearns, dated May 21, 1884,corroborates claim- 
ant’s statement and the other examinations. 

Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the committee 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its 
passage. 


The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


FRIDOLINE GLASTETTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2132) 
granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fridoline Glastetter, late a private 
in Company F, Second Illinois Light Artillery Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2132) 
granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter, submit the following report: 

Your committee, after a full consideration of this case, adopt the following 
Senate report: 

The petitioner was a private in Second Dlinois Light Artillery. He enlisted 
December 12, 1861, and was honorably discharged December 14, 1864. He applied 
for a pension for rheumatism, alleged to have been contracted by breaking 
through the ice on the Mississippi River on the 9th of January, 1864, and subse- 
quent exposure in wet clothing, while on his return from furlough. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions does not deny the existence of the disability, but says it 
was not contracted in the line of duty. Appeal was made tothe Secretary ofthe 
Interior, who sustains the rejection by the Commissioner. The records verify 
his service, and show that he was granted a furlough from November 21, 1863, to 
December 20, 1863, to enable him to provide a home for his children, his wife 
having died about that time. It is charged that he overstaid his time, and that 
it was after the expiration of his furlough that the accident occurred. 

The Adjutant-General informs the Pension Office that there is no charge 
against him for desertion or absence without leave, and the committee are of 
opinion that a severe construction should not be put upon his delinquency in 
view of the fact that he was absent on the sad errand of providing a home and 
protection for his motherless children, and the necessity for his prolonged ab- 
sence may have been imperative. At all events, there is no evidence that it 
was criminal ; and inasmuch as it is the principal ground of his rejection, the 
committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The question having been taken on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The CHAIRMAN said: In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 58, noes none. 

Mr. WALLACE. No quoram. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of ‘no quorum” being made, the 
Chair will appoint tellers 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] 
has serious objections to this bill 

A MEMBER. — He does not know anything about it. 

Mr. MATSON. Iwill ask unanimous consent that it be passed over 
informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar; so that we may go on 
with other cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object. I should not object if 
there were any objection to the bill itself; but not a word of objection 
has been urged against the merits of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. The gentleman from Louisiana { Mr. 
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WALLACE] himself did not even vote against the bill; and he raises 
the question of a quorum. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Nothing can be said against the bill. 
I can not see any propriety in passing over the bill if no objection is 
offered against it. If we are informally to passover bills to which there 
is no objection and are simply to sit here listening to the reading of 
reports and accomplishing nothing, that is mere boys’ play. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 


from. Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] and the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
WALLACE]. 


Mr. MATSON. I have a privileged motion. I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 
A Memper. Waita moment. [A pause. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana withdraw 
the point that no quorum voted ? 

Mr. WALLACE. There are two or three objections. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point ? 

Mr. WALLACE. IfI withdraw my objéction, there are other ob- 
jections. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. MATSON. 


Oh, no. 
I insist on my motion. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I hope that motion will not pre- 
vail. I think that this difficulty can be satisfactorily fixed up so that 
we can go on with our business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee must 
proceed in order; and the present occupant of the chair will not permit 
business to be transacted in any other way. Whatever the result asto 
this particular pension bill may be, the committee must preserve the 
order and dignity of its proceedings. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Matson, it was not 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Louisiana[Mr. WALLACE] 
and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] will take their places 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, 
no 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana insist on his 
point that no quorum voted? 

Several MemMBeRs. The point is not renewed. 

Mr. WALLACE. I insist. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call for the regular order. 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will cause the roll to be called, in ac- 
cordance with the rule. 

Mr. LAWLER. I understood that gentlemen were willing this bill 
should be over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put that question to the committee, 
and objection was made. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Aiken, Davenport, Hopkins, O’Domell, 
Alien, C,H. Davidson, A.C. Houk, O’ Ferrall, 
Arnot, Davidson, R.H.M. Howard, O'Neill, Charles 
Atkinson, Davis, Hudd, O'Neill, J. J. 
Baker, Dawson, Hutton, Outhwaite, 
Ballentine, Dibble, James, Owen, 
Barbour, Dingiey, Scheaee, F.A. Parker, 
Barksdale, Do y; Johnston, T. D. Payson, 
eee, Du * ote, J.T. Peel, 

r, Denn, elley, Perry, 
Bonk’ Eden, Ketcham, Phelps, 
Belmont, “ King, Pideock, 
Bennett, Findlay Kleiner, Plumb, 
Biand, Fisher, Laffoon, Ranney, 
Bliss, Foran, Landes, ter’ 
Blount, . Le Fevre, T.B. 
Boutelle, Frederick, Libbey, Reid, J. W. 
Boyle, Fuller, Lindsley, Reese, 
Brags, en ne. Little, Richardson, 
trown, C. E. C Long, 

Brumm, ; es, Lore, + 
Buchanan, Gibson, C. H. Lovering, Rogers, 
Buek, Gibson, Eustace Lowry, Romeis, 
Bunnell, Gilfillan, Mahoney, Rowell, 
Burleigh, Giass, Mark . Ryan, 
Doterectt Green’'R. 8 Maybury Sayers. 
Sutterworth, Green, . yers, 
Caldwell, Green, W. J McAdoo, Scott, 
Gomes — oa enor, ae Seranton, 
Campbell, J. M. Hale, cCreary, Seney, 

c —eeeae Ham d Moki “4 Seymour 
Jandler, ammon eKin » 
Cannon, Hanback, MeMillin, Shaw, 
Caswell, Harmer, McRae, Singleton, 
Catchings, Harris, Merriman Skinner, 
Clardy, Hayden, Millard, Smalls, 
Clements, Heard, Miller, Snyder, 
Cobb, H Milliken, Sowden, 
Collins, H D.B. Mitchell, Spriggs. 
Compton, Henderson, J.S. Moffatt, Springer, 
=. —— T.J. Morgan, Steele, wv 
Cowles, Morrow, St Marth. 
Cox, Hewitt, Muller, Stone, E. F. 
Crisp, Hires, M v. Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Croxton, Hiscock, N ‘ Storm, 
Curtin, Hitt, Strait, 
Daniel, Holman, Norwood, 
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Taylor, E. B. Turner, Ward, T. B. Whiting, 
Taylor, L. H. Van Eaton, Warner, William Wilkins, 
Thomas, J. RB. Van Schaick, Weaver, A. J. Willis, 
Thomas, O. B. Wadsworth, Weaver, J. B. Wise, 
Thom . Wait, Wellborn, Wolford, 
Th orton, Wakefield, West Woodburn, 
Tucker, Ward, J. H. White, Milo Worthington. 


The committee rose; and Mr. MATson having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hatcu reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had, according to order, had under consideration the |1i- 
vate Calendar, and had directed him to report sundry bills with var 
recommendations. 

And further, that the committee, having under consideration a | 
(S. 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter, and finding it 
without a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and had dire: 
him to report the namesof the absentees to the House to be spread u) 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
present and 125 members absent. 


a 


The call of the roll shows 98 mem! 


Mr. HATCH. 


dent we can not do any further business. 
ther motion is in order except there be a call of the House. 


I move that the House do now adjourn, as it is ey; 
[Cries of ‘‘ No.”’] No fur- 


only punishing ourselves to stay here. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 37. 


Se the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
The House divided; 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. NEECE. 


Mr. WILSON. 
The House divided; and there were 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


I move the House do now adjourn. 


I demand a division. 


I move that there bea call of the Ho 
and there were—ayes 52, noes 30. 


—ayes 24, noes 54. 


The roll was called, and the following members failed to answe: 


their names: 


The doors were then ordered to be closed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of absentees will now »e 
called for excuses. 


We ar 


to 





Aiken, Dougherty, Laffoon, Rogers, 
Allen, C. H. Dunham, La Follette, Romeis, 
Anderson, J. A. Dunn, Landes, Rowell, 
Arnot, Eden, Le Fevre, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Eldredge, Libbey, Sadler, 
Baker, Elisberry, Lindsley, Sayers, 
Ballentine, Ermentrout, Long, Scott, 
Barbour, Findlay, Lore, Scranton, 
Barksdale, Fisher, Lovering, Seney, 
rnes, Foran, Lowry, Sessions, 
Barry, Ford, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Beach, Frederick, Markham, Shaw, 
Belmont, Fuller, Martin, Singleton, 
Bennett, Gallinger, Maybury, Skinner, 
Bland, Gay, MeAdoo, Smalls, : 
Bliss, Gedile s, McComas, Sowden, 
Blount, Gibson, C. H. McCreary, Spriggs, 
Boutelle, Gibson, Eustace McKenna, Springer, 
Boyle, Gilfillan, McKinley, Steele, Ee 
. Glass, MeMillin, Stewart, J. W. ya 
Brown, C. E. Glover, McRae, St. Martin, 
| Brumm, Green, R. 8. Merriman, Stone, E. F. 
Buchanan, Green, W. J. Millard, Stone, W.J., Ky. . 
Buck, Grosvenor, Miller, Storm, "i 
Bunnell, e, Milliken, Strait, En 
Burleigh, Hall, Mitchell, Swinburne, 
Burrows, Hammond, Moffatt, Ss ‘ 
Butterworth, Hanback, Morgan, Taylor, E. B. d 
Caldwell, ae, Morrison, Taylor, I. H. F 
Campbell, Felix Morrow, Thomas, J. R. < 
Campbell, JM. Hayden, Muller, Thomas, 0. B. 4 
Campbell, J. E. Heard, M y, T aeaeeee. é : 
r, Hemphill, N ‘ rton, } 
Cannon, Henderson,D.B. WN a, Tucker, F 
Caswell, Henderson,J.S. Norwood, Turner, ¢ 
Catchings, Henderson, T.J. Oates, Van Eaton, ] 
Ciardy, Henley, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, b 
Clements, Herbert, O’Ferrall, Wadsworth 
Cobb, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Wait, 
Collins, H . O'Neill, J.J. Wakefield, 
Compton, Hiscock, Outhwaite, Ward, J.H 
Comstock , Hitt, Owen, Ward, T.B. 
Cooper, Holman, Parker, Weaver, A.J 
Cowles, Holmes, n, Weaver, J.B 
Cox, H Peel, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Houk, Perry, est, 
Croxton, Howard, Phelps, White, Milo 
Curtin, Hudd, Pideoek, Whiting, 
Daniel, Trion, Plumb, Wilkins, 
Dargan, James, Ranney, Willis, 
Davenport, Johnson, F.A. a Wise, 
Davidson, A. C Johnston, T. D. T.B. Wolford, 
Davidson, R.1i.M. Jones, J. T. Reid, J. W. Woodburn, 
Davis, Kelley, Reese, Worthington 
Dawson, Ketcham, Richardson, 
Dingley, Kleiner, > a 


Mr. AITKEN: No excuse offered. . 
Mr. ALLEN: of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ARNot: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ATKINSON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BAKER: No exeuse offered. 

Mr. BALLENTINE: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. BARBouR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARNEs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Beacu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELMONT: No excuse‘offered. 

Mr. BENNETT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLAND: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Burss: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Biount: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BourELLE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Boye: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BracaG: No excuse offered. 

My. Brown, of Ohio: No excuse offerea 

Mr. Brum™M: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Buck: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUNNELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BURLEIGH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Burrows: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CALDWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FeLtrx CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CANNON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CASWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CLARDY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CLEMENTs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cops: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CoLtiins: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Compron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Coorper: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CowLes: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Crisp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Croxton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CurRTIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DANIEL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DARGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAviIpsoNn, of Alabama: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAvinpson, of Florida: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAvis: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAwson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Diese: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DinaLey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DoUGHERTY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DUNHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DuNN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. EpEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ELDREDGE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. VIELE. 
ing the evening and was compelled to leave on account of sickness. 
move he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FINDLAY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FisuHer: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FoRAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Forp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FREDERICK: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FULLER. 

Mr. CONGER. I move my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gay: No excuse offered. . 

Mr. GeppEs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Grsson, of Maryland: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Grpson, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GILFILLAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Guass: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLover: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GrosvENOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALe: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAMMOND: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HANBACK: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Hanris: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HAYDEN: No excuse offered. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been here dur- 
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Mr. HEARD: No exenuse offered. 
Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HEN :soN, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 
Mr N of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

LEN ) e ! 
A Ht € ered 
I {y ; a» offered 
i re 1. 

) [ 1. 

i 7 l 
XT » « ad 
M H »e) 
Mr. HopK! \ 
Mr e. Woes 
' a. 

) 
nA 7. No ; 
M N ) 
tN oO NO € se « ed 

) IN, OF 1G na: No excuse « j 
Mr. JONES, of Alabam No excuse offered. 
Mr. KELLEY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. KETCHAM: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Kina: No excuse offered. 
Mr. KLEINER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. LAFFOON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. L EVRE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. I EY: No excuse offered 
Mr. LInDSLEY: No exeuse offered. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent that my collea 
r. LANDES be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 

M I No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lore: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LOVERING: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lowry: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MANONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MARKHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MARTIN: No excuse offered. - 

Mr. MAYBuRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McApoo: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McComas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCrREARY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCKENNA: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McKINLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McMILutIn: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McRAE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MERRIMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLARD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MIrcHELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morrat: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MORGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MORRISON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morrow: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MULLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Murpnuy: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NEGLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. PERKINS. 


Mr. NELSON was hereto-day. I ask that he beex- 


cused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OATES: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. O'DONNELL, | am satisfied, is 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: No exeuse offered. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri: No excuse offered 

Mr. OUTHWAITE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. HERMANN. 


I desire to ask leave of absence for Mr. OWEN. 


He has been quite unwell lately. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PAYson: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PEEL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PERRY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PHELPs: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PLuMpB: No exense offered. 
Mr. RANNEY: No excuse offered 
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Mr. REAGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Reep, of Maine: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Rerp, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Reese: No excuse offered. ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Riaas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RoGERs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RoMEIs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RYAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SADLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SAYERS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Scorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SCRANTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Senry: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Sxrssions: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SkymMour: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHAW: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SINGLETON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SKINNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SMALLS. ; 

Mr. O’HARA. Mr. SMALLS has leave of absence on account of sick- 
ness; and I would like to have him excused. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SOWDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SpricGs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEELE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. St. MARTIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SToNE, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STonE, of Kentucky: No.excuse offered. 

Mr. Storm: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Strait: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SWINBURNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Swope: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAyLor: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ike H. TAYLor: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THoMAS, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, Mr. THoMAS, of Wisconsin, had to 
leave the House to-day in consequence of sickness. I move that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TucKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TURNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VAN EATON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VAN ScHAICK: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, in reference to my colleague, Mr. 
Wapsworth, I ask that he be excused. It is known that he is not in 
robust health and is a man of advanced years. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WAIT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WELLBORN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. West: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wuire, of Minnesota: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. WuITING be excused. He was unable to be here this evening on 
account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wits: Ne excuse offered. 

Mr. Wise: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WOLFORD. 

Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. WOLFORD, was 
1 «to-night but was taken quite ill, and left the House in consequence 
ofic. He asks me to make this statement to the House; and I ask that 
he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WoopBuRN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WorRTHINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, Mr. 
GAy, be excused, as his health has not been good for some time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Ifyou want to ask that your other col- 
league be excused I think there will be no objection. 
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Mr. WEBER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BAKER, be excused on 
account of indisposition. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Without reference to the suggestion of the gen. 
tleman from New York I ask that my colleague, Mr. IRION, be ex- 


cused. He is on the committee appointed’ by the Speaker to go to Bal- 
timore, and is absent making some necessary arrangements. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is absent by order of 
the House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Iask thatmy colleague, Mr. BARRY, be 
excused. I know he is sick. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask thatmy colleague from Missouri, Mr. BLaNp 
be excused. He left the House this evening quite unwell. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. Owing to the illness of so many that are absent | 
would like them all to be excused, including the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana, Mr. WALLACE. He is very sick. 1 make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Kr1- 


| LEY, be excused on account of his advanced years. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I wish to know whether it is in order 
to ask the consent of my distinguished friend from New Orleans, M1: 
WALLACE, and cther gentlemen to call up at this time the bill (H. k 
1119) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States and to ask its immediate consideration and passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order. 

Mr. GOFF. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that my colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SWOPE, may be excused. His patient labors in preparing reports from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions have so exhausted him that he is 
not able to be present this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has leave of absence 
by order of the House. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. ATKINSON, be excused 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WINANS. Iask that my colleague from Michigan, Mr. Cox- 
STOCK, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. I ask that my colleague from Tennessee, 
Mr. BALLENTINE, be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.GROUT. Iask that my colleague from Vermont, Mr. STEWART, 
be excused. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I must object. There are too many members being 
excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the question is 
Shall the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] be excused ? 

The question was decided in the negative. : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask that my colleague, Mr. GEDDEs, bx 
excused. He is not well, and has been able to attend but a part of the 
sittings of the House during this week. 

Mr.GROUT. LIobject. If excuse is refused to one gentleman | ob- 
jeet to others being excused. 

The question being taken it was decided in the negative, and Mr. 
GEDDES was not excused. : 

The SPEAKER protempore. The doors will now be closea. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 40. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
sent up by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the har of 
the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the Ious 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the resolution just 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. LAWLER. Is the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to make an inquiry. 
members have been excused on account of sickness, and I wish to make 
an excuse for my colleague [ Mr. po geen 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is too late. It is not 
now in order to receive further excuses. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the gentleman from West Virgin's 
(Mr. Gorr]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 27. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas nays on this motion. 

= question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayecs |", 
noes 


I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
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So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. WILSON. I renew my motion that the House do now adjourn. | 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempare stated that the | 
‘noes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 59. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for tellers. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 20 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 31, nays 49, not vot- 
ing 242; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allen, J. M. Hill, Richardson, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Jones, J. H. Snyder, Viele, 
Cabell, Lanham, Stephenson, Warner, A. J. 
Dowdney, Lawler, Stewart, Charles Wheeler, 
Yorney, Mills, Stone, W.J., Mo. White, A.C. 
Grout, Neece, Symes, Wilson, 
Flalsell, Pettibone, Taylor, J. M. Winans. 
Hatch, Price, Tillman, 
NAYS—49. 
Adams, G. E, Culberson, Johnston, J.T. Rockwell, 
Adams, J. J. Dockery, Laird, Sawyer, 
Anderson, J. A. Dorsey, Little. Spooner, 
Bayne, Ely, Lyman, Struble, 
Blanchard, Evans, Morrill, Taulbee, 
Bound, Everhart, Neal, Taylor, Zach. 
Brady, Farquhar, O Hara, Wade, 
Browne, T. M. Fleeger, Osborne, Wallace, 
Brown, W. W. Funston, Payne, Warner, William 
Burnes, Goff, Perkins, Weber. 
Bynum, Haynes, Peters, 
Carleton, Hermann, Pindar, 
Conger, Jackson, Pirce, 
NOT VOTING—242. 

Aiken, Dingley, King, Riggs, 
Allen, C. H. Dougherty, Kleiner, Robertson, 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, Laffoon, Rogers, 
Arnot, Dunn, La Follette, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Eden, Landes, Rowell, 
Baker, Eldredge, Le Fevre, Ryan, 
Ballentine, Elisberry, Lehlbach, Sadler, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, Libbey, Sayers, 
Barksdale, Felton, Lindsley, Scott, 
Barnes, Findlay, Long, Scranton, 
Barry, Fisher, Lore, Seney, 

ch, Foran, Louttit, Sessions, 
Belmont, Ford, Lovering, Seymour, 
Bennett, Frederick, Lowry, Shaw, 
Bingham, Fuller, Mahoney, Singleton, 
Bland, Gallinger, Markham, Skinner, 
Bliss, Gay, Martin, Smalls, 
Blount, Geddes, Matson, Sowden, 
Boutelle, Gibson, C. H. Maybury, Spriggs, 
Boyle, Gibson, Eustace McAdoo, Springer, 
Bragg, Gilfillan, McComas, StahInecker, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glass, MeCreary, Steele, 
Brown, C. Glover, McKenna, Stewart, J. W. 

™, Green, R.S. McKinley, St. Martin, 

B fe Green, W. J. MeMillin, Stone, E. F. 

x Grosvenor, McRae, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bunnell, Guenther, Merriman, Storm, 
Burleigh, Hale, Millard, Strait, 
Burrows, Hall, Miller, Swinburne, 
Butterwo Hammond, Milliken, Swope, 
Caldwel Hanback, Mitchell, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer, Moffatt, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. Harris, Morgan, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, J. M. Hayden, Morrison, Thomas, J. R. 
Ss Heard, Morrow, Thomas, O. B. 

, Hemphill, Muller, | Thompson, 
Cannon, Hi rson,D.B. Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Caswell, Henderson, J. 8. Negley, Trigg, 
Catchings, Henderson,T.J. Nelson, Tucker, 
Clardy, Henley, Norwood, Turner, 
Clements, Hepburn, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Cobb, Herbert, O’ Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Collins, Hewitt, O’ Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Compton, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Wait, 
Comstock, Hires, O'Neill, J.J. Wakefield, 
Coven: Outhwaite, Ward, JH. 

Hitt, Owen, Ward, T. B. 

Cox, Holman, Parker, Weaver, A. J. 
Crain, Ho) . Payson, Weaver, J. B. 
Crisp, Hi q Peel, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Houk, Perry, West, 
Curtin, Howard, * Phelps, White, Milo 
Cutecheon, Hudd, Pideock, Whiting, 
Daniel, Hatton, Plumb, Wilkins, 
Dotonneet, — — — 

. ames, ney, we, 
Davidson, A.C. - Johnson, F. A. n, Wolford, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, T. D. ,T.B. Woodburn, 
Davis, Jones, J.T. Reid, J. W. Worthington. 
Dawson, Kelley, . 
Dibble, Ketchain, Rice, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. Hiscock, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. HaAMMonD with Mr. Lona, for Friday evening, July 9. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


just voted down a motion to adjourn. 





Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to reconsider the vote by 


whith the yeas and nays were ordered on the resolution of my colleague, 
Mr. Gorr. 4 F 


The motion was rejected. 





Mr. WILSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 24, noes 27. 
Mr. WILSON. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were refused; only 12 members voting in the affirmative. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. PRICE. I meve that the House do now adjourn. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order. The House has 
The question recurs upon the 
resolution of the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. Gorr]. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I move that further proceed- 


| ings under the call be dispensed with. 


The question was taken; and the chairman declared that the 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask for 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 22. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘Mr. PRICE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion is notin order. On the motion to 


ayes 


a division. 


| dispense with further proceedings under the call the ayes are 31 and 
the noes are 22. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Chair- 


|; man. 


Che question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRICE. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I now renew the motion that 
the House adjourn? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to adjourn is now in order. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 11 o'clock 
and 21 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim of 
Lucy A. Caldwell, of Jefferson County, Arkansas—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Daniel W. Raymond, for the 
passage of law giving veterans bounty—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of Jane Edge, of Lone Oak, Tex., 
asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Howard, Eastland, and 
Brown Counties, Texas, relative to removal of Federal court from Gra- 
ham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition and papers relating to the claim of Mad- 
ison Ledbetter and of James H. Howard, of Marshall County, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers relating to the claim of Mary Guyer, 
of Rockingham County, Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Chesley J. Burnett, of Morris- 
town, Pa., asking that his war claim be referred to”the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of John A. Raine, of Harden County, 
Kentucky, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of citizens of Scrantop, Pa., for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers in the case of Dr. John Pittman, 
for relief; to accompany House bill 4759—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

5y Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition and resolutions of Ransom 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri, asking for the passage 
of bill granting a pension to the widow of General Mower—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of various parties in behalf of the Old Home Guards 
and United States Reserve Corps—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of William Baker for reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of John Granfield and 25 others, 
citizens of the eighth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Maury 
County, Tennessee, 
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By Mr. BUCK: Petition of William Haspey and 22 others, of — 
bert J. Cooper and 28 others, of D. W. Clifford and 37 others, of 
Blake and 62 others, of Patrick J. Ralph and 78 others, and of Toma 
Fenton and 78 others, citizens of the first Congressional district of Con- 
necticut. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Dennis McGill and 40 others and of J. 
McDonald and 129 others, citizens of the fourteenth district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

' By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of H. S. Ball and 81 others and of A. J. 
—— and 116 others, citizens of the twenty-first district of Penn- 
syivania. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of E. Linquist and 30 others, of J. 
H. Shook and 70 others, of B. Dentsple and 14 others, of W. H. Mayer 
and 18 others, of R. Braughton and 28 others, of W. G. Cash and 60 
others, of C. A. Jones and 65 others, of M. V. Shiffley and 67 others, 
and of William G. L. Lash, ieee of sixteenth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of M. Hamilton and 50 others and of 
A. 5. Hathaway and 130 others, citizens of the fourth district of Mich- 
] n. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Paul Hober and 79 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of P. 8S. Drummend and 93 others, 
of James Freeman and 101 others, of J. A. Kelley and 100 others, of 
William Hartman and 45 others, of Jeseph Ryne and 130 others, and 
of Daniel Ely an4 510 others, citizens of eighth’Congressional district of 
New York. 

sy Mr. CARLETON: Petition of Robert Carlton and 100 others and of 
A. McDonald and 118 others, citizens of the seventh district of Michi- 
gan. 

3y Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of D. Sokeman and 70 others, of Frank 
Davis and 61 others, and of William Howard and 73 others, citizens of 
fifth Congressional district of Mi 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of T. Robins and 132 others, of H. Mar- 
tin and 213 others, of J. H. Cox and 181 others,"of William D. Ben- 
nett and 75 others, of L. H. Britton and 38 others, of W. F. Warren 
and 33 others, and of W. H. Ashley and 83 others, citizens of the 
seventh district of Iowa. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Thomas O’Brien and 180 others, 
of F. M. Crosby and 230 others, of Henry Rose and 210 others, of J. 
N. Mack and 8 others, of Mat. Hay_and 58 others, of Robert Johnson 
and 540 others, and of J. W. Davis and 355 others, citizens of the ninth 
district of Michigan. 

By Mr. DENGLEY: Petition of H. W. Copeland and 22 others, of 
J. A. Morgan and 98 others, of H. G. Turner and 52 others, of D. R. 
Manson and 140 others, and of H. M. Hobbs and 24 others, citizens of 
the second district of Maine. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Frank Herbert and 72 others and 
of W. C. Brady and 75 others, citizens of the third district of Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. EDEN: Petition of George Bell and 57 others and of J. Law- 
rence and 51 others, citizens of the seventeenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of E. P. Howe and 8 others, of Daniel Mur- 
ray and 150 others, and of James Donovan and 341 others, citizens of 
the ninth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Owen Hamilton and 316 others 
and of Martin Knapp and 41 others, citizens of the eighth district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of James L. Peterson and 129 others 
and of F. Erbach and 52 others, citizens of the fourth district of Mary- 
land. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of George Wolf and 500 other Knights of 
Labor and citizens of Cleveland, Ohio. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of A. Woods and 70 others, of Rudolf Leh- 
man and 305 others, of W. F. Gull and 224 others, of Jos. Butler and 
180 others, and of F. W. Rockwell and 89 others, citizens of the first 
district of Iowa. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of J. N. R. Bell and 230-others, citi- 
zens of the third district of Kentucky. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of A. Matterson and others, citizens 
of Atlanta, Ga. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of J. W. McIntyre and 234 others, of 
Charles G. Griffin and 38 others, and of J. C. Greenwood-and 175 oth- 
ers, citizens of the fifth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of J. H. Waide and 26 others and of 
Henry Jones and 24 others, citizens of the first Congressional district 
of Missouri. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of H. Bennett and 172 others, of Daniel 
Collins and 30 others, of H. Bennett and 172 others, of Pat McMannur 
and 60 others, and of L. A Knowles and 26 others, citizens of fifth Con- 
greesional district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of James J. Dunn and 209 
others and of George A. Scott and 258 others, citizens of the third dis- 
trict of Iowa. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Thomas Johnson and 193 others, of 
J. G. Painter and 49 others, and of E. F. Karns and 30 others, citizens 
of the eighth district of Iowa. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 9, 


By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of Philip Eckle and 73 others, of Theo- 
dore Simons and 40 others, of Charles I. Cleary and 23 others, of John 
MeNalley and 15 others, of Charles I. Cleary and 23 others, of Thomas 
Bennett and 100 others, of Fremont Parks and 55 others, and of C. H., 
Smith and 63 othefs, citizens of the twenty-fifth Congressional district 
of New York. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of George W. Coe and 80 others and of T. 
J. Bowen and 133 others, citizens of the third district of New York. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of James J. Casey and 146 others, 0; 
Fred. Schultz and 90 others, and of William Sullivan and 186 others, 
citizens of the second district of Illinois. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of James Butler and 65 others, of 
Hogan and 434 others, and of W. P. Cadaz and 115 others, citizens of 
the eighteenth district of New York. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of George Honeger and 67 others and of 
J. E. Donohue and 62 others, citizens of the eighth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Henry Lovel and 27 others, of J. 1. 
Wilder and 25 others, of M. W. Lynch and 24 others, and of F. W. 
Lewis and 121 others, citizens of the second district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of G. W. Dosh and 238 others and of 5. 
D. Briggs and 126 others, citizens of the ninth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Charles V. Ogden and 146 others 
and of L. 8. Long and 58 others, citizens of the sixth district of Mary- 
land. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of William Smith and 285 others and 
of C. E. Strong and 189 others, citizens of the twenty-sixth district 
of New York. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of W. J. Wabrass and 128 others, of 
Charles F. Swords and 40 others, of T. Janson and 46 others, of A. H. 
Wolf and 55 others, and of J. W. Graham and 87 others, citizens of the 
second district of Iowa. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of James J. Boulton and 124 others, and 
of John Atkinson and 820 others, citizens of the fifth district of Min- 
nesota. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of J. F. Sullivan and 23 others, of 
William Cunningham and 50 others, of Thomas E. Tobin and 35 others 
of W. J. Carroll and 20 others, of George Elmore and 46 others, o/ 
George L. Green and 129 others, of Riley Biggs and 155 others, of 
Henry Nichoff and 20 others, and of M. O’Brien and 27 others, citi- 
zeus of the eighth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of P. Minch and 230 others and of F. 
W. Brown and 250 others, citizens of the seventh district of Kansas. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of W. 8. Martin and 17 others, of William 
8. Tyler and 18 others, and of M. Connelly and 30 others, citizens of 
the second district of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of H. L. Bunker and 224 others and of 
Thomas J. Armstrong and 280 others, citizens of the eighth district of 
Illinois. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of W. H. Duffield and 53 others, of 
Andrew Rush and 40 others, and of John H. Stone and 88 others, citi- 
zens of third Congressional district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of James Hardy and 20 others, of H. ?. 
Lang and 26 others, of A. L. Jackson and 24 others, of H. R. Brown and 
19 others, and of D. Sheehan and 82 others, citizens of the third dis- 
trict of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of J. B. Fulkerson and 115 others, 
of Julius Eaves and 19 others, and of W. R. Moore and 48 others, 
citizens of the fourth district of Kentucky. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of M. E, Dixon and 36 others, of \ 
McKinney and 141 others, of H. Rollins and 145 others, of N. T. Sul- 
livan and 120 others, of Henry Stephenson and 103 others, and of J. 
R. Foster and 46 others, citizens of the third district of West Virginia. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of H. L. McConneck and 146 
others and of Thomas Stockpool and 92 others, citizens of the first dis- 
trict of Vermont. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of J. C. Shelby, of 
Moscow County, Kentucky, asking that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Robert Martin and 84 others and o! 
James Gallagerand 26 others, citizens of the eleventh district of ?enn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of C. W. Lurr and 43 others and of J. !’. 
Bali and 66 others, citizens of nineteenth district, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Daniel J. Keiley and 1,768 others, 
James Cullen and 279 others, of J. E. Rockfeller and 72 others, oi 1. 
J. Cash and 310 others, of Albert C. Johnson and 180 others, of |’rice 
Jones and 112 others, of J. E. Rockfeller and 72 others, of Thomas !' 
Manning and 99 others, of H. Frey and 80 others, of F. A. Patten! id 
537 others, of Daniel Ryne and 121 a of Thomas D. Price and ” 
others, of Daniel Ryne and 121 others, and of John Warren an< 198 
others, citizens of first 


ae oe 
By Mr. TARSNEY: er . A. Crosby and 73 others, 0! \\ 
H. Sctecmn end 91: <thum, ant i C. A. Crosby and 73 others, citiz 
of eighth Congressional district Of Michigan 
Mr. WAKEFIELD: ne oe B. Smith and 25 others and 
of J. 8S. Hilton and 42 others, citizens of the second district of Minne 
sota. 
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By. Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Charles Butterworth and 
160 others, of J. A. Workman and 190 others, and of Charles E. Jones 
and others, citizens of the fifth district of Missouri. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 10, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLrr, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, and after proceeding for some time read the following entry: 


The pro tempore laid before the Senate the resolution yesterday sub- 
mitted by Mr. RippLEBERGER providing that the doors shall not be closed dur- 
the n of executive nominations, 


Mr. Harnts raised a question of order, namely, that the resolution proposed 
an amendment to the standing rules of the Senate and that the provisions of 
Rule XL prescribing the mode of amendment to the rules were not complied 


th. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore sustained the point of order; and 
Ordered, That 


the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [I ask that the Journal be corrected in re- 
spect to that resolution. I can not understand why the President of 
this body shall have the right to direct that a resolution shall lie on 
the table. ‘There is a very wide distinction, if the Chair will allow 
me to state it—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to correct the 
Journal when the reading of it is concluded. The Senator will wait 
until the reading of the Journal is completed, and then a motion can 
be made to correct it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well, sir, I will wait. 

The reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was resumed 
and concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Virginia is now in order. The attention of the Chair has been called 
to the entry in the Journal. The Chair simply announced that the 
resolution would lie on the table. That was the mere announcement 
of an existing fact; but if the Senator desires any other disposition of 
the resolution than that indicated by the Chair, it is now in order to 
submit the matter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not understand it, perhaps. I should 
like to be exactly right about it. If the Chair shall designate that the 
resolution shall lie upon the table, then I can not make a motion to 
take it from the table and debate that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly the Senator can call 
itup. It is in the most favorable possible condition for consideration 
by lying on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But the motion is not debatable, and my 
purpose in offering the resolution, I am frank to state, was to get a mat- 
ter before the Senate that might be debatable. I do not think, with 
all deference to the Chair, that it is his prerogative to lay the resolution 
upon the table; it must be done bya motion from the floor. I ask par- 
don if Iam mistaken, but I think to lay a resolution upon the table 
must be done by a motion from the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of any motion, the 
Chair always lays the pending question upon the table; but if the Sen- 
ator desires to submit a motion now, it will be entered and brought up 
at the time. 

Mr. DLEBERGER. If the Chair will permit me, my under- 
standing was that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] raised 
the point of order that my resolution was not in order because it did 


not give a day’s notice, yet the resolution itself had been presented here 
the day before Now, if the resolution is laid upon the table on the 
third day, I can not fail to understand that I must make a motion to 


take it from the table; and the resolution was laid on the table, as I 


understand the reading of the Journal, by the dictation of the Chair 
and not by any motion that from the floor. I say this re- 
spectfully. Of course such a disposition of the resolution defeats the 
whole motive and fae ae I had in offering the resolution. 

if the Chair is that he is right in laying the resolution upon 
the table, then I undersiand the rule that applies to it, and I shall try 


s 


conduct m accordingly. 
PRESIDENT pre toncore The Chair will again advise the Sen- 
ee gr the announcement of the Chair is simply what 
in the absence of another motion the resolution would 
will state the matter to the Senator, so that there may be 
controversy about it when the question comes up again. The Sen- 
seems to have misapprehended the point of order 
from Tennessee. His point of order was not that 
given, but that the resolution itself did not embody 
rule that the Senator proposes to change and the pre- 
that he proposes to insert. That is a point which can 
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be supplied by the Senator at any time by simply giving notice as to 
where in the rules he desires an amendment to be made and the pre- 
cise form of the amendment. The resolution is upon the table subject 
to call at any proper moment in the proceedings. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Chair receive two petitions at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to amend the Journal was 
made, but it is not insisted upon. The Journal will stand approved as 
read if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

































PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAYTON—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate : 


I herewith return without approva! Senate bill No. 856,entitled “An a 
provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio.” 

It is not claimed that the Government has any public department or business 
which it should quarter at Dayton, except its post-office and internal-revenue 
office. The former is represented as employing ten clerks, sixteen regular and 
two substitute letter-carriers, and two special-delivery employés, who I suppose 
are boys only occasionally in actual service. I donot understand that the present 
post-office quarters are either insufficient or inconvenient. Bya statement pre- 
pared by the present postmaster it appears that they are rented by the Govern 
ment for a period of ten years from the 15th day of October, 1883, at an annua 
rent of $2,950, which includes the cost of heating the same. 

The office of the internal-revenue collector is claimed to be inadequate I 
am led to believe that this office is fairly accommodated at an annual rental of 
$900. It is not impossible that a suggestion to change the area of this revenue 
district may be adopted which would relieve any complaint of inadequacy of 
office room. 

With only these two offices to provide for, I am not satisfied that the expendi- 
ture of $150,000 for their accommodation as proposed by this bill is in accordance 
with sound business principles or consistent with that economy in public affairs 
which has been promised to the people. 


tto 


but 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 9, 1886. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 100) for the reliefof William H. Crook, which was returned from 
the House of Representatives in compliance with the request of the Sen- 
ate yesterday upon a motion to reconsider. The bill will be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill was, recalled on the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Piums], and he is not in his seat now. I suppose 
probably the motion to reconsider will be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the ordinary way. It will 
lie on the table or be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it had better lie on the table until the Sen- 
ator who asked for the return of the bill comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. CONGER. Being laid on the table, it is placed in a position 
where it can be reached when the Senator from Kansas comes in. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money 
on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of In- 
dians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, which has been returned 
from the House of Representatives in accordance with the request of 
the Senate made yesterday. The bill will lie upon the table, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs], upon whose motion the 
bill was recalled, is absent. 

EXECUTIVE COMMI 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
ply toa resolution of December 18, 1885, certain information as to 
claims on file in the Department for moieties or shares of penalties un- 
der the internal-revenue laws. This letter is quite lengthy, contain- 
ing many details. If there be no objection, with the accompanying 
papers, it will be referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of the board of 
Army officers convened to consider the subject of the acceptance of a 
site on Lake Michigan near Chicago, Ill., tendered as a gift to the 
United States by the Commercial Club of that city for military pur- 
poses, and requesting such legislation as will authorize the Govern- 
ment to accept the same; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NICATIONS. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Theodore 
Moses and other citizens of the eighth Congressional district of N« 
York, praying for the passage of the following measures ai t sent 
session: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 
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2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
rrants; 

, 3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursement of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of Robert Johnson and 400 others, 
citizens of the ninth Congressional district of Michigan; the petition of 
Thomas O’Brien and 180 others, citizens of the ninth Congressional 
district of Michigan; the petition of John W. Davis and 355 others, cit- 
izens of the ninth Congressional district of Michigan; the petition of 
W. H. Ostrom and 21 others, citizens of-the ninth Congressional district 
of Michigan, and the petition of Thomas Walsh and 75 others, citizens 
of the fifth Congressional district of Michigan, praying for the passage 
at the present session of the following measures: 

1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 
grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4, House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding lands in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONGER also presented the petition of James Carey and 99 other 
citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, praying for the passage of the 
oleomargarine bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., remonstrating against the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Oneida,.Kans., pray- 
ing for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of La Kans., praying 
for the passage of the following measures at the present session of Con- 


8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to Phoebe H. Meech; and 

A bill (S. 2759) to remove the political disabilities of W iiam H.F 
Lee. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow 
bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the concurre: 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; and 

A bill (8. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the Hous: 
appointed Mr. BARNES CompTon, Mr. CHARLES H. GIBson, Mr. L. 
McComas, Mr. SamueL Drpsxe, Mr. A. B. Inton, Mr. W. i. Ws 
and Mr. W. J. SToNE, of Kentucky, the committee on the part o 
House to take order for superintending the funeral and to escort 1! 
remains of Hon. WILLIAM H. CoLe to their place of burial. 

VETOED PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I report back sundry veto messages of the Pr« 
of the United States on pension bills from the Committee on Pen 
and submit reports thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reports will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. Messages of the President of the United Sia: 
returning to the Senate with his objections thereto— 

A bill (8. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (8. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. Dc 
Krafft; j 

A bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (8. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahr; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey; 

A bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to John 8. Williams; 

A bill (S te - 2025) granting a pension to James Butler; 

A bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O’Shea; 

A bill (8. ond ting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham; 

A bill (8S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; 

A bill (8. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck; and 

A bill (8. 2186) ting a pension to Louis Melcher. 

The PRESIDENT pr pro tempore. Is it proposed to have the bills placed/ 
on the Calendar? f 

Mr. BLAIR. Let them be placed on the Calendar and the reports 
printed. In all cases the report is in favor of the passage of the }i!! 
the veto of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bills 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether those cases have been considered by the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. All the vetoed cases were referred to the commit: 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that they were referred to the commit- 
tee, but I ask the Senator whether they have been considered by the 
committee ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I am about to answer the Senator’s question, but | do 
not talk with that rapidity which enables me to do so without pausing. 
I was proceeding to answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. KENNA. I presume the Senator has his own time in w)iich to 
do so. I have no disposition to hurry him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was saying that all these veto messages were referred 
to the committee for its action. Thereupon the committee considered 
the matter and made this order: 


Ordered, That the several veto messages of the President be referred respe 
ively to the members of the committee who reported the bills vetoed, with 1"- 
structions to examine and report the same back to the Senate, submitting a0y 
qandlcuste tn taadana ke oneinn and re-examination which they think nec 
po eh that ne minority of the committee have leave to pre 


Mr. CAMDEN. I ask the Senator whether there was a quorum 0! 
the committee present when that order was made? 
Mr. BLAIR. When that order was made there were two meme" 


Mr. Hoar. I rise to a question of order. 


Mr. BLAIR. Let me answer the Senator from West Virgini«. _ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts "'s 
toneunetion efenien.. The Senator from New Hampshire wil! }20°°. 

Mr. HOAR. My question of order is that it is not competent to (~ 
mand the proceedings of a committee except so far as they are report! 
by the committee itself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not insist 


gress: 
1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 


2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


grants; 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad and land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with 

> House bill organizing the ‘Territory of Oklahoma; 

. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
dena 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery 

8. Bill directing doatneis of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of J. K. White and 26 other 
citizens of the first district of New York, the —— of 
John Gaffey and 100 other citizens of the eighth onal district 
of New York, the petition of John Stewart and 115 other citizens of 
the eighteenth ional district of New York, the petition of 
George Buchanan and 22 other citizens of the nineteenth 
sional district of New York, and the petition of M. Crawford reed 
other citizens of the twentieth district of Ohio, prayi 
for the passage at the present session of Congress of the Stoolin eee 
ures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


one Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have 
not been strictly complied with 
4. House bill the Territory of Oklahoma; 
. 5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
ement; 
6. Bill prohibiting aliens from eee land in the United States; 
7. oe Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 
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upon a matter of that kind which members of the committee or others 
have seen fit to give to the papers, and which has entered into this con- 

in a way which is designed to reflect upon that member of the 
committee who is now speaking to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not aware that any such thing had happened. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was aware of it. 

Mr. KENNA. So far as I am concerned I have made no reflections 
upon anybody; but I should like to know, and I desire every Senator 
to know—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire every one to know. 

Mr. KENNA. Whether that was the report of the committee or 
not. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of order is witidrawn; 
and the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLarr] has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have read the order of the committee under which 
action was taken on these vetoes. There were present in the commit- 
tee at the moment when the order was dictated to the clerk two mem- 
bers, myself and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. The 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE], who was absent on some 
other committee, had sent me word that for the purposes of a quorum 
and the action of the committee I should consider him present. I 
afterward notified the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] and the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] of the action of the com- 
mittee, and the clerk was instructed to notily other members if he had 
theopportunity. TheSenatorfrom Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] requested 
me to examine the cases which had been vetoed and which were origi- 
nally reported by himself, as he had not the time nor the strength to 
attend to them; whereupon I proceeded to examine every one carefully 


that I have undertaken to report to the Senate. Every member of the 
committee had the opportunity to be there. If the Senator from West 


Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] was not aware of the order of the committee, 
he might find a possible excuse in the infrequency of his attendance 
upon proceedings of that committee. The whole matter has been 

ed with in accordance with custom, and with the utmost de- 
sign to be candid and square with everybody concerned. 

Mr. VEST. What is the motion now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to place the bills re- 
ported upon the Calendar with the messages of the President and the 
reportsof the committee. That order will be made asa matter of course 
unless objection is made. 

Mr. CAMDEN rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia rise to address the Chair on this question ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CAMDEN. r. President, I am directed to present the views 
of certain members of the Committee on Pensions in relation to Senate 
Report No. 1424, signed by HENRY W. BLAIR for the committee, which 
assumes to be the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions on the 
veto messages of twenty-three pension bills by the President. I wiil 
read the views of the members of the coinmittee herewith submitted, 
which will explain themselves: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Pensions, beg leave to state 
that they had no knowledge of the report, nor have they any knowledge of any 
order, resolution, or action of said committee authorizing the report (S. No. 1424) 
signed by “Henry W. Biarr, for the committee,” reviewing the vetoes of the 
President on twenty-three ion bills and animadverting upon the same. 

The are justified in the inference that said report was not the au- 
thorized expression of the Committee on Pensions, from the fact that it is well 
kuown by the proceedings of this body that two additional members of that 
committee were absent from the Senate at the date of said alleged report and 

absent from the Senate. This fact induces the belief that said report, 
condemns with such indiscriminate severity the objections made in the 
the President in the various cases refe to, is simply the views and 
Hon. Hexry W. Bvarr, of said committee, and is not the authorized 
views and report of said committee. 

An order purports to have been adopted by said committee on the 29th of June 
referring the veto T+ <> President respectively to the subeommittee 
who reported the said bills; subcommittee to examine and report the same 
the Senate upon the objections of the President to each bill, each sub- 
oa re of ey bills which he originally 7. to the 

was the proper course to pursue, for eveey veto 
by its own merits—as the facts justified in each case. Weare 
that the manner in which the President’s objections to 
the various bills referred to have been disposed of by said all 
and highly objectionable. No general terms of 
it would seem, were proper in reviewing the President's objections, for 
in the of each veto he had assigned specific reasons. 
in the most emphatic manner, disavow all responsibility 
, sentiments, and its conclusions. We regard the 
t rt as unwarranted by any action of the commit- 
the ent’s reasons for the vetoes referred to do 
criticism or censure of this body. From the weight of the 
the President to each bill he has felt himself constrained 
ample justification for what has been so je pee nl de- 
ot tndinioe We do not find in any of the vetoes under re- 
on the part of the President, a want of justice or 
in the bestowment of honors or rewards on our soldiers; we 
to mete out justice in all cases of meritorious claims sub- 
we will add to the censure of the so-called report by at- 
that the ident is in proper nee with all proper 
which attest the appreciation felt by the country for its 


We can not perceive the merits of the reasoning that would discriminate 
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in favor of a pension bill by any legal or moral requirement, because the ob- 
ject of such a bill is to reward a soldier, or provide for a member of his family. 
There can be no justification, either for the President or a member of this body, 
in bestowing a benefaction when the law and the facts do not justifyit. Next 
to the injustice and ingratitude of totally ignoringthe patriot soldier, who held 
his life as a willing sacrifice for his country, would be the heedless and indis- 
criminate lavishing of bounties which rank the pretender and undeserving 
with the deserving hero. The brave and devoted soldier must regard every re- 
— bestowed upon the undeserving as an injustice and a disparagement to 
simself. 


The undersigned would protest against the report as unauthorized, and 
against the unmerited censure which has been bestowed upon the President in 
the alleged report referred to, for no other reason, so far as we can see, than 
that he has seen fit honestly, conscientiously, and with a faithful regard for the 
public interest to exercise his constitutional prerogative in discriminating be- 
tween the deserving and undeserving in bestowing pensions. 

J. N, CAMDEN. 

A. H. COLQUITT 

FE. K. WILSON 

W. C. WHITTHORNE, 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator now permit me a question? Allow 
me to ask him if any of the signers of that report ever examined a single 
one of these pension cases, either, before or after the veto, or knows 
anything about them ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. The committee has not considered them. 
have not been before the committee so far as I know. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can answer my question more definitely than the 
Senator does. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I have only examined the record. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was not one of these bills reported by a mem- 
ber of the political minority of the committee. No oneof the political 
minority of the committee, so far as I know or believe, ever examined 
the bills or evidence originally or since the veto messages, or has any 
knowledge whatever upon the subject of the merits of the claims to 
which they allude. If the Senator thinks otherwise or believes other- 
wise or has himself any personal knowledge, I should be glad to have 
him state it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will state to the Senator that I was present in the 
committee-room on Tuesday, the 29th of June, at which time the order 


They 


| purports to have been made referring these cases to subcommittees. 


There was no other person in the committee-room. The clerk told me 
that one or two members had been in there, but had gone away, and 
that the chairman was engaged on some other committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. That was the day, as the Senator knows——. 

Mr. CAMDEN. SofarasIam concerned, or the members who signed 
the minority report which I have read, they did not know that sucha 


| report was in contemplation, and they knew nothing about it. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has not answered my question. I asked 


‘the Senator if he or any other member of the committee, who has 


signed the paper which he read as the views of the minority, knows 
anything of the merits of the cases that were vetoed ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. We claim that we represent the views of the ma- 
jority; that there was no expression of the committee on the subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand the Senator. I ask him‘if he or 
any member of the committee who signed that paper has examined any 
one of these vetoed cases ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. So far as I know they never had an opportunity of 
doing so; they never knew anything about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Camthe Senator deny that they had the opportunity 
when these cases were all examined and disposed of at regular meetings 
of the committee ? 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask whether it is in order now to move to 
recommit the matter to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of the opinion that such 
a motion would be in order. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to submit that motion, to recommit the re- 
ports and all papers touching the reports and the bills and veto mes- 
sages, in each case, to the Committee on Pensions for the consideration 
of that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
moves that the several reports referred to be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon that motion I desire to say that these vetoes came 
to the committee in the usual way and have been pending there some 
considerable time; that ata regular meeting of the committee this order 
was made, and that members of the committee Who were not present 
were notified of the making of the order. 

In the nature of things the examination of these papers would not be 
made by the mass of the committee, and the several vetoes were sent to 
those members of the committee who had made the original reports. 
We followed the usual method of investigation, with instructions that 
if members of the subcommittee saw fit or if any question arose it 
should be presented to the full committee for instructions; otherwise 
with instructions to report the veto messages back to the Senate. 

I have stated the position in which they were examined. I have also 
stated the fact that the order which has been read to the Senate left the 
matter entirely open to any member of the committee who was dissat s- 
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fied or saw fit to examine the reports to submit the views of the mi- 
nority. The papers are still in the possession of the committee, and 
they have been yw all the time. 

If there is anything further that the committee can do in regard to 
the matter, Ido not knowit. There is a great amount of labor in- 
volved in these cases. We have done all we could in regard to the re- 
ports and veto messages, and I object to recommitting them. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that these reports ought to be recom- 

; mitted to the committee. The of the committee are cer- 

: tainly irregular. When we act upon a case of this kind I think we are 
entitled to have the judgment of the entire committee or at least a 
quorum of the committee. Iam quite prepared myself to take up and 
discuss some of these questions at any time with reference to the Presi- 
dent’s veto, and I can discuss them without reference to the report of 
the committee on the facts that are in the case; but I think as a matter 
of propriety these cases ought to go back to the committee and the com- 
mittee ought to bring them here ina way in which there can be no ques- 
tion about them. 

Fer that reason I shall vote to recommit the reports to the commit- 
tee, with the expectation that the chairman will then assemble the com- 
mittee, or if the committee refuse to assemble, that the matter will 
there lie, and the responsibility must be with those who refuse to come 
to make up a quorum. 

Mr. KENNA. In submitting the motion I had in view precisely 
what has been indicated by the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from West Virginia will 
pause fora moment. The Chair must remind the Senate that a motion 
to recommit, although now entered and now debatable, will be entered 
in these several cases on the Calendar, and that will be the first thing 
to be discussed when the cases come up in order. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that; but as two Senators have been 
heard, I ask that I may be heard for a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope theSenator will be allowed to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom West Virginia will 
proceed. 

Mr. KENNA. I wish in submitting the motion simply to secure 
the consideration by at least a quorum of the committee of these cases, 

K and that the Senate may have the benefit of the views of a quorum of 

a. the committee when they come to act finally upon this subject. No 

5 matter how it happened (and I am not disposed at this time to animad- 
vert upon motives), it appears from the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire himself that what purports to be the report by the 
committee, which indulges aa severity of language in reference 
to the President’s action in a g with alarge — of these cases, 
is the action of two members of a committee of n 

We have not even the statement of atinuaenten, New Hampshire 
that this report ever saw the eyes of more than two members of the 
committee, and it seems to me that in any case, under the ci 

; the Senate would not hesitate to recommit to the committee matters 
which require the attention and on which the Senate is entitled to the 
attention of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I prefer to cut this whole matter short by asking that 
the motion to recommit be to, and I give notice to every mem- 
ber of the committee that we shall take this matter up at the regular 
meeting next Tuesday morning, and I hope there will be a full attend- 
ance of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the various 
messages, bills, and reports referred to will be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 





HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
at announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway; 
A bill (H. R. 887) granting a Du 
A bill (H. R. i 
A bill tir R. 7418) granting a pension to Emily Threadgill; 
A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; 
A bill (H. R. 8150 es eT ie maa 
A bill (H. R. 8352) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite 

8635 


A bill (H. R. granting a pension to Irene $ 
A biil (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael ick; 
A bill H.R. granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 
A bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry. 
The above eleven pension bills were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
NS ne ee ae 
the bill (S. 2343) supplemental to an act 
titled ‘‘An act to afford assistance and reli the Exec- 
utive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against 
the Government,’’ reported it without amendment. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1436) for the relief of H. M. Jones, submitted 
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Senate bill 2262 and recommend its indefinite postponement. 
Senate bill relating to the same subject as the House bill just passe: 
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an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was pos: 


y 
Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported a: 


amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 0; 
dered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to James 


Nobles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
tee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2830) granting an increase of pension { 


Edward Leahy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commer 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8973) to authorize the constru 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missi. 
sippi River at or near Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, to report it wit! 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
construction of a railroad bridge, and is in accordance with the requir 
ments of the Engineer Department. 


It is for the 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am authorized by the same committee to report 


It is 


The bill (8. 2262) te authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon 
er bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Du 


and 
buque, in the State of lowa, was postponed indefinitely. 


SEIZURES OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN FOREIGN WATERS. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to call up the resolution I offered yesterday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the call of the Senator 


from Massachusetts of his resolution the Calendar is now in orde: 


Whenever the resolution is produced it willbe reported. Itis not nov 
here. 
Mr. CONGER. I hope we shall go on with the Calendar. 


Mr. HOAR. This is the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is now in the po: 


session of the Secretary, and will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar yest«: 
day, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be req so far as in his 
opiniones ay eae with the public interest, to inform the Sei. 
a Ob nye oe enreeae as Saeeen Mga to the 

Gonacaleans ioe onde op td all correspon di iter tone 

or cause ence relating to the 
anema, and whet efinste have been enade peeuans soleene Gerench seizures anil 
to prevent the recurrence 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to amend that by inserting after the words 
‘‘any American vessels’’ the words “‘since January 1, 1886.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
his resolution. The resolution will be so modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

A MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Clark, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (FH. R. 8950) to re 
move the political disabilities of Francis Sorrell, of Roanoke County, 
Virginia; which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

message further announced that the House had passed the bil! 
(8. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning, with an amendmei', 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the’ Speaker: of the House had 
om the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 199) providing for print- 
delivered in Congress upon the late Michael Hahn; and 't 
ius Aecemige hepa top tho ania eon dengare 
COLLISION SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The first case on the Calendar wi! 
be stated under the special rule made a few days ago. 

The bill (8. 4) to permit the owners of certain vemels, and the 6 \- 
ers or uuderwriters of laden thereon, to sue the United Sta‘: 


proceeded consider i 
A Sm ort yr. srg The bill having been heretofore re: 
in full, if there be no objection and no amendment—— 
Mr. EVARTS. There was an amendment in the nature of a substi 
tute by the Committee on the J 
The ENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment reported by the Committce on 
the Judiciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 0! 
the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the owner or owners of any American ship or vessel engaged in or bo- 
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tothe United States merchant-marine service, and the owners or under- 
writers of the cargoes laden thereon, and the owners or underwriters of any 
property on board thereof, may, and they are hereby authorized and empowered 
to, sue United States in any United States district court in which the parties 
80 , or any of them, may reside, sitting as a court of admiralty and acting 
os rules ing such courts, for any damage, loss, or injury to such 
ship or vessel, or her owner or owners, or to the owners or underwriters of any 
co laden thereon, or of any epopastyon, board thereof, arising from or attribu- 


to the nee any vessel owned by the United States, or tothe 
negligence or want of skill of those in charge thereof, by collision; and the said 
district court is hereby authorized to enter a judgment or decree for the amount 


such injury, loss, or damage, if any shall be found due, against the United 
Thanos, hee of such owners or underwriters, upon the same principles and 
measure of Babette, with costs, as in like cases in the admiralty between private 
poten nk with same rights of appeal that now exist by law in civil cases 

which the United States are a party: Provided, however, That this act shall 
not extend to occurring prior to the passage hereof, nor in any case shall 
any such suit be brought more than six years aiter the collision shall have oc- 


Sec. 2. That the process or ure by which such suits may or can be 

and service on or notice tothe United States or its officers shall be made 

ven, may be ane by courts of adm ralty by rules or orders made 

therein; and it shall be the duty of the Attorne’-General of the United States to 

cause the United States attorney in each distrivt to appear for and defend the 
United States in any such suit brought in his district. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the bill, but I would suggest 
to the Senator from New York that there should be a proviso that all 
actions which may arise among different parties for the same collision 
or injury shall be consolidated in one. The United States should not 
be at the expense of meeting every single item of damage for all un- 
derwriters’ cargoes. 

Mr. EVARTS. I would say to the Senator from Michigan that the 

i practice of admiralty courts is to require consolidation of that 
kind when there are different claimants, but it is hardly possible, I 
think, to preclude a suitor from bringing a suit merely because other 
and quite independent interests do not join; but the whole matter is 
plastic in the hands of the admiralty courts to guard against the mul- 
tiplication of costs or suits. 

Mr. CONGER. But this bill authorizes bringing the suit not in the 
admiralty courts, but in the Court of Claims, as I understand. 

Mr. EVARTS. Oh, no; nothing but admiralty. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I misunderstood the reading of the bill. Per- 
haps the rules of the admiralty courts could be made to accomplish the 
object which I desire. My impression was that this authorized suit to 
be b t in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS. No. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will say a word about this bill. I 
ought not to insist upon its being presently heard if there are any ob- 
jections; and as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrELL] who is not 
now in his seat told me he would consider whether an objection that 
he made when it first came up would be renewed or not, I ask that this 
matter stand until Monday in the same shape as it now stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over informally, subject to the same rule. The Chair hears 
no objection. , 

EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. RrippDLEBERGER April 12, 1886, in 
relation to the consideration of executive business in open session was 
announced as the next business in order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
Mr. EVARTS. There is. 
Mr. PLATT. I think that had better go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, being objected to, 
over. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


_ Resolved, That all matters other than those relating to treaties shall be con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate in open session. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the present 
consideration of the resolution, it goes over. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. That is not a resolution which can be ob- 
jected to. That is a resolution introduced by me some months ago; it 
comes —e its regularorderon the Calendar. I ask information from 
the if I am not correct ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now proceeding under 
a special order, which hag been read several times, by which any objec- 
tion ones any business on the Calendar, leaving it on the Calendar. 
The Se from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] was understood as object- 
7s consideration now. 

PLATT. The Senator from New York objected first. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Chair will excuse me, I did not hear 
the order under which we are proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again have the order 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That for the next six days of the legislative sittings of the Senate, 
call for and d of resolutions shall have been passed, the time 
half past 12 apne shall be Cetad to tho Gases, 

case thereon, every matter objected to passed 
shall be limited to five minutes for any Senator on the question. 
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Senator from Virginia that he is out of order. 
minded of that fact. 


from the decision of the Chair? 


is taken ? 


osition? 





Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I believe we have five minutes’ de- 


bate on this question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This being objected to, it is passed 


by under this rule. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Does that resolution cover that which is 


on the Calendar, or does it cover new business? 


The PRESIDENT protempore. 


It covers everything on the Calendar. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 


I asked whether that resolution does not 


simply cover new business and not that which is on the Calendar ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the Senator is through the 


Chair will endeavor to answer. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I mean to make myself as clear asI 


possibly can that you can not offer a resolution here up to your half 
past 12 o’clock which is not subject to objection; but is it to be con- 
strued from that order that business upon this Calendar remaining there 
since last April is to be beaten by a single objection ? 
construction, then where and when am I to look for the rules of the 
Senate? 
tion proceeding from the Senator from Tennessee 
I could not make a proposition here unless I had given a day’s 
and the Chair sustained the Senator from Tennessee. 
sition pending that is Calendar business, that isa matter which has 
regularly gone on this Calendar, that has been discussed by the news 
papers, that has been discussed by Senatorson this floor. 
poned because it was said that aSenator who was sick could not deliver 
himself of the remarks that he wanted to make, and he sent them here 
and had them read by another Senator. 


If that is the 


I was told here yesterday morning by the Chair, on a sugges- 
(Mr. HARRIS], that 
notice, 
Here isa propo- 


It was post 


It was again 

The Chair must again remind the 
He has been twice re- 
The Chair must submit the question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I am not discussing the point of order, if 


the Chair pleases. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Does the Senator take an appeal 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir, with all due respect. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is whether the 


decision of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 


Mr. HOAR. Will theChair state the decision from which an appeal 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


This resoiution came up in its reg- 


ular order on the Calendar under thespecial rule under which the Sen- 
ate is acting. 
the Chair was proceeding to lay before the Senate the next case on the 
Calendar according to the rule. 
that is not in order, and appeals from the decision of the Chair. 


Objection was made by the Senator from New York, and 
The Senator from Virginia insists that 


Mr. RIDDDEBERGER. 


Again, Mr. President, that resolution was 


put over because the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} was not 
here and he wanted to deliver himself of a speech. 
done it; and his speech has gone to the country in yellow envelopes, 
sent everywhere. 


Since then he has 


What excuse can there be now for a refusal to vote upon this prop- 
Sir, if I am asked to give a reason myself I can draw it from 
the lesson of yesterday, for I undertake to say that things which were 
uttered here in executive session yesterday 

Mr. INGALLS. I call the Senator to order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is debating a question 
upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. He has no right to quote what was said in execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have not quoted it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
senta motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
then. 

Iam not one of those Senators who study words in order to affront 
gentlemen here and then take them from the Recorp the next morn- 
ing. I say, sir, that I have proposed this resolution from the time I 
came here, and I ask Senators whether the time is ever to come when 
we can vote upon it. I want the country to know that we mean to de- 
termine at some time whether we ought to have secret sessions of this 
body or whether the nominations of the President of the United States 
shall be passed upon in open session. 

I say again that there were words uttered here yesterday that no man 
would have uttered outside of an executive session of the Senate of the 
United States. I mean to impersonate nobody; but, sir, if you will 
assume for a moment that my name is John Smith, and that 1 was be- 
gotten and builded outof the smallest material in the United States or 
even in this world, I should not yet have been capable, in my judg 
ment, of asserting before the Senate that I had a letter which declared 
that a certain man had dickered and traded, and yet be unwilling to 
produce the letter. 

If I am out of order in saying that, then I am out of order, and let 
the Senator from Kansas call metoorder. When I make an allegation 

that sort in executive session, then I shall be out of order under a 

her rule than obtains in this Senate. 





Wait till I do. 
Does the Senator from Kansas pre- 


It will be quite time to call me to order 
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I ask now, as I prepose to ask at every opportunity that shall present 
itself, for a vote upon this proposition, standing as it does upon the Cal- 
endar, ruled cut as it has been since, I think, about the 9th day of April 
last, I might almost say kicked out. Senators have spoken upon it, 
and we were asked to let it pass by because somebody was sick; and 
now it is up for a vote; and why can we not vote upon it? 

Sir, I can understand further that a man is willing to make a contest 
in executive session that he is not willing to make openly before the 
public. Ido not mean to say that there is any one Senator here who 
makes that sort of dispute or that kind of distinction; but I mean to 
say that it is not proper or right. It is due to men whose names are 
sent here for confirmation that they should have the public know what 
charges are brought against them and how they are sustained. 

Mr. President, this is under the five-minute rule, as I understand it, 
and I will control myself. I will take it for granted that John Smith 
is before this body for confirmation and that I am to determine on tes- 
timony taken by a committee whether he is fit and qualified for the of- 
fice. I will assume that he comes here and answers negatively what is 
affirmatively charged against him. I will assume for the purposes of 
what I want to state here that there comes from Massachusetts a Sen- 
ator by the name of Brown. I will assume for the purposes of what I 
want to state that there is a Senator coming from Virginia by the name 
of Smith, and then I will assert that neither of them, Brown nor Smith, 
would have dared to say in the open sessions of the Senate about some- 
body else that which was said in executive session yesterday. They 
would not have dared to face the doctor from Southampton—and if that 
is objectionable I will name him as from Northampton, in order to 
preserve executive secrets. They would not have dared to bring into 
the Senate such a statement as was made here. I ask pardon; I with- 
draw that statement, because I am afraid Iam getting a little over the 
line. They would not have dared to say in open session of this body 
what I know has been stated in the secret and executive sessions. 
They never dared to state even in executive session that a certain man 
was not qualified for the office, that he had not the character that quali- 
fied him for the associations of the office, and I could see in that their 
character, but Bell-telephone stock was disporting itself around this 
Capitol and trying to make it appear that a man—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
rises to a question of order. He will state it. 

Mr. HOAR. My question of order is that this appeal is not debat- 
able. It being an appeal from the decision of the Chair on a question 
itself undebatable, it therefore should be decided without debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I submit that that is not correct. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Virginia will pause 
amoment. The Chair is perfectly aware that the —_— is not debat- 
able, having been made upon 4 question that is not debatable; as if a 
Senator should make a motion to adjourn and an appeal should be taken 
from a decision of the Chair arising on the question of adjournment, it 
is clear it would not be in order for any one to debate that question. 
The Chair has not felt disposed to enforce the rule against the Senator 
from Virginia; but if the Senator from Massachusetts makes the point 
of order, the Chair will be compelled to rule that the Senator from 
Virginia is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Weare all very impatient to get at the Calendar, and 
I think we should not have a long debate on taking up a matter on the 
Calendar out of its place. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator, 
however. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is a question whether the Senator will 
allow me to proceed. I hope he will not object. I shall soon be 
through. 

Mr. HOAR. How long does the Senator expect to take. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. I do not know. I havea few things tosay. 
I shall not be long. 

Mr, HOAR. I will waive the question of order for the time being 
on the request of the Senator from Virginia in order that he may con- 
clude his remarks, but I hope we shall be able to proceed with the busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I see that the Senate is im- 
patient to get to the Calendar to pass bills that make appropriations, I 
suppose river and harbor bills and a great many other things. I do 


* not want to be the obstacle in the way of passing money ap,ropriation 


bills; I do not want to be in the way of raising the revenu that is to 
be derived from the bills which the country wants passed; but I have 
just this to say, and it will be all that I shall say now, allegations have 
been made, seemingly sustained by the words of a Senator, which I 
challenge and say are not true. I mean by that that a Senator from 
Vermont or a Senator from anywhere else who might by ibility as- 
sert that he had letters inculpating Joe Brown or John Smith or any- 
body else with the dicker the sale of offices uttered that which is 
unbecoming a man and is not true. I say that, sir, for the man him- 
self, and I need not say it for myself. 

I say more thanthat. I say it is shown by a public record like 
this ee copy of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD) that a Solici- 
ter-General u Grant’s administration recognized that he had 
what was considered a mistake in not referring a certain document 
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the Secretary of the Interior, and then referred it to the Secretary of 
the Interior, who sent it back, and said that for the public good a suit 
ought to be instituted in the interest of the American people and in 
the name of the United States only, and he did. He was forbidden to 
come upon this floor, but the Bell Telephone Company was here. [ 
know it, and if other Senators do not know it it is not my fault. 

Mr. President, I want to do that which I think is just to myself. 
The man for whom I am speaking here in a way does not need it and 
perhaps would perfer that I should not say a word. I want this reso- 
lution voted upon because it will give a man like him an opportunity 
of being lesa baie as well as the possible owners of Bell-telephone 
stock on this floor. 

There is quite a difference between a man coming here representing 
a constituency—and we can take up the census reports of 1860 and 
since and see what the increase in the value of the property in his State 
amounts to—and a man who comes here and compares his own stock 
at the value of the constituency that is behind him. That is the way 
this thing began yesterday and the way it ended. Twenty-eight to 
twenty-five is a public record this morning—twenty-eight to twenty- 
five was the record yesterday when the yeas and nays were called. | 
know it, and other Senators here know it; but the influence which was 
brought to bear—Mr. President, if I get out of order you will have to 
call time again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia was re- 
minded several times that he was out of order in referring to proceed- 
ings elsewhere. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask you to call me to order every time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not call the Senator 
to order. He hes violated the rules of ordér on several occasions this 
morning. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think I have been almost constantly re- 
minded of that fact. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the rule read for the proceeding 
of the Senate when the Chair has made a ruling that a Senator is out 
of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the Senator will withdraw his point I 
have said nearly all I want tosay. I know of course that if you put 
a coal on the back of a terrapin he will continue to crawl. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will 
pause. Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to have the rule 
read ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have yielded the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks for the reading of the rule. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

Mr, HOAR. Let the rule be read, and then proceed with the Cal- 
endar, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Rute XXXVI. 


Executive sessions— 


Mr. HOAR. No; the rule I refer to is that for the proceeding of the 
Senate when the Chair holds a Senator to be outof order. He can then 
only proceed with the leave of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia has re- 
sumed his seat. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I waive the reading of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be proceeded 
with. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstruc- 
tive and injurious deposits, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair must submit the question 
of the appeal made by the Senator from Virginia. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe that is on the question of taking 
a vote on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the appeal. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw the appeal, and ask now that 
the vote be taken on the resolution for open sessions, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That has been passed by. The nex! 
case on the Calendar will be stated. ‘ 


OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 


The bill (8. 2157) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York city, by dumping or ot)c'- 
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses, and making other pro- 
visions in eonnection therewith, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. One word of explanation. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to the consideration of that. 

Mr. MILLER. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I donot. 

Mr. MILLER. It is a very important measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bil! goes 
over under the rule. 
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MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


The bill (S. 780) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital | be engrossed for a third reading, read the thied time, and passed. 
Service of the United States was announced as next in order. SAMUEL F. GARRETT. 
The bill was repdrted from the Committee on Commerce with amend- | The bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garrett was 
ments. considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing the 
The first amendment was, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ passing a,’’ | name of Samuel F. Garrett, late a private in Company I, Thirty-ninth 
to strike out “ successful ’’ and insert ‘‘satisfactory;’’ so as to read: | Ohio Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 
fficers Servi Jnited § Mr.VEST. Let the report be read. 
ae 6 ted eee tiaas ler ana with the advine end commons of The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 


Senate; no person shall be so appointed until after passing a satisfac- | \J; RRE- 
Seapeenenliaine in the several branches of medicine, surgery, and hygiene be- fay 11, 1886: 


board medical officers the said service. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1840) 

fore a am of e granting a pension toSamuel F. Garrett, have examined the same, and report 
Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over. as follows: 

e PRESIDENT pontoon The bill, being objected to, goes over This soldier entered the service July 4,1861,and was honorably discharged 

The e ? & Ob) . » Goes July 9,1865. Through exposure and hard service he claims to have contracted 

under the rule. , E chronic diarrhea and inflammatory sore eyes while in the line of duty, and in 

o the bill? November, 1879, applied for pension. 1is claim was rejected in January, 1884, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Who objects to the bill? N ber, 1879, applied for } This cl jected in J 1884 





: : 7113 ++ | upon the ground ‘‘that there has been no pensionable disability from aileged 
Mr. VEST. Iwanttoexamine it. I supported the bill in commit- | (MMos since dscheree.” 
tee, but I have heard statements about it since which lead me to de- 


An examination of the papers in the case, however, discloses the evidence ta 
sire to examine it. be abundant that the claimant was, and is, greatly disabled. His father’s family 


£ : + as . physician testifies to his robust health and entire freedom from disease prior to 
Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be passed over without prejudice. Iwill his enlistment, and the War Department records show that he was treated for 
say to the Senator from Missouri that the Senator from Maryland who | the disabilities alleged in the Government hospitals. 
sits next to him [Mr. GORMAN ] has an amendment to offer, and that The following a agar to from =e eee oe the House Cumamaiites on In- 
* . -17 .| valid Pensions set forth other and undisputed testimony tothe same effect, 
amendment Tam advised ought to be inserted at the end of the bill. while the Department examiner, R.G. Charles, gives his recommendation for 
I understand the objection of the Senator from Maryland is removed | allowing the claim: 
by the of his amendment. ‘His officersand semetnetety ws his having Sethe aie in November, 
» : s33. 1861, and sore eyes in 1863, and that he never recovered from either disability 
Mr. V - Ido not know that I am against the bill; but the Sen- during his service. His neighbors, who have known him from boyhood, testify 
ator from Maryland spoke to me about it. 


to the continuance of the diseases from the time of discharge, in 1865, up to the 
Mr. McMILLAN. Let.it be passed over without prejudice, so that | present. Drs.Grinnell, Graham, Stephenson, and Connell, skillful and reputable 


it be called up again hysicians, bear positive testimony to his disabled condition from the causes al- 
. 7 - ‘ eged. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed overinform- ** Notwithstanding the rejection of this claim by the Department, the Depart- 
ally. ment examiner, R. G. Charles, recommended its allowance in the following 
. . * : . words: 
Mr. MILLER. I simply Tse for information. As I understand it, ‘**From my examination of all the evidence in this case, I am of the opinion 
under the rule that we are now acting when a bill is objected to it goes | that the claim should be admitted for chronic diarrhea and inflammation of eyes. 


over informally. It does not lose its place or change its place on the | 
Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Not at all. 
. Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The word ‘‘informally ’’ is not in the res- 
olution as I read it a moment ago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If a Senator objects positively, it 
goes over under the rule. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do object positively. 
‘sab Eoin on the eee taieaden re ee dee Ok Sone net The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
Mr. MILLER. It retains the same position on the Calendar ? unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to consider the Calendar 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to a motion to take it up. | under the present order until 1 o’clock. Is there objection? 
| 


I think that claimant has beer. disabled for performing manual labor during the 
years from 1863 to 1882 in degree one-half.’ 

“All of the witnesses testifying in support of the claim are of the highest char- 
acter and best standing, and all of them have lived in the same community with 
the claimant since his birth.”’ 

This committee think the facts and evidence sufticient to warrant the claim, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Before we reach the hour at which the rule ceases, 
I ask unanimous consent that we continue the Calendar until 1 o’clock 
under this rule. 


Mr. McMILLAN. M uest was that it should be passed in- Mr. VEST. I object. ai 
formally and retain its oloin easllte the present call. fee _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the question 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is their objection to the proposition | 48 02 House bill 1840. 
made by the Senator from Minnesota that this bill be passed over in- ieee ee oe on Me ome ~ rpm res: ordered to 
fo subject to the rule? a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. IDLEBERGER. I object to its being considered. RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The eeeee piri Objection being made, the bill goes The PRESIDENT protempore. The hourof 12.30 having arrived 
over. The next case wi 5 : Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
ADJUSTMENT OF STATE CLAIMS tion of the river and harbor bill. 
. ‘ i ; The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
oan 2S aby it te detene of te eet eee ne Be x: Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making ap- 
7 iations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
as next in order. = : ; ; : 
. Sr . public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending 
Mr. ane. ae pe. ae - a soragy ten ma - attempt oo question being on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Com- 
Tbe PRESIDENT ore ie. The bill oug, roe im my charge. | merce, in section 1, to insert the clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, 


inclusive, as amended. 
TAXATION OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Itisnot necessary to read the amendment again. 
The bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of I think we were about to vote on the amendment known as the Hen- 





a = of distilled spiri : 5, nepin Canal amendment. 
. CONGER. The Seaaie soho mauipeb thes cheer} tn thst case [Mr The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on that amendment. 
ALDRICH] not being p t, I desire that the bill be passed over F Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask to have the amendment reported. 
The ene protempore. The bill will be passed over. , The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 
JOSEPH FRANCIS. ane “ey 5 ‘ : ; : 

Z : ? The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services of | appurtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may 

Joseph Francis was announced as next in order. have in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United 


‘ : ‘ States for canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the General 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not wish this taken up just at the moment | Assembly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, ac- 

when we are about to pass to another order of business. I ask thatit | cepted on the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly 
oe until Monday without prejudice. f of the State of Illinois. 


3 anon P . For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River, at ear the town o 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be oe. ne. oF neae the town of 


Hennepin, in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, at or above the 
passed over informally. mouth of Roek River, in said State, together with such feeders and other works 
. ANDE T. M’REYNOLDS. that may be necessary tosupply said canal with water, $300,000. Said canal shal! 


be anew as the om and mee yy River Canal, and shall be constructed 
The consideration : ; s on such route as may be determined by the Secretary of War: Provided, That 
of the bill (S 2217) for the = of Andrew T. it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to secure the right of way 

Was resumed as in Committee of the W hole. for such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such Jandsas may be necessary 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is ona motion | by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be 


heretofore made refer the bi : : done on reasonable terms; but if that shall be found impracticable, then the 
Mr. PL ATT. to — to - Committee on Claims. Secretary of War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district court of the 

. Let the be read. United States for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at any 

Soe ceeet Shenk read the bill. general or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United 

. CONGER ; ; : tates institute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be 
The motion to hope - = not be recommitted. necessary for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court 


shall be governed by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may 






































































































are rt 3 





6726 


a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 10, 






























be applicable to the subject of condemning private property for E pebble ase: 
Provided further, That said canal shall = #0 feet bmg al the ao oun yonte hh nag 


deep, with a capacity for vessels of at least 
waste-weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, bri ae a other erections and = 


tures that may be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and 
branch as specified in said survey. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a very 
short time with a few remarks upon this proposition. The great im- 
portance of this work and its great value to the commerce of the North- 
west has been placed before the Senate in a very clear and to my mind 
conclusive manner by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], and I 
can not undertake to add to the demonstration made in his speech re- 
garding this whole question. 

I know, Mr. President, that there is a great difference of opinion in 
the country regarding this work. There is, of course, a difference of 
opinion on this question in the State of New York. But so far as I 
have become acquainted with the opinion of the commercial bodies of 
New York, that portion of our citizens who have given the subject of 
internal improvements much attention, I think I am justified in saying 
that there is little difference of opinion, and that as a rule they believe 
this to be a very important work, and one which should be undertaken 
by the General Government. 


INSTRUCTED BY THE STATE OF NEW YORE. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a resolution passed by the assem- 
bly and senate of the State of New York, January 29, 1885, when this 
measure was before the Senate at that time, which I read: 

Sratz or New York, 1x Senate, Albany, January 29, 1885. 
Resolved (if the assembly concur), That ourSenators and Ss in Con- 
gress be respectfully requested to u pane Bs of an appropriation of $300,- 
000 to aid in the qoustrenian of the E Mississippi ( ennepin) Canal 
in the river and harbor bill now Du ~ 

This resolution is indorsed as having the assembly on the 
29th day of January, 1885, and also indorsed as having passed the sen- 
ate upon the same day, and it is ly attested and signed by the 
clerks of the two bodies. That saeiasion was after due con- 
sideration by the Legislature of New York. It was passed, if I re- 
member correctly, without much opposition to it. 

The commercial bodies of several of the principal cities of New York 
did at this time in 1885 send here resolutions similar to this, indorsing 
the measure and asking the representatives of the State of New York 
to vote for the appropriation; and I believe that this resolution presents 
the best judgment of the commercial bodies and commercial men of my 
own State. 

New York having constructed with its own moneys the Erie Canal, hav- 
ing expended upon that canal in round numbers $60,000,000, and now 
having made it free to the commerce of the country, maintaining it free 
at an expense of about three-quarters of a million dollars per annum, 
for which a tax is levied upon the property of the entire and 
having during the last session of the present ture of the State 
made an appropriation of $200,000 to go on with the work of doubling 
the length of the locks in the Erie Canal, it is very natural that our 
people should turn with much interest to an enterprise in the Northwest 
which they believe will do very much toward i the amount 
traffic which shall pass through our canal and seek a i 
through the great port of the ik ofNew York. We believe that this 
canal would do for the country lying west of it, the great wheat-pro- 
ducing region of America, substantially what the Erie Canal has done 
and is now or or all the country w: lies west of it. 

We were told here the other day by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] that the day of canals had passed, and that the age of the iron 
rail had come, and that works of this kind were antiquated and out of 
date, and could be made of no value to our The returns of 
freight carried by the Erie Canal during the past ten years lend no 
proof to that statement, but absolutely disprove it. The amount of 
freight carried over the Erie Canal for the ,past few years has varied 
but very little, being from five to six — — per annum. 
year it was less than the year before, but it not as much less as 
the amount of Geights etiiedl Wy a spent tomes Madeet teeeenn 
was. Business was depressed then, trade was dull, business was 

+ trunk line of this country lost very much in its tonnage, 
or at least in its receipts. 

The Committee on Interstate Commerce, of which I have the honor 
to be a member, made an investigation of this matter a 
if the Senate will turn to the testimony taken that ttee it 
will find one statement made by every pene Fan who was 
brought before it when —s in eo 
transportation, and particularly in regard to the 
tenance of the ErieCanal. Mr. Blanchard said to that committee 
the Erie Canal was the absolute regulator and controller of 
rates of all the produce of the West seeking a market iv the 
it controlled the rates for ak coe outers® produce just as 
upon the Grand Trunk line, the Baltimore and 
the Pennsylvania, and etiemensienndl Ohioas it did 
York Central Railroad, which rans alongside the Erie rors 

Mr. President, if you will go over the railroad rates of the 
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to see the rates that are charged on the transportation of grain ani 
farm produce from the West to the East you will find that that stat: 
ment made by Mr. Blanchard is undoubtedly correct, and that to- 
day the Erie Canal is the only power which is controlling and regul.t- 
ing the freight rates of this country. Were it not for the beneficent 
influence of the Erie Canal exerted to-day, and the influence which it 
has exerted upon the commerce of this country in the growth and de- 
velopment of the West for the past quarter of a century, we should no 
to-day, in my judgment, be sending to Liverpool either a bushel o/ 
grain or a ton of farm produce of any kind. We could not to-day com- 
pete in that market with India and with Russia in the disposition of 
wheat and other farm products were it not for the low rate of freiglit 
prevailing upon the great lakes and their extension, the Erie Canal. 


CANALS TO BE BUILT HEREAFTER BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. President, the State of New York, having expended, as I have 


said, $60,000,000 to build and maintain this great highway free to al|, 
believes it has a right to ask the Federal Government, in the change: 
condition of affairs which has taken place, to come to her aid. By this 
remark I mean to be understood as saying that all these great works 
must hereafter be built by the Federal Government, that no individual! 
State will ever again undertake them; and the policy of their construc- 
tion and their maintenance by the Federal Government is undoubte(! ; 
settled for all time to come. 7 believe it to be a wise settlement; I e- 
lieve that all these 
structed, and shoul o maintained by the Federal Government. So 
I hold to-day that the Federal Government ought to come forward ani 
aid the State of New York in maintaining 
ought to come forward and voluntarily aid that State in the enlarge- 
ment of the canal, in the deepening of its waters, and in the lengthen- 
ing of its locks. The Federal 

for the benefit of the State of New York, in my judgment, at least 


t works should be undertaken, should be con- 


the Erie Canal free, that it 


Government to-day ought to appropriate 


uarters of the annual cost of the maintenance of the Erie Canal. 


The State of New York has not yet asked it, but I believe the day is 
not far distant when the State of New York will ask it and will demand 
_ the Federal Government that it shall make annually, year by year, 

aa appropriations for the maintenance of this canal free, and thai 
tt 8 


1 make proper appropriations for its enlargement and improve- 


ment. 


Mr. President, I stated that I believed the change of system under 


which we are now operating, whereby the Federal Government is to 
construct and maintain all works of internal improvementof nation:! 
importance, is a wise change in our c 
our Union have not the machinery of government by which they can 
properly constract and carry on great internal 


The separate States o/ 


improvements. Itis truce 
many of the older States of the Union have done it; but I venture the 


assertion here and now that no State of this Union ever undertook 
and carried on for any len 


gth of time any great work of internal im- 


provement which did not sooner or later result in bringing great scan- 
dal and corruption in the State government. These 
States have always been made the football of politics. They have fur- 

nished the bulk of the patronage to the party that might happen to | 


works in the 


in control of the State government; and thus it has been that in N«\ 
York we have had our canal scandals from the earliest inception of the 
work down to the present time, and the State has had to change its 
constitution in order to prevent fraud and corruption. 

Many of the other States of the Union that undertook to build canals 
gave them up or sold them to private parties in order to get the works 
out of politics, and to prevent fraud and corruption. 


In short, I hold that the States in.their governments, in their organ- 
izations and admini ions, are not well adapted to carrying on these 


great works. But when we come to the Federal Government we fin‘ 
that all the works of improvement have been taken charge of by the 
War Department, under the control of the board of Army engineers a 
body of men whose knowledge and whose ience as en- 
gineers is ea equaled, by any body of men in ae world. 
The public works of the improvement of our rivers and harbors an: 
their maintenance are ly under the charge of the board of Arm 
engineers, a body of men educated at the expense of the nation, hold- 
ing their positions for life, entirely removed from politics and from tle 
influences which come from the control of political parties. 
NO SCANDAL EVER ATTACHED TO RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES 
In their administration of these great works, I think I speak the a 
knowledged truth when I er oe eae has never 
been a scandal connected itufe of any of the money ‘)- 
propriated in a river and harbor bill which has come under the contr! 
of the board of Army engineers. There may bea question as to the »- 
cessity of a particular work; there may be differences of opinion as t 
whether this or that appropriation in the river and harbor bill shou: 
be made; there may be differences regard 
a certain work is of national importance 


moneys under the board of Army engineers under the control of the 
retary of War, I think I speak what are the admitted facts when | ' 


peat that up to the present time there has never been a scandal cou- 


nected with the expenditure of any of these moneys. 


ing the question as to whether 
or of local importance; but so 
far as I have been able to follow the history of the expenditures of t!~° 


ee ee 
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ee a alll 
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Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from New York permit me to make 
a ion to him on that point? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. , . ; , 
has been an embezzlement, a defalcation, or the loss of one farthing of 
the public money expended by the Engineer Corps of the Army of the 
United States. I state this because I think it indicates the high sense 
of honor that ever pervades that department of the service of this Gov- 

nt. 
—_ MILLER. Iam very glad to have the statement made by the 
Senator from Louisiana, because I know he has examined this question 
carefully and he undoubtedly speaks the facts in the case. 

I refer to this simply to emphasize my position when I stated that | 
believed it was a wise change which had come about by which tie va- 
rious State governments were not likely hereafter to undertake any 
ingastens pane improvements, and that all these public improve- 
ments d hereafter be carried on and constructed by the Federal 
Government, It seems to me that the change has been wise and that in 
this one central authority we have a body of men who, upon thorough 
investigation and surveys as they are ordered to make them, and in 
their reports to Congress, are able to give information to the two Houses 
of Congress which can go to no other legislative body in the land. 

Therefore, I believe that there will never be any change backward in 
this matter. I believe that if the Hennepin Canal is ever to be con- 
structed it must be constructed by the Federal Government. The State 
of Illinois, in my judgment, looking upon the history of the past and 
the i of its sister States in regard to these great internal im- 

ents, will not undertake it, neither do I believe that it should 
be asked to undertake it, for if this great water way is constructed con- 
necting the Mississippi River with the lakes the interests of commerce 
will demand that it shall be entirely free of tolls, and certainly the State 
of Illinois, after having done so much on the Lilinois River, will not 
consent to go further in this matter. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, 


Mr. President, for a number of years we have been appropriating large 
sums of money for the improvement of the Mississippi River. We have 
built the jetties at its mouth, making it possible for the largest ocean 
ships to come in and to come up to the city of New Orleans. I believe 
this was a wise improvement. I believe that the money thus far ex- 
pended has been wisely expended upon the jetties. Whether the money 
expended upon the mere improvement of the bed of the river has been 
80 wisely expended, or not, I am notable to state. But it is no argu- 
ment against this measure, it is no argument against this bill, to say 
that some experiments which have been tried on the Mississippi River 
have proved failures. This work of the improvement of harbors and 
rivers must necessarily be somewhat experimental. The engineers may 
make plans, they may make estimates, but when a new idea is to be put 
into operation it is impossible that any engineer, no matter how skillful, 
uo matter how much experience he may have, shall be able to tell abso- 
lutely what will be the result when the work is finished. 

When the idea of jetties was first brought forward there was no engi- 
neer either in this country or in Europe who would undertake to say 
upon his standing as an engineer just what the result would be; but 
various governments have made the experiment of jetties at the mouths 
of rivers and across the bars of harbors, and to-day that principle has 
been settled by experiment. We know and can tell to-day exactly 
what jetties will do; but when they were first started no man could 
foresee what the result would be; and so it may be that in the im- 
provements of the Mississippi River some of the money has not pro- 
duced the result desired and intended; but it was necessary that the 
experiment should be made, it was necessary that the theories and the 
ideas of the engineers on these questions should be tested, and they 


could. be tested in no other way than by appropriations of money and | 


by actual prem made, and I have no doubt that the great skill 

and knowledge of our engineers will yet solve, if it has not already 

a the problem of the permanent improvement of the Mississippi 
ver. 


I said we had been ap priating money liberally to that great water 
way;.and now the commie iving in the Northwest, a region which is 

ing more rapidly than any other portion of this, our land, and 
all the country and people wengae of it desire that there shall be a 
free water way from the great Mississippi River to the lakes, such as 
we now have from the lakes to the ocean. 
constructed, wil] save to the producers of the Northwest its entire cost 

year in the reduction of their freights. 

y, Mr. President, the improvement made in the Detroit River 
upon the Saint Clair flats, in deepening that channel and in enabling the 
lakes to be navi by ships carrying more than 2,000 tons of freight, 
has so reduced the cost of transporting wheat and other produce from 


the lakes to the ocean that the yearly saving estimated by those who | 


have gone over it carefully, comparing the present amount of freight 
thus transported and taking the rates that were paid upon the lakes and 
upon the railroads previous to that improvement--the saving to the 
farmers of the West upon the grain and produce carried over the lakes 
and through the Detroit River where the improvement was made 
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I am informed by a high authority that there never | 


I believe that this canal, if | 
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amounts in round numbers to $50,000,000 per annum. And when those 
| appropriations were made in the river and harbor bills, if there had 
| been nothing else in the bills worthy of consideration, if all the balance 
| of the money in those river and harbor bills had been lost to the people 

of this country, the appropriations for that one river would have been 

and have been of more value to the country than all the other appro- 

priations that were made. And so I believe that if this Hennepin 
} Canal shall be constructed it will save yeal by year 
| ducers of the West more than its entire cost. 


to the grain pro- 
COMPETITION WITH INDIA AND RI 
Mr. President, I believe it will be a very important step in the di- 
| rection of maintaining our ability to compete with India and Russia in 
the wheat markets of Europe. We must have cheaper transportation 
for the wheat from Dakota and from Minnesota and from Iowa to New 
York than we have to-day, or we are to be driven out of the markets of 
Europe. I believe that the Hennepin Canal will do for the Northwest 
what the Erie Canal did for the West which lies just beyond its waters. 
Believing this, and feeling instructed as I am by the Legislature of my 
own State and by the petitions of a large number of the commercial 
bodies of my State, I do not hesitate to give my vote for this amend- 
ment and to urge upon those Senators whose States and whose sections 
of the country have been greatly benefited by the appropriations upou 
the Mississippi River and upon the Gulfand throughout the entire South 
and East to see in this a measure of justice to the people who live in 
the Northwest, and who have fewrivers of their own which call for any 
improvement or for any appropriation upon the part of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. This canal, in its results and its interests, is not a canal for 
Illinois alone; it is not a canal for Iowa alone; but it is a canal which 
is to benefit the entire section of the country lying beyond it and bor- 
dering upon the Mississippi River. 

Mr. President, I believe that this amendment should command the 
earnest support of every man in this body who believes in developing 
the resources of our country. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not propose on this 10th day of 
July, when we ought to be looking to the probability of an adjourn- 
ment at some time before the next session commences, and in a thin 
Senate, that seems to have lost its entire interest in a river and harbor 
bill, and with the thermometer somewhere between 80° and 90° in the 
Senate Chamber, to detain the Senate with any extended discussion of 
this measure. But as it is claimed that the construction of this Hen- 
nepin Canal is to result in a vastly cheaper price for the transportation 
of grain from the West to the East, I think perhaps I ought to express 
the reasons which determine me in giving my vote against this pro- 
posed amendment, and I will do so very briefly. 

The first is that this river and harbor bill carries too much money 
already. I have strictly, since its consideration in the Senate, voted 
against increasing the aggregate amount of this river and harbor bill, 
and I believe in almost all instances in favor of decreasing the amounts 
wherever the committee has recommended that any decrease should be 
made. I think it is a great mistake for the Senate to increase this bill 
a dollar over the amount at which it came to us from the other House. 

This administration is a Democratic administration. The Senate is 
all that is left to signify Republican administration of any sort in the 
United States. I am one of those who believe that in a matter of this 
sort, an expenditure for internal improvements, for rivers and harbors, 
those in power, those who have control of the administration shonld 
be permitted to set the amount which is to be expended. I find that 
the Democratic Secretary of War has submitted an estimate saying 
that in his judgment—which I suppose represents the executive branch 
of the Government—an appropriation of $10,000,000 is as much 
ought to be made for this purpose during the coming fiscal year. 
submits that in his estimates in the following words: 

Improving rivers and harbors: Construction, completion, repair, preserva- 


| tion, and survey of harbors and rivers, to be expended upon such works as 
| may be dfrected by Congress, submitted $10,000,000, 


SSIA. 


as 


He 


That is the estimate which comes to us from the Secretary of War; .. 
and now with reference to the specific items which are enumerated in 
this bill he appends a note, which I will read: 


Norre.—The following statement is not furnished as a part of the “ annual es- 

| timates for the public service” required by the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., p. 
370), to be furnished by the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Treasury, 

| but is inserted as a convenient and customary summary of items taken from 
the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for the fiscal year 1885, showing, 

| under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1867 (14 Stat., p 
421), “the amount that can be profitably expended in the next 


fiseal yea 
each of the uncompleted works mentioned. 


on 


gineers, for the Chief of Engineers does not estimate anything, but gives 
| the amounts which the Chief of Engineers says can be profitably ex 

| pended in the next fiscal year at the points where public improvements 
| are being carried on, and those amounts aggregate $42,332,100. 


| And he then goes on and gives, not the estimates of the Chief of En- 
} 


So the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Treasury, representinga Dem 
ocratic administration, recommend to Congress to expend $10,000,000 
| for internal improvement during the next fiscal year. Then comes the 
| House of Representatives, and I think I am not out of order in saying 
| that this bill coming to us from that Democratic branch of this Govern 

ment carried only the sum of $15,182,200, a much larger sum than I 
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think under the circumstances ought to be appropriated during the next 
fiscal year for the improvement of rivers and harbors 

I am not speaking upon this question as an original question. Iam 
not saying how much in my judgment ought to be expended by this 
Government for intertial improvements; but I am saying that it is en- 
tirely proper to allow the administration in power to set the amount 
and to hold them responsible to the country for the amount which is 
set as proper to be expended. 

The bill comes into the Senate with an aggregate addition made by 
the committee of this body, which as I said represents the last remnant 
of Republican government in the United States nationally, with an ad- 
dition of $2,895,275, making the bill as reported to the Senate $18,077,- 
475. That, if I am not mistaken, has been already increased by amend- 
ments which have been adopted here, so that the billasit stands to-day, 
without the adoption of any further amendments increasing the bill, 
carries something over $18,200,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator if the bili has been increased by the 
action of the Senate since it was reported. 

Mr. PLATT. I say that is what the bill carries as it stands to-day, 
if my figures have been correctly kept. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much? 

Mr. PLATT. About $18,200,000 in round numbers. The fact that 
the Senate ought not to increase the bill as it came from the House, 
the fact that it ought in my judgment to decrease it to the amount 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury at the instance of the 
Secretary of War would, if there were no other reason, control my vote 
in this matter. 

I come now to my second reason for voting against this amendment. 
This is a work that, in my judgment, has no place upon ariver and har- 
bor bill. It is not the improvementofariveroraharbor. Itisa work 
which, if it is worthy of being commenced by the Government, ought 
to be undertaken entirely distinct from these annual appropriations for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. I should suppose the friends 
of this measure would not want it put upon a river and harbor bill. 
What isthis measure? Itisa proposition which calls—I speak in round 
numbers now—for something like a final expenditure of $10,000,000. 
Possibly that is a little high; but taking either of the routes surveyed 
from the Mississippi to the Illinois River at Hennepin, and adding to 
the amount estimated for the completion of that portion of the work 
the amount which is proposed to be expended between Hennepin and 
the city of Chicago, the estimated expenditure comes somewhere in the 
neighborhood of between nine and ten million dollars; I think over 
$9,000,000. 

I observe that nothing is estimated for the losses of people who may 
have water-power upon the Rock River, all the water of which practi- 
cally is to be taken for a feeder for this canal; and all the business be- 
tween Dixon and Rock Island or wherever the Rock River runs into the 
Mississippi River have rights which will have to be paid for if that 
water is taken away from them. I observe there is no estimate for 
that. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] suggests that there will 
be no damages; but there is an immense water-power at Dixon which 
I understand is not interfered with; and as the river now stands there 
are plenty of opportunities for water-power between Dixon and the 
point where it runs into the Mississippi River. I imagine that the 
ple entitled to the water-power will think that they are at 
the towns below. 

I say, then, it is an expenditure which on the face of it is to be some 
$10,000,000. What have we got in this bill? Three hundred thou- 
sami dollars. When is this work to be completed? If it is to be com- 
pleted under the provisions of river and harbor bills from year to 
if $300,000 a year is to be expended, it will be completed in about 
years, If by any means the friends of this measure could push the ap- 
propriations in the annual river and harbor bill up to a million dollars— 
and I suppose they can get more than that—it would be ten years be- 
fore it could be completed. If a work of this magnitude is worthy to be 
undertaken by the Government—and I do not say it is not—it is sim- 
ply wicked to attempt to complete it under the provisions of the annual 
river and harbor bill. We do not have a river and harbor bill 
a and so this work will have to be completed by driblets, 

— at very much greater expense than is 
greater expense than it could be completed for if it could be let 
as one contract and p from the time of 
compheliel: I think I should not be out of the way i 
this enterprise can be constructed under con 
ordinary works are constructed, as a canal wou 
Cin the appooert terprise, when it is constructed under the ri 

ill, the appropriations which may be made from year to year, the work 
to stop when the appropriation stops stops and to commence again when 
another appropriation is made to construct it—under those circum- 
stances it will cost from fifteen to twenty million dollars. It is a waste- 
ful way in which to construct this work, if it be a worthy and neces- 
sary work which the Government t to undertake. And I wish 
here and ae eee my belief that if this work is adopted 
upon a river and harbor bill and continued under subsequent river and 
harbor bills it will not be completed in twenty years from this time, 
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and not a boat will pass from the Mississippi River to Chicago in twenty 
years. If it is commenced under the river and harbor bill, it will be 
continued under the river and harbor bill. Having commenced it under 
the river and harbor bill, which commits the Government to the work, 
the friends of the measure, I think, will find it hard to take it out 
from the river and harbor bill and to vote a sum necessary for its com- 
pletion in the two or three years’ time in which it ought to be com- 
pleted. That is the second reason which controls my vote. 

My third reason is that I am far from being convinced that this en- 
terprise, even with all that its friends claim for it, will answer the pur- 
pose for which we are asked toadopt it. I understand the proposition 
to be this, to cheapen transportation between the Mississippi River and 
the lakes at Chicago for the vast agricultural products which are rais««| 
and grown in the upper valley of the Mississippi and in the States whic 
would find an outlet through this canal. In other words, the proposi- 
tion is that the Government shall construct this canal for the purpose 
of pu it in competition with the railroads which now carry these 
products that section of the country to Chicago; and that is the 
only ground upon which it can be justified as a national werk. In that 
sense it is not local. In that sense it affects a vast portion of this coun- 
try, affects the section of the country in which I reside perhaps as deti- 
— and immediately as it does that section of the country where 

“- are grown. But I doubt very much whether this canal, 
if built, ing to have the effect that its projectors suppose it wil. 
Certainly 4 built under the river and harbor bills it will have no such 
effect for ten or fifteen years, because it will not be constructed and com- 
pleted in ten or fifteen years. Long before that time, in my judgment, 
the rate of transportation by railroads, by reason of the competition 
already existing among the railroads, will be so reduced that it will be 
ae doubtful whether this canal will be able to reduce the rates 
7 further. 

see from this report that the rate of transportation per ton per mile 
on the Erie Canal for the year 1880 was forty-nine hundredths of a cent 
per ton per mile; in other words, it was practically 5 mills per ton per 
mile on the Erie I maintain there is to be no cheaper trans- 
portation on this canal than on the Erie Canal, for I find that in 15 or 
23 miles (I do not remember which) there is a lockage of 208 feet from 
Hennepin up to the summit going west, and from the summit down to 
the Mississippi River, as you take one or the other of the three routes, 
there is a lockage of from 70 to 100 feet, and there is a large lockage 
also as you go toward Chicago. I imagine there will be no cheaper 
transportation on this canal on the Erie Canal. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to state that the rate 
he is giving on the Erie Canal was undoubtedly the rate before the 
tolls were removed. *Now it is free. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot know, and I have no means of knowing what 
itis. I intended to look it up, but I have had no time. But however 
that may be—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Excuse me; let me finish the sentence. However 
that may be, it is undeniably trae that during the past year, 18%5, 
railroads have been carrying grain from Chicago to New York at a less 
rate than that, at less than half a cent per ton per mile. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wanted toknow whether I understood the position 
of the Senator with reference to the rate per ton per mile on the Erie 
Canal. 


Mr. PLATT. It is given in 1880 at just a fraction less than half a 
cent a ton per mile, at ;49, of a cent per ton per mile. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from New York contradict that ? 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New York suggests that that was 
before the tolls were removed. ‘That is very possibly true. But I un- 
dertake to say, without having the figures by me and venturing solely 
upon my recollection, that there have been timies when grain has been 
transported from Chicago to New York by rail for less than 4 mills per 
ton per ee and I think less than 3 mills, but I do not want to over- 
state the matter 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Find wes I think & year ago last fall when freight 
was catried from Chicago to New York at 10centsa hundred. I think 
it only ap to grain, but it was not contended that the railroads (id 
ness. They did that in preference to going back [ast 
with empty cars. It was the water communication that forced them 
down to that, the competition of the lakes and canals. From what 

I have, I do not suppose that railroads independently 0! 
other business can carry freight for less than half a cent per ton pcr 
mile and pay expenses. 

Mr. PLATT. That is, to-day ? 

M. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to state in 
this connection that the State board of New York, I understand, r- 
= that arn of wheat on the New York Centra! 

ilroad was Seen ths of a cent per ton per mile. 

- Ido not know Saf os amare ged ew York ~ 
reported. I eae what railroads have been doing ee year. 
know they have been carrying wheat boone oro eg to New York for 
one-half of 1 cent per ton per mile. I know that in 1880 |'t 
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is so stated here in the report) the rate on the Erie Canal was practically 
one-half of a cent per ton per mile. But that is not important except 
in view of aoe: which I am going to make. 

The reduction of freight by railroads has been continuous and steady 
for a number of Five or six or eight years ago it would have 
been said that it was impossible for a railroad to carry at less than 1 
cent per ton per mile; but we have seen in a short time a reduction to 
half a cent per ton per mile. The limit of that reduction is not yet 
reached. Nobody supposes that railroads will be deprived of all their 

ing business when this canal is completed. 

It is proposed to construct this canal so as to make the railroads re- 
duce their charges from the Mississippi River to Chicago. Let us see 
if the railroad a are not going to be reduced without this canal. 
The canal will not be built in five years; I do not believe it will be 
com in ten years. During that five or ten years there will be, 
in my judgment, a continual reduction of the cost of transportation 
arising by railroad competition, so that when this canal is built I think 
it very doubtful whether there will be a state of things which will jus- 
tify the object of building it. I think it is very doubtful whether by 
the time this canal can be completed the railroads themselves will not 
have been forced to cheapen the cost of transportation so that a canal 
will have little effect in the further cheapening of it. 

This is to be a more expensive canal to transport goods over 
than the Erie Canal by reason of its great lockage. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wish to make another suggestion. I said this is not a river or 
aharborimprovement. It is undertaking a Government work with the 
avowed purpose of coming in competition with the railroads and cheap- 
ening the rate of freights upon railroads, so as to lessen the cost of trans- 
portation from the West to the East. That is what this project is, and 
that being the project, I believe it can be reached much betier in an- 
other way. 

TheSenatorfrom Missouri [ Mr. Vest] says that canals are antiquated. 
They are to some extent. I wish to suggest that if the Government 
really wants to cheapen transportation from the Upper Mississippi Val- 
ley to Chicago and the East, the way to do it is to build a railroad and 
not to build a canal. You can build a railroad for half the cost at 
which propose to build this canal. You can build a railroad from 
Rock to Chicago, splendidly equipped with every facility for 
transporting freight and passengers even at the lowest possible rate, 
for less than half what this canal will cost, according to the estimate of 
its friends. 

Mr. SPOONER. Youcould notget arailroad intothe city of Chicago 
for sum. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know anything about the city of Chicagoand 
the expense of getting a railroad into the city of Chicago; but I under- 
take to say that a railroad of 175 miles (and it is less than that from 
Rock Island to Chicago), built as railroads ought to be, honestly and 
for cash, can be built running to a spot on the lakes where the grain 
can be transferred into ships, for less than one-half what it is proposed 
to expend on this canal. 

Of course I speak somewhat without the figures and without know]l- 
edge on this subjeet, but I think a little investigation would justify 
what I say in this respect. But whether it costs one-half or whether 
it costs as much, if the Government wants to go into competition with 
the railroads for cheapening the transportation of freight the way to do 
it is by building railroads. If the Government can build a canal it 
can build a railroad; if it can operate a canal it can operate a railroad; 
and if it wants to cheapen transportation in this country becanse rail- 
road charges are too high, the way is to build a railroad for cash, and 
operate it upon a basis on which it can be honestly operated. 

Mr. PL The Senator might say right there that very often 
after the expenditure of money for the improvement of a river the Gov- 
erpment can not charge any toll whatever for the use of the work ex- 

what is necessary to pay expenses. 

. PLATT. I was about to make that remark. The proposition 
is to build this work for $10,000,000 in round numbers; I think it will 
cost $15,000,000; and then 

Mr. M - None of the estinrates amount to either of the 
sums named. 

Mr.PLATT. Everybody knows that these estimates are of no earthly 
consequence in settling the question of practical cost. 


’ Mr. EDMUNDS. It will cost $25,000,000 if you build a canal good 
or 


Mr. . I presume where three surveys of routes have: 
been made by civil engineers and they have made estimates per mile, 
and have taken into-consideration the size of the canal, the dimensions 
in every it will be about as reliable as a statement made on 


the floor of the Senate by a Senator without consideration. 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to know what the Senator refers to as a civil | 


engineer. What does he call a civil engineer for the purpose of this 


work? 
Mr. MCMILLAN. The civil engineers are officers of the Army. 
Mr. PLUMB. That is just where the Senator is mistaken. 
Government of the United States has no civil engineers in its employ 


except as they are employed as the underlings of the Army engineers, 
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the military engineers, for that purpose. The others are military en- 
gineers, with no education necessary to the performance of a civil func- 
tion. 

Mr. McMILLAN, If the engineers of the Army are not familiar 
with the art of civil engineering, I should like to know who are. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to finish my speech, which will take 
but a moment Jonger. I take these estimates, I say honest estimates 
if you please, made in perfect honesty. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Seven millions of dollars is the estimate. 

Mr. PLATT. It is $7,000,000 from Hennepin to the Mississippi 
River, and nearly $3,000,000 for improving the canal from the IIlinois 
River at Hennepin to Chicago, which canal will not be good for any- 
thing until it is enlarged. It is between $9,000,000 and $10,000,000, 
according to their estimates. 

But as I said before, take those estimates and say they are perfectly 
honest, everybody knows that this work is to be constructed under river 
and harbor bills, with a dribbling appropriation, or with no appropria- 
tion, or with the money expended as the appropriation may be avail- 
able, it will cost 50 per cent. more than the estimates, even if built 
upon those estimates, from the time the work is commenced until it is 
completed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will theSenator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Waita moment. I wish to make my speech, and then 
I will answer any question I can. 

What is the proposition of the Government? It is to expend this 
money in a canal, and then not to charge any toll upon it, to make it 
free to everybody to use it, and so cheapen transportation from the up- 
per valley of the Mississippi for its great agricultural products to Chicago 
and the East. Let the Government build a railroad upon those same 
conditions. Let it give its railroad free to everybody who wants to use 
it. It can run a railroad aswell as it canrun acanal. I undertake to 
say that, in my judgment, to-day transportation by rail with an hon- 
estly built and an honestly managed railroad can be done cheaper than 
by this canal even, and pay some returns to the Government; and when 
the Government would give the railroad to anybody, you could trans- 
port grain and theother agricultural products from this great grain-pro- 
ducing region to Chicago and the East over a free railroad a great deal 
cheaper than you could transport the products over a free canal. 

Mr, President, we may as well look this question in the face. The 
railroad question in the United States has got to be settled some time 
or other, and it has got to be settled before a great while. This isa 
good time to make an experiment which would go a long way toward 
a settlement of the question. For myself, I want to see the day come 
when this Government will build and operate one line of railroad some- 
where so that it may fairly determine what is a proper rate of charge 
for freights and passengers upon a railroad. 

Do gentlemen say you could not operate such a road if it was free to 
everybody? There is not arailroad presidentin the United States who 
practically operates his railroad. My friend from California knows 
nothing about the practical operations, the dispatching of trains or the 
running of trains over his railroad; all that is committed to the train- 
dispatchers or the superintendent. Can not those superintendents and 
dispatchers be as well employed by the Government as by railroad cor- 
porations? Let the railroad be what it was intended it should be—a 
road free to everybody to put cars upon it and to run them. 

I have said practically all I desire tosay except this: It will be urged 
that to do that breaks bulk on the Mississippi River at Rock Island 
and breaks bulk at Chicago for products going east. The canal breaks 
bulk at Chicago. This canal is not to take boats which come down 
the Mississippi River and come into the canal and then transport them 
east of Chicago to the Eastern markets. Those boats are not adapted 
to that. The boats of which my friend from Illinois spoke are 300 
tons, or probably five or six hundred ton boats; so that they will have 
to break bulk at Chicago, and a railroad in place of a canal would only 
have the additional breaking bulk at Rock Island or whatever the point 
on the river from which the railroad might start. SoI think there 
would be no great additional expense to be incurred in that way. 

These ideas may be crude, but I believe in addition to all the other 
reasons I have given why I can not vote for this amendment, if you 
are going in competition with railroads you have got to do it by a rail- 
road. I believe, as I said, that if this Government does not settle 
pretty soon the question of railroad transportation, and settle it in the 
interest of the people, the people will settle it for themselves by the 
Government taking charge of all the railroads in this country. I do 
not want to see that done. I do not want to see the railroads of this 
country pass into the control of the Government; but I should like to 
see the Government make that experiment so as to show what can be 
done upon a railroad. 

Pursuing the matter of which I was speaking a minute ago, if you 


| do not want to break bulk at Rock Island with the boats that come 


down the Mississippi River laden with produce going over this route to 
Chicago, then build a railroad according to the Eads principle and 
It would be a good opportunity to settle 
that question as an experiment. 

In view of the suggestions I have made, that this bill is already toa 
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large; that the Republican party is to stand charged before the country 
with its enlargement from fifteen million to the point at which it shall 
leave the Senate and pass, if it ever passes; and in view of the fact that 
this work will never be completed within the next ten years if carried 
on under river and harbor bills, and that if we are going into competi- 
tion with railroads the best way to go into competition is to go in with 
a railroad, I think I am justified in voting against this amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the honorable Senator who last: ad- 
dressed the Senate has served so long upon the committee on transpor- 
tation by railroads that he is of the opinion that there is no other system 
which will carry freight except railroads; and he indorses the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Missouri a day or two since that canals and 
water ways are obsolete. If that is true, why bring in any river and 
harbor bill? Why not strike out the rivers and confine ourselves to 
the harbors alone? If railroads have superseded rivers and canals, 
then why should we, as is proposed, expend $3,000,000 on the Missis- 
sippi River? That amount would build a great deal of railroad. If 
I recollect aright, in the last ten years we have spent ori the Mississippi 
River somewhere from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000. I do not remem- 
ber in how many years, but at least within a few years we have spent 
$6,000,000 or more on the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLISON. More than $20,000,000 have been spent on the Mis- 
sissippi River in that time. 

Mr. TELLER. More than $20,000,000, the Senator from Iowa says, 
have been spent in ten years on the Mississippi River alone. 

Mr. PLATT. And there is not much to show for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Very good; there may not be much to show for it. 
I do not think we have as much to show for it as we ought to have. 
Iam not defending it; but as long as we continue the system of put- 
ting money upon rivers, it does not lie in the mouth of the members 
of the committee or members of the Senate to come here and say that 
canals are obsolete, that the canal system is worn out, and that we must 
put our money in railroads. 

Mr. President, I do not intend vote for this riverand harbor bill my- 
self. Ido not think the bill is a proper bill. I find the objection to 
it which the Senator from Connecticut finds, that it is teo big a bill, 
not that I am not willing to vote $20,000,000 to-day for deserving and 
proper objects. I will vote it for the harbors, and I will vote it for 
such rivers as need it and which will promote the commerce of the 
country when they are enlarged; but the great number of rivers pro- 
vided for in the bill which have no national character whatever, and 
the great number of local interests which are put in the bill, swell it 
beyond the value that is to be derived from the expenditure, in my 
judgment. 

For the pending amendment I intend to vote. I intend to vote for 
it because it is one of the few meritorious thi in my judgment, in 
the bill. I know that the Senator is correct w he says that it isa 
poor method to put a little money on it this year and alittle next year. 
At least eight years ago in the Senate I expressed my views upon that 
subject, and said that the right and proper method was to appropriate 
sufiicient to complete the enterprise, and do it at once. I should be 
glad myself to vote in this bill or some other for the necessary $8, 000, - 
000 or $9,000,000 that it is supposed this canal will cost, believing that 
there would be a corresponding advantage to the people of the United 
States, and one that would justify the expenditure of the money. 

The Senator says that there will be resultant damages from the loss of 
the water-powers on the Rock River to their owners. If the Senator 
had examined the reports of the engineers, which have never been dis- 
puted, he would have seen that there is a report stating that nothing 
of that kind can occur. If he had been as familiar with the river as 
some people are in the Senate, he would have known that it is a thing 
not to be supposed. 

There are only two water-powers between Dixon and the mouth of 
the river, one at Sterling and one at the tewn of Linden. This canal 
could be so as to enter the dam, if necessary, at Sterling 
and make it a water way. As to Linden, it would not at all interfere 
with the operations at that point. Then there is another one near 
the mouth of the river, but when you get there the canal nowhere in- 
terferes with it at all, and it is not pretended by the owners of that 
water-power that there will be any interference. They are the parties 
who are anxious to have that line taken and to bring the canal as near 
to it as possible. 

As the Senator says, the day is too warm and the time too late togo 
into an extensive discussion of this bill or of the various amendments 
in the bill. Here is a proposition to connect the lakes with the 
Mississippi River. The proposition is twofold. It is to con nect the 
lakes with the “ee river and with the lower river, the lower river by 
the way of the Illinois River, the upper river by the way of Green 
River, Rock River, the Winnebago Swamp, and the Marais d’Qsicr 
Swamp, and thus into the Mississippi River above the city of Rock 
Island. There will be two opportunities then for commerce, one for 
the lower river and one for the upper. 

I can not conceive that the Government of the United States can in 
this direction anywhere spend its money with greater advantage than 
in providing a zheap market for the grain of the Northwest. The 
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being consumed by the people of the United States would be dire:; 
benefited by this amendment. 
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Mr. MILLER. And those who consume the grain. 
Mr. TELLER. Then, on the other hand, as suggested by the Seng 


tor from New York, all the people who consume the grain would 
benefited. 


It is estimated by competent judges that it would cheapen th: 


of transportation from the grain fields to the city of Chicago 6 cen! 
every bushel of wheat, corn, and oats; asum almost incalculable if ; 
tlemen will stop to figure up the amount of freight of that charact, 
which comes into the city of Chicago, not for the benefit of the peop|: 
of Chicago, but for the benefit of the consumers in New York city, i; 
New England, and all the Eastern part of the country, as that sectio, 
of the country draws its large supply of grain and meats from i}; 
Northwest. 


There never seems to be very much opposition to the improvenent 


of the Mississippi River and to various enterprises of this kind in the 
older and more settled portions of the country, but whenever there is « 
proposition to do something for the newer States I notice that a spirit 
of economy comes over the Senate, and everybody then is for saving 
whatever he can, and unless you can show that it will return a proii 
to the Government at once, it is said that the expense must not |): 


curred. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I believe in a river and harbor })|! 
I have always believed in it. I believe it is one of the most defensi}); 
bills that ever comes before Congress, and I am astonished that the 
friends of improvements in different parts of the country, when we hay: 
an overflowing Treasury, instead of apologizing for the amount the) 
ask for, should not take the aggressive and put forth arguments, and | 
think I can, by way of illustration, give them an instance or two that 
will justify them before their own consciences and before the country 


I believe if it had not been for the river and harbor bills of the past 


corn to-day would be used for fuel in Kansas and Nebraska and catt\: 
would be killed for their hides and horns, because the people could no! 
afford to transport them to the seaboard. 


By way of illustration, I have a table here which has been carefully 


prepared showing the decrease in freights from Chicago to Buffalo from 
1857 to 1885. In 1857 the average rate of freight on wheat from (i- 


to Buffalo was 13} cents per bushel. In 1885 it was 2 cents. | 


think that is a little low, that 2 cents was the minimum; but it was no! 
3cents. However, we will callit3cents. In 1857 it was 13} cents pe: 
bushel, and in 1885 it was 3 cents. ‘This table shows it to be 2 cents 


Cents 


ings, nineteen millions six hundred and forty-five thousand and son. 
hundred tons in 1885. This, resolved into bushels of wheat, would | 
equivalent to644,500,000 bushels. The great balk of that was throug) 
freight. It was freight from Chicago to Buffalo, wheat and corn, but 
we will say that only three-quarters of it was through freight. Tha‘ 
would make an equivalent to 495,000,000 bushels that passed over tlie 
Lime Kiln Crossings. The saving on that was 10 cents a buslicl, 0: 
$49,500, 000. 


But we must remember that at the same time there were pro}al)ly 


carried over the Michigan Central, the Michigan Lake Shore, the [al 


timore and Ohio, and the Pennsylvania Central, and Grand Trunk }tai!- 
roads an amount of freight from Chicago equal to the amount carrie 
by lake, for competition with the railroads is what has reduced the pric 
of freight from 13} cents down to 2 cents, aided by the improvements 
made by the river and harbor acts. 

It is fair to infer that $49,500,000 was saved on the freight carric 
over the different roads. There is 100,000,000 saved in one year !\) 
virtue of the improvements on the lakes, and I think never over a mi!!- 
ion dollars in any one year has been appropriated for the lakes, unles* | 
was some year when a lock was to be built at Sault de St. Marie. 

Men do not comprehend the immense saving that has been brows)! 
about by the river and harbor acts of the past, but $100,000,000 a y«« 
can be mathematically figured out as made or saved by virtue of 11 
provements on the lakes. . I do not think that any one who looks ov"! 
the figures will feel at all inclined to gainsay it. 

In regard to the comparative merits of railroad and water trans}) |!‘ 
tion, I have here a table showing the way the freights were brou.!)' 
down on lake transportation by the railroad competition and impro\e 
ments of channels on the lakes. In 1868 by lake and canal i «' 
24.54 cents to a bushel of grain from Chicago to New York. | 
cost by lake and rail 29 cents. It cost all rail 42} cents, or nei!) 
double the price by water. . 

The same proportion prevails down the table until we come to |>~ 
when the cost by lake and canal was 6.60 cents, by lake and rail 9.) 
cents, and all rail 13 cents. 1 here submit a table. 





1886. 










Average freight charges per bushel for the transportation of wheat from Chi- 
cago to New York during the years 1868 to 1884, inclusive : 





} 
By lake and |By lake and 
Calendar years, | i 











canal. * sail. By all rail. 
| 

man) some! sam 
17.10 | 22.00 | 33.30 
20, 24 | 25.00 | 31.00 
24.50 28.00 | 33.50 
19.19 26.90 33.20 
14.10 16.90 23.70 
11.43 14. 60 | 24.10 
9.58 | 11. 80 16.50 
11.24 | 15. 80 20. 30 
9.15 11. 40 17.70 

11. 60 | 13.30 | 7.30 
12.27 | 15.70 | 19. 70 
8.19 19. 40 | 14. 40 
7.89 | 10. 90 | 14. 60 

8. 40 | 11.50 | 16.50 

6. 60 9.70 13.00 





* Including Buffalo transfer charges and tolls. 


During all these years from 1868 to 1884 it has cost about double to 
transport by rail that it has cost by lake and by canal. I do not think 
that you can have a better illustration of the comparative merits of 
railroad transportation and water transportation than in this table. 

In regard to the improvement upon Lake Superior, gentlemen sec 
large amounts, $350,000, voted for the purchase of the Portage Lake Ship 
Canal and for the Sault de St. Marie locks and Hay Lake channel, but 
justobserve how the commerce of Lake Superior has increased. In 1877 
there were 503,899 bushels of wheat shipped by lake from Duluth. In 
1885 there were 13,458,000 bushels, showing an increase in eight years 
of nearly 3,000 per cent., and the increase in the future will probably be 
as rapid as it has been in the past. 

I donot agree with my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLAtr] that rail- 
roads are ever going to take the place of water transportation where it 
is possible to get a canal in a natural bed. Possibly going across some 
horseback where it requires a tunnel, as on the Isthmus of Panama, rail- 
roads may be preferable, but this thing stands out in the past, and I think 
it will stand out in the future, that the solving of the transportation 
of grain to the seaboard and of coal and other freight back is going to 
be about by the rivalry between railroads and water communi- 
cation, and it is absolutely essential that the Government should take 
hold of these water routes and improve them so as to give the mass of 
the people a chance for fair competition. 

in regard to the Mississippi River, I have been very glad to see ap- 
propriations voted annually for that stream. I think very likely we 
may throw away $50,000,000 before we accomplish any good, but we 
shall by that time have learned a way by which we can curb or regu- 
late the Father of Waters. We have got to pay for our information, 
for our tuition, for our education, and if every gentleman would stand 
up and avow his belief, if he has it, and not seek to apologize for these 

I believe we can go before the people, either Democrats 

and always be sustained. 

Mr.CHACE. Mr. President, I could wish that some other representa- 
tive from New England had felt called upon to speak in favor of this 
great national of internal improvements. I had not expected 
to address theSenate in regard to this bill or any of the items in it; but 
after the remarks made by my distinguished friend the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], whom I honor highly and in whose judgment 
T have I feel that I can not let this discussion pass upon 
this item in the bill without saying that for one, representing a New 
pe omy I am heartily in favor of the appropriation for 


The matter of aid to internal improvements has steadily grown in the 
public sentiment of this country. For more than fifty years the public 
press have been attacking this principle. It has been attacked with 
most wonderful unanimity by the press, representing all parties and all 
shades of political i Yet in the face of these persistent, unre- 
mitting, and unfair attacks the people of the country and of all sections 
of the country have grown more and more to appreciate the value and 
the importance to their material interests of the improvements of the 
and harbors and the internal means of transportation in the 

When the famine occurred in Ireland thousands of people starved to 
death within a very short distance of stores of food, simply because 
there were not the means of ing it from the store-houses to the 

who needed it. This is a matter of fact. The millions of India 
ve been sunk in poverty largely for the want of means of transpor- 
and the recent wonderful growth of that country is owing to the 
that the English government in the last twenty years has spent 
one thousand millions of dollars in improving the means of 

in that country. 
before us to-day a problem new to the history of 
We have looked upon our means of producing the ordinary 
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subsistence for the people as beyond approach by any other nation; but 
to-day we are threatened by the competition of India. In fact, were it 
not for the small 20 per cent. duty laid upon cereals there have been 
times during the past year when wheat might have beea laid down in 
the port of New York in competition with our Western wheat. We of 
the East donotask for.a remission of these duties. We believe and hold 
to the principle that that which builds up and is good for one locality, 
for one section, is good for the whole. We believe that if the building 
of the Hennepin Canal enables the producer of Western produce to land 
it at the shore cheaper it is a benefit to us. 

But it approaches us more nearly. We want this food, and we want 
our goods transported back by the same means, and for that reason, in 
my judgment, the people of the East are in favor of this improvement 

The Senator from Connecticut went into some very learned and ab- 
struse calculations in regard to the cost of transportation per mile over 
railroads and by water. That is not in my opinion an argument which 
reaches this question. It seems to me that it must be apparent that 
thegreat cause which has brought about the reduction of ratesof freight 
between the Eastand the West has been the improved means of transpor- 
tation by water; and a very slight examination will prove it. If any 
person will examine the transportation rates by railroad between tite 
East and the West he will find that they are the lowest where a rail- 
road comes in competition with a water route. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me 
to call his attention to one fact which I think illustrates his position ? 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. During the season of navigation on the lakes the 
railroads regularly reduce their freights, and at the close of navigation 
they invariably raise them. ‘ 

Mr. CHACE. Yes, that is very true; and I am obliged to the Sen- 
ator for the suggestion. That simple suggestion is a practical illustra 
tion of the effect of this competition. 

The people of this country are not afraid of the expenditure of a few 

millions of dollars for these purposes. They are able to spend the 
money if they are to be benefited by it, and they are willing to spend 
it. I know not, nor do I care, what influence operates upon the pub- 
lie press of this country te lead them to make such persistent attacks 
upon this policy, but Ido know, and I know from practical experience 
in my own personal business, that when we have been able to avail our- 
selves of water competition we have uniformly obtained cheaper rates 
from the railroads than we could get under any other circumstances; 
and in that simple fact, which I wish to reiterate, lies the merit of this 
appropriation. 
To talk about building a railroad to be equipped by the public and 
owned by the Government it seems to me is chimerical in the extreme. 
Furthermore, the honorable Senator from Connecticut did not enlighten 
us upon what it would cost to build such a railroad. If I am not mis- 
taken, and I speak from memory, all the railroads in this country, single 
and double track, have cost on an average a little over $50,000 per 
mile, including equipment, and every single mile of railroad between 
tide water and the Mississippi River, with its equipment and the nec- 
essary-means of operation, has cost over $100,000 per mile. Senators 
can multiply $100,000 per mile by 100 miles, and they will find thata 
railroad will cost very nearly as much as the estimate for the canal 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenatorfrom Rhode Island wil! permit me to sug- 
gest that he is confounding the cost with the bonds and stock issued 
upon the road. Probably the two sums are entirely different. The 
cost. of the railroads of the United States has not been equal to $100,000 
per mile or anything like it. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator will excuse me, I said the cost of rail- 
roads in this country, single and double track, had been over $50,000 
per mile. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator said that with the equipment the roads 
cost $100,000 per mile. 

Mr. CHACE. I said that in my judgment (and I will reiterate it, 
and I will challenge the Senator to go into the figures upon the cost, 
having had some little experience in it myself) that you can not build 
and equip these great railroad lines as they are built between the Mis- 
sissippi and tide water to-day for less than $100,000 per mile. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator must then arrange his figures in a little 
different proportion, for he says that it costs $50,000 a mile to build a 
railroad. He certainly does not claim that it costs $50,000 a mile to 
equip a railroad. 

Mr. CHACE. But the Senator does not understand me. In speak- 
ing of $50,000 a mile I was alluding to all the railroads in the country, 
a very large proportion of them being single-track roads, built where 
they can be cheaply constructed, where the land lies like a large por- 
tion of the roads on the plains of the West, and taking all together the 
roads have cost $50,000 a mile. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is by far an overstatement of the cost; 
but one thing the Senator should also state, and that is that railroads 
could never be built so cheaply as they can be now wittr the single ex- 
ception of rightof way. The material which enters into the cost of 
railroads never has been so cheap as at the present moment. 

Mr. CHACE. That is true. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt that a hundred miles of railroad 
could be built and equipped for all business purposes for less than $50,- 
000 a mile, certainly for not more than $50,000. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator forgets, however, - ee robably all the 
early railroads that were built in New En uilt when labor 
was about five-eighths of a dollar per day, or from 6 60 to 65 cents, and 
you could not get that labor to-day at less than $1.75. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that include the labor it took to pour water 
into the stock? 

Mr. CHACE. I beg to assure the Senator that watered stocks in 
New England are scarce. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the New England people with whom we have 
had experience out West must have acquired the taste for watered stock 
at a very late period. My impression was that oo had it by experi- 
ence at home, and merely transferred their 

Mr. CHACE. That shows the evil effects of Western association. 
That is what I say to that. It does not touch this case. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is not the entire statement; it was the effect of 
evil association on the other end of the line. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator from Kansas may hew these facts as he 
pleases, but he will find that if he had to build a railroad he could not 
make it at much over the cost of the canal; but whether he could or 
not, that is not the point. Everybody knows that the United States 
Government is not going to build a railroad, and the Senator from 
Kansas, with his keen business instinct, knows perfectly well that after 
it was built it would be perfectly chimerical to talk about opening the 
railroad to public management. Furthermore, he knows that the ex- 
perience of every State which has ever attempted the construction and 
operation of a railroad has been a failure and a flat failure, and it has 
been so all over the country. It is not an argument that is to touch 
this question, in my judgment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. What would hinder the building of a railroad if Con- 
gress should vote the necessary money? The Senator says the Govern- 
ment will not build it. That is simply because will not vote 
the money, I take it. If all the evidence could be produced in favor 
of a railroad that we have in favor of a canal, Congress could vote the 







money and put it through y- 
Mr. CHACE. Andif would approach the subject, the Sen- 
ator with all his care would be the first one to vote ‘‘no.”’ 


Mr. PLUMB. No, I would vote “ ay:”’ 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator will not have an 

I was saying that I believe the vast majority of the ~ le of this 
country are in favor of these appropriations and in favor of liberal 
propriations for these purposes. They know and appreciate fully that 
they must improve the means of tion if they are to retain 
their business position in competition with the nations of the world. 
The only anes us to compete as producers of cereals 
with the world has been the fact that we could lay those cereals down 
at tide water cheaply. The only thing that has enabled us to progress 
in our manufacturing arts is because we have been able to transport 
our stuff cheaply over these vast reaches in the coun 


I say that ous ple of — England want the from the West 
and they want it b t cheaply. The people of the West want 
goods from the East, an: For that 


want them brought cheaply. 
reason, I know from practical experience, having felt the pulse of the 
people whom I represent, that they are ready for these improvements 
and they are ready for Se 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. t, the solicitude of those who repre- 
sent the Atlantic seaboard and the man of this coun- 
Oy oe een ee one eres, ee eee 
and the farmers of the Mississippi Valley touches my tenderest sensi- 
bility. I before we get through with this debate that some polit- 
ical whedon these a from the 
pertaticn ill al eawhe gaye tiv ont of temmpettetion-en Se goete 
portation us who pays cost grain 
and the cattle of the West. I have always understood that it was the 
consumer who paid the rates. It has never occurred to 
me that when there was a ution in the rates of transportation 
the schent anh is Seatbelt 
en I first went West some quarter of a century ago our 
of building lumber came from the forests of Wisconsin by way 
the ports ofthe Tertory of Kauss; anit nod to got ws 00 «thon | the 
of the Territory of Kansas; and it used to cost us $100 a thou- 
buy material for building our shanties on the prairies and con- 
cting our fences, in addition to the rates that were charged for haul- 
aoe saat thenedtiahteuneet tienen cab nauemeecn teens 
In the course of time railroads were lumber was brought 
direct acon the country iatead of beng bought 
to our ports, and the went down 5 or 
anybody tell me that of the fact that the rate of transportation 
went down so that we got our lumber at $20 a thousand there was any 
increase in the price in the of Wisconsin ? 


laughaNe. We got our lumber in Kansas cheaper. In just as much 
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as the rates of ompeee went down the price receded in the mar- 
ket where it was delivered for consumption, and we got the benefit o/ 
it. The price did not go up in the pineries of Wisconsin. 

It is an absurd inversion of the facts of political philosophy and po- 
litical economy to say that decreasing the rate of transportation is an 
enormous benefit to the producer of the grain and the agricultural] 
products in the interior region of this country. 

I do not wonder thatthe Senatorsfrom New England favor these ap- 
propriations. I should suppose they would do it, because, as the ‘en- 
ator from Rhode Island states, they need our grain. They do not 
raise wheat and corn enough in New England to give them a break- 
fast one month in the year, year in and out, and they would starve to 
death if they were left for subsistence to the products of their own fields. 

Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not speak of that in discredit or disparage- 
ment of New England. 

Mr. CHACE. eWill the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. Is the Senator aware that within the last five months 
wheat has been sold in London for a less price than it was sold for in 
the Chi market on the same day ? 

Mr. INGALLS. What has that got to do with this question? 

Mr. CHACE. It has this to do with it: The Senator will see very 
plainly that unless you can transport your wheat to tide water cheaply 
your farmers will suffer in the operation. 

Mr. INGALLS. The man in New York who buys for the purpose 
of transportation, the stock-broker and the gambler in grain, the man 
who buys it for the purpose of daily consumption, the man in Liver- 
pool, these get the advantage of cheap transportation. Does 
the Senator from Rhode Island pretend to tell me that when the rate 
of transportation goes down a cent a bushel to New York the farmer 
of Kansas gets advantage of 1 cent a bushel in the price he receives ’ 

Mr. CHACE. Certainly I do. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is preposterous. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator will allow me, I will say further, that 
before the lines of transportation were improved as they have been 
corn was burned on the prairies of Illinois, because it could not be trans 
ported ~ 7 enough to the East. Does the Senator affirm that that 
is not a 

Mr. INGALLS. That is going into another branch of this question 
altogether. Iam nottalking about surplus; Iam not talking about the 
exchange of products. I am not talking about the advantage of mar- 
kets that would enable us to get our freights back again as cheaply from 
New England to the Missouri River as you get them from the Missouri 
River to the seaboard; but to tell me that the decrease of a cent a bushel! 
in the rate from Atchison to New York raises the price of wheat or corn 
1 cent in the elevators of my city is an absurd piece of nonsense, and 
everybody knows it. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. Does the Senator deny that if the 10 per cent. that 

rted declines in price the other 90 per cent. will not be af 
° 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senator evades the issue. 

Mr. CHACE. That is the very issue; that is the whole thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not the issue. 

Mr. CHACE. If youcan not export your surplus you can not main- 
tain your price. 

Mr. INGALLS. If we can not export our surplus we shall raise 
something else. We are not limited to wheat or to corn. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question’? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. What would we raise if we did not raise wheat ani 
corn, and what would we do with it after we raised it? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Michigan intends to have me 
solve every question of political economy in this debate, of course i! w!! 
take a longer time than we can afford to spend on the river and harbor 
bill. I do not propose to indulge in a disquisition upon any other feat 
ures than the one before us. 

When the Senator from Rhode Island poses here as the friend 0! the 
eto | fen millions to build the Hennepin Canal, I tell him that the peor! of 

to build the Hennepin Canal, I tell him that the people o! 
the West are not deluded by that kind of argument. I tell him that 
no matter how much the price of the transportation of grain to \¢ 
York may be reduced, the advantage of the reduction goes to the on 
sumer who buys the grain or the gambler and broker who speculates 10 
it, and not to the man who raises it on the prairie, of Illinois or the p- 
lands of Kansas. 


Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him again? 
Mr. INGALLS. ' Yes, sir. 
Mr. CHACE. Then 1 I suppose the rule would work the other way. 
ne, ang the merchandise which is transported from the seaboard (0 
est? 
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Mr. INGALLS. That is where the advantage comes in. 

Mr. CHACE. Does not the West get the advantage of that? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is where the advantage comes in, and it is a 
legitimate argument. It is undoubtedly true that we have the benefit 
of from the East to the West on that which we buy or 
exchange. The fact that there is cheap transportation enables you to 
put down your cutlery, your cotton manufactures, your hardware, your 
woolen and everything that we want and do not manufacture 
a ete than you could without such cheap transportation. 


is where we get the benefit of it. The price of those commodities 
does not go up in the markets of Rhode Island because they are cheaper 
to us in 


Mr. CHACE. Then you ought to be in favor of this appropriation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am in favor of such appropriations as I believe 
to be national in their importance, but I do not propose to have the 
Senator from Rhode Island suppose that the people of the West are in 
any way deluded by the theory he advances—that he is in a very self- 
sacrificing way favoring this appropriation because he wants the price 
of grain to go up in the West. 

Mr. CHACE. . The Senator does not wish to do me an injustice. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; certainly not. 

Mr. CHACE. I must protest that I did not put it upon any ground 
but the broadest and the soundest business principles. I stated in epit- 
omizing that we wanted the freight brought from the West cheaply for 
oar use, and that the West wanted the merchandise carried from the 
East cheaply for their use; that it was a fair give-and-take, a benefit 
for both ies. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. CHACE. I did not put it upon any philanthropic ground what- 
ever, but upon a sound business basis. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not only the Senator from Rhode Island, but the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] in his advocacy has announced 
that he was moved by profound philanthropy fer these men of the 
frontier, that he wanted transportation cheapened in order that the 
men who are toiling beneath the sun on the prairies of the West should 
have a better price for their grain. 

Mr. MILLER. I knowl shall not interrupt the Senator, because 
he is always at his best when he is interrupted. His memory is not 
long , perhaps, to remember what I said. 

Mr. INGALLS. You will find that I recollect something before I 

h with this debate that I have not forgotten. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator will wait until my remarks are writ- 
ten out, or if he will get them now, he will find that in pretending to 
quote from me he has not quoted a single word or sentence or the ex- 
pression of a single idea which I used in my speech. 

Mr. INGALLS. I had not supposed the Senator had any ideas and 
I was not pretending to quote hisideas. Ofcourse that would beasu- 
perfluity and a work of supererogation. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator is always witty. The other day he 
quoted an old saw by telling me if I knew more I would be wiser. He 
is neon old saw by stating that the Senator from New York 
has no ideas. t is a witticism which I am very glad to have go on 
the record and let it go for whatitis worth. It is as old as the Senator 
and all of us put together. 

Mr. ING. . I did not invite this interruption. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator submitted to the interruption. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did indeed, and I submit to the results of it. I 
did not pretend, no person could, to quote the language of the Senator 
from New York. So far as his ideas are concerned I have already dwelt 
upon that, and so far as his is concerned I did not pretend to 
quote 7 but I said that he, in his speech, dwelt upon the idea that the 
votes of the seaboard were being given to these appropriations as a 

act toward the grain-growers of the West. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALILS. I repudiate that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. INGALILS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator states that I am in favor of this appro- 
priation and this amendment upon the idea that the East was willing 
to vote this and other appropriations for philanthropic reasons. I state 
again that I did not it upon any such proposition whatever. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, now I suppose that matter may be considered 
as settled. 

' Mr. MILLER. Unless you repeat the statement which I did not 
make and state that I said it. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is hardly worth while to repeat it because it is 
the stock argument, and I rose at this particular juncture of time for 
the of stating, as one of the representatives of that region, that 


we do not any gratuities; we are not asking for any appropria- 
tions in this bill or any other as a charity; and I state further every 
dollar that is i out of the Treasury for an east and west 
water way is a that is to be expended in violation of the laws of 
nature and the best interests of that portion of the country, for 
so far as the Valley is concerned, that great basin extending 
from the Alleghanies to the Rocky Mountains, they have their own 
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water ways and they have their own system of interior communication, 
and they do not ask any money for the purpose of creating new water 
ways that shall run east and west upon this continent. They can take 
care of themselves. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island spoke about the great 
popular desire for river and harbor bills, and said that for fifty years 
last past they had been a portion of the settled policy of this country. 
The merest tyro in these matters knows that from the time when Pierce 
vetoed a riverand harbor bill, in 1854 or 1856, there never was another 
such bill presented till 1870. 

Mr. CHACE. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. There was a hiatus of sixteen years. 

Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish the Senator, if he is going tostate my remarks, 
would quote them correctly. I said no such thing as the Senator at- 
tributes to me. 

Mr. INGALLS. Hesaid they had met with favor for fifty years past. 
He used the term “‘ fifty years’’ and designated fifty years as a period 
within which the policy of this country had been directed to the aa- 
nual expenditure of money for rivers and harbors; and yet I say that 
from the time when Franklin Pierce vetoed a river and harbor bill in 
1854 or 1856—I forget which it was—there was not another river and 
harbor bill passed until 1870, a period of sixteen years. So then this 
whole scheme, as we now have it, is an outgrowth of recent ideas, a 
modern policy. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to call 
his attention—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator trom Minnesota will wait 
until the Chair can ascertain whether the Senator from Kansas will 
yield. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair need never be at the trouble of stopping 
proceedings for the purpose of asking if I yield. If any Senator rises 
to address me, he has the opportunity without any interposition on the 
part of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules make it necessary for the 
Chair to interpose. 

Mr. INGALILS. I waive the rules. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to comply with the rules, of course. If 
convenient to the Senator from Kansas, and merely for the purpose of 
his own information, I desire to call his attention to the dates of the 
bills passed at the period he refers to. An act making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers was approved on the 
30th of August, 1852; an act making appropriations for the repair, pres- 
ervation, and completion of certain public works heretofore commenced 
under authority of law, and for other purposes, containing a number of 
appropriations, was approved June 23, 1866. In the intervening space 
there had been temporary provisions made by law for public improve- 
ments. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not as river and harbor bills; never by that name 
or under that title, or in any such manner as these bills are now pro- 
moted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will read one. Here is ‘‘an act making ap- 
propriations for the construction, preservations, and repairs of certain 
fortifications and other works of defense for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1865, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘“‘ Fortifications and other works of defense.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. It embraces the Delaware Breakwater Harbor 
and appropriates $100,000 for it. There are some others of this kind 
between 1852 and 1866. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator supposes that that interferes with er 
militates in any way against my statement he is welcome to interrupt 
me. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not desire to cite them as interfering with 
the Senator’s argument, but merely to give the facts. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Rhode Island further stated that 
for some reason or other these bills had been made the shining objects 
of attack on the part of the newspaper press of this country, and he 
expressed his wonder and surprise that when these bills were so deeply 
grounded in popular affection the newspaper press could have been so 
misguided as to express their disapprobation of the means and methods 
by which river and harbor bills were created and by which they were 
passed through both Houses of Congress. I agree with the Senator 


| from Rhode Island that there is in this country a deep-seated convic- 


tion in favor of proper and just appropriations for the preservation of 
rivers and harbors and the improvement of navigation. 

The Senator from New York spoke about the Erie Canal. I would 
vote cheerfully to-day to have the United States Government take the 
Erie Canal and undertake to maintain it and operate it free of toll to 
all the commerce of the earth that might desire to pass through it, and 
why? Because that is a great national work connecting the waters of 
the lakes and the waters of the ocean, and it has been so long in opera- 
tion that it can justly be considered almost as one of the natural links 
in the great system of water ways that in my judgment ought to be 
under national control. 

But the reason why there is a deep-seated suspicion in the public 
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mind about these bills, and why the newspaper press, as the Senator 
from Rhode Island says, has assailed them, is not because appropria- 
tions should not be made for proper national objects, but because these 
bills have come to be regarded as illustrations of the most 

venality that has ever appeared in any legislative body beneath the sun. 

Take this bill before us now, Mr. President, and there are five mill- 
ions in it that ean be characterized with no other phrase except thit of 
“‘hoodle.’’ There are $5,000,000 in this bill that are filched from the 
Treasury if this bill passes, for the purpose of making men strong in 
their districts at home, for the purpose of enabling men to show their 
constituents that they can help them in Washington, for the purpose 
of bringing money into their States to be employed in the construction 
of water ways and channels of navigation that have no existence upon 
the map. 

I should like, if time permitted, to call attention item by item to 
some amendments that have been put in this bill by the Committee on 
Commerce of this body—thousands upon thousands appropriated for 
the improvement of water ways over marshes with soft, muddy bot- 
toms, without a current or channel, where there is not to exceed 12 to 
18 inches of water, and where the adjoining communities have noth- 
ing to export except barrel-staves and peanuts. 

Sir, the people that I represent would spurn me, I should be an exile 
from their affections if I were to say that money should not be appro- 
priated for great national objects, for the harbor of New York—and I 
am glad that the Senator from that State secured an amendment of a 
million for that purpose—for the great harbors along the Atlantic and 
Pacific, for the Ohio and Mississippi, and for the other natural water 
ways which are included in this bill. But, sir, it is not that of which 
this country complains; it is not that which the press assails. It is 
the money that is unjustifiably put in here, not for the purpose of im- 
proving water ways, but for the purpose of advancing political fortunes, 
for the purpose of making the bill strong enough so that by combina- 
tions that are made it can overcome any possible obstacles which may 
be presented in this body or the other. 

1 have prepared a small analysis, incomplete and unsatisfactory it is 
true, but that I think will serve to illustrate what I have said on this 
subject. The Committee on Commerce in this body is represented by 
the States of Maine, Minnesota, Michigan, New York, Oregon, Penn- 
sylvania, North Carolina, Texas, Missouri, Maryland, Florida, West 
Virginia, and Louisiana. I believe it is the committee in this 
body; buat it never will be satisfied until it includes one member from 
every State in the American Union. The State of Michigan is repre- 
sented by two members—one in the other House; the State of New York 
by two members; the State of Pennsylvania by two members; the State 
of Texas by two members; the State of Missouri by two members; the 
State of West Virginia by two members, and the State of Louisiana by 
two members. As this bill came from the House of Representatives, 
and as it has been amended by the Committee on Commerce, it hap- 
pens that out of the total sum appropriated, with the amendments, 
these States that have been favored by membership of the committee 
obtain a grand total of $7,790,775, or about one-half. The State of 
Maine has $191,000; the State of Minnesota $120,000-—— 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That embraces ports on Lake Superior. 

Mr. INGALLS. The State of Michigan has $1,268,500; the State of 
New York, $1,904,500; the State of $685,000; the State of Penn- 
sylvania, $531, 000; North Carolina, $410,000; Texas, $950,000; Mis- 
souri, $547,500, including the Missouri River; Maryland, $257, 7%; 
Florida, $397,000; West Virginia, $315,000; Louisiana, $163,000. 

Now let us look at the increases as reported from the committee of the | Vite 
Senate. Maine has an increase of $40,000; Minnesota, $25,000; Mich- 
igan, $350,000; New York, $932,000; ‘Oregon, $185,000; ene 
$40,000; North Carolina, $173,000; Texas and Missouri, ha ving sufli- 
cient I suppose, were not increased; Maryland, $125,275; and Florida, 
her member of the committee being absent, was decreased $13,000; 
West Virginia was increased $100,000, and Lonisiana $5,000, making 
a total increase by amendments in the Senate in those States repre- 
sented by members of the committee of $1,975,275 out of nar ag ay 
being nearly two-thirds of the entire increase by amendments in this 

y 

Mr. President, that can not be a coincidence. Everybody under- 
stands that that is not possibly a coincidence. Is there any Senator 
who believes that if North Carolina had not been ited on that 
committee she would have had $173,000 increase of appropriation in 
this bill? Does any one believe that if the Senator from Florida had 
not been unfortunately absent the for that State wonld 
have been decreased $13,000 in this bill? Does any one believe that 
had it not been for the importunate energy of the Senator from Michi- 
gan his State would have received an increase of $350,000, swelling the 
aggregate to the enormous total of $1,268,500? No, Mr. President, it 
aes oe This was not an accident. By fine 

su processes this bil! was builded up to its present proportions. 
It could not otherwise have than by design that out of this 
total of $2,895,275 increase on this bill nearly twe millions should oc- 
cur in the States that are so fortunate as to have members upon the 
Committee on Commerce. 


And, Mr. President, this is not the history of a solitary year. Year 


by year ever since 1870 the enormities of these bills have been increas 
ing; they have become more and more apparent, until at last they haye 
shocked the moral sense of the people. And it is in vain to tell; 
that there is some insensate, unvatural opposition on the part of tho 
newspapers which has resuited in a feeling of discon: 
in the popular mind. That is not the way history is made; that is; Lot 
the way public opinion is formed. Newspapers do not make pu)lic 
opinion; they reflect it. The keenest and shrewdest leaders in tlic 
newspaper world are the men who find out what is in the minds of {he 
and say it, who discover what the people want said and they 

utter it; and the Senator from Rhode Island inverts the process wh 
he says that river and harbor bills have become disfavored in the 
public mind because there has been some inexplicable opposition 1» 
them on the part of the newspaper press 

Now, Mr. President, about this scheme to which our attention is 
called to-day for the purpose of constructing what is knewn as the = n- 
nepin Canal. I have sent to the Library for the purpose of ascertai 
ing the terms and conditions of the law of Iilinois to which reference 
is made in the first clause of this paragraph, but I have been unab|« 
find it. The committee did not see fit to quote it in their report, a: d 
I have sent to the Library and obtained a synopsis——— 

Mr. LOGAN. I will give you the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is is contained in the revised statutes 
of Illinois for the year 1883, edited by Mr. Hurst. 

Mr. LOGAN. Here is the act [handing a book to Mr. InGAiis 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the Government of the United 
States has donated to the State of Illinois about 300,000 acres of land 
for the construction of this work. How much has been expended ani 
what part remains this report does not show. 

Mr. VEST. There is a report which shows it. I read it the other 
day. 

Mr. INGALIS. I have not seen that. 

Mr. VEST. President Arthur's message contains the whole of 1: 

Mr. INGALLS. The first clause of this amendmentdeciares thai— 

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way and all its «p- 
Eien in ane ten) autate Remstadoen ened tothe Diste of Miincte ay tho, Unite 
States for coal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the G 
Assembly of the State of INinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby 


cepted on the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Asse1ib\y 
of the State of Lilincis. 


I can not understand what right the State of Illinois has to impose 
any “‘ terms and conditions’’ on the Government of the United State. 
We gave them 300,000 acres of land to build this canal; and such of it 
as they have now constructed, running I believe from Chicago to son: 
point below La Salle, Hennepin, has been completed ani is 

by the State; and the language of the act of the Illinois Leg- 
islature is that this canal— 

Its tof way and all its appurtenances, and all right, tithe, and inte 
which State may now have in any real estate ceded to the State by the | nil 
States for canal purposes, be, and are hereby, ceded to the United States, ‘: 
the pu of maki ges eraieiatetan om calenged conal ond waterway {: yy 
Lake Michigan to the Dliinois and Mississippi Rivers; and this cession is 1. 

the condition that the United States shall, within five years from the ' 


upon 
this act takes effect, acoept this t, and thereafter maintain the said can. 
and water way for the purpose oresaid. 


This act further provides that— 
Sec, 2. The ae —— y shall — power to withdraw and ee 
an aceeptance aes t whe 
the Vaited States, ee shall accept the As. conditions pro 
Sag section } of Gioan. hee vernor shall immediate thereafter ex- 
iver, in the name of the State of Illinois, to the United Stat 
Se eeeeernrnse nea 
to be granted to the proper authorities of the United States. 

That is to say, the Legislature of the State of Illinois makes a prop- 
osition to the Government of the United States offering to us a can! 
that has been very largely constructed out of funds that we ga 
that State, and says very kindly and very thoughtfully that we 1. 
have this work now constructed to the Illinois River upon the con: - 
tion that we will take it up and continue the work to the Missis 

maiatain and operate it erties pubiitens adores: sai 
If the State of INinois has any proposition \ 
make to the United States Government to relinquish any portion 0! 
public works or to cede any part of its territory, it appears to me tha! 
i puts usin avery singular position to state we will accept that 
y upon conditions tendered to us by the State that we shall take 
this work where the State left it off and continue it at an indeiin' 


é 


Mr. INGALLS. There are a number of documents accompan 
communication from the President of the United States made to 
Forty-eighth Congress, first session, and printed as Executive |): 
ment No. in which, under the signature of Governor Ham!‘ 
dated 1983, appears astatement of what has been ( 
with the fand that was dousted by theGovernment of the United Sta'cs 





FO a aa i 


ee eee ee, 2 ee Ae et ee a eee 


—wa we a a ae 


The acceptance obligation on the part of the State to 
amie Reni canal in and as a public water way for the pur- 
poses indicated in the acts , and this obligation can not be avoided 

will or convenience That the canal must be ke 


. i 
ene is imperative, unless the State be released from this ob rs x 
Mr. GEORGE. What is the Senator reading from ? 
Mr. INGALLS. From the of the State of Illinois, Spring- 
field, November, 1 a communication signed by John M. Hamilton, 
or of , ae addressed to his excellency C. A. Arthur, 
ident of the United States, Washington, D. C. This which I 
have read is contained in the letter of the governor with what purports 
to be an extract from a report of acommittee of the Legislature sub- 
mitted to the lower house on the 14th of April, 1882. He goes on to 


k a hardship to the State. It has not ren “* 

sere ae tin itlarting mck havtehio in tho State, It hesnot proven “s 
struction is, and ae $6,557,681.50. The amount of moneys re- 
ceived by the State from the sale of canal lands given by the United States is 
$5,886,089.68. This, added to the net —_- of the canal, namely, $2,933,691.74, 
makes an of lands and lots sold, with the net earnings of the canal, 
the sum of $8,819,731.42 realized by the State, which shows a balance of $2,262,- 
049.92 clear ts which were paid into the State treasury, which is more than 
one-third of its entire cost. 

But no portion of which do they propose to surrender, as I under- 
stand. The State of Illinois having constructed this canal out of fands 
given to it by the United States Government and operated — 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator pretend to say that the canal cost 
no more than the land sold for? 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I gave the figures. 

Mr. CULLOM. It cost much more than the proceeds of the land. 

Mr. INGALLS. I read: 

The entire cost of the canal in its construction is, principal and interest, $%,- 
557,681.50. The amount of moneys received by the State from the sale of canal 
lands given by the United States is $5,886,039.68. This added to the net earn- 
ings of the eanal, namely, $2,933,691.74, makes an ate of lands and lots 

with the net of the canal the sum of $8,819,731.42 realized by the 
State, which shows a of $2,262,049.92 clear putts which were paid into 
the State treasury, which is more than one-third of its entire cost. 

And yet with this amount, two millions and a quarter of clear profit 
on the construction of this canal out of the funds given by the United 
States Government and the tolls that have been received from it, the 
State of Illinois coolly proposes to give us the canal and keep the 
profits, upon the condition that we shall construct the remainder of it 
from Hennepin to the Mississippi River at an expense variously esti- 
mated at from seven million to twenty-five million dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is part of the statement the Senator ought to 
read, the next sentence. 

Mr. INGALIS. I did not read that. 
my attention to that: 

Besides this sum of money, the canal itself— 


Besides this sum of money that is in the treasury of the State— 
the canal itself and many millions’ worth of real estate, partof said canal lands, 


f 


: 


I am glad the Senator calls 
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an aspirant for any higher position than that I now occupy, of course 
I must be assumed to act from motives different from those which 
would influence the Senator from Illinois. 

But I do not think I have made any misstatement, and I certainly 
would not be guilty in any observations of mine of any disparagement 
of the State of Lilinois, or anything in derogation of her honor or her in- 
tegrity; but it oceurs to me almost irresistibly that if the State of Illi- 
nois wanted that canal from Hennepin to the Mississippi River, why 
did she not take that $2,600,000 of profit in her treasury and go to 
work and begin to dig it? 

The Senator intimates that this sum is the result of the tolls on the 
eanal—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Tolls and profits. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. Then it is not just, it is not a fair 
arguinent to state here that I said that these funds in the treasury of 
Illinois were derived from tolls on thatcanal. I read from adocument 
that has the sanction of the governor of that State; it is not to be im- 
pugned by a statement from any source, and I will read it again, that 
there may be no misunderstanding about it, as its veracity has been 
called in question. 

Mr. LOGAN. No; its veracity has not been called in question. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is: 


The entire cost of the canal in its construction is, principal and interest, 
$6,557 ,681.50. 

Pretty tolerably minute. They evidently understood keeping ac- 
counts there, for they got the cost of that canal down to a 50-cent piece, 
and they give us the figures. 

The amount of moneys received by the State from the sale of canal lands 
given by the United States is $5,836,039.68. This added to the net earnings of 
the canal, namely, $2,933,691.74, makes an aggregate of lands and lots sold, with 
the net earnings of the canal,the sum of $8,819,731.42 realized by the Stat: 
which shows a balance of $2,262,049.92 clear profits which were paid into th 
State treasury— 

Not bled by contractors or plundered by officers, but put into the 
State treasury— 
which is more than one-third of its entire cost. 


And beside this: 


The canal itself and many millions’ worth of real estate, part of said canal 
lands, yet belong to the State. 


Mr. President, I repeat, that if this is a work of great national im- 
portance which the State of Illinois desired to retain and which they 
were operating at a profit, and if they desired further that this system 
should be continued to the Mississippi River, it is a little singular, when 
they had $2,262,000 of clear profit in their treasury and many millions’ 
worth of valuable real estate belonging to the canal were yet in their 
possession, that they did not go to work and at least begin to build it, 
but on the contrary that they come here with a naked, bald proposi- 
tion to keep this profit in their treasury, and to cede the canal that they 
have built outof the fands of the United States Government to Congress 
upon the condition that we shall take up the work where they have 












































bel Stat | left off, continue it to the Mississippi River, and make it free to com- 
a, = | merce. 


Mr. HAWLEY. That is to be ceded back. The reason I called the Mr. President, one other curious thing about this business—and I 
Senator’s attention to that sentence was because I suppose the act of | think probably it is the solution of the problem—is that between the 
Tilinois provides for receding these lands to the Federal Government. | Illinois River at the town of Hennepin and the Mississippi River where 

. INGALLS. The real estate has been ceded to the State of Illi- | this canal is to disembogue there is an elevation of land—I do not 

| want to be inaccurate, because I may be criticised—something over 200 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I think there ought to | feet in height, and the distance I think is somewhere varying accord- 

be fair dealing in ali things. I think 1 represent about as honorable a | ing to the route surveyed from 60 miles—the Senator from Missouri 
perbaps asthe Senator from Karisas does; no moreso, I will | perhaps can tell me—— 


Pe 


say; but the that is being made to show that there was unfair- Mr. HAWLEY. From 75to 101. 
_ on the of the State of Illinois by stating that the proceeds of Mr. INGALLS. From 75 to 101 miles? 
e lands 


had received left a profit of $2,000,000, when that Mr. LOGAN. What? 

amount was received from tolls, dcc.,is very unjust. To putitin that Mr. CULLOM. From Hennepin to Rock Island by one route is 64 

way and say the State proposes to keep that is, I think, a character of | and by the other 77 miles. 

argument which ought not to be used by a gentleman who is a states- Mr. LOGAN. One route is 64, one is 75, and one is 69. 

man, which I will admit. Now, the fact is that was done to show the | Mr. INGALLS. Then it is from 64 to 75 miles. One route is 64, 
that the acceptance of the canal was no hardship, that it | one 65.2, one 64.9, one 74.5, and one 77 miles—from 64 to 77 miles. I 

was and is profitable to the State; but they cede back all the landsthat | am told, and have read in authenticated statements submitted to Con- 

they have received, which amounts to much more than this, and the gress by engineers, that between the Illinois River and the Mississippi 
receives the canal, which is a profitable highway in the | River there is a height of land in excess of 200 feet which this canal 

7 tolls. is ij must cross. Am I correct? 

Senator certainly not that any State that received | Mr. CULLOM. Two hundred and eight feet. 
tolls on a canal. which it offered to the Government, s0 that a great ship- Mr. INGALLS. 


| 


| 


4 


Two hundred and eight feet, which must necessarily 
onal be made out of it for the benefit of the Government and | ‘be crossed by a series of locks. It seems strange that in a prairie coun- 
the sonene’ should be criticised because of the fact that it says | try, a region which is the typical prairie of the West, in order to aseer- 
it has 000 over and above the cost of the work by the tolls | tain a route for a water way in the State of Illinois between Lake 
on the canal. I his own State has received a few acres of land, | Michigan at Chicago and the Mississippi River, they had to find a place 
ae eete them to the Government in a few years, according | where there was a 200 feet height in a State that I suppose contains a 


larger per cent. of level prairie than any other, so level that the com- 

lt, INGALL. Mr. President, Ido not pretend to be a statesman, | plaint in many cases is that it does not drain sufficiently. And to com- 
ton Senator from Illinois has a monopoly ofstatesmanship, and there- | plete a water way between the lakes and the Mississippi River through 
I feel no humiliation at his criticism that the observations Ihave | the State of Illinois it becomes necessary to select a route that has an 
made are such as ought not to emanate from a statesman. 





to be Pretending : elevation of 200 feet in a distance of from 64 to 77 miles. 
: buta common, ordinary, cheap kind of a legislator, look - Mr. President, it becomes a curious problem to understand where the 
ing out for the interests of the country as well as I can, and not being | water supply is to come from; butI am told that up on the summit of 
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this ridge, supplied by nature and Providence, I presume upon the 
same theory that the Irishman mentioned when he said that great riv- 
ers usually flowed by large towns, there is a stream that they propose 
to continue along the ridge and empty at some point into this canal for 
the purpose of furnishing water on which this commerce is to be lifted 
up over this divide of 200 feet on its way from Chicago to the Missis- 
sippi River. Engineers who have examined this matter state that there 
is nowhere upon earth a water route that implies such enormously ex- 
pensive construction as that which will be necessary to lift the com- 
merce that is to be in this way furnished an easier route from the Mis- 
sissippi River to the Atlantic by way of the lakes over this intervening 
obstacle of 208 feet, that is to be supplied, not by the waters of the 
lakes, not by the waters of the Mississippi River, but by a Providen- 
tial feeder that flows down the summit of this ridge, which they propose 
to tap somewhere and discharge into the upper lock,"I suppose to sup- 
ply these gigantic aqueous spans on either side by which this commerce 
is to ascend and descend laboriously step by step between the Missis- 
sippi River and Chicago. 

Mr. President, if the engineering difficulties of this scheme have not 
been overestimated, if we have not been made the victim of some be- 
guilement, if these stories are not fictions written out of the Arabian 
Nights, I should say that a scheme which proposes tocommit the United 
States Government to the expenditure of anywhere from ten to twenty- 
five million dollars to lift the commerce of the Northwest step by step 
up this gigantic water stairway 208 feet above the Mississippi River 
and then slowly step by step down this aqueous staircase allow it to es- 
cape to Chicago, was one of the most marvelous that ever entered into 
the mind of man to conceive. 

Mr. HAWLEY. After getting down the 208 feet it has then got to 
rise again, before getting to Chicago, 140 feet. 

Mr. INGALLS. And 140 feet more to Chicago. After they have 
got over the 208 feet, the 140 will be comparatively a matter of little 
difficulty. 

It may be, Mr. President, that these things are all untrue. It may 
be that this statement which I have read from the governor of Illinois 
is merely a passing newspaper jest. It may be that these stories that 
I have been told about the engineering difficulties are no more accurate 
and reliable than the stories we hear about the canal that fed the hang- 
ing gardens of Babylon. But if they be true, if we are seriously to 
be called upon to take this project in hand and provide for the con- 
struction of this canal over the route that I have described and in the 
face of the engineering difficulties that have been detailed, I do not 
wonder that the State of Illinois was willing that the United States 
Government should take it if they would agree to construct it to the 
Mississippi River, and that they so declared upon a yea-and-nay vote 
in their Legislature. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator regard the Erie Canal as of any 
account to this country? - 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator know how mach lockage there is 
in it? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Erie Canal is builded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Erie Canal is constructed, in operation, and has 
been for I do not know how many years. As I said, I shall be entirely 
willing to take that canal and operate it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It never would have been constructed if the Senator 
had lived at the time, I reckon. 

Mr. INGALLS. That would depend on my capacity for endurance 
of speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should think so. 

Mr. INGALLS. That may possibly be. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator know how much lockage there is 
on that canal? 

Mr. INGALLS. I am told there are sixteen locks at one place and 
twenty-six at another, and how many more in other I do not 
know. But we are not talking about constructing the Erie Canal. 
That is builded. I said that if the government of New York would re- 
linguish it, I would be glad to take it, locks and all, and provide for 
maintaining it and let commerce go through free of toll. 

Mr. CULLOM. There happen to be seventy-two locks or it, and a 
lockage of 654 feet 4 inches. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well; but how longis it? 

Mr. CULLOM. Three hundred and fifty miles. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is 64 miles; and you have 208 feet elevation 
in the 64 miles, and there they have 654 feet in 350 miles. 

Mr. CULLOM. The proportion of lockage is not very different. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; use the Senator from Connecticut informs 
me, and I rely on his , that in addition to the 208 feet on the 
64 miles there is 140 feet more lockage between Hennepin and Chicago. 

Mr, CULLOM. So there is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Add those two 6 

Mr, CULLOM. If the Senator would ask the question he would find 


that there was no loss of money on account of it there, that that cana) 
is able to maintain itself with arailroad right alongside of it in com}. 
nation with other railroads which try to destroy it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have this accurate as we go on. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the information right here from the Chief os 
Engineers. 

Mr. PLATT. From the Illinois River to the summit level there ayo 
twenty-three locks in a distance of 18 miles, aggregating a total lift 0; 
205 feet and averaging 11.4 feet to the mile. That is in 18 miles. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, if the Senator from Kansas will kindly per. 
mit, I will give the entire lockage from Chicago to the river. (y 
the old canal already built,which is to be enlarged, there are sixteen 
locks, with a descent of 141} feetto Hennepin. Then if you take the 
Watertown route for the new canal, which is the average in length, as 
you go from Hennepin to the summit, there‘are to be twenty-three locks 
in 18 miles—205 feet by the table I have. Then descending from the 
summit to the Mississippi River by the medium route of the three 
there are nine locks and 86 feet of lockage. The total by the Rock 
Island route is 101; but take the Watertown route and there is bet ween 
Chicago and the Mississippi River a lift of 432 feet in adistance by tha: 
route of 161 miles. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Chief of Engineers says in his comminnica- 
tion: 

I infer, therefore, that if business enough requires such water transportation 
there is nothing in the physical features of the undertaking to render jt im. 
practicable or prevent it from being a benefit to commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. In one of the sketches accompanying this report 
showing the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the different routes pro- 
posed of the Hennepin Canal is a profile of the different routes; and 
I wish, as a matter of curiosity, that those Senators who have an in- 
terest in this matter would examine it. The western profile from the 
Illinois River extending upward to the highest level of 208 feet by a 
series of locks appears to be about as nearly perpendicular as the apex 
of the Washington Monument; it is steeper than the roof of an orii- 
nary house. Here they are. [Exhibiting.] Then there is a contin- 
uous line with one or two locks extending westward toward the Mis- 
sissippi; and the design is by easier grades and from the plains on the 
Illinois River to the height of land 208 feet by the series of locks that 
are here designed. The locks are as consecutive as stairs on a stair- 
ease, and the profile shows a slope that is certainly an angle of 45°; 
and yet we are told that this offers such facilities for the transportation 
of the grain-growers of the Northwest that they are eager and hungry 
for this appropriation to be made. I can imagine after grain has been 
put on a freight train west of the Mississippi River and started for New 
York the eager alacrity with which every railroad will be directing its 
lines to the outlet of this canal for the purpose of discharging th» com 
and the grain and the cattle into the canal-boats of the Hennepin for 
the purpose of boosting them up over this 208 feet and lowering them 
down on the other side, and they ought to have a derrick and a lot of 
pulleys to.,do it so that they can reach Chicago by going over 140 feet 
more of the same kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not suppose that what I may say 
can effect anything; but after listening to the very remarkable speech 
of the very able Senator from Kansas, I am induced to make onc or two 
suggestions. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me a moment 
that I may make one statement of figures? The Senator from Kansas 
charged upon the construction of this bill by the committee that they 
had favored the States to which they belong, and pofnted out, if | have 
his figures right, that out ofa bill of about fourteen millions $7,790,000 
were expended in the States that had representatives on the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. INGALLS. That included the amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. That would be a little less than one-half of the whole. 
Now I want to point out to that Senator that the population of those 
States aggregates 34,811,786 out of a total population according to tle 
last census of 58,000,000. So on the Senator’s own statement the com- 
mittee, although they represent States whose commercial proportions are 
infinitely greater than their rtion by population, as will be seen by 
running over the list—Maine, Massachusctts, Illinois, Ohio, Michigan, 
Texas—still they have in themselves a proportion very much less had 
would be their proportion ing to population. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I can have the attention of the 
Senate I desire to notice one or two very strange propositions made by 

Senator from Kansas. He started out with the proposition tha 
Illinois is under obligation to the Government to comp!e' 
Hennepin Canal. The State of Dlinois is not under any obligate, 
ertake an obligation, to complete the Henuep!” 

There is no sueh thing in any proposition 0" 

the Illinois and Michigan Canal, so far as involvinz ‘'° 
linois in an obligation of that kind is concerned. |! '' 
that he is mistaken in that. 

did not say so. The Senator insisted that ¥° 
Government of the United States th 
pletion of the canal from Hennepin to Rock Island, and asks sy 
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should we not do it ourselves? I say there is no such obligation and 


no such pretense was ever known or understood in reference to this | 


canal. 

In the next place, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
engineering capacity of the Senator from Kansas. The Senator from 
Kansas calls this the staircase canal. 
about engineering; and certainly I do not know anything about it ; 
but I am sure if he was employed by the Government he could make 
a plan so that we could understand it. He shows the profiles of this 
canal to the Senate, and he examines them with the horizontal and 
vertical scale. The horizontal scale is 1 inch to 9 miles, and the ver- 
tical scale 1 inch to 150 feet. That kind of engineering, of course, is 
something very complimentary to a man who understands the scale so 
perfectly as he does when he undertakes to show the absurdity ofa 
canal of this character. ; 

Now let us examine a little further. What is the proposition of the 
State of Illinois? Instead of the State of Illinois attempting to im- 

upon the Government of the United Statee, the fact is that years 
ago a committee from the Congress of the United States traveled all 
over this country for the purpose of examining the best mode of open- 
ing up water routes for transportation purposes. 
braced in its report the Hennepin Canal. That committee embraced 
in its report the proposition that the Hennepin Canal could be made so 
as to connect the Illinois and Mississippi Rivers, making a direct route 
from the Mississippi River to Chicago, from Chicago across the lakes, 
through the Erie Canal to New York, giving a water way from the Mis- 
sissippi River to the Atlantic Ocean. These propositions were placed 
before the country. 

The question then arose, Illinois having completed the Illinois and 
Michigan Canal, how the Government of the United States should ob- 
tain possessionofthat canal. Illinois proposed then if the Government 


of the United States desired, which they believed was of great interest | 


to the whole commerce of the West, that they would cede this canal 
to the Government provided the Government would make ita ship- 
canal. 

I do not wish to enter into the details of the thing for the reason that 
it has been amplified by my colleague to such an extent that I could 
not give any facts in connection with it that would illustrate the case 
any more perfectly than he has done, and perhaps not so well. 

The Government of the United States had granted to the State of 
Illinois a certain amount of land provided Illinois would build a canal 
and connect the lakes with the Illinois River. Illinois accepted the 
land grant. The State of Illinois built the canal and the State has 

thecanal. The State hasexpended about $6,000,000 in build- 
ing the canal, a little over a million more than was produced from the 
sale of the lands. The canal is not wide enough fora ship-canal. It 
afforded all the facilities that were required at that time for transport- 
ing such things as were produced in that part of the country, but at 
time it is not sufficient, and for the purpose of making this great 
water way from the Mississippi River to the Atlantic Ocean as near as 
may be it is now pro to make it a ship-canal and to continue it 
from Hennepin to the Mississippi River. 

The Senator says he would be perfectly willing to accept the Erie 
Canal. That takes commodities from Lake Erie to the Hudson River, 
where it connects with water transportation to New York city and the 
sea. He is willing to do that; but if you do that the connection is not 
made until connect with the Mississippi River, so that the prod- 
ucts of the Northwest shall have an outlet by a water route as well as 
by railroad. That, in a few words, is the object of this whole thing, 
and was the proposition made first—not sought by the people of Illi- 
nois, as he charges, but su by a committee that made the ex- 
amination for the Congress of the United States as one means of having 
a water route from the West to the seaboard. 

80 soon as the proposition was made and the State of Illinois 
took action her Legislature to comply with the suggestion that 
made, railroads in that part of the country and every one 

in them commenced a warfare upon the Hennepin Canal, 
that day to this it has been attacked i in the same manner that 
to-day. These attacks do not come always merely from the 
exists in reference to its being an objectionable proposi- 
the influence of nearly every railroad in the Northwest has 
ition from that day to this, and every one friendly to 

has done the same thing. I have no fight against rail- 
against the friends of railroads, but I ask them to keep their 
propositions that are for the benefit of the American people. 
Senator from Kansas says that this is an attempt to filch from the 
of United States from ten to twenty million dollars. 
evidence of his qualifications as an engineer. This ca- 
surveyed time andagain. I presume it has been surveyed 
a dozen times and perhaps more. Five or six different 
been made in reference to the different routes between the 
River and in connecting with the Illinois and Mich- 
at that point, and each and every engineer officer who has 
oe has reported that the route is feasible, and not only feasi- 
highest estimate placed by the engineers, who have made 
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three or four surveys within the last two years, has been $7,000,000, 
and that includes the feeder that the Senator spoke of in such a criti- 


cising manner as he did when he spoke of its tumbling down the stair- 





| ease of this canal. 


Now, let ussee how the Senator’s statement compares with the state- 
ment of the engineers who: have surveyed this route and made their es- 
timates. The estimated cost of constructing the canal and feeder, in- 
cluding the right of way, is $5,811,367.50 for one route, the Marais 


| d’Osier. The estimate for the Watertown route is $7,207,646.88, in- 


cluding all expenses, cost of feeder, right of way, and everything con- 
nected with the construction and completion of the canal. The esti- 
mate for the Rock Island route amounts to $6,672,890. 67. 

As I said, the highest estimate foreither of these routes, for the most 
costly one, including the right of way, feeders, locks, and everything 
connected with it, is a little over $7,000,000. The Senate must say 
whether we shall take the estimates of engineers when we come to 
compare them with the statements of a Senator who knows more about 
canals than any man I have known for a longtime. If his statements 





That committee em- | 


are correct or if what he says about this canal is true, the engineers are 

| all crazy. Of course the engineers would not say such a thing about 

| him, nor would they say that he had misrepresented, but they would 
certainly say that he was mistaken. 

The statement has been made that the governor of Illinois had made 
| areport to the President of the United States and showed that he wanted 
to get rid of this canal, and for that purpose wanted it dumped on the 
people of the United States, and that $2,000,000 had been made by the 
State of Illinois, and that therefore we expected to speculate to that 
extent. I will say that the lands to-day that would be returned to the 
Government of the United States under this proposition I have not the 
slightest doubt are of more value than the amount it took to complete 
| that canal; and yet the State of Illinois proposes to cede back every- 
thing that the Government gave to the State except that portion which 
was expended in the construction and completion of the canal. What 
more could a Statedo? What more would a State be asked to do than 
to return everything received from the Government except that which 
had been expended? 

Bat it is said the State of Illinois received a small pittance by way 
of tolls, &c., and therefore it is not acting fair because it does not pro- 
pose to give that up, too. I did not know the Government wanted it, 
and nobody thought of it. It isa matter for the Government of the 
United States represented in Congress to do just as it pleases about this 
proposition. But I will say if you ever have a through water route 
from the seaboard to the West, which one day will come, this will be 
the route and no other. It is the only opening that can be made 
cheaply from the Mississippi River to Chicago, where it strikes the 
lakes, by taking the Illinois and Michigan Canal, which is 96 miles in 
length and a fine canal, too, widening it, and connecting this with it. 
It is the only way the Government can ever open a water route to the 
seaboard from the Western country. 

Mr. President, so far as this river and harbor bill is concerned it 
seems to have been attacked pretty generally. I have naught to say 
about that. Ido not propose to discuss it at this time especially, nor 
do I expect to do it hereafter; but this one proposition seems to have 
been selected by certain Senators here to make a raid upon the whole 
bill, and not only that, but especially upon this part of it. 

I do not intend to detain the Senate further than to say that if the 
fact that this canal itself, when presented to the country as it has been, 
does not make an argument sufficient to induce Members of Congress 
and Senators to vote for a small appropriation so as to accept the prop- 
osition of the State of Illinois, there is no argument that I can make 
in favor of it which would induce them to do so. 

It is the cheapest route from the Mississippi River to the Atlantic 
Ocean. It will be a benefit to all the people in the Northwest, whether 
they are producers or consumers. It will be a route coming in compe- 
tition with railroad routes, and it will to that extent reduce freights, 
and to that extent it will benefit everybody. 

One fact which has been stated here proves what I say to be true. 
While the Illinois and Michigan Canal is open in the summer freights 
are lower on the railroads than they are when the canal is closed. 
Why is that? It is because there is at that time no competition with 
the railroads. And if the railroads and their interests can prevent the 
Government of the United States from taking hold of this work and 
building it, to that extent they are profited, and they can do as they 
have always done, fix their own rates, make their combinations, and 
deprive the producers of that country of profits on their products, if 
this proposition is defeated, which has been the case for years and will 
continue to be so. 

The Senator’s own State is interested in this. All the Western and 
Northwestern country is interested in it, and no matter what he may 
say that nevertheless is true. 

I have said all I desire to say in reference to this question. It isnot, 
as has been said, that Illinois is trying to dump this thing on the peo- 
ple of the United States and take from the Treasury millions of dollars. 
This canal is for the benefit of comimerce, for the benefit of the coun- 
try, for the benefit of all the people of the Northwest. I know that 
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my friend the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has an idea, that is 
covered up neatly, that it will somehow or other injure Saint Louis, 
and that therefore the people of Saint Louis must oppose the Hennepin 
Canal. It can not affect the city of Saint Louis in the slightest degree. 
That is beginning to be a great railroad center now from the Northwest 
to the Mississippi River, and the people of Illinois have been as free 
always in giving appropriations for the Mississippi River as any class 
of representatives that you will find in the United States; and it was a 
report that I made as the head of a committee that examined that 
river which caused one of the largest appropriations ever made for it. 
We have always been the friends of clearing out obstructions in and 
opening that great channel of commerce for the benefit of the North- 
west; and we do feel that it does sometimes come in a way that is un- 
expected to us when we find in this little improvement that is calculated 
to advance the interests of our State and the Northwest country north 
of that portion where the Senator resides that it is attacked just in 
the manner it has been here in the Senate. 

This same proposition was adopted in the Senate at one time on a 
river and harbor bill. The very proposition that we make to-day was 
in a river and harbor bill which passed the Senate some years ago, but 
it was stricken from the bill by a conference committee. It was then 
considered by the Senate of great importance; but in conference, ow- 
ing to some influence or other, God knows what, much to the surprise 
of all of us it was stricken off, and ata late hour of the session the 
bill passed without it, the conference report being agreed to. 

Se we have found year after year the same character of opposition not 
enly in the Senate, but outside of it and surrounding it. Senators here 
honestly oppose the measure because they think it is not a proper work 
for the Government to undertake. But the influences outside oppose 
it because they believe it will be inimical to their interests and will 
cause their profits to be less. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I have been surprised 
at one proposition made by the Senator from Kansas to the effect that 
the benefit arising from cheap transportation of wheat inures alone to 
the consumer and that the producer gains nothing. 

Mr. INGALILS. I did not say that. My proposition was that a re- 
duction in rates of transportation was not followed by an increase of the 
price of the article produced at the point where it is produced. I did 
not say there was no benefit from cheapening transportation. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Ovegon. I certainly understood that to be the 
proposition, nor does the Senator's explanation materially change it. 
Now, this can not be correct, because the price of wheat in the Liver- 
pool market is regulated not by the price of transportation in this coun- 
try but from the competition from other countries, Australia, India, 
Russia, and Western Asia. 

The pending question is on the amendment of the committee relative 
to the proposed improvement known as the Hennepin Canal. I am 
heartily in favor of this great national work. And I may as well at 
this as any other time state my reasons for favoring a river and harbor 
bill making liberal appropriations for the improvement of the rivers and 
harbors of this country. And I can, perhaps, better than in any other 
way illustrate my views by discussing the question with reference to 
the proposed appropriations in this bill for the improvement of the 
rivers and harbors of the Pacific Northwest. 

The amendments of the committee to the House appropriations for 
continuation of improvements at the mouth of the Columbia and the 
Cascades of the Columbia may very properly be discussed together, as 
they both relate to the improvement of navigation facilities on the one 
great river. 

The amendment increasing the amounts for the construction of the 
improvements at the harbor of Yaquina may also very properly be con- 
sidered at the same time and in the same connection, as the effect of 
the completion of that work—and of the Oregon Pacific Railroad, now 
completed and in operation from Yaquina to the heart of the great Wil- 
leant Valley—must inevitably, in connection with a free river, tend 
immensely net only to the reduction of transportation charges on freight 
to and from the Willamette Valley but also on the products of the Great 
Basin of the Columbia, for the transportation of a goodly portion of 
which it will in the near fatare be a powerful competitor. 

The estimates of the Engineer Department of the amounts that can 
be profitably expended in these important improvements for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, are as follows: At the mouth of the Colum- 
bia, $1,330,000; on the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Colum- 
bia, $750,000; on the harbor at Yaquina, $160,000. The billas it came 
frem the House appropriated for the former but $150,000, or less than 



















































so that the bill as it will stand should these 

in by the Senate, will for the mouth of the Columbia $250, - 
000, or a fraction less than 20 per cent. of the estimates; for the canal 
and Jocks at the Cascades of the Columbia, $250,000, or precisely 33} 
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per cent. of theestimates, and for the Yaquina Harbor $100,000, or about 
63 per cent. of the estimates. 

The questions now presented are: Should these ame ndments s b 
adopted? Are they reasonable and just? Are they consistent wi 
the general theory of this bill and with other proposed Sppropriation 
for works of equal national importance? The most cursus, examin 
tion will show that each of these queries must be answered in th 
affirmative. 

While it is perhaps true that it may require some effort to reconci 
some of the proposed appropriations in this bill with the constitutions 
requirements to which appropriations for the improvement of rivers an 
harbors should conform, in the case of the proposed appropriations 1) 
the improvement of the navigation of the Columbia River and thc 
Yaquina Harbor there can on this score be no room for doubt, nooppo: 
tunity for speculation. Here every constitational requirement is fu!! 
fairly, and completely met. Against either the constitutional powe 
the absolute justice, or entire propriety of these appropriations eve: 
suggestion and argument and assault, whether from constitutional 1a\ 
yers, reform statesmen, or carping critics must, viewed from whate\ 
standpoint, fall wholly ineffectual and harmless. 

The immense importance of these national improvements to the cou- 
mercial interests of the Pacific Northwest can not well be overest 
mated. The amounts necessary to their completion—and I speak fir 
of the appropriations for the improvement of navigation on the Colui- 
bia, and shali discuss Yaquina Harbor later on—are but infinitesim| 
drops in the mighty ocean of physical and commercial developmen: 
material prosperity, and political and sotial power, the creation and e- 
tablishment of which must inevitably result as a necessary consequen 
from the completion of these improvements and the opening up to fre: 
unrestricted, and untrammeled navigation the waters of this, one of t! 
grandest among the many grand rivers of the world. Indeed, so vas: 
are the interests of the present and fature generations that are involve: 
in the opening of the Columbia River to a free and unfettered commer: 
that neither the pen of prophecy, the prescience of gifted statesmen, 1 
the most penetrating genius of man can even measurably foresee 01 
comprehend or describe them. If by any feeble efforts of mine I ma 
in part be instrumental in contributing to this great end I shall hay. 
realized one of the grandest ambitions of my life, the realization o! 
which for over a quarter of a century has, whether in public or private 
life, been one of the brightest dreams and grandest hopes of my exist 
ence. 

To those who have never traversed the great valley of the Colum)ia 

who have never in person or through reliable books or proper data ex- 
plored what is commonly known.as the Great Columbia Basin, or inlaud 
empire, or contemplated its present productions, its immeasurable i: 

sources, or the almost incomprehensible vastness of its susceptibilitics 
and future possibilities under the more favorable circumstances th.' 
will attach when the freedom to navigation of the Columbia River shi!! 
have been thoroughly established by the completion of these and othe: 
like or equally important improvements at The Dalles of the Columb: 
the true story of the magnitude, the productiveness, the susceptilili- 
ties, the grandeur of this mighty empire must appear. as the recita! 
of one of the tales of the Arabian Nights. And herein lies the grea‘ 
difficulty with which Senators and Representatives from the State an! 
Territories of that distant region have to contend in bringing to t) 


Senators and Representatives in the East and South a proper com): - 
hension and realizing sense of the facts so important to be properly u:- 
derstood in connection with the proposed appropriations forthe impro.:- 


ment of the Columbia River. And indeed it may not inappropriate’) 
or untruthfally be said that not the least of these difficulties to be ove 


its unparalleled fertility, its great productiveness, its healthful clin..' 
its unbounded resources, and its grand scenery and climatic attractio 
with the enormity of 


ive and y exorbitant freight charges, and unjust discrimination 


correct and exaggerated, as to create in the mind a sense of increduli\) 
if not indeed of absolute disbelief. 


under a 


t the statement of facts as they really are may hia\: ; 
effect from that intended. First, however, let it be und. 


of the Columbia and The Dalles of the Columbia, the Columbia Iti 
Columbia Basin or inland empire can find their way to the seaboa'' 
of transportation to intrench itself as a powerful, relentless and 
was about to say, remorseless tax-gatherer and collector of aribate : 


these gates of commerce on this grand river, and thus absolutely « 
trol the navigation of the waters of the Columbia and its Gributari 


come is to be found in the fact that a fair and impartial statement 
these facts, relative to the magnitude of the country to be develop. 


burdens now imposed on the p:v- 
ducers and shippers of that magnificent region, in the matter of exc«-s- 
that are being practiced; and the great relief that a free river wou. 


necessarily bring to the present and future producers and shipper «! 
that country seems so unreal, and to the uninformed so apparently |) 


Whenever, therefore, I essay to speak of these things I find my-:'! 
feeling of constant restraint and inclined to hesitation, benz 


by reason of the obstructions to navigation at the Case. - 
being the only real pass through which the productions of the Gre. 
it has been made possible for one corporation engaged in the busi. -- 
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from their source to the sea, and dictate the terms of its commerce. 
Nor is it strange that business genius and capital were not slow to 
comprehend the commercial and strategic importance of these passes in 
the mountains, and obtain absolute and undisputed possession of this 
“*key point,’ to use the descriptive language of the United States en- 


gineer in charge of the improvements of the Columbia River, ‘in the | 


commercial strategy of the Pacific Northwest.’’ 

For years, and from the earliest period of the establishment of civ- 
ilization in the far West, this corporation, the Oregon Railway and Nav- 
igation Company, and its immediate predecessor, the Oregon Steam 
Novigntion Company, have held undisputed sway over the waters of the 
Columbia and its tributaries, with no restraint or restriction whatever 
on their power, discretion, or di ition in the establishment of rates of 
transportation to which the cers and shippers are subjected, save 
and except one, and that is ability and willingness of the producer 
or shipper to respond to theirdemand. That this corporation have pro- 
vided most i t and valuable facilities for transportation both by 
boats and rail at a great expenditure of money is admitted by all; that 
this money, however, has in the main come from the producers of that 
region is equally true; that their facilities, notwithstanding their sub- 
stantial nature, are insufficient to move in proper season the products 
of the inland empire, failing in 1884 to the extent of 35,000 tons, is 


admitted by all; that their freight rates, moreover, now and for years | 


past have been such as to amount to a sum annually far beyond any 
reasonable, fair, or just, or even an extravagant interest on every dollar 
expended after meeting every proper charge and keeping their trans- 
portation lines in good condition, is a question that even the managers 
of that powerful company would be loath to deny, and which is, more- 
over, a fact open to absolute and positive demonstration by indisputa- 
bleevidence. That the people of an empire located on the banks of one 
of the grandest rivers of the world should in the matter of transportation 
of their products and supplies be held subject to the will of one corpora- 
tion is contrary to every principle of fair play, justice, and right that 
should find countenance, respect, or toleration among intelligent and 
civilized men. 

That the waters of any one river on God’s green earth, much less one 
so grandly magnificent in volume, length, and every other respectas the 


‘ Columbia, endowed with all those elements of greatness and grandeur, 


and moral and physical power that constitute and characterize the great- 
est of the great Steermal water ways of the world, should be dominated 
and controlled by any one man or any one set of men, or corporation, 
or company, is a standingreproach to the people or nation that tolerates 
or permits it, and all this must be said and is said without casting any 
personal reflection upon the men engaged in the business of transporta- 
tion along this great river, or who compose the stockholders and mana- 
gers of this corporation, and who have been so fortunate as to obtain 
control at an early day of this most important key to the commerce of 
the Pacific Northwest. 

To changethis order of things, and to more nearly equalize the rights, 
i and profits of the producer, consumer, shipper, and transporter 
in the great valley of the Columbia, to open up the waters of this great 
river to honorable competition, healthy commerce, and business rivalry 
in the matter of transportation, and of free and untrammeled navigation, 
are the great purposes of these appropriations. 


THE INLAND EMPIRE. 


But what of the magnitude and character of the area of the Columbia 
River region and of the arable field of what is most generally knownas 
the Columbia Basin or great inland empire, and which are to be de- 
veloped bya free river, and whose producers are to be relieved from trans- 

burdens which amount to-day almost to an absolute embargo 
on ? The area drained by the Columbia River, we are told 
by the report of the Chief of Engineers on our desks, is estimated at 245, - 
000 square miles—an area he correctly states larger than all the New 

and Middle States, with Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia 
thrown in—all these States combined having an area of but 244,260 
square miles. The area drained by the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries is twice as large as Great Britain and Ireland, more than twice 
the size of Italy, half as large again as Spain, and many thousand square 
miles greater than either France, Germany, or Austria-Hungary, and 
greater than all the islands of the seas combined. 
Suake Riveralone, a tributary of the Columbia, flowing into it over 


300 miles from the sea, drains an area of nearly 105,000 square miles, 
and its are among the most fertile and productive on earth; 
while the Columbia, above the junction with the Snake, drains 


an area of 97,155 square miles, and the main stream of the Columbia, 

the Snake junction, 43,200 square miles. Theengineer in charge 
of the works on the Columbia, in speaking of this vast area, uses the 
following language: 


Tt has been demonstrated that nearly the whole of this great plain is a mag- 
nificent country,as the statistics submitted herewith will show. 


‘ 


Purthermore, soil is not only fertile, but of extraordinary endurance. In 
the Willamette Valley the fields have been continually cro with wheat 
“a are now from 30 to 35 bushels per acre of winter wheat. 


considered that, in addition to its grain-producing capacity, this 
has ample resources in precious metals, coal, iron, and most of the va- 


Guentn etn at a to make up that interweaving of a great variety of in- 
always insures the development of wealth and prosperity, it 
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becomes evident that the mountain gorge that commands the whole trade of 
such a country is worthy of considerable attention from Congress. The de- 
velopment of this region will add so rapidly to the material wealth of the na- 
tion, and add so largely to its revenues, it is thought that every dollar expended 
will come back many fold into the public Treasury 

The obstructions to navigation through this gorge oceur at The Dalles and at 
the Cascades. At the latter place the works for improvement are approaching 
completi ym. 

But coming to speak more properly of what is known as the Columbia 
River Basin or inland empire, as separate and apart, and distinguished 
from the still larger area drained by the waters of the Columbia and its 
tributaries—I refer to that area of most remarkably fertile and marvel- 
ously productive country located between the Cascade range of mount- 
ains on the west and the Coeur D’ Alene and Bitter Root Mountains on 


| the east with the Blue Mountains to the south and the Colville Mount- 


ains to the north—we find an area, the very large proportion of which is 
magnificent arable land, of over 25,000 square miles in extent, or about 
25,000,000 acres, all susceptible of a high degree of cultivation; a more 
attractive and substantial region than is the valley proper of the Missis- 
sippi, extending 1,097 miles by the flow of the Mississippi from Cairo to 
the Gulf, for in that great valley is embraced an area of but 41,000 square 
miles, while of these 32,000 square miles are liable to overflow. And 
the products, present and prospective, of this great area must find their 
way to the seaboard along the waters of the Columbia River. At least 
must this be so until the completion of the Northern Pacitie Railroad 
across the Cascade Mountains to Puget Sound, or the completion of the 
Oregon Pacific, connecting the Columbia Basin with the Pacific Occan 
at Yaquina Bay. But even when this is done, in order that combina- 
tions between the twoor three or more railroad companies—the North- 
ern Pacific, the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company, the Oregon 
Pacific, and Oregon Short Line or Union Pacific—for the purpose of 
maintaining freight rates at high figures and controlling the trsnspor- 
tation of that country may be rendered impossible, it becomes » mat- 
ter of the first importance to the people of the inland empire that the 
waters of the Columbia River and its tributaries should be freed from 
obstructions from their mouths to their source at the earliest possible 
date and opened to free navigation. ‘This done, and the power of any 
one railroad company or any two or more corporations to dictate freizht 
charges to the producer of that country will be foreveratanend. The 
great importance of these improvements and the value of free naviga- 
tion on the Columbia and its tributaries will be emphasized when it is 
stated that by these we have a total inland navigation for vessels of 
various classes for a distance of about 1,686 miles, as follows: 

By the main Columbia River 1,032 miles, 752 miles of which are 
within the United States; Pend O’ Reille River, 180 miles; Clear Water, 
40 miles; Kootenay, 100 miles; Willamette, 172 miles; and Snake 
River, 162 miles. And while at present much less than one-tenth of 
the cultivable soil of this great inland empire is under cultivation, and 
while the population of the Basin of the Columbia does not exceed at 
present more than two human souls to the square mile, or only about 
one-ninth of the average population to the square mile in the United 
States, the product of this area for the year 1835 in the matter of cereals 
alone (wheat, oats, and barley, but principally wheat) amounts to 
about 14,000,000 bushels—the ground producing on an average over 
30 bushels per acre of winter wheat, and from 20 to 25 bushels per 
acre of spring wheat, or considerably more than double the average 
product per acre of the United States or the world, while in some in- 
stances even on tracts of considerable magnitude the yield has been 
from 50 to 60 and even 75 bushels per acre and even more, while I am 
credibly informed as much as 100 bushels have been raised in more 
than one instance on choice spots under exceptionably favorable cir- 
cumstances. It is estimated that the area generally referred to as the 
Columbia Basin or inland empire is capable of producing when prop 
erly cultivated over 100,000,000 bushels of wheat per annum 

sut to the magnitude of the area of this fertile field, and the prolific 
character of its productions, the vastness of its undeveloped resources, 
must be added the fact of the extraordinary endurance of its soil. It 
is of that peculiar character and depth of formation as to canse it to 
retain through an indefinite number of years, although subjected to con- 
stant annual drains from successive crops of the same characver, that 
vis vite essential to continued healthful and prolific production. The 
soil averages from 12 inches to forty, fifty, sixty, and even hundreds of 
feet in depth; and by actual experiment soil taken from a depth of 49 feet 
and placed on the surfaceand ex posed to the climatic action of the sun and 
atmosphere has produced an abundant crop of wheat. Fertilizing the 
soil of this region by artificial means is as unheard of in the Great Basin 
of the Columbia as it is unnecessary and useless; and this is true of 
irrigation as to the greater portion of it. Giving the field over to rest, 
clover, and lime, or other fertilizing influences every two or three years, 
as is the eustom in the East, find no recognition in the life and practice 
of the farmer in the wheat-producing empire of the Columbia. The 


great fact I desire to impress and the lesson sought to be imparted by 
these statements may receive proper support and emphasis by a quota- 
tion from an interesting report made some three years since on the char- 
acter and resources of the Great Plain of the Columbia by Lieutenant 
Symons of the United States Engineer Corps. 
He says: 

Over nearly the whole of this Great Plain of the Columbia there is now spread 


I quote from his report. 
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a rich and fertile soil, varying in depth from a few inches to hundreds of feet. 
This soil has been the product of the grinding action of the ice and drift of the 


Glacial epoch, by the wates- renee of the C plain epoch, and from the dis- 
integration of the rocks during the last and present existing Terrace epoch, by 
the action of summer’s rain and heat, winter's frost and cold, and the chemical 
decomposition arising from exposure to the atmosphere. 


Maj. William A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
now in charge of improvement on the Columbia River, in his recent 
interestingand able report (Senate Executive Document No. 114, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session), after reciting the above from Lieutenant 
Symons’s report, says: 

Since the date of this report it has been demonstrated that nearly the whole 
of this great plain is a magnificent grain-producing country, asthe statistics sub- 
mitted herewith will show. Furthermore, the soil is not only fertile, but of ex- 
traordinary endurance. In the Willamette Valley fields that have been contin- 
ually cropped with wheat for twenty years are new yielding from 30 to 85 bushels 
per acre of winter wheat. 

When it is considered that in addition to its grain-producing capacity, this 
region has ae resources in precious metals, coal, iron, and most of the vari- 
ous products that go to make up that interweaving of a variety of indus- 
tries which always insures the development of wealth and prosperity, it becomes 
evident that the mountain gorge that commands the whole trade of such a 
country is worthy of considerable attention from Congress, The development 
of this region will add so rapidly to the material wealth of the nation, and add 
£0 largely to its revenues, that every dollar expended will come back many fold 
into the public Treasury. 


While General Nimmo, late Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treas- 
ury~Department, in discussing this subject in his annual report of May 
6, 1885, on the internal commerce of the United States, on page —, says: 

Several years ago the soil of this region was subjected to chemical analysis, 
and it was found to be possessed of properties which have rendered the soil of 
the island of Sicily susceptible to wheat culture for more than two thousand 
years, 

But the immense wealth of this grand area is not limited by any means 
to the production of cereals. It is unsurpassed in the matter of stock 
production and in the products of beef and wool, and butter and other 
dairy products, to say nothing of its stores of mineral wealth, of coal 
and the precious metals, which are rapidly swelling the volume of ex- 
ports that must find their way to the seaboard. The rapid increase of 
sheep-raising and wool-production in the State of Oregon in the last 
few years has been marvelous. Eleven years ago, on January 1, 1875, 
the total number of sheep in the State of Oregon was but 634,400, while 
on the Ist of January, 1885, ten years afterward, they numbered 2,519,- 
950, or an increase in one decade of nearly 400 per cent., while in thesame 
period oxen and other cattle and milch cows had increased from 205,000 
to 620,565. These are the estimates contained in the annual reports 
of the Department of Agriculture. The following estimate is, as to a 
portion of the locality under discussion, made by a gentleman residing 
in that section and thoroughly acquainted with the subject of which 
he speaks. I refer toHon. John P. Wager, recently elected to the State 
senate from Umatilla and Morrow Counties. I quote from his state- 
ment: 

T estimate that there dre in the Oregon of the Columbia Basin alone, south 
of the Columbia, not including any portion of Crook, Grant, Baker or Union 
Counties, which are devoted chiefly to this industry, not less than forty-five 
thousand horses, not counting last spring's colts; forty-three thousand cattle, 
not counting last spring’s calves, and six hundred thousand sheep, not counting 
lambs; and that the wool-clip last spring was not less than 6,000,000 pounds. 
If we add the portions of Baker, Grant, and Crook Counties naturally tributary 
to the Columbia, these figures will be nearly doubled—probably more than 
doubled as to cattle. A rough guess as to the whole basin might be made by 
multiplying these figures by four or five; then multiply the number by the price, 


and you can begin to get an idea as to the dimensions of the stock industry in 
the inland empire. 


THE EXORBITANT NATURE OF TRANSPORTATION TARIFFS ON THE PRODUCTS OF 
THE COLUMBIA BASIN. 

In order that the Senate may have some proper conception of the enor- 
mous freight charges on the Columbia River and on the line of the rail- 
road coursing the banks of that river and operated by the Oregon Rail. 
way and Navigation Company and the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, I desire to attract attention to the rates on a few of the distances 
on these lines, and they are not very short hauls, and com them 
fora moment with transportation charges on other lines in different sec- 
tions of the country. For instance, from Wallula Junction, Wash., to 
Portland, in the State of Oregon, a distance of 214 miles, a vharge of 
$6 per ton for wheat is exacted. This is at the rate of 18 cents per 
a for this distance, or at the rate of nearly 3 cents per ton per 
mile. . 

Again, from Portland to Alkali, or Arlington, as it is now called, on 
the Columbia River, in Gilliam County, Oregon, a distance of 142 
miles, a charge of 65 cents per 100 pounds on ieatabeen freight is im- 
posed, being at the rate of $13 per ton for that distance, or about 9} 
cents per ton per mile; while from Portland to Castle Rock, on the 
same line, a distance of 162 miles, or about 20 miles further than to 
Arlington, the same class of freight on the same line is 90 
eents per 100 pounds, or at the rate of $18 per ton for this distance, or 
at the rate of 11} cents per ton per mile; or, in other words, for the 
additional distance of 20 miles between Alkali and Castle an ad- 
ditional ¢ of $5 per ton is exacted for first-class freight, or at the 


rate for this distance of 25 cents per ton per mile. 
Again, from Dalles City to Portland, Oreg., a distance of 88 miles, a 
charge of 12 cents per bushel is made for transporting wheat, being at 
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the rate of $4 per ton for this distance, or at the rate of 4} cents per 
ton per mile. 

It will be observed I have selected for illustrations the rates between 
Portland, Oreg., and four several, separate, and distinct points located 
on and along the Columbia River, east of the Cascade range of mount- 
ains, in the basin of the Columbia River; that is to say, Dalles City, 
88 miles east from Portland; Alkali (or Arlington), 142 miles east from 
Portland; Castle Rock, 162 mileseast from Portland, and Wallula Junc- 
tion, Wash., 214 miles eastfrom Portland. From these instances a fair 
knowledge may be obtained of freight charges generally on the lines of 
rail and steamers connecting the head of ship navigation at Portland, 
Oreg., with the Great Columbia Basin, or what is commonly known 
and called in that section the great inland empire. 

But still farther let us inquire into the position in which the farmers 
in the Walla Walla and portions of Eastern Washington and Oregon are 
placed who might desire to ship their grain to Minneapolis and the 
East. While the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company will take 
their wheat, barley, and oats to Portland over their line, a distance of 
say 250 miles, at $6 per ton, they will charge them if they wish to ship 
to Minneapolis, via Wallula and the Northern Pacific Railroad, $2.40 
per ton for the 30 miles from Walla Walla to Wallula, or at the rate of 
7} cents per bushel, or at the rate of 8 cents per ton per mile. 

Can, I inquire, such enormous transportation charges or such unrea- 
sonable and unjust discriminations be found to exist in any other part 
of the United States? I imagine not. Compare these even with the 
freight charges in the State of California, of which we have heard so 
much complaint in regard to alleged exorbitant exactions, and what 
do we find? Take the matter of the transportation of freight, for in- 
stance, from the valley of the Sacramento to San Francisco. The dis- 
tance from Marysville, Cal., toSan Francisco is, via Benicia, 142 miles, 
or precisely the same distance it is from Portland, Oreg., to Alkali or 
Arlington, or via Stockton and Niles, 192 miles, and via Stockton and 
Port Costa, 203 miles. The principal portion of the freight (cereals) 
goes via Benecia, as it is much the shorter route. The rate has been 
generally heretofore (I am not advised as to the present time) from 
Marysville via Benicia, a distance of 142 niiles, $2.90 per ton, or equiv- 
alent to about 2 cents per ton per mile, while via Stockton it is about 
$3.30 per ton, er about 1% cents per ton per mile. 

While it is true these seem somewhat extravagant charges, and are 
such compared with rates in most parts of the United States by rail or 
water, yet they are less than one-half on an average those to which the 
producers of the Columbia River are subjected. But taking a longer 
haul we find the average charge by rail from San Francisco to New 
Orleans, a distance of about 2,500 miles, $10 per ton, or only about 4 
mills, or forty hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, or only about the 
one twenty-eighth part per ton per mile charged for freights between 
Portland and Castle Rock on the Columbia River. The cost of trans- 
porting grain from San Francisco to Liverpool via New Orleans in 1884 
was $12 per ton, a distance of over 6,000 miles, while the producers of 
the Colambia Basin are compelled to pay half that amount per ton for 
transporting their wheat a distavce of about 200 miles. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, I believe, transports wheat 
from Wallula Junction to Duluth, a distance of 1,674 miles, for $8 per 
ton, but little less than 5 mills per ton per mile, while from Wallula 
Junction to Portland, Oreg., a distance of 214 miles over the same line 
of road, a charge of 3 cents per ton per mile, or a rate six times greater 
per ton per mile, is exacted by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany, and I believe also by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, run- 
ningits trains overthesame line. From Duluth to Liverpool via Mon- 
treal wheat was in 1834 transported at $5.61 per ton, and from Portland 
by way of Cape Horn to Liverpool, a distance of nearly 17,000 miles, 
at $8 per ton, while a much greater sum than the former and a fraction 
less than the latter is charged for a distance of 200 miles in and along 
the Valley of the Columbia. 

A comparison of these various transportation charges demonstrates 
beyond the power of controversy the exorbitant nature of the trans- 
portation charges imposed to-day by the Oregon Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon the 
producers and oo interested in transportation to and from the 
great valley of the Columbia. It is not to be wondered at that the 
earnings of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company were for the 
year ending June 30, 1884, $5,364,906.52, derived chiefly from local 
traffic, or that their earnings since then have been still greater. 

But a few more comparisons will illustrate in a marked degree the 
extravagant freight charges that rule to-day in the valley of the Co- 
lumbia. The average freight charges per bushel for the transportation 
of wheat from Chicago to New York, a distance of 963 miles, by all 
water—that is by the lakes, the Erie Canal, and the Hudson River; by 

water and part rail—that is by lake to Buffalo and by rail to New 
ork; and by all rail during the years 1876 to 1883, inclusive, were, 
on an ee and they are much less now: By all water 
10 cents per ; by lakesand rail [2.4 cents, and by all rail 17.1 cents. 
ee allowance for difference between a long and a short haul, 
oe 


conceded that may be properly taken into account in favor 0! 
transportation company, the c on and along the Columbia 
River are on an average from five to eight times higher per bushel than 











1886. 
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from Chicago to New York. At the rates ruling along the Columbia 
River on hauls of two to three hundred miles it would cost from 85 to 
90 cents a bushel to transport a bushel of wheat from Chicago to New 
York, or at the rate of from $28.33} to $30 per ton. 

But, coming down later, we find the present transportation rates 
ruling on transportation lines between Chicago and New York as fol- 
lows: 


By all-water, 6 cents a bushel for wheat, or at the rate of $2 per ton | 


for a distance of 963 miles, or at the rate of 2;/; mills per ton per mile, 
or, making no allowance for difference in length of hauls, a rate of over 
fourteen times less per ton per mile or per bushel per mile than is charged 
on wheat from the Columbia Basin to Portland, Oreg., while by all-rail 
the present cost (1886) of transporting wheat from Chicago to New York, 
963 miles, is 15 cents a bushel, or $5 per ton for that distance, or at the 
rate of 5} mills per ton per mile, or, making no allowance for difference 
in of hauls, a rate less than one-sixth of that charged in the Co- 
lumbia River Valley per bushel per mile. 

And this illustration shows, moreover, the superiority of a water 
route over a railroad for the transportation of wheat and other produce 
of the country, as it will be seen from this that to-day it costs only 
two-fifths as much te transport a bushel of wheat from Chicago to New 
York by all-water as it does by all-rail. 

THE GRAIN AND WOOL AND STOCK PRODUCT OF THE INLAND EMPIRE, AND THE 
IMPORTANCE OF A FREE RIVER. 

While the wheat product of Oregon twenty-five years ago did not 
exceed 900,000 bushels, in 1884 it had, notwithstanding all the dis- 
advantages of high rates of transportation, high wages, and other ob- 
structions and embarrassments incident to the frontier State, reached 
the marvelous amount of 15,462,000 bushels, or an increase in that 
time of over 1,500 per cent. A glance at the free water ways of the 
country, where competition rules and monopoly by reason thereof is 


impossible, must convince all of the immense importance to the pro- 
ducers and shippers of the country of free navigable water ways. 


Coal, for instance, is transported from Pittsburgh to New Orleans, a 
distance of over 2,000 miles, for 3 cents per bushel; and it is frequently 
rted at from 60 to 75 cents per ton. It is carried from Pitts- 
b to Cincinnati and Louisville and Cairo and other points at from 
1 to 2 cents.a bushel, or from 30 to 60 cents per ton. Corn is shipped 
from Chicago to Buffalo, a distance of 400 miles, for 87 cents per ton. 
According to the report of Lieut. Col. D. C. Houston, Corps of En- 
a to the board of engineers of date October 16, 1883, the tariff 
grain of the Northwestern Tariff Association, comprising the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway; the Chicago, Saint Paul, Min- 
— and Omaha Railway; the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
way; Minneapolis and Saint Louis Railway; Chicago and North- 
western Railway; Chicago and Rock Island and Pacific Railway; Bur- 
lington, Cedar Rapids and Northern Railway, and Rock Island and 
Peoria Railway, between Saint Paul or Minneapolis and Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, Saint Louis, and intermediate points, is 20 cents per 100 pounds 
for wheat and flour, and 17} for coarse grains, the distance varying 
from 324 to 526 miles, while the joint freight tariff in that year on the 
fi ing roads, Chicago and Northwestern Railway: Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and Saint Paul Railway; Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Rail- 
way; Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway; and Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids and Northern Railway, from Cedar Rapids to Chicago, is 20 
cents per 100 pounds, the distance varying from 219 to 314 miles, and 
the local on these roads for distances over 100 miles is substan- 
tially the same. Careful examination will show these charges to be 
less than one-half the rates imposed for transportation 
down the Columbia on long hauls of from 150 to 300 miles in length. 
And yet we find the representatives from the Mississippi River Val- 
ley west of Chicago here protesting against these rates as ruinous and 
exorbitant when compared with rates between Chicago and New York, 
and all of which is true, and as a remedial measure are urging the con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal. 
coming still er East we find, as I shall show more particu- 
larly in a moment, wheat being transported by the New York Central 
from Buffalo to New York in 1883 and for years previous by all rail for 
it hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, and by water via the 
and Hudson River for twenty-seven hundredths of a cent per 
ton per mile, while on the Erie Railway all first-class freight is hauled 
for 4 mills per ton permile. On the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern 
at seventy-five hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, and on the Mich- 
igan Central 
as I have 


shown the cost the present 
wheat from 


year—1886—to trans- 
Chicago to New York is by all water but 6 cents a 
py gee per ton per mile, and by all rail but 15 cents a 
or 5,'; mills per ton per mile. In view therefore of these com- 
from which it becomes apparent to all that freight charges on 
present transportation lines in the far West are ruinously extravagant 
without a parallel = this or om country, why should there be 
any hesitation upon part o gress in voting the necessary ap- 
propriations to free a great river like the Columbia from obstructions 
to and open it to a free and untrammeled commerce? 

A illustration of the hardships imposed on the producers of 
Eastern Oregon and Eastern Washington Territory by the existing enor- 


F 


ity-four hundredths of acent per ton per mile. While: 
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| mous transportation charges, and of the great necessity of a free river, 
| is given in a recent issue of the Times-Mountaineer, a leading journal 
| published at Dalles City, Wasco County, Oregon. It reads as follows: 


| 


The crops of Wasco County, between the Deschutes and John Day Rivers, 
have averaged the past season 50 bushels to the acre, and for the carriage of this 
| to market the company has charged 15 cents a bushel; or, in other words, for 
| every acre of wheat land the product of which has been exported it has received 
4.50. Figuring on the 200,000 bushels of wheat shipped, the farmers of the por- 
tion of Wasco County mentioned above have paid $30,000 to this company to help 
make,up the dividends to stockholders in New York, Boston, and other cities, 
It will thus appear that owning the railroad running through such a rich coun- 
try is more remunerative than the proprietorship of the land, The farmer pays 
taxes, &c., incident to land ownership, and is at the expense of cultivating his 
land and harvesting his crop, while the railroad reaps the benefit and has only 
to send a locomotive to haul the loaded cars from the sidetrack. If the season 
is favorable and the yield greater the company reaps the advantage as well as in 
the increase of acreage. In fact, the railroad has leased the lands to the occu- 
pants for an unlimited time, and charges $4.50 a year rental on every acre. Good 
lands can be purchased from the Government for $2.50 per acre, but if they are 
on the line of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company $4.50 an acre annu- 
ally are charged by them. 

But in discussing the question of the improvement of the navigation 
of the Columbia River at its mouth and throughout its length and 
with all its mighty tributaries we must not fail to remember the varied 
interests and productions and the vast undeveloped resources of the 
whole State and of the adjacent Territories, the rapid and complete 
development of which depends so largely on a free river. In addition 
to the 15,000,000 bushels of wheat produced in Oregon in 1885, of the 
value of nearly $10,000,000, she produced 5,798,000 bushels of oats 
during the same season of the value of $2,145,260; 164,000 bushels of 
corn, 1,239,084 bushels of barley, 22,260 bushels of rye, and 9,128 
bushels of buckwheat. Her wool crop,which in 1870 was but 2,000,- 
000 pounds and in 1874 but 4,000,000 pounds, had inereased in 1884 
to 12,000,000 pounds, and in 1885 to more than 15,000,000 pounds. 
The value of the clip in 1884 was $2,400,000. at an average market 
price of 20 cents per pound; while its value in 1885 was over $3,000,- 
000. While the wheat exports from Oregon in 1870 were only 115,747 
bushels of the value of but $119,139, they had risen in 1884 to 
5,384,315 bushels of the value of $5,396,430. 


THE SALMON FISHERIES OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER, 


But passing down the Columbia and not stopping to discuss, or more 
than refer tothe various manufacturing establishments that have within 
the past few years been established in the cities of Portland, Oregon 
City, Astoria, Salem, Roseburg, and along the Willamette, Umpqua, 
and Rogue Rivers, and in the great valleys of these names, or along 
the coast at Yaquina, Coos Bay, Port Orford, and on the Coquille River, 
we find extending from the great mouth of the Columbia for more than 
50 miles inland, firmly established and gradually increasing in strength, 
importance, and value for the past twenty years one of the most inter- 
esting industries on the continent in the shape of the salmon fisheries. 

These were established twenty years ago, in 1866. In that year 
the product was 4,000 cases, which at the then cash price of $16 a case 
made a total value of $64,000. Ten years later, in 1876, the catch 
was 450,000 cases, or an increase in that decade of nearly 11.250 per 
cent., and then worth $4.50 per case and of a total value of $2,025,000. 
Seven years later, in 1883, the product had increased to 630,000 cases 
of the value of $5 per case, making a total value for that year’s catch 
of $3,150,000. 

That we may comprehend better the magnitude of this great in- 
dustry, it must be remembered that the average weight of each case, 
including the cans, is about 72 pounds, as the ordinary size can holds 
1 pound, there being forty-eight cans in each case. So the catch of 
1883, taking that year for an illustration, was about 22,680 tons of pre- 
pared salmon, or enough to load two hundred and twenty-six trains of 
cars of ten cars each, each car containing 10 tons of salmon, or twenty- 
three ship cargoes of 1,000 tons each. 

In this industry over 50 canneries are in operation, over $2,000,000 of 
permanent capital isinvested, over 1,700 boats, including 10 or 12 steam- 
tenders, are employed, and employment is given during each month of 
the fishing season to several thousand men. But in addition to the 
salmon fishing industry of the Columbia River, it is carried on with 
vigor and success on the Umpqua, the Rogue, and Coquille Rivers, at 
Tillamook and Coos Bays, Oregon, and also of course on the waters of 
Puget Sound. 

OREGON AN EXPORTING STATE. 


Oregon is largely an exporting State, and must in the near future 
become immensely so. Even now in her infancy, withher great re- 
sources comparatively undeveloped, she exports to foreign climes an- 
nually more than $40 for each man, woman, and child within her bor- 
ders; and for every dollar’s worth of goods she imports she exports 
products of her own soil and manufacture to the value of eight dollars 
and more. Her foreign commerce increased from a mere nothing in 
1860 to $11,158,882 in 1882. There has been a slight falling off since, 
as there has been everywhere throughout the country, but not in so 
great a proportion as in most other places. 


THE TONNAGE AND COMMERCE OF THE MOUTH OF THE COLUMBIA. 


The tonnage of vessels entered and cleared in foreign trade alone at 
ports of Oregon in 1885 were: Entered—American, 10,466 tons; foreign, 
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40,963 tons. Cleared—American, 17,755 tons; foreign, 50,420 tons. 
Total, 68,175 tons. 

The total tonnage over the bar at the mouth of the Columbia alone for 
the year ending September, 1885, as shown by custom-house statistics 
compiled by the Portland Board of Trade, was 869,943 tons. That be- 
ing the tonnage with present sparse population, with on an average not 
more than one-tenth of our cultivable land of Oregon and Washington 
Territory and Idaho and Montana under cultivation, and with all the 
disadvantages of enormously high transportation rates, breaking of car- 
goes, reshipments, high insurance, pilot and lighterage charges, what 
must be the volume and value of the commerce that will flow out of 
the mouth of the Columbia when all these difficulties are overcome ! 
No man can even approximate in an estimate. The records of no country 
on earth can furnish an example from which we may safely predict the 
magnitude of that commerce. Future history alone can reveal the 
proud story. 

The importance of the present commerce of the Columbia River and 
the marvelous rapidity with which it is increasing may be seen by a 
comparison of the number of ships and value of cargoes of 1880 with 
those of 1884, only four years later. In 1880 only sixty-three vessels 
crossed the Columbia River bar for foreign and domestic ports, with car- 
goes valued at only $4,181,352; while in 1884 the number of vessels 
crossing for foreign and domestic ports was four hundred and three, 
with cargoes worth $15,000,000, an increase in the number of vessels in 
four years of over 600 per cent., and an increase in the value of cargoes 
of nearly 400 per cent. 


THE LESSONS TAUGHT BY THE STATESMANSHIP OF OTHER NATIONS. 


In these later days it has become customary with some men, states- 
men and others, to denounce the river and harbor bill as a fraud, a 
legislative job, an unjustifiable and unconstitutional raid on the United 
States Treasury, and if a Senator or Member of the House can rise in 
his place and call the attention of the country to the fact that the Con- 
gress is about to pass a bill appropriating fifteen or eighteen millions of 
dollars for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and accompanies 
the statement with words of denunciation, especially if he happen to 
represent a State not blessed with a river large enough to float a saw- 
log, he imagines his reputation as a champion of reform is forever 
established, that he has exposed to the country and world a gigantic 
fraud, and been the instrumentality of calling a halt in what he de- 
lights to characterizeas little less than a downright swindle. Itmight 
perhaps be well for such men to enlarge the circle of their vision and 
the scope of their observation and learn knowledge from the policy and 
practices of other nations. 

The governments of the Old World through statesmanlike and well- 
directed expenditures of public money in promoting and pushing for- 
ward at Government expense great internal improvements, especially 
in improving important natural water ways, and in constructing arti- 
ficial canals, are rapidly bringing the products of the field in those 
countries, and especially cereal producing fields, into close proxim- 
ity with the great centers of and consum in the Eu- 
ropean world; and thus it is that competitors for the wheat markets ot 
the world are coming to the front with alarming rapidity in Russia, 
Germany, India, Australia, and Western Asia, and other por- 
tions of the countries beyond the seas; and as a result our producers are 
driven from European markets, and hence in a great measure the pres- 
ent alarming depression in the price of cereals inthis country. Not for 
twenty-four years has the price of wheat been so low in Chicago as it 

was the past month, 73} cents per bushel, al by reason of the 


drought in certain sections and the manipulation of stock-jobbers there 
is something of a boom just now. Germany, looking to the interests 
of her producers in the remote interior of her vast has connected 
by ship-canal Lubeck Bay on the Baltic with H Bay on the 
North Sea, s ing the Holstein peninsula, thus the waters 
of the North Sea and the Baltic, saving over 400 miles of t and 


dangerous transportation via the tortuous water route 
mark from Sweden and Norway and reducing the cost of transporti 
wheat from the interior of Germany to the waters of the Atlantic from 
6 to 7 cents a bushel; and in addition to all this Germany has recently 
determined on a grand system of improvements of her rivers and har- 
bors at an estimated cost of over $125,000,000. 

Why, Germany has expended over $20,000,000 in the recent past, 
$2,000,000 more than the entire amount proposed to be appropriated by 
the pending bill, in the improvement of one small river in her territory, 
and still it is only —— by cable towage, anda chain cable of over 
100 miles in length has been established and freight is carried on reg- 
ular schedules by means of cable towage on this river for this distance 
at less than 5 mills per ton per mile, and this for short as well as long 
hauls. Germany has constructed over 1,500 miles of canals, on some 
eighty-two different routes. 

France, too, although just arisen from one en eee see: 
tion, occasioned by disastrous war. sapped of her substance to the extent 
of a hundred million money indemnity as the price of her failure in 
that war, weighed down with a debt of over $4,750,000,000, and with 
over 3,000 miles of constructed canals, and 5,000 miles of navigable 
rivers, the cost of constructing and im: of which was $231, 475,887, 
has recently estimated tor and proposes to expend in the near future in 










internal improvements and for the following purposes the following 
amounts: 

















For the - -endrmammnine - her harbors -» $13, 200, 00 

For canals.. 2 142, 600, 000 

For harbors.. Sia ate lista oa ateentieananianpeemenene 20, 000, 00 
Making a sum total of .. . 175, 800, 0% 


As was stated in a recent paper by Mi ajor ‘King g, of f the U inited States 
Engineer Corps: 
A sum larger than all that has been expended for rivers and harbors by t 
United States since the foundation of the Government. 
The sum total of the amount expended by the United States since th: 
foundation of the Government (including all unexpended balances), 1 


stated by Major King, and as appears from the statistics, amounts t 


only $136,112,576. ‘To this add the sum of $31,021,423, which is th 
te so far as can be ascertained of all that has been expended 
by the several States and Territories and by private corporations sin: 
the foundation of our Government for river improvements, you hay 
only $167,134,000, or, as stated by Major King, $8,000,000 less than t! 
one proposed appropriation of the French Republic. 
Russia, too, is marching forward in the great work of internal i: 
provements, by the improvement of her natural water ways and th: 
construction of ship and steamboat canals. Already she has built a 


ship-éanal to connect the waters of the Volga and the Caspian Sea 


with the Casperian system of railways, and now she is improving th 
many mouthed Volga from its mouths on the Caspian Sea, a distanc 
of 150 miles into the interior, to a pass in the mountains; and her 
again by the construction of a ship-canal of 50 miles in length she pro- 
to connect the waters of the rivers Volga and Don, thus connect 
ing by ship-canal the waters of the Caspian and Mediterranean Seas vi. 


the waters of the Sea of Asov, the Bosphorus, and Black Sea. 


What a grand conception! Surely reform statesmen and unprogres- 


sive statesmen who stand with bated breath in the presence of and star‘ 


with holy horror at a bill that proposes to appropriate $18,000,000 fo: 


the improvement of rivers and harbors in this grand country of 3,50), 


409 square miles and of sixty million people must be scarce in Russia, 


otherwise these grand internal improvements by which great seas are 


connected by artificial canals and the producers of the interior brought 
in easy communication with seaports would never have been inaugurate: 
or pushed forward to completion. But they do go on, and we are to): 
that when ——— as they will be at no distant day, ‘the cost of trans. 
portation of wheat from the fertile plains of the 

Volga to the Atlantic and Mediterranean ports will 
to the extent of 8 to 10 cents per bushel. 
this character Russia has constructed over 900 miles of canals. 


reduced at least 


What, for instance, has been the result of the construction of the great 
Suez Canal in stimulating the production of wheat in the Indian Em- 


pire? Prior to the opening of that canal, India produced but a few 


meager millions of breadstu ffs, and exported to Europe annually con- 
Now she pro- 
duces 287,000,000 bushels of wheat annually, orconsiderably more than 
one-half the largest crop ever produced in the United States (about 
500,000,000), and while the Hindoos exported to Great Britain but 
1,600,000 bushels in .1879, in 1883 they exported to that country 


siderably less than half a million bushels of wheat. 


21,000,000, their total exports then being 40,000,000 bushels, whi!: 
the past year, according to the most reliable reports, India sent ‘ 
European markets, to compete with American products and reduc 


their price, about 73,000,000 bushels of wheat; and notwithstandin- 
this marvelous development in the wheat culture of India, Great Brit- 


ain, looking forward to still greater development, is contemplating ex 


pation $100,000,000 in internal improvements in the construction »: 


and eanals in the Indian Empire; although the British Go. 
Goneeat has already constructed in England and Wales 2,910 miles 
canals at a cost of caeub $100,000,000, and has a river transport.‘ 
on which untold millions have been expended of over 1,400 miles. 
Holland, too, furnishes evidence of statesmanship in this respec 
The North Holland Canal, completed about sixty years ago, at a co- 
nearly $5,000,000, being 52 miles in length and over 16 feet deep, i 


monument to the ’ statesmanship of the Germans of that day who con- 


ceived and constructed it. 


THE PEOPLE'S INTERESTS LIE IN THE DIRECTION OF CAPACIOUS HARBORS A? 
FREE RIVERS. 


It is clearly evident the producers and shippers and consumers « 


this country, if they would guard their own interests and protect them- 
selves against the rapacity of formidable combinations of aggreg:t«' 


capital, must look to the improvement of the great natural waier 
of the and the construction of artificial ship and steambo.: 


aupenell tal aman, & 


fhoagh not 
of heavy freight, but is also an absolute check upo. 


the 
the tendencies of ee corporations. 

It oe ted beyond ali question by the history of t! 
— and by the of the present that railways can not and () 


not compete in re eke a freight with freeand untramme!)«\! 
natural or artificial. Take for illustration the New Yor: 


Central, with all the grand facilities it affords witha four-track railroa‘. 
and compare it and its transportation business with the parallel line © 


ian and along the 


In internal improvements ot! 


try 
canalsand ship railways for relief from exorbitant transportation charg’. 
A free water way to the boats of all comers is of itself not only th: 
not quite so rapid as by rail, {01 
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| 
water transportation composed in parts of the Erie Canal and Hudson | 


River, and what do we find, even before the tolls were taken off the 
canal ? 

According to the report of the New York State engineer, the average 
actual cost of transporting freight (wheat) on the New York Central 
is fifty-four hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, not counting any- 
thing for interest on capital invested, and the average charge on that 
road is eighty-eight hundredths of a cent per ton per mile; whereas 
the transportation charges on wheat from Buffalo to New York via the 
Erie Canal and Hudson River is but twenty-one hundredths of a cent 
per ton per mile, or thirty-three hundredths of a cent per ton per mile 
less than it costs the New York Central to transport it; and this ac- 
cording to the report of the State engineer appointed under the railway 
laws of the State of New York; and hence we find the railway charges 
eighty-eight hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, or sixty-seven hun- 
dredths of a cent per ton per mile more than is charged on the water- 
transportation route. And were the Erie Canal and Hudson River 
wiped out of existence to-day, how long, in the judgment of any rea- 
sonable man, would the present transportation rates on the New York 
Central remain as low as they are? The conceded profit of to-day of 
thirty-four hundredths of a cent per ton per mile would in all proba- 
bility be increased to five times that amount, or perhaps much more, 
especially as the parallel line to Buffalo of the West Shore road is now 
controlled by the New York Central. , 

But as it is now the canal and river, as might be reasonably expected, 
do the great bulk of the business and the people get the benefit of the 
competition. 

The statistics show that during the past year the Erie Canal was the 
conduit through which 37,500,000 bushels of wheat were delivered at 
the port of New York, while the sum total that came through the al- 
most countless railroad lines that center there, including the four-track 
New York Central, was only about 28,000,000 bushels, or 4,750,000 
bushels less than one-half of the whole amount, while the total amount 
of tonnage (in bushels) of flour, corn-meal, wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
pease, and malt which arrived in New York from the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1883, to the 31st day of December, 1883, was 124,336,237 bush- 
els, and was delivered at that port by the following routes: 






Bushels. 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad..............ccccecccsececeecees 32, 125, 615 
New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad...................sceessseseenss eve 28, 765, 288 
Pennsylvania Central Railroad....... ....c.:0....00- cee 13, 060, 494 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad ...........c.cccccsseeseneeeees 4,581,770 
TENET ircctnadibtdensesasbseuinnctnbedasbiiéeceeinebesessttntoceecoveetsseeccnsencveceees 856, 924 

By river and coast.............. 3, 725, 2: 
By canal (seven months) 41, 220, 908 
124, 336, 237 


Of the entire amount of grain thus received at the port of New York 
during the year it will be observed that— 






Per cent. 
The New York Central Railroad carried 25. 84 
The Railway carried......... deabenon puncte 23.13 
The Pennsylvania Central Railroad carried 10.50 
The Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad car 3°69 
Various small routes carried. 0. 69 
River and coast.........00...scs000++ 3 
The Erie Canal in seven months Carried.............ccceeceseeeeeeseeetsereececncens - S215 


Numerous other instances might be cited to the same effect did time 
justify. For instance, the railroad commissioners of the State of Illi- 
nois the past year fixed the maximum rates on wheat in car-load lots 
for 130 miles 7.21 cents per bushel, while the charges for the same dis- 
tance for wheat from Henry to Chicago by the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, including the State tolls, is but 3 cents per bushel, or 1.21 cents 
per bushel less than onehalf the charge by rail. 

In our recent history we have a monumental and most commendable 
example of the manner in which internal and external commerce may 
be by the improvement of important lines of water ways. 
Where did New Orleans stand even twelve years ago as a seaport and 
in respect of its relations to foreign commerce? Since the completion 
of the Eads jetties what has she in these respects become? In 1883, as 
shown by the statistics, she was the second port in the United States 
in the value of her exports (New York of course being first), and ranked, 
I believe, third in total foreign commerce. 


THE PRODUCER NOT INTERESTED IN PROMOTING THE WELFARE OF ANY PAR- 
TICULAR CITY OR PORT TO THE DETRIMENT OF OTHERS. 


_ To the present limited and easily enumerated thousands now settled 
in the inland em and the great plain of the Columbia in Oregon, 
ae, Idaho, or to the almost countless millions that will, 
ere generation shall have passed away, find happy, prosperous 
hemes in that extensive and fertile region, it matters but little whether 
it is Portland or Astoria, Vancouver, Kalama, Yaquina, Tacoma, or Se- 
point on Puget Sound, or the Columbia River, or 
that is to be the dumping ground or point of trans- 
to sea, for the untold millions of tons of cereals 
other that must in the future from year to year as the 
eee their way from this prolific field to the waiting and 
markets of the world. With them this is not such a ma- 

however important it may be to the different rival 
for the golden ‘reacnres that must inevitably result to 
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the one which is finally most successful in the grand and honorable 


competitive race for the control cf the trade of an empire. 


To the producers and shippers the great all-absorbing question is 
By what means shall they at the lowest possible cost and with the least 
possible discrimination, secure easy, safe and rapid transportation of 
their products free from transhipment or change of bulk or unnecessary 
inland or maritime exactions to the seaboard, or head of ship navi 
tion? Andas the costof transportation can only be red 
minimum and a just and reasonable rate, so as to resi 


il- 
uced to its 


lt alike fairly to 


proper 


the producer and transporter by the absolute destruction of the power 
of monopoly, and as it is the duty of Congress to legislate for the good 
of the many and not in the interest of any particular city, or port, or 
company, or corporation, to the detriment of the true interests of t] 


whole people, it must be apparent to all familiar with the situation in 
the Pacific Northwest, that there are at least three great national en 
terprises in connection with the matter of transportation in that section 
of the country (and I am not now speaking of the interests of Southern 
Oregon, or of the immense importance iat section of the « 

the improvements at Coos Bay, Coquille River, Port Orford, and Ump- 
qua, anda part of which is liberally provided for in this bill and in 
referénce to which I shall speak specially hereafter) that should } 
garded with unreserved favor by the Congress of the United 

First, and infinitely more important than either of the other two, is 
the removing of all obstructions to navigation from, and the open 
up to free and successful navigation of the waters of the Columbia 
its tributaries, so that boats of large draught and heavy river tonnage, 
starting from points in the distant interior of this great producing field 
may, laden with the wheat, and wool, and stock, and other p: 
of the valley, move on without interruption until they meet the ship 
from every ocean that will receive and bear their cargoes onward tot 
various markets of the world; and also, of course, such permanent 
provements at the great mouth of the Columbia, in accordan 
the carefully prepared plans of the United States Engineer Department, 
as will forever remove all existing impediments dangerous to or restrict- 
ive of ship navigation at this grand gateway of the commerce of the 
world, and make it an entirely easy, safe, and inviting entrance {i 
ships of largest draught and heaviest tonnage from every port and sea 
on the civilized globe. 

Second. The speedy completion of the Northern Pacific Raiiroad 
across the Cascade Mountains to Tacoma, on Puget Sound, thus pet 
fecting a great rival transcontinental line from Saint Paul to Portland 
Oreg., via the waters of Puget Sound. 

Third. The completion of the permanent improvement, now far un- 
der way under the direction of the General Government, of Yaquina 
Harbor, on the Pacific Ocean, in accordance with the plans ot 
United States Engineer Department, so as to admit to that competing 
port the ships of commerceof large draught; and the speedy completion 
of the Oregon Pacific Railroad, now completed and in successful opera- 
tion a distance of 72 miles eastward from Yaquina into the very heart 
of the great wheat-producing flelds of the Willamette Valley, so as to 
cross that valley entire and the Cascade range of mountains to the 
eastward, and penetrate the great grazing and wheat-producing region 
of Eastern Oregon, Idaho, and Washington, connecting with other al- 
ready completed lines from the East. With these three national en- 
terprises completed, and they all will be in the near future, for they 
are each and all demanded by the commercial and political necessities 
of the times, and with the lands of the Northern Pacific from Wallula 
to Portland freed from the grasp of that corporation and thrown open 
to settlement, then, and not till then, will the shackles of commercial 
tyranny and the manacles of transportation monopoly fall from the 
necks and hands and hearts of the producers of the inland empire 

The completion of the improvements at the mouth of the Columbia, 
at the Cascades, and other points below The Dalles of the Columbia on 
the Columbia and Willamette Rivers, and above The Dalles on the 
Columbia and its tributaries, and at Yaquina Harbor, with the com- 
pletion of the Northern Pacific to Puget Sound, the Oregon Pacific 
across the great wheat-growing belt of the Willamette, and into East- 
ern Oregon, with the completion of the gap on the line of the Oregon 
and California, will of themselves, even though the proposed improve- 
ments at The Dalles should meet with some delay, reduce the cost of 
transportation of every bushel of grain and every pound of wool, or 
other product the people of Oregon may have to export, to at least on« 
sixth of the present rates, and will to that extent add to the personal 
interest of the producer, and promote the general welfare and material 
prosperity of the whole State. 

But for one, I am unwilling, when another session of Congress shall 
convene, to hesitate longer in urging upon Congress to the extent of my 
power, in connection with my colleagues in the Senate and House, the 
importance and pressing necessity of inaugurating without delay work 
on some suitable and proper plan; and at present I am strongly inclined 
to the plan of a steamboat railway as recommended by Maj. W. A 
Jones, of the Engineer Corps, ‘for the purpose of overcoming the obstrne- 
tions to navigation at The Dalles of the Columbia. 

The commencement of this great work, or of some suitable or proper 
enterprise to overcome obstructions to navigation at that point, can nat, 
in justice to the people of the Pacific Northwest, or of the whole na- 
tion, be longer delayed. And as chairman of a subcommittee of the 
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Senate Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, havin 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


that matter under investigation, under instruction from the Senate, t The bill (H. R. 8950) to remove the political disabilities of Francis 


hope to be able early in the next session of Co to report a plan 
for this great work that may commend itself to the people most inter- 
ested, and that may receive the favor of Con 

These great works at the mouth of the Columbia, the Cascades, The 
Dalles, and Yaquina are not local but national, and indeed international 
in their character, as much so as is the improvement of the Mississippi 
River, the construction of the Hennepin Canal, or the improvement of 
New York Harbor, and al] these I concede are in every sense great na- 
tional enterprises of paramount importance to the producers and ship- 
pers of this country, and to the best interests of the Republic. 

In conclusion I may be permitted to say that with the completion of 
the commercial improvements now under way in Southern Oregon, at 
Coos Bay, for which $45,000 is provided in this bill, the Coquille River, 
for which $20,000 is inserted, and others yet to be inaugurated at Port 
Orford, Umpqua, and other important points; with the completion of 
the small gap to complete railroad connection between Oregon and Cali- 
fornia; and the proposed improvement, for which a bill is pending in the 
Senate, for shortening the route and reducing the grade of the military 
wagon-road between the Rogue River and Klamath countries, and the 
construction of branch and intersecting lines of railroad into South- 
eastern Oregon; with Government recognition of Crater Lake Park, the 
grandest natural park on the face of the earth—we except none; with 
fraudulent wagon-road grants wiped out of existence by judicial decrees; 
we may expect the people of that State, in all its sections and in every 
locality, whose vital interests it is my bounden duty as well as my great 
pleasure to aid in advancing and promoting here, to throw off the fet- 
ters of commercial bondage that have so materially impeded their prog- 
ress in the past, brush aside the cloud of isolation peculiar to all pioneer 
countries, and which throughall these years has measurably enshrouded 
them in its discouraging mists, and darkened and obscured the path 
of their progress; to assert their independence of and declare their tri- 
umph overevery impediment that has heretofore delayed and obstructed 
them in their patient, honest, persistent, and noble efforts to establish 
on the shores of the Pacific a great empire of civilization, an independent 
and powerful State, which shall acknowledge no master, no dictator 
or recognize no superior in all that pertains to social, commercial, and 
political equality, independence, and power, save that grand entity— 
the National Government, the union of States, the American Republic— 
of which it is to day no inconsiderable factor, and of which in the no 
distant future it is destined to become so an exceptionally important 
and highly influential a constituent part. 

These things accomplished, then will the ever-increasing beauty and 
grandeur of the star of that empire of civilization, of political and 
commercial power, which but in the recent past, as so beautifully de- 
scribed by Berkeley, took its course to the westward through the fogs 
and deserts, and repellent savagery of the ‘‘intervening wastes,’’ and 
over the ‘‘rock-ribbed’’ and rugged mountains, and the dense and for- 
bidding wildernesses of the far West, shine with a new brilliancy, and 
a more fixed and steady light, and with an undimmed and inextin- 
guishable glory. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There are somany members of the Senate absent 
and all seem very much inclined to stop for the day that I shall not ask 
them to remain longer. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Will the 
Senator withdraw his motion fora moment? ‘TheChair desires to lay 
before the Senate sundry House bills. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to “‘ an act to 
alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding 
the several courts thereof; and 

A bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
change property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as a site for a public 
building for more suitable property. 


GREELY’S POLAR EXPEDITION REPORT. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution for ‘‘ printing the 
report of the International Polar Expedition to Lady Franklin Bay, by 
Lieut. A. W, Greely, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, acting signal officer,” 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 


numbered 1 and 2, «n.i agree to the same, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JQSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. BARKSDALE, 
JAMES W. REID, 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
rs on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in, 


Sorrell, of Roanoke County, Virginia, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to ‘‘ an act 
to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’ 
approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place for holding 
the several courts thereof, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as a site for a public 
building for more suitable property was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


MICHAEL FITZPATRICK. 


Mr. PLUMB. The bill (S. 2803) granting a pension to Michael Fitz- 
patrick has been reported from the Senate Committee on Pensions. A 
similar bill comes to us from the House to-day. I move that the House 
bill be put on its passage and the Senate bill indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we can not pass a House bill now. It can be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The House bill will be placed onthe 
Calendar instead of being referred to the Committee on Pensions under 
the previous order of reference. 

ABBY L. BURBANK. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2192) granting a pension 
to Abby L. Burbank, which was, in lines 7and 8, to strike out ‘‘ forty ”’ 
and to insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be tt enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abby L. Burbank, widow of Charles 
H. Burbank, late a surgeon in the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2113) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah Young, which was, in lines 4 and 5, to strike out 
“‘twenty-five’’ apd insert ‘‘ twelve ;’’ so as to make the bill read : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name 
of Mrs. Sarah Young, of Des Moines, Iowa, for and on account of services ren- 
dered as a nurse during the war of the rebellion. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move to non-concur in that amendment, 
and to ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the presiding officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, were appointed. 


EDWARD CORNING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1666) granting a pension 
to Edward Corning, which was, in line 8, to strike out the words 
‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of twenty dollars per month”’ and 
insert ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How will it read then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Edward Corning, late a lieutenant in the Eighty-fifth 
New York Volunteers, and afterward commissioned captain and assistant quar- 
eng of volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

aws. 

Mr. SAWYER. The words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws’’ occur twice. I move to concur in the amen«- 
ment of the House, which strikes out the words ‘‘and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of twenty dollars per month,’’ and to non-concur in the 
amendment of the House inserting the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How will the bill read with the amendment as 
amended ? 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to plaee on the ge ye to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 


a lieutenant in the Righty-fifth 
New Y Volunteers and captain and assistant quar- 
termaster of volunteers. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not understand that yet. I would like to 
know what rate of pension this gentleman is going to get. 

Mr. BLAIR. That will depend on the result of an examination. 

Mr. SAWYER. He was a captain, and he will get at the rate of $20 
per month. I have no objection to a committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that read once more. | 
certainly can not understand what it means just now. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was again read. 
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The amendment of the House to strike out the words ‘‘and pay him 
a pension at the rate of twenty dollars a month’ was concurred in. 

The amendment of the House to insert the words ‘‘ subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws ’’ was non-concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BECK presented the petition of James Gillen and 72 other citi- 
zens of the third Congressional district of Kentucky and the petition 
of J. N. R. Bell and 230 other citizens of the third Congressional dis- 
trict of Kentucky, praying for the passage at the present session of Con- 
gress of the following measures: 

1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land 


ts: 
oS. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 

4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
tlement; 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and prohibiting bribery; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
plus, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of James Ryback, a citizen of 
New York, praying Congress to examine his claims disallowed by the 
Court of Alabama Claims; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Assembly No. 1640 of the 
Knights of Labor of Peoria, Ill., protesting against the passage of the 
oleomargarine bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of C. A. Smith and 34 other citizens 
of the fourteenth Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of 
William Carter and 52 other citizens of the eighteenth Congressional 


district of Illinois, the petition of George Bell and 40 other citizens of | 


the seventeenth Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of J. W. 
Adolphus and 55 other citizens of the third Congressional district of 
Illinois, the petition of William Sullivan and 186 other citizens of the 
second Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of Ed. 8. Keen and 
23 other citizens of the nineteenth Congressional district of Illinois, the 
petition of W. A. Goin and 63 other citizens of the twentieth Congressional 
district of Illinois, the petition of B. Stadler and 275 other citizens of 
the thirteenth Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of John 
Owen and 106 other citizens of the eighteenth Congressional district of 
Illinois, the petition of William E. Smithers and 150 other citizens of 
the seventeenth Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of W. B. 
Kerr and 173 other citizens of the fifteenth Congressional district of Ili- 
nois, the petition of Thomas J. Armstrong and 280 other citizens of the 
eighth Congressional district of Illinois, the petition of H. L. Bunkers 
and 224 other citizens of the eighth Congressional district of Illinois, 
the petition of John Conley and 170 other citizens of the fourteenth 
onal district of Illinois, the petition of Charles Stone and 35 
other citizens of the fourteenth Congressional district of Illinois, the 
petition of Peter J. Dodge and 116 other citizens of the thirteenth 
Co district of Illinois, the petition of H. C. Sallenberger and 
270 other citizens of the tenth Co: ional district of Illinois, the pe- 
tition of A. G. Smith and 110 other citizens of the eighth Congressional 
district of Tlinois, the petition of A. H. Angell and 216 other citizens 
of the eighth ional district of Illinois, the petition of James J. 
Casey and 146 other citizens of the second Congressional district of Dli- 
nois, the petition of Fred. Schultz and 90 other citizens of the second 
district of Mlinois, and the petition of John Elyand 70 
other citizens of the eleventh Congressional district of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the following measures at the present session of 


1, House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and 
desert-land acts; 
2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of raiiroad and other land 
> 
3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which 
have not been strictly complied with; 
4. House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 
eau Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to set- 
t; 
6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United States; 
7.. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, 
and punishing bribery ; 
8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury sur- 
us, and substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
presented the petition of Albert Grant, of Washington, 
relief for certain damages alleged to have been sustained 
on account of public improvements of property in this city; 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the bill (S. 2600) 
to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to make po- 
lice regulations for the government of said District, reported from that 
committee on the 25th of June last. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered te be printed. 

Mr. BERRY (for Mr. Jones, of Arkansas), from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse 
reports thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 398) for the relief of Wilson Ryan: and 

A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of Alexander Mosely, executor of Will- 
iam D. Mosely, deceased. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Amanda M. Smyth; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2832) granting a pension to Taffre 
Snow; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 76) for the relief of Silas 
D. Baldwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. CHACE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
McMILLAN] moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw 
his motion to adjourn, and let us have an executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite impossible. You can not do any 
executive business to-night. If we do anything more let us go on with 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate adjourn. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that motion I move @iat the Senate do 
now adjourn, with the consent of the Senator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS], pending the motion made by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, moves that the Senate adjourn. 
to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ]}. 
Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). 

colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILv] on political qnestions; but 
I desire to vote on this question, and I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. Idesire toannounce that my colleague [Mr. Jones, of 
Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison}. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 


SESSION. 


Tae question is on the motion 


I am paired with 


I am paired with my 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, Frye, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Edmunds, Logan, Palmer, Van Wyck. 
Evarts, McMillan, Platt, 

NAYS—2. 
Beck, Coke, Harris, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Cullom, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Eustis, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cail, Hampton, Ransom, Whitthorne. 

ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Conger, Gorman, 
Blackburn, Chace, Dolph, Gray, 
Bowen, Cockrell, Fair, Hale, 
Camden, Colquitt, George Harrison, 
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Hawley, Manderson, Sabin, Voorhees, 
Jones of Arkansas, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, Wilson of Iowa, 
Jones of Florida, Morgan, Sherman, Wilson of Md. 
Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Stenford, 

Kenna, Payne, Teller, 

McPherson, Pike, Vance, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Now I ask fora vote on the canal amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thequestion now recurson the motion of the Sen- 

ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurson the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I supposed Senators were so fatigued that they 
wanted to go home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 13. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. The roll-call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 






























YEAS—24. 
Beck, Cockrell, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Coke, Hearst, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gibson, Pugh, Vest. 
Butler, Hampton, Ransom, Walthall, 
Cal Harris, Riddleberger, Whitthorne. 
NAYS—2L. 
Allison, Evarts, Lo . Palmer, 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hale, Mahone, Spooner. 
Cullom, Hoar, Manderson, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Miller, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell of Oreg., 





































ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, George, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Bowen, Gorman, Morgan, Sherman, 
Camden, Gray, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Harrison, Payne, Teller, 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Kenna, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 12, 1886, gt 11 o’clock 


a. ™. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 10th day of July, 1886. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


L. Foster Spencer, of New York, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Rosebud agency in Dakota, vice James G. Wright, commission expired. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


David W. Hutchinson, of Girard, Pa., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Bismarck, Dak., vice Neil Gilmour, ‘resigned. 

Sterling S. Smith, of Mandan, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Devil’s Lake, Dak., vice Abram 0. Whipple, resigned. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Edwin D. Steele, of Greensborough, N. C., to be register of the land 
office at Evanston, Wyo., vice Charles Hi. Priest, Priest, resigned. 

8. C. Boon, of Eureka, Cal., to be register of the land office at Hum- 
boldt, Cal., vice Charles F. Roberts, resi 

The nomination of Pierce H. Ryan for said office delivered to the 
Senate June 22, 1886, is this day withdrawn. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate the 8th day of June, 1886. 
SURVEYOR OF MILITARY DISTRICT. 


Samuel Kendrick, of Chillicothe, Ohio, to be surveyor of the Virginia 
military district, in 'the State of Ohio. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 












BULLOCK, of Washington, D. C. 


the President of the United States: 
To the Houseof Representatives : 


granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross.” 
Bureau by the beneficiary named in this bill,and considerable ieatineony 
filed in support of the same. 
rejected. 
lst day of February last. 
oe inoperative, if it would not actually prejudice the claim of his survi 
widaow. 
the claim of her husband, and it is not at all improbable that she will be ab 
prosecute the same to a successful issue for her benefit. 
should not be in the least jeopardized by the completion of the legislation 
posed in this bill, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and on that I ask 1 
previous question. 


the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


ment of State and the Governments of Switzerland and Italy on the subject 
international copyright. 


on War Claims. 





David S. Presson, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 


JULY 10, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 10, 1886. 


The House met at 11o0’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. D 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and appro 
DANIEL H. ROSS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message fi 


I return herewith without approval House bill No. 524, entitled ‘ 
An application was filed in the Pe e 


I do not understand that the claim has been fin 
But, however that may be, the claimant died, as I am advised, on 
This, of course, renders the proposed legislatio 


She has already been advised of the evidence necessary to comp 


At any rate her ri; 


GROVER CLEVELAN! 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, Washington, July 9, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the message and accompanying bill 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGH’ 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message [1 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for your information a report from the Secretary of Sta 
inclosing the correspondence which has been exchanged between the Depa 


GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washingion, July 9, 1886. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bi! 
which were severally referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Robert M 
Green—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1310) for the relief of William Tabb—to the Committee 


The bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agreement made with th: 
confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying Yakama reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Washington, for the extinguishment of their 
title to so much of said reservation as is required for the use of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriatio: 
for carrying out the same—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1056) to accept and ratify an agreement made by th 
Pah-Ute Indians and maintain a right of way to the Carson and (: 
orado Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation, in 
Nevada—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 882) to regulate the pay of graduates of the Naval Acai. 
emy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz—to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 725) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee—to the ( 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


el il ee ee ei i a a 


ne Sales 3 ME 


The bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith—to the Con- 7} 
mittee on Patents. 
The bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of ‘1 ; 


United States steamer Tallapoosa—to the Committee on Claims. 
e bill (S. 701) for the relief of the legal representative of |’: 
e, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 581) to establish a forest reservation on the headwat:: 
of the Missouri River and the headwaters of Clark’s Fork of the (o 
lumbia River—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 5 

THE LATE HON. WILLIAM H. COLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the resolutions of the >: 
ate in to the death of the late Representative CoLE, of Mary! 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, obtained |«.\\ 
to withdraw from the files of the House the bill (H. R. 5828) for « 
relief of Mena Holmes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GRosVENOR, for Monday and Tuesday next, to enable bin ‘) 
attend the Congressional convention in his district. 
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To Mr. Funston, for this day, on account of sickness in his family. Mr. RANDALL. As I understand, the bill as amended will leave 
To Mr. HAYDEN, for two days. | the districts exactly as now constituted. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. Mr. SCRANTON. With the amendments there will be no change 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | ~ ‘a. RP sik eevee 8 ss Se os Sea 
thecommittee had examined and found truly enrolled.a jointresolution | 1...°',y the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScRaNtoX]. 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: ar The < ae - ‘ a oP ennsyivania | Mr. } NTON J. 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 199) providing for printing eulogies deliv- - 1erk Tead as 10LLOWS: 
ered in Congress upon the late Michael Hahn. 
















Strike out, in lines 3, 4,5, 6, and 7 of section 1 the followi 
“That the counties of Wayne, Pike, Monroe, and Carbon, in the State of Penn- 






EXCHANGE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY AT ABINGDON, VA. aeeend 34 al oe be a part of the « — judicial district of Pe ylvai ' 
‘ a ain and shail be addet oO and form a parto ne western judicial « rict of said 
Mr. TRIGG. I ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 2539 be | state, and. 
taken from the House Calendar for present consideration. Mr. BAYNE. That leaves the district just as it is 
The bill was read, as follows: Mr. RANDALL. And the bill does not increase the judge’ 


A bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange prop- 
erty purchased at Abingdon, Va., asa site for a public building for more suita- 
ble property. 

Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to exchange the property purchased as a site for the public building author- 


Mr. SCRANTON. It does not 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the remaining amendm 
sent up by the gentleman from Pennsylvani 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ia, 


ized to be erected at Abingdon, Va., by the act approved July 11, 1882, for other Strike out, in the e ghth line of section 1, the words “said western dist 
property more suitable for the purpose: Provided, That such other suitable and insert in lieu thereof “the western judicial district of Pennsylvan 
property can be obtained without any additional cost to the United States. — . it, im the second and third lines of section 2, the words ** Wayne, Pik 
. . . . . e Monroe, arpon, 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the bill; | ~ strike’ out all of section 2 after the word “counties,” in line? 


which was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TRIGG moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. . 


stricken out being as follows: 

‘* Nor shall the status of any actions pending or liens now in existenc: 
eastern judicial district, and pertaining to the counties of Wayne, Pike, Mo 
and Carbon, be interfered with, but shall continue in like manner as th 
act had not passed.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the amendments embrace tl 
striking out of the increased salary ? 

The SPEAKER. That is a part of the amendments reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. PARKER. The provision for increased salary has been stricken 
out by the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection these amendments will 
all be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SCRANTON. The western judicial district of Pennsylvania is 
the largest in population by the census of 1880 in the United States with 
the exception of two—the northern of Ohio and the northern of New 
York, both of which are agricultural districts. Its present limits were 
fixed in 1824, sixty-two yearsago, during which period new counties have 
been organized in the eastern and western portions and have rapidly he- 
come settled and large business interests have been developed. 

The United States courts should be made accessible to the people and 
convenient to them. Upon this principle are based the merits of this 
bill. It should require no argument to convince you that the great 
empire of interior Pennsylvania demands more Federal court facilities 
than it did sixty-two years ago. The total population of the western 
judicial district of the State in 1820 was but 321,481, while the counties 
included in this bill and comprising the greater part of the anthracite 
coal region have to-day a population of over 400,000, one-tenth of that 
of the whole State. Should not the convenience of the people in this 
populous corner of the State be considered and respected ? 

That their convenience will be greatly promoted by the passage of 
this bill is demonstrated by a mere inspection of the map of Pennsyl- 
vania. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr.SCRANTON. I ask that House bill No. 2124 be taken from the 
House Calendar and passed with amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam compelled to demand the regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihope the gentleman from Missouri will not object 
to the consideration of this bill. One bill has been passed on the other 
side, and this side should be accorded the same courtesy. 

Mr.SCRANTON. The bill has been unanimously reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNES. I withdraw the call for the regular order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to ‘“‘An act to alter the ju- 
dicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,”” approved May 26, 
1824, and providing an additional place for holding the several courts thereof. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the counties of Wayne, Pike, Monroe, and 
Carbon, in the State of Pennsylvania, shall cease to be a part of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of Pennsylvania, and shall be added to and forma part of the west- 
ern judicial district of said State; and that, besides the terms of the circuit and 
district courts of said western district now directed by law to be held in said 
western district, there shall be held two terms of of said courts in every 
year at Scranton, in the county of Lackawanna, which shall commence the 
first Mondays of the months of rch and September in each and every year, 
beginning in September next, and be continued and adjourned from time to 
— 2 © courts may deem expedient for the transaction of the business 
thereof. 

Sec. 2. That all suits which shall be brought against persons residing in the 
counties of Lackawanna, Wayne, Pike, Monroe, Carbon, Susquehanna, Wyo- 

, Luzerne, Bradford, and Columbia shall be determined at the sessions of 
the courts herein provided to beheldatScranton; but nothing herein contained 
shall be const: to limit or confine the business of said terms to said coun- 
ties, nor shall Tee any actions pending or liens now in existence in the 


é 


eastern rtain r ike, Mon- z ‘ ; a pt ars . 
roe, ok eeteieend odds bekchalh eoadinen in ike manrse cnthoonk First. Negatively. it is evident that no city in the State could be 
tic oh bad mot penned. of the dlstsict ana ail ala is selected for our seat of Federal justice less convenient than Pittsburgh. 
- : Foye P clerk ° —e and circuit courts for the western judi- | The distance is nearly 400 miles, the entire width of the State, while 
Se ena = ee eee arene Cerny, Oe oe en the lines of travel are not direct, but involve frequent changes and te- 

Fo said oe ond al shall a point copunes who i reside | dious delays. 
their offices at Scran' leputies shall keep in their offices Ss -ositiv Se i » ne ‘ 01 rei ann ton 
; a. i be Gate ofSees. end anid Aepetey chev: chal keep in Second. I ositively. Scranton is the natural and commer ial center 
his office full of all actions, proceedings. and judgments in said courts. | Of the territory covered by the bill, not more than 60 miles from its 
4. That the marshal of said western judicial district shall for the time 


farthest confines, and connected with every important point by direct 
railroad lines. 

The vastly superior convenience of Scranton over Pittsburgh being 
demonstrated, two considerations remain to be considered on this point: 
First. Are the population and business interests of this territory suffi- 
ciently large to justify the measure? Second. Does the actual amount 
of the United States court business from this territory justify it? 

First. The population of the counties embraced in the bill was, ac- 
cording to the tenth census, 369,236, nearly one-eleventh of that of the 
whole State. It is now certainly more than 400,000. As the popula- 


a Woes ; ne tion of this part of the State has for many years been increasing more 
ee er enn Sor tne increneed ete woeten magedily than that of the nest of the State, it is safe to infer that it now 
Saeaiitanis chal be paid cunealty, > the Treasurer of the United | Contains a considerably larger proportion of the State’s population than 
States, the sum of $1,000 in addition to the yearly salary now or hereafter al- | in 1850. Further, the population here is very much concentrated. 
lowed him by law.” Within thecountiesnamed are Scranton (70,000), Wilkes Barre (32,000), 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | and many cities and towns of from 3,000 to 10,000. The business in- 
this bill? terests of the region are very vast, including as it does nearly the who!e 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is it understood that the bill is to be passed with | of the anthracite coal fields of Pennsylvania. Here are carried on al! 
the amendments ? the mining and shipping operations of the following great corporations 
TheSPEAKER. That isthe request of the gentleman in charge of it. | Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, Delaware and 
Mr. STORM. I wish to inquire whether the counties of Pike and | Hudson Canal Company, Pennsylvania Coal Company, Lehigh Valley 
Wayne are struck out ? Railroad Company, and a large part of those of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
Mr. SCRANTON. Iam about to offer an amendment which will meet | road Company, Reading Railroad Company,. Lehigh Coal and Naviga- 
the views of the gentleman. tion Company, in addition to those of almost numberless smaller cor- 


Sec. 
being provide a suitable place at the city of Scranton for holding the several 


the . 
for the increased labor and expense imposed on 
him by the this law the United States district judge for the western 
district of eaubenie shall be paid annually, by the Treasurer of the United 
n addition to the yearly salary now or hereafter al- 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary were 


; 
Es 
: 


line ee yy 1, strike out the words “‘ Monroe and Carbon ;”’ 
and 10 of section 2 strike out the words “ Monroe and Carbon.” 
oe out section 5, as follows: 
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porations. The manufacture of iron and steel is a large and important 
industry, and other manufactures are numerously established and rap- 
idly increasing. 

Second. Of the criminal indictments found in the United States 
courts of the western district about 30 per cent. come from the six 
counties embraced in this bill. Of criminal informations a much larger 
percentage would be found but for the fact that, owing to the distance 
from the court, a much larger percentage of cases commenced in this 
part of the district are settled than in the western 

During the last year of the operation of the bankruptcy act (1877- 
1878) from 20 to 25 per cent. of that class of cases originating in the 
western district came from these six counties. Should the bill be en- 
acted, a still larger percentage would be found here. 7 

Of the ordinary civil business of the courts a very small percentage 
is now brought from this territory, which is, it seems to us, a very 
strong argument in favor of the bill; for the reason of the small quan- 
tity of civil business is that very inconvenience of the courts which 
the bil] is intended to correct. Crimes against the United States and 
bankruptcy cases must be prosecuted in the United States courts, they 
having exclusive jurisdiction thereof. But of ordinary civil causes of 
action, of which the United States courts have jurisdiction, the State 
courts also have concurrent jurisdiction. Therefore in most cases the 
advantages which would be found in the selection of the United States 
forum are far outweighed by the inconvenience of suing in a court 400 
miles away. So that the small amount of civil business originating 
in these counties is another proof of the fact upon which we base our 
claim for relief; namely, that the present arrangement of the district 
amounts to a practical exclusion of a large body of the people from the 
advantages of the United States courts. 

The fact that the wisdom of Congress once established the districts 
as now divided weighs nothing against our argument, for the condi- 
tions have completely changed since that division wasmade. In 1824, 
when the present districts were formed, the use of anthracite coal for 
fuel was as completely unknown as the use of electricity, so that the 
whole industry in which the activities of this section live, move, and 
have their being was as yet unborn. At that time the counties of 
Luzerne and Lackawanna contained one-fiftieth of the population of the 
State; in 1880°they contained one-nineteenth. 

If we have established the fact that the convenience of the people 
would be greatly promoted by the proposed change, the only remaining 
question is will the interests of the Government be in any way preju- 
diced by it? In only two ways can we conceive that the two interests 
could conflict: First, by the multiplication of offices; second, by in- 
creased expense. 

First. As to multiplication of offices, the bill is certainly very harm- 
less. It provides for but two court officers to reside in the territory, 
to wit, a deputy marshal and a deputy clerk. The former is not anew 
officer, for there is now, and for many years has been, a deputy marshal 
residing either at Scranton or Wilkes Barre. The deputy clerk is, in- 
deed, a new officer, but a very insignificant one, and one that is paid 
by fees and receives no salary from the Government. 

Second. As to expense, we hold that the proposed change will result 
in a certain saving of expense to the Government. It is shown by the 
Attorney-General’s report for 1885 (pages 79 and 81) that the business 
of the courts of the eastern district of Pennsylvania for that year was 
about double that of the western district, and that the expense to the 
Government was proportionally larger from all items except ‘‘ jurors’’ 
and ‘‘ witnesses.”’ 

Under these two heads the Government paid out in 1885 in the 
western district more than twice as much as in the eastern district. 
The reason is obvious. The western district is so large, and so large a 
body of its population lives on its very confines within the territory 
embraced in this bill, that the mileage fees of witnesses and jurors are 
very large. While the per diem pay of a juror or witness attending 
court at Pittsburgh for a week from Luzerne or Lackawanna County is 
from $12 to $15, his mileage is from $50 to $75. Nearly the whole of 
this mileage would be saved to the Government if the court was held 
in Scranton. As there were nearly two hundred jurors and Govern- 
ment witnesses at the Pittsburgh courts in 1884 and 1885 from counties 
named in the bill, it will be seen that a great saving would have been 
effected by holding the courts at Scranton. If the saving is placed at 
$25 per capita, a very moderate estimate, it would have reached in 
these two years the sum of $5,000. In addition to this expense there 
is to be taken into account the large mileage fees of the marshal in the 
transportation of prisoners, &c. We cite one or two cases by way of 
illustration and contrast: 





Marshal's bill, United States vs. Chris. Carson (Luzerne County)............ $188 10 
Marshal's bill, United States vs. John Burger (Lackawanna County)...... 105 00 
Marshal's bill, United States vs. J. R. Rumbaugh (Pittsburgh). ...... 5 40 


‘s bill, United States es. F. Brannon (Pittsburgh).........0...0-. 2 50 
Altogether it seems safe to predict that, so far from the holding of 


courts as becoming a source of increased expense to the Gov- 
ernment, it will prove a measure of economy so important as of itself 
to justify the of the bill. 

The billas ed was-ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 













Mr. SCRANTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELIZABETH LUCE. 
Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back the message of the President vetoing the bill (H. R. 5997) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Luce. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that this report be printed in the Recorp and 


laid over for subsequent consideration. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be printed in the 


RECORD and laid over for the present. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 
Mr. Conxcer, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 


ing. report to accompany bill H. R. 5997 and Executive Document 281: 


he Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of 


the President of the United States vetoing House bill No. 5997, granting a pei- 
sion to Elizabeth Luce, have considered the same, and report: 


The objections of the President are set forth in the following message: 
To the House of Representatives : 
I return without approval House bill No. 5997, entitled “‘An act granting a pen- 


sion to Elizabeth Luce.” 


The claimant named in this bill is the widow of John W. Luce, who entered 


the Army in August, 1861, and who was discharged in January, 1864, for a disa- 
bility declared at the time in the su 

stricture of the urethra,” which, from his statement, existed at the time of his 
enlistment. 


on’s certificate to arise from “ organi 


Notwithstanding the admission which thus appears to have been made by 


him at the time of his discharge, he soon afterward made an application for a 
pension, alleging that his difficulty arose from his being thrown forward on the 
pommel of his saddle when in the service. 


Upon an examination of this claim by a special examiner it is stated that no 


one could be found who had any knowledge of such an injury, and the claim 


was rejected. 
In 1883, twenty years after the soldier alleged he was injured in the manner 


stated, he died, and the cause of his death was declared to be “ chronic gastritis, 
—— with kidney difficulty.” 
tis 


alleged that the examinations made by the Pension Bureau developed 
the fact that the deceased soldier was a man of quite intemperate habits. 
The theory upon which this widow should be pensioned can only be that the 


death of her husband resulted from a disability or injury contracted or received 


in the military service. It seems to me that however satisfactorily the injury 
which he described may be established, and though every suspicion as to his 
habits be dismissed, there can hardly possibly be any connection between such 
an injury and the causes to which his death is attributed. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSIon, June 19, 1886. 


[H. R.5997. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Luce, widow of Joliu 


W. Luce, late a private in Company E, of the First Ohio So ow Artillery. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


The proofs on file in the Pension Office in this case have been very carefully 
re-examined, and the committee are still of the opinion that this widow should 
be pensioned. 

e following is a copy of the former report made by this committee : 


[House Report No. 1100, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 

“That Elizabeth Luce is the widow of John W. Luce, deceased, latea private of 
Company E, First Ohio Light Artillery, who died at Grand Junction, lowa. No- 
vember 17, 1888. Cause of death, as reported by Dr. J. D. Kirby, the attending 
a, ‘gastritis, chronic; relapse, complications; general debility ; kidney 

ifficulty.’ 

“At the time of his death said John W. Luce had on file an undetermined ap- 
plication for pension for an alleged stricture of the urethra caused by being 
thrown upon the potnme! of his saddle about August 15, 1863, while in the serv- 
ice. The widow continued to eencee the claim, which was finally rejected 
January 7, 1885, on the ground t ‘alleged stricture of the urethra was not due 
to soldier’s mili service.’ The fo oo in this case from the Pension Office, 
which are very voluminous, have m very carefully examined, and the only 

ible und for the conclusion arrived at by the Pension Office is to be found 
n the following statement made by the surgeon in soldier's certificate of d's- 
charge, namely: ‘O ie stricture of the urethra, which, from his statement, 
existed at the time of enrollment. 

“Luce explains in a letter that he made this statement at the time to prevent 
his transfer to the Invalid Corps. They had administered chloroform, and hic 
was still upon the operating table. That he was free from the disability before 
and at the time of enlistment is proven by many affidavits of neighbors and 
friends, among which James Brown, of Berea, Ohio, testifies that he became 


acquainted with claimant in 1857, who then worked for his brother, John Brown, 
maneeien i and he worked with him nearly all the time for 
ree years 


to his enlistment, and knew him to be a sound, able-bodied 
a) ee et the best for his labor. 

“ Dr. A. 8. Allen, of Berea, 0, testifies that he attended claimant's family, 
and met him often while he was en in work about the quarries prior to 
his enlistment, and he has no know of his ever being or in any way 
disabled during that time; he believes should have known if he had been 
unsound. After his discharge, in 1864, he (Luce) applied to him for aid for some 
urinary trouble, he thinks inability to pass urine, and he was troubled thereby 
until he moved away in 1866. : 

“Andrew , lieutenant of Company E, First Ohio Light Artillery, test'- 
fies that when the service he was a sound, thy man, and 
so continued until August 15, 1863, when at Battle Creek, Tenn., he was injure‘ 
in his eomn | organs by the ring on the pommel of his saddle while he w* 
d one of the teams attached toagunof his battery. Thisis further prove" 
by vits of comrades; and the continuance of disability to date of death '- 
proven by abundant and credible testimony. 

“ Dr. G. Low testified April 22, 1867, that he examined claimant and found him 
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ffering from enlarged prostate gland and stricture, irremediable except 
th surgical o) , which would endanger his life, and would not be 
ad ex as a last resort. or RTS 

“ While the diagnosis of death-cause by the physician who attended him in his 
last illness does not name stricture of urethra as the cause of death, yet it is a 

ption that it contributed largely to produce the general de- 
bility, kidney, and other troubles which did culminate in death. 

“Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier’s death is clearly trace- 
able to the disability received in the service, and believe his widow should be 
pensioned; therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The President withholds his approval on the ground that ‘there can hardly 

bly be any connection between the injury alleged and the cause to which 
isdeath is attributed.’’ Theattendant physician at time of soldier's death gave 
mortuary certificate as follows: _ Sins, a 

* Cause of death, gastritis, chronic; relapse, complications, general debility, 
kidney difficulty.” 5 es 

And in testimony before a special examiner, he says that while gastritis was 
the immediate cause of his death, the complications helped it along; that he was 
greatly debilitated, generally run down, and that his urinary troubles contrib- 
uted to the gene’ bility of his system. ri 

There are on file in this case the results of four official medical examinations. 
All find the man disabled from some serious urinary trouble, but notwo of them 
give the same diagnosis or agree as to the cause of the trouble. 

The proof is conclusive that some trouble of the kidneys, bladder, prostate 
gland, or urethra disabled him during all the time from his discharge to death. 

His wife swears that he died of the disability with which he had been contin- 

uously afflicted, and the attending physician says he died of gastritis, general 
debility, and kidney troubles. 
It does not seem, therefore, a violent presumption to presume that the various 
uri troubles which existed and disabled him for twenty years, although at 
time of discharge called only “‘ stricture of the urethra,” were the direct, if not 
the immediate, cause of his death. 4 

The President makes prominent in his veto message the result of a special 
examination, which was that no one could be found who had any knowledge 
of such an injury, and that the soldier was intemperate. 

To those who have had occasion to carefully scrutinize many of the reports 
of these ex parte special examinations, it seems quite apparent that they are 
often made with a determination to defeat a claim if ible. But in this case 
the work is overdone. So very much is proven that the testimony is valueless. 
The examiner says, as a result of this examination, “I fail to find that claimant 
was troubled with stricture or other urinary disease prior to enlistment,” and 
his witnesses testify that soldier had no such trouble at any time during serv- 
ice, yet the lieutenant commanding the company swears to the disability. The 
hospital records prove it; he is discharged on account of it, and his claim for 
pension was rejected because it existed prior to enlistment. 

It is these same witnesses of this special examiner that su t the intemper- 
ance. But since the records show that they are absolutely incorrect and unre- 
liable as to the other matter testified to, their testimony can not and should not 
be taken as of any force or value to prove intemperance, and should not preju- 
dice this case. 

John W. Luce served two years before he was disabled. Proof of disability and 
di for same is conclusive. Continued disability, from same cause, from 
discharge to date of death is clearly established. A reasonable presumption of 
death from same disability obtains, and his widow is left in poverty as a conse- 
quence of his long-continued disease. 

The Government is under a sacred obligation to compensate this woman for 
the loss of health and death of her husband and her consequent struggle with 


poverty. 
has the right to grant this relief, and it is its duty to save her from 
the want and anguish to which the strong arm of the President would consign 
her. The theory of the President seems to be that Congress should grant pen- 
sions by special act only under existing law. If relief could be had in all these 
— mero present law then there would be no necessity to appeal to this 
for aid. 

We are not granting pensions under existing laws, but we are making new 
law in every case where, in the judgment of Congress, relief should be granted 
and can not be obtained at the Pension Office. 

In this one the demand for relief is eminently just and meritorious. There- 
fore your comimittee recommend the ee of the bill, the objection of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


MRS. CATHARINE M’CARTY. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the message of the President vetoing the bill (H. R. 5603) grant- 
ing a to Mrs. Catharine McCarty. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this report will also be printed 
in the REcorD, and laid over. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr, Concer, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 

report to accompany bill H. R.5603 and Executive Document 335. 


on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of the 
President of the United States vetoing the bill (H. R.5603) granting = pansion 


to Mrs, McCarty, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave 
to report 
‘The objections of the President are set forth in the message as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 


Ireturn herewith without approval House bill No. 5603, entitled ‘An act grant- 
pension to Mrs, Catherine McCarty.” - 


ene is the widow of John McCarty, of the First Missouri Regiment 
State Militia Volunteers, who died at Clinton, Mo., April 8, 1864. —" 
widow filed her claim in 1866, alleging that her husband died while in the 


from an — 

ite that on the day previous to the death of 
the soldier a ee proeered some medicine from the regimental surgeon and 
asked to and taste it; that he did so, and shortly afterward be- 
next morning. 
deceased soldier did more than taste this medicine. 


it would be pleasant to aid the widow in this case, it is hardly fair 
Government ee a pension for the freak or gross heedlessness 


: GROVER CLEVELAND. 


zt 


[H. R.5603. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
An act granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine McCarty. 


it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
aaaee assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Catherine Mc- 
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JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives, 
Attest JNO. B. CLARK, Jr., Clerk, 


All the facts in the case are fully set forth in the following report heretofore 
made by this committee : 

“That Catherine McCarty is the widow of John McUarty, late a private of 
Company B, First Missouri State Militia Volunteers, who enlisted February 5, 
1862, and died at Clinton, Mo., April 8, 1864, while in the service, under the fol- 
lowing distressing circumstances, as testified to by comrades 8S. Black, R. Car- 
ter, J. R. Rhoades, and W. H. Cole in the following joint affidavit : 

“Thomas Collen, a member of company, got some medicine from the surgeon 
and came in smelling and tasting of it, and asked John McCarty, who was near- 
est him, to smell! and taste it, as it had a peculiar smell and taste; said McCarty 
did so, and shortly afterward got very sick and commenced yomiting, and died 
the next morning in great agony.’ 

“ This is confirmed by records now on file in the War Department and by affi- 
davit of J. G. Hart, late surgeon of soldier's regiment, who testifies that Mc- 
Canty, while on duty in the service at Clinton, Mo., took same medicine (fluid 
extract of colchicum, which had been prescribed for another soldier) through a 
mistake, and died about thirty hours thereafter. 

“His widow filed application for pension, which was rejected on the ground 
that ‘the soldier’s death was caused by his taking poison, not the result of any 
disease contracted in the military service.’ The Pension Office, under the law, 
could not have done otherwise, but Congress can, and your committee believe 
should, recognize the fact that this woman had given her husband and the father 
of her children to the service of her country,and that while so serving his coun- 
try he lost his life. It is trueit was by a careless accident, but yet one that under 
the peculiar circumstances might have happened to any one. 

“He served his Government faithfully for nearly two years; he lefi a widow 
with four children to fight life’s battles alone; she is now old and very poor, and, 
in view of the services rendered by her hasband, richly deserves the small recom- 
pense of a widow's pension during her few remaining years: wherefore we rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill.”’ 

There is no controversy over the facts in this case. The orly question at is- 
sue is whether, under the circumstances proven in this case, the widow of a 
soldier who died while in the service of his country of a careless accident shall 
be placed on the pension-roll. The President says it is hardly fair to ask the 
Government to grant a pension in such a case. 

For the reasons set forth in the above report your committee are still of the 
opinion that this widow merits a place on the pension-roll,and therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass, the objections of the President to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


IMPRISONMENT OF JULIO SANTOS. 
Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted 
the following report: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, having had under consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution— 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public service, to transmit to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the correspondence relating to the imprisonment in Ecuador and 
subsequent release of Julio Santos, a citizen of the United States’’— 
report the same back with the recommendation that it pass. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL-SERVICE APPOINTMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back the following resolution with the recommenda- 
tion that it be adopted: 


Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be, and is hereby, 
directed to inform this House by what authority twenty-three appointments to 
positions within the classified public service were made from the District of Co- 
lumbia, when the proportion due to said District of Columbia was less than three 
for the year ending January 16, 1886. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


Carty, widow of John McCarty, late a private in Company B, First Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Volunteers, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FURLOUGHS WITH PAY, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

Service, also submitted the following report: 
The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the fol- 

lowing resolution— 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 


- inform this House whether or not employés in his Department are granted fur- 
loughs or leaves of absence with pay fora greater length of time than thirty days 
inany given twelve months; if so, by what authority of law and to what extent 
such custom is had’’— 
report that they have duly considered the same,and recommend that the reso- 
lution pass. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
TheSPEAKER. The regular order having been demanded, the Clerk 
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will now report the next amendment on which a separate vote is asked a 


on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that it was understood if mistakes occurred in the printed names of 
parties inserted in the bill who had judgments against the United 
States they should be corrected, I wish to call the attention of the 
House and ask permission now to make a correction on 65 of ™ 
bill, as follows: The name “‘ Frank L. Lyons’ should should be ¢ 
read ‘‘ Frank L. Jones,’’ and the word ‘‘administrators’’ shoul be in 
the singular, not in the plural. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the correction will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72 add the following proviso: 

“Provided, That satisfactory ry mor be oo to the Sec of the 

Treasury that the said amount shall the several alien iders, 


stockholders, or their representatives, out wt > H money the said taxes were 
paid to the Government.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is not the proviso, but the main tion. 

Mr. BURNES. The whole amendment as amended should be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the lines proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, pee 72, after the words “eighty-three,” in line 35, down to and 
including line follows: “ Exeept the claims num! 46050, 47381, and 
47413, contained in said Executive Document No. 70, $17,197.13,” and insert ‘ 1 $39, - 
020.28" and the proviso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lettheparagraph be read asit will stand if amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word 4 cighte-thzee,” in line 35, insert “ $39,020.23; so that the para- 
‘of refunding taxes legally colected pr prior to July 1, 1888, $99,000.28: Pro- 
ided, That satisfactory Treasury 
that the ania amount shall be aia to theooe Saal alien ete or stock- 
holders or their pypeesentintiven out of whose money the said taxes were paid to 
the Government. 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the New York Evening Posta few days 
ago stated that I was absent intentionally on the 5th day of July when 
this matter was considered in the Committee of the Whole, and thata 
brother of mine was interested as attorney in this claim. I knew noth- 
ing about it when the matter was considered in the committee, but have 
since learned that he has no interest whatever, either directly or indi- 
rectly, in the matter. It wouldnot have made any difference tome, as 
everybody who knows me will concede. I think, however, I have a 
right to say that in the committee I resisted in every ‘way possible, as 
did the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUENES), t this fo and I 
shall continue to do so in the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Debate having been allowed on one side it may be 
well enough to havea statement from the other side. While the state- 
ment of the gentleman is true that he did resist this in the committee, 
yet it is also true he offered no reason for resisting it that I heard, nor 
does he offer any reason here for resisting it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee was so. nearly unanimous that it 
was not necessary to give any reasons. I can give the reasons now. 

Mr. CANNON, poe a ee [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. . to this matter being gone into 
further unless we are to have a discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Since I am invited by the gentleman from Illinois 
to state why I resisted this amendment, I will say itwas because I do 
not believe it will ever reach the who the money. 

Mr. CANNON. I am willing there should be debate on this matter 
if both sides are heard. There is a fund which will reach these people. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that the amendment be again 


The SPEAKER. It has been read twice or three times already. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 66, 
noes 73. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 108, not 
voting 110; as follows: 
aie 

Adams, G. E 1 Moffatt, 
Allen, © Dee . Morrill, 
Atkinson Ely, ree Morrow, 
Bayne 4 Sie 
Bound, = FP. A. Parker, 
Browne, T. M. Fuller, Payson, 
Brown, 0. B. Gilfillan, ha Welle Follette, Perkins, 
Brown, W. W. Goff, anise Peters, 
Bunneil, Groot Little, Pirce, 
Burrows, ther, i. Price, 
Campbell,J.M. | Haynes, nn — 
Cannon, Henderson, D. B. Marka, Rock well, 
Conger, Hepburn, McKenna, Romeis, 
Gutche Hicetand, Millard.” Ryan, 

2 econ, . 

Hiscock, Mitchell, Sawyer, 


ie, 
Poctinridge, co. R. 


Burnes, 
um, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler. 


Catchings, 
Cobb, 
Comstock, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Croxton, 


Davidson, R.H.M. 


Strait, Thompson, 
ble, Tillman, 
Swinburne Viele, 
lor, Wade, 
Taylor, Zach. Wadsworth, 
Thomas, O. B. Waite, 
NAYS—168. 
Dockery, Jones, J.T. 
Dowdney, Laffoon, 
Denn, Lanham, 
Eden, Lawler, 
Eldredge, Lovering, 
Foran, cowry, 
Ford, Martin, 
Forney, Matson, 
Frederick, McCreary, 
Gay, MeMillin, 
Geddes, Me . 
Glass, Mills, 
Glover, Morgan, 
Green Murphy, 
Hale, Neal, 
Hall, Oates, 
Halsell, Outhwaite 
Hatch, Peel, 
Henderson, J.S. Randall, 
Herbert, Reagan, 
Hill, Richardson, 
Holman, . 
Howard, Sadler, 
Hudd, Sayers, 
Johnston, J.T Seymour 
Joh 4 , 
Jones, J. H. Skinner. 


NOT VOTING—110. 


Aiken, Davis, 
Allen, J. M. Dawson, 
Anderson, J. A. ibble, 
Balen aa 
Ballentine, Du 
’ Elisber T Yy , 
eee. Felton, 
ngham, Findlay, 
Bliss, Fisher, 
Boutelle, Funston, 
Brady, Gallinger, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. 
Brumm, Gibson, 
Green, R.S. 
Burleigh, Hammond, 
Campbell, Felix Hanback, 
Campbell, J. E. Harris, 
Hayden, 
Caswell, Heard, 
Clardy, Hemphill, 
rson, T. J. 
Collins, Henley, 
— Hermann, 
Cox, Houk, 
Crain, Hutton, 
Davenport, Irion, 


So the amendment was not 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, the es of the names of mem)er: 
voting was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. Swore with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. O FERRALL with Mr. VAN SeHAICK. 


Mr. Cortirys with Mr. DAvVIs. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 


Ki 
Kleiner, 
Laird 


Millike n, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 

ey, 
Nokes 
Norwood, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Owen, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock 


. « 


Mr. LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 


Mr. HARRIS with Mr. PHELPs. 


Mr. ARNoT with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. REESE with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BARBovuR with Mr. Lipsey.” 

Mr. RocErs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. Spriees with Mr. OWEN. 


Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. BurreRrwortTs. 
Mr. WARD, of oe with Mr. Houxk. 


Until Monday next 
NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CLARDY. 
+ with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 


2 with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
with Mr. Larmp. 
with Mr. 


BERS 
ne 


i 


PRRGRRRRRRRR RSE g 
a 


Wakefield, 
eber, 


pringer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Tarsney, 
Taulbee. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Townshend, 
Trigg 


‘Turner, 


Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Pindar, 
Plumb, 
Ranney, 


Throckmorton, 
‘Tucker, 
Van Schaick, 


Warner, “William 
Weaver, A. J. 


ed 


Ta eee eee onan 
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the pending ill: 

a HamMOND with Mr. NEGLry. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 98 of the bill, all after the word “ cighty-three,” in line 35, down to 
and including line 40, was stricken out and there was inserted after the word 
“eighty-three,” in line 35, “ten thousand seven hundred and thirty-five dollars 
and fifty-three cents: Provided, That the said corporations, respectively, shall 
give entlafactory security tothe Secretary of the Treasury that the said amounts 
shall be paid to the several alien bondholders or stockholders, or their repre- 
sentatives out of whose money the said corporations paid the said taxes. 


The question was taken upon agreeing to the amendment; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 79. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it takes a quorum to repudiate the debt 
in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON, and 
the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BURNES, to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 
92. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 110, line 42 of the amendment, strike out “ fifty-two hundred and 
forty-five,”’ and change the amount in lines 43 and 44, making it ‘‘ $59,405.81." 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the original proposition be 
read, and then the amendment, so that it may be clearly understood. 

ie ie tained in the bill 

The i as con’ is: 

“For the payment of the claims on coanubed transportation of the Army 
and its certified as due by the Second Comptroller in Schedule A, pages 
21 and 22 of said Executive Document No.210, except the claims numbered 
4377, §245,and 1308 enumerated therein, $48, 655.81." 

The amendment is to substitute the following: 

“For payment of the claims on account of 





rtation of the Army and its 


supplies certified as due by the Second Comptroller in Schedule A, es 21 and 
22 of said Executive Document No. 210, except the claims numbe 4377 and 


1308 enumerated therein, $59,405.81.” 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Would it bein order to state at this time that this 
payment has been recommended by the Comptroller and by his prede- 
cessor ? 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate, and debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ter-General. 

Mr. CRAIN. Only on the ground that its payment was prohibited 
by law. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and there 
were—ayes 40, noes 53. 

Mr. CRAIN. I demand tellers. 

Re SPEAKER appointed Mr. Crary and Mr. Ho_MAN to act as 
te . 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, would it bein order to inquire whether this 
claim has been recommended by any officer of the Government? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. That is 
a matter for debate on the floor. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 60. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the adpption of 
the amendment as amended. 


It has been rejected, however, by the Quartermas- 


The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WS. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be much misunder- 


standing as to the character of this amendment, and I rise to ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Crain] be allowed 
five minutes to explain the matter, a like time being allowed to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] or the gentleman from Indiana 
. HOLMAN] in reply. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 


for fortifications and other works 


Ci 


30, 1887, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the aceompany- 
ing ordered to be printed. 
I reserve all points of order on that bill. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the claim of Mr. League is one which is 


Set up on a contract between him and the legally authorized representa- 
tive of the United States Government in December, 1465, for the rent 
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and occupation of a wharf, warehouse, aud coal-yard in the city of Gal- 
veston, Tex. Prior to the period for which this amendment proposes 
to make payment the Government under that contract had paid for 
several months the actual rent per month claimed in this amendment; 
and subsequently the Government again paid the same rent for the use 
and occupation of this property, thereby ratifying the contract which 
had been made. The veuchers in support of the claim were filed about 
fifteen years ago in the Treasury Department. The quartermaster at 
Galveston certified to the correctness of this account; the quartermaster- 
general of the department of Texas ratified the account; but it was 
rejected by the Quartermaster-General of the United States, General 
Meigs, upon the ground that its payment was prohibited by the law of 
1864 and the supplemental act of 1867, which provided that no claim 
originating in an insurrectionary State during the war should be paid. 
In the case of Rawlings vs. The United States, Attorney-General Evarts, 
in reply to a communication from General Schofield, Secretary of War, 
gave it as his opinion that the acts of 1864 and 1867, upon which Gen- 
eral Meigs based his failure to recommend the payment of this claim, 
did not apply to cases which originated in insurrectionary States during 
the war if founded on contract. Subsequently, in the case of Green 
vs. The United States, The Court of Claims expressed the same view of 
the law, and said that notwithstanding these laws prohibiting the pay- 
ment of claims which originated in the insurrectionary States, such 
claims when founded on contract between the Government and the in 

dividual should be paid, and that in such cases the laws of 1864 and 
1867 were not applicable. In deciding this case the Court of Claims 
referred expressly to the opinion of the Attorney-General in the case of 
Rawlings. 

The only objection which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN | 
can have to this amendment must be based on the ground that the claim 
has been rejected by the Quartermaster-General of the Army; but when 
you analyze the reasons which actuated him in refusing to recommend 
the claim you find opposed to them the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, supplemented by a decision of the Court of Claims upon similar 
cases. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
questions. 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. First, is there any claim that the charge 
made in this case for the use of this property was excessive? 

Mr. CRAIN. None whatever. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If I understand the matter correctly, this 
claim arose subsequently to the cessation of hostilities, but before the 
formal proclamation of peace was issued by President Johnson in Au- 
gust, 1866. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is correct. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One furtherquestion: Were these accounts 
certified and allowed by the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. CRAIN. These accounts were in the first place certified as cor- 
rect by the officer who made the contract; second, they were ratified 
by the quartermaster in charge of the Departmentof Texas; third, they 
were certified as correct by the Second Comptrollerunder a former ad- 
ministration, were sent back by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
were again certified as correct by the Second Comptroller now in office. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then the only objection to their payment, 
as I understand, is that the letter of the law precluded the allowance 
of the claim by the Quartermaster-General, as he construed the law. 


I would like to ask the gentleman two 


Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir; as he construed it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is, the acts of 1864 and 1867? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount of the claim ? 
Mr. CRAIN. Ten thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the statement made by the gentleman 


from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] is substantially correct, as I understand the 
case. The claim was rejected by General Meigs, Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, on the ground that the payment of this class of claims was ex- 
pressly prohibited by the act of 1864 as amended by the act of 1867. 
It has been held, I think quite uniformly, that where a contract was 
made by a subordinate quartermaster and had been ratified by the 
Quartermaster-General the effect was to take the claim out of the op- 
eration of the act of 1867. But it does not appear that this claim was 
ever approved by the Quartermaster-General’s Department. There was 
simply a contract by a subordinate quartermaster in the field. ‘The 
claim stands on the same footing as a large number of other claims, 
the payment of which is prohibited by the act of 1864 as amended by 
the act of 1867. This claim, so far as I am aware, has never been con- 
sidered by a committee of the House, or if so considered has never been 
reported on by a committee; so that the exact facts, so far as we are 
concerned, are only known to the extent I state—that the claim was 
rejected by the Quartermaster-General because its payment was pro- 
hibited by law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill in one moment. This is a claim, as I un- 
derstand, for $2,500 a month for rent of a wharf, warehouse, and coal- 
yard in the city of Galveston. The claim amounts, I believe, to $10,950. 

Mr. CRAIN, ‘Ten thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. How much per month? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty-five hundred dollars per month. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman know for what purpose this prop- 
erty was used by the Government? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not stated to what use the property was ap- 
plied. The House, of course, understands that the act of 1867 did not 
operate as to claims originating after the 20th of August, 1866. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield for a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inamoment. Had the claim accrued after the 
20th of August, 1866, of course it would not be affected by the act of 
1867. There was a proclamation of the President, decided by the Su- 
preme Court to be the final determination of the war. Among the 
claims affected by the act of 1864 as amended by the act of 1867 this 
claim is included. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to say 
there is a very large body of claims of this character? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; there are other claims. 

Mr. BAYNE. Have there been other claims referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Appropriations similar to this ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not say as to that. The committee has not 
examined these claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Hasthe committee made examination as to the right 
of the officers of the Treasury to inquire into claims of this character? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has not been examined into. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Have they not done it ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not say. I yield tothe gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CRAIN rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand that. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time is there remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. One minute and a half. 

Mr. CANNON. In that minute and a half, Mr. Speaker, I can only 
say it occurs to me there may be some question about this claim. At 
best it is but aclaim. But considering the t set by the House 
a few moments ayo, that it is proper for a majority of this House to 
repudiate debts affirmed by the decision of the Supreme Court, I am 
curious to see how gentlemen on that side who were swift to repudiate 
its debts will vote on a claim of doubtful propriety. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this is an ordinary war claim, it should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The time fordebate hasexpired. The question re- 
curs on the amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


117, nays 95, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Adams, G. E, Forney, Mills Stone, E. F. 
Adams, J. J. Frederick, Morrill, Strait, 
Allen, ©. H. Gay, O'Hara, Struble, 
Allen, J.M, Sa O'Neill, J.J. Swinburne, 
Atkinson, Harr Outhwaite, Tarsney, 
Baker, Hemphill, Parker, Taylor, J. M. 
Barry, Hepburn, Payson, Taylor, Zach 
Blanchard, Herbert, Perkins, Thomas, O. B. 
Blount, Hermann, Perry, Tillman, 
Brady Hewitt, Peters, Trigg, 
Breckinridge . WCP. Hitt, Pettibone, Turner, 
Brown, W. Holmes, wen Viele, 
Butterworth, Hopkins, , T.B. Ww b 
Cabell, Howard, Reid, J. W Wakefield, 
‘ ‘aldwell, Johnson, F. A. Rice, Wallace, 
Candler, Jones, J. H. Richardson, Ward, T. B. 
Carleton, Laffoon, Robertson, Weber, 
Clements, La Foliette, Rockwell, Wellborn, 
Crain, Lanham, Rowell, West, 
Crisp, Lawler, Sayers, ' 
Culberson, Leblbach, Scranton, White, A.C. 
Cutcheon, Long, Si n, White, Milo 
Dargan, Lovering, Skinner, Whiting, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Markham, Willis, 
Dougherty, Maybury, Stabinecker, Wolford, 
Dowdney, McAdoo, Steele, Woodburn, 
Ely, McKenna, Worthington 
Evans, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Farquhar, McRae, Stewart, J. W. 
Foran, Merriman, Martin, 
NAYS—S, - 
Anderson, C. M. Cooper, ° Goff, Kelley, 
Anderson, J. A. wee, Green, R.8. Little, 
Ballentine, Croxto Green, W. J. Lowry, 
é Devideon, A. c. Grosvenor, Ly » 

Seunet, Dingley, Grout, Martin, 

nad, ery, Hale, McCreary, 
Bound, Dorsey, Hall,. Millard, 
Boutelle, Eden, Halsell, Moffat, 

yle, Eldredge, Harmer, Murphy, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ermentrout, Hatch, i. 
Brumm, Ever! ; Henderson,J.S. Neece, 
Buck, Fieeger, Hiestand, Oates, 
Bunnell, Ford, Hiscock, Osborne, 
Burnes, Fuller, Holman, Owen, 
Burrows, Funston, Hutton, Peel, 
Bynum, Geddes, Jackson, 
Campbell, J. M. Gilfillan, Johnston, J.T. 
Cannon, Glass, T.D. Price, 
Conger, Glover, Jones, J.T. Randall, 
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Ryan, Spooner, Townshend, Weaver, A. J. 


Sadler, Springer, Van Eaton, Weaver, J.B. 
Sessions, Stone,W.J.,Mo. Wait, Wilson, 
Seymour, Storm, Warner, A. J. Winans, 
Sowden, Thompson, Warner, William 

NOT VOTING—110. 
Aiken, Davis, Kleiner, Pindar, 
Arnot, Dawson, Laird, Ranney, 
Barbour, Dibble, Landes, Reese, 
Barksdale, Dunham, Le Fevre, Riggs, 
Barnes, Dunn, Libbey, Rogers, 
Beach, Elisberry, Lindsley, Romeis, 
Belmont, Felton, Lore, Sawyer, 
Bingham, Findlay, Louttit, Scott, 
Bliss, Fisher, Mahoney, Seney, 

x Gallinger, Matson, Shaw, 
Browne, T. M Gibson, C. H. McComas, Snyder, 
Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace McKinley, Spriggs, 
Buchanan Hammond, Miller, Stone, W.J., Ey. 
Burleigh, Hanback, Milliken, Swope, 
Campbell, Felix Hayden, Mitchell, Symes, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, Morgan, Taulbee, 
Campbell, T. J. Heard, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 

li, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, Taylor, 1. H 
Catchings, Henderson,T.J. Muller, Thomas; J. R. 
Clardy, Henley, Negley, Throckmorton, 
Cobb, Hill, Nelson, Tucker, 
Collins, Hires, Norwood, Van Schaick, 
Compton, Houk, O'Donnell, Wade, 
Comstock, Hudd, O’ Ferrall, Ward, J. H. 
Cox, Irion, O'Neill, Charles Wilkins, 
Curtin, James, Payne, Wise. 


Daniel, Ketcham, Phelps, 
Davenport, King, Pidcock, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Scott with Mr. PHELPs, until further notice. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. Lourrit, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, on this vote. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. HAYDEN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
amendment which I sent to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1712, page 70 of the bill, insert : 

“For payment to John C. Barr, ‘for forty-two days’ services as clerk to the 
special committee investigating certain telephone matters, $252.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the amendment ? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

a. it was accordingly read the third time. 
uestion recurred on the passage of the bill. 
Mr BURNES Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire now if I am enti- 
ded to my hour? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question is ordered the bill is 
debatable as any other proposition. The previous question heretofore 
ordered has been exhausted, and the gentleman is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURNES. -I simply desire, sir, to say that with my view as to 
some of the amendments ted upon the billit will be impossible 
for me to vote forit. I yield to my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN). 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. BURNES. As much as he may desire. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not occupy more than ten minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of the amendment voting a month’s 
es ase ee for the annual and session employés of the House we pro- 

ption that it would cost, so far as the House was 
fon Gist tet forty thousanu dollars. Itwas suggested 
Totes hots teed tn previous month’s compensation had been about 
$37,000. The Clerk of the House furnished astatement, which was put 
into the eretnetion on the 6th day of July, I believe, showing that the 
—— of compensation paid on the this House for April—he 
to make a later statement—was $33,615.54; but, as he 
nen ct ee Bey that did not embrace the appropriation for 
the House, one of whom gets $6,000, fo a of them 
$500, wa tenet oe “tien ar ema atm $34,500 additional. Nor did 
he embrace, as he of twenty-six members 
of the Capitol which emounts to $26,300 more, making a total 
addition of 800 to the -three thousand six hundred and odd 
dollars reported by the Clerk; w. shows that the House amendment 
ee to these employée carried by this bill will involve an 
nck ant eohe or quite thatsum. It will involve ce! 
that it may be much more. ‘According tothe estimates 
wh Sehaeiotictead it will most likely exceed that. 
item whenever allowed heretofore has always been about doubled 
when it went to the Senate—some gentleman informs me more than 
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doubled; so that the amendment is calculated in the end o carry an 
appropriation of about $200,000, an amount which is extorted from the 
tax-payers of this country and given asa pure gratuity to those receiving 
high compensation already, many of whom are paid annual salaries for 
two yearsand perform only ten months’ service. I repeat that they are 
paid in full for two years at a large annual salary and perform but 
about ten months’ service, and yet this additional gratuity is proposed 
to be put into the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to know what difference there is in prin- 
ciple between this amendment and the principle of the joint resolution 
that you introduced yourself paying to the relatives of a deceased officer 
of this House an entire year’s pay, when it was well known that that 
officer had no wife, no child, no mother, and no family, no one, indeed, 
except a noted lobbyist that infests the corridors of this Capitol? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from lowa with his usual logic pro- 

to criticise the accuracy of my position now by showing that, as 
Ss su I was wrong on another occasion. That is about as good 
logic as could be expected from a gentleman occupying the position he 
occupies on this question. But in doing this I suppose the gentleman 
is aware of the fact that I followed simply the unbroken line of prece- 
dents in that direction. I was asked to introduce that resolution and 
stated at the time I introduced it by request, and that was all I had 
to do with it. Iwas willing to doit, however, because of the relations 
of the most friendly character, personal and official, which existed be- 
tween the person for the benefit of whose estate the resolution was of- 
fered and myself. At the time I introduced that resolution the vene- 
rable mother, and the brother—both since dead—were alive. I do not 
wish, however, to be called away to discuss the propriety of that reso- 
lation. That is past. 

I wish to call the attention of this House, and I wish I had the power 
to call the attention of the American people, to the fact that we pro- 
pose here to take from the tax-payers of the country their hard earnings 
and give them to those who are better off than many of them and who 
are receiving much higher pay than those discharging similar di'ties in 
private life. We have thirty or forty pages to whom we pay a salary 
of $90 a month. Each of us in our district at home can employ six 
good, able-bodied men for that time for $90. Yet we must give them 
an additional compensation, an additional month’s salary. We must 
give that to gentlemen who are working ten months for two years’ pay 
at high salaries. We gtve these gentlemen from $6,000 down to $300 
or $900; $6,000, $5,000, $4,500, $4,000, $3,000, and all the way down 
to $800 or $900. All of these receive better pay than they get else- 
where. And weare to give them this additional compensation with no 
obligation on our part whatever, but merely a wish to benefit our friends 
here at the expense of those we represent at home; because they are 
here with the power and will to importune and badger members to get 
what does not belong to them by law and what ought not to be given 


dollars for draping public buildings in meurning on the death of a dis- 
tinguished citizen. Immediately below that item is another of five 
thousand two hundred and odd dollars for a similar service on the death 
of another distinguished citizen. You, my Democratic friends, and we, 
my Republican friends, went before the people in town caucuses, county 
conventions, State and national conventions, and told the people we 
believed in wise economy in the distribution of the public revenues. 
I was in earnest indoingso. I meantit then and I meanit yet. Ido 
not know how aman could have made that promise conscientiously and 
can now intelligently vote for many of the provisions in this bill aggre- 
gating nearly two out of the six millions of dollars that are carried 
in it. 

What do you mean by economy, or what ought you to mean by it? 
You ought to mean paying for every service rendered to this Govern- 
ment, for everything by which the people are benefited, a square, hon- 
est consideration in proportion to the service. How are you going to 
ascertain that? Not by making a comparison with the compensation 
paid, the remuneration awarded in other countries, under other forms 
of government unlike ours. It is to be determined by the compensa- 
tion that men of this kind could obtain in other avocations in life. 
Compare the prices you pay with the income of the men who create the 
wealth that pays the taxes that we are now legislating away. These 
are the standards that should guide us in coming toa conciusion, and 
I think I can safely assume that no man on this floor will deny that 
the employés of this House and all the employés in and around this 
Capitol could not in any other walk in life secure the same remunera- 
tion that we are now paying them, or even 50 percent. of it. Compare 
their compensation with what men all over this country, the men who 
turn the wheels of industry and who control the creative industries of 
our country, receive, and you will find that what you pay here is in- 
finitely in excess of what they receive, as well as infinitely in excess of 
the compensation that this kind of talent or service commands in the 
labor markets of the world. 

Then what is the sense of our paying these prices? I say to you, gen- 
tlemen, and I challenge contradiction, that the compensation paid to 
the employés of the two Houses of Congress is largely in excess of what 
the same kind of service commands in private employments, and the 
effect is demoralizing to the community, and must strike coldly on the 
hearts of the people throughout the country who are laboring more 
hours a day for less compensation 

Therefore this system is not economical, and therefore it is not hon- 
est, because we have promised different things. We go into our State 
and national and county conventions, and we ‘‘gush’’ about what we 
are going to do, and then some of us come right in here and, when any 
proposition of this kind is presented we say, ‘‘ Well, I will vote for this 
thing; Jones is a clever fellow,’’ or ‘‘Smith voted for something for 
me and I will help him.”’ 

So men follow each other like sheep. Great God! gentlemen, will 
you never learn that every man ought to whittle out his own conclu- 
sions on questions of this kind, ought to square them by the proper 
standards, and then should vote his convictions, and those convictions 
should be in accordance with the promises that he made to the people 
as a condition precedent to his obtaining a seat in this House at all? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PRICE. Iask the gentleman from Missouri to yield me five 
minutes more time. 

Mr. BURNES. It is impossible at this time. 


them. 

Mr. § er, a looker-on at the proceedings of this House might well 
inquire into many things that have occurred here this session. There 
are three hundred and twenty-five members here. Many of them are 
representatives of all kinds of jobs that can come up. They are advo- 
cates of every description of expenditure that can be imagined instead 
of being representatives of the toilers and tax-payers at home. When 
we go home toour constituents for their votes then we talk of represent- 


ing them, and many of the very gentlemen who have voted for this bill Mr. PRICE. Very well; if it is impossible, then I can not have an 
will be the first to denounce the policy on which it was based. They | opportunity to fully develop this argument. 

will not dare to avow that they supported it, as they have not dared to Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire tocorrecta mistake into which 
do on this floor, by allowing the yeas and nays to be called so as to show | I fell in the statement which I submitted to the House a whileago. In 
the record of votes by which this infamy was adopted. But I trust yet | speaking of the extra month’s pay for the Capitol police and for the 
before we are done with this bill an opportunity will be presented to | Official Reporters of the House I made the mistake of adding the whole 


yeas and nays called and to put gentlemen on the record who 

to vote away from the hard earnings of the tax-payers, the 
people at b the voters, $200,000 to overpay men who have agreed 
to receive the compensation provided by law for their services. 

The whole system is vicious; it is vile; it is an encouragement to ma- 
raud and to plunder the Treasury by those who have the ear of the 
lawmakers. It has got to be rebuked, and I trust the action of this 
House will rebuke it. 

I yield the floor back to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon- 


A 
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amount of their annual pay. Instead of the whole pay I should have 
added one-twelfth of it, which would make the appropriation about 
$40,000 instead of $100,000. 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. ‘ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire toenter my protest against 
the payment of a gratuity to the employés of this House. It is not a 
very pleasant thing to be put into antagonism with gentlemen with 
whom we are so constantly associated, but we owe a certain duty to our- 
selves and to the people whom we represent upon this floor, and that is 
to exercise the trust that has been reposed in us in an economical, hon- 
est, and upright manner. There can be no principle under the sun 
under which we can be justified in giving a gratuity to these employés 
any more than we would be justified in voting a gratuity to anybody 
else who happens to be a citizen of the United States. The principle 
upon which these men are employed and paid is this: they know in ad- 
vance exactly what their compensation is to be; they come here notonly 
willingly, but anxiously and persistently, seeking these positions, and 
they take them with a full understanding of what compensation they 
are to receive for the service they render. Therefore I say it is wrong 
in them to ask and it is still worse in us to grant this gratuity. We 
might as well vote to ourselves an extra month’s compensation for the 


PRICE. Ina very few moments I propose to call the attention 
of the House to a few of the objectionable features in this bill as it seems 
a ar seeming oo to me will guide my vote on the passage 


2g 


Sipee I have learned I would havean opportunity of calling the atten- 
of the House to them at all I have had no opportunity to analyze 
bill soas to t out hastily and clearly the objectionable features. 
old the bill on which I had my objections marked some 

person or persons have abstracted, and I have had to supply 
with a new bill. Looking at page 10 of the bill, the first thing 
call attention to is an item of five thousand five hundred and odd 
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work that we do here. We have as much right to vote an additional 
month’s salary for ourselves as we have to vote it for any other efficers 
or employés in the service of the Government, but in view of the rec- 
ord which the history of this country presents of the ‘‘ salary-grab”’ of 
some years ago there is not a man upon this floor who would dare to 
cast a vote giving himself one dollar of extra pay. Such an act is 
wrong in principle, and it would be manifest destraction to any man 
who would andertake it. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know exactly how much this proposition is to 
cost us; but the question is not so much one of amount as of principle 
and precedent. If we give these employés more than they are entitled 
to we ought to give it to them as a gratuity out of our own pockets, 
and not undertake to be liberal and generous at the expense of other 
people whose money has been intrusted to us only for specific purposes. 

There are many features in this bill which would make me desire to 
vote for it, and I think I shall have to doso; but I do object most 
strennously to giving away money for which no service has been ren- 
dered to the Government. While I oppose this feature of the bill, there 
is another to which I desire to refer and which I strongly faver—the 
provision limiting the compensation of United States commissioners to 
$800. This provision, it seems to me, is worth more to us than any- 
thing which can be done in regard to paying certain officers an extra 
gratuity for work they have not performed. I have had some reason to 
investigate the charges which these commissioners have made, and I 
have ascertained that some of these commissioners, who are nothing 
more nor less than committing magistrates, have taken from the Treas- 
ury of the United States as much as $4,000, others as much as $6,000, 
for doing a work which any man would be willing to do for $500 a year. 
Iam therefore in favor of that feature of the bill which limits their 
compensation to $800. Taking the whole bill together, I think it isa 
good one; but I repeat there are some ieatures in it which are objec- 
tionabie, and particularly the provision by which we propose to give 
away to officials of the Government other people’s money for work that 
has not been and never will be performed. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I see that my friend from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Price} wants five minutes more, and I will yield him that time. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I had oceasion to say a few days ago that 
the incidental expenses of the two Houses of Congress during the first 
session of the Forty eighth Congress were $1,030,000, net taking into 
account the pay and mileage of members. Those expenses are mainly 
for employés; and dividing that by twelve you have the sum of $86,000, 
whick goes into this bill under the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. Hepsurn]. That amount may not be exactly correct; but 
I make the assertion that about $70,000 at least will be the amount 
absolutely thrown away under that amendment, for nota dollar of value 
will be rendered for the money thus paid out. Yet that amendment 
is in the bill; and a sickly sentimentality and bad which 
have grown up through the action of weak men for years are the only 
apology for the adoption of that amendment. 

We have also in this bill the provision te pay some woman $1,000, 
because of a contest which her deceased husband had for a seat in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. There is also in the bill an allowance of $250 
for stationery of a member of the last who served less than 
eleven minutes, and who received for that service $11,000. 

The bill is marred and scarred all over with frands upon the revenue— 
appropriations voted without thought or without conscience. There is 
the appropriation of $30,000 or $40,000 as pay of members of Congress 
who never earned a dollar of it; and in that case there is nothing to jus- 
tify the payment except bad precedents. 

In the name of common sense were we sent here simply to follow a 
groove marked out by other men without thought or without conscience? 
Must we, perforce, follow in that groove? Was it not reasonable tosup- 
pose when we were sent here that we would weigh each transaction by 
its own surroundings, voting a million dollars where necessary, and not 
one cent where unnecessary ? 

I want to say to my Republican friends here to-day that one of the 
potent causes which has sent the balance of power to the other side of 
this Hall is that we have mot guarded the revenues of the Government; 
that in years gone by we have not done as we have invariably agreed to 
do in the platforms upon which we went before the people. I ask this 
Congress to rise above all extrinsic considerations in this matter and not 
to vote for this bill because its passage is asked by a clever and genial 
gentleman for whom we all have great personal respect. Let us say, 

** We will vote the revenues of the country wherever necessary, wherever 
the money has been earned; but where no consideration is rendered we 
will not vote a cent, whatever may be the preeedents.’’ 

Another item of the bill which I might mention is the amendment 
adopted a few momentsago upon motion of our genial friend from Texas, 
[Mr. Crain]. Why, sir, the only way for that measure to approach 
Congress was through such a committee as we have established under 
our rules to investigate such cases, examine the evidence, weigh the 
circumstances, and zreommend action to the House with the reasons for 
such action. The matter should not have come here except through 
the Committee on Claims; yet it is not pretended that it has ever been 
considered by that committee. We are expected to pass it upon the 
statement of a gentleman of this House whose constituents are inter- 








ested in it. That item has gone into the bill, and I am asked to swal- 
low that dose also. The claim may be meritorious; but I have not, 
nor has any other member of the House, the meansof knowing whether 


it has merit or is entirely destitute of merit. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it not certified here im the usual way through 


the appropriate officers of the Department? 


Mr. PRICE. Oh, you can get almost anything “ certified’’ here. 
Do we not see that illustrated in the case of these excessive pensions 


granted to widows of military and naval officers? When such a prop- 
osition is made, we have brigadier-generals, commodores, high officers 


of the Army or Navy joining with membersof this House in begging that 
we shall vote the sam demanded to the widow of this or that gallant 


and distinguished officer. 


It hasoccurred overand overagain. Ifa suitis brought against me, 
and an attorney wants to charge me a thousand dollars as a fee, and 
you leave it to the attorneys to say whether a thousand doWars is too 
much to charge, they will all.say, Oh, no; a thousand dollars is only 
fair. [Laughter.] I would not trust them a bit. 

I wish to take the evidence of the facts, independent of this outside 
pressure about these corridors, as to whether we owe or not; and if we 
owe to these claimants what they ask at our hands, then we ought to 
pay it. Andof course if we do not owe them we will refuse to pay then. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who has the disposition of the time for dis- 
eussion on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor for an 
hour under the rules of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. After the gentleman from Missouri has occu- 
pied his hour will the friends of the deceased then be allowed to be 
heard? [Laughter.] So far the discussion has all been on one side. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question shall not be demanded 
and ordered the bill will be open to discussion. 

Mr. BURNES. [yield for five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApboo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, it is an unpleasant duty to appear in 
opposition to these with whom we come in contact every day, that is, 
the employ¢s of the House; but that should not deter any gentleman 
here from doing his duty to the people he represents. The position |. 
singular of gentlemen who in their individual capacity would not make 
= Christmas t to an old and faithful servant who had been in 

their employment for forty years and yet will come to Congress and 
vote without any consideration whatever $80,000 of the people’s money 
to these employés. The money in the Treasury of the United States so 
far as is concerned is in trust, and we are simply the trustees 
of the people for its collection and expenditure; and while we might be 
liberal with that we possess ourselves, we have no right to take a dollar 
of the *s money unless there is consitieration given to this Govern- 
ment for it. And if gentlemen would only keep in view that cardinal 
principle that we are the trustees of this fand, we would not have caus: 
to reproach ourselves with any such legislation as has recently been 


Why, Mr. Speaker, if any gentleman here were a trustee of an es- 

tate, would he not be ten times more careful in the expenditure of the 

money arising out of that estate than if it were hisown? Do you 

think any member of this House as the trustee of a private estate wou! 

give one cent from that trust for anything unless he got good consider- 

ation for it? Our position here is analogous to that of a trustee of an 
estate. 

The employés of this House complain they do not get sufficient s:\- 
ary; that they do not get as large a salary as those employed in the 
Senate; that the employés of the Senate get by comparison a better s:'- 
ary than the employés of the House. Now by comparison with the 
salary of members of Congress of the House they get a much better 
salary, without anything like the labor, without anything like the re- 
sponsibility and exre incident to the position of a Representative on t}'s 
floor. Their positions could be filled in twenty-four hours with just as 
capable men at the same salary 

Mr. Speaker, I like to be Tiberal as much as any man on this floor. 
I like to be kind and indulgent toward the excellent set of employs 
of this House, but I will not be so at the expense of other peop!c. 
Members on this floor who seek to display friendly feelings toward tlic 
employés in doing so should not be forgetful of the duty they owe to 
people they represent. Something can be said for the sessional em- 

but the avnual men should not get paid for thirteen months 
when they do not work as yet eight out of the year. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] said the other day that on 
the average the people of the United States receive but little more 
than $300.a year. Our working people, on the average,as shown by 
statistics, by hard and arduous labor in a year barely get over $300 per 
capita, out of which they have to support themselves and their fam'- 
lies. It is an ill-gotten liberality that permits this House to pat into 
this bill a gratuity of one month’s extra pay to the employés of this 
House. Let us be just before we are generous, and when we are ge0- 
erous let it be with our own money. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman from New Jersey favor the} Mr. REAGAN. Pending that I move to recommit the bill with the 


of this bill? instructions I send to the desk. 
Mr. McADOO. No; I favor recommitting the bill. The Clerk read as follows: 
[Here the hammer fell. ] That the bill be reeommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with in- 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iask the gentleman from Missouri to yield to me 
for three minutes. 

Mr. BURNES. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I only desire, Mr. Speaker, in that brief period of 
time to call the attention of the House and the country to this fact: 
that every day’s session of this Congress costs the country, costs the 
tax-payers ([ am now speaking for the tax-payers) $30,000. 

And I ask gentlemen on this floor to compute just how long these 
speeches over a one-thousand-dollar claim, or a two-thousand-dollar 
claim, or any little insignificant ¢laims—these speeches in the interest 
of economy, for the protection of tax-payers, in behalf of the poor man 
that gentlemen seem to have always near their hearts while here in 

—I say, ask them tocompute the length of time thesespeeches 
have protracted this session, and just how much they have cost to these 
tax-payers, and in my judgment they will make discovery of the fact 
that on every little item which we can find in an appropriation bill to 
talk about economy it costs the country and costs tne tax-payers in 
the aggregato five times the whole sum involved in the item that you 
are discussin<. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, if I can have time to respond. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much less is the cost per 
day when Congress is not in session? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The daily sessions of Congress cost the country 
about $65,000 or $66,000, and I suppose that about half of that is an- 
nual, and would have to be paid whether Congress was in session or not. 
The other halt, about $30,00U a day, depends upon the fact as to whether 
or not we are in session, and is made up of such expenditures as print- 
ing, and daily, weekly, or monthly salaries of clerks, and many other 
such items. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of my economic friends on the 
other side to the fact I have stated, and hope they will calmly consider 
it. Remember, gentlemen, it is now the 10th day of July. Let us 
vote —— ready to adjourn and go home. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, the sympathy of the distinguished 
gentleman from New York for the overburdened tax-payers is fully 

i and appreciated at its full worth by me. So long as the 
gentleman from New York could vote in propositions upon this bill to 
money by amendments to the bill there seemed to be 


structions to strike out that portion of the bill which provides for one month's 
extra compensation for the annual and session employés of the House and to 
the House reporters and Capitol police. 

Mr. REAGAN. Upon that I move the previous question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend the instructions—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to strike out that Texas appropriation. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. On the motion to commit with instructions I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas ang nays were ordered, 53 members voting therefor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether 
this is not a divisible question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May there not be a vote on the motion 
to recommit simply? I am distinctly in favor of recommitting this 
bill, but do not want to limit the action of the committee by any kind 
of instructions. I will vote against the bill as it is. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that having only a majority of 40, 
gentlemen on the other side ought to have two tries at an appropria- 
tion bill in order to satisfy themselves. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We will vote to recommit your bill 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the decisions upon this ques- 
tion to be read, from which the gentleman from Indiana will see it has 
been decided many timesin the House and upon appeal from the decision 
of the Chair that motions to recommit with instructionsare not divisible. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall be 
divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being taken 
away a substantive proposition shall remain. 

Sut it has been decided on appeals that on motions to commit with instruc 
tions or on the different branches of instructions on a Senate amendment, on 
an amendment reported asa singie amendment from a Committee of the Whole, 


on a series of resolutions proposed to be inserted in lieu of other matter, a divis 
ion of the question can not be had. 


The SPEAKER. These decisions are cited in the Digest, and run 
through a long series of years. 
The question being taken, there were—yeas 151, nays 67, not voting 
104; as follows: 
YEAS—151. 


1 2 U ; " Adams, G. E. Dunn, Lehlibach, Ryan, 
limit neither to his speech nor to his desire for expenditure. But now a am ene Sadier, 

° : : . en, C. HM. uy, ong, Sayers, 
at the close of the discussion, after he and his associates have loaded Allen, J. M. a Sonal cette, 


the bill down with amendments that can not possibly meet the judg- 
ment of the country, he comes and talks about the expenses that we 
are incurring in honest efforts to rid the bill of appropriations which 
are, in my honest opinion, but little less than legalized robbery. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to ask the gentleman a question: Who is it 
you are referring to when you say ‘‘ he and hisassociates?’’ [Cries of 

*You!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I had supposed, Mr. Speaker, that it was entirely 
unnecessary to be more explicit in my statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; it is not unnecessary; it is entirely neces- 
sary that the gentleman should state it, for I want tc say to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that in the main I have stood by him and his 
committee with the bill. 


Anderson, C. M. Everhart, Martin, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Fleeger, Matson, Sowden, 

Barry, Forney, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Bennett, Fuller, McCreary, Springer, 

Bland, Gay, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Blount, Glass, MeKinley, Stewart, Charles 
Bound, Goff, MeMillin, Stone, E. F 
Boutelle, Green, R.S. McRae, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Boyle, Green, W.J. Millard, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Grosvenor, Mills, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Morgan, Swinburne, 
Brown, W. W. Guenther, Morrill, Symes, 

Buck, Halsell, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Burnes, Harris, Neal, Taylor, Zach. 
Butterworth, Hatch, Norwood, Thomas, O. B. 
Bynum, Hemphill, Oates, Tillman, 
Cabell, Henderson, J.S. Outhwaite, Townsend, 


Mr. BURNES. Then let me congratulate the gentleman, for when | Caldwell, Herbert, Payne, Trigg, 
he stands with the committee he is distinctly in the right. [Cries of ee Boveenn, Payson, —— 
“Oh!” and derisive laughter on the Republican side.]. And farther- | Goni, Hiscock, Perry, Warner, A.J. 
more, I appreciate the personal integrity and honor of the distinguished | Cooper, Hitt, Peters, Warner, William 
from New York, and concede that his action is generally com- om” - ania en eee eS. 
mendable; but if we are to be charged with the number of hours we Croxton, Hutton, Plumb, Weber, ee 
occupy here in speech the gent!eman from New York will stand debited | Cu!berson, James, Price, Wellborn, 
. Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A. Randall, West, 
as high as any member upon this floor. Dargan Johnston, J.T. Reagan Wheeler 
Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; you are clearly mistaken about that. The | Davidson,A.C. Johnston. T. D. Reed, T.B. Whiting, 
gentleman has now right around him, within reach of his hand, gentle- | Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J. H. Reid. J. W. Wilkins, 
men who have consumed far more time than I have. The gentleman | ee: os Se eis — 
on your it referring to Mr. SPRINGER] takes the most time. | Dorsey. : La Follette, Robertson, 2 Worthington. 
Mr. BU No matter. IfI read aright the hearts of the peo- | Dowdney, Lanham, towell, 
na this country they will stand any amount of expenditure either NAYS—67. 
time or money in striking out from this or any other bill an appro- | Anderson, J. A. Foran, Laird, Sessions, 
S- as that against which weare now contending. They will | Baker, Ford, | Lawler, Skinner, 
no-objection to the expenditure we incur for that purpose. Al- | i" i a 
though I ought to stand by this bill in the ordinary course of nature, | Brady; Geddes, Merriman, Stahinecker, 
because I look upon it somewhat asa child or bantling of my own, | Brass. | Gilfillan, Milliken, Strait, 
over which I have stood watch and ward for several weary months, ony 5 dona ‘am a ee 
giving it the severest labor, yet I would feel dishonored when I re- Brumm, , Harmer, eer’ W iieiventh. 
turned to my constituents if I had to say to them I helped vote | Bunnell, Haynes, O'Hara, Wakefield, 
away your money to gentlemen who, whatever their merits, and I do | Suro" = gy ot! oo weed, T 
not doubt they are great, have no more claim or right to that money | Conger, Hiestand. Parker, White, Milo 
under the lawg of the land than the veriest beggar who walks upon a ae, Perkins, an 
Pennsylvania avenue. As the bill is now amended I shall vote against ania oad, Renae Wanted 
its passage. I now demand the previous question. Farquhar, Jackson, Seney, 
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NOT VOTING—104. 


Aiken, Davenport, King, Reese, 

Arnot, Davis, Kleiner, iggs, 
Atkinson, Dawson, Landes, Rockwell, 
Ballentine, Dibble, le Fevre, Rogers, 
Barbour, Dougherty, Libbey, Scott, 

Beach, Dunham, Little, Seymour, 
Belmont, Evans, Lore, Shaw, 
Bingham, Felton, Lonttit, Spriggs, 
Blanchard, Findlay, Lowry, Bteele, 

Bliss, Fisher, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. 
Buchanan, Gallinger, Maybury, St. Martin, 
Burleigh, Gibson, C. H. McComas, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Eustace Miller, Swope, 
Campbell, J. E. Glover, Mitchel Tarsney, 
Campbell, J. M. Hammond, Morrow, Taulbee, 
Campbell, T. J. Hanback, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, Hayden, Neece, Thomas, J. R. 
Caswell, Heard, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Catchings, Henderson,T.J. O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Clardy, Henley, O’ Ferrall, Van n, 
Collins, Ilires, O’ Neill, Charles Van Schaick, 
Compton, Houk, Owen, Wade, 
Comstock, Hudd, Phelps, Wait, 

Cox, Irion, Pideock, Wallace, 
Curtin, Kelley, Pindar, Ward, J. H. 
Daniel, Ketcham, Ranney, Wolford. 


So the motion to recommit with instructions was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY, until further notice. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. WALLACE, on this vote. 

Mr. St. MARTIN with Mr. VAN EATON, on this vote. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. KELLEY, for this day. ° 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. Litt e, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Biss with Mr. NEEcE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 1 desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When this bill shall be reported back from the 
Committee on Appropriations, will it then be required to go again to 
the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to decide that question 
at present. At any rate, whether it goes to the Committee of the 
Whole or not, nothing inserted bya vote of the House could be stricken 
out. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman who made this 
inquiry what object there is in making a point of order to have this bill 
again go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I made theinquiry because I did not know what 
the rights of members of the Honse might be in this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. The reason I asked the gentleman the question 
was that I think I have a right to know what the purpose of the in- 
quiry was, so as to be able to meet any difficulty that might be pre- 
sented. 

The motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 2217) for the relief of 
Andrew T. McReynolds; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8973) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Du- 
buque, in the State of lowa; and 


A bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F: Garrett. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS AND INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. MORRISON. _I desire to presenta privileged report. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill which I send 
to the desk, have directed me to report the same back with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. I ask that it may be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and printed, 
together with the report. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9702) to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal- 
een Ne to modify the laws in relation to the collection of the inter- 
revenue, 


The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
meres. eg Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regolar order is the morning hour for reports 
from committees. 


TAXES ON TOBACCO. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 


sent a privileged report. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means to report back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 164) 
repealing taxes, special and otherwise, upon tobacco and upon the sale 
and manufacture thereof. My colleague on the committee, Mr. 
Browne, of Indiana, desires to file a separate report. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, lask that that adverse 
report be placed on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be placed on the Calendar, and 
leave given to the minority to present their views, to be printed with 
the report of the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
There is a bill pending on the passage of which the previous question 
has been ordered. I ask if that is not the first business now in order ? 

Mr. SPEAKER. It is in the class of business to which it belongs, 
unless some other order has been made by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It isa bill which comes over from last even- 
ing, the previous question having been ordered on its passage. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Then it is a private bill, and it is in order on Fri- 
day. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a bill, however, on which action was 
taken in the House, and it was to be put upon its passage this morn- 
ing. The order of the House was that it should be disposed of im- 
mediately after disposing of the general deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read what ap- 
pears in the REcorD in relation to the understanding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill is here then without recommendation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. That there may be no 
misunderstanding the ir will repeat the request of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas. He asks unanimous consent that this bill be engrossed and read a third 
time and that opm question be ordered on its poeeape. se that the bill 
may be conside to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, and then that there shall be dilowed ten minutes’ debate on each side, 
and that the report shall also be read to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. Buryes. I am compelled to object to the arrangement. But if the ar- 


rangement is so modified that the vote shall be taken after the passage of the 
general deficiency bi!!, I shall have no objection. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. In 
accordance with the instructions of the House, I report back from the 
Committee on Appropriations the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes, with an 
amendment, striking out the provisions which the House instructed the 
committee to strike out. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I have been absent from the House two or three 
minutes, and I would be glad to know if the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has had a meeting. [Laughter.] I will ask my colleague the 
chairman of the committee whether the committee has had a meeting ’ 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Have they had a meeting since the House 
gave them these instructions? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee have had a meeting. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understood that the meeting was before the 
instractions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I have not received any notice of the meeting. 

Mr. RANDALL. We made diligent search for you, but could not 
find you. ; 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether the 
Committee on Appropriations have had a meeting since the instructions 
were given by the House? 

ee SPEAKER. The Chair has no personal knowledge upon that 
subject. 

Mr. CANNON. And I have no personal knowledge. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand that the committee have not 
had a meeting. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, we have hada meeting, and have come 
to the conclusion which I have reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNES) 
demands the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to know the fact, and I think the 
House is entitled to know whether the committee have had a meeting 
or not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has answered the 
gentleman from Maine. The Chair does not know. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] states that the committee has had a mect- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Since the Houseinstructedthem? Does the 
gentleman from Missouri say that ? 

Mr. BURNES. I do not know, sir, just when the House instructed. 
I paid no attention to the time; I was in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I was instructed to make this report. F 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I want to see what this Hous¢ 
is going to do— 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is debate in order, Mr. Speaker? 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman is simply calling attention to a 


fact. The gentleman from Missouri demands the previous question 
upon the amendment and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 


read the third time. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. And I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that there has been no answer to my inquiry and no statement that 
there has been a meeting of the committee since the instructions were 


given by the House. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair can not decide that matter. If the 


House desires not to proceed to consider the bill because the commit- 
tee has had no meeting, the Chair will submit that question to the 
House; but the Chair will state that the committee had no discretion 


whatever to doan 
simply to‘report the 
ing out a certain provision. 
the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


ything except what has been done. 


It was instructed 
bill back to the House with an amendment strik- 
That was the instruction and order of 


Which the committee have obeyed. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the bill was recommitted 
to the committee with instructions. They have returned it to the 
House. Does it not stand now in the House as it did when it was 
originally reported from the committee, and if the point be made must 


it not be considered 
The SPEAKER. 


in Committee of the Whole? 
The Chair is inclined to think so, although not 


very pesitive about it. 
Mr. RANDALL, I hope that point will not be made. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make that point. 


Mr. LONG. 


If the Chair will read the rule, it will appear that every 


provision has been coniplied with. There is not a single item or mat- 
ter in the bill which has not been considered in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and that is all the rule requires. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwishtoadd that there is nothing in the bill which 
the House has not had a vote upon; and if we should go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole it would not be competent for the committee to 


strike out anything 
The SPEAKER. 


that is in the bill. 
Undoubtedly it is true that the Committee of the 


Whole could hot strike out anything which has been inserted by vote 
of the House. TheChairwill cause to be read clause 30f Rule X XIII. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
touching 


appropriations of money or bills making appropriations 


of money or property, or mares such appropriation to be made, or authoriz- 
P 


ing payments out of appro 
the U: for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 


nited States 


ationsalready made, or releasing any liability to 


tee of the Whole, anda point of order under this rule shall be good at any time 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 


Mr. LONG. That rule has in every respect been complied with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] 
calls the attention of the Chair to the fact that the bill as now reported 
contains no provision which has not already received full consideration 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union as required 


by the rule. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. But there is a new proposition—to strike out. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment to which the gentleman refers has 
been considered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. That was in different form. 


It has not been 


considered since it was reported back from the Committee on A ppropri- 


ations. 
Mr. LONG. 
The SPEAKER. 


It is in the same form as before. 


This same amendment was considered in the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, by which it was reported 
to the House; it was afterward considered in the House, and agreed to; 
and then the bill was recommitted by vote of the House, with instruc- 
tions to strike out that amendment. 


if 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ° I understand the Speaker to decide that 
we go into the Committee of the Whole we can not strike out any- 


thing which has been inserted by the action of the House. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. 
the 


28 


of the 
Mr. BRO 
that 

Mr. W. 
vote 


Mr. 
mittee on A’ 


Galveston, 


A 


Certainly not. 


BROWNE, of Indiana. Then we can not reach the amendment 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crain] appropriating something 

er $10,000 for rent of a wharf, &c., in Texas? 

The SPEAKER. That amendment, having been inserted by a vote 

Hi could not be struck out by the Committee of the Whole. 
ZOWNE, of Indiana. ThenI withdrawmy point. I had hoped 


on the other side who are in favor of economy would 
consent to have that 


ition go out. 


of Ohio. I would be glad to have an opportunity to 
in favor of striking 


WNE, of Indiana. I move to recommit the bill to the Com- 


it out. 


tions with instructions to strike out the amend- 
$10,750 for use and occupation of a wharf, &c., at 


; and on that motion I ask for the previous question. 
previous question was ordered. 
question having been put on agreeing to the motion of Mr. 


anon 
The said: Inthe opinion of the Chair the ‘‘ noes ”’ have it. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BAKER. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise to inquire whether it would be 


proper to instruct the committee further in regard to amending this 


bill. 


The SPEAKER, 


Anderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, C. R. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buck, 
Sunuell, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cannon, 
Cobb, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Curtin, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 


Adams, G. E, 
Allen, C. H. 
Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Baker, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Brady, 
Bragg, 


It would not, because the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BRowNE] demanded the previous question upon his motion, 
and that has been ordered by the House. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
101, nays 111, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—101, 


Dunn, 

Ede n, 
Eldredge, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Fleeger, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 
Gilfillan, 
Glass, 
Goff, 
Green, R.S, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Hall, 
Halsell, 
Hatch, 


Henderson, J.8. 


Hiestand, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 


Hutton, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, J.T. 


Johnston, T. D. 
La Follette, 
Laird, 
Lindsley, 
Lyman, 
Matson, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Moffatt, 
Morrison, 
Neece, 
Negley, 
Oates, 
O'Hara, 
Osborne, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Pindar, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ryan, 
Sedier, 
Seney, 


NAYS—IL1. 


Elisberry, 
Farquhar, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Gay, 
Green, W. J. 
Guenther, 
Hale, 
Harris, 


Breckinridge, WCP. Hemphill, 


Brown, C. E, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Clements, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 

Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A.C. 
Davidson, R. H. M. 


| Dougherty, 


Dowdney, 


Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 

Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Cox, 
Cutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Davenport, 
Davis, 
Dawson, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hewitt, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Howard, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Jones, J.T. 
Jones, J. H. 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Lehlbach, 


Lovering, 
Markham, 
Maybury, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Mills, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Reagan, 
Reed, T. B. 
Reid, J. W. 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rowell, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 


NOT VOTING—110. 


Dibble, 
Dunham, 
Ely, 

Evans, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Fisher, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, C. H. 


Gibson, Eustace 


Glover, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 


Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 


Hires, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Hudd, 
Irion, 
James, 
Kelley, 
King, 
Kleiner, 


Landes, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Little, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Laouttit, 
Lowry, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Muller, 
Nelson, 
Norwood, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Owen, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 


Seymour, 
Smalls, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stone, E. F. 
Stone, W.J., Mo, 
Storm, 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Taylor, I. H, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
White, Milo 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Woodburn. 


Snyder, 
StahInecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Struble, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Viele, 
Wadsworth, 
Wallace, 
Weber, 
Wellborn, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, A. C, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 

Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Pirce, 
Ranney, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
tomeis, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Shaw, 
Spriggs, 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W. J 
Swope, 
Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 
Tucker, 
Van Eaton, 
Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Ward, J.H. 
Ward, T. B. 


Ky. 


During the roll-call Mr. W1rLson moved to dispense with the reading 


of the names. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. GUENTHER, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Henperson, of Iowa, on this vote. 

Mr. St. MARTIN with Mr. VAN EATON, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE 


FROM THE 


PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the President of the United 
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States by Mr. Prupen, one of his Secretaries, and also the announce- The SPEAKER. It can not at the same stage of the question. 


ment of his —— al of House bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 3037) relating to the licensing of vessels engaged in 
towing to carry persons in addition to their crews. 

An act (H. R. 4232) to reimburse the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers for losses incurred through the failure of the Ex- 
change National Bank of Norfolk, Va., and for other purposes. 

An act (H. R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the Government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
committee to strike out one month’s extra pay to the employés of the 
House. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I demand a division on that amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 31. 

So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now ison ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to ask a question for information, and that 
is whether it is too late to raise the point of order on that provision of 
the bill relating to United States commissioners ? 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BAKER. It is new legislation. 

The SPEAKER. It has been agreed to by the House. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to move to recommit with instructions to 
strike that out. 

The SPEAKER. That can not bemadenow. Underarule adopted 
in the Forty-sixth Congress 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to move to recommit with instructions to 
strike that out of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order now. After the pre- 
vious question has been demanded and ordered on the passage of a bill 
under a special rule of the House a motion to recommit may be made. 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. RYAN. Isa second motion to recommit in order? 

The SPEAKER. Under the old rule of the House, which corre- 
sponds with the old parliamentary law, no motion was allowed to be 
made to recommit when the previous question had been ordered on 
its passage; but under a special rule of the House, after a bill has 
been ordered to be engrossed and read a third time and the question 
ison the passage of the bill even though the previous question has 
been demanded and ordered, one motion to recommit is in order. 

Mr. BURNES. I move the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to be heard as to the propriety of the motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The previous question has been ordered: 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BAKER. Is a motion to recommit in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it would be under, an express 
rule of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. One motion to recommit has already been made. 

The SPEAKER. That was the ordinary parliamentary law, that 
there should be but one motion before the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read the third time; but there is a rule of the House which 
extends the privilege so that one motion may be made to recommit after 
the previous question has been ordered on the passage of the bill. 
That was not the parliamentary law before. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to recommit the bill with instructions to 
strike out the following: 


And hereafter the whole of the compensation and fees paid a commissione 
and to which be may be entitled for services im the entmisiation of criminal 
charges, shall not exceed $800 per annum, or exceed rate for any time less 
than a year: Provided, That for — y warrant or writ and for any other 
necessary service commissioners may paid the same com ion as is al- 
gg to clerks for like services, but they shall not be entitled to any docket 
ees, 


Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I make the point of order that is not in order, be- 
cause it will lead to interminable consideration or reconsideration of 
what the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
has done and the House itself has done when the bill was 
and actedupon. Suchasystem of parliamentary law would include the 
doing of a great many unnecessary and improper things. But I think 
it is excluded also under clause 4 of Rule XVI which provides: 

4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 


day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (which motions shall be decided without debate 


to postpone to a day certain, to refer or oe Bh 





which several motions shall have precedence in 
motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone i 


2a 
ems, , Shall be again allowed on same day at the same stage of 
ion, 


Mr. BAYNE. But, Mr. Speaker, the same stage of the question is 
now repeated. We are exactly in the same ition we were in when 
the first motion to recommit was made; because the bill is now in the 
House in precisely the same condition it was in when it was recom- 
mitted by the House to the committee with the proposition in to pay 
the month’s extra compensation to the employés of the House. That 
proposition, under instructions that were given by the House, was 
eliminated from the bill. The bill is now again reported to the House, 
but with that single elimination it is in precisely the same stage in 
which it was before that instruction was given by the House, and the 
committee have reported back the identical bill with that single prop- 
osition stricken out, as they were instructed todo. In other words, 
the bill was recommitted for a specific purpose; that specific purpose 
has been performed, and the same bill is now before us again. 

The SPEAKER. Thisis not the same proposition atall. At the 
time the House recommitted the bill to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with instructions to report it back after striking out a certain 
clause, there was in the bill a provision to pay certain employés of the 
Government a month’s extra compensation. The bill being then on its 
passage, it was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations under 
these instructions. It now comes back undera rule of the House, and 
is on its third reading and open to further amendment. The bill does 
not now contain thatclause. Itisan entirely different report from the 
Committee on Appropriations from that upon which the House was 
acting an hour or so ago. 

Mr. BAYNE. Butthe bill reported back is identically the same bill, 
with a single exception. That exception was brought about by a mo- 
tion to recgmmit, and only one motion to recommit is in order under 
the rule. This, then, isa work of supererogation and is idling away the 
time of the House, for it may be continued, if this motion is allowable, 
for days, and might be continued indefinitely. I protest that the rules 
mean something, that parliamentary law means something, and the par- 
liamentary law will not justify the waste of public time in this manner. 
I insist, then, that, inasmuch as the rule excludes two motions to com- 
mit, one with and one without instructions, the principle of parlia- 
mentary law, which has been decided by the present Speaker of the 
House over and over again, applies to this case, and the bill can not 
be again recommitted with any instructions whatever. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule there can be but one motion to re- 
commit the bill when the question is on its passage, and no other mo- 
tion can be made. But this is a different bill, a different report from 
the committee, and the motion is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, It isnot debatable. 

The motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and on a division 
there were—ayes 96, noes 38. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it will be economy of time 
to have the yeas and nays, since there is no quorum voting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that is not n 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want those gentlemen on that side 
who believe in the extravagance of this legislation to pass the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I want the gentlemen on that side who put 
extravagance on the bill to vote for it. 

Mr. MORRISON. You voted extravagant provisions on it and are 
now running away from them. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nays 57, not 
voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—165. 
Adams, G. E, Catchings, Geddes, La Follette 
Allen, C. H. Clements, Glass, Lanham, 
Allen, J. M. Cobb, Green, R.8. Lawler, 
Anderson, C. M. Comstock, Green, w.J. Lehlbach, 
Baker, Crain, Hale, Lo b 
Ballentine, Crisp, Hall, Martin, 
Barksdale, Croxton, Halsell, Matson, 
Barnes, Curtin, a Maybury, 
Barry, Cutcheon, doo, 
Bayne, Dargan, amen McKenna, 
B ; Davidson, A, C. Benders, D.B. McKinley, 
Bland, vidson, R. H. =—s MeMillin, 
Bliss, Dingley, } cRae, 
Blount, ery, Merriman, 
Boutelle, Hewitt, Moffatt, 
Boyle, Dowdney, Hill, Morgan, 
, Dunn, Hiscock, Morrill, 

Breckinridge, WCP Fildredg Hol ae 

4 e, olman, urphy, 
Brown, C. Lk. Fl s Hopkins, eal, 
Brown, W. W. Ely, oward, Neece, 
Buck, Ermentrout, udd, Negley, 
Burnes, Farquhar, Hutton, Norwood, 
Butterworth, Oates, 
Cabell, Ford, Johnson, F. A, O'Neill, J. J. 
Caldwell, Forney, J. Outh b 
Candler, a Jones, J.T. Peel, 
Carleton, Fuller, n, Perry, 

- 
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Pindar. Skinner, Tarsney West, 
Pirce, Snyder, Taylor, J. M. Wheeler, 
Randall, Sowden, Thomas, O. B. White, A.C, 
Reed, T. B. Spooner, Thompson, Whiting, 
Rice, Springer, Tillman,, Wilkins, 
Stahinecker, a, — 
Stephenson, yan Eaton, Vilson, | 
— Stewart,Charles Viele, Winans, 
Sadler, Stewart, J. W. Wadsworth, Wise, 
Sayers, Stone, E. F. Wait, Wolford, 
Scranton, Stone, W. J., Mo. Wallace, Worthington. 
Seney, Storm, Warner, William 
Seymour, Struble, Weaver, A.J. 
Singleton, Symes, Weber, 
NAYS—57. 
Anderson, J. A. Dorsey Laird, Price, 
Atkinson, Evans, Lindsley, Reid, J. W. 
Ben Everhart, Lyman, Richardsgon, 
Bound, Fleeger, Millard, Smalls, 
T.M. Funston, Milliken, Strait, 
Gilfillan, Mills, Swinburne, 
Bunnel ff, O’ Hara, Taylor, Zach, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Osborne, Townshend, 
Bynum, Grout, Parker, Wakefield, 
J.M. Henderson, J.8. Payne, Warner, A. J. 
Cannon, Hiestand, Payson, Wellborn, 
Conger, Holmes, Perkins, White, Milo. 
Cooper, Jackson, Peters, 
Cowles, Johnston, J.T. Pettibone, 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Plumb, 
NOT VOTING—100. . 
Adams, J.J. Findlay, Libbey, Robertson, 
Aiken, Fisher, Little, Rockwell, 
Arnot, Gallinger, Long, Rogers, 
Barbour, Gay, Lore, Sawyer, 
Beach, Gibson, C. H. Louttit, Scott, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Lowry, Sessions, 
5 Glover, Mahoney, Shaw, 
y. Guenther, Markham, Spriggs, 
nan, Hammond, Mc('omas, Steele, 
Burleig Hanback, McCreary, St. Martin, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer, Miller, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Campbell, J. E Hayden, Mitchell, Swope, 
Campbell, Haynes, Morrow, Taulbee, 
Caswell, Heard, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
‘ Henderson,T.J. Nelson, Taylor, I. H. 
Collins, Herbert, O’ Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Compton, Hires, O’Ferrall, Throckmorton, 
Cox, Houk, O'Neill, Charles Trigg, 
Daniel, frion, Owen, Tucker, 
Davenport, Kelley, Phelps, Van Schaick, 
vis, Ketcham, Pidcock, Wade, 
Dawson, King, Ranney, Ward, J. H. 
Dibble, Kleiner, Reagan, Ward, T. B. 
Dunham, Landes, ; Weaver, J. B. 
Felton, Le Fevre, Riggs, Woodburn. 
So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. JAMES, the reading of the names of members vot- 





ing was dispensed with. 


Mr. STEELE. I withdraw my vote. 
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I am not permitted to vote 


on this particular measure by the rules of the House. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Upon reflection I consider I have a per- 


sonal interest in the bill, and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. BRADY. Upon consideration I believe I have a personal inter- | 
est in the bill, and withdraw my vote. 
The following additional pairs were announced. 
Mr. St. MARTIN with Mr. VAN EATON, on this vote. 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. Lona, for the remainder of the day. 


Mr. HeRspert with Mr. GUENTHER, for the remainder of the day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BUSINESS OF WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 
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- instance by its own motion, as it does before it is organized and has 
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for the committee which desired a day to come in with a resolution, 
submit it to the House, and take the action of the House uponit, under 
the rules. It seems to me this is a device by which the Committee on 
Rules, having power to report at any time, come into the House and 
do that which under the rules can only be done by resolution on the 
request of the committee from which the application comes. 

There is no such application from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I have heard of this now fer the first time. It has never yet 
been considered in the committee. 1t comes here as a report from the 
Committee on Rules, and I take it this is the first time that any at- 
tempt has ever been made by the Committee on Rules to give a day 
certain to any committee of this House for the consideration of meas- 
ures. Itseems tome to be entirely contrary to any rule of order lam 
familiar with, and contrary to the practice of the House on any pre- 
vious occasion. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will make no reply to so much of the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York in making which he undertook to 
say this resolution is a device. I think when he comes to reflect upon 
the.matter he will prefer that he had left that unsaid. 

This matter was referred, in a resolution offered by myself, to the 
Committee on Rules for its consideration. In that way the Committee 
on Rules got control and jurisdiction of thesubject. 1 probably ought 
to state what is the main object of the rule, but I need not explain that 
to the gentleman from New York. The object is to reach and consider 
the bill or joint resolution reported to the House by the Committee on 
Ways and Means requiring the paying out of some part of the surplus 
money now in the Treasury. In reporting that measure, I am sorry 
we who favor it did not have the approval of the gentleman from 
New York. Theobject of this resolution, this amendment to the rules 
or whatever it may be called, is toreach that resolution from the Ways 
and Means and have it considered in the House. That is the whole of 
it. It comes here regularly by a resolution introduced and referred to 
the Committee on Rulesand upon which that committee hasacted, and 
now the House can approve or reject. 

Mr. McKINLEY. May I ask the gentleman from Dlinois a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. My question is whether it is the purpose under 
this resolution assigning a day to the Committee on Ways and Means 
to consider the bills relating to treaties? 

Mr. MORRISON. Itisnot. The treatiesall affect the revenue ques- 
tion. We do not propose to consider any of them or anything involv- 
ing that question under this order if the House shall pass or approve it. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr] says 
the House ought to determine the manner in which we are to proceed 
or whether we are to proceed at all in the consideration of measures. 
The Constitution of the United States gives to this House the power 
to prescribe all its rules of procedure. This House can do it in the first 
its 
committees, or it can appoint a committee to prescribe those rules. 





: And in regulating the proceedings of the House it is no matter whether 


ne 


Mr. MORRISON. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to which was referred the resolution fixing a day 
for the consideration of business reported from the Committee on Ways and | 
Means, has had the same under consideration, and report it back with a substi- 
tute therefor, as follows: . 
* Tuesday, the 13th day of July, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be, and is hereby, set a) for the consideration of such busi- | 
hess as may be presented by the Committee on Ways and Means, not to include 
any bill revernne; and if any bill shal! be under consideration and not 
disposed of when the House adjourns on that day, the consideration of such dill 
— continue am day to day, immediately after the reading of the Journal), 
The committee is advised that there are on the Calendar several important 
ae tn pe eared the —— on Ways ee which it is thought 
paeee thout much opposition, and therefore recommends the 
Passage of the substitute. 


Mr. HEWITT. I make the point of order on the resolution. | 
eR pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). What is the point of | 
| 

Mr. HEWITT. My point of order is that it is not competent for the | 
on Rales to report in the nature of a rule a regulation of | 

debate which is intended for a single day and a single occasion pro hac 
vice. That is not a rule. The usual practice of the House has been 





the rule be adopted by the House without reference or on the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Rules. 

The Committee on Rules have made a report and returned to this 
House 2 method by which a measure can be taken up and acted on, 
and that is perfectly legitimate. It is within the province of this 
House at all times to change its rules. A continuing power to do so 
rests with the House at all times, and is necessary to be exercised for 
the conduct of its business. The House finding that according to its 
existing ruie it could not reach a measure on its Calendar necessary to 
be considered, and which a majority of the House may determine 
should be considered, it becomes necessary to change the existing rule; 
and how is that change to be made? By some one offering a resolution 
and having it referred and reported on. 

The gentleman from New York knows this measure could not be 
reached under ourexisting rules; and if there isa majority of this House 
that wishes to take upa measure and consider it when its consideration 
is not provided for by existing rules, the only way by which the Honse 
can reach that measure is to change its rules; and in order to do so it 


| is necessary to have a resolution introduced and have the Committee on 


Rules report it for the action of the House, and that is what they have 
done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this proposition comes from the Com- 
mittee on Rules properly. The subject was referred to that committee. 
Let us be frank and open. The object is to reach the consideration of 
a bill or a joint resolution proposing to pay out of the Treasury to the 
extent, I suppose, of $70,000,000, $10,000,000 a month, and thus save 
$2,100,000 annually to the tax-payers of the United States. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Has not the Secretary of the Treasury authority 
to do that now ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose the Secretary has that power, but we 
are a co-ordinate branch of the Government, and have a right to some 
opinion on thesubjeect. It is enough for me to know that the Secretary 
is not paying out that money as fast as he might. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why not? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis a plain proposition, Mr. Chairman, and I will 
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illustrate it in this way: Does anybody suppose that I, as a business 
man, would keep on deposit in a bank $700,000, for which I was draw- 
ing nothing in the way of interest, while I had out obligations bearing 
interest, whether at 3 or 6 per cent.? No business man would fora 
moment do such a thing, according to my judgment. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is going into the merits of 
the proposition which he says is sought to be gotat. That question is 
not under discussion here now. 

Mr. RANDALL. But it is well for the House to understand what 
is the object of some of the members of the Committee on Rules in re- 
porting this rule. 

Mr. HEWITT. But you have been arguing the merits of the propo- 
sition which you say the rule will enable you to take up. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I have said all I want to say on that sub- 
ject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard on the point of 
order. If this amendment of the rales—— 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of order raised by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. But the gentleman ceased speaking. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed. , 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, if this proposition is in order, then it 
is in order at all times for the Committee on Rules to bring intathe 
House a resolution which shall take from the Calendar any and every 
specific measure which the Committee on Rules see fit to have consid- 
ered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Rules only recommend. It is 
for the House to determine. 

Mr. HEWITT. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but I want to know 
where the jurisdiction is. ‘This method of proceeding vests in the Com- 
mittee on Rules jurisdiction over the Calendars and over every proposi- 
tion upon the Calendars; it puts in their hands the power to determine 
for this House what measures shall be considered and what shall not 
be considered. And now since the gentleman has stated what the ob- 
ject of this proposition is, let me call the attention of gentlemen who 
belong to other committees to the organization of the Committee on 
Rules. A majority of that committee is three, and those three are 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means. Hence this puts it 
in the power of the Ways and Means Committee, or the dominant in- 
fluence in that committee—— 

Mr. MORRISON. And if the gentleman will allow me, thé majority 
of the members of the Ways and Means Committee who are also on the 
Committee on Rules agree with him and are opposed to this resolution. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has no right to speak 
for the Committee of Ways and Means unless he has had this subject 
before that committee, and this proposition has never been submitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. I, for one, never heard of it 
until I heard of it here. 

Mr. MORRISON, It was not sent to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. It was sent by the House to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, my point is this: A majority of the 
Committee on Rules are members of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the practical result is that the Committee of Ways and Means are 
running the Committee on Rules, and are bringing before this House a 
proposition to enable them to do something which they say they can not 
do unless the rules are changed. Why should the rules of the House 
be changed with reference to this tion more than any other? 
Every gentleman here has business on the Calendars that he would like 
to have dis of before Congress adjourns. Why, then, should the 
Committee on Ways and Means pick out its measures and have them 
considered by the House simply because the members of that committee 
are able to control the Committee on Rules? 

Ba WARNER, of Ohio. Thegentleman is not speaking to the point 
of order. 

A MEMBER. There are other important measures awaiting consider- 
ation. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes; there are other important measures, a 


great 
many of them, and I object to anyone committee of this House having 


the inside track, or, as some gentlemen would express it, ‘‘ getting the 
bulge ’’ on the other committees of the House. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The Chair is ready torule 
upon the question. Asthe Chair understands, this being 
introduced was referred by the House to the Committee on Rules. It 
is competent, in the judgment of the Chair, for the House in this man- 
ner to change its rules, if this involves a change. The adoption of this 
resolution would be pro tanto nothing more than a change of the rules; 
and the proper method of making such achange under the rules is upon 





a report from the Committee on Rules. Therefore the Chair can see 
nothing in the point of order made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HewirT}. 


Mr. MORRISON. I think I ought te say, in justice to the Commit- 


tee on Rules or some of its members and to the members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, if any gentleman on éither committee re- 
quires any justification, that this joint resolution (the merits of which I 
do not propose to discuss) the consideration of which we are trying now 
to reach was considered by the Ways and Means Committee and re- 
ported to the House. Then those of us who favored the measure 


wanted it considered, and I introduced a resolution, just as members 


of a dozen committees have done here, and had it referred. Some gen- 
tlemen have had such resolutions referred to one committee and some 


to another; but gentleman here will all bear me witness that days and 
times and preferences have been fixed by special order of the House 
upon propositions of the several committees which the House approved. 


The Labor Committee got a day; the Committee on Agriculture ob- 


tained a special order for its business, and several other committees had 
days fixed for the consideration of their business in exactly this 
method—by reporting a resolution and having the House consider it. 

This resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules as a matter 
of convenience. On that committee there are more members of the 
Ways and Means Committee who oppose the resolution which we pro- 
pose to consider than those who favorit. Idonot make that statement 
by way of argument; but it seemed to me the gentleman from New 
York had said so much I ought to make that statement. 

Unless some gentleman wants to speak further upon this matter, I 
will move the previous question. 

Mr. STEELE. Tosettle this question about the surplus, I ask unan- 
imous consent that we take up the general pension bill and pass it at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON ] demands the previous question upon the adoption of the 
resolution reported by him. 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not know whether the gentleman from Illinois 
has been speaking on the merits of the resolution —— 

Mr. MORRISON. I have not. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was I who committed that indiscretion. 

Mr. HEWITT. I mean the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the gentleman would like to say something on 
the resolution—— 

Mr. HEWITT. I should like todoso. I do not want much time. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman so much time as he 
wants. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois stated that 
this proceeding is in conformity to the practice of this House by which 
other committees have had days assigned to them for the consideration 
of their business. I think that must have been an inadvertent state- 
ment on the part of the gentleman. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, sir;itistrue. There isno other way of reach- 
ing business the House may desire to act upon. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘The practice has been just the reverse. In no other 
case has a committee had a resolution of this kind referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules to be reported back here under the privilege. On the 
contrary ——— 

Mr. MORRISON. I did not say that. I said resolutions had heen 
reported by different committees and acted on by the House, and this 
must have the approval of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT. The gentleman said this was exactly in accordance 
with the practice of the House in the case of other committees. I say 
that in no other case has any other committee gone to the Committee on 
Rules and availed itself of that committee’s superior privilege to report 
here at any time. On the contrary, resolutions have been introduced 
here and have been referred to the committees having jurisdiction of 
the particular business, have been reported to the House, and have cone 
up here in their regular order. This comes up in the House out of reg- 
ular order, under the privilegewhich the Committee on Rules possesses, 
and which no other committee Of course the object is to ar- 
rive at something that can not be otherwise arrived at. When that 
question comes up we shall have something to say about it, for I trust 
there will be discussion on it. It seems to me, however, that this is an 

method of arriving at a discussion of a question which is not 
of superior importance to many other questions with which other com- 
mittees of the House are charged. 

Mr. MORRISON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on adopting the resolution, there were— 
ayes 101, noes 40. 

Mr. HEWITT. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MoRRISON and Mr. HEWITT were ap- 

ted. 


Mr. MORRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution; and it 
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was decided in the affirmative—yeas 184, nays 34, not voting 104; as 


follows: 
YEAS—1&4. 

Nen, J. M. Dorsey, Jones, J.T. 
pe o.M. Dougherty Laffoon, 
Anderson, J. A. Dowdhey, La Follette, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Laird, 
Barksdale, Eden, Lanham, 
Barnes, Eldredge, Lehlbach, 
Barry, Ellsberry, Lovering, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Lyman, 
Belmont, Everhart, rtin, 
Bennett, Farquhar, Matson, 

F r, Maybury, 
Bland, Ford, McAdoo, 
Blount, Forney, McKenna, 
a MeMillin” 
Bo Puller, eMillin, 
ne ridge,C.R. — Morsint 
y, erriman, 
Browne, T. M. Glass, Milliken, 
Brown, C. E. Goff, Mills, 
Brown, W. W. Green, R. 8. Moffatt, 
Brumm, Green, W. J. Morgan, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Morrill, 
Burnes, Hale, Morrison, 
Burrows, Hall, Morrow, 
Butterworth, Halsell, eal, 
Bynum, Hammond, Neece, 

1 H Negley 
Caldwell, Hatch. Norwood, 
Candler, Hemphill, Oates, 
Cannon, Henderson, D. B, O'Hara, 
Carleton, Henderson, J.S. O'Neill, J. J. 
Catchin Henley, Outhwaite, 
Clements, Hepburn, Owen, 

bb, Hermann, Payson, 
3 Hill, Peel, 
Conger, Hitt, Perkins, 
Cooper, Holman, Peters, 
Cowles, Holmes, Pettibone, 
Crisp, Hopkins, Pindar, 
Croxton, Howard, Plumb, 
Culberson, Hutton, Price, 
tcheon, Irion, Randall, 
Jackson, Reagan, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Johnston, J. T. Reid, J. W. 
Dingley, Johnston, T. D. Richardson, 
ery, Jones, J. H. Riggs, 
NAYS—H. 
A G. E. Hiestand, Payne, 
Allen, C, H. Hiscock, Pirce, 
Baker, James, Reed, T. B. 
Boutelle, Johnson, F. A. Rice, 
Buck, Ketcham Smalls, 
a Lindsley, Spooner, 
Gilfillan, Millard, Strait, 
Grout, Osborne, Swinburne, 
Hewitt, Parker, Thompson, 
NOT VOTING—104, 
Adams, J. J. Davis, King, 
Aiken, Dawson, Kleiner, 
Arnot, Dibble, Landes, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Lawler, 
Barbour, Evans, Le Fevre, 
pe Fees, Ee 
ndlay, ittle, 
Bliss, Fisher, Long, 
Brad Foran, Lore, 
Breckinridge, WP. Gallinger, Loutiit, 
Buchanan, . Wry, 
Bu Gibson, C. H. Mahoney, 
Campbell, Felix § Gibson, Eustace Markham, 
Campbell, J. Glover, McComas, 
Campbell, J.M. Guenther, McCreary, 
Campbell, T. J. Hanback, Miller, 
Caswell, Harmer, Mitchell, 
Clardy, Hayden, Muller, 
Collins, aynes, Murphy, 
Compton, 5 Nelson, 
Sab. Henderson, T. J. O'Donnell, 
erbert, O’ Ferrall, 
Curtin, Hires, O’ Neill, Charles 
Daniel, Houk, Perry, 
Davenport, Hudd, Phelps, 
Davidson, A. C. Kelley, Pidcock, 
So the resolution was adopted. 
a the 
Mr. RICHARDSON said: I ask by unanimous consent that he read- 
of the names be dispensed with. 
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. HEWITT and Mr. JAMES objected. 


The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 


desk: 


Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, with Mr. Funston, for the rest of the 


y. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Iam paired with Mr. Davinson, of Alabama, but 
I was assured he would vote in the affirmative like myself, and there- 


Robertson, 
Rowell, 

tyan, 
Sadler, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
StahIinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Stone, W. J., Ky 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wallace, 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wellborn, 
White, A. C, 
Wilkins, 
Wallis, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington, 


Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Weber, 
West, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Woodburn, 


Ranney, 
Reese, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Romeis, 
Sawyer, 

Scott, 

Seney, 
Sessions, 
Shaw, 
Spriggs, 
Stéwart, J. W. 
Swope, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, J. H. 
Wheeler, 
Wilson. 


fore I have had my vote recorded in the affirmative. 


Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. Rock WELL, for this day. 
Mr. Geppxs with Mr. Romets. 


Mr. LAWLER with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 
Mr. Creamy with Mr. SENEY, on this vote. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. IN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
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tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order of 
business, which I understand to be the consideration of the bill grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Waters. Does the Chair recognize me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chair). The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from I}linois, and understood him to call up 
the special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the House should proceed to the consider- 
ation of the amendments of the Senate to the legislative, &c., appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will not take more than twenty minutes to 
dispose of this bill granting a pension to Catharine Waters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to dispense with the business of the morn- 
ing hour, if that be necessary to get to the legislative, &c., appropria- 
tion biil. 

Mr. TOWNSHEN I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is operating under the pre- 
vious question on the pension bill for Catharine Waters. The question 
is on the passage of the bill under the previous question, and it is not 
in order to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to postpone the further consideration of 
that bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iraise the question of consideration on that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit to the Chair that the question of 
consideration can not be raised against that bill, because the previous 
question has been ordered on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the previous 
question to which the gentleman from Illinois refers has for its effect 
under the rule to make that bill in order immediately after the reading 
of the Journal the next legislative day when such business is in order, 
and which in this case will be next Friday. The Chair further under- 
stands there was an agreement last night, but it was no more than set- 
ting a special order, and such aspecial order as may be antagonized and 
set aside. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to say that good faith and justice de- 
mand that the gentleman from Indiana should not come in now and an- 
tagonize this arrangement, especially in view of the fact that by the ab- 
sence of members this House has been left every Friday evening under 
the control of one member, who in order to prevent business will in- 
sist on a quorum being present. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ ] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Will the House proceed 
to consider the case called up by the gentleman from Illinois, the title 
of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 87, 
noes 52. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent that there be a session of 
the Honse this evening, commeneing at 8 o’clock, to consider the legis- 
lative appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Can we have the assurance that some 
gentleman will not be here to call a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Several members objected. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 


CATHARINE WATERS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask now that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, dl- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws of the United States, the name of Catharine Waters, mother of 


Thomas Waters, deceased, late steward of the steamer Benefit, at the rate of $8 
per month. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 


Strike out the words “at the rate of eight dollars per month” and insert 
“twelve dollars per month.” 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands that by order of 
the House, made last evening, there is to be twenty minutes’ debate on 
this bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is an agreement that the report shall 
be read first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GOFF. That was not the understanding. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; the report was to be read. 

Mr. DORSEY. That was a part of the agreement. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was expressly understood that the reading 
of the report was not to be taken out of the time allowed for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report was read at length. 


That can only be done in the time of 
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I for one «vm opposed to granting pensions in cases of thiskind. We 
should confine the bounty of the Government to those who were dis. 
abled by wounds or sickness or to the dependents of those who were 
killed in the line of duty in the military and naval service of the Goy- 
ernment, and not go beyond that, and pension men who were not even 
in the civil employment of the Governnwnt, much less its military or 
naval service. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me for a «: 
tion ? 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The question I want to ask is this—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Louisiana that the seven minutes have expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What mysterious motive has induced the gen. 
tleman from Louisiana to pursue this gray-haired old woman whose son 
was stricken down while engaged in battle is something that is incom- 
prehensible tome. The gentleman from Louisiana has said that he 
can not support this bill because this man was not in the military servy- 
ice of the United States. I hold in my hand here five bills that have 
been passed granting pensions to those that were never in the militar y 
or naval service. One of these bills was approved a few days ago by 
the President. That was a case where a man was shot down in Vi: 
ginia who had done nothing more than invite four Union soldiers tohis 
dinner-table, and while they were taking refreshments he was attacke« 
by confederate soldiers and shot down. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions reported the bill in favor of the widow and the House passed 
it, the Senate passed it, and the President signed it. And yet the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana never raised.a murmur. 

I have in my hand another bill granting a pension to the dependent 
relative of a man named Jacobs, and standing on just the same basis as 
the bill which is reported here. Jacobs was in charge of a transport, 
under control of the Quartermaster’s Department, going up the Ten- 
nessee River, I believe. While the boat was going up the river it was 
attacked by Forrest’s cavalry, and that man, who was not even in the 
civil service of the Government, being employed by the Quartermaster’s 
Department to convey that boat up the river, was killed; and a bill 
was passed by Congress granting a pension in that case, and it was sanc- 
tioned by the President. 

There are numerous cases coming down from the Revolution where 
men have been put on the pension-rolls who were never enlisted in the 
service; and unless the gentleman from Louisiana is ignorant of the 
histery of the country he must know he is assailing this woman upon 
false grounds when he charges she ought not to havea pension because 
her son was not enlisted in the service. 

Mr. NEECE. I ask the gentleman to give me a minute. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like the gentleman from Illinois to come 
down to this case now pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This man was a sailor, employed on another 
steamer from 1862 down to 1863, and was then discharged on the expi- 
ration of his term of service. He afterward became a steward on this 
other vessel, which was a transport, that was ordered to go up the It« 
River and convey some one hundred and fifty Union troops under the 
command of Lieutenant Terry. 

They were compelled to pass the battery on the river. Under the 
command of Lieutenant Terry, as shown by the evidence, the boat was 
ordered to pass that battery. In passing the battery this man and sey- 
eral others on board were killed by the fire of the enemy; and the re- 
port states, and it is borne out by the evidence, that all the men on 
that boat were engaged in that conflict. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I challenge the production of that evidence. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The evidence is on record. 

Mr. NEECE. Let me saya word onthatpoint. I assert that ever) 
word contained in the report on this case is based upon evidence fur- 
nished by the Pension Office and other documents. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I defy either gentleman from Illinois to find 
thatevidence. Here isthe record. [Holding up a bundle of pape rs.] 

Mr. NEECE. If I had known there was to be an attack upon tlic 
report I would have been prepared to meet it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, let me say further that I am in- 
formed.by a member of the committee that the gentleman from Loui-i- 
ana has enly a portion of the papers in the case, and if he had been as 
industrious in endeavoring to get at the facts, in his efforts to deieat 
this bill, as the members of the committee have been in endeavoring | to 
do justice, he would not stand here and make the assertions he }:s 
made. 

Mr. NEECE. If the gentleman from Louisiana had given me 0! 
that he proposed to make’ any criticism upon the report I would have 
produced the to sustain it. 

i WS. ‘I desire to ask the gentleman from [linois 1 qu°s- 
tion. Would not this applicant have been entitled to a pension uni«t 
the law if that boat had been a war boat? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this had been a gunboat instead of a-¢!\ 
tered vessel the mother of this young man would have been ent’: ed 
toa pension under the Se the only reason given by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions why she could not receive a pension was t!' 
the vessel on which her son was engaged when he was killed was »' 





























Mr. TOWNSHEND. Unless the gentleman from Louisiana desires 
to make some remarks in reference to this bill, I am willing to take a 
vote upon it now without debate. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!”’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, Speaker, I desire that the hammer shall 
fall when I shall have occupied seven minutes out of the ten I am en- 
titled to in this discussion, 

The bill is before the House without any recommendation from the 
Committee of the Whole. It was I who had the temerity, a week ago 
last night, to demand a quorum upon its passage; and I stand here to 
assert, after a very careful examination of the original papers filed in 
this case, that if there ever was a pension bill which should not pass 
this is one. 

Mr. Speaker, Thomas Waters, on account of whose death this pension 
is asked, was notonly not in the military or naval service of the United 
States at the time of his death, but he was not even in the civil employ- 
men! of the Government. I have before me the record as it comes from 
the | ‘ension Office, and it shows that this case was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau in December, 1882, upon the following grounds: 

Rejccted, asthe sailor was serving on a chartered steamer as one of the crew, 
hired onli paid by the owners, at the time he was killed. 

This steamer, the Benefit, was not a war vessel. She was simply a 
transport chartered for the purpose of bearing Lieutenant Terry, with 
a force of fifty men, carrying dispatches. This man Thomas Waters 
was uot the steward; but he is described in one of the affidavits in the 
reco: l as second steward, or cook, employed not by the United States 
Government but by the owner of the boat, who was a civilian and who 
paid his wages. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Lean not yield. It is not true, as stated in 
the report, that the boat was under the immediate command of the 
United States naval officer in charge of the expedition up Red River. 
The master of the Benefit at the time this man was killed was Cap- 
tain Hatcher, a civilian. His entire crew were civilians, and none of 
them, including Waters, were in the naval service of the United States. 
There is not a scintilla of evidence in the record that Waters ever en- 
gaged in any fight on behalf of the United States. A statement, sir, 
was made here a week ago that he seized a musket when the fight be- 
gan and engaged in the fight. It is nottrue; the record makes no such 
disclosure. 

Mr. HILL. “The report says he did. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hold the original record of the case in my hand, 
and I challenge any man, the gentleman from Illinois himself, familiar 
as he is with the case, to take these papers and show anywhere in the 
record any evidence that this man ever engaged in any fight. The 
Benefit, this small steamer, was passing a battery on Red River and 
was fired into by the battery. The fire was returned by two cannon on 
board the Benefit, and if Waters had any hand in this firing the rec- 
ord totally fails toshow it. And when the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
NEECE], who is the author of the report in this case, makes the state- 
ment in his report that ‘all the men on board the stedmer were en- 
gaged in the fight,’’ I challenge him to point out in the record any evi- 
dence to justify that assertion. 

Mr. NEECE rose. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I donot yield at this time. Thisreport is but 
a brief of the strong points (weak at best) in this record on behalf of 
the claimant, and it totally fails to show the weak points in the case. 
I judge, sir, it isin keeping with most of the favorable reports that 
have come from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It shows the 
strong side only; it takes care to omit the facts damaging to the claim- 
ant’s cause. For instance, there is nothing in the report to show that 
this application was rejected at the Pension Office because Thomas 
Waters was not either in the military, the naval, or the civil employ- 
ment of the Government, and it fails to state that the Pension Bureau 
had discovered that his wages were paid by the owner of the boat and 
not by the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir; I will yield now for interruption. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has the gentleman’s attention ever been called to 
a bill granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland, widow of Alexander 
Poland, of Leesburg, State of Virginia, who was not in the military 
or naval service at all? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, My attention has not been called to that bill, 
and it has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. PERKINS. It passed the House and the Senate, and the Presi- 
dent approved the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Did that man fight? 

Mr. PERKINS. He was murdered by a band of guerrillas, and was 
not in the military service at all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If we are to pension men who have not been 
in either the military, naval, or civil employment of the United States, 
I ask what is to prevent every roustabout on the thousand and one 
vessels employed or chartered by the United States Government dur- 
ing the war, who happened to have been killed or wounded or disabled 
by sickness—what is to prevent them or their widowsor parents from 
coming here and asking pensions? If a cook like this man can do it, 
why can not a roustabout do it? 
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bill of this sort shall pass this House without at least encountering a 
| protest from me. 








a gunboat, The ground for the rejection of the claim was purely tech- 


val. 
Mr. BURROWS. It was nota gunboat, but it was a transport in | 


the employment of the United States Government for military pur- 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was a transport in the employment of the 
Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army, and it was 
conveying soldiers of the United States Army when it was assailed by 
the enemy, and this man, standing at his post, as the evidence shows, 
and engaged in the fight, was struck down and killed by the fire of the 
enemy. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Was he not brought under the fire of 
that battery by the order of an officer of the United States? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Hewas forced by the commander of the United 
States troops upon that boat to pass the battery on that boat. He was 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
juestion will now be taken on the passage of the bill 


Under the order of the House 


the 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 39. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Several MEMBERS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
135, nays 55, not voting 132; as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, is that a quorum ? 
It is not. 
I make that point. 
Then I call for the yeas and nays. 
That is right. 


na ) . YEAS—135 
under orders of the military of the Gee vase, and bravely stood Adams, G. E, Farquhar, Markham Seymour, 
at his post until he was killed. a, _ | Allen, ©. H. Fleexer, McAdoo, * Snyder, 
Mr. BURROWS. With the permission of the gentleman from Illi- | Ancerson,C.M. — Ford, — Merriman, Sowden, 
nois [Mr. TowNSHEND] I will read a provision of the general law in — ; vederiok:, Mile, Spooner, 
regard to pensions: Bay ne, Funston, Morrill, Steele. F p 
Any master serving on a gunboat, or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other person Belmont, Gilfillan, Morrow, Stephenson, 
not regularly mustered into the service, upon any war vessel, shall be entitled | Bound, Goff, Murphy, Stone, E, F. 
to a pension, &c. Boutelle, Green, R. S. Neal, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
ind Boyle, Grosvenor, Neece, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Now the only distinction between this case and the case contemplated | Brady, _ a, Grout, O'Hara, Strait, 
in the law is that the boat on which this man was killed was not tech- | Breckinridge.C.It. Hale, ee Salebeene 
nically @ war vessel. F : : Brown, Cc. E. Hatch, Outhwaite, Symes, ; 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, And I will ask the gentleman from | Brown, W. W. Henderson, D. B. Parker, Taylor, Zach. 
Illinois if it was not a mere technicality which prevented that vessel | Brum™, se. en Se 
. oa led 1? uck, epburn, ayson, thompson, 
from being cal & war vesse P Bunnell, Hermann, Perkins, Townshend, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The affidavit of the commander of the vessel | Burrows, _ Hiestand, Peters, Viele, 
shows that he was employed in the military service of the Government, | Butterworth, Hill, Pettibone, eo 
and that the vessel was practically a war vessel. Conger, Hitt, Pirce, Warner, A. J 
Mr. LYMAN. And acting under military orders. Crain, Holman, Piumb, Warner, William 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; now the remarks of the gentleman from | [utcheon, a — ety & 2 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] arelikely to mislead the House, for he has beakers, ened, Reed, T. B. —_. 
attempted to create the impression that this bill is not recommended | Dorsey, Jackson, Riggs, West, 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote !’’] | Dowdney, James, Romeis, White, A. ©. 
. ; - . . : Eden, Johnston, J. T. Rowell, White, Milo 
I merely wish to Say, in conclusion, that the bill was reported unanl- | Plisberry, La Follette, Ryan, Whiting, 
mously from the committee, and would have been favorably reported | Ely, Laird, Sawyer, Wise, 
to this House by the Committee of the Whole, if it had not been for | Ermentrout, = em ett aes 
the factious opposition of the gentleman from Louisiana, which induced | fyerhart, ion, Gessione, ee 
me to compromise by agreeing to bring the bill before the House in 
this manner. NAYS—55. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the record in this case, which I | A!len, J. M. Culberson, Jones, J. H. Sayers, 
bef I lied fi . ae Ballentine, Dargan, Jones, J, T. Singleton, 
have before me, I applied for at the room of the Committee on Invalid | Rarksdale, Davidson, R. H.M. Laffoon, Skinner, 
Pensions. ‘These papers were furnished to me by the clerk of that com- | Barnes, Dunn, Lanham, Stewart, Charles 
mittee as what he said was the record in this case, and I challenge the | fennctt. | + ne a aa St. Martin, 

t of the tle from Tlinot [M Town HEND] that thi anchard, tlass, : MeMillin, Storm, 
statemen gentleman inois Fr. it SHE) at thls | Blount, Green, W. J. McRae, Taylor, J. M. 
is not the whole record. Where were the papers if they were not there? | Bragg, Halsell, Morgan, Trige, 

A MEMBER. Some member of the committee might have had them. | (°!!. mene, Setar ay 

Mr. BLANCHARD. After this report was made on the 26th of May | Gon. Hemphill, a Weltetes 
the papers in the case were not only returned by the gentleman from | Cowles, Henderson,J.S. Reid, J. W. Wellborn, 
Illinois [Mr. NeEEcE] to the clerk of the committee, but they were sent | r'SP. a || Eee, Wheeler. 
back by the clerk to the Pension Office, and it was at my request that aoe : Fi hv RS le 


he again sent to the office for them and obtained them forme. So when 


NOT VOTING—132, 


Pwope, 


; ha Adams, J. J. Davidson, A. C, King, Phelps, 
gentlemen come in here and say that I have not all the papers, I deny | {{""° Davia Kleiner, Pidcock, 
and challenge the statement. . i Anderson, J. A. Dawson, Landes, Ranney, 

Mr. NEECE. If the gentleman had given me proper time I would Arnot, J ible, i Lawler, Reese, 
rbour, pugherty, # Fevre, tice, 
have produced the papers. Barry, Dunham, Libbey, Robertson, 
a Seen. Ls _— all ~ papers, and I assert—— Beach, Eldredge, Little, Rockwell, 
. NEECE. assert t you have not. Bingham, Felton, Long, Rogers, 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I have all the papers, and I assert that there is —— > we at a 
not cle of evidence to show that thi rt d in th aaitent y —. oom Pnete 
mes ; c 1S party was engaged in the | Breckinridge, WCP. Foran, Lovering, Smalls, 
fight. this fight, which consisted only in firing upon the vessel, | Buchanan, Gallinger, Lowry, Spriggs, 
three men were killed, two civilians and one soldier. Furthermore, Burleigh, a Mahoney, + story Ww 
. h dred dfi 7 ’ i urnes, Fen des, : I atson, F Stewart, J. . 
emt was not carrying up one han and fifty men, asstated | Bynum. Gibson, ©. H. Maybury, 
tthe 


n from Illinois [| Mr. TowNSHEND], to join the Army 
nited States above that point. 


Mr. NEECE. I rise to a question of order. 


Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 


Gibson, Eustace 
Glover, 
Guenther, 


McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 


| arsney, 
Taulbee, 


Taylor, E. B, 


Campbell, J. M. Hanback, MeKinley, Taylor, lL. H. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. There were only fifty men on that boat, acting | Campbell, T.J. —- Harmer, setiard, Thomas, J. R. 
as an escort to the officer who was bearing dispatches, oe ooo Sn — 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. Caswell, Heard. Mitchell, Tucker,’ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. Catchings, Henderson, T. J. Mosrisen, Van Schaick, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point is that the time of the gentleman - nee a Neuter —— 
from Louisiana has expired. Compton, Hires, ; Nelson, Wakefield, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. | Comstock, Houk, Norwood, Ward, J. H. 
BLAN Cooper, Hudd, O'Donnell, Wilkins, 
CHARD | has the floor. : 
~ s Cox, Irion, . O’ Ferrall, Willis, 
Mr. END. Mr. Speaker, I want to know how much time | Curtin, Johnson, F. A O'Neill, Charles Wilson, 
the from Louisiana has left. Daniel, Kelley, Owen, Winans, 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will keep the gentleman’s | P®V°"P°" Ketcham, Perry, Woodburn. 


— from Louisiana will proceed. 

CHARD. The gentleman from Illinois has gratuitously 

intimated that I had some special reason for opposing this bill. I have 
in the world against this old lady. 


time. The 
Mr. 






So the bill was passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


irs. 


The Clerk will read the additional 


1 would vote her a pension Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
as a8 I would vote it to anybody else under the circumstances, | quiry. I wish to know whether the order of the Honse does not re- 
but here as a Representative, I feel it my duty to say that no 





quire that we adjourn at 5 o’clock. 





| 
| 
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A Memsber. It is necessary to finish the proceedings connected with 
the roll-call. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Itis not necessary. A few 
days ago, Speaker CARLISLE being then in the chair, we adjourned 
in the midst of a roll-call. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Time and again it has been held that a roll- 
call can not be interrupted. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. In the opinion of the present occu- 
pant of the chair the arrival of the hour previously fixed for adjourn- 
ment does not interrupt a roll-call and the announcements connected 
therewith. The Clerk will read the additional pairs. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. McKeENNA with Mr. BynoM, for the residue of to-day and for 
Monday. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.). In 
accordance with the order heretofore made, the House now stands ad- 
journed until Monday morning next at 11 o’clock. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

ty Mr. BLANCHARD: Concurrent resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Louisiana, relating to the improvement of the Calcasieu River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of C. Thompson, E. 8. Post, E. G. 
Spalding, P. B. Sanborn, H. W. Cooley, and many other ex-soldiers, 
in favor of the passage of the bill for the relief of indigent and depend- 
ent soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of W. P. Smith and 24 others, and 
of Fowler Post, No. 366, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ohio, in favor 
of Senate bill 1886—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Moore and 23 others, for free coinage of sil- 
ver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Franklin Whaley, of Missouri, asking 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. J. H. JONES: Memorial of attorneys of Shelby County and of 


Panola County, Texas, for the removal of Federal courts from Jefferson 
to Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition numerously signed for a dam at Herr’s 
Island, in the Alleghany River, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. B 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of members of George Adams Post, No. 
151, Grand Army of the Republic, and citizens of Eagle Bend, Minn., 
for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee ou Invalid Pen- 
Bions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of John McCoy, praying that his war 


claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of J. C. Shelby, of 


Moscow County, Kentucky, asking that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
— oe retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 

-ublic Lands: 


By Mr. BOUND: Petition of B. F. Williams and 324 others, citizens 
of the fourteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Jerome Kohn and 64 others, of James 
Fadden and 106 others, and of William D. Murphy and 150 others, 
citizens of the thirteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of George F. De Long and 204 others, 
of A. A. Linn and 166 others, and of Conrad Miller and others, citizens 
of the fourth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of William Brown and 103 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of Thomas Callahan and 67 others and 
of Louis Heing and 42 others, citizens of the tenth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Alien Moore and 534 others, of 
F. J. Taylor and 90 others, and of Thomas Walsh and 75 others, citi- 
gens of the fifth district of Michigan. 
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By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Petition of D. O’Rourke and 64 others, 


and of J. C. Thompson and 50 others, citizens of the first district of 
Alabama. 


By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Peter McGiven and 224 others 


and of G. A. Raymond and 180 others, citizens of the twenty-ninth 


district of New York. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Charles H. Condiff and 36 others, of 
James Alexander and 71 others, and of John E. Bucks and 95 others, 
citizens of the seventh district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of J. J. Smith and 37 others, of John 
Flood and 24 others, of M. J. Russell and 49 others, of E. G. Wright 
and 60 others, of James Grant and 144 others, of Miles Finn and 22s 
others, of McMillan Renick and 487 others, of L. E. Potter and 89 
others, and of E. W. Turner and 68 others, citizens of the second dis- 
trict of Kansas. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of Thomas H. Cummingsand 76 others, 
of Jos. McDonnelle and 126 others, of John J. Schiltz and 68 others, of 
Frank M. Morgan and 48 others, of James J. Galvin and 46 others, 
and of John B. Swift and 1,038 others, citizens of the fourth district of 
Minnesota. 

By Mr. HALE: Petition of R. M. Austin and 110 others, of James 
F. Day and 56 others, and of M. Sheetz and 24 others, citizens of the 
second district of Missouri. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of H. L. Miller and 137 others, of Mat- 
thew Robinson and 110 others, of A. F. Brown and 118 others, of Rk. 
Sutton and 367 others, of Robert Hardie and 115 others, of C. J. How- 
ard and 241 others, of A. J. Dickey and 70 others, and of L. L. Saw- 
yer and 110 others, citizens of the tenth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of M. E. Johnson and 90 others, of F. B. 
Green and 39 others, of C. H. Judd and 79 others, and of J. H. Wat- 
son and 90 others, citizens of the third district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Lizzie Martin and 20 others and 
of M. 8. Drew and 26 others, citizens of the sixth district of Massa- 
chusetts. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Joseph Vagner and 83 others, of J. M. 
Raines and 61 others, of A. Huntley and 136 others, and of E. Groves 
and 20 others, citizens of the third district of Arkansas. 

By M.. MILLIKEN: Petition of George E. Miller and 32 others, of 
H. C. Griffith and 104 others, of H. L. Pinkham and 44 others, of 
Charles H. Dunton and 38 others, and of Robert A. Moore and 2: 
others, citizens of the third district of Maine. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of F. P. Lewis and 235 others, citizens 
of the first district of Kansas. 

By Mr. NEGLEY : Petition of Thomas Martin and 60 others, of J. 
R. Selden and 41 others, and of G. Keller and 36 others, citizens of 
the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Abel O’Hara and 246 others, and of 
Charles E. Streeter and 168 others, citizens of the seventh district of 


By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of John May and 149 others and of 
James Saunders and 35 others, citizens of the fifth district of New 
Jersey. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of E. F. Ridlan and 25 others, of 
Leonard Palmer and 25 others, of Charles F. Tebbetts and 101 others, 
of Fred O. Powell and 243 others, of John H. Frende and 45 others, 
and of George Porter and 100 others, citizens of the first district of 
Maine. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of J. E. Bundy and 80 others, citizens of 
the second district of Kansas. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of B. Stadler and 275 others and of 
Peter J. Doyle and 116 others, citizens of the thirteenth district of I1li- 


nols. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of E. S. Burns and 55 others and 
of J. M. Keith and 180 others, citizens of the first district of Minne- 
sota. 


By Mr. WISE: Petition of J. J. Brauner, T. E. Stratton, and 69 
other members of Assembly No. 4097, Knights of Labor, of Virginia. 


SENATE. 


MonDay, July 12, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
aaa of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask that the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
may have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections have leave to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the Senate. That leave will be granted if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 


_ 


& 
bi 











1886. 
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OTOE AND MISSOURIA LANDS. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that House bill 7087, which 
has been returned frim the House, be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend 
the time for the payment of the purchase-money on the sale of the res- 
ervation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of 
Nebraska and Kansas, which was returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives in accordance with the request of the Senate made July 9, 
1886. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, 
and ask for a committee of conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
HARRISON, and Mr. MAXEY were appointed. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish tocall attention to a pension bill, to Senate bill 
2113, on which a conference committee was appointed, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], myself, and the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. WILSON] were named as conferees on the part of the Senate. I 
desire to have the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] ap- 
pointed on the committtee of conference instead of myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks to be excused from service upon the committee of conference on 
the bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, and that the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] be appointed to take his 

lace. If there be no objection that order will be made. The Chair 
none. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an appro- 
priation be made in the sundry civil appropriation bill for approaches 
and heating apparatus for certain public buildings; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation from the United States 
Treasurer that the appropriation in the sundry civil appropriation bill 
for recoinage of gold and silver coins be increased from $10,000 to 
$30,000; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair presents resolutions of the 
General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, transmitted by the gov- 
ernor of the State, relative to the national defenses. If there be no ob- 
jection the resolutions, without being read, will be ordered to be printed 
as a document, and will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


. Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas reports made to Congress by the President, Cabinet officers, the for- 
tification board, the committees of the Senate and of the House indicate that the 
Government of the United States is without forts, guns, ships, or other defenses 

of successfully mneing © hostile attack made not only by any of the 
great powers of Europe, like Great Britain, France, Germany, or Russia, but 
even by second or third rate powers, such as Spain, Chili, or China; and 

Whereas this defenseless condition of our country is humiliating to our na- 
tional pride and patriotism, is unbecoming a free people possessing the vast 

nd unrivaled resources at our command, and has rightly caused profound 
anxiety and discontent among our people, manifested by all the methods of ex- 
pression through which the peels will finds utterance, including the action 
of State the voice of the public press, and the declarations and 
ta ns; and especially is evidenced by a public letter from 
Samuel J. , a citizen so eminent, so wise, and so held in the esteem and 
of the that his advice sways and influences millions of his ad- 


Ss : Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, That we view 
with grave and disappointment the inaction of Congress in regard to 
making adequate and ample provision for the common defense of our country, 
and that Louisiana is willing to bear her share of the burdens to create a perfect 
<a of defense for the protection of our seaboard and 
water and frontier lines fronting on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, on the 
lakes and water ways of our northern boundaries; 
and that, in our opinion, the resources of the Government should, without hesi- 
tation or stint, be devoted to creating the means and appliances capable of pro- 
oa Saucon om ey ba. a oe ts an — ——— = baild- 
a versa of sustaining American honor and 
inteueste of bonne Sak ckeeah and affording some foundation and basis to the 
Executive to assert and enforce our rights and policy, whether in- 
volved in the of our hardy fishermen of the Northeast or complic«ted 
by efforts of nations to establish new protectorates or colonies in con- 
tinental a, over or upon its isthmian connections, or upon any of its 


rea That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be 
to use their best efforts for the adoption by Congress of the policy 
recommended in the preamble and resolution. 


resolved, That the governor be requested to send copies hereof to 
officers of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
and to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the American, 


Atlantic and Pacific Ship-canal Company (Nicaragua), remonstrating 


t 


a 


E 


f 


i 









against the incorporation by Congress of the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 75 citizens of McGregor, Tex., 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Pres- 
idential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur- 
plus; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of James Cullen and 279 other 
citizens of Colorado, and the petition of T. J. Cash and 310 other citi- 
zens of Colorado, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to 
the public lands, the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Con- 
gressional and Presidential elections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 19 citizens of Hebron, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by Pomona Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Dunn, Eau Claire, and Buffalo Counties, in 
the State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage of the bill regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and butterine; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MAXEY presented thirteen petitions of J. B. Badgers and other 
citizens of Texas, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to 
the public lands, the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Con- 
gressional and Presidential elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on [in- 
ance. 

Mr. MILLER ¢resented six petitions of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Presi- 
dential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur- 
plus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented four petitionsof citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Presi- 
dential elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur- 
plus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented two petitions of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, the organi- 
zation of the Territory of Oklahoma, Congressional and Presidential 
elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury surplus; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented seven petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to public lands, the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of Oklahoma, Presidential and Congressional eiec- 
tions, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury surplus; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS. In behalf of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], 
who is absent from the session of the Senate by reason of iliness in his 
family, I submit a written report to accompany certain amendments 
reported by the Senator from the Committee on Finance to the bils 
(H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a gallon of 
distilled. spirits. I simply ask that the report be printed, to accom- 
pany those amendments, and let it be done in the name of the Senator 
from Nevada in whose behalf I present the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2611) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Saint Louis River at the most accessible point between the States 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 13) in relation to the claim 
made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use 
of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read and by him alleged 
to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between 
him and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 
made, moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he 
reported a joint reselution (S. R. 77) in relation to the claim made by 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of projectiles 
for rifled ordnance claimed as the invention of said Read and by him al- 
leged to have been used pursuant toa contract or arrangement made be- 
tween him and the War Department in 1856, for which no compensation 
has been made; alsoin relation to the claim of William E. Woodbridge, 
based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of invention; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. K. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman, reported it 


without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 








6766 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





JULY 12, 





Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2833) to stop all 
payments of public money to James B. Eads, his associates, or assigns, 
for past, present, or future work at the South Pass of the Mississippi 
River until otherwise ordered by Congress; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2835) granting a pension to Miss Juliet 
G. Howe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Concurrent or other resolutions”’ 
are now in order. [A pause.] If there be none such, the Calendar, 
under the special order, will be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to go back upon the Cal- 
endar to Order of Business No. 700, being Senate-bill 2157, which was 
read through upon Saturday last. Senators will remember the pecul- 
iar circumstances under which it was objected to. I think it can be 

ssed in a moment without any discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have announced the 
first bill in order on the Calendar ‘regularly, and then submit the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in reeognition of the services of 
Joseph Francis was announced as first in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending this, the Senator from New 
York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill which was passed over informally, the title of which 
will be stated: 

The Cuter CLerx. A bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstructive and in- 
jurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
city, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such of- 
fenses, and making other provisions in connection therewith. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH FRANCIS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business regularly in order be- 
fore the Senate will now be 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (H. Res. 125) in recogni- 
tion of the services of Joseph Francis. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] is 
not here. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Missouri I think has no objection 
to the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I apprehend in the present condition of the Senate 
it would hardly be worth while to insist upon the consideration of the 
joint resolution if anybody wants time. I conceive that if the yeas 
and nays or the Senate roll were to be called it would not be possible 
to obtain the presence of a quorum without delay. However, I am 
entirely willing that this measure shall go on if any Senator desires to 
be heard upon it. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not understand that the Senator from Missouri 
has any objection to this measure. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection may be made at any 


sta 

Mr. McMILLAN. The joint resolution comes from the Committee 
on Commerce, and I shall not interpose any objection to its considera- 
tion, although I was not in favor of the resolution when it passed the 
committee and I am not in favor of it now. 

Mr. EVARTS. I shall not occupy any time on the subject if the 
Senate are now ready to take it up and proceed to vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? It has been heretofore read at length. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the joint resolution goover. I know the senior 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] wants to be heard upon it, and 
he is not here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the joint reso- 
lution goes ever. 

Mr. EVARTS. Allow me to ask how it will stand then? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It stands upon the Calendar as it 
stood before, but it will not be taken up again under this rule. 


Mr. EVARTS. It can be taken up at any time? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be taken upon motion at any 
time. 7 


ISAAC HARTER. 


The bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter was considered 23 jy 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-rol! the 
name of Isaac Harter, of Herkimer, N. Y., late of Company C, New 
York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. BARBARA FUCHS. 


The bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol] the name of Mrs. Barbara Fuchs, stepmother of John Fuchs, 
late of Company H, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. S.w- 
YER May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6489) grant- 


ing a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs, have carefully examined the same. aid 
adopt the spent the House of nee re report in favor of the 


passage of the bill. 
The claimant filed her a: # pension as the stepmother of Jolin 
late private of Com nM oiath Reni iment Wisconsin Infantry Vol un- 


Claim was that there is me titie in clain m, 
on —_ being the natural mother of oldies 

ofa Fi and Jacob Blum testify that they knew claimantasthe stepmother 

soldier; that soldier at the time of his father’s (Sebastian Fuchs) marriage 
inn said claimant was a child of about three years of age 

John G., Steiger and Philip Eder testify that Gumnalle ‘husband, at soldie 
death, was feeble and unable te su: her 

Michael Feelder and Jacob Blum further testify that claimant has not remar- 
ried since the death of soldier's father, 5,1867. He wasa laboring man, 
— and unable to support his family. e used to mend shoes, and had nv 

is real estate. Since his death claimant has supported herself by 
sciling the real estate she owned. They owned some real estate in Fountair n 
is., worth about $2,000, and she has sold the most of it to eget herse! 
Soldier worked for his parents prior to his enlistment, and gave all his earni: gs 
to them, and did this for three years before his enlistment. 

In soldier's tetter to parents, bearing date February, 1864, at Camp Washburi 

sends for their support $60 out of his bounty of $75; he also sent them his cer. 
tifieate of muster, eae them to draw the bounty given by the town, wit! 
instructions to use it for their support. 

The applicant ot the death of ker hushand (soldier’s father) was left with four 
Cee eee ee cckdier’e lok seventeen and the youngest two and one-half 
years The soldier's letter a a few months before his death, 
and nie mending a large portion of his See the support of his parents 
strengthened with other testimony sho to and at the time of |iis 
enlistment he wy A, a duty to centrteene E to the oe of his father’s family, 
evidence the fact lived he would have cared for her who care: { 
him in is incdacey ie oe, now — aes (atc 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the pending order of business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is Order of Business 1177, the bill 
(H. R. 6489) Seeneeie’as pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill involves rather a new principle, 
and we had better let it lie over until to-morrow without prejudice. | 
should like to look at it a little further. I have just come in, having 
been detained in the room of the Committee on Appropriations. | 
shall look into it. I do not object to its retaining its place. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it go over without prejudice 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say let it retain its place and not go on the 


other Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 
JAMES B. RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5696) for the relief of James B. Russell was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that that case may be passed over so as not 
to lose its place on the Calendar. It has been reported favorably, and 
the Commissioner of Pensions is now investigating the matter. [| s):l! 
inquire of him if he has any report. on it. I want the bill to retain 
ee ee eee without objection. 

T pro tempore. The same order as in the previous 
ols ct teaae 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill to provide for ascertaining and settling private land ¢laitus 
in certain States and Territories was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that bill go over. It can not be taken up fr 
consideration under the present rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tmpore. The bill goes over under objection 


ILLEGAL TONN AGE DUES. 


The bill (H. R. 1651) authorising the Secretary of the Treasury © to 
make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship comp:'' 
arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues was ieemeed 2 as 
next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go over. 

Mr. FRYE. I object to that bill. 


ety meat. Woomera ee 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 


ver. 
’ Mr. FRYE subsequently said: I wish tocall attention to House bill 
1651, to which I entered an objection. I withdraw the objection, and 
ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no ohjection the bill will 
be passed over informally. , 


ALEXANDER K. SHEPARD. 


The bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. VEST. I see there is a minority report there. 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask for the read- 
ing of the minority report? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
upon the bill going over. 

Mr. VEST. I donot know anything about it. I simply objected 
because I see there are two reports, and I supposed there would be de- 
bate upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it will take but avery few moments to 
dispose of the bill. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] submitted 
a minority re 

Mr. DOLPH. If I may interrupt the Senator, I will state that I 
shall only ask to have the minority report, which is very brief, read 
in order that I may place my views on record; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can state the whole case in a very few words. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill; which had been reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 5, to strike out “‘$17,268.53”’ and insert “‘$14,- 
458.04;’? so as to read: 

eS. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and req’ to pay to Alexander K. Shepard, of Tuscaloosa, Ala., the sum 
of $14,458.04, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think in three minutes I can state to the Senate 
this ease. 

In 1865 the Government of the United States sold at public auction 
in Alabama a large quantity of old iron, brass; and copper. It was bid 
off by Mr. Shepard, for whose relief this bill is proposed. He paid 
$17,268.53 for it, cash for it, and the property was delivered to him. 
He sold a very small quantity of it, and had made a contract for the sale 
of the remainder at a profit of, I think, about $12,900, when the district 
attorney of the United States for that district, conceiving, perhaps, that 
the Government had some title to it because it had been used in the 
rebellion, filed a libel against it in the name of the United States. The 
property was seized, and upon an affidavit that it could not be ‘‘ pro- 
tected,’’ it was sold by order of the court, the court being Judge Bus- 
teed, who was afterward impeached I believe for malfeasance in office. 

Mr. HOAR. He was not impeached. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, he wascompelledtoresign. It appears that 
the marshal sold the property for about $30,000. Five thousand dol- 
lars of this money was deposited in a national bank. The remainder 
of it was not in any way accounted for. 

In the course of two years, and after a large expenditure of money 
by Mr. Shepard in defending his title, the court held that the title was 
good; that the Government had no claim upon the property. But the 

was and the proceeds of the sale of it, except what had 
been in the bank, were So Mr. Shepard found hims: If 
the of the United States, having bought this property at a public 
sale and paid for it, with nothing to show for the large expenditure he 
had made in the purchase; his property was gone, and he had paid out 
three or four or five thousand dollars in defending his title ayainst this 
suit, and brought in the name of the Government which had sold the 
property to bim, and which had in its Treasury the purchase-money. 

There is some reason to suppose that the whole transaction upon the 
part of the Government officers was little less than a conspiracy to do 
just what was done in fact, 
it, sell it, and to divert the proceeds from the owner. 


Let the bill go 


The bill is not to give this man for any breach of duty on 
the part of the Government officers, but it is simply to pay back to him 
the , deducting therefrom what he has received from 
the court and the few hundred dollars he received from 
the sale of a of the property before it was seized. 

The report, which was presented by the Senator from Oregon 

Mr. DotpH], upon the theory that the Government of the 


nited States ought not to be liable and is not liable in damages for 
the malfeasance or misfeasance of its agents or officers. I think that 
Teport se far as the which it enunciates is concerned is correct, 


g. 


t the principle is not applicable to the facts here. The majority of 
committee favoring the passage of the bill do not dissent from the 
of law asserted by the minority. We all agree that the 


i 
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man of the committee and myself submitted a minority report, which is as fol- 
lows: 


the foregoing report. 
the claim arose was purchased by the claimant from the United States is wholly 
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Government is not liable in law to pay any damages to Mr. Shepard 
because of the malfeasance of the marshal or of any other officer. 


The bill is not a proposition te pay him any damages. It is simply 


based upon the theory that the Government of the United States sold 
him this property, took his money for it, gave it into his possession, and 
then through the action of its officers deprived him of it. 
to give him any damages; it is simply to pay back to him the money 
which he paid to the Government, for which he has practically received 
nothing. 


This is not 


The casé is an exceptional one. Another like it can hardly occur. 


There seems to be no good reason why this man should not be reim- 
bursed that purchase-money. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the reading of the minority report, retaining 


the floor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 


read. 


The Chief Clerk read the views of the minority, submitted May 12, 


1886, as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


At the second session of the Forty-eighth Congressa favorable majority report 
lhe chair- 


“The undersigned are unable to agree with the majority of the committee in 
In our judgment the fact that the property out of which 


immaterial. The sale was valid and passed the title to the property, and it was 


sustained by the judgment of the court. 


“ The proceedings for the confiscation of the property commenced by the United 
States district attorney on behalf of the United States was commenced and 
prosecuted in pursuance of the general laws of the United States. The prin- 


eiple which would require compensation to be made to the complainant in this 
ease for his loss on accountof said judicial proceedings would rejuire compen- 
sation to be made in every case to a party against whom an unsuecessful legal 


proceeding in personam or in rem, civil or criminal, has been or shall be com- 
menced or prosecuted in the name of the United States under the direction of 


the Department of Justice by any prosecuting officer of the Government in 


pursuance of the laws of the United States. 

‘It would be a dangerous precedent, and one which the undersigned are not 
willing to establish, to hold the Government liable to make compensation for 
losses caused by the acts of judges, United States attorneys, and ministerial 


officers of courts of justice. The commitiee have repeatedly held that the United 
States is not liable for the mistaken or wrongful acts of its agents. 


‘J. N. DOLPH. 
“ANGUS CAMERON.” 
Nothing has occurred since to change my views of the case. 
J. N. DOLPH., 


Mr. DOLPH. This is a case which excites my sympathy, but there 


are hundreds of cases that come before the Committee on Claims which 
in like manner enlist the sympathy of the members of the committee. 


I have met this old gentleman, the claimant. He appears to be a man 


of character, and he has that reputation among his neighbors. 


But there is a principle involved in this case that I think forbids the 
I do not think, from my 
view of the testimony, it warrants the statement that there is good 


reason to believe there was a conspiracy between the oflicers of the court 


in which the case was tried, which I suppose would be the judge, the 
clerk, and the district attorney, to deprive the claimant of his property, 
nor do I think that even if such was the case the United States is liable 
for their acts. 

This property was seized upon due process of law. It was libeled. 
It was sold by order of the court as perishable property. The proceeds 
of the sale came into the hands of the United States marshal, and if it 
was stolen, it was stolen by him or on account of his negligence. 

When the United States appoints a United States marshal it requires 
him to execute a bond for the faithful discharge of his duties, which 
includes the faithful care of and accounting for moneys which come 
into his hands officially; and any suitor may bring an action against the 
marshal and his sureties upon his bond and recover judgment against 
them for any loss which he sustains by reason of a breach of official 
duty. Mr. Shepard might have sued this marshal upon his official 
bond and recovered for the money which was stolen by the marshal or 
lost through his negligence. It is said in+his case, and perhaps truly, 
that the sureties are insolvent and that nothing could be recovered. 
That makes a case of hardship, but it does not alter the principle. 

It seems to me that to hold the Government liable in this case would 
be a very dangerous precedent, a precedent committing us to the propo- 
sition that with one hundred thousand office-holders in the United States 
the Government will undertake to make good every loss which occurs 
to an individual citizen by the malfeasance or negligence of such, not- 
withstanding there may have been no negligence in the appointment 
of the officers, the Government requiring,the proper bonds tor the effi- 
cient performance of their duty. 

For these reasons I can not agree to the majority report. I do agree 
that it is rather an exceptional case, but it is not entirely so, because 
there are many cases of the kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. * 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


The bill (S. 778) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the late war for the Union was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. The Senator in charge 
of it is not present. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes over. 


PATRICK COOK. 


The bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Patrick 
Cook of $1,500, being the amount awarded him by the late board of 
audit for and on account of damages to his real estate in the city of 
Washington, one-half of the sum being chargeable to the revenue de- 
rived from taxation within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLACK- 
BURN May 17, 1886: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


_— for the relief of Patrick Cook, having considered the same, report as fol- 
ows: 

That on the 20th of January, 1875, Patrick Cook filed before the board of audit 
a claim for damages to certain lots belonging to him in the city of Washington, 
in square No. 24, said damages occasioned by public improvements in excavat- 
ing Twenty-fourth street, northwest, between M and N streets; and on the 3d 
of August, 1875, the board of audit, after inspection, awarded to said Patrick 
Cook the sum of $1,500, that sum being the one-half of the amount claimed by 
him in his said petition. The said sum of $1,500 was, however, not paid to the 
said Patrick Cook, for the reason that the board of audit was legislated out of 
existence before they had ae and issued to him the necessary certificate ; 
and thusthe claim now stands. Your committee think that he should be paid 
the $1,500 adjudged by the board of audit as due to him, and to that end report 
the accompavying bill with recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M'NAUGHTON. 


The bill (S. 1877) for the relief of John McNaughton was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill is reported adversely. 
Let it take its place on the other Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be transferred to the 
other Calendar. 


I object to it. 


MAJ. E. A. HANCOCK, 


The bill (S. 1822) for the relief of Maj. E. A. Hancock was announced 
as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL, That also is reported adversely. Let the same 


order be made. / 
The ieee pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That had better go over. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to say a word ? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. The Territory of Wyoming has hitherto exercised juris- 
diction over Yellowstone Park; there has been no other jurisdiction 
there for the punishment of any crime of any sort. Lately the Terri- 
torial Legislature of Wyoming repealed those statutes, so that now this 

nark is entirely without a form of government, and uniess this bill can 

»e passed at the present session any crime committed there during the 
coming summer will be with impunity. Thatisthe wholecase. If any 
Senator sees proper to object to this bill and prevent it from passing the 
result is apparent. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Let the report be read subject to objection here- 
after. 

Mr. VEST. There is no report. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There are so many of these public parks that in- 
terfere with everything else that I want to know what we are doing. 
I should like to have the bill and the report both read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no report accompanying the bill. It 
is substantially the bill that passed the Senate at the last session of 
Congress and is designed to protect the park. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think the matter may go over this morning 


without prejudice. 
I do not think the bill will lead to any de- 


. 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
bate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to look into it. ; 

Mr. VEST. The Senator said these parks interfered with every- 
thing else. I think the Senator alluded to a railroad bill. This does 
not apply to any railroad at all. It is only to punish murder, robbery, 
and other crimes which have been committed heretofore. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I was notalluding to railroads especially. There 
are other reservations of different kinds where it seems the public can 
not get through. I want to know what we are doing before we make 
any more reservations. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the objection will not prevent the }i!| 
‘being taken up to-morrow morning, because it is of great importance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be passed over without prejudice until to- 
morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


EDWARD D. PATCHIN. 


The bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward D. Patchin was con. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Edward D. Patchin, son of Bernard Patchin, late 
a private in Company B, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAwyer 
May 18, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Edward 
D. Patchin, have examined the same, and report: 

The petitioner isa son of Bernard Patchin, who, as shown by the report of 
the Adjutant-General, was a private in Company B, Forty-first Ohio Volunteers, 
was enrolled September 30, 1862, died of disease at Nashville, Tenn., January 17, 
1863. Officer's certificate shows that he died of typhoid fever contracted in line 
of duty; that at the time he entered the service he was a young man of good 
health and habits. The Pension Office records show that the widow and two 
minor children were pensioned ; thatthe widow remarried in 1865, and that t)ic 
two sons, Edward D. and Charles B. Patchin, were continued on the ro}! until 
the expiration of the time limited for their receiving a pension. 

The petitioner now prays for the passage of a special act placing him on the 
pension-roll by reason of an accident whereby he has been crippled for life, and 
disqualified for engaging in active employment. He is now about twenty-five 
years of age, and says he isthe only surviving issue of the said Bernard Patch; 
that he is not able to perform manual labor, and that he has no means of sup- 


port. 

His identity is established by the testimony of three witnesses, who say he is 
the only surviving issue of the soldier; that he is hopelessly maimed for life, 
and that he has no means of support. 

In view of his helpless condition, and of his being deprived of support and 
protection, the committee report the accompanying bill for his relief with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEEL FOR ORDNANCE. 


The bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, was announced as next in 


order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill and the following bill on the Calendar 
(S. 663) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern naval ord- 
nance, armor, shafting, and other naval purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern naval warfare, are closely related, and 
ought to be discussed and acted upon together. They can not be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule, [ am sure; but I wish them passed 
over without any prejudice whatever to their rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These two bills will be passed over 
informally if there be no objection. 


MEXICAN WARE PENSIONS. 


The bill (H. R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors o! 
the Mexican war was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill can not be considered under the five-min- 
ute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the bill goes over I wish tosay thatit is a meas- 
ure which the whole Chamber has a right to have acted on. When the 
Senate bill making provisions for the soldiers of the late war went to 
the House the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] who is not 
now in his seat proposed to move this bill as an amendment to that, and 
refrained from so doing under an assurance made by myself in the pres- 
ence of the Senate, no one objecting, that the Mexican war pension }i!! 


would be for a vote as soon as possible at this session, and | 
shall feel nd to urge it upon the attention of the Senate so that it 
may be di of during the session. 


Mr. TELLER. I did not object to it because I wanted it to go over 
beyond the session. I expect it to be taken up and disposed of during 


the session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to state to the Senator from Colorado that if 
that side of the Chamber is willing to take the bill as reported by the 
committee I think I can safely say that there is not a Senator on t!i's 
side of the Chamber who will want to consume one moment in deate. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there are some amendments that Sen- 
ators propose to offer to the bill which will certainly lead to discus- 


sion. ’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator from Colorado will with- 
draw the objection and let us go on with this bill thie morning. | 
think we can dispose of it, and I think it ought to ve dispose: 0. 
This is the bill which was agreed upon in the Senate in the last Con- 
gress and passed; and if there are amendments to come in, we may 
well dispose of them now as at any time. I do hope the Senator wil) 
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withdraw his objection and let us proceed to the consideration of the | 
bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Oh, no; let it go on this morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the same bill we passed by unanimous consent on 
this side of the Chamber two years ago. 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw my objection. I only objected because 
I had been told by certain Senators that they desired to offer amend- 
ments. I do not desire to offer any myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being withdrawn, the bill 
will be read at length. : { 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider it. ; ; 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 4, section 
1, after the words ‘‘ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to,’’ to strike out the following 
words: 


Place the names of all the surviving officers, soldiers, end sailors who enlisted 
and served in the war with Mexico for any period during the years 1845, 1846, 
1847, and 1848,and were honorably discharged, and their surviving widows, on 
the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, from and after the passage of this 
act, ae their lives. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to make 
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry this act into effect: Pro- 
vided, That where it shall appear that a discharge is lost, secondary evidence 
may be permitted; and where it shall appear an applicant has received a land- 
warrant, that shall be sufficient evidence of an honorable discharge, unless the 
evidence shows that he procured it by fraud: And ided further, That this act 
shall not apply to persons under political disabilities. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Place on the peeteeoek the names of the surviving officers and enlisted men, 
ineluding marines, militia, and volunteers, of the military and naval services 
of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually served sixty days with 
the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coasts or frontier 
thereof, or en route thereto, in the war with that ‘nation, or were actually en- 
in a battle in said war, and were honorably discharged, and tosuch other 
° rsand soldiers and sailors as may have been personally named in any 
resolution of Congress for any fic service in said war, and the surviving 
widows of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows have 
not remarried: Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who 
is or may become sixty-two years of age, or who is or may become subject to 
lity or pee equivalent to some cause prescribed or recognized 
= the pension laws of the United States as a sufficient reason forthe allowance 
a pension, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held 
to include any person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency 
a ee or bie ee Se eee in any ee 
y engaged nor ng or a ng the late re ion against the authority o 
the Un States. . 


Src. 2. That pensions under section 1 of this act shall be at the rate of $8 per 
month, and payable only from and after the passage of this act, for and during 
the natural lives of the persons entitled thereto, or during the continuance of 
the disability for which the same shall be granted: Provided, That section | of 
this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month or more, nor to any person receiving a pension of less than $8 per 
ae for the difference between the pension now received (if less than 
$x ae month) and $8 per month. 

8. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension-roll 
under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant to a pension: 

any person who shail falsely and corruptly take any oath required under 
shall be deemed a of perjury; and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be stricken from the pension-roll the name of any person when- 
ever it shall be made to appear by proof satisfactory to him that such name was 
put upon such roll through false and fraudulent representations, and that such 
—— is not entitled to a pension under this act. The loss of the certificate of 
ere a not deprive any person of the benefits of this act, but other rec- 
ord of enlistment and service and of an honorable discharge may be 
t: Provided, That when any person has been granted a land- 
under any act of Con for and on account of service in the said 
Mexico, such grant ll be prima facie evidence of his service and 
discharge; but such evidence shall not be conclusive, and may be re- 
evidence that such land-warrant was improperly granted. 
the pension laws now in force which are not inconsistent or in 
this act are hereby made a part of this act, so far as they may be 


‘That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as 
the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 


6. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while 


SEc. 
under the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. CONGER. What is the section repealed ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The section repealed is this: 

Sec. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any d Seren. who in pA a arene tod 
See en in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the au- 

ted States. 
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thority of the 


eo: but the act contains a provision that no person shall 
be whose disability was contracted in opposition to the Gev- 


ernment of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that repealed absolutely, or only so far as it af- 
fects this act? Let that clause be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The repealing clause will be again 


The Chief Clerk read section 5 of the amendment of the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is all right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
by the Committee on Pensions. 
amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title be amended to conform to the body of 
the bill; and then I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, and 
ask for aconference with the House of Representatives on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no,objection, the title 
will be amended so as to read as will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill granting pensions to the soldiers and sail- 
ors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] moves that the Senate insist on its amendment, and ask for a 
conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAIR, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. WHITTHORNE were appointed. 

STATE OF GEORGIA. 

The bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of Georgia was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have an amendment I wish to offer to that bill, 
and I ask that it may go over without prejudice until to-morrow. I 
am not quite ready with the amendment yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

JOSEPH H. MADDOX AND OTHERS. 


The consideration of the bill (S. 565) for the relief of Joseph H. Mad- 
dox and others was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment wiil be 
stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. Inline 4, after the name ‘* Maddox,’’ Mr. CocK- 
RELL moved to strike out ‘‘ and his associates ’’ and insert ‘*‘ Benjamin 
F. Camp and D. P. Parr, parties of the one part;’’ after the word “‘ with,”’ 
in the same line, to insert ‘‘ H. A. Risley;’’ and, after the word ‘‘ Treas- 
ury,’’ in line 6, to insert ‘‘ dated November 13, 1864, and sanctioned by 
President Lincoln on November 17, 1864;’’ so as to read: 

That all matters in relation to the agreement of Joseph H. Maddox, Benjamin 
F. Camp, and D. P. Parr, parties of the one part, made with H. A. Risley, the 
supervising agent of the Treasury, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated November 13, 1864, and sanctioned by President Lincoln on 
November 17, 1864, for the delivery of tobacco and other property, under the per- 
mit, safeguard, and orders of the President of the United States, are hereby re- 
ferred to the accounting officers of the Treasury Department for determination 


upon the evidence taken and now on file in the office of the clerk of the United 
States Court of Claims and the War Department. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was offered by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL J. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill was reported without amendment, as ap- 
pears by the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been under considera- 
tion before, and the Senator from Missouri offered this amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some time ago the bill was up, and I offered the 
amendment which has just been read at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 
the whole bill to be read again ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not care whether this bill is read or explained. 
This refers the whole matter to the Treasury Department, and it does 
not say whether the claim is to be paid by the Department or to come 
to Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes; it says ‘‘directed to adjust, settle, and pay to 
the said Joseph H. Maddox,’’ &c. I should like to hear the bill read 


again. 
Mr. CONGER. Itisabill relating to captured and abondoned prop- 
erty. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be amended. 

Mr. CONGER. Letit go over until to-morrow. I wish to examine 
the report, and perhaps I shall have no objection toit. Let it hold its 
place on the Calendar until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 

The consideration of the bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel No- 
ble was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment was heretofore of- 
fered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], which will be 
stated. 

The Corer CLERK. The proposed amendment is, after the word 
“evidence,’’ in line 18, to strike out ‘‘ both for and against the said 
claim and to render final judgment”’ and insert ‘‘and report the same 
to Congress; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, &c., That Samuel Noble, formerly of Rome, Ga., but now a citizen 


The bill will be read as proposed to 
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of Anniston, in the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding the decision hereto- 
fore made and the law of the statute by lapse of time, prosecute his claim to the 
net proceeds of sale of 802 bales of cotton alleged to have been captured by the 
United States military authorities at Savannah, Ga., in December, 1964, before 
the Court of Claims, under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An act to 
provide for the collection of abandoned or captured property and the preven- 
tion of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United States,” approved 
March 12, 1863, and this act; and the said claim of said Samuel Noble is hereby 
referred to the said Court of Claims, with all the papers on file in Congress re- 
lating thereto, with full power to hear evidence, and report the same to Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH H. MADDOX AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CONGER. In reference to the bill (S. 565) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Maddox and others, I am informed that it is a reference to 
the Treasury for adjustment and for report to Congress. If that be so, 
I withdraw the request to have it go over till to-morrow if it does not 
make an appropriation for the payment of the claim, and I am assured 
that that is the fact. If it is not so, I will renew the objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think there is a little misapprehen- 
sion in regard to it. I ask to have the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the bill does 
make a direct appropriation from the Treasury. 

Mr. CONGER. Then let it go until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I will state in a word that it simply 


directs the Secretary of the Treasury to adjudicate the matter and pay 
whatever amount is found due. 


Mr. CONGER. Then let it go over. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregopv. It is a similar case to the one just 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (8S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the Territory 
of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores issued 
to said Territory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the preamble. The Chair calls attention to the fact that there isa 
blank in the preamble that ought to be filled. It seems to be an in- 
formal matte, but it ouj:ht to be filled. 

Mr. MAND'ERSON. The bill was reported by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preamble will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the preamble, as follows: 


Whereas it appears from the records of the Ordnance Bureau of the War De- 
partment that the Territory of Dakota stands charged with the sum of $38,655 
for ordnance and ordnance stores issued to said Territory during the year 1547, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved April 7, 1866, entitled “An 
act to provide arms and ammunition for the defense of the inhabitants of Da- 
kota Territory,” and the then governor of said Territory, to wit, ; 
stands charged therewith and with said amount, all of said ordnance and ord- 
nance stores having been drawn bythe Territory of Dakota and used for the 
— of aiding the General Government in the protection of the borders of 
said Territory against Indian invasions and depredations; and 

Whereas said ordnance was issued to the inhabitants of said Territory as in 
said act directed, and all of the same has been lost and rendered useless in the 
service: Therefore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words “to wit’’ might be 
stricken out, which would make sense without inserting the name of 
the governor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I make that motion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


ARMS AND STORES TO OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 2035) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance 
stores to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account of said 
State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by said 
State of said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 
1878, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

Mr. CONGER. We can not take up all the morning on it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The report is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MANDER- 
SON May 25, 1886: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2035) ‘‘to 
authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of m with the sum of 
$12,398.55 for ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued to Territory of Wash- 
ington on account of said State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores 
borrowed by said State of said Territory during the Nez Perces Indian war of 
1877 and 1878, and for other purposes,’ have had the bill under consideration, 
and report the same back favorably and recommend its passage. 

Indian war in 1877 and 1878 the governor of Oregon 
volunteer troops and State militia in defense of the people of East- 


ern and to suppress the uprising of the Indians. The State of Oregon 
at this did not have at its com the necessary arms and accouterme ts 








passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be stated. 


REMOVAL OF EASTERN CHEROKEES. 

The bill (S. 1799) for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians 
to the Indian Territory was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CHACE. That had better go over. 
The PRUSIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 

The bill (S. 2496) to amend title 60, chapter 3, of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States was announced as next in oriler. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 


The consideration of the bill (H. R. 7879) to amend the law relating 
to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia was resumed as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill I think is in charge of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. There were objections urged. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be informally passed over. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] wanted to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Vermont is at the desk with the bill. Shall it be read? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, I did not know the amendment had been of- 
fered 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The Curtrr CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


That any will hereafter executed a in the District of Colum- 

bia from which it shall appear that it was the intention of the testator to devise 

pate acquired after the execution of the will shall deemed, taken, and 
e property 


i 
ff 
i 


eee eee id rifles, caliber .50, model of 1866; 262 breech-loading Spring- 
field a model of 1868; 582 screw-drivers, 47 ,445 ball cartridges, ca! i- 
ber .50, and 31 

Washington Territory bas recently made a demand upon the State of Oregon 
for a return of the ordnance and stores so borrowed for the purposes aforesaid, 
but mostof the same has been lost or is useless and it is not in the power of Ore- 
eo same, and that State remains indebted on the books of the 

nance Department to the Territory therefor in the sum of $12,398.55, to can- 
cel which Oregon has but $10.98 to her credit. 

The situation of Oregon is such as to have exposed that State to ted In- 
dian raids, and her have suffered from uprisi and lations to 
Semand of Washington Terri ee ae teen deeetoentt onat the 

t upon . that the 
resistance which Oregon has was no less in defense of her own territory 
than of the cou touching her borders, and the General Government has not 
been as liberal in distribution of ordnance in her behalf as it has with Wasb- 


of the acts of July 3, 1876, and of May 16, 1878, and June 7, 157, 
that W: received two arms and one hundred 
cartridges, while Oregon received only halfof thatallowance. Oregon 
without the ordnance supplies necessary to properly and effective!y 
equip her militia, and yet the brunt of a defense of the people of the far Nort!i- 
Se nee SS eee Several companies of militia 
have recently been organized in and the dictates of economy and co- 
ee ae en on lives of a large population exposed 
to I that Oregon be placed in a position to dispense—in any 
support of Government forces, always expensive and 
times ineffectual because of the time oceupied in the transportation of 
regular scene of hostilities. 
n 


ld to operate as a valid devise of all such 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ARMS AND STORES TO DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance 


stores issued to said Territory, and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 


Mr. CONGER. There are two bills of the same character; let them 


over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. This bill and the next bill (S. 2035) 
will go over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator will not object to the next 
bill, which has been called on the Calendar severaltimes. Itis simply 
to credit the State of with a sum of money for arms used in the 
Nez Percé war. The b ee 
and the War Department, not think there can be any possible 
objection to it. There is a report which explains it fully. 


iF 


troops from long distances to the 
the of your committee it ts both wise and humane to place Orego"! 
Lege a “> themselves against Indian 
raids, which can be best by o welhoqetpped foven of militia. 
the recommendation 
that it do ond eane® hevete commualedtions from the Secretary of Wor 
and Chief report. 


| 


oe as 


et i ee 


TU ee ee ee 





1886. 
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Mr, EDMUNDS. The thing I want to hear is the communication | was made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], 80 as to that 
from the War Department. I know but little. 1 do know in regard to this, of the loss of the arms 
The Secretary read the letters of the Secretary of War and of the which the State of Oregon borrowed from Washington Territory a great 
Chief of Ordnance, appended to the report, as follows: many years ago, at the time of the Nez Percé war. I think the letter of 
War Department, Washington City, May 19, 1886. the governor of that State shows that all those arms have disappeared 

Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the llth 


and none of them are within the control or reach of the adjutant-gen- 
instant, inclosing for the views of this Department Senate bill 2035, Forty-ninth | eral or governor of that State. Certainly there can be no objection, if 
first session, to authorize the State of Oregon to be credited with the - : 


sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued to Washington | “"'Y of these arms can be collected, to their being turned over. I would 
Territory in payment for those loaned by the latter to the former during the | Not object to that clause inthe bill, though I think it would be useless 


Nez Percé Indian war; and also inclosing a letter on the subject, dated the 19th 
of March last, from the governor of Oregon. : 
In reply, I beg to inclosea letter of the [7th instant from the Chief of Ordnance, 


the Territory of Dakota. 
in which he expresses the opinion that the object of this bill is proper and just The bill was reported to the Senate without amc ndment, ordered to 
and recommends its passage. 


. monde OP nals at Ost be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
coneur in the views of the Chief of Ordnance. i ees edie ee 
The letter from the governor of Oregon is herewith returned, in accordance rhe preamble was agreed to. 


with your request. Mr. DOLPH. In connection with the bill just passed, I ask unani- 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, mous consent to have a letter from the governor of Oregon in regard to 
the matter printed in connection with my previous remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hearing no objection, that 
order will be made. 
The letter is as follows: 


and futile not only in the case of Oregon, but probably in the case of 


















WM. C. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War. 
me F. MANDERSON, 


Committee on Military Affairs, Uniled States Senate. 


OrpyANcEe Orricr, WAr DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1886. 

Sim: I have the honor to return letter of Hon. Cuaries F. Manbersoy, in- 

S. 2035, “ to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Oregon 

with .sum of $12,398.55 for ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued to the 

Territory of Weshington on account of said State, in payment of ordnance and 

ordnance stores borrowed by said State of said Territory during the Nez Perce 

Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for other purposes,” and also letter of the gov- 
ernor of Oregon bearing on the subject, and to report: 

There is no doubt that arms and other ordnance stores to the money value of 
$12,398.55 were loaned to the State of Oregon by the Territory of Washington to 
enabie the former to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities during the Nez Percé 
war of 1877 and 1878. The State of Oregon is unable to return the arms, &c., 
which were lost and destroyed during said service,and believing that the loss 
and destruction resulted from frontier service during said war, I think that the 
object of this bill is properand just, and do recommend its passage. 

Very respectfully, your ient servant, 


STATE OF OrEGON, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Salem, May 22, 1886, 

Str: Hon. J. N. Dotra has inclosed to my address your letter of the I 1th in- 
stant addressed to him, and relating to the bill recently introduced by him in 
the United States Senate, authorizing the Secretary of War to credit Oregon 
with the sum of $12,398.55 on her ordnance account. 

Permit me to make a brief statement showing the importance of the passage 
of this bill to the State of Oregon. 

It is doubtful whetherany State or Territory in the Union hassuffered so much 
within the past fifteen years from Indian depredations as the State of Oregon. 
The Modoc war of 1872-’73 entailed the most serious loss of life and property. 
The wars, however, which during that period of fifteen years assumed the widest 
range were those of 1877 and 1878, menacing, as they did, a very large expanse 
of territory in Eastern Oregon. Inthe war of i878 the Indians ravaged the coun- 
try wherever they went, and produced the greatest alarm among the settlers 
of what was then a comparatively sparsely settled district. The greatest ex- 
citement prevailed, and the demand forarms and ammunition was constant and 
urgent, and the supply was absolutely inadequate to meet the urgent needs of 
the time. It was necessagy to call on the militia companies of Western Oregon 
to transfer their arms and accouterments to newly organized companies in the 
district threatened by the enemy. Thearms thus obtained were insufficient, and 
the governor of Washington Territory was thereupon called upon for assist- 
ance. In response to the urgent request of the governor of this State, Washing- 
ton Territory loaned the State of Oregon arms and equipments, as follows: 
three hundred and twenty breech-loading Springfield rifles, caliber .50, model 
1866; 262 breech-loading Springfield rifles, caliber .50, model 1868; 582 serew-driv- 
ers; 47,445 ball cartridges, caliber .50; 31 arms-chests. 

All of the arms and equipments were issued to companies and individuals as 
soon as received. It was found necessary in many instances to make issue of 
arms and ammunition to individuals in remote and exposed parts ofthe invaded 
territory, where the surroundings were such that companies could not act with 
efficiency and the service of scouts was required. It is believed that ordinary 
care and prudence was exercised in the distribution of the arms, and inthe sub- 
sequent collection of such as were of any value after the close of these wars. 
Earnest effort has certainly been made to gather up all munitions belonging to 
the State, but during the progress of hostilities many arms were lost, destroyed, 
and rendered useless, aia when a final inventory was taken the State had virt- 
ually nothing with which to properly equip her militia. Such munitions as she 
has since received have not been adequate to her rapidly increasing wanis. A 
number of our militia companies are without equipments of any kind, and but 
few of them are properly equipped. The quota now due the State from the Gen- 
eral Government is exhausted, with our indebtedness to Washington Territory 
still outstanding. To meet that indebtedness this State has given an order upon 
the War Departmentin favor of Washington Territory. This will exhaust Ore- 
gon’s quota for years tocome. Aside from this, new militia companies are 
needed in various portions of our State, and are being organized, but they are 
discouraged with the prospect that is before them of not securing proper equip- 
ments. 

When you consider the fact that Oregon is a frontier State, embracing an im- 
mense expanse of territory that is rapidly increasing in population, and further, 
that peculiar conditions operate here, calculated at times to render the enforce- 
ment of law a somewhat difficult task, the necessity of a well-organized and 
properly equipped militia will be apparent. As we think we have already 
clearly shown, the end desired can not be secured as we are at present situated. 

In view of these facts we respectfully urge upon youa favorable consideration 
of the bill of Senator Dorn above referred to. 

Respectfully submitted. 


S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 


The SecreTary or War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 

. whether the result of this will or wil! not be that the Territory of Wash- 
ington will have or make any claim against the United States for these 
arihs to the amount of $12,000 that she loaned to the State of Oregon? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was impossible for me to hear the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My inquiry was whether or not the result of the 

of this bill relieving the State of Oregon from the responsibility 

these arms will or will not be that the United States will have to 

make up or will be called upon to make upa similar amount to the 
Territory of Washington, from whom the arms came? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That would be a duplicate allowance, which I 
do not think is contemplated by this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. The provision of this bill is that the arms are to be is- 
sued to Washington and Oregon credited with the amount. They are 
to be issued on the credit of Oregon, but they are issued to Washington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The arms are to be replaced in the Territory of 
‘Washington by Congress then, and Oregon is to be credited with them ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes,sir. In other words, the United States pays the 
debt of Oregon for these arms that were lost and destroyed and can not 
now be returned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And leaves Oregon with aclaim for her proportion 
of arms, i ive of those that were issued to her ? 

Mr. DOLPH. She has but $10 to her credit, and in fact not that, 
bevause at my request, owing to a recent necessity for arms, the Secre- 
tary of War advanced arms to Oregon; but at the time the letter 
‘was written she had but $10 to her credit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The result of the operation will be that Oregon 
will get to the extent of those furnished by Washington Territory, valued 
at $12,000, more than her proportion would be under the general law 
of distribution among the States. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is so. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If you would treat the State of Vermont in the 
same way I should be glad. 


B. F. MOODY, Governor of Oregon. 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 


United States Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Mr. DOLPH. If the State of Vermont had lost arms anywhere by | Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
her citizens volunteering I should be glad to do it. which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to ask the Senator from Nebraska why the A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters; 
difference in the terms of the issue that appear in the bills granting re- A bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
lief to the Territory of Dakota and to the State of Oregon? The Terri- | the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
tory of Dakota is required to return to the Secretary of War “‘all such | purposes; and 
arms and other ordnance stores remaining in the custody of the said ; 


. , ‘ Joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing and directing the Secretar 
the issues thereof under said act;’’ but there is norequire- | of War to loan tents to the Southwestern Iowa and Northwestern Mis 
bill for the relief of Oregon that the arms shall be returned. | souri Veteran Soldiers’ Association, at Bethany, Mo., and to the Tri- 
as if there had been unjustifiable conditions imposed upon | State Veterans’ Association of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, for re- 
: I can judge by the language of this bill; that is to say, the union purposes. 
'y of Dakota is required to do something that the State of Ore- thie 
It seems to me the terms ought to be the same, as SOPSPAD ATIORNETS. 

tive order and relate to exactly the same Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a re- 
Dakota is to be required to return the arms and ord- | port at this time. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
of Oregon ought to be required to do the same thing. | referred the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting 

I know nothing of the report in the caseof the | as attorneys or employés for railroad companies holding charters or hav- 
The report in the case of the Territory of Dakota | ing received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States, 


sn 
ce 
Art 
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direct me to report the bill favorably with an amendment in thenature 
of a substitate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to have the substitute read at length. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state that while I am in favor of the sub- 
stitute as compared with the original bill as an amendment, and in 
favor of the passage of some legislation on the subject, I prefer the sub- 
stitute which I now send to the desk as an amendment that may be 
offered hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. The Chair is of opinion that all these motions interposed dur- 
ing the consideration of the Calendar under the present special order 
are in violation of the plain words of the order. Nothing can be inter- 
posed; but the Chair receives them by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Texas wishes to make a minor- 
ity report. 

Mr. COKE. In behalf of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson], the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE], and myself I desire to say that the minority dissent from the 
report made by the Senator from Massachusetts for the majority of the 
committee, and to say farther that the minority will at the proper time 
offer a substitute for the bill presented by the majority. I ask that the 
substitute be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The various amendments will be 
printed and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

GENERAL AND LIEUTENANT-GENERAL. 

The bill (S. 1964) to repeal a certain portion of section 1094 of the 
Re: ‘sed Statutes of the United States was announced as next in order. 

M:. EDMUNDS. That may goover. It wants consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under objec- 
tion. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, a subcommittee of the Committe 
on Finance was charged with the duty of making the investigation of 
which the Senator from Massachusetts speaks. We undertook the 
work and took a considerable amount of testimony, making a journey 
to Boston and one or two journeys to New York for the purpose. | 
believe myself, and I think the subcommittee that made the investi- 
gation share with me in that belief, that the embarrassments and difti- 
culties are not so greatas the Boston merchants seem to think, although 
the committee believe that there are great abuses in the valuation of 
goods at the New York custom-house and have been for some time: 
but I think the committee also believe that the fault is primarily in 
the system now existing in the New York custom-house with reference 
to the method of valuation. The present system is one that has existed 
for many years. 

It is totally inefficient in its organization; and the committee have 
had under consideration the question of entirely changing the oflici:! 
staff engaged in the valuation of merchandise and enlarging the board 
of appraisers; but the first difficulty we encountered when we came to 
prepare a bill looking to the alteration of the law was the fact that, in 
making an efficient law on this subject, we should be obliged to infring: 
upon the prerogative of the House of Representatives. To make a com- 
plete system of valuation of goods requires that some supervising au- 
thority shall not only control the valuation, but the classification of 
goods; and the moment we get into the question of classification we get 
into the question of the rates of duty. 

So the committee, after progressing some time in this way, on con- 
sultation with gentlemen in the other House who had the same ques- 
tion under consideration with regard to regulating the New York cus- 
tom-house, concluded to await the action of the other House. We 
supposed then that what is known as the Hewitt administration bi!! 
would pass at this session. That expectation has so far been disap- 
pointed, and probably that bill will not pass. 

I believe, however, it is the purpose of the Committee on Finance to 
continue this investigation during the vacation, if it can be done, and 
try and make some report to the Senate early in the next session, chang- 
ing the entire administration of the appraiser’s office. 

That is about the condition of the affair. It seems to me there can 
be no effective reform in the New York custom-house until that is done. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say that the merchants, the Board of 
Trade of Boston, and other business men there, to whom this subject is 
of very great interest and concern, will endeavor, I believe, to have 
such @ measure as their business experience suggests framed and sub- 
mitted to that committee for its consideration, which may possibly be 
some help to them hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the Boston Board of Trade have already submitted a very elaborate 
project for a change of the law with reference to the appraisal of goods 
and have furnished very valuable information on that subject. We 
shall be glad, of course, to have them furnish further information if 
they can do so. 


PEREZ DICKINSON. 


Mr. DOLPH. On the 9th instant the bill (S. 2162) for the relief of 
Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dick- 
inson, was reported from the Committee on Claims by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jongs]. I had prepared a minority report and handed 
it to him to be submitted with the majority report; but the report was 
submitted in his absence by his colleague for him and the minority re- 

rt was not presented with it. I now submit the views of the minor- 
ity to be printed with the majority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to print will be made. The Chair hears none. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the Presidentof the United States, by Mr. O. L. Prvu- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
10th instant approved and signed the act (8. 503) relating to the su- 
preme court of Montana Territory, and providing for the establishment 
of judicial districts in said Territory. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, in section 1, to insert the clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, 
inclusive, as amended. 


CUSTOMS FRAUDS AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that I may 
put a question to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] which relates 
to ® matter pending before the Finance Committee, which is of very 
great importance and interest tomy constituents, and which they would 
like to be informed as to the condition of. 

Before the Christmas holidays the Senate directed an investigation 
into the matter of the fraudulent undervaluation alleged to have taken 
place in the New York custom-house, by which some very well-in- 
formed and cautious persons think an amount in the neighborhood of 
$50,000,000 a year is lost to the United States in duties, and also that 
trade is unnaturally and improperly diverted from other importing 
pee, Boston and Baltimore and Philadelphia, to New York, 

use of the facility of making importations at less than the proper 
duties, and also, indirectly, very great injury is inflicted upon the manu- 
facturers, whose protection is destroyed in this way. 

I understand that a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance was 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion which I heretofore submitted 
to reconsider the action of the Senate on the bill (S. 100) for the relief 
of William H. Crook. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his motion to reconsider? 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the 
bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook? If there be no objec- 
tion the motion to reconsider is withdrawn, and the bill will be re- 
turned to the House of Representatives. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce, in section 1, to insert the 
clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, inclusive, as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to oc- 
cupy the time of the Senate in the discussion of the amendment now 
pending. I have been so occupied in committee duties that I have not 
even heard the discussions pro and con with reference to it, and have 
not followed them up as Ishould have done; but I intend to 
vote for the amendment, and I believe that it is as important a provisio2 
as there is in this bill, and that with perhaps three or four exceptions 
there can be no more meritorious appropriation than the one propo-« 
by the pending amendment. 

It seems to me that Senators do not fully comprehend the scope 0! 
this provision. They have gone off upon aside question rather thao 
speak of what I consider the main question involved here. The Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who spoke the other day, stated ol)jec- 
tions because it the construction of a cross- 
canal through the State of Iinois. is only apart of this project, 
as I understand it. The main object involved in this amendment is t¢ 


Boston and the manufacturers of Massachusetts and other New England 
States, to be informed as to the condition of that investigation, if the 
Senator from Iowa can give us the information. 
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make a water communication between the Mississippi River and the 

system of Northwestern lakes. And so I think the Senator from 
=< (Mr. INGALLS] misapprehended the action of the Legislature 
of the State of Illinois when he criticised the Legislature of that State 
because they imposed conditions upon the General Government with 
reference to the Illinois and Michigan Canal. 

It is a matter of so much moment, not only to the people of Dlinois 
but to all the people who trade between the Mississippi River and the 
great system of Northwestern lakes, that that canal shall be an open 
water way, that Illinois could not consent to its transfer to the Govern- 
ment of the United States unless the Government of the United States 
would use it for the purpose for which it was originally intended; and 
if the United States does not take the canal and enlargeit, as it should 
be , to a ship-canal, I have no doubt that public opinion in the 
State of Illinois will at some time compel its enlargement through the 

of State laws. 

This action of the Legislature of the State of Illinois was taken in 
pursuance of a debate in this Chamber which I remeraber perfectly well, 
when some years ago the Senate Committee on Commerce introduced 
an amendment like this toa river and harbor bill, and it was supported 
here and received a large majority of the votes of this body. At that 
time it was contended by those who opposed the provision for the Hen- 
nepin Canal that we were building a short canal 64 miles long to con- 
nect with a line a hundred miles long which was wholly under the 
control of the State of Illinois, and Senators were unwilling to make a 
free canal 64 miles in length when the State of Illinois had it in its 
power through its Legislature to exact such tolls upon that interstate 
commerce in its transmission through that State as it chose. 

So the gentlemen who then stood in this Chamber opposing this 
work said, ‘‘ Before you come to ask Congress to make this appropria- 
tion to connect the Mississippi River with the lakes you must come 
here with the State of Illinois having relinquished to the General Gov- 
ernment its right to charge tolls upon this hundred miles of canal.’’ 
I think the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] was then 
governor of that State; and I remember perfectly well—I do not know 
that he does—of transmitting to him those debates, and saying to him 
in a communication that it was necessary for the State of Illinois to 
relinquish to the General Government its canal of 100 miles in length 
before a measure could be successful in passing Congress for the pur- 
pose of making this water way between the Mississippi and the lakes; 
that Congress never would consent to appropriate money to complete 
this water way as long as the State of Illinois stood in its pathway 
with a power of exacting tolls upon that commerce. 

So, then, the action of the Legislature of the State of Illinois was in 
direct response to the popular will as expressed in this Chamber with 
respect to this great water way. Now whatis it? The primary object 
of this improvement is not the Hennepin Canal. I submit to Senators 
that the main project is to connect the Mississippi River with the sys- 
tem of Northwestern lakes, whereby vessels can be transported from 
the Mississippi River through this canal to the lakes, and thus cheapen 
the entire transportation of that region. And this is no new scheme. 
It has been the dream of men who have studied the subject of water- 

tion for more than fifty years. It was the dream, I believe, 
of the first white man who passed through that region, whose name is 
now given to one of the cities on the line of the Illinois River. More 
than two hundred years ago he predicted that there would be a con- 
tinuous water way from the foot of Lake Michigan to the city of New 
Orleans. I venture the statement that -no other civilized government 
on earth would have seen this great opportunity of connecting the Mis- 
sissippi River and its tributaries with the great chain of Northwestern 
lakes without long since availing of it except the Government of the 
United States. 

Why, Mr. President, during some of the years of war I happened to be 
a member of the other House, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] 
was a member, and it was then debated at great length whether or not 
this Government should not take hold of this canal and build a water 
way there sufficient for the rtation of vessels of war. And, sir, 
some of the men who now listen to me will see the day when vessels of 
war will be transported from the Northwestern lakes into the Missis- 
sippi River this water way called the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal down to the Gulf. If we were not as secure as we are with ref- 


is the great object in view in this amendment, as I understand. 
It is to place this Government in a situation whereby it can connect 
of river communication extending from Saint Paul 
vi River and up the Ohis and up the Tennessee and 
up theCumberland and up the Arkansas with the Northwestern lakes. 

Mr. President, there is no single State in this Union that is more di- 
rectly interested in that than is the State of Missouri, which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri mts. Here stands the city of Chicago at the 
foot of this system of lake navigation, and here is the city of Saint Louis 
in the very heart and center and pivotal point of the river navigation. 
not worth while for these two great cities to have water 
communication and water connection with each other? Here isa city 
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of 800,000 people and another of 400,000 or 500,000 people, with four 
lines of railways built between these two cities; and what does that in- 
dicate? It indicates that there is a great commerce between them, 
that there is a great communication between them; and yet here isan 
opportunity with a small expenditure amounting to only a few million 
dollars which will enable all the people of the Mississippi Valley to 
communicate with all the people upon the lakes; and yet the Senator 
from Missouri says he is not in favor of this project. 

The reason these water communications are made is that there is a 
certain class of products necessary to the comfort and convenience of 
the people that will not bear the cost of railway transportation. Take 
the iron ore of Lake Superior, if you please, which when mixed and 
mingled with the iron ore of Missouri makes the most valuable product 
known to commerce; and yet everybody knows that it is not possible 
to gather these two classes of ores together by means of railway commu- 
nication. 

What is true with reference to iron is true with reference to coal, and 
it is true with reference to other bulky products that we are compelled 
to use west of the Mississippi River, and which can hardly bear the 
cost of railway transportation. Take the anthracite coal of Pennsyl- 
vania; it is burned in every county in my State, I believe. How is it 
transported? Does any one believe that it can be transported by rail 
from the mines where it is produced into the interior of Iowa? It is 
the fact that we have water communication by canal and lake and river 
that enables us to consume the coal at all. Take the great salt pro- 
duction of Michigan, which is transported by water to the city of Chi- 
cago, and sold in the city of Chicago at $5 a ton. When it reaches the 
interior of Iowa this salt is sold by the bushel; yet if we had communi- 
cation between the region of the salt production and the region of its 
great consumption, where the people of Iowa, and of Kansas, and the 
other interior States are, it does not need a great amount of knowledge 
of arithmetic to see that the consumer would be able to receive this 
product, necessary and essential, at a much less price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Iowa, I 
wish to get information about this. I should like to know how high 
is the summit-level of this canal above Lake Michigan ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Which canal does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Theone which we are to buy and pay forand build. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not expect to go into details. The Illinois 
and Michigan Canal, as I understand, is in its chief length lower than 
Lake Michigan. Am I not right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the feeder is to be Lake Michigan. 

Mr. ALLISON. The feeder of the Illinois and Michigan Canal to 
some extent is doubtless Lake Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any other possible feeder to feed the canal 
for which Congress gave lands, &c., that is supposed to lead from Chi- 
cago to the Illinois River? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is the Des Plaines River, of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Des Plaines is a branch of the Illinois, is it 
not? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
Lake Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you get from the Des Plaines River onto 
the waters that descend into the Mississippi ? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is impossible to hear the Senator from Vermont 
in this part of the Hall. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, has it come to this, that we are dis- 
cussing the question whether there is water to be put into this canal ? 
If that is an open question 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the very question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the question which troubles the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Nothing troubles me. 
I am merely trying to get information. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me tosay that the Chicago River, which empties 
into Lake Michigan, connects with the Illinois and Michigan Canal. 
Instead of the Chicago River running into Lake Michigan it runs into 
the canal, and it is fed from Lake Michigan through the Chicago River 
and the Des Plaines River. The canal rans into the Illinois River at 
Hennepin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
igan Canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the water of Lake Michigan would run 
into the Mississippi ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The feeder for the Hennepin Canal is the Mississippi 
River in part, and one of the main feeders is the Rock River, which runs 
down on the elevation of which we have heard, and connects with the 
Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. LOGAN. 


The Des Plaines River, as I understand, runs into 





Tam too old to be troubled. 


Then Lake Michigan is the feeder. 
Lake Michigan is the feeder of the Illinois and Mich- 


How long is that feeder? 
I do not remember the distance. 

Mr. CULLOM. About 30 miles. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itisashortdistance. It depends on where the river 
is tapped, so far as the gentleman talking about feeding the canal with 
water is concerned. It can be tapped at a number of places. I donot 
want to disturb the Senator from lowa any further. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Iam very mneh obliged to the Seuator from Illi- 
nois, because the Senator from Vermont asked me these questions of 
details with reference to the water, &c., of the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, and Iam not familiar with the details; but I never heard it 
questioned. I never heard anybody suggest that there was not ample 
water to build a canal as deep and as wide as you choose to build it be- 
tween Lake Michigan and the Illinois River. It has always been un- 
derstood that there is water capacity and opportunity to build a canal 
there which will float the war ships of this Government that can be 
floated into the Illinois and Mississippi Rivers. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to suggest to 
him that a complete answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Vermont 
is in the fact that the question is one primarily of engineering skill, 
and, of course, if the engineers do not advise Congress that it is practi- 
cable to make the canal the money will not be spent. That is a com- 
plete answer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should not call it a very complete one, with 
great respect to my friend from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to know why it is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because I think when Congress is asked to initi- 
ate a scheme of this kind, which may be a very good one—though I do 
not know why it is in this river and harbor bill—the first inquiry that 
anybody who is asked to do anything about building the canal is to 
know whether at the highest point it has to pass there is water enough 
to feed it, because you can not feed it from below. 

Mr. BUTLER. The engineers certainly would not advise Congress 
to adopt a canal that can not be supplied by water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we were projecting a railroad or private canal 
we should first inquire, without troubling ourselves too much about 
engineers, whether the summit-level had any water on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the engineers have so reported. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to everybody, because I did not wish to oc- 
cupy time; I only wanted to get at the fact. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague stated exactly the fact as to the sup- 
ply of water for the present canal, the Illinois and Michigan Canal, 
being fed by the Chicago River and the lake and the Des Plaines River. 
Then as to the Hennepin portion of the canal, the Senator from Iowa 
knows that the water necessary to run that comes from Rock River at 
about the point of the summit. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not yet touched upon that branch of the 
subject relating to the Hennepin Canal. I wanted to clear up the idea 
with reference to a water way by means of the expansion of the Lllinois 
and Michigan Canal and the Illinois River. For what are we voting 
here year by year to improve the Illinois River? Have we not the in- 
tention ultimately of securing all the benefits of that appropriation by 
means of a water communication between the lakes and the river? 

This scheme of connecting the Mississippi River and the great North- 
western lakes is without a parallel in this bill. I have seen over and 
over again, in reading the pages of the bill, propositions looking to im- 
provement of short rivers, only a few miles long, and the extension of 
improvements. Only the other day we kept in the bill @ proposition 
to accept the improvement of the Muskingum River in the State of 
Ohio, a small open river in that State having no connection, as this 
great improvement has, with the system of water navigation connect- 
ing a dozen or more States in the Northwest and Northeast. 

So I submit there is no question involved in this bill of such magni- 
tude and importance to the people of the United States, and all of them, 
as this proposition to connect the Illinois River with the great North- 
western lakes by means of the Illinois and Michigan Canal; and that 
is what we mean when we propose to take this canal from the State of 
Illinois and enlarge it. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that canals are fast 
running out of date and out of use. So far from that being true, there 
is not a country on the globe to-day that is not expending many mill- 
ions of dollars in the construction and enlargement of canals. There 
has been a project for the construction of a ship-canal connecting the 
ocean with the city of Manchester, 50 miles from the ocean. To-day 
England is utilizing every canal that she has ever built in competition 
with her railways; France is enlarging her entire system of canal nav- 
igation; and Germany is building canals everywhere. Canals form a 
part of the system of water communication of those countries and every 
other country. 

What is it that has built up Southern Germany? It is the fact that 
by a system of improvement of her canals and the enlargement of the 
Rhine the city of Cologne has become practically a seaboard city. So 
every civilized government on earth is utilizing her water ways by con- 
necting rivers and lakes by means of canals in order that the bulky 
products which are produced in every country may be more 
cheaply than they can be transported by rail. That is all there is in 
this project. 

When you come to the Hennepin Canal, that is a short canal, 64 miles 
long, which connects the Upper Mississippi River with the water navi- 

i and gives us a near and di- 
rect route to Chicago. It is well known that such a canal is 
feasible; that it can be built; that it can be utilized; that there is an 
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ample supply of water to build it; and that the entire cost will not 
exceed $6,000,000, and if one route is taken, five and a half millions of 
dollars. 

It is worth while for us to consider whether or not we will engage in 
that project. I believe it is a wise thing todo. I believe it isa more 
wise thing to do than todo many things which I see in this bill, and 
why? Because by doing it you will cheapen the transportation of the 
wheat, corn, and other bulky products which are produced in four or 
five States of the Northwest. You will cheapen the cost of the trans- 
portation of these products. I shall not enter into a discussion with 
my friend from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] as to whether that reduction in 
the cost of the transportation of those products is most to the interest 
of the consumer or of the producer, or whether, as some persons be- 
lieve, in the long ran of affairs, in casting up finally both the consumer 
and producer are benefited by these arrangements. But if these prod- 
ucts can be more cheaply transported it is perfectly certain that either 
the consumer or the producer, or both, will be benefited by that cheapen- 
ing process. So it affects not only the things which we produce, but 
the things which we are compelled to consume and which we can not 
produce, or at least which we do not produce. Certainly we can not 
produce salt; we can not produce anthracite coal, yet we have long and 
rigorous winters, requiring the burning of coal for six or seven months, 
and anything that cheapens the cost of the transportation of that article 
to our homes west of the Mississippi River is a boon to us. So it isa 
question whether we shall expend this five and a half million dollars 
for that purpose. In my belief, it will result in an annual saving of 
more than its entire cost. I may be mistaken in that—— 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa, in view of the 
fact that low-priced freights are compelling a very great increase in the 
carrying capacity of vessels, so that even to-day they are buildiny 
schooners of 1,500 tons burden, and all vessels for transportation are 
increasing year by year in size on account of the low-priced freights, 


-whether he believes it is prudent or economical for the United States 


now to enter upon the building of a canal which will cost $5,000,000, 
with a width of 80 feet, a depth of 7 feet, and a capacity to float only 
a vessel of 280 tons? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer that question, and I will say most 
unquestionably so. It is not expected that the Mississippi River craft 
and the craft that come into these canals will go along the lakes and 
meander through to the seaboard. It is expected that there will be a 
breaking of bulk at Chicago. The Senator has given me an argument 
why this canal ought to be built in the fact that when we get to Chi- 
cago there will be cheap water communication, cheapening every year 
and almost every month in the year. What we want is to amplify and 
enlarge that cheapening in order that we may also get our products to 
Chicago cheaper than we can do now by rail. 

Does anybody believe that the Government ofthe United States would 
consent to the closing of the Erie Canal? I saw astatement only a day 
or two ago that the tonnage of that canal is much larger this year than 
last. That canalisaregulator. Itfixesthe rate of freight on the Ches- 
apeake and Ohio Railway, 500 milesaway fromit. It fixes the rate on 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railway. So if we can have this canal which 
we propose, connecting the Mississippi River with the lakes, it wil! be 
a regulator of all the railways running between the Mississippi River 
and the lakes for a range of four or five hundred miles. Is it not wort! 
five and a half million dollars todo that? Who believes that the Wel- 
land Canal will ever be closed? Who doubts that the Welland Cana! 
is a boon to the producers and consumers of the United States as it is 
a boon to the Dominion of Canada, which has built it with its own 
money and which keeps it in repair? 

Senators must rember that if we are to prosper in our interior com- 
merece we must do as the older nations have done and are doing. We 
must expand and extend our water ways in order to utilize them as a 
common system. 

Why is it that we do not charge tolls upon our rivers and harbors ’ 
It is because in the nature of things these rivers and harbors must !:¢ 
open to all the commerce that traverses them; and if we can open tli* 
canals in the same way, they become a part of the great system of water 
communication between different portions of our country. 

It is only a question, and I agree it is a fair question, for Senators to 
decide whether at this moment of time we are able as a government |) 
embark in a national work, to be completed perhaps within five or ten 
years, which, when completed, will be worth more annually than 1's 
entire cost. 

I am not to be led astray by the suggestions of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] when he proposes that the Government sha! 
enter upon the experiment of building a governmental railway. 1 «™ 
willing that that experiment shall be tried in Connecticut, but I do not 
want to begin that method of connecting the great system of the Nort!)- 
western lakes with that other great system of water communication, thc 
i River and its tributaries. 

Mr. President, believing as I believe that this is not a local work com- 
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to the people of my own State and the State of Illinois, but that 
it is a work national and general in its character, diffusing its benefits 
throughout every portion of our country, I intend at every opportunity 
to give my vote to this measure, believing that it ought to be entered 
upon at once if we are to expend money at all for the improvement of 
the water ways of this country. 

I have said much more than I intended to say upon this question 
when I rose. I only wanted to get information. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question before he takes 
his seat. He alluded some moments ago in his speech to the fact that 
European nations—England, Germany, and France—were making new 
canals. I desire to ask him whether the canals which are now being 
constructed in Europe are constructed on the plan of being run by 
horses or mules on tow-paths, or whether they are so large that the 
boats are to be navigated by steam ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Inevery way. I haveseen them operated by steam 
and I have seen them operated with mules on tow-paths. 

Mr. GEORGE. But I speak of the new ones that are being con- 
structed. That is the point to which I desire to call the Senator’s at- 
tention. Are they making the old-fashioned tow-path canals or not ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are enlarging them. Every canal is being 
enlarged now. Take the Delaware and Hudson canal. That isashort 
canal, coming into the Hudson River at Rondout. When that canal 
was first built it was built purely for the purpose of transporting coal, 
and the canal-boats only transported 40 tons. It has been enlarged 
certainly twice, until now, I believe, those canal-boats transport 300 
tons, and they do it by steam. 

I have not looked at the figures, but there is no difficulty in these 
canals. Of course wherever there is water and opportunity and money 
the canals will be built so as to be operated by steam; and I could 
hope that this canal would be so built: It certainly will be so built 
some time. Does the Senator from Mississippi doubt that the great 
Northwestern lakes and the Lllinois River and Mississippi River will 
be connected by a national canal in the near future? We may notsee 
our way clear to do it, but we shall see it very soon, especially when 

.We appropriate money year by year for little, short rivers, and little 
improvements local to a State. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do notknowthat I understand theSenator. Ide- 
sire to ask him whether in Europe or anywheré else canals are now be- 
ing constructed, or have been constructed in the last dozen years, which 
are to be operated by horse power instead of by steam ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not answer that question. I doubt whether 


an — 

Mr. CHACE. May I answer it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. I can say to the Senator from Mississippi that at this 
moment the Government of Russia is constructing a canal to connect 
the Caspian and Black Seas for the purpose of transporting the grain 
produced in Southeastern Russia, and that their plan is to make it deep 
enough and wide enough to take in barges, which will go through the 
Mediterranean, to be delivered along in the Mediterranean ports, and 
at the same time to provide different boats for hauling by animal power. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for answering the question. 

Mr. CHACE. That isa very pregnant fact in connection with this 
discussion, for that very grain is to come in competition with the grain 
which will be transported from the granaries of the West through the 

water system of the Mississippi River and its tributaries and the 
es to tide water on the Atlantic. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the subject as to what nations do for their 
own people, I wish to say that Great Britain has within the last twenty 
years guaranteed nearly $100,000,000 for the extension and expansion 
of government works in India, in order to enable India to compete with 
the constituents of the Senator from Mississippi in the raising of cotton 
and in order to enable them to compete with my constituents in the 
raising of wheat. More than £20,000,000, or $100,000,000, have been 
put into what are known as productive water-works in India for the 
double purpose of navigation and irrigation. In many cases the chief 
object is navigation, using lateral canals of 4 smaller character and the 
streams for purposes of irrigation. So Grest Britain has guaranteed mill- 
ions upon millions of pounds for the extension and expansion of her 
railway connecting the different portions of the wheat and cot- 
ton regions of India, in order that she might compete with the 
aaete owa and the cotton region of Mississippi and the other 


Shall we lie by with our hands tied and gyves upon our wrists and 
proclaim that here are two or three million dollars to be expended out 
of the hi.adred million of surplus in the Treasury for the beginning of 
an improvement which is to connect the great water systems of our 
country North and South, and that we will not do it simply because it 
costs a few million dollars? No, Mr. President; if we are able to do it 
believe that it is wise to do it. 

Therefore I shall vote for this amendment, believing it to be one of 
wisest and best ions in the bill. 

“HAWLEY. The Senator from Iowa has said several times inci- 
that this canal would cost but two or three million dollars. 
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I speak of the Illinois and Michigan Canal enlarge- 





Mr. ALLISON. 
ment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
whole enterprise. 
$2,300,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I was endeavoring to show that whatever 
became of the Hennepin Canal, we ought to accept the action of the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois and enlarge the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal so as to make a connection by means of the Illinois River and 
that canal with the great system of Northwestern lakes, and thus realize 
the dream of La Salle, who traversed it twa hundred years ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Senator, then, would have us at least to take 
the canal from Chicago down to Hennepin and enlarge it at a cost of, 
say, two million and a quarter dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You would enlarge it toadraugatof7 feet. What 
is the condition of the Illinois River below Hennepin down to tire Mis- 
sissippi? What is the draught? 

Mr. ALLISON. It certainly has a draught of 7 feet, I presume. 
Toward the mouth it is much more. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ican answer the Senator. 
a system of locks on the Illinois River. The State of Illinois mainly 
has built two locks already. It is proposed that the Government of 
the United States shall build two more near the mouth of the Lilinois 
River. When the four locks are completed there will be a depth of 7 
feet in the Illinois River, and that is all we can get without 
overflowing the country around it. 

So in order to get such a system as is necessary to connect the Mis- 
sissippi River and the lakes, it is the judgment of most men who have 
given the subject any consideration that while the locks on the Illinois 
Rivershould be completed so as to give that much of a depth of water 
for commerce, it is alsg necessary that the Hennepin Canal shall be con- 
structed so as to connect with the Mississippi River higher up, and give 
a greater depth of water on that canal. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So the larger portion of the proposed expenditure 
is not for merely a connection between Lake Michigan and the Missis- 
sippi River, which you have now, but it is for a shorter connection 

Mr. CULLOM. We have already a system of connection between 
Chicago and the mouth of the Illinois River; but it is not the sort of a 
connection that is of sufficient value to the commerce of the country. 
The mouth of the Illinois is about 275 miles south of Rock Island, so 
that any benefit which the Northwest and the West would get for all 
the regions in the latitude of Rock Island, if you please, the western 
terminus of the Hennepin Canal, would be of no practical value to the 
people north of that, because to go down the Mississippi River and then 
up the Illinois River to Chicago would be a greater distance than would 
be profitable to carry the products of the country. 

So whatever the Government may be able to do in the way of the 
improvement of the Illinois River, and thereby connecting it with the 
enlargement of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, the commerce of the 
country demands also that the cut-off between Hennepin and Rock Is- 
land or the Mississippi River in that region shall be made so as to bene- 
fit the people west and northwest of the Mississippi River at that point 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not expect to invite the Senator to a general 
argument. I should like to know what the present condition of the 
Illinois River is in the absence of these two or three locks. What 
draught can be taken up there ? 

Mr. CULLOM. There can be very little commerce done on the IIli- 
nois River in its present condition. The two locks which have been 
built are a short distance below the city of Peoria. In other words, the 
north end of the river has been improved, while the south portion of 
the river, near the mouth of it, has not yet beenimproved. The Gov- 
ernment is now expending a small sum of money on the two lower locks, 
but it is only proposed in this bill to appropriate $100,000 for those im- 
provements, so that it will be some time before that river can even be 
improved sufficiently to give a depth of water of 7 feet. But even 
when those locks are completed that is all the benefit that can be given. 

Mr. CHACE. I think the Government has already appropriated 
something over half a million dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. The State of Illinois has expended a great deal more 
on its own account. 

Mr. LOGAN. Illinois itself expended about $400,000. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Presideat, I hope not to detain the Senate very 
Jong with any remarksof my own on this question, as I have discussed 
it once before; but as the general subject of canals has been brought 
into the debate and their utility has been questioned, I feel called upon 
to say something in regard to the value of canals at the present time, 
not only in the amount of the freight they carry, but in the contro! 
which they exercise over all the great trunk lines of railroad in our 
country. 

TheSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLArr] and the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VxEst] told the Senate the other day that canals were obso- 
lete, and they advised Congress that if it should attempt to do anything 
in this matter it should build a railroad instead of a canal on this pro- 
posed route. The Senator from Connecticut brought in here figures to 


That is only a small piece of it. We speak of the 
The Illinois and Michigan Canal part is about 
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show that the cost of transportation upon the Erie Canal was forty-nine 
one-hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, and that the lines of rail- 
road competing with the canal and in some places upon its banks had 
been carrying freight for fifty-five one-hundredths of a cent per ton per 
mile. I think I am correct in my quotation. 

Mr. PLATT. I said less than 4 mills per ton per mile, and I thought 
as low as 3 mills per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. By the railroads? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir; from Chicago to New York. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not know anything about those figures. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from New York will yield to me I 
will read a paragraph which may be of importance to him. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I read from the report of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, page 172: 

It appears from the report of the State engineer of New York (January 20, 
1885) that during 1884 the average rate of freight on the New York Central, the 
Erie, and the West Shore Railroads was .740 of a cent per ton per mile, against 
845 of a cent per ton in 1883, while the average rate of canal freight was .270 of 
a cent per ton per mile, against .340 of a cent per ton in 1883. The figures given 


show that the business of the canals shared in the depression common to all in- 
dustrial movements and enterprises during 1884. 


Mr. MILLER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for reading 
that. I had it before me, and intended to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to those figures. 

Mr. PLATT. I.made my statement on the testimony of Mr. Fink 
upon the rate for grain from Chicago to New York. These statements 
are the average cost of freight, or the rate includingall freights. I took 
the rates which had been made upon grain, and I took Mr. Fink’s 
statement of 10 cents per hundred from Chicago to New York. As I 
figure it out it is less than 3 mills per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall not go into those figures. I have enough 
here to show the importance of canals. 

In the first place, I hold in my hand a telegram signed William J. 
Pope, Chicago Board of Trade, which says: 

The present rate of freight from Chicago to New York by lake and canal is 6 
ee bushel, while the lowest rail rate at the present time is 15 cents per 

This shows that the rate by rail is 50 per cent. greater than by lake 
and canal. 

I also have here a statement prepared by Mr. Fink, showing the rate 
by all raf and by lake and canal, ranning back to 1868 and coming 
down to 1884. It shows that in 1868 the rate by lake and canal was 
24.54 cents per bushel. This was before the great improvement had 
been made in the Detroit River allowing large vessels to pass through 
it, and before the tolls had been materially reduced upon the Erie 
Canal. In that same year the rate by rail was 42.06 cents per bushel. 
So comihg along down to 1884, gradually reducing, the rate by lake 
and canal in 1884 was 6.60 cents per bushel; and in that year of great 
competition, of great depression, the lowest rate reached by rail was 
13 cents per bushel, which, according to Mr. Fink, amounts to 20 cents 
per 100 pounds from Chicago to New York, which is equal to over 12 
cents per bushel of wheat, and ‘‘is less than the average cost upon any 
of the railroads engaged in this traffic, even on the cheapest operated 
road,’’ 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New York permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from New York stated that that was 
the minimum rate. If he will look at the table he will see that it is 
the average rate 

Mr. MILLER. Istand corrected. It is the average rate. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me toask him 
a question? ; 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Can the Senator state the relative quantities of grain 
carried during the winter months by water routes and by rail? 

Mr. MILLER. During the winter months? 

Mr. VEST. During the year, say from Chicago to New York, how 
much was carried by rail and how much by water ? 

Mr. MILLER. I shall come to thatina few minutes. I may not be 
able to give the figures for the entire year, but I shall be able togive the 
amount carried by canal and by railroad. The statement which was 
read a moment ago by the Senator from Illinois shows that in 1884 the 
average cost upon the Erie Canal for moving a ton of freight a mile 
was twenty-seven hundredths of a cent. } 

INFLUENCE OF THE ERIE CANAL. 

Since that it has been reduced at times. I am not able to give the 
exact figures, but it has been done at a little less than twenty-five hun- 
dredths of a cent per mile, or in round numbers, a quarter of a cent per 
ton per mile. There is no railroad yet constructed which has ever 
approached such a low cost of transportation. The figures given here 
for the New York Central, the Erie, and the West Shore Railroads for 
average charges are the charges which they made when there was a hot 
competition between the West Shore and the New York Central; and 
it will beremembered that that contest continued until the West Shore, 


no longer able to meet its ordinary operating expenses, to say nothing of 


its fixed charges, surrendered, and was leased by the New York Central 
Railroad for four hundred and ninety-nine years. 

No railroad has ever been constructed and operated of any size of 
which I have any knowledge which has yet been able its freight 
at an average of half a cent per ton per mile. Wherever it has been 
done, as in the low competing rates between Chicago and New York, 
rates compelled by the competition of the lakes and the canal, freight 
has been carried at an enormous loss, and those railroads have recouped 
themselves upon the local traffic of the roads, as the Senator from Con- 
necticut well knows, for he was a member of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce which made the investigation a year ago. 

Mr. President, I have just read you a dispatch showing that the 
present rate of freight from Chicago to New York by all water is 6 cents 
a bushel, and the present rate of freight from Chicago to New York by 
all rail is 15 cents a bushel. The railroads are utterly unable to meet 
the competition of the lakes and the canal; and they can not and do 
not now attempt to go below the figure I have named. Of course the 
business which is done by the railroads in the transportation of grain 
to-day is limited to the local demand along the roads, or to the demand 
of New England, which receives its grain largely over the New York 
Central, taking iteast from Albany, or to those shipments of grain which 
are made in which the necessity of ready movement comes in as one of 
the chief elements in the business transaction. 

I have stated that the Erie Canal is able to transport through its en- 
tire length successfully, and has done it, freight at the extreme low rate 
of one quarter of a cent per ton per mile, and what the Erie Canal is 
doing for the great commerce of the lakes, in my judgment, the Hen- 
nepin Canal, if constructed, will do for the great commerce of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley and for the great Northwest, which in afew years must 
be our chief reliance for our supply of wheat. 

GONERNOR SEYMOUR AND THE UTICA CONVENTION. 

A year ago next month a convention was called at Utica, in the State 
of New York, to consider the question of further improving the Erie 
Canal by doubling the length of its locks so that two boats could pass 
at once, and also by bottoming out the canal 1 foot and by raising the 
banks 1 foot, thereby giving 2 feet more of water. Governor Seymour 
attended that convention, and I believe it was the last public act, if | 
may say sc, of his life. .All who knew him know that he had given 
great attention to the subject of the Erie Canal and to the improve- 
ment of the lakes, and in fact to all of our great internal improvements. 
His remarks upon that occasion, when he was called upon to preside, 
I find only partially reported in the New York Tribune. They were 
fully printed at the time in pamphlet form, but I regret that I am not 
now able to put my hand upon the pamphlet. I will read a few ex- 
tracts from his remarks upon this question. He spoke of the great 
benefit which had come to the trade of the country; first, by the reduc- 
tion of the tolls upon the Erie Canal. It will be remembered by al! 
who have given the subject consideration that originally the tolls upon 
the Erie Canal were very high, and that they were gradually reduce J, 
year by year, or decade by decade, until a few years ago they were en- 
tirely removed. Speaking of the period when they were high, he said: 

The balance of trade against our country, before the reduction of the tolls, 
was— 

For a period of years—the number of years is not given here—I 
think the period was about ten years— 

It was $800,000,000. After the canals had reduced their tolls in the next eiglit 
years the balance of trade in favor of our country was $1,300,000,000. 

Undoubtedly Governor Seymour was correct in arguing that that 
change of the balance of trade from $800,000,000 against us to $1,300- 
000,000 in our favor was brought about by the Erie Canal and by the 
cheapening of the rate of the transportation of grain from Chicago to 
New York city. It was doubtless not all due to the reduction of tolls 
upon the Erie Canal, but some of it was due to the causes of which tlie 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] spoke the other day, when he 
told the Senate that the improvement of the Detroit River by which 
the largest ships were enabled to navigate the lakes had saved to the 
country in the transportation of the products directly affected by it at 
least $100,000,000 per annum. Undoubtedly some of this saving over 
this line of transportation must be attributed to that cause as well «s 
to the Erie Canal. But I fully agree with Governor Seymour in tlic 
statement that if those improvements had not been made, and if the 
tolls upon the Erie Canal had not been lowered, the balance of trac 
would not have changed in our favor; for we should not have been abc 
to compete in the markets of Europe with the native-grown grain and 
with the importations from Russia. Speakingof the proposed improve- 
ment which was submitted to this canal convention a year ago, he said: 

I believe there is a brighter outlook for the canals in the immediate future, 
that will enable them to carry larger cargoes and do business on more advanta- 

y you are here to declare with one voice that our cana's 
sustained. Men who seek to impair their usefulness or (o 
destroy them must encounter determined and earnest men who will sustain 
the canals and thus do their duty to their country. Never in the history of the 
eountry was any act so beneficial as which struck off the tax on commerce 

nations in Europe taxed it and won our dislike; but what was that to our 
imposing a tariff on our own products. 

So he went on to argue, as did the whole convention, for a further 
enlargement of the Erie Canal both as to the depth of water and as to 
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the length of locks. An estimate was made at the convention by men 
familiar with the canals as to the result of the improvements, if they 
should be made, which were then recommended; that is, the doubling 
of the locks so that two boats may pass together; for upon the Erie 
Canal we have a system of one canal-boat propelled by steam carrying 
with it a consort, thus dispensing entirely with the old-fashioned sys- 
tem cf towing by horses. This system has become very popular and 
is very largely employed. But these two boats have to be coupled 
closely and solidly together, and when they come to the locks of course 
they have to be separated, for the present locks are simply long enough 
to take in one boat. 
APPROPRIATIONS BY NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 

The Legislature two years ago appropriated, I think, $30,000 to make 
the experiment of lengthening one of these locks by a new system which 
had been invented. The experiment was made, and last year it was 
used during the whole season of canal navigation. It was found to work 
with perfect success, and the late Legislature of the State of New York 
has appropriated $200,000 to go on and lengthen a large number of 
locks. It is estimated that it will cost something more than a million 
dollars to lengthen them all, but undoubtedly the State of New York 
will do it. 

The other proposition is to deepen the canal by digging it a foot deeper 
and to raise the bank by putting dirt upon it a foot higher. It is not 
expected that this will increase the depth of water 2 feet throughout 
the entire length of the canal, because where the canal passes over cul- 
verts or aqueducts, over streams, it can not be done; and the tonnage of 
the boats will not be very much greater than now by this system; but 
it will give more water under the boat, and, as every man familiar with 
the running of water craft knows, boats will ran much more easily and 
with much less power if there is a sufficient depth of water under the 
boat than they will if the boat runs very close to the bottom of the 
canal. 


























ENLARGEMENT OF THE ERIE CANAL. 


The estimates made I say at that time by canal men who were com- 
petent to judge were to the effect that if this improvement was made 
by doubling the length of the locks and deepening the water as pro- 
posed, the cost of transportation over the Erie Canal would be reduced 
somewhere from 25to 5U percent. The majority of the people present, 
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I think all the boatmen, held to the opinion that it would reduce the | 
cost nearly if not quite 50 per cent. The charge was then one-quarter | 


of a.cent per ton per mile. When this improvement shall have been 


completed the actual cost of transporting freight over the Erie Canal | 


of a cent per ton per mile. 


Is there any Senator here, is there any man anywhere, who believes | 


that it will ever be possible for any railroad to approach anywhere near | 


those figures? I do not believe the time will ever come when any rail- 
road will be able to carry freight profitably, making a fair dividend 
upon its actual cost, for lessthan halfacent perton per mile. 
Canal, when improved and enlarged as it is proposed to do, will in my 
judgment carry freight for one-quarter of that figure. When you take 
that low cost, and apply it tothe transportation of all the products of the 
great West and of the Mississippi Valley, you will have a sum which 
year by year will amount to more than all that has ever yet been ap- 
propriated for the improvements of rivers and harbors in this country 
since the first river and harbor act was : 

Talk about canals being antiquated! Talk about building a railroad 
to take the place of that kind of transportation! 
absurd. If we were to build a railroad in place of the Hennepin Canal, 
what would it do? Does the Senator suppose that it would reach or 
control the commerce of the great Northwest? Not at all. 


it be done? When the Hennepin Canal is constructed it makes a free | 


water way from the great lakes to the Mississippi. That means agreat 
deal. The Mississippi Valley is a great empire in itself. Soon the 
center of the population of this country will be near the shores of the 
Mississippi River. 

We have now a free water way running from the Atlantic up the 
Hudson t the Erie Canal and through the great lakes 1,500 
miles in extent. Shall we stop there when the construction of a new 
work of 65 miles will bring the great Father of Waters into close contact 
with the great lakes? Mr. President, there is nota possible interest in 
country which would not be benefited by that great work. 

In justification of the statement I have made that the improvement 
of the Erie Canal as now proposed would reduce the cost of transporta- 
tion through to from twelve one-hundredths to fifteen one-hundredths of 
acent per ton per mile /et me read froma report which was made by the 


State engineer of the Stateof New York, assisted by Charles B. Stuart, 
was 
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of New York some years ago asking the Federal Government to 


this language 


of the Erie Canal, as authorized by the Legislature of the 
1837, so as to be navigable for boats of 240 tons, instead of 
as then it was proven that the cost of transportation by means of 
enlarged canal was reduced 50 per cent. 
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And they find further that— 


By the deepening of this enlarged trunk of the Erie Canal as now existing, and 
by the lengthening of the locks, a saving of nearly the same amount may be ob- 
tained. 

In the judgment of the engineer of the State of New York, assisted 
by Engineer Charles B. Stuart, appointed by the President, if this im- 
provement was made the cost would be reduced again about 50 per cent. 

TRAFFIC ON ERIE CANAL. - 

The Erie Canal has shown no considerable diminution of its traffic. 
It remains substantially as it has been for the past ten years. The Erie 
Canal is transporting now year by year, and has been for the past ten 
years, between 5,000,000 and 6.000, 000 tons of freight during the six or 
seven months of the year in which it is navigated. But let us see what 
it does during those six months. From the Ist day of January, 1883, 
to the 3lst of December, 1883, there arrived in New York 124,336,237 
bushels of grain, of which,the New York Central and Hudson River 
Railroad brought 32,125,615 bushels; the New York, Lake Erie and 
Western Railroad, 28,765,288 bushels; the Pennsylvania Railroad, 13,- 
060,494 bushels; the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad, 
4,581,770 bushels; various other routes, 856,924 bushels; by river and 
coast of Western-grown grain, 3,725,238 bushels; by the canal, 41,220,- 
908 bushels. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Was that of grain alone? 

Mr. MILLER. Ofgrainalone. Forty-one million two hundred and 
twenty thousand nine hundred and eight bushels of grain were brought 
by the canal to New Yorkin the year 1883. Taking the wholeamountand 
reducing it to percentages, we find that the New York Central Railroad 
carried, running for twelve months in the year, 25.84 per cent. of the 
grain coming to New York city; the Erie Railway 23.13; the Pennsyl- 
vania 10.50; the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western 3.69 per cent. ; 
and the Erie Canal in seven months carried 33.15 per cent. more than 
any of the great trunk lines of railroad which run the year throughout. 

Then if you go into other descriptions of freight, such as lumber, 
coal, and iron ore, you find that about the same proportions hold. We 
see in these figures what is the great controlling power of the Erie Ca- 
nal over all the railroad freights of the country. 


HENNEPIN CANAL I8 TO BE THE ERIE CANAL OF THE NORTHWFST. 


Why will not the Hennepin Canal do the same thing for the Missis- 
sippi Valley and the great Northwest? Canals are not obsolete. Rail- 
roads have not and can not take their places. Why shall it be said 
that the Hennepin Canal if builded will be of no benefit to the Missis- 


. | sippi Valley and of no benefit to the great lakes and to the Atlantic 
will besomewhere from twelve one-hundred ths to fifteen one-hundredths | A a 


seaboard? The Hennepin Canal as now projected is to float boats of 
40 tons burden greater than the Erie Canal. The limit upon the Erie 
Canal is 240 tons. I think the average does not exceed 200 tons of 
freight. 

Why shall it be 


g 


said, then, that the Hennepin Canal is too small, 


iwidend | that it is worthless to build a canal there unless you build a ship-canal? 
The Erie | 


The Senator from Connecticut told the Senate that it would be entirely 
useless; that all the freight collected upon the Mississippi River would 


| of necessity break bulk at the entrance of the canal into the Mississippi 
| River and again break bulk at Chicago. 


But this will not be necessary so far as breaking bulk at the entrance 
of the canal into the Mississippi River is concerned. Upon the Missis- 


| sippi River running up into the Northwest territory undoubtedly there 


will be constructed a class of canal barges carrying 280 tons which will 
| go up and down the Mississippi River, towed by great and powerful 
steamboats, as we now tow the Erie Canal boats up and down the Hud- 
son River. If you will travel upon that river you will see at any time 
great tows of canal-boats, fifty and one hundred sometimes in a single 
| tow, all loaded, being carried up from New York to the canal by a 
powerful steamer. 

The same thing will take place upon the Mississippi River. Boats 
will be constructed to carry grain of 280 tons burden, and they will 
collect the grain and the produce of the great Northwest upon the Mis- 
sissippi and all its branches, and it will come down and up that river 
| in these tows and be delivered to the canal and carried by the canal to 





Chicago, where undoubtedly bulk will be broken, the grain being trans- 
ferred to the elevators and from the elevators to the great ships of the 
lakes carrying 2,500 tons burden. 





et by the President of the United Statesto makeasur- | 
the Canal in connection with an offer which was made by the | 


the improvement. Without going into their lengthy report I | provements had not been made upon the D. 


I have no doubt whatever that the Hennepin Canal, if constructed, 
will do for the great Northwest precisely what the Erie Canal has done 
and is doing to-day for all the produce of the West; that is, it is car- 
rying it to-day, or enabling it to be carried, from Chicago to New York, 
as I have shown by the dispatch just read here, for one-third what it 
is carried by railroad. 
| But the price mentioned here of 15 cents a bushel from Chicago to 
New York you must bear in mind is made to-day when the lakes and 
canal are open. When the lakes and canal are frozen then that rate is 

doubled at once. If there was no Erie Canal to-day, and if the im- 
etroit River, I do not hesitate 
to say, and I defy successful contradiction, that we could not seli a bar- 
| rel of flour or a bushel of grain of any kind in any of the markets of 
the world outside of our own shores. The price of wheat and flour in 
Liverpool to-day shows that conclusively; and if the produce of the 
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Great West had not this canal it could not avail itself of any foreign 
market whatever. 

Still, forsooth, the Senator from Kansas tells us that the cheapening 
of the rates of transportation is no benefit to the producer of the grain. 
I shall not stop to answer any such argument or statement as that. 
But let me come down to some estimates as to what the Hennepin Canal 
will do for the produce of the Mississippi Valley and the great North- 


west. It is estimated in Executive Document No. 38 of the last Con- 
gress, transmitted by the President of the United States, that— 
The actual charge per bushel from Saint Paul to Chicago, via the Mississippi 





River and the Hennepin Canal, would then be as follows: 
Cents. 
Saint Paul to western terminus of Hennepin Canal ......0.0..cc0+-secereseeeeee 3 
Mississippi River to Chicago, via Hennepin and Illinois and Michi 
CRIED wrecxceceasnsnssocensneseotannianenepndiinntaiigentiliisssouiencnissvenaihanabetantigecses ensccoaginn ee an 
Total from Saint Paul to Chicago...................... gneewn cons 6 


Supposing it to be completed upon the present plans. 


Thus there would be effected a saving of 6 cents per bushel on wheat from the 
Upper Mississippi River districts to Chicago, and so on the vast aguregatc of that 
cereal now compelled to seek entrance upon the water-route of the lakes only 
through transportation by railroad. 


Now, let us see what are some of the charges in the West for trans- 
portation of grain to Chicago, where it receives the benefit of lake com- 
petition. Let us see where the argumentof the Senator from Connect- 
icut stands in regard to the cost of transportation by railroads as com- 
pared with canals. I read: 

Actual results are shown already, it may be further urged, as due to the direct 
competition of canal and railroad, in the case of Illinois and Michigan Canal 
and the railroads by which it is paralleled. The railroad commissioners of IIli- 
nois established the freight charge on wheat by rail last season— 

There the commissioners, I believe, have the power of fixing rates if 
they see fit to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. The rates they fix are prima facie evidence of being 
reasonable, and can only be overturned by the decisions of the court. 

Mr. MILLER. Further— 

The railroad commissioners of Illinois established the freight charge on wheat 
by rail last season at 11 cents per 100 pounds, or 6.6 cents per bushel, for 100 miles, 
the distance from La Salle to Chicago; for 130 miles,the distance from Henry, 
on the Illinois River, to Chicago, 12 cents per 100 pounds, or 7.2 cents per bushel! ; 
for 182 miles, the distance from Rock Island to Chicago, 13.4 cents per 100 pounds, 
or 8.2 cents per bushel. 

That is, the rate from the point wherethe Hennepin Canal is to enter 
the Mississippi River, as fixed by these commissioners, is 13.4cents per 
100 pounds, or 8.2 cents per bushel. There the Senator from Connect- 
icut has a railroad commission with absolute power to fix railroad 
rates, desiring of course to benefit the people so far as it can and be 
just to the ruilroad, and it fixes arate at 8.2 cents per bushel for trans- 
porting wheat from Rock Island to Chicago, a distance by rail of 182 
miles, To-day the rate from Chicago to New York by water, which is 
at least 1,200 miles the way the boat runs, is 6 cents per bushel. It 
costs 25 per cent. less to carry wheat from Chicago to New York by 
lake and canal than it costs to transport it from Rock Island, 180 miles 
away from Chicago, just across the State, to Chicago. 

It is presumed that the railroad commissioners have done theirduty and 
that they know something about the duties of the office which they dis- 
charge. If they have permitted this great charge to be made, which is 
exorbitant and far beyond the cost of the transportation, if the Senator 
from Connecticut is anywhere near rightin his estimate, then I submit 
that the people of Illinois ought to be up and stirring. They ought to 
see to it why thé men put in charge of their railroads and having a des- 
potic power to fix the rates of freight have given this rate of 8.2 cents 
per bushel from Rock Island to Chicago. 

IMPORTANCE OF CANALS, 

Mr. President, there was never a time in the history of transporta- 
tion from the day the Erie Canal was first conceived down to the pres- 
ent moment when the principal canals of the country were doing so 
much good to all the people as they are doing to-day. This fact can 
not be gainsaid, it can not be turned aside. The estimate in this re- 
port is that if the Hennepin Canal is builded every bushel of grain 
grown west of the Mississippi River, and therefore tributary to this 
canal and controlled by it, will be reduced in its cost of ion 
from that country to Chicago, where it meets the lakes, 6 centsa bushel. 
That saving will pay all the river and harbor bills which will pass any 
Congress for the next ten years in its saving made in one year. 

I regret with the Senator from Connecticut that this measure could 
not have come in by itself and have received the consideration it de- 
served and have received a beginning appropriation of at least $2,000,- 
000. This work ought to be constructed in three years. It can be 
shown, and I think I have shown it, that the construction of it will 
save every year from the moment it is ready to receive freights more 
than its entire cost, vastly more than that, to the grain ucers and 
the grain consumers of this country. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARST. Has the Senator an estimate of the difference in the 
actual cost of railroad traffic and canal transportation? 





Mr. MILLER. The Senator perhaps was not in when some time ago 
I gave that estimate. I will repeat it so that the Senator may under. 
stand it. The engineer of the State of New York reported January 2() 
1885, that the average rate of freight upon the New York Central, the 
Erie, and the West Shore Railroads had been for the year previous, 
when they were in competition, seven hundred and forty thousand ths of 
acent perton permile. Forthesame year the charges on the Erie Cana! 
had been twenty-seven hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, which the 
Senator will see is only alittle more than one-third of what it was upon 
the railroads. Since then the charges by rail have been somewhat re. 
duced and the c by canal still further reduced. 

Mr. HEARST. I knew the Senator from New York had great ex 
perience in that sort of thing, and hence I wanted to ask him the ques. 
tion. 

Mr. MILLER. I am much obliged to the Senator for calling out 
the figures again. 

Mr. President, the question has been raised here inferentially as to 
the propriety of these river and harbor bills, and as to the constitu 
tionality of Congress buying small canals like the Sturgeon Bay Cana 
of which we heard the other day, and the Keweenaw Point Canal «!so 
and now the question is raised again regarding this canal, and we find 
arumor floating about the Senate Chamber—you will meet it in th 
corridors and in the cloak-rooms—that this bill is to be vetoed; that 
so many of these things have been put into it and are being put int 
it that the President is sure to veto it. Sir, I do not care to speculate 
upon the probabilities of an Executive veto of this bill. We have had 
them before, and we know the resulis. There was a veto of a rive: 
and harbor bill many years ago by President Polk, and Mr. Webster at 
a public dinner given to him in Philadelphia in 1846 had something 
to say about that veto and about the power of Congress to pass thes 
measures and to build these canals; and although it may weary the 
Senate, I will venture at this time to read a few extracts from that 
remarkable speech. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator inform us how much was t! 
amount appropriated in the bill vetoed by Mr. Polk? 

Mr. MILLER. I think the amount was only some two or thr 
million dollars. It was a very small amount, and it was a very smal! 
veto, and met with a very small amount of support in the country; but 
I submit that it has nothing to do with the question whether ¢! 
amount was 25 cents or $25,000,000. The amount then was muc) 
more in proportion to the population of the country and to the vas: 
commercial interests of this country than the amount contained in tliis 
bill to-day, in my judgment. 


DANIEL WEESTER AN EARNEST ADVOCATE OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL< 


But let us see what Mr. Webster had to say upon the general su}: 
of the improvement of our rivers and harbors. After speaking of the 
veto and of his great surprise at it, Mr. Webster said: 


Well, now, what is to be done? We can not shut our eyes to what is a: 
us. Here weare. This vast country, with the ocean on the east,and the ‘ 
on the south, and the great lakes on the north and the west, and these gi 
rivers penetrating it through hundreds and thousands of miles—what are wv : 
do? Is it not,of all countries in the world, that for which nature has ( 
mighty things,and yet calls most loudly for man to do his part? Provid: 
has given us a country capable of improvement. It is not perfected; w: 
called to do something for ourselves; to wake up, in this day of improve: e:t 
and dothe deeds that belongto improvement; to facilitate internal interc: 
to furnish harbors for the protection of life and property ; to remove ob- 
tions from the rivers; to do everything, all and singular, which a large and 
eral policy will suggest to an intelligent people,with abundance of mea: 
the advancement of the national prosperity. 

We live in an . gentlemen, when we are not to shut our eyes tothe ¢: 
examples set us all over the European continent. I do not speak of Eng 
where private enterprise and wealth have gone so far ahead. But look 
Russia, to Prussia, to Austria, to Saxony, to Sardinia; everywhere we - 
spirit of improvement, active, stimulated, and persevering. We behold m 
ains penetrated by rai) . safe harbors constructed, everything done by - 
ernment for the people which in the nature of the case the people can 1! 
for themse] ves. 

Let us contemplate for a moment the Mississippi. This noble and extracr 
dinery stream, with seven or eight millions of people on its banks and «1: | 
waters falling into it, absolutely calls for the clearing out rivers and for the: 
moval of snags and other obstacles to safe navigation. Whoistodothis’ \' 
any one of the States doit? Can all of the States do it? Is it the approp: 
duty of any one State or any number of States? We know itis not. We k 
that unless this Government be placed in the hands of men who feel tha 
their constitutional duty to make these improvements they never wiil be 
and the waters of the Mississippi will roll over snags, snags, and sra:- 
acentury tocome. These improvements must come from the Governni'' : 
the United States, or in the nature of things they can not come at all; ani | - 
that every steamboat that is lost by one of these snags, every life that is sacr 
oo to make up a great account against this Government. Why, whata wi: 

there! What rivers and what cities on their banks—Cincinnati, Loui-\ 
Saint Louis, Natchez, New Orleans, and others that spring up while we src | 
ing of them, or, indeed, before we begin to speak of them; commercial © 
places for the exchange of commodities along these rivers, which «: 
twere,somanyinlandseas! And what! the General Government no aul!) 
over them—no power of improvement! 


And so, Mr. President, he gaes on arguing the question as to the 
constitutionality of these improvements and the objection ©! 
the then President of the United States in regard to these impio\" 
ments being local and being contained within the limits of a =1n¢ 
State. He says: 

The President says that some of the objects vided for by the bill are loca! 


and lie within the limits of a single State. Well, I dare say they do. It would 
be somewhat remarkable if a harbor were found lying in two or three Sti\:- 


' 
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would be rather # large harbor that would embrace parts even of Connecti- 
1b wort Ghode Island, two of the smallest of the States. 

And so he goes on with a full argument in regard to the constitution- 
ality of the then bill and of the items contained in it; and in conclud- 
ing upon this question he lays down this general doctrine: 

thus alluded to the report of the committee of the Senate and not hav- 
ing time to discuss its propositions at any considerable length, I will now, by 
way of conciatien, oe to you my views on all this question of the power of 
hart t is my opinion— 
“Tiienenstes the a =e to make harbors on the rivers and on the lakes 
to the full extent to w it has ever proposed to exercise such power. 

That whether these proposed harbors be judged useful for foreign commerce 
or only for commerce among the States themselves, the principle is the same, 
and the constitutional power is given in the same clause and in the same words. 

That Congress has power to clear out obstructions from all rivers suited to 
the pu of commerce, foreign or domestic, and to improve their navigation 
and utility by appropriations from the Treasury of the United States. 

That weather a river divide two States or more than two, or run through two 
States or more than two, or is wholly confined to one State, is immaterial, pro- 
vided its importance to commerce, foreign or domestic, be admitted. _ 

I think it wholly immaterial whether a proposed improvement in a river, for 
com 1 purposes, be above or below an actually existing port of entry. 

If, instead of clearing out the rocks, and in that manner improving the chan- 
nel of a river, it is found better to make a canal around falls which are in it, I 
have no doubt whatever of the power of Congress to construct such a canal. I 
think, for instance, that Congress has the power to purchase the Louisville 
Canal around the Falls of the Ohio,and that it ought to exercise that power 
now, if the work can be purchased for a reasonable price; and that the canal 
should then be free to all who have occasion to use it, reserving such tolls only 
as are sufficient to keep the works in repair. 


Thus, sir, that distinguished Senator argued this great question. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for making a statemert 
in that connection, I will say that I had occasion once to examine Mr. 
Webster’s speeches made in different parts of the country and in Con- 
gress on this subject, and I am satisfied that he made more speeches in 
number in advocacy of the views that the Senator has cited than upon 
any other one question, and that it was the proposition of political ex- 
pediency and constitutional law which he felt most interest in of all those 
which he discussed during his public life, with the single exception of 
the doctrine of the supremacy of the National Government within its 

here. 

-Mr. MILLER. I am greatly obliged to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for this interruption, and if I had time I should have gone to the 
speech of the Senator from Massachusetts, which was made, I think, 
two years ago, in which he very fully covered this whole subject. I 
desired also this morning to quote from some speeches made by Mr. 
Webster at New York and Buffalo at public dinners, but on sending to 
the Congressional Library I was unable to get the volumes containing 
them, every volame of his works being out of the library except the 
one from which I have read. But I think I am not mistaken—if I am 
mistaken I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will correct me—if my 
memory serves me right, in one of those speeches made at some public 
reception Mr. Webster took the ground decidedly that the Federal Gov- 
ernment had an undoubted power to build a canal anywhere, through a 
single State or through a numberof States, if the interests of interstate 
commerce demanded it. 


THE GROWTH OF THE CITY OF BUFFALO. 


Speaking of Buffalo and of the building of the great harbor of Buffalo 
from which hasgrown one of the chief cities of the State of New York, 
he said when the first appropriation was made for that work there was 
no harbor there at all; no vessel could land or could lie there; the 
mouth of the little creek was exposed to all the gales of the lake, and 
that he, Mr. Webster, voted for the first appropriation to build the 
first breakwater there and that he had continued to vote for all those 
a as I think he did during his whole public career; and 
out of that beginning at Buffalo, which is now the terminus of the Erie 
Canal, we have one of the greatest grain ports in the world and one of 
the most flourishing cities in this Union. Without the hand of the Gov- 
ernment in the construction of its harbor there never would Rave been 
any city there at all. e 

Mr. President, referring to the first portion of Mr. Webster’s speech 
from which I have read, which dwells upon the importance of develop- 
ing the great resources of the country which has been given to us by 
Providence, I desire at this time to remind the Senate that from the 
i of our session in December down to the present time we have 


been ving eran by the thousands and tens of thousands, signed 
chiefly by the laboring men of this country, asking for liberal appro- 


priations for internal improvements. Is it not wise to listen to that 
voice? To-day, when several hundred thousand laboring men are out 
of when industry is almost at a standstill, when strikes 
reach from one end of our land to the other, would it not be wise to go 
forward when we have an overflowing Treasury, which to-day under 
the present administration holds a surplus of $50,000,000 more than it 
did a year to make, as these petitions have asked us to make, lib- 
eral for internal improvements ? 


RIVER AXD HARBOR BILIS A BENEFIT TO THE LABORING MAN. 

How can we betteruse the money? We are not to increase our Army. 
We arenot, evidently, to materially increase our Navy this year. Evi- 
dently from the appropriation bills we are not to make large expendi- 
tures for coast defenses. What shall we do with the people’s money 
now hoarded in the United States Treasury? The money put into cir- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-.—SENATE. 


6779 


culation by being paid for labor (for 99 per cent. of it would go into 
labor, and material which is only labor, whether it be lumber or stone 
or cement, for whatever it may be it is all the direct product of labor) 
would benefit the country and the laboring men especially. The dis- 
tribution of fifteen or twenty million dollars would put in motion large 
bodies of men, and they would be engaged on works which would re- 
turn to the country a thousand-fold of profit. 

These works are confessedly necessary. The work at Galveston Har- 
bor, the work at the mouth of the Saint John’s River, the work at 
Charleston Harbor, at Baltimore, at Philadelphia, at New York, and the 
work upon the great interior rivers and lakesareall necessary. Every- 
body admits it; everybody expects them to be completed. Why not, 
then, complete them promptly by liberal appropriations and in the least 
possible time? The money expended at Galveston, at Charleston, and 
at the Saint John’s River brings no return; it brings no interest back 
to make it a business transaction until the work is substantially done. 
When they shall be able to bring steamers into Galveston Harbor draw- 
ing 30 feet of water the cost of transporting cotton from Texas to Liver- 
pool will be reduced very largely. Now none of those steamers can get 
in. Why should we be ten, fifteen, or twenty years doing this work? 
Why should we be half a dozen years deepening the water at the mouth 
of New York Harbor? Why should we spend a decade in deepening 
the water over the bar of the Saint John’s River when we have the 
money to do it at once? 

Mr. President, some Senators, I know, are opposed to going abroad 
to learn anything or to take any lessons in government; but if you will 
go to the old monarchies of Europe you will find that they manage such 
appropriations much more wisely than wedo. Little France—I say 
‘little’? even in comparison with the State of Texas—is expending 
now $20,000,000 per year upon her harbors and rivers. She has been 
following it up at a greater or less expenditure for a thousand years, 
but her expenditure is now $20,000,000 per annum, and it is not made 
for one year. The last appropriation made was $100,000,000, to be ex- 
pended at the rate of $20,000,000 per annum; and thus when the en- 
gineers lay out any great work there they know that the entire sum 
necessary for its construction has been provided for by law; the con- 
tract for the entire work is let at one time, and the work is pushed on 
to conclusion. 

Mr: President, if we could do that in this country, if we could make 
appropriations here for such works as the deepening of the water at the 
entrance of New York Harbor, at Galveston Harbor, at Charleston Har- 
bor, at the Saint John’s River, and at these various other important ports 
upon the Atlantic seaboard, and if we could say to the engineers, ‘* Ii 
this work at New York is to cost $10,000,000 we will appropriate it at 
once and you shall expend the whole of it at the rate of $3,000,000 per 
annum,’’ then the work could go on steadily and in three or four yea: 
it would be completed. But now, with the richest people upon the 
earth, having the greatest facilities for commerce and having the largest 
number of navigable rivers of any country in the world, having the 
great interior lakes and having a country that is not yet one-thousandth 
part developed, with our Treasury overflowing with money, we higyle 
and piggle here about doing the necessary works for the development 
of this country, and we are told that if we swell this bill beyond acer 
tain point the Executive veto awaits it and that there will be no money 
at all. 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss that part of the question. | 
am here todo my duty as I see it, and every other public official I have 
no doubt will do his as he sees it. 

But the benefit to come from this river and harbor bill is not alone 
in the amount of money which will be put in circulation and paid out 
to the laboring men; that is the smallest part of it; but wherever this 
work is carried on in the making of new harbors, in the deepening of 
the water over the bars of these harbors, in theclearing out of all thes 
rivers and streams, you will put in operation private enterprises which 
will be a thousand times greater upon any valuation than the money 
expended. Some gentlemen came here a few days ago from Ohio at a 
point where a large system of railroads is now centering. ‘I hey said, 

** You have put into this bill only $5,000 for our harbor. Our railroad 
will be completed in a few months, and we shall be prepared to ship 
from that port this year many hundreds of thousands of tons of coal, 
and we expect toreceive from the upper lakes, from Lake Superior 
eral hundred thousand tons of iron ore which are to be carried 
furnaces of the State of Ohio. With $5,000 we can do nothing: but 
the engineers state that with $25,000 they can in a few weeks’ time so 
deepen the water or dredge out the bar at the mouth of that harbor 
that the lake steamers and the lake barges may come in and do that 
immense commerce. If it is not done, if this great country refuses to 
give an appropriation of $25,000, and says tous, we will give you $5,000 
a year for five years, private enterprises amounting per annur: to 
than $50,000,000 will stand still instead of starting.’’ So you may go 
wherever you will over this country and you will find that in nearly 
every case if this money shall beexpended and the work shall be com- 
pleted it will put into operation private enterprises of vast magnitude. 
Mr. President, they can not be measured; they run up into the thou- 
sands of millions of dollars. 

We have been here now for seven months legislating for the people 
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of this country. We have done nothing to lift the burden of the people; 
we have done nothing to give a new life to business; we have done noth- 
ing to give employment to labor. We are about toadjourn; we are go- 
ing to pass the ordinary appropriation bills to pay the salaries of the 
Army officers and the Navy officers, the salaries of the clerks in the De- 
partments and our own salaries; but what have we done as yet to im- 
prove the business of this country, tostart afresh the wheels of commerce, 
to set the mills in motion which are now standing still, to bring plenty 
to the country—aye, to bring peace to the country, for if business once 
revives aguin then the labor troubles through which we have been wad- 
ing for the past six months will have ended. When labor is employed 
at remunerative prices the country is safe, the country is quiet. 


HONESTY OF THE MEASURE. 


So, Mr. President, I wish the people of this country could come to 
fully understand this measure. To-day Congress ought to make an 
appropriation for rivers and harbors of not less than twenty-five to 
thirty million dollars. I expect that someone will shout “‘jobs”’ and 
‘log rolling’’ and all the other pleasant terms which are poured out 
upon this body and the Committee on Commerce, but they have no ef- 
fect whatever upon me. I assume, of course, that all the appropriations 
to be made are for worthy subjects, and in my judgment they nearly all 
are. There are some rivers in this bill which I should have been glad 
to see eliminated, but other Senators and Representatives coming from 
that section of the country, knowing the wants of that section of the 
country better than I do, knowing what the people need better than I 
do, assured the committee that they were important tothe material pros- 
perity of their own people and they demanded them, and I was bound 
as a representative here representing my State to accept the statements 
of honorable men as I expect them to accept mine upon questions of 
this kind. Undoubtedly the Representative or Senator from any par- 
ticular State will have better information regarding the improvements 
in his own State than can any one else. 

The fact that the appropriations for the States from which the mem- 
bers of this committee come have been increased in the Senate has 
been brought up here as an infamous charge against the committee. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] showed that the popu- 
lation of those States was more than half that of the whole country. 
He might have gone further and shown to this body that the commerce 
of those States thus represented was certainly not less than three-quar- 
ters of all the commerce of the country. 

The appropriations in my own State were increased near $1,000,000, 
but it was nearly all for the great work of deepening the water at the 
entrance to New York Harbor, out of which passes three-quarters of all 
the exports and into which come nearly three-quarters of all the im- 
ports in our trade with foreign countries. I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that in my judgment nearly every addition which has been made 
to this bill by the Senate has been wisely made. Are we to say here 
that a bill of this kind, which is intended to take care of the whole 
country, all of its harbors and rivers and all its internal water ways, 
having been made up by one branch of this legislative body, the other 
shall in no way increase it? I think not. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] told us that this bill had 
been made by a Democratic House, and he warns his colleagues on this 
side that it was impolitic for us as Republicans to increase it. 

Mr. President, I know nothing of politics in a river and harbor bill. 
It is not made for the benefit of political parties. The money doesnot 
go into their coffers nor help to run their campaigns. These appropri- 
ations are made for the development of the great resources of this coun- 
try, and if the House of Representatives has failed to do its full duty, 
or if the House, being Democratic and a majority of the committee com- 
ing from the Southern States, in looking to their own wants and their 
own necessities made a bill of a certain size, and did not put into it 
what I think should be put in for New York or for Michigan or for Illi- 
nois or for any other State, shall I be debarred by any political consid- 
erations from proposing to increase the amount? I think not. Cer- 
tainly I never shall govern my conduct by any such rule as that. 

It was perfectly natural, I think, that the members coming from the 
Southern States where there are a vast number of navigable rivers, and 
we of the North know nothing about the great navigable rivers of the 
South unless we go there and inspect them, should see the wants of 
that section. They have not many railroads running in from the sea 
coast and running in from the Gulf of Mexico. Their whole country 


is cut up by navigable streams. The people living along the line of 


those streams must have access to the sea and to the Gulf and to the 
ports. In my judgment, without going into the details of this bill, 
there is not 5 per cent. of waste in it. I say that after due and careful 
consideration of the bill, after having been in committee upon it, I 
think, for nearly two months, certainly more than a month and a half. 

Mr. President, how are measures of this character to be formulated 
and passed? If the money expended is to be confined to a few great 
harbors or to two or three great rivers, how can it be done? What isa 
representative to do from any district lying upon the Chesapeake Bay 
or farther down to the south, which has a river or a bay in it where it 
is desired that a steamboat may come in order that it may bring to the 
people of that district the necessaries of life, in order that it may take 




























away their little commerce—call it petty if you will, still it is all they 
have. And if it shall cost $5,000 or $2,500 to dredge out the bar at the 
mouth of the Cone River in order that the people living there, who are 
75 miles away from the nearest railroad, shall have the mails thrice 4 
week and shall have their sugar and tea and coffee and their clothing 
brought to them, and shall have carried out the little tobacco or the 
wheat or the crops which they may produce—shall it be said to that 
district that it shall not have an appropriation of $2,500 because it is 
not a great national improvement? 

Mr. President, I do not hesitate to say that the member from that 
district would be deservedly condemned by his people if he supported 
a bill in which a proper improvement for his own State could not be 
included. Why should he be asked to vote for the Mississippi River, 
why should he be asked to vote for New York Harbor and the great 
lakes and the Missouri River if his district having a navigable stream 
needing improvement shall have no consideration at the hands of Con- 
gress? Such a representative would be derelict in his duty if he sup- 
ported the bill, in my judgment. 

Our commerce has become so intricate, so far-reaching, that you can 
not to-day separate local traffic from interstate commerce. No man can 
tell where one begins and where the other ends. In the little case that 
I have supposed down on Chesapeake Bay the steamer which brings in 
the produce comes from Baltimore, outside of the State of Virginia. 
It is interstate commerce. So every pound of freight which floats down 
these Southern rivers or these Northern rivers to a port is finally dis- 
tributed all over this country after having been manufactured up or 
sent abroad and goes into foreign commerce. Who can tell where to 
draw the line? It can only be drawn, in my judgment, at this point, 
that if the work is worthy of being done at all it should be done by 
the Federal Government. If no improvement can be made, if com- 
merce can not be benefited, then let it go by. 

As I have said before, I repeat, in my best judgment there is not 5 
per cent. of waste in this bill. Ido not believe there is 3 per cent 
But of what use are the great harbors of this country, of what use are 
the great arteries, if there are to be no laterals? Of what use is the 
great port of New York and its thousand million dollars’ worth of com- 
merce per annum if it can not distribute that commerce ini the little 
ports upon the great lakes, if it can pot put it in little steamers and 
send it to the little vorts in the South? When the aqueduct which 
is to bring water into this great city of Washington shall be completed 
and the great reservoir shall have been filled, if Congress should stop 
and then say, ‘‘ This great aqueduct has been completed, this reservoir 
is built, and now the Government will not expend a single dollar in 
laying a main to carry that water to the houses of the people.’’ So, 
Mr. President, your great harbors are of no value whatever unless you 
have got these little arteries and veins which run out and reach all the 
homes of this country and distribute the manufactures which we in- 
port and the manufactures which we make in this country. So also 
when the little farmer has grown his crop and wants to send it to mar- 
ket, it is of no value to him unless by some cheap means of transporta- 
tion he can dispose of it. 

Why, Mr. President, every Senator here knows that it will not pay 
to-day to transport the ordinary farm products 50 milesina wagon. A 
farm located 50 miles away from a canal, a river, or a railroad, is ab- 
solutely worthless for ordinary farming purposes. It must be used for 
catile growing or somethingof thatkind. Farm products will not bear 
any such expensive transportation. 

Se, Mr. President, I do not hesitate myself to support the largest 
river and harbor bill which in the judgment of the board of engincers 
and of the committees of the two Houses shall be made up. Of course 
I assume that the items put in it are of importance to the trade aud 
commerce of the country. This has been my position ever since | have 
been in public life, and I shall never change it. I believe to-day that 
this appropriation bill which we are now discussing is of more actual 
benefit to the whole people of this country tan all the other money 
which we shall distribute by the various appropriation bills, outside o! 
the Post-Office Department. 


APPROVAL OF THESE MEASURES BY THE EAST, 


Mr. President, I believe that the East generally approve of and sup- 
port these measures not simply from selfish and local motives, as the 
Senator from Kansas suggested the other day, but because, having sec 
the benefits which come to allour people from riverand harbor approp"- 
ations in the Northand inthe East, they are willing that they should be 
extended to the whole common country. We have no doubt, of course, 
that we shall be benefited along with the rest of the country, and 
that our trade and commerce will be benefited; but the Senator irom 
Kansas sneeringly told us the other day that the West could take care 
of itself, that it wanted neither the help nor the sympathy of the Last. 
Mr. President, I was sorry to hear those words. The East has sent out 
to the West its best blood in its best sons and daughters. The a‘- 
venturous and enterprising men of the East have been looking to thc 
West and they have filled it. Every Western State owns some ba-t- 


ern State as its father and mother. Has the Senator forgotten the 1"- 
junction of the Good Book, ‘‘ Honor thy father and thy mother, that thy 


days may be long in the land which the Lord thy God giveth thee” 
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I hope not, Mr. President, for if he has, the vengeance which follows 
the forgetting of that injunction will fall upon him. 

I have traveled far and wide over the West, and never before 
from any man living in it have I heard such an expression as that. 
Wherever I have gone I have been welcomed as coming from the East, 
and I have been pointed to hundreds and thousands of the people of 
New York who have bettered their condition by locating in the various 
States of the West. Wherever I have gone I have never heard any- 
thing but the kindest expressions toward all the States of the East. 

So, Mr. President, I am bound to believe that the Senator the other 
day allowed his bitter tongue to ran away with his heart. I know he 
holds no sentiments of ill-will toward his mother, Massachusetts, or to 
any other portion of the East. He was simply boasting, I judge, of 
the great growth of the West, simply telling us older ones of the East 
that they have outgrown their tutelage and can now care for them- 
selves. 

But the Senator told us that he wanted no east and west lines of trans- 
portation made; that God had made the rivers to run north and south 
and that was enough; but statistics tell us that more trade crosses the 
one bridge at Saint Louis than goes down the Mississippi River. The 
lines of commerce in this country are east and west, no matter how the 
rivers run. Running up from the Atlantic coast through the canal and 
through the Great Lakes we have at least 1,500 miles of east and west 
navigation. Shall westop there because there is 65 miles of intervening 
land which rises to the enormous altitude, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont and the Senator from Kansas tell us, of 208 feet, and that there- 
fore we should not attempt to defy the powers of Heaven and open a 
water way over such an immense mountain ? 

Mr. President, in my judgment there will be no rest or quiet upon 
this matter in this country until in some way and by some power the 
attempt is made to carry to successful conclusion the linking of the Mis- 
sissippi Riverand the lakestogether. ‘The Government once attempted 
it in the Fox River improvement, but the route was too far north and 
it was too long, and it undoubtedly should never have been begun; but 
here Chicago upon the lakes approaches the Mississippi River at the 
nearest point. In adirect line I supposeit is little more than 100 miles. 
If the connection is to be made anywhere it must be made there; and 
there I think it ought to be made, and there I hope this Congress will 
decree it shall be made. In my judgment the inauguration of this 
work in fifty years from now will be looked back upon with as much 
interest and it will be considered of as much importance, as the begin- 
ning of a great commercial transaction, as was the inauguration of the 
work to construct the Erie Canal. , 

\ Mr. President, we are one people; our interests are one. We have 
; done what we could to improve our own natural advantages. We have 

done what we could do by the West to improve their natural advan- 

tages. We have given from the Treasury liberally, and we are to-day 

paying interest upon bonds given to aid the constructicn of a great 

transcontinental railway. We are paying interest upon more than 

$60,000,000 of bonds, and we have given for the development of that 

portion of the West where there are few or no rivers untold millions 

of acres of land to enable private capital to build suitable railways, in 

order that the country might be opened and developed. I wish I knew 

how many millionacresit was. I wish thatsome member of the Com- 

- mittee on Public Lands would give me the figures in order that they 

might be put into my speech, but I simply refer to the fact to show to 

the Senator from Kansas and to other Senators, and I believe the record 

will show it by going back fifty years, that the East has never with- 

held its hand when the dwellers in the Mississippi Valley asked that 

the jetties should be built and that that great river should be made 
na 

I know that many of the great men who have represented my State 
here have always stood for these improvements. Senator Seward dur- 
ing all his life was a believer in and an advocate of internal improve- 
ments. Early as a senator and governor of his own State before the 
Federal Government had taken up these works to any extent he was 
first and foremost in leading that State on in appropriating its money 
to widen and the Erie Canal and also to give its help to the con- 
struction of the Erie Railway through the southern tier of the State of 
New York, and everywhere. and at all times, so far as I have been able 
to follow his history, he never failed to raise his voice either here or in 
— meetings in the State of New York or in the Great West when 

traveled over it to speak in favor of great national improvements. 


THE FIGHT ON THE ERIE CANAL. 
Mr. 


| the Erie Canal was fought at its beginning as desper- 
: ately as the Hennepin Canal is being fought now, and finally the great 
—_ De Witt Clinton, who conceived it and substantially completed 
, Was turned out of his office as canal commissioner by a dirty polit- 

, ical trick by the men who were opposed to it; and so it ever has been. 
In I understood the Senator from Kansas the other day aright, 
his objection to the Hennepin Canal seemed to be th it was 
, not constructed and had not demonstrated its usefulness. He 
. said he favoted the Erie Canal, and would favor the taking of it by the 
Federal Government and the paying of all its expense and keeping it 
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free, but the Hennepin Canal not being constructed the question as to 
its usefulness was an open one, of course, as all questions of this kind 
are open. Actual experiment can only finally be relied upon to dem- 
onstrate the theories which are advanced pro and con. 

But I submit, in conclusion, Mr. President, that judging from the 
past, taking the present condition of the Erie Canal with the facts star- 
ing you in the face that to-day the rate of freight over that route from 
Chicago to New York all the way is 6 cents a bushel, that to-day the 
rate by rail is 15 cents per bushel, and if you desire to go a little fur- 
ther back and repeat the figures which were given by the Senator from 
Michigan to show how the reduction has gone on year by year for the 
past twenty years, it seems to me that you have an unanswerable argu- 
ment, absolutely unanswerable, in favor of the construction of this 
canal, for as I have shown and as this report shows taken upon the plan 
upon which it is proposed to be constructed as matters stand to-day it 
will save to the prodncers and consumers of grain in this country 6 
cents per bushel upon all the grain grown west of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am not going to reply to ne very 
able and forcible speech of the Senator from New York. I desire to 
compliment him upon it, although it fails to convince me that I should 
vote for this amendment. But I want to set myself right in a matter 
of figures. 

I suggested the idea on Saturday that the way to compete with the 
railroads was to compete with them by a railroad rather than by a 
canal. I did not expect that that idea would be at once adopted by 
the Senate, but it is an idea which will grow in the history of this 
country. I gave some facts and figures showing that grain was actually 
carried by railroad ata price less than the cost of transportation of 
grain upon canals. I did not attempt to say that the average cost of 
transporting freight upon the railroads to-day was less than the average 
cost of transporting freight upon the canals. 

My proposition was simply this, that the railroads in fact carried 
grain freight cheaper than the cost upon acanal. We have had ail 
sorts of figures here to-day, but I take the figures which the Senator 
from New York gives us of the latest cost of transporting wheat per 
ton per mile on the Erie Canal, and as I understand, it is twenty-seven 
hundredths of a cent per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. That was two years ago. 

Mr. PLATT. That is recent enough for all practical purposes. Now, 
it is an undisputed fact that the New York Central Railroad with its 
associated lines from Chicago has been bringing wheat from Chicago to 
New York at 12 cents a hundred, yes, at 10 centsa hundred. That, 
figured out at 10 cents a hundred for 1,000 miles between Chicago and 
New York, will make 2 mills per ton per mile. If 12 cents a hundred, 
it will make 2.24 mills per ton per mile, which is cheaper than it is 
claimed it costs to transport it on the Erie Canal—I agree that that is 
less than the cost of transportation. I agree, as the Senator says, that 
the railroad has to make up for the loss of doing business at that rate 
by recouping upon local traffic, but nevertheless the grain comes from 
Chicago to New York and comes at those rates. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It would not come at those rates if there were no 
canal there. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not so sure about that. 

Mr. MILLER. Allow me to say that as a practical fact nearly all the 
grain that comes to New York now at these rates comes by canal. The 
railroad is bringing scarcely any of it. When the canal closes then the 
railroad proceeds to bring it at a higher rate. 

Mr. PLATT. Bear in mind my proposition, that in the future, be- 
fore this canal can ever be completed, it is entirely probable that the 
cost of transportation by rail will be so far reduced that the canal can 
not further reduce it. 

I want to call attention to some official figures showing what the cost 
of transportation really is per ton per mile upon the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company’s lines. 

Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. I have read here a dispatch from a member of the 
Produce Exchange in Chicago stating that the present rate of freight 
from Chicago to New York by water is 6 cents per bushel for grain and 
that the present rate by rail is 15 cents per bushel. Does the Senator 
believe that within any reasonably near future, say within a century or 
two, the railroads will be bringing grain from Chicago to New York for 
less than 6 cents a bushel? 

Mr. PLATT. I believe and I know they have been bringing it for 
7 cents a bushel by rail within the past year. Ido not know how much 
accuracy can be placed upon that dispatch. But I know the rates at 
which grain has been at times brought by rail from Chicago to New 
York. 

Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator doubt the accuracy of that dispatch ? 
I also read in connection with it a table made by Mr. Fink, the con- 
troller of the pool, giving substantially the same rates, stating that a 
year ago the water rate was 6.90 cents per bushel and that upon the rail- 
roads it was then about 13 to 15 cents a bushel. That was a yearago. 
To-day the rates areG and 15cents. That comes from the table of Mr, 
Fink. 


Permit me to ask a question? 
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Mr. PLATT. I read from the testimony of Mr. Fink before the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, page 92: 

But when the railroads get into a fight, as some of them are at present, and 
when they charge 10 or 12 cents a hundred on grain from Chicago to New York 
less than the cost of transportation, &c. 

Ten and 12 cents a hundred is from 6 to7 cents a bushel, and hesaid 
it over and over again. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is when they are in a fight. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam speaking of what has been done in a fight. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Losing all the time. 
Mr. PLATT. He says again: 


Yet the roads carry grain for 12 cents and less. 


They have been doing it; that is all I said. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator tell us why? 

Mr. PLATT. On account of competition, as he alleges. 

Mr. MILLER. On account of competition, he there alleges, with 
the canal. 

Mr. PLATT. 
are in a fight. 

Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator believe for a moment if the Erie 
Canal was closed up the railroads would not have an iron-bound pool 
and put the rates up to a point that would pay 10 per cent. onall their 
stock, besides interest on their bonds? 

Mr. PLATT. I donot propose to be drawn off from the point of my 
argument. All this is of little consequence except to justify myself in 
what I said the other day that it had been done; what I set out to do 
was to give the actual cost of freight transportation on the Pennsylva- 
nia Railroad, bat I can not get the opportunity. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to bring in a statement 
from the pool controller, showing that the railroads at a certain time 
carried freight much less than the actual cost. Can he make any ar- 

* gument out of that in regard to commerce in the future? It is war. 
Cut-throat policy can not long control it. The West Shore went out 
of existence, was taken up by the New York Central and so was the 
Nickel Plate road. Therecan be only one end to that kind of warfare. 
A fight in which the railroads charge less than it costs must end in con- 
solidation,in a pool. It can end in nothing else. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator now admits that it was railroad compe- 
tition, not canal competition, that brought down the rates. 

Bat I started to put some official figures against the figures which 
have been given here to-day. The Senator says that it cost on the Erie 
Canal two years ago .27 of a cent per ton per mile. I hold him to that. 
I say that the actual cost of transportation of freight on some railroads 
has been brought down in this country almost to thatfigure, and I give 
official statements for it. I give the report of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road with reference to one of its own lines and the cost upon it. The 
railroad has not falsified that by reducing it too low. 

I hold in my hand the thirty-ninth annual report of the Pennsylva- 
nia Railroad Company for 1885, with the average cost of transporting 
each ton of freight per mile over all its lines—all kinds of freight; and 
the average cost of rting each ton of freight one mile on the 
‘** Pennsylvania Railroad and its branches’’ was .391 ofa cent per ton 
per mile. On the ** United railroads of New Jersey and branches”’ 
it was .976 of a cent per ton per mile. That was a much higher rate 
than upon its other divisions. On the “‘ Philadelphia and Erie Rail- 
road,’’ 287 miles in length—and to this I ask special attention—it was 
only .307 of a cent per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. Does that include fixed charges, or simply operating 


expenses ? 
It is the entire average cost of transportation. It is 


What he says is, that it is done when the railroads 


Mr. PLATT. 
cost we are talking about—the cost of transportation on the railroad as 
compared with the cost of tion by the canal. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. PLATT. I will print the whole table in the Recorp. It is: 

The following table shows the revenue and cost per ton per mile on 
each division operated by the company: 













3 + 
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3.31 3 - 
Freight. z F ) ge 
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s i = == 
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fe = 
Length of road (miles)................ 445.10 287.56 2, 248. 38 
Average earnings per ton per 
mile from transportation of 
freight... a 1.249 498 6% 
Averaze cost of ‘transporting 
each ton of freight one mile... -976 307 -460 
Averaze profit per ton per 273 191 2 
From the above table it will appear that the average rate per ton mile in 
1885 on the main line and branches shows a decrease, be nae poe with that 
of 1853, of 1.13 of a mill, and that the cost of transportation ton per mile de- 
creased .50 of a mill, showing a decrease of .63 of a mill in profit per ton per 


mile. 
The rate received on the united railroads of New Jersey division shows a de- 
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crease of 1.16 ofa mill, and the cost of moving a decrease of 1.05 of a mill, show 
ing a decreased profit of .11 of a mill 

On the Philadelphia and Erie division the earnings show a decrease of .78 of 9 
mill, and the cost of movement a decrease of .58 of a mill, making a decreas: 
the profit of .20 of a mill. 

The result upon all lines east of Pittsburgh and Erie was a decrease of .5 a 
mill per ton per mile in the net profit from freight. 


The cost on the canal was two hundred and seventy one thousand i|is 
of a cent per ton per mile; and yet the Pennsylvania Railroad has re- 
duced the average cost of transportation of each ton of freight per mile 
on the Philadelphia and Erie division down to three hundred and seven 
one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile, which is a very little over 
the cost of transportation upon the canal. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator give us the charges of the railroad ’ 
What was the charge per ton per mile? 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill give itall. Taking all lines east of Pittsburgh 
and Erie, averaging the whole thing, the eost was only four hundred 
and sixty-one one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile. It gives 
here the average earnings per ton per mile for the transportation o! 
freight; it gives the average profit per ton per mile; gives the whole 
in the table, which will be printed in the RecorD. The average earn- 
ings per ton per mile is, of course, the average charge per ton per mile. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will see, of course, that there is some 
slight difference between 27 and 37. 

Mr. PLATT. Twenty-seven and thirty or accurately two hundred 
and seventy one-thousandths of a cent per ton per mile cost of traus- 
portation on the Erie Canal, and three hundred and seven one thou- 
sandths of a cent per ton per mile actual cost of transportation on the 
Philadelphia and Erie Railroad. 

Mr. MILLER. But the fixed charges there do not include dividends 
upon the capital, and I am very sure the Senator does not expect a rail- 
road to carry freight without paying dividends upon its stock. That 
covers the mere cost of transportation. That covers the cost of trans- 
portation for the fixed charges, which are simply the interest on the 
bonds. 

Mr. PLATT. This table gives the average earnings per ton per mile 
for the transportation of freight. Where the average cost was only 
three hundred and seven thousandths of a cent per ton per mile the 
average earning was four hundred and ninety-eight thousandths of a 
cent per ton per mile and the profit was one hundred and ninety-one 
thousandths of a cent perton permile. Everything isincluded. This 
is an official statement of the average cost of transportation upon all 
the Pennsylvania lines. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator said he would read the charge per tou 
per mile. He has not done so. 

Mr. PLATT. I give the earnings and the cost and the profits. The 
average earning per ton per mile is identical with the average charge 
per ton per mile. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me to 
interrupt him; I do not desire to interrupt him improperly, but he 
has referred to Mr. Fink as a witness upon whom reliance can be hai 
as to what he states in reference to railroading. I just want to read 
one or two paragraphs. 

Senator Puatr. When you suggest that 12 cents a hundred on grain from (\:- 

cago is less than the cost, what do you mean? Is it less than it costs to hau! a 
Geen of cars from Chicago to New York, or less than the cost count- 
all the expenses of the road? 

Mr. Fisk. It is less than the actual cost of hauling the cars. Theaverage cost 
on the roads between here and Gato» which are operated the cheapest is about 
24 cents per 100 —— te mayen i es the general expenses but does not a! !ow 
anything for interest. classes of freight, such as grain, can be hauled for 
somewhat less than ee average cost, because the average cost includes t)c 
a local business; yet I do not think grain can be hauled for muc! 

less than about 20 cents, including general expenses; and the mere cost of mov 
ment can not be less than 15 cents. The cost of returning empty cars must be 
charged to this service. So the lowest actual cost is not reimbursed bya char:: 
of 12 cents per 100 pounds. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Illinois need not have interrupted 
me toread what he bas read, for I have admitted that 10 and 12 cents 
per hundred charged for grain from Chicago to New York was |ess 
than the cost of transportation. I do not know that I can make my- 
self understood. I have not claimed that the cost of transportation 
on any railroad in the United States is less to-day than the cost of 
transportation upon the Erie Canal; but I have shown that the co~! of 

tion, according to the official figures of the annual report 0! 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company is very nearly as little on the 
Philadelphia and Erie division as it is on the Erie Canal. 

Now take just what the Senator interrupted me to read. 
it does cost 20 cents, including general expenses and all expenses, »* 
hundred to haul grain from Chicago to New York, how much is that’ 
Four mills—four-tenths of a cent per ton per mile. The Erie Canal 
has got the cost of transportation down to 2.7 mills per ton pt’ 
mile. The New York Central, on its Chicago line, Mr. Fink says 
can do it for4 mills per ton per mile. The Pennsylvania Railroad does 
it for just a fraction over 3 mills on one of its divisions. Hence the 
differerte between what the canal and a railroad can do in the ower 
of the cost of transportation is in this year 1886 but a trifle, and, as! 
said, the cost of transportation by railroad is being steadily reduced 
ae On the main line and branches of the Pennsylvan'a 
the cost of transportation per ton per mile was decreased 1D 


Suppose 
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1885, as shown in the report, a half of 1 mill and so it goes down year 
after year, and I think it requireg no prophetic vision to foresee that, 
with continually improved facilifes for reducing the cost of transpor- 
tation, by the time this canal can be built the railroads will be able to 
transport freight as cheaply as it can be done by canal, although they 
may not do it. : 

The point of my remarks on Saturday was that if the Government 
wanted to compete with a railroad side by side for the same distance, 
the time was soon coming when it would have to do it with a railroad 
and not with a canal, unless the canal should be a level canal and a 
ship canal, by which I mean acanal through which shipscan go without 
the interruption and cost,of lockage. If you can build a ship-canal on 
a sea level or a river level and with practically no lockage, [ think it 
is possible that side by side the canal for a few years to come may beat 
the railroad in the actual cost of transportation, but, as I said, it re- 
quires no prophetic vision to foresee that the time is coming in the near 
fature when it will not be able to do it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate, as I 
am anxious to have a vote on this amendment, but I wish to notice 
something that has beeri said by the senior Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LOGAN] and the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER}. 

The senior Senator from Illinois on Saturday just at the close of the 
session said that my opposition to this amendment was based upon the 
interests of the city of Saint Louis, and he assumed that I lived in that 
city and had some sort of local interest in opposing the Hennepin 
Canal. I hope no Senator here will think that any sort of personal 
feeling or local interest could affect me in a matter of this kind. But 
to end that sort of thing, I will say that I live on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, in Kansas City, and all the business connec- 
tions of that city are with the city of Chicago. We have literally no 
connection in business or otherwise with the city of Saint Lonis. If I 
had any personal or local feeling in the matter it would be for this 
canal, because it is a Chicago enterprise. The senior Senator from Illi- 
nois lives in the city of Chicago, and it would be a legitimate retort 
for me to say that when a man from Chicago taunts the citizen of any 
other place in this country with local feeling he should remember that 
the citizens of that place take care of Chicago in every phase of busi- 
ness. If they do not, [lam more mistaken than I ever was as to any 
other proposition that can be submitted. 

Mr. President, I repeat, notwithstanding these long and intricate 
arguments here on the canal question, that the days of canals are num- 
bered. If we could inaugurate in this country asystem of large canals 
where the canal-boats would carry from five to seven hundred or a thou- 
sand tons they might compete to a certain degree with railroads; but 
these small canals, carrying boats of less than 300 tons burden, are go- 
ing out of existence, and they do not even form a factor of competi- 
tion with the railroads of the country. 

As I said the other day, look at the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal run- 
ning into thiscity. Thecompany has not enough money to-day to pay 
for the bridges washed away by the last freshet. What has become of 
the Lynchburg Canal, running down the James River? To-day the 
grass is growing on the canal tow-path, and why? Because railroads 
have destroyed it. The other day in the discussion of the Muskingum 
Canal scheme I read from the reports to show that a section of that canal 
from Zanesville running up 16 miles had been discontinued years ago 
,on account of the construction of a railroad along its banks. It is use- 
less for Senators to talk here about canals or any system of canals in 
this country. 

Iam not astonished at the speech of the Senator from New York. 
This is the iminary skirmish-line to turning over his Erie Canal to 
the Government. It is the most marvelous thing to me of all 
the marvelous things I have seen of results, that this splendid canal 
system of the country, so productive of dividends and of commerce, in 
every instance is unloaded upon the General Government. Ohio the 
other day unloaded Muskingum on us. The third State in the Union 
with an treasury can not keep up ber canal. Illinois, the 
fourth State in the Union, comes now with another dilapidated canal 
scheme and unloads that on the General Government after making three 
millions from the grant by the General Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator misrepresents the State of Illinois. 
The State of Illinois is not offering to give this canal because it is any 
tothe State, for it is not an old canal and it has been self-sup- 
ever since it was constructed. 

Mr. . Soit has. 

Mr. CULLOM. And is a source of revenue yet. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator had not been so eager to interrupt me 
he ppt ag heard whatI said. They have made nearly $3,000,000 
clear ; have made a good business transaction of it, and now 
they put it on the General Government upon the condition that we are 
to construct the canal from Hennepin to the Mississippi River and en- 
large the present one 80 feet wide and 7 feet deep at our expense and 
make it toll-free forever; and the next thing will be that New York 
unloading on us the Erie Canal, that splendid improvement. 

the most distinguished member of the Republican party 
States ibly, stood upon this floor with that rotund 
of the imperial State of New York with its 
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imperial donation to the General Government free of toll. That iaall 
to be ended, and at the next session of Congress there will be another 
unloading by New York, the first State in the Union, so as to keepeven 
with the third and fourth States, all to be put upon the General Gov- 
ernment, this splendid system of canals, as they call it, but none of . 
them willing to compete with the most profitable investment at home. 

All I ask of the Senator from New York is to do it in a straightfor- 
ward, manly way, not to put it ona river and harbor bill, on the Com- 
merce Committee, already damned in every direction, with all sorts of 
epithets piled upon its head, and more than one-half of the commiitee 
voting against it, as if they were ashamed of their own work—all I 
ask of the Senator from New York is to come up and make his proposi- 
tion plainly and above-board, and ask for all he wants at once, not to 
stick it in under the guise of $300,000 in a river and harbor bill, and 
then talk about the jobs and combinations made to pass such a bill 
through the Senate. I listened to the Senator from New York to-day 
when he depicted the starving thousands of the poor working people 
of the country who want this money for their wives and children. 
How long will $300,000 meet their wants? How much clamor on the 
part of the starving thousands of this country would $300,000 allay and 
quiet? 

There is a bill pending in the Senate now and one in the House to 
turn over this Michigan and Lilinois Canal and construct the Hennepin 
Canal, which will cost, the engineers, say, $7,000,000. In my judg- 
ment it will cost $17,000,000, judging from past estimates in like di- 
rections. If this be the magnificent enterprise we have heard so much 
about, why do not the Senators who favor it stand upon those bills and 
fight it out in a fair parliamentary struggle? Why do they come and 
load this fatal and this miserable cargo of a bill with $300,000 in order 
to commit the General Government to the result, no matter what it 
may be? 

Mr. President, I am sick and tired of having the Committee on Com- 
merce made the dumping-ground for every old, miserable, broken-down 
engineering improvement scheme in this country. I want to improve 
the rivers and harbors of the country and will vote as much as any 
Senator, but Ido not propose that State or individual improvidence 
shall be loaded off upon the Treasury of the United States if I can 
prevent it. States here that stand in the great galaxy of States at the 
very front in resources, in population, now come and say to the General 
Government, ‘‘ We can not keep up these improvements, they are break- 
ing down on our hands, we want the Treasury of the United States to 
become the recipient of our own speculation.’’ 

Talk about canals competing with railroads. I want to read from 
the report of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. Here is a re- 
port on interstate commerce from the committee of which he is chair- 
man, giving the receipts by canal and rail in the five principal Atlantic 
seaboard cities: 

Statement showing total receipts and exports of flour and grain at the five At- 
lanticcities—New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, and Montreal 
the years named below. 

That is from 1860 to 1884, a quarter of a century. 

Also percentages of each city of total receipts and exports 

Now I want Senators to listen. Weare told you can take grain from 
Chicago to New York by canal and water for 6 cents, and you have to 
pay 15 cents, 9 cents more, to take it by rail. Is it not most astonish- 
ing that it does not all go by water? Is it not astonishing that there 
is not a rush to get to the water routes instead of the railroads? How 
is it? No people in the world understand their money interests better 
than the people of the United States. If we can save the fourth of a 
cent by going a mile we will always doit. No people understand it 
better. Now look at the receipts of grain and flour. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri will allow me to re- 
mind him that for six months of the year they can not do it by reason 
of frozen water. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. I have the tables on that too. I suppose 
the same condition would apply to the Hennepin Canal. But I want 
to say now that the canal system of this country is going to the rear 
and the railroad system coming to the front gradually year by year, but 
steadily all the time. 

From 1860 to 1884 New York received of these five cities 51.6 per cent. 
of all the grain and floyr that was carried to the Atlantic seaboard— 
more than one-half; but now mark, in 1884, the last year, 16.9 per cent. 
was carried by canal and 33.6 per cent. by rail. .With a difference in 
the cost of carrying it from Chicago to the seaboard of 9 cents a bushel, 
there was only 16.9 per cent. carried by canal and 33.6 by rail. 

But I want to call attention to another most significant proposition 
coming from the committee of which the Senator from I linois is chair- 
man. In 1870, 27.9 per cent. of the grain and flour was carried by canal 
and 25.9 per cent. by rail; 2 per cent. more by canal than by rail. In 
1871, there were carried 33.1 per cent. by canal and 21.7 per cent. by 
rail; in 1872, 29.7 per cent. by canal and 22.4 by rail; in 1873, 24.5 
per cent. by canal and 27.5 by rail; in 1874, 24.6 per cent. by canal 
and 30 per cent. by rail; in 1875, 21.1 per cent. by canal and 30.1 by 
rail; in 1876, 15.6 per cent. by canal and 28.2 by rail; in 1577, 23.5 per 
cent. by canal and 24.8 by rail; in 1878, 21.76 per cent. by canal and 
29.07 by rail; in 1879, 17.15 per cent. by canal and 30.66 by rail; in 
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1880, 20.33 per cent. by canal and 27.95 by rail; in 1881, 14.31 per 
cent. by canal and 36.91 by rail; in 1882, 15.13 per cent. by canal and 
37.79 by rail; in 1883, 17.2 per cent. by canal and 33.1 by rail; and in 
1884, the last year i in this table, 16.9 per cent by canal and 33. 6 by rail. 

And yet gentlemen talk about the canal system of this country com- 
peting with railroads. It is hardly a factor in competition, and I say 
when you get a canal-boat with less than .300 tons burden it is abso- 
lutely throwing money away to talk about putting that in competition 
with a railroad; and the reason is manifest; all the world sees the re- 
sult of it. 

Look at our carrying trade onthe ocean. We have lostit, and why ? 
Because steam has taken the place of sail. When we could compete in 
wooden vessels we outstripped the world. 'Whensteam came into play 
and iron and steel vessels, England took the carrying trade away from 
us. It is the difference in speed, it is the difference in time; and in all 
this argument Senators on the opposite side of this question have over- 
looked that factor in the discussion. Time now is money, and the 
swiftest transportation is always the transportation that is the most 
profitable and that will beselected by the commercial public. A canal 
can not compete with a river or railroad. 

The senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] the other day spoke 
about this canal in competition with the great Mississippi River. Mr. 
President, a river without a lock or gate-keepers, with only the water 
that God has given it within its banks, and without any artificial 
means in order to make it, as a mode of transportation is far superior 
to any canal that can be constructed. The loss of time is one great 
element. The slowest train that could be put on a railroad would 
make the distance from Chicago to the Mississippi River in the time 
that would be occupied in opening the canal locks upon this route. 
You might as well compare an eagle to a bat, a race-horse to the com- 
monest drudge that ever went through these streets, as to talk about 
one of these canals competing with a railroad or with a natural water 
course. 

This is all I desire to say, Mr. President. I declare most positively 
that in my judgment this money, considering the amount to be ex- 
pended, will be virtually thrown away. I have no personal interest or 
representative interest as in favor of the city of Saint Louis as against 
the city of Chicago. Saint Louis is dependent for her prosperity upon 
theState of Missouri and the States that are tributary to her geograph- 
ically. If this little canal were constructed it would not affect the 
commerce of that great city or of the great Mississippi River. 

The Senator from Illinois was kind enough to say that my State was 
as much interested as his, as we wanted communication also between 
the lakes and the Mississippi. Mr. President, there is already water 
communication. The Illinois River is being improved by the General 
Government, and in this very bill is an appropriation of $100,000 to 
improve the navigation of that stream; but that stream goes into the 
Mississippi River below the point at which this canal is to reach it. 
The object of this canal is to reach the State of Iowa and the grain 
States in the Northwest. It is not water communication between the 
lakes and the Mississippi River that they want, because they have it 
through the Illinois River. They want a communication for the ben- 
efit of certain cities, and for that alone. We are satisfied in Missouri. 
I do not oppose this on any sectional or local ground. I have opposed 
this project from the beginning two years ago, one year ago, and when- 
ever it has come before the Senate. I believeit to be unconstitutional. 
I believe it to be unnecessary. I am utterly opposed to this whole 
method of States commencing internal improvement and then 
unloading them upon the General Government when they think 


proper. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to make one 
statement of fact from the record. The Senator refers to the fact that 
steam has taken the place of sail vessels, so that slow travel has gone 
outof date. I haveastatement of the shipping built by all nations be- 
tween the years 1871 and 1883, and it shows that there have been of 
steam vessels 637,000 tons, and of saling vessels 735,000, total 1,372,- 
000 tons; steam 46 per cent., sailing vessels 54 percent. So that steam 
has not taken possession of the world as thoroughly as the Senator 
suggests. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Illinois has had occasion to exam- 
ine that question as thoroughly as he might have done he would have 
discovered that those steam vessels had the commerce of the world. 
The sailing vessels are now used in the coastwise trade, and in some 
countries where there are small freights, and along the coast where 
steam has not taken its place; butall the great transatlantic and trans- 
Pacific lines, all the great lines that do the commerce of the great com- 
mercial world, are propelled by steam. Steam has taken the place of 
sail in the commerce of the world. I say it emphatically; ; and iron and 
steel vessels have taken the place of wood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. FRYE in the chat. ) On this 
question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a bill at 
this time, which I dislike very much to do, as it is out of order; but 
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in an appropriation bill that I suppose will reach the Senate in a very 
short time there is a provision making a permanent arrangement of lay W 
concerning the fees and compensations of United States commission: 

of circuit courts, which, as we think in the Senate, has no place in an 
appropriation bill. 

There are improprieties or inconsistencies in the existing state of tho 
law as it has been determined by the Supreme Court of the United 
States about the fees and emoluments of commissioners of circuit courts 
that ought to be corrected. Therefore I ask at this time unanimous 
consent to introduce a billon that subject, in the hope that before tie 
appropriation bill to which I refer comes before the Senate we may be 
in readiness to take some separate and prope,action upon that sul 
on a bill where it belongs. 

The bill (S. 2836) to limit and regulate the fees and compensation of 
commissioners of circuit courts of the United States, and for other pur- 

, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated acertain sum in the bill as the limit 
of compensation of these officers. I havestated that merely at random. 
It may be too little and it may be too much. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the amount? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifteen hundred dollars. 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2837) relative to the location of 
the town site of Wallace, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2838) for the relief of the Bap- 
tist Female College of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2839) for the relief of the Church of 
the Ascension in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for an order at this time to withdraw tho 
papers in the case of Warren Mitchell, of Kentucky, now on file. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that. the papers in the case of Warren Mitchell be withdrawn from the 
files. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For usein the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the order 
will be granted. 


I move that the bil! bx 


HOUSE BILLS KEFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to loan tents tothe Southwestern lowaand Northwestern 
Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association, at Bethany, Mo., and to the 
Tri-State Veterans’ Association of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, for re- 
union purposes, was a twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affai 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 15%’, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1006) for the relief of James W. Schaumbury, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2840) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of James W. Schaumburg; which was 
read twice by its title. ~ 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Marks 
Protestant Episcopal church in the District of Columbia, reported 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the pilowis 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, '- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be prin ted: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of $d instant, with inclosures, from t!¢ 
Secretary of the Interior, a legislative authority for the use of funds 
from appropriation, Sioux, &e., lor the subsistence of certain Norther! 
-——— Indians who have gone as who may go, from the Sioux reservation 
in Dakota to the Tongue River Indian agency or vicinity in satane. 
The matter is presented for the favorabie consideration of Con a AND. 


GROVER CLE 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, July 12, 1886. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted amendments 
intended to be by them respectively to the general deficien J 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on App! 

and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intended to 
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be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 


the appropriation for the Columbia River (a matter to which I shall 
allude directly), received less than 20 per cent. of the estimates. 
Other States received 50 per cent.; other States still more. I shall not 
undertake to point out the States which had received 50 per cent. or 
of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, — of the estimates, nor shall I undertake to state or speculate as to 
, ae j ’ : 3 Phones = ne reasons for this inequality, but I will state in generai terms that 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment | (0 5 fy . , iat be Minsieai; = ie rN ae aan 
by the Committee on Commerce, in section 1, to insert the se ten a a a ne colend he Ditties tted an pire ee 
following clauses from line 1134 to line 1174, inclusive, as amended: =| 5.) oe See ee L os ema sridy Bien, oy aan on ont 
The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its ap- of a tated _ ¢ 15 con enn 2 a nee ae on . 
purtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may have . . xs ee ‘ . a - 
in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United States Yesterday the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said that as the 
for canal purposes, made to the United States byan act of the General Assembly | bill came from the House the State of Oregon had received $645,000. 
Se TT eondisiens iacined es aa cits Gantiel Riesobhy of the The Senator was in error. With all the appropriations for the Colum- 
State of Ilino's. bia River included the total amount appropriated for Oregon improve- 
For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River, at or near the town of | ments in the bill as it came from the House was $605,000. If we add 
Hennepin, i, the Stato of Uline, to the, Minsasipp! River, at or above. the | $1,000 appropriated for ganging the waters of the Columbia River the 
that may be necessary tosupply said canal with water, $300,000. Said canal shal! | total amount in the bill as it came from the House for the State of Ore- 
be known as the Illinois and ae River Canal, and shall be constructed | gon would be $606,000. 
ga quan route an may be dctermlned fy the Secretary of War, Pramod, That | "Of this $605,000, $150,000 was appropriated for the improvement of 
for such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such lands as may be necessary | the mouth of the Columbia River; $100,000 for the Lower Columbia 
by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be | and the Lower Willamette, a section of the Willamette of only 12 miles; 
Sitio ad Wer chest annie ob amy teen at ae Senet San: Oe a $200,000 for the construction of the Cascade locks, and $10,000 for the 
United States for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at any | Upper Columbia, making a total of $460,000 for the Columbia River. 
general or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United The Columbia River forms a portion of the boundary between Ore- 
States institute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be | 14) and Washington Territory. It entirely crosses that Territory. 
The Snake River, for which a portion of the appropriation is made, ex- 
tends into Idaho Territory. But if we assume that one-half of the ap- 
propriation for Columbia River should be charged to Oregon the total 


necessary for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shal! 
be governed by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be a)- 

amount of the appropriation for Oregon in the bill as it came from the 
House would be only $375,000. 


plicable to the subject of condemning private property for public use: Provided 
further, That said canal shall be 80 feet wide at the water-line and 7 feet deep, 
with a capacity for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste- 
weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures 
that may be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and 

The increased appropriations proposed by the Senate committee for 

the Columbia River and improvements in Oregon amount to $135,000. 

I propose to show thatif I had not asked that increase of the committee 

my constituents would have had just cause to complain, and if the com- 

mittee had not granted it they would not have done justice to those im- 


branch as specified in said survey. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I had not intended to say anything 
during the discussion upon this bill, and I should not have done so ex- 
cept for the s tion made on yesterday by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS concerning the amendments which have been proposed 
to the bill by thé Senate Committee on Commerce. provements, nor have dealt fairly with the State I in part represent. 

‘Under our system of government certain powers are delegated to the | The Columbia River takes its rise in the Rocky Mountains, at 50° 20/ 
General Government. Among those powers is the power to regulate | north latitude, and runs north to 50° 10’, makes the detour of the great 
commerce between the States and with foreign countries. Congress | bend of the Columbia, crosses Washington Territory, turns westward, 
has claimed, and the courts have decided, that the power to regulate | and forces its way through the Cascade Mountains and on to the sea. 
commerce includes the power of regulating the means of transporta- it is the second river in magnitude upon thecontinent. Unlike the 
tion. Congress claims the power of controlling the navigable rivers of | Mississippi, as we have heard this morning from the Senator from New 
the country, of preventing and authorizing obstructions to them, of | York [Mr. MILLER], it runs parallel to the great lines of trade and 
determining what works for the improvement of navigation shall be | transportation. Its banks are stable. It can be improved from its 
attempted or made, and we have entered upon the work of improving | mouth for 1,000 miles with less money than has been expended upon 
the harbors and rivers of the country. the Mississippi River, and when it is once improved the improvements 

There is no longer I think any serious question as to the constitu- | will stand for ages without the necessity for any considerable appro- 
tional power of Congress to improve the harbors and the great water | priations, but with the expenditures of small sums annually to keep 
ways of the country. the works in repair. 

It appears to me that in considering the question as to whether any From the mouth of the Columbia River to Portland, which is the 
improvement shall be undertaken we ought first to consider the ques- | chief commercial city on the Pacific Northwest, a distance of 122 miles, 
tion as to whether it is a necessary improvement, whether it will be | the Columbia River and the Lower Willamette form a great national 
beneficial to commerce, whether its relative importance compared with | highway. The flags of the maritime nations may be seen in the har- 
other improvements being made and which ought to be undertaken is | bor of Portland. The plan for the improvement of that 122 miles con- 
sufficient to warrant its commencementat the present time, and whether | templates obtaining 20 feet of water at all seasons of the year. Four 
the condition of the Treasury is such as to justify the necessary ex- | hundred and seven thousand dollars, we are told by the local engineers, 
penditure. I think this grant of power carries with it an obligation | would complete the permanent improvement in accordance with pres- 
on the part of the General Government to exercise it for the general | ent plans, consisting of wing-dams at the bars and dredging; so that 
welfare to the extent of the ability of the Government and in an in- | hereafter there need be no considerable expenditure upon it. They 
telligent and impartial manner. state that $407,000 could be expended the present fiscal year. The 

I therefore do not think with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. | bill as it came from the House gave but $100,000—less than 25 per 
PLATT) that the question of how much has been recommended for the | cent. of the amount. Twenty-eight thousand dollars of that is to be 
improvement of rivers and harbors by the Secretary of War, whether | expended for building a dredge-bout to be used both on the Columbia 
he reflects the opinions of the executive department of the Government | and Willamette, leaving but $72,000 for river improvement, and the 
pan vat be the criterion by which to judge of the amount which | Committee on Commerce have not increased the amount. 

be appropriated in a river and harbor bill. From the mouth of the Willamette to the Lower Cascades, 53 miles, 

I do not think the question of hoW’much has been agreed upon in | the river is navigable for vessels drawing 10 feet and over. At the 
another branch of the legislative department of this Government as | Cascades the navigation is interrupted by rapids fora distance of 6 
the amount which shall be appropriated should govern us. If we are | miles. There is where the Government is building a canal and locks. 
to be controlled by the action of a committee in another branch of From the Cascades to the Dalles, 45 miles, there are from 8 to 10 feet 
Congress, or by another branch of Congress in regard to the amount | of water. Then comes the obstruction of the Dalles, some 15 miles in 
which shall be appropriated for rivers and harbors and the manner in | length. 
which it is to be distributed, we had better discharge the Committee Above the Dalles the river is being improved up to Lewiston, on the 
on Commerce and take the bill and pass it in the Senate without a ref- | Snake River, a u.stance of 266 miles. The plan for that improvement 
erence at all, but in the shape in which it comes from the House. wasadopted many yearsago. The total estimate forthe work was $132,- 

I do not desire to criticise the bill as it came from the House, and I | 000. Ninety-six thousand dollars have been appropriated heretofore. 
shall not doso in a manner to reflect upon the House or its committee; | The engineers recommend the appropriation of the remaining $36,000. 
but if we are to judge by the estimates that were made by local engi- | The improvement consists in removing large bowlders and blasting 
neers and which were transmitted through the Chief of Engineersand | away rocks in the rapids. Any other member of the committee for 

such a work in his State would have insisted that that small sum of 
$36,000 to complete that improvement should have been appropriated 
at once, but the House gave us $10,000 out of the $36,000—less than 30 
per cent. of the amount, and it was not increased. 
From Celilo, at the upper end of the Dalles, to Priest Rapids in the 


















the Secretary of War to Congress for its information and govern- 
ernment it was an unequal bill. The total amount of the estimates 
Was something over $42,000,000. Theamount appropriated by the bill 
as it came from the House was $15,1%2,200. Out of that amount the 
State of Oregon, if we include in the appropriations made for that State 
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Columbia is 200 miles. From Priest Rapids above for a distance of 
150 miles the river can be improved without locks so as to be naviga- 
ble at a cost of $400,000. That has been recommended for’ several 
years and no appropri ation for it has been made. Abovethis point the 
Columbia River is navigable for 450 miles with three interruptions 
which could be easily removed, making in all a navigable river of 
a thousand miles in length. 

The principal increase of the appropriation for the Oregon improve- 
ments was for the canal and locks at the Cascades and for the work at 
the mouth of the river. A few days ago, in discussing another bill, I 
described the situation at the Cascades of the Columbia. The Cascade 
Mountains separate Oregon and Washington into two parts. The Co- 
lumbia River forces its way down through agap in the mountains, and 
all the produce of the great basin of the Columbia, an empire in extent, 
is forced to come down through this gorge. I can not better describe 
it than to read an extract from the report of the Committee on Com- 
merce taken from the report of the local engineers. I will pass it to 
the Secretary and ask him to read what is marked on pages 282 and 
283. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is an extraordinary position. It isthe key point in the commercial strategy 
of the Pacific Northwest. With its waters freely open to navigation, and with 
railroads along either bank, the whole region will be insured minimum freight 
rates,and there will result a development in population and material wealth 
such as is hard to realize. The greater part of the magnificent country drained 
by the Columbia River is eut off from a sea outlet by the north and south trend- 
ing mountain mass of the Cascade Mountains. It is a broad, massive range, 
capped with a layer of volcanic outpourings at least 4,000 feet thick, and dotted 
here and there along its axis with snow-ciad cones, which reach altitudes equal- 
ing the highest points of the backbone ridge of the continent. 

Through this great ridge no other pass exists at such an altitude as can ho 
to divert the east-west channel of commerce along the Columbia River. “The 
longest way around” through this horizonta) pass will always be a shorter haul 
than any other line, plus the vertical distance over the mountains. The area of 
the Columbia River region is estimated at 245,000 square miles. It drains the 
western slopes of the main range of the Rocky Mountains, its drainage basin 
extending between latitudes 41° and 53° north, or over 12 of latitude. 
Owing to this great range in latitude, involving considerable variation in cli- 
mate, an opportunity is afforded for an average in the water discharge of the 
low river, and hence the annual flood presents itself with great precision in the 
month of June, but varying in quantity in a manner which depends upon the 
quantity of precipitation, and also upon the relative distribution of heat through 
the season. 

Mr. DOLPH. An estimate is also given here, which has been read 
by the Secretary, of the area that is drained by the Columbia River and 
its tributaries. It is given at 244,959 square miles. To better under- 
stand the magnitude of these figures I will make a few comparisons. 
The total area of the following States, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia, 
amounts to 244,260square miles—less than the area drained by the Co- 
lumbia River and its tributaries. The area of Great Britain and Ire- 
land is 121,230 square miles, of France 201,900 square miles, of Ger- 
many 212,001 square miles, of Austria-Hungary 226,406 square miles, 
of Italy 112,677 square miles, and of Spain 182,758 square miles. So 
it will be seen that the area drained by the Columbia River and its 
tributaries is larger than any one of these European countries. 

My colleague yesterday presented some statistics to show the fertility 
and productiveness of this vast region, to show the necessity for com- 
pleting this work at the Cascades in order that the river transportation 
might be brought into competition with transportation by rail, and to 
show the excessive freight charges which are made from different cen- 
tral points in the vast inland empire drained by the Columbia River 
to Portland by reason of the railroad company possessing this strategic 
point upon the Columbia River. The United States Government has 
undertaken to remove the obstructions to navigation at the Cascades. 
The rapids are known as the Lower Cascades and Upper Cascades. The 
project is to build a canal and locks around the Upper Cascades and to 
improve the Lower Cascades by blasting out rocks and removing the 
obstructions, so that the river at this point may be navigated and boats 
may pass up and down laden except during the very highest stage of 
water. 

There has already, according to my recollection, been appropriated 
and expended upon this work some $950,000. The amount estimated 
as necessary to complete the project in accordance with the modified 
plan is $1,250,000. The engineers reported that $750,000 could be used 
to advantage the present year. That was the estimate, but the bill as 
it came to the Senate carried an appropriation of only $200,000, or 
about 27 per cent. of the estimate. 

The amendment which I asked the committee to make and which 
they did make adds $50,000 to this appropriation, making the entire 
amount only 334 per cent. of the estimate, while the entire amount 
appropriated by the bill as it comes from the Senate committee is about 
43 per cent. of the entire estimates. So that even for this great work, 
which as no one will deny is a national work, which as no one will 
deny is a work of great importance, which should be completed at the 
earliest possible moment, from the fact that no benefit whatever can 
be derived from past appropriations until it is completed, receives less 
than its proportion of the appropriations carried by the bill. 

The principal increase made by the Senate committee in the appro- 
priations for Oregon, if you choose to call the appropriations for the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 12, 


Columbia River appropriations for that State, was made for the improve- 
ment of the mouth of the river. All the produce which comes down 
from the great Columbia basin passes out, and must for many years to 
come pass out, of the mouth of the Columbia. Nextto San Francisco 
the ports on the Columbia River are the principal ports on the Pacific 
slope. 

Some years ago a board of engineers was appointed under the provis- 
ions of an act of Congress to examine the mouth of the river and report 
as to the practicability of its improvementand to reporta plan. They 
reported a plan which is estimated to cost $3,710,000, not including their 
estimate for the contingencies, which was 25 per cent. additional. 

Upon the north side of the river there is an elevated point of land 
and a permanent spit extending out into the river and forming a nat- 
ural jetty. The plan of the improvement is to build a jetty from the 
south side, commencing near Fort Stevens and extending in a north- 
westerly direction to within about 3 miles of Cape Disappointment, thus 
narrowing the river, which is 6 or 7 miles in width there, to 3 miles. 
There is no doubt that the work is practicable and will secure at 
least 30 feet of water upon the bar at low water. The last Congress 
made an appropriation of $100,000 te commence the work. That ap- 
propriation has been expended. The House placed in the present rive: 
and harbor bill an appropriation of $150,000 for this great work. | 
made a calculation as to how long it would take to complete the work 
by appropriations of that amount. 

The estimate was $1,330,000, so that the amount given by the House 
was about 11 per cent. of the estimate. My calculation showed that if 
there should be a river and harbor bill every two years, and we could 
secure an appropriation in every bill of $150,000, and such appropria- 
tion could be economically used, and the work which was done one year 
would not be destroyed the next for lack of appropriations, it would 
take fifty years to complete the improvement, and if we make an allow- 
ance for contingencies it would probably take about twice that period 
or about three geverations, to complete the improvement. 

I therefore asked the Committee on Commerce to increase the amount 
of this appropriation, and they did increase it to $250,000, which is 
only about 19 per cent. of the estimate of the amount which the enzgi- 
neers say could be profitably expended the present fiscal year. I ap- 
peal to any Senator who listens to me to day to say if that was not a 
proper amendment, and if that work is going to be continued it ought 
not to be completed within the lifetime of some child now living in 
Oregon 


There is another thing which I might mention inthis connection. A 
few years ago a bill was passed providing for a harbor of refuge upon 
the Pacific coast. A great many people do not understand the extent 
of the Pacific coast. From Cape Farewell to the southern boundary of 
California the distance is 1,650 miles—one-third of all our seacoast. 
From the northern boundary of Maine to the southern boundary of 
Georgia is 1,430 miles. Situated upon this coastline are thirteen States 
bounded in whole or in part by the Atlantic Ocean and represented 
here by twenty-six Senators. From the mouth of the Columbia River 
to the harbor at San Francisco the distance is 550 miles, and with the 
exception of two or three small harbors that we are asking money of 
Congress to improve there is not a place on all that coast where a ship 
in distress can take refuge in ease of a storm. There is not a place be- 
tween Puget Sound and the Golden Gate except the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia where large ships such as are used in the coasting trade there 
can take refuge. 

So, in improving the mouth of the Columbia we are creating a har- 
bor of refage for vessels engaged in foreign and in coastwise trade upon 
that long exposed coast. 

Under the provisions of the act of Congress I have mentioned that a 
board of i was appointed to locate a harbor of refuge on that 
coast. They were not limited toany State. They might locate it upon 
the coast of California or the coast of Oregon. 

After examining the several locations they located it at Port Orford, 

in the State of Oregon. An appropriation of $150,000 was made to com- 
mence it, but when it was ascertained that it might cost $5,000,000 to 
$7,000,000 to construct a harbor of refuge of first class there, the Secre- 
tary of War, on account of its great cost, declined toexpend the money ; 
and notwithstanding [ have introduced bills here from time to time pro- 
viding for the expenditure of that money, it stands to the credit of that 
work to-day and is wnexpended, and the work has not been com- 
menced and is not liable to be commenced, because the Committee on 
Commerce think it is better to appropriate money for the improvement 
of the mouth of the Columbia River, which will serve a double purpose 
of removing the obstruction to navigation there and creating a harbor 
of refuge. 
As I have said, the bill came to the Senate with an appropriation 0! 
a little over 10 per cent. of the estimate for this great work, and atten- 
tion is called to the fact that it has been increased in a manner appar- 
ently intended as a criticism of the committee. 

I have taken the to make a computation as to the amount which 
has been appropriated for all the States and Territories west of tlic 

Mountains. Those States and Territories, that is, the four Ter- 
ritories and the three States, contain 776,334 square miles. The total 
area of the States and Territories, excluding Alaska, is 3,008,616 square 
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miles, 2,232,283 square miles lying cast of the Rocky Mountains. More 
than one-fourth of all the territory lies west of the Rocky Mountains, 
and out of this river and harbor bill of $18,000,000 and over California, 

, and Nevada, and Washington Territory, and all the other Ter- 
ritories receive $1,109,000. 

I am not complaining about this. I would not have said a word in 
regard to this bill and what I consider to be not a very fair division of 
the appropriation, at least if the appropriations are to be based upon 
the estimates, except for the suggestions of the Senator from Kansas. 
I merely wished to call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the fact that the increase which is proposed to be made to the bill by 
the Senate committee for works in Oregon has been made for works of 
great and national importance, and that the amendments are proper 
amendments, amendments for which the Senate committee deserve com- 
mendation. If all the appropriations for the Columbia River are in- 
cluded in the Oregon appropriations, Oregon gets but 26 and a fraction 
per cent. of the estimates; while, as I said before, the per cent. of ap- 
propriations on the estimates in the bill as it came from the House was 
35 per cent. and a fraction, and the per cent. of appropriations in the 
bill as it eame from the Senate committee to the Senate was 43 per 
cent. of the estimates. I do not suppose any one will object to these 
amendments, but I desire now, once for all, as so much has been said 
about the amount that has been appropriated for Oregon, to show that 
the appropriations made for the great Columbia River, the second river 
on the continent, were all charged up to the State of Oregon, and that 
even in the bill as reported by the Senate committee Oregon is not re- 
ceiving so large a proportion of the estimates as the appropriations for 
the other States aggregate and that nearly every other State has re- 
ceived. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly; and I shall answer it if I can. 

Mr. HEARST. What is the estimate that will make the harbor safe 
at the mouth of the Columbia River? 

Mr. DOLPH. The original estimate was $3,710,000, of which $100,- 
000 has been expended, and it is proposed to appropriate $250,000 by 
the present bill. 

Mr. HEARST. Does not the Senator think that it would have been 
better to have spent the whole of the appropriations at the mouth of 
the river? 

Mr. DOLPH. There can be no two opinions about that, and that 
is why I am so urgent in having enough money to make a showing 
there; and upon that point, if the Senator will permit me, I will read 
first from the report of the board of engineers who recommended this 
plan what they say about large appropriations. 

In conclusion, the board thinks it important to state that in an undertaking 
of this character, where the exposure is so great, as large a portion as possible 
of the whole estimate should be available before the beginning of actual con- 
struction, and the work, when commenced, should be carried forward as rapidly 
as practicable, with a view of attaining at the earliest day the desired object, 
namely,a deep channel to the sea to accommodate the great and growing com- 
merce of which the Columbia River must be the avenue, and to the growth of 
which the present condition of the bar is avery formidable obstacle. When op- 
erations have once begun there should be no suspension of them, as in such a 
case, besides the loss of time, injuries to the unfinished work and unfavorable 

in shoalsand channels may be expected to such an extent as very greatly 


to increase the cost. 

I also received a letter, dated the 29th of January, 1884, which I in- 
corporated in a speech I made on the subject of an improvement of the 
Columbia River, I think on the 7th of March, 1884, from which I read 
the concluding portion. It is from the engineer who is now in charge 
of the work, Capt. Charles F. Powell: 

When considering the probable cost of the Columbia jetty it should be no- 
ticed that the estimate of the majority of the board of engineers (33,710,000) is 
based on a stone and beton block construction, although the use of wood is rec- 


ommended in part if found to be more economical. Now,experience at the 
Oregon eoast jetties does show that wood, in shape of piles and brush, can be 


y and economically used, and the estimate for the Columbia jetty 
should be reduced considerably. The very liberal contingency named in the 
estimate of the board can be omitted in case of large and prompt appropria- 
tions; but not, on account of danger to destruction of an incomplete work ata 
place of great exposure, for small and irregular appropriations. 


That ins the necessity for a large appropriation at the mouth of 
the Columbia, and it shows, in view of the magnitude of this work, that 
the amount appropriated in the bil! as it came from the House is totally 
inadequate, and I may even say that of the appropriation in the bill! as 
it now stands. 

Now, one word more. The Senator from Kansas will not find in the 

c for Oregon or Washington Territory any of the streams 
which he has criticised as being marsh streams. The two smallest ap- 
propriations in the bill as it came from the House are an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Upper Columbia and one for the Upper 
Willamette River. The appropriation for the Upper Columbia is to 
carry out a plan for the improvement of the river for 266 miles navi- 
gable for steamboats drawing 4} feet of water. That is an appropria- 
tion for which $10,000 is given. The improvement of the Upper W1!- 
amette, for which $10,000 is given, is an improvement of a stretch of 

125 miles in length, which, with some wing-dams, dredging 

bars, and removing snags, may be kept in a navigable condition 

all the year round. Those, I say, are the smallest appropria- 
made for these works, and they are not subject to criticism. 
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Mr. HEARST. As thereis not enough money appropriated for some 
places and there may be too much money for others, I ask the Senator 
if it would not be better to take all the appropriations and put them 
on the mouth of the river and let the other works stand for the present ? 

Mr. DOLPH. That matter has been discussed here thoroughly by 
the Senator from New York, and permit me to say that I agree entirely 
with all that he said in regard to the importance of these minor im- 
provements. It is not practicable, the time never will come, we may 
just as well take it asa fact that the time never will come when Con- 
gress will consent to pick out a few great harbors of this country and 
appropriate money for their improvement and leave the rest unprovided 
for. The wants of the people of the different portions of the country, 
the necessities of the comme !ce of the country, will not permit it. The 
duties which members of the Senate and House owe to their constitu- 
ents will never permit them to vote fur a bill which will omit the mi- 
nor improvements. I do not believe if the Senator from Kansas who 
criticises this bill were permitted to take his pencil and given carte 
blanche to strike out from the bill he could eliminate aypropriations 
amounting to $50,000 which after reading the reports and examining 
the whole matter he would be willing to say were not reasonable and 
proper. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
on the pending amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Senate. | 
wish to make a few very brief observations upon the pending amend- 
ment. 

I concur entirely in the constitutional view and in the expediency 
of river and harbor appropriations as read by the Senator from New 
York from Mr. Webster to-day. I believe that the interest of this 
country as well as the duty of Congress under the Constitution demands 
a liberal system of internal improvements and appropriations adequate 
for them. 

I can see no difference in reason between the improvement of any 
stream, whether small or great, that is capable of contributing in any 
material and important respect to the general commerce of the coun- 
try. Ithink the idea is entirely unreasonable that a bale of cotton 
which may be borne upon the Mississippi River and goes into either the 
interstate commerce or the foreign commerce of the country is an object 
of national importance and a bale of cotton borne upon any other river 
or stream and that bears the same relation to commeree, foreign or in- 
terstate, is not a matter of national concern; that the product loses its 
character and importance because of the locality from which it comes. 

Certainly there is adifference between large things and small things, 
and the attention of Government can not be directed to every small 
particle of commerce that is te be found in the country; but every lo- 
eality has its right to the aid of the Government if any other part has 
it, and there should be an equal distribution of the benefits of the Gov- 
ernment in appropriations in aid of commerce without respect to 
whether it is in one locality or in another. If the commerce of one 
part be smaller than another, it is of course entitled to a smaller de- 
gree of aid; but if larger, it is entitled to a larger degree. 

In regard to this amendment, the inclination of my mind is to vote 
for it, and yet it opens very large questions. The suggestions of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] are worthy of the most careful 
consideration. I do not believe that you will ever regulate the internal 
commerce of this country, the rates of transportation upon its wide and 
vastly increasing railroad system, by any canals or water routes. [ 
think that will require the aid of positive legislation. I agree with 
him that this is a question which confronts Congress to-day, and that 
the interests of the people demand that instead of wasting our time 
upon more unimportant considerations it should be devoted to this 
great question which, as was read from Governor Seymour to-day and 
Mr. Webster, concerns the happiness and prosperity of the country 
more than any other, the economy of transportation, and if we are wise 
we will direct our attention to it. 

But there is no evidence to my mind that is satisfactory that these 
great water ways of commerce—canals and water routes—will be entirely 
superseded. They are building them in theimmediate vicinity of the 
great railroads in England. There isthe Manchester Canal. It istrue 
it is a ship-canal, but it is demanded by the impossibility of making 
the railroads subserve all the purposes of commerce; and I find in the 
reports of the Board of Trade of New York and elsewhere the distine- 
tion which the Senator from Missouri did not make between freights 
which do not require rapid transportation and those which do, and I 
find that the entire Northwest and all the Northern States are in favor 
of this appropriation for this improvement, because they believe that 
the great mass of the agricultural production does not require the most 
rapid transit and that it can be more cheaply transported on a water 
way, and that this fact will be an important factor in reducing the cost 
of railway transportation. 

Now, while it seems te me that the Illinois River is the natural out- 
let for that country, and that improvements connecting it with the 
lakes and making steamboat communication without change from the 
Mississippi to the lakes, which can be easily done on the Lilinois and 


Now I hope we can have a vote on the amend- 


The yeas and nays have been ordered 
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Mississippi Rivers, as it would appear from the map even to a person The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
who is not an engineer would be far more easy than this canal; while | 1, line 1181, after the word “‘improvement,”’ to strike out the words: 
to my mind the best improvement for the people of the Northwest | And the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
would be to improve the Illinois River as a natural outlet for steam- | available for dredging — See to = ae —e mnat- 
. a neteats A . : aw i can neers, recommended on the 12th of March, 1884: Provided, &{ not exceeding 
boat transportation with locks slequate to their transfer from the river $30,000 shall be thus expended on Goose Rapids. 
to a canal to the lakes without breaking bulk, yet I find the entire inl iedeah 
sentiment of the people of the North and Northwest in favor of this ap- aa 5 a : p 
ropriation and this improvement From Breckenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, in- 
poopen oo a Pp 7 ca it nail iia . cluding dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing- 
As the Senator from Missouri has said, it is an appropriation which | dams, &.; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby 
looks particularly to the State of lowa and the adjacent States and the | made available for this purpose. 
interests of Chicago and that section, but I see no objection to the amend- So as to make the clause read: 
ment in that. They have a right to the same benefits that every other Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
section of the country has, and in proportion to their extended com- ay an ees —_— mennen eee poe ee — oe ee - 
> sine io ing dredging, removal of snags an widers, and construction of wing-dams, 
ao and the business which they do and propose to do they ought to &c.; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
receive more liberal appropriations from the Government in aid of it. | available for this purpose. 
For these reasons I am prepared to vote for this amendment, and yet The amendment was agreed to. 
I think the distributions of this bill are not fair. I think the princi- 
ple should be that when the Government has commenced certain pub- 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word 
a ‘** operations,’’ tostrikeout ‘‘and the cost of the proceedings hereinafter 
lic works an obligation results to carry on the works already com- ~ y i 
menced, and to carry them on adequately by giving them appropria- 


authorized ”’ and insert ‘*$10,000 to complete dredges authorized by 
tions sufficient to complete them ina reasonable time, and not to neglect 


act of July 5, 1884;”’ and after the word ‘‘ mining,’ at the end of 
' —_ ba D line 1205, to insert ‘‘ hurtful to navigation; ’’ so as to read: 

them for other works or to commence new works to their disad vantage. Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the money 
It can not be expected that perfect fairness shall be attained with the ee eee for improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 

conflicting interests which attend the subject, but there should be some —_ end . oo eens — om s~, enegxing os ey Ay Se ; $10 : 

‘ai 4 4 this’ 0 compicte reage' uthorize act 0 u ’ ; 1 Jalan Sal 

fair pre iple adopted on w hich the money should be expended so as to unexpended money not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that 

benefit all the people and every part of the country. It can not be ex- | hydraulic mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their 

pected that any part of the country will be content to be neglected, and | tributaries. 

you can not improve-any avenue of commerce without benefiting the The next amendment was, at the end of the clause making an ap- 

whole country. propriation for ‘‘ improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California,”’ 
I think, therefore, that this bill should be regulated not altogether 

by States, nor yet in disregard of States, but that it should be regulated 

chiefly by the necessity of the appropriation for the works already com- 


in line 1207, after the word ‘‘ tributaries,’’ to strike out the words: 
If he be not satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceed- 
menced; and in that respect I think that the bill might have been far 
more equal and just than it is. 


ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dis- 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


charging detritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic min- 
ing, into either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin 
River or any of its tributaries, or in or to such place or situation from which 
ae eer — Ss —- may a to be aes = —- by a 
‘ TD ‘ . . . . or 8 into either of said rivers or tri ries; an e is hereby instruc to 
eink cee Geonie {in cae this bill I am paired use out of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 
eee Ee ——_ ; a : The amendment was agreed to. 
I = 7 skeen ee | tue = Sanuk wee The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
wast Lame he a vote * yea’ and I should vate rr ” 1, line 1222, to increase the appropriation for ‘* improving canal at the 
Mr. HAM PTON (when his ae was called). Iam ce i with Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement,’’ from $200,000 to $250, 000. 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], who is detained from 
the Senate by illness in his family as I understand. As I am not ad- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD. I wish to turn back a little to page 50. I want 
vised how he would vote on this amendment if present, I withhold my 
vote. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 


to amend the original text by inserting, after the words ‘‘ hydraulic 
Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. MorGAN’s name was called). The Sena- 


mining,’’ in line 1210 of section 1, these words: 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] is paired with the Senator from 


By water used through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure. 
Mr. HOAR. That is all struck out. 

Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. I donot know how either of them would 

vote if present. 


Mr.STANFORD. I want to have the amendment disagreed to and 
insert these words in the original text. There is a prior appropriation 
made for the improvement of the Sacramento and Feather Rivers of 
California, $40,000 of which money is hereby appropriated ‘for im- 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. Morrt.t.’s name was called). My col- | proving said rivers.’”” Now, this also contains a provision that the 
league [Mr. MorRILL] is absent ill, and is paired with the Senator | United States district attorney may use a part of that money for the 
from Delaware (Mr. SAuLspuRY]. I am under theimpression—but I | prosecution of those people who may be impairing the navigation of 
do not speak by authority-—that my colleague, if present, would vote | the streams. If the hydraulic mining of a certain kind which I pro- 
in the negative on this point. pose to prohibit is to go on unimpeded, it is useless for the Government 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpRIcH], who is detained from the Senate by illness. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 


to appropriate money for the improvement of that river. 
The original text also provides for the San Joaquin River. The im- 
[Mr. MorrILz], but his colleague is under the impression that he 
would vote against this amendment if he were here, and I am informed 


provement of the Sacramento and the San Joaquin Rivers, or those por- 
tions which are affected by the hydraulic mining is clearly within the 
he always has done so. Under these circumstances I feel at liberty to 
vote, and I vote “‘nay.”’ 


jurisdiction of the United StatesGovernment; they are all tide water, at 
The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 22; as follows: 






























any rate in the main. It is a small appropriation, but it may be effect- 
ive to prevent this particular kind of mining which is destructive to 
the navigation of these two rivers. The importance of it to California 
can not be overestimated. I trust there will be no objection to the 
adoptidn of my amendment and the restoration of the original text. 


ait a baer — The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Chair wil! 
Biair, base MeMillan, Sewer consider that the amendment referred to has not been adopted, as it was 
sree, Giteoa, Mahone, Spoener, passed on hurriedly, and the Senator from California offers an amend- 
cL” i ae Stanford, ment to the portion proposed to be stricken out, which will be read. 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, The Cuter CLERK. In line 1210, after the word ‘ mining,’ it is 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, Wilson of Lowa. proposed to insert ‘‘ by water used through pipes and used through 
Cullom, Kenna, Payne, nozzles under pressure;’’ so as to read: 

NAYS—22, If he be not so satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal procee|- 

Beck, Frye, Platt, Vest, ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or d's- 
Berry, Gray, Piumb, detritus, débris, or slick: caused by or arising from hydraulic min- 
Blackburn, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, ing. © water used through = used through nozzles under pressure, into 
Cockrell, Hearst, Saulsbury, ei of said rivers or = its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River or 
Coke, Ingalls, any of its tributaries, or in or to such or situation from which such de‘r- 
Edmunds, Maxey, Vance, tus, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms or floods 
into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to use out 

e ABSENT—23. of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 
sleke, Eustis, Jenenel Vievifin, Pie, Mr. INGALLS. My attention was called to this subject by a bil! 
onthe ten a oy ~~ tnomamm that was before the Senate some year or two ago, and my understand- 
Chase, Ham Mitchell of Pa, Sewell, ing at that time was that it was considered to be the duty of the State 
Deh. = adhesions Mora” Wilson of Md. of California to attend to the methods that were adopted in mining by 
: its own citizens in regions which are at a remote distance from the 
So the amendment was agreed to. rivers that are affected by the bill. 
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If I understand this process, in the upper regions where these rivers | 


take their rise scores, or it may be hundreds, of miles from the mouth, 


the waters are directed by means of sluices and nozzles and spouts from | 


pipes against great banks of gold-bearing earth, which are washed away, 
the gold being arrested by some process and the débris or mud allowed 


course below, by means of which not only have the channels of the 
streams become obstructed but vast areas of arable land have been 
overflowed and practically destroyed by the subsidence of these streams 
and the deposit of the unproductive mud upon the alluvion of the valley. 

It seemed very strange to the committee that the United States Gov- 
ernment should be invited to interpose to prevent the operations of 
these miners in the uplandsof California lying at the foot of the mount- 
ains where these streams take their rise, to prevent citizens of that 
State from such mining operations as result in the choking up of these 
channels and the destruction of the fertility of the State; and I should 
like to hear the Senator from California state to the Senate upon what 
ground of reason or justice the United States can be called upon to ex- 
pend money not only to improve the channels of these rivers, but to 
punish citizens of California, who are the subjects of the laws of that 
State and who certainly can be controlled by the laws of the State, 
from carrying on enterprises that are destructive to the navigable 
streams and also to the fertile and arable lands of California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator from Kansas refers to the state of 
the law as it now stands, I beg to remind him that the law has been 
resorted to there and with success in the State courts and in the circuit 
court of the United States to enjoin that sort of thing. The judicial 
courts have taken jurisdiction of the affair. 

Mr. INGALLS. So that the remedy is in the hands of the people 
there. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire, to understand that point exactly, how 
can the United States circuit court get jurisdiction? By reason of the 
citizenship of the ies? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the same ground that they get jurisdiction of 
any other case in which a citizen of Massachusetts or Vermont is con- 
cerned against the citizen of some other State. 

Mr. HOAR. But this is not a law to provide for a private party’s 
protecting his land against another private party or against a nuisance. 
It is a public law, and the proceeding is to be in the name of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not speaking of anything in this bill, but of 
the state of things as it has existed heretofore. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I make myself clear. This, as I under- 
stand, is to provide for proceedings by the public, by the United States 
Government, under its power to protect commerce among the States; 
and I supposed the amendment of the Senator from California to the 
original bill proceeded on the ground that these two named streams, 
the Sacramento and the San Joaquin, are important highways of com- 
merce among the States or with foreign countries. That being the 
case, I understand the authority of the United States is invoked to 
prevent the obstruction of those channels of commerce as it might be 
invoked on admiralty principles or other ground of jurisdiction in re- 
gard to harbors. Ido not see how that can be affected by the circuit 
or other courts of the United States in consequence of the citizenship of 
anybody on the ground of citizenship without this law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do I; but I was only suggesting historic- 
ally to my friend from Kansas that under the state of the law, na- 
tional and State, in California, prevailing there, suits have been insti- 
tuted in the proper courts. 

Mr. HOAR. By whom? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By private persons, to prevent this nuisance, and 
it is a prodigious nuisance, for I have seen it myself; and, therefore, so 
far as the nt law stands, it is within the competence of the judicial 
tribunals having authority over that subject, either State or national, 
according to the citizenship of the parties, and defending the rights of 
landholders along the Sacramento River, to enjoin the thing that de- 
stroys their land, and the courts in California, whether State or na- 

tional—I believe the chief case was in the circuit court of the United 
States—have determined that this sort of thing can not be carried on 
to the destruction of the fertile lands of the Sacramento, for instance. 

Mr. HOAR. But have they determined that they could protect com- 
merce it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another question. I was only speaking 

i y, suggesting to my friend from Kansas that under the ex- 
isting condition of things the owners of property below these great 
sluice-ways or wash-diggings, or whatever they call them, where the 
lands were being ruined as they were, have instituted suits, and have 
succeeded so far as they have gone, and they always will succeed in my 
opinion in stopping it. Whether that is a reason why Congress should 
not to protect a navigable river against being filled up is an- 
other question, to which I have not addressed myself as yet at all. 

Mr. STANFORD. As the Senator from Vermont has stated, those 
suits were brought by private parties whose rich bottom-lands were 
ing destroyed by the deposits coming down from the mountains. 
The individual owners of those lands brought suit against the miners, 
and the circuit court of the United States enjoined the miners from 

the lands. 





| United States; each is a tide-water river. 
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Here the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers together, one coming 
from the south and the other from the north, substantially float two- 
thirds of the commerce of the State on the water; and I have no dorbt 
this year, from the extraordinary crop likely to be had there, that there 


| will not be less than 700,000 tons of wheat floated on the two rivers this 
to run off through these ravines down a great many miles into the water | 


season. The débris that comes in to injure this navigation of the rivers 


| which we want to dredge out, and which this bill makes a small appro- 


priation for, is upon waters peculiarly under the jurisdiction of the 
The mines that are emptying 
their dris into the streams that enter into the San Joaquin and Sac- 
ramento are on portions of the rivers where the tide rises and falls. 
The appropriation is for the dredging and improvement of these rivers. 
It is idle to attempt to dredge them while the miners pour this im- 
mense volume of débris intothem. If the Government wants to protect 
its navigable rivers it must stop the débris. 

I presume one reason why the appropriation heretofore made has 
not been used is because it was idle to attempt to dredge those rivers 
while thousands of tons might go in where one could be taken out. If 
the Government wants to do anything to these rivers it must stop the 
cause of the filling, which is this particular kind of mining, and we 
have limited it. After talking with my colleague and the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] I put in a clause to confine it to that char- 
acter of mining that does the greatest damage. There is a good deal 
of mining that will do no special harm, and we do not want to distur! 
it. We confine it to that water which is not merely used through 
pipes but also through nozzles, as that is the kind of mining that 
throws this immense quantity of déJris into the river. A small ap- 
propriation to prevent people from doing the damage is the important 
point, without which the other money is wasted. 

Mr. INGALLS. But I understand that these operations are con- 
ducted in a region that is very remote from the navigable part of the 
streams. Am I not correct? 

Mr. STANFORD. Usually. 

Mr. INGALLS. Usually. My attention was called, as I said, some 
time ago to the process on the upper waters of the Feather River, and 
I think that there were some legal proceedings to test the right of those 
persons thus engaged in carrying on transactions protitable to themselves 
by which the rights of others below them upon the stream were injured 
and in some cases absolutely destroyed. 

Mr. STANFORD. The suits were not for the injury done to the 
streams, but the injury done to the lands adjoining the streams. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the damage could not be done to the land 
without the agency of the stream. That is, these great banks of gold- 
bearing gravel, where the per cent. to the cord was exceedingly small, 
could not be handled by the ordinary processes with hand labor; and 
therefore the mountain streams were diverted from their channel and 
conducted through dacts enormous distances, across ravines, through 
pipes, and at last directed from nozzles against these banks with such 
tremendous force that they melted away, and thousands of tons per 
day were dissolved and washed down, so that, the gold being preserved, 
the remainder ran into the lowlands below. And not only was the 
navigation of the stream impeded and its channel filled up, but there 
was an enormous overflow of this muddy and saturated flood upon the 
cultivated lands of the riparian proprietors in the lower country, so 
that its productive capacity was destroyed. 

I can readily understand that if these operations were conducted 
upon the cliffs on the high grounds immediately adjoining these navi- 
gable waters, and the débris washed down so that the channel was filled 
up, we might properly be called upon to arrest the transaction and say 
that these parties should not be allowed in this way to interfere with 
the navigation of the stream; but when these transactions are carried 
on hundreds of miles away, and the whole operation is entirely within 
the control of the State authorities, and the people themselves are citi- 
zens of the State of California, to say that the Government of the United 
States should be called upon to interfere in a matter of this kind that 
belongs exclusively to the State seems to me to be carrying the docirine 
of centralization rather too far. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a question? 
The Senator’s statement is that if these operations were carried on 
upon the banks of streams, then Congress could properly interfere in 
the exercise of its power of protecting commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. Justaswe attempted to doin the bill we sought to 
pass this morning to prevent the discharge of cinders and sewage into 
the harbors. 

Mr. MITCHELL, ofOregon. Suppose by reason of some similar proc- 
ess 30 miles away, by the melting, as the Senator describes it, of a 
mountain by hydraulic power or in any other way, the bay of San 
Francisco for instance was about to be filled up with débris, where is the 
difference between that case and the case suggested by the Senator ? 
the power exists in the one case, and if itis the duty of Congress in the 
one case to prevent the filling up of that great harbor, why not in the 
other, although the operation my be some distance away ” 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator does not see the difference where this 
results from private transactions carried on by citizens of California for 
their own gain in regions at a great distance from the place where this 
appropriation is to be employed, of course I can not enlighten him 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It seems to me that it makes no dif 
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ference what the purpose of the operation may be, whether it is car- 
ried on for private gain or for pure deviltry, if the result is the filling 
up of a navigable river. 

Mr. INGALLS. The transaction occurs in a region where the United 
States has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Why not? 

Mr. INGALLS. You might as well say that if the stream was in- 
jured by reason of some planetary disturbance there would be a right 
to proceed against the solar system. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I take it that Congress has the power 
to protect the commerce of the harbor of San Francisco, or has the 
power to protect the navigation of any of the navigable waters of Cali- 
furnia, and especially tide-water rivers. It occurs to me that it does 
not make much difference where the process is used, whether on the 
bank of the river or 30 miles away. The effect is the same. 

Mr. INGALLS. Suppose it occurred in another State? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It does not make a particle of differ- 
ence. So much the stronger in favor of the power of Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. But if it occurred in a place farther away from the 
water altogether ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The object of the statute is not to 
punish anybody particularly, but the text of the bill says ‘‘ to pre- 
vent.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. We are asked to protect the people of California 
against the rapacity of their own citizens. 

Mr. STANFORD. Will the Senator allow me tosay that this bill, as 
I understand, is one relative to matters of national importance. The 
whole bill is based on that theory. It is in regard to national waters. 
The entire portion of the river referred to is where the tide flows, and 
of course within the jurisdiction of the National Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far up does the tide flow? 

Mr. STANFORD. It flows above the Feather River, on the Sacra- 
mento. That covers all that portion of these two rivers that are in- 
jured by the débris. 

Mr. INGALLS. What action have the State courts of California 
taken in regard to this? 

Mr. STANFORD. TheState courts have held that one man has no 
right to destroy his neighbor’s property. 

Mr. INGALLS. He must so use his own as not to injure that of 
another. 

Mr. STANFORD. The circuit court of the United States has held 
the same thing; but in regard to these navigable waters of the United 
States the question has not been up, and this appropriation is to affect 
the waters of the United States, navigable streams, not to protect the 
farmers. If the United States wants to protect the streams, why not 
proceed intelligently to stop the very thing that has caused the trouble? 
I do not suppose that there is any difficulty about the United States 
doing this and stopping the trouble in the mountains or anywhere else 
where this débris is put into the rivers. The question is whether or 
not the Government shall protect the waters of the navigable streams, 
and it is a very important matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the length of the navigable course of these 
streams below the junction of the Feather and the Sacramento? 

Mr. STANFORD. The Feather is about 55 miles north of the Sacra- 
mento. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the distance at which these hydraulic oper- 
ations are carried on above the point at which the river is navigable? 

Mr. STANFORD. From 20 to perhaps 70 miles. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the operation complained of in the highlands 
near the headwaters of the river. 

Mr. STANFORD. There is no use clearing streams unless you stop 
that scouring coming in. No one can appreciate the great amount of 
gold-bearing earth that comes into the streams unless he sees it. 

Mr. DOLPH. This amendment made by the Committee on Com- 
merce was at the instance of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs}, a 
member of the Committee. As I understand the Senator from Cali- 
fornia now, the Senator from Nevadais willing the text of the bill should 
remain if amended as proposed by the Senator from California. 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. By a subsequent provision in the bill it is made un- 
lawful to do this thing, that is, to carry on hydraulic mining so as to 
fill up the navigable rivers of the United States or cast or throw any- 
thing into the navigable rivers that would obstruct navigation, and it 
is made the duty of the district attorney to prosecute such offenses. 
The only addition to this amendment would be to authorize the Sec- 

retary of War, this being a special case of great importance, to use a 
part of the appropriation heretofore made for these rivers, to this 
offense of hydraulic mining. I think it a good amendment, and I hope 
the amendment of the Senator from California will prevail and that of 
the committee be rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
California will be read. 

The CurerCuerK. In line 1210, in the matter to be stricken 
out, after the word “‘ mining,’ it is proposed to insert “‘ by water used 
through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure;’’ so as to read: 

If he be not satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceedings 
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as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging 
detritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic mining, by water 
used throngh pipes and used through nozzles under pressure, into either of said 
rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River or any of its tr:b- 
utaries, or in or to such place or situation from which such detritus, débris, or 
slickens may be liable to washed or carried by storms or floods into either of 
said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instracted to use out of said sum as 
much as may be necessary for said purpose. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. With every disposition to do what Congress prop- 
erly may for national interests to prevent what is going on out there 
or has been until stopped by an injunction, I do not see how in the in- 
terest of commerce, of keeping the rivers clear, the question is to be 
determined upon the amount of pressure that is to be brought to bear 
on a gravel bank that is said to contain gold. It depends upon what 
is to come down into the river and to impede navigation by shoaling its 
waters. That is the point. And coming to that point, it would seem 
that the textof the House bill went to the root of the matter, by stopping 
the putting into the river these substances put there by this hydraulic 
mining, which is the only way that these substances that fill up the 
river and shoal the water get there. 

Mr. HEARST. Thai is the fact; but we want to prevent these 
things going into the channels, and if we stop hydraulic mining we stop 
this business. These people have been so industrious that they have 
made inventions by which they can lift up and wash out a ton of stuff 
by a force of water 5 miles away for 5 cents. The consequence is that 
these greatinventions havesodisarranged things that they have changed 
the face of nature to some extent. There is one kind of mining that 
interferes with the streams. We want to be very careful in describing 
it so as not to interfere with a set of people who occupy a country 400 
miles long and 40 miles wide and who produce out of that little belt 
of country about $20,000,000 annually, which your people in the East 
need very badly to pay your balances. I want to offer one amendment 
so as to define what hydraulic mining is. For my own part I do not 
think the provision ought to be in this bill at all, because the thing has 
been litigated thoroughly, and every one of the people is under a per- 
petual injunction from the United States circuit court to-day against 
doing what is complained of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California [Mr. HEARstT] will be read for information, 
but it is not now in order. 

Mr. HEARST. I want it read for information. 
desk. 

The Cuter CLterK. In section 2, line 42, in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Commerce, after the word ‘‘pressure,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘and against mountain sides or natural banks;’’ so 
as to read: 


Nor be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other than hy- 
draulie mining, by water through pipes and used through nozzles under press- 
ure and nst mountain sides or natural banks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, we come back to the origi- 
nal proposition—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment, as I am desired by several Senators to state 
what course I shall take in regard to the session to-day, I wish to say 
that I shall request the Senate to remain in session until we can dis- 
pose of this bill to-night. 

Mr. HEARST. I think my colleague will agree with me. Ido not 
think that my colleague or anybody from any part of the world has any 
objection to any kind of mining in California except hydraulic min- 
ing, and I have endeavored to get the bill framed both in committee 
and here so as to stop that. I think that two-thirds of all the people 
in California are willing to do that. Of course it isa hardship, because 
we stop the investment of millions of dollars by doing that; but we 
ought not to go farther. I have my pocket full of letters and tele- 
grams coming every day expressing fears that by this action the whole 
mining industry in the Sierra Nevada will be destroyed, 

Mr. STANFORD. To the amendment of my colleague I have no 
objection, as it confines it more particularly to this peculiar kind of 
mining which is doing the great damage. The ordinary mining does 
not do so much damage as that the people need have any apprehension 
about it, and I do not believe the Government would find it necessary 
to interfere with that kind of mining. 

This hydraulic mining is confined to a few large companies, and 
aa there are not above three thousand miners engaged in that 

ind of mining. I do not use that as an argument, but only give it as 
astatement of fact. Almost all these companies are largely composed 
of non-resident owners; and if the miners were thrown out of employ- 
ment, as they are a first-class set of men, they probably would be 
engaged in other industrial pursuits in less than thirty days. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any way by which the débris that results 
from the hydraulic mining can be impounded and arrested, so as not 
to = the courses of the streams ? 

ANFORD. I can safely say that it is universally suppose: 
to = ‘impossible. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therefore, if this provision here shall prevail the 
operation of mining by the hydraulic process must stop. 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ina region of country, as the Senator’s colleague 
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states, of 400 miles in length by 35 to 40 in width, and there $20,- | 


000,000 per year are extracted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Kansas will permit me to make 
a statement in regard to this, and perhaps in reference to the term 
‘hydraulic mining.’’ As stated by the Senater from Oregon, this 
amendment in the Senate was made to conform to the views of the sit- 
uation entertained by the Senator from Nevada, as he was familiar with 
the state of affairs in California. As the clause came from the House 
you will observe the words in line 1206 ‘‘ hurtful to navigation’’ were 
not inserted. We inserted these words to exclude a certain kind of 
hydraulic mining. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I speak one word there ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. TheSenator from California who is nearest me [ Mr. 
STANFORD] states in reply to my interrogatory that there is no way of 
arresting or impounding the débris if the hydraulic mining process is 
carried on, so that it must necessarily run into the channels of the 
streams if the process that is now going on be continued. Therefore, 
if this is to prevail, if the Senator from California is right, the process 
of mining by the hydraulic system is at an end. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The term “hydraulic mining,’’ as I understand 
it from information received from the Senator from Nevada, includes 
different.processes, one of which is by water used through pipes and 
used through nozzles under pressure. That kind of hydraulic mining 
I suppose is the kind referred to by the Senator from California who is 
beforeme. But thereis a kind of hydraulic mining which is followed 
by persons of smaller holdings there, which does not interfere with the 
navigation of the streams at all, and yet which would be included 
under the term ‘“‘ hydraulic mining’’ in the clause as it came from the 
House. 

Mr. INGALLS. But I understand this mining by the hydraulic 
process has a technical signification; that in these vast deposits of gravel 
the per cent. of gold is so small that it could not be extracted by the 
ordinary processes, that it requires extraordinary capital to construct 
these sluice-ways from distant mountain sources so that the streams 
are directed through nozzles and poured with immense force. I am 
told sometimes a stream goes with such velocity that you can not chop 
it with an ax when it comes from the nozzle that is directed against these 
banks of gravel, and they dissolve away and disappear absolutely be- 
fore the tremendous force of the stream. That of course necessarily, 
if the statement of the Senator from California is true, we are interfer- 
ing with, and not only interfering with, but destroying a process that 
results in the extraction of $20,000,000 per annum which would other- 
wise be entirely lost. 

Mr. STANFORD. But asmall proportion of the gold is taken out 
by hydraulic mining. The quartz mining is now the most important 
of all; but there are thousands of people engaged in small mining, wash- 
ing through sluices and washing down the banks with a little water. 
Those we do not desire to interfere with. I think our streams can get 
along very well without interfering with this class of miners; but we 
can not protect the rivers and allow that peculiar kind of mining which 
is so very well understood hy the name of ‘‘ hydraulic mining;’’ in 
other words, through pipes and nozzles, because that defines exactly 
the kind of mining we desire to prohibit. Any kind of mining by 
water is, in one sense, hydraulic mining, 

Mr. INGALLS. But ‘‘ hydraulic mining ’’ does not mean that. It 
does not mean taking dirt in a pan and shaking it out by water and 
collecting the gold at the bottom of the pap. That is not “ hydraulic 

; ” 


mining. 

Mr. STANFORD. Directing the water through pipes is what is un- 
derstood as ‘‘ hydraulic mining.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As far as the United States are concerned the 
question would seem to beto prevent, if we are to goon with this busi- 
ness in this bill—which, like a good many parts of it, has nothing to 
do with the question—the obstruction of navigable waters of the United 
States. The question is not so much how they are obstructed, but the 
fact that they are obstructed by bringing inte them substances that 
shoal their waters, whether produced by what you call hydraulic min- 
ing or quartz mining or sluice mining or pan mining or any kind of 
mini 

The point is that if the débris of this business comes into a navigable 
river you want to stop it. I do not say you want to stop it on this 
bill, which has so many other devices in it for doing things that do not 
belong toit properly; butif you are to have itat all, the question isnot 
as to the amount, but as to the result. I think therefore that the bill 
as it came from the House, which is limited a little too much even in 
that point of view, states in general the case that you have got a river 
in the State of California, or rivers in it, into which the operations by 
citizens of that State on their own lands discharge gravel and soil and 
mud; but the point is not how it got in there, but the fact that it is 
there. Therefore if you are to do anything at all, you are to say that 
it shall not be allowed to go there, without reference to the means by 
which your river is filled up, and we are called on from year to year to 
dig it out again. 

What difference does it make any more than it would to say as pri- 
vate citizens, if our neighbor was discharging his water or his sluice 
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of authority have the United States over it? 
just like the Hudson, which I know very well, as it ison my way home; 
it is wholly within the limits of one State. 
State can be exerted over it. 
it, or an assault, or a conflict, or any other of the operations of viola- 
tion of rights in the public sense is within the jurisdiction of the State 
of New York. 
of California, leaving out of view in both cases the simple maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States, which is not a jurisdiction over the 
body of the river and its adjacents and belongings, but only a jurisdic- 
tion over the operations of men who are seafaring men as they may be 
called. That is all there is of maritime jurisdiction where the tide 
ebbs and flows. 
































































upon our land, whether he did it by one means or another means, by 
a method of one name or another name, so that he violates our rights 
of property by bringing upon us a thing that he has no right to bring, 
we do not care what the method is, it is the result; and it is just so 
here. If these rivers are the rivers of the United States, which the 
United States has the right and the duty to protect for navigation, 
then we do not depend upon the question whether it is done by hy- 
draulic mining of one nameor another nameor any other kind of mining. 
We go to the fact that the operations of men upon their own property 
bring into these rivers a sediment and a deposit that impedes naviga- 
tion. That is the point. 


Now, what kind ofa river is the Sacramento River, and what kind 
The Sacramento River is 


Every authority of that 
A homicide committed in the middle of 


So it is in respect of the Sacramento River in the State 


Now, we have the Sacramento River, like the Hudson, and here up 
at Troy are people engaged in great iron-works, and they dump into 
the Hudson River every day from their great iron-works the slag, Kc. 
On what ground is it that Congress would undertake to interfere with 
that? It has none; perhaps it ought to do so if it has the power. 
Where does it get the right? Has the Congress of the United States 
under the Constitution the right to enter every State and say that no 
land-owner along the borders of a stream that Congress chooses to im- 
prove, or to appropriate money for the improvement o!, cr to be ex- 
pended upon, whether improved or not, shall gover his own indi- 
vidual conduct of his own property in respect to that water? I doubt 
it. Congress has jurisdiction to regulate commerce ‘among the several 
States,’’ and notin them. That is the language of the Constitution. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask theSenator a question. This is 
&@ very important subject. Suppose we have the power asserted in the 
lines proposed to be stricken out, why should we not have the right to 
go into mountains above any navigable stream and beyond the naviga- 
ble part of that stream and prevent the cutting down of the timber, 
which is believed by many to produce floods which overflow the whole 
country and destroy navigation? Why should we not have the same 
power to prevent private owners from cutting down that timber that 
we would have to prevent these people from carrying on their mining 
operations beyond the navigation of the river ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Texas has stated what I was 
about to say so much better than I could, as one point of illustration, 
that I need not repeat it. I will take another illustration. We hada 
day or two ago from the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Greson | a most 
interesting description of the great national importance of the Bayou 
Terre Bonne in Louisiana, which the engineer’s report showed to be 
wholly within the State of Louisiana, and to be at this time of the year 
a@ mere ditch, but a stream, a bayou, a place—that is the best detini- 
tion, ‘‘a place’’—on the surface of the earth to which Congress has 
devoted public money for digging it out and making more water in it 
in respect to the depth than there was before. Now, suppose Congress, 
instead of the police jury that my friend from Louis‘ana (whom I do 
not see in his seat at this moment) said controlled it, had passed an act 
declaring that none of the planters along the Bayou Terre Bonne shou!d 
open any ditch that entered into that bayou, does anybody maintain 
for a moment that it would not have been an absolutely null and void 
declaration of Congress? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, with pleasure. I am seeking for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. HALE. Does not this bill, later on than the part which we are 
now considering, propose to do in clear and explicit terms precisely 
what the Senator is deprecating? I find in section 2 that the bill takes 
jurisdiction of an entire stream, if I interpretit aright. Let me read 
this and ask the Senator what his interpretation of section 2 is on this 
very point. It provides that: 

It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, or pro- 
cure to be cast, thrown, emptied,or unladen,either from or out of any ship, 


vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or milis 
of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, rubbish 
wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag, or cinders, or other refuse or mi'!- 
waste of any kind,into any port, road, roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable 
river, or other waters of the United States, for the improvement of which Con 
gress has already made, or may hereafter make, appropriations, or to dump, 
discharge, or wash, or cause to be dumped, discharged, or washed,from any 


mine or mineral! land or bank, tailings. bowlders, gravel, clay, earth, or dévris 
into any navigable waters or rivers for the improvement of which Congress has 
made or may make appropriations, or into any tributaries, branch, or affiuent 
of such waters or rivers. 


Now, can anything be more clear and explicit in its purpsse than 
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this provision of the bill that the Senate is now considering, to take the 
charge and control throughout the entire extent of a river to its farthest 
source, covering a jurisdiction which I understand the Senator is op- 
posed to? If that is so, I wish the Senator, before he gets through, 
would address himself to this very clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wehave not got to that clause yet, but as the Sen- 
ator from Maine says it touches the same topic, and as he says the 
United States may, on the theory of these entirely intrastate rivers and 
above the ebb and flow of the tide—though I do not think that makes 
any legal difference, but I will assume that it does for the purpose of 
the argument—take the entire jurisdiction and domination, the sover- 
eign power over what shall be done in, and of, and about such ariver, 
just as a State might, the State of Vermont, or the State of Texas, 
or Georgia, or Maine, in respect of a public highway that had been 
created by State authority, and say, ‘‘ you shall not throw your ashes 
out on that highway,’’ which a State may lawfully and properly do; 
‘*you may not do anything in that highway except to pass over it; 
nothing shall stand upon it; nothing shall go upon it; nothing shall 
lie upon it,’’ except what the State authority chooses tosay. Andso 
coming to the great State of North Carolina, which is rich in appropria- 
tions for improvements, as they are called, but rather scant of water 
away from the seaboard. 

I remember an instance a few years ago of one of these very same nav- 
igable national highways, national streams, where we were asked to 
make an appropriation for its farther improvement, and turning to the 
report of the Chief of Engineers, it appeared that in order to make the 
improvement at all available for purposes of commerce it was neces- 
sary to build an extensive pumping establishment on one stream and 
pump the water over into the stream that was to be improved. 

Now on this theory, whether Congress had appropriated or not—be- 
cause the constitutional jurisdiction of Congress does not depend upon 
whether it has spent any money; it stands upon a fandamental prin- 
ciple—Congress would have the authority to say that nobody should 
do anything about the French Broad, if that was the name of the stream, 
that Congress had not previously authorized might be done; that the 
land-owner should not wash his sheep in it, that he should not let his 
timber fall into it, that he should not catch trout in it, or do whatever 
else he wanted to do, although he owned the land on both sides. 

That sort of thing will not stand; and it shows the utter absurdity 
of failing to distinguish between what the Constitution has given us 
the authority to do in the regulation of commerce among the several 
States, to provide for great national highways, whether of water, or of 
road, or of railway from State to State and great national ports for 
foreign commerce; and this business of going into every place where 
there is adew—I state it extremely of course—any little river that may 
be made locally advantageous as a private canal would be, or a sluice- 
way, and undertake to say that that is a subject for national improve- 
ment, and, being a subject for national improvement, is within the ju- 
risdiction of Congress to dominate everything there is about it, because 
one thing follows from the other—— " 

Mr. HALE. I say that it goes a great way further, and in thesame 
section from which I have read it does not confine this jurisdiction. 
This provision not only prohibits the dumping of earth or refuse of any 
kind into a river or on its banks, but forbids it upon lands in any place 
or situation on the shore where the same shall be liable to be washed 
into any navigable waters either by ordinary high tides, or by storms, 
or floods, or otherwise. When that section is reached, if not before, I 
should be very glad if the Senator in charge of this bill would explain 
to the Senate upon what theory the committee has departed from what 
has been I believe usually understood as the limit of jurisdiction of the 
United States. It is the section in which the Committee on Commerce 
amplified the jurisdiction of the United States beyond all points appro- 
priated for and take possession of the rivers entirely to theirsource, the 
streams and the tributaries. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a House’section. 

Mr. HALE. It is a House section, but it is not struck out by the 
committee. The committee report it in full. They go beyond taking 
jurisdiction of the mere subjects of appropriation, and beyond the river 
or the stream, and include the entire tributaries; and then beyond 
that declare as a matter of law, with penalties affixed, that a citizen of 
the United States who deposits anything upon his own land, away 
from the shore, at any place where it is liable to be washed by tide, 
or flood, or storm into any river, or tributary of any river, upon which 
there has been or any part of it an appropriation, shall be subject to 
pains and penalties. If that is not a most enormous stretch of juris- 
diction beyond what has ever been claimed before, then I am entirely 
unfamiliar, as I acknowledge myself to be to a great degree, with the 
legislation on this subject. I should like to have that thoroughly ex- 
plained and elucidated to the Senate when we reach it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The broad distinction is as to the power of the 
United States to appropriate money to any object that it deems to be 
for the public welfare. We gave it many years ago—I say “‘ we,’’ I 
mean the nation—to the sufferers from an earthquake at New Madrid, 
in Missouri, which led to a great deal of litigation, a great deal of leg- 
islation, and a great many claims. We have given it to sufferers of all 
kinds, from floods and storms and the unfortunate political convulsions 
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in other countries. In other words, we have exercised in every direc- 
tion what I believe to be a competent constitutional power to appropri- 
ate the money of the tax-payers to any purpose that Congress deems to 
be for the general welfare. 

That is one thing, and therefore I can not doubt that the appropria- 
tions contained in this bill for making the smallest stream over which 
Congress, in any other sense than that of making a donation to it, has 
no more jurisdiction than I have, is perfectly constitutional. If we 
want to make a charity of that kind, very good; I think the Constitu- 
tion warrants us in giving away the money of the United States as long 
as we please. 

Mr. STANFORD. Allow me toaska question. This appropriation 
the district attorney of the United States may use for the purpose of 
preventing the dumpingof this débris to the destruction of the stream ? 
That is the point we are after. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the question of giving money. 

Mr. HEARST. I wish to ask my colleague if that money can not 
be used to disturb our people to a frightful extent and induce a very 
unnecessary agitation? That is my opinion. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont a ques- 
tion. I desire for my own information to understand his line of argu- 
ment. I ask the Senator from Vermont, conceding as we all do the 
power of Congress to put an improvement in aid of navigation in any 
port or harbor open to the high seas and foreign commerce, if Congress 
has not the power to provide that that improvement shall not be in- 
terfered with or removed, and if so from whence the power comes, and 
if there is any difference between that power and the power to protect 
an improvement elsewhere? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The difference, if I may say it, with great humil- 
iation and respect to my friend from Florida, is the difference between 
private right and public right. I will take the entrance to the harbor 
of New York, if you please, for an illustration. I might take San 
Francisco, or perhaps the mouth of the Saint John’s River, or Tampa 
Bay. 

At the entrance of the harbor of New York, below high-water mark, 
or to make it safe I will say below low-water mark of the tide, there is no 
private ownership of property; and when Congress provides for clear- 
ing off the bar at the entrance of New York Harbor it does it under its 
authority to regulate commerce with foreign nations. I do not know 
any other authority except the authority merely to give money; but 
when it undertakes to exert force, which is different from giving money, 
and tells its engineers ‘‘ You shall do that thing,’’ and they undertake 
to do it, and any other power undertakes to stop them, then it becomes a 
question of the force of conflicting rights, and there is nobody to stand 
in the way there except the sovereign power of the State of New 
York. 

That sovereign power of the State of New York is confined to sub- 
jects that do not interfere with the regulation of commerce between the 
United States and foreign nations. 

I am speaking now of that particular case which I take for an illus- 
tration. If, therefore, the act of Congress directs the engineers to dig 
out the bar at the harbor of New York to the depth of 30 feet, and they 
begin to dig, and the private land-owner on either side undertakes to 
interfere, the answer to him is easy enough, ‘‘ You have no interest in 
this question at all; you do not own the land where we are digging.’’ 
That is the end of him. Then when the State of New York comes and 
undertakes to interfere, the answer is that ‘‘Although you have a per- 
fect sovereign municipal jurisdiction, this being within the borders of 
a county, we are row exerting the power of regulating commerce with 
a foreign nation, and are providing where the tide ebbs and flows, the 
public waters of the world coming into your harbor, and interfering 
with no private ownership, we are enabling commerce to come in.”’ 
Very good. That is the answer to that question. 

When you go to the top of the Winooski River, in the State of Ver- 
mont—which I am bound to say from having seen them both is mucl 
larger and surrounded by a much more populous country and a more 
fertile region than, I was going to say, fifty places that can be named 
in this bill—if Congress undertakes to send its engineer to dig out thie 
sand-bars and the rock-bars in the Winooski River and they were met 
by the land-owner, the law would be that the land-owners on each 
side—and the farms often cross it on both sides—owned the bottom ot 
that river, and the engineer would be up if the land-owner resisted; of 
course he would not resist, because it is a jolly thing for him tosel! his 
chickens and his eggs and his wheelbarrows and things to the engineers 
and their workmen who proceed todig. As Blackstone says—my triend 
is so familiar at least with the comic one—infra dig, which means dig 
the bottom of every rivulet and brook which you can get so long as 
Congress will provide the money to do it. 

Mr. CALL. Now I will ask the Senator, if he will allow me, with 
greater humiliation than he had, suppose we enter into the New York 
Harbor by virtue of the power of Congress to regulate foreign com- 
merce and make an improvement because there is no private property 
there, is there any reason why we should not go up to the head of the 
river, to the iron-works that he speaks of where they dump the iron 
slag into the river, and there being no private property there, Congress 
should interfereand prevent them putting the slagin? Simply becaus¢ 
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there isa right of private property somewhere, this national power to 
protect the works it may create is divested. Is that the idea? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That depends on another branch of the law, with 
which my friend is so familiar, of remote and proximate forces. If 
the United States, having perfect authority to dredge out the bar at the 
entrance to the harbor at New York, could prove to a jury of twelve 
honest men, under proper directions from the presiding judge, that the 
man who at the top of the Hudson River had dumped in his slag had 
necessarily and as a direct cause, nota remote one, brought those slags 
to that bar, I agree that Congress could prohibit it. 

Mr.CALL. The Senatoradmits the power of Congress to do it then 
within a State? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. I admit the power of Congress to protect a 

public work that it has a right of its own authority to do, as distin- 
guished from making a donation of money to do it. That is the dif 
ference. 
Mr. STANFORD. Now, that I may not misunderstand the Senator, 
let me say that this is a case in which the harbor of San Francisco, one 
of the most important of the country, is threatened. It is only a ques- 
tion of time if the mountains are allowed to be washed down the val- 
Jeys when the harbor of San Francisco itself will be destroyed. Now, 
do I understand the Senator from Vermont to say that there shall be 
nothing done, that Congress has no power to stop this washing down of 
débris into these streams so as to destroy that harbor ? 

All that we are asking under this bill is that Congress may authorize 
the United States district attorney, out of the money already appro- 
priated, to use so much as he may think necessary in order to stop the 
filling up and the destruction of those two rivers and this harbor of 
San Francisco. If I understand the Senatorcorrectly in regard to what 
might go on at the head of the Hudson River affecting the harbor of 
New York, the power is in this bill to make the appropriation neces- 
sary to prevent it. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. How much has the harbor of San Francisco shoaled 
from these washings so far? . 

Mr. STANFORD. Very largely. An engineertells me itis very im- 
portant that a new survey should be made of the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco. Suisun Bay, which is a portion of the harbor of San Francisco 
itself, where ships of any tonnage might pass a few years ago, is now 
so filed up that tules are growing up in the center of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Gold-bearing sand ? 

Mr. STANFORD. It comes down washed from the mountains. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the question which is raised by 
the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Maine is nothing, when 
you come to look at it for a moment, but the old question of the right 
to make these improvements, these public works, within the body of a 
State. I suppose there are but few members in this or the other House 
left, there are very few of the antediluvians or fossils left, who entertain 
the old doctrine that our predecessors had to encounter down to the 
time of James Monroe. We have theright, not merely under the power 
to provide for the general welfare, but under our power to regulate 
commerce among the States and with foreign nations, to provide for the 
construction of public ways whether by land or by water, which ways 
are, important tributaries or contribute to such commerce. 

Mr. Webster put as his illustration of tte power of Congress the case 
of a canal beginning in South Carolina and ending in South Carolina, 
and he declared in his seat here that if it were proposed to him to ap- 

ropriate money to build a canal beginning and ending in South Caro- 
ina, which was important to commerce among the States as a part of 
its roadway and he were to refuse, he would not dare go home and face 
his constituents. 

If we have a right, as we have shown by building railroads and as 
we have shown by contributing to the building of canals, and as we 
have shown by clearing out harbors on the ocean, to do this thing, we 
have a right to protect these public ways in the process of construction 
or after are constructed, and we have a right to enact that a man 
who washes away by raising a dam against it the embankment of a 
tailway which Congress has built or helped to build, we have a right 
to enact that that shall not be done, and to protect the structure by 
civil restraint, by injunction, or by provision for criminal process. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARST. All of what the Senator says about a canal or any- 
thing that the Government has artificially made—— 

Mr. HOAR. I am coming to the question of the river that the Gov- 
ernment did not make. 

Mr. HEARST. But these people ought to be allowed to control a 
country 400 or 500 miles long not on the stream. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another matter. I am trying to state the an- 
8wer to the proposition of the Senator from Vermont. 

It is settled that these State rivers flowing into other rivers, or flow- 
ing into the sea, or existing anywhere where the commerce that passes 
over them may go abroad or may go te another State, are within the 
national jurisdiction. Originally in England the admiralty jurisdic- 


tion was held to be over those places only where the tide ebbed and. 


and our courts adopted in the beginning that limit of admi- 
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ralty or maritime jurisdiction ef the constitutional clause, but the 
Supreme Court held about fifteen or twenty years ago that that was 
not a definition as being an equivalent in reason or meaning, but it was 
only an accidental coincidence. 

It happened that there being no large rivers in England, the limit 
of international commerce happened to coincide with the limit of the 
ebb and flow of the tide, and therefore when you applied it to our vast 
streams, our vast lakes, the true limit was to be found by applying the 
national power to all commerce which might pass from one State to 
another, whether by river or by lake or by artificial ways. Soa river 
in the State of Vermont, or Massachusetts, or Alabama, which is or 
which may be made a means of transporting commerce on its way from 
one State to another, on its way from the cotton plantation in South 
Carolina or Alabama either to Liverpool by sea or to Boston by inland 
ways, is within the national jurisdiction. 

Now, if we are to have a right to construct a canal wholly artificial 
and to declare that the person who fills up that canal as we are con- 
structing it or after we have constructed it is interfering with interna- 
tional or interstate commerce and may be prevented by criminal or 
civil processes, we have aright to take a river which is half or two-thirds 
or nine-tenths or ninety-nine one hundredths ready to make into a 
canal, and we have a right to provide for dredging it out and to pro- 
tect it when we have dredged it out by a precisely similar enactment, 
which is what this proposition of my honorable friend from California 
and the section which he proposes to amend undertook to do, 

I go further, and I say if you have got a natural stream fitted to be 
an instrument of such commerce without any work or expenditure upon 
it by the United States Government except the simple protection of it, 
and it be atributary of international commerce now there prepared and 
ready as it came from the hand of the Almighty, just as the lake is, 
just as the Mississippi River for a great part of its course is, just as the 
Hudson River through a great part of its course is, you have the same 
right to interpose for the regulation or protection of commerce by pre- 
venting the obstruction of that canal. There is no difference in princi- 
ple; or if there be a difference in principle, the difference is in favor of 
the simpler and more direct process. 

So that if you may make a ditch on Jand and fill it with water and pro- 
tect it by an enactment of this class, you may dig out a canal half made 
in the shoals of ariver and protect that. If you may do either of those 
things, a fortiori you may regulate and protect commerce by saying that 
the great water ways already existing and perfect shall be protected 
and maintained in their perfection as they exist and shall not be in- 
terfered with, and it is one function, one constitutional power, one 
beneficent, humane duty that Congress is performing in all three of the 
cases. 

Now, as I understand the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
California, it does not undertake to say that a certain business shall 
stop in the California mountains because the result of that business has 
been to destroy the streams, but it says that when that business is op- 
erating to cause the destruction of the Sacramento and the San Joaquin 
and the Feather Rivers, then the authority of the United States may 
be invoked to prevent that destruction and that injury. That is all. 
I see, therefore, no difficulty in finding constitutional power to accom- 
plish this thing. 

I wish before I sit down to make, however, one cbservation called 
out by an observation of the Senator from Vermont, and which we 
hear in almost every speech in opposition either to this bill in general 
or to any of its provisions, the suggestion that this river and harbor 
bill and its predecessors contain any considerable number to speak of 
of these little trifling provisions. I do not believe this bill for the last 
ten years has contained a provision, unless it has escaped the careful 
scrutiny of the committee, which was not for an object which in some 
way was important to the international or interstate commerce of the 
country. It is almost unusual. 

President Arthur undertook to-veto the river and harbor bill four 
years ago thissummer. The whole press of the country went off into 
a tirade on this subject, which I heard the very foremost scientific man 
of America, a name which if I were at liberty to cite it would command 
respect from every Senator in this Chamber, say was half craze and 
half plot, and the next year that Executive was challenged by the House 
of Representatives to point out and enumerate the items in the bill 
which he thought were not required by the needs of national commerce, 
and the Secretary of War made answer, which he said had been sub- 
mitted to the Executive himself, saying that there was but 5 per cent. 
of the entire $18,000,000 which that year’s scrutiny enabled that Sec- 
retary of War to point out. I went over that bill and studied it care- 
fully, and I affirm my individual opinion that there was hardly one 
item in the whole number in regard to wifich the opposition of the then 
Executive could have been maintained. 

The twoitems selected in the State of Massachusetts were Plymouth 
Harbor and Wareham River. Plymouth Harbor is the second import- 
ing point in Massachusetts, where they have the large rope-walks—the 
secoud importing point in number of its imports in Massachusetts, and 
Plymouth Harbor had been put in that bill in consequence of a special 
executive message. There had come into the Senate before the river 
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and harbor bill was reported a communication from the Secretary of | tions at the time of the small things of these little harbors that she js 


War forwarding the reports of the engineers, in which he said that one 
of the two arms of sand that make Plymouth Harbor had been washed 
away in a great freshet, and there was danger unless a breakwater could 
be ut once completed that that whole sand-spit would be washed into 
the harbor and the trade of the town and its commerce ruined, and urging 
upon Congress a special appropriation out of time to protect that im- 
portant harbor. My friend the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMIL- 
LAN } called my attention to it when it was referred to his committee. 

I had never heard of it before, and I went around and got the consent of 
every member of the Committee on Commerce except one to introduce 
and pass through the Senate a special bill for that purpose. I proposed 
the bill in the Senate, and the honorable Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest], whom I had not happened to see, rose and said that while he 
would not press his objection if I insisted, yet he thought it would be 
so dangerous a precedent to have any of these schemes separated from 
the rest befors they had been fully examined by the committee at their 
meetings; and as it was the warm season of the year, when no new storm 
was likely to occur, he hoped I would not press the bill further, and 
I let it yo, and it was put into the general river and harbor bill. That 
was one of the things put in at executive importunity which was sug- 
gested in that veto as a thing not belonging to national commerce. 

The other was Wareham River, a river which supplies with coal and 
iron and lime and brick a great manufacturing town larger than the 
capitals of some States of this country and more important. That was 
the only other objection. 

Now, sir, I wish to say that the people of the country ought to un- 
derstand and the Senate ought to remember that under the construc- 
tion put upon this matter by President Grant no President of the 
United States is bound to expend the sums herein appropriated within 
the fiscal year, or, indeed, at anytime. If there goes to the Executive 
a river and harbor bill containing a single item which he discovers is 
not important, in regard to which he thinks Congress has been misled 
or mistaken, he is at perfect liberty to refrain from making that ex- 
penditure, and can send in a message and ask Congress to reconsider 
the subject. 

Mr. KENNA. 
him ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator is correct in his statement that Presi- 
dent Grant started out on that theory; but on investigation and in- 
quiry he abandoned it and spent every dollar appropriated 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think he abandoned the theory. 
heard the theory questioned since President Grant’s day. 

Mr. KENNA. In fact I happen to know that the matter was brought 
to his attention by a number of gentlemen, among whom was General 
Butler, then a member of the other House, and on examination of the 
question President Grant concluded that he had no more right to sus- 
pend the expenditure of an appropriation for specific ree by that 
bill than by any other bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think the Senator observed how I limited my 
statement. My statement is that the President is not bound to ex- 
pend it within that year. It is not a year bill at all, and therefore, if 
he discovers that Congress has been mistaken, or that any particular 
item is not of national importance, he is at perfect liberty to delay 
that expenditure and to ask Congress to reconsider it by sending in a 
message the next year. 

Mr. KENNA. I did not desire to antagonize the Senator’s view at 
all; I hope it is exactly correct. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the way I understand it. 

Now, Mr. President, the commerce of this country is made up of 
the contributions of the individual parts of the country, and you might 
just as well hold up the post-office in some frontier village as a matter 
for sneer or condemnation or contempt. It may not be of national im- 
portance that the people of the town of Paxton should have a post- 
office, looking at that alone, but it is of national importance that every 
citizen of the United States, if it be possible, should have the facil- 
ities of a post-office, and you must take the aggregate and not the in- 
dividual item when you are looking at the question. 

There may be a very few cases, very rare cases indeed, where appro- 
priationsare excessive, because these bills donot appropriate a tenth part 
of what we might properly and profitably appropriate in a single year. 
They do not appropriate in proportion to the demands and exigencies 
of this great country a tenth part of what either England or France 
appropriates. England has a coast line of, I think, about 1,300 miles. 
We have over 23,000 miles without Alaska. England a from 
her national treasury to these great works through her great boards ten 
times annually, | suppose, what weappropriate. I have not looked at 
the jigures w ithin a few days, but in proportion it is enormously for her 
1,300 miles in excess of what we appropriate for our 23,000 miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it is all for great harbors. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it is all for great harbors, and it is that policy 

which has made them great. The Clyde was a little stream over which 
you could tessa biscuit and up which a boy could wade, and the Mersey 
was not much better. It was because England rE eos Rms 


Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 


I have not 






















journ now. 


let the Senate adjourn ? 


agree that the bill shall be finished to-morrow. 


journ shall not be in order to-morrow ? 
by the Senator to-night and to-morrow and all the time; I shall not 
adjourn until he says so; but I do not propose to tie up the hands o! 
the Senate agai 





the great commercial mistress of the world to-day. 
It may not be important thata single little harbor in Michigan, or , 


single reach of the sea on the coast of Massachusetts, or a single cree| 
which takes off the cotton from certain plantations in Louisiana, taken 


i 


alone by itself, should be developed, but it is important that every one 
of these things the country over should have its reasonable and proper 
and fitting access to the great commercial system of the nation and tle 
great commercial system of all mankind; and it is from that policy, 
and from that policy alone, that has grown our vast internal commer: 
and that will grow, if it be pursued with courage, liberality, and good 
sense, our commercial supremacy which we are yet to have among 
nations of the earth in both hemispheres. 


Mr. President, there is not a statesman of the past whose reputation 


has been worth surviving the falling of the clods of earth on his cotiin 
lid who has not been pledged to this river and harbor policy which: is 
treated with these little sneers in the Senate of the United States. 


Mr. DOLPH. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


Mr. President—— 
I bope the Senator from Minnesota will let us ad- 
It is quite impossible to finish the bill to-night. 
Several SENATORS. Let us adjourn. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Oregon [ Mr. Dori 


was recognized by the Chair. 


Mr. DOLPH. I wish to make a little statement. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Was not my motion received ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwas not. The Senator from Ore- 


gon had been recognized before the Senator from Connecticut rose. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the Senator from Oregon kindly yield and 
He will have the floor to-morrow. 


Mr. DOLPH. I am willing to yield to the motion if I retain the 


floor in case the motion is voted down. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


I renew the motion. 
If the Senator is about to make the motion, I de 


sire to ask the Senate to come to some understanding about the disposi- 
tion of this bill before the motion to adjourn is put. 


Mr. INGALLS. We can dispose of it to-morrow before we adjourn 
Mr. McMILLAN. If I can obtain unanimous consent to dispose of 


the bill to-morrow—— 


Mr. INGALLS. We can not fix an hour. 
Mr. KENNA. Take the day; we can finish it during the day. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think if the Senate would fix an hour to-mor- 


row it would be better. 


Mr. HEARST. We want to have the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 


JONES] here. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
[‘‘Agreed.’’] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 


unanimous consent that this bill shall be disposed of to-morrow. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean by that a motion to ad- 
If so, I object. I will stick 


adjourning to-morrow if it desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr 
DoLPH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it is understood that we can dispose 0! 
the bill to-morrow. Is there unanimous consent to that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is objected to. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I did not so understand. I understood the Sen- 


ator from Vermont to say that he would not move to adjourn to- 
morrow 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 


unanimous consent that the pending bill be disposed of to-morrow. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that in that form. 
the Senator to-night and to-morrow, if I am living, and will stay u0- 


til the bill is out of the way; but i will not consent that the Senate 


shall agree by unanimous consent that a motion to adjourn to-morr 
shall not be in order. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


of to-morrow before adjournment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that. Go as fast as 5 
can, subject to any mot*n to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota as‘ 


of to-morrow if ther 
[ Laughter. ] 


unanimous consent that this bill may be di 
is no adjournment before it is disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all you can do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to th.' 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAWLEY. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Connecticut mo\: 
that the Senate adj 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock p. m.), the Senate a: 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 13, 1886, at 11 o’clock a. ™. 


I will stay with 


Then I ask unanimous consent, with the excep- 
tion stated by the Senator from Vermont, that the bill shall be dispos:: 


ee eae 


le ate 





oe & 7 


re a &-s o& rm 


o 


ae = cL) 






HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonbDAy, July 12, 1886. 


The House met atilo’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5546, entitled ‘“‘An act for 
the erection of a public building at Asheville, N.C.” 

If the needs of the Government are alone considered, the proposed building 
is only necessary for the accomodation of two terms of the United States court 
in each year and to provide an office for the clerk of that court and more com- 
modious quarters for the post-office. 

The terms of the court are now held in the county court-room at Asheville at 
an expense to the Government of $50 for each term; the clerk of the court oc- 
cupies a room for which an annual rent of $150 is paid, and the rent paid for the 
rooms oceupied by the post-office is $180 each year. 

The postmaster reports that four employés are regularly engaged in his office, 
which is now rated as third class. 

I have no doubt that the court could be much more conveniently provided for 
in a new building if one should be erected; but it is represented to me that the 
regular terms held at Asheville last only two or three weeks each, though 
special terms are ordered at times to clearthe docket. It is difficult to see from 
any facts presented in support of this bill why the United States court does not 
find accommodations which fairly answer its needs in the rooms now occupied 
by it. The floor-space furnished for the terms of the Federal court is stated to 
be 75 by 100 feet, which, it must be admitted, provides a very respectable court- 
room, 

It is submitted that the necessity to the Government of a proper place to hold 
its courts is the only consideration which should have any weight in determin- 


ing upon the propriety of expending the money which will be necessary to erect 
the proj new building. 


The hmit of its cost is fixed in the bill under consideration at the sum of $80,000; 


but the history of such projects justifies the expectation that this limit will cer- 
tainly be exceeded. 

lam satisfied that the present necessity for this building is not urgent, and 
thatsomething may be gained by a delay which will demonstrate more fully the 


Se and thus better suggest the style and size of the building to be 
erected, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANsion, July 10, 1886. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that 
this message, with the accompanying bill, lie over for the present. 

Mr. STORM. I do not see what is the object of that. Why not re- 
fer the matter to the appropriate committee? I shall have to insist on 
its taking the usual course. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I hope the gentleman will not 
object to my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for immediate action, 
unless some motion is made in regard to it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill, with the accompanying veto 
message, be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JEAN LOUIS LEGARE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a communication from Sir Lionel West relative to 
the bill (H. R. 4553) to compensate Jean Louis Legaré for services and 


expenses in procuring the surrender of Sitting Bull; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


HEATING APPARATUS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising 
Architect recommending appropriations for the purchase of heating ap- 
paratus in certain public buildings; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing letters from the local inspector of 
steam-vessels, New York city, and recommending the early passage of 
the = (S. 2719) to amend the laws relating to the inspection of steam 
vesse 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the communication be referred to the 
Select Committee on Ship-building. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would not object to the reference but that this is 
4 measure which properly goes to the Committee on Commerce, and 
also because this select committee has managed in some way or other, 
in disregard of the objects of its own creation, to take about all the busi- 
ness from the Committeeon Commerce. I therefore object to that ref- 
erence, 

Mr. DINGLEY. This matter has been reported by the committee, 
the original bill was prepared in the committee, and this is simply a part 
of the same subj 

Mr. REAGAN. We have the same bills before the Committee on 
Commerce. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks, in view of the fact that this re- 
lates to the inspection of steam vessels generally, that it would apply 
to all steam vessels, whether ocean-going or coastwise, and hence it 
should be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, this relates entirely toa matter 
before the Shipping Committee, where the President recommended a 
certain amendment and where the bill has been reported in accordance 
with that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. A referenee to the resolution creating that commit- 
tee shows it does not embrace that subject at all 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move its reference to that committee 


Mr. REAGAN. If ne cessary I will offer an amendment, that it go 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be unnecessary, since, 
judging from the title of the bill, not having examined its text, the 


Chair is of the impression that it will go there anyhow if the 
refuses the reference to the select committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itisabill which I draughted myself, which was re- 
ferred originally to that committee, and has been considered by it and 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not 

The question was taken; 
noes 45. 

So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to 


debatable 
and on a division there were—ayes 71, 


REFERENCE OF A SENATE BILL 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2217) for the re- 
lief of Andrew T. McReynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

LEAVE ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absen 

To Mr. Norwoop, for one week. 

To Mr. BAYNE, for one week, beginning with this day. 


OF 


é was granted as follows: 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent it was ordered 
that the report of the committee appointed to investigate Pan-Electrice 
Telephone matters be reprinted, the previous report having been ex- 
hausted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour? 

TheSPEAKER. This day is set apart under the rule for the call of 
the States and Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to suspend that order? 

The SPEAKER. There is no provision in the rule for such motion 
and the Chair has never known it to be done except by unanimous 
consent. The Chair presumes, however, there will not be many bills 
offered at this stage of the session. 


LOAN TENTS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Southwestern lowa 
and Northwestern Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association for reunion 
purposes and put the same upon its passage. This is a resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents for reunion pur- 
poses. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, directed to loan to 
the South western lowaand Northwestern Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association 
asu ficient number of tents, poles, and pins as may be needed for the purposes of 
the annual reunion of said association for the year 18%6: Provided, That before 
delivering said property the Secretary of War shall take from the officers of said 
association a bond, to be approved by him, in such amount and so conditioned 
as to secure the speedy return of said property uninjured and without expense 
to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. 
the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The committee recommend the following amendments 

In line 6, after the word “ pins,” insert “that have been u 

Also add the following as section 2: 

“ That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, directed to loan to the Tri- 
State Veterans’ Association of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan tents that have been 
used or condemned, in sufficient number to cover twenty thousand troops, for 
use ata reunion to be held at Fort Wayne. Ind., on the 19th, 20th, 2ist, 22d, and 22d 
of August next: Provided, That before delivering said property the Secretary of 
War shall take from the officers of said association a bond, to be approved by 
him, in such amount and so conditioned as to secure the speedy return of said 
property uninjured,and without expense to the United States.”’ 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to offer a further amendment to the amend- 
ment from the Committee on Military Affairs, if in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 


OF 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
I object. 


Let it be read first. 
I have no objection to its being read for informa- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


<d or condemned.” 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to loan to the North- 
western Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association a sufficient number of tents, 
poles, and pins that have been used or condemned as may be needed for the pur- 

pses of the annual reunion of said association for the year 1886: Provided, That 

fore delivering said property the Secretary of War shall take from the officers 
of said association a bond, to be approved by him, in such amount and so condi- 
tioned as to secure the speedy return of said property uninjured and without 
expense to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Is a further amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I am informed by the gentleman who 
offered the original resolution that he does not wish this amendment 
mixed up with it, and I will withdraw it, therefore, and have it referred 
to the committee. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being so engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. LOWRY. 
amendments. 

The title was amended accordingly. 

Mr. HEPBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call of 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions for 
reference to the appropriate committees. 

EDUCATION, 

Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Education: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that Congress should not adjourn 
until it has enacted a law appropriating a portion of the surplus money in the 
‘Treasury to assist the States in the great cause of education. 


J. H. POTTS. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9799) for the relief of 
J. H. Potts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH CANNON. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9800) for the relief of 
Sarah Cannon, widow of Jabez Cannon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

F. W. CARROLL. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9801) for the relief of 
F. W. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR CITIZENSHIP IN INDIAN NATIONS. 


Mr. ROGERS (by Mr. McRAz) introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. 
9802) authorizing the President of the United States to create a com- 
mission to try and dispose of claims for citizenship in the Cherokee, 
Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Seminole Indian Nations; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill involves a question of law. 
referzed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill provides for the appointment of a com- 
mission. The Chair does not see that it involves any question of law, 
but the gentleman from Arkansas moves to refer it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the title be again read. 

The title was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would seem to belong to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided, but the gentleman from 
Arkansas has moved to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was not agreed to; and the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN CHEROKEES. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 9803) 
making an appropriation to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the 
Eastern Cherokees residing east and west of the Mississippi River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

F. B, COLVER. 


Mr. MARKHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 9804) for the relief of F. 
B. Colver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Then I offer the amendment which I 


I move that the title be amended to conform to the 


I ask that it be 





JACOB J. WALSER. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 9805) for the relief 
of Jacob J. Walser; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ANN M. ENGLISH. 
Mr. LAWLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9806) for the 
relief of Ann M. English; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY M. SMITH. 
Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 9807) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
M.Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN B. MITCHELL. 


Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9808) for the relief of John 
B. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 9809) for the relief of settlers 
upon lands along the Des Moines River above the Raccoon Fork in the 
State of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


G. W. M’ ADAMS. 


Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9810) for the relief of G. W. 
McAdams, postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Iowa; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 9811) for the protection of 
settlers on the public domain; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM NAMES. 


Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 9812) for the relief of Wil!- 
iam Names; which was read a first and second time, referred to tlc 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILSON B. GEORGE. 
Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9813) to correct the military 
record of Wilson B. George; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIAL OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 200) making 
an appropriation for the erection of a granite shaft to mark the birth- 
place of Abraham Lincoln, in La Rue County, Kentucky; which was 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. D. N. PORTER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 9814 
for the relief of Dr. D. N. Porter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. GAY presented concurrent resolutionsof the General Assembly of 
the State of Louisiana, urging action by Congress for the adequate (e- 
fense of our coasts and cities on the seaboard of the United States and 
our frontier settlements; which was referred to the Committee on Ap: 
propriations. 

REMAINS OF SOLDIERS AT CAMP MOORE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. GAY also presented concurrent resolutions of the General Assen- 
bly of Louisiana, favoring an appropriation of $1,000 for the care and 
protection of the remains of Union soldiers buried at Camp Moore, 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on Military A flair. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL ZACHARY TAYLOR. 


Mr. GAY also presented a concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Louisiana, favoring the erection of an equestrian 
statue of General Zachary Taylor; which was referred to the Comm!t- 
tee on the Library. 

DR. JAMES B. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9815) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Dr. James }. 5u'- 
livan, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referre 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF LABORERS UNDER CONTRACT. 

Mr. LOVERING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R.9816) toabolish 
the importation of Italian or other slaves or laborers under contrit 
and held to involuntary servitude in the United States of Amer; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 02 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. WINANS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for print- | 
ing the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Printing. 

GREAT FALLS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 9817) to incorporate the | 
Great Falls Railway Company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MINNEAPOLIS INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9818) relative to the Min- 
neapolis industrial exposition to be held in the city of Minneapolis, 
State of Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SOPHIA BUMB. 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 9818) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sophia Bumb: which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUIGI BATTO. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9820) for the relief of 
Luigi Batto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS STERLING MORGAN AND SEVILLA MORGAN. 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9821) for the relief of 
Thomas Sterling Morgan and Sevilla Morgan; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 





HUGH L. WHITE. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9822) for the relief of Hugh 
L. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP HOLDENRIED. 


Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Philip 
Holdenried; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRIAL OF MAJOR JUSTUS M’KINSTRY. 

Mr. GLOVER also offered a resolution requesting the Secretary of 
War to furnish a complete copy of the proceedings of the trial of Major 
Justus McKinstry; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAUL M’STAY. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Paul 
McStay, late private Company G, Eighth Infantry, United States reg- 
ular Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS LESEM. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 9825) granting 
a pension to Louis Lesem, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK M’INTYRE. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9826) for 
the relief of Patrick McIntyre; which was read a first and second time, 
teferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. DETTMERING. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9827) grant- 
ing a pension to F. Dettmering; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL J. LA RUE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9828) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel J. La Rue; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE B. STONE. 

Mr.WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9829) grant- 
ing a pension to George B. Stone; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
WILLIAM WHITEHOUSE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9830) for 


the relief of William Whitehouse; which was read a first and second 
be a to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


CATHERINE RHODES. 
Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 9831) for the relief of Cath- 
erine Rhodes; which was read a first and secoud time, referred to the 
ttee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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REDUCTION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 9832) supple- 
mental to an act entitled ‘‘ An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1883; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RECIPROCITY CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. HEWITT submitted the following resolution; 


which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, Thatthe President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
this House, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public interest, 


copies of 
any correspondence, reports, or other information in possession of any depart- 
ment of the executive relating to the probable advantages or disadvantages to 
accrue to the United States by the operation of the reciprocity commercial con- 


vention signed between the United States and Mexico on the 20th of January, 
1885. 


LILLA M. PAVY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 9833) granting a pen- 
sion to Lilla M. Pavy, widow of Dr. Octave Pavy, surgeon of the Greely 
arctic expedition; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 658 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 9834) amending 
section 658 Revised Statutes fixing time and place for holding court 
in southern district of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL GALLOWAY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9835) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the military record of Samuel 
Galloway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT W. DUTCHER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9836) grant- 
ing a pension to Albert W. Dutcher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUIS UNTIET. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9837) grant- 
ing a pension to Louis Untiet; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. PORTER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9838) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James R. Porter; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT W. SPANG. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 9839) for the relief of 
Robert W. Spang; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING AND INDUSTRIAL LEAGUE. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I present a resolution which, as it is very short, I 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At a meeting ofthe American Shipping and Industrial League, held this day, 
the following resolution was adopted—— 


The SPEAKER. That is not in order under this call. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I wish to have it referred. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is in order under this call except bills, 
joint resolutions, resolutions of inquiry addressed to the Executive 
Departments, and resolutions or memorials from State or Territorial 
Legislatures. 

MARY R. SCHIRGE. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 9840) granting a pension to 
Mary R. Schirge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KING. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9841) granting a pension to 
William H. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN SIGNAL CORPS 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 9842) to transfer the second 
lieutenants of the Signal Corps to the line of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. MARTIN. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9843) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Martin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

THOMAS HORD. 


Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9844) for the relief of 
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the executors of Thomas Hord; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF DENNIS MAHONEY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9845) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Dennis Mahoney, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS TRIMBLE. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9846) for the relief of Colum- 
bus Trimble, administrator of John A. Foster, deceased, late of the 
county ef Grayson, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. 0. LUNDY. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9847) for the relief of C. 
O. Lundy, of Grayson County, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN DICKENSON. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9848) for the relief of John 
Dickenson, administrator of B. A. Hoffman, deceased, late of Grayson 
County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNEXATION OF LAND TO NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 9849) to annex a certain strip 
of land therein named to the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENITO LARRAGOITE. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9850) for the relief of the 
heirs of Benito Larragoite, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will now recog- 
nize members who were not in when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

WILLIAM 0’CONNOR. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 9851) granting a pension to Will- 
iam O'Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRENEMAN. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9852) granting a pension to 
John Breneman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUNTON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 9853) for the relief of John 
Hunton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

8S. BARRON. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 9854) to remove the disa- 
bilities of S. Barron, of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK, MARSHALLTOWN, IOWA. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 9855) authorizing the 
Commercial National Bank of Marshalltown, Iowa, to change its loca- 
tion and name; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

LOST HOMESTEAD RIGHTS RENEWED. 

Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5826) 
permjtting all persons who have lost their homestead rights to make 
new entries; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying = ordered 
to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9111) to grant additional rights 
to certain homestead settlers on the public lands; which was referred 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday of the month, set |" 


apart for the consideration of matters coming from,the Committee on 
the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, the House will see it is of the highest 
importance the legislative, &c., appropriation bill should be disposed 
of and become a law as svon as ‘possible. Therefore I hope the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP#ILL] having charge of the busi- 
ness of the Committee on the District of Columbia will agree to post- 
pone the consideration of that business, so the House can take up and 


dispose of the amendments of the Senate to the legislative, &c., appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let meingquire of the gentleman from Indiana who 
the fifteen days will expire? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the 15th of this month. I therefore move, jf 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HempHILy] having charge of 1), 
District business does not object, that it be postponed until after thie 
consideration of the business set apart for to-morrow, and that to-day 
be devoted to disposing of the legislative, &c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. If that be agreed to, does it terminate with to-mor- 
row ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. 

Mr. ROWELL. The other business may take up the whole session 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is hardly possible. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state the request. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] asks unanimous consent to postpone the 
consileration of the business of the District of Columbia, taking to- 
day for the consideration of the legislative, &c., appropriation bill, ani 
to take up the District business for one day immediately after dispos- 
ing of the business set apart for to-morrow. 

Mr. POWELL. Why can not you give us to-day ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Individually I will consent provided a day is 
fixed beyond which the business set apart for to-morrow shall not ex- 
tend. I think we might say not later than Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman accept ? 

Mr. COBB. What business is alluded to when gentlemen speak of 
the business set apart by the House for to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. Certain classes of bills reported by the Committe 
on Ways and Means, which by resolution adopted on Saturday were set 
for Tuesday, with the provision if any should be under consideration 
and unfinished at the time of adjournment that bill should continue 
until finished. 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Public Lands desires to take up land 
grant bills. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask that Thursday next be set apart for the 
District business, under thesame conditions as to-day; that is, that we 

shall not lose it. 

The SPEAKER. The order would have to be changed in one r 
spect. As it now reads, the second Monday, after the call! of States and 
Territories, is set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 1! 
Committee on the District of Columbia. As there will be no cal), it 
should be changed to read immediately after the reading of the Journal 
or after the morning hour. 

A MEMBER. Say after the morning hour. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. After the reading of the Journal, with the un- 
derstanding that we shall not lose it except by unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. It can not be lost except by unanimous consent, 
or by raising the question of consideration as it is called up and refus- 
ing to consider it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well; if the District business is postponed 
to-day I want it to be taken up immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gent! 
man to the House. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that t!c 
business of the Committee on the District of Columbia be postponed ‘or 
to-day, and that next Thursday, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart under the order already made for the considera- 
tion of business called up by that committee. Is there objection ” 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. No other business can break in 
or interfere. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already so stated. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I only wanted that to be definite!) 
understood. 

Mr. LONG. Would thatordertake precedence of privileged matters, 
for instance such as conference reports ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, if such reports were offered 
before the House has gone into the consideration of the special or « 
fixed for that day. But if the committee shall have begun the con-\u- 
eration of that business set apart exclusively for that day, the conic!- 
ence reports could not be received, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask if that order w'!! 
take precedence of bills forfeiting land grants from the Committee 02 
the Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. It would, just the same a& to-day. No chang 
would be made in the order, the same rule applying to Thursday »s 
would apply to-day. 

Is there objection to the request for unanimous consent? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, report! 
back the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislati\: 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal vr" 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the st.\¢ 
of the Union. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, in the 
interest of time, that this bill be considered in the House as in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLouNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the legislative appropriation bill, and the Clerk 
will report the first amendment. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read and concurred in. 

The second amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 3 was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 4 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 5 was concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 6, 7, and 8 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 9 was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 10 was read, as follows: 

On page 5 of the printed bill, line 101, insert the name “‘ Amzi Smith ;"’ so that 
it will read: “Superintendent of the document-room, Amzi Smith, $2,592, " &e. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of orderon 
that amendment; and I will repeat now what I said when that subject 
was before the House on a former occasion. 

The same clause of the Constitution which authorizes the House to 
elect its Speaker authorizes also the appointment of its other officers, 
and the Senate has no business with the action of the House in the elec- 
tion of its Speaker or the appointment of its officers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this is a Senate appointment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me complete mysentence. Nor has the House 
any business to participate, or to attempt to participate, in the appoint- 
mentof the Senateemployés. The Constitution authorizeseach House 
to appoint its own officers. The House, so far as it is concerned—this 
House—has no power to appoint any officers for the Fiftieth Congress; 
and so, without going into the argument further, I assume that this is 
not only a violation of propriety on the part of one House interfering 
with the power of the other to elect or appoint its officers, but is also a 
violation of the Constitution. We have a distinct constitutional pro- 
vision vesting in the House the appointment of its own officials; but so 
far as the appointments for the next Congress are concerned it is a mat- 
ter over which we have no control, and I trust the point of order will 
be sustained. If the next Congress shall want the names of these per- 
sons inserted on the rolls as employés they will doubtless be placed 
there. They may be, or inay not be, the proper persons to fill such 
appointments. But whetLer proper or otherwise, it is an improper pro- 
ceeding on our part to undertake to place them there by law in oppo- 
sition to the constitutional authority which is vested in each House to 
appoint its own officers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the views expressed by the 
gentleman from Texas on the substantial question are undoubtedly 
correct; but while this would be subject to a point of order under the 
rules of the House, being in its nature a legislative provision, it seems 
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not to be subject to the point of order when it comes before the House | 


for consideration as an amendment made by the Senate; and I believe 
that has been the uniform ruling. On the other point, the constitu- 
tional one, the right of the House to select its own employés, I have 
only this to say, that this provision is in the bill by an amendment of 
the Senate. Weare simply called upon to concur in what I concede 
may not be entirely necessary on our part; but we are simply concur- 
ring in that provision as one of the amendments incorporated by the 
Senate relating to one of its own employés. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But is not our action as "necessary as theirs to the 
perfection of this legislative proceeding? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is the Senate afraid that it will let go on 
these men, and does it want us to help it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That seems to be the trouble. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is rather saddening. 

The CHAIRMAN. If this proposition were part of a House bill it 
would be subject to the point of order, but it is an amendment coming 
from the Senate, not subject to the point of order. The Chair over- 
Tules the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not want to consume time by taking an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, but it is so manifestly out of the power 
of the House under the Constitution to legislate this man into office that 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this question is to be submitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on an appeal from the decision of the Chair I should 
_— to have some statement made as to what has been the ruling 


Mr. HOLMAN. | The ruling of the Chair is in conformity with what 
has been the uniform ruling on this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. A violation of the Constitution is never sanctioned 
by any ruling. I shall withdraw, however, the appeal from the decis- 


a the Chair, and ask the committee to non-concur in the amend- 





TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In obedience to the instructions of the Committee 
on Appropriations I submit the motion to concur in the amendment, 
stating it is regarded as merely the formal act of the House to complete 
the act of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HotMaANn], with whom I usually agree, that it is singular 
that a clear and distinct violation of the Constitution of the United 
States should be considered a merely formal act. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state there isa difference in the Committee 
on Appropriations as to the propriety of the insertion of names in this 
bill. Iam entitled to say I am in a minority in that committee upon 
this question. I do not think we ought to yield tothe Senate the right 
to insert names unless we intend to insert names on the part of the 
House. This bill is to become a law, and the objection to inserting 
the names applies eqi1ally to the Senate officials as to the House officials. 
Therefore, as I object to the insertion of names in the House schedule, 
I hope this motion will not prevail, but that the House will non-concur. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that it 
is highly improper for us by legislative action to foist upon those who 
have the appointment these officers over whose appointment and re- 
moval they have nocontrol. Furthermore, we will come to an amen«- 
ment wherein the Senate has sought to place upon this bill the names 
of House employés without the consent of the officers who usually have 
the appointing power. I shall resist that. They are to be appointed 
by name; and the very same spirit that will force me to prevent allow- 
ing the Senate to say who shall be our officers makes me dissent from 
the proposition to dictate officers to the Senate. I think we should 
strike out all of these names and let the appointments go where tle 
Constitution fixes them. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the gentlemanif there is not a distinction in ap- 
pointing these officers for the reason that the Senate is a continuing 
body ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Senate in the contemplation of the law is a 
continuing body. Thatis true. But that does not change either the 
constitutional or the legal feature; for it is notwithstanding its perma- 
nence at the same time the proper appointing power for its oflicers 
And here we are assuming by this bill, which requires the consent of 
the Senate, the House, and the President of the United States to dete: 
mine who shall be the Senate’s ofticers. 

I hope the amendment will be non-concurred in, and that we will 
place this bill where every one of iis elass ought to be, clean of these 
innovations. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word on this amendment. The 
Senate have inserted afterthe words ‘‘ superintendent of the document- 
room ’’ the name ‘‘Amzi Smith,’’ so that it reads: 


Superintendent of the document-room, Amzi Smith, $2,592. 


The Senate in its discretion put the name of this man into the bill 
because, in the judgment of the Senate no doubt, it desired that that 
man should be retained. The amendment comes to the House now tor 
concurrence or non-concurrence. 

Gentlemen say that the Senate has this power of appointment and 
that the House has nothing to do with the appointment. Well, tor 


the sake of the argument, substantially admit that is so; yet the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] wants to non-coneur. He 


does not want the Senate to have its way about it. Then he says it is 
not in accordance with the Constitution. I would be glad to know what 
clause of the Constitution prohibits a majority of the Senate from plac- 
ing, by an amendment, the name of an employé they desire to retain 
in the bill and the House from assenting to that name coming into the 
law for the coming year. It may be that there is some clause in the 
Constitution that I have never read, some provision that proposes this 
kind of thing. If so, then the amendment amounts to nothing, be- 
cause it is in conflict with the Constitution. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the gentleman whether our assent is neces- 
sary ? 

Mr. CANNON, Our assent is not necessary that I know of, nor does 
the withholding our assent nullify the act. If we do assent, then by 
virtue of law this man’s name for next year appears as the Senate de- 
sires it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If our assent is not necessary, why is it 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the object of this, anyway? 

Mr. CANNON. The object, as I understand and presume it to be, 
is that it is the desire of the Senate that for twelve months to come 
Amzi Smith shall be that officer. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is to prevent him being so 
this? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘What is to prevent him being so with thi 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Nothing with this; but what is to prevent 
him being so without it? Nothing but the Senate’s changing its mind. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The Senate may change its mind. 


asked ? 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. Then the Senate is under the impression that 
it may change its mind, and, being afraid of that, it wants us to help 
it to keep from changing its mind. I would not help such a body in 
such an arrangement as that for a good deal. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has the power not to help it if he 
chooses. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is a power that I desire to exercise. 

Mr. CANNON. But what I want to know is whether the gentle- 
man finds any constitutional objection 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh,no. Iam not inthatline. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to read article 1, section 3, 
clause 5, of the Constitution. After speaking, in clause 4, of the choice 
of President of the Senate, it says: 

The Senate shal! choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore 
in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exercise the office of Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

The Constitution confers upon the Senate themselves the power of 
choosing their officers. Gentlemen say that the Senate requests the 
House to agree to the proposition in this bill. The House should never 
be requested by the Senate to violate the Constitution. I presume the 
purpose of this amendment is to keep some man in office and to guard 
against the possibility of his being turned out. Even though the Sen- 
ate be a continuiug body, if this is an officer that gives satisfaction, the 
Senate when the time comes to reappoint him can doso. Under the 
preceding section in the same article of the Constitution the House is 
given the power of choosing its Speakerand appointing its officers, and we 
can no more appoint an officer for either branch of the next Congress by 
law than we can by law elect the Speaker of the next House of Rep- 
resentatives. As to the question of comity, I trust that the Constitu- 
tion has not become so antiquated, that we have not become so indifferent 
to it as the charter of our liberties, the guide of our legislative conduct, 
that a mere question of comity will induce us to set itaside. But if 
we concur in this amendment we shall do so in face of the Constitution. 
Why is it that a violation of the Constitution is insisted upon merely 
for the purpose of getting a clerk or a superintendent of the Senate 
document-room? Mr. Speaker, I trust that this House will not con- 
sent to any such course of action. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the question has been 
asked what reason the Senate had for putting this name in the bill. I 
desire to say that it is well known to most of us that this gentleman, 
Amzi Smith, has beenin the employ of the United States Senate for some 
thirty-four years, and it appears that that body desires to compliment 
an old, faithful, and respected officer by specially naming him in this bill. 
Now I submit that it is rather small business for the House of Repre- 
sentatives to undertake to interfere with that commendable desire on 
the part of the other branch of the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. NOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before I ask for a vote I will say that 
I agree with the views that have been expressed here, for I do not be- 
lieve that this kind of legislation is proper upon an appropriation bill, 
and that, in making the motion of concurrence which I have made, I 
have simply expressed the view of the majority of the committee. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, and 14 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 15 was read, as follows: 

Line 138, strike out “25” and insert “26,” so asto make itread: “ For twenty- 
six clerks to committees, at $6 per day during the session,” &c. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman to state if he 
knows the reason why the Senate has made that change? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have already non-concurred in the amendment 
which increases the number to twenty-six, so that we must non-concur 
in this in order to make the bill harmonious. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
Committee of the Whole to amendments numbered 15 and 16. There 
is some very bad figuring there; besides, I think a bad principle. 
Amendment 15 provides for twenty-six clerks at $726 each, $18,876; 
and in the next amendment there is provision for thirty-two clerks at 
the same rate of pay, amounting to $23,230, making together $42,106. 
The Senate undertakes to provide a clerk for each Senator. Now, we 
all know that there are seventy-six Senators, and seventy-six clerks at 
$726 each would aggregate $55,176. Yet these two amendments of the 
Senate appropriate together only $42,106, so that there must be a de- 
ficiency of $13,070. 

Again, the bill as it the House gave to the Senate $18,150 for 
twenty-five clerks, or $726 each. The additions made by the Senate 
amendments increase the amount to $42,106. Now, as there are twenty- 
six clerks to committees, and as the Senate amendments undertake to 
provide a clerk for each Senator who is not a chairman of a committee, 
there must be fifty of these clerks, whose pay at $726 each would 
gate $36,300 in addition to the $18,876, making altogether $55,176. So 
that there is appropriated $13,070 less than would appear to be required. 
How this deficiency is to be paid I do not know. 

The question with me is, ought this House to vote an increased ex- 
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penditure of $37,026, as provided in this amendment; or, if there is yo 
other fund out of which the payment of these clerks can be made, ouy}; 
we to provide for the expenditure of $23,956 more ? 

These amendments of the Senate are based upon the supposition tha: 
every Senator is entitled toa clerk. Senators have the right to as 
such an allowance, and we have the right torefuse our assent. I vent. 
ure the statement, which I think will be corroborated by every gent 
man on this floor, that each member here on the average does as much 
work as any member of the Senate. When Senators and Representa. 
tives were elected we understood that our compensation was $5, ()()() 
year, with mileage, and $125 for stationery. We took the contrac 
with the implied understanding that this was to be the compensati: 
We have the constitutional power to increase that compensation. 
the same time we know that it is, to say the least, doubtful policy | 
vote such an increase; and if we refer to the history of the past we find 
that the result has been very disastrous to those who hitherto have taken 
advantage of the constitutional right of the legislative branch of t! 
Government to increase their own compensation. 

I am opposed to the whole proposition, because it is wrong in pri 
ciple, and particularly opposed to it because the terms of these ameui- 
ments involve an expenditure of $13,070 more than we make app: 
priation for. I think that neither of these amendments ought to |, 
concurred in; and they ought to be voted on together, not separat: 
Without noticing the connection of the two, the Committee of the W lic! 
has already voted on the fifteenth amendment; but the two ameni.- 
ments must be taken together, if we are to consider them intelligent!; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence. 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment i7 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following : 

“For clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per day 
during the session, $23,232." 

Mr.HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend con- 
currence inamendments numbered 18 to 23, on page 7 of the printed bill. 
I ask that those amendments may be read together, and the question 
on concurrence be taken in gross, unless a separate vote be asked. 

There being no objection, amendments 18 to 23 were read and con- 
curred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that amendments 24 and 25, in which als 
the committee recommend concurrence, be read and voted on togethicr. 

There being no objection, amendments 24 and 25 were read and cou- 
curred in. 

The twenty-sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

- ae the words “‘ Journal Clerk,’’ in line 208 of the printed bill, insert “II. I! 
mith.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules in this case as he did upons 
previous amendment, that as this proposition comes here as a Senate 
amendmentit is not subject toa point of order, as it would be if it were 
a proposition originating in the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to be heard in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not so understand. I waive any discussion. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read the twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate, 3 
follows: ‘ 

In line 289 insert “‘George A. Bacon ;”’ so it will read: 

“Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,000; and for hire of horses, fee", 
repair of wagon and harness, $1,100; assistant doorkeeper (27) (George A. Bacoi , 
$2,000, &e.”” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend ¢01- 
currence in that amendment, with the amendment which is before the 
Clerk to insert the names of “‘ John T. Chancey” and ‘‘¢. \. 
Coombs.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order ou the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the amendment recut 
mended by the committee to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 10 of the bill insert “John T. Chancey ;” and in line 24, after the word 
“ messenger,” insert **C. W. Coombs.” 


Mr. REAGAN. I make the point of order on the amendment in the 
bill and on the amendment to the amendment. I do not think 1's 
to argue the question, but I wish to state again this House 0! 
Representatives has no power to appoint officers of the next House 0! 
Representatives. These gentlemen may be entirely worthy, they my 
beentirely capable, they may be everything said in their behalf; I know 
nothing to the contrary of their being excellent officers; but there !s 1° 
more reason for putting these men in than for putting a dozen other, 
except they have special friends on the floor. 
We can no more appoint these men by this bill than we can appoint 
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| 
the next Speaker of the House of Representatives. One is just as com- 


petent to do and just as constitutional as the other. It is an injustice | 
to the next House of Representatives, besides being unconstitutional. | 
The next House of Representatives has the right to choose its own | 
Speaker and to choose its other officers. Whatever may be the polit- 
ical complexion of the House has nothing to do with the question of | 
the constitutional right of that House to select its Speaker and other 
officers. hae ; 

This is not only violative of the Constitution, but it is at the same | 
time a species of official favoritism which we ought not to permit. | 
For, sir, it is never safe in legislation to trust to our sympathies or to | 
our affections if we expect to discharge our duty faithfully. The word | 
duty should be foremost whenever we can make it so in all human | 
affairs. When we resolve to act in accordance with duty we will find 


we are right, but when we undertake to act from sympathy to create 
offices or to fill offices simply because we sympathize or are partial to 
men, we are departing from our duty as legislators. I trust, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this amendment will be stricken out. 

I desire to say further, although I believe I understood the chair- | 
man to say the amendment inserted by the Senate would not be sub- 
ject to the point of order the same proposition would be subject to in 
this House, that in my judgment it is subject to the point of order, that 
the amendment made by the Senate is subject to the same point of 
order as if it had been made in the House; that if we were not true to 
the Constitution certainly ought to have its due force when it makes a 
specific provision on this subject, and it ought not to be permitted to 
be violated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To make assurance doubly sure and to take a 
bond of fate, I propose to make the point of order simply against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what the gentleman from Texas did. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He made the point of order against all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And separately against each. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I.want to be sure, but if the Chair feels con- 
strained to rule against the point of order on the first amendment, I 
want to insist upon the point of order against the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana in charge of the bill, against 
which undoubtedly the point of order will lie. 

I have nothing to say against these officers; I am willing to admit 
they serve faithfully and well, and the fact of good service will go far 
to recommend them to the officers of the House when appointments 
are made next year. Iam utterly opposed to the appointment by leg- 
islative action of men who can not be reached through officers of the 
House in case of their dereliction of duty. These gentlemen will be 
retained if they are faithful in their service, but I wish it to be easy to 
get rid of themif they arevicious. 1 do not think they will be vicious, 
but the safe rule is to keep the appointments where the law fixes them, 
so if necessary to get rid of them it can easily be done. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word or two upon the point of or- 
der. I hold in my hand tite law making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and it is rather an interesting act in view of the point of order and 
the criticisms made by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Tennessee. I ask the attention of the Chair to it for two reasons, 
first to show the absence of any regulation to prevent putting these 
names in the bill. 

First I find a second assistant doorkeeper, George A. Bacon; next I 
find a provision for the two laborers named in charge of the water-closet; 
next I find for the two cloak-room men, one on each side of the Hall, 
now longest in the service of the House; next a provision for John T. 

, an employé, $1,500; next I find one department messenger, 
C. W. Coombs, $2,000, and the names of the two parties that are pro- 
posed to be added by way of amendment onthe motion to non-concur. 

On the sundry civil bill, a bill peculiarly under the charge of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, not content with naming these officers by 
law, I find he has named one Pickens as an annual page at $900 a year, 
placed there upon the motion of the present minister to Turkey, Mr. 
Cox, in this House. Next, I call the particular attention of the Chair 
and gentlemen to this clause, as well as the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Reep], because he participated in this legislation, 
which was peculiarly a child of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- | 
MAN], and I will read it: 

Fourteen messen; on the soldiers’ roll, under the control of the Door- | 


keeper, at $1,200 each; and hereafter messengers on the soldiers’ roll shal! not | 
be subject to removal except for cause reported to and approved by the House. | 


In other words, not for the coming year but hereafter provision is made | 
of that character permanent in its nature. 
Mr. REAGAN. That power extends only to the House that appoints 
them, not to the House that does not appoint them. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah! but that power is fixed by the law, and until 
it is changed it must be obeyed. 

Mr. GAN. But it only extends to the House having the ap- 
pointment, and not to any other House to be hereafter elected. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas himself sat silent under 
the lead of the gentleman from Indiana and put that provision into the 
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bill providing for the messengers upon the soldiers’ roll and that they 
should be hereafter retained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is not a provision naming them for appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. But I bring up these instances in the main for the 
attention of the Chair to show that under the uniform practice of the 
House this character of legislation has gone into the appropriation bills 
und is not subject to the point of order, and that in the absence of any 
permanent law providing for the appointment of these people this law 
would control the decision of the Chair in determining the point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend will remember that the law in re- 
gard to the soldiers’ roll does not name the persons so appointed, but 
simply provides for them as a class 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, provides for them as a class; but that 
class is composed of the individuals then upon the soldiers’ roll, the 
persons on the roll at the time the rule was passed, and who had been 
there for a great many yesrs, some of them, largely under the lead of 
the gentleman from Indiana himself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why have they to be appointed every session of 
Congress if that power exists and that provision js permanent? 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Illinois should take into considera- 
tion the fact that no point of order was made on those provisions. If 
it had been it probably would have been stricken from the bill. And, 
again, I want to ask him a question whether or not under the Consti- 
tution the law is not absolutely void as far as it attempts to control the 
action of the next House of Representatives? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is not a permanent law. 

Mr. COBB. But suppose it is. The Constitution provides that the 
House of Representatives shall select its own officers; and the House 
has no more power under the Constitution to appoint the employés of 
the next House than I have toappoint my friend from Lllinois to Con- 
gress, 

Several Members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. At Jast I have a gentle- 
man on that side to tell us wherein the Constitution prohibits this leg- 
islation, and he tells us that we can not bind the next House. Very 
well; let us admit it. But it is not proposed to bind the next House, 
but this House, by thisamendment. Now, so far as this House is con- 
cerned, it does not go out of existence until the 4th of March next. 

Mr. REAGAN. What has that to do with the question before the 
committee? These are appointments by the next Congress, and I 
would like to know how it applies to the question under consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. It proposes to bind this House from now until the 
4th day of next March. 

Mr. REAGAN. But this provision extends beyond the 4th of next 
March. 

Mr. CANNON. 
time it is void. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
bad law for a year? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman himself holds that. 
good law all through. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I do not hold it. 

Mr. CANNON. I hold it is good law for the year to come, the time 
during which this appropriation runs, so far as that is concerned. But 
I was only answering the gentleman’s own argument from his own 
standpoint; and it is sometimes quite hard to do that, for the gentle- 
man from Texas can take more standpoints, so far as I have noticed, 
than any other gentleman on this floor on either side of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from I)linois that 
the next House will not be organized until long after this appropria- 
Ition is exhausted. It is not binding on the officers of the next House. 

Mr. CANNON. - Certainly. Now, sir, Ido not think that I desire 
to say anything further on this point of order. I will state again, in 
the Jaw for the year 1886 the names of Coombs and Chancey are re- 
tained; but I believe it is competent for a majority of this House now 
to say either with or without the concurrence of the Senate that these 
two men shall continue to serve it. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] says no. Well, what is his plan? His plan is that he, the 
gentleman from Texas, by the aid of a Doorkeeper, can set at defiance 
three hundred and twenty-four members of this House. Now, I do 
not think under the Constitution or anywhere else he can find that 
power; because I believe if the fathers, looking forward with a pro- 
phetie glance at the time the Constitution was adopted, had foreseen 
the gentleman from Texas was to be a member of this House and 
would make this point of order, and if they had intended to give the 
gentleman from Texas and the Doorkeeper power against the other 
three hundred and twenty-four members of the House, they would 
have expressly provided for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the most profound respect for the opin- 
ions of my friend from Texas upon points of order as wellas upon almost 
every other question. But I conscientiously believe he is at fault to- 
day in the position he has taken in regard to this amendment. The 
name of George A. Bacon was inserted as an amendment in the Senate. 
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Mr. COBB. Was it not done, too, at your suggestion? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am glad to have an opportunity to give in- 


formation on that point to the gentleman from Indiana and to correct 
a very erroneous impression that exists in his mind. The Senate in- 
serted the name of George A. Bacon. That is not subject to the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Texas, because the Chair has 


already so decided. 

Before I go further on the point of order I want to explain the rea- 
son why the name of George A. Bacon appears. The name appeared 
in the last bill, and the name of John T. Chancey also appeared in that 
bill for the reason that this House by a resolution adopted by unani- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. I do not think the 


merits of the question should be discussed on the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will confine himself to the 


point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my other friend from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN ]} had possessed his soul in patience for a few moments he would 
have discovered I was speaking strictly to the point of order. If my 
friends from Indiana can only remain in their seats long enough to 
allow me to get through with my statement I will be much obliged. 

I was about to furnish the reasons why these names went into the 
bill and I want to emphasize the position that those two names espe- 
cially under the rules of this House may rightfully gointo this bill. As 
I was about to remark when interrupted, by resolution of this House, 
a continuing resolution, these offices were created for George A. Bacon 
and John T. Chancey by name. 

If you will look to the resolution introduced by my colleague [Mr. 
HENDERSON | in the Forty-seventh Congress, you will find it there de- 
clared that hereafter George A. Bacon shal] be employed as the second 
assistant doorkeeper of this House. That resolution was substantially 
a copy of one introduced years ago by Alexander H. Stephens, inserting 
the name of John T. Chancey. What followed? When the bill was 
being mace upin the last Congress it became necessary to abolish those 
oflices or to couple with that provision the names of these two men for 
whom these offices were created. 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Another Indiana man! 

Mr. MATSON. Thegentleman is confusing twothings. George A. 
Bacon is named in this bill for assistant doorkeeper; in the other he 
was named as second assistant—two distinct offices. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There isa little difference in the verbiage used 
todescribe him this year. The word ‘‘second’’ is stricken out, butthe 
rest of the language is retained. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest to my friend—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not let Tennessee come at me too. I want 
to get at my point, and do not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman would like to be cor- 
rected. F 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After a while. These two names are in this 
bill in pursuance of a resolution which has not yet been repealed and 
which still stands in force. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. Coss] inquired as to whether I had not 
caused the name of George A. Bacon to be inserted in the Senate. The 
facts are these: I found from a copy of the bill as reported from the 
Senate committee that every name had been restored to the bill except 
that of Bacon and perhaps these two pages, and I suggested to a mem- 
ber of that committee that if they intended to restore any names they 
should also restore the name of Bacon. Somebody had been there be- 
fore me, and had caused all the other names to be put in, while Bacon’s 
name was left out. 

Why so? Because the assistant doorkeeper was an Indiana man, and 
would perhaps be crowded out if Bacon’s name was retained. I sim- 
ply said to one of the members of the Senate committee, ‘‘ If you put 
in all these other names I wish you to put in Bacon’s name also,’’ and 
it was done; but the name was written in only in pencil, and when 
Senator Beck got hold of the billin the Senate for the of strik- 
ing out the names Bacon’s name escaped his attention, because it had 
not been printed in the bill. Now, I want to say to the House that if 
John T. Chancey’s name and these other names of employés can not 
go into the bill I do not desire tosee Mr. Bacon’s name goin. I want 
them all to be treated alike, and as the House has stricken out the 
name of an officer of the Senate inserted by the Senate and has stricken 
out H. H. Smith’s name, I think it is perhaps proper thatall the names 
should be stricken out. I do not contend for any special exception in 
favor of Mr. Bacon, and never have asked for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on another point I think my friend from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] is wholly in error. He assumes that we are provid- 
ing an officer for the next Congress. We are not. We are simply 
providing an officer for the second session of this Congress, and we have 
a perfect right to do that under the rules of the House and under the 
Constitution. We do not seek to insert here the nameof any officer 
for the next Congress. It is true that this continues 
until the 30th day of June next, but so do all cers 
of this House continue in office until the next Congress assembles in 
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December, 1887. We are simply providing here officers for the second 
session of this Congress, and therefore our action does not fall under 
the strictures of the gentleman from Texas. I maintain that it is 
within the power of this House under its rules to retain the names of 

E. Bacon and John T. Chancey in this bill. Indeed, I think 
that every one of these names ought to be retained, for the reason that 
we have tried them and found them efficient and worthy, and I for 
one would rather intrust the appointment to the majority of this House 
than put itin the hands of anyone man. ‘The proposition here is sim- 
ply to suggest to the House the propriety of selecting certain of its own 
officials instead of delegating that power to one man. But in conclu- 
sion, Mr. Chairman, I say again that if the House determines to strike 
out Mr. Chancey’s name upon the point of order, or in any other way, 
and the names of these other officials or employés, then I am willing 
that Mr. Bacon’s name should be struck out also. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I want to answer one point that bas been 
made by the gentleman from Lllinois[ Mr. TOWNSHEND]. He says that 
existing law provides for the appointment of George A. Bacon as assist- 
ant doorkeeper. Now, there is no such law on the statute-book and 
never was. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isaid a resolution of this House. 

Mr. COBB. There is no resolution authorizing such an appointment 
as is provided for by this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg leave to differ with my Mend. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman from I)linois will keep himself in peace 
a few minutes I will explain to him the difference. The resolution to 
which he refers provided for the appointment of an assistant doorkeeper 
to perform service in the folding-room. That was George A. Bacon. 
But this bill provides for an ‘‘ assistant doorkeeper, George A. Bacon, 
$2,000,’’ to perform duty on the floor of this House. Now there is no 
law and there never was any law making Mr. Bacon assistant door- 
keeper here. Therefore I say there is no existing law by which this 
provision can be sustained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman can;not correct me, because I believe | 
am right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The resolution reads ‘*George A. Bacon, as- 
sistant doorkeeper, to be employed in the document-room.’’ 

Mr. COBB. Exactly; and this provision reads, ‘‘assistant door- 
keeper, George A. Bacon, $2,000.’’ There is nosimilarity between the 
two provisions at all. One makes Mr. Bacon assistant doorkeeper per- 
forming duty on the floor of the House, the other an assistant door- 
keeper performing duty in the folding-room. I would like to have the 
gentleman point out the similarity between the provision in the bill 
and the provision in the resolution upon which he relies. This name 
ought to go out, and if it does not go out on the point of order I will 
at the proper time move to strike it out. ' 

Mr. REAGAN. Thegentleman from Illinois, with an air of triumph, 
assumes that I desire to confer upon the Doorkeeperthe power of mak- 
ing this appointment, and he says that I am setting up myself and the 
Doorkeeper in a position over all other members of this House. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, I am astonished that a gentleman who has been here so 
long and who is so active and efficient a member of the Houseshould not 
know that this House itself has provided that the Doorkeeper shall make 
this appointment, and that in the position I take I am not antagon- 
ing the House, but am, on the contrary, maintaining its authority. | 
suppose, however, that a gentleman so hardly driven as the gentleman 
from Illinois was to find an argument might very easily fall into such 
an error as that. Now suppose we make this appointment by law and 
say that this particular man shall have this office and the salary at- 
tached to it, and suppose he dies, can we appoint another officer under 
this law during the time the law runs? By making this appointment 
in the law, do we not mako the office his office and the salary his salary 
until the 30th of June, 1887? 

The gentleman from Illinois also assumed that this would be good 
law for thé first half of the year, and that therefore it ought not to be 
ruled out. Mr. Speaker, I have heard of a great many nice distinc- 
tions taken in the practice of the law by all kinds of lawyers, but | 
have never before heard such a proposition as that. If this can be made 
a law at all, it runs until the 30thday of next June. This officer must 
have his salary until that time; and I inier that should he meanwhile 
die, his heirs would be entitled to the salary up to that period. More 
than that, no other person could be appointed to the position during 
that time without the enactment of an additional law or rule of the 
House, unless we propose to have two persons appointed to the same 
Peat, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to prolong the discussion on this 


subject. 
TheCHAIRMAN. There are two questions of order raised by the 
gentleman from Texas and one by the gentleman from Tennessee. _ 
Mr. REAGAN. One of my points of order was against the provis- 
ion in the Senate amendment, and the other against the amendment 


eee on A F 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. The first question 
taised relates to the amendment placed in the bill by the Senate 1n- 
serting the name of George A. Bacon. The other relates to the amend- 
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ment in relation to various other House employés whose names it is | 


to insert in this bill—a proposition having no necessary con- 
nection with the amendment of the Senate. The Chair wishes to call 


attention to several provisions of the rules of the House, but will first | 
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read a clause of the Constitution of the United States with which gen- | 


tlemen are all very familiar: 


The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers, 
and shall have the sole power of impeachment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Twenty-eighth of the Senate: Insert the names of “A. H. Pickens and Hi. T. 
Lyle;’ t will read 


“ Two chief pages 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


A. H. Pickens and H.T. Lyle), at $900 each.” 


I move te non-concur in that amendment of the 


| 
menate. 


The Chair assumes that this language of the Constitution excludes the | 


appointment of officers of the House in any other manner than is here 
provided. Rule II of the House, relating to the election of officers, is 
in this language: 

There be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, tocontinue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, a Clerk, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and Chaplain,each of whom shall 
take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States,and for the true 
and faithful discharge of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowledge and 
ability,and to keep the secrets of the House,and each shall appoint all of the 
employés of his department provided for by law. 


Rule XXVIII provides that— 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed withiut 
one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain 
a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each 
month after the call of Statesand Territories shall have been completed, prefer- 
ence being given on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday 
to committees, and during the last six days of a session. 

The Chair thinks that the amendment now proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, if adopted, would be pro tanto a change of the 
rules of the House as to the mode of selecting its officers. The point 
of order, therefore, on the amendment of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to the Senate amendment is sustained; but the point of order to 
the Senate amendment is overruled. 

Mr.COBB. Imovenow tostrikeout the nameof ‘‘George A. Bacon.”’ 
This amendment has been put in by the Senate, and I think altogether 
without warrant. The House passed upon this proposition when this 
bill was pending here—— 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a point of order before it is too 
late. I make the point that a motion to strike out the Senate amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I will move then to non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate. When this bill was before the House it contained, as will 
be remembered, a provision in about the same form as this amendment 
of the Senate, amending the old law. I then raised a point of order, 
which was sustained, and the name, ‘‘George A. Bacon,’’ was struck 
cut. Now, the Senate undertakes by this amendment to make an as- 
sistant doorkeeper for the House. That body has always complained 
of this House undertaking to legislate with reference to its officers. 
The Senate has ciaimed the right to regulate the compensation which 
its employés should receive; and time and again that question has been 
made an issue between this House and the Senate, for the reason that 
this House believed the Senate was paying its employés too high com- 
pensation. Many of the older members of this House will recollect 
the of time which was spent a year or two ago in a contest be- 
between the two Houses on this very question. The Senate would not 
yield, but insisted that it had the right to regulate its own officers and 
to them such compensation as it believed proper; that the House 
of mtatives had nothing to do with the matter. The House 
finally yielded to the Senate, and the employés of that body are now 
paid, and have been paid, more than theemployés of the House doing 

ing duty. The Senate in the present case undertakes to 
come in here and say to the House who shall be its assistant doorkeeper. 
I insist that it is beyond the province of the Senate thus to dictate who 
shall be the officers of the House. If that body will not allow us any 
voice in controlling the compensation of its officers, I insist with greater 
reason that it has no right to come here and dictate to us who shall be 
our officers. It is an interference to which I for one will not submit 
forasinglemoment. If we once yield this principle to the Senate that 
body will in the end dictate the appointment of our other officers. I 
trust, therefore, the House will not in this case concede so important a 

i Let us regulate the appointment of our own officers. The 
object of this amendment is to legislate somebody out of office and to 
put somebody else in. 
officérs. If we have doing duty for this House officers whom we ought 
not to have, there is a method by which they can be removed; but with 
my consent it can not be done through the dictation of the Senate. I 
I trust, therefore, that the House will non-concur in this amendment 
tostrike out the name of “‘George A. Bacon.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we understand sufficiently to have a vote. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope ihe Chair will state the question upon which 
we are called to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to non-concur in 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in the amendmentsof the Senate, 
and that under the rule, I insist, takes precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be stated on the motion to 
concur. 


The Scxate amendment was non-concurred in. 


I am not in favor of this way of getting rid of | 


_ 
———— 





| own officers. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
rence. 
Mr. CANNON. 


ment. 


I am instructed by the committee to move concur- 


I desire to be heard for a moment on that amend- 
This amendment of the Senate is as follows, if I can have the 
attention of the committee, and I will not occupy it but for a few min- 
utes: 

The bill provides for two chief pages, at $900 each. 
amendment is to insert the names of A. H. Pickens and H. T. Lyle. 
One of these chief pages is provided for under the lead of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania in the sundry civil bill for the year 18386, 
namely, A. H. Pickens. The other chief page, H. T. Lyle, 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, the object of appointing these chief pages was that we might 
have two competent pages on the floor of the House, maintaining one 
on that side of the House, where he has been for years, and one on this 
side of the House. 

Gentlemen understand about this page business as well as I do 
are very clever boys, yet most of them are too young to be expert i 
performance of their duties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the name of H. T 
never borne in the bill before? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was it not inserted in the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; it was inserted in the Senate. Is there any 
other question the gentleman wants toask me? If the gentleman has 
any further question to ask I should be very glad to answer it 

Mr. McMILLIN. How was it theSenate came to insert these names? 

Mr. CANNON. I will give you all the information I have about it 
with great pleasure. When the Senate reported this bill to the Senate 
from the Committee on Appropriations they reported it without any 
consultation or communication with me. I think when it was reported 
it had the names of Chancey and several other employés. as the gentle- 
man will find if he will examine it. After it was reported for the first 
time I went to a Senator and suggested to him that as the bill was 
originally reported to the House it had the namesof A. H. Pickens and 
H. T. Lyle in it, and if any names were to go in I should be glad to 
see them restored. I presume it was in consequence of that suggestion 
of mine these names have been inserted in this bill. I do not know 
that is the case, but I suspect it is. 

To come back now to the point where I was interrupted. 
these gentlemen who are the chief pages here. H. T. Lyle is on this 
side of the House. I believe he lives in the District. Certainly he is 
not from my district or my State. If he has any politics, I do not know 
whether they are Republican or Democratic, and Idonotcare. But! 
do know and believe he is one of the best pages who has ever been in 
this House. I do not say this to detract from the service rendered by 
others. To many of us on this side of the House his services have he- 
come indispensable. A. H. Pickens, the chief page on the other side, 
is equally competent. He was put in the bill by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in conference. I thought it was proper, under the cir- 
cumstances, to concur with the Senate. That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. All I wish to say in support of my motion to 
non-concur is this: As has been seen by those who have examined the 
rules and Constitution, the power is fixed in this House to select its 
These names were inserted in the bill when it was first 
reported to the House, but the House in its discretion saw fit to strike 
them out. These names have been restored by action of the Senate. 
The Senate amendment proposes to say who shall be officers of this 
House. For that reason I have moved to non-concur. 

Mr. CANNON. An additional word. Gentlemen of this House 
seem to have grown suddenly most wonderfully strict and wonderfully 
virtuous. Why you can turn through this legislative, appropri- 
ation act for year ending June 30, 1886, and you will find just such 
designations to places, not only in the House and in the Senate, but 
the Executive Departments of the Government. 

I have one before me now, where under the lead of the gentleman from 
Indiana year after year this provision has prevailed in the appropria- 


The Senate 


was recon- 


They 


the 


Lyle was 


I know 
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| tion bill, and I read it: 


For First Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000 
the office is held by the present incumbent, $500 additional. 

That is under the Executive, not under the House or the Senate, but 
an appointment under the Executive. That is written into the law in 
this very bill and has been there many years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes: and thisman has been some fifty years in the 
service. 

Mr. RANDALL. We give him additional pay while he remained 
there, but that does not stop his being turned out 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that, but I am calling attention to 


and while 
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this special provision by name of employés. You have gone outside 
now of the legislative department and invaded the executive with the 
same provision. 

I am quite sure if it suits the majority of the House to say that the 
Republican side of the House, and the same on that side to some ex- 
tent, shall not be well served by competent pages I have no objection. 
I can stand it as wellas youcan. But it isa graciousthingtodo. If, 
however, your stern sense of constitutional duty rises up like a tower 
and compels you to say we shall not be served by at least one page on 
each side of the House who is thoroughly competent, then, in God’s 
name, preserve your oaths but enforce the Constitution, But, after 
all, I think perhaps it would be just as wise to say that, while you 
violated the Constitution in a dozen other places it would hardly hurt 
to make a little violation here, where the object to be attained is one 
of convenience to all the members of the House in the transaction of 
the public business. All of this talk about designating a page or an 
officer in an appropriation bill to serve the House is in my opinion 
just so much twaddle. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is twaddle to put the names in. 

Mr.COMPTON,. Ido not think, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Ten- 
nessee would pretend that because this provision comes from the Sen- 
ate it is therefore in derogation of the dignity of the House, because, 
as a matter of fact, I think these names were originally reported in the 
bill, but were stricken out in the House on the point of order and have 
now been restored. 

That is the whole sum of it. Further, as I understand it, I do not 
know how correctly, but such is my impression, the restoration of the 
names in the bill meets with the approval of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Now, what is the purpose of the House? As has been well said by 
the gentleman from Illinois, the purpose is to secure the services of 
competent, faithful, and efficient men; and certainly none are more 
competent, faithful, and efficient than the two young men who are 
named here in this amendment. 

Again, if the House agrees to this amendment it will be the action of 
the House appointing its own employés, for without its concurrent ac- 
tion this provision would amount to nothing. If the House votes it 
down it goes for nothing. I appeal then to the House to consider the 
question upon its own merits and not consider it upon any question in- 
volving a mere technicality as to the dignity of the House, which is 
supposed to be offended by the incorporation of such a provision as an 
amendment at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust we will have a vote now. 

The question being taken on concurring in the Senate amendment, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 56. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. CANNON were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 
80. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 30 and 31 were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, and 
43 were severally non-concurred in.- 

Amendment numbered 44 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 45, 46, and 47 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 48, 49, and 50 were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 51 was read, as follows: 

Strike out, under the head of “Treasury Department,” the words “an in- 


spector of electric-light plants, gas, and fixtures for all public buildings under 
control of the Treasury Department, $1,900.” 


Mr. REED, of Maine. - Why not concur in this amendment? It is 
apparently in the interest of economy. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The committee thinks that ibly this is an inde- 
fensible position; but it may not be; and we have thought proper to 
nen-concur in the Senate amendment to find out the object of the Senate 
in striking it ovt. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not suppose that my friend from Indi- 


ana needed evidence on that point to show that it was a decrease of 
expenditure. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 52 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 53 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, and 
65 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 66 was read, as fellows: 





Strike out the following provision : 

** For additional force for continuing the adjustment of the accounts of the Sol- 
diers’ Home in the office of the Second Auditor, under section 4818, Revised 
Statutes: Seven clerks at $840 each, and one at $720 per annum, $6,600.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment of the Senate. The object of striking out this provision is 
not known to the Committee on Appropriations, and for the purpose of 
ascertaining that they have recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the committee ought to give some 
reason for non-concurring in the Senate amendment. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will see at once that you can not 


perceive what the motive is in striking itout. The language of the 
provision is ‘‘ for additional force fcr continuing the adjustment of these 
accounts.’”? I suppose the gentleman from Kentacky is well aware 
what that is. Heretofore we have appropriated $10,000 a year for that 
purpose. 


It was proposed to continue that appropriation under two provisions 


contained in this bill as it went from the House to the Senate. The 
Senate thought it desirable to strike those provisionsout. What their 
purpose is is not known to the House Committee on Appropriations. 


The House has always regarded the question as an embarrassing one. 


It is claimed the Government is owing the Soldiers’ Home in the neigh- 
borhood of $2,000,000 from pay of deserters, fines, forfeitures, c., 
which belong under the law to the Soldiers’ Home. The Senate may 
have some plan of adjusting that matter other than the looking over 
all these accounts for a long series of years. And for the purpose of 
having an opportunity to understand the motive of the Senate it is rec- 
ommended to non-concur. 


Mr. CANNON. I suppose if the House non-concurs in this amend- 


ment in addition to non-concurrence in the former amendment for a 
like force in the Comptroller’s office it will throw the whole question 


into conference. And I take it that the conference committee, subject 
to subsequent appropriation by the House, might have jurisdiction to 


propose some scheme other than the auditing of these accounts. 


Gentlemen will understand after the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that under the act establishing the Sol- 


diers’ Home here at Washington there is due from pay of deserters, 


from pay of soldiers who have deceased and had no legal representa- 
tives, from fines levied by courts-martial, &c., probably, as the gentle- 
man stated, in the neighborhood of $2,000,000. Now for four or five 


years we have provided a force at an expense of $25,000 or $35,000 a 


year to audit these claims, and I understand they have got about as far 


as the year 1844, and at this rate it would take thirty or forty years yet 


to fully examine the books and audit these claims. 

I have the impression that the Senate thought it wise, or was of the 
opinion, that we should give a lump sum to the Soldiers’ Home at once 
in lieu of these amounts, or that we should appropriate from year to 
year and save this amount for the force engaged in auditing the accounts. 
I must say for one I am in harmony with that view, because in the end, 
if we go on auditing these claims, we will have to pay them anyhow to 
the Soldiers’ Home, which exists by our legislation, and which we must 
necessarily support. I think it would be wise to arrange to give asum 
in lump in satisfaction of all these claims, and do away with this con- 
stant spending of money for thirty or forty years to come. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it is safer to non-concur. _ That gives the 
committee of conference full jurisdiction of the subject; and we will 
learn whether the Senate desires to make such an appropriation as has 
been suggested. If so, it can be inserted in the sundry civil or in the 
deficiency bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, and 77 were non- 
concurred in. 

Amendments 78, 79, 80, 81, under the head of ‘‘ Office of Construc- 
tion of Standard Weights and Measures,’’ were read, as follows: 


Strike out “and mechanician.” 

Insert “‘one mechanician at $4 per day.”’ 

Strike out the word “laborer” and insert the word “ watchman.”* 
Strike out “$2,225” and insert “$3,537.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that upon a further examination it may 
appear that some additional force is required in this small office. Mean- 
while the committee have recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

Amendments 82, 83, 84, 85 were concurred in. 

Amendments 86, 87, 88 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 89 was read, as follows: 

In line 1114 strike out “‘ $4,000” and insert “$4,500;" so that it would read: 

“Office of assistant treasurer at Baltimore: For assistant treasurer, $4,500.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the recommendation was to concur. 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 90 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 91 was read, as follows: 


In line 1124 strike out “$4,500” and insert ** $5,000; so that it would read: 
“ Office of assistant treasurer at Boston: For assistant treasurer, $5,000.’ 


Mr. LONG. I move toconcurin thisamendment. This matter was 
considered in the Committee of the Whole when the bill was under 
consideration a week or two ago. The salary of the assistant treasurer 
at Boston has been $5,000 for a number of years. The bill as reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations reduced the salary to $4,500. [n 
Committee of the Whole it was moved to amend by restoring the salary 
to $5,000, the same as it has been for the last few years. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole voted by a large majority of some 80 to 40 to restore 
the salary to $5,000. When the matter was reported to the House this 
Boston item got mixed with some others, and the House had perhaps 
forgotten the discussion in the Committee of the Whole. The resu!t 
was that the amendment was rejected, and the bill went to the Senats 
with $4,500 as the salary of this officer. The Senate has now restored 
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it to $5,000. I move to concur in the amendment. 
First, $5,000 is a reasonable sum. 

The amount of money involved is some $126,000,000. As I said be- 
fore, the salary for a number of years has been $5,000. The question is 
very different from what it would be if we were establishing the salary, 
for the question now is whether we shall cut down a salary which is 
already fixed at $5,000. No reason exists for cutting it down. No 
reason exists why this House should impose a fine upon the assistant 
treasurer at Boston by reducing his salary $500. It is very difficult 
to find a man to fill the place on account of the large bond that is re- 
quired. In behalf of the faithful officer who now occupies the place, 
in behalf of the man who shall next fill the place, should another be 
selected, in view of the large bond and the large responsibility, in view 
of the rate of salary usually attaching to such an office as this, I trust 
that the House will concur in the Senate amendment, and the amount 
of this salary be kept what it has been. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is true that the unrecorded vote 
of the Committee of the Whole favored keeping this salary up, but when 
the recorded vote came in the House it was in favor of letting the sal- 
ary stand at the amount originally recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The amendment was non-concurred in—yeas 50, nays 64. 

Amendment No. 92 was concurred in. 

Amendment 93 was non-concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, amendments 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98 were 
read together and non-concurred in. 

Amendments 99 and 100 were read; amendment 99 inserting in lines 
1180 and 1181 the following: Assistant cashier and vault clerk, $3,200; 
* and amendment 100 striking out in line 1210 ‘‘sixty-five thousand 
two” and inserting ‘‘ sixty-eight thousand four.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, since these amendments were con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations the subtreasurer at New 
York has been in this city, and as the members of the committee are 
present and I desire that this subject may be further considered by the 
conferees of the two Houses, I will ask that, as a matter of form, these 
two amendments be non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. I individually have no objection to that course. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

Amendments 101, 102, 103, and 104 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that amendments 105, 106, and 107 be re- 
ported together. 

The amendments were read; amendment No. 105 increasing appro- 
priation for the salary of the governor of Alaska from $2,600 to $3,000, 


The reasons are: 


and amendment No. 106 increasing the appropriation for the salary of 


the judge of Alaska from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Thecommittee recommend non-concurrence in those 
amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to concur in the three Senate amendments 
that have just been read. The first one restores the salary of the gov- 
ernor to $3,000, the amount fixed by the law organizing the Territory 
of Alaska. The second amendment restores the salary of the district 
judge to $3,000, the amount of that salary having been fixed in the law 
organizing the Territory. The third amendment simply bas reference 
to the amount of these two salaries. I can not add any force to the 


declaration of the law that each of these officers shall have a salary of 


$3,000 a year, yet I submit that the governor of Alaska and the judge 
in Alaska ought to receive $3,000 a year each, notonly because it is not 
too great a salary, but because the law has fixed it, and those gentle- 
men have gone to the place of their duties under the belief that they 
were each to receive that salary. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the governor there now? : 

Mr. BURNES. He is there now so far as I know. The judge is 
there, and I presume the governor is there. It is a hardship, I had 
almost said an outrage, that gentlemen are sent off two or three thou- 
sand miles in the belief that they will be protected by the statute law 
of the country, and after they have gone to their fields of labor to have 
their salaries cut down in order to deprive them of $400 each. It is 
pitiful, and I submit it to this House with absolute confidence. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the committee will take into consideration one 
or two facts in connection with this Alaska matter. In the first place, 
it must be remembered that it costs a governor from $500 to $1,000 a 
year more to live in Alaska than in any other Territory of the United 
States. There is only one steamship line by which communication can 
be had with the States, and that makes semi-monthly trips, and is to 
all intents and purposes a monopoly, charging just what it pleases for 
freight. Besides that, the opportunity for purchasing supplies for 
housekeeping there is very restricted, and prices are 50 per cent. higher 
than in other Territories which are accessible by railroad. Then there 
is to be added the expense of going and coming, which is about $300 
more than in the case of any other Territory. I agree with the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] that where the law has fixed asalary 
for the r of this far-off region it is an outrage for Congress to 
cut down that salary under the circumstances. . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Are these officers allowed any mileage or 
expenses ? 
Mr. HILL. They are allowed no mileage or expenses at all. 
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Mr. BURNES. None whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not they usually go in a Government vessel ? 

Mr. HILL. I do not know how they go. I suppose they go the best 
way they can, as we allcome to Washington. We generally come here 
on a railroad pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. A gentleman asked where the governor was. The gov- 
| ernor of Alaska was here to attend some business in connection with 
| his Territory, because that Territory has no Delegate in Congress, but 
he is now and has been for three or four weeks on his way back to his 
post of duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He was here, I believe, a good while, and all his 
predecessors have been here ever since they were appointed. 

Mr. HILL. Governor Swineford was in Alaska and staid there until 
he ascertained the wants of the Territory. He then came here and 
remained just five weeks, and he was before the Committee on Territo- 
ries every day that he washere. He leftheresome four weeksago, and 
is now on his way back to his postof duty. I know this, because I have 
been in communication with him since. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman give us some idea of what this 
officer does when he is up there? 

Mr. HILL. I suppose he attends, like every other governor, to the 
duties which the law prescribes. What they are I do not knew, for 
I was never there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The inquiry of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN] is not pertinent. If the office is a useless one, it ought to 
be abolished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it ought to be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ifso, bring in your bill, and if the necessary facts 
are exhibited I will vote to abolish the oflice. But the law at present 
provides this salary; and as the duties are performed at so remote a 
point, it seems to me the House ought to concur in this amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the highest salary we pay to any 
Territorial governor, except the governor of Alaska, is $2,600. The 
reason the salary of this particular governor was placed above the general 
level was that the office was provided for in a general bill, and it is 
always our experience that when we provide a salary by a separate act 
the salary is fixed above the general range. In former years the gov- 
ernors of all the Territories received $3,000 each. In 1376 these salaries 
were reduced to $2,600, and no higher salary has been paid since that 
time to any Territorial governor, except in this one instance. It is not 
believed the governor of that Territory has any duties to perform. 
Every winter for several years past he has been here at the capital. The 
Committee on Appropriations think a salary of $2,600 is ample. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, one word more. The distinguished gen- 
tleman from Indiana urges that $2,600 is the salary paid to other Ter- 
ritorial governors. Does he not know that we make a difference in the 
salaries of United States judges that these judges received higher pay 
in some districts than in others? Does he not know that the cost of 
living was higher a few years ago than it isnow; and does he not know 
that there is a vast difference between living in Alaska and living, for 
instance, in Dakota? I have no doubt the gentleman himself would 
rather serve as governor of Dakota for $1,500 than in Alaska for 
$3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifteen hundred dollars would be an ample salary. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman does not estimate the usefulness 
of everybody else by hisown. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, there is no reason why the gov- 
ernor of Alaskashould receive a higher salary than the governor of any 
other Territory. In this very bill the salary of every other Territorial 
governor is fixed at $2,600. We propose that the governor of Alaska 
shall receive the same salary as the governors of Dakota, Idaho, Ari- 
zona, Montana, New Mexico, Utah, and I believe Washington. If we 
now agree to fix this salary at $3,000 there will naturally be an effort 
made to raise the salaries of the other Territorial governors to the same 
level. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; that is what will follow. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BURNEs to concur in 
the amendment of the Senate, there were—ayes 52, noes 35. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BURNES were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, 
noes 45. 

So the motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We shall have a vote in the House on this ques- 
tion. 

The one hundred and eighth and one hundred and ninth amend- 
ments were read and concurred in. 

The one hundred and tenth, one hundred and eleventh, one hundred 
and twelfth, and one hundred and thirteenth amendments were read 
and non-concurred in. 

The one hundred and fourteenth, one hundred and fifteenth, one 
hundred and sixteenth, one hundred and seventeenth, and one hup- 
dred and eighteenth amendments were read and concurred in. 
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The one hundred and nineteenth amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after the appropriations for “ Office of Publication of Records of the Re- 
bellion”’ the following : 
“And hereafter the records prepared for publication under this appropriation 


shal! contain only the records of the war of the rebellion covering comme 
raneous events, arranged chronologically, according to the provisions of the act 
of June 23, 1874, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 


ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1875. And the evidence taken by the 
court-martial on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, together with the report thereon 
by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, shall be printed in connection with matter 
already printed concerning the proceedings of said court-martial.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend con- 
currence in this amendment of the Senate with an amendment, to in- 
sert after the words ‘‘ President Lincoln’’ the clause which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly con- 


nected with the proceedings of the same, and contemporaneous therewith, that 
have not been already published in any previous volume of said reco 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that a motion to 
concur takes precedence of the proposition to concur with an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit that a motion to concur without 
amendment must take precedence of a motion to concur with an amend- 
ment, because simple concurrence tends to an immediate agreement be- 
tween the two Houses. The ground on which a motion to concur takes 
precedence of a motion for non-concurrence is that the motion to concur 
brings the two Houses more promptly to an agreement. The same 
reason must govern in this case, and give precedence to a motion to con- 
cur without amendment as against a motion to concur with an amend- 
ment. 

The House must have the right to concur with the exact words of an 
amendment first. That must be the principle of parliamentary law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Maine is 
correct, and that the question on concurrence is first to be put. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to concur. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 75. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No quorum. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 
89.4 

So the House refused to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the question shall be put on the 
amendment of the committee to the amendment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has already been read, but it 
will be read again. 

The amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. First, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask of the 
Chair this question. It is a parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
shall agree to concur with the amendment, of course that sends the bill, 
or rather the amendment, to the committee of conference. Do they 
then have jurisdiction of the whole subject-matter, or is their juris- 
diction confined to consideration of the amendment of the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The jurisdiction of the conference would be to the 
whole subject-matier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair does not de- 
sire to rule on a matter which is not before him and probably never 
will be. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. For, sir, the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations is a little broader than I thought it was. It was 
presented in the Committee on Appropriations, and if it is in order to 
speak of what occurred in the committee I may say to this extent at 
least, that the motion te concur with an amendment was adopted by 
the committee. My memory may be at fault, but I think the scope of 
the amendment as presented to the Committee of the Whole is broader 
than it was, or as I understood it to be, when offered incommittee. It 
is, to my mind, too broad, because it contemplates the insertion in the 
record not merely of papers, or such part of the papers, as necessarily 
and properly form a part of the record of the case, but opens up a much 
wider range. 

Mr. RANDALL. The word contemporaneous is there. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course; I understand perfectly that the 
word contemporaneous is used, but that might admit every magazine 
article, every suggestion ventured or cast on the wave of public opinion 
if it was only contemporaneously expressed or written. 

If the amendment be adopted it should be confined to those papers 
which are pertinent to and form a part of the record of the trial. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the amendment is confined to such 
papers as are directly connected with the proceeding. How could it be 
any more explicit ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there any objection to mane apt words 
to limit the scope of the amendment as I have 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The words suggested do not make it, any more ex- 
plicit. 
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papers in connection with the defense. 
cluded in the Senate amendment. 
presume that would include argument of counsel for Fitz-John Porter, 
and the argument of counsel against him would not go in 


on the committee, against which I protest. 
the subject-matter treated of in the record, although I have solid con- 
victions upon it; but I wish to state how this controversy arose. It 
appears that in the compilation of the annals of the war, which is the 
compilation of the record of events as they transpired, as the same is 
disclosed in the papers and manuscripts filed in the War Department, 
the documents which contained the account of the arraignment and 
trial of Fitz-John Porter were reached in their order. 





Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If they are not more explicit it will not 



























































JULY 12, 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion ? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr.CANNON. Why make the amendment broader than the amend- 


ment of the Senate, which is as follows: 


And the evidence taken by the court-martial on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, 


together with the report thereon by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, shall be 
printed in connection with matter already printed concerning the proceedings 
of said court-martial. 


The proper scope of the amendment it seems to me should be the 
I suppose that is properly in- 
This amendment says papers. | 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatis the point, I will say to my colleague 
I am not going to discuss 


It appears from an inspection of a volume of the compilation which 


has been completed in which the record of the trial and sentence of 
Fitz-John Porter should appear there is a very meager account of that 
proceeding. That brief statement being complete, the compiling offi- 
cer, under what influence I do not know, leaps forward over the records 
of a quarter of a century and inserted in full display the entire pro- 
ceedings of the Schofield board which reviewed the proceedings of the 
court-martial before which Porter was tried, and inserted also the pro- 
ceedings of Congress for the relief of Porter and everything else that 
tended in any way to operate as a vindication of Fitz-John Porter. 


All that matter he inserts as a part of the record of 1862. He makes 
an entry nune pro tunc, except he reverses the usual order by recording 
the events of the distant future as if they occurred to-day. 

It may be urged, and I do not dispute it, that in one aspect of the 
case it is a matter of even-handed justice. Butitwas an unwarranted 
exercise of authority, and the Senate did not regard it as a proper thing 
to do in compiling the annals of 1862 to reach forward to and include 
the events occurring in 1886. Besides the record as made was unfair 
and partial, and to undo the wrong and correct the error as far as pos- 
sible the Senate adopted the amendment which we are now seeking to 
amend. ~The Senate amendment seeks to require the compiling officer 
to include in his compilation such records at least as would suggest the 
character and enormity of Porter’s offense and the judgment thereon of 
the men who had to judge of it on the trial, which as it appears is en- 
tirely garbled or singularly omitted. 

The amendment, on the other hand, suggested by the Committee on 
Appropriations is—and there is a savor of abstract justice about it— 
that, in enlarging the record, that which properly pertains to the de- 
fense of Fitz-John Porter should goin. From the standpoint of the 
gentlemen on the other side that is fair, and I would not complain of 
it if the amendment was not so sweeping. If I catch it-correctly as 
read from the desk it is too wide. It admits contemporaneous paper; 
pertaining to the subject, the opinions of military men—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not pertaining to, but, asthe language provides, 
“‘connected therewith.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And that, the gentleman must see, would 
admit the argument of the defense. 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly; for that is a part of the proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only ask a moment to say to my frien 
I only want that which properly pertains to the trial to be inserted. 
and that does not include the argument of counsel. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will remember that there was some 
ambiguity in the language as drawn in the first instance, but as finally 
adopted by the committee it is in these words: 

a on a | the defense in said court-martial directly connect: 


with t the same and contemporaneous therewith that ba\: 
not been already published in any previous volume of said records. 


Which are exceedingly specific and definite words. It refers only t» 
papers, as will be seen, directly connected with the proceedings. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
what he understands would be included under the language of that 
amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only matters connected directly with the record 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With the record of the trial? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman think that would include, 
for instance, the argument of Reverdy Johnson? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that if among the papers filed among the 
records there is a defense of Fitz-John Porter it would be admissib!« 
under this amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What kind of defense; thearguments of counsel? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Any of the official files ‘ought to go in. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think thiscan be arranged to work even- 
handed justice; at least I think it can be bya little amendment of the 
. The Senate amendment, my friend will observe, does 
not contemplate the introduction of argument of counsel against Fitz- 
John Porter, or, indeed, the argument of counsel at all. So I insist, 
if my friend pleases, that this amendment should he confined to the 
official records in the case, the official files, if you please, and the lan- 
of the amendment can certainly be so drawn as not to throw out 
a drag-net and bring in a thousand and one things that the friends of 
Fitz-John Porter would like to have inserted because they are sooth- 
ing to his pride and a balm to his honor. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to suggest to my friend from Ohio that 
the language of the Senate amendment seems to cover the point. 

And the evidence taken by the court-martial— 

That means the evidence for and against— 
on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, together with the report thereon of Judge 
Holt to President Lincoln, shall be printed, &c. 

That includes the whole of the record proper. There is nothing in 
the record I take it but the evidence that is embodied in the record. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it proper that the report made and embodied in 
the record by Judge Holt—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He was the Judge-Advocate-General. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not care whether he was the Judge-Advocate- 
General or not, he was the prosecuting attorney. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir; he was the Judge-Advocate-General, and 
he could not be the prosecuting attorney. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, whatever you call it, it is the same thing. 

Mr. LAIRD. He was in fact the prosecuting attorney. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say, is it right that that should go in and yet the 
defense of Fitz-John Porter should not be permitted to goin? I sub- 
mit that is not a matter of fairness. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Therecan be no difficulty in getting in what 

to the record; but I take it that is all that could or ought prop- 
erly tobe admitted. Isuggest then this amendment, that after the word 
“ Lincoln,”’ in line 1722, insert: 

Also any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly con- 
nected therewith and forming part of the official record in said case. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That would not do. 
the defense that form a part of the official proceedings. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the Senate amendment covers the en- 
tire report of the trial. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Senate amendment simply covers the evi- 
dence. Now you want to put in all the papers connected with the 
record, and you have no provision stating what papers shall be consid- 
ered in connection with the record and which may be published. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We can say “for and against.’’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Indiana. This Senate amendment provides distinctly for print- 
ing all the evidence, does it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the only other provision in the Senate amend- 
ment is that there shall be printed one specific paper, the report of Judge 
Holt. Now, if anybody desires that any other paper shall be printed 
that is not a part of the evidence provided for by the Senate amend- 
ment, why not specify that specifically as the Senate amendment speci- 
fies the report of Judge Holt? 

Let us know what the documents are you want to print. This makes 
a distinct and clearly understood statement. If you want to put in the 
argument of Reverdy Johnson, or this, that, or the other thing, say so 
specifically. But the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN | is broad enough to cover every newspaper article that ap- 
peared at the time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no. 
with.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will have a vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to amend his 
amendment so as to state specifically what he wants to print. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The proceedings of a court-martial consist, first, 
of charges and specifications; second, the evidence applicable thereto; 
and third, the summing up by the officers of the court; and then the 
finding. Counsel are permitted in general courts-martial, but argu- 
ments of counsel do not constitute a portion of the official proceedings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do they not stand upon the same footing as the 
paper of Judge Holt? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 


The language is, ‘‘ directly connected 


Not on the same footing. His is an official 
“tee 

. CUTCHEON. Colonel Scott, in the compilation of the records 
of the war, in part 2 of volume 12, when he reached that part of the 
annalsrelating to the second Bull Itun campaign and the charges against 
General Fitz-John Porter, proceeded to embody in the annals of the 
rebellion the entire proceedings of the so-called Schofield board, an en- 
tirely unofficial board, convened without any authority of law. He 
came down near a quarter of a century to put into the current annals 
of the rebellion a chapter that was left to posterity, as we may say. 
Now the Senate amendment proposes to go back, and as an antidote to 
thet to insert first the evidence taken upon the trial; and there are no 
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papers that are directly connected with the trial that were not put in 
evidence or did not constitute a portion of the proceedings of the trial. 

But when Congress came to publish the proceedings of the genera! 
court-martial, Congress printed, together with the official proceedings 
and with the summing up of Judge-Advocate-General Holt, the argu- 
ment of Reverdy Johnson, and it constitutes part of the docnment which 
you will now find in the library. 

The only other document not provided for by the Senate amendment, 
which provides for the evidence, the summing up, the report of Judge- 
Advocate-General Holt, is the argument of Reverdy Johnson, the 
counsel for Fitz-John Porter. Now, ifany one wants that togo in along- 
side the argument of Judge Holt I have no objection. Only let us 
make it specific. Let the language be employed, ‘‘ together with the 
argument or summing up of Reverdy Johnson, counsel for defendant.”’ 

I have no objection to the two papers going together. But, as the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Burrerworrs | has said, let us be specific; 
let us hedge this up so that there will be an end somewhere of stuffing 
the public records with the proceedings in this case. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
from Michigan is a fair one. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan satisfactory to the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Hot- 
MAN |? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not sufficiently familiar with the subject to 
be able to answer that question. My own judgment at this moment 
is that the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan is an entirely 
proper one; that the review by Judge Holt on the one side and the 
argument of Reverdy Johnson on the other are the two papers outside 
of the record which should come in. But, as I have said, I am not 
sufliciently familiar with the case to know what is proper and what is 
not. Itseemsto me the House can well afford to let this go to the con- 
ferees. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwish to make another suggestion. ‘This 
amendment should be so framed that these things should be published 
together and not separately. That is not provided for here. They 
| should not be printed in disjointed fragments. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think that can be easily provided for by the con- 
ferees. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Thequestion being put, the chairman stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Alquorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN] and the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Before the vote had been announced, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH said: While the tellers are waiting for gen- 
tlemen to vote I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana that what 
I proposed was to add after the words in his amendment “‘ directly con- 
nected with’’ the words ‘‘and a part of the official records in said 
cause. 

Mr. HOLMAN (one of the tellers. 
that may be left to the conferees. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The count was continued; and the tellers reported 
36. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In consideration of an understanding to have a 
yea-and-nay vote in the House on this proposition, I do not insist on 
the point as to a quorum. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion of Mr. HoLMAN to 
concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment was agreed to 

Amendments numbered 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, and 126 were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 127, 128, 129, and 130 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 131 and 132 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 133, 134, and 135 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 136 and 137 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 138 and 139 were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 140 and 141 were nen-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 142 was read, as follows: 








| 
| 
| 
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I think the suggestion of the gentleman 





seemed 


, noes 70. 


As I have already said, [ think 


ayes 102, noes 


- Six additional persons, to be appointed by the Secretary of th 
him in determining appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions, and from whom 
he may constitute two additional boards of pension appeais, whose term of 
service shall expire at the close of the fiseal year 1887, at $2,000 each; two spe- 
cial inspectors connected with the administration of the public-land service, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and to be subject to his direction, 
at $2,500 each. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask my friend 
from Indiana a question. Will he please advise the House whether cr 
not the effect of amendment No. 142 will not be to take a certain num- 
ber of appointees out of the operation of the civil-service law? 
not looked at the question carefully, but that is my impression. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the purpose. That is a Senate amend- 
ment, and the committee recommend non-concurrence. 


e Interior, to aid 


I have 
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Amendments numbered. 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, and 148 were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, and 155 were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 156 was read, increasing the appropriation for 
the chief clerk and Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs to $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thecommittee recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment, with the following amendment: In lieu of the sum pro- 
posed by said amendment insert ‘‘$2,500.”’ 

Mr. STORM. I move that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. Chairman, my motion has precedence, I take it, over the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana. That is in accordance with the pre- 
vious ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled wrongly before, and does not 
care to do so again. The Chair holds that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is in order. 

Mr. STORM. ‘Then I desire to be recognized for the purpose of being 
heard on this question. As the Senate has amended this provision it 
stands precisely as it stood when the bill came from the Committee on 
Appropriations. The point of order was made upon it by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and the Chair sustained the point 
of order so far as striking out the increase of salary was concerned and 
overruled it on the question of creating the office. 

In other words, the decision said while he could not have the increased 
compensation he might be permitted to perform the additional labor. 
The amendment compels the new officer to perform the duties of two 
offices for $3,000, which in the corresponding grades in the other De- 
partments cost between $5,000 and $6,000. 

As [have said, the Senate has now by an amendment restored the bill 
exactly to the shape it was in when it came from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Thisamendmentis just and proper. The bill now creates 
tke office of assistant commissioner, and imposes upon the assistant 
commissioner the additional duty of chief clerk. He is required to 
perform the duties of both those officers under the designation of as- 
sistant commissioner. The salary of the chief clerk now is $2,000. 
He is to have thrown upon him the additional duties of assistant com- 
missioner. It is proposed to increase the salary $500; it is trae—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
all the other assistants get $3,000 ? 

Mr. STORM. Every one of them. More than that; in the Pension 
Office the two assistant commissioners get $3,600 each. It is but just 
that this officer should receive the salary which other assistants re- 
ceive and which is provided for in this amendment; and I would like 
to hear some statement or reason why this amendment should not be 
concurred in. Why should not this officer have this salary of $3,000, 
inasmuch as he has to perform the duties of both assistant commis- 
sioner and chief clerk ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And in the absence of the Commissioner 
he must necessarily act as Commissioner. 

Mr. STORM. Yes; inthe absence of the Commissioner he must act 
as Commissioner. Furthermore, it has been found that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has to discharge the duties of his office in adif- 
ferent manner from that in which the other Commissioners perform their 
duties. The Commissioner of Pensions, the Commissioner of Public 
Lands, and the Commissioner of Patents can perform their duties here 
in their offices in the Department, but it has been found in practice 
that in order to the proper discharge of the duties of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs he must go into the field and inspect the operations 
going on there. 

In the absence of the Commissioner the office work here must go on. 
For several months in the year then the assistant commissioner must do 
his work and assume much graver responsibilities than are imposed on 
similar officers in the other bureaus. The kind of talent and execu- 
tive ability required in this officer would in private business command 
double the salary proposed by the Senate amendment. Any one ac- 
quainted with General Upshaw, the present efficient and accomplished 
chief clerk, will at once agree with me that the salary we propose is 
small, 

This office is as important as any of the corresponding offices in other 
departments. It now distributes $6,000,000 of appropriations under 
some four hundred heads and subheads of the appropriation bills. 
Clearly if any assistant commissioner is charged with important duties 
it is the assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs; and it passes my com- 
prehension how it was that the Committee on Appropriations, while 
recognizing the duties to be performed and creating this office, refused 
to allow the compensation which is given to all other officers of similar 
grade. I hope the Senate amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the motion of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. StoRM] will prevail. This officer is to 
have imposed upon him double duties, more onerous than those of any 
other assistant commissioner. He is te act both as chief clerk and as 
assistant commissioner. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me to ask, who has per- 
formed the duties of assistant commissioner during the absence of the 
Commissioner within the last twelve months? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There never has been any assistant commis- 


sioner; and the office during the absence of the Commissioner has been 
left in the hands of a clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But who performed the duties of the Commissioner 
at such times? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This clerk performed a part of the duty, but 
he was never authorized by law to perform the responsible duties con- 
templated in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are there any other duties to be performed during 
the absence of the Commissioner than those which this subordinate has 
performed ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, there is quite a different class of duties, 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did it happen, then, that there was no person 
there to perform them? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That was a defect in the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butwho actually administered the office during the 
absence of the Commissioner ? 

Mr. RYAN. Every official paper had to be signed by the Commis- 
sioner, and thus many papers were obliged to await his return before 
they could be sent out. ‘There was no officer authorized to represent 
him officially. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, heretofore when the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has been compelled to be absent the control of 
the business of the office has been placed in the hands of a mere clerk— 
a chief clerk as we term him—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And no public interest has suffered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The scope of his authority was so limited that 
many important matters which ought to have been performed in the 
absence of the Commissioner were necessarily left undone, for the rea- 
son that no officer was invested by law with the authority to perform 
such duty. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, more than perhaps any other 
Commissioner in the departments, is required to be absent frequently 
from his office at Washington. It is important that he should go into 
the field at times and visit the different Indian agencies. When con- 
tracts are being let for supplies to the agencies the Commissioner is 
obliged to go to New York; and he has performed very valuable service 
by going there, having been enabled by giving his personal attention 
to contracts to save the Government hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
recommended that he shall go into the field. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; as I understand, the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs has recommended that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in order to properly understand the necessities of the Indian service, 
shall go into the field and examine the condition of the Indians on the 
reservations and at the different Indian agencies. 

Mr. McMILLIN. _Isit not a fact that the Commissioner is often nec- 
essarily away from his office here in Washington from one to three weeks 
at a time? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have jast stated that he is often compelled 
to be absent for weeks; and under the law as it has existed heretofore 
the official duties of the position during his absence have been left in 
the hands of a mere clerk, or chief clerk, as you may term him. But 
there are certain important, necessary, and responsible duties which can 
be performed only by the Commissioner or by some one authorized hy 
law to act as deputy or assistant commissioner. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire what necessity exists now 
which has not existed heretofore for this additional office ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The necessity has existed heretofore. It has 
at times been very important that there should be an assistant Com- 
missioner, but owing to the failure of the law to provide for such an 
officer many important duties have during the absence of the Commis- 
sioner been left undischarged. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I see that this is the creation of a new office, 
which I think is in general a movementin the wrong direction. 

Mr. STORM. The amendment does not create an additional officc. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does not increase the number of employ(s. 
Under this amendment an officer already in office will be required 

to perform additional duties. Besides discharging the duties he has 
heretofore performed he will be required to take the place of the Com- 
missioner when that officer is necessarily absent from Washington. It 
would be gross injustice that this assistant Commissioner should be 
compelled to do double duty and bear greatly increased responsibilities 
while restricted to a less salary than any other assistant Commissioner 
in any of the ments. 

Mr. OATES. Both Houses have concurred in the necessity for such 
an office, and $3,000 would seem to be a reasonable salary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is very reasonable. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. BurNes having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message frem the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, stated it had non-concurred in the amendment oi 
the House tothe bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, 
asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. SAWYER, Mr. WHITTHORNE, 
and Mr. WILSON of Iowa. 
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It farther announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corn- 
ing, with an amendment, in which concurrence was requested. 

t further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 807) granting 
ions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, with amend- 
ments, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House on the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of 
the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Mis- 
souria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and asked 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. HARRISON, and Mr. MAXEY managers of 
said conference on its part. 

It farther announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 33) for the relief 
of Alexander K. Shepard, with an amendment, in which concurrence was 
requested. 

it further announced the return to the House of Representatives for 
its concurrence of the bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

It further announced agreement to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7879) to amend 
the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia, 
with an amendment, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of billsof the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill S 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook; 

A bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter; 

A bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward D. Patchin; 

A bill (S. 2035) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 
of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance stores 
to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account of said State, in 
payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by said State of 
said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York city by dumping or other- 
wise and to punish and prevent such offenses, and making other pro- 
visions in connection therewith; 

A bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble; and 

A bill (8. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the Terri- 
tory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
jssned to said Territory, and for other purposes. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to properly answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Michigan I would be glad to call the attention of the 
committee to the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House 
in reference to the duties of this office and the increase of this work. 

The report says: 

The work of this bureau is constantly increasing. The increase in the year 
1885 over 1884 was over 30 per cent., and the increase for the first quarter of 1886 


over the first quarter of 1885, has been over 33} per cent.; and the increase for tlhe 
three past months over a similar period in 1884 is about 46 per cent. 


And, if the gentleman will permit me, I would like to have an extract 
from the report of Commissioner Atkins read in this connection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the time for debate has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

r. WEAVER, of Iowa, was recognized, and yielded two and a half 
minutes to Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be sufficient. I ask the Clerk to 
read what I send to the desk. This is from the report of the present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins. Those who have served 
here upon the floor with him will bear testimony that there was not a 
member in this House who was so anxious or who sought more sedu- 
lously to secure honesty and economy in the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment than he. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

As will be seen from what immediately follows, it is my desire to assign to 

clerk additional important labors. I deem it proper to call attention 

that the duties personally devolving upon the Commissioner of In- 

as the a head of the Indian Bureau, are unusually multi- 

, and onerous, and to properly discharge them requires much 

and attention than can be given during business hours. The good 

leads me to suggest that Congress be asked to give this bureau an 

commissioner, who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk. To 

could then be referred much of the routine work which may be per- 

Ty well by another, but which now involves a large expenditure of 

on the part of the Commissioner, and to just that extent lessens 

ability to devote his energies to the more important matters which relate to 
the general administration of Indian affairs. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hardly think that the gentleman from Illinois is 
justified when time isof very great value in occupying the attention of 
phecoenmlttes in reading a report with which of course every gentleman 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to 
the floor. 


ce 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I yielded two and a half minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize the gentleman then im- 
mediately after the gentleman from Indiana concludes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only rose to say a few words before asking for a 
vote. I am surprised at the action of the gentleman from Illinois. 
The Committee on Appropriations considered this subject and have 
recommended that the salary of this officer be fixed at $2,500 a year, 
which is an increase of $500 over his present salary. No gentleman 
is deceived about this matter. 

The Indian Office is admirably administered, and its chief is one of 
the most upright, reliable, and efficient officers of the Government. 
The office is well conducted in every respect. But the duties which 
will devolve upon the assistant commissioner are substantially just the 
same as the chief clerk has hitherto performed and is now perform- 
ing. An increase of salary of $1,000 would be a very unusual 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not excessive at all, but it would simply 
equalize his salary with that of others performing the same duties, or 
less work in fact, and who are getting $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would be an unusual increase. 
increased any salary as much as $1,000. In fact as a rule there have 
been no increases. You have provided salaries for the officer in charge 
of the Bureau of Labor and some others in excess of the average, and 
for adjusting private land claims in New Mexico, Arizona, and Colorado 
there were salaries provided for in excess of the usual salaries, but those 
are all the striking instances; but I dohopethat this side of the House 
will adhere to the pledges made to the country against increases of sal- 
aries beyond a reasonable limit. An increase of $500, making the’salary 
$2,500, might perhaps be reasonable and justifiable; that is the judg- 
ment of your Committee on Appropriations, who have examined the 
subject carefully; and I trust that a large increase like this $1,000 to 
an officer who is now getting the usual salary of $2,000 for clerk of a 
bureau will not be made. 

Mr. STORM. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana whether or 
not the original bill did not provide a salary of $3,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; the committee at one time had such an 
opinion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman if he would not 
consider it unjust to limit this officer’s salary to $2,500 when we pay 
$3,000 to other persons performing the same duties or less? This officer 
has really more duties to perform for the reason that the others have 
chief clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is some regard to be had to the charac- 
ter and responsibilities of the duties to be performed. While it is true 
that the assistant commissioner of Indian affairs holds a very impor- 
tant position, it of course is not up to the proportions of the Land 
Office, where the Commissioner receives $4,000 and $3,000 is paid to 
the assistant commissioner. I admit the salaries of the Land Office 
are not ample, as it is the great bureau of the Departments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And he has no more laborious duties to per- 
form than the assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is not so important a position at that salary 
in the Government. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the gentleman to say that the du- 
ties will remain substantially the same as they are now performed by 
this official ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 
understanding of the office. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is not an increase of 
salary, it is the creation of a new office and a provision for a reasonable 
salary. Thatisallitis. You impose new duties upon the gentleman 
who now acts as chief clerk and say he shall be assistant commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and then the question arises what is a reasonable 
compensation? Now, sir, there are in the Interior Department the 
Commissioners of Indian Affairs, of Patents, of Pensions, and of the 
Land Office. They are all of equal rank, and certainly this bureau is 
of just as much importance as any other of them; a great deal more 
than some, I think, and it has a less force of employés than any one of 
the other Commissioners. I can see no good reason for making a dis- 
tinction in any one of these salaries, all of which are low enough now. 
But, I repeat, this is not a question of increase of salary but the fixing 
of a salary of a new office created by the bill. 





You have not 


Substantially the same according to my 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HoLMAN took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the*President had approved bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 41) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of 
Missouri, and to establish it as a post-road; 

An act (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited certain grants of land made 
to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads; 
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An act (H. R. 5874) to provide for the taxation of railroad-grant lands, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2148) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-office, and other Government offices at 
Williamsport, Pa.,’’? and making an additional appropriation therefor; 

An act (H. R. 4498) authorizing an additional appropriation of $25,000 
for the court-house at Keokuk, lowa, to make the same fire-proof; 

An act (H. R. 5862) providing for the establishment of certain light- 
houses and fog-signals, and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for 
educational purposes, and granting to the city of Marquette, Mich., 
certain lands for park purposes. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BURNES. The history of this item of appropriation may be 
interesting. In order that it may be known to this Committee of the 
Whole House I invite special attention to it. When the original bill 
was reported by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana to the House 
jt contained a provision precisely similar to the Senate amendment now 
before us. The Committee on Appropriations then thought that $3,000 
was the proper salary for the assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and so the gentleman from Indiana reported in the bill. It was the 
deliberate judgment of the Committee on Appropriations. It was the 
free, voluntary offering of the committee. 

When the bill was considered in Committee of the Whole the item 
was ruled out on a point of order and the Indian Department was left 
without any assistant commissioner. Considered in the Senate, the 
item was restored and comes back to us as an amendment of that body 
in the precise words, I believe, originally adopted by the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and reported to the House as stated. 

The assistant commissioner of Public Lands has a salary of $3,000; 
and the original bill reported to the House contained an increase of 
such salary to $3,250, with a chief clerk at a salary of $2,250. The 
assistant commissioner of Patents has a salary of $3,000, with a chief 
clerk at $2,250. Thefe are two assistant commissioners of Pensions, 
each of whom receive $3,600, with twochief clerks, one at $2,500 and the 
other at $2,000. 

The assistant commissioner of Indian Affairs is allowed no chief clerk. 
He performs all the duties of that office; all the duties of a chief clerk 
and nearly half the time the office duties of the Commissioner, who is 
required, necessarily, to visit Indian tribes and ascertain personally 
their condition and necessities. Why this inequality? It is admitted 
that this is one of the most important bureaus of the Government. Its 
distinguished head has made an honorable fame throughout the Repub- 
lic, and surely hisassistant commissioner should beas justly and liberally 
provided for as other officers of like grade. Iam not an adyocate of 
increased salaries, but I am of equality and justice. 

There was a special Committee on Indian Affairs which went over 
the Western country last summer. They saw the necessity for this as- 
sistant commissionership and, if I mistake not, recommended its crea- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. BURNES. The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended it, 
I know, and I have before me their report upon the subject. My honor- 
able friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], in reporting the original bill 
establishing this office and fixing its salary at $3,000, must be held as 
committed to the propriety of both. 

May I not, Mr. Chairman, with appropriate curiosity, inquire why my 
distinguished friend in charge of the bill now resists the Senate amend- 
ment, which is but an indorsement of the action of himself and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? What new light has he had on thesubject 
since he reported the original bill? Why was this salary placed at 
$3,000 a month or so ago, and, indorsed by the Senate, is now regarded 
as $500 too high? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURNES. The distinguished gentleman must please pardon 
me. A moment ago he would not yield tome. Why should the in- 
dorsement of the Senate make us distrust our own original judgment ? 
I can not believe that the distinguished gentleman from Indiana has 
taken fright by reason of such indorsement of his — 

Personally 1 care nothing about this matter, and have oon a slight 
personal acquaintance with the gentleman upon whom the duties of this 
new position are likely to fall, but I am quite sure he is entitled to 
and will receive justice and equality of compensation with other officials 
of the same rank and service. The fact that he isa Tennesseean will 
not be regarded by this committee as sufficient justification for an in- 
adequate or inferior salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the statement of my friend from Missouri 
{Mr. Burnes] is a little unfair. The gentleman ought be aware I 
never favored the increase of this salary to $3,000. I consented to an 
increase to $2,500. It is not a proper thing for him or myself to refer 
to what transpired in the Committee on Appropriations; and yet he 


° 


says because I reported the bill containing that provision I was iy 
favor of it. 

I appreciate the young gentleman who fills this position of chiet 
clerk of the Indian Office as an active, efficient, and faithful public 
officer, and I should not have objected to $2,500, as I understood it to 
be fixed in the first instance, and asI think other members of the com- 
mittee understood it. The gentleman from Missouri talks about the 
salary being reduced from $3,000 to $2,500. It is simply a proposed 
increase from $2,000 to $3,000. If the gentleman from Missouri and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] and the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. TowNSHEND] can find the creation of new offices and 
this increase of salaries in harmony with the pledges made by thei: 
friends, if not by themselves, all over the country two years ago, it is 
something I can not comprehend. It is not in conformity, as I under- 
stand, with the pledges on which these seats on this side of the House 
were filled. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will ask my friend if, when he becomes sat- 
isfied that the duties of an office have so greatly increased that ther 
must be an additional officer to efficiently perform them, is not th 
public service benefited by the creation of such an office ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The duties are as they have been heretofore. Thi: 
Indian Office has always been an interesting one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, no. The report I read shows they hay: 
increased 50 per cent. 

Mr. WILSON. Before the vote is taken I wish to call attention to 
a remark of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN], which is not perhaps up to his usual standard of 
fairness. I do not suggest that he has intentionally deviated from that 
standard. But when he said he understood the committee original! 
fixed this salary at $2,500 and added that that was the understanding o/ 
other members of the committee, I must say that I do not think that 
was fair to other members of the committee and to the clerk who keeps 
the records, in whom the committee have absolute confidence. I think 
the other members of the committee will bear meout in the statement 
that the amount of $3,000, as originally reported by the gentleman in 
charge of the bill, was the amount originally agreed on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My understanding was that it was fixed at $2,500: 
such was the opinion of at least one other member of the committee. 
But by no possibility could anything I said as to that be construed as 
throwing a shade of doubt on the correctness of the records of the com- 
mittee. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 88. 

So the motion to concur with an amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. STORM. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 157 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 158, 159, 160, 161, and 162 were read to- 
gether, and were non-concurred in. 

The amendment 163 was read, raising the appropriation for compen- 
sation of the Commissioner of Pensions to $5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to recommend concurrence in that amendment. It relates to the com- 

ion of the Commissioner of Pensions. The salary was fixed by 
the action of the House at $4,000, but the original recommendation 0: 
the Committee on Appropriations was $5,000. The Senate has increase 
theamount from four to five thousand dollars, asoriginally recommende: 
by the committee, and the committee now recommend concurrence in 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I have not behind me, in my opposition 
to this amendment, the report of any committee, but I have behind me. 
in justification of the position which I take, certain facts which I think 
if understood, may lead others to the idea that they ought not to concu! 
in this amendment. 

The first proposition I make against concurrence is that the prov one 
is squarely in contravention of a distinct statute law. That may 1 
have any bearing upon the subject in the minds of some « 
tlemen, but my next p ition is that being in contravention of law 
it is also in conflict with Rule X XI of this House, because it is in con- 
flict with the law. The third objection that I make to concurring in 
this amendment is that other like officers, the other Commissioners, (|) 
notgetthissalary. The Commissioner of Patents does not get so much: 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs does not get so much; the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office does not get it; the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion does not get it; the Commissioner of Labor does not get it; th 
Commissioner of Railroads does not get it; the Commissioner of Agri- i- 
culture does not get it. Now, I can not for the life of me see the pr 
priety of violating the statute law and violating the rules of this Hou- 
for the sake of placing this particular man’s salary a thousand do!!.~ 
higher than the law permits it to be, thus making a discrimination |" 
eoenee ene mapinae ORS Senate It is not necessary for 

to prove to this House that he is not so good an officer as the other- 

but even upon the assumption that they are all equally good oflice' 
and that their duties are equally onerous and equally well performe’. 
seems to 


co 


that there can be no good reason urged why an exce)- 


me 
should be made in favor of this one unless, indeed, it be that geu- 
tlemen having much business to do in that office may find it more con- 
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venient to be friends than enemies of the Commissioner. But in the 
face of the additional fact that this officer in his last report told us that 
human ae had been exhausted in that office to prevent the al- 
lowance of pension claims, I do not see why he should be rewarded with 
a thousand dollars extra salary in violation of law and in violation of 
the rules of this House. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word about this matter in connec- 
tion with the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to concur in the 
Senate amendment. As that gentleman has stated, when this bill was 
first to the House the salary recommended for the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions was $5,000. Upona point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON] it was cut down to $4,000, 
because that was the amount of the salary fixed by the Revised Stat- 
utes. Some three or four years ago, however, there was an appropria- 


and it has been kept at that figure from that time to this. 

Now I want to say that, notwithstanding the fact that this salary is 
fixed by the Revised Statutes at $4,000, I believe that a man who is 
competent to fill that great office ought to receive $5,000 a year. It 
may be alleged that the present Commissioner of Pensions has not 
pleased all of us in the performance of his duties, and I will frankly 
say that he has not always pleased me, though perhaps he has pleased 
other gentlemen. But without reference to that question, the office 
itself, in view of the great responsibility which it imposes, is entitled 
to a salary of $5,000 a year. 

Upon the same principle we might consider the salaries of the other 
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officers of the Government, commencing with the Chief Executive of the | 


nation and coming down. I think the President of the United States 
ought to receive $50,000 a year, although Iam frank to say that if I 
were to consider that question from a personal point of view, with 
special reference to the present Executive, I might claim that he did 
not earn $50,000 because of his many sins of omission and commission. 
But, on the other hand, his acts may meet the approval of other gen- 
tlemen, and, without reference to that question, I hold that the Chief 
Executive of the United States ought to havea salary of $50,000a year. 

So I might run down from one ofiice of the Government to another. 
Many of the incumbents of those offices in their action do not accord 
with my idea of what such officers should be, and do not perform their 
duties as I think they ought to perform them, but I would have the sal- 
aries in proportion to the importance and responsibility of the offices, 
and then, if the incumbents of those offices do not perform their duties 
as the majority of the people think they ought to perform them, by 
and by the people will have a chance to be heard, and they will be 
turned out and others will be chosen who will perform the duties bet- 
ver. From this standpoint, sir, I think it is entirely proper that the 
office of Commissioner of Pensions should command a salary of $5,000 
a year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understeod the gentleman from Illinois to say 
that this salary was fixed by law at $4,000. 

Mr.CANNON. The Revised Statutes fix it at $4,000, but since 1881 
we have been appropriating at the rate of $5,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, if it is proper to make an appropriation of 
$5,000 to pay a salary fixed by law at $4,000, why would it not be equally 
proper to make an appropriation of $6,000 apiece to pay the $5,000 sal- 
ary of each member of this House? In other words, if you begin this 
where are you going tostop? Ido not think this salary is any too high 
for the Commissioner of Pensions, but I think we ought to amend the 
general law. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman that since 1881 we have 
appropriated $5,000 per annum for the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because we havedone wrong for four or five years 
we are te do wrong indefinitely. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say further that the Democratic majority 
here by many actions touching these appropriations have virtually con- 
fessed that all the pretenses they made in the Forty-fourth, the Forty- 
fifth, and the Forty-sixth Congresses in regard to economy and the re- 
duction of salaries was mere ‘‘leather and prunella,’’ mere sham and 
shoddy. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we are here yet. 

Mr. CANNON. Those same gentlemen come here now and increase 
a number of salaries and create a number of new oflices. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without any reference to the sufficiency or in- 
sufficiency of the salaries of other Commissioners, I think the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will concur with me in the statement that the gen- 
tleman who now occupies the office of Commissioner of Pensions is en- 
titled to a salary of $5,000 ayear. During the last fiscal year the 
amount of money that passed through that office was $65,000,000. 
The number of certificates ailowed—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. No money passes through that office. 

Mr. PRICE. How much money does the Commissioner of Pensions 
handle? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the money is paid out upon the findings 
of the office of which he is the head; and if he handles not one eent—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not the money to pay pensions transmitted 
directly from the Treasury Department to the pension agencies? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Itis. But I am speaking of the responsibility 
which attaches to an office the decisions of which involve so large an 
amount of money. 

Mr. PRICE rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. During the time the present Commissioner has 
been in office he has allowed original and increased applications for 
pensions to the number of one hundred and ten thonsand, involving 
many millions of dollars. Now the business of the Pension Bureau 
imposes upon its head a vast amount of responsible and exacting labor. 
I think that a salary of $5,000 is little enough. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
him 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. the object 
that we may extend the hour for adjournment. 

The motion was 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. BLounT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had had under consideration the legis 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the amendments 
of the Senate thereto, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the House is fully impressed with the 
necessity of completing this bill at the earliest moment in the hope 
that it may become a law by the 15th instant. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that the House continue its session after 5 o’clock until 
the bill is completed—not as to a final vote, but as to the consideration 
of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RYAN. Why not have the final vote this afternoon ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ will modify my motion and ask 
continue till the bill be closed up. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the hour of adjournment be postponed to-day until the com- 
pletion of the consideration of the Senate amendments to this bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. In Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. In the House also, as the Chair u 
there objection? 

Mr. STRAIT. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesctainsists on his ob- 
jection I shall ask the House at a suitable time’ to take a recess until 
8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. STRAIT. I withdraw my objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Iftherebeno further objection, the order request@d 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. BLounr in the chair), and resumed the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Chairman, we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. PRICE. I hope we shall not proceed to vote until we under- 
stand a little more fully the circumstances surrounding this vexed 
question. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprincer] has under- 
taken to impress upon us the importance of raising this salary, because 
of the immense amount of money which, as he stated, passes through 
the hands of this officer. I tried at that point to ask him the question 
whether this officer gives any bond at all, whether he handles a dollar 
of money. But thegetleman would not give mean opportunity to put 
that question. Now, I assert that the Commissioner of Pensions gives 
no bond, handles no money, is responsible for no expenditure 

Mr. SPRINGER. I so stated. 

I did not hear the gentleman’s ; 
| Mr.SPRINGER. I sostated in answer to the gentleman from Mich- 
| igan [Mr. CurcHEON]. 
Mr. PRICE. Then, how does the amount of money expended by 
| that Department cut any figure when we are determining the compen- 
sation this oflicer should receive, if he is under no bond 
money, and is not under any financial responsibility ? 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman will pardon me. He did not yield to 
me, and I must in this case pay him back in his own coin, although he 
is a genial gentleman whom I am ordinarily glad to oblige. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Never mind compliments. 

Mr. PRICE. When the gentleman speaks of the present Com: 
sioner as more efficient than any other officer who ever occupied that 
position I dissent from that conclusion, and I wish to state the facts in 
justification of my dissent. When he took that office there were about 
five thousand claims passed up for final adjudication which had been 
examined, all the labor of which had been done except the final review 
by his predecessor. He took from his examiners a large force and put it 
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on the review board, causing the business to be retarded in the other 
departments. To the reorganization of his force much of the success 
of the admission of claims is attributable. 

But another circumstance should not be forgotten. Up to that mo- 
ment no case was ever briefed without having the name, number, post- 
office address, and time of filing, and also a brief of every paper filed in 
the case. That was charged to merely making a face brief, in which no 
reference at all is made to the papers in the case. That is the ideaand 
the result of the brain of another man, an employé. 

So that when you take the efficiency of the man, in the face of the 
declaration he has exhausted his ingenuity to prevent the passage of 
claims, you must not bring this in here as an inducement to me to give 
him a thousand doilars more than the law allows and more than is given 
to the head of any other bureau in this entire Government. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the debate will close. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the debate will not be complicated 
with the manner in which the present officer has administered the duties 
of that office. I submit any fair-minded member, if he will contemplate 
the amount of work performed by the Commissioner of Pensions, I do not 
care who fills the office—if he will consider the great responsibility and 
the vast amount of labor required to be done will admit the Com- 
missioner of Pensions ought to receive at least $5,000 a year. 

I wish to correct an error into which my friend from Wisconsin has 
fallen. He seems to think we are here attempting to increase the sal- 
ary of the Commissioner of Pensions. There is no increase over what 
has been paid preceding Commissioners. 

Mr. PRICE. Above the law, it is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis to give to the present Commissioner of 
Pensions what was given to the Commissioner of Pensions last year, 
and preceding years. 

Mr. PRICE. It was never given until 1881. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has been given to every Commissioner of 
Pensions since then. 

Mr. PRICE. In violation of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND! The duties of that office have been constantly 
increasing. It has been given to Mr. Dudley, who was the preceding 
Commissioner. 

Mr. PRICE. In violation of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No it was not in violation of law. 

Mr. RYAN. We make laws here. 

Mr. PRICE. It was in violation of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation bills fixed the salary at 
$5,000. I know the former Commissioner of Pensions, Dudley, received 
a salary of $5,000. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’?] The salary was increased in 
view of the increased duties. Commissioner Dudley was compelled to 
take home with him at night papers in cases to keep up the work of 
the Department. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’?] Iknow General Black has been 
forced to do likewise and labor long after office hours. We only pro- 
pose to give him what has been given for five years to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lest there might be some misunderstanding as 
to the inquiry put to me I wish to say one word: that any man who 
is fit to be Commissioner of Pensions is fit to be a member of Congress, 
and that any man fit to be a member of Congress is worth $5,000 a 
year. But I think we ought to begin first by changing the law, and 
thus making the appropriation in accordance with the law. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that amendments num- 
bered 164 and 165 be considered together. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to a question of order. 
on this proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. PRICE. I did not hear it, and would like to have it taken over 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted the question distinctly and 
the committee acted upon it. 

Mr. PRICE. Not so distinctly that we could hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must direct the Clerk to proceed with 
the reading. 

Mr. PRICE. Well, I guess you can get it through under the gag 
law without raising a row. 

Amendments numbered 164 and 165 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 166 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 
176, 177, and 178 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 179 was read, as follows: 

To enable the Commissioner of Labor to collect and report to Congress the 
statistics of and relating to marriage and divorce in the several States and Ter- 
ritories and in the District of Columbia, $10,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to concur in that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TheCommitteeon Appropriations thought that sub- 
ject ought to go to a committee of conference, and therefore recommend 
non-concurrence, 
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Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this is a very im- 
portant matter and should be settled hy the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a doubt in the mind of the committee as 
to whether it properly belongs to that field of inquiry or not, and there- 
fore we have recommended non-ceacurrence for the purpose of exam- 
ining the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
amendment as that. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. We ought to concur by all means. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, noes 
75. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 180 and 181 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 182, 183, 184, 185, and 186 were concurred in, 

Amendments numbered 187 and 188 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 189, 190, 191, and 192 were concarred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask what reason there is why 
these surveys in Arizona and California have been cut down so much. 
This amendment of the Senate numbered 189 strikes out ‘‘ $2,000” 
and inserts ‘‘$1,000,’’ and the amendment numbered 191 strikes out 
**$15,000”’ and inserts ‘‘$5,000.”’ , 

Mr. HOLMAN. It results from the fact, as the gentleman is aware, 
that the House, and the Senate also it seems, have reached the conclu- 
sion that it is not necessary this year to appropriate any considerable 
sum of money for this service, since there is but little business being 
done in the surveyors’ offices and little will be done during the coming 
year. I think in the sundry civil bill we appropriated about $50,000 
for resurveys. 

Mr. RYAN. The Senate concurs in the opinion of the House in that 
regard. 

Amendments numbered 193 and 194 were concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 195 and 196 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 197 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 198 and 199 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 200 to 209, inclusive, except amendment 
number 207, were concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 207 was read, as follows: 

Strike out “‘ eleven” and insert *‘ four; so that it will read ‘‘ $4,800.” 


I hope the House will concur in so important an 


Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move non-concurrence in the 
amendment in order to restore the figure which was incorporated by 
the House in the bill. I want to state, sir, that the House appropri- 
ated $11,800 for this purpose. The appropriation last year was $15, - 
300, and the Senate has now cut it down to $4,800. From the best in- 
formation I can obtain this latter named sum is entirely inadequate to 
carry out the duties of that office. General Sparks telegraphs me, the 
present Commissioner of the General Land Office: 

The total area of public lands remaining unsurveyed up to June 3), 1855, is 
1,663,223 acres. 

Mr. RYAN. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that the House refused to make any appropriation to survey the pub- 
lic lands for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is nothing to do in that office now. 

Mr. KING. Well, I think it is wrong. I think there should be 
means provided for carrying on the office as contemplated by the policy 
that has been always practiced hitherto. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But if there is no work to be done there is no 
necessity for keeping up a body of clerks. 

Mr. KING. I would like the gentleman toexplain why there should 
be an office if there is no work todo. The gentleman is an economist, 
and if there is an office without work, why not abolish the oflice en- 
tirely ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what we propose to do next winter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have abolished nearly all of them. 

Mr. KING. I think you are inflicting a great injustice on the pub- 
lic service in this instance, and I hope the House will sustain me. 

Amendment 207 was concurred in. 

Amendments 210, 211, and 212 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments 213 and 214 were read, as follows: 

In line 2448 strike out “‘ $7,000" and insert “$3,000.” 

In line 2449 strike out “ $9,500" and insert “$5,500; "’ so that it would read 

“For surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico, $2,500; and for the 
clerks in his office, $3,000; in all, $5,500.” 

The committee recommended concurrence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know if there is any special reason 
for the reduction of the appropriation for clerks from $7,000 to $3.1) 
in the office of the surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico. | 
seems to me in that great Territory, which is twice as large in area 2s 
the State of Illinois, and the business of that office having been behind 
for some time, the amount for clerk-hire originally in the bill will be 
required to finish up the unfinished business of that office in the com- 
ing year. I think it isa very great risk to take to cut down that service 
more than one-half. I hope we will non-concur, and that this will ¢o 
to a conference, that the matter may be investigated. Inquiry should 
be made either by the committee or by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office of Mr. Julian, who is at the head of that office, and | 
would be ready to agree to what a man of his character would state | 
to the requirements of his office. I think he ought to be consulted a: 
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to whether he can discharge the duties of his office on this great reduc- 


tion. 
The amendments were concurred in. 
Amendment 215 was non-concurred in. 
Amendment 216 was concurred in. 
Amendment 217 was non-concurred in. 
Amendments 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, and 223 were read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Thecommittee recommend concurrence in all these 
amendments. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
22) and 221 be omitted from this vote. 
The amendments just read, except 220 and 221, were concurred in. 
The excepted amendments, 220 and 221, were as follows: 
In line 2472 strike out ‘‘$6,000"’ and insert ‘$3,000; 


“$3 500” and insert * $5,500;"’ so that it would read: 
“ For surveyor-general of the Territory of Washington, $2,500; and for the 


clerks in his office, $3,000; in all, $5,500.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I happen to know something 
about the business of the office of the surveyor-general of Washington 
Territory, being intimately connected with those who are in office there; 
and I know that the field-notes of the past year have not been worked 
up. I therefore suggest to the gentleman from Indiana, who perhaps 
has not this information, that there is a full year’s work on hand to be 
done. I would suggest to him that we non-concur in order to maintain 
liberty of action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the suggestion made as to the extent to which 
the field-notes are behind, I have no objection to this going to the con- 
ference. 

The amendments 220 and 221 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to return to the Senate 

amendments relating to the office of surveyor-general of the Territory 
of New Mexico, for the purpose of moving non-concurrence for the same 
reason that the amendments relating to Washington Territory have just 
been non-concurred in. I think there should be an opportunity for a 
further investigation of this matter. 

Objection was made. 

Amendments 224 and 225 were concurred in. 

Amendments 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 231 was concurred in. 

Amendment 232 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment 233 was read, as follows: 


Pa postage required to prepay matter addressed to Postal Union countries, 


I request that amendments 


” in line 2473 strike out 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam instructed to move to concur with the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 79, after line 23, insert asa eagagete posngzeph the following: 

“ For the following additional force rendered necessary under the provisions 
of the act of January 20, 1885, providing for the ascertainment of the claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 
1801, namely, two law clerks at $2,000 each, and one stenographer at $1,600, to 


be canployed for one year, to be appointed by the Attorney-General; in all, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Indiana what that has 
to do with an appropriation for postage to Postal Union countries? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is put in asa new paragraph. It is an in- 
dependent ph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you have no right to attach an independent 
pameraph to the bill at this stage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois raise the ques- 
tion of order? 

ie SPRINGER. Isit moved as an amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. From conversations I have had at the Depart- 
ment I am satisfied that this is absolutely necessary. I hope no point 
will be made upon it. 

The Senate amendment 233 was concurred in with the proposed 
amendment. 

Amendment 234 was concurred in. 

Amendment 235 was read, as follows: 


Strike out the following: 
“ Forsalariesof the district judges of the United States for California, the north- 
ern district of Illinois, the eastern district of Louisiana, Massachusetts, Maryland, 


New Y¥ New > the a district of Ohio, and for Pennsylvania, 
twelve in all, at $4,000 
“ For salaries of the Siertct eda ofthe United States for Alabama, Arkansas, 
Connecticut, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, the southern district 
of Illinois, lowa, Kentucky, Kansas, the western district of Louisiana, Maine, 
i, Mich .Minnesota, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
Kors Carolina, the northern district of Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, South Car- 
four alle at 3 . Texas, Vermont. Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, forty- 
— $3,500 each, $154,000,” 


oRoranletios of the fifty-six district judges of the United States, $203,500.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. MORROW. I move to concur. The paragraph proposed to be 
stricken out made a reduction of $1,000 on the salary of the district 
for the State of California, and a redaction of $500 on the salary 
aon judge whose district I can not ascertain by merely look- 
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3ut there is a reduction of $1,000 in*the House bill restored by the 





Senate amendment. Now, the law provides that the salary of the 
district judge for California shall be $5,000, and this appropriation 
bill proposes to give him $4,000. In other words, it reduces his 
| salary $1,000, and compels him to go to the Court of Claims to get 
| the balance. The Senate amendment, however, brings up the salary 
| to the amount at which it is fixed by law, and for that reason I pro- 





CC CCE — 


pose that th 


e House concur in the amendment. 

When this matter was under discussion the other day in the House, 
it was suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {| Mr. RANDALL] 
that the salaries of various officers in California had been adjusted at 
a time when living expenses were very high there, and that the time 
had now come when those salaries should be cut down. But the com- 
mittee should remember that for years and years the salary of the dis- 
trict judge of California was paid to him in greenbacks when the cur- 
rency of the Pacific coast was gold coin. The result of that was that 
for many years the district judge of California received only something 
like $2,000 or $2,500 annually for his services. However, he hada 
life position, and he had the assurance of the law that he would re- 
ceive $5,000 a year, and he went on and performed his es s bag 
bly and satisfactorily, and no judge stands higher than Judge Hoff- 
man in that respect. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwillask thegentleman from California if the Con- 
stitution does not provide that the compensation of judges shall not be 
diminished during their continuance in office ? 

Mr. MORROW. I wasabouttoalludetothat. As gentlemen know, 
there is a constitutional provision, just cited by the gentieman from IJli- 
nois [ Mr. CANNON ], which prohibits a reduction in the salaries of United 
States judges during their term of office. Of course I understand the 
proposition here is that this is an appropriation bill, and that it does 
not change the legal salary, but simply appropriates a thousand dollars 
less for the payment of the salary; but the effect of it will be that, if 
the judge does not go tothe Courtof Claims, thisappropriation bill will 
absolutely change his salary. Such legislation is wrong in itself, and 
furthermore it is small business, which ought not to be entered upon by 
the House of Representatives of the United States. 

Another point. The judicial salaries in California have been recently 
reviewed by the convention which adopted our new constitution. That 
body considered this whole matter of the proper salaries for the judges, 
and the result was that that convention, which was in favor of cutting 
down salaries generally, determined that our supreme court judges 
should have $6,000 a year. That is the result of a recent revision by 
the new constitutional convention in California. Now, if the judges of 
the supreme court of the State ought to receive $6,000 a year, certainly 
$5,000 is not too large a salary forthe district judge, having jurisdiction 
over the whole State. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, upon the ground of merit, upon the ground 
of law, upon the ground of the Constitution of the United States, I hold 
that the Senate amendment ought to be concurred in. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the Senate amendment appropriate the 
amount of the salary fixed by the statute law ? 

Mr. MORROW. It does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from California 
whether this office was not created at this session of Congress? 

Mr. MORROW. No,sir. The office has not been created by this 
Congress. This House has passed a bill providing a district judge 
for the southern district of California, but that bill has not passed the 
Senate, and no one can tell what will be its fate. This appropriation 
is for the district judge of California, who is now Judge Hoffman. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Doesthat judge receive his salary under a special 
law ? 

Mr. MORROW. I do not understand that he does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whatis the amount of the salary fixed by law? 

Mr. MORROW. Five thousand dollars a vear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that salary fixed by the general law, or have 


we simply appropriated that much for the salary in the annual appro- 
priation bills? 

Mr. MORROW. I think it is fixed by a general law. 
has held this office for over thirty years. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ° If the judge is receiving his salary under a gen- 
eral law, I admit that we can not reduce it. 

Mr. MORROW. He is, and that is the point. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Morrow to concur in 
the Senate amendment, and it was lost—ayes 53, noes 55. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 236 and 237 were non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 238 and 239 were concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the dill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLounT reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
with the Senate amendments thereto, and had directed him to report 
them back to the House with sundry recommendations. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speakes, I thinkit wasagreed that there should 
be a separate vote in the House on certain propositions. 

Mr. REAGAN. A separate vote is to be taken on amendment No. 
38. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there was a similar understanding in re- 
gard to the record in the Fitz-John Porter case. I now move the pre- 
vious question on the amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire a separate vote on amendment No. 163. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on ordering 
the previous question, after which any gentleman will have the right 
to demand a separate vote on any amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that as to all amendments 
on which a separate vote is not requested the action of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be concurred in. 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen will now indicate any amendments on 
which they desire separate votes. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask for a separate vote on amendment No. 163, in- 
creasing the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for a separate vote on amendment No. 28, on 
page 14, the amendment inserting the names of ‘‘A. H. Pickens and 
H. T. Lyle.’’ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
No. 179. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was understood there should be a separate 
vote on amendment No. 119. That was the agreement in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to call for a separate 
vote on any amendment without regard to any agreement. 

If there be no objection the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union will be concurred in as to all 
amendments of the Senate except those on which a separate vote has 
been asked. 

There. was no objection. 

Amendment numbered 28 (on which a separate vote was asked by 
Mr. REAGAN) was read, as follows: 


rien” the words *‘two chief pages,” in line 326, insert “ A. H. Pickens and H. 
yle 


The SPEAKER The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union reports in favor of concurring in this amendment. The 
question will be taken on concurrence. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 66, noes 61. 

Mr. REAGAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. REAGAN and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were | 

appointed. 

Mr. REAGAN. 





I ask for a separate vote on amendment 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 31, noes 99; more | 


than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garnett; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Oh, no. 


The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 89, noes 44; and ac- | 


cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Thomas P. Shell, of Zachariah 
Belue, and of Andrew Kramer, of Prentiss County; of James A. Mahan, 
of Mrs. Mary A. Harris, of Mrs. Jadah McKinney, of Hardin Patter- 
son, and of T. R. Willett, son of Richard H. Willett, of Tishomingo 
County; of .J. W. Thomas, executor of Mary J. Dunn, deceased, and 
of Susan 8. Merrill, of Lee County; of Wiley H. Nabors, administrator 
of Wi'liam Lasley, of Itawamba County; of Thomas N. Cheves, of Al- 
corn County; of Jefferson Burnett, of Rienzi County, and of Albert 
Jones and Mary E. Jones, of Kossuth, Miss., asking that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. C. M. ANDERSON: Petition of 40 persons, asking for the re- 
moval of ch: irge of desertion of Alonzo Mercer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Louisiana, relative to coast defenses and naval armament— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Papers in support of House bill granting 
a pension to George W. Rogers, late of the Seventy-third Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Mrs. F. P. Ferriera, widow of F. 
P. Ferriera, of Duval County, Florida, asking that her war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Robert W. Spang, to correct 
military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of George J. Keller, of Company H, On. 
hundred and fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, for an in- 
valid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAY: Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of Lo 
isiana, asking for the improvement of the Calcasieu River, Louisiana— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of E. L. Neale, administrato; 
of William P. L. Neale, deceased, late of Mason County, West Virginia, 
praying that his war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to t} 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for the relief of Anthony McCole—to the Committ: 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of Louisa B. Martin, of Tensas Parish, Lou- 
isiana, asking that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claim: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of J. H. Wendell & Co. and others, citi- 
zens of Detroit, Mich., protesting against the consolidation of certain 
customs districts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Petition of 30 business firms in the toba: 
trade, of Oxford, N. C., praying for a repeal of the tax on tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the executors of Thomas Hood, of 
Rutherford County, Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of C. H. Alden and others, of Griggsville, 
Ill., for the passage of Senate bill 1886. 

Also, resolution of Maj. Sam Hays Post, No. 477, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New Hartford, Ill., for the same—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas B. Paine, of Johnson County, 
Afkansas, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Documents in support of House bill 9190, fo: 
the relief of the New Orleans Gaslight Company—to the same commit- 

| tee. 
Also, memorial of Eugene Rillieux, of New Orleans, La., asking that 
| his claim be reinstated in the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
Claims. 
Also, concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of Louisiana, 
relating to the improvement of the Calcasieu River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, relative to the cemetery at 
' Camp Moore, Louisiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the same, relative to our national defenses—to 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of second lieutenants of the Signa! 
, Corps, for transfer to the line of the Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to House bill granting increase of pension to 
| Mary E. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of citizens of Chambers 

County, Texas, for removal of bar at Double Bayou, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| By Mr. WOODBURN: Papers in the claim of Col. H. C. De Ahna 
| to the Committee on Claims. 
The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7837 
| repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill tor- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Ok!a- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of Thomas W. Wilson and 33 
others, of E. J. Dennison and 38 others, and of A. M. Barker and 6: 
others, citizens of the fifth district of Kansas. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Harry Barclay and 90 others, of Jo! 
H. Murray and 55 others, and of George W. Watts and 80 others, «iti- 
zens of the thirtieth district of New York. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petion of J. D. Compton and 110 others aud 
of W. J. Benning and 161 others, citizens of the seventh district 0! 


By Mr. BRADY: Petition of John L. Artis and 41 others, citizens 
of Petersburg, Va. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Thomas J. Boyle and 85 others and 0! 
a, Bacon and 98 others, citizens of the thirteenth district of Pen»- 

vania, 
By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Peter Gardner and 22 others and o! 
William H. Stiles and 30 others, citizens of the fifteenth district 0! 


Pennsylvania. 
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By Mr. J.M. CAMPBELL: Petition of C. E. Springer and 127 others 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petitionof Larrity Schellie and 105 others 
and of John Gaffey and 100 others, citizens of the eighth district of 
New York. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of J. O. Connor and 222 
others and of E. Delmar and 2U3 others, citizens of the first district of 
Florida. re 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of J. L. Fant and 515 others, of John 
Loe and 523 others, and of John Grout and 83 others, citizens of the 
third district of Missouri. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John G. McAnall and 180 others and of 
Jacob Bonne and 180 others, citizens of the seventh district of Penn- 
sylvania. a a ' 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester City, Pa. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of J. J. Miller and 148 others, of Lincoln 
Pierce and 47 others, of John M. Craig and 150 others, of L. N. Forbes 
and 26 others, of W. G. Beard and 7:2 others, and of R. G. Oatman and 
58 others, citizens of the tenth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Fred. Kamerer and 61 others and 
of Thomas Perry and 760 others, citizens of the twenty-sixth district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Frank Kaderavek and others, of Cleve- 
land; and of George W. Russell and 27 others, citizens of the twenty- 
first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of O. L. Patch and 97 others, of Charles 
Reeves and 60 others, and of James J. Galvin and 46 others, citizens of 
the fourth district of Minnesota. 

By Mr. HALE: Petitien of citizens of Randolph County, Missouri, 
and of Robert H. Wilson and 726 others, citizens of the second district 
of Missouri. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of P. Gagner and 24 others, of A. B. 
Smith and 75 others, of M. O’ Dowd and 47 others, and of W. H. Walsh 
and 97 others, citizens of the first district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of W. L. Carpenter and 52 others, cit- 
izens of the ninth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of J. Garrison and 13 others, and of W. R. 
Bowers and 22 others, citizens of the sixth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Oliver Sutton and 71 others, and of C. 
H. Cooley and 52 others, citizens of the second district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Coalville, Tex. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of John J. Coffey and 720 others, of A. 
J. Cornell and 66 others, of L. M. Furlien and 87 others, and of W. A. 
Goin and 63 others, citizens of the twentieth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of W. 8. Knight and 74 others, citizens of 
the first district of Delaware. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petition of L. E. McCann and 80 others and 
of R. H. Campbell and 36 others, citizens of the fourth district of New 
York. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of M.S. Goodrich-and 110 others and 
of Rk. E. Matthewson and 45 others, citizens of the third district of 
Maine. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of citizens of McGregor, Tex. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of John Owen and 106 others, of Will- 
iam Koelle and 79 others, of Joe Davis and 100 others, and of L. J. 
Miller and 44 others, citizens of the eighteenth district of Illinois. 

Also, petition of Walter Mason and others, citizens of Saint Clair 
County, Illinois. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of H. C. Sallenberger and 270 others, of 
Thomas Maguire and 136 others, of J. E. McGrath and 60 others, of Ed. 
8. Keen and 23 others, of William E. Smothers and 150 others, of Neil 
Corbett and 151 others, of John Ely and 70 others, of J. W. Adolphus 
and 55 others, of John L. Sullivan and 51 others, and of O. S. Lee and 
40 others, citizens of the ninth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of Calvin Wyatt and 202 others and of 
Isaac Cline and 86 others, citizens of the twenty-second district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. THOMAS B. REED: Petition of Samuel Harris and 132 
others, of Henry A. Pare and 54 others, and of Pierre Beandoin and 
34 citizens of the first district of Maine. 

By ae Petitionof J. H. Richardson and others, citizens of 
, . 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of C. A. Smith and 34 others, of Charles 
Stoneand 35others, and of John Conley and 170 others, citizens of the 
fourteenth district of Illinois. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of J. J. Cameron and 93 others, of 
Jackson and 270 others, of R. W. Harris and 51 others, of John 
George and 22 others, of Thomas W. Muller and 92 others, and of 

Brasch and 53 others, citizens of the first district of Louisiana. 

Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of B. D. Viger and 43 others and of 
— aud 117 others, citizens of the thirty-fourth district of 
Me. SEYMOUR: Petition of Fred. Dexter and 60 others, of John 
and 62 others, of John J. Fogan and 134 others, of William J. 


and 44 others, and of William O’Keefe and 83 others, citizens 
Conneciicut 


oO 
me 


fFeFs 


See 





By Mr. SHAW (by request): Petition ef Patrick Martin and 102 
others, of William Wilsou and 56 others, of F. R. Bradbury and 23 
others, and of George H. Edwards and 45 others, citizens of the second 
district of Maryland 


n 


By Mr. STORM: Petition of Frank Sweeny and 142 others, citizens 
of Freeland, Pa. 
By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of D. E 


Davis and 135 others and of 
Griffith Lewi id 26 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of Ohio. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 13, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur_er, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 

PETITIONS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents proceedings and 
resolutions of a convention of Republican editors of the State of Ohio, 
held in the city of Columbus, July 8, 1886, praying for an investiga- 
tion of charges in respect to the election of Hon. H. B. PAYNE as 
Senator from that State; also a petition of officers and members of the 
Republican executive committee of Crawford County, Ohio, making 
the same prayer; also a petition of 16 citizens of Shane’s Crossing, Mer- 
cer County, Ohio, making the same prayer. The petitions will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented tive petitions of citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement 
of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES presented six petitions of citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the American Humane Asso- 
ciation, praying for certain legislation in regard to the transportation of 
live-stock; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Harris & Matthews and 7 other 
dealers, of Negaunee, Marquette County, Michigan, remonstrating 
against the passage of the proposed oleomargarine law; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If thereareno ‘‘concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ the morning business is closed, and the Calendar under 
the special order of July 7 is now in order. The first case on the Cal- 
endar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2207) to amend and enlarge the act approved June 18, 
1878, entitled “‘An act to provide for the distribution of the awards 
made under the convention between the United States of America and 
the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868,” 
announced as first in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask leave to present a petition at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Again the Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the rule. 

Mr. GEORGE. I had the petition in my desk at the time petitions 
were called and overlooked it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the special rule under which the Senate is acting. 
There being but two days left for the operation of this special rule, the 
Chair feels bound to enforce the rule strictly hereafter, because the time 
is taken from the Calendar. The Senator from Mississippi will have 
an opportunity to present the petition at half past 12 o’clock. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 


AND MEMORIALS 


was 


ILLEGAL TONNAGE DUES. 

Mr. SPOONER. Order of Business 1228, being Senate bill 1651, was 
yesterday passed over informally. Does not that come up now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read if the Senator calls 
it up. It is subject to call. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was passed over informally, and I supposed that 
it would be first in order in the call of the Calendar this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill is passed over inform- 
ally it is not laid before the Senate until called up. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that that bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 1651) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign 
steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a very long report. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Senator from Wisconsin be allowed 
to make a statement first. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. I withdraw the call for the reading 
of the report at present, so that the Senator from Wisconsin may be 
heard. 

Mr.SPOONER. This bill was reported by me by direction of the 
Committee on Claims. The committee adopted the report made upon 
a similar bill in the House of Representatives some timeago. It is very 
long, and I think I can state to the Senate in a very few moments the 
substance of the proposition. 

By the ninth article of the treaty of 1827 between the United States 
and the Hanseatic Republic this was provided : 


The contracting parties, desiring to live in peace and harmony with all the 
other nations of the earth by means of a policy frank and equally friendly with 
all, engage mutually not to grant any particular favor to other nations in respect 
of commerce and navigation which shall not immediately become common to 
the other party, who shall enjoy the same freely, if the concession was freely 
made, or on allowing the same compensation, if the concession was conditional. 


This, as will be observed by the Senate, is the ordinary ‘‘favored- 
nation clause’’ of our treaties. This treaty is still in force. Subse- 
quently, in 1858, a treaty was made by the United States with Bel- 
gium which contained this provision: 

Steam vesselaof the United States and Belgium engaged in regular naviga- 


tion between the United States and Belgium shall be exempt in both countries 
from the payment of duties of tonnage, anchorage, buoys, and light-houses. 


Under the former treaty, this treaty with Belgium, exempting Bel- 
gian steamers from the payment of anchorage and tonnage dues, be- 
came applicable to steamers of the Hanseatic Republic, and for thirty 
years prior to 1860 those steamers had paid no tonnage dues to the 
United States. Shortly after the war broke out Congress passed this 
act— 

That upon all ships, vessels, or steamers, which, after the 3ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1862,shall be entered at any custom-house in the United States, whether 
ships or vessels of the United States or belonging wholly or in part to subjects 
of foreign powers, there shall be paid a tax or fonnage duty of 10 cents per ton 
= o measurement of said vessel in addition to any tonnage duty now imposed 

»y law— 

With this proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be deemed in any wise to 
impair any rights and privileges which have been or may be acquired by any 


foreign nation under the laws and treaties of the United States relative to the 
duty on tonnage of vessels. 


Nothing would seem plainer than that under this exception the steam- 
ship companies of the Hanseatic Republic were excepted and intended 
to be excepted. The Secretary of the Treasury, without causing an 
examination of the various treaties to be made, applied this law to all 
vessels. The result wasthat from the passage of the law tonnage dues 
were exacted in contravention of the treaty from the ships belonging 
to these companies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did they not pay under protest and sue to 
recover? 

Mr. SPOONER. They did not know until! some years after they be- 
gan making the payments of this Belgian treaty and its provisions. 
Later, after the Attorney-General of the United States’ had twice de- 
cided that this money was exacted in contravention of treaty, Congress 
passed an act providing for its refund, and it was refunded. This bill 
is to pay interest. 

Mr. FRYE. The whok amount of the principal was refunded? 

Mr. SPOONER. The whole amount of the principal was refunded. 
This bill is to pay interest at 6 per cent. upon the moneys which all 
agree, including Congress, had been exacted in contravention of our 
treaty obligation from these companies. The report sets forth a great 
many instances in which the Government of the United States has ex- 
acted interest from foreign nations and has paid interest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s five minutes’ time is 
out under the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishall have to object to the bill. 
important considerations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. The next case will be reported. 


MEXICAN TREATY AWARDS. 


The bill (S. 2207) to amend and enlarge the act approved June 18, 
1878, entitled ‘An act to provide for the distribution of the awards 
made under the convention between the United States of America and 
the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868,’’ was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a disputed matter. 
attend to it under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 


over. 


It involves very 


It is useless to try to 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM B. THAYER AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 559) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Brothers, and others, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. Wurt- 
THORNE, from the Committee on Claims, May 26, 1886. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 


R. G. HUSTON & CO. 


The bill (S. 2529) for the relief of R. G. Huston &; Co. was announ 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, wad he hereby i. 
thorized and directed to pay R. G. Huston and John B. Neely, partners as |: ; 
Huston & Co., the sum of $7,572.48, for replacing earth aad uisterial was), 
away from the levees from Milton to Raleigh, in the State of Louisiana, by ; 
extraordinary floods of February, 1883, the same being in full payment for » 
extra work done by them in connection with their contract with the Uni: 
States under date of October 3, 1882; and said sum is hereby appropriat 
the payment of the same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis 
propriated. : 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Fir 
May 26, 1866: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 749) for the re|i-/ 
of R. G. Huston & Co., having considered the same, submit the following re por 
The facts in this case are fairly stated in House Report No. 2008, Forty-eighith 
Congress, first session, made by the House Committee on Claims, a portion of 
which is as follows: 
“ The facts are that in September, 1882, the Government advertised for pro. 
— for the construction of the Wilton and Raleigh and other levees on t\:o 
lississippi River. On the 25th of September, 1882, Messrs. R.G. Huston & (o, 
submitted their proposal for the work on said levee,and the contract was 
awarded them on the 3d day of October following. Notice of the approval of 
this contract was not sent to Messrs. Huston & Co. until the 9th day of Novem- 
ber, 1882, and did not reach them until the 24th of the same month. 
* This delay in giving notice to the contractors prevented the commencement 
of their operations for at least six weeks. 


“Immediately upon receiving the notice, Messrs. R. G. Huston & Co. pro- 
ceeded with the work, employing a large number of men and teams, and 
tinued to prosecute it with diligence and energy and to the entire satisfaction of 


the Government engineers in charge. During the month of February, 1583, and 
while a portion of the work was yet unfinished, a sudden and very extraorii- 
nary rise of the Mississippi River took place, threatening the destruction of the 
completed and uncompleted work, whereupon the Government enginecr in 
charge directed Messrs. Huston & Co. to erect certain protection levees, in- 
tended to secure not only the uncompleted work, but especially the Govern- 
ment work which had been already completed and paid for, which they imme- 
diately did, and for that pur necessarily drew off their force from the levee 
then in process of construction by them. While the contractors were engaged 
in erecting the protection levees, the river rose so rapidly as to sweep away 
portions of the protection levee and alsoof the main levee which had not! een 
completed, and for the portion of the main levee so swept away, and whic! tie 
contractors were compelled to rebuild, they asked payment at the same rate as 
for the rest of the work.” 

This bill was referred to Senator Jackson at this session as subcommittce of 
the Committee on Claims, but he did not report it to the full committee before 
his resignation. At that time he returned the bill and accompanying papers to 
the committee-room, and a wasa draught of a report on the case, 
papeen by him, which your committee adopt, together with its recommen da- 

ions. 

Mr. Jackson’s report is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 8S. 749, entitled ‘A bil! for 
the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.,” having had the sme under consideration, 
report as follows: 

he essential facts of this case are set out in the following letter from W. L. 
Marshall, captain of engineers, and written in reply to a request for inforima- 
tion sent him by the War Department: 


UniTep STATES ENGINEER’s OFFICF. 
Vicksburg, Miss., March 31, 1354 

GENERAL: I have the honor to report concerning the bill for relief of R.G. 
Huston & Co. (H. R. 4233). As sta’ therein, a contract approved by the hon- 
orable Secretary of War was made between myself, on the part of the United 
States,and R. G. Huston & Co., for the construction of the Wilton and Raleigh 
levee, Louisiana. 

This contract is dated October3, 1882. Under this contract the work was vigor- 
ously prosecuted by the contractors until February, 1883, when the work was 
interrupted by the flood in the Mississippi River, which,in spite of the acti, 
efforts of the contractors, broke through the “ protection levee”’ then in proce=s 
of construction, and washed away 31,552 cubic yards of material which had been 
placed by the contractors. After the subsidence of the flood this materia! wis 
replaced by the contractors, under their contract, without pay there‘or. the 
work aatiefactorily completed, and a final estimate paid January 11, !884. Under 
the specifications of the contract the contractors were responsible for damages 
by freshets and floods, but in drawing up the specifications no extraordinary 
floods were contemplated, nor further damage than by ordinary high wat«r 


such as damage by waves and ripples. : 
The contractors did pare | their power to prevent loss by floods, work: 
ing a force by day and night. The damage could not have been furcse:n 


or Pe against, and in my opinion they can not equitably be held re-; 
sible for this loss, amounting to $1572.48. 

Ditching and draining.— ditching under the specification of their contract 
can not be paid for,except when put into the embankment, conseque!t!y 10 
measurement was ever made by the engineers in charge of the constrict f 
the levee, except of such ditches as were ordered dug,and paid for, beca-¢ 
more advantageous to the Government than to pay the extra haul necessary 
put the matter into the bank. 

The extremely wet weather of January and February, and the low, wet, boc 
character of the soil, made very extensive ditching necessary in order '0 «°°! 
material for the levee, but as this concerned the Government only when the! 
terial was placed in the bank no measurements were made at the time, -« ('" 
the figures given in the contractors’ claim, namely, 9,045.5 cubic yards, can 10! 
be verified. After the subsidence of the flood the ditches were obliterated 'Y 
the sand deposited by the flow, and could not be measured. 

I have no reason to believe that the amount of ditching stated by the « 
tractor was not done. The material was of such semi-fluid consistency w'<® 
taken from the ditches that the greater of it was unfit to place in thee! 
bankment when first removed, so that if any of it was paid for in the bank. ** 
provided by the specifications, it was probably handled twice—the second (io« 
when it had dried after being cast out of the ditches. : a 

The usual price paid for ditching is 12} cents per cubic yard,and if it is 4 
ee proper to pay for such ditching, I would not advise a higher price 

is would make the contractor's m as follows, if ditching is allow: ae 
For 31,552 cubic yards replaced material not paid for.............000.----- 1 .°- 45 
For 9,045.5 cubie yards ditching, at 12} cents per cubic yard.............-.-- 
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I have no hesitation in advising the justice of payment for the first item, $7,- | 


ee ee papers in the original claim were returned to the Engineer Depart- 
ment on December 28, 1883. 
decision of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury upon the case. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. L. MARSHALL, 
Captain of Engineers. 
The Curer oF ENGINEERS, U.S. A., 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Acting Chief of Engineers, in replying to a communication from the 
House Committee on Claims, said : 

“The claim is believed to be meritorious, and appeals strongly to the equitable 
consideration of Congress.” 

The Second Comptroller of the Treasury, in his decision upon the account 

resented by Huston & Co., said: 

“The ditching can not, under the contract, be paid as such.” 

In regard to the claim for compensation for the work washed away, the same 
ofticer reported as follows: 

“In the matter of the liahility of Huston & Co., Mississippi levee contractors, to 
replace portion of levee washed away. 

* Respectfully returned to the honorable the Secretary of War. 

“After a very careful consideration of the question as to the liabilty of the con- 
tractors, Huston & Co., to replace, without additional cost to the Government, 
the 31,552 cubic yards of material washed away by the flood of February, 1882, I 
am compelled to hold that the terms of the contract are such as to render it im- 

sible to regard the contractors as having a legal right to payment for that 
portion of their work which was washed away before its completion and ac- 
ceptance by the Government, and, hence, that it is not in the power of the ac- 
counting officers to grant them the relief they seek. If not restricted by the 
express terms of the contract, I should deem that the circumstances afforded 
strong reasons for allowing for the work so nearly completed, and I think it to 
be regretted that the interests of the contractors were not more carefully 
guarded in preparing the contract. The accounting officers, however, can on!y 
regard the matter in its legal aspects, and where relief is to be sought in equity, 
parties must look to Congress. 

“Captain Marshall should be advised that in making final settlement with 
Messrs. Houston & Co., the value of the material washed away should not be 
allowed them. 


“W. W. UPTON, Comptroller. 
“Srcoxnp COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 


** December 14, 1882, 
“A true copy. 


“JAS. 8S. DELANO, 
“Deputy Second Comptroller.” 
In view of these facts, your committee recommend that the sum of $7,572.48 be 
paid R. G. Huston & Co., in full payment for the 31,552 cubie yards of material 
replaced on the levee after the roses: that the claim of $1,130.68 for ditching 
be disallowed ; that S. 749 be indefinitely postponed, and that the accompanying 
bill, as a substitute, allowing $7,572.48, be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was so much noise that I could not hear 
thereport. I have read it through myself, however, and I am satisfied, 
so far as I can see, that it is a satisfactory case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair must remind Senators that 
conversation is so general in the Chamber that it was difficult to hear 
the report when read. If there be no objection the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to offer an amendment to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has ruled that all morn- 
ing business is now out of order until half past 12 o’clock. The ruleis 
express, and requires that the Calendar be proceeded with until that 
time. 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite content if the Chair will adhere to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will try to adhere to it, 
atid has given notice to that effect. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to present a petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hes ruled that the pres- 
entation of morning business is an express violation of the rule after 
the call of the Calendar begins until half past 12 o’clock. The rule 
expressly requires that the whole time until half past 12 shall be devoted 
to the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. The rule expressly requires that that shall be done 
after the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
through with and has closed. 

Mr. CONGER. Petitions are a part of the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business was gone through 
with mgmerly. in regular order. 

Mr. VEST. May I present some petitions? I was not in when pe- 
titions were called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has ruled that they are 
not now in order, and will not be until half past 12 o’clock. The Sen- 
ate is now acting under a rule which expressly declares that the time 
shall be devoted to a special class of business. 


MRS. ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 
The bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor 
was announced as next in order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


The morning business has been gone 
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These papers give a full history of the claim, with | 


MRS. MARY SHANNON. 


The bill (S. 396) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, widow and 
administratrix of the estate of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, and to pro- 
vide for the payment of the loss of the steamboat A. W. Quarrier, was 
announced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. WHIT 
THORNE, from the Committee on Claims, May 27, 1886. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the number of the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twelve hundred and forty-five. It 
is a long report. Does the Senator call for the reading of the entire 
report? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I did call for, but as it is a very 
large claim and involves the question of considering why this matter 
was not brought before the Southern Claims Commission, where it ought 
to have gone as I think, Iam of the impression that it is one of the 
things which ought not to be considered in five minutes. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. TELLER. Before it goes over I wish to say one word. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection having been made, debate 
on the bill is not now in order. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I will say it, then, upon the next bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the objection in order to allow the 
Senator to say what he wishes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. This bill has been here a number of times. It has 
been as thoroughly examined by the Committee on Claims as any case 
ever was, It has been repeatedly reported to this body and has passed 
the Senate on three occasions I think. The reports have been very vo- 
luminous and full. I venture to say that there is no case which has 
been more thoroughly examined than this case. It has been here ever 
since I have been in Congress. It was here ten years ago, a live and 
active claim. 

In the mean time the claimant himself has died. If he was deserv- 
ing, if the Government owed him this money, he ought to have had it 
years and years ago. He died in poverty andin want. His family are 
now demanding this, and I think that the case ought to be taken up 
and either passed or defeated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

STONY POINT MONUMENT. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 67) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
erect at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument, was considered as in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole. It proposes toappropriate $25,000, to be expended, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in the erection of a suita- 
ble monument, column, or memorial structure on the grounds of the 
Government at Stony Point, N. Y., with such inscriptions and em- 
blems as may properly commemorate the historical events which o¢- 
curred at that place and vicinity during the war of the Revolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say with relation to the joint 
resolution just passed that I am opposed to it. I did not propose to in- 
terpose my single objection to its passage, but I am opposed to the prin- 
ciple of the measure in toto. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I concur with the Senator from Missouri. 

ADDISON C. FLETCHER’S ASSIGNEES. 

The consideration of the bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk 
and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, was resumed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment pending to 
insert the word ‘‘ alleged’’ before the word ‘‘use,’’ in the beginning of 
line 17. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. PLat? 
from the Committee on Patents May 28, 1886. 

Mr. PLATT. I will inquire of the Senator from Vermont whether 
it will not be satisfactory to read the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, which is the last exhibit, Exhibit G of the 
report, and which I think sets out substantially all the facts the Senator 
would desire to know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will take that to begin with. I would a little 
rather have the recommehdation of the Senator from Connecticut than 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. PLATT. This isa long report, and I want to say that a bill 
was referred to us authorizing the Court of Claims to render a final 
judgment in this case; but on looking it over carelully we thought we 
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ought not to commit that power to the Court of Claims, and so we have 
recommended that the Court of Claims shall investigate and find the 
facts and report to Congress. It might be sent under the Bowman act 
in that way except that the statute of limitations runs against the 
claim, and except also that it is an assigned claim. I think all these 
facts are susceptible of explanation, so that in this case we ought to 
refer to the Court of Claims to find the facts and report their finding to 
Congress. 

That is all the committee have recommended, and I do not think there 
can be any objection to that course. It reserves the final question of 
whether we will pay this claim when the facts are found and reported 
to Congress. I do not think there was any laches on the part of the 
inventor or his assignees in letting the statute of limitations run against 
the claim. They have been bringing suits and have failed in them for 
one reason and another. They have been trying to get their rights; and 
it is not six years since the Court of Claims first held that they had 
jurisdiction in these matters. I think the parties have been diligent 
in insisting on their rights. And I do not think there bas been any- 
thing about this assignment which really should debar them from hav- 
ing the facts found by the Courtof Claims. I trust there will be no ob- 
jection to that. 

I wish to say that there is a proposed amendment, to insert the word 
‘‘alleged’’ before the word ‘“‘use,’’in line 17. We donot want to com- 
mit Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been agreed to, and I have one or two 
more amendménts to move in the same line. I move toamend the bill 
in line 10 by inserting after the word ‘‘ Missouri,’’ after the description 
of these claimants, the words ‘‘ claiming to be;’’ so as to read: 

Claiming to be assignees and owners of letters patent. 


Mr. PLATT. All right. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I have two other amendments which I will 
state. In line 15, after the word “‘and,’’ I move to amend by insert- 
ing “‘alleged to have been;’’ so as to read: 

And alleged to have been duly assigned to said owners. 


Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment inserting the word ‘‘alleged”’ 
before the word “ use,’’ in the beginning of line 17, is already agreed 
to. Then in line 29, after the word ‘‘ aforesaid,’’ I move to amend by 
juserting ‘‘and the rights of the claimants and;”’ so as to read: 

Title to the invention described therein and used by the Government as afore- 


said, and the rights of the said claimants, and to determine the amounts of the 
several interests of the assignees, &c. 


So as to open all that would go for them or against them. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no objection to any of these amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I wish to add at the end what I think would 
be inferred from what has taken place before, but to make it clear: 

In said investigations every question on the merits shall be open— 

So as to keep it all perfectly free. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection whatever to these amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. Inline 10, afterthe word ‘‘ Missouri,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘claiming to be;"’ in line 15, after the word “‘ and” 
and before ‘‘ duly,’’ to insert ‘‘ alleged to have been;’’ in line 29, after 
the word ‘‘aforesaid,’’ to insert *‘ and the rights of the claimants and;”’ 
and at the end of the bill toadd “ In said investigations every question 
on the merits shall be open;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of Hyland C. Kirk, of Phelps, N. Y.; Richard 
H. Laimbeer, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; Mrs. Susan T. Post (executrix), of New Haven, 
Conn.; Dr. A. G. Coleman, of ee N.Y.; George V. a of Cha- 

yinville, N. ¥Y.; Isaae Roy, of Phelps, N. Y.; W. F. Van Deventer, of Elizabeth, 
{. J.; Dr. Edward Chapin, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; Mrs. Mary Magee, of Kansas 
City, Mo., claiming to be assignees and owners of letters patent numbered 
101604, dated April 5, 1870 (antedated October 5, 1869), for an improvement in 
adhesive postal and revenue stamps, issued to Addison C. Fletcher and alleged 
to have been duly assigned to said owners, together with the right of recovery 
and compensation for the alleged use thereof by the United States Government 
in the collection of revenue on distilled spirits and malt liquors during the 
years 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1872, be, and is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Clains for a judicial investigation and finding of the facta, namely: To deter- 
mine the validity of letlers patent numbered 101604, dated April 5, 1870 (ante- 
dated October 5, 1869), giving to Addison C, Fletcher title to the invention de- 
scribed therein and used by the Government as aforesaid and the rights of the 
claimants; and to determine the amounts of the several interests of the assignees 
of said Fletcher recognized as owners and claimants in this act, according to 
the records of the United States Patent Office; to determine to what extent 
said stamp was manufactured and used by the Government, and a legal and 
equitable rate of compensation therefor; finally, to find the aggregate sum or 
sums to which the several claimants named in this act are equitably entitled as 
compensation for the use of said stamp, and to report their said findings to Con- 
gress. In said investigations every question on the merits shall be open. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
MAJ. JAMES BELGER. 


The bill (S. 1520) for the relief of Maj. James Belger was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
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an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 


with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Maj. James Belger, of the 
Quartermaster’s Department, now on the retired-list of the Army, to be a licu 
tenant-colone! on said list, from and after the date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report. That is rather 


an extraordinary proposition on the face of it. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The report is of some considerable length. I do 


not know that 1 shall object to the reading of it, but I can state the 
case more briefly if the Senator will accept that. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will with pleasure. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Major Belger entered the service in 1832 as a pri- 


vate soldier, was promoted to be a second lieutenant October, 1438, 
and first lieutenant in 1843, and a major and quartermaster in 1861; 
he was appointed a colonel and additional aid July, 1862, and went out 
of the service, as I will hereafter explain, November, 1863; he came 
back into the service March 3, 1871; was retired in 1879, being sixty-two 
years of age. He stood very high in the Army as a faithful and ex- 
cellent officer. He was placed in command at Baltimore of the very 
important depot there early in the war on account of his abilities, hav-- 
ing charge of the immense business of purchasing and employing trans- 
ports and furnishing supplies to troops. The Government refused to 
allow him to aceept a commission as major-general of Pennsylvania 
troops because of his usefulness there. He was also chief quartermaster 
of the middle division under General Schenck. ; 


In February, 1863, a Philadelphia newspaper made a severe attack 


upon his management, claiming that there wascrookedness. The Sec- 


retary of War sent for General Schenck to consult about it, and Gen- 


eral Schenck said there was no use in trying him, for they would not 


find anything against him. He had great confidence in Belger. Never- 
theless Belger pressed for a hearing, and a court-martial was ordered, 
composed of officers of high standing, presided over by the well-known 


General Hitchcock. Belger was tried on thirteen specifications. For 


some thirty days the court investigated the case and unanimously ac- 
quitted him on every one of the specifications; but nevertheless Secre- 
tary Stanton, in one of those impetuosities that distinguished the great 
Secretary, ordered him to be summafily dismissed from the Army. 
The general spent two years in getting his accounts settled, extending 
to $11,000,000, and not one penny of error was found inthem. He did 
this in poverty and in actual distress for the necessaries of life. He 
got a little employment in the Treasury Department, under which he 
earned in the course of a year or more $1,883. 16. 

For eight years he was out of the service, two or two and a half of 
which it took him to settle up his old accounts. A bill was offered for 
full relief, but some amendment. was put on it in the Senate, and he was 
put back into the service with the rank he held before being turned out 
eight years previously. This bill as it has been before Congress two 0: 
three sessions has had a favorable report before this, and I do not know 
but that it passed the Senate once. It originally proposed a great deal 
more than the committee thought they had a right to do or would do 
under the circumstances. It proposed to give him his pay for thetime 
he was out. The Military Committee never pays a man for the time 
he was actually ont of service, no matter how severe it may appear to 
be in individual cases. 

But this old veteran has the sympathy and respectof everybody who 
knows him. He has suffered in reputation, feeling, and estate beyond 
measure from this disgrace. Had he continued in theservice, judging 
by his ancient and honorable record, known to nearly all the old ofli- 
cers of the Army, he would have gone on the retired-list as a colonel. 
The Military Committee, rejecting the greater part of his pecuniary 
claim, which would be of very great servicein paying off debts and make 
his few remaining years happy, was willing to say the gallant old offi- 
cer should have one peg of promotion on the retired-list in the exercise 
of that clemency which does not ill become a great government. 

That is the condition of the present bill. It will add a few hundred 
dollars to the old man’s annual revenue, and it ought to be a great con- 
solation to his honor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was not all that part of the subject disposed of 
when he was restored and put on the retired-list? I believe I was here; 
I remember it vaguely. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill introduced to relieve Major Belger in 1°71 
by Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, received the unanimous report o! 
the committee and was passed, but amendments were offered by Sena- 
tors Howe and Nye, and Senator Wilson accepted them, as he was obliged 
to do, to get the bill through, but he was dissatisfied. He advised that 
the major should accept the act, take what he could get then, and ask 
for further relief; and Senators Howe and Nye, who moved those amen«- 
ments, afterward declared that bad they understood the case they 
would not have offered the amendments. Of course this does no‘ 
create a legal demand, but it establishes in the view of the committee 
the equity of the case. s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a thing that we often do, first decide a 
matter, and then after a year or two, when force enough can be got to 
decide it over again, and so on and so on. 


Now, whatever may have been the original merits of Major Belger’s 
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dismissal—and in respect to which this report speaks in languageabout | The bill introduced and favorably reported by the honorable Senator 
Secretary Stanton that I should not agree to—the matter has once been | 


completely considered and decided by the Senate, as this report states, 


against the judgment of Mr. Wilson; but it was the judgment of the | 


Senate that Major Belger should only be restored to take rank from 
the date of his restoration. Now it is proposed to retry that matter 
and have him take rank from the date of his dismissal with pay. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, Mr. President, it just puts him up another step 
onthe retired-list. It does not put him where he would have beenatall. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That comes to the same thing. If he had been 
restored to take rank from the date of his dismissal, he would have 
gone up to where it is proposed now to put him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He would undoubtedly have been a colonel; but 
this gives no back pay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This being now settled, next year we can try it 
again and give him the benefit, just as we shall be asked to do about 
some other gentlemen distinguished, well or ill, in such matters. Iam 
sorry to feel obliged to vote against this bill. I am notgoing to object 
to its consideration. I merely want to say that, without any regard to 
the question of what could be done if this were res nova. I think itis 
a very dangerous and unwholesome practice for the Houses of Congress 
to be iterating and reiterating their decisions upon matters of this kind 
or any other kind except general legislation, and as little of that as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no sort of apprehension that Congress will 
ever give him the pay during the time he was out of the service; cer- 
tainly not while the Military Committee remains at all of the opinion 
it now holds. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill-was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATE OF GEORGIA—DIRECT-TAX ACT. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Yesterday I asked thatOrder of Business 1310, 
being the bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of Georgia, should be 
passed over informally, as I had some facts that I meant to submit. 
I ask to call it up now, and crave the indulgence of the Senate to let 
me offer an amendment, and state some facts that I wish to present, 
and then the bill may go over for future consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill reierred to 
with a view to submitting some remarks, and then have it go over. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of Georgia. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I offer an amendment to the bill, which I ask to 
have read. 

The CuHIgeF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert the following: 

That it shall be the daty of the Secretary of the Treasury to credit to each State 
and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia a sum equal to 
all collectioes made from said States and Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1561, and the amendatory acts 
thereto, with such additional credits as under said act they are entitled to have 

uence of having paid any portion thereof without expense of collection 
to the United States; and such sums also as have been collected from lands or 
ofners thereof under supplemental acts on any account whatever. 

Sec. 2. That all moneys still due tothe United States on the quota of direct tax 


jioned by section 8 of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, are 
hereby remitted and relinquished. 

Sec. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasyry 
not otherwise appro ed, such sums as may be necessary to reimburse each 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them 
under the provisions of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is hereby 


directed to pay the same: Provided, That when the sums, or any part thereof, 


credited to any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia have been collected 
from any citizen thereof, either directly or by sale, resale, or lease of property, 
such sums shall be held in trust by such State, Territory, or the District of Colum- 
bia for the benefit of those of its citizens from whom it was collected, or their 
legal representatives. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a few min- 
utes that I may present some facts in support of the substitute for the 
bill reported from the Judiciary Committee by the senior Senator from 
Mississippi. 

The status of the direct tax under the act of August 5, 1861, and 
the amendatory acts are in very great confusion. Some of the States 
have paid that tax in full, having assumed its payment under the pro- 
visions of the law and received a discount which was offered to such 
States as would assume it and thus avoid the expense to the General 
Government of collecting it by its own machinery. From other States 
a large portion of it has been collected, either directly from the citizens 
or from the sale of property; and under an utterly erroneous ruling of 
& former Comptroller of the Treasury i. has been treated as a debt 
against the States in cases in which they did not assumeit; and amounts 
due to said States by the General Government have been set-off against 
it. It is perfectly clear that the tax was not a debt against the States 
unless under the provisions of the law they assumed its payment; and 
cunteioa as there could be no set-off except of claims held in ‘* mu- 
tual t,’’ these set-offs were in violation of law and without authority. 


The question is on the amendment. 
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from Mississippi deals with this simple question of set-off, and with that 
alone; and while it is unquestionably proper that it should be intro- 
duced into the bill, it is manifestly unjust that it should be dealt with 
singly and that other cases of still greater hardship should remain un- 
disposed of. 

Three different and conflicting reports as to the status of these ac- 
counts have been furnished to the Senate from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, one by the present Secretary, made up by a commission in the 
Department under his direction, one by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, and one by the late Secretary of the Treasury, Judge Folger. 
These very discrepancies stated in these statements is a very conclusive 
reason for dealing with the whole question and making a final disposi- 
tion of it at one time; and the amendment which I have offered pro- 
vides for this by refunding to the States the amounts which have been 
heretofore collected from them and remit those which remain unpaid. 
This will accomplish the purpose of the bill of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and will at the same time equalize to some extent, and so far as 
can now be done, the hardships which have been inflicted upon other 
States by the mode of enforcing this tax; and a reference tothe Journals 
of the Senate will show that the Legislatures of several States have 
heretofore instructed their Senators and requested their Representatives 
to support such a measure as that embodied in the amendment which 
I have offered. 

Each of the three statements to which I have referred gives approxi- 
mately the same sums as having been paid by the States of Georgia and 
Mississippi. Mississippi’s quota was $413,034.67, upon which has been 
paid either by collection or by credits from amounts as due the State, 
as arising from the 5 percents due on the sales of the public lands, 


$74,742.57, leaving a balance of $338,342.10 as a debt due by the State 
of Mississippi to the United States, upon which, under the ruling of the 
Treasury Department, there will be credited from year to year whatever 
sums may arise from the sale of the public lands and the swamp-land 
interests of that State. The quota of the State of Georgia was $524,- 
307.33, upon which was credited, on account of recognized demands due 
the State of Georgia by the United States, the sum of $74,407.75, leav- 
ing a balance as a debt due by that State, under theruling of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, of $512,959.58. These figures are taken from 
the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to the Senate 
resolution of March 28, 1834, and are no doubt approximately correct. 
By the same statement it appears that the quota of South Carolina was 
$363,570.67, and on account of which there has been collected from cit- 
izens as taxes, either directly from the citizens in money or by sale of 
their real estate, the sum of $377,962.30, showing that as taxes the sum 
of $14,390.63 has been collected from the State in excess of its entire 
quota. 

Not only, therefore, has there been an excess of $14,390.63 collected 
as taxes according to this statement over and above the entire quota of 
the State, in addition to a large sum paid directly to the direct-tax 
commissioners in money, but there were sold in the county of Beaufort 
theentire town of Beaufort, and 52,000 acresof agricultural land, which 
produced the long-staple sea-island cotton, were sold to realize the bal- 
ance of this excessive sum. In the case of De Treville vs. Smalls (08 
United States, 517) the Supreme Court held that under a special and 
peculiar provision of the law an absolute and incontestable title passed 
at these sales. This is to be taken as an accepted result. The Court 
of Claims has decided, in the case of Simons vs. United States (19 Court 
of Claims, 601), that a large amount of the interest thus collected was 
illegal and *‘ without warrant of law;’’ and in two recent decisions by 
the same court, which will appear in the twenty-first volume of its 
reports, the cases of Seabrook vs. United States and Lawton vs. United 
States, the court has held that a large amount of the taxes for which 
this land was sold was excessive and illegally collected. 

In this last case the ‘‘ Hill Place,’’ valued ’’ at $4,400 ‘‘in proportion 
to the whole valuation of the State,’’ was sold to pay the tax and bought 
by the United States for $1,100 for a tax of $170.50, whereof the court 
holds that $79.11 ‘* was illegally collected of the claimant without war- 
rant of law.’’? Lawton’s other place, known as the ‘‘ Lawton Place,’’ 
valued at $7,200, was bought by the United States for $3,000, and in 
order to redeem the same he was required to pay the sum of $600.47; and 
of this collection the court says that ‘‘a mathematical calculation shows 
that he should have paid only $326.91,”’ and that there was illegally 
collected of him without warrant of law the sum of $273.91. So that 
this enormous amount of real estate wassold for the collection of the tax, 
and which was sold atso great a sacrifice, was also sold, as decided by the 
Court of Claims, for a tax greatly in excess of the amount with which it 
was legally chargeable. 

What I have said showing the peculiar hardships of this matter in re 
lation to South Carolina is equally applicable to several other States, 
though not in the same degree, and especially to Virginia, Tennes-ee, 
Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Texas. On the other hand, it is said 
with great justice that the Northern and Western States, which have 
assumed and paid these taxes, should not be lost sight of in the adjust- 
ment of the question which releases the seceding States of the balances 
which were charged against them. Im the right and justice of this 
claim I fully concur, and the amendments which [| have offered fully 
provide for their cases, as it does for that of South Carolina and the 
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other Southern States I have just mentioned. Thestatute making the 
original levy of $20,000,000 to be raised by direct taxation was for the 
purpose of meeting a great emergency in the inception of the war be- 
tween the States. 

It was a mode of taxation which was not favorably received in this 
country, and, as I have said, was resorted to inanimminent emergency. 
The original act provided for the raising of this sum annually; but it 
was discontinued after the first year; and on the 2d of February, 1867, 
a concurrent resolution was adopted by Congress suspending its opera- 
tion for the first year, and leaving balances uncollected such as now 
stand against the States of Mississippi and Georgia. 

In this connection I send to the desk to be incorporated in my re- 
marks an extract from the letter of Hon. Charles J. Folger, late Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon this subject, dated June 14, 1884, in which 
he earnestly recommends the passage of a bill in all material respects 
identical] in its provisions with the amendment which I have presented. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


The purpose of the bill is to relieve and discharge from further liability for 
that tax those Statesand Territories which have not paid the portion thereof 
apportioned to them respectively; and torepay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to those States and Territories which have 
paid any portion, the sums by them respectively paid. Though by the act 
above cited this tax was made an annual one, an attempt to collect it for more 
than one year has never been made. By that attempt there were collected about 
$15,000,000, principally from the States which did not seek to go out of the 
Union; andthere were left uncollected about $5,000,000, principally in the States 
which did seek to go out of the Union, The sum uncollected remains a charge 
against these States, and, for the purposes of this letter, it may be assumed 
that it is a valid and enforceable charge. It is plain, however, that no legis- 
lator at this day would propose to raise revenue by a tax of that kind. There 
is no need of resorting to such methods. The revenue of the Government 
from sources not so extraordinary, and collectible by means and appliances not 
so objectionable as those involved therein, are ample for its purposes. They 
are, indeed, superabundant, and the concern of statesmen is rather how they 
may be reduced than how they may be inc The Governmentthen needs 
not the money to be got by enforcing this tax. 

At the same time, it is plain that to enforce it would puta grievous burden 
upon the people of the States which are in default in payment. It needs no ar- 
ray of facts to show. Congress in one if not both branches has this session 
considered the proposition of large pecuniary aid to these people to help them 
place and keep up common schools, and the Senate has passed a bill therefor. 

If there be need for that succor, there would be harm in enforcing this charge. 
It is to be considered, too, that while taxes are seldom looked upon with favor, 
this would be specially objectionable. The purpose for which it was laid can 
but be remembered with distaste. It can scarcely be expected that there would 
be cheerful aid from the State authorities in the enforcement of it. It may be 
doubted whether there would be any. Indeed it would, without further legis- 
lation, have to be enforced by the machinery provided by the act under which 
it was laid. This would call for the appointment of numerous Federal offi- 
cials, who would go among the people as obnoxious exactors. I think it must 
be conceded that there is, and ever will be, great reluctance to ever setting about 
the collection of this tax. That it never had great favor is shown by that it was 
never put in force but one year. In practical effect, then, the law for it is obso- 
lete. Why, then, should there remain this unenforced liability, a menace to the 
people, the enforcement of which is called for by no public need,nor by any 
public opinion? 

In my judgment, the people and the property of the States in default should 
be relieved and discharged from it. 

But to give such relief and discharge would be to put an inequality of burden 
upon the States which paid, unless they in turn were in some way relieved. 
This the bill pro s to do by repaying to them the sums received from them. 
Assuming that the tax was lawful, and the collection, as far as made, was war- 
ranted, this, apart from the circumstances, would be a proposition to donate to 
the States surplus moneys of the United States—a proposition which I should not 
favor. But,as connected with the proposition to discharge from onerous and 
needless liability one portion of the people, it takes on a different character; it 
is presented as an adjustment between different bodies of the _S and is 
worthy of acceptation. Indeed, it would be unjust to the peo the loyal 
States to release the ple of the once insurrectionary States from their lia- 
bility without refunding to the former the sums paid by them, and there are 
analogies in the legislation of Congress. 

Acts have been passed refunding to States moneys raised by them for the rais- 
ing, arming, and equipping of troops for the Army of the United States in the 
civil war and for making other refunds of like character. The purpose of lay- 
ing this direct tax was to aid in the ultimate aes of the extraordinary ex- 
penses of the Government caused by the civil war. The raising, arming, and 
equipping of troops by the States served to keep down those expenses for the 
time. It was a voluntary act —_ the part of the States. There is no viola- 
tion of principle or fundamental law in repaying to the States from the funds of 
the United States the cost thereof. The purpose and effect of this bill is not so 
unlike in nature to that as not also to be freed from the objections toa bald dis- 
tribution among the States of what are called the surplus revenues of the United 
States. 

Under the peculiar facts of the case, and as it is not likely to become a prece- 
dent for other ae of Federal moneys, my jud: nt is, that the proposed 
measure is a g one. It is true that exactly equal justice can not be done in 
carrying out the proposition of the bill. Thus, in some of the Southern States 
the tax was to some extent enforced. Tax sales were made of pieces of real es- 
tate in instances for less than the value of them. Only the surplus of purchase- 
money over the tax and charges has been available to the owners, and they 
have lost the difference between that and the total of the purchase-money, and 
between the purchase-money and the real value. 

On the other hand, in most, if not all, of the Northern States the payment to 
the United States of the tax was assumed by the State government, which col- 
— oo ee < its vs » . its =— tax-levy. Of course, in the 
changes of citizenship and owne p of taxable property, while a repayment 
into the State treasury will tend to reduce the amount of State tax, it will not 
inure to the benefit of some of those who in 1861 were tax-payers. But these 
failures of full and general com nm in dealing with transactions so long 


past must ensue, and are not to be ntially urged against proposed measures. 
which in the main do work equal benefit. . : 


Mr. HAMPTON. I also request the insertion in my remarks of the 


extract from the letter of Hon. William Lawrence, late Comptroller of 


the Treasury, to the Secretary in regard to the same bill. 
The extract is as follows: 


The object of these bills is to remit, so far as not collected or , the direct 
taxes laid upon and apportioned to the States, Territories, District of Co- 
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lumbia under the direct tax act of August 5, 1861, andto refund to such States, 


Territories, and District, respectively, the amount of such taxes, so far as paid in 
any mode whatever. 


I have considered the subject with care, and now have the honor to state that 
in my judgment it is alike just, judicious, and practicabie to remit all such taxes 
not yet collected, to refund the amounts paid inany form by any State or Terri- 
tory, and to refund to private persons or their legal representatives all amounts 
of such tax by them paid, or collected by sale of real estate, or otherwise. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Icall attention to the additional fact, that besides 
the sum already mentioned in excess of the quota of South Carolina 
the Government has realized from profits on purchase and resales of 
land the sum of $315,677.86, and still holds upward of 4,000 acres of 
valuable sea-island cotton lands as military reservations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under the rule, 
and the next case will be stated. 


CONFINEMENT OF INEBRIATES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2545) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in 
the Government Hospital for the Insane. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already been read at 
length and the amendments reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia acted upon. The bill is still open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bil) was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 

The bill (S. 2588) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Lucinda McGuire, 
of Memphis, Tenn., $10,260, in full compensation for the use of her 
premises Nos. 195 and 197 Main street, in the city of Memphis, Tenn., 
from March 24, 1863, until June 1, 1865. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. Farr, 
from the Committee on Claims, June 2, 1886. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand this will lead to some debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will allow the reading of the re- 
port to be finished. I do not think it will lead to any debate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will consent that the reading of the report shall 
be finished. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Farr June 2, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 694) for the relicf 
of Lucinda McGuire, having considered the same, submit the following report: 
The petitioner presents the following claim against the United States, and 
asks the action of Congress, as the only tribunal to which she can apply for re- 
lief: 
The United States to Lucinda McGuire, Dr. 


For rent of two rooms in premises 195 and 197 Main street, Memphis, 

Tenn., from January 25, 1863, to March 24, 1863, at $25 per month......... $98 34 
For rentof entire premises from March 24, 1863, to May 31, 1865, at $4,000 

SnD METI c naccsiacotntavnncsesedtn: coespitacteusebeoutontaadbeseantensesesrevettsouieccese 84,400 CO 
For direct damage and injury done said property during and by reason 











of said OccUpPAatioN..............sseeeseeee gunnvereenssoctoreutenenpeoqubsqueapecotencnbessoyeece 5,000 00 
22, 565 00 

Less amount paid on account by R. E. Clary, Deputy Quartermaster- 
Gagsanl, Vatied Btates Asay voveserse coscrcesessscocsssessenions soveeee sveeversecs ceccsee 1,526 78 
21,0388 22 


By the evidence presented to the committee it is proven that Lucinda McGuire 
was the child and heir-at-law of William Lawrence, who died in Memphis in 
1834, and that by direction of the proper court of Shelby County, Tennessee, the 
proceeds of his estate were invested by commissioners for her benefit in the 
property in question. Itis also further proven that at the time this property 
was occupied by the United States the claimant was a minor. 

It appears from the certificate of William H. Morgan, colone! commanding 
that two rooms in the second story of this property were occupied about Jau- 
uary 25, 1863,as a guard station for a patrol and provost guard detailed from tlic 
Seventy-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. f 

It further appears from the following order that the whole property was oc- 
eupied March 24, 1863: 

“Sm: You will deliver to the bearer the keys to the houses in the Webster 


Block now in your ion. 
“ Rental office, March 24, 1863. 
“H. D, ConxELy.” 


It further ars from the following evidence that the property was occupied 
by the Uni until May 31, 1865: 


“G. W. VAUGHN, Rental Agent. 


Menmpats, TENn., June 1, 1855. 

I certify on honor that two tenements in Webster Block, in the city of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., said to belong to the estate of Mr. Lawrence, deceased, were occu- 
pied by the United States Government for hospital purposes and known «5 
Pg Ge Hospital,” from the —_ a. 1863, to the 3ist day of 

, 1865, in: ve; two years, two months, an 8. 
, nn BJ. D. IRWIN, 
Surgeon United States Army, 
Superintendent United States Army General Hospital. 


DEPUTY QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Memphis, Tenn., June |, 1865. 
Str: The two buildings in the Webster Block heretofore rented from you ‘or 
military purposes being no longer required, the rent for which will cease on the 
3ist May, 1865. 
ly, your obedient servant, 


J. G. Lorspaxe, Esq., Deputy 
Memphis, Tenn. 


R. E. CLARY, 
eneral 
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All of the facts in the case being clearly proved, we have simply to determine 
whether the claimant is entitled to recover rent from the United States, and, if 
so,in what amount. 


The claimant being a minor at the time of occupation of property, the ques- | 


tion of loyalty does not arise, and, though perhaps not pertinent to the case, the 
loyalty of her guardian, J.G. Lonsdale,is fully proved by documentary evi- 
dence. 

The fact that the pssperty was taken possession of bya “ rental agent’ of the 
United States would seem in itself an implied promise or contract with the 
owner that the United States would pay a proper rental for its use. 


It also further appears that Deputy Quartermaster-General Clary did pay to | 


the guardian of the claimant the sum of $1,526.78 on account of rent, and his 
relinquishment of the property clearly specifies it as property ‘* heretofore 

nted, * * the rent for which will cease on the 3ist of May, 1865.” 

It therefore oreeare to the committee that although possession of the property 
was taken, perhaps, without the express permission of the claimant, it was 
taken by an agent of the Government, whose office as “ rental agent ” implied 
the purpose of paying rent for the same. But, beyond that, the fact that pay- 
ment was actually made on account of rent, so clearly establishes in law the re- 
lation of landlord and tenant between the Government and the claimant that 
we have no alternative but to determine what amount of rent is due the claim- 


ant. 

It is plain from the evidence that the sum of $1,526.78 paid by General Clary 
was in full of the rent due from February 18, 1865, to June 1, 1865, which was 
estimated by the parties at $450 per month. Mr. Lonsdale’s receipt for money 
paid him shows that this was the rent rate agreed upon; and while the houses 
may have rented for more, both before and after this time, as is shown by the 
papers, still we think the Government should pay no more than it is thus shown 
was to be paid, namely, $450 per month. 

The occupation of two rooms in the building from January 25, 1863,to March 
24,1863, does not appear to have been under any contract,express or implied, 
but a necessity arising from military occupation of the city. Your committee 
therefore recommend that so much of said claim be rejected. 


Claimant further asks $5,000 for damages caused to the building by reason of | 


their occupation. It appears that immediately after the building was relin- 
quished by the Government it was rented at the same rate that it was before the 
occupation, nor does the damage seem to have been very great; for which 
reasons it is recommended that this part of the claim be rejected, 

Your committee are of opinion that claimant i« entitled to rent at the rate of 
$450 per month from M@rch 24, 1863,to February 18, 1865,and accordingly report 
the accompanying bill as a substitute for S. 604, and recommend its passage ; 
and further recommend that the original bill (S. 694) be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand the bill will lead to discussion and 
will have to go over anyhow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not present this morning in time for morning 

business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will have time to present 
morning business till half past 12 o’clock, which will arrive in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT SAINT LOUIS. 


The bill (S. 2589) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo.,was announced as next in order. 
Mr. McMILLAN. That will lead to discussion. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


HIRAM BERDAN. 


The bill (S. 2619) authorizing a settlement of the claim of Hiram 
Berdan, assignee of the Berdan Fire-arms Manufacturing Company, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator listen to a word of explanation ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. General Berdan was not an Army officer. 
his title in the volunteer service. He was the originator and organizer 
of the Berdan sharpshooters. In 1866 a board of officers was convened 
to invite proposals from inventors of their inventions to be used in the 
alteration of the Springfield muskets. General Berdan offered his in- 
ventions. Someof them were undeniably used. Questions arise as to 
whether others of them were used; but there is now a recommendation 
by the Chief of Ordnance recommending— 

That Congress confer upon the Court of Claims full and complete jurisdiction to 
hear and determine the claims made by the Berdan Fire-arms Manufacturing 
Company, and what amount of compensation, if any, the company is justiy en- 
ti to receive from the United States for the use of the invention. 

It is communicated to Congress by a letter of the Secretary of War 
in reply to an inquiry of mine, and the Secretary of War says: 

I concur in the recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance “ that Congress con- 
fer upon the Court of Claims full and complete jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine the claims made by the Berdan Fire-arms Manufacturing Company, and 


whatamount of compensation, if any, the company is justly entitled to receive 
from the United States for the use of the invention.” 


He acquired 


Now with regard to the statute of limitations I want to say that I | 


doubt very much whether the statute of limitations runs against this 
case. There has been the continued use by the Government up toa 
period within six years of some of the inventions of General Berdan; 
and with regard to the assignment of the claim I do not think that 


that'should stand in the way, because the Berdan Fire-arms Manufact- | 


uring Company was the party nominally in interest, but really General 
was pretty much all there was of the Berdan Fire-arms Manu- 
Company, and although the claim has been assigned to him, 

he has been the real party in interest all the way through. 
I know something about the alteration of this gun, and did fora great 
many years before I came to the Senate, and I am quite sure that Gen- 
eral Berdan is entitled to some compensation. I do not undertake to 


gay how much; but I thonght and the committee thought, in view of | 
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| the recommendation of the Secretary of War, who has full understand- 


| ing of this subject, that it was one of those cases where he should have 
the right to go to the Court of Claims and have his rights determined. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to say a word before I object. Twenty 
years alter these events isa good while to open a patent case, as it seems 
to me, with great respect; and then, if itis to go to the Court of Claims 
| at all, it seems to me it ought to go on the same principles that the beer- 
stamp bill rested, and that was to proceed and take evidence and make 
their findings and report to Congress, and not undertake to say, as this 
bill dees, how and in what way they shall do it. 

The court is, as the bill now stands, required to have a judicial pro- 
ceeding, and on certain principles of evidence they are to take ‘‘ into 
consideration any and all records, correspondence, and official reports 
in the War Department, &c. All these may be evidence or they may 





$$ 


not, depending upon particular circumstances as to how they arose. 
We should not undertake to lay down a rule of evidence for the Court 
of Claims, and then direct them to render final judgment for asum un- 
limited by Congress, to be paid out of the Treasury. That, it seems 
to me, is unsafe; and when the bill comes up again I shall move to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘them,’’ in line 27, and insert: 

And report the findings of said court, with all the evidence taken, to Con- 
gress, 

So that the authority of the court will be to investigate into all the 
facts, the validity of the patents, and the rights and the claims of thi 
man, whether there wasan infringement of a patent or a use in the reg 
| ular way, and make their findings, and return them with the evidence 
to Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow the bill to go over without 
prejudice until to-morrow morning, and I can confer with him in the 
mean time and perhaps we can arrive at some understanding which will 
satisfy him ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, unless by some accident I should not be 
here, and in that case I should stand by the objection. I do not object 
for myself to letting it go over without prejudice until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


ELIZA ELLEN EHLE, 


The bill (S. 1775) for the relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments: in line 26, alter the word ‘‘same,’’ toinsert ‘‘ together with in- 
terest;’’ and in line 27, after the name ‘‘ Eliza Ellen Ehle,’’ to insert 
‘*out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated;’’ so 
as to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to examine into the claim of Eliza Ellen Ehle, of Canajo- 
harie, State of New York, to be paid the value, with the accrued interest on the 
date when they were called for redemption and when interest was stopped, of 
the following-described coupon bonds, which were purchased by said Eiiza Ellen 
Ehle and believed to have been destroyed, namely: Four 5-20 United States 
bonds, issued July 1,1865, numbered 123289, 123290, 123291, and 123292, of the 
value of $100 each; also three 5-20 United States bonds, issued July 1, 1867, num- 
bered 106418, 106425, and 106426, of the value of $100 each; and if the Secretary 
of the Treasury, after such examination, is satisfied that said bonds are destroyed, 
and is also satisfied that they have not since been presented to and paid by the 
Government, he shall cause the value of the same,together with interest, as 
aforesaid, to be paid to the said Eliza Ellen Ehle, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the said Eliza Ellen Eble shall 
execute and file with the Secretary of the Treasury a bond of indemnity, with 
at least two good and sufficient sureties, citizens of the United States, in a pen- 
alty double the amount provided to be paid hereunder, the sufficiency of which 
shall be properly certified by a court or courts of competent jurisdiction, guar- 
anteeing the United States against any future demand or liability on account of 
the said bonds and coupons, or either of them. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It would seem that the amendment, ‘together 
with interest,’ is put in such connection as would make these bonds 
bear interest down to the time the Secretary of the Treasury is to pay 
this lady, which is not right. If she has lost her bonds, and they were 
of the kind that have long since been called and paid, she only ought to 
be paid the face of the bonds and the face of the coupons. The United 
States has always been ready to pay them since they have been called, 
and therefore it seems to me that the bill ought to be amended a little. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof half past 12 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, this will stand over. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before this is passed over I hope the Senator will 
allow me to offer an amendment in the line of what the Senator from 
Vermont suggests, so that it may be pending when the bill comes up 
again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want toofferan amendment now so that it may 
be pending. In line 6, after the words move to in- 
sert ‘‘the same up to the date of the call for the redemption and pay- 


—— ee 


The bill will be at the head of the 


‘*interest on,’’ I 


ment;’’ so as to reac: 
To be paid the value, with the accrued interest on the same, up to the date of 
| the call for the redemption and payinent 





ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move to take up the river and harbor bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will now receive morn- 
ing business which was cut off, if there be no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the amendment of the House to the bill (8S. 1666) 
granting a pension to Edward Corning. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2332)to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Kansas 
with certain sums of money on its ordnance account with the General 
Government. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, Fla., with an 
amendment, in which it requests the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completion of the public 
building at Greensborough, N. C., in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


the petition of H. Kidney and 16 other citizens of the first Congres- 
sional district of Texas, the petition of John Holland and 70 other citi- 
zens of the first Congressional district of Texas, the petition of W. T. 
Meers and 126 other citizens of the ninth Congressional district of 
Texas, the petition of L. Gause and 96 other citizens of the first Con- 
gressional district of Texas, the petition of Robert Bailey and 67 other 
citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Texas, the petition of 
Harrison Davis and 160 other citizens of the fourth Congressiona! dis- 
trict of Texas, the petition of Ed. Dortch and 22 other citizens of the 
eleventh Congressional district of Texas, the petition of J. W. Martin 
and 18 other citizens of the eighth Congressional district of Texas, the 
petition of D. S. Hooker and 119 other citizens of the seventh Con- 
gressional district of Texas, the petition of Robert Trogdan and 240 other 
citizens of the tenth Congressional district of Texas, the petition of B. 
J. Hughes and 45 other citizens of the seventh Congressional district of 
Texas, the petition of George English and 60 other citizens of the sixth 
Congressional district of Texas, the petition of W. T. Montgomery and 
42 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Texas, the peti- 
tion of T. W. Cornwall and 11 other citizens of the sixth Congressional 
district of Texas, the petition of J. W. McFarland and 130 other citi- 
zens of the sixth Congressional district of Texas, the petition of George 
W. Milligan and 66 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of 
Texas, the petition of W. H. Jackson and 54 other citizens of the sixth 
Congressional district of Texas, and the petition of J. R. Cummings and 
70 other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Texas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presiden- 
tial and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the 
Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE also presented a memorial of citizens of Lagarto, Live 
Oak County, Texas, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of Anna E. Taylor, of the District 
of Columbia, on her own behalf, and on behalf of the heirs-at-law of 
Vincent P. Taylor, deceased, praying to be allowed compensation for 
damages done to certain property by public works; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMDEN presented two petitions of citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of James Douglas and other citi- 
zens of Florida, and a petition of 8. H. Loomer and other citizens of 
Florida, praying for the passageof certain bills in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of 
a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented three petitions of citizens of Maryland, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. VEST presented eight petitions of citizens of Missouri, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. PALMER presented seven petitions of citizens of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Pres- 
idential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 0! 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on ['i- 
nan 































ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garnett; and 

A bill (H. R. 8973) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River af or near Du- 
buque, in the State of lowa. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented four petitions of citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement 
of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of J. Colman and other citizens 
of Mississippi, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to 
the public lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the dis- 
bursement of a part of the Treasury surplus; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented eight petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, the Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented the petition of L. C. Brown, a citizen of Kentucky, 
late a private in Company K, Twenty-third Kentucky Volunteers, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Macomb, Ill., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 8066, for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vorhes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Clarissa Truesdell and other 
citizens of Illinois, praying that said Mrs. Clarissa Truesdell be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Lincoln, II1., 
praying for the enactment of a law paying to ex-Union soldiers the dif- 
ference in value between greenbacks and gold at the time they received 
their pay; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented two memorials of the Knights of Labor of Spring- 
field, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Elgin, Ill., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called arbitration bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the 
opening of the Oklahoma lands to settlement and the removal there- 
from of cattle ranches; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Flora, Ill., pray- 
ing for an increase of pensions to all soldiers who are afflicted with 
hernia; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a letter of W. H. Horton, of Billings, Mont., in re- 
lation to the bill granting a right of way to the Cinnabar and Cook City 
Railway; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNA presented three petitions of citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of R. W. Abright and 79 other 
citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Texas, the petition of B. 
R. Goodwin and 54 other citizens of the seventh Congressional district 
of Texas, the petition of Charles C. Paine and 24 other citizens of the 
seventh Congressional district of Texas, the petitien of John Dwyer 
and 144 other citizens of the seventh Congressional district of Texas, 


ce. 

Mr. MILLER piesented sixteen petitions of citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of « 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of consumers of butter, who are citizens 
of New York city, and a petition of citizens of New York, praying for 
the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present sundry petitions, being the petition 
of W. W. Edgarton and 54 other citizens of the second Congression.! 
district of Missouri, two petitions of citizens of the fifth Congressiona! 
district of Missouri, containing 53 names, the petition of Martin Lony 
and 31 other citizens of the eleventh Congressional district of Missour, 
the petition of Arthur Bridges and 65 other citizens of the twelfth Con- 

district of Missouri, and the petition of Bert Smith and 1) 
other citizens of the thirteenth Congressional district of Missouri, pr) - 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Pres- 
idential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part ©! 
the Treasury surplus. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have a communication from a party 
siguing himself chairman of the executive committee of the Knights of 
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Labor in this city, who sends me three petitions from citizens of my | 


State printed and with a printed indorsement. 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finanee, as follows: | 

A petition of T. 8S. Stephens and 222 other citizens of the first Con- 

gressional district of Arkansas, a petition of A. Huntly and 136 other 
citizens of the third Congressional district of Arkansas, and a petition 
of E. Groves and 143 other citizens of the third Congressional district 
of Arkansas, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the | 
public lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disburse- 
ment of a part of the Treasury surplus. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented five petitions of citizens of Iowa, 
raying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, the 
*residential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 

of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 


I move their refer- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





6823 


amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. HALE. I beg to suggest that amendments to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill should lie on the table, becan 
been reported and is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. 


the bill has already 


The rule re juires a reference to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and that reference will be made formally. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2841) for the relief of F. A. Noeller; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2842) to enable the different States to 
complete the muster-rolls and military records of volunteer soldiers 
who served in the war of the rebellion: which was read twice by its 





nance. 

Mr.CAMERON. I present the petition of E. N. Willard and 95 
others, membersef the bar of Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania; the 
petition of James E. Frear and 20 others, members of the bar of Wyo- 
ming County, Pennsylvania; the petition of William L. Davies and 59 
others, members of the bar of Bradford County, Pennsylvania; the pe- 
tition of B. L. Baldwin and 15 others, members of the bar of Susque- 
hanna County, Pennsylvania; the petition of John C. Yocum and 30 
others, members of the bar of Columbia County, Pennsylvania; the pe- 
tition of David L. Patrick and 49 others, members of the bar of Lu- 
zerne County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
2124) amendatory of and supplementary to ‘‘An act to alter the judicial 
districts of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes,’’ approved May 26, 
1824, - providing an additional place for holding the several courts 
thereof. 

These petitioners are all members of the judicial districts affected by 
the bill referred to, and I ask the attention of the Judiciary Committee 
to the bill. 1 move thatthe petitions be referred to the Committee on 
the Judicjary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented nineteen petitions of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of certain |¥lls in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of 
a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to exchange property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as 
a site for a public building for more suitable property, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and 
to define the duties and liabilities of ‘‘ general-service clerks’’ and ‘‘gen- 
eral-service messengers ’’ in the Army, reported it withan amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morhiser, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1956) to authorize the appointment of a military storekeeper in the 
Quartermaster Department of the Army, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; and 

A bill (H. R. 7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus M. Butler, 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establish- 
ment and erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the 
State of Colorado, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8977) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel 
Balman; 

A bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Buck; and 

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, introduced a bill (S. 2843) granting a pen- 
sion to Alice Ramsey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completion of the 
| public building at Greensborough, N. C., was read twice by its tit 
| 


e, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnrk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the bill 
(S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WINANS, Mr. Swope, and Mr. Concer 
managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7087 thorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to extend t! i: the payment 
of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservaiiun of the Otoee and 
Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and bad appointed Mr. WELLBORN, Mr. SKINNER, and 
Mr. PERKINS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


TENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shep- 
ard; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortification appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred a proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, have 
directed me to report it favorably. As the sundry civil bill is already 
reported to the Senate, I suppose it is not necessary that the amendment 
should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator he had better let it be re- 
ferred. The rule requires that it shall be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. DAWES. 


The rule requires it expressly. 
After it has been reported by a committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; still to refer it. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate hav- 
ing amended the proposition made in the sundry civil bill in regard to 
the greenback circulation and certificates in a way that is unsatisfactory 
to me, I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute for the proposi- 
tion of the committee, and ask that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the amendment be read. 


That order will be made. 
I ask that the amendment be read. It will take bat 


The Senator from Tennessee asks 
If there be no objection it will be read 


at length. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That hereafter no new United States note shal! be issued of adenomlk 
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nation less than $10, nor more than $500; and the denominations higher than $50 
shall notexceed in value one-fourth of the value of the total amount outstanding 
at any time; and not more than one-fourth in value of the amount of circulation 
fesued to national banks, outstanding at any time, shall be of a less denomina- 
tion than $10: Provided, further, That in all new issues * coin" certificates shall 
be hereafter substituted for “ silver” certificates and “‘ gold” certificates wher- 
ever either is authorized to be issued under existing laws; and all gold and sil- 
ver certificates now outstanding shall be retired, if now owned by the United 
States, or when they are received at the Seay or any subtreasury, and coin 
certificates of the denominations hereby provided for issued in their stead; 
aud the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
‘coin certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars on all the sur- 
plus coin and gold bullion held at any time by the Treasury as the property of 
the United States in excess of $100,000,000 of gold and silver coin and gold Bullion 
and pay out the same in discharge of all the obligations of the United States, 
except such as have been heretofore made payable expressly in gold and silver 
coin; and it shall be the duty of the Treasurer of the United States, upon the 
receipt of an original certificate of deposit issued by the United States assistant 
treasurer at any United States subtreasury, stating that there has been depos- 
ited therein by any person or corporation gold coin or standard silver dollars 
of the United States in the sum of $10, or any multiple thereof, to order payment 
of a like amount in coin certificates at the counter of any United States assistant 
treasurer designated by the depositor, in such denominations as he may re- 
quest, in writing, of not less than $1 or not more than $500, which shall be re- 
deemable in gold or silver coin at the option of the United States; and all the 
certificates hereby authorized when paid into the Treasury shall be reissued, or 
new certificates of the same denomination substituted for such as are returned 
because of being mutilated or defaced, as now provided by law in regard to the 
notes of the United States. No coin certificates shall be issued of a denomina- 
tion greater than $500, and at least two-thirds of such certificates outstanding at 
any time shall be of denominations not exceeding $50. 

The amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 453) for the erection of 
a public building at Jacksonville, Fla.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Now I hope we shall proceed with the river and 
harbor bill and finish it before adjournment to-night. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask permission to offer an amendment to the river 
and harbor bill in the nature of a substitute, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That the sum of $10,000,000, or 80 much thereof as can be judiciously expended 
during the current fiscal year, be,and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary 


of War to continue improvements on the principal and most important rivers 
and harbors in the United States. 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to ex- 
pend the aforesaid appropriation, or so much thereof as can be judiciously ex- 
pended, in continuing such improvements as may be most urgent and impor- 
tant, upon which work has been done and are now in progress of construction, 
and shall select such rivers and harbors as may be recommended by a board of 
five engineers of the Army, to be appointed by the Secretary of War, of which 
the Chief of Engineers shall be chairman. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That amendment will not be in order, I think, 
until we finish the amendments reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not in order. 
The Senator from South Carolina asks that it be printed with a view 
of presenting it hereafter. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply desire to give notice of the amendment with 
the view of having it printed, and at the proper time to have it offered 
in the nature of a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I exceedingly regret feeling compelled 
to occupy more of the time of the Senate upon this bill, and I would 
not do so were it not that attention was directed by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] last evening to the several sections of the 
bill, sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, which are intended to prevent the ob- 
struction of navigable streams. These are sections in which I take a 
deep interest, and for which I am in a measure responsible, which will 
need explanation at some stage of the discussion, and which explana- 
tion I prefer to make now, so that if further criticism of them be made 
it may be with such information upon the subject as I am able to im- 
part. 

The pending amendment does not go to the question of the preven- 
tion of obstructions by legislation. The discussion has taken a much 
wider range thati the amendment. The only thing prvposed in the 
clause which the committee propose to strike out is to instruct the Sec- 
retary of War to institute legal proceedings ‘to prevent the washing, 
sluicing, dumping, or discharging detritus, débris, or slickens, caused 
by or arising from hydraulic mining, into either of svid rivers,” that 
is, the Sacramento and the San Joaquin, and to 2athorize him “to 
use out of said sum,’’ that is the sam which has been heretofore appro- 
priated but not used because mining had not ceased in those rivers, as 


much as may be necessary to pay the necessary expenses of such pro- 
ceedings. 
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It will be observed that by this provision of the bil] new legislation 
making it an offense to carry on hydraulic mjning in such manner as 
to obstruct navigable streams is not proposed. It is not preposed to 
change the law upon that subject. It is only proposed to make it the 
duty of an officer of the Government to see that proceedings are insti- 
tuted for the purpose of preventing mining operations calculated to 
obstruct, or whichin fact do obstruct these navigable rivers, and to pro- 
vide for payment of the expenses of such prosecution. 

This is a local matter, and I do not take a very great personal inter- 
est in it, and for that reason I am content to leave it to be discussed by 
the Senators from California who are familiar with the facts, but I be- 
lieve it is a matter of so much importance as to justify the retention of 
this provision in the bill. 

I am told that twenty-five years ago the Sacramento River was nav- 
igable from the city of San Francisco for 300 miles and over for large 
steamboats, and that the Feather River, which enters the Sacramento 
about 30 miles above Sacramento city, was navigable for large steam- 
boats for a distance of about 50 miles from its mouth® To-day owing 
to hydraulic mining upon its banks and tributaries the bed of Feather 
River has been entirely filled up and the river is not navigable at all. 
For 30 miles between the mouth of the Feather River and Sacramento 
city where the water was originally 20 feet deep the bed of the river 
has been filled up to within 2 or 3 feet of the top of the banks, and the 
navigation has been very greatly impaired. These facts demonstrato 
the importance of this provision and the necessity for Congress to pro- 
vide some means by which hydraulic mining can be stopped and tho 
navigable character of those rivers preserved. 

It has been stated here that people owning land upon the banks of the 
Feather River and of the Sacramento which have been overflowed and 
injured by mining operations have instituted private suits in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States and have obtained injunctions against 
parties who are carrying on these mining operations. Thatis true; but 
we can not expect that individual citizens in like manner are going to 
institute and maintain suits at their own expense to protect the navi- 
gation of these rivers, nor can we expect that the States themselves wili 
pass the necessary laws for that purpose or will probably protect the 
navigable rivers from obstruction within their own borders. 

It is desirable that there should be upon this subject a uniform law, 
that Congress should take action upon the subject in order that the 
law may be uniform throughout all the States and Territories, and it 
ought to be made the business of some officer of the Government to 
prosecute for offenses under it. This is sought to be obtained by the 
present bill. 

To show the necessity for such legislation I will read an extract from 
the report of Charles F. Powell, captain of engineers and now in charge 
of some of the most important harbor improvements in Oregon. It is 
made a part of Senate Executive Document 12, being a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting in compliance with law reports relating 
to causeways, bridges, &c., in process of erection that interfere with 
navigation. This report is a volume of some seventy-four pages, and 
contains a list of a very large number of bridges and other obstructions 
which interfere with the navigation of the various rivers of the country. 
Mr. Powell says in his report: 

It has been my observation that serious detriment to navigation and much 
expense in improvements therefor have been caused by a dumping in the wa- 
ter ways of this district of miscellancous materials, from sawdust and sweep- 
ings - 3. a . * - * + 


The Government is engaged in improvement by snagging operations of six 
rivers of this engineer district. Most of the snags or pieces of drift-jams aro 
trees washed out from banks or are saw-logs. It is not uncommon, however, 
to find drift made of tree trunks or stumps which have been cut in two. - 

On the Coquille River are many bars formed by drift of myrtle, a wood too 
heavy to float. I have noticed a yery bad bar next above the head of present 
navigation formed in this way. 

Much earth and rock were ee into Yaquina Bay and River by the rail- 
road construction already refe to. This curtailed, to a small extent it is 
true, but injuricusly, the tidal volume, and doubtiess caused some shoaling o1 
the bars. This dumping was not only to make a railroad grade, but sometimes 
a spoil-bank was formed in the water. 


Then he says: 


There is an Oregon statute 
below the Cascades and the 
avail, if any at all. 

Perhaps the most vated case of river dumping in this district is at Port- 
land and East Portland. The worst bar of the river ship-channel is next below 
these cities. Dredging has been prosecuted here to a considerable extent. 
— shoes, ashes, and other refuse have been frequently found in the 

ng. 

It has noticed when Portland wharves are rebuilt that a considerable 

rt of the old material is disposed of in the river, and,that boxes, crates, pack- 

ng m , &e.,are sometimes thrown into the river or on the bank whero 
high water will float them. 


My attention was called to this matter some two years ago when in 
Oregon. I ascertained then from the engineer in charge of the Govern- 
ment works there that, in the construction of a railroad which had been 
built along the Yaquina Bay, in order to get rid of the heavy timber 
which had been cleared from the track it had been lashed together 
in rafts, which, when they went out through the mouth of the hay to 
sea, went through the jetty and the pile-work being constructed there 
by the Government, and did damage to the work to the extent of some 
$500. I was told also that at Swan Island Bar, just below the city of 


rohibiting the dumping of sawdust in the rivers 
illamette Falls, but practically the law is of little 
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Portland, the dredging operations were greatly impeded and much addi- 
tional cost was occasioned by the dumping of material, old cans, matting, 
old stove-pipes, ashes, and cinders into the river. 

I prosecuted my inquiries further and found that Oregon was not an 
exception in that respect, but that the same complaint came up from 
the local engineers to the Chief of Engineers from every quarter. I 
saw not long ago in reference to the bar at Gedney’s Channel that in 
boring to ascertain the nature of the bottom upon the bar there had 
been brought up cinders and other refuse which had been dumped into 
the harbor of New York. 

Upon inquiry at the office of the Chief of Engineers I found that in 1877 
Congress passed an act which required a report to be made by the Chief 
of Engineers or the Secretary of War to Congress “‘ of all the instances in 
which piers, breakwaters, or other structures built by the United States 
in aid of commerce or navigation were used, occupied, or injured by a 
corporation or an individual, and the extent and mode of such use or 
injury, and the facts touching the same; and also what legislation was 
necessary to protect public works constructed by the United States 
against trespass or injury thereto;’’ and that the Secretary of War had, 
in pursuance of those provisions, made a report to Congress, accompany- 
ing which he submitted the draught of an act to protect public works 
against trespass orinjury. The provision which I have read, contained 
in the act of August 14, 1876, 1 think has been continued in nearly 
every river and harbor act since passed. The report from which I have 
just read, made at the present session of Congress, in regard to bridges 
that obstruct navigation, was submitted to Congress in compliance with 
a similar provision contained in the last river and harbor act. 

I took the draught of the bill which had been prepared by the Chief 
of Engineers, or under his direction, or under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, and compared it with the variousriver and harbor acts, 
and eliminated from the bill the various provisions which had been 
enacted into law in the river and harbor acts and otherwise, and in- 
troduced a bill containing the remaining provisions into the Senate 
at the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. It did not receive at- 
tention at that Congress, but during the present session it was brought 
up before the Committee on Commerce and thoroughly examined. 
In that examination we had the special attention of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] who is a member of that committee and the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] who is also a member of the 
committee, and we made some modifications of the bill, remodeling en- 
tirely the second section, which was intended to prevent obstructions 
to navigable streams by bridges, and which provides that hereafter no 
bridge shall be constructed under the authority of any act of the Leg- 
islature of any State until the pian and location of the bridgeshall have 
been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 

On the 4th day of March last I reported the bill as agreed upon by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce to the Senate, and it stands now 
the first order of business on the Calendar under the eighth rule, and 
would probably have been considered by the Senate before this time 
except for the fact that the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

robably acting upon my suggestion—they had embodied substantially 
ike provisions before in river and harbor bills—incorporated the bill 
substantially as reported by the Senate committee in the river and 
harbor bill, and the several sections of the bill reported by myself from 
the Committee on Commerce are sections 2 to 7 inclusive of the river 
and harbor bill. I may say that they are substantially the same. The 
House committee inserted certain words in the first section which were 
intended to cover the matter of hydraulic mining in California. 

Those sections of the bill were carefully considered again by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and certain amendments were made, certain 
amendments which were proposed by the Senator from Missouri to 
some of the sections and certain amendments which were proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]; so that I repeat these provis- 
ions in the river and harbor bill intended to prevent obstructions to 
navigable rivers represent the careful attention and action of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, being the best provisions that they could devise 
to accomplish the purpose. 

I consider them the most important provisions of the bill, provisions 
Ww if enforced, will save the Government out of every bill appropri- 
ating $10,000,000 for the improvement of rivers and harbors at least half 
a million dollars in preventing the dumping into navigable streams of 
material which will form bars and obstructions to commerce and do 
injury to the various improvements which are being carried on by the 
Government. 

Mr. HALE. I wish toask the Senator from Oregon whether in what 
he is saying now as to the bill representing the deliberate, firm judg- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce he is referring to the clause on 
reo which has been reached, or does he refer generally to the leg- 

ve provisions found in the sections succeeding the appropriations ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Generally to the legislative provisions of which I 


Mr. HALE. He is referring to the whole policy of the bill as found 
in those sections. 

Mr. DOLPH. As found in sections 2 to7 inclusive. The bill to 
which I referred and which I reported was Senate bill No. 64, intro- 
duced by myself on the 8th day of December, and reported back on the 
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4th day of March. 
gress—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me right there 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator would permit me to proceed with 
what I have to say. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon declines 
to vield. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Maine can call my 
point he has in mind directly. 


Something has been said as to the power of Con- 
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attention to the 


Mr. HALE. I may not be able to be here by and by. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has the 
floor. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has his own way. 


Mr. DOLPH. Something has been said in regard to the power of 
Congress to legislate upon this subject. Iam not going to devote much 
time to the question. It was said yesterday by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HoAr] that in some of the earlier decisions of the 
Supreme Court it was held that the jurisdiction of the General Gov- 
ernment over navigable rivers was like the jurisdiction of the admi- 
ralty courts in England, confined to rivers in which the tide ebbs and 
flows. But that proposition was abandoned in 1851 in the case of the 
Genesee Chief, in which it was held that the question as to whether a 
river is navigable in law is determined by the question whether it is 
navigable in fact. In the case which subsequently arose in regard to 
the navigation of the Fox River, which was not navigable in fact with- 
out improvement, and in which the Government had made improve- 
ments by the construction of locks and the removal of obstructions, it 
was held that that river was navigable in law because it was navigable 
in fact, although it had been made navigable in fact by the improve- 
ments made by the General Government. 

As early as 1829—and I come now to the suggestion which was made 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] yesterday—as early as 
1829, in the case of Thompson Willson and others, plaintiffs, vs. The 
Black Bird Creek Marsh Company, defendants, it was held that the 
power of Congress to authorize and prevent obstructions to navigable 
streams existed. In that case by an act of the Assembly of the State 
of Delaware the construction of a dam by the plaintiff over a creek 
passing through a deep, level marsh adjoining the Delaware, upon which 
the tide ebbs and flows for some distance, had been authorized. The 
court said—I read from the syllabus: 

The value of the property on its banks must be enhanced by excluding the 
water from the marsh, and the health of the inhabitants probably improved. 
Measures calculated to produce these objects, provided they do not come in col- 
lision with the powers of the General Government, are undoubtedly within 
those which are reserved to the States. But the measure authorized by this act 
stops a navigable creek— 

It will be observed that this was a creek and so called— 


and must be supposed to abridge the rights of those who have been accustomed 
to use it. But this abridgment, unless it comes in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion or a law of the United States is an affair between the government of Dela- 
ware and its citizens, of which this court can take no cognizance. 

Now the court says, and this is directly to the point: 


If Congress had passed any act in execution of the power to regulate com- 
merce, the object of which was to control State legislation over these small navi- 
gable creeks, into which the tide ebbs and flows, and which abound throughout 
the lower country of the Middle and Southern States— 

This takes in the bayou in Louisiana which was mentioned by the 
Senator from Vermont yesterday— 
we should feel not much difficulty in saying that a State law coming in con- 
flict with such act would be void. But Congress has passed no such act. The 
repugnancy of the law of Delaware is placed entirely on its repugnancy to the 
law to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States, 
a power which has not been so exercised as to affect this question. 

To be sure this was a creek in which the tide ebbed and flowed, but 
as I have already said, the distinction as to the power of Congress over 
the navigable waters of the United States, between those in which the 
tide ebbs and flows and those in which it does not, was abandoned in 
1851. 

In the case of the Daniel Ball, cited at page 557 of 10 Wallace’s Re- 
ports, it was held that— 

The doctrine of the common law as to the navigability of waters has no ap- 
plication in this country. Here the ebb and flow of the tide do not constitute 
the usual test,as in England, or any test atall, of the navigability of waters. 

The test by which to determine the navigability of our rivers is found in their 
navigable capacity. Those rivers are public navigable rivers in law which are 
navigable in fact. 

In the case of the Stateof Pennsylvania rs. The Wheeling and Belmont 
Bridge Company, reported in 13 Howard, it was held that a bridge 
which was constructed either under the authority of the Legislature of 
the State of Ohio or of the two States between which the river ran, be- 
cause it interrupted navigation was an unlawful obstruction to com- 
merce, and the defendants were required to take the bridge down. 

After that Congress passed an act legalizing the bridge which was an 
obstruction, and in 18 Howard the same case came up for review, and 
it was held that Congress had power to authorize an obstruction over a 
navigable stream. 

In the case of South Carolina vs. Georgia, reported at page 4 
United States Reports, it was held that— 


Congress has the same power over the Savannah River that it has over the 
other navigable waters of the United States. 
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terests. I consider these provisions so important, that I hope the Senate 
will not hastily reject them, but will allow them to become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The question is on the adoption o/ 
the amendment of the Senator from California { Mr. STANFORD] amend- 
ing the text of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the question be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1210, in the matter proposed to be 
stricken out by the Committee on Commerce, after the word ‘‘ mining, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ by water used through pipes and used through 
nozzles under pressure ;’’ so as to read: 

If he be not satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal procee:| 
ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or <i. 
charging detritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic mininy 
by water used through pipes. and used through nozzles under pressure, int. 
either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River or 
any of its tributaries, or in or to sueh place or situation from which such de! ;/- 
tus, débris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms or floods 
into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to use out 
of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 


Mr. INGALLS. Will the chairman of the committee oblige us with 
the information upon what ground the elimination of this paragraph 
was recommended by the committee? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The portion 

Mr. INGALLS. Before he answers that question, I would suggest 
to him that I find on page 62 an amendment that seems to be directed 
to exactly the same purpose as the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from California, and that the committee have also themselves offered 
an amendment to the text in line 1206 which seems to be designed to 
guard against the evil of which the Senator from California complains. 
It appears to me if we are going to deal with this matter it ought to be 
dealt with in one proviso, so that we may not become complicated and 
the provision appear in different parts of the bill, perhaps in a contra- 
dictory way. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Asthe provision came to us in the bill as it passed 
the House there was an absolute appropriation of the sum inserted for 
the improvement of the Sacramento and Feather Rivers in California, 
$40,000, and the portion of the text stricken out by the committee 
directed the institution of legal proceedings upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to prohibit mining affecting these streams. 
After the word “ mining,’’ in line 1205, we inserted the words ‘* hurt- 
ful to navigation.’’ The text of the bill limited the expenditure of 
the money upon the part of the Secretary of War until he should he 
satisfied that hydraulic mining ‘‘has ceased on said rivers and their 
tributaries.’’ ‘That embraced all kinds of hydraulic mining. We were 
advised from sources that we thought were altogether reliable (the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], being a member of the committee ani 
familiar with mining), that the text would embrace certain kinds of 
hydraulic mining which ought not to be prohibited. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Quartz mining. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Quartz mining and other kinds embraced in these 
terms. So we inserted the words “*‘ hurtful to navigation,’’ to exclude 
the character of mining that ought not to be prohibited. 

Then we thought it was not necessary that the Goverement should 
enter upon the prosecution of suits to prohibit or prevent these inter- 
ruptions of the streams in California because they were entirely within 
the State and the State authorities perhaps would deal with them. 

Those are the only reasons why we made the amendment here. We 
endeavored to arrive at what would be the best for the interests of the 
community affected by this improvement and for the mining interests 
in California. The Senator from California now offers this amendment 
and it is for the Senate to determine what it will do. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do the committee adhere to their conclusion that 
this proviso directing the institution of legal proceedings shall be omit- 
ted from the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the committee are not strenuous in re- 
gard to that, with the amendment offered by the Senator from Cu.li- 
fornia inserted after the word ‘‘ mining,’’ in line 1210. 

Mr. INGALLS. That amendment as I understand appears elsewhere 
in the action of the committee, on page 62. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is a general provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the general provision includes the par- 
ticular provision. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This applies to these particular streams and is 4 
particular provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment on page 62 coversallstreams. 1' 
me read the language on page 62: 

Ner be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other than !\y- 
draulic mining by water through pipes and used through nozzles under pr: -* 
ure, 

Mr. McMILLAN. It will be seen that that limits it to some kin: 
of mining. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is asI understand what the Senator from C:''- 
fornia desires. If this language on page 62 is to be agreed to by the 
Senate, why should the Senate recede from its action striking out thi 8 
clause and retain an obnoxious provision, and burden it with an ame) 
ment that a elsewhere in the action of the committee itsel!’ 

Mr. McMI — No, I understand thatthe text here stricken out 

as amended by the Senator from California would only authorize pro: 


Here is the point— 


The right to regulate commerce includes the right to regulate navigation, and 
hence to regulate and improve navigable rivers and ports on such rivers. 


It was held that the Government had power to close up one of the 
channels of a navigable river for the purpose of increasing the naviga- 
ble capacity of another. 

During the present session of Congress we have passed, and at every 
session of Congress we have pussed, bills to authorize obstructions in 
the navigable streams wholly within the boundaries of States. At 
least three or four bills have passed the Senate at the present session to 
authorize the construction of bridges which will be more or less ob- 
structions to navigation over the Upper Willamette River, entirely within 
the limits of the State of Oregon. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has determined over and 
over again that Congress has power to regulate the navigable rivers, to 
authorize and to regulate the construction of bridges which will neces- 
sarily be more or less obstructions to navigable streams. They do hold, 
however, that until Congress interferes the States may authorize the 
construction of bridges which may be obstructions to commerce, if en- 
tirely within their own limits; but they hold in all these cases that if 
Congress once interferes and exercises its jurisdiction, the law of Con- 
gress being constitutional under that provision which gives Congress 
power to regulate commerce between the States, it is paramount, and 
the law of the State must yield to it. 

I can not conceive of any difference, and I do not believe that any 
Senator can successfully maintain that authorizing the obstruction to 
navigation in a navigable stream whoily within the limits of a State by 
the construction of a bridge is any different in principle from author- 
izing or regulating the construction of a pier or a jetty, or requiring 
the removal of a sunken vessel in a channel, or making it a misde- 
meanor to dump material into the river by which a bar will be formed 
which it will be necessary to remove before the river can be navigated. 
There is no difference, in fact, so far as the power of Congress is con- 
cerned. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] argued that because hy- 
draulic mining carried on in California is carried on upon the tribu- 
taries of the Sacramento and Feather Rivers remote from the places 
where the detritus is finally deposited in the bed of the rivers and 
where it forms obstructions, there is no constitutional power in Con- 
gress to prevent it. Sir, the power in Congress is to prevent the ob- 
struction to the navigable streams, and it is immaterial whether the 
débris or the material which is to form the obstruction is thrown in from 
the bank or whether it is placed in a situation where, by the current 
and the storms of heaven and the operations of nature, it may be car- 
ried into the stream in sufficient quantities to obstruct navigation. 

It is a little curious to note how business is sometimes transacted in 
this body. Yesterday a bill was passed by the Senate without ques- 
tion containing precisely the same provision as contained in section 2 
of this bill, local in its character, elaborate in its provisions, and ex- 
pensive to execute, while these provisions which have been criticised by 
Senators are general in their character, will prove efficacious, and are 
to be carried into effect and enforced by the existing machinery and 
present officersof the Government. I refer to the bill which was 
to prevent obstructions and injurious deposits in harbors adjacent to 
New York city, which provides: 


























That the placing, discharging, or depositing by any process or in any manner, 
of refuse, dirt, ashes, cinders, mud, sand, &c., in the tidal waters of the harbor 
of New York, or its adjacent or tributary waters, is hereby strictly forbidden, 
and every such act is made a misdemeanor. 


It will be seen that substantially the same provision is found in a 
bill which passed the Senate without discussion as that contained in 
section 2 of the river and harbor bill which has been thesubject of crit- 
icism by the Senators from Kansas and Vermont. 

Mr. Presideut, I de not wish to continue this discussion. I felt it 
incumbent upon me to show the necessity of the legislation proposed by 
sections 2 to 7 of this bill so far as Icouldin this brief and hurried man- 
ner, to show that it is legislation which is approved by the War De- 
partment, which was recommended in 1877, which has received the 
approval of the local engineers, and that these provisions had received 
the consideration of the Senate Committee on Commerce. 

Any general provision like this, which is intended to protect the pub- 
lic interests and may interfere with private interests, meets with oppo- 
sition. Itisextremely difficult toobtain such legislation. By the action 
of the House committee and the House we have it within our power to 
secure this legislation. It may injuriously affect certain interests in 
the State of California, but I do not care how profitable hydraulic min- 
ing may be in that State, it ought not to be permitted to be continued to 
the detriment of the publicor the injury of the navigation on the rivers 
of the State and to the destruction of the commerce of the State. It 
may interfere with some manufacturing interests, with the proprietors 
of saw-mills who desire from motives of economy to dump their slabs, 
edgings, and sawdust into the stream, and it may interfere with other 
manufacturing establishments; but there is no general law which we can 
enact for the public good which may not interfere with some private in- 
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cutions where the mining was by water through pipes and used through 
nozzles under pressure. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator be good enough, in the light of 
that statement, to examine the language on page 62, and see whether 
{t is not precisely what would occur if that amendment should be 

eed to? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment reported on page 62 was made 
to conform to the change in the bill made by the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate as we reported it. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I ask the Senator from California who offered 
this amendment whether, if the amendment is agreed to, the language 
on page 62 does not accomplish exactly what he desires by his amend- 
ment to the paragraph proposed to be eliminated on page 50? 

Mr. STANFORD. This is a question of very great importance to 
the State of California and one very difficult to deal with. It is evi- 
dent to us in California that unless this particular kind of mining is 
stopped the navigation of the Sacramento and the San Joaquin Rivers 
will be destroyed, and not only that, but the great bay of San Fran- 
cisco itself will be destroyed. It will be only a question of time. 

A portion of the great bay called Suisun is now in such a condition 
that vessels passing through there have to seek for channels, whereas 
the time was when that water was navigable for vessels of any size, and 
where it was 30 or 40 feet deep the tules are now growing. I presume 
that portion of the bay is at least 5 by 15 miles in extent, and the tules 
are growing now in the center of that bay, and the small class of ves- 
sels that go up are sweeping the channel. 

Mr. INGALLS. By tules growing does the Senator mean it is shoaled 
up and they are growing in the bay? 

Mr.STANFORD. Yes,sir.. Thetuleisasort ofrush. Then down 
below Suisun the bay is seriously injured, and it is only a question of 
time when it will be filled up by the volume of débris that is washed 
into the river from the mountains. Unless we are willing that the bay 
of San Francisco itself shall be destroyed we must stop that accumu- 
lation. 

It seems to me that as in the harbor of San Francisco comes the com- 
merce of the whole world, and out of it vessels go to all the different 
States, if interstate commerce and the commerce of the world are con- 
templated to be controlled and regulated by Congress the necessity for 
such control exists in this case. It is not protecting the harbor of San 
Francisco alone, but it is protecting commerce. It seems to me that 
there can be no question about the constitutional right of the Govern- 
ment to stop the destruction of that harbor. 

It is folly to undertake to dredge out the river when tons are going 
in where one can possibly be taken out by the dredges. Therefore the 
accumulation ought to be stopped. That is the practical way to do 
this thing. 

Now, we do not want to interfere with the other mining. There is 
a great deal of light mining that is of great value to the State. - People 
live up in those mountains who raise fruit and pursue various other 
agricultural pursuits and callings of industry, and at times they mine. 
They mine with sluices sometimes, with what we call the long-tom, 
and various ways of washing. With that nobody wishes to interfere, 
because it would interfere with a great industry of the State, and one 
which is doing no special damage. 

What we want to get atis to stop one kind of mining and not to inter- 
fere with the other kinds. All the delegation from that coast are agreed 
upon that point, and I offered the amendment out of great caution to ac 
complish the object so that we should not makea mistake. We do not 
want to interfere with any other kind of mining but this one particu- 
lar kind, and the insertion of the words I propose can do no harm if it 
does no good. 

Then the other portion stricken out by the committee, it will be seen, 
is applicable to the San Joaquin River, leaving the provision to apply 
only to the Sacramento and Feather Rivers. The part stricken out 
by the committee makes all the provisions applicable to the San Joa- 
quin River as well. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Kansas will observe that in the 
item appropriating money and directing the institution of legal pro- 
ceedings there is no enactment of alaw. The enactment of the law is 
in the subsequent section, section 2. If the Senator from Kansas will 
give me his attention for a moment I will state that there is no provis- 
ion enacting a law or making any legal provision in that item of appro- 
priation; it is merely directing the Secretary of War to institute legal 
proceedings. ‘The second section does enact a law in regard to this min- 
ing interfering with navigable streams. As the bill came to the Sen- 
ate it comprehended all kinds of hydraulic mining. We were advised 
by the Senator from Nevada that the only kind of hydraulic mining 
which was injurious to these streams in any way was mining by water 
through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure. We excluded 
all kinds of mining hurtful to navigation. Perhaps the Senator under- 

stands fully the recommendation of the committee, and I shall not en- 


deavor to explain the matter any further. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator from Kansas seems to 


there is something inconsistent in the several provisions of 
bill; that is, that the provisions in sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 are to 
extent in conflict with the provisions on page 50. 


E 5 





6827 
IO 

Mr. INGALLS. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That was his suggestion. 

Mr. INGALLS. There was no suggestion about inconsistency at al}. 
I said you are legislating about the same subject in three different por- 
tions of the bill, and now propose to insert another one in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California on the same topic. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. These different provisions as we regard 
them are in perfect harmony the one with the other. In the firstplace, 
the provisions in sections 2 and 3 are penal provisions. They declare 
that it shalt be unlawful to do certain things generally with reference 
to all the navigable waters of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. What sections? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Sections 2 and 3. They are general 
provisions making it unlawful ‘‘to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or 
cause, suffer, or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen,’’ & 
certain things described in any of the navigable waters of the United 
States. It is not limited to any particular rivers or the rivers in any 
particular State, but extends to any navigable waters of the United 
States, to rivers and harbors. There is a provision, however, that that 
shall not be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other 
than hydraulic mining by water through pipes or used through nozzles 
under pressure, just as it is proposed to amend the provision on page 
50. Then section 6 prescribes the penalty for violating the things which 
are forbidden in sections2and3, That penalty is prescribed as follows 

Every person, persons, or corporation offending against the provisions of this 


act shall, for each and every such offense, forfeit and pay a penalty of $250 (on 


half, on conviction of the offender, to be paid to the informer), besides such 
further sum as may be found, in any action for the recovery of the penalty 

penalties incurred under this act, to be the expense of making good the damage 
incurred, or of removing to a proper place the things deposited in violation of 


this act, &c. 


That is one provision, and it is a general provision; it applies to all 
the rivers and harbors in the United States. It preseribes the penalty 
for doing the things which are prohibited by section 2 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not that include the Sacramentoand Feather 
Rivers? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Certainly. But now we come back to 
the Sacramento, San Joaquin, and Feather Rivers; and what is pro- 
posed to be done there? Something further and different than is pro- 
vided in the general prevision, and whatis it? Itis thatthe Secretary 
of War may use acertain amount of money with reference to these three 
specific riversin the State of Californiain preventing washing, sluicing 
dumping or discharging the detritus, débris, or slickens caused by or 
arising from hydraulic mining; and then hydraulic mining is detined 
as proposed by the senior Senator from California in his amendment 

Mr. McMILLAN. And instituting suits. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It authorizes the Secretary of War to 
institute suits; something that the Secretary of War could not do under 
the general provisions in sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6; so the provision on page 
50 and the provisions in sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 are not at all inconsistent. 
They are in harmony with each other. 

This proposition of the senior Senator from California [ Mr. STan- 
FORD], if it shall be adopted and then the House text be adopted, 
simply places a power in the hands of the Secretary of War in refer- 
ence to these three rivers to prevent this thing being done that he would 
not have in reference torivers generally under the general provisions of 
sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

Itall comes back to this simple proposition, in the first place, whether 
Congress has the power, under the commercial clause, *‘to prevent the 
washing, sluicing, dumping, or discharging detritus, débris, or slickens, 
caused by or arising from hydraulic mining,’’ as defined by the pro- 
posed amendment of the senior Senator from California; and, secondly, 
whether, having the power, it is a proper exercise of that power to per- 
mit or authorize the Secretary of War to use a certain amount of this 
appropriation to prevent that thing. Thatisallthereistoit. Itseems 
to me that that is a reasonable proposition and one that ought to be 
adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. This involves a very great question, and is one that 
ought not to be passed by casually or informally or without due con- 
sideration. 

If I understand the Senator from California correctly, the object and 
purpose and inevitable result of this amendment will be to practically 
destroy one of the great interests of California. For more than thirty 
years the people who are now engaged in carrying on the operations 
of mining by what is known as the hydraulic process have contributed 
enormously to the weaith not only of California but of the nation 
and the world. They acquired the territory in which they are now 
operating by purchase. They paid largely in excess of the minimum 
price of the public lands for that portion of the territory of the United 
States that is now the scene of their operations. 

The enterprise in which these people are engaged is lawful. They 
entered upon it with the consent of the United States. They have in- 
vested enormous amounts of money in the construction of the works 
the dams, the viaducts, the machinery by which they are extracting 
thegold from thesegravel beds. And now, without notice, because some 
other industry is supposed to require protection, without recompense 


| Or compensation or equivalent to them for what you deprive them of 
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and what you destroy, you propose to say that by the operations of 
this bill, nominally for the protection of the rivers and harbors of this 
country, that great industry shall be paralyzed and annihilated; that 
hereafter no man, no matter what he has invested, no matter if all his 
earthly possessions are invested in the lands he has bought and the 
machinery that he has constructed, if by reason of his operations any 
silt or deposit runs down into the remotest tributary of the Sacramento 
and Feather Rivers, shall be entitled thereafter to continue those oper- 
ations. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 
gation. 

Mr. INGALLS. It puts the whole subject into the hands of spies and 
informers, and it inflicts unjust penalties on these people, and gives half 
of those penalties to the sneak who goes and files his information be- 
fore the district attorney. It is an invasion of private rights. It in- 
stitutes a system that is abhorrent to American civilization, and in this 
peremptory and experimental way, without any recompense to the per- 
son whose property you destroy, proposes to obliterate one of the con- 
fessedly great industries of the Queen State of the Pacific coast; for 
what, Mr. President? Why, that some other industry may be stim- 
ulated or protected ! 

We are told here by many of the advocates of this bill that water 
ways are becoming rapidly extinct; that in competition with railway 
routes they are insufficient and antiquated; and yet here by a novel 
process and invention, as the Senator from Oregon assures us, of his own, 
something hitherto unattempted in legislation or in jurisprudence, you 
propose upon the pretext of excavating and dredging out the channel 
of a river away down in the lowlandsof this State, to enable local com- 
merce to be carried over it, the fruit and the wheat that is raised upon 
these low lands, to say to these people who are in these great elevations 
at an enormous expense, who at the invitation of the Umited States 
Government for thirty years have carried on their operations, ‘‘ From 
this time you shall do so no more, under the penalty of heavy fine and 
imprisonment.’’ 

Mr. President, I hope before we get through with this bill that we 
shall have the opportunity of voting directly upon the sections from 2 
to 7, and ascertain whether or not industries can bedestroyed, whether 
legitimate enterprises can be extinguished, and whether upon the as- 
sumption that the navigable waters are under the control of the United 









Only where it is an obstacle to navi- 























































to be imposed upon him. 
Not only that, but the bill goes further. 


read these extraordinary provisions. 


or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or un 


With much multiplicity of verbiage— 


ee 


the United States for the improvement of which Con 
may hereafter make, appropriations, or to dump, di 
be dumped, disc ed. or w: 


or into ‘any tributaries, branch, or affluent of such waters or rivers— 


be deposited or — or washed, dumped, or d 
slate, gravel, earth, slack, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgi 
ders, or other refuse or mill-waste, or gravel, tailings, bow 


clay, 
nary or high tides, or by storms or fi 
As if that were not enough— 
or otherwise, and become— 
Not “‘be,’’ but ‘* become’’— 
an obstruction to navigation. 


Senator who has ever been or is now here. 


been presented for the sanction of this body. 
This extends to all affiuents of any navigable stream ! 


States ‘Government remote provinces are to be despoiled and people 
are to be told that upon no tributary or affluent of any navigable 
stream, hundreds of miles away from the point where the tide ebbs or 
flows or navigation is possible, shall any man puta tin pan with the 
refuse of a household or the garbage of a neighborhood withoat being 
subjected to the peril of having some sneak and spy and informer lodge 
complaint against him for the purpose of getting half the fine that is 


Not only is the housewife 
or citizen not allowed to put anything in a creek, in a rivulet, in any 
little line of surface drainage, because forsooth it may wash down by 
the streams or the rainfalls hundreds of miles below into the navi- 
gable waters, but this bill forbids putting anything on shore. Let me 





Sec. 2. It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, 


into any port, road, roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable river, or other waters of 
has already made, or 

or wash, or cause to 
ed, from any mine or mineral land or bank, tail- 
ings, bowlders, gravel, clay, earth, or débris into any navigable waters or rivers 
for the improvement of which Congress has made or may make appropriations, 


No matter where they may be located, at what point or what remote 
distance they may empty into the channel of this navigable stream— 
or to deposit or place, wash, dump, or discharge, or cause, suffer, or procure to 
ischarged, any ballast, stone, 
sawdust, slag, cin- 
earth, or 
débris, from mines or mineral lands, in any place or situation on shore where 
the same shall be liable to be washed into any navigable waters, either by ordi- 


Mr. President, I am as firm an advocate for the extension of the 
national authority over all territory of this Union, I presume, as any 
I am in favorof extending 
national dominion everywhere in the interest of justice and the pro- 
motion of the public welfare; but this is the most extraordivary inno- 
vation, the most unprecedented invasion of rights, not only of States 
but of individuals, of neighborhoods, and communities that ever has 


Take the Mis- 
souri River that from its headwaters down to the Gulf of Mexico is 
4,500 miles long, the longest navigable stream on the face of the globe, 
beside which the Nile aud the Danube and the Plateare infants. And 


yet under this bill because down at the passes of the Mississippi are 
navigable waters that have been made the subject of appropriation by 
the United States, any sneak or spy or informer in the far-remote re- 
gions of Montana, in the Yellowstone Park, away up on the very con- 
tines of the British possessions can lodge complaint against any citizen 
of the United States, not of putting the refuse of a saw-mill into one of 
affluents of the Missouri River 4,000 miles away from where it dis- 
charges itself into the Gulf, but of depositing on the shore of any of 
these affluents of the Missouri River in Montana or Wyoming the déiris 
of a saw-mill, the tailings of a mine, because, forsooth, it may at some 
time, no one knows when or where or how, not by the ordinary prog- 
ress of the water through the channels of the stream, but by some flood 
or rainfall or water-spout or otherwise be washed down into the stream, 
and thence through its circuitous meanderings and wanderings through 
the great empire that lies below lodge somewhere within the limits of 
the water to which appropriations are made by the Government of the 
United States and become—not ‘‘be’’ but ‘‘become’’—at some time 
or other an obstruction to navigation. 

This is what the Senator from Oregon claims as his own particular 
and special invention. He has with assiduity and industry, un- 
wearied through a long term of public service, urged this matter upon 
the attention of the committees in both Houses, and has at last secured 
the adoption by one of the principal committees here of these provis- 
ions of this bill. The Senator from Oregon is entitled certainly to a 
patent for novelty for his invention. The only wonder to me is that a 
bill so far-reaching and monstrous, so unnecessary, so in violation of 
all the previous practice of this Government, so susceptible of abuse, 
and in every way such an invasion of the rights of States and indi- 
viduals should have received the sanction of the committees in both 
Houses of Congress. 

The junior Senator from Oregon attempted to correct me because I 
ventured to suggest that the proposition offered by the senior Senator 
from California was included in a general provision of this bill, and he 
said that the provisions in sections 2 to 7 were general in their terms; 
that they applied to the entire subject, and created a new penal code 
for the purpose of preventing persons from interfering with the navi- 
gable waters of the United States, and then attempted to instruct me 
to the effect that the provision that the committee have eliminated on 
page 50 and proposed to be amended by the Senator from California 
had reference to a particular locality, an expenditure that would be not 
included in the general provisions of sections 2 to 7. I listened with 
great interest, and I fail to discern how, if the language in section 2 
shall be adopted, and how, if section 6 shall be adopted, it will not be 
possible under the provisions of those two sections to punish any miners 
that may hereafter in California on the headwaters of the Feather 
River and its tributaries deposit their slickens and detritus in the val- 
leys of those streams. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Under the general provision of course 
they may be punished; but in the absence of a special provision the 
Secretary of War would not be authorized to take measures to prevent 
the thing being done. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill declares in line 1204 that the balance of 
said unexpended money shall not be used until the Secretary of War is 
‘satisfied that hydraulic mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on 
said rivers and their tributaries;’’ and yet the Senator would leave the 
impression that there will be a compulsory obligation on the part of 
the Secretary of War to spend this money, and that he himself, in addi- 
tion to the other penal sections of this bill, shall be endowed with special 
functions to punish the miners on the headwaters of the Feather }tiver 
because they are conducting their operations as they have been for thirty 
years and whom you now propose to annihilate and destroy. 

It may be that the Sacramento and Feather Rivers are not navigable 
streams; it may be that they are not streams that would come into the 
category that is named in section 6, and it is possible that by some 
mysterious process they would be exempt from the penal provisions of 
section 6; but unless that is the case you are simply imposing adidi- 
tional, unnecessary, cruel, and unjust restrictions upon these men en- 
gaged now in a lawful enterprise for the benefit of some other industry 
in the State of California with which I am not entirely acquainted. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Does the Senator from Kansas hold 
that under the general provisions of section 2 the Secretary of War or 
the President of the United States or anybody else would have any 
power to prevent the obstruction of these rivers ? ; 

Mr. INGALLS. He is authorized not to spend any money until it 
is prevented, and you put the machinery to prevent it in the hands o! 
a proper officer of the Government; and after you have done so you 
want to arm the Secretary of War with additional weapons, to g¢'ve 
him more ammunition, and enable him to inflict superfiuous penaltics 
on these people and select them for a chosen assault over and above «1! 
those who may be the subject of the general law. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator from Kansas is coming 
around evidently to the position I occupy, which is this, that under 


the general provision in section 2 a person violating the provisions of 
this section may be indicted and fined; but there is no power in the 
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Secretary of War or anybody else to take measures to prevent the thing 


being done. Nowit is true—and there is the difference in the two prop- 
ositions—that the proposition is on page 50 of this bill to give that 
power, not given in the general provision, to the Secretary of War with 
reference to these three rivers. That may all be wrong—I do not think 
it is myself—but it simply provides what I suggested in the first place, 
that the proposition on page 50 is to enlarge the powers of the Secre- 
tary of War, to give him a new and different and separate and distinct 
power from that which he possesses under section 2. That is all I wish 
to say. 

Me STANFORD. I propose to address myself for a few moments to 
considering thespecific amendment under consideration, and what there 
may be in section 2touching the headwaters of the Yellowstone I leave 
out. 

This section, you will observe, confines itself to a particular kind of 
mining. All others it leaves alone. And why the Senator from Kan- 
sas should object to this particular amendment since he has such a jeal- 
ous care of the rights of the miners I do not know, because this amend- 
ment only affects a particular class and a very limited number. I am 
very glad that he is so jealous of the personal rights of individuals. I 
myself am a stickler for the rights of individuals, and hold that this Gov- 
ernment should never impair their rights except upon just compensa- 
tion when their property is taken for public use. 

I am not aware that the Government of the United States, in mak- 
ing their deeds for the mining lands, have ever said that the grantees 
had the right to do anything with other Government land or with the 
rights of other individuals. There is no clause in them that they may 
wash down the débris upon individual farms all over the State. There 
is no clause there giving the right to put their débris upon any other 
man’s property or upon any other acre of the Government of the United 
States itself. If there had been any such thing as that, it would be 
high time for the Government to condemn this property and pay just 
compensation. Are they to stand by and see the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco destroyed, with the navigation of the San Joaquin and the Sac- 
ramento, two of the most important rivers in the United States, to- 
gether forming navigable streams north and south of about 400 miles 
through a magnificent country? 

What may be the condition of the general clauses of section 2 I am 
not prepared to discuss; but we want to limit the class of mining that 
is to be affected. We take from the miners no right that they now 
a as against any other individuals. They have patents for their 

d from the Government as patents are issued for farming land, and 
a miner has no more right under his patent to destroy the land of the 
farmer than the farmer has to destroy the mining interests. Each of 
them holds certain rights specified in their deeds; and if the miner has 
bought lands the deeds for which do not have clauses enough to pro- 
tect him and to allow him to do all that he pleases, that was his mis- 
take at the time, and he had better apply to the Government to cor- 
rect it. But I do not know anything in those patents that authorizes 
a miner to destroy the harbor or the rivers of California, or to destroy 
the farming lands of the farmers along the banks of these streams, 
which are of far more value than all the hydraulic mining in the State 
put together is now or ever will be in time to come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryeinthe chair). The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD]. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The SecrRETARY. In the words proposed to be stricken out by the 
Committee on Commerce, after the word ‘‘mining,’’ at the end of line 
1210, it is proposed to insert: 


By water used through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure. 


Mr. HEARST. Is the amendment I sent up in order now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisnot. The Chair will inform the 
Senator from California that his amendment belongs to another portion 
of the bill and not to this. 

Mr. HEARST. But I want it added here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis already an amendment to an 
amendment now pending, and a further amendment would not be in 
order at this time. The question is on the amendment of the other 
pos California [Mr. STANFORD] to the amendment of the com- 

ttee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now the Senator from California [Mr. HEArst] 
can offer his amendment. 

Mr. HEARST. I offer my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from California that his amendment as offered applies in words to page 
62, after acertain line and after a certain word. 

Mr. HEARST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Page 62 has not been reached. We 
are how on 50. 

Mr, . Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 62, section 2, line 42, after the word 


**pressure,’’ it is proposed to insert 
natural banks.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems impossible to penetrate Beotian darkness. 
The Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] desires to add these words 
which were to be inserted on that paragraph at the end of the words 
which have been inserted in this by his colleague; and I suppose he 
has a right to doit if we can obtain the necessary machinery at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator trom California has sent 
no such amendment to the desk yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. I respectfully state that he has. He says he wants 
these words to go in this amendment that is now pending before the 
Senate. 

Mr. STANFORD. I want these words, which occur also on page 62, 
but I do not want to confound the two. 

Mr. INGALLS. I speak now about the Senator’s colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will entertain any motion 
for amendment which the Senator from California or the Senator from 
Kansas makes. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. As I understand the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HEARST], he wishes more thoroughly and more correctly 
to describe the character of mining of which the other Senator from 
California [Mr. STANFORD] complains, to wit, hydraulic mining. His 
amendment goes to the point that the penalty in this clause about to 
be passed shall not apply to hydraulic mining. 

but there is a vast amount of hydraulic mining carried on in Califor- 
nia on small banks where no very considerable amount of débris can ever 
get into the streams, certainly none that would injure the navigation 
of those streams. Nearly all the placer mining of California is carried 
on through pipes and under hydraulic pressure; but the banks are very 
small banks, whereas the hydraulic mining proper as understood in 
California means banks ranging from fifty to three or four hundred feet 
in height and parts of which are constantly thrown into the gulches 
and washed toward the streams. Itis to define exactly what hydraulic 
mining is and in connection with the amendment offered by the senior 
Senator from California that the junior Senator from California offers 
this amendment, more correctly to describe hydraulic mining, as I said 
before. He wants to offer it in this place and also in the other place. 
Wherever hydraulic mining is referred to in this bill he wishes to define 
what hydraulic mining means. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California [Mr. 
HEARST] offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secrerary. At the end of the amendment just adopted it is 
proposed to add: 

“And against mountain sides or natural banks ;”’ so as to read: 

“If he be not so satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal pro- 
ceedings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dis- 
charging detritus, débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic min- 
ing, by water used through pipes and used through nozzles under pressure and 
against mountain sides or natural banks, into either of said rivers or any of its 
tributaries, or into the San Joaquin River or any of its tributaries, or in or to 
such place or situation from which such detritus, débris, or slickens may be liable 
to be washed or carried by storms or floods into either of said ri¥ers or tribu- 
taries; and he is hereby instructed to use out of said sum as much as may be 
necessary for said purpose.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out the clause as amended. 

Mr. TELLER. The text as now amended is a good deal better than 
when it came from the other House. I do not myself believe it ought 
to pass atall. I think we ought to sustain the committee in striking 
this out, although if we are to have it in the text at all, as I said be- 
fore it is improved by the two amendments which have been put on. 

Whatever may have been said about this, it is a contest in California 
between the miners on the one hand and the agriculturistson the other 
that has excited the people of that State for some years, and I do not 
believe myself that under the pretense of saving navigable rivers from 
being filled up it is the duty of the United States Government to com- 
mence prosecutions against these people in the hills of California. 

I am opposed to this provision. I am in favor of sustaining the com- 
mittee in striking it out. I think all these questions must be and 
ought to be left to the State to settle for themselves. They are ques- 
tions concerning private rights; and although this may ultimately in- 
jure the navigation of the rivers and very likely it will, that is not the 
question. It isa controversy, I repeat, between citizens of California 
first as to whether they shall have a right to wash down the banks and 
the débris going down the rivers and overflowing the farms and destroy- 
ing them, as they say it does by raising the bed of the river and thus 
creating floods—whether the miners shall be interdicted in that work 
or whether they shall be allowed to continue it. 

This provision has not any place in this bill, in the first place, any 
more than section 2 and section 3, as I shall attempt to show when we 
come to those provisions, and it ought to be stricken out. When we 
come to sections 2 and 3 I propose to express my opinion as to those pro- 
visions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee. 


“‘and against mountain sides or 


The question is on this amendment 
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Mr. HALE. Just what is the question now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
striking out from line 1207 te 1217, inclusive, as amended. 

Mr. HALE. The committee, as I understand, are in favor of strik- 
ing out the clause that has been amended. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yea, sir. 

Mr. HEARST. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if I understand the question, it 
is upon the committee amendment, that strikes out all that part of the 
bill between the word ‘‘ tributaries,’’ in lines 1206 and 1207, and the 
word ‘‘ purpose,’’ inclusive, in line 1217, as that House clause has been 
amended this morning by various propositions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine is correct. 

Mr. HALE. The committee propose to strike all that out. That 
leaves this subject-matter with the money to be expended, provided 
** the Secretary of War be satisfied that hydraulic mining hurtful to 
navigation has ceased on said rivers and their tributaries; ’’ butstrikes 
out al] the provisions directing the General Government to seek out and 
prosecute the men who are engaged in their vocation on the upper banks 
of these rivers. If that is the case I, for one, shall vote for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STANFORD. As I understand, the proposition is to adopt the 
amendment of the committee, which means to strike out all that por- 
tion which we have been endeavoring to amend. I take it that Sena- 
tors here are in favor of restoring the text with such amendments as 
have been adopted this morning. Therefore those who are in favor of 
leaving that clause in as amended will vote against the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. HALE. You will vote “nay.” 

Mr. STANFORD. Yes. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). My col- 
league | Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
would vote, 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLguitr]. I do not know how he would 
vote if present. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Dlinois [Mr. CuLtom] being pres- 
ent, I vote ** nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 
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YEAS—31. 
Beck, Edmunds, Hearst,, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Ingalls, Sewell, 
Call, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Cockrell, George, Kenna, Vance, 
Coke, Gibson, MeMilian, Vest, 
Conger, Gray, Maxey, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Hampton, ’ 

NAYS—19, 
Allison, Harris, Manderson, 

rry, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Biair, Hawley, Palmer, Whi » 
Brown, oar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Logan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Miller, Sabin, 
Bowen, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., : 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, 
Camden, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Chace, McPherson, Piumb, 
Colquitt, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
So the amendment was to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1227, to increase the appropriation for ‘* improving the mouth 
of the Columbia River, Oregon,’ from $150,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1247, after the word “‘ improvement,”’ toinsert “ including nec- 
essary repairs of works at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth reservation, Ar- 
row Rock, Kansas City, and Nebraska City;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 


ment, including necessary repairs of works at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth res- 
ervation, Arrow Kansas City, and Nebraska City, $500,000. 


Mr. INGALLS. The amendment of the committee I see names cer- 
tain works at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth reservation, Arrow Rock, and 
Kansas City. The money iated for the Missouri River is not 
expended to any considerable extent for the purpose of navigation, but 
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for the purpose of protecting the shores against the dangers of erosion 
where important cities are locaved or where bridges cross the stream, 
so that the channel of the river may net leave towns and bridges so that 
they will be unavailable. I do not think there is any regular navig,- 
tion on the Missouri River above Kansas City. Now and then a boat 
bound for the upper waters of the Yellowstone goes by in the spring 
and returns again in the fall if it can; but the flotilla that is employed 
in the commerce of the Upper Missouri remains there during the entire 
year, and navigation of the Missouri River is practically abandoned. 
There is a railroad on both sides of the river from its junction with the 
Mississippi up as far as Omaha and perhaps above on the west bank, 
and quite to a distance into Dakota Territory on the east, so that the 
facilities of transportation are abandoned; and as the stream is so tort- 
uous and its channel so shifting, I doubt whether it can ever be made 
navigable or used as an auxiliary for transportation. But there are 
many other points besides those amended in this amendment where 
money has been expended for the purposes of protecting bridges and the 
wharves of cities which ought to be not certainly excluded by the lan- 
guage of this amendment. 

I should understand if these placesare specially retained in the bil! 
that there is a sort of adirection by Congress that the money or the bulk 
of it shall be expended at these places. That is unjust; itis invidious, 
and it is unnecessary also, and I do not know on what information the 
committee acted in putting these points in the bill. The city of Saint 
Joseph, that is about 75 miles above Kansas City, is a point where a 
large amount of money has been expended; a bridge crosses the river 
there; and if the channel were changed materially that bridge would 
be left inland, and it would not be available for the crossing of the trains 
and the wagon traffic that now go over it. 

The same may be said of Atchison. There has been $120,000 spent 
at Atchison for the purpose of protecting the banks against the erosion 
of the currents. And if the purpose of the committee was—and I ask 
the Senator from Missouri on that point—if the intention of the com- 
mittee was to exclude these other points, it is certainly an act of great 
injustice, because there is liable to be at any moment a break in the 
revetment works that have been placed at other points on the river be 
sides those here named; and this fund which is appropriated ought to 
be at the disposition of the commission from time to time to expen: 
wherever it may be necessary. Sometimes after a flood in that streani 
it rises 28 or 30 feet and then recedes, and the quicksands of the bank 
being saturated, whenever the water recedes, failing to receive support 
from the column that is in the stream, the banks rapidly cave in ani 
disappear, and then boats that are employed on the river for driving 
piles and laying basket-work and mattresses ought to be in such a con- 
dition that they can go wherever it may be necessary to expend th 
money. Itseems to me that it is an unjust exclusion of points that 
are just'as much entitled to the benefits of this appropriation as those 
that are named. 

1 should like to hear from the Senator from Missouri, who I suppos 
took charge of this matter in the committee, or from the chairman o! 
the committee, if there is any particular reason why this fund shoul: 
not be disposed of as it has been heretofore at the points on the rive: 
where it is necessary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The committee received their information from 
the of the engineers and from the report of the Missouri Riv 
Commission, and from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who is 
a member of the committee, and the Senator’s colleague [Mr. PLUM» | 
if not the Senator himself. I am not aware whether the Senator im- 
parted any information on that subject to the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was not the intention asI understand it ot 
the committee to exclude any point which would be recommended }) 
the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would suggest an amendment to the paragraph. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not know whether the bill as printed con- 
tains all the amendments which were made by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. There is a mistake in the printof the bill. Theameni- 
ment was changed in the committee by striking out the words ‘‘repai:- 
of. ” 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read as it ought to be. 

Mr. VEST. It ought to read ‘‘ including necessary works.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment commences on line 1247. Let 
the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, page 51, in line 1247, after ‘lic 
word ‘‘improvement,’’ insert ‘‘including necessary repairs of works 
at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas (1!) 
and Nebraska City;’’ and in line 1250, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ | 
strike out ‘‘ without the intervention of the Missouri River Comm-- 
sion’’ and insert ‘* to be expended under the direetion of the Secret:ry 
of War, in accordance with the plans, estimates, and reeommendati«!:s 
of the Missouri River Commission;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Impro Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing impro\: 
ment, including necessary repairs of works at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth Re-«r- 
vation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City,and Nebraska City, $500,000.to be expen:« 
under the direction of the of War, in accordance 
mates, and of the Missouri River Commission. 


with the plans, es\'- 
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Mr. McMILLAN. The committee agreed upon an amendment strik- 
{ng out the word “the,” in line 1252, before the word ‘‘ plans;’’ and 
after ‘* ” inserting the word ‘‘and;’’ and, in line 1253, striking 
out the words ** and recommendations of ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
‘*to be furnished by;’’ so that the amendment will read: 

To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance 
with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri River Commission. 

That is the amendment as it was agreed upon by the committee, I 
think on the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. Also, in lines 1247 and 1248, the words ‘‘ repairs of” 
should be stricken out; so as to read: 

Including necessary works at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth reservation, &e. 

Mr. INGALLS. The words “ repairs of,’’ I think, should not be 
omitted, because there are works at Omaha and Fort Leavenworth reser- 
vatiou, as I know, and also at KansasCity. Arrow Rock and Nebraska 
City I am not acquainted with. 

Mr. VEST. My idea in striking out the words ‘‘repairs of’? was that 
‘‘ necessary works ’’ would include all necessary repairs, a more com- 
prehensive term. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. It would be best for us not to say there had been work 
done at these points. Saint Joseph is a point that ought to be included, 
and I so voted; but it has been omitted. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the word ‘“‘ Atchison’’ may be inserted 
after the word “‘Omaha.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion. : 

Mr. VEST. Thereport of the commission which I have in my hand, 
dated April 30, 1886, shows that there was an unexpended balance of 
$3,017.07 on April 30, 1886, for the work at Saint Joe, and in the re- 
port of the commission, contained in the report of the Secretary of War, 
volume 2, part 4, the commission say: 

It was found, however, that at Saint Joseph, Mo., a cut-off was threatened, 
which, if made, would have a far-reaching and injurious effect upon the stream, 
and that moreover there was a considerable amount of work there in place, ex- 
ecuted under former appropriations, which, if left to itself, would be lost. These 
two circumstances combined seemed to justify making an exception in this case 
to the general! rules established, and it was accordingly determined to complete 
the revetment of the banksinthisvicinity. One orthe other circumstance alone 
oceurs elsewhere, but does not, in the judgment of the commission, justify a 
departure from the systematic plan proposed. 

That is, to improve by reaches, commencing from Kansas City and 
going down to the mouth. There was a great deal of criticism in an- 
other portion of the Capitol on the fact that the report of the Missouri 
River Commission shows that $259,000 were expended at Kansas City. 
There is a very simple explanation of that. Major Suter, who has had 
charge of the river for several years, says in his report here that he divided 
the river into two sections, one extending 800 miles from Saint Louis, at 
the mouth of the river, to Kansas City. Thedistance from the mouth of 
the river to Fort Benton is 2,500 miles, which would leave about 1,700 
miles from Kansas City to Sioux City. 

Mr. CONGER. Allow me to call the Senator’s attention to the clos- 
ing part of the paragraph of the bill under consideration. It would 
seem not important to put in any of the places, because as the commit- 
tee propose to amend the clause it reads: 

To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance 
with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri River Commission. 

I think we might safely leave the places where there are to be re- 
pairs made er new work commenced for any of these purposes to the 
commissioners hereafter as we have heretofore. The places that are 
named, or any others that the special attention of the committee may 

be desired to be called to, are not objectionable, but I do not think it 
is necessary to name them to secure the expenditure of sufficient money 
for repairs. 

Mr. VEST. I will come to that point in a moment or two. 
tances are laid down as follows: 

U assumi their duties, the commission found that a continuous survey 
of the river had m made from its mouth to Fort Pierre, Dak., a distance of 
1,174 miles, and also from the mouth of Sun River, at the head of the falis, to 
Stubbs Ferry, near Helena, a distance of 130.7 miles, leaving unsurveyed the 

rtions extending from Fort Pierre to the mouth of Sun River, a distance es- 

imated at about 1,390 miles, and from Stubbs Ferry to the headwaters of the 

Missouri, at Three Forks, a distance estimated at 73 miles. They found that 

the head of na was at Fort Benton, situated about 250 miles below the 

headwaters, and about 2,519 miles above the mouth of the river. 

In other words, the Missouri River is navigable 2,519 miles. 


That works of improvement had been executed at various points from Saint 
Charles, Mo. 25 miles above the mouth, to Kipp’s Rapids, 58 miles below Fort 
Benton, besides some smal! works constructed in 1880 above the falls. 

For convenience of administration, the river had been divided into two dis- 
tricts, the first district extending from the mouth to Sioux City,a distance of 
803 and the second from Sioux City to Fort Benton,a distance of about 
1,716 miles. The division was an artificial one, made simply for convenience, 


there no marked change in the character of tho river fora long distance 
abuve and Sioux City. 


It is not material under these divisions how far it is from Kansas 
City to Sioux City. The second division extends from Sioux City to 
oa anand the first division extends from the mouth of the river 

ty. 

It is true this commission has expended two hundred and fifty-odd 
dollars at Kansas City for two reasons given in the report. 


It will be so ordered, without objec- 


The dis- 
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The first is that Kansas City is by far the most important city on the 
river, the population being now in the neighborhood of 140,000, and 
increasing at the rate of 10,000 a year—almost unparalleled in the 
history of this country. 


acter of this improvement ? 


nary tricks, for it is in the habit of doing it. 
the full volume of its current, striking the southern bank of the river 
just above the city. 
middle pier of the bridge there and endangering the whole structure. 
Where it struck the river, justabove Kansas City, it seems to threaten 
a cut-off, which would destroy virtually navigation below the city for 
a considerable distance. 
exertions were made by the people of the city and the municipal au- 
thorities to call the attention of the board of engineers to this improve- 
ment, and various amounts have been appropriated since I have been 
upon the Comittee on Commerce from time to time for the purpose of 
meeting this particular thing. 


Kansas City as the initial point, because, as Major Suter says, ‘ | mean 
to work down-stream.”’ 
down-stream instead of up, and that be took Kansas City not because 
it was exactly half way down the first section, but because it furnished 
a base of supplies, being a large city, to get all the material and men 
that were needed. 


has spoken, Major Suter goes on and shows that hitherto work has been 
done at the following points on the Missouri River, under different ap- 


propriations, during the last ten years: 


Mo., 226.5 miles, 1879; Lexington, Mo., 319 miles, 1880; Kansas City, Mo., 386 miles, 


Saint Joseph, Mo., 479.5 miles, 1876; Brownville, Nebr., 580 miles, 1480; Eastport, 


803 miles, 1878. 













this portion of the bill under consideration, conspicuously the Senator 


paid some attention to the work already done at these different points 
the work there would be totally worthless, and would be washed away 
in the coming freshets. The Senator from Kansas to my right [ Mr. 


ment for an improvement of the military reservation at Fort Leaven- 
worth, that if it were not improved and improved at once it would 
result in great damage, irremediable damage, to the Government prop- 
erty at that point. 





those points, not seeking to discriminate against any but these points 


| lished between the mouth of the river and Sioux City and between 





OS3 1 





Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator state in a general way the char- 


Mr. VEST. The riverat Kansas City is performing one of its ordi- 
It commenced bearing 


It then dashed outin a cross-current, striking the 


it became so extremely dangerous that great 


The report of the Missouri River Commission shows that they took 


Major Suter says the improvement must go 


I will not read in exlenso. 
Now as to the points above this of which the Senator from Michigan 


Saint Chares, Mo.,25 miles, 1880; Cedar City, Mo., 147 miles, 1879; Glasgow, 
1879; Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 419 miles, 1878; Atchison, Kans., 446 miles, 1878; 


lowa,and Nebraska City, Nebr., 608.5 miles, 1876; Piattsmouth, Nebr., 635 miles, 
1880; Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 668 miles, 1878; Sioux City, lowa, 


Senators appeared before the Committee on Commerce when we had 


from Nebraska, and stated that unless the Missouri River Commission 


PLUMB] appeared, and alleged the necessity in the name of the Govern- 


For that reason we specified certain points upon the river and we took 


that were brought to our attention where the works were in danger 
and where it was necessary that thereshould be new work done at once. 
There was not the slighest idea, and especially on my part, to omit 
Saint Joseph, beeause Saint Joseph is the third city in the State of Mis- 
souri. I inferred, however, from the report of the commission that 
the largest part of the work at Saint Joe, if not all, had been done, 
leaving an unexpended balance of $3.000; and there is an unexpended 
balance of $50,000 from the old appropriation at Kansas City. ‘The ap- 
propriation for the whole river from the mouth up to Sioux City is 
$500,000 I confess that my object in putting in thisclause specifically 
was to call the attention of the Missouri River people to the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. I find for the upper river: ‘“‘ Improving Missouri 
River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing improvement, $30,- 
000,”? making $580,000 for the whole river. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not speaking about that part of the river. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought you were speaking of the whole river. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. The commission divided the river into two 
sections for improvement purposes, one extending from the mouth to 
Sioux City and the other from Sioux City to Fort Benton, which is the 
head of navigation; but I am not directing my remarks at all to the 
upper section of the river. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
the committee considered carefully the relative proportions to be estab- 


Sioux City and Fort Benton. My information is that the chief naviga- 
tidn of this river, so far as steam craft are concerned, is between Sioux 
City and Fort Benton. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is a separate appropriation for that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is just what I am directing my attention to. 
As stated by the Senator from Kzna:as, there is comparatively little 
navigation between Sioux City and the mouth of the Missouri. So I 
wish to suggest to the committee that the sum of $500,000 should be 
reduced to $400,000 and $100,000 added to the appropriation for the 
navigation of the Upper Missouri. 1 am informed that that is a more 
just arrangement for the benefit of the navigation of the whole river 
than to expend this large sum between Sioux City and the mouth. I 
suggest that to the committee, and I hope they will agree to it. 














































































Mr. VEST. I hopenot. The Missouri River Commission made this 
report in regard to the expenditure on the river: 


It is the opinion of the commission that the work, while in the experimental 
stage, should be carried on under annual appropriations of $1,000,000 each, and 
they accordingly recommend for the coming year for this portion ‘of the river— 


That is, from Sioux City to the mouth— 
an appropriation of $1,000,000. 


The House of Representatives instead of giving a million dollars ap- 
propriated only $500,000. Now if the Senator from Iowa will listen 
to Major Suter’s report I think possibly it is a better argument than I 
could make although I had all the time that was necessary before me 
with regard to this question. 

He gives the two opinions in reference to the improvement of this 
river, which I confess is a very difficult problem on account of the pe- 
culiar nature of its banks and the enormous length of the river, itself 
as great as the Mississippi River. Indeed by an arbitrary nomenclat- 
ure the name of Mississippi was given to another stream, although the 
Mississippi proper takes its color and character, I will not say from the 
Missouri River, but there is acontinuation of the lower river up through 
Missouri and between Nebraska and Iowa. You might as well have 
called any other stream the Mississippi as what is now called the Upper 
Mississippi, because it is a different stream in its character and in the 
color of its water, and distinct from the Mississippi River proper. The 
Missouri is really the Mississippi. But I want to read what Major 
Suter says in regard to his idea about the improvement of this river. 
It is not very long and it is very succinct and distinct. 

It remains to announce the principles by which they have been governed— 

That is, the commission— 


in making the allotments for carrying on the works and which they propose to 
follow in the future, where the appropriation bills leave such allotments to 
their discretion. The commission find that among the people most interested 
in the improvement of the Missouri River there are two radically different 
views as to the proper method of distributing the appropriations. On the one 
band it is held that the first and most important object of the appropriations is 
to check the ravages now being suffered by private, corporate, and municipal 
property on the banks; that an appropriation made by law to ‘apply to a long 
reach of river should be distributed somewhat uniformly over it, due attention 
being paid to the relative value of the interests endangered at different points; 
that the commerce now actually existing upon the river is of small importance, 
and that works for its exclusive benefit may well be deferred until the tangible 
property now visible be secured from injury. Naturally the persons holding 
these views have most frequently and most vigorously made themselves known 
to the commission. 

On the other hand,it is held by the commission that the appropriations are 
intended asa business investment made by the Government with the object 
with which any other capitalist enters upon a greatenterprise, namely, a return 
of the capital together with interest; that — mary object of the improve- 
ment is to deepen the channel and thus to provi a through transportation 
for freight by which the country may be develo; pe ow paid out be 
finally returned to the Treasury of the United fens tha’ cost of protect- 
ing any portion of the bank from erosion is so great that tn is — in excep- 
tional cases that the annual interest upon the investment does not exceed the 
annual loss without protection; that while it is true that there is but «a small 
amount ef commerce upon the ‘river at this time, the object is to increase that 
commerce, and that if that object fails the whole scheme is a financial failure 
whether the destruction of property may have been sto apne Ee aoe. finally, 
that to distribute the a priations over numerous points separated from each 
other by long distances is to insure r expense S the use of a and in 
administration, to postpone the realization of any benefits from the partially 
completed improvement, and probably also to have insufficient means at all 
points, with the disastrous results that have heretofore attended that policy. 

Holding these views, the commission have determined to concentrate their 
means and to apply them where there is the best promise of —_ substan- 
tial benefits to the general commerce of the United 8 States, at the earliest practi- 
cable date,and before the entire completion of the improvement. Evidently 
useful results can ae most quickly obtained by improving the lower end of the 
river, providing an outlet to the Mississippi. a ng necessities require 
that the work should progress down-stream. initial point must, therefore, 
be at some distance above the mouth. 

The commission have selected Kansas City, 386 miles above the mouth, be- 
— it is the first important commercial center to be met with in proceeding 

up-stream. They would have preferred an initial point at a less distance jon 
the mouth than 386 miles, but believing that no very great benefit would be con- 
ferred upon the commerce of the United States before the improvement shall 
extend from the mouth to Kansas City, they have allowed the following con- 
siderations to control, namely, that it was desirable to begin the work near a 

base of supplies, and that some detached work had already been done 
1ere under previous appropriations which could be utilized as part of a general 
scheme of improvement. 

The latter —— of the appropriation for the portion of the river below Sioux 
City has been allotted to the works to be executed at and below Kansas City. 
The programme which the commission have ad is to make the improve- 
ment continuous, working down-stream from Kansas City to the mouth of the 
river, applying all the means placed at their disposal, as far as possible, to this 
purpose, protecting land, and building up new banks as this becomes necessary 
for the preservation of the channel. 


This is the scheme of the commission, and it is in my judgment the 
only feasible one. or 
Mr. ALLISON. t is a scheme based on an appropriation of a 
million of dollars. 
* Mr. VEST. They only get $500,000. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is true; but as the debate discloses that a 


large portion of the $500,000 will be required to protect and repair and 
care for works already completed at different points the banks 
between Sioux City and the mouth, it seems to me that if we are not 


by sufficient appropriation to enter upon a plan of improvement of this 

river, beginning as the commission suggests, it is better to divert a por- 

tion of the sum now to the Upper Missouri, in order so far as 

— to make that navigable to where steam navigation now is. 
hat is all I suggest. 
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I quite agree with the commission that if Congress will appropriats 
a sufficient sum of money, beginning at Kansas City, if you please, or a 
place lower down, and perfect and complete the improvement as it goes 
along, that would be very well; but evidently this appropriation of 
$500,000 is a mere bagatelle for the Missouri River on the plan adopted 
by the commission and suggested for the improvement of the river. 

Mr. VEST I heartily agree with the Senator from Iowa that this 
appropriation ought to be $1,000,000, and yet I suppose if I had mad, 
it $1,000,000, as I have the misfortune to be a member of the Commit. 
tee on Commerce, I should have been accused of venal rapacity or ra- 
pacious venality, I do not know which. My friend from Kansas [ Mr, 
INGALLS] has made that charge against every member of the commit- 
tee, indiscriminately and promiscuously. 

I did not increase the appropriations for the State of Missouri a sin. 
gle dollar. The whole State gets $17,500 of the enormous amount 
that the State needs. Having a horror and dread of the eloquence o; 
the Senator from Kansas, I was so modest and prudent as to leave even 
this great work of the improvement of the Missouri River at the amount 
placed on it by the House. The bill was increased in our committee 
$3,400,000. I preferred to get $500,000, though it was not half enouy 
for the Missouri River and $2,150,000 for the Mississippi, than to Dil e 
up appropriations and increase them so as to bring on a veto and |os 
the whole bill. Thatisthe honest truth. I thought I had better take 
what wasinsight. I find that other gentlemen were not quite so mod- 
est, and that they increased appropriations for their States until ihe 
bill as it came into the Senate at $18,400,000 will go out of the Senate 
at $19,000,000. Ido not know what the President will do with it. 
I know what I would do with it if I were not bound now by instruc. 
tions from the Legislature, as is my colleague, absolutely to vote appro- 
priations for the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. But for that tact | 
should vote against this bill, which is one of the most objectionable | 
have ever known. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri is mistaken in say ing 
the bill was reported at $19,000,000. It was at $18,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say it came out of committee at $19,000, (00. 
I said it would leave the Senate at $19,000,000. I say it came out of 
committee with $18,400,000, and I am not more than a few dollars ou: 
of the way, and by the time weare through with it at the rate we have 
progressed, putting back every decrease and increasing a great many 
appropriations already made, it will leave the Senate with $19,000, (0. 

I agree with the Senator from Iowa that the Missouri River should 
have a million dollars, and unquestionably I should have put it in if! 
had not thought I was endangering the $500,000 already granted. 

The Senator from Iowa, although he admits the appropriation is not 
enough by half, wants to take $100,000 off the lower river and put it 
on the upper river. That is not fair. In order to improve the upper 
river he ought not to rob the lower river. We do not expect to put a 
large number of steamboats on the lowerriver. There are two packets 
running now from Kansas City tothe mouth. I donot know that there 
will be another steamer ever put uponit. I hope there will be. But 
what we want at Kansas City and what the constituents of the Senator 
from Kansas want isa line of barges, if possible, that can be run down 
that river carrying grain to the Lower Mississippi. We have attempted 
that, and we have no lack of capital or enterprise; but we found that 
the Missouri was in such a condition that even barges could not be run 
down it; and, in my judgment, the only way in which the barge sys- 
tem can be successfully inaugurated there is under the system whic is 
advocated by Major Suter, to improve that river by reaches and not at 
sporadic points. 

I was opposed myself, I will say frankly, to granting any specific ap- 
propriation for points upon the river; but, as I have stated, Senators 
came to the committee and said works would be destroyed. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] said that the Government property «' 
Leavenworth was being endangered for the want of improvement, ani 
he felt it to be a duty to call the attention of the commission, whl: 
they were not asked to give up their general system, to the necessity 
of ing the improvements already made upon that stream. 

i to the barge m I will state here parenthetically, to 
show what would be the importance of a well-organized and moa 
barge system upon the Missouri River, one fact within my persona! 
knowledge. During the late strikes upon the railroads in the St: ate 0 f 
Missouri the rates of transportation upon the Missouri Pacific, belvn, 
ing to Mr. Gould, were enormously increased. Mr. Philip Armou! 
who has a large establishment at Kansas City, just across the Missouri 
line and within the limits of the State of Kansas but virtually for «!! 
business purposes within the corporate limits of Kansas City, Mo., (v- 
termined that rather than submit to these enormous rates he would 1 
and I think possibly three barges. He did so and loaded 
them with his commodities and sent them down the river and they 
made their way to the mouth. The fact that a man with his cap't: al 
had determined not to submit to these enormous charges by the ru!- 
roads, but that he would resort to some sort of water transportat!, 
eee that company to their senses and they immediately reduced 

their rates. 
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such a condition that we can get barges on it to carry grain down to 
the Mississippi to its mouth, it is all we ask, and I hope my friend 
from Iowa will not take $100,000 off an appropriation which he says 
now is 50 per cent. ander what it should be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri pro- 

an amendment? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator from Kansas, whom I do not see, has an 
amendment prepared which he desires to offer. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggested the addition of Atchison. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thatwill be inserted, and the Senator’s colleague 
(Mr. PiumB] suggested Saint Joseph. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Minnesota to propose an amendment from the committee. Will 
he state it again ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. In line 1252, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘the”’ before ‘‘ plans’’ and after the word “ plans’”’ to insert 
“and,” and in line 1253, after the word ‘‘ estimates,’’ to strikeout 
‘*and recommendationsof”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ to be furnished 
by;’’ so as to read: 

Five hundred thousand dollars, to be expended under the direction of the 


ry of War in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the 
Missouri River Commission. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be agreed to if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VEST. Inthesame paragraph, line 1247, after the word ‘‘ neces- 
sary,’’ I move to strike out the words ‘‘ repairs of works’’ and insert 
‘*work;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing im- 
provement, including necessary work at Omaha, Fort Leavenworth reserva- 
tion, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then the words “ Atchison and Saint Joseph”’ 
are inserted. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is now on the whole 
amendment in the clause from line 1246 to line 1254 as amended, which 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘‘improvement,’’ in line 1247, 
insert: 

Including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leaven- 
worth reservation, Arrow Kock, Kansas City ,and Nebraska City. 

And after the word ‘‘dollar,’’ in line 1250, to strike out: 

Without the intervention of the Missouri River Commission. 

And insert: 


To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance 
with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri River Commission. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I move toadd, after ‘‘ Nebraska City,’’ ‘‘ Platts- 
mouth and Brownville,’’ where works have been carried on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. There is another amendment which I propose, in line 
1247 to strike out ‘‘repairs of works.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been agreed to and was so 
ee The question is on the amendment as amended. 

. INGALLS. Does that include the addition of the committee 
in lines 1251, 1252, 1253, and 1254? 

Mr. VEST. It does. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the chairman of the committee would in- 

form the Senate in what condition this leaves the Missouri River Com- 
VEST. They have charge of the river. 
INGALLS. I should be inclined to doubt that. If they have 
of it they have not charge of the money and they have not any 
of the operations, because they are under the control of the Sec- 
of War “‘ without the intervention of the Missouri River Com- 
mission,’’ those words being omitted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. They are stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. But it is to be ‘‘in accordance with plans, esti- 
mates, and recommendations of the Missouri River Commission.’’ 

Mr. VEST. That is the ordinary language used in regard to the 


— a River. 
Mr. INGALLS. Their functions are not impaired then by this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. I will explain to the Senator from Kansas 
that the commission never has anything todo with money. That is 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. INGALLS. So I understand. 

Mr. VEST. They make requisitions on him which he approves or 
not at his own pleasure. This language is copied from the act which 
created the Mississippi River Commission and the Missouri River Com- 
mission. The House struck out both,the Mississippi River Commission 
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and the Missouri River Commission, and put the work on both back 
under the control of the Secretary of War. 

Under this bill as it is before the Senate the Missouri River below 
Sioux City is put back under the control of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion. The river above Sioux City is put under the control of the Bu- 
reau of Engineers. I thougnt myself, without saying what occurred in 
committee, that the whole of the river ought to be put back under the 
control of the Missouri River Commission, which has been in existence 
only one year, and that in fair dealing and justice to that commission 
they should have at least another year. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri a question. 
In lines 1255, 1256, and 1257 I find: 


Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton:.Continuing im- 
provement, $80,000 under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Has that portion of the river heretofore been under the control of the 
Missouri River Commission ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Theoretically but not practically. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why is the change made? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Engineer Corps have had practical charge of 


} . . * . aa 
that portion of the river, and it was at the earnest request of citizens 


residing on the upper portion of the river that this provision was in- 
serted. 

Mr. INGALLS. I remember some time last summer being on the 
upper waters of the Missouri, and there I met, I think, the civilian 
members of this commission; they had been engaged in their surveys 
and operations in Montana Territory, and I heard no complaint from 
any quarter; and unless there is some reason other than that which 
now appears, it seems to me it would be a very extraordinary thing to 
divide the river in twain, and leave one portion of it under the control 
of the Secretary of War and the other under the control of the com- 
missioners, because the river needs harmonious treatment. The sys- 
tem ought to be unified, and the theories upon which these two bodies 
may work might be entirely different, might be in conflict with each 
other; and unless the Senator from Minnesota is strenuous about it 
and shows some reasons other than those that appear to us, I should 
like to have those words ‘‘under the direction of the Secretary of 
War ’’ omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ at the end of line 1256, to insert ‘* under 
the direction of the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 


The question is on the amendment of 


Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $80,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I will compromise with my friend from Mis- 
souri by moving $450,000 instead of $500,000 in the paragraph just 
acted on. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Missouri compromises he will find 
somebody else who will not compromise. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Missouri will not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I propose to add $50,000 to the paragraph be- 
ginning line 1255, and I think I can answer the Senator from Kansas 
when he asks why itis that the people of the Upper Missouri desire this 
money to be expended under the engineer officers of the Army. The 
Senator from Minnesota suggested that one reason was because the peo- 
ple up there were desirous to have this change. 

I think a perusal of this report would show that some reason why 
the people residing on the eleven hundred and odd miles of this river 
from Sioux City up would be disposed to rely upon the Secretary of 
War and the engineer officers of the Army rather than on this commis- 
sion may be found in the fact that they recommend a million dollars 
between Sioux City and the mouth, and $160,000 from Sioux City to 
Fort Benton, where nearly all the navigation on the Missouri River is, 
and especially so when they find it accompanied by a suggestion from 
Major Suter that the amount of $1,000,000 should be expended tirst 
between Kansas City and the mouth of the river. 

The people on the Upper Missouri River can see no real connection, 
direct connection, between the permanent system of improvements sug- 
gested between Kansas City and the mouth of the Missouri, or between 
Sioux City and the mouth, if you please, and the improvements to be 
made on the Upper Missouri. The character of the country is very 
different. So they have helieved and they now believe that a larger 
sum or a larger portion of the sum appropriated to the Missouri River 
should be expended between Sioux City and Fort Benton, where the 
navigation is. This general improvement, as I understand, between 
Sioux City and the mouth of the river involves an expenditure of seven 
or eight million dollars. It involvesthe idea of a permanent improve- 
ment of that entire line. 

Mr. TELLER. Between what points? 

Mr. ALLISON. Between Sioux City and the mouth of the river. 
This debate discloses the fact that a large portion of the sum of $500,- 
C00 mentioned in this bill is to be used in the protection and repair of 
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works already completed on the line between Sioux City or between 
Council Bluffs and Omaha and the mouth of the river. Now what I 
mean to say is that the remainder of this $500,000 will not be expended 
economically between Kansas City and the mouth oftheriver. itis not 


a sufficient appropriation for the purpose of entering upon the improve- 


ment on the plan suggested by the Misseuri Kiver Commission. 

Therefore I suggest that, inasmuch as in the economies of this bill 
we do not see our way clear to appropriate a sufficient sum of money to 
enter upon the system of improvement suggested by the Missouri River 
Commission, we divert a portion of this fund, which is confessedly here 
to be used for the repairs of existing works, and use it upon the Upper 
Missouri River, where the navigation largely is, and where it will be of 
immense benefit in improving that navigation. 

Of the whole of the $500,000 appropriated by the last appropriation 
bill I find that nearly the whole of it was expended at two points on 
the Missouri River, Saint Joseph and Kansas City. I think there is a 
reasonable ground for my suggestion, arising from the suggestions of 
the Missouri River Commission with reference to the methods of im- 
proving the river. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri, and I should go hand and 
hand with him in appropriating a sufficient sum of money to make this 
permanent improvement; but manifestly this $500,000 will not do it, 
because each Senator rises here—first, the Senator from Kansas suggests 
two places where this money shall be expended above Kansas City; 
the other Senator from Kansas makes another suggestion; the Senator 
from Nebraska inserts two or three placesin Nebraska. That discloses 
manifestly that of this $500,000 at least more than one-half of it may 
be expended in protecting or preserving and caring for and repairing 
works already supposed to have been completed at these points. So I 
say that this sam of $500,000, or the residue of it, can not be econom- 
ically expended in making a permanent improvement between Kansas 
City and the mouth. So it will do no harm to the general plan of this 
bill to divert at least $50,000 to the Upper Missouri, and it will be of 
immense value to that portion of the stream. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s amendmentis not now 
in order. The question is on the amendment of the committee in line 
1257. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it understood that the committee amendments 
shall first be considered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware of that. 
of the Senate to the matter later. 

Mr. VEST. I would like to suggest to the Senator from Iowa that 
he move to double the appropriation upon both ends of the river. If 
he will do that, I will join with him with great pleasure. I will make 
it $1,000,000 for the lower river and $320,000 for the upper river. 
That I believe is $160,000 now. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; it is $80,000 now. 

Mr. VEST. Then [ will make it $160,000. 

The House of Representatives obviously cut these appropriations 
down through the entire list just one-half the estimates of the Missouri 
RiverCommission. I have not theslightest objection todoubling them 
on the whole river; but I do specifically and strenuously object to my 
friend from lowa taking $50,000 off the appropriation for the lower 
river and adding it te the upper. The improvements to the upper 
river are valueless for all great commercial unless the river 
be improved its whole length. It can only be for leeal traffic that an 
appropriation is needed on the upper river. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can hardly be called local traffie when it reaches 
from Fort Benton, a distance of 1,100 miles. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa, I know, will agree with me, 
for we have both been on that part of the river, that there is nothing 
like the same amount of money needed between Sioux City and Fort 
Benton as from Kansas City to the mouth of the river. The Senator 
will agree to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I admit it. 

Mr. VEST. That is the reason of the difference in these appropria- 
tions. That part of the river was made under the charge specifically 
of an engineer. 

The Senator from Kansas asked me who this commission. 
Maj. Charles R. Suter is the president and United States. engineer; 
then Maj. Alexander Mackenzie, Corps of ; Maj. O. H. Ernst, 
Corps of Engineers, making three United States engineers, and then 
two civilians under the requirements of the law which organized the 
eommission, G. C. Broadhead and William J. Broatch. 

Below Sioux City Maj. Charles R. Suter has eharge of the improve- 
ment; above Sioux City Capt. James B. Quinn, United States engineer, 

Commission. 


I will call the attention 


acting under the Missouri River 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee, in line 1257 i ing ‘‘under direction of the Sec- 
retary of War.’’ The clause will be read as it will read if amended. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Im Missouri een Carnes Continuing im- 
Bn under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
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1, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ at the end of line 1260, to insert 
“‘ineluding Davis Island dam;’’ so as to read: 


Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, including Davis Isiand 
dam, $500,000, &c 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that practically the amendments on the next fiv: 
pages are one amendment, not touching amounts but methods; ani 
unless there is objection the Chair will treat it as one amendment, stri|:- 
ing out and inserting. [‘‘Agreed.’’] 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in secti: 
1, to strike out from line 1327 to line 1399, inclusive, as follows: 


Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of 1! 
Illinois River, ineluding the river atthe mouth of Quincy Bay and the remoy 
of the bar at the mouth of Whipple Creek; including also the strengthening « 
Sny Island levee where it crosses Snicarte Slough and other sloughs referre:( 
A. Mackenzie, dated the 26th of January, 1s~ 
which work of strengthening said levee shall be performed according to thi: 
suggestions and estimates of said Mackenzie as set forth in said report: Conti: \- 
uing improvement, $200,000: Provided, That not more than $16,500 shall be e 
pended at Sny Island levee: Provided, It is,in the judgment of the enginee: rs 
in the interest of navigation and in accordance with the plans of the enginee r- 

Improving Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River tothe mout 
of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton,and,at t!. 
discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Lilinois shore opposi:: 
the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $500,000; of which 
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary,to be expended in extendin, 
the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River 
Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the souther!\ 
end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down-strean: 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of th. 
Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $2,250,000; which sum shall be expend c:: 
under the direction of the Seeretary of War, without the intervention of the 
Mississippi River Commission: Provided, That the money appropriated by thi 
act for the improvement of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes t. 
the mouth of the Ohio River, except so much thereof as it shall be necessary t 
expend in the preventing the works in progress on other portions of the river 
from waste and injury,shall be expended in the continuation and completion 
of the works on the Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches of the river, now 
in progress of improvement, as established by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, to the end that the proposed improvement of said two reaches of the river, 
on which the works are in progress, shall be completed at an early day, and the 

lan of said commission for the improvement of the navigation of the river 

ully tested: Provided, That no portionof this appropriation shall be expende| 
to seal or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing in- 
jury to lands by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is author- 
zed to repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of 
their plan to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river 
— to the channel. Of the amount herein appropriated for the Lower 
ae to be expended in continuing the work in progress at 
wr Orlentues $200,000 for the rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers 
— preventing — enlargement of the latter stream and restricting its out- 
let capectty, and for keeping o a navigable channel through the mouth of 
Red or Old River into the Mi ,000 in improving navigation in the 
Greenville reach by — the bank ‘at Greenville from further caving ; 
and $100,000 in nel at Vicksburg by dredging through thc 
bar existing there; but this In last-named sum shall not be expended, unless aft: 
another examination or survey the commission shall deem it advisable; and i: 
“ shall not, then $50,000 shall be expended in the improvement of navigatio:: 
a by constructing suitable dikes and other appropriate works; and 
$75,000 in completing the work on the river at Memph‘s; also $25,000 for work 
on the river at Hickman, and $25,000 for work on the riv er at Columbus, Ky. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Improving Mississi: River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the 
Illinois River, i at the riverat Quincy Bay and the removal of the bar 
the mouth of ‘Whipple reek, io teat also the strengthening of Sny Island 
levee where it crosses Snicarte Slow and other sloughs: Continuing im- 
provement, $200,000. 

Improving Mississipp| River from the mouth of the Illinois River tothe mou!) 
of the Ohio ee including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at t! 
discretion of the Sec of War, the protection of the Llinois shore opposite 


the mouth of the Mis River: Continuing improvement, $500, 006; of whic i: 
$50,000, or so mueh as may be necessary, to be expended in extending th 
work for the of | the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River 1 


Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the souther!) 
end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down-strea:, 
and $30,000 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, Mo.,and Monta: 
a lil.; and the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, use so mueh of sai 
of $500,000 as may be necessary to correct the current ‘of the river and iv- 
ee channel at Saint Louis. 

4 Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River: Continuing improvement, $220.0 which sum shall beexpended unde: 
the direction of the aoe S of ion in accordance with the plans, specific::- 


tions, recom. een River Commission: Provide 
That no pertion of this. to repairor build levee- 
for the purpose of oe a injury to lands or privat: 
property by overflows: however, That the Commission is authorized (.) 


repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of their 
ete ee ee ae oe to the navigation and commerce of the river a1 
to deepen amount herein appropriated for the Lower \:-- 
sesippl, $10,000 are tobe ex nded in continuing the work in at New 
Orleans; $250,000 for of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by pre- 
Seulbainaiiicaeieemeadan the latter stream and restricting its outlet c.- 
pacity, Srer inte thebiicbetsi § channel through the mouth of Re! 
or Old River into the $50,000 in improving navigation in the Green: 
ville ae by preventing. the bank at oe from ose: and 
in deepening chan: at Vicksburg by dredging thro ie bar ex- 
there; butthis last-named sum shall not ee unlessafter another 

or survey the commission shall deem it advisable; and ifthey=ba): 
not, then $50,000 shall be expended in the nes of navigation at Vicks- 
burg by constructing suitable dikes and other iate works, and $75,000 in 


com ng the work on the river at M 000 for work on the river 
at ieee ene $25,000 for work on the river . Columbus, Ky. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend the amendment of the committce 
by inserting after the word “ channel,”’ in line 1438, the following: 
And , That the e iture of so much of said egpeeuriotion 


as may be req to continue the improvement of Plum Point and Lake Prov! 
dence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and maintenance of thio 
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levees throughout said reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 1882,and | dike will go,and thus give us communication with the world once more, and 
to the completion of the permeable works of contraction to such extent as may | Osceola again become ariver port. The immense quantity of drift that was 


be requi to bring the high-water banks of the river to the comparative uni- | lodged above the dike has been running in detached sections for two days, and 
formity of width contem lated in the first five paragraphs of the plan of improve- | hundreds of acres of it have passed ondown. Insome instances whole sections 


ment recommended by the Mississippi River Commission and adopted by Con- | of from 10 to 20 acres have gone down ina body. All! of this immense weight 


gress in 1830, and more fully set forth in the report of the Secretary of War for | lodges on the great aceumulation already gathered at the lowerdike, and hopes 
1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733: And provided further, That no works of bank | are entertained that this will break that dike and boats will once again have 
or revetment shall be executed in said reaches or elsewhere until after free access to us. 
shall be found that the completion of the permeable contracting works and | Later.—The steamer Dean Adams came into Osceola on the morning of April 
uniform width of the high-water channel will not secure the desired stability of | 9, and went out at the head of the chute through the break in the upper dike. 


the river-banks: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent ; : : F : ; 
the construction of revetment works where the banks are caving, at Greenville In other words, as the Government works give way there follows 
reach, Delta Point, in front of the cities of Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and | oreat rejoicing on the part of the people on the banks of the Mississippi 
Columbus: And provided further, That contraction works shall be built at the tuab sd to it } J i ae J } i iiiinte tewe cabal “IPE : 
same time in the wide portions of the river immediately above the said revet- | *“!Y€T, Moved to 16 by the reason that these works have cut off their 
ment works. accustomed means of communication by the waters of that stream. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment The satisfaction that appears from this dispatch is caused by the fact 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the com- that the Government works have given way. Isuppose probably there 


mittee. might have been some little corresponding satisfaction at the time the 
Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Kansas will explain the | ™°"°Y, ¥™ being expended, making a market undoubtedly for corn 
effect of that amendment. I should like to know what it is. and other produ e; but when the money was onee spent the Osceola 


Mr. INGALLS. The difference between the proposition contained people begun to realize that although by reason of theexpenditure they 
in the bill as it came from the House between lines 1327 and 1399 and the had had some little profit while it went along, it had cut them off from 
amendment proposed by the committee between lines 1400 and 1461 any relation to the channel of the Mississippi River, on the banks of 
is, as the Chair has correctly stated, I believe, one of method; and a which this town is located. Of course there went up one general 
radical difference of opinion exists as to the method that is to be em- prayer for deliverance; and as high water came down, notwithstanding 

loyed in the expenditure of the money which is appropriated by the it made them take to their rubber boots and destroyed the chance there 
pies m 7 for a cotton crop, yet when it restored the channel of the Mississippi 
River the rejoicing was intensified. 

Thus it goes. There is a general demand for the appropriation of 
money to improve the river and great satisfaction while the money is 
being expended; but the result, always to be followed with great re- 
joicing, is that the annual floods come down and carry the work away. 
A blind man, a boy fourteen years of age, would know that if we want 
to have a judicious expenditure of public money that is not the way to 
improve the Mississippi River. 

I have been told by persons who know that river by reason of having 
traveled it not only recently but at frequent intervals through the past 
five or six years, that practically no good result has followed the appro- 
priation of public money for its improvement heretofore. 

I have no doubt that largely grows outof the fact that the plans are 
constantly changed, and of course I can realize the effect of the opera- 
tions of an engineer of the Army who proceeds to improve the Missis- 
sippi River by cutting off a prosperous village from it by interposing a 
great bank of sand and dikes in such a way that the commerce and the 
trade of that town and the immediatesection of country are destroyed. 
That is nothing to him. That is a consequence which cuts no figure 
with him. His salary goes on, and in fact I think his standing in the 
corps of which he is a valued member is increased somewhat by the tact 
that he has constructed a work which would have irretrievably dam- 
aged the locality if it had been kept on and had staid, and the peop!e 
who live upon the banks of the river were constantly importuning us 
to end it; as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] says, the 
vulgar crowd who live aiongthatriver. Vulgar, of course, by compari- 
son with those engineers. 

We have supposed that one of the difficulties in regard to this river 
was that at certain seasons of the year there is too much water; but 
according to the idea of the Mississippi River Commission that is not 
the case—there is not enough water; and therefore they have developed 
a plan, as found stated on page 2554 and following of their report made 
to this present Congress, for securing the entry into the channel of that 
river of more water, in order that the people of Osceola probably shall 
be cut off from the satisfaction of being able to wade out from an or- 
dinary flood in the river and they will be obliged to swim out or 
drown. 

So, as I said, when the Mississippi River Commission came to a con- 
sideration of that question they propose to put a big dam into the Atch- 
afalaya River so as to see that no water shall go down that river, but 
that all the water shall go down the Mississippi River, and that the 
portion of it which now goes into the Atchafalaya Bayou shal! be in- 
evitably andalwayscarried into the Mississippi River, thereby, of course, 
increasing, according te what we would suppose to be the obvious effect, 
the volume of water to be taken care of below, and increas*ng the neces- 
sity for levees and the danger of overflows, and of that destruction 
which comes from a surplus of water. Soa dam is to be built in the 
Atchafalaya Bayou and the water shut off from going down to the Gulf 
of Mexico by that means of communication. 

Of course it is easy enough to read between the lines and to see that 
this is in total disregard of the public aspect of the case, and that it is 
done for the purpose of making sure that the river shall never be im- 
proved, and there shall always be work for engineers upon it. It 
would seem to an ordinary layman that if you could eliminate the 
water at that time when it comes down in great volume and inevitably 
overflows the adjacent land the improvement of that river would be 


If I understand the bill as it came from the House it definitely dis- 
of or abolishes the Mississippi River Commission. Beginning at 
ne 1354 it reads : 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio Ghoest Continningtuesevenent, $2,250,000; which sum shall be eupented 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, without the intervention of the 
Mississippi River Commission. 

The corresponding part of the bill as reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, beginning at line 1425, reads as follows: 

Improving Mississi River from head of the s to the mouth of th 

P & on i passes 1e mouth of the 

The amount being the same— 


which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in ac- 


ienes with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi 
ver Commission. 




























In the one case the Mississippi River Commission is abolished and in 
the other it is continued. 

The Mississippi River Commission have from time to time changed 
their views as to the method of expenditure, and during the last two 
years a very large amount of the money appropriated has been expended 
in the construction of revetment works for the purpose of protecting 
the shore. 

The amendment that I offer is to require the money appropriated by 
the bill to be expended not in the construction of works for the pro- 
tection of the shore, but in what are known as permeable contraction 
works, which were in the first place adopted by the Mississippi River 
Commission and which I believe to be essential for the ultimate con- 
trol of the river. 

The difference then between the House and the Senate is radical, the 
one adopting and the other abolishing the commission. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senate Committee on Commerce simply leaves the 

i River Commission to expend this money without instruc- 

tions, my amendment is intended to limit the expenditure of the 

under the control of the Mississippi River Commission in aeeord- 

ance with the plan of permeable contraction works instead of revetments 
along the shore of the stream. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems.to me that there ought to be 
some change in the method now pursued in regard to the improvement 
of the Mississippi River. I am not going to say what that is, but the 
constant changes of plan on the part of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion certainly beget in the minds of observing people the idea that the 
commission do not feel very sure of their ground; and the vibrating 
and vacillating policy which they have pursued will result in no good 
to the river or to the commerce which is to be floated over it. 

As one evidence of what has so far resulted from the work of the 
commission, I will read from a dispatch which is contained in an 


ae net River is attracting a great deal of attention at the present 
She is bank full and runn out atall places. The waternow stands 
about 2} feet below the great flood height of 1882,and still rising. The lower 
our city is already inundated, and it is now a matter of on!y a very short 
time before we will be compelled to take to our dug-outs and rubber boots. 
We do not mind a small overflow, but this one is so late in the season 


that unless it faster than it came some of our lowland farmers willnot | much simplified. But it i t simplificati hat the Engineer Corps 

be able tt : ; pil eC . ut 16 1s not simpii ication t 1at the engineer Corps 

Wace thie — S deienatenneteen daaaaaineioie seeks. That highly ornamental brafich of the military service known 

Sa ret sae it. The high water bas, Neen, benefited us | a8 the Engineer Corps in devising and making plans for the improve- 
one respect at as the dike between the main shore and the head of Osce- 


mentof the Mississippi River give the most attention to the construc- 
tion of a dam whereby more water must be carried into the river than 
would ordinarily flow into it. 


ola bar that the Government —_ in at the expenditure of a great deal of money 
gave phen as Monday night and now our chute is open from the head, and 


we only through the great pressure now brought to bear that the lower 
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Some millions of dollars have been spent in the so-called improvement 
of that river, and I will venture to say that with the exception of the 
amount of money that was spent at the mouth of the river under the 
direction of Captain Eads practically none of it has yielded any useful 
result at all in controlling or deepening the channel of the river. Ido 
not speak of this as one believing that it is possible at all times to con- 
trol the volume of that river. I believe that our work upon it should 
largely be in the direction of modifying and qualifying the effects that 
follow the great floods which come down annually, not with the expecta- 
tion of always controlling them, of being able always to bring them 
within certain limits, but of so managing as that the danger may be 
reduced to the minimum, and that we may meanwhile gain knowledge 
by experience which may be usefully applied. Instead of that, you have 
the judgment of a corps of men who practice upon it as medical students 
would practice upon a dead body, totally regardless of the live, active 
interests which are involved, and which they proceed, as in the case of 
Osceola, to destroy at will. 

I do not know about the special merit of the amendment of my col- 
league; but as something is better than nothing and we absolutely 
know that nothing has heretofore resulted from the expenditure of 
money under the Mississippi River Commission, it seems that it is time 
to make some change. A more useful change in my judgment would 
be to let the whole matter go until we could be certain of getting this 
whole work in the hands of some one who should bring to it the neces- 
essary genius and skill and responsibility, so that at least we might 
have the reasonably decent hope of a useful result to follow the expend- 
iture of the money. 

So far we have been between two fires, between two theories, moved 
in the first place by the planters and others of Louisiana and the Lower 
Mississippi to put levees along the banks of the Mississippi River to 
prevent a possible overflow, and with no thought, practically speaking, 
of the limitation of the quantity of water to float down the stream, but 
with only the remedy of constantly building the levees higher as the 
floods themselves increase. Of course these levees give way. Then 
there is great disaster, and then there are great appropriations to follow 
for the purpose of repairing the disaster to the individuals who suffer; 
and of course there is an inevitable erosion against which no levee 
can ever be made proof. There is no possible combination of earth or 
of earth and brush on the banks of the stream that can be relied upon 
to always keep the water out from the lands that lie back. 

As I said when a similar bill was under consideration the last time, 
the only way to make sure of an improvement of this character is to 
build a railroad along the bank, in order that there may be at hand at 
all times the means for the instantaneous transportation of materials to 
fill up the breaks that will inevitably be made by the current of this 
great river. 

On the other hand, discarding the levee system, we have had the the- 
ories recently advanced upon the authority of Captain Eads of contract- 
ing the channel practically at the longer reaches and thereby enabling 
the water to scour out the channel and make it deeper at all times be- 
tween the banks, instead of, as now, aconstant depositof silt by reason 
of the slackening current, which makes the river bed rise annually. I 
believe it goes without question that the river lies on a ridge, and that 
that ridge under the present condition of things increases in height every 
year, and that there is not only an actual increase but arelative increase 
in height, so that not only does the bed of the river rise each year by rea- 
son of this deposit but it rises relatively to the banks, and consequently 
makes an overflow more certain each year unless this is restrained by 
means of levees or some other artificial obstruction. That of coarse 
can not go on always. There must be a time when we shall come to 
the end of that, because in time if we do not the river will then rise 
out of its present level. 

So far as the reclamation involved in the building of levees is con- 
cerned, I beg the Senate to observe that when this question first came 
to be considered by Congress seriously about 1835 it was the judgment 
of the men who at that time controlled legislation that that was an 
operation for the individuals and the States affected thereby, and for 
the purpose of such a reclamation grants of swamp lands were made. 
There has been a good deal of talk from time to time about the grants 
made in aid of railroads, but for simple Simon Pure extravagance, for 
a donation of the public domain without any return whatever, direct 
or indirect, nothing has ever equaled the extravagance of the gifts of 
swamp lands to States. It was done under misapprehension, under 
misrepresentation, upon the theory, in the first place, that only asmall 
area of land was of the swampcharacter described in thestatute. The 
first report upon this subject deals in great detail and at great 
with the subject of swamp lands of the States of Arkansas and Missouri, 
and the estimate is that there are less than 2,000,000 acres in both those 
States, yet, ifmy recollection does not fail me, those two States got in 
the neighborhood of 10,000,000 acres of land supposed to be swamp 
land 


Not only that, but the grant went on further to say that these States 
were prepared with money and other adequate facilities for the reclama- 
tion of this land; and yet we all know that practically no money has 
been expended for any such purpose. The State of Florida, for in- 

















stance, had 18,000,000 acres of swamp land certified to it, and it has 
not reclaimed an acre, but has given every single one of it to railroad 
companies. 

So all that we spend now in the way of erecting levees along the 
banks of the Mississippi is simply adding to that which was given to 
the States nearly forty years ago in order that they might do this work 
themselves. I only speak of this in passing to show how we have been 
beating backward and forward between these two theories, on the one 
side the self-interest of the people, who have had ample funds to do 
these things for themselves, and on the other side the theory of engi- 
neers of note as to the only way by which this great river could be kept 
under auy reasonable control. 

Now we come to the Mississippi River Commission, changing its theo- 
ries from year to year and agreeing upon nothing except to spend all 
the money that we give, and, like the horse-leech’s daughter, crying an- 
nually for more; and then we do not know how many places there may 
be on the banks of this great stream situated like Osceola in Arkansas, 
in which the only day which is given over to unrestrained thanksgiving 
and rejoicing is the day when the Government works go down, whereby 
they can get back again on the bank of the great stream and enjoy com- 
munication with the outer world. 

As I said, it seems to be quite time somtthing was done to change 
this order of things. We might as well throw the money first as last 
into the current of the river and let the Government profit by its dis- 
appearance utterly from circulation, not liable thereby to redeem it, as 
to spend it in the way the money has been spent in the past few years. 

Probably the most competent person who was ever upon that com- 
mission was Captain Eads. I do not believe in him as the man who 

all the necessary qualities for this or any other great work. 
At the same time he has that stimulus which now is now entirely lack- 
ing, thatof a great reputation honorably and worthily achieved, which 
is in the balance in whatever he does, and the further stimulus that 
new honor is to be won, backed by a great brain and by a determina- 
tion equal to all the emergencies which can be presented. 

If the Government could take the harbors of this country like Gal- 
veston and the Mississippi River and makea contract with some man of 
that kind, at almost any price which could be named, paying him only 
as results were achieved, as was the case with the jetties at the mouth of 
the Mississippi River, we could sit down with the anticipation of some- 
thing to be derived from the expenditure of money, even although we 
might pay a great and what seemed to be at the time an extravagant 
price. But as it is now, it is $100,000, and $500,000, and $1,000,000 
thrown in, and like the man who always subscribes if anybody asks 
him but for a dollar, we give what is asked, glad that it is not more, 
shutting our eyes to the fact that out of it all comes no useful result. 

I think it is time that this work shall stop, unless we can put it 
upon some better basis. Why should we go on improving Galveston 

rbor and the Mississippi River only to be confronted each year with 
the utter failure of all that has been done, and realize our utter help- 
lessness, with the means at command, with our plan of operations, to 
ever do anything any better? 

M. GIBSON addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the I"»use had agreed to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of tlie 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses; agreed to the one hundred and nineteenth and two hundred and 
thirty-third amendments of the Senate with ameudments; asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CAn- 
NON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151-of the Revised Statutes. 

A bill (H. R. 8738) to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and section 3363 as makes a distinction in the 
mode of packing and selling tobacco; 

A bill (H. R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiab!e 
goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other pu ”? approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 8598) to so further amend section 3314 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, as to strike out and repeal so much thereof as 
allows to collectors of internal revenue commissions on taxes collected 
on distilled spirits; and 

A bill (H. R. 8966) to so further amend section 3387 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, as to reduce the penal sum of the bonds of cigar- 
manufacturers. 































































Pr ieee ale ile 





























































ee 


ee 





1886. 





BILL INTRODUCED. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


levee system as a partof their plan of improvement. 
Mr. MILLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2844) for the relief | 9 desirable but not as a necessary adjunct of the plan. 
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They spoke of it 
I read a brief 





of Delphine P. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and referred | ¢Xtract from that report: 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and the amendments of the House to the one hundred and nineteenth 
and two hundred and thirty-third amendments of the Senate to the 
bill; and 

On motion by Mr. ALLISON, 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, disagree to the amendments of the House to 
the one hundred and nineteenth and two hundred and thirty-third amendments 


of the Senate to the bill, and agree to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the | 


President pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. CocKRELL. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, this day received from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 

‘A bill (H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, 
and snuff, and to repeal section 3151 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 8738) to so furtheramend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and section 3363 as makes a distinction in the 
mode of packing and selling tobacco; 

A bill (H. R. 8598) to so further amend section 3314 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, as to strike out and repeal so much thereof as 
allows to collectors of internal revenue commissions on taxes collected 
on distilled spirits; and 

A bill (H. R. 8966) to so further amend section 3387 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, as to reduce the penal sum of the bonds of cigar- 
manufacturers. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H.-R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved Juns 10, 1880; and 

A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend stat- 
utes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880. 

Mr. ALLISON. Should not those bills in relation to immediate 
transportation be referred to the Committee on Finance? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have recently been referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and the Chair took the ordinary course. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, the question being on the amendment of Mr. 
INGALLS to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce relative to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. N. Mr. President, the subject of the improvement of 
the Mississippi River is one of exceeding interest, whether it is looked 
at from the standpoint of commerce or of science. Congress in 1880 
constituted a commission composed in part of officers of the Engineer 
Corps of the United States, and having one member from the Coast and 

Survey, one member, who is a civil engineer, from civil life, 
and in its original constitution one layman. This commission has 
since been in charge of the work of improvement on the Mississippi 
River. In reading its reports I find that the commission claims to have 
advanced a good deal in its understanding of some of the laws regulat- 

this river. 
the 
mote the 
of 


U the words ‘‘ give ease and safety to navigation,’”’ they were to 
consider the question whether levees would promote that end. At the 
the commission in considering this question did not adopt the 


act there was a suggestion, evidently intended to pro- 
ing of levees upon the lower river as a part of the plan 
t. 


secu 


While it is not claimed that levees in themselves are necessary as a means of 
ring ultimately a deep channel for navigation, it is believed that the repair 


and maintenance of the extension levees already existing will hasten the work 
of channel improvement through the increased scour and depth of river bed 


which they would produce during the higher stages. They are regarded as a 


desirable, though not a necessary adjunct in the general system of improve- 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 











ment submitted. 


The view of the commission at that time was that the engineer works 
would accomplish the rectification of the defects in the low-water nav- 
igation of the Mississippi. Those engineer works were intended to con- 
tract the water way, to reduce the abnormal width of the river at certain 
points where bars exist, and by reducing the width of the stream and 
concentrating the low-water flow to give increased depth at those points. 

The first reports of the commission defended this as a practicable and 
sufficient method of improvement. Levees were spoken of as a desira- 
ble and not a necessary adjunct. Having been a member of the com- 
mission myself for two years after its formation, I know that the senti- 
ment of the commission was as expressed in this extract which I have 
read. It was believed that the engineer works would correct defects 
in navigation by themselves and without the aid of a levee system. | 
agree that in these years members who have continued upon the com- 
mission should have learned something, and they tell us they have 
learned a good deal, and especially with reference to the efliciency and 
necessity of levees in connection with their plan of improvement. I 
find in the last report of the commission that a general system of levees, 
beginning at the mouth of the river and extending upward, is a part of 
their plan. Upon this subject the following conclusions are reached: 

Therefore, it is the opinion of the commission that the building of levees for 
the improvement of navigation in the obstructed portion of the river can not 
proceed indefinitely without involving damages to the proprietary interests be- 
low; and if this portion of the improvement to navigation is to proceed, pro- 
vision must be made forstrengthening and raising the levees in the lower por- 
tion of the river where navigation is now good. 

In other words, they have stopped the work they were doing in the 
upper portion of the river, where they were putting in these engineer 
works, which if continued would produce results upon the lower river 
that would be destructive by increasing the flood height. They, there- 
fore, express the opinion that if the levees are to be constructed upon 
the upper river it will be necessary to counteract their first effects at 
least by beginning a system of levees at the mouth of the river and 
extending it upward. ‘The report continues: 

This recommendation is not based on conditions which will be continually 
increasing or even permanent. No reason isapparent why the law thata larger 
volume of water flows through a bed adjustable by its own forces to its own 


needs, with less resistance and slope, should not ultimately be fully operative 
here. 


During the transition period unquestionably the increase of work will be in- 
dicated by increase of slope, which will disappear as the equilibrium is re-es- 
tablished. 

The following general order is believed to be judicious in the completion of a 
levee system. As its object is generally to enlarge the water way,a common- 
sense analogy is found in the homely art of ditching. It should begin at the 
lowerend, Each bottom, the Manchac, La Fourche, and Atchafalaya, constitut- 
ing Lower Louisiana, the Tensas, Yazoo, White, and Saint Francis, should be in- 
closed in order from below upward. 

In each bottom,as it is reached in the foregoing order,the most important 
levees, as restraining the greatest escape of water, should be first constructed. 


I read this in order that Senators may understand the position now 
taken by the Mississippi River Commission, the majority of it, as to 
levee construction, that they can not pursue their system of repairing 
and constructing levees on the upper river without damage to the lower 
river, and that being so, they suggest that the work of building levees 
should begin at the mouth of the river and be extended upward until 
a complete system of levees is provided. 

If the construction of these levees is essential to the improvemeat of 
the navigation of the Mississippi River, I am in favor of it. I will 
not yield to any one in my sense of the importance of keeping open 
this great channel of commerce. I think that almost any expenditure 
of money that would establish and maintain 10 feet of water from Saint 
Louis to New Orleans would be of incalculable benefit to the country. 
It is in the highest sense a national work. 

I do not know, sir, of anything in this bill, not excepting the great 
harbor of New York, that is more strictly and widely national in its 
scope than the improvement of the Mississippi River. And, Mr. Pres- 
ident, if it is necessary I do not object at all to the fact that an inci- 
dental benefit results to those who own land upon the Mississippi River. 
So far from objecting, where such an incident is found in connection with 
the improvement I should rejoice at it that these people are improved 
in their estate by an expenditure which is strictly national and directed 
to a purpose which is within the scope of our constitutional power. 
But I can not, and I could not when I was upon the commission, give 
my assent to the proposition that the principal moving motive toward 
the construction of these levees was the reclamation or protection of 
land. 

My friend from Louisiana who has just spoken [Mr. Greson ] has re- 
ferred kindly to my experience as a member of this commission. I re- 
call an incident showing that very natural interest which he and those 
people whom he represents upon the lower river feel in this commission 
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as connected with levee improvement. I recollect that the Senator from 
Louisiana, then a member of the House of Representatives, my 
name tothe minority report, the first report of the commission, in which 
views were expressed, in connection with General Comstock, of the En- 
gineer Corps, as to the relation of levees to this improvement, did me 
the honor, I think, to introduce a bill in the House of Representatives 
which provided that the Mississippi River Commission should be re- 
duced to six members, and that the members appointed from civil life 
should be all civil engineers. 

The bill might have been entitled properly a bill to remove me from 
the Mississippi River Commission. That was the sense which the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana at that time had of my services in connection with 
that distinguished body. I may say in passing that the bill did not 
pass, and I left the commission by promotion and not by expulsion. 

As I say, the commission have progressed from that time to this, and 
the majority of them now recommend the general system of levees. It 
involves an enormous cost. It is not pro that the States or the 
abutting property-owners shall contribute at all to the work except so 
far as they have already contributed where the levees are found to be 
suitably located and can be utilized by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion. 

I find that this last report isnot a unanimousone. Professor Henry 
Mitchell, of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, whom I regard as one of 
the most scientificand accomplished men upon such subjects as this in 
the United States, submits a minority report, in the course of which he 
says: 




























I have signed the above report with some misgivings as to the purport of the 
two articles entitled respectiv ely * ‘Levees and Outlets” and “ Rectification of 
the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers. 


He then proceeds: 


The commission has undertaken the reconstruction of levees along the fronts 
of the Yazoo and Tensas basins, with the expectation that these would improve 
navigation and determine the value of this means of improvement as compared 
with other means under trial. The results of these costly experiments have not 
yet been ascertained, and until benefits have been discovered from repeated 
surveys at low water there would seem to be no ground for recommending a 
complete application of the levee system. 


I read another extract: 


Before recommending or in any degree favoring such “ complete application” 
of the levee system, I prefer to await the results of our own a and I 
will add that these results will much exceed my ae if they justify the 
extension of levee work 270 miles beyond the obst: ee ion of the river, 
and the introduction of a change of regimen chao. no change can be for the 
better. 






































So it seems that there is some division of opinion still upon the com- 
mission as to whether the project of beginning the construction of levees 
at the mouth of this river should be undertaken and the work prose- 
cuted until a complete system is obtained along the whole river front. 

Mr. President, I do not know how we are to deal with this question 
unless we can commit it into the keeping of some board or to the keep- 
ing of somebody in whom we have confidence. I do not believe that 
the general system of levees spoken of is necessary to the work of cor- 
recting the defects in the low-water channel of the Mississippi. As 
Professor Mitchell says, it is to be extended along a front of 270 miles 
where the river does not need any improvement now, where navigation 
is perfect, where all the year round there is an adequate depth of water 
for all the commerce that can float upon it; and it is to be extended 
there in order to protect that stretch of the river from the ill effects of 
constructing levees above. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those ill effects? 

Mr. HARRISON. Those ill effects are that it increases the flood 
below, concentrates the water, and gives increased flow and velocity, 
and as it is expressed here by the commission: 


The building of levees for the improvement of navigation in the obstructed 
portign of the river can not proceed indefinitely without involving damages to 
the proprietary interests below. 


That is, raising the flood line so as to require an elevation of*the levee. 
I do not believe that is necessary; and yet, of course, upon a question 
of this kind I confess my own insufficiency. I only know that every 
member of this commission at one time gave his adhesion to the ped yo 
osition that the intercharnel works which were indispensable d be 
sufficient in themselves to rectify the defects in the low-water naviga- 
tion. 

I believed then, I fear now, that if this great levee system over 270 
miles of unimpaired river is to be attached to the Mississippi River im- 
provement, it will break down under the weight. I believed then that 
the proper course was to separate it as far as possible from this work and 
to adopt it only when it became apparent that it was necessary; 
it has the effects which they contend for it, and which the Senator from 
Louisiana has ascribed to it, then let us adopt the levee system as a 
plan of improvement and abandon the interchannel work. Both can 
net be justified, it seems to me, unless the inefficiency of each is first 
established. 

This amendment of the Senator from Kansas—and the Senator from 
Louisiana favors it—proposes to impose upon the Mississippi River 
Commission that is given charge of this work by the Senate commit- 
tee’s amendment the ideas, the plans of Captain Eads—which are illog- 
icul—plans that the Mississippi River Commission disapprove. Let us 
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have this matter carried through to its logical end. If in the opinion 
of the Senate Captain Eads’s views and plans in reference to the im- 
provement of this river are right, then abolish the commission and put 
Captain Eads in charge. If we believe that there is greater wisdom in 
the recommendations of the commission, then let us stand by them. | 
take it the Senator from Louisiana believes, as I understand Captain 
Eads also believes, in the levee system, and we shall have a levee sys- 
tem in connection with this new idea of his, which is that the revet- 
ment of caving banks should be abandoned. 

Mr. President, there is just one problem involved in connection with 
the improvement of the Mississippi, and but one. It is the question 
of preventing the banks from tumbling into the river. It is perfectly 
easy. It has been demonstrated that the bars in the river can be re- 
moved and good navigation established simply by contracting the width 
of the river at these points, and this can be done at a reasonable cost 
when we consider the benefits to result. I have nosort of question that 
over these reaches, where in low water we have sometimes 5 and 5} 
feet only, upon every one of them there can be established a depth of 
from 10 to 15 feet of water simply by the contraction of the water way 
by the interchannel work. But when you have done that, when you 
have corrected the places where these evils exist now, it will not do to 
turn the river over to its own sweet will, in my judgment. 

Why are these bars there now? Why i is it that you are required to 
contract the water way? Why is it abnormally wide? Simply be- 
cause the banks have tumbled in. Thatis what is the matter with it; 
and every other point on the river and in these concave bends there 
are caving banks, and the width of thestream is constantly being aug- 
mented and a new bar will develop in every such place. It is inev- 
itable. Then you go on and correct and narrow the stream where it is 
now too wide. There is another place, as I recollect, besides Vicks- 
burg where this is so; and I only say to my distinguished friend from 
Illinois that if the river had been when he was besieging Vicksburg 
where it was when I was on it he could have got his gunboats over there 
without any trouble. That whole point of bank was being torn away, 
and this very amendment recognizes the propriety of moving the banks 
at Vicksburg and other points where they are washing away, to revet 
them to save a town, revet them to save a harbor. But this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas declares they shall not be revetted at 
any other point. 

It seems to mealtogether illogical. I believe Captain Eads has some 
idea that when these wide places are contracted the water of the Mis- 
sissippi will be restored to a sort of natural condition, will get its own 
proper swing, and the banks will not caveanywhere. I do not believe 
in the theory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if that is not absolutely the 
case below New Orleans and for a considerable distance above New Or- 
leans. 

Mr.  apeoeaggy 
practically non 

Mr. EUSTIS.. 
on that point. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana what tlic 
highest bank below New Orleans is above the ordinary level of the 
water? 

Mr. EUSTIS. One of the highest levees in the State of Louisiana 
is below New Orleans. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is very possible; but that does not show 
that the natural bank is high by any manner of means. On the other 
hand it would tend to show that it was low. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the statement of the Senator be true, the caving 
would oceur below New Orleans as effectively as it would above New 
Orleans. 

Mr. HARRISON. These banks are not found below New Orleans 
according to my observation on a single trip. As you approach tle 
Gulf the land is extremely low and not much above the level of thie 
river itself. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. When the Mississippi River falls and gets to a very 
low point, then the caving begins. Sometimes it is a levee and some- 
times it isa bank. The recession of the water from the earth is apt to 
make the bank cave unless it is protected. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask theSenator why the banks do not cave 
below New Orleans, if he says they do not ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is owing to the peculiar currents of the river 
and the eddies of the river. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know why they should be peculiar there 
except that the river is approaching its level in the Gulf. Perhaps its 
velocity is lost; certainly it is lost somewhere below New Orleans. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The velocity of the river? 

Mr. HARRISON. As it aproaches the Gulf. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Not much. 

Mr. HARRISON. I supposed that would be the effect of it, but I am 
not an expert and have seen it but once, while the Senator has seen 
it always; but I suppose as it the Gulf its velocity would 


There are no banks below New Orleans to cave, 


I beg to correct the Senator; he is entirely mistaken 


be somewhat retarded. Certainly the high caving banks that we see 
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elsewhere up about Greenville are not there. At Greenville the bank 
stands I do not know how high, but an enormously high bank, and 
itis now caving so much that even this amendment recognizes the 
necessity of revetting the bank t» save the town. 

It seems to me that that work will go on, that the river will here 
and there so tear away the banks; and if it is allowed to go on tear- 
ing away the banks then you will have an abnormally wide river at 
that place, and just as soon as you get an abnormally wide river you 
will have an abnormally low river, because you will have bars formed 
there. 

The one problem is the question of holding the banks. If it can be 
done by any artificial work, or if the effect of their work, interchannel 
work, levees, or what not, is to prevent the caving of the banks, then 
I undertake to say the problem of improving the Mississippi River is 
solved. I believe the one troublesome unsolved question is how that 
is to be done, 

But Iam myself at a loss to know what we ought todo. I want 
to see this great work of improvement goon. I would like to see the 
money to be appropriated expended solely upon these reaches where 
untried experiments are. I do not like tosee it so voted in this bill as 
that a majority of the commission may enter upon the work of con- 
structing 270 miles of levee, when one of the most skillful men of the 
commission says that the experiment is yet untried as to what the ef- 
feet of it will be, and when he protests against it. : 

It seems to me that we should go on and complete these experiments 
upon Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches, and that we should 
not impose upon the Mississippi River Commission the supervision of 
Captain Eads, and that is what the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas proposes to do. If we have so much faith in him that we adopt 
his views with reference to this, then let us be logical about it and put 
him in charge. If we are going to trust the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion let us trust them. At the same time I think we should put such 
limitations on this appropriation as that the commission will not, with- 
out the consent of Congress directly given, enter upon the work of con- 
structing levees on 270 miles of that river as an auxiliary or adjunct to 
their improvements above. That ought to be demonstrated better than 
it is now beforeit is undertaken. It ought to have the distinctsanction 
of Congress before it is undertaken. Whatever they may think neces- 
sary, as they have thought it necessary to construct levees in connec- 
tion with the work they were improving to such an extent as not to 
put in peril the property-holders on the lower river, let them go on and 
do it, but it ought not to be undertaken to levee this river from its 
mouth to its source without a distinct approval of Congress to that 





As I said, Mr. President, as a friend of this improvement I scarcely 
know how we are to get out of this difficulty. I am clear that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas ought not to be adopted, be- 
cause it is imposing views here against the wishes and the recom- 
mendations of the commission that is to be in charge of the work. 

I believe, also, that there ought to be something in this appropria- 
tion that will restrain the commission from entering upon this work 
of constructing levees along the lower river where navigation is now 
good and is not to be helped by levees. 

Their construction there is simply to counteract the effects of some- 
thing that is done above. That is all they propose it for. Itis not 
that the river needs scouring down there. The Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Gipson] has eloquently described the effects of thisscouring. It 
does not need any scouring there; it is deep enough now; and the 
leveeing there is simply to counteract the effects of the levees above. 

Does it not raise a question even if they are right in supposing that 
levees on the upper river where they are constructing them are an im- 
portant adjunct to the improvement of these bad reaches in the river— 
does it not raise a serious question whether the value of those levees at 
those ts is so great that the Government should undertake the con- 
stru of 270 miles of levee on the lower river where no improve- 
ment is needed in navigation in order to get the benefit they could get, 
ifany, from the levees on the points of the river that are being im- 
proved ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question again ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iask him whether the commission did not report that 
the levee system was a desirable adjunct to the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi River ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Was not that report made when the Senator was a 
member of it ? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was, but I signed the minority report.- The 
Senator has not got me there. 

Mr. EUSTIS. He disagreed with the majority ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir, I signed the report with General Com- 
stock, and if the Senator would like to hear it Icould give it to him. 
I have it here on my desk. 

Mr. EUSTIS. - No, I do not care to hear it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will read from the minority report: 


But even if a rise or fall of a foot or two in the bed of the river were produced 
by levees, it is difficult to see how this would sensibly affect the low-water width 
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ofthe river. Bad navigation arises from excessive low-water width at certain 

laces,and isto be cured by contracting that low-water width to about 3,000 
eet. This contraction must be effected by works in the bed of the river, and 
not by levees on top of its banks, out of contact with the low-water river. 

For these reasons we are of the opinion that levees are of very little value in 
improving the low-water navigation of the river. Oftheir necessity in protect- 
ing alluvial lands against destructive floods there can be no doubt, and to obtain 
such protection the first step would be the closure of gaps in existing levees. 
The regulation of the low-water river, including the fixation of the river banks, 
would be of the greatest aid to the levees, since it would secure them from de- 
struction by caving. 


That minority report was prepared by General C. B. Comstock, still 
a member of the commission, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY inthechair). The pend- 
ing question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I crave the indulgence of the Senate for a mo- 
ment. I desired to propound a question to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Gipson] while he was on the floor in regi.rd to the matter of the 
depth of water; and I make the suggestion now the more readily be- 
cause I had occasion to see a correction of a statement once made on 
that point. I heard it once stated that this channel was about 24 feet 
in depth. I thought he made a mistake of 1 feot if not more. The 
Senator said the channel was 30 feet deep at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippinow. I desired to call his attention to that point. 

There seem to be different opinions as to what is meant by the depth 
of channel. I supposed it meant necessarily a navigable channel, and 
when the Senator said 30 feet in depth I presumed that he meant it 
was for vessels drawmg 30 feet of water. Did I understand correctly? 

Mr. GIBSON. I meant the channel. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator meant a navigable channel. Then 
I say that the report of the engineer of the Army shows that the Sen- 
ator is wrong, that there is not a navigable channel of 30 feet, and the 
engineer himself discriminates between a legal channel and a navigable 
channel, and that certainly is a strange discrimination. That was the 
inquiry I desired to propound to the Senator from Louisiana, whether, 
when he said a 30-foot channel he meant what is understood all over the 
world as a 30-foot channel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What the engineer means, as I understand him, 
by legal channel as distinguished from a navigable one is a channel 
that will draw money from the Treasury but will not carry a ship. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. That was the point I desired to have 
the Senator from Louisiana make plain, whether he meant a channel 
drawing from the Treasury or drawing a vessel. The Senator says he 
means one carrying a vessel drawing 30 feet of water. That is what 
hesays he means; but the engineer of the Army, in the report furnished 
by the Secretary of War, shows that here is a discrimination in the 
channel by technical terms, a 30-foot legal channel; and at the same 
time he says a vessel drawing 25 or 26 feet of water will ground in that 
channel. Whatdoes he mean? The engineer says that a vessel draw- 
ing 25 or 26 feet of water will ground in that channel. Then I should 
like to know what the Senator understands by a 30-foot channel through 
which a vessel drawing 25 feet of water can not be navigated. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator to read the report on that point. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will read it before this discussion ends. The 
engineer, in his diagram showing the sinuosities of this river, meas- 
ures the channel at one point 30 feet right through the center of the 
spot in this winding way, but when you take the length of a vessel 
and seek to get it through that channel the engineer says that one 
drawing 25 or 26 feet of water will be grounded; and he says in his 
report that there is a difference between the legal and the navigable 
channel. The Senator from Vermont has given the correct explana- 
tion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. May Iask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. DoI understand the Senator to make the statement 
that the engineer has not complied with the requirements of the law? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator may draw his inference. That 
would not necessarily follow I assume. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is a direct question. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. A very direct question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Do I understand the Senator to staie that Captain 
Eads has not complied with the requirements of the law ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will answer the question in a moment when 
the Senator gives me a chance to utter a sentence or two. I was try- 
ing to find out what Captain Eads was todo. Was Captain Eads to 
make a legal channel that the engineer speaks of, or was he to make a 
navigable channel? If Captain Eads was to make a navigable channel, 
which I think he was under the law, 30 feet deep, then Captain Eads 
has not done it. If Captain Eads was to make a channel which could 
be ingeniously measured through which a vessel only drawing 25 feet 
of water could pass and hardly that 

Mr. EUSTIS. I suppose the Senator will admit that Captain Eads 
is not called upon to make achannel to suit him. The reason why I ask 
the question is this: If Captain Eads has not complied with the re- 
quirements of law, and there is a monthly report made of the depth 
of that channel, how is it that the United States Government has made 
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regularly payments to Captain Eads based on the reports of the engineer 
of the United States Army? That is the question I want the Senator 
to answer. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator knowing the ease and facility with 
which money is drawn from the United States Treasury would not, 
surely, propound that as a difficult conundrum. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then the Senator impeaches, as I understand—I re- 
peat the word, ‘‘ impeaches’’—the conduct of the War Department in 
reference to paying money to Captain Eads. That is, in his opinion it 
has done it in violation of law. It is an unfounded assertion, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It would seem to be so. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to puta 
question to the Senator from Louisiana for my own satisfaction and 
that of the public? What is the judgment of the intelligent persons 
representing the commeree of New Orleans on the question he has just 
mut? 

Mr. EUSTIS. The judgment is that this work has been a work of 
eminent success, surpassing the expectations that were formed and dis- 
appointing the expectations of those who were opposed to it. 

Mr. HOAR. That was my idea. 

Mr. EUSTIS. And I repeat that if the Senator from Nebraska 
will reflect he will see that the Government of the United States, hav- 
ing its own officer, an expert, to supervise this work, and he making 
monthly reports, has through the Department of War been regularly 
paying Captain Eads for the simple reason that he has complied exactly 
and explicitly with all the requirements of the law tinder which the con- 
tract was made. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The fact is all the same notwithstanding. The 
fact is that the money has been drawn for a channel which is not such 
a channel as the law requires. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator from Nebraska put that question 
to me? 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope I may be allowed a moment, inasmuch as 
the charge would reflect perhaps upon the persons selected by the Sen- 
ate to investigate this matter, to state what the facts are. 

The authority of Mr. Eads to do this work was under the act of 
March 3, 1875. 

By act of March 3, 1875, Congress authorized Mr. James B. Eads and his asso- 
ciates to build jetties or other works in the South Pass of the Mississippi River, 
the object being to get and maintain deep water over the bar at the mouth of 
the pass, and through the pass into the river. By the terms of the contract Mr. 
Eads was to obtain a channel 30 feet deep and 350 feet wide, and for this he and 
his associates were to receive five and one-quarter million dollars, the final 
$1,000,000 not to be paid until the 30-foot channel had been maintained for ten 
years, when they were to receive one-half million dollars, the remaining half 
million to be paid when the same channel had been maintained an additional 
ten years, or in all for twenty years’ maintenance from the date at which this 
channel was first obtained. In addition he was to receive $100,000 per annum 


for maintaining this channel, as well as interest at 5 per cent. on the final mill- 
ion dollars, 


Another provision of the contract is in effect that the Government can stop 
payment of cost of maintenance, together with interest on the fihal million 
dollars, at any time after the required channel was obtained, by paying this 
million dollars, 

The work on the jetties was begun— 

This is from the report made by the engineers— 


in 1875, and was pushed with such vigor that in 1879 a channel 26 feet deep was 
secured through the jetties and through the pass, There was a channel of 30 
feet contained within that of 26 feet, but it was very narrow. 

By acts of June, 1878,and March 8, 1879, Congress so amended the original con- 
tract that Mr. Eads and his associates were required to obtain a depth of but 26 
feet, and a width of only 200 feet at bottom, having through it a central depth 
of 30 feet *‘ without regard to width.” 

According to the interpretation now put upon the law there must be main- 
tained a channel 26 feet wide, and 200 feet at re a central depth of 
30 feet “‘ without regard to width,” through the jetties and into the Gulf, and a 
channel 26 feet in depth of navigable width must be maintained through the 
pass from the jetties into the river proper. 

The channels must be maintained twenty years from July 8, 1879, at which 
time these depths were first obtained. 

That is thelaw. Mr. Eads was required to obtain a depth of 26 feet 
and a channel 200 feet wide, but within that 26 feet there was.to be 
30 feet depth, and Mr. Eads complied with that contract strictly. I 
passed through that pass with a committee and measured every yard 
of it from one end to the other, both depth and width, and I found 
that he had complied strictly with the contract. He was working un- 
der an act of Congress providing that he should make a channel of a 
certain depth and a certain width, it being changed from the first act. 
That is not his fault, and he is not to be accused of a wrong because the 
Jaw authorized him to make the channel narrower and not so deep. 

I will further state that while I was there in 1883 our committee 
saw the largest vessel with the largest-cargo of cotton that ever passed 
out of the city of New Orleans go through that pass from one end to 
the other; and you can not find a merchant in the city of New Orleans 
to-day who will not tell you that that work is a complete success. I 
so stated in a report, and I repeat it on this floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator tell us what his impression was of 
the works on the Mississippi River ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not wish to go into that; but I will say that if 
any one will send and get the report made by myself as chairman of 
the committee at that time, printed under an order of the Senate of 
January 18, 1884, he will find what that committee determined. The 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] was one of the committee who 
passed down the river and examined the work. All the members of 
the committee signed the report showing that the work was well per- 
formed, and not only that, but that the channel was being deepened. 

I will make one farther statement. South of Plum Point 25 miles 
where the channel had been from 3} to 4 feet deep there was prelimi- 
nary work showing that it was not necessary to commence at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River prior to the undertaking of this great work, 
and the channel was so changed that it gave 8 feet at the low stages of 
water, and the largest boats were plying at the lowest stages of water 
through that channel and are doing it to-day in consequence of the 
very work that has been going on under this commission. 

I could go on and give statement after statement about Plum Point 
and these other places; but I have not time to doit. Iask any one to 
examine the report of that committee. We examined the depth of the 
channel, the revetment, the mattress operations along the sides of the 
river, and everything else that was being done, and also the work done 
in the channel for the purpose of throwing the volume of water into it 
and deepening it and washing it out. Itisfully and completely stated 
in that report. Now to sit here and allow an attack to be made on a 
man who has performed his work according to the act of Congress, ac- 
cording to his contract, who has complied with it in every particular, 
I will not submit to, for the statement is not true and it is not fair or 
just to him, for he complied with his contract in every particular un- 
der the law as passed by Congress. The Secretary of War is doing no 
more than the law requires him to do to-day in paying the money, be- 
cause it is in strict compliance with the law under which this contract 
was made. 


Mr. EUSTIS. In what month was it that the Senator from Illinois 
made the examination? 
Mr. LOGAN. I do not remember, but I can soon find out. 


Mr. ALLISON. In October, I think. 

Mr. LOGAN. Perhaps it was. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I believe there is no question here about the 
jetties. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was only making these suggestions in reply to what 
was said by the Senator from Nebraska and what was said by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont by an inquiry that had as much force in it as an 
argument in opposition to this proposition. Having examined the work, 
I would not sit here and allow such a statement to be made which | 
know is not true. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
tor from Louisiana. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was about appealing to Senators now that the 
replies have all been made that we confine ourselves to a discussion of 
this item, if it is agreeable to Senators, so that we can get along with 
the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have not yet finished my sentence that I was 
uttering when the Senator from Illinois interrupted me. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas about to appeal to the Senator from Nebraska 
to let us adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; the Senate ought to finish the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. You will make nothing by sitting here to-night. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the suggestion is very wise. The Senatc 
can be further enlightened. 

Mr. BUTLER (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). If the Senator 
from Nebraska will yield the floor I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—ycas 
16, nays 38, as follows: 


I will say that I was only replying to the Sena- 


YEAS—16. 
Blackburn, Camden, Eustis, Pugh, 
Brown, Cameron, Gorman, Vance, 
Butler, Cockrell, Hampton, Vest, 
Call, Coke,; Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
NAYS—3s. 
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Berry, George, Kenna, wyer, 
Blair, Gibson, togen Sewell, 

" Gray, McMillan, Spooner, 
Conger, Hale, Manderson, Teller, 
Cullom, Harris, Maxey, Walthall, 
Dawes, Harrison, Miller, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, learst, Palmer, 

Evarts, Hoar, Platt, 

. ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Jones of Florida, Payne, Sherman, 

> McPherson, Piks, Stanford, 
Bowen, Mahone, Plumb, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Mitchell of Pa., Riddleberger, Voorhees. 
Fair, M , Sabin, 
Ingalls, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] in his 
remarks spoke about this channel as a channel of 30 feet; and when | 
found it necessary, because I was not able to propound a question 0 
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that subject during his remarks, to ask for information from him as to 
what he meant by 30 feet channel, he stated that he meant a channel 
30 feet; that is a channel which would pass a vessel drawing 30 feet of 
water. That was my understanding. I had previously stated that 
this channel was only about 24 feet, and there probably I made a mis- 
take of a foot, because I showed that the engineer’s statement was that 
a vessel drawing 25 or 26 feet of water will ground in that channel. 
Surely, therefore, it is not a 30-foot channel. 

Then the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] propounded some 
inquiries as to the matter of compensation. I referred to the engineer’s 
statement that it seemed to be recognized as a legal channel for one 
pu and a navigable channel for another purpose. What does the 

neer mean when he speaks of it as a legal channel? That was the 
point in issue, and the Senator says the contract is complied with. The 
point we were talking about was what was the actual channel? Thirty 
feet is claimed, and some Senators criticise my statement as wrong, be- 
cause they say this is a channel of 30 feet, when it is not a channel to 
exceed 25 feet. If a vessel drawing 25 feet will ground, as the engi- 
neer says, then the statement of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] 
is wrong that it is a 26-foot channel. If a vessel drawing 25 feet 
grounds in the channel, then it is not a 26-foot channel, and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois is mistaken, or else the engineer of the Army is mis- 
taken. A vessel drawing 25 feet groun 

Mr. CONGER. Grounds on the side. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No matter where she grounds if she grounds. 
There has been very much said about this which is not warranted or 
sustained by the facts of the case. The Senator from Louisiana knows 
that I have been arraigned for making the statement I have made in 
regard to the depth of this channel, but I am sustained fully by the 

ineer Department of the United States. 

I shall say no more except that the Senator from Louisiana says that 
the business men of New Orleans say it is a success, and yet I ask him 
if it is not a fact that nine years after the jetties were made compared 
with nine years before there was a great falling off in the commerce of 
New Orleans? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator attribute that to the jetties? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifthey were a benefit to commerce where is the 
success? I do not know that it is attributable to the jetties, but it is 
a fact that after the jetties were made the commerce of New Orleans 
decreased very largely in exports and imports; and if the heaviest ves- 
sels can pass through these jetties will the Senator tell me why it isa 
fact if it is a fact that much of the cotton of New Orleans finds its way 
to Liverpool by the way of New York? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iwill answer the question if the Senator will inform 
me what that has to do with the jetties. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was only asking for the fact. Is that the fact, 
that the commerce of New Orleans, after the jetties were constructed, 
diminished; that the exports and imports then diminished? The ad- 
ditional fact is admitted, because the Senator does not deny it, that the 
cotton of Louisiana contiguous to New Orleans is carried to Liverpool 
cheaper by the way of New York than by New Orleans. Why? Be- 
cause the heaviest draught vessels which it was supposed would enter 
New Orleans can notdoit. That is the reason, because vessels of heavy 
draught can not enter that harbor as they can enter the harbor of New 
York. That accounts for it. 

The claim that this channel is such as was contemplated by the law, 
and that it has brought the benefit which is claimed, seems not to be 
80, because the jetties do not produce the results which we had a right 

they would. * 

That is all I desire to say, except one word more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY). The question is 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam not through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thought the Senator had 
concluded and was sitting down. 
+} Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, no, I do not think the Chair thought so; he 
knew differently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair heard the Senator from Ne- 
braska make some remark to the effect that that was all he had to say, 
and the Chair, thinking he was sitting down, proceeded to state the 

ing question. The Senator from Nebraska, the Chair takes the 
saying, in his present position, has no right as a Senator or 
a gentleman to make the remark he did. 

. VAN WYCK. That does not interfere with my saying it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no doubt of that. 

Mr. HOAR. I cali the Senator from Nebraska to order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Nebraska will take 
oat. The Senator from Massachusetts will state his point of or- 





i 


Mr. HOAR. The point of order is that the Senator from Nebraska 
is not justified in the remark he made to the Chair when the Chair 
stated that he thought the Senator had concluded he believed the Chair 
thought different. é' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 
Chair cares nothing about pursuing the matter any further if the 
from Nebraska desires to go on. 


fF 








Mr. VAN WYCK. Onlyoneword more. The Senator from Louisi- 


ana [ Mr. Grsson] suggested that the outlet system was entirely wrong, 
and read the report of General Gillmore for the purpose of sustaining 
the proposition, and said that of that there could be no possible doubt. 


The proposition, as I understood the letter of General Gillmore, was 
that the Mississippi River was injured by allowing the water to escape 
from it. I supposed the whole object and purpose of the improvement 


of the Mississippi River was to allow the speedy escape of the water, 


because it was the damming up and throwing back of the water which 
produced injury to commerce upon the river and produced destruction 
of property along the banks of the river. And yet, strange as it may 
appear, the position is taken that the river is injured if the water is al- 
lowed to escape by the outlet system. 

The theory of Captain Eads and his associates is, as I understand, 
that the water of the Mississippi River must be compelled to pass 
through the jetties to scour and deepen them, and yet 1 ask the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana if he remembers now about the amount of water of 
the Mississippi that passes through the jetties? I understand about 
two-tenths of the water of the Mississippi River passes through the 
jetties, and the other eight-tenths escapes without passing through the 
jetties. There is no scouring or deepening process with those waters, 
and the escape of the waters that do not pass through the jetties is an 
injury how? By damming up and closing up and retarding the escape 
of the waters? The theory in the letter of General Gillmore, whom I 
respect equally with the Senator from Louisiana, is that the escape of 
these waters preventing their passing through the jetties necessarily 
shows the danger of the outlet system ! 

All I desire to say in that connection is that it is not a conceded and 
admitted fact. That is a position disputed by eminent engineers in 
the Army. While General Gillmore holds that the effect is to shoal 
the water below the outlet, other engineers equally as eminent say that 
that is not the effect. In 1882 when that subject was under examina- 
tion General Humphreys was asked his opinion upon that point. 

The question propounded to him— 

Whether, where outlets are formed on the river, there is a shoaling of the 


channel below those outlets, whether such an outlet slackens or accelerates the 
current, and shoals or does not shoal the river below. 


General Humphreys said: 


That matter was very carefully examined into by myself when I took charge 
of the surveys of the Mississippi River in 1850. There is not a single fact that 
goes to show that any shoaling whatever has been made below any of those 
crevasses. The Bonnet Carré crevasse was a great one, and it was stated that 
the river had shoaled below the crevasse, but the measurements showed that 
it had not, and that the bottom there was of hard clay, and was permanent. 
Those cross-sections have been repeated from time to time, and have been found 
substantially the same. The river has eaten alittle into the east bank, but the 
cross-sections remain of the same dimensions, character, and depth. 

I merely read that for the purpose of showing that the charge that 
in the outlet system there is necessarily a shoaling below the crevasse 
is not necessarily so, because it is a question upon which eminent en- 
gineers differ, and while General Gillmore, an eminent engineer, in- 
sists that it is so, other engineers entertain a different opinion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL}. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitTr]. 

Mr. DAWES (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired on this amend- 
ment with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. He would 
vote for the amendment, if present, and I should vote against it. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
amendment with the Senator from Kansas‘{Mr. INGALLs]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE}. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). This amend- 
ment it was announced was offered by the Senator from Kansas. May 
I ask which Senator from Kansas ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLuMB]. Ido not know how my colleague would vote on this ques- 
tion if presen t. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague, [Mr. Butler] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired 
If he were here, 
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The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

serry, George, Hoar, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Walthall. 
Coke, Gray, Pugh, 
Eustis, Harris, Ransom, 

NAYS—22. 
Allison, Frye, McMillan, Ss ner, 
Brown, Hale, Manderson, eller, 
Conger, Hamptor:, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Jones of Nev: uda, Piatt, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—=36. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, McPherson, Sabin, 
Beck, Dawes, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Sawyer, 
Bowen, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Butler Harrison, Morgan, Sherman, 
Camden, Hearst, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Pike, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Logan, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. If itis in order now, I propose an amendment on 
page 58. I think there will be no objection to it on the part of the 
committee. In line 1402, after words ‘‘ of the,’’ I move to strike out 
‘‘bar at the mouth of Whipple Creek’ and insert ‘‘ bars at the mouth 
of Whipple Creek and of Hamburg Bay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois will be stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Hamburg is a little bay on the river. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, after the words ‘‘ of 
the,’’ in line 1402, the words “‘ bar at the mouth of Whipple Creek”’ 
and insert ‘‘ bars at the mouthof Whipple Creek and Hamburg Bay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there will be no objection to that on the 
part of the committee. 

Mr. MILLER. Is it in the engineer’s report? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithinkitis. It is a small affair anyway. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to amend in line 1438 by inserting after 
the word “ channel’’ ‘‘ but not below thereaches of the river which are 
being improved by them.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope that amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say that I learn that I misunderstood 
what the purport of the remarks of the presiding officer were a short 
time ago. I certainly did not intend to say anything offensive to him 
above any man in the Senate. Therefore I withdraw any statement I 
may have made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], which will be stated. 

The SecREtTaRyY. In line 1438, after the word ‘‘ channel,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ but not below the reaches of the river which are being 
improved by them;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repairand build levees 
if,in their judgment, it should be done as part of their plan to afford ease and 


safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the channel, 
but not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them. 


Mr. GIBSON. That amendment imposes conditions upon the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission that are in line with the minority reports 
signed by the Senator from Indiana when he was a member of the com- 
mission and by General Comstock, who was also a member of the com- 
mission, and which were rejected by every member of the commission 
except those two gentlemen. 

This amendment imposes upon the commission a restriction which, 
in effect, substitutes the onin of the United States and their judg- 
ment of the proper method by which the Mississippi River may be im- 
proved, their opinion with respect to the methods and instrumentali- 
ties that may be employed by this commission, in lieu of the judgment 
and opinion of the commission itself. 

I submit to the Senate if we have selected men who are experienced 
in engineering, men who are experts in hydraulics, men who have given 
years of their lives to the investigation of the phenomena of the Missis-. 
sippi River and have Congress after Congress submitted their reports, 
which have been indorsed year after year by appropriations, whether 
it is proper, whether it is consistent with reason, that the Senate of the 
United Statesshould interpose and say to the commission, ‘‘ You shall 
not adopt this plan for the improvement of this great river, but instead 
of the plan that you propose you shall adopt some other that you 
have rejected, but which we, the Senate of the United States, intend 
that you shall attempt to execute in the improvement of this river.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me toask 
him a question ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has it been ten minutes since the Senator from 
Louisiana himself voted to overrule the reports of this commission and 


to impose upon them a limitation according to the view of Captain 
Eads as to the revetment of the banks? 

Mr. GIBSON. I admit that with respect to the revetment of the 
banks of the Mississippi River I joined with a minority of the Senat. 
in directing that that plan should be suspended, because Captain Eads, 
who was the author of the jetties and whose plan has succeeded in con. 
trolling and mastering the forces of the Mississippi River, advised jy 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas that the revetment 
plan might be post because it was expensive, and it might turn 
out that the plan of contraction which has been adopted by the Miss 
sippi River Commission might prove to be in itself a perfect and com- 
plete plan without the additional one of revetment. But I did no 
propose to instruct the Mississippi River Commission that they shou): 
not adopt the plan of revetment at all events. 

I voted merely to postpone the revetment system until they had tried 
effectually the plan of contraction. But that very amendment pro- 
posed that they should have on the banks of the river in these reac}: 
what are called dikes or levees, and the whole theory upon which th 
Mississippi River Commission proceeds is that of restraining the volume 
of the water in the channel of the Mississippi River so that we may 
increase the velocity of the current and thus scour out the river and 
bear this burden to the sea. And the attempt here on the part of the 
Senate to say to this commission, ‘‘ You shall not execute the plan th 
you propose to the Senate; you “shall not execute the plan that yo 
have agreed upon, but you shall execute in leu of it the plan that « 
minority of the commission have agreed upon, that plan which the cou. 
mission itself has rejected.’’ It is the very plan that the Senator frou 
Indiana now proposes that that commission shall execute without con- 
dition or restriction. So that there is no analogy between the vote 
which I gave restraining the commission for the time being from the 
execution of the revetment system and that which he proposes now 
which says to this commission, ‘‘ You shall not adopt the very plan 
which you submitted to the Senate as the proper one for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River.’’ 

I desire here to state that this whole scheme relates not to the banks 
of the river. There is not one word in the bill creating the Mississippi 
River Commission that gives it any jurisdiction over the banks of the 
river, that allows it to concern itself in any degree with the protection 
of the le from floods. They have nothing to do under the bill cre- 
ating the pi River with the protection of the al- 
luvial lands from overflow, with the building of levees or jetties or 
dikes to protect the people in the valley from overflow—nothing in tle 
world. 

The bill recites in its very title that it creates a commission to do 
what? Toimprovetheriver. That is the purpose of the bill, and the 
plan which has been submitted by the commission is to improve the 
Sono and I say to Senators here that it will not do for them to inter- 
pose their judgment in respect to the plans that have been adopted by 
this commission and oie to them, ‘‘ The very plan that you brought 
here under the responsibilities of the position which you occupy to im- 
prove this river the Senate goes upon; it rejects; and in lieu of 
this we substitute another plan.’’ We say, ‘‘ This is the plan of the 
Senate; we have willed that you shall follow it; but the plan which 
you brought here we will shall be 

Senators, you must adhere to the general ve. proposed by the coi 
mission. Otherwise why should we constitute a commission of ev- 
gineers and experts? What reason can there be to organize a body 0! 
men who have been educated to deal with the phenomena of the Mis 
sissippi River, whose plan has been shown here to-day to be a success- 
ful one, who have given deep water where there was shallow water, 
who have emancipated the tradeand commerce of this highway, 
and now just as . oe are midway in their course the Senate of the 
United States, under the amendment pro by the Senator from 
Indiana, interposes its knowledge, its experience, its will, and subverts. 
in point of fact, the commission itself? You might as well take this 
commission and throw it in the floods of the Mississippi River as to 
pass this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 0: 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator from Indians 
whether the effect of this amendment is not to prevent the repairing 
or building of any levees south of Lake Providence. 


Mr. HARRISON. a ER, I believe, is the lowest reac! 
they are 
Mr. EUS xs is the effect of it? 


Mr. HAREISON. I suppose it would be. There are no shoals })-- 
low Lake Providence, I believe, that they are working upon. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It seems to me that this amendment is inconsisteu' 
with the provisions of the bill as regards the improvement of the na\- 
oe the Mississippi River. In the first place, it is expressly pro- 
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P merely of protecting lands which are liable to overflow, re- | suggestion contained in the report of the commission which I read. 
of the question of the improvability of the navigation of the | This amendment will decide the question, so far as the Senate can de- 
Mississippi River, they are not authorized under this act to expend a | cide it, whether we shall enter upon that work. 
single aotiar. I assume, of course, that that provision of the law will We are making an appropriation here that will not go very far. In 
be strictly obeyed by the commission. __ | the bill as it came to us from the House the expenditure of this money 
Now, if the amendment of the Senator from Indiana be adopted it | was limited to two reaches on the river, Lake Providence and Plum 
prohibits the Mississippi River Commission from repairing or building | Point. The amount was supposed to be wholly necessary for that work. 
levees, which they may consider as part of their plan to improve the | It would be entirely inadequate to build the levees alone below these 
navigation and commerce of the Mississippi River. points. It is not sufficient in itself to complete the works at Plum 
The Senator from Indiana certainly did not state in the short speech | Point and Lake Providence. Now, what use shall we make of it ? 
that he made before that he disapproved of the levee system as an ad- Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that the 
junet to the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River. | president of the Mississippi River Commission says that those works 
I understood that he expressly reserved his judgment upon that ques- | are completed just as far as the commission desires to complete them. 
tion, and he frankly stated that that wasan unsolved problem. Now, | He has 12 feet of water in one and 15 feet in the other, and he says that 
if the river commission should determine that below Lake Providence | under no circumstances should the commission be limited to those 
Point it is necessary to keep the Mississippi River within its channel | works, because they are completed as far as he desires to complete them. 
by one system or by another in order to improve or to preserve the navi- Mr. HARRISON. Then may I ask the Senator from Louisiana what 
gation of that river, it seems to me that the effect of the amendment | other reaches they propose to enter upon the improvement of? 
of the Senator from Indiana is to impair the efficiency of that Mr. GIBSON, They propose to enter upon the improve ment of the 
commission, not only to restrain its discretion and to destroy its | New Madrid reach. 
scientific jadgment, but it is a declaration by the Senate of the Mr. HARRISON. Very good. 
United States that even if it be necessary to improve the navigation Mr. GIBSON. And the other reaches. 
of the Mississippi River south of Lake Providence, even if it be ab- Mr. HARRISON. Very good. New Madrid is above Lake Provi- 
solutely essential as a scientific question to be determined by this com- | dence. 
mission that a levee south of that point should be repaired or builded Mr. GIBSON. Isubmit to the Senator from Indiana that the com- 
although it might improve the navigation of the river and possibly be | mission does not propose to limit itself to any particular reaches, but 
“the very best investment that could be made under this appropriation, | proposes to treat the whole river. 
yet under the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana there is Mr. HARRISON. Neither do I propose to limit the commission as 
an absolute and peremptory prohibition to the commission that it shall | to where they shall do work on that river in the direction of rectifying 
surrender its judgment and surrender its responsibility, and not a soli- | any defect in its navigation. If my amendment is adopted they will 
tary dollar of this large appropriation shall be so used, because the Sen- | be left entirely free to choose any point on the river where there is now 
ate of the United States, and the House if it adopts it, prohibit it. I | defective navigation and to address themselves to its improvement. 
say, Mr. President, that the amendment presents an irreconcilable in- | They wil! be left entirely free to build levees along that reach, to build 
consistency with the whole theory and purpose of this appropriation. | levees above that reach if they please; and certainly neither of the Sen- 
The Senator complained that an amendment was offered which rep- | ators from Louisiana will claim that the work of improving the New 
resented the contraction system, the Eads system; and yet he himself | Madrid reach will be helped by building levees on the lower river 
proposes by his amendment to restrict the commission to a system | The commission themselves do not pretend that it will have any rela- 
which is antagonistic and hostile to the levee system though in the | tion to their work of improvement, but simply that it will tend to coun- 
judgment of that commission that should be the most appropriate way | teract the injurious effects resulting from levees built at or above the 
of dedicating the money which is appropriated under this bill. points which have been improved. 
There is another objection to which I desire to call hisattention. The Mr. GIBSON. The Senatorfrom Indiana surely could not have read 
Government of the United States under previous appropriations adopted | the last report of the commission. 
the suggestions and the schemes which were proposed by the river com- Mr. HARRISON. I have it here before me. 
mission in previous years and have builded levees. Those levees have Mr. GIBSON. Ido not propose to answer, or to try to answer, all 
been built south of Lake Providence. They have cost millions of dol- | the objections which the Senator from Indiana may have against the plan 
lars, I may say, in all the riparian States. There stands the invesf- | of the Mississippi River Commission. I believe that the Senator from 
ment of the Government of the United States in those great works | Indiana iscommitted against that plan; that he was committed against 
which have been constructed by this river commission with the public | it at the outset when he was a member of the commission, and that he 
money appropriated by Congress and under a system which has re- | is committed against it now. 
ceived the sanction of Congress. Is it possible that the honorable Sen- But I desire to say to the Senator that that plan rests upon the sys- 
ator intends that those magnificent works so constructed shall be ex- | tem of contraction, which means, in effect, holding within the river 
posed to the danger of destruction and that this river commission shall | all the water of the river, so that the velocity may be increased, the 
not have the power to expend a single dollar to save those levees or to | friction diminished, the scouring power of the current re-enforced, and 
repair them against the floods of the Mississippi River; that they are | that no matter what instrumentalities the commission may require, 
to stand by and see those levees swept away, the work of years and the | whether they be jetties, or dikes, or restraining walls, in order to exe- 
work of millions of dollars disappear, as it were, as they might do in | cute this plan, which is the plan of contraction, I for one feel disposed 
anight’s time? Yet under this amendment as proposed by the Sena- | to vote for it. 
tor from Indiana not a solitary dollar of this money could be used to I desire to say, with the permission of the Senator from Indiana, 
protect, to preserve, or to save those levees, but they would disappear, | that but two plans have ever been suggested for the treatment of the 
being washed away by the floods of the Mississippi River. Mississippi River. One is the outlet plan, which is to take the water 
Whom would that benefit? To whose advantage would that accrue ? | out of the river; and the other is the plan of contraction, which is to 
To the Government of the United States to have millions of dollars of | keep the water in theriver. If jetties be necessary to this latter plan, 
money which have been invested under the sanction of Congress wasted | if levees be necessary, if restraining walls or dikes be necessary, as 
and simply for the reason that the Congress of the United | they are necessary on the Rhine and on the Rhone and as they were 
States, if the amendment of the Senator from Indiana be adopted, has | necessary at the mouth of the Mississippi River, it seems to me to be 
absolutely and peremptorily prohibited the commission from expend- | the part of wisdom to allow the Mississippi River Commission to adopt 
ing a solitary dollar to save these great public works from destruction | these instrumentalities, call them what we may. But to say here that 
by the floods of the Mississippi. 1 will tell the honorable Senator that | we are in favor of the plan of contraction and opposed to the outlet 
a levee that may have cost a million or a million and a half of dollars | system, and yet to deny to the Mississippi River Commission the in- 
can be saved sometimes by the expenditure of a few hundred or a few | strumentalities that it should employ to execute the plan of contrac- 
thousand dollars at the proper time. I can tell the honorable Senator | tion, seems to me to be child’s play; and I can not imagine how any 
that some of the greatest levees that have been built in Louisiana have | one who favors the plan of contraction ean vote in favor of the amend- 
disappeared sometimes in twenty-four hours for the reason that prevent- | ment of the Senator from Indiana, which, while approving on prin- 
ive measures had not been taken in order to save and preserve those | ciple the very system which has been presented to us by the Missis- 
levees, sippi River Commission, yet denies to that commission the means and 
I ask him whether he will take the responsibility before the country | methods and instrumentalities which it may adopt in order to exeeute 
of saying that those great works which have been constructed shal! | that system. 
at their own peril, and that the Government and the people of Mr. HARRISON. I do not understand the Senator from Louisiana. 
the United States have no longer any interest in those magnificent | What has the contraction of the water way to do with the reaches of the 
works which have been constructed at such an expenditure of money | river below Lake Providence? Where do you want tocontract it? The 
and under the sanction of the Congress of the United States? purpese of contraction is to scour a sufficient depth of water through- 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I intended by this amendment to | out the whole river. Below there we have an ample depth of water. 
present distinetly and squarely the question whether the Senate was | We do not want any contraction there. The contraction needed is upon 
ready to enter upon the work of the construction of levees beginning | these reaches where we have low water, like New Madrid, Lake Provi- 
the mouth of the Mississippi and extending up toCairo. That is the | dence, Plum Point, and perhaps others. These are above the point he 
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wants to levee. You do not need any scouring down there; you have 
plenty of depth. You do not levee down there to get scour; you do 
not levee it to contract the water; you levee it down there simply to 
prevent the injurious effects of levees built higher up the river; and 
that is what the commission say. 

Mr. KENNA. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. I should like to ask for information if a greater depth 
of water should be needed below has not the commission full discre- 
tion under its general powers to improve that section of the river ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. KENNA. Would it not have under your amendment power to 
build levees, if necessary, as part of the plan of that improvement? 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly. If there should develop on any 
part of the lower river the Senator from Louisiana has been talking 
about ashoal place, a bar, and they entered upon the work of improve- 
ment, they could build levees there and get thescour. Ah, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is not scour they want down there; it is levees; and not levees 
to deepen the channel. It is deep enough for any navigation that it has 
ever been called upon to bear. It is levees that are wanted, and levees 
for protection. The commission themselves put the building of levees 
toward the mouth of the river distinctly upon the ground that it is to 
protect the lands against an increased flood-height caused by building 
levees up the river. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. DoTI understand that it is proposed te build these 
levees lower down to guard against the danger of damage to the land 
along the river which has been caused by the construction of levees at 

ints where mavigation needs to be improved? 

Mr. HARRISON. To prevent damage which they apprehend may 
result from levees built higher up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I refer to levees built up the river. 

Mr. HARRISON. Built by the commission higher up, which they 
apprehend may have such a result. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator a question for my own 
information. Do I understand that his amendment is intended to pre- 
vent the reasonably apprehended disastrous effect of improvements 
made under the law by, the commission at higher points up the river ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam free to say to the Senator that I do not be- 
lieve there are such effects, and the commission have not said so, but 
they apprehend such effects if they continue their levee system up the 
river to the extent that may be contemplated. 

Mr. CALL. I would ask the Senator if he proposes to deprive the 
commission of any power to prevent the evil effects of work which has 
been done under their authority in destroying the lives and property 
of the people who may be upon the river? 

Mr. HARRISON. I answer very promptly that I do not believe the 
construction of the levees up.the river which threaten the result which 
they talk about is necessary to the improvement of the river at those 
points, or that it is necessary to carry them to any such height as to 
produce such a result. 

Mr. CALL. Then I understand the Senator’s amendment is predi- 
cated upon such a degree of confidence in his own judgment upon that 
subject that he will not allow any means of preventing the possibility 
of an error or mistake upon his part. 

Mr. HARRISON. Imean just this, that if the commission in order 
to carry out their scheme of levees higher up the river as an aid to the 
channel works in increasing the depth of water believe that it is neces- 
sary in order to accomplish that to levee the whole river, then I do not 
agree with them. 

As Professor Mitchell, one of the ablest men on that commission, 
says, we ought not to undertake the leveeing of 270 miles of good river, 
with plenty of water in it, until we have tested the experiments above 
and proved it to be necessary. I say that is a wise suggestion, and I 
want to know if any one here, who has not an overwhelming interest, 
by reason of the situation of his constituency, in the construction of 
these levees would not agree with the suggestion that before we un- 
dertake the construction of 270 miles, protecting the river on both 
banks by levees where necessary, we should not first demonstrate that 
the works above can be accomplished without the levees there, and, 
secondly, whether the effect of using levees there is not to put in peril 
property on the lower river. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite agree with the Senator in opposition to ap- 
propriating money to build levees on the Mississippi or any other river 
to protect the private land-holder on either bank, but if it is necessary 
to build levees on the upper river to an extent that will produce an in- 
crease of flood-height that overflows as a necessary consequencé the delta 
below, does he deny the power and right and duty to protect the coun- 
try below from the consequence of its act above? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do notof course deny that if we produce an in- 
creased flood-height below it would be entirely appropriate that we 
should guard the people there against it; but I deny that it has been 
demonstrated that that is the result, and I deny that the construction 


of levees above is necessary to such an extent, in order to scour th. 
channel, as to justify us in starting in now, before it has been demon. 
strated to be necessary, to build a double levee 270 miles long from the 
Gulf up, and start that out of an appropriation here that is inadequate 
to other necessary work. 

The New Madrid reach is to be improved, and other places wher, 
there is low water are to be improved, and yet the Senators from Lou. 
isiana want to have the provision left so that the entire appropriatioy, 
may be employed in building levees, starting at the mouth of the river 
upward. 

The Senator from Louisiana who sits nearest me [Mr. Eustis] made 
a suggestion that I think is entitled to weight, and I propose, there- 
fore, to suggest a modification of my amendment to enable the com- 
mission below the point that they are improving to prevent or close q 
crevasse which may threaten injury to the work that they have done 
I agree that that suggestion is pertinent and I adopt it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now, I should like to ask the Senator one question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of course the Senator having been on this commis. 
sion I have to defer a great deal to his knowledge of the Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. HARRISON. I learned very little there. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I have tried to learn something about it myself. Tie 
Senator has an idea, evidently, that from a certain given point on the 
Mississippi River you find a deep, navigable river, and consequently 
that there is no use to have the commission instructed to build levees 
or to do any work to improve the navigation of the river, which is 
already sufficient. I take it that that is the idea in the Senator's 
mind, 

Mr. HARRISON. Where there is navigation already sufficient and 
which is not threatened. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is true, you may say, for a series of years when 
we are not visited with any extraordinarily high floods; but I wish 
to make it manifest to the Senator’s mind how utterly untenable his 
position is when owing to high floods at the points of which he speaks 
the Mississippi River, instead of being 1 mile wide, is 40 miles wide. 

Mr. HARRISON. Still the channel is deep enough. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I beg your pardon; I was going to ask what becomes 
of the channels of the Mississippi River then? Asgood a pilotas you 
might be, sir, you could not find them. The whole nature and chiar- 
acter of that river is thereby changed, and what was good navigation 
becomes dangerous and difficult navigation, owing to the fact that tly 
river has been widened from 1 mile to 40 miles and where you hai 
lands those very lands may be in the middle of the river. I have my- 
self seen often a house and a plantation which was a riparian planta- 
tion in the middle of the Mississippi River and the channel miles away 
from where it originally was. 

The proposition I wish to submit to the honorable Senator is this: 
If that be true, and I know it to be true, when such a flood occurs as 
we had in 1882, despise if you please and scorn the levees, laugh if 
you please at this system of contraction, you will have a system of ex- 
pansion that will cost the Government of the United States millions of 
dollars where it would cost thousands if you allowed the river com- 
mission to build levees where they thought it was necessary. 

It is an erroneous idea to suppose that the people who inhabit the 
Mississippi River are asking Congress to build these levees merely for 
the protection of their homes and their lands. I myself would respect 
that appeal, I would heed it from whomsoever it might come; but ! 
say that that is not the fact. Those people understand the regimen of 
that river. Those who are interested in its navigation understand its 
caprices and its eccentricities; and no doctor ever lived who had such 
a difficult patient to deal with as those scientific engineers have to deal 
with in solving the lem of the navigability of the Mississippi River. 

I know that the honorable Senator does not wish to be unjust to this 
measure. I accept him as the friend and coadjutor in this great work 
of improving the Mississippi River, and I tell him that you have to 
guard against these extraordinary and devastating floods, which not 
only destroy the works but destroy the very nature and character of t!iat 
river; and you will spend millions and millions of dollars, in my judz- 
ment, where by spending a few thousand dollars you could not only pr- 
tect that country from overflow but improve the navigation of the river 
by the levee system. 

Mr. HARRISON. The lower river is subject to the contingency. | 
agree that a great crevasse may be formed which will draw a sufficient 
body of the main river to diminish the slope, and hence the velocity, ©! 
the stream below, and that may result in deposits below the crevasse. 
That is the only peril to which the lower part of the river is sulje'. 
Over and over again in these reports the Mississippi River Commissio0 
have said that navigation on that part of the river did not need any 
improvement; that there was an ample depth of water. 

In high water, of course, navigation is dangerous in times of flood. 
Channels may change somewhat by reason of a flood; nevertheless there 
.is an abundant depth of water.’ Thereare no shoals; there are no bars 
to be removed; and hence the building of levees for the purpose of yet 
ting more erosion, as the other Senator from Louisiana claimed, is ¢°- 
tirely unnecessary on the lower part of the river. 
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In my amendment I propose that wherever the commission under- 
take to improve the river from Cairo clear down to the passes, at any 





point where they think navigation needs improvement and have set j $100,000 of said sum of $500,000 to correct the curren 


about to improve the work of navigation, I put no limit on their power 
to build levees there if they want todo so as partof theirwork. Ionly 
say that they shall not go below the points they are improving (and I | 
have added to my amendment the words) ‘‘ unless it shall be necessary | 
to prevent or close an injurious crevasse.’?’ With that amendment we 
would provide that they shall not enter upon a general system of build- 
ing levees below the point that they are improving, but that if a cre- 
vasse is threatened that is likely to draw off the water in such a way 
as to injure navigation, or if a crevassse occurs in the levees likely to 
produce such a result, they shall have power to prevent its breaking 
through or to close it if it is open. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Read the modification of the amendment again, if 

‘ou please. 

Mr. HARRISON. I propose to make it read that they shall not have 
power to build levees below unless it shall be necessary to prevent or 
close an injurious crevasse. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That modification is satisfactory to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as compared with the original proposition. 

Mr. HARRISON. That entirely relieves us of the idea that this 
money is to be spent to build a general system of levees down there, 
and at the same time it leaves the commission free, if a crevasse 
threatens to injure navigation, to close it up. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the amendment will be voted down and that 
this restriction will not be placed upon the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion. I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate, but I regard it 
as a very injurious and injudicious amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated as modified. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘ channel,’’ in line 1438, it is pro- 


posed to add: 


But not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them, un- 
less it shall be necessary to prevent or close an injurious crevasse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the ayes 
have it. The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana calls for 
a division. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest to the Senator that that is not necessary. 
This very bill provides for work at New Orleans, and that is low enough 
down to cover all he desires. It is not Lake Providence atall, but the 
work below. There is a special appropriation for improving the river 
at New Orleans. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Michigan can not get away with 
this amendment on that suggestion, although it is adroit. The object 
is to prevent the construction of levees below the reaches which are 
being improved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana de- 
mand a division? 

Mr.GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. I donot propose to makea speech on this subject at all, 
but I wish to say that I do not appreciate the force of an argument 
where there are two methods of making a great public improvement 
upon a river, and one of them has the incidental effect of protecting 
the lives and property of the people of the United States, that we 
should exclude the method which has the incidental effect of benefiting 

everybody. For one, I do not see any difference between the benefits 
which are to come to the people from the improvement of navigation 
and the benefits which are to come to them from preventing the de- 
struction of their lives and their property. I shall vote to allow the 
commission the utmost latitude; but I wish to say that for one in all 
measures of public importance I shall consider the incidental advan- 
oa which will come to the people, and that that will be no objection 
me, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division has been called for on 

to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce. Senators in favor of the amend- 
ment will stand until they are counted. 

There were, on a division, ayes 22. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Louisiana will withdraw 
Guts for a further count. It is evident that the amendment is car- 


Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. If in order I should like to propose an amendment 
on page 58 by striking out lines 1421, 1422, 1423, and 1424 and in- 
serting what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from line 1421 to 
line 1424, inclusive, as follows: 


anni te Secestary of War may, in his discretion, use so much of said oum of 
as necessary to correct the current of the river and improve the 
channel at Saiat Louis ’ 
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And to insert: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, use not to exceed 

t of the river and improve the 
channel at Saint Louis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the amendment to the amendment ought to 
be adopted, because under the provision of the amendment as it stands 
the whole amount might be expended at Saint Louis if the Secretary 
of War ordered it, and All the other improvements itemized there would 
be neglected entirely, and they are all very important. I understand 
the importance of the improvements opposite Saint Louis, but at the 
same time I do not want all the money that is appropriated to go to that 
ene spot. I hope the amendment to the amendment wiil be adopted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] I think 
is familiar with that portion of the amendment, and I do not observe 
him here. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Thechairman of the committee can see very clearly 
just all that there is of it, unless the committee are willing that the 
Secretary of War shall appropriate the whole sum opposite Saint Louis. 

I think it is but fair that the improvement at Saint Louis should be 
limited to one-fifth of the amount appropriaced to the several iniprove- 
ments. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri is here now. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Missouri has comein I will re- 
peat what I said a moment ago. A provision of the amendment made 
by the Committee on Commerce leaves it discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of War to expend the whole $500,000 opposite Saint Louis. I 
do not think that is exactly fair for the other points along the river 
between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio River at 
Cairo. So I have proposed an amendment to limit the amount to be 
expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War to $100,Q00 at the 
point opposite Saint Louis. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
without objection will be agreed to. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 1465, to reduce the appropriation ‘‘ for survey of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to its headwaters: Continuing sur- 
vey,’’ from $75,000 to $25, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to move an amendment to section 2. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to knowif all the amendments of the commit- 
tee have been acted upon and if the bill is now open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; only the amendments of the 
committee to section 1 have been acted upon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask unanimous consent that on all amendments 
hereafter debate be limited to five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that in the further consideration of this bill debate 
be limited under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. Ide not think it will be possible for me to say about 
section 2 what I wish to say in five minutes, but so desirous am I of 
pushing along the business of the Senate that I shall not make an ob- 
jection. I will contrive to say what I wish to say in five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. HALE. I move tostrike outsection 2ofthebill. It goes much 
further than ever any river and harbor bill attempted to go before. It 
does not deal with defects in rivers and harbors alone, and the juris- 
diction of the United States upon such rivers and upon such defects 

where they arise, but amplifies and takes charge in effect and in pur- 
pose of nearly every stream, great or small, in the United States. 

Section 2 provides penalties against the acts of citizens dumping ob- 
stacles named in the section not only into navigable rivers where Con- 
gress appropriates money, thereby extending the jurisdiction of the 
United States over those rivers, but it extends it to every affluent and 
tributary, and thereby ousts the States’ jurisdiction. I object to that. 

Looking further along in the bill I find that having in section 2 as- 
serted this general and exclusive jurisdiction, it carries out the legiti- 
mate principle of that assertion and declares in the subsequent sections 
that all questions of bridging streams or the affluents where they are 
appropriated for by Congress shall be in the United States, and that 
works erected hundreds and thousands of miles from these improve- 
ments may after a short notice be destroyed by the Secretary of War. 

I am opposed to all of that section. It is exercising a jurisdiction 
never attempted before. Sir, in my own State there is not a little 
stream that helps to make up a river that is not by these sections taken 
control of by the United States and made subject to their jurisdiction. 
There is not a lake in our borders that is not so seized and grappled by 

this bill, for those lakes are all reservoirs and tributaries of a river. It 
destroys the jurisdiction of every State over these small streams. 
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In my State in its legislative councils there are committees upon in- 
terior waters, upon ways and bridges, and water highways; but if the 
amendments which are reported here and the provisions of the House 
are carried out there are no interior waters in Maine or in any other 
State; the jurisdiction of the Legislature is destroyed. I do not be- 
lieve that Congress or the American people are prepared to go to any 
such extent. 

We deal in the State of Maine as a State with questions pertaining 
to the welfare of our people. We deal with the school, with the jury- 
box, with the courts, but just the same we deal with roads and bridges 
and water highways; and everything of that kind is taken away by 
these sections. 

I am not one of those who are particularly afraid of the exercise of 
the national jurisdiction and powers over great subjects; but, sir, 
something has been left te the States and something ought to be left 
to the States. If the provisions which have been embodied in this 
bill by the other branch and assented to by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce were carried out, then all these great subjects with which 
the State ought to deal are found to be nothing but shifting sands, dis- 
appearing before the greedy and devouring march of central authority. 
I object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Maine, before 
he sits down, to make his motion to strike out all the sectionsdown to 
and including section 7. 

Mr. HALE. I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Maine that his amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. HALE. For what reason? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the agreement made in ad- 
vance, the amendments offered by the Senate Commerce Committee are 
first to be acted upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that this 
question may be acted upon now. It certainly should be given, as the 
matter has been discussed, and it should be settled now rather than to 
go back. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done, I should like to suggest to my 
friend from Maine that he enlarge the scope of his amendment to some 
extent so that it will have the effect of striking out everything includ- 
ing section 2 down to section 9. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to make the motion, if some other Senator 
did not, to strike out the sections section by section, but the suggestion 
is better. As these features are not essential to a river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill, I will, by the consent of the Senate, make my amend- 
ment apply to all the sections, including section 2 and going down to 
section 7. That covers the whole subjeet-matter of this vast amplifica- 
tion of central jurisdiction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Down to section 9, I would 

Mr. CONGER. If section 2 should be stricken out by the Senate it 
may be restored by the House or fail in conference. It should be cor- 
rected in accordance with the views of the committee, if the commit- 
tee’s views are of any importance, so that if it be stricken out it will 
be in a condition for the committee of conference te act upen it in 
proper form. I hope, therefore, that the committee amendments, which 
are not very numerous, may first be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both under theagreementand under 
the well-settled principles of parliamentary law the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee to perfect the text before these sections could 
be stricken out would take precedence, and the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine would not be in order at this time. 

Mr. HALE. If the rule then is to be enforced I give notice that 
when the Senate shall have ceased to consider amendments to section 2 
I shal! seek the floor for the purpose of moving to strike it out, unless 
it is so changed that I can accept it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The rule requires that we shall go through the bill 
and acton the committee’s amendments first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendmentof the Senator from Maine I think 
is in order as a pending amendment, but not only the amendments re- 
ported by the committee perfecting the text but any amendment that 
any Scnator may choose to offer tending to perfect the part to be stricken 
out must take precedence in the vote that is to be taken. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, if the rule is enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question first is upon the amend- 
ments of the committee to section 2 of the bill. The first amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 2, line 9, after “ United States,’’ the 
committee report to strike out ‘“‘ whereby navigation might be im- 
peded;’’ so as to read: 


gress lias already made, or may hereafter mak 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed toif 
there be no objection. 


Mr. HALE. No; I certainly hope that the amendment will not }. 
agreed to. The House of Representatives was more conservative jp 
these sweeping provisions than the Senate committee has been, bec, 
the House in passing the bill limited the effect of this proposed |e, 
lation to cases of citizens putting obstructive matter in streams far ())) 
where navigation might be impeded by such an act; but if this amen(- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce be adopted this act of the «i; 
zen, whether any consequence could be traced to it or not, no ma: 
how harmless it might be in its result, would subject him to the pi 
alties of section 6. So I hope the Senate will not, in considering t}). 
section of the bill, agree to the amendment reported by the com mitt, 
and I hope the committee will not insist upon it. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator from Maine will observe upon » 
62, at line 26, he will find the words ‘‘and become an obstructio 
navigation.’’ 

Mr. HALE. But that only applies to a certain specific charac. 
obstacles thrown in, while this is a general provision. 

Mr. KENNA. Thatclanuse applies to the whole section. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it does. 

Mr. KENNA. The words ‘whereby navigation might be impede: 
were stricken out for the very reason that the bare possibility that nay- 
igation might be impeded ought not te condemn the action. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion wh 
I think will suit the committee and the Senate ? 

Mr. KENNA. If I have made myself clear about the object of the 
committee in making the amendment I have nothing further to say 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the Senatorisright. Even if he is, the 
words put in by the House which are proposed to be stricken ont our! 
to be kept in; because they only agree with the construction which the 
Senator from West Virginia places upon the section. 

Mr. KENNA. With this qualification, that the words on page 6, 
line 26, provide absolutely that the act shall amount to an obstruction 
before it is inhibited, whereas on page 61 the words which the Senato 
from Maine objects to being stricken out simply deal with the possi- 
bility that the navigation could be affected. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me these words had better be stricken ou! 
even taking the view which the Senator from Maine takes, because thc) 
are very imperfect—‘* whereby navigation might be impeded.”’ I pro- 
pose, if they are stricken out, to insert in lieu of them the words ** to 
the substantial injury of navigation,’’ and then to insert in the twel/th 
line, after the word “‘or,’’ so that it will qualify the whole following 
clause, ‘* to such injury;’’ so as to read: 

Or to such injury to dump, discharge, or wash, or cause to be dumped, &: 


Mr. HALE. I think that covers the purpose in view. 

Mr. KENNA. I think there will be no objection to that modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I agree to that amendment for one. 


Mr. DOLPH. There is no objection on my part. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In lieu of the words proposed to be stricken 
out insert the words ‘‘to the substantial injury of navigation;”’ and 
after the word “‘ or,’’ in line 12, to insert the words “ to such injury;” 
so as to read: 

Or other waters of the United States, to the substantial injury of navigation, 
for the improvement of which Congress has already made, or may hereafter 
make, appro tions, or to such injury to dump, discharge, or wash, or causc to 
be dumped, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. TheCommittecon Commerce very deliberately after the 
discussion struck out the words “ whereby navigation might be in- 

.”’ “Might be impeded.’’ No lawyer could construct an issue 
of that sort and put it beforea jury. How would you ever come to any 
conclusion as to whether navigation might be impeded or not? 

Mr. HALE. Those words have been stricken out and the clause 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts has been adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has not been adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I thought it had been adopted. 

Mr. VEST. What other amendment has been adopted? 
understand that an amendment had been adopted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment to the amendment be st:ted 


in. 
“eThe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Hoar to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendmest 
will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rise to object. I wish to express 
my opinion of this section, and I might as well do it upon this motion 
as on any other. I think it is the most remarkable section that I have 
ever seen in a bill before this body. 

First, undoubtedly the purpose is very laudable and praisewort!y, 
yet the extent to which this goes is I think what was antic- 
ipated by the House of Representatives which draughted it. Take, 10! 


I did not 
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instance, the sixteenth linc. After providing that nothing shall be de- 
posited in any navigable stream to which the Government may appro- 
priate money, we find the words: 

Or into any tributary, branch, or affluent of such waters or rivers. 


by some officer of the Government who comes around and tells hint that 


he is putting débrisinto the stream that runs down into the Platte and | 
ultimately in the Missouri and then into the Mississippi River. There | 


is no end to this at all. 


As was said by the Senator from Maine, it is the absolute control of | 


all the water ways of the United States by the National Government. 
It is the most searching, centralizing grasp that the Government has 
ever attempted. How anybody who has any regard at all for local con- 
trol can support it I can not conceive. 

It is not necessary to preserve the water ways of the United States from 
destruction that any such act as this should be passed. It has not any 
place in this bill. Itoughtnotto behere. If it is necessary that there 
should be legislation upon this subject it should come here in a sepa- 
rate bill; it should stand upon its merits, and not be attached toa large 
number of appropriations that a great number of Senators and Members 
are anxious to have passed, and where they may be willing to accept 
what is vicious legislation for the purpose of securing to themselves the 
benefits of some other portion of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Senator will allow me to call his attention to 
the amendment—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will if it does not come out of my time. 
vield otherwise. 

Mr. CONGER. I willnot interfere with you. This is notan amend- 
ment the Senator is speaking to. The five-minute rule applies to amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TELLER. lamspeaking to the amendment or to the bill, just 
as the Senator chooses. I think it is absolutely indefensible, without 
justification and without excuse; and it will be used for the purpose of 
harassing and annoying, not in California alone, but in every other 
section of the country where men mine and wash gold from the earth. 
Take the mines in Western Colorado, one river running down into the 
Gulf of Mexico, the other into the Gulf of California, neither practi- 
cally a navigable river, and yet both navigable within the eye of the 
law. Every miner who dumps a bushel of earth into an affluent of 
those streams is liable under this proposed law to the penalties herein 
provided. 

Mr. CONGER. When by the process of mining which is prohibited 
here such rivers as the Sacramento and the Feather and the San Joa- 
quin and any other rivers in the United States that have been naviga- 
bie since their discovery up to within a few years have had their navi- 
gation destroyed, Congress has but one of two things to do, either to let 
the destruction go on and leave the river without appropriation or stop 
the filling up if possible. That is all I can say about it. 

The bay of San Diego has been filling up so much that Congress made 
an appropriation of several thousand dollars to preserve the harbor of 
San Diego. Weare asked toimprove theserivers in California. There 
is no use inimproving them if the hydraulic mines can pour down their 
millions of tons into the rivers and fill them up, as they have filled up 
a good portion now and are filling up the bay of San Francisco. We 
must either stop the improvements and let the rivers go or stop the in- 
jury tethem. Thatsecems to bea plain, practical question. The trath 

is, that not only are these rivers filled up, but fertile valleys along these 
rivers have been filled in many places to the depthof 5, 10, andashigh 
as 20 feet, almost covering the houses and destroying the trees, the 
fences, and the tillage of the lands. 

But there is no danger of any injury by this bill to the miners upon 
tributaries upon the top of the Rocky Mountains. The Senator from 
Colorado is visionary in that. He is not often visionary, and therefore 
[hail his poetic development to-day. This same bill provides that 
this shall not be considered to apply to any other character of mining 
than hydranlie, by water through pipes and used through nozzles under 

pressure. The miners who are at work up on the tributaries are in no 
danger under the provisions of this bill unless they use hydraulic min- 
ing through pipes and nozzles. 

If this other provision of the committee amendment be acted upon 
and adopted, then it will relieve the Senator of all danger to the ordi- 
nary labor of the miner, either high up on the mountains or low down 
in the ont country, as he will see by looking at the amendment 
added by the committee to the second section, providing that nothing 
herein contained shall extend or— 


I can not 


ne Metintion of the committee, I think, will guard against what 
And provided further, That in places where barbor-lines have not been estab- 
lished, and where such deposits cau be made without injury to navigation, within 
suthnocag qannliehed by the Secretary of War, said officer may, and is hereb 

authorized to, cause lines to be established; and within such lines anh 
deposits may be made, under regulations to be from timeto time preseribed by 
I 


think these two provisions inserted by the committee relieve the 
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Under that the miner in the heights of the Rocky Mountains, clear | 
up in the clouds, will be liable to be pestered and annoyed and arrested | 
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section of a great deal of the fear that it will interfere with the private 
rights of persons working upon tributaries or anywhere else, on the 
It was for that object that the committee 
y prepared this whole amendment in the two paragraphs I have 
read, to avoid the trouble and the difficulty and the injury to innocent 
workers by other means of washing and sluicing than by 
pressure 


Mr.HALE. Mr 


hydraulic 


President, the trouble is that the provisions in these 


sections are in no degree confined to mining, but they extend out and 
| absorb the control of small interior waters with reierence to every vo- 
cation that the citizen may pursue uponthem. The underlying defect 
in these provisions is that they reach out and grasp by the Federal au- 
thority the entire control of these interior waters. They deprive the 


State of jurisdiction; they leave nothing to the State. 

All of these subjects, the treatments 
applied to the uses of smaller streams] 
ought to be left to theState L 


ind methods which should be 
1undreds of miles in the country, 
egislatures. The very feature that is most 
insisted upon in this bill, the popular want, and desire, and appreciation, 
backing up all these appropriations, ought to induee the Committee on 
Commerce to leave these things to the several States. 

If the people of the United States believe in these appropriations 
they are beneficent, as is claimed, and in many cases and in most they 
may be so, then it is surely safe to leave with the authorities of th 
State, the Legislatures of the different States, the care and protection of 
these interior waters, these streams running from far back in the coun- 
try down to the sea or to the great rivers into which they empty. Ili 
is @ monstrous thing to report a bill which, like a devil-fish, reaches 
out its arms and tears and mangles every remnant of State jurisdiction 
left over these interior waters. The Senate ought not for a momenttu 
harbor provisions that thus annihilate State jurisdiction. The Com 
mittee on Commerce in advocating this measure as a great popular 
measure ought not in it to take away from the people of the States thei: 
rights in controlling these streams. They will protect these uppe: 
streams apart from the places and the jurisdiction assumed by the Gen- 
eral Government over the portions that are dealt with and appropri- 
ated for. If these provisionsare wise and beneficent, public sentiment 
in those States will take care of this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Conakr} could 
not have read this section with a great deal of care, or he would have 
seen that his suggestion that my opinion was visionary was not good. 
In the first place there are miners mining in the Rocky Mountains with 
pipes and nozzles who are not affecting injuriously the waters of th: 
United States. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. TELLER. 


Then this bill does not hit them. 
It does hit them under the express provision of tlic 


committee, for having stricken out the provision that the dumping, 
&e., should be injurious to navigation, they have ex industria fixed it 
so that every miner on the top of the Rocky Mountains who is plying 
his legal avocation with a nozzle and pipe, as he has been doing for 
twenty years, and as he was invited to do by the Government of the 


United States, and as he bought the land of the Government of the 
United States for the purpose of doing, 600 miles, 700 miles, or a thou- 
sand miles from any navigable waters, is brought within the strict pro- 
visions of this law, if it ever should become a law. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Senator will read line 26 and two or thre: 
lines previous on page 62 he will find that he is in error. 

Mr. TELLER. I have read every provision of the bill. The section 
provides at line 26 for what may beeome an obstruction to navigation; 
and it may be readily said that if the débris goes down the Blue River 
in Colorado (which has been tinged with the earth washed from the 
hills for twenty years) into the Rio Grande River or into the Gulf of 
California, it is impeding the progress of the commerce on that river by 
itsdepesits. Itcan be readily sosaid. Every community that throws 
its filth into the affluents of a great river is liable to be harassed and 
annoyed by the provisions of this bill. 

Why could not the committee have confined the provision to that 
which would render navigation impossible, or difficult, or destroy it, or 
injure itin any sense? But as I said, they carefully struck out of the 
bill the words “ whereby navigation might be impeded,’’ insisting by 
their course that any throwing of dirt by the method at least of a noz- 
zle or pipe into the affluent of a stream was to be a crime against the 
United States law. 

The amendment on page 62 is an improvement, I admit. It is bet- 
ter than the original text; it has improved the section; but there are 
some things that I do not believe in, even in the amendment. ‘The 
Secretary of War is to tell us where we may dump our tailings. The 
Secretary of War is to tell the mill-man where he may put the refuse 
of his mill, and if he does not put it where the Secretary of War tells 
him then he is liable to be prosecuted under this proposed law. 

It is not only objectionable for the reason that this is an assumption 
of right and power where the Government has not any right to assum« 
authority over the non-navigable streams of the State, but it is also 
objectionable in the particulars in which itis provided that filth of any 
kind, cinders, sawdust, slabs, anything that shall be thrown into an 
affluent may render the citizen who thus throws it in subject te the 
pains and penalties of the biil. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Missouri will yield to me just 
one moment, I should like to have an understanding about this five- 
minute rule. How many times is each Senator allowed to speak under 
the five-minute rale? As often as he pleases? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under what is well known as the five- 
minute rule, no; but under the rule adopted by the Senate by unani- 
mous consent no limitation was placed upon the number of times a 
Senator might address the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I propose a limitation upon the number of 
times a Senstor may address the Senate under the five-minute rule as 
applied to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the same question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Uponthe same question. I ask unanimous consent 
that no Senator shall be allowed to address the Chair more than once 
upon the same question under the five-minute rule in the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, on the same amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the same amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that no Senator be permitted to address the Senate 
more than once on the same amendment. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALILS. I object. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I congratulate the Democratic party 
upon the accession to the doctrine of State rights which has been so 
eminently displayed here this evening. I hardly expected to be lect- 
ured by tne Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] or the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. TELLER. I had the misfortune to be brought up in the Demo- 
cratic party, and I have maintained some of the better features of De- 
mocracy myself. 

Mr. VEST. I knew that while the Senator did vote the Republican 
ticket he had some of the habits of the Democratic party. Atthe same 
time I have noticed a good deal that was very commendable about the 
Senator, the origin of which I have now ascertained. 

Mr. President, this whole question comes down at last to this: What 
is the extent of the jurisdiction and what is the duty of the Federal 
Government as to navigable streams? If you carry out the opposition 
to these sections which has been developed here to some extent to-night 
it amounts logically to this, that while the Government of the United 
States takes jurisdiction over these waters for the purpose of improv- 
ing them it can not prevent obstructions from being placed in them. 

The Senator from Colorado says we go into the interior of a State 
and take charge of streams under the jurisdiction exclusively of the 
State government. I assert that whenever the Congress of the United 
States has the right under the Constitution to improve a stream it has 
the right to prevent a State from putting obstructions in that stream. 
If that is not true, then the jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
amounts to nothing. ’ 

I am considered to be rather extreme upon the doctrine of State rights, 
but I have never gone so faras to deny to the General Government the 
right to protect its own property. If we have the power to pass a river 
and harbor bill, and this section provides here in the first part of it that 
it applies only to streams for which we have voted appropriations, we 
can not vote appropriations unless we have the constitutional power 
to improve; if we have the constitutional power to improve we have 
the constitutional power to preserve, and the thing is just as logical as 
logic can be made to appear. 

The Senator from Colorado draws a pathetic picture of a miner away 
up among the clouds who can not throw any sort of débris or detritus 
into a mountain stream because it may wash down into navigable 
waters. There is a condition in the latter part of this section that it 
become—not ‘‘may become,’’ but ‘‘and become’? is the language of 
the bill—an obstruction to navigation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that? 

Mr. VEST. In line 26. 

Mr. TELLER. If it may become. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; itis “and become.’? Thereisno “‘ may’ about 
it. Iwill read the language of it to put that beyond any question. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what it means. 

Mr. VEST. The language beginning in line 23 is as follows: 

In any place or situation on shore where the same shall be liable to be washed 
into any navigable waters, either by ordinary or high tides, or by storms or 
floods, or otherwise, and become an obstruction to navigation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That only applies to mineral lands. 

Mr. VEST. That applies to the foregoing part of the whole section. 

Mr. HALE. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Well, we can very soonarrange that. Itisa mere mat- 
ter of the construction of sentences. 

Mr. HALE. It only applies to matter that has been deposited on 
shore. It is a special provision. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; weshall havenoquibble aboutthat. I un- 
dertake to say for the committee that we shall be ectly willing to 
apply that to the foregoing part of the section, make that issue a 
fact whether it does become an obstruction to navigation, whether it is 


put into the stream or put upon the shore; and if the United States cay 
not do that, we had better not pass this bill. 

The idea that any man or any State or any corporation can go anj 
block up a navigable stream or that it can go to an affluent of th,; 
stream when the direct result is to impede navigation! And then ye. 
are met from the other side of this Chamber with the extreme doctring 
of State rights, that we are invading the sovereignty of the respectiy, 
States of the Union! 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question’ 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Look at lines 23 and 24 and see if it is not made ay 
offense to put certain matter where it may be washed in, *‘ and may 
become,’’ where it is liable to be washed in and may become an obstruc. 
tion to navigation. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘And become.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Where the same shall be liable to be washed inty 
any navigable water. It is not where it is washed in, but where it js 
liable to be washed in. As I said, the depositing on the bank is an o/ 
fense. 

Mr. VEST. If the nature of that stream is such that the deposit 
upon the bank may endanger navigation by a rise and freshet to which 
it is subject periodically, the United States Government has the right 
to protect it. Otherwise we should be put in the position of allowing 
any man to endanger navigation upon a navigable stream over which 
we have jurisdiction by putting deposits of any sort in such a situation 
that they may be carried by the water into the navigable stream for 
which we are responsible to the people. That is the whole of it. 

If the Senators admit the proposition that the General Government 
has control over these streams so as to pursue navigation, then they 
must admit that we have the right to pass this section; and if they are 
sincere in seeking to make these streams navigable they will assist the 
committee, if the construction of these sentences be not proper, so that 
we can at least carry out and put into operation the legitimate power 
and functions of the Government. 

When we come to the next section I shall have something to say in 
regard to some of the provisions in that section, to which upon a 
closer examination I am not able to assent; but as to the second sec- 
tion I unhesitatingly declare that it is absolutely necessary and proper. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri a question be- 
fore he sits down. He has had experience in dealing with river and 
harbor bills. Has he ever known before any river and harbor bill that 
attempted to assert any such jurisdiction as this in order to preserve 
works conducted under governmental Federal appropriations? Why 
does there spring up now at once this sudden desire to penetrate into 
the interior of a State and take charge of every small stream and oust 
the State jurisdiction ? It is not an invocation of the extreme doctrine 
of State rights that the opponents of these sections are now resorting 
to. It is the assertion of the extreme and hitherto unattempted exer- 
cise of the right of the General Government that the committee is 
seeking to exercise upon Congress. The extremity of the measure is 
on that side and not in opposition to the sections. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I do not remember a 
single session of Congress in the years I have served upon the Com- 
merce Committee in which propositions have not been brought there 
for this very purpose, in order to prevent the dumping of débris and re!- 
use matter into the harborsand riversof the United States. They have 
come as separate bills, and I believe that I can find where they have 
been put in as provisions on the general river and harbor bill. 

Mr.HALE. Iwish the Senator could point out such a case. 
been unable to find it. 

Mr. DOLPH. It was done yesterday in regard to New York Harbor. 

Mr. HALE. It has been done where there was no question and where 
none can be raised about the jurisdiction of the General Government, 
but never before in my experience in either House of nearly twenty 
years has the attempt been made to invade the State jurisdiction over 
these interior waters. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me read from a bill passed by the Senate yesicr- 
day: 

That the placing, discharging, &c.— 

Of débris— 
in the tidal waters of the harbor of New York or its adjacent or tributary water 
is hereby strictiy forbidden, and every such act is made a misdemeanor. 

There you have tributary waters which extend far up in the State o! 
New York. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, so far as the authority of the Feder 
Government is concerned, it is just as much an invasion of the State 
sovereignty and the State power to improve a harbor as it is to improve 
ariver. The invasion of a State sovereignty extends no further than 
the navigable character of the harbor or the stream. 

It was contended originally, and I think very clearly, that there was 
nothing in the mere words ‘‘ regulation of commerce’’ to authorize avy 
material improvement in a harbor; but we have passed beyond th‘, 
and now so far as the sovereignty of the State is concerned it is just & 
much an invasion of its attributes and its power to exclude any other 
sovereignty to put an improvement into a harbor as it is to put it upo? 
any river. We have gone beyond that to improving navigable rive 
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As the Senator from Missouri has said, a river upon the top of the 
Rocky Mountains is improved, and the question of interference with its 
navigation is concerned. To that extent the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment extends, but not beyond that, and neither in extending nor in 

rotecting that improvement can it interfere with the rights which have 
coos derived from the State and which are not of a character to inter- 
fere with the Federal Government. It can not interfere with private 
property nor with its legitimate and proper uses. 

I take it that there is nothing in this distinction that the power of 
the State is interfered with, because the Federal Government preserves 
the navigation of the rivers if it has power to make any improvement. 
If interstate commerce bears the same relation that foreign commerce 
does, there is nothing in the argument, and whatever relates to the im- 
provement of foreign commerce also relates to the improvement of in- 
terstate commerce. I can see no force in the distinctions that are now 
sought to be drawn and no danger to the sovereignty of the States, which 
certainly extends as fully and absolutely as it is possible for it to do 
over every subject of State sovereignty and State action—quite as fully 
when it is limited to non-interference with the navigation of streams, 
whether great or small, that are improved by the Federal Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I think, Mr. President, that these sections as they now 
stand in the bill go very much too far, and there is great force in the 
argument made by the Senator from Maine against the sections as they 
stand. It seems to me they ought to be carefully confined to the case 
of a distinct, direct, substantial interference with navigation or a di- 
rect and substantial danger to navigation such as could be restrained 
by an indictment or by injunction in a case of a similar interference 
with an ordinary public way or similar interference with property owned 
by private individuals. The amendments which I have moved are in 
the line of so limiting the phraseology of the statute that if these 
amendments can be adopted I should concur with the committee in 
retaining the sections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. These punitive sections, Mr. President, have no 
place, as we all know and agree, by our rules in an appropriation bill 
atall. They are sections of extreme difficulty in respect of keeping 
within the boundary not only of the constitutional power of Congress, 


but within the boundary of just legislation; and an appropriation bill is 


no place to consider them upon or perfect them upon; but here they are. 
They came from the House. I shall vote when the proper time comes, or 
move, if I can, to strike them all out, and then let the Congress of the 
United States, as I agree it ought to do, provide in a suitable bill, with 
suitable penal provisions and prohibitions and ina regular way, for pun- 
ishing any person who willfully or knowingly does anything to obstruct 
the navigable waters of the United States. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Florida that every stream that 
Congress chooses to appropriate money to do what is called improving 
thereby becomes navigable water of the United States within the juris- 
diction of the Congress of the United States to dominate the conduct 
of individuals in respect of that water, for, as I think I said yesterday, 
at any rate I will say it now, inmy judgment Congress has the power, 
and certainly it has exercised it for a century nearly, or will have done 
so in two or three years, to give away the money of the United States 
for any object that it pleases to anybody who is willing to take it or 
allow it to be spent on his land. . If Congress chooses to appropriate 
$500 to put a row of maple trees across my garden in Burlington, Vt.. 
it has a constitutional right to do it, and I do not say nay; but after it 
does it, does anybody pretend that Congress has a right to interfere 
with my garden thereafter ? 
am HARRIS. Under what clause of the Constitution can Congress 

t 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The clause which provides that Congress may ap- 
money, the only limitation on that being that no money shall 
rawn from the Treasury except by an appropriation made by law. 
That is theonly limit. There is the proposition. Iam not going into 
that. This is a subject a little foreign to what Iintend to speak about. 

Now, what is a navigable river that Congress, under the Constitution 
and the decisions of the Supreme Court constant and uniform and long- 
continued, has a right to regulate the condition of persons upon and 
about? Therefore I have no question at all that Congress has a right 
to say that no man shall toss a buscuit into the harbor of New York. 
If chooses to say so foolish a thing as that, it has the power. 
But w undertakes to say that no man shall toss a buscuit 
into a trout-brook on the farm on which I was born in Vermont, I de- 
clare that it has no right to do anything of the kind. There is the 
difference. One is a navigable water, and the other is not. 

Here is about the latest and certainly the clearest—but not different 
from all the others—definition given by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in 1870 as to what is a navigable river, or navigable water, which 
is the same thing. Of course a river is one kind of navigable water, 
and a harbor and the sea is another: 

Those rivers must be regarded as public navigable rivers in law which are 
navigable in fact. And they are navigable in fact when they are used, or are 
susceptible of being used, in their ordinary condition— 

That is as nature finds them— 
as highways for commerce, over which trade and travel are or may be conducted 
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in the customary modes of trade and travel on water. And they constitute nav- 
igable waters of the United States within the meaning of tho acts of Congress, 
in contradistinction from the navigable waters of the States, when they form in 
their ordinary condition by themselves— 





Again their ordinary and natural condition— 
or by uniting with other waters,a continued highway over which commerce is 
or may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the customary 
modes in which such commerce is conducted by water. 

A river which has not been cleaned out and which is not navigable 
in its ordinary condition, as the court say, is not a navigable water of 
the United States, and the Supreme Court applied that to the Penobscot 
River in the State of Maine, which is navigable from the sea in its ordi- 
nary condition, as God made it, up to Bangor, I believe, and then there 
is a waterfall and so on fortwo or three or four miles, no matter what, 
not navigable in its ordinary condition, but capable, as my friend from 
Massachusetts suggests, by the appropriation of a million or two of 
money of carrying aship upit. Above that is again a stretch of water 
that is navigable in its ordinary condition by a vessel that could fairly 
be called a vessel. The State of Maine gave an exclusive privilege for 
twenty years to a person who would improve it a little to run a steam- 
boat on it. When he had got it into condition and had started his 
steamboat, an enterprising pioneer with another steamboat, registered 
and licensed for the coasting-trade as it was called, set forth on that 
reach of river, and the first man who had this grant from the State ap- 
plied for an injunction and he got it. The case came up to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the court held that this upper part of 
this river, which was navigable in its ordinary condition, was not a 
navigable water of the United States and was not water over which 
Congress had any jurisdiction at all, and, therefore, that it was compe- 
tent for the State of Maine, as it would not otherwise have been, to 
have said that no man but her grantee should run a steamboat on that 
water. 

Very well. Therefore, Mr. President, Congress has a. perfect right 
and it is its duty to protect the navigable waters of the United States 
that are such within this definition of the Supreme Court, from inju- 
ries that will impede navigation; but it ought to be done in a careful 
and judicious and systematic way; it ought not to be attempted inan 
appropriation bill of this kind. If I had the time I could go on 
through these sections and point out how quick the district attorney 
of the United States or anybody else who sues as an informer would be 
tripped up on these sections as they now stand, and how in other re- 
spects they go far beyond not only any possible constitutional author- 
ity of Congress to deal with it, but far beyond what is just or reasona- 
ble or necessary for the public safety at all. 

I do not want to do it, then, Mr. President. As ready and as willing 
as I am to provide suitable and proper punishments and protection in 
respect of obstructing or injuring the navigable waters of the United 
States, I do not want to say, even as to a navigable water, as this bill 
now does, that no man shall throw a barrel of spoiled fish within 3 
miles of the shore along the whole Atlantic seaboard—all that is navi- 
gable water of the United States, and the man who did it would come 
within the very letter of the law. Isthatright? It is absurd, as every- 
body knows. 

Mr. CONGER. Would it obstruct navigation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not say ‘‘ obstruct navigation.”’ 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, it does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator and I differ most decidedly abont 
that, as the bill nowstands. The Senator is entitled to his opinion and 
I respectfully insist upon mine. There is the difference between us. 
Then, when you go beyond that to the putting of anything into any 
stream, no matter how small, that runs into any navigable water, no 
matter how far distant, and say that a man who does it is guilty if it 
is liable to obstruct navigation; the man that throws a shovelful of 
sind into the Yellowstone River has contributed his mite to the silt 
that deposits itself at the mouth of the Mississippi River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to call the at- 
tention of the Senator to the fact that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I obey. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, if Senators here were haif 
as well acquainted with one line of the Lord’s Prayer, ‘‘ Lead us not 
into temptation,’’ as they are ready to cite some lesson in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, they could find more in this bill to object to 
than has been cited in the discussion which has been had to-day. 

I object to the bill asa whole. I object to it because I consider it a 
trade and compromise measure, and all that is said here about State 
sovereignty and about the constitutional right of Congress to appropri- 
ate money for purposes of this sort just fall to the ground when you 
consider that in this bill you have an appropriation of thousands of dol- 
lars of money for riversand harbors, and one-half of your appropriation 
goes to that which you would not dare call a river if you went to your 
home, and it is a place, in many cases, where you could hardly catch a 
trout in the summer time. I know it right here by reading this bill. 
I see here appropriations for a pond. 

I know that it is said that the Hennepin Canal has been petitioned 
for by what we call] the Knights of Labor, and that we ought to pass 
that by all means because these men do petition forit. Have yous 
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suggestion to make in the Senate that when they ask you to give them 
labor on a canal they also petition you in the same breath to tax them 
out of the little profit that inures to them from their labor ? 


That is your bill. Discuss this billasa whole. Leave out the whole 
theory and everything that has been suggested here respecting the 
theory of State sovereignty. State rights is one thing and State sover- 
eignty another. State sovereignty is one of the things that have gone 
by. State rights and State sovereignty are as contradistinct as two 
terms can be. When we say State rights now we mean the right of a 
man in his State. The two terms never were used as they have been 
used here in this debate. 

Now, I will take acreek, I will make myself the victim of an illus- 
tration and carry it back to my own people, for I believe they are honest 
and I believe they do not want me to vote for a bill that would appro- 
priate money under a pretense that is false. Iwill take Wilson’s Creek 
for which you propose to appropriate $10,000. What is your $10,000 
going toamount to? Can youimprove it with $10,000 from the mount- 
ain down to the sea, a mountain thai itself is 6,000 feet above the sea ? 
Do you tell me you can improve it with $10,000? What Senator on 
this floor can get up and say that he thinks it can be done? 

There are just such appropriations in this bill. Is there a Senator 
who will say they amount to anything? Is there a Senator who does 
not take some kind of sweet consolation to himself that he has some- 
thing in the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. To what line does the Senator refer? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall have to look at the bill again. I 
see on the map Wilson’s Creek. I do not want to strike it out; I am 
only illustrating; because I know that we pay seven millions of internal- 
revenue tax, which I want to repeal, and you refuse toallow me, in the 
interest of my constituents, tohaveitrepealed. Ifyou are going to take 
the money for rivers and harbors, I am going to tell the truth about it. 

Norfolk Harbor ought to be improved. New York Harbor perhaps 
ought to be improved; I do not know enough about ittosay. The 
harbor at Newport News ought to be improved. And it ought to be 
the business of Senators here to consider when they bring in a river and 
harbor bill that they bring it in for no other purpose than to improve 
harbors and to regulate and increase our commerce and to improve our 
commercial interests. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
Wilson’s Creek. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that he is possibly mistaken, because when I thought I might make a 
mistake, which I have been so much in the habit of doing in the esti- 
mation of the chairmen of committees here, I looked over it and read 
it myself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will permit me to call his attention 
to an item here. Perhaps this is what he refers to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am not objecting, because this is only 
one of many items there are in the bill. If you leave that in, tell me 
the reason you put it in. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. On what page is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has expired. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not know why the Senator at the head 
of the Committee on Commerce should want to break me up so sud- 
denly in this manner and deny a fact that I know is in the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The item referred to, I think, is: 

Improving New River, Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; that is a stream that separates 
Wythe County from an adjoining one, and empties into another stream 
in North Carolina. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then if the Senator will permit me to read the 
appropriation as I find it here—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia to the fact that his time has expired. 

Mr. RLDDLEBERGER. suppose so, but I think it onght to be 
charged to the Senator from Minnesota. I think I ought to be allowed 
to go on further, especially inasmuch as I had to object to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina. I knew that all that could 
be said in favor of this bill had been said without limitation, and I did 
think I would be allowed at least to make two talks of five minutes 
each in opposition. 

I was going on torefer to some other items here, but I wanted to com- 
mence with my own State first, and then I wanted to go to the State of 
the Senator from Minnesota, and I was going then to the State of 
Michigan; but I will wait until some interyening motion when I shall 
be entitled to another five minutes. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. I wish to offer an amendment to reach the question of 
grammatical construction. The committee certainly intended that 
provision in line 26 of thissection should apply to the whole provision, 
but iv order to remove any doubt about that I give notice that I will 
move, before a vote is taken on striking out the section, to insert in line 
10 of section 2, after the word “‘ rivers,”’ the words “‘so as to obstruct 
navigation.’’ That makes that provision apply to rivers. 


I do not find any appropriation in the bill for 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Coter CLERK. In tine 10, section 2, after the word ‘‘rivers,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘so as to obstruct navigation.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what is the question? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment pending is theamend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the proposition before the Senate was 
the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to strike out section 
2. Is not that the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not the immediate question. 

Mr. HALE. ‘That motion will be made later. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is in line 9, section 2. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be read. 

Mr. CALL. Before the vote is taken I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs], in reply to what he has 
said, to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Wisconsin vs. Duluth, 6 Otto, rendered at the October term, 
1877, in which the court say: 

And in the act of August 1, 1876, there is the following paragraph : 

* For the im vement of the harbor at Duluth, Minn., $15.000. Said appro- 
priation is made upon the express condition that it shall be without prejudice to 


either party in the suit now pending between the State of Wisconsin, plainti(f 
and the city of Duluth and the Northern Pacific Railroad, defendants. 
~ * ~ 7 * . 


The Congress of the United States had themselves before this adopted, recog 
nized,and taken charge of this work. It had placed it on precisely the sanic 
ground, and provided for it in the same paragraph,and out of the same aygre- 
gate sum of money, that it did the work at the original entrance, as it is aptly 
called, at the mouth of the river. It had abandoned the breakwater asa failure 
and as unnecessary, in consequence of this new and more useful improvement 
The War Department had accepted the charge of the work, had expended thc 
appropriations made, and had now for several years made the same regular es- 
timates for this work that it did for all others under its control and manage 
ment. And thongh the State of Wisconsin had brought her suit in this eourt to 
abate the work as a nuisance, and Congress was made aware of the fact, it stil!, 
in 1876, made the usual appropriation,and the War Department still bad the 
work ia charge; and the Congress cautiously said, this shall prejudice no oue 
in the suit, but we shall go on notwithstanding, and continue this system of 
improvement. 

We do not feel called upon to make an argument to prove that these statutes 
of the Congress of the United States, and these acts of the executive department 
in carrying those statutes into effect, constitute an adoption of the canal and 

improvement started by the city of Duluth, and ataking exclusive charge 
and control of it. That they amount to the declaration of the Federal Govern- 
ment, that we here interpose and assert our power. We take upon ourselves 
the burden‘of this improvement, which properly belongs to us, and that hereafter 


this work for the public good is in our hands and subject to our control. 
a * * = * + 


Nor can there be any doubt that such action is within the constitutional powe: 
of Congress. It is a power which has been exercised ever since the Govern- 
ment was organized under the Constitution. The only question ever raised has 
been how far and under what circumstances the exercise of the power is exc! .- 
sive of its exercise by the States. And while thiscourt has maintained in many 
cases the right of the States to authorize structures in and over the navigab!« 
waters of the Statee, which may either impede or improve their navigation, in 
the absence of any action of the General Government in the same matter, the 
doctrine has been laid down with unvarying uniformity that when Congress 
has by any expression of its will occupied the field, that action was conclusive 
of any right to the contrary asserted underState authority. The adjudged cases 
in this court on this point are numerous. 

I cite that in reply to the decision cited by the Senator from Vermont, 
that it must be a stream navigable in the ordinary course of nature 
This was a canal and the work was accepted by Congress and an appro- 
priation made for it, and the Supreme Court decided that that act of 
Congress was an adoption of the canal and eonstituted an exclusive 
right to use it for navigable purposes and protection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I avail myself of this opportunity to reply 
to the Senator from Vermont or any other Senator who has spoken 01 
the text of the proposition before the Senate. I am availing myself o! 
the opportunity to enter my objection to the whole bill. I started at 
home. It seems to bea favorite kind of fan with some members of the 
committee to refer back to pages 26 and 28. and along there, and I hope 
that I may be allowed to invite their attention to pages 69 and 70, and 
I should like some member of the Committee on Commerce to tell me 
where San Pedro Bay is. I find on page 69 this provision: 

San Pedro Bay near the entrance to Wilmington Harbor, with a view to estab- 
lishing an outer harbor for the protection of deep-draught vessels. 


Where is it? Without looking at the bill, I undertake to say that 
there are not more than two members of the Senate who could tell me 
it is in California; and I say that with all deference. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will observe that is only in a section 
providing for surveys. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I mean to watch every minute and take it 
off the time of the Senator from Minnesota, for he has spoken for hours 
on this bill. 

Whereis “‘ Five-Mile River Harbor?’’ Will some gentleman tell me? 
Will some Senator from Connecticut tell me whether that is in his 
State? This bill tells me it is there. 1 could find plenty of five-mile 
harbors in my country. 

Can anybody tell me where the next item of appropriation for the 
‘James River’ is to go? Somebody will suppose, I reckon, that it 
- to © to Virginia; but no, they have named a child after that mve! 
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Where is ““Duck Creek?”’ Will any member of the committee con- 
descend to tell me where Duck Creek is that we are asked to vote money 
to improve? I observe you have put it in italics. I think you meant 
to draw attention to it and possibly to say that it was an amendment 
you ought not to have made. That, I notice from the bill, is in Dela- 
ware. Can you tell me where? 

How shall I pronounce the next item—‘‘ Punta Rassa Harbor?’’ It 
reminds me of one of those Colorado newspaper headlines, with their 
peculiar spelling. There is not a member of the committee who can 
tell me where it is and they ask us to vote away money forit. Iques- 
tion very much whether even the Senator from Florida knows that it 
is in his own State. 

Then here is another item: 

Resurvey of Tampa Bay, iucluding Hillsborough River upto the city of Tampa. 


There is a Hillsborough on the Loudoun and Hampshire Railroad, and 
there is a Cedar Run close by. ; 

At the end of this bill they say it is only for the purpose of having 
surveys, and then they use the term ‘‘resurvey;’’ for instance, I find: 


Resurvey of outer and inner bars at Pensacola. 
Charlotte Harbor, including San Carios Bay. 


Will the Senator who heads the committee tell me where that is? I 
do not mean to reflect upon him when I ask him that question, for I 
assure him that I do not know. [lere is: 

Clear Water Harbor, including Anclote and Saint Joseph's Bays and the Nar- 
rows into Boga Ciega Buy. 

I suppose that is where they keep the Apollinaris wateronice. No- 
body can tell anything about it, and yet the Senator thinks we ought 
to vote for these appropriations. 

Here is the ‘‘Savannah River.’? We all know what the Savannah 
River is and where it is. It is put here in this way: 

Savannah River from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to 

obtaining 23 feet of water in the channel. 

For sixteen years I think I understood something of that, where the 
of a little neighborhood in the State irom which I came built a 
so low that a boat could not go under it, and then they were 

always asking for an appropriation to do something in the way of im- 
proving that stream. Below the bridge it was navigable for consider- 
able freight-vessels. The ordinary steamers that go down the river 
here, like the Arrowsmith, could go to that bridge but they could not 
go a yard beyond it. 

Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency. 


Where is that? In what State? It soundstomeas if it was in Mex- 
ico, for in times past I have read something of the Halls of the Monte- 
zumas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator’s time has again expired. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will watch another opportunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], without objection, is agreed to, 


and theamendment of the committee disagreed to. The next amend- 
ment will be stated on page 62. 

Mr. HALE. Is that an amendment to the same section? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 


Mr. HALE. I wish to move, before reaching that, in line 16 of sec- 
tion 2, to strike out all after the word ‘‘appropriations,’’ down to and 
es word ‘‘navigation,’’ in line 26. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. The 
Chair is reminded by the Chief Clerk that the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. mo an amendment pending. 

Mr. . Yes,sir, in line 17, after the word ‘‘rivers,’’ to insert: 

So as to obstruct navigation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Perhaps the Senator from Maine had better per- 
mit his amendment to remain until we get through the committee’s 
amendments. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. AstheSenator who offered the amendment 
does not have anything to say, I want to object to it for a temporary 


Mr, HALE. Let us go on with the committee amendments to the 
end of the section. That is strictly in order, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
on page 62 will be reported. 

Mr. HALE. These other amendments will come later. 


The next amerdment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section’ 


2, line 39, after the word ‘‘improvements,”’ to insert: 
Nor be so constructed as to apply to any character of mining other than hy- 
id, water through pipes and used through nozzies under press- 

ure: And further, That in places where harbor-lines have not been estab- 
lished, and where such deposits can be made without injury to navigation, 
within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said oflicer may, and is 
authorized to, cause such lines to be established; and within such lines 


such be made, under regulations to be from time to time pre- 
ibed } may ’ reg P 


i 


So as to read: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall extend, or be construed to ex- 
tend, to the out, unlading, or throwing out of any ship or vessel, lighter, 


—_ or craft, any stones, rocks, bricks, lime, or other materials 
wae to be used, in or toward the building, repairing, or keeping in repair 
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any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other work lawfully erected or 
to be erected on the banks or sides of any port, harbor, haven, channel, or nav- 
igable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any material exca- 
vated for the improvement of navigable waters, into such places and in such 
manner as may be deemed by the United States officer supervising said im- 
provement most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of such Im- 
provements; nor be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other 
than hydraulic mining, by water through pipes and used through nozzles under 
pressure: And provided further, Thatin places where harbor-lines have not been 
established, and where such deposits can be made without injury to navigation, 
Within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said oficer may, and is 
hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established; and within such lines 
such deposits may be made, under regulations to be from time to time preseribed 
by him. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that amendment is now agreed to will it be sub- 
sequently open to amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Whole would not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I mention this because the Senator from California 
[Mr. HEARST] desired to offer an amendment like the previous amend- 
ment in regard to mining deposits. 1 do not wish to interfere with the 
regular order about considering committee amendments before others 
are moved; but if the Senator would lose his opportunity to amend by 
allowiry this to go now without consideration he ought to have achance 
to offer it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Would it bea violation of the agreement to have 
that amendment offered now ? 

Mr. HALE. It must be offered now; it is an amendment to an 
amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was uncertain whether it was or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator from 
California [Mr. HEARST] will be considered as offered to the commit- 
tee’s amendment. It will be stated. 

The CuteEF CLERK. In section 2, line 42, in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Commerce, aiter the word ‘ pressure,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘and against mountain sides or natural banks;’’ so 
as to read: 

Nor be so construed as to apply to any character of mining other than by- 
draulic mining, by water through pipes and used through nozzles under press- 
ure and against mountain sides or natural banks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object, and I want to speak to that. I 
have heard several times the wordsused ‘‘ agreed to.’? Ido not know 
how Senators make agreements. Iam sure I have not been a party to 
any agreement. Idonot know whatthe word means. I have noagree- 
ment except to do what I think is right. If 1 make a mistake, then I 
will say I have made it. 

I will quote in opposition to this motion from page 70, under the 
head of ‘* Illinois:"’ 

Farm Creek, with a view to changing its course. 


The amendment itself in Committee 


The Chair supposes it can be amended 


The amendment will be considered 


Where is Farm Creek, and why is it that Congress proposes to im- 
prove Farm Creek. Tell us something, or else do not ask us to appro- 
priate money to improve it. I see below it: 

Kaskaskia River from New Athens to mouth. 

They do not even employ the definite article to tell us whether it is 
the mouth of the same river or not; they leave out the word “‘ the’’ and 
ask us to appropriate for it. 

Bars in Hamburg Bay. 

Where is Hamburg and where is the bay? Are we to sit here and 
vote away millions of money on a bill that none of us would want to 
carry before pur own people and undertake to maintain ourselves on? 
Here is: 

Mississippi River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a view to con- 
fining and deepening the channel. 

I do not like to go into history, but I think I have faculty enough 
to tell it. There is a little place which we call Stony Creek that ig 
larger than that stream, and I have crossed the river with cavalry boots 
on to get away from men who were trying to catch me and I succeeded. 
It is called Harrison’s Landing. Why not appropriate money for that? 

Take this over and look at it, and I believe the Senator who is at the 
head of this committee denied a while ago—no, he did not deny, but 
rather suggested that I was mistaken. Here is under the head of 
** Kentucky ’’— 

Pond River. 

Will one of the Senators from that State teil me where it is and what 
the size of itis? Your Fish Commission will not let a man have carp 
until he certifies that the-area of his pond is so much, and then a Sen- 
ator or member of the House must certify to it. 

Licking River from Farmer’s to West Liberty. 

Where is it? Who ever heard of it? It would take a ten-horse 
power magnifying pair of spectacles to find it on any map. 

For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky. 


They do not even give ‘‘ice’’ the benefit of a capital I or ‘‘ harbor’’ 
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the benefit of a capital H. Is it the fault of the committee in not 
knowing how to use their capitals, or is this matter of so little impor- 
tance that they do not want to call our attention to it? They have a 
capital next, for they have— 

The bar at the mouth of Limestone Creek, in the harbor of Mayeville. 

Then they have got in Louisiana— 

Little River. 

Why say ‘‘Little?’’ Why is it called ‘Little River?” Why 
should we make an appropriation for it without knowing about it, or 
sending men there to survey it? Then they have got— 

Bayou Rouge. 

They have got— 

Dugdemona River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time is out. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to go through with this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move now tostrike out section 2. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that under 
the order, unless a different rule has been adopted, that would not be 
in order until the other amendments of the committee are disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly when we come to sections which are 
specific in their nature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendments of the committee must be first acted upon. The bill is 
not voted upon by sections. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Chair rule that the entire contents of the bill 
must be gone through before any amendments are offered to the sec- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 
are first to be acted on. 

Mr. HALE. Before any amendments are offered to the different sec- 
tions? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuter CLERK. The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce is, to strike out all of line 10 and down to and including all 
of line 15, as follows: 


Recoverable, by and in the name of the United States of America, with costs, 
in any circuit or district court of the United States, at the suit of any district 
attorney of the United States, or at the suit of any person, by information to any 
district attorney in any district where, or near to where, the offense shall have 
been committed or the offender shall be, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Recovered by action in the name of the United States in any district court within 
» hose jurisdiction such offense shall be committed, said action to be instituted 


plain’ district attorney for such district, at the instance of any person com- 
ng. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to avail myself of a further oppor- 
tunity to call attention to some other items in subsequent pages. 

For a survey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Ind., with a view— 

The Ohio River has a large margin of appropriation— 


with a view to determining what, if anything, will be necessary to preventa 
change of the channel of the river in front of that city. 


Now, I come over to Maine. I shall be pardoned if I am unable to 
pronounce anything here properly, because I have often been told that 
the best English was that which was spoken by the best educated peo- 
ple. Here is a word spelled ‘‘ Bayoduce’’— 

Bayoduce River, between the towns of Penobscot and Brooksville. 

It never was in any appropriation bill before that I have heard of, 
and I do not know that if we would give them any amount of money 
it could be made a navigable stream. Then here we jo have— 

Big Rapids of Saint John’s River. 

Then we have— 

Camden Harbor. 
Then we have— 
Rockport Harbor. 


Then we have the Kennebec River, which I believe some of the 
schoolboys learn to sing the name when the English language was 
taught by us by associating the rivers with the capitals of the States. 

Saint G *s River from Warren to Thomaston. 

Matinicus with a view to a harbor of refuge. 

I think they might move down here in the Senate Chamber and have 
a harbor of refuge here. 


Penobscot Ri from Ban to Bucksport N: 
Ratna Crotx River from Petry Point Beige, at Cains t Breakwater Ledge. 
I recollect having heard of that— 


Bar Harbor, Maine, with a view of establishing a breakwater and deepening 


the waters of said bavher, and especially the channel between Rodick’s Island 
and Mount Desert Isla 
Maryland 

Cambridge Harbor. 

I could walk around Maryland in two days, and came very near do- 
ing it once, but I never heard of Cambridge Harbor there. I do not 
think it will agree with Maryland to have these things done. There 
is one stream of Maryland that we cross when we go inte Delaware, 
and I forget the name of it now. Then here is the 

Patuxent River from Benedict to Hill's Landing. 

And— 

For widening the channel of Baltimore Harbor to 600°feet. 


In italics again. Can the Baltimore Harbor be made 600 feet? You 
will have to take 600 feet off Baltimore, for, if my recollection serves 
me aright, when you get out of that harbor the first thing you run 
yourself against is a brick house. 

Now we have ‘* Massachusetts.’’ 

Duxbury Harbor. 

Wellfleet Harbor. 

Falmouth Harbor of Refuge. 

Vineyard Haven Harbor. 

Cottage City Harbor. 

Menemsha Harbor of Refuge. 

Taunton River. 

Winthrop Harbor. 

New ford Harbor. 


And we goon until we come to Saint Clair, and we come down in the 
bill until we meet the suggestion that we ought to pass these appro- 
priations for surveys and resurveys because the names of some of them 
are Saint John’s and Saint Paul and Saint Peter. 

Mr. President, I will not consume longer time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce will be stated. 

Mr. KENNA. I was not in the Chamber at the moment when the 
Senate passed section 3. lam instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to move to strike out after the word ‘* water,’’ in line 24, section 
3, the words ‘‘not wholly within the limits of such State,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘of the United States,’’ a mere formal amend- 
ment to make the meaning plainer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 5, before the words ‘‘ of 
customs,’’ to strike out ** collector ’’ and insert ‘‘collectors;’’ in line 7, 
after ‘‘ United States,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ nearest to the place where ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ for the district in which;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. It shall be the duty of officers and agents having the supervision, on 
the part of the United States, of the works in progress for the preservation and 
iow rovement of said navigable waters, and in their absence of the United States 

liectors of customs and other revenue officers, to enforce the provisions of this 


ee by giving information to the district attorney of the United States for the 


distr _ in which any violation of any provision of this act shall have been com- 
mitted, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 8, in the following 
words: 


Sec. 8. Officers having charge of works forthe improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, with the approval of the Secretary of War, may cause proceedings to be 
instituted, in the name of the United States, in any court having jurisdiction of 

such proceedi ore for the ps by condemnation of any land or material 
needed to enab! rosecute such works; such proceedings to be prose- 
cuted in accordance with the laws relating to suits for the condemnation of prop- 
erty of the States wherein the proceedings may be instituted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 11, before the word 
**proper’’ to strike out ‘‘it,’’ and after ‘‘ proper’’ to strike out ‘‘to lay 
before Congress;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 9. The Secretary of War shall prescribe such rules and regulations as 
may be waneenny to securé a judicious and economical expenditure of the money 
herein appropriated, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress ai: 
nual re rts, together with maps and plans, including the ware of the Missi 
si River % Commission, on or before December 1, giving detailed statemen's 

work doue, contracts made, the expenditures thereunder or otherwise, 
and balances of money on hand up to November |, and the effect of such works, 
together with such sonenmnendadions as he may deem proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 11, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘also;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ at its next session;’’ after the word ‘‘all,’’ at the end of the same 
line, to strike out ‘‘the instances in the United States’’ and insert 
‘* cases;”’ in line 18, after the word ‘‘injury,’’ to strike out ‘‘and the 


facts the same, which reports shall be accompanied by the 
affidavit or affidavits of the or persons with obtaining 
the information; ’’ in line 21, after the word ** shall,”’ to strike 


out “‘also;"’ and in the same line, after the word “report,” to strike 
out “annually; ” sp as to read: 

shal puome repo Congress all cases in which piers, break- 

= waters locks, and duran ene aeeicmuaber samtety wee Unived 

Tetandt Gl cemanes navigation are used, or injured _ 
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He shall report at the same time whether any bridges, causeways, or 
orin process of erection do or will interfere with free 


injury. 
structures now © 
and safe navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 11, line 1, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ have good reason to believe’’ and insert ‘‘ be satistied;’’ 
inline9, before the word ‘‘ duty,” tostrike out ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘ his;’’ 
after ‘‘duty,’’ to strikeout ‘‘ of the said Secretary, on the presentation to 
him of a complaint, under oath, by any citizen of the United States, 
in such form as he may prescribe, to cause said bridge to be forthwith 
removed’’ and insert ‘‘ to cause the proper proceedings to be instituted 
in the circuit court of the United States within whose jurisdiction said 
bridge or any portion thereof may be located, to have the same con- 
demned and removed as a public nuisance, at the expense of the per- 
son or corporation owning or maintaining said bridge;’’ in line 19, be- 
fore the word ‘‘satisfaction,’’ to strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert “‘his;’’ 
and after ‘‘satisfaction,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of the Secretary of War;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 


Sec. 11. Whenever the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that any railroad or 
other bridge now constructed or hereafter to be constructed over any of the nav- 
igable waters of the United States under authority of the United States or of any 
State or Territory, is an obstruction to the free navigation of such waters, by 
reason of insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or of difficulty in pass- 
ing the draw-opening or the raft-span of said bridge by rafts, steamboats, or other 
water craft, it shall be his duty to cause the proper proceedings to be instituted 
in the circuit court of the United States within whose jurisdiction said bridge or 
any portion thereof may be located, to have the same condemned and removed 
as a public nuisance, at the expense of the person or corporation owning or 
maintaining said bridge, unless the owners or managers thereof shall cause the 
same to be altered to his satisfaction within a reasonable time prescribed by him, 
so that it shall not be an obstruction to navigation. 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendments offered by the committee are un- 
doubtedly an improvement of the section, but I wish now to call at- 
tention to the section itselfas a very extraordinary one and one which 
seems to me entirely intolerable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Anamendment to that section would 
not now be in order. 

Mr. EVARTS. Whenever it shall be in time—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in time after the amend- 
ments of the committee are disposed of. 

Mr. EVARTS. I shall propose to amend by adding: 

Provided, however, That this section shall not embrace or affect the bridge 
across the East River between New York and Brooklyn, or any bridge con- 

in accordance with previous authority of the laws of the United States. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempere. That amendment is not now in or- 
er. 
Mr. EVARTS. I shall also move to strike out the whole section. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the remaining committee amendments 
to the bill, which are all amendments inserting the names of places for 


surveys, which are always put in asa matter of course, may be treated 
as one amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, that course 


will be pursued, and all the amendments to section 12 will be treated 
as one amendment. ~ 


The amendments in section 12, providing for examinations or sur- 


veys, or both, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, under the 
head of ‘‘ Arkansas,’’ after line 11, to insert: 


Cache River. 


Under the head of ‘‘ Connecticut,’’ after line 21, to insert: 


Resurvey of Duck Island Harbor, on Long Island Sound, including plans, 
specifications, and estimate of cost for making.the same a harbor of refuge. 


After line 26, to insert: 


Delaware: 
Duck Creek. 


After line 54, to insert: ; 


Indiana: 
Py asurvey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Ind., with a view 


what, if anything, will be necessary to prevent a change of the 
channel of the river in front of that city. 


Under the head of ‘‘ Louisiana,’’ after line 95, to insert: 


Under the head of ‘‘ Maine,’’ after line 111, to insert: 


Bar Harbor, Maine, with the view of establishing a breakwater and deepening 


the of said harbor, and especially the channel between Rodick’s Island 
Mount Desert Island. 


Under the head of ‘‘ Maryland,” after line 119, to insert: 
For widening the channel of Baltimore Harbor to 600 feet. 
Under the head of “ Michigan,” after line 137, to insert: 
Harbor at Forestville, Lake Huron. 

Under the head of “ Michigan,’’ after line 149, to insert: 


Torch Lake Channel, Lake Superior. @ 


Under the head of ‘‘Minnesota,’’ at the end of line 153, after the 


word “‘ Lake”’ to strike out ‘‘ Falls;’’ so as to read: 
Red Lake River from Grand Forks to Red Lake. 
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After line 174, insert: 


New Hampshire: 


Bellamy River. 

After line 176, insert: 
North Carolina 

Alligator River 

Lockwood's Folly River. 

Lumber River 


Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows. 
Catawba River. 
Under the head of 


“Texas,” 
as follows: 


strike out lines 235 to 237, inclusive, 


Raft at the mouth of Guadaloupe River. 
Sabine River from Logan’s Port down to its mouth. 
Colorado and Brazos. 


Under the head of ‘‘ Virginia,’’ after line 243, insert: 
Hunter's Creek. 

Under the head of ‘‘ West Virginia,”’ 
Meadow River. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Wisconsin,’’ 
Harb 


after line 245, insert: 
after line 249, insert: 
yr at Hudson, Lake Saint Croix. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert, in the State of Massachusetts, in the 
survey section, before line 123, ‘‘ Manchester Harbor.’’ I was out of 
the city when the committee were engaged on that portion of the bill. 
I was requested by the Representative of that district to call their at- 
tention to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have one or two amendments to offer from the 
committee before the bill is open to amendment generally. In line 
165, page 8, I move to strike out ‘‘channel’’ and insert ‘‘ice harbor;’’ 
so as to read: 

Improving ice harbor at Mareus Hook. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 978, on page 41, I move to strike out the 
words ‘*‘ the works.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. After line 25 I move to insert: 

For a breakwater at Gordon Landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on the 
12-footcurve mentioned in the papers accompanying the reportof the Secretary 
of War tothe Senate, dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. 81, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session), $25,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. After line 25, on page 2, insert: 

For a breakwater at Gordon Landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on the 


12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the reportof the Secretary 
of War to the Senate, dated March 1, 1886, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Those are all the amendments of thecommittee. 

Mr. FRYE. I was instructed by the committee to offer an amend- 
ment on page 12, line 282, to insert before the word “‘five’’ the word 
‘‘ twenty ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to move as the bill is considered as a whole 
to strike out sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,7, and11. Section 8 has already been 
stricken out. 

As I do not know what will be the fate of that general motion, and 
as it would be in order first to perfect each section, I move first, in sec- 
tion 2, page 61, to strike out all that portion of the section after the 
word ‘‘appropriations,’’ in line 16, to and including the word ‘‘ naviga- 
tion,’’ in line 26, on page 62. If the Secretary will read the words 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon mea moment? I would like 
to suggest to the Senator from Maine and to the Senate whether it 
might not be well to have unanimous consent that, if the motion to 
strike out be rejected, it shall be in order thereafter, to save the Sen- 
ate spending half an hour in amending a section and then striking it 
all out, by which we should have lost that time, and a majority of the 
Senate I think, from the vote already taken, are in favor of striking out 
the whole thing. We should save time by voting on that motion first. 

Mr. HALE. By unanimous consent, because it will save time, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts suggested, I should like to take the 
vote on my motion to strike out section 2. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the rule be suspended 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow the friends 
of the bill, in line 17 of section 2, after the word ‘‘rivers,’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘so as to obstruct navigation.’’ 

I want to remove any doubt as to the criminal construction of that 
section. Then he can strike itall out if that is the sense of the Senate. 
I want to remove any doubt as to the construction of it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Missouri will re- 
peat his amendment. 


The question is on the amendment 
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Mr. VEST. After the word ‘‘rivers,’’ in line 17 of section 2, to insert 
**s0 as to obstruct navigation.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 2, line 17, after the word “‘ rivers,’’ 
insert the words: 


So as to obstruct navigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, if the proposition of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts can be consented to unanimously, I will move to strike out all of 
these sections, with the understanding that if that motion fails the Sen- 
ate then, as in Committee of the Whole, may proceed to perfect the 
sections. If the motion carries, it will of course save much time of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make an amendment. I move to amend 
that motion by excepting from its provisions in section 2, beginning in 
line 42, page 62, the words: 

That in places where harbor lines have not been established, and where such 
deposits can be made without injury to navigation, within lines ‘to be established 
by the Secretary of War, said officer may, and is hereby authorized to, cause such 


lines to be established ; ‘and within such lines such deposits may be made, under 
regulations to be from time to time prescribed by him. 


I desire to preserve that clause in the bill. Along the coast and in 
shallow channels or rivers where thereis no authority to establish harbor 
lines it has been thought heretofore, and the committee think now, 
that the Secretary of War should be authorized, where there is any oc- 
casion for it, to establish harbor lines. 

Mr. HALE. If the motion which I make to strike out the sections 
with the understanding I state carries, the Senator can then move to 
insert that as being only a portion of what had been stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. If the right to move it remains, I will not make the 
motion now. 

Mr. HALE. Then, with that understanding, I move to strike out 
the sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
understanding asked for. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to make a single observation in reply to the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is that 
with one or two modifications, which would be verbal, I should be 
willing to vote for section 2as it now stands—with the omission of that 
portion between the word ‘‘ appropriations,’’ in line 16, and the word 
‘*navigation,’’ in line 26. It would then be confined absolutely to the 
obstruction of navigable waters, and I know of no reason why that pro- 
vision should not be incorporated. Of course there is this to be said, 
that it is out of place to a certain extent in this bill; but being confined 
exclusively to navigable waters, with such verbal alterations as might 
be made making the offense to be willful and knowing, Ido not know 
why that section might not be retained. While I am entirely willing 
to vote to strike them all out, I think it would be better, in view of the 
final fate of the bill, leaving as little as possible to the fate of a confer- 
ence committee, for us to retain what we properly can; and I submit to 
the Senator from Maine whether section 2 with those modifications 
might not be retained. 

Mr. HALE. I should not vote for the section although it may be 
greatly improved by the amendment which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Kansas, and which I had already proposed to move. I 
accept the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, because it 
abbreviates the time which will be taken up if the motion carries pretty 
largely, as I hope it may. It will settle all questions. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair heard no objection to the 
suggestion. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move, in order to test the sense of the Senate, 
to strike out section 2, section 3—— 

Mr. CONGER. Each section separately. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; they all go 

Mr. HALE. I move le ataiketihanmiaam 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 11. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I submit to the Senator from Maine 
that section 3 covers an entirely different subject. 

Mr. HALE. Itis avery bad section, and I shall vote against it more 
quickly than the others. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. At the same time some Senators may 
wish to preserve that section and vote against the others, or to preserve 
others and vote againstthat, Section 3 relates to 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand by agreement any Senator has a right 
to make amotion to restore anything that is stricken out. Why not 
take a vote on the two sections at once? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any Senator can call for a separate 
vote on any section. 

Mr. CULL)M. I think the quicker way would be to take the ques- 
tion section by section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator demand a division 
of the question? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it would be better. 

























The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question will first be oy 


striking out section 2. 


Mr. HALE. If that is so I will take the sense of the Senate on t},,; 


I move to strike out section 2. 


The section as amended was read, as follows: 
Sxc.2. It shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, 5) (7. 


or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or outof any .))),) 
vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, or 1)\\\. 
of any kind whatever, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, slack, ru})|,\.), 
wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, slag, or cinders, or other refuse or mill- 

of any kind, into any port, road, roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable riy: 
other waters of the United States, tothe substantial injury of navigation, fo 
improvement of which Congress has already made, or may hereafter m: sce 
propriations,or to such injury todump,discharge,or wash, vrcause to be dum) 
discharged, or washed, from any mine or mineral land or bank, tailings, |). 
ders, gravel, clay, earth, or débris into any navigable waters or rivers for thc ; 
provement of which Congress has made or may make appropriations, or int 
tributaries, branch, or affluent of such waters or rivers, so as to obstruct nay - 
tion, or to deposit or place, wash, dump, or discharge, or cause, suffer, or pro 
to be deposited or placed, or washed, umped, or discharged, any ballast, - 
slate, gravel, earth, slack, rubbish. wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, sia 
ders, or other refuse or ‘mill- waste, or gravel, tailings, bowlders, clay, ea: 


débris, from mines or mineral lands, in any place or situation on shore w} 


the same shall be liable to be washed into any navigable waters, either hy ., 
dinary or high tides, or by storms or floods, or otherwise, and become a: ; 
struction to navigation: Provided, That nothing herein contained shal! ¢xte)\ 
or be construed to extend, to the casting out, unlading, or throwing out of any 
ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, rocks, bricks 

= other materiais used, or to be used,in or toward the building, repairin, 


ing in repair any quay, pier wharf, weir, bridge, building. or other w ork 


- ully erected or to be erected on the banks or sides of any port, harbor, ha\ 
channel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing « 
material excavated for the improvement of navigable waters, into such pla aces 
and in such manrer as may be deemed by the United States officer supery isi), 
said improvement most judicious and practicable and for the best intere-ts «( 
such improvements, nor be so construed as to apply to any character of mi 
other than hydraulic mining, by water — pipesand used through noz 


under pressure: And provided further, That in places where harbor-lines | 


not been established, and where such deposits o débris of mines or stamp Works 
can be made without injury to navigation, within lines to be established by | 

Secretary of War, said officer may, and is hereby authorized to, cause such | ins 
to be established ; and within such lines such deposits may be made, under rvy- 


ulations to be from time to time prescribed by him. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have said nothing during this long discussion, «l- 
though I presented this matter briefly this morning, and I desire 10 
to occupy my five minutes, or a portion of them. 

I read authorities this morning to show that Congress has power | 
prevent obstructions and authorize obstructions in navigable strea: 
If Congress shall undertake by this bill to do anything that it has n 
the constitutional power to do, the courts will hold the law a nul!it) 
to that extent. Congress can not punish a citizen for obstructing a 


stream that is not navigable, or for depositing anything in a stream 1): 


navigable unless it should be carried by the forces of nature into a stream 
that is navigable; and such is not the intention of section 2 of the !)11|. 
The House by inserting in the section certain words and clauses 1) 


cover mining operations in California disconnected the subject-matter, 
disconnected the several provisionsof the section a little, but never 


less the meaning of the section as it stands is that no person shall be 
permitted to cast into a navigable stream within the United Staic: 
and for the improvement of which Congress makes appropriations, : 
thing that will obstruct the navigation. 

That is a proper and necessary provision, nad had the scrutiny of 


some of the best lawyers in the Senate—the Senator from Texas | \[ 


CoKE], who is a member of that committee; the Senator from Mis... 
{[Mr. Vest], who isa member of that committee; the Senator from \WV es! 
Virginia [Mr. Kenna], who is a member of the committee, and of the 
other members of the committee. It is now in-such a shape that it can 
be enacted into a law, and if it shall be found after trial that it is no 
a proper one it can be easily amended hereafter. I hold in my }iin! 
the last river and harboract. There are fiveorsix sections in it \ iv) 
are general eon There never has been a bill of this kind that 
has not contained general legislation. One of the sections of this b bill, 
section 9, which the Senator from Maine first moved to strike ou 
substantially enacted in the river and harbor bill as passed two years :\ 

I hope we shall not strike out this necessary legislation simp!) \ 
get rid of it at this late hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out sec- 
tion 2. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 
on yeas ond nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded {0 :1!! 

e roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). My: 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Viry.14 
[Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired gene: 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I am at a los 
to know how he would vote on this question, and therefore I with!!! 
my vote. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Jam paired with the ~ 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquItT 


ITT]. 
r. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


r from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. 


Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with t! 


Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sani]. 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 14; as follows: — 
YEAS—27. 


Allison, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Berry, Frye, Logan, Teller, 
Biair, Gray, Maxey, Van Wyck, 

i‘ Hale, Payne, Walthall, | 
Dawes, Harris, Platt, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Eustis, Ingalls, Sherman, 

NAYS—l4. | 
Brown, Dolph, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Call, George, Miller, Vest. 
Coke, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, McPherson, Sabin, 
Beck, Fair, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Manderson, Sawyer, 
. ae a Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Butler, H mn, Morgan, Stanford, 
Camden, Hearst, Morrill, Vance, 
° Jonesof Arkansas, Pike, Voorhees, 
Chace, Jonesof Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Kenna, Riddleberger. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question is on striking out | 
section 3. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer to amend this section before it is voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Maine is not yet exhausted. 

Mr. CONGER. No; but I withdrew my amendment because it was 
said that if the section was not stricken out the amendment would not 
be needed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move any portion 
of the matter as an independent section hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can do that after my motion is exhausted. 

Mr. CONGER. I did make that motion when it was in order and 
withdrew it waiting for the action of the Senate to see whether they 
would strike out the section or not. 

Mr. BUTLER, I suggest to the Senator from Michigan to delay his 
motion until we get through with the vote on the other sections and 
then go back. 

Mr. HALE. The other sections do not touch that. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to reinsert the last clause of the section just 
stricken out. Hereafter I will make my motions when I have the right 
to do so, and not withdraw them. It was said that as soon as the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine was disposed of mine would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine is not yet exhausted. 

Mr. CONGER. I objected to taking these questions separately or 
taking them all in one motion for the very purpose of putting this mat- 
terin. Now, I donot know any species of parliamentary tactics that I 
am not able to provide for and meet if I can have good faith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan will be 
entirely in order in moving his amendment as soon as the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine is exhausted. 

Mr. CONGER. I withheld my amendment until the vote was taken 
on the section, and it has been taken. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from Maine made one 
motion, to wit, to strike out four or five sections. Then it was agreed 
that when the sense of the Senate had been taken on that motion the 
Senator from Michigan should make his motion to reinsert a part of 
the matter stricken out, but the single motion of the Senator from 
Maine has not yet had the question taken on it. Under the parlia- 
mentary law a division was called for. That, therefore, is divided into 
four or five parts, but it none the less is one motion, and therefore 
everybody is in perfect good faith in keeping the arrangement with the 
Senator from Michigan, because as soon as the motion of the Senator 
from Maine is over, which is now in process of being voted on, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan will be in order in moving to reinsert. 

Mr. CONGER. 


them out of the operation of striking out the section. 
proper motion then. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


That was the 


The Chair understands that the Sen- 


ator from Michigan has an undoubted right to offer his amendment as | 


soon as the amendment of the Senator from Maine is acted on. 


the of the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. My amendment is not through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out the 
third section of the bill, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3, as follows: 


Sxc. 3. It shall not be lawful to build any wharf, dolphin, boom, dam, wet, 
breakwater, 


, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure outside of established harbor- 
ipa chhow the permis~ion of the Secretary of war, in any port, roadstead, 

harbor, navigable river, or other waters of the United States, or in such 
Manner as to or impair navigation, commerce, or anchorage of said 
waters; and it shall not be lawful hereafter to commence the construction of 
any bridge, bridge-draw, bridge piers or abutments, canseway, or other works 
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In justice to myself I must say that my motion was | 
to except out of the vote these words that I propose to insert, to except | 


Mr. CONGER. I withdrew the motion to except this clause out of | 
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over or in any port, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters 
of the United States, under any act of the legislative assembly of any State, 
until the location and planof such bridge have been submitted to and approved 
by the Secretary of War, or to excavate or fill, or in any manner to alter or 
modify, the course, location, condition, or capacity of the channel of said navi- 
gable waters of the United States, unless approved and authorized by the Secre- 





| tary of War: Provided, Tuat this section shall not apply to any bridge, bridge- 


draw, bridge piers or abutments the construction of which has been heretofore 
duly authorized by law, or be so construed as to authorize the construction of 


any bridge, draw-bridge, bridge piers or abutments, or other works, under an 
| 


act of the Legislature of any State, over or in any stream, port, roadstead, haven, 
or harbor, or other navigable water not wholly within the limits of such State. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out sec- 


tion 4. 
The section is as follows: 
Sec. 4. All wrecks of vessels,and other obstructions to the navigation of any 


port, roadstead, harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of the Uni- 
ted States, which may have been permitted by the owners thereof, or the parties 
by whom they were caused, to remain, to the injury of commerce and navigation, 
for a longer period than two months, shall be subject to be broken up and re 
moved by the Secretary of War, without liability for any damage to the owners 
of the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion 5. 

The section is as follows: 

Sec. 5. It shall not be lawful for any person or persons to take posse 


The question is on striking out sec- 


or make use of for any exclusive purpose, build upon, alter, deface, i:.jure, ob 
struct, or in any other manner impair the usefulness of any sea-wall, bulkhead 
jetty, wh arf, pier, or other work built by the United States for the preservation 
and improvement of any of its navigable waters, or boundary-iniarks, tide- 
gauges, surveying stations, buoys,or other established marks, nor remove for 
ballast or other purposes any stone or other material composing such w > 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking ont see 
tions 6, 7,and 11. The Chair will put them together unless a division 


be called for. 

The Chief Clerk read the sections proposed to !» cen 
lows: 

Sec. 6. Every person, persons, or corporation offending uguiust the provisions 
of this act shall, for each and every such offense, forfeitand pay a penalty of $250 
paesnes conviction of the offender, to be paid to the informer), besides such 

urther sum as may be found,in any action for the recovery of the penalty or 
snalties incurred under this act, to be the expenseof making good the damage 

(corsed, or of removing to a proper place the things deposited in violati 

this act, such penalties to be recovered by action in the name of the Unite 

States in any district court within whose jurisdiction such offense shua\! be com 

mitted, said action to be instituted by the district attorney for such disirict,at 

the instance of any person complaining. 

Sec. 7. It shall be the duty of officers and agents having the supervisi on 
the part of the United States, of the works in progress for the preservation and 
improvement of said navigable waters, and in their absence of the United St:tes 
collectors of customs and other revenue officers, to enforce the provisions of (his 
law by giving information to the district attorney of the United States for the 
—— in which any violation of any provision of this act shal! have b« 
mitted, 

Sec. 11. Whenever the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that any railroad 
or other bridge now constructed or hereafter to be constructed over any of the 
navigable waters of the United States under authority of the United States or 
of any State or Territory, is an obstruction to the free navigation of such waters, 
by reason of insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or of difficulty in 
passing the draw-opening or the raft-span of said bridge by rafts, steamboats, 
or other water craft, itshall be his duty to cause the proper proceedings to be 
instituted in the circuit court of the United States within whose jurisdiction 
said bridge orany portion thereof may be located, to have the same condemned 
and removed as a public nuisance, at the expense of the person or corporation 
owning or maintaining said bridge, unless the owners or managers thereof 
shall cause the same to be altered to his satisfaction within a reasonable time 
prescribed by him, so that it shall not be an obstruction to navigation 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. NowI want to know what sections have been 
stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Section 2, section 3, section 4, section 5, section 6, sec- 
tion 7, and section 11. Section 8 was before stricken out. Sections 9 
and 10 were not included in my motion. Section 8 was stricken out 
by the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. But has not yet been voted on by the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I now move to insert as section 2 the last clause re- 
ported by the committee as an amendment to the section. I think the 
provision contained is very necessary on Lake Superior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Michigan what line in 
| the amendment his proposition comes in? 
| Mr. CONGER. It is the last clause of section 2 as modified by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as section 2: 

Sec. 2. That in places where harbor lines have not been established, and whicre 
such deposits can be made without injury to navigation, within lines to be es- 
tablished by the Secretary of War, said officer may,and is hereby, authorized to 


cause such lines to be established ; and within such lines such deposits may be 
made, under regulations to be from time to time prescribed by him. 


Mr. DOLPH. If there appeared to be any necessity for this amend- 
ment I should not oppose it, but as the matter now stands there is no 
law of the United States to prevent any man from dumping anything 
that he pleases in any harbor or navigable river of the United States, 
and the Senate have just said by a vote that they will not pass such a 
law when they have an opportunity to doit. There is no law to pre- 
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vent a bridge being built anywhere over any navigable river or other 
navigable water within the limits of the United States under the an- 
thority of a law of any State notwithstanding it may be an obstruction 
to commerce. The Supreme Court has held that until the United 
States does act, exercises jurisdiction, the State may authorize obstruc- 
tions to navigable rivers wholly within these limits. 

The Senate have virtually said they do not wish to regulate the mat- 
ter of bridges; that they will not authorize the Secretary of War, as pro- 
vided in section 4 of the bill, to remove a sunken vessel after it has re- 
mained in a navigable channel to the obstruction of navigation sixty 
days. They have said virtually that they do not want to providea pen- 
alty for men who shall unlawfully occupy, injure, and destroy public 
works constructed and being constructed by appropriations of money by 
the Government. 

There does not, therefore, appear to be any necessity for this amend- 
ment. Any individual may deposit what he pleases in any navigable 
river, harbor, or stream of the United States without being liable crim- 
inally; of course he can be prosecuted civilly for damages if he injure 
a public work. That being the condition of the law, there is no neces- 
sity for the amendment; it seems we do not want any law on any of 
these subjects. 

Mr. CONGER. In all large places and towns harbor-lines are always 
established to control the filling in of the harbor or channel. Insome 
places where there are small places where there is no civil authority it 
is very desirable for the preservation of narrow channels that the débris 
of mines and stamp-works shall not be putinto the channel. Thiscan 
do no harm, and will be a valuable thing in many places to allow what 
is the equivalent of harbor-lines in cities to be established where it is 
thought desirable to limit the places where débris may be deposited. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 
inna yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. r 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN }. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. BowEn’s name wascalled). My colleague 
Pe ee is paired with the Senator from Alabama {Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. eat but I have the consent of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] to transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Kansas {[Mr. PLUMB]. I therefore transfer the pair of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to the Senator from Kansas, and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitTT]. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jones]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ . 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. My colleague [Mr. 
CAMDEN ] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLuMB], but that pair has been transferred. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 

































































YEAS—24., 
Brown, Eustis, Logan, Payne, 
Call, Frye, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Coke, George, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Conger, Gibson, Miller, Sherman, 
Culiom, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., —. 
Dolph, Hoar, Palmer, est. 

NAYS—18. 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Walthall, 
Berry, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Whitthorne, 
Biair, Gray, Platt, Wilson of lowa. 
Butler, Hale, Teller, 
Dawes, Harris, Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—S. 

Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Beck, Gorman, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Bowen, Harrison, Morgan, Stanford, 
Camden, Hearst, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Voorh 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Ransom, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Riadleberger, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire tooffer an amendment: in section 1, on page 
45, line 1089, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to add the words: 

And $12,000, to be expended on the river at Grayville, Ill. 

That amendment is substantially the amendment that was offered 
before. It proposes to add $12,000 to the item of appropriation for the 
Mississippi River. I offer it for the reason that it is very important 
that there should be no uncertainty as to an appropriation to take care 
of that specific point on the river. I hope there will be no objection 
to it. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I think from what the Senator from Illinois has 
said that this work ought to be done at the point indicated here. My 
only objection before was that it was subtracting from an appropria- 
tion where the whole was needed. I hope this amendment inserting 
that amount as an addition will be carried. 

Mr. CULLOM. I propose to add the small amount of $12,000 in ad. 
dition to the item specified in the bill; that is, in line 1089, the words. 

And $12,000 additional, to be expended on the river at Grayville, Il. 


Mr. HARRISON. Do not put in the word ‘‘additional.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I will leave out the word ‘‘additional.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cnrer CLERK. In line 1089, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is 
proposed to add: 

And $12,000, to be expended on the river at Grayville, Il. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be subject to a point of order as anew 
appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope if there is any point of order it is subject to 
that it will not be made, as it is very important that there shall be 
money for the protection of the river at that particular point, and it is 
a small item. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not make any point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that we had better adopt 
the language of the bill and allow the clause to remain just as it is, 
increasing the amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been voted down. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it could be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana insists that the amount 
shall not be reduced, and I hope the amendment will be adopted as I 
propose it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Lllinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 756, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘ fourteen thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-three thousand 
three hundred;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $23,300. 


I beg the Senate to hear me less than five minutes on this question, 
for I shall not take that much time to explain it. I wish to say a word 
about what Romely Marsh is. 

There is an inland channel which extends around the coast of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia into Florida, and there is a line 
of boats that run on the inland channel from Jacksonville to Savannah. 
There is a marsh called Romely Marsh on the way, about 40 miles 
below Savannah. It is a large and winding creek, and without a canal 
which has just been cut through the boats would run 2 or 3 miles to 
get over three-quarters of a mile of the route. Boats have been going 
through, and whenever they strike low tide they had to lie over for 
hours before they could pass, waiting for the tide to rise. 

The improvement was made to get a canal from deep water on one 
side of the marsh to deep water on the other, and boats are now run- 
ning through, as the canal is completed. 

First $10,000 was appropriated to the work. That amount was ex- 
pended. The tide running across it, and the channel not being open 
through to give itself vent, the canal as far as it was cut filled up very 
rapidly. There was another $10,000 appropriated, but that went the 
same way; that is, by the filling up there was a good deal of it lost. 

Then the Secretary of War, when the appropriation of the second 
$10,000 was exhausted, authorized the contractor, who was doing the 
work very cheaply, to go on and complete the canal across the marsh, 
and, as I understand, the Secretary was to recommend an appropria- 
tion. Not doubting that the appropriation would be made, the con- 
tractor went on and completed the work. The consent of the Secre- 
tary was given because of the washing of the tide across the marsh, 
filling up the canal. And it was necessary that it be cut through, so 
that the water could pass off and keep the canal clear by the rush of 
the water through it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long ago was that? 

Mr. BROWN. That was in the present administration. I do not 
remember exactly when it was. 

Mr. HALE. Was the obstruction more noticeable at the end of the 
work than when it began? 

Mr. BROWN. I will come to that in a moment, if the Senator will 
excuse me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How did the Secretary of War under the prohib- 
itive statutes have any authority to authorize this work to be done at 
all when there was no money to pay for it? 

Mr. BROWN. I understand he authorized the contractor to go on 
and complete the work, and that he would recommend an appropria- 


tion. 
tee EDMUNDS. That is exactly in the face of the prohibitive act 
Mr. BROWN. In that way the contractor has gone forward and 


completed the work. I understand a very honored citizen of New Jer- 
sey is the man who undertook the work, and he has done it very faith- 
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fally. It has been completed since the additional report or estimate 
was made by the Chief of Engineers or by General Gillmore, who was 
the engineer in charge, whose report was sent up and approved by the 
Chief of Engineers. ’ : 

Mr. TELLER. How much is due him? 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Twenty-three thousand three hundred dollars is due 

him, and due forsupervision and extras, as General Gillmore states in 
his report, which I will ask the Secretary to read, and then my speech 
is made. 
7 However, to save time, I willsimply state that the annual estimate was 
that it would take $14,000 to complete the work. Since the work is 
completed General Gillmore says it took $23,300, including some little 
extras there were about it, to complete the work, and the Chief of En- 
gineers and the Secretary of War, as I understand it, approve the last 
requisition or estimate of $23,300 to pay the debt. 

I stated that the steamers are running through, and I am informed 
they do it now on schedule time at low tide as well as high tide. As 
much as was said about the marsh, there is no appropriation that has 
been made by Congress in my State of forty-odd thousand dollars that 
has accomplished as much for the cause of navigation and the conven- 
jence of travel between two important States of the Union as this little 
appropriation. The estimate shows that since the annual estimate was 
made up the amount has been increased, and that it is necessary, in 
order to pay for this work, that the appropriation be increased to 
$23,300. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a pretty dangerous precedent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. In lines 528 and 529: 

Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 

I move to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five’’ before the 
word ‘‘thousand;’’ and at the end of the line to add: 

Of which $20,000 may be used for the removal of the rock in the channel at 
Van Wie’s Point. 

I presented this amendment to the committee and supposed it was 
in the bill. I was called away necessarily for a few days, and upon my 
return the bill was ready to be reported. When I found that it was 
not in the bill the chairman of the committee suggested that rather 
than delay the bill a day in reporting it I should wait until the bill 
was considered by the Senate, and then I could move the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What isthe entire amount of the appropriation 
asked for? 

Mr. MILLER. Theamountof the appropriation asked for is $40,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to object to these amend- 
ments continually acreasing appropriations, but I do think that it is 
due to the Senate that when Senators ask for these appropriations and 
these additions to the bill that they ought at least to tell us why. 

One objection from any member of the committee can deprive me of 
the right to offer an amendment, yet I find that the committee which 
a year ago objected to any and everything that was offered which did 
not proceed under a rule that they themselves seemed to have adopted 
are now not objecting as they did then. I ask for a reason. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that he has 
not a right himself to offer any amendment to this bill that he sees fit 
at this time, provided he offers it in accordance with the rules of this 


¥, 

I shall not detain the Senate to go into this matter. This is a rock 
which projects out into the channel of the Hudson River and very fre- 
quently detains boats. Some money has been spent upon it but not 
enough to remove it, and it is very desirable for the whole navigation 
of the river that this work shall be done. I will simply say that the 
Btate of New York has appropriated for a great many years from $30,000 
to $50,000 to aid the navigation on that river. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I raise the point of order, and I object to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being raised, the 
Chair is of opinion that unless the amendment is reported trom a com- 
mittee it is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER. This was in the bill as I understand it and was 
dropped out, but I do not understand that the point of order can be 
made rg these questions. All these appropriations have been esti- 
mated for, and that question was decided by the Chair several days 
ago. This has been properly estimated for in the engineer’s report, 
as much so as any other item in the bill. If no amendment can be 
moved and the point of order can be made against every amendment, 
of course there is no occasion for going on and considering the bill 
any further. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Virginia is that the amendment 
Was not reported from the committee or was not estimated for. If it 
is either it is in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Itis both. It was estimated for, and it was simply 
& mistake in the making up of the bill that it was not put in. 
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ate, if the Chair will allow me to state it. 
last session of Congress to show by a report that the chairman and that 
the Committee on Commerce agreed to an appropriation that the com- 
mittee recommended. 
amendment must be referred to its appropriate committee and reported 
from that committee. 
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The PRESIDENT pre tempore. If the Senator trom New York says 


that the amendment was reported from the committee or was estimated 
for by the Department it is in order. 


Mr. MILLER. It fills the rule in every direction. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not understand what the Senator said 


about its being reported from the committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York says it 


was estimated for in the regular estimates of the Department. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That does not answer the rule of the Sen- 


I was required here at the 
It is not a question of the estimate, but the 


Mr. President, I do not mean to take any exception to your ruling in 


this matter; but the point of order was raised upon me last year when 
the James River appropriation was pending. 
made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who now sits just in 
front of me, and who is chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 


The point of order was 


Mr. ALLISON. That was on a different bill 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A different bill and a different man, per- 


haps. 


Mr. MILLER. I amentirely within the estimate, and in addition to 


that, the amendment was considered by the committee and the facts are 
just as I have stated them. 


I was authorized by the committee to move 
it to the bill rather than wait and have the bill reprinted. There can 
not be any question about it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I still raise the point of order and object 
to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion upona 
careful reading of the rule that if an amendment is either moved by 
the direction of a standing committee or proposed in pursuance of the 
estimate of some one of the Departments, it is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is another part of the rule which says that 
amendments to the river and harbor bill shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; so that if the Senator from New York were not 
authorized by the committee to report it from that committee I think 
there is another clause that would sustain the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. MILLER. I stated that I was authorized to report it from the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
provides that— 


The second clause of Rule XVIII 


In like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriations to river 


and harbor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


If that has not been done the Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment would fall within the prohibition of the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New York say that he is di- 
rected by the Committee on Commerce to report this amendment ? 

Mr. MILLER. I do. The amendment, as I understand it, was 
adopted by the Committee on Commerce, but it fell out of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. That does not answer the question. Is he directed 
to offer this amendment now to the bill by the Committee on Commerce 
or any other committee? 

Mr. MILLER. I have said at least half a dozen times within the 
last three minutes that I was so authorized. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair is of opinion that that is 
sufficient. The Senator states that he is authorized by the committee 
to offer the amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iappeal from the decision of the Chair only 
for the purpose of making this additional statement, that being ruled 
out of order here all the time in these matters, I insist that that answer 
does not measure up to be what is generally required here, and that 
when I came into the Senate Chamber advocating that which was not 
objected to by Senators themselves on the merits of the case, to wit, 
the James River improvement, I was required to go around and ask 
the members of the Committee on Commerce to sign their names to the 
report. 

t do not intend to stand here in the Senate and allow any Senator, I 
care not whether he is from the State of New York or new anything 
else, to have advantages or privileges that I can not enjoy. That is 
just all of it. 

The Senator says he is directed by the committee to report the amend- 
ment. Then let us have the report of that committee. If it had been 
I, I would have been required to offer my amendment here and ask to 
have it printed and referred to its appropriate committee; and the 
formal report of the committee would have been required. 

Whenever I shall fail to assert a right that belongs to me I shail feel 
like quitting here and going home and saying that the Senate Chamber 
ought only to be left to two or three States, and ought to have no rep- 
resentatives in it except those who come from those States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw the appeal. 


I merely wanted 
to make those remarks, 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of the opinion that, as 
the Senator from New York states he is authorized to move the amend- 
ment by direction of a standing committee, the amendment is in order. 
The Chair understands his statement to be substantially that. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is clearly in order upon the statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is directed by a standing com- 
mittee to offer the amendment, and so it is in order. The question is 
upon agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In line 408, before the word “‘ thousand,’’ I move 
to strike out “‘ twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object, for the purpose of saying that I 
do 20t believe in this way of increasing appropriations in the bill, and 
having expressed my opinion I shall let the matter rest there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think with one wordof explanation there is hardly 
a Senator here who will object to this amendment. 

Asiland is a city of about 4,000 inhabitants on Lake Superior in my 
State, 60 miles eastof Duluth. Itis a city with many elements of per- 
mane:it prosperity. It is the lake port of a mineral region not rivaled 
in extent or in richness in the United States. 

Th : estimate for this improvement was $136,000, and the appropria- 
tion iuade by the bill is only $20,000. The commerce of that port de- 
serves more attention than it has received from the committee. It is 
the terminus of four railroads, the Northern Pacific Railway, theOmaha 
Railway, the Wisconsin Central Railway, and the Milwaukee, Lake 
Shore and Western Railway. It has one of the largest iron-ore docks 
in the world. I submit to the Senate that the appropriation is too far 
below the estimate, and it was not made on the principle which has 
apparently been the guide as to other appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I raise the point oforder. [‘‘Too late!’’] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it is not too late. 

Mr. ALLISON. You can not raise the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Inline 1131, after the words “‘ one hundred ’’ and be- 
fore ‘‘ thousand,’’ I move to insert the words “‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


improving lilinois River, Mlinois: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 


The committee have appropriated $100,000. By the reading of the 
report of the engineer it will be found that up to July 1, 1885, the 
amount expended for the fiscal year, exclusive of outstanding liabili- 
ties, was $63,992.64; July 1, 1885, liabilities, twenty-three thousand 
and odd dollars; making, in all, $87,542.40. The amount required for 
the completion of the work is $700,000. The amount which can be 
profitably expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, is $350,000. 

I desire to say in regard to the improvement of the Illinois River 
from Hennepin to the mouth that the State of Illinois expended a large 
amount for the purpose of building two locks and dams; and for the 
continuation of the work by the Government, it being a very important 
work, for the purpose of dredging and deepening the river and building 
other locks, it is necessary, if there is anything intended to be done for 
the purpose of improving that river, that we should appropriate enough 
at least to do some good. One hundred thousand dollars will not com- 
plete it nor half complete it, and I think the committee ought at least 
to have appropriated one-half the amount which is required for the ex- 
penditure during this fiscal year. 

I ask that $50,000 be added to the $100,000 for the reason that that 
is not half the amount recommended and asked for by the engineers 
— have the work in charge. They ask for $350,000 to be expended 

is year. 

That is all I have to say about it. It is a very important improve- 
mént. I do not think the improvements in Illinois have very extrava- 
gant appropriations. I do not complain of that; but the appropria- 
tions for that State are not large in comparison with others. I ask that 
this amount shall be allowed there, because it is very necessary that 
$150,000 should be appropriated. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I raise the point of order that there is no report 
from the committee in favor of this increase. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that unless the amendment—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Lhope the President of the Senate will withhold his 
decision until the facts are stated. 1 offered an amendment proposing 
to increase this item myself, which was referred to the committee, and 
I understand that brings it within the rule. The committeesaw proper 
not to report in favor of the increase, but I do not know how else we 
ee ey this kind before the Senate so as to have it 
in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Did the Senator offer an amendment 
and have it referred to the Committee on Commerce ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I offered an amendment to increase this item from 
$100,000 to $200,000. The estimate is $350,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly in order if the amend- 
ment was sent to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I thought so, and only desired to disabuse the m; 
of the chairman of the committee on that point. 

Mr. LOGAN. The estimate is $350,000 for this fiscal year. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the estimate, but if these appropriatio,, 
are all increased to the amount of the estimates—— 

Mr. LOGAN. But thisdoes not increase it tothe amount of the , 
mate, nor to half the estimate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amount of the estimate is $350,000 jor t), 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. LOGAN. And you have not given one-third of what was e; 
mated. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the bill as it passed the House, but ; 
amount of this bill is so large now 
Mr. LOGAN. The amount of the bill has nothing to do with; 

question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has todo with the consideration of the Sen: 
certainly in increasing any of these items. 

Mr. LOGAN. But it has nothing todo with this proposition. | (i 
not make any reference to the committee, but if the item is not treate) 
in proportion to the estimates, what the balance of the bill may amoun; 
to has nothing to do with the justice of this proposition. 

It is a mere question whether this is rightor wrong. Iwill ventur 
the assertion that there are very few appropriations in the bill whe: 
more than one-third of the estimate has not been appropriated; and 
this is not a third of the estimate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment being in order, of course | | 
only state the objection of the committee to increasing the appro; 
tion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish tosay one word in addition to what bas }eey 
said. ‘This proposed appropriation is for the purpose specially of pr- 
ceeding with the work of finishing the two locks that were referred | 
a day or two ago in the discussion of the improvement of the 11]1: 
River. The amount appropriated from year to year for that work is ; 
small that the work is damaged almost as much each year as progres 
is made in completing it, as the report of the Secretary of War wil 
show. 

The bill provides that a portion of the $100,000 appropriated sia 
be expended on another portion of the river, so that it will be a \ 
small item that will be used in the construction of the two locks au! 
dams in the lower part of the Illinois River as specified in the repor 
of the Secretary of War and the engineers. 

I hope that the amendment offered by my colleague will be adopt 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tl: 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to say again that I hase 
opposition to this increase upon the general opposition that I intend 
the time to prefer against this bill. We will just take this very «: 
and I ask if there is a Senator here who would dare to go into his Stat 
Legislature and enact a law written like this in an appropriation })i!! 

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its right of way,and al! it 

urtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois muy | 

n any real estate heretofore ied to the State of Illinois by the United S:ates 
for canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the Genera! Assem 
of the State of Lilinois, approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, acce) te, 4 

Here is the United States Senate, putting in not only a provisiv: 
that kind asa preamble to the law, but the law itself; and [ und 
take to say there is not a Senator on this floor who has ever rea 
and that no Senator knows what he is voting for when he votes for )! 

Mr. LOGAN. Voting for what? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. For this canal grant. I ask the Sena: 
from Illinois if he he can tell us? 

Mr. LOGAN. Tell you what? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What this canal grant is. 

Mr. LOGAN. I could if it was in question, but it is not the que 
tion before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have misunderstood that, and not)»: 
that seems to me or to some others on this floor to amount to a (u~ 
tion is ever answered by those who never know how to answer. \\* 
are asked to give $100,000 more. We are asked just to throw it 0"' 
give it all about, and to base it upon a statute of your own State, ¥ 
you do not condescend to tell us what we are obligating ourselves t' 
when we are adopting the preamble of your bill. I have uttered «+ 
want to say on the subject, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to ' 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois |Mr. LoGan]}. [Putting '% 
question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

a and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceede! ' 





Mr. HARRISON (when his name wascalled). I am paired wi!" 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

The rol]-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Ken' 
(Mr. BLacKBURN]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to state that on the passage of the | 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON | \'° 
has been required by sickness to leave the Chamber, and I sha!! “''"~ 
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hold my vote on amendments which may be supposed to be antagonistic | 
to his own views. I vote “yea’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. Co_quirt] is paired with the | 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuace]. Neither is present at this 
time, and I will announce the pair once for the evening. They are | 

ired on all questions. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 





Allison, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Blair, Hale, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of lowa. 
Cal), Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Logan, Sherman, 
Dawes, Miller, Spooner, 
NAYS—24. 

Beck, Eustis, Hawley. Pugh, 
Berry, . Frye, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Butler, George, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Coke, Gibson, MeMillan, Vest, 
Conger, Gray, Maxey, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Harris, Platt, Whitthorne. 

ABSENT—3L. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Fair, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Sewell, 
Camden, Hampton, Mitchell! of Pa., Stanford, 
Cameron, Harrison, Morgan, Vance, 
Chace, Hearst, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Jenesof Florida, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. In line 228, after the word “‘ hundred ’’ and before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘and fifty,’’ and after 
the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 229, to add: 

Of which $2,000 may be expended at Gilbert’s Bar on Indian River, and 
$10,000 at Tarapa, Fila. 

So as to read: 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improve- 
ment $150,000, of which $2,000 may be expended at Gilbert's Bar on Indian River, 
and $10,000 at Tampa, Fla. 

. This restores the amount for Cumberland Sound to what was appro- 
priated by the House. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment increasing the amount has been 
acted upon already, I think, unfavorably. 

Mr. CALL. But I do not propose to increase the amount beyond 
what was in the bill as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But the amendment itself has been acted upon 
and the Senate has refused to increase the amount from $100,000 to 
$150,000. I think therefore the amendment is not in order now. 

Mr.CALL. Isubmitthatit is in order to move to restore the amount 
which was stricken out by the Committee on Commerce. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. IftheSenator will reserve the amend- 
ment, when the bill is reported to the Senate it can be voted on sepa- 
rately. j 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Florida moves to insert those 
words with additional words. It is plainly in order now, under the 
rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not in order under the rule, in my opinion, be- 
cause it proposes to reinsert the $50,000 which has been stricken out 
by the vote of the Senate, and adds words appropriating $2,000 and 
$10,000, making $12,000 of the $50,000. It will be in order, I grant, 
when the bill is reported to the Senate, but it is not in order now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it is not 
now in order. It will be in order to move the words separately as an 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a matter which does not concern me, but the 
Chair is plainly wrong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be in order now to re- 


oe words which have been stricken out in Committee of the 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair is clearly right. 

Mr. CALL. I move an entirely new provision in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator moves to restore 
words which have been stricken out in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. No, Ido not—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Do you not move to restore ‘‘and fifty,’’ so as to 
make the amount $150,000 ? 

Mr. CALL. I will move to insert ‘‘and forty-nine,’’ then, so that 
it will read ‘‘ $149,000, of which $2,000 shall be expended at Gilbert’s 
Bar on Indian River, and $10,000 at Tampa, Fla.”’ 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I suppose that is not in order either. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On what ground does the Senator 
claim that it is not in order? 

Mr. McMILLAN. On the ground that $49,000 is less than $50,000, 
and that $50,000 have been stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate might be willing to give 
the improvement $49,000 additional and not give $50,000 additional. 
The Chair can not rule it out of order on that ground. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that dividing the appro- 
Ppriation for Cumberland Sound by placing $10,000 or $12,000, what- 
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ever the amount is, across in Florida at Tampa Bay is notin order under 
any report of a committee or an estimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes an entirely new item of appropriation. 

Mr. CONGER. It makes an entirely new item. There is another 
I do not recollectit. Heis proposing 
to distribute the appropriation all around Florida. He is seattering it 
about miscellaneously. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, upon leok- 
ing at the rule, that it would not be in order to move the amendment 
now, especially as the Senator has his remedy in the Senate when the 
question will be on concurring in this very amendment, and he can re- 
serve it for a separate vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move an amendment which does not increase 
the amount of the appropriation. In line 1096, after the word “‘ used,’’ 
I move to strike out the words: 





In dredging the river between the Forks and a point half a mile east of Ham- 
mond, 


And to insert: 


Between the Forks, one-half mile east of Hammond, Ind., $7,500 of which 


are to be used in dredging the river between the Forks and the State line of 
Illinois and Indiana, and one-half to be expended on the river at Hammond 
Ind. 


Mr. LOGAN. I object to that amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The objection to this amendment is that the ¢ 
gineer would have the power to expend this money as he deemed | 
for the public service. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. [Putting the question. } 
The noes appear to prevail. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not want to call forthe yeas and nays on this 
question, but I will ask that the vote be taken again. It is no increase 
of the appropriation at all. It simply provides for an equal division o! 
the amount between the part of the river which is in Illinois and that 
part of it which is in Indiana. 

In addition to that, this appropriation was increased $5,000 upon my 
motion in committee, and it leaves for Lllinois now $25,000 on that side 
of the line in addition to one-half of this sum of $15,000. It certainly 
is entirely reasonable. It simply gives to that part of the river on th 
Indiana side one-half of the $15,000, and leaves on the Lilinois =: 

$25,000 to start with and then $7,500. 

Mr. LOGAN. I raise the point of order in reference to the ameu< 
ment that it changes the entire sense of the sentence. 

Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $40,000 
which $15,000 are to be used in dredging the river between the Forks and a po 
half a mile east of Hammond. 

That follows exactly the direction of the engineers. 


Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretofore appropri- 
ated, except the said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be expended 
until the entire right of way, as set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 
9— 


Which document is here, the report of the engineers in reference to 
it. The line upon which this is to be expended is the line reported by 
the engineers, and they report that the work should not be undertaken 
unless the right of way be given to the Government free of expense. 

Mr. HARRISON. The bill itself provides that as to this whole 
$15,000 that provision shall not apply. The bill as it came from the 
House provides that this appropriation, except the $15,000, shall not 
be expended until the right of way is given. 

Mr. LOGAN. The language is: 

That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretofore appropriated, exce] 
said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be expended, &c. 

That is true. 

Mr. HARRISON. My amendment relates to the $15,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. There was an appropriation some years ago to build a 
cut or slip, as it is called, for that portion into Calumet Lake, and that 
report has been made. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is entirely below, and there isa separate ap- 
propriation for the Calamet Harbor of a large sum of money. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator does not understand what I am speaking 
about. I understand something about the harbor. The Senator will 
find that in reference to Calumet Harbor that isone thing. The Calu- 
met Harbor is considered a harbor of safety up toacertain point. This 
is for the purpose of opening the river, or straightening the river; in 
other words, cutting it straight through a point and making a harbor 
continuous up to the Forks. Then the intention of the engineer was 
to cut a slip through from the river to Calumet Lake. 

There were $50,000 appropriated some time ago for that purpose but 
it was not expended. The committee have left out entirely the appro- 
priation for cutting the slip throngh according to the former report of 
the engineers, and provide only an appropriation to go to the Forks 
within about a half a mile across to Hammond 

Mr. HARRISON. There is another appropriation for the Calumet 
Harbor in this bill. I will show it to the Senator in a moment, if I 
can find it. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is an appropriation for Calumet Harbor, bat I 
am not talking about the harbor. 1 am speaking about the appropria- 
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tion that is made now to cut through this slip, and it is to cut another 
slip through from the river to Calumet Harbor, which has been entirely 
leit out in the appropriation. It has not been mentioned; and the rea- 
son why I did not suggest it and offer an amendment in accordance with 
the report of the engineers was because I saw there was no use to offer 
amendments after the fate of the one I offered for the Illinois River. 
Let me read what the estimate is: 


> 


2. Calumet Harbor, IUinois.—The present project for the improvement of this 
harbor has for its object the creation and maintenance of a channel 300 feet wide 
and 16 feet deep, from Lake Michigan to Calumet River. 

The amount expended in the execution of this project to June 30, 1885, is $380,- 
774.41; 5,360 feet of pier-work have been completed, and 384,376 cubic yards of 
material have been dredged fromthechannel. During the past season the south 
pier was extended 200 feet, and 748 linear feet of revetment was rebuilt. 

The appropriation of $21,400 asked for is to be applied to extending the south 
pier and to the repair and preservation of the existing piers. 


That is what the Senator referred to in reference to the harbor. 


The officer in charge, in a communication to this office of December 3, 1884, 
which was transmitted to Congress, printed in House Executive Document No. 
36 of the last session, called attention to the extension of the north shore-line 
caused by deposits of slag, &c., from the works of the North Chicago roll- 
ing-mills. These deposits, if continued, will call for a further extension of the 
piers, and additional appropriation will have to be made by Congress. Whereas 
if they were discontinued, it is believed that no further appropriation need be 
made except that now called for, and small amounts occasionally to preserve the 
work and maintain the dredged channel in good condition. 


That is the channel of the river, and the piers and works that have 
been built along close to the Jake, known as the old Calumet Harbor; 
but the appropriation is for the continuation and for the extension up 
the river, cutting it through and straightening it and dredging it out. 
The intention was to run a slip across from the river to the lake; but 
that has not been provided for. 

‘The amendment proposes adiversion of the appropriation anda change 
from the recommendation of the engineers, who have made a report 
which I have here in my hand; but I do not wish to take up the time 
of the Senate in discussing it. Iam satisfied that any one who will 
examine the map and the report will see that this will be an entire di- 
version from what the engineers intend and from what the bill intends. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time is up. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the opposition of the Senator from Mii- 
nois is not generous in reference to this matter. Upon my motion 
$5,000 was added to this item in the bill as it came from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana is also 
out of order, his time having expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. Hammond is a very important and thriving town. 
There aresome large industries there, perhaps an investment of $4,000,- 
000 or $5,000,000. The Senator gets the benefit of part of the river 
and he gets the $42,000, including $10,000 for Calumet Harbor. My 
amendmeat simply provides that $7,500, of which $5,000 was an in- 


crease made upon my motion, shall be expended upon that portion of 


the river within the State of Indiana. 

I think if the Senator will consider a moment he will not insist on 
opposing the amendment, as this amount has been increased $5,000 
upon my motion. If it had stood as the House left it he gets now 
nearly as much as he would then, only $25,000 more being expended 
upon that part of the river within the State of Indiana and $42,000 is 
spent on that part of the river within the State of Illinois. It seems 
to me it is a verysmall matter that I ask for this important part of the 
river and the town of Hammond and the important industries on the 
river near that town, the small sum of $7,500, especially when $5,000 
of that has been put in on my motion with a view to this very pur- 
— I think if the Senator reflects a moment he will not insist upon 

is objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I presume the Senator thinks it is not generous be- 
cause I do not see how an improvement of the Calumet River along 
there would be an improvement of the river in front of Hammond as 
well as anywhere else; but to use $7,500 out of the small appropriation 
to improve right in front of the little town when the whole remainder 
of the river is to be improved, I do not think is exactly the thing. 

Mr. HARRISON. The whole remainder of the river gets $32,000, 
and at this particular part of the river, within the State of Indiana, I 
only ask that $7,500 be spent, instead of leaving it so that the whole 
of the appropriation of $40,000 may be expended on the river alto- 
gether. There are needed improvements there, and it is a very small 
thing to ask that this little appropriation shall be spent for that pur- 
pose when $5,000 was added on my own motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Well—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind both Sen- 
ators that they have had their five minutes under the rule. 

Mr. LOGAN. I never object to anything that is fair, but the Sen- 
ator says I am not generous about this thing, when I certainly do not 
make any objection except that it is impossible to expend this money 
unless aleng the whole river. The idea of taking a portion of it and 
expending it right in front of one little place is in my judgment per- 
fectly absurd. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is not proposed to spend it in front of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to know where you will expend it then, 
because the river is in front of the town. 

Mr. HARRISON. All I ask is that it shall be spent at Hammond, 
that part of the appropriation which is to be spent in Indiana. 








Mr. LOGAN. The object then, I admit is, to be plain about it, ir 
the engineer’s report is to be carried out cutting across that point, the 
diversion of this money would be to prevent cutting through that point 
so as to keep thisopen around by Hammond. That is the whole of it. 
I shall object to it, sir, but the Senate may do as they please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BERRY. In line 904, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to add 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, it shall be necessary, 
the sum of $13,000 may be expended at Fort Smith, $10,000 at Dardanclle, and 


$8,000 at Pine Bluff. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask if that increases the appropriation. 

Mr. BERRY. It does not. It simply provides that it shall be ex- 
pended at these points as in the opinion of the engineer is necessary, 
The matter was submitted to the chairman of the committee by my 
colleague, and I understood from him that the Senator from Minnesota 
had no objection to the amendment. It does not increase the appro- 
priation at all; it simply provides that so much of the amount already 
appropriated may be expended in a certain way if in the optnion of 
the Secretary of War it is necessary. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not see any objection to that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Can not a point of order be raised on the ameud- 
ment? Has it gone to the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that it does not 
increase the appropriation, and therefore it is in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Can any amendment be offered to a bill of 
this kind until it first goes through the routine that was required at the 
last session? That is my point. Iam not unfriendly to this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment is in order. It does not increase the appropriation. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In line 234, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to insert: 


Of which $2,000 may be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War 
on the Carabello, or Crooked River. 


So as to read: 


Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$12,000; of which $2,000 may be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War on the Carabello, or Crooked River. 

I will state that that is part of the harbor of Apalachicola, and it has 
been recommended, and an estimate was made for it in the Forty-eighth 


Congress. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it is a part of the harbor the engineer would 
have the power to expend a portion of the money appropriated by the 
bill in the improvement of that harbor. 

Mr. CALL. It is a separate item and a separate work. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then if it is separate—— 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator that it is recommended and 
desired by the people there, as the collector informs me, and it isa part 
of Apalachicola Bay, at the entrance to Apalachicola Bay, for ships of 
deep draught; and it is desired that this discretion may be allowed in 
the improvement. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it isapartof the same improvement, certainly 
the engineer would have the privilege of applying the money as he 
deemed it best for the public interest. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment leaves it to his discretion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If it is not a part of the same improvement it is 
not in order, because it is a different item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In line 238, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert “forty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I hope that increase will not be made here. The 
appropriation of $20,000 made by the House is one-third of the esti- 
mate, and is about as large as should be made by the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make a point of 
order? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not know whether a point of order would 
lie against it or not under the ruling of the Chair, that an amendment 
referred to the committee would make the amendment inorder. I raise 
the point of order for the purpose of determining that question. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the amendment been referred 
to the committee ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not know. 

Mr. CALL. It has been, though Iam not certain about the amount. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether under the rule it 's 
necessary to refer an amendment which is in pursuance of an estimate 
to the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 


Ae ce 


esas 


> 
4 
Ps 
sl 








ee 


“ten”? and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 





1886. 


——_— 


Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule expressly so requires. 
Rule XVI requires that ‘‘in like manner amendments proposing new 
ms ??—— 
‘at: HOAR. New items, but not increasing old ones. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that— 


In like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river 
and harbor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


And that has been held also to apply to the increase of an appropri- 


tion. 

. Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me. I do not wish to delay 
the Senate at this time; but the distinction between a new item of ap- 
propriation and an item increasing an appropriation is marked. The 
first clause of Rule XVI provides that— 

No amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill the effect 
of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill or 
to add a new item of appropriation unless, &c. 

That clearly shows that they are two distinct things, and that the 
increase of an appropriation is not a new item under the rule. Then 
if that comes “‘in pursuance of an estimate’’ it is not prohibited by the 
first clause. 

_ Then the second clause, which speaks of river and harbor bills only, 
says: 

Amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river and harbor bills 
shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

But the other kind, which is aseparate kind in the same rule, merely 
increasing items within the estimates, I submit to the Chair is in order. 
However, it is not of practical importance now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. The Chair is still of opinion, taking the first and second 
clauses together, that the same rule must be applied to any increase of 
appropriation as toanewitem. TheSenator from Florida[Mr. CALL] 
submits an amendment; the question is whether it is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe question of order is to be made I desire to make 
an additional suggestion upon it. In respect to river and harbor bills, 
what is an estimate within the technical sense of therule? I maintain 
that there is no estimate that the Chair can recognize in the technical 
sense of the rule except that estimate sent by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; but I think the habit here has been to refer to the estimates 
which the engineers have made, and they have been referred to as esti- 
mates. Now before it is legitimate to offer to increase, or to make a 
new item of appropriation, the estimate made and sent to the two 
Houses of Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury in the Book of Esti- 
mates must be shown. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has avoided deciding that 
question, because it has not been raised, whether or not any estimate 
has been made by tlie Secretary of War in regard to rivers and harbors; 
but the estimate made by the Secretary of the Treasury being asum in 
gross would not be applicable to this bill under the rule. Therefore 
the Chair would not like to decide the question as toan estimate. The 
Chair is of opinion that if the Senator from Florida had a regular refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce—— 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir; it was referred. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MCMILLAN and Mr. CONGER. Letit be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 238, it is proposed to strike 
out “‘twenty,’’ before ‘‘ thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fia.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. On page 11, section 1, line 240, I move to strike out 


Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $20,00). 

That amendment has been referred to the committée. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the amount of the appropriations will not 
be increased. ‘The appropriations are made for all these rivers in con- 
sonance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I move, on page 11, section 1, line 241, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla., $10,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The same objection applies in this as in the for- 
mer cases. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, in line 767 of section 1, page 32, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to insert: 

To include the of bar in San Carlos Bay, near the mouth ot 
erent y 


The question is on the amendment 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How near the mouth is that? 
Mr. CALL. Itis near enough to be an impediment to the entrance 
of the Caloosahatchee River. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


Mr. CALL. It can not be possible that it can be a new item in the 
bill. Caloosahatchee River is from the mouth to its source, and San 
Carlos Bay is in Caloosahatehee River, and it is not possible for any lan- 
guage to make a distinction of that character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is in the Caloosahatchee River, the amend- 

ment is entirely unnecessary and superfluous and misleading. Itmakes 
adifferent proposition from the one that is nowin the bill. Otherwise 
it is merely a perfectly inefficacious proposition anyhow. 
_ Mr. CALL. I submit that the Senator is entirely incorrect. There 
is no foundation for that idea. The Caloosahatchee River is an entirety, 
and this is simply defining with more particularity in what part of the 
river this money may be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War. The Caloosahatchee River has a very wide mouth discharging 
into the Gulf of Mexico and this is one of the little bars at the en- 
trance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If that is so, it is embraced in the appropriation 
here, and if it is not embraced in it, it is a new item, and I raise the 
point of order on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida the amendment would be in order, it being an appli- 
cation of the money appropriated. The question ison the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I have not been treated very liberally. The matter is 
of no sortof consequence and might very wellbe given to Florida. In 
line 780, section 1, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to insert the fol- 
lowing words: 

Of which $2,000 may be expended at the discretion of the Secretary of War on 
Pease River, Florida. 

So as to read: 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000; of 
which $2,000 may be expended at the discretion of the Secretary of War on Pease 
River, Florida. 

The object is simply this: The Manatee River has a bay somewhat 
south of Pease River and there isan appropriation for this Pease River 
in this bill. The estimate of the engineer is that this amount will very 
nearly complete the improvement. The tworivers, the Manatee River 
and Bay and the Pease River, are on either side of the main channel, 
and I have simply asked that $2,000 may in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War be taken from an appropriation of $10,000 which the 
House sent here for the Manatee River and Bay and be applied to the 
Pease River, which has already $3,000 to make up the amount of the 
estimate of the engineers which can profitably be used during this year. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The appropriation for Pease River is embraced 
in the succeeding item. Isuppose it would not be proper to divert a 
portion of this appropriation from Manatee River to Pease River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. My colleague [Mr. VooRHEES] proposed an 
amendment to this bill which was referred to the committee and has 
not been incorporated in the bill, and in his absence I propose the 
amendment. It contains an appropriation for the Wabash River be- 
tween Vincennes and Terre Haute. Some money has been expended 
upon that section of the river with very good results and pretty fair 
navigation has been maintained. There are three or four boats belong- 
ing to one line that have plied regularly upon it, and there is impor- 
tant commerce on that part of the river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that above Delphi or below ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Below Delphi very much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Below Logansport? 

Mr. HARRISON. Logansport is very much above Delphi. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 1, line 1090, after ‘* Ilinois,’’ it is 
proposed to insert: 

That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the improvement of the 
Wabash River, and to be expended between Vincennes and Terre Haute, Ind. 

Mr. CONGER. Is Terra Haute above Vincennes? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. The engineer says: 

Above Vincennes—The project for the improvement of this portion of the river 


was the removal of obstructions and the construction of wing-dams where nec- 
essary. 

In addition to the amount, $304,996.19, expended on the whole river to July 1, 
1880, $53,021.14 was spent on improving this portion of the river to June 3, 1884, 
This resulted in giving a fair navigable channel, the principal obstructions hav- 
ing been removed. 

During the ne ree ending June 30, 1885, $8,701.77 was expended, and the 
work done consisted in the removal of snags and the completion of the dam at 
anes Bend, whereby increased depth of water and a clearer channe! was 
obtained. 

At present it is not deemed advisable that any more money should be expended 
on this portion of the river until the lock and dam at Grand Rapids is com- 
pleted, when an estimate for this portion of the river will be prepared. 


An appropriation is made for the dam referred to, but the Engineer 
Department report that until that is completed they make no estimate 
for the improvement of the river above Vincennes. 


That is a new item of appropriation. 
It is a new item. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 
I move to insert: 

Umpqua River. 





The question is on the amendment 


On page 77, section 1, after line 208, 


It is simply a survey. 

The aren being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Half a dozen surveys have been in- 
serted here by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not one when I have been in. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Walfadozen. Ihope there will be no 
objection to this. This is a larger river 60 miles from its mouth than 
one-half, I dare say, of the rivers in this bill within 5 miles of their 
mouth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the Umpqua River ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It is in the State of Oregon. 
into the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What part of Oregon? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Southern Oregon. It runsacross the 
State, and is a considerable river. It runs east and west. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It isa survey merely. There is no appropria- 
tion for the work. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation will come next year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. In line 1094 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ Illinois,’’ 
I ask the chairman of the committee if he has any objection to insert- 
ing the words ‘‘ and connecting it with Calumet Lake;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Calumet River, and connecting it with Calumet Lake: Continuing 
improvement, $40,000, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you explain that? 

Mr. LOGAN. If any explanation is needed I explain it in this way: 
Calumet Lake is a large lake where improvements are being made, and 
a short slip cut through from the river to the lake will allow vessels to 
enter the lake, which is a fine lake with deep water and would makea 
splendid harbor. It has been favorably reported and money expended 
on it. This is merely for continuing it. No matter how much they 
may expend, only a portion is necessary to continue that, so as to keep 
it a part of the work. That is the only object I have, Ido not add 
anything to the appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But there is no title to the property, is there? 

Mr. LOGAN. The same rule would apply here under the bill that 
no work is to be done until the right of way is deeded to the Govern- 
ment free of charge. There is no danger of their doing anything of 
that kind. That is in the bill and $15,000 has already been provided 
for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is what the engineer says—— 

Ustrep Srates Encrxeer Orrice, Chicago, Ill., September 10, 1884. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to present the following preliminary report upon 
the proposed ship-cana] from Calumet River to Calumet Lake, Llinois, as pro- 
vided for in the river and harbor act of July 5, 1884. 

Asshown on the inclosed tracing, it is proposed to start the canal at Cummings, 
on the Calumet River, and carry it a distance of about 7,000 feet to Lake Calumet, 
directly opposite the town of Pullman, 

As near as can be ascertained, the idea of digging acanal or ditch at the site 
indicated was first projected in the fall of 1874. It was claimed that a channel 
of some dimensions was needed for sanitary purposes, and for the purpose of 

reventing the overflow of the surrounding country. The site was selected as 
ing through land that was not, at that time, subdivided, and clear titles thereto 
could be obtained without difficulty. 

No work was done, however, but the land was put on record “as reserved for 
a ship-canal.”’ 

On the 16th of April, 1880, an ordinance was passed by the board of trustees 
of Hyde Park— 

“To dredge a ditch from Brown’s Mill (now called Cumming's) Slip to Lake 
Calumet on a live 428 feet north of and parallel with One hundred and tenth 
street, the bottom of said ditch to be 2 feet wide, with a uniform depth of 9 
feet below the coping of Brown's dock, the sides to slope at an inclination of 2 
feet horizontally to 1 foot vertically.” 

In pursuance of this ordinance assessments were made and put in the hands 
of collectors, the list being known as “Assessment No, 97 of Hyde Park.” This 
ordinance was repealed in the summer of 1883. 

The ditch, formerly proposed for drainage purposes, has now grown to the 
dimensions of a shi al, Major Lydecker, in his report of Jan 7, 1882 
upon “ the survey of the Calumet River from South Chicago to the village of 
Pullman, on Lake Calumet,” in addition to following the main river to the 
forks near Lake Calumet, and thence to Pullman, also upon the 
shorter course by way of the canal as above proposed. 


Then he goes on to describe it: : 
This will give the adjacent property-owners a good channel through which 


they can gain an outlet to the lake; any work beyond this should be done by 
those interested and not by the Government. 


That is speaking of Calumet River apparently, but I am not sure of 
that. 


It goes 


The proposed enterprise connects the Calumet River, which will havea chan- 


en 
nel depth of 16 feet, with Lake.Calumet, in which the water in the deepest part 
is not over 6 feet. 


To be utilized in any manner suitable for lake vessels, Calumet Lake must 
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also be dredged to a depth of 16 feet; this is not proposed in the bill, but no 
doubt the Government would be called upon to carry it out. 
The ape work amounts, really,in fact,to the extension of Brown's S ip 
through the country to lake Calumet. P 
While the Calumet region is fast developing into a manufacturing and indus- 
trial district, and many new enterprises are calculated to be entered into ai «1 
early date, I can not see thatthe commercial value of the proposed canal at t))> 
present time puts it upon a basis sufficient to warrant its being deemed wort), 
of oo Or the Government. 
fery res tfully, your obedient servant, 
— _ W. H. If. BENYAURD, 
Major of Engineers 
Brig. Gen. Jon~n Newrowr, 
Chief of Engineers, U. 8. A. 


Mr, LOGAN. 
insist on it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


If there is any objection to the amendment I do not 


I want to vote against it. 

Mr. LOGAN. LIshall not press the amendment if there is any ob- 
jection to it. The work has been commenced at one part, and I think 
it isa very important thing; but inasmtich as there is no estimate | 
suppose I can not press it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer, though I suppose it wil! 
be objected to. In section 12, on page 70, line 37,1 move to strike out 
the word ‘‘ Newport’’ and insert ‘‘the Wakulla Springs;’’ so as to 
read: 

Wakulla River from its mouth to the Wakulla Springs. 


It is in the provision for the survey of the river. 
is the proper term. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In the same section, after line 39, I move to insert: 

Saint Augustine, Fla., for a deep-sea channel on the outer bar. 


I will state that it has been recently discovered, as I am informed, 
that there is a very deep channel found upon the outer bar of the har- 
bor at Saint Augustine. The Gulf Stream comes nearer to the shore 
there than anywhere else along the coast, and it is very desirable, it 
practicable, that a deeper channel should be formed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. This is a mere sursey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the amendment which I submitted some 
time ago be now read. 

The SECRETARY. 


posed ¢o add: 


Provided, That Congress may at any time hereafter be released from the ob)|i- 
gations imposed by the acceptance of this grant by a surrender to the State 
of Illinois of the said canal and all its appurtenances, including all improvc- 
ments which may be made thereon. 

Mr. CALL. That is intended to provide, in case the United States 
shall not deem it proper to continue the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal, that it may be surrendered to the State of Llinois and prevent 
its being a continuous and permanent contract. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I make the point of order on that amenid- 
ment that it is offered here as an amendment this evening for the firs! 
time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itdoes not contain an appropriation: 
it is a limitation on the appropriation. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is an amendment to the bill, and I make 
the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would make one suggestion to the Senator from 
Florida. It takes two to make a contract. If the Government of tlic 
United States accepts this property and it becomes a ship-canal, [ «lo 
not think the Government could surrender it to the State unless tlic 
State consented to receiving it. 

I object to the proposition, and I hope the Senate will at least not 
encumber the proposition in the bill with a clause so absurd as this is 
for the purpose of defeating it. If the Senate want to defeat the prop- 
osition, when it comes into the Senate let them do it upon its merits; 
but I hope it will not be strangled in this way soas to putit in ashape 
to defeat it before we get the bill through. If the Senator wili not 
withdraw the amendment, I hope the Senate will vote it down. It 
certainly can not aid the Government or facilitate the matter in any 
way whatever. If the Government accepts the cession from the Staic 
of Illinois a question of law would arise then that I do not care about 
discussing at this time. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a very important amendment, and a very 
necessary one, I think, for the protection of the interests of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. An amendment was adopted by the 
Senate accepting the grant made by the State of Illinois of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal on certain terms and conditions. These terms an( 
conditions impose upon the United States obligations perpetual to kee) 
the canal open for free na i 

I will ask the Senate to consider what we are doing by the accept- 


Wakulla Springs 


At the end of line 1243, in section 1, it is pro- 
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ance of this grant. Here is the act of Illinois which is accepted by the 
amendment adopted to this bill. 

That the Iinois and Michigan Canal, its right of way and all its appurte- 
nances, and ali right, title, and interest which the State may now have in any 
real estate ceded to the State by the United States for canal purposes, be, and 
are hereby, ceded to the United States, for the purpose of making and maintain- 
ing an enlarged canal and water way from La‘.e Michigan to the Illinois and 
Mississippi Rivers; and this cession is made upon thecondition that the United 
States li, within five years from the time this act takes effect, aecept this 


grant, and thereafter maintain the said canal and water way for the purpose 
afo’ 


Unless the proposed proviso is inserted in this bill the United States 
come under an obligation, irrevocable, to keep this canal in repair, fit 
for use, free to all persons whatsoever. There is no means by which 
we can escape that obligation except by a repudiation of the contiact, 
unless the proviso is inserted in the bill. 

In view of the argument made by the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. 
PLATT] and other Senators on this floor, that it is possible, not to say 
probable, that in the improvements made on railroads and their means 
of transportation in this country in a short time this canal may be use- 
less, it may go out of use as a means of transportation; and when that 
time comes, if it ever does come, the United States notwithstanding 
that fact, notwithstanding a railroad may carry the freights more rap- 
idly and more cheaply than the canal itself, is under obligation to keep 
that canal up. 

The proviso puts the United States with reference to this canal in the 
same situation that it occupies to every other improvement in this coun- 
try; that is, leaving it to the discretion of Congress at any time to con- 
tinue the improvement or to cease making appropriations in that direc- 
tion. Ido not think it is right for us to bind our successors for all time 
to come to keep up an improvement which may turn out in the future 
not to be needed for the commerce of this country. 

If the proviso is adopted, it leaves to Congress a fair and reasonable 
discretion to make appropriations to keep up this canal, or if circum- 
stances shall so demand it to cease doingso. When it does that it pro- 
poses to return to the State of Illinois not only that which we get by 
the grant but all the improvements we may put upon it afterward. I 
think it is a fair and reasonable proposition which ought to be adopted 
by the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. So far as the obligation on the Government is con- 
cerned I will not discuss that; but all this talk about the use of canals 
ceasing is thrown in for a purpose, I do not know what. You might 
as well talk about the Mississippi River becoming entirely useless as 
to talk about a canal that cuts off the expense and distance this does, 
becoming useless. One statement would be as reasonable as another. 

I will state the effectoftheamendment. The main proposition might 
help possibly and has so far helped this bill somewhat. It has not in- 
jured it. It might possibly affect the bill beneficially in reference to its 
passage in either House, or it might not; butif this bill should pass at 
this session of Congress, and at the next session of Congress a provision 
should be put in the bill saying the Government would cede it back to 
Illinois, and therefore Illinois would have to take it back, what then? 
You use it as a kind of piece of machinery for a purpose one session and 
then destroy it the next. That is the effect of itif Congress should see 
fit to do so at the next session. 

Mr. President, a thing is either right or wrong. This great water 
way and improvement will either be a benefit to this Government or it 
will not. If it is going to be a benefit to the Government why, [ ask, 
should a provision of this kind be attached to it? Why isitthatin the 
Senate of the United States at all times when Illinois has attempted 
any great improvements it has found opposition? Why, sir, you have 
never found that opposition from my State in reference to the improve- 
ment of your water ways. When your own State was anxiously ask- 
ing about an appropriation bill providing for an improvement in front 
of your largest city, Vicksburg, I stood here and defended it; and the 
appropriation was made, I will not say because of what I said, but the 
appropriation was made and the $75,000 granted for work in front of 
your large city. You never have seen where anybody from the South 
appealed to our people in that portion of the country where aid was 
desired that the appeal was made in vain. But no appeal has ever been 
made by my State that has not met with this character of opposition 
that it ought not to have met with. Why it is I do not know. 

I can not understand or fathom it. I find opposition on the right for 
one cause and on the left for another, though everything is acceded that 
is desired for the benefit of all other portions of the country. Once be- 
fore in the Senate attacks were made on this very same proposition after 
every one had got everything he wanted; and the same thing is dis- 
played now in the same manner from the same section. There is no 
justification whatever for it. 

The State I represent contains as honorable a people as ever lived on 
earth. What an idea, that we shall be challenged, that we may not 
act properly with the Government, and therefore you must put a pro- 
vision on us to compel the people of Illinois to act in good faith with 
this tt! They have always acted in good faith, sir, and 
always will. Iam sorry to see the opposition that was made the other 
day and now, coming from those who have always been helped and 
anid ty the votes of the very people that you now propose to strike 





Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, have I a right to reply to the Sen- 
ator, or is my time out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the rule, as the Chait 
construes it, the Senator has the right to speak but once, but it has 
been ruled differently. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. In reference to the sectional allusions made by the 
Senator from I!linois I do not know that any reply is needed except to 
say that I challenge him or any other Senator on this floor to point to 
one single vote of mine which can be justly called a sectional vote. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not speak of it in the sense of a sectional, vote; 
I said no such thing; I did not intimate any such thing. I said the 
opposition came from the same source. : 

Mr. GEORGE. And the same section. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes; that section. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, I desire to say this furtherin reply to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, that I have no other business here except to discharge 
my duty as a Senator, and I intend to discharge that duty without re!- 
erence to the opinions or the criticisms of the Senator from Illinois. 

The Senator referred to his having voted for an appropriation for the 
city of Vicksburg. 1 suppose he did that because he thought the city 
of Vicksburg was entitled to that appropriation, and not for the purpose 
of securing the support of Senators who are interested in Vicksburg 

Mr. LOGAN. TheSenator will allow me. I voted for it because th« 
Senators from Mississippi said it was right. I knew nothing about it 
I advocated it for the reason that I believed they had made an honest 


statement about it. I knew nothing about it at the time or what the 
necessities were. 
Mr. GEORGE. I shall not be behind the Senator or any other Sen 


ator here in yielding to any persuasions they may have for the int 
ests of their own States; but when the Senator alludes to his vot 
the benctit of Vicksburg he will allow me to say that he has never 
called upon to enter intoa contract by which the Congress of the | 
States was bound to all eternity to pursue any particular course wit! 
reference to that city. Whenever Vicksburg or any other improvement 
in the State of Mississippi has been presented here, it has been present 
upon its merits, for the action of the Senate on its merits as they app 
now and then at the time action was taken. There has been no 

to make any arrangement or contract by which the judgment of the 
Senate or the action of the Senate should be controlled in the future 
when time, when experience may show that in that future such actir 
might become improper. 

The Senator alluded also to the fact, or the supposed fact, that ther 
was an imputation upon his State in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida. The Senator is too sensitive, Mr. Presiden‘ 
There is no imputation of that sort. The whole object of the amend 
ment is to put the United States with reference to that particular im 
provement exactly in the same position that the United States wil! 
stand with reference to every other improvement in this bill 

I do not know, I do not understand that process of reasoning by which 
the State of Illinois with reference to this particular improvement is to 
be placed in a position superior to the position which is occupied by 
any other State in this Union. They come here and offer to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States this canal. They offer it as a public 
benefit to the people of the United States. The Senate has accepted 
it by a majority vote as it was offered, believing it to be a benelit to the 
people of the United States. But it has been argued here, and with 
force, with very great force, that in time this improvement may turia 
out not to be a benefit to the people of the United States, and the o!} 
ject of this amendment is simply if that time shall come that there 
shall be a power, a discretion on the part of Congress to do with refer- 
ence to this improvement as it may do with reference to any other im- 
provement over which it has jurisdiction; and that is all. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to state that yesterday I was absent and by 
telegram requested that I should be paired on the Hennepin Canal 
amendment. 

I do not intend to vote for this amendment if it can be construed as 
interfering in any way either with the acceptance of that canal by the 
Government of the United States or the construction of the canal. It 
is perfectly evident to my mind that this proviso is unnecessary. The 
title of this property is transferred by the State of Illinois to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States upon a condition, an express condition, 
and that is, that the Government of the United States shall maintain 
the canal for public use. If the Government of the United States does 
not choose to discharge that condition and ceases to make any appro- 
priation, the property reverts to the State of Illinois so far as the title 
is concerned. If this proviso be intended—and I do not know whether 
or not it is so intended—as a measure hostile to the Hennepin Canal, in 
any sense, I for one propose to vote against it. 

Mr. CALL. I offered the amendment at the request of several Sen- 
ators. I voted for the Hennepin Canal appropriation as I have voted 
upon principle for every other appropriation for national improvements. 
I am sorry to say that the other side have shown a very unfriendly 
Spirit toward the State of Florida in their votes here to-night; but that 
has nothing to do with my action here. I am very glad that | am 
above any spirit of retaliation in matters of public duty. 

But this amendment was not intended to injure and can not have 
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the effect of injuring the Hennepin Canal project. It has been alleged 
upon this floor time and. again by lawyers and others that the accept- 
ance constituted a contract with an obligation. If there is any pre- 
tense that such is the effect, then unquestionably we should look to it. 
Neither the Senator from Illinois nor any other man can undertake to 
tell the future of the improvements of this country. It is idle for any 
man to assert that he can penetrate the probabilities of the future in 
reference to inventions and the progress of improvements. It may be 
that railroads may supersede, as the Senator from Connecticut argued 
with very great ability the other day, all these improvements. I 
offered the amendment in that view and in none other. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not like to take up the time of the Senate at 
this hour of the night and will not if the Senate will say that it would be 
entirely wrong to accept theamendment. I hope it will be voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it in order to move an adjournment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope that the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will withdraw it until this vote is taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shail vote against this amendment because I am 
not quite sure that I should be willing after the United States Govern- 
ment spends six or seven million dollars on this property to convey it 
to the State of Illinois or anybody else. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me to 
ask him if he would not be willing to allow the Congress of the United 
States to have the right, after it had spent the six or seven million dol- 
lars, to relinquish the entire improvement if it was deemed wise by the 
Government to do so? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly one point which I have just made. 
I would a great deal rather have a provision that the United States 
Government be permitted to make a sale of that property at any time 
if it saw fit. I do not know that I am prepared to say that after the 
Government shall have improved that property it may be reconveyed to 
the State of Illinois. Therefore I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. KENNA. Suppose that within a year before we expend more 
that $300,000 we find it will cost three times as much as we think now 
it will cost to make this improvement, would it not be wise at that 
time to have the power to surrender it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt it. 

Mr. KENNA. Would it be wise to put ourselves in a position that 
as a nation we are in honor bound to continue this important work, 

which we deny to the Mississippi River and all our great harbors? 

; Mr. BUTLER. I would very much prefer an amendment authoriz- 
: ing the Government to sell this property. If the State of Illinois has 
expended $10,000,000 on it I think it rather a royal gift. I shall vote 
against this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

4 Mr. oe - lam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
ONES}. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (after having voted in the negative). ,I 
voted under a misapprehension. I am paired with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KENNA (after having voted in the affirmative). _ I voted ‘‘ yea,”’ 
but I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], and as 
his colleague [Mr. MCMILLAN] votes ‘‘nay,’’ I withdraw my vote and 
announce the pair. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am assured that the Senator from 
. Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] would vote the same way that Ido. I 
therefore vote again and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 25; as follows: 





YEAS—15. 
Beek, George, Maxey, Vest. 
Berry, Gibson, Platt, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Ransom, Whitthorne. 
€oke, Harris, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—3. 
a Eementa, Jonesof Nevada, Sherman, 

air, Sustis, n, i 
Brown, Evarts, McMillan, ler, 
Butler, Frye, Miller, Wilson of Iowa. 
Conger, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Cullom, Hawley, Payne, 
Dolph, oar, 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 
a seman, Mahone, aw. 
wen, ampton, n wyer, 

Camden, Sesvionn, Mitchell of Pa, Sewell,’ 
Cameron, Hearst, organ, Stanford, 
Chace, Ingalls, Morrill, Vance 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Dawes, enna, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
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No one has a right to interrupt me. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I now renew the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Let the bill be reported to the Senate. 
Mr. MILLER. I wish to move an amendment for a survey; |p; 1 


can move it in the Senate just as well. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut [\, 


HAWLEY] moves that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. HAWLEY. If the bill can be reported to the Senate I wi:). 


Mr. BROWN. I wish to offer one amendment, to insert three wor), 


in reference to surveys, as I can not be in the Senate during a portio, 
of the day to-morrow. 


I propose to insert, after the words ‘‘irom Doboy Island to Doboy bur. 


In section 12, on page 70, at the end of line 4; 


“and Jeckyl Creek.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLER. In section 12, at the end of line 201, where survey; 


5 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. I desire now to say that | rp. 


serve all points of order that I can avail myself of when these amen. 
ments are to be presented in the Senate instead of in committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of theSenator from 


New York will be read. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. MILLER. I have the floor. I desire to be protected in my 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think the highest right a Senator cay 


have—— 


Mr. MILLER. I desire to hold the floor until I can get through, 
My amendment is on page 76, 


Nobody can 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
New York will be read. 

The CuiEF CLERK. On page 76, line 201 of section 12, it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘Glen Cove Harbor.’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Now, Mr. President, I rise to a point of 
order. I ask whether that amendment was before the committee ani 
whether it is proper to come before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it is 
clearly in order. It makes no appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I offer as an additional section to the bill, which I ask 
to have printed and laid on the table, the following: 

The President of the United States shall be required to expend during the fis 


cal year only such parts of the appropriations made by this act as he shal! judge 


may be advantageous to the public service. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida offer 
the amendment? 

Mr. CALL. I give notice that I will offer it in the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask the Senator to withdraw his motion for the 
purpose of asking unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote 
the of the bill be taken to-morrow at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

Mr. MILLER. Let me suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that I do not see how that can possibly be done. We can commence st 
half past 12 to take votes in the Senate on the amendments which ar 
reserved. Noone can tell how long it will take to call the roll to arrive 
at a result. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have objected. 

Mr. MILLER. The best thing we can do is to commence at bal! 

12 to-morrow and go ahead. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 1 ask that at half past 12 to-morrow the Senate 
proceed to vote on the amendments and that debate be limited to ‘ve 
minutes. 

Mr. HALE. That is already ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be the unfinished business at half past 1° 
to-morrow, and we can not make any bargain about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand that the agreement to lim 
debate to five minutes extends to to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro Nothing has been done yet as to the 
order for to-morrow. The ir was about to submit the propositioa 
of the Senator from Minnesota to the Senate. The Senator from Mi0- 
nesota asks unanimous consent that at 12.30 to-morrow the Senate p" 
ceed to consider the amendments made as in Committee of the Who! 
under the five-minute rule. Is there objection ? , 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask again the Chair to repeat it, for! 


could not understand it. 
The PRESIDENT The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that at 12.30 to-morrow amend men's 


made in Committee of the Whole to this bill be considered under ‘2° 

five-minute rule. 5 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That the bill be considered under the five-min1' 

rule or only the amendments ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. The five-minute rule has been applied to the whole | 
bill and the amendments already. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair now whether that will do 
away with my reserved points of order on the amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole in the Senate, for I do know, if I have tosay 
it myself, the difference between amendments made in committee and 
amendments in the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All points are reserved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 14, 1886, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 13, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


SUBSISTENCE OF NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant, with inclosures, from 
the Secretary of the Interior, recommending legislative authority for the use of 
funds from appropriation Sioux, &c., 1887, for the subsistence of certain North- 
ern Cheyenne Indians, who have goue or who may go from the Sioux reserva- 
tion in Dakota tothe Tongue River Indian agency, or vicinity, in Montana. The 
matter is presented for the favorable consideration of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MAanston, July 12, 1886. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2113) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, the bill being accompanied with a mes- 
sege that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House and asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
House will be insisted upon and the request of the Senate for a confer- 
ence agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WINANS, Mr. 
Swope, and Mr. ConGER as conferees on the part of the House. 


SALE OF INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7087) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend thetime 
for the payment of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation 
of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas, the bill being accompanied with a message that the Senate 
had passed the bill with an amendment and requested a conference with 
the House thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The bill with the amendment of the Senate will 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to have this matter im- 
mediately considered ? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. This matter has already been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and their recommendation is that the 
Senate amendment be non-concurred in and that the conference asked 
by the Senate be granted. I ask unanimous consent that such action 
be taken. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment of the Sen- 
ate will be non-concurred in and the request for a conference agreed to. 

There was wo objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WELLBORN, Mr. 
SKINNER, and Mr. PERKINS as conferees on the part of the House. 


ALEXANDER K. SHEPARD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 33) for the re- | 


lief of Alexander K. Shepard, with the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the amendment 


of the Senate to this bill. I will state that as the House passed the | 


bill it allowed Mr. Shepard the sum of $17,000. When it went tothe 
Senate strack out $2,800 of the amount, and the amendment pro- 
vides for allowing him the balance. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama ? : 

There ~—s no objection, the Senate amendment was considered and 


XVIT——430 
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MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 807) grant- 


ing a pension to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, with Senate 
amendments. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask unanimous consent to move concurrence in 


the Senate amendments. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. What effect have they? 
Mr. STEELE. Let them be read. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. They were adopted by the Senate by a unani- 


mous vote. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will be read. 
rhe amendments were read at length. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be 


in order at this time to move an amendment to the Senate amend- 
ments? 


The SPEAKER. Not unless the House determines by unanimous 


consent to proceed to consider theamendments. That is now the pend- 
ing question. 
Michigan? 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 


Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. PRICE, and others objected. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that objection will not be insisted upon. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Since objection is made 1 ask unanimous con- 


sent of the House to non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes on this bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Illinois? 


Mr. BRAGG. I object. 
The bill and amendments were referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 


BONDS OF EXECUTORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7879) to 


amend the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of 


Columbia, with Senate amendments; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 
EDWARD CORNING. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1666) granting 


a pension to Edward Corning, amended by the House, and the House 
amendment concurred in with an amendment by the Senate. 


Mr. MATSON. I ask that the Senate amendment to the House 


amendment be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the words “ subject to the provisions and limitation of the pension 


laws.’’ 


Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to concur in that amend- 


ment. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
BILLS REFERRED. 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally laid before the House, 
read a first and second time, and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter—to the Committeo 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2035) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 
of Oregon withthe sum of $12,398.55, for ordnance and ordnance stores 
to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account of said State 
in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed by said State 
of said Territory during the Nez Pereé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2157) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York city, by dumping and 
otherwise, and to punish said offenses, and making other provisions in 
connection therewith—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward Patchin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble. 

Mr. OATES. The bill or a copy of it has been considered by the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House and favorably reported, being 
now on the Calendar. I ask consent to take up the Senate bill and put 
it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | 
By unanimous consent Jeave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. VIELE, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. SAWYER, for this day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. VAN SCHAICK, indefinitely, after Wednesday next, on ac- 
count of important business. 
To Mr. TAULBEE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. | 
| 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. LA FOLLETTE, by unanimous consent leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case 
of the application of Martha M. Birdsall for a pension, applied for in 
the bill (H. R. 6348) first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, without 
leaving copies on file. 


VETO MESSAGE—JOSEPH ROMISER. 


Mr. MORRILL. I rise to present a privileged report. I am directed 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions te report back the veto message 
of the President on the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension to Joseph 
Romiser, accompanied by a report in writing. I move that it be printed 
in the RecorD and lie over. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill and report are as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension 
to Joseph Romiser, submit the following report : 

This bill was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and favorably 
reported May 1, 1886, as follows: 

“The facts of this case, which are completely substantiated, are briefly as 
follows: 

‘The claimant was a member of Capt. Frank Mason's company of volunteers, 
of Frostburg, Alleghany ae Maryland. This company of volunteers was 


not mustered into either the United States or State se On the 19th of 
June, 1861, claimant was with saidcompany when were ordered to pro- 
ceed to Cumberland, Md.,to repel a threatened attack of the co: forces. 


Upon the arrival of the company in Cumberland the men were ordered to un- 
cap their muskets. While doing this duty a musket in the hands of Alpheus 
Beall was xccidentally discharged, and aminie-ball, with which it was charged, 
struck claimant in the left side of the neck, coming out near the left eye, en- 
tirely destroying the sight of his eye, the hearing of his left ear, and the ‘hinge 
of his jaws.’ 

‘ Dr. George B. Fundenburg testifies that he was one of the surgeons who pro- 
fessionally attended claimant. He found that a minie-ball had entered at the 
back part of the neck, passed along on the outside of the skull, under the ear, 
breaking the jaw at its ramus,and making its exit through the malar bone be- 
low and to the outer side of the eye of the same side. The wound wasa dan- 
gerous one, but after a long sickness he recovered, but has lost the of 
the injured ear and the sight of the eye. There is considerable deformity of 
the face caused by exfoliation of the bone. 

“The claim was rejected bythe Pension Bureau because ‘ claimant was not in 
the military service of the United States.’ The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
have heretofore uniformly declined to recommend the granting of a pension 
to soldiers not enrolled in the service of the United States or acting under the 
immediate orders of an officer in the United States service. They are fully sat- 
isfied that this rule is the proper one and that it should be rigidly adhered to; 
otherwise it will be readily seen that the door would be opened wide toa —_ 
number of claimants of whom it would be impossible to obtain any official 
record, . 

“It will be observed, however, that this man joined a military organization 
very carly in the late war, and before the matter of enlistment and military 
organization was understood, June 19, 1861,he went with his company in 
obedience to orders to repel a threatened attack on Cumberland, and in the 
performance of this duty he received a serious wound, which imperiled his life 
at the time and has materially disabled him ever since. 

“To properly understand the full bearing of this case it may be well to spec- 
ulate as to what public opinion would have been and what would have been 
the result if, instead of springing to arms and going w#thout besitation when 
ordered to a threatened point, every volunteer would have hesitated or declined 
to march until he was regularly enlisted, enrolled,and mustered into the sery- 
ice of the United States. 

‘This case differs in all respects from those who, for one consideration or 
another and later on in the war, declined to enter the service of the United 
States, preferring organizations of a State or even local character. 

* Your committee must content themselves with this brief statement of their 
views as to this particular case, and, by reason of the distinction attempted to be 
drawn between this and most other cases, they report the bill favorably and 


recommend es 

On the Sth July, 1886, the bill, having passed both Houses and been pre- 
sented to the President for his signature, was returned to the House with the 
following message: 
To the House of Representatives: 


I herewith return without — House bill No. 1059, entitled “An act to 
grant a pension to Joseph Romiser.” 

The Pension Bureau reports that the records of the office fail to show that an 
application has been filed in favor of this claimant, though it is stated in the re- 
port of the House committee that such a claim was made and rejected on the 
eae that the claimant was not, at the time of injury, in the service of the 
n 


ted States. 
It certainly appéars from the report of the committee that the beneficiary 
nemed in this bill was not in the service of the Government at such a time,and 


also that he had not been mustered into the service of any State military or- 


Capt. Frank "s company of 
volunteers, of Frostburg, in the State of 

Whether this company was organized for the purpose of co-operating at any 
time with the Union or State forces is not alleged, and it may well have been 
existing merely for the purpose of neighborhood protection. 

Such as it was, the com y was ordered in June, 1861, to proceed to Cumber- 
land to repel a threatened attack of confederate forces. Upon arriving at that 
place the men were ordered to uncap their muskets. In doing this,and through 
the negligence of another member of the company whose musket was discharged 
the claimant was wounded. 

ete Set Ga oe this ease, so far as they have been de- 
veloped, just act. 

— GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5,.1885, 


An act to grant a pension to Joseph Romiser. 


Be itenacted by the Senate and Housewof Representatives of the United Stat:s . 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and },, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the name of Joseph Romiser, lat. 
Capt. Frank Mason's company of Maryland volunteers, on the pension. 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws of the | 


States. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE 
Speaker of the House of Representa: , 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tem; 


I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 
Attest: JNO. B. CLARK, Jr., ( 


The files from the Pension Office from which the information was obta 
upon which the report of the committee was d were returned tothe Pen, 
Office May 16, 1886,and were doubtless there when the veto message was wr i! | 
but through the carelessness of some clerk were not presented to the Pres 
when he called for them, but on the contrary he was informed that ‘th 
ords of the office fail to show that an application has been filed in favor of 
claimant.” 

These files, which are now before your committee, show that the app! 
was filed June 7, 1879, alleging: 

* That at Caumberiand, Md., June 19, 1861, claimant was shot through t! 
side of the neck,coming out at the corner of left eye, entirely destroyins {\. 
sight of left eye and the hearing of the left ear, injuring the sight of the rig)it¢; 
and breaking the hinge of the jaw on the left side of the face by a musket- 
gun being accidentally discharged in the hands of Private Alpheus Beal! 

In support of the claim the following affidavits were filed : 

STATE OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County ss, to wil: 

On this 13th day of May, A. D. 1879, personally appeared before m 
subscriber, Theo. Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the Stat« « 
county aforesaid, James M. Shober, a citizen of good repute of Cumber!.: 
Md., who having been first duly sworn according to law did depose and say {. 
himself, that his name is James M. Shober; that his residence is Cumber)ani, 
Md.; that his age is forty-three years; that he was first lieutenant of Company | 
Second Maryland Infantry, Purrell Home Brigade Volunteers; that he is we! 
acquainted with Joseph Romiser, now a citizen of Cumberland, Md.; that sai’: 
Romiser was a member of Capt. Frank Mason’s company of volunteers of Irv. 
burg, Md., who went to Cumberland, Md., in the month of June, 1861, at the re- 

uest of the citizens and corporate authorities of Cumberland, Md., to resist a 

reatened attack upon the city of Cumberland by the confederate forces ; 1}: 
he recollects the time, plac>, and general facts in connection with the shootin: 
of Ji Romiser, through the left neck and face by Alpheus Beall, which «: 
as follows, to wit: 

That he was one of Captain Mason’s volunteers for this occasion; that he 
heard the report of the gun, and was in a few minutesafterward with Romis: 
and saw where Romiser had been shot; that he set up with Romiser the samc 
night that he was shot; that our company returned to Frostburg the next 
day; that he of his own knowledge knows that the said Romiser was disa 


for a long time. 
JAMES M. SHOBL! 
Subscribed and sworn to the year and date first above written. In testimony 


whereof I have hereunto set my hand and the official seal of the circuit court 
for Alleghany County, Maryland. 
. ” THEO. LUMAN, 


Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County, Mary! 


STaTe OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County ss, to wit: 

On this 13th day of May, A. D. 1879, personally appeared before me, the sub- 
scriber, Theo. Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the State and county 
aforesaid, John W. Hadiley,a citizen of good repute of Cumberland, Md., who, 
having been first duly sworn according to law,did depose and say for himself 
that his name is John W. Hadley; that his residence is Cumberland, Md.; that 
his age is fifty-three years; that he is well acquainted with Joseph Romiser, now 
a citizen of Cumber Md.; that he was a member of Capt. Frank Mas.) ; 
company of volunteers of Frostburg, Md., who went to Cumberland, Md., in tlic 
month of June, 1861, at the uest of the citizens and corporate authorities of 

berland, Md., to resist a attack upon the city of Cumberland by 

forces; that he recoliects of the time, place,and genera! facts in 

connection —_ the shooting of Joseph Romiser by Alpheus Beall, which are as 
follows, to wit: 

That he was one of the first persons present after Romiser fell; that he nursed 
Romiser for about one week, when two other nurses took charge of him. He 
was taken to the American House building. That he was attended by Surgeon 
—— B. Fundenburg, M. D., of Cumberland, Md.,and the surgeon of the Elev- 
enth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, whose name he does not recollect, said regi- 
ment being commanded by Col. Lewis Wallace; that he has read the petition 
and deposition of the said Joseph Romiser, and it is bee oi = eagvonler. 


Subscribed and sworn to the year and date first above written. In testimony 
whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal of the circuit court for Alleghany 
County, 

= THEO. LUMAN, 
Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County, Mary!ai’ 


Srate or PENNSYLVANIA, Fayetie County, to wit: 





i 


On the 7th of June, A. D. 1879, prsmely a before me, the sub- 
scriber, J. M. of the court of common pleas, a court of 
record in and forthe and county aforesaid, Alpheus Beall, who, having 


been Gant Goly sworn according to law, did and say: That his name 's 
; that his age is 38 years; that his present post-office address 

, in the State of Pennsylvania; that in June, \. 

Frank Mason’s company of voluntcers, Lo 
ted States or State service either, of Frostburg 
yy when they were 


were not mustered into the U: 


Alleghany County, Maryland ; that he was with said 

ordered GF ccosatilts Cumberland, Md.,on the 19th day of June, A. D. 1861; that 
said company were ordered to Cumberland, Md., to repel a threatened attack 0! 
the confederate forces. 


‘That upon the company’s arrival in Cumberland, Md., the men were ordere‘| 
caps off of the muskets; that while doing this duty his (Beall’s) musk«', 

was accidentally a and the contents of !'s 

musket, ea a minie ball, struck Private Joseph Romiser, of eat i 
, in neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely (~ 

the sight of Romiser’s lefteyeand the of the leftear,and break- 

ing, of the left jaw, thereby disa’ said iser for many montlis 
injuring him permanently for life; that it was purely an accident, a0‘ 
deponent was to blame or were responsible for 50! 


accident. 
That this deposition is made for the purpose of assisting said Romiser to pro 
eneral Government, as your deponent believes him 
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justly and equitably entitled to same; that this deponent is not interested di- 


rectly or indirectly in the prosecution of the invalid-pension claim of said Joseph 
Romiser. 
ALPHEUS BEALL. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 7th day of June, A. D.1879, before me, the sub- 
acriber prothonotary of the court of common pleas of the county of Fayette, and 
State of | Pennsylvania. os 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the official seal 


of said court. 
J. M. OGLEVEE, 
Prothonotary of the Court of Common Pleas of the County of Fayette, 
State of Pennsylvania. 


Srate OF MARYLAND, Alleghany County, to wit: 


On this 13th day of May, A. D. 1879, personally, before me the subscriber, Theo- 
dore Luman, clerk of the circuit court in and for the State and county aforesaid, 
Dr. George B, Fundenburg, M. D., a practicing physician, and a citizen of good 
te of Cumberland, Md., who having been first duly sworn according to law 
did depose and say for himself: That his name is George B. Fundenburg; that 
his residence is berland, Md., that his profession is a regular practicing 
hysician, and that he has practiced medicine for upwards of forty years; that 
is age is sixty-four ; that he is well acquainted with Joseph Romiser, 
now a citizen of Cumberland, Md.; that said Romiser was a member of Capt. 
Frank Mason’s company of volunteers, of Frostburg, Md., who went to Cumber- 
land in the month of June, A. D. 1861, at the uest of the citizens of Cum- 
berland, Md., to repel a threatened attack upon city of Cumberland by the 
confederate forces. ? 

That he recollects well the time, place, and general facts in connection with 
the shooting of Joseph Romiser through the left side of the neck and face by 
Alpheus Beall,as he,the said Fundenburg, was one of the physicians and sur- 

ns that professionally attended the said Romiser; that the facts are as fol- 
ows, to wit: , 

Tfound thats minie-ball had entered at the back part of the neck, passed 
along on the outer side of the skull, under the ear, breaking the jaw at its 
meee, and mak its exit through the malar bone, below and to the outer 
side of the eye of the same side. © wound wasa dangerous one, but after a 
long sickness he recovered, but has lost the hearing of the injured ear and the 
sightoftheeye. There is considerable deformity of the face, caused by exfolia- 
tion of bone. He has suffered ever since with frequent and protracted attacks 
of neuralgia, and there is danger that sympathetic ophthalmia may cause the 
loss of the remaining eye. 

I have known Romiser for twenty and know him to be a man of excel- 
lent character and steady habits, have always considered his case as one 
very strongly fortified and entitled to a favorable consideration. 

GEO. B. FUNDENBERG, M. D., 
Late Surgeon Colonel Birney’s Twenty-third Regiment, 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Witness my hand and seal of the circuit court for Alleghany County, Maryland, 
the year and date first above written. 

THEO. LUMAN, 


Clerk of the Circuit Court for Alleghany County, Maryland. 

It appears that the command of which claimant was a member was a provis- 
jonal company at Frostburg, Md., under command of Capt. Frank Mason, organ- 
ized for active service; that this company had marched to Cumberland, at the 
request of the co: authorities of that place,to assist the Union forces 
there under the command of Col. Lew Wallace, of the Eleventh Indiana Volun- 
teers, in resisting an attack of the confederate forees. This company had not 
been mustered into the military service of the United States. 

Though it is shown that they were organized for the purpose of enlisting in 
the military service of the United States, that many of them did so enlist, and 
that this claimant had made all arran ents to enlist,and would doubtless 
have been regularly in theservice ina few days had he not received the wound 
for which he now asks pension. 

December 23, 1881, this claim was in the Pension Office for the reason 
“not in military service of the United States. See 4693." 

In an office letter the Pension Office set forth more fully the reasons of rejec- 
tion as follows: The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reporting that no 
i wasat the time mustered intothe military service of the United 
States, office was constrained under the provisions of law, especially para- 


graph 4693, Revised Statutes,to reject the claim,applicant having never bee 
regularly enrolled and having failed to make and complete his application prior 
limitation by said section, namely, July 4, 1874. P: 


established ‘aragraph 
8, section — Statutes, in reciting the persons who shall be entitled to 


person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time being 
asa member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the United 
States,or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any regularly or- 
ganized mili or naval forces of the U: States, or who otherwise volun- 
teered and service in any engagement with rebels or Indians, disabled 
in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line of duty in such tem- 


service."’ 
further provides that all such claims must be prosecuted to 2 
July 4, 1874. The failure of this claimant to make his 
his claim before the expiration of the limitation has 
—— for nearly twenty-five years. It seems to yourcom- 
uty of - nt it to him now when he does ask 


oo 


[ 
4 
f 


F 


for precedents for this are very numerous, and ex- 
back many years. 

It has never been held aninsu le bar toa pension thata claimant had not 
been regularly mustered into military service. The established require- 
ween one Seneatd annie S perenne erovesived 

while rendering service in defense country in a legitimate wa 
la the direction ot a proper officer. In the Forty-eighth Congress 


‘was granted to a who wasa volunteer employé of the Sanitar 
eiiieiese ts he ee ee = wale ke tad Uieeee of 
by a rebel battery. A bill was introduced and has be- 
Congress granting a pension to Albert L. Allen, an em- 
Se eno Dopecmanes, whe was wounded in an action. 

ease of Mrs. & pension was granted on account 
inti icaened devepthedinadaetionm a 

mustered into service, and the bill was approved 7 ie Peetian. 
granting a to Mrs. Margaret A. Poland, widow of Alexandria 
a citizen Virginia, who was murdered by confederate soldiers be- 
re ante So Ualon forces and had fed Union soldiers, was 


the t. Quite a number of bills ting pensions to 
received injuries or incurred disabilities Ee been ved, 
‘was 


who 
no claim made that they had been mustered into the United States 
the 


these bills metthe hearty approval of your committee, for their rule has 
to recommend the passage of bills granting pensions to persons who were 


fi 


i. 
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wounded or injured while honestly defending the flag of the country, even 
though by some technicality their cases did not come within the scope of the 
general law. On the 15th of this month, by a vote of nearly three to one, this 
House passed a bill placing on the pension-roll the name of Catherine Waters, 
whose son, a steward on board of the steamer Benefit, was killed in an engage- 
ment with confederate forces. 

The facts in this case, briefly stated, appear to be that an attack was threatened 
upon the Union forces at Cumberland; an appeal was made by the authorities 
to the local provisional company for help in defending the place. Thecompany 
to which claimant belonged promptly responded While this soltlier was 


} Standing in the ranks of the Union forces with their guns loaded for the enemy 


SS St ELT EL 


| he receiveda severe wound, destroying the sight of one ey 


e and the hearing of 
one ear, terribly disfiguring him, and very narrowly escaping with his life 

The question presented to your committee is not whether, under existing law, 
he is entitled toa pension. If he was,there would be no occasion for a special 
enactment; but the point presented is, Did thisman render such a service to the 
United States as to entitle him to receive from ita favorable consideration of 
his claim? Your committee believe he did. Voluntarily he responded to its 
call for aid, and in doing so received a terrible wound, from which he has ever 
since suffered, and the effects of which will follow him to hisgrave. Every true 
lover of his country, every man who desires to see justice done to those who 
freely suffered in behalf of that country will rejoice in the passage of this bill; 
and your committee frankly express the opinion that had it not been for the 
carelessness of the clerk in charge of the papers, and his failure to present them 
when they were called for by the President, there would have been ne occasion 
to make this report. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of this bill, the objection 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I have never before asked unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a local bill; neither have I objected when 
unanimous consent was asked by a member for the consideration of a 
private or a local bill. There is now in the House a bill (S. 453) for 
the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, Fla. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
now considered. 

The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon,a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and other Government oflices, 
at the city of Jacksonville, Fia. The plans, specifications, and ful! estimates for 
said building shal! be previously made and approved according to law, and shal! 
not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $150,000: Provided, That 
the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent build- 
ings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and 
no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to 
the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until! the State 
of Florida shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereot 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 

In line 12, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following : 

‘* Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 


y 


which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein |im- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shal! hav« 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill as amended 
to be read a third time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to make an inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Florida whether the building to be erected is necessary 
for the holding of a United States court ? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. In answer to the gentleman from Indiana I 
will make this statement: that Jacksonville is the largest post-oflice 
in the State; that it has a United States district andcircuit court; that 
it has the third largest custom-house in the State, and an internal- 
revenue office. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In listening to the reading of the bill 
I did not hear it stated that it was for the purpose of holding a United 
States court. I remember that a bill recently passed for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio, was objected to, not 
because Dayton was not a large city, but because a building was not 
necessary for a United States court. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. There is necessity for a United States court- 
house. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ‘Then I have no objection. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. There should have been a court-house in the 
city of Jacksonville long since, but the demand for a public building 
is not based on the necessity for a court-house alone. As has been 
stated, the Government requires accommodations for its other officers in 
that city. There is the largest post-office in the State, the distributing 
office for a large part of the State, from which a population of twenty- 
one or two thousand people directly receive their mail. During the 
winter months it is safe to say that thirty or forty thousand citizens 
and visitors receive their mail from thatoftice. The rent paid for what 
I consider inadequate quarters for such an office is $2,600 per year. 


been ap- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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In addition to the court and the post-office there yet remain the cus- 
tom-house an/ internal-revenue office. I had the figures giving the 
rents paid for all the offices mentioned, but have mislaid them, and 
will not delay the proceedings of the House, knowing the difficulties 
of getting any bill considered even at this time. As is well known, 
Jacksonville is the leading commercial city of the State, and is likely 
to continue to be. It is the gateway through which the great tourist- 
travel annually reaches all sections of Florida. 

It is situated upon the Saint John’s River, which is navigable for 
large steamers 211 miles and for a smaller class of boats 435 miles. 
Its tributaries are navigable 450 miles, making a total of over 850 
miles of navigable water, upon which float over one hundred steamers, 
with an aggregate tonnage of over 9,000 tons. 

The city has also about, I believe, 1,000 miles of railroad feeders 
now in operation and more under construction. 

The records of the various offices are of great importance, especially 
those of the court. 

A great many of the old Spanish records or transcripts thereof are in 
the custody of the clerk of the court, and in case of fire, while they 
might not be destroyed, they would undoubtedly be materially in- 
jured. 

The necessity for this building presents a strong case for the consid- 
eration of the House. While Ido not think the amount carried by this 
bill is sufficient to provide such a structure as will be required, it will 
bring the matter prominently before the authorities. When thearchi- 
tect finds officially just what the needs of the Government are he will 
then make specific recommendations through the proper channels, and 
I doubt not they will receive proper consideration here at some future 
time. 

It is probably proper to remark that this and even a largerappropria- 
tion is not asked just to secure an expenditure of the public money. It 
is not sought to procure the erection of any small building with expen- 
sive ornamentation, but the purpose is to erect a substantial building 
large enough for the Government offices. 

There is still another consideration. If the Government had placed 
a building in Jacksonville five or six years ago it would have fom a 
good investment. And if the sum of $200,000 shall be expended in 
that behalf even now, it will be found that the Government will be the 
real beneficiary of such expenditure; for in less than five years the rents 
for adequate offices will exceed the interest on $200,000 at 4 per cent. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CREDIT TO STATE OF KANSAS. 


Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole Houseon the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 2332) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to credit the State of Kansas with certain sums of money on its ord- 
nance account with the General Government, and that the same be now 
considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
America in Oongress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause the State of Kansas to be credited on its ord- 
nance account with the General Government with the sum of $24, 448.50, for 
ordnance and ordnance stores drawn by the State of Kansas to aid the General 
Government in the protection of said State against Indian invasion and depre- 
dations, 

Mr. RYAN. The bill has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mitee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. nS. the right to object, I ask for the read- 
ing of the report. 

The report (by Mr. CuTcHEoN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2332) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State of Kansas with certain sums 
of money on its ordnance account with the General Government, submit the 


following report: 
ihe committee have already favorably reported the House bill of the same 


on. nea = pew =e pegs a T a ae ee ree — 

1 andi nm w 

nance ands Sec wotary of W ar, pu back the Senate bill and d recommend that it 
iO pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not observe any reason stated in the report for 
the passage of this bill. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan] 
make a statement? The report does not. 

Mr. RYAN. The bill has been approved by the Secretary of War and 
the Chief of Ordnance. It is to give the State of Kansas credit for 
arms that were issued for the protection of the frontier in the Indian 
wars of 1868 and 1874. If the gentleman from Tennessee desires to 
have read the report on the House bill, it gives all the reasons. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tab 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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JULY 13, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENSBOROUGH, N. C. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating 
money for the completion of the public building at Greensborough, N. 
C., and that the same be now considered. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $9,000 be appropriated, out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise ~ 6" for the purpose of completing the 
public building at Greensborough, N. C 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EMILE GUERIN AND CHERI P. MAJOR. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 


the Whole House be discharged from the farther consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6330) to confirm to Emile Guerin and Cheri P. Major title 
to certain lands, and that the same be now considered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. After that I will insist on the regular order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [object tu the consideration of the bill unless we 
rt read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be read 


subject to the right to object. 


The report was read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the present consideration of this bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 


MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I ask that the report be 
printed in the Recorp and lie over. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 


7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter, with the President's ee, have 


had the same under consideration, and submit the following report 
The following is the report originally submitted in this case: 


[House Report No, 1522, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


The claimant is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. David Hunter, who died on 

od 2d day of February,1886. General David Hunter was one of the most dis- 

ished soldiers of the late war,as his military record, herewith attached 
made part of this report, shows: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1886. 


Statement of the mililary service of David Hunter, late of the United Slates Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 


He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from September 14, 
1818, to July 1, 1822, when he was graduated and appointed second lieutenant 
Fifth Infantry ; romoted a June 3, ees oppateses epotale First 
Dragoons. 1833, resign: uly 4, 1836; appoin additional paymaster 
November 13, eats * vacated appointment as sach March 14, 1842, having been 
appointed major and paymaster United States Army from that date; appointed 
colonel Sixth United States Cavairy, May 14, 1861; brigadier-general United 
States Volunteers, May 17, 1861, and major-general United States Volunteers 
August 13, 1861; honorably mustered out of the volunteer service January 15, 
1866; retired from active service with the rank of colonel July 31, 1866. 

He was brevetted brigadier-general United States Army March 13, 1865, “‘ for 
gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Piedmont and during the cam 
paign in the Valley of Virginia,” and major-general United States Army March h 
13, 1865, “ for gallant and meritorious services during the war.” 

He joined his regiment in January, 1823,and served therewith in Minnesota 
to April, 1825; on leave to November, 1825; with regiment in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin to October 23, 1827; on leave to April 15, 1828; with regiment in Miane- 
sota to June, 1828; at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, to October, 1828; a’, Fort 
Dearborn, Illinois, to May, 1831, and at Fort Howard, Wisconsin, to June 2s, 1831; 
on leave to June, 1832; with regiment at Forts Winnebago and Howard, Wis- 


consin,to A 18, 1833, when, having been appointed captain First Dragoons, 
he left to n that regiment and served therewith at Jefferson Barracks, M'-- 
— to 


Seamer 20, 1833, and in the Indian Territory and Kansas to Januar) 
20, 1836; on leave to July 4, 1836, when he ed, 
He served in Florida from date of reappointment in the Army as additional 
ymaster until April, 1842; at Washington, D.C.,to June, 1842; in Arkansas to 
Daly, 1846; in the war with Mexico to July, 1848; at New Orleans, La., to March, 
1849; at Washington, D. C., Detroit, Mich., and New York city to May, 1856; in 
Kansas and Saint Louis, Mo., to February, 1861; and at Washington, D.C., to 
date of appointment as colonel Sixth United States Cavalry 
He served as a brigade and division commander in the a of North- 
eastern Virginia (General McDowell's army) from May 28, 1861, to July 2!,15)!, 
when wounded in action at Bull Run, Va.; commanded first division of the 
Western Department from mber 22, 1861, to November 3, 1861, the Western 
—— to November 19, 1861, the riment of Kansas to March 11, 1562. 
Department of the South from arch 15 to August 22, 1862; on wae 
eke we, 1862; member of a military commission at Washington, D. C 
special 20, ee amen Department of the South to June 12, 1863 ; "on 
duty at W nageet, Th C., to —— ae: ~ awaiting orders to May 
a waiting ae to January 81, special duty and awaiting 
aobeap ie muster out of volunteer service hon , 1866; on leave of absence 
to July 31, 1866, when he was retired at his own request, being over sixty-two 
years of age (act July 17, 1862). 
¢ served as a member of the claims commission from Angust 9, 1866, 
and ‘o- of a board for the examination of oa, Febraary a » Beane 16, 1868, frou 
which date he was unemployed until he died, F: 
©. DRUM, a iaiulant-General, 
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The following is the message of the President returning the bill without his 
approval: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I hereby return without approval House bill No. 7167, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter.’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill, to whom it is therein proposed to grant a 
pension at the rate of $50 a month, on the 23d day of March, 1886, filed her appli- 
cation for a pension in the Pension Bureau, where it is still pending undeter- 
mined. 

Although the deceased soldier held a high rank, I have no doubt his widow 
will receive ample justice through the instrumentality organized for the purpose 
of dispensing the nation's grateful acknowledgment of military service in its 
defense. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MAnsion, June 23, 1886. 


(H. R.7167. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
An act for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
tnorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Hunter, widow of David 
Hunter, late colonel of the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry and major- 
general of United States volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month. 

: JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

The effect of this bill would be to give the beneficiary a pension of $20 per 
month more than that given by the general law. In view of the fact that the 
widows of officers under the law receive much larger pensions than the widows 
of soldiers, and in view of the further fact that itis not alleged or claimed that 
this widow needs any increase of her pension, and in view of the further fact 
that we have barely tolerated the increase of the pensions of the widows of offi- 


cers, we therefore recommend that the objection of the President be sustained, 
and that the bill do not 


pass, 

It is true,as stated by the President, that the beneficiary named in this bill 
had a claim pending in the Pension Office at the time of the passage of the 
billand that since then,as we are informed,she has been granted by said of- 
fice the full pension allowed by law as the widow of a major-general. 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

In view of the fact that the present and previous Congresses have invariably 
granted a on of $50 per month to widows of officers holding a similar rank 
to that held by General Hunter at the time of his death, and as the President 
has at the present session of Congress approved (by signing) a number of bills 
of this character, and that of Mrs. General Hancock, granting her a pension of 
$2,000 per annum, we can see no regson why the case of Mrs. Hunter, the widow 
of a gallant and meritorious officer who served hiscountry faithfully and well 
from 1823 to the close of our late civil war,should be made an exception, and 
therefore recommend that the bill pass, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

J. E. OHARA, 


MARTIN A. HAYNES. 
E. N. MORRILL. 
INO. G. SAWYER. 

E. H. CONGER. 

JAS, A, LOUTTIT. 


MARY NORMAN. 


Mr. MATSON. I present also the views of the minority upon the 
veto message of the President on the bill (H. R. 6192), which [ ask to 
have printed in the RecorD with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The objection of the President to this bill is that it is not stated how the de- 
fective hearing of the soldier contributed to his death, or, to state it more explic- 


itly, it is not shown or pretended that if he had heard th ing f th 
- ae cies oaeed hn i, © warning irom e€ suore 


We agree with the President, and believe that he must, from the very circum- 
stances stated, have been apprised of the fact that the boat was sinking as soon 
as the m who stood upon the shore, and that the failure to hear the warn- 
ing nothing to do with his death. 


C. C. MATSON. 

H. B. LOVERING. 
JNO, A. SWOPE. 
EDWIN B. WINANS. 
JNO. 8S. PINDAR. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPEAKER. The regularorderisdemanded. Unless the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means desire to present some matter, the regular 
order is the completion of the bill which was under consideration when 
the House adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that we shall go on and finish the bill, so as 
to have a conference as soon as possible. 


ALLEGED FRAUD ON THE TREASURY. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department on 
a resolution in reference to an alleged fraud on the revenue by Richard 
T. Lancaster. The report is the unanimous report of the committee. 
I ask for its present consideration, and on that I call for the previous 


q 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that if this is a matter of controversy my 
colleague will withhold his report for the present. 

Mr. LOWRY. It is not. It is merely a request for information. 
It is the matter which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER] has 


been 80 persistently, and I desire to have it acted upon at the 
atthe teetline vs 


moment. It merely calls for information from the 


Treasury De t. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Let the report be read. 
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in the permanent RecorD the proper paper has been inserted, as fol- 
lows: ] 











Mr. Lowry, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, submitted the following as a substitute for Miscellaneous Document 350: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to which was 
referred the following preamble and resolution of inquiry relative to an alleged 
fraud on the revenue by Richard D. Lancaster— 

“Whereas heretofore the United States recovered a judgment for $25,000 
against Richard D, Lancaster in the circuit court for the eastern district of Mis- 
souri; and 

‘** Whereas the said Lancaster a short time prior to said judgment conveyed all 
his property to his brother-in-law and his business partner and that partner's 
brother, and thereupon procured a settlement with the United States for the sum 
of $500, and thereupon received back his said property from the temporary hold- 
ers thereof; and 

** Whereas the said transfers are fraudulent upon their face, and if merely col- 
orable, the aflidavit filed by the said Lancasteralleging his total insolvency was 
false, and the said settlement was procured by fraud, conspiracy, and perjury on 
the part of said Lancaster; and 

‘*“ Whereas in that case the said fraudulent settlement can and should be set 
aside, and the entire amount of said debt can and should be recevered to the use 
of the United States; and 

““ Whereas the United States district attorney of the eastern district of Mis- 
souri has been lately investigating, under the order of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the said frauds committed by said R. D. Lancaster upon the revenue of the 
United States; and 

** Whereas he discovered such evidence of fraud as justified him in demand- 
ing power to put the parties implicated under oath, and therefore applied to the 
Department for the detail of a clerk for that purpose under section 183 of the 
Revised Statutes, which reads as follows : 

***Any oflicer or clerk of any of the Departments lawfully detailed to inves- 
tigate frauds on, or attempts to defraud, the Government, or any irregularity or 
misconduct of any officer or agent of the United States, shall have authority to 
administer an oath to any witness attending to testify or depose in the course 
of such investigation.’ 

“And whereas, for reasons which can on'y be surmised, this demand was re- 
fused: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this 
House with a statement of what reasons, of a public nature, induced him to re- 
fuse, on the demand of the district attorney, the usual and necessary means pro- 
vided by statute for the investigation of frauds upon the revenue laws, includ- 
ing the detail of a clerk requested by him; and also that the Secretary of the 
Treasury transmit to the House copies of all papers relating tothe investigation 
in question, and the correspondence of the Department with the district attor- 
ney at Saint Louis. 

** And be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to 
advise this House what reasons, of a public nature, at present exist why the 
Treasury Department should not make a thorough examination, under oath, of 
the parties implicated in and having knowledge of the subject-matter of said 
investigation ’’— 
having had the same under consideration, report the same back with a substi- 
tute therefor, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 
the reason why a detail of a clerk, with power to administer oaths, as seems to 
be provided for in section 183, Revised Statutes of the United States, was not 
made upon the application therefor by the United States district attorney, Wi|I- 
iam H. Bliss, esq., for the eastern district of Missouri, in a telegram dated Saint 
Louis, Mo., May 28, 1886, relating to proposed inquiry into the alleged fraudulent 
settlement of Richard D. Lancaster, bondsman of John Busby, distiller, with the 
United States Government; and also, if there be reasons for not doing so, why 
said detail can not be made at this time to investigate said settlement of Lan- 
caster,as well as the settlement made at the same time with other sureties on 
the bond of said Busby, namely, John Mehan and Jeremiah Ryan; and the Sec- 
retary is requested to transmit with his reply copies of all papers and corre- 
spondence relating to said matter.”’ 


The previous question was ordered upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate—fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and 
fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. LOWRY. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. There is no time in support of the resolution ex- 
cept that which belongs to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry]. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to make a brief statement. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to occupy the time if 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] yields to him. 

Mr. LOWRY. I yield three minutes. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is all I want. I only desire to 
state, Mr. Speaker, that so far as the officer is concerned whose narae 
is connected with this resolution he has at all times courted the fullest 
investigation, and that so far as this transaction is concerned I do not 
believe, and the people of Saint Louis do not believe, that there was any 
deliberate intentional fraud in connection with his compromising that 
suit. I think it but just to an officer of the Government to make that 
statement, and in justice to him I wish to say further that he notified 
the United States attorney at Saint Louis that he desired the fullest 
investigation of this matter, and that the necessity for this resolution 
does not arise from any unwillingness on his part to have an investiga- 
tion of his conduct in the matter. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, the very purpose of adopting this reso- 
lution is to afford the fullest opportunity for inquiry and investigation 
of this matter, so as to ascertain whether any fraud has been perpetrated 
| upon the revenue by the party accused. An additional object, which 
I hope will be accomplished to the fullest extent, is to throw oil upon 
the troubled waters of Saint Louis politics. [Laughter.] I now in- 
sist upon the previous question. 
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The SPEAKER. 
by the House. : 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LOWRY. How much time does the gentleman from Missouri 
desire? 


Mr. GLOVER. Only a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that while the 
from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] controls the time in favor of the 
there are also fifteen minutes allowed for debate in tion to it. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, am I entitled to the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to the floor if he desires 
to oppose the resolution. 

Mr. GLOVER. I do not. 

Mr. LOWRY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, this matter isnow in such a shape that 
I do not think present discussion of it would be profitable. 1 there- 
fore intend to-confine my remarks to an answer tothe remark made by 
my colleague from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL]. So far is it from being the 
fact that the United States officer referred to bas been willing that an 
investigation of a thorough kind should be had, that the United States 
district attorney for the eastern district of Missouri testified before the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury t that he had 
endeavored to get this official to make an affidavit purging himself of 
the fraud, and that the official had declined to do so for reasons which 
this House may well surmise. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!”’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute reported by 
the committee, it was agreed to. 

The original resolution as amended by the adoption of the substitute 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. LOWRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
= adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial ex of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Amendment numbered 28 (on which a separate vote was asked by 
Mr. REAGAN) was read, as follows: 

. ne the words “two chief pages,” in line 326, insert “A. H. Pickens and H. 
yie 

The SPEAKER. On concurring in this amendment the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report of the committee is in favor of concur- 
rence, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. This amendment is from the Committee 
of the Whole with a recommendation that it be concurredin. The 
vote will now be taken on concurring 

The question was taken; and it was ‘decided in the affrmative—yeas 
135, nays 111, not voting 76; as follows: 


The previous question has been already ordered 


YEAS—135. 
Adams, G. E. Farquhar, Long, Sayers, 
‘ies’ a rune Loutti mt 
Allen, C. H. er, t, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, L » Smalls, 
Baker, Foran, Shenty, Snyder, 
Barksdale, Fuller, Markham, Sowden, 
Belmont, Funston, McComas, Spooner, 
Bound, Gibson, C. H McKenna. Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, McKinley Steele, 
Brady, ff, : Se, 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, C. E. Hale, Milliken, Strai 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Strable, 
Buck, Haynes, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Bunnell, Henderson, D. B. Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Negley. Taylor, 
Burnes, Hepburn, N . Thomas, O. B. 
Burrows, Hiestand, Hara, ‘Thompson, 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Neill, Charles Tillman, 
Campbel!, J, M. Hiscock, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Cannon, Holmes, . Wade, 
Collins, ns, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Conger J m, Payson, Wait, 
Cooper, James, Perkins, Warner, William 
Cutcheon Johnson, F. A Perry, Weaver, J. B. 
Davis, Johnston, T. D. Peters, Weber, 
Dingley, Kelley, Pirce West, 
Dorsey, etcham Plumb, White, A. C. 
Dunham, La Follette Price, White, Milo 
Eldredge, rd, Rice, Whiting, 
Ely, wier, Rockwell, Ww 
Ermentrout, Lehlbach, Romeis, Wi 
Evans, Lindsley, Rowell, ‘Woodburn. 
Everhart, Little, Ryan, 

NAYS—111 
Allen, J.M. - Breckinridge, C. R. Clardy, Daniel, 
Ballentine, Breckinridge, WCP.Clements, Davidson, A. ©. 
Barry, Bynum, Cobb, Dibble, 
Bennett, Cabell, Comstock, Dockery 
Bland, Campbell, J.B. Cowles, Dougherty, 
Blount, a T. J. Crisp, Dunn, 
Boyle, i‘ Croxton, Baden, 
Braeg. Carleton, Culberson, Ellsberry, 





Findlay, Irion, Neece, 
Ford, Jones, J. H Oates, 
Forney, Jones, J. T Outhwaite, 
Frederi Kleiner, Peel, 
lass, i Pidcock, 
Glover, “ Pindar, 
Green, = Le Fevre, Randall, 
Green, Lowry » 
Hall, Martin, Richardson, 
Halsell, ee Rigs, 
bury, n 
Hatch, MeMillin, Pons 
. ymour, 
——— J.S. MeRae, Shaw, 
Miller, Singleton, 
Heo’ Mitchell, aon, 
Hill, Morgan Springe 
Hitt, Morrison, omens, Charles 
Holman, Murphy, St. Martin 
Howard Neal, Seems E. F. 
NOT VOTING—76. 
Aiken, Crain, Houk, 
Anderson, C. M. Curtin, Huadd, 
Anderson, J. A. Dargan, Hutton, 
Arnot, Davenpo Johnston, J. T. 
Barbour, Davideon, R.H.M. King, 
Barnes, Dawson, Landes, 
Bayne, Dowdney, Libbey, 
Beach, Gallinger, Lovering, 
Bingham, Gay, McAdoo, 
Blanchard, Geddes, Mills, 
Bliss, Gibson, Eustace Muller, 
Brumm, Grosvenor, orwood, 
Grout, O'Donnell, 
Caldwell Hanback, O’Ferrall, 
Steet, Felix Hayden, Owen, 
Caswell, Heard, Parker, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Pettibone, 
Compton, Henley, Phelps, 
Cox, Hermann, Ranney, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


During the roll-call, 


Mr. WADSWORTH stated that his colleague [ Mr. 
detained from the House by sickn 


ess, 


Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 


Willis, 
Wilson, 
Wise, 


_ Worthington. 


Reed, T. B. 


Reese, 
Reid, J. 


ler, 
Sawyer, 
Scott 


Spriggs, 
Symes, 


Ww. 


Tarsney, 
Taulbee 


Taylor, 


E. B- 


Thomas, J. R. 
Van Schaick, 


Viele 


Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Weaver, A. J. 
Wilkins. 


Tau 


LBEE] w 


Mr. STORM moved by unanimons consent to dispense with the rea! 


ing of the names. 
Mr. JAMES objected. 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 


Until further notice: 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. Arnot with Mr. THoMAs, 


ScotT with Mr. PHELPs, 


Spriecs with Mr. OWEN. 
RoGERS with Mr. Ezra B. 


Dawson with Mr. RANWEY. 


WArpD, of Illinois, with Mr. Hour. 


TAYLOR. 


BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 
REESE with Mr. BUCHANAN. 


of Illinois. 


Mr. LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. O’DoNNELL. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN ScHAICE. 


Mr. HEARD with Mr. BAYNE. 


Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. VIELE with Mr. CASWELL. 


For this vote: 


Mr. HAYDEN with Mr. DARGAN. 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WEAVER, 


For this day: 


of Nebraska. 


Mr. GeppEs with Mr. JonnstTon, of Indiana. 

Mr. Gisson, of West Virginia, with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. Dayrpson, of Florida, with Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. GALLINGER. . 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The vote was then announced as above meee. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendient 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider }e |aid 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED 


BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 1). 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill | H. R 
8973) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-):s- 
senger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Dubuque, in the 
State of Iowa; when the Speaker signed the same. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The next question on which a separate vote was asked was the o 
t; which was read, as follows: 
pnsert after the appropriations for “Ofice of Publication of Records of the 


for publication + under this appropriation 
rebellion covering contempc- 


hundred and nineteenth 


“And hereafter the records 
shall contain only the 
raneous events, 

1874, 
fiscal year end’ 
a Se 


the war of the 


+a to 
for sundry civil expe: 
June 30, 1875. And the 


with the 


said court- 


provisions of the act 
mses of the Govern- 


taken by the 
rt thereon 


lr to President Lincoln, shall be printed in connection with matter 
printed concerning the proceedings of martial.” 
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The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Uftion recommend concurrence in that amendment with an 
amendment as follows. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Also any papers on behalf of the defense in said court-martial directly con- 








nected with the proceedi of the same, and contemporaneous therewith, that 
have not been already pu in any previous volume of said records. 
Mr. STEELE. I wish to move to non-concur in the Senate amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The first proposition to be voted on is the recom- 
mendation of the committee to concur with an amendment. If that 
is refused, the Chair thinks the amendment is before the House to con- 
cur or non-concur. 

Mr. STEELE. The motion to concur with an amendment is firstin 
order, then ? 

TheSPEAKER. That is the proposition before the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not wish to concur. 

The SPEAKER. The first proposition is on the recommendation of 
the committee to concur with anamendment. If thatis not concurred 
in, then the amendment of the Senate will be before the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 81. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred in with an amend- 
ment. 

The next question on which a separate vote was asked was the one 
hundred and sixty-third amendment; which was read, as follows: 

In line 26 strike out “ four” and insert “ five ;” so it will read: 

“For compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000.” 

The SPEAKER. The committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. PRICE. I move the House non-concur. 

The SPEAKER. Refusal toconcurisequivalent to nou-concurrence. 
The motion to concur has priority over a motion to non-concur. 

Mr. PRICE. Ihopethe House willnon-concur. I ask foradivision. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 126, noes 15. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next question on which a separate vote was asked was the amend- 


_ ment numbered 179; which was read, as follows: 


To enable the Commissioner of Labor to collect and report to Congress the 
statistics of and relating to and divorce in the several States and Terri- 
tories and in the District of Columbia, $10,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Iask concurrence. I regard it as one of 
the most enlightened provisions in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on all the 
amendments, and a refusal to concur is equivalent to non-concurrenve. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is not in order to say anything—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 59. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PRICE. Oh, yes. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This is an important amendment, one of 


the most important in this bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 33 (more than one-fifth) voting in 
favor thereof. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


135, nays 108, not voting, 79; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, Lore, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Eden, Lowry, Singleton, 
Barnes, a nee jason” 
Belmont, lisberry, * rtin, nyder, 
Benneit, Ermentrout, es, So b 
r, ybury, Springer 

Toon, Ford, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 
Brettinridge oder se nt: 

, C. MeMillin, St. n 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. McRae, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bynum, lass, Merriman, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Cabell, Glover, Miller, Storm, 
Caldwell Green, R.S. Mills, Tarsney 
Campbell, Green, W. J. Morgan, Taylor, iM 
=" .E, Hall, Morrison, Throckmorton, 

b Halsell, Murphy, 
Carleton, Hammond, eal, Townshend, 
Clardy, Harris, Neece, Trigg, 
Clements, Hatch 2 Tucker, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Turner, 
Collins, Hen: n,J.8. l, Van Eaton, 
Comstock, Henley, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Cowles, Herbert, Pidcock, allace, 
Cox, Hill, Pindar, Warner, A. J. 
Crain, Holman, Randall, Ww 
Croxton, Hudd, Reid. JW. Wilkins, 
Culberson, Hutton, — Richardson, — 
Daniel, ae, dD. . ilson, 
Devhiese, Jones, J. H. + Woe, 
A.C. Jones, J.T. Sadler, Wo 
Dibble, Kleiner, a. ¥ 
Laffoon, ey, orthington. 

Dostana? Lanham, Seymour, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
























































63871 


i ne 


NAYS—i68, 
Adams, G.E. Findlay, Lawler, Romeis, 
Allen, C. H. Fleeger, Le Fevre, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Foran, Lehibach, Ryan, 
Baker, Fuller, Lindsley, Scranton, 
Bound, Funston, Little, Sessions, 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, Long, Smalls, 
Brady, Goff, Louttit, Spooner, 
Brown, C. E. Guenther, Lyman, Steele, 
Browne, T. M. Hale, Markham, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, McComas, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Haynes, McKinley, Stone, EF. F. 
Buck, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, Strait. 
Bunnell Henderson, T. J. Moffatt, Struble, 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Negley, Swinburne, 
Burrows, Hermann, O’ Hara, Taylor, 1. H 
Butterworth, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles rhomas, 0. B. 
Conger, Hiestand O'Neill, J.J. Vade, 
Cooper, Hiscock Osborne, Wait, 
Cutcheon, Tritt, Parker, Wakefield, 
Davis, Holmes Payne, Warner, William 
Dingley, Hopkins, Payson, Weaver, J. B. 
Dorsey, Jackson Peters Weber, 
Dunham, James, Pirce West, 
Ely, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, White, A.C 
Evans, Kelley, Price, White, Milo, 
Everhart, La Follette, Reed, T. B. Whiting, 
Farquhar, Laird, Rice, Wise 


NOT VOTING—79. 


Adams, J.J. Catchings, Johnston, J.T. Ranney, 
Aiken, Compton, Ketcham, Reese, 
Anderson, C. M, Curtin, King, Rockwell, 
Anderson, J. A. Davenport. Landes, Rogers, 
Arnot, Davidson, R.H,.M. Libbey, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dawson, Lovering, Scott, 
Barksdale, Dockery, McKenna, Spriggs, 
Barry, Felton, Millard, Swope, 
Bayne, Gallinger, Milliken, Symes, 
Beach, Gay, Mitchell, Taulbee 
Bingham, Geddes, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Blanchard, Gibson, Eustace Muller, Taylor, Zach. 
Bliss, Grosvenor, Nelson, Thomas, J. R. 
Boyle, Grout, Norwood, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Hanback, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Burnes, Hayden, O’ Ferrall, Viele, 
Campbell, J. M. Heard, Owen, Ward, J. H. 
Campbell,T. J. Hires, Perry, Ward, T.B 
Cannon, Houk, Pettibone, Weaver, A.J 
Caswell, Irion, Phelps, 


So the motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Nokwoop with Mr. O’DoNNELL, until farther notice. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. HAYDEN, for the rest of this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

Mr. HOLMAN. This, I believe, completes the amendments. [or 
the purpose of facilitating action on the disagreeing votes I ask that a 
conference be requested in the first instance. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
HorMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNON. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the remainder of the day 
is set apart for the consideration of such measures as may be presented 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, not to include bills raising rev- 
enue. 

Mr, STEELE. 
I have one—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. They do desire to call up bills. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill No. 
7815, to which I think there will be no disagreement. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the regular order. 

PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 
Mr. MORRISON. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
3738) to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and section 3363, as makesa distinction in the mode of pack- 
ing and selling cut tobacco, and yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Harris} who reported the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is a report accompanying the bill which ex- 
plains fully its purposes. This has the indorsement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and as far as as- 
certained the indorsement of every manufacturer and dealer. There 
seems to be no objection to the passage of the bill, and I ask that it be 
read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, &c., That section 3362 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by section 14 of the act approved the \st day of March, 1879, entitled 
“An act to amend the laws relating to internal revenue,” be still further 
amended by striking out all after the number and substituting the following: 

* All manufactured tobaccoshall be put upand prepared by the manufacturer 


for sale, or removal for sale or consumption, in packages of the following de- 
scription, and in no other manner: 


If the committee does not desire to call up any bills 
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“ All snuff in packages containing },1,2,3,4,6,8,and 16 ounces, or in bladders 
and in jars containing not exceeding 20 pounds. 


** All cut and granulated tobacco, all refuse scraps, clippings, euttings, shorts, 


and sweepings of tobacco in pack: containing 1, 2,3, 4,8, and 16 ounces each, 
except, at the option of the manufacturer, cut tobacco may be put up in bulk 
packages containing 10 pounds each. 


“All cavendich, plug, and twist tobacco in packages not exceeding 200 pounds 
net weight. 

‘And every such package shall have printed or marked thereon the manufact- 
urer's name and place of manufacture, the registered number of the manufac- 
tory, and the gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the tobacco in each 
package: Provided, That these limitations and descriptions of packages shall 
not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in bond for exportation and actually 
exported: And provided further, That fine-cut shorts, refuse scraps, clippings, 
cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco may be sold in bulk as material, and with- 
out the payment of tax, by one manufacturer directly to another manufacturer, 
or for “ye under such restrictions, rules, and regulations as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe: And provided . That wood, 
metal, paper, or other materials may be used, separately or in combination, for 
packing tobacco, snuff,and cigars, under such regulations as the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may establish.” 


And that section 3363 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
by striking out allafter the number and substituting the following : 

** No manufactured tobacco shall be sold or offered for sale waless put up in 
packages and stamped as prescribed in this chapter, except at retail by retail 
dealers from packages stamped as provided in this chapter ; and every person 
who sells or offers for sale any snuff, of any kind of manufactured tobacco, not 
so put up in packages and stamped, shall fined not less than $500 nor more 
than $5,000, and imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two years.” 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on the bill 
that it does not come within the meaning of the order. That order 
states specifically that it shail not include revenue bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. This does not affect the revenue. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It does not raise revenue. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill in none of its provisions affects the revenues 
of the Government. The tax remains upon the tobacco precisely the 
same whether it be put up in 2-ounce packages or in 10-pound packages. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the bill affects the 
revenue. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toask whether this bill 
is now upon its passage ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; it is presented for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand it, it makes a radical 
change in the mode of putting up manufactured tobacco. 

Mr. HARRIS. Putting up cut tobacco. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, cut tobacco. I would like to aska 
question in reference to this. Thegentleman must know, if the House 
will indulge me a moment, that this change may involve a very great 
expense to the different manufacturers throughout thecountry. I un- 
derstand the bill does not permit tobacco to be put up except as pre- 
scribed by this bill. Am I right? 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir; the law as it now exists requires that this 
particular article of cut tobacco—— 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to renew the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that this bill does affect the revenue in this: it provides that the sweep- 
ings, &c., shall be free of duty. . 

The SPEAKER. That is the law now. 

Mr. STEELE. But it provides that they may be sold without the 
payment of duties. 

The SPEAKER. They may besold by one manufacturer to another 
manufacturer for export purposes without tax. The law as laid down 
in section 1362 of the Revised Statutes already permits that. 

Mr. STEELE. If it can be done already why is it in this bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The tax remains precisely the same at 80 cents a 
pound, and it will be 80 cents a pound whether tbis tobacco is put up 
in l-ounce packages or 10-pound cans. The reason this provision is 
incorporated in the bill is for the purpose of identifying the different 
characters of tobacco, At present great difficulty exists in identifying 
the different kinds of tobacco which are put up in this form. 

Another reason is, that owing to the climatic influences tobacco put 
up in small packages can not be kept safe and sound; at this time there 
is a suit growing out of the mode of packing tobacco against the Gov- 
ernment in the city of New Orleans. 

Mr. STEELE. That does not meet my point. 

Mr. HARRIS. The revenues are not affected, because the tax, 80 

cents a pound, remains the same. I will state further that it appears 
from a very voluminous correspondence received from dealers and manu- 
facturers throughout the States in which this tobacco is put up there 
is no objection to this legislation on their part, but a waived desire 
that in their interest and in the interest of the Government it should 
be passed. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know a large trade is built up by divers 
manufacturers in which tobacco is called for by name, or reference to 
size or form of package. And recently it has come under my observa- 
tion that the trade has been seriously injured by changes ordered by 
the Internal Revenue Department, of course within the scope of their 
jurisdiction. Now, if this is a radical change it may destroy the trade 
of one firm in this locality and another in that, and as I represent a 
large manufacturing locality I wish to understand whether it will do 
that or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. It will not, and by way of meeting all the objections 
that may be entertained by members I will have a letter read from the 


Internal Revenue Office, and also a letter representing the views of deal- 
ers and manufacturers. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, Orrice OF INTERNAL REVEXvE, 
Washington, May 4, 1856. 

Sm: For six years, from September 1, 1862, to November 23, 1868, the taxes im- 
upon tobacco, snuff, and cigars were collected on assessments, determined 
y the several assessors of the country. The conditions under which the tax ac- 
crued differed from those under the present law. Time was allowed after sale 
or removal for sale or consumption for the payment of tax, ranging from thirty 
to sixty days. And under the law manufacturers were allowed toremove their 
goods to nts, and the tax was not assessed until such agents reported the sale 
of the The law did not define the kind or the capacity of the packages in 

which all goods should be packed by the manufacturer. : 

Under the law great difficulties were experienced in making collections of the 
taxes imposed, cpt po ape were afforded for fraud. 

So thoroughly were Congress, revenue officers, and honest manu- 
facturers of the necessity of a change in the mode of collecting taxes on theso 
articles that during the session of 1867-’68the matter was thoroughly canvassed, 
and, on the 20th of July, 1868, the law was adopted which has been in force since 
that date with only slight modifications, made from time to time, asexpericnce 
seemed to render advisable. 

This law clearly and explicitly provides the mannerin which all tobacco, snuff, 
and cigars shal] be packed, adopting the principle that, so far as practicable, to- 
bacco must be put up in packages suitable for the retail trade, not to exceed in 
any case 16 ounces each, and that a stamp indicating the payment of the tax 
must be affixed to each ae 

The ex ons were intended to cover tobaccos ordinarily classed as chewing 
tobacco. y were cavendish, plug, and twist, and a class of tobacco known 
at the time as fine-cut chewing. In the former case, the package was limited to 
200pounds. In the latter case, option was given to the manufacturer to pack in 
the small retail packages or in bulk packages containing definite quantities, 
to wit: 10, 20, 40, and 60 pounds each. 

Granulated tobacco, without exception, so far as this office is aware, is used 
exclusively for smoking; cavendish, plug, and twist, generally as chewing; cut 
tobaceo may be, and is, used for either chewing or smoking, but generally fur 


cally, there is no difficulty found, therefore, in classifying cavendish, 
ug, twist, and granulated tobacco. But great difficulties have been and arc 
ound in ony classifying cut tobacco. 

The law does not define in any way “ fine-cut chewing tobacco.” 

The 10-pound was found to be a very convenient and a much less ex- 
pensive mode of packing cut tobacco than the smaller packages. And for these 
reasons manufacturers have endeavored to force upon the market this class of 
tobacco whether really entitled to be thus packed or not. 

uently tobacco been cut with a view of producing an article equally 

tted for smoking or chewing purposes. Other manufacturers have pre- 
pared an article which, in the material used—largely sugar, licorice, and other 
sweetening materials—is only fitted for chewing, and can not well be smoked. 
Other manufacturers prepare an article without the use of sweetening materials 
to any extent, which is not suited for use as chewing tobacco, and generally used 
for smoking purposes. 
These modes of manufacture open a wide field for difference of opinions, and 
this office has found it utterly impossible to reconcile these differences under 
the law as it now existe. 

For this reason I have thought proper to recommend a change in the mode 
of packing cut tobacco in bulk, allowing ali cut tobacco to be thus packed, but 
confining the size of the tol0poundseach. This change, if adopted, will 
allow manufacturers in oe part of the country the same privilege of pack- 
ing, and the same privilege of selling their cut tobacco wherever they can find 
purchasers,and will not very greatly facilitate the reuse of packages without 
the payment of the tax. 

Inclosed please find draught of a bill providing for such a change in the mode 
of packing cut tobacco as is herein recommended. 

I remain, sir, yours, very respectfully, 


6mo 


I. KIMBALL, 
Head of the Tobacco Division. 
Hon. Josern S. MILLER, 
Commissioner, Washington, D.C. 


Mr. HARRIS. I now desire to have read the views of the manufact- 


urers regarding this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Wasuincron, D.C., July 12, 186. 


Sir: In reference to House bill 8738, which your committee has already very 
carefully and favorably considered, allow me to say in answer to your question 
of this that the reasons why we as manufacturers are desirous of having 
the same passed are so many and so nearly the same as those advanced by thc 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, as well as by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
namely, to prevent further complications and useless and expensive litigaticn, 
that it seems unnecessary for me to repeat the same in detail. I shall, therefore, 
mention the two principal reasons, which you will, I think, find sufficient! y 
important. You can readily see what the difference in the cost of material and 
labor would be between putting up a 10-pound bucket of tobaccoin one packaye 
the same amount in car popes, or eighty different packares, 
and labeled, which additional cost only falls on the manufacturers, 
while the — a. a a a 380 one or — per pound. 

Another tot style of packing in s p=pers, espe- 
cially in our section, is the climatic influences, which make it almost i:npossi\le 
to prevent — (prepared toons ey ry matter how 4 manipu- 
lated, whereas pack 10-pound we preserve both the moisture 
and fiavor intact. 

You must remember that there are comparatively very few manufacturers 0f 
this particular kind of fine-cut tobacco, and they aresituated in New York, De- 
t, Cincinnati, Saint Louis, and New Orleans only. In the latter city there 
eight small factories that make a peculiar*kind of tobacco,and which is 41! 
in Southern Texas, and Southern Alabama, and used for both 

and purposes, as the taste of the consumer may fancy. Tlic 
regulating the manner of packing fine-cut chewing and smokin¢ 
enacted in 1868, when the tax was 40 cents per pound; and whiic 
been gradually reduced to8 cents and the incentive for fraud |cs-- 
the mode of packing remains , which we think 
ip. After the payment of the tax we believe that in 
to pack our in whatever sized packages we 
chewi' are allowed todo. This, however, 
t bil fords us so much better facilities than we 
Departmen’ Pid dts Gul, or tetas rho o Seaton thie 
it, who fi is bill, or rather who su us 

it meets with the universal of the manufact- 
er the country, and as it affects particularly the New r- 
ene there are no others south of Cincinnati or Saint Louis), 
a meeting held in New Orleans a few days ago I was selected to come before 
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urge the of this bill before the adjournment of Congress. This 
tas for the eel of on one section, but operates alike on all manufact- 
urers in the United States, and is roved byallof them. It meets the sanc- 
tion and hearty indorsement of the Revenue Department, and will undoubtedly 
largely increase the vooutate from this source. 

It removes an obstacle that has stood too long in the way of the honest tax- 

yer, and relieves the Governmentof an embarrassment that should not exist 
for the of the service. 


ng that yourcommittee in their wisdom will see the necessity for imme- 
diate action in the premises, 


lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, w. P. CURTE, 
For New Orleans Manufacturers. 

mt he of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only desired to be well assured that this 
bill had not lurking in it anywhere what would destroy an established 
trade. I wanted to be assured that it did not for the sake of a doubt- 
ful good accomplish a greater evil, that it might not be doing an in- 
jury to some industry in some part of the country. But after what 
has been read I do not know that there is any objection to it. Since 
it appears that the manufacturers of cut tobacco all favor it, and it has 
the approval of the Internal Revenue Department—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accerdingly read the third time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the previous question on the passage of 

the bill. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill. was passed. ; 

Mr. HARKIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INSPECTION OF TOBACCO, ETC. 


Mr. MORRISON. I call up now from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 8585) to provide for the inspection of tobacco, cigars, and snuff, 
and to section 3151 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That manufactured tobacco, snuff, and cigars may be removed 
for export to a foreign country without payment of tax, under such regulafions 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, That the work of examining the to- 
bacco, snuff, and cigars at the factory, and of affixing the export stamps, marks, 
and brands, shall be performed by the collector of internal revenue, or by.one 
of his deputies, without expense to the manufacturer of such tobacco, snuff, or 


2. That section 3151 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 


— 
=c. 3. That this act shall take effect on the first day of the second calendar 
month succeeding that in which it is approved. 


The Committee on Ways and Means recommended the following 
amendment: 


Strike out the following: “ That manufactured tobacco, snuff, and cigars may 
be removed for export to a foreign country without payment of tax, under 
such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Provided, That the work of 
examining the tobacco, snuff, and cigars at the factory, and of affixing the ex- 
port stamps, marks, and brands, shai! be performed by the collector of internal 
roverma, ox OF one of his deputies, without expense to the manufacturer of such 

snuff, or cigars;”’ and insert in lied thereof as follows: 

m" manufactured tobacco, snuff, and cigars may be removed for export to 


a foreign 7 without payment of tax, under such regulations, and the mak- 
astae en and the filing of such bonds and bills of lading as the Com- 
m 


of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall e 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Unless some explanation is 
desired I will move the previous question. 

Mr. McADOO. I should like the gentleman to give some explanu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under the present law there 
are of tobacco who see that certain stamps are affixed, which 
stamps have to be canceled in a certain way on proof to be made. 
This bill repeals that law, and allows the Secretary of the Treasury to 
permit such things to be done under such regulations as the Commis- 
sioner of a a ag with the approval of the Secretary of the 
itr HEP . I make the point of order that this is a measure 
ising revenue. Section 3151 of the Revised Statutes provides in the 
case of the export of tobaccos referred to in this bill certain fees shall 
ae by the exporter. It is proposed by this bill to repeal that sec- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatisso. It repeals, how- 
ever, the duties which those inspectors have to perform and relieves the 
ex or manufacturers of tobacco of the payment of some $14,000. 

. HEPBURN. Does it diminish the revenue ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not diminish the reve- 
nue because it certain duties the inspectors have to perform. 

The The Chair is under the impression, although he 
has not had an 


mity of examining the statutes carefully, that 
these fees paid to do not come into the revenue but go to the 
inspectors. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. These fees are paid by tobacco 
manufacturers or exporters to the inspectors and form no part of the 
revenue. Nor does the removal of these fees add anything to the bur- 
dens of the revenue. The bill simply removes from the inspectors the 
discharge of the duties and the fees. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Section 3151 provides as follows: 

There shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, in every collection 
district where they may be necessary, one or more inspectors of tobacco and ci- 
gars, who shall take an oath faithfully to perform their duties in such form as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, and shall be entitled to 
receive such fees as he may prescribe, to be paid bythe owner or manufacturer 
of the articles inspected. 

That is only a portion of the salary of the officer, and in that way it 
becomes a part of the revenue of the country, so far as the payment of 
his salary is concerned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But this bill repeals that sec- 
tion, and therefore repeals-the power to appoint those inspectors, and 
of course if the power to appoint the inspectors be repealed there will 
be no burden upon the revenue to pay their compensation. Anyhow, 
the inspector was not paid by the Government; his payment was a bur- 
den imposed on the manufacturer of the tobacco, and the revenue will 
be neither added to nor lessened whether the law remain as it is now 
or this act be passed. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks the point of order not well taken, 
because it appears from the section itself that it is the inspector who is 
entitled to these fees, not the Government; and this bill proposes to 
abolish the office of the inspector, and of course to abolish the fees out 
of which they now receive their compensation. The gentleman from 
Kentucky demands the previous question on the amendment and upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TRANSPORTATION 
Mr. MORRISON. 


OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 
Mr. Speaker, I now call up from the House Cal- 


endar the bill H. R. 3289. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


ask for objections. 


‘The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That section 5o0f the act entitled “‘An act to amend the 


statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 


purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, be, and the same is hereby, amended so that 
it shall read as follows, namely : 


“Sec. 5. That merchandise transported under the provisions of thisact shall be 


conveyed in cars, vessels, or vehicles securely fastened with locks or seals, under 


the exclusive control of the officers of the customs; and merchandise may also 
be transported under the provisions of this act by express companies on pas- 
senger trains, in safes, * pouches,’ and trunks, which shall be of such size, char- 
acter, and description and secured in such manner as shall be from time to time 
prescribed by the Secretary ; and in cases where merchandise shall be imported 
in boxes or packages too large to be included within the safes, trunks, or 
* pouches’ as prescribed, such merchandise may be transported under the pro- 
visions of this act by such express companies, ‘corded and sealed,’ in such man- 
ner as shall from time to time be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
‘and passengers’ baggage and effects arriving at any of the ports specified in 
section 1 of this act, which shall appear by the manifest of the importing vessel, 
or other satisfactory evidence, to be destined to any of the ports specified in the 
seventh section, may also be transported by express companies under the pro- 
visions of this act to any of the ports specified in the seventh section thereof, in 
such manner and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe ;’ and merchandise such as pig-iron, spiegel-iron, scrap- 
iron, iron ore, railroad-iron, and similar articles commonly transported upon 
platform or flat cars may be transported under the provisions of this act upon 
such platform or flat cars; and the weight of such merchandise so transported 
shall be ascertained in all cases before shipment,and ordinary railroad scales .- 
may be used for such purposes; and inspectors shall be stationed at proper 

points along the designated routes,or upon any car, vessel, vehicle, or train, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and at the expense of the com- 
panies, respectively. Such merchandise shall not be unladen or transshipped be- 
tween the ports of first arrival and final destination, unless authorized by the 
regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury in cases which may arise from a 
difference in the gauge of railroads, or ‘where tie route is bonded for both land 
and water carriage,’ or from accidents,or from legal intervention, or when, by 
reason of the length of the route, the cars, after due inspection by customs offi- 
cers, shall be considered unsafe or unsuitable to proceed further, or from low 
water, ice, or other unavoidable obstruction to navigation; and in no case shall 
there be permitted any breaking of the original paekages of such merchandise.”’ 


Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, this bill alters the existing law in very 
few particulars. It allows goods to be transported in pouches, as well 
asin trunks. It allows packages to be corded and sealed. It also ex- 
tends the operation of the existing law to passengers’ luggage. It also 
allows transportation to be made in bond when land and water routes 
are bonded together, which is not now allowed by law. The bill is 
approved by the Treasury Department, was passed by the last House 
under a unanimous report from the committee, but did not reach the 
Senate in time for action, and is now unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee. Unless further explanation be desired I ask the previous 
question. 


The committee recommend an amendment, inserting after the words 





as 
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‘‘ specified in one section of this act,’’ in line 24, section 5, the follow- 
ing: 

Which shall by th ifest of the im i vesse] other satis- 
factory evidenes. to | be estined to any. of the anh in the seventh 
section. 

The previous question was ordered upon the amendment reported 
by the committee, and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

d 


passed. 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the House Calen- 
dar House bill 7860, and I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Keiury]. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of the act entitled “‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,"' approved June 10, 1880, be, and the same are hereby, soamended 
as to allow merchandise liable to specific rates of duty only to be entered for 
immediate transportation without appraisement to any of the ports men’ 
in the seventh section of said act, although the same may not appear by the 
invoice, bill of lading, or manifest of the importing vessel to be consigned to or 
destined for either of said ports, when the co at the port of first arrival 
shall make written ——— therefor to the collector, giving the name of the 
person at the port or destination to whom he desires the merchandise to be con- 
signed; and whenever such application and entry shall be made, the original 
invoice presented by the con at the port of firstarrival shall be forwarded, 
with a copy of the transportation entry, to the colle¢tor at the port of destina- 
tion; ond a copy of such invoice shall retained on file at the port of first ar- 
rival. The original invoice so forwarded shall be treated as the only invoice of 
the merchandise upon which entry shall be made at the of destination, and 
the person ———o entry shall be held responsible for the statements con- 
tained therein in the same manner as if the merchandise had been oaeinaty 
consigned to him: Provided, however, That the pri herein conferred shall 
not extend to any merchandise the duties upon w or ap f, 
depend upon the value of such merchandise: And provided 5 such 
pe shall be granted only in cases where no part of the merchandise shall 

»ave been landed prior to entry for immediate transportation as aforesaid. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill I think explainsitself. Its 
provisions are very simple. They are, to extend the provisions of the 
immediate transportation law to merchandise upon which duties are 
ypecific and which therefore requires no appraisement. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to the bill. - 

Mr. KELLEY. Unless some further information be desired in re- 
gard to itI will call the previous question. 

The es question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FEES OF INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from further consideration of the bill H. R. 8598, and that the bill be 
put upon its The bill relates to the fees of collectors who have 
been lately decided by the court to be entitled to certain commissions 
as well as to their salaries. It has the unanimous approval of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. We have provided for the current year 
in the appropriation bill just passed, and we propose by this bill to cor- 
rect the law permanently. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That section 8314 of the orien Sentaten ot te Eetiet Sites, 
as amended by section 5 of the act approved the Ist day of March, 1879, 

“An act to amend the laws relating to internal revenue,” and by section 16 
the ach ceptor ta eee eae 1880, entitled “An act to amend the la 
relating to internal revenue,” be still further amended by striking out all aft 
the number and substituting the following: 

SE neg mane Seen Cena to his 
account at the full ue of the tax on the number of gallons on the 
stamps and coupons contained in said books; and every collector shall make a 
monthly return to 


issioner each book of marginal stubs whenever 
and as soon as the stamps contained in the book when issued to him have been 
used. All stam eee 
shall be to collectors; and the books containing such stamps may 
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intrusted by -— collector to the gauger of the district, who shall make a da‘), 

to the collector of all such stamps used by him and for whom used; 4;,;; 

all the contained in any such book have been issued, the gai... 
of the district return the book to the collector, with all the marginal «:\,\,. 
therein: Provided, That all export stamps issued to collectors shall be chary. 
to them as representing the of 10 cents for each stamp, and they sha)! .. 
lect the amount due for such stamps at the rate of 10 cents for each stamp 1<5);.., 
in such manner and at such time as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 1. 

ibe; and the Commissioner may, in his discretion, make assessment t}¢r:. 
for.” 

Mr. MORRISON. This bill was drawn at the Treasury Depart men: 
and contains the provisions of the original section on the same sul)jec: 
omitting only so much of it as the court decided allowed commission; 
to the collectors in addition to their salaries. Unlesssome further ex 
planation be desired, or there be some objection, I move the previ: 
question. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. What is the effect of the bill upon the s:\- 
aries of the collectors? 

Mr. MORRISON. It leaves the salaries exactly as they are | 
the law; it simply cuts off the commissions. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
ing en , it was actordingly read the third time, and passe«| 
Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil! w:. 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on : 
table. + 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENTRY OF MERCHANDISE SAVED FROM WRECKS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from t! 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9653) to amend section ° 
of the Revised Statutes, and that the bill be now considered in t! 
House. It is a bill upon which the Committee on Ways and Mea 
are unanimous. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represeniatives of the United Si 
America in Congress assembled, That section 3058 of the vised Statutes | 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 3058. All merchandise ee into the United States shall, for the pur- 
pose of this title, be deemed and held to be the property of the en gH to wl 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bill of lading « 
signed to order and poonenty indorsed shall be deemed the consignee ther 
and in case of the abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriter: 
latter may be recognized as the consignee ; and, under such regulations a- | 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, merchandise saved from a ves. 
wrecked or abandoned at sea, or on or along the coasts of the United States,» 
promptly brought intoa port of the United States by or in possession of thes. 
vors of the same, can, for the purpose of its title, be regarded as the proper: 
of such salvors, and the valuation thereof and payment of duties thereo cx 
be made accordingly and with due reference to the condition of the said mn: 
chandise as thus saved and the necessities of the case: Provided, however, | 
such bringing in by salvors shall be in good faith and without intent to ev. 
the just paymentof duty: And provided further, That nothing herein conta 
shall be so construed as to prejudice in any other respect the rights of prope: 
orof or through abandonment or allowance of the owner, or any other pers 
interested in said merchandise.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
sent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Uni 
be discharged from the further consideration of this bill and that i: 
now be considered in the House. The Chair hears no objection, andi 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, this bill does notaffect the revenue iu 
any way. It permits salvors to enter abandoned goods, which, strain: 
to say in this age of the world, our laws do notnow permit. The case 
became emergent in consequence of the wreck of the Oregon. The «- 
vors have brought in many hundreds of cases of goods, There wer: 
claimants to ownership, and even the insurance companies, to wh | 
suppose all the goods were abandoned, are not permitted by statu: ' 
enter the The consequence has been that many of the ¢ 
have positively rotted, and at last, to avoid trouble, the collector !:- 
allowed the goods to be entered, but has insisted upon the paynic) 
duties in advance of the entry. Now, the value of the goods in 1 
cases is quite uncertain, and thus an unseemly controversy now ¢x-'s 
in the port of New York. 

This bill has been framed in concurrence with the Treasury [)«)0"' 
ment to meet the difficulties of that situation. In effect it allows) 
sons in possession of merchandise to make entry at the custom-!i0u: 
for the payment of duties, all rights of ownership being reser\«\' ' 
whomsoever may putin any claim. The bill simply enables th: » 
chandise to go through the custom-house, reserving all private ani! |: 
sonal rights. There is a letter from the Treasury Department 2)); 
ing the bill. That letter can be read if any gentleman desir 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ “ Vote!’’] 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be: - 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

Mr. HEWITT moved ‘to reconsider the vote by which the }:) 

a ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid: ' 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BONDS OF CIGAR MANUFACTURERS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit\« of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the furt!«' 
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of House bill No. 8966, and that it be now considered in 
This bill to reduce the amount of the bond re- 
to be given by manufacturers. That bond is now required 
of the same amount as it was when the tax was double the pres- 


a 


— reduction of taxes made some years ago. 

yi LEY. Before unanimous consent is given to this request 

want to say that in the debate in this House last Saturday on fixing 
order of business for to-day it was stated by the gentleman from 

inois [Mr. MoRRIsON] that the object of the adoption of the resolu- 

fixing this order of business was to reach a certain joint resolution 

House, No. 126. 

MemsBer. That will be reached. 

MORRISON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 

made the same statement. Now, the better part of this day has 
and it would seem we are not going to reach that joint resolu- 

atall. So far as I am concerned I desire to reach that resolution 

dispose of it. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 

t that Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 

the further consideration of a bill the title of which will 

and that the House now proceed to the consideration of the 


same. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill - R. to so farther amend section 3387 of the Revised Statutes, as 
as to uce the penal sum of the bonds of cigar manufacturers. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
from Illinois, and the bill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
in That section 3387 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, as amended by section 16of the act approved the lst day of March, 
1879, entitled “‘An actto amend the lawsrelating to internal revenue,’ be further 
amended by striking out all after the number and substituting the following: — 
Every person, before commencing, or, if he has already commenced, before 
continuing, the manufactnre of cigars, shall furnish, without previous demand 
for, to the collector of the district, a statement in duplicate, under oath, set- 
forth the place, and, if in a city, the street and number of the street, where 
man re is to be carried on, and when the same are to be manufact- 
for, or to be sold and delivered to,any other person, the name and resi- 
and business or occupation of the person for whom they are to be manu- 
orto whom they are to be delivered, and shall give a bond, in conform- 
the provisions of this title, in such penal sum as the collector may re- 
not less that $250, with an additional oF) for each a proposed to be 
by him in making cigars; and the sum of said bond may be increased 
to time and additional sureties required, at the discretion of the col- 
lector or under the instructions of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. But 
in no case shall the penal sum of said bond exceed $20,000. Said bond shall be 
conditioned that he shall not engage in any attempt, by himself or by collusion 
with others, to defraud the Government of any tax on his manufactures; that 
he shall render correctly all the returns, statements, and inventories prescribed ; 
that whenever he shall add to the number of cigar-makers employed by him he 
shall immediately give notice thereof to the collector of the district; that he 
shall stamp, in accordance with law,all cigars manufactured by him before he 
offers same or any part thereof for sale,and before he removes any part 
thereof from the place of manufacture; that he shall not knowingly seil, pur- 
chase, expose, or receive for sale any cigars which have not been stam as re- 
quired by law; and that he shall comply with all the requirements of law relat- 
ing to the manufacture of cigars. Every c ufacturer shall obtain from 
the collector of the district, who is hereby uired to issue the same, a certifi- 
cate setting forth the number of cigar-makers for which the bond has been given, 
and shall keep the same posted in a conspicuous place within the manufactory ; 
and every cigar-manufacturer who neglects or refuses to obtain such certificate, 
or to keep the same posted as hereinbefore provided, shall be fined $100; and 
<a who manufactures of any description without first giving 
as herein required shall be fined not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, 
and imprisoned not less than tliree months nor more than five years. Cigarettes 
and cheroots shali be held to be cigars under the meaning of this chapter.” 


Mr. McADOO. I would like to hear some explanation of this bill. 
Mr. HARRIS. The bill does not in any way affect the revenues of 
the Government. The law under which bonds are required from cigar- 
manufacturers has become oppressive from the fact that while the tax 
cigars has been reduced one-half, the amount required to be cov- 
ered by the bond is the same as before the reduction of the tax. The 
on Ways and Means are unanimous in the opinion that as 
the tax on cigars has been reduced, there ought to be a corresponding 
reduction in the penal sum of the bond required of cigar-manufacturers. 
if no farther explanation be desired, I move the previous question on 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Se question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passea. 

Mr. HARRIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


TAXATION OF SMALL DISTILLERIES. 


Mr. MORRISON. ~I have one, and only one, other request to make 
before calling up the measure which the gentleman from California 
[Mr. HENtEy] has expressed his desire to have considered. I ask 

consent that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
be discharged from the further consideration of House bill 
No. 8327, and that the bill be now considered in the House. It isa 
bill to the collection of the revenues in small distilleries. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8327) to reduce the number of internal-revenue officers, provide a 
better and more economical administration of the internal-revenue laws, and 


rate. This bill merely proposes to reduce the amount of the bond | for other purposes. 
to the 


Mr. DINGLEY. Before action is taken upon the request for unani- 
mous consent I ask that the whole bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 


} , 
| Be it enacted &c., That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes shall be amended 
1 


»y adding at the end of said section the following: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mash 5 
bushels of grain or less per day from the operations of the provisions of this title 
relating to the manufacture of spirits, exceptas to the paymentof the tax, which 
said tax shall be levied and collected on the capacity of said distilleries; and 
said distilleries shall be run and operated without storekeepers or *storekeepers 
and gaugers.’ And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of said Secretary, may exempt any distillery or all distilleries which mash over 
5 and not more than 25 bushels of grain per day from the operations of the pro- 
visions of this title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the pay- 
ment of the tax, which said tax shall be assessed and collected upon the ca- 
pacity of the distillery so exempted, as hereinbefore provided. And the said 
Commissioner, withthe approval of said Secretary, may establish special ware- 
houses, in which he may cause to be deposited the product of any number of 
said distilleries to be designated by him, and in which any distiller operating 
any such distillery may deposit his product, which when so deposited shall be 
subject to all the laws and regulations as to bonds, tax, removals, and otherwise 
as other warehouses. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ay 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and directed to 
make such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this section.”’ 

Sec, 2. That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
by striking out all after said number and substituting therefor the following 

‘The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury,may exempt distillers of brandy made exclusively from apples, 
peaches, grapes, or other fruits from any provision of this title relating to the 
manufacture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon, when in his judgment it 
may seem expedient to do so.” 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act relating to the produc- 
tion of fruit-brandy, and to punish frauds connected with the same,” approved 
March 3, 1877, be extended and made applicable to brandy distilled from apples 
or peaches, or from any other fruit the brandy distilled from which is not now 
required, or hereafter shall not be required, to be deposited in a distillery warc- 
house: Provided, That each of the warchouses established under said act, or 
which may hereafter be established, shall be in charge cither of a storekeeper 
or a storekeeper and gauger, at the discretion of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

Sec. 4. That section 3332 of the Revised Statutes, and the supplement thereto, 
shall be amended so that said section shall read as follows: 

** When a judgment of forfeiture, in any case of seizure, is recovered agaiust 
any distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits, because 
no bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the pro- 
duction of spirits, having a registered producing eapacity of less than 150 gal- 
lons a day, every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting-tulb 
therein shall be sold, as in case of other forfeited property, without being mu 
tilated or destroyed, And in case of seizure of a still, doubler, worm, worm- 
tub, fermenting-tub, mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind whatso- 
ever, for any offense involving forfeiture of the same, it shali be the duty of the 
seizing officer to remove the same from the place where seized to a place of safe 
storage; and said property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, but with- 
out being mutilated or destroyed.” 

Sec. 5. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iobjectto discharging the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of this 
bill and to its consideration in the House; and further I make the point 
it does not come within the order, as it is a revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects to the consid- 
eration of the bill in the House, and makes the point of order it is a 
bill raising revenue. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It takes certain distilleries of spirits from apples, 
peaches, and grapes out from under the general laws for the protection 
of the revenue. It makes serious changes in those laws. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to determine from the reading 
of the bill whether it affects the revenue or not, and for this reason: 
Under the law as it now stands spirits manufactured in these small dis- 
tilleries pay a tax of 90 centspergallon. The bill proposes they may 
hereafter pay 90 cents per gailon upon the capacity of the still without 
regard to the quantity made. Whether that would increase or decrease 
the revenue is a matter of argument. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was distinctly understood bills relating to the 
revenue should not be included in the order. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the resolution is the language of 
the rule of the House, bills raising revenue. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That language has the same meaning as 
revenue bills and it was understood distinctly that revenue bills should 
not be considered under this order. 

The SPEAKER. It has been decided if a bill decreases the revenue 
it comes within the meaning of the language of the Constitution, to 
raise revenue, and must have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Supposing a bill is introduced reducing 
the rate of the tax, and it were argued on the floor in consequence of 
that reduction there would be a greater amount manufactured and 
therefore the amount of tax paid would be precisely the same as before, 
would the Chair decide on that account that was not a bill raising rev- 
enue? 








6876 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 13, 





The SPEAKER. The Chair would look atthe face of the bill itself. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And the face of the bill shows itisa change 
of tax imposed on certain distillers from actual survey to capacity. Is 
not that a revenue bill? 

The SPEAKER. It changes the mode of collecting the 90 cents a 
gallon by providing instead of being paid on the actual product of the 
distiller it shall be paid on the surveyed capacity of the distillery. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. When a bill is introduced making a change, 
looking to the Chair to decide it is either a bill raising revenue or not, 
ought not the Chair to be able to decide the amount of tax will be pre- 
cisely the same? 

The SPEAKER. 
the face of the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. This is evidently a revenue bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to refer tothe Recorp, The question put 
to the gentleman from Illinois was precisely this: 


The Chair must decide the question if he can from 


Mr. McK inter. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. Morrison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKin_ey. My question is whether it is the purpose under this resolu- 
tion assigning a day to the Committee on Ways and Means to consider the bills 
relating to treaties? 

Mr. Morrison. It is not. The treaties all affect the revenue question. We 
do not propose to consider any of them or anything involving that question 
under this order if the House shall pass or approve it. 


Mr. MORRISON. And if this bill involves that question I do not 
insist on its being considered. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. It undoubtedly affects the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. No doubt it affects the revenue. 

Mr. ROWELL. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. CABELL. This bill only requires that distillers shall pay tax 
on the capacity of theirstills. The result will be to raise about the same 
revenue as is now being collected by the tax on the amount produced. 
Distillers will be assessed according to the number of gallons their stills 
are capable of producing; if they produce more than the assessment they 
pay for it under the general law. Under the present law they are re- 
quired to produce so many gallons from every bushel of grain distilled. 
This bill only changes the mode of collecting, by assessing and regulat- 
ing the capacity of the still and doing away with storekeepers, thus 
relieving the distiller of annoyance and the Government of expense. 

The SPEAKER. Under the present law the distillery is first sur- 
veyed to ascertain its capacity and then the manufacturer of spirits is 
required to produce 24 gallons of each bushel mashed. 

But suppose he actually produces more than the surveyed capacity 
of the distillery would indicate, he still must pay 90 cents a gallon on 
the overproduct. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The effect would be the same in that 
regard under the present system, and would not be changed if this be- 
comes a law. The product of the distillery over and above its regis- 
tered capacity must be paid under existing law, and if this becomes 
law that is not changed. But it affects the expenses of the system in 
this, by abolishing a large number of offices, and we —— to show 
if we can get an opportunity to explain the bill that by this means it 
will save in the neighborhood of $300,000 annually. I wish to say 
further, Mr. Speaker, to the House that this meets the approval of the 
people regardiess of party and of the officials there, both Republicans 
and Democrats. All favor it. ' 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But would it not increase the net revenue $300,- 
000, according to the gentleman’s own statement? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. No, sir; it would save that amount 
of expenditure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But that amount of money would be left in the 
Treasury instead of being paid out. 

Mr. CABELL. Well, there ought not to be any objection to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no objection to it; but it is simply in 
reference to the point of order that I make the suggestion. 

Mr. CABELL. This does not increase taxation at all. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is somewhat lengthy, and the Chair has 
not carefully examined all of its provisions, but will ask the gentleman 
who reported it, Does this bill provide, in case this class of distilleries 
actually produce more than their surveyed capacity indicates, that they 
shall pay 90 cents a gallon on the surplus, because that is undoubtedly 
the law now? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. This provides in that respect just 
what the present statute provides. They survey the distillery and 
estimate its capacity atso much. If it makes more than the estimated 
capacity the distiller must account for it. 

The SPEAKER. Is that provided in the bill? The Chair has not 
observed such a provision. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. That is expressly provided, sir; ac- 
cording to the capacity. 

TheSPEAKER. Thatis, thesurveyed capacity; but suppose it pro- 
duces more than the surveyed capacity ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. If it does, the distiller must account 
for it, and under the law, which is not affected by this bill, he 
would be compelled to account for it. 

Mr. BR INRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my considera- 
tion of this act is that it changes the mode by which the tax on the 





distilleries which come under the operation of the act shall be co}- 
lected; and frankly speaking, sir, it may makea change in the revenue. 
It may increase or decrease it. Under the present law these distillers 
must make a certain amount of spirits. If they make more than that 
amount they must pay the tax upon it. Under this law the capacity 
has to be surveyed and ascertained by some regulation established by 
the Department; and if that capacity is not reached or exceeded the 
distiller must pay up to it. If itis exceeded, if he makes over tlic 
surveyed capacity of the still, I do not see under this act how it is to 
be accounted for. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair can not @. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that does not necessarily, 
the Chair will perceive, change the revenue. It does not change the 
amount of tax per gallon, and it is to be presumed that the capacity of 
the stil], as surveyed by the Government officers, under the regulations 
established by those Government officers, will be equal to the running 
capacity of the still. One of the objects the committee had in view in 
reporting the bill was that the internal revenue, fairly practicable, 
would be obtained in this way, because they supposed that the capacity 
of the still would be fully set out by the survey and regulations. 

The SPEAKER. It is very evident that the principal object of the 
bill was merely to change the mode of assessing the tax—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ifthe Chair will permit me 
to interrupt a moment, that was not the principal object, but it was a 
subsidiary object. Our belief was, as tothe principal object of the bill, 
that the number of storekeepers employed in these small distilleries, 
and the consequent cost to the Government, could be reduced by mak- 
ing this change, and it was to get rid of an army of office-holders and 
remove the annoyance and irritation caused by the present system that 
this was reported. 

The SPEAKER. But one of the objects of the bill at least was to 
change the mode of assessing the tax. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 

The SPEAKER. That is to say that the capacity of the distillery 
was to be surveyed and that the expense of storekeepers and gaugers 
were to be dispensed with, and the distillery taxed according to its ca- 
pacity. But the difficulty in the mind of the Chair is whether or not 
the legal effect of the bill would not be to exempt from tax the surp!us 
product over and above the surveyed capacity of the distillery. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina.- I submitthat under the general law, 
which, as I havestated, is not changed, the distillery would be compel] ed 
to pay the tax on the surplus produced by thedistillery. Every gallon, 
every particle of spirits produced at the distillery is subject to a tax of 
90 cents a gallon. This bill does not affect that at all, because its pro- 
visions go on to say it may be assessed according to the capacity. 

Mr. WILLIS. But how is that to be ascertained when you have 
abolished the gangers? This bill does away with the gaugers and 
storekeepers. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. That name of ganger is a mere tech- 
nical one. It does not abolish the gauger as an office, but it changes 
the system to the extent of requiring these surveys to be made. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Let me inquire, does not this provide ex- 
pressly the tax shall be collected on the capacity ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has 
asked unanimous consent that this bill shall be considered in the 
House. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] objected. What 
has become of that objection? 

The SPEAKER. Another question of order has been raised whet!ier 
the bill could be considered at all under theorder assigning this day to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. It must be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, if considered at 
all, if the point is made; but some gentleman made the pdint that the 
Chair under the order for to-day could not entertain the motion mace 
by the gentleman from Illinois to take this bill up. 

Mr. COWLES. If the House will permit me, I think I can make 
this clear in one moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires toknow what the present law 
is, and how it is changed in the bill ? 

Mr. COWLES. I can explain the difference in the two systems. 
By an amendment to the revenue law made some years ago there 
was a di made in the system of collecting taxes on fruit bran‘y 
and that on whisky made from grain. That amendment provided 
there should be what are known as brandy-gaugers, who itinerate in 
the performance of their duties, going from distillery to distillery gauy- 
ing the amount made between their visits. They are different {rom 
storekeepers, who remain at the distillery. Yet these officers at tlc 
whisky distilleries are styled in the general law storekeepers a0‘ 

This amendment, as I am informed, is intended to provide # 
system for operating small wh distilieries, mashing 5 bushels 0" 
less of grain per day, similar to that now in force for brandy dist! 
leries, and if it does that no one — have any —— to it. . 

A provision is put in this bill doing away with storekeepers 4" 
qinants ah Gutliiacias of & luis eagenity than 5 beshela 0 day. It does 
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| 
not do away with the office of gauger. An officer goes to the distillery, | 
guages the capacity of the still, and assesses the amount which the dis- 
tiller hasto pay. A gauger pays his regular visits to the distillery, and 
a deputy collector also, and the brandy made ¢an not be lawfully put 
anywhere except in the brandy warehouse, and if so it is liable to 
seizure, 

Mr. STEELE. What office does this bill dispense with? 

Mr. COWLES. With the office of storekeeper at the distillery. 

Mr. STEELE. Does it not give a better chance to the moonshiner’ 

Mr. COWLES. It does not give the moonshiner a better chance than 
now, and it removes great sources of fraud in the execution of the reve- 
nue law, as has been already explained. More clear money will be de- 
rived to the Government, and the citizen will have more freedom in 
the execution of his business and no greater inducements or chances to 

rpetrate frauds. : 

The SPTAKER. The Chair will state that the only question now 
before the House is the question on the point of order. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to call the attention of the 
House to a clause in the bill which expressly provides a tax shall be 
paid: . 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of said Secretary, 
may exempt any distillery or all distilleries which mash over 5 and not more 
than 25 bushels of grain per day from the operations of the provisions of this 
title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the payment of the tax, 
which said tax shall be assessed and collected upon the capacity of the distillery 
s0 exempted, as hereinbefore provided. 

And at the end of the section there is this provision: 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and directed to make such rules and regu- 
lations as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this section. 


Under the general law the tax is assessed. There is a special pro- 
vision that these distilleries shall be exempt as to these storekeepers 
except as to the payment of the tax. The tax is assessed on the dis- 
tillery as now. If the distiller makes half a gallon over he is bound to 
return it and the tax is assessed. And the Revenue Department has 
power to provide rules and regulations for carrying out the general law. 
The provision, therefore, is made that they shall not be exempt from 
the tax, and fall er is given to the Revenue Department to make 
rules and regulations to carry that out. I submit this bill is substan- 
tially in the language of the original statute, but changes the mode of 
collecting the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The power of the Secretary of the Treasury is sim- 
ply to make rules and regulations to secure the collection of tax assessed 
on the capacity of the distillery. The Chair thinks this is a bill raising 
revenue, and if itis, it has its privilege under another rule of the House. 
The House can go into Committee of the Whole at any time to con- 
sider it. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I hope the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. DINGLEY] will withdraw his objection. This is a special relief 
we have asked for our section of the country. 

Mr. CABELL. If there is an insuperable objection in the minds of 
gentlemen of the House to the of this bill with these clauses 
init, I ask that the remainder of the bill be considered with these clauses 
stricken out. Certainly the remainder of the bill will not be objected to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that this bill is privileged 
under the rules of the House, but it does not come up under the order 
for to-day. 


THE SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the joint 
resolution in relation to surplus. 

: The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the joint reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


a ee (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treas- 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the cbair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the joint resolution which will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Eesolved by the Senate and House of esentatives of the United States of America 
in assembled , whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, in- 
eluding amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the 
sum of $100,000,000, it shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of 
the to apply such excess, in sums not less than ten millions per month, 


Treasury 
during the existence of oy such surplus or excess, to the —— of the inter- 
est-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Gov- 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrt- 


BON] me to have an amendment read at this time so that it may 
be the House? 


oan MORRISON. It may be read now, to be offered at the proper 
e. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the resolution the following: : 
Provided, That said sum of} $100,000,000 herein excepted and reserved, which 
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amount was purchased by the sale of bonds to the extent of ninety-five anda 
half millions, and the balance by reservation from the revenue under authority 
of the act of January 14,1875, entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,’ shall be maintained, as provided by said act, and set apart for 
the purpose of redeeming the legal-tender notes of the United States when pre- 
sented for payment, and said fund shall not be used for any other purpose.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I also desire to offeran amendment, 
which I send to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting the following 

“Provided, Nothing‘ hereinbefore contained shall authorize the reduction of, 
or the payment of any part of the one hundred million reserve set apart for the 
payment of United States notes upon the interest-bearing 
United States.” 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
ment, which I ask to have read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following: 


indebtedness of the 


“Provided, The words ‘surplus’ and ‘balance’ in this resolution shall be con- 


strued to mean all money in the Treasury against which there is no actual 
demand liability of the Government other than greenbacks for redemption, 
Also, in line 5, strike out the words ‘one hundred’ and insert the word ‘tifty.’” 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
desire to have read. 
‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That after the passage of this act whenever and as fastas the cireu- 
lating notes of national banks are redeemed or canceled as provided by the act 
of June 3, 1864, and amendments thereto, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause to be issued in place of such bank notes redeemed, dollar fordollar, United 
States notes in denominations as nearly as may be of the bank notes redeemed, 
and all laws applicable to United States notes now in circulation are hereby 
made applicable to the notes issued under this act. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, these amendments are read for 
information only, and are not considered as now pending. In view of 
the press for time I shall content myself, for the present at least, with 
making avery brief statement of the purpose of this joint resolution. 

The money of the country, coin and paper, or, to be more specific, gold, 
silver, United States notes, and national-bank notes, amount to $1,556,- 
000,000, or more exactly, $1,556,914,798. Of this sum $525,664,054, 
or more than one-third of all the money of the country, was in the United 
States Treasury when this joint resolution was introduced here. Since 
then the amount and balance in the Treasury has been a little reduced 
by monthly payments on the public debt. Much more than half the 
money in the Treasury, in fact most of it, is there for specific or sp cial 
purposes designated by law. The sum of $182,000,000, and more, is 
there to redeem outstanding gold, silver, and United States note certifi- 
cates; as much as seventy millions to redeem national-bank notes, the 
greater part banks in liquidation, broken, or surrendering circulation; 
twenty-two millions to pay interest due, interest accrued not due, and 
small amounts of debt due, and twenty-nine and a half millions for dis- 
bursing officers, balances, Treasurer’s transfer checks, and other like 
purposes, being so much movable cash or working balance for the cur- 
rent transactions of the Government. Deducting all these sums for 
specific uses, running or current liabilities, and there remains in the 
Treasury a very little more than $200,000,000 held there for current 
uses, including that held to redeem Treasury or legal-tender notes. 
These legal-tender notes are by law money to be paid out as other 
money, whether they come into the Treasury as debt redeemed due 
from or as money taken in payment of a debt due to the Government. 

The amount of money held or to be held as reserve for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes, should they be presented for redemption, 
is not fixed by law; it isor may be called a discretionary reserve; and 
as the law has not fixed the amount of this reserve or redemption fund 
the amount of the surplus can not be exactly stated. The amount of 
reserve which may be legally and rightly held to redeem these notes is 
the sum necessary for the purpose—necessary in the light of experience 
in financial transactions, and more especially in the light of the Treas- 
ury experience in the matter of redeeming treasury notes. The sur- 
plus is the amount in the Treasury after deducting this reserve and the 
several amounts set apart by law for specific purposes and classed as 
liabilities. It wasthe practice under former Secretaries to estimate the 
redemption fund or reserve at $100,000,000, and the present Secretary 
sets aside that specific sum as one of the continuing liabilities of his 
Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And it is in gold coin, I believe. 

Mr. MORRISON. Icallall money money. Of course there is al- 
ways more than $100,000,0000f gold coinin the Treasury. The amount 
there now is $156,793,748 net, in all $232,838,123. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the $100,000,000 set aside by the 
present Secretary of the Treasury is in gold, I believe. 

Mr. MORRISON. I donot know that it is separated from other 
funds except for convenience. 

A MemBeER. It is not. 

Mr. MORRISON. But counting the reserve at $100,000,000, there 
is still what may be called a surplus of $100,000,000. Of this, $29,- 
000,000 and more of fractional silver coin is not available, that is, it 
would not be money for any purpose beyond payments of $10, which, 
I believe, is the limit of its legal-tender quality. 

A MEMBER. Twenty dollars. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Of what is that $28,000,000 made up? 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that 
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Mr. MORRISON. Of fractional coin—half-dollars, quarter-dollars, 
and minor coin. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And copper coin. 

Mr. MORRISON. There was in January Jastand stillis asurplus in 
the Treasury of $100,000,000, but because of this fractional coin being 
unavailable as money,this joint resolution would only take $70,000,000 
out of the Treasury, for after the payment of seven calls or $70,000,000 
there could not be another call and another payment until the $5,000, - 
000 to $8,000,000 had again reached $10,000,000 in excess of the $100, - 
000,000. 

Beginning with last February, monthly calls and payments of $10,- 
000,000 each were made of that part of the interest-bearing public debt 
which is payable whenever we are ready and willing to pay it. The 
purpose of this resolution is to continue those monthly calls and pay- 
ments as often as there is more than $110,000,000 in the Treasury, after 
deducting all the balances and all the liabilities as before stated, and 
also the unavailable fractional silver coin. 

I do not myself consider so large an amount necessary, but in defer- 
ence to the opinion of others and out of abundant caution it may be 
and I believe it is prudent for the present to leave to the discretion of 
the Treasury Department any payments which would permanently re- 
duce the reserve below $100,000,000. 

The application of one hundred millions which now lie unused and 
unproductive to that part of our debt which is payable whenever we 
are able and willing to pay it would put that much more money to its 
legitimate uses. It would tend to make money cheaper, increase the 
means of exchange, and help in the transaction of basiness. 

A hundred millions of money is the capital which employs a hundred 
thousand men in productive industries; together they make $2,000,- 
000,000 worth of products, and add $70,000,000 to the annual wealth 
of the country. It would save us from $3,000,000 of annual interest 
and annual taxes which we are now paying. More than that, it will 
take nway something of the temptation which leads us here in Congress 
to vote large appropriations and make improvident expenditures in 
which we pretend to justify ourselves because there is too much money 
in the Treasury. 

The minority of the Committee on Ways and Means this reso- 
lution on the ground that it will shake public confidence in the Treasury 
of the United States and in its ability to meet its engagements. Most 
of the minority say that there ought to be $100,000,000—nothing less— 
specially set apart for the purpose of redeeming Treasury notes, if any 
were ever presented to be redeemed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Willi not the gentleman allowme tosug- 
gest that ‘‘the minority’’ has some very excellent company in that po- 
sition ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Iwillstateitall. Thegentleman from New York 
{Mr. Hewirr], who makes that ‘‘excellent company,’ thinks that 
$100,000,000, besides the thirty or more million dollars of working 
balance, is not reserve enough. I believe I correctly state the position 
of the gentleman. He thinks that the working balance or movable 
cash in the Treasury, together with the reserve, ought to be as much as 
$168,000,000. That, I believe, is the amount named in hisreport. The 
other gentlemen, if I understand them, think that $130,000,000 would 
answer for both reserve and current transactions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was speaking of ‘‘the gentleman from 
New York’? at the other end of the Avenue. 

Mr. MORRISON. All the “‘gentlemen from New York”? are to be 
classed together on the money question. [Laughter.] That is prob- 
ably no fault of theirs. There is a possibility that, having more money 
than the rest of us, or some of us, they understand the money question 
better. When I come to think so or am certain of that fact I will vote 
with them. 

But, Mr. it is as I believe not true. Why should it be 
true, that to reduce the money in the to $100,000,000 would 
destroy or impair public confidence in the ability of the Government 
























to meet its obligations? In the seven years which this theo- 
retical redemption of legal-tenders has been on, the average of 
the money kept in the Treasury has been about 000; and so 


faras { know, nodollar of the United States notes for which $100,000,000 
has heen reserved was ever redeemed. It may be that there have been 
nominal redemptions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois will allow mete state 
that the redemptions during the first year after the redemption act 
went inte effect amounted to $12,000. 

Mr. MORRISON. As to the $30,000,000 balance which the minority 
think ought to be in the Treasury in addition to the $100,000,000, the 
accounts are so kept that the Treasury and reserve will always be pro- 
tected. The $30,000,000 to the credit of the Post-Office 
and the other disbursing officers, or about $29,500,000, is a sufficient 
working balance. Gentlemen willseethatit has been kept upto thisav- 


When this movable cash falls a little below it you will see the defi- 
ciency added or made up next month as one of the liabilities of the 
Treasury. The accounts are so kept that the Treasury will never be 
surpiised. The officials estimate among the liabilities, and 
very properly, not only what we owe now, but at the end of each month 
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the balance or Surplus in the Treasury, the interest hay in, 


already set aside and classed as oneof the liabilities. In this \ 
Treasury protects itself and always has a sufficient working bala: 


Now, I desire that there should be no misunderstanding, and ] 


not wish to be misunderstood. 


I concede that it might be for a very short time the $100,(\( 


could possibly be trenched upon. Suppose to-day a call was : 
when the amount in the Treasury was $110,000,000, which re 

to $100,000,000, and to-morrow the million or more of daily 1 
should not be quite suflicient to meet to-morrow’s obligations, ; 
Treasury might temporarily trench upon the $100,000,000. Bur ; 
way the accounts are kept, with the vast amount to the credit 0: 
bursing officers, it could not be more than temporary, and to « s 
amount, because no call could again be made until the Treasury \ 
so replenished again to $110,000,000. 


JULY | 


they count as a liability the interest which has accrued during ;};,,; 
month and is to be paid at the end may be of six months. {» ; 
when the interest is paid you do not have to reduce in any way {| 


And why shall this not be deemed sufficient ? How much reser), 


redemption fund do the national banks keep to redeem their curr 
The gentleman from New York will say the banks will redeem ::! 
own currency. But we have guaranteed that redemption. And w).: 
is put up as a guarantee to enable us to meet that cash obligati 
Ten and a half million of dollars are in the Treasury to ena\)|c ¢), 
Secretary to make that guarantee and redeem the national-bank 0: 
if the national banksthemselves fail. Yet we must have $100,((\) 
not a cent less for a single day, to guarantee the redemption of 1101. 
which are never redeemed. We stamp the national banks wit): 
guarantee and promise to redeem and do redeem,f they do no! 
their cireulation, and for this they keep in the Treasury 5 per cen: 

Mr. BURLEIGH. The national banks keep Government bonis | 
redeem their circulation, and those Government bonds have a mur! 
able value all the world over. 

Mr. MORRISON. That istrne. To redeem legal-tendar noi: 
the emergency should occur, the Treasury can issue 5, 4}, or 4 per « 


bonds to redeem legal-tenders. These, too, would be marketab/c. 


No one wants the Secretary to do this. Noone expects him t 


it. No one expects him to be required to do it in this great cou: 
of ours with its vast resources and excessive incomes. 
Not only this, but we stamp our indorsement of credit on the na‘ i: 


banks, and because of the credit indorsement we give them the) 


to keep but 10 per cent. to redeem the deposits. My colleague | 


PLuMB], himself a banker, nods assent. I know gentlemen from \ 
York say they keep 25 per cent. We repealed that requirement |) 
in 1874 and agreed national banks should keep nothing for circu)! 
except the 5 per cent. in the Treasury. We also provided banks ~): 

keep 10 per cent. for paying deposits, and 5 per cent in the Treas: 
to redeem circulation to be counted in as part of the reserve of 15). 
eent. of deposits, which practically reduced the reserve for depo-it- 

10 per cent. 


Mr. HEWITT. Does that apply to the banks of New York ’ 
Mr. MORRISON. I think so. 

Mr. HEWITT. I think not. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ithinkso. Butifthe gentleman is aware 0: 


Mr. HEWITT. You are mistaken about it. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman says I am,mistaken alo. 
It is possible. I have been mistaken many times. The gen itl 
knows more about New York and New York banking than | | 
have given some attention, however, to the subject, and stil! it 1 
the law is different in the large cities. 


ceive deposits. We authorize them to receive deposits, requiring t! 


— of law on the subject I should like to hear it. They may \ 
ew York keep more than in country or interior banks as a matter 0! 
prudence, but they do not do it as a matter of Jaw I think. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, with one hundred million in the Treasury, \\! 


I have shown can never be trenched upon but temporarily, and then ' 
very trifling or limited extent, with receipts ofa million a day and neu 
always in excess of the daily expenditures, with unlimited pow! 

mergency should arise, what is there in this pr) 
osition which should shake the confidence of anybody in the (: 


issue bonds if any e 
ment. Gentlemen who object to the possibility of encroaching : 


hundred million legal-tender reserve believe the national-bank :)\' 


tee amply sufficient with 5 per cent. as a redemption fund for «i! 


tion and 10 —— for deposits. We want nearly twenty tii» 


much for the 


As for the banks whenever anything is to be done or is proposed 


fecting the the newspapers tell us—I do not know w)i' 


tion, or that we are ignorant of the effect of what we are atte) 
This is the way we are usually answered—the only answer \" 
Since I offered this resolution $44,000,000 of bonds have been c:! 


and the net gold balance in the Treasury is $20,000,000 more than 


this joint resolution was introduced. 


If, then, the payment of $44,000,000 has been made while the : net 


gold balance has been increasing there need be no apprehension !: 


finances, 
gentleman from New York and the minority of the committee \ 
us—that we are trying to reach a silver basis; that that is our)” 


rea hed 
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continued monthly payments aggregating $90,000,000 additional in the 
next seven months. I apprehend nothing but good from it—good both 
to the Treasury and to the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all I care to say now, but lest I may want 
to occupy further time I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois if this 
resolution confers any authority upon the Secretary of the Treasury he 
does not now possess if he chooses to exercise it? 

Mr. MORRISON. None. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his seat I 
wish to direct his attention to page 660f the report of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, and he will find that the banks in New York and 
certain other reserve cities must have 25 per cent. reserved, while the 
country banks are required to have but 15 per cent by law. 

Mr. MORRISON. But the 5 percent. in the Treasury must be taken 
into consideration—— 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, sir; but the banks in New York and other 
reserve cities must have 25 per cent. by the law, as the gentleman 
will see by looking at this table appended here. 

Mr. MORRISON. I would rather see the law; but supposing the 
gentleman from New York to be correct, as he probably is, all banks 
put up but 5 per cent. of the circulation; city banks 20 per cent. and 
country banks 10 per cent. additional on deposits. 


Mr. HEWITT. The gentleman will find it quoted here. [Indi- 


ng. | 
Mr. BLAND. But that 25 per cent. is on the deposits, not on the 


circulation. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes. 

Mr. MORRISON. Then we are talking of two very different things. 
It is legal-tender cireulation which the reserve is to redeem. Still I 
have spoken of both circulation and deposits. 

Mr. DINGLEY. May I ask the gentieman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Illinois how 
much would be paid out under that resolution under the statement of 
the condition of the Treasury as shown on the 30th day of June, 1886— 
what is the balance that would be paid ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Under this resolution, if the condition of the 
Treasury remains the same, it would pay out $10,000,000 for seven suc- 
cessive months, and then if the Treasury balance was not increased there 
would not be another ten millions paid next month, nor until the sur- 
plus reached ten millions above the one hundred millions fixed by the 
joint resolution as the amount to be kept in the Treasury. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Let me ask the gentleman if he includes also in 
this computation the twenty-eight millions of fractional silver coin ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I take the exhibit in the statement prepared by 
the United States Treasurer, who evidently knows how to keep books, 
state accounts, and balances, and from this statement $29,000,000 are 
in the Treasury not available and which can not be used. Of course 
nobody thinks of using that for the redemption of bonds. If the Gov- 
ernment can find a way to utilize this money for current expenses, a like 
sum of money might be utilized in the redemption of bonds. In that 
or some other way this money might be made to swell the surplus, but 
I do not know that anything of the kind is practicable. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But the gentleman’s resolution refers to the bal- 
ance or surplus in the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Andamong these balances is included the twenty- 
eight millions of subsidiary silver coin. Now do you include that? 

Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; we are informed by the Treasury state- 
ment that it is not available, and I do not countit as surples and it will 
not be until it can be utilized. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The Treasurer makes a total footing of 
$104,000,000, including the minor coin. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
has any to excluding the twenty-eight millions. 

Mr. - None whatever. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Because this amount, as the gentleman will see 
here, as tabulated—— 

Mr. MORRISON. But the gentleman is theorizing. If it can not 
be used under the resolution nor at all except to pay a ten-dollar debt. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand from the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois that the surplus in the Treasury applicable, and which is 
proposed. to be paid under this resolution, would be between seventy 
and million of dollars? 

Mr. MO IN. Yes, sir; seventy-eight to-day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I notice by a report of the Treasurer for the 
30th day of June, 1886, as compared with the Treasurer’s report upon 
the 4th of March, 1885, that the available surplus increased during 
that period sixty-six millions of dollars; and yet there are only seventy- 
five millions to be paid out. Now, my question is, what has become 
of the four hundred millions of idle money or surplus which it was 
existed before the 4th of March, 1855, when with an addition 
millions more only about seventy millions are now avail- 


MORRISON. 


Hi 


The gentleman is hardly sincere in that long 





question. He is wandering in the domain of politics. I am not run- 
ning a campaign at this time, nor helping him in that direction. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It was only a campaign story. I will ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly, and I am not now doing campaign work. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I know you are not; but you might have to 
correct a brother who made the statement. 

Mr. MORRISON. lam notcontradicting nor giving attention to the 
statement made by the gentleman in his question it may be a very 
proper question to ask the gentlemen who said there was a surplus of 
$400, 000,000. 

Mr. COBB. It was Mr. Calkins, who, while candidate for the gov- 
ernorship of Indiana, made that speech, as my friend from Indiana { Mr 
BROWNE] knows very well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will first call the attention of the 
Committee tothe marked and remarkable manner in which this propo- 
sition, ‘‘ that whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, includ- 
ing the amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall ex- 
ceed the sum of $100,000,000, it shall be, and it is hereby made, the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to apply such excess, in sums 
not less than $10,000,000 per month, during the existence of any such 
surplus or excess, to the payment of the interest-bearing indebtedness 
of the United States payable at the option of the Government,’’ has 
come here for consideration. 

It was reported to the House by the Democratic majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Consideration has been obtained for it by the action of the Demo 
cratic Speaker of the House, the Democratic chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Waysand Means, and the Democratic chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, they three acting together to that end, as a 
majority of the Committee on Rules; and they have brought it here 
against the emphatic protest of the present Democratic administration. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter of February 15, says in 
regard to it: 

After nearly twelve months’ experience in the conduct of this Department 
and forecasting as well asi am abie the future requirements of the Treasury, «3 
now defined by existing law and as they may be affected by legislation yet to 
come, and considering the course of future receipts, which are liable to be in- 
fluenced by many causes, such as the fluctuation of imports, the prolonged <dec- 
pression of trade, andthe marketing of more or less of ouragricultural products 
abroad, I can not now foresee a state of things which will make it prudent 

So then, we have the proposition before us, supported by the threo 
leaders of the majority and as vigorously opposed by the administration 
that they were elected to be in sympathy with and support; and tliis 
is not a disagreement over a matterof mere detail in administration; 
the difference is as wide as that between the two great political partics 
of the country, and it is an attempt on the part of the leaders in tlie 
House to force the payment of the national debts and obligations in sil- 
ver, to force the Government in its financial transactions to a silver basis 
of payment, and which the administration earnestly and determinedly 
resists. There is not nor can there be a compromise between the op- 
posing forces upon this great financial question. 

I know that one of the arguments used for the proposition is that by 
this action there will be a saving in interest to the Government. But 
the complete answer to that is that the interest upon the sum of money 
the resolution would apply upon the public debt is upwards of $2,- 
225,000 less than the non-interest-bearing indebtedness of the Govern- 
ment, to the payment of which the reserves in the Treasury are 
pledged. 

The legal-tender notes amount to $346,681,000. Bythe law of March 
18, 1869, ‘‘ the faith of the United States was solemnly pledged to the 
payment in coin or its equivalent of all of the obligations of the United 
States, not bearing interest, known as United States notes.’’ Again, 
July 12, 1882, Congress ‘* provided that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall suspend the issue of gold certificates whenever the gold coin and 
gold bullics in the Treasury reserved for the redemption of United 
States notes ‘alls below $100,000,000.°’ 

Under these provisions of the law the Secretaries of the Treasury have 
accumulated and held, and the present Secretary approves the policy, 
$100,000,000 in gold for the payment of those notes. So strongly does 
Mr. Manning approve of the amount of this reserve that in his letter 
of February 15 in regard to the pending resolution, in speaking of this 
reserve, he says: 

This is in no sense a surplus, but is set apart and appropriated as a minimum 
security and reserve for the redemption and payment of $346 581,000.16 of United 


States notes which have been issued, and this reserve amounting to $100,000,(00 
should of course be held above all possibility of encroachment. 


But, notwithstanding hisemphatic protest, a joint resol ution is pressed 
here to direct the payment, in part at least, of that reserve upon other 
indebtedness than that for the payment of which by Jaw it is pledged. 

The present balance of the Treasury, exclusive of fractional coin and 
exclusive of the $100,000,000 reserve pledged for the payment of United 
States notes, is $75,000,000. This surplus is wholly made up of silver 
coin. The gold and legal tenders now in the Treasury in excess of that 
$100,000,000 is, say, $56,000,000 in gold and $20,000,000 in legal-tend- 
ers. Of thissum $70,000,060 is, or should be, held as a trust fund 
for the redemption of the national-bank notes—sixty millions of it is 
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pledged for the payment of the notes of banks that “ have failed,”’ 
** have suspended,’’ and are ‘* reducing circulation,’’ and whose circu- 
lation is in the hands of the people—as the law for the redemption of 
these notes provides that the sum deposited by the banks shall be paid 
in legal-tender notes or their equivalent; and at the expense of repeat- 
ing, I say bear in mind this is not for the security of the banks, but of 
the bill-holders, of the people. This leaves only the sum of $6,000,000, 
which is not sufficient to pay the Alabama claims, which will be paid 
within the next month. 

It is proposed by the terms of this resolution that the sum now in 
the Treasury in excess of $100,000,000, including the $100,000, 000 held 
for the redemption of United States notes, shall be paid for the redemp- 
tion of the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable 
at the option of the Government, and amounting, say, to $135,000,000, 
in sums of not less than $10,000,000 per month. 

This is a declaration that United States bonds shall be paid in silver 
dollars. The country and the world, debtors and creditors, will so un- 
derstand it. 

It is practicably impossible to execute the joint resolution without. 

Keeping good the reserves, the money which is put up as security to 
pay the notes of banks which have failed or suspended and for the se- 
curity of national-bank circulation, money which does not belong to 
the Government—keeping good the reserve to pay the Treasury notes 
now outstanding which are in the pockets of the people, you will be 
compelled to pay these bonds in silver if the resolution proposed be- 
comes law. 

Mr. BLAND. Are they not made by law payable in coin, silver as 
well as gold? . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will come to that presently. But it will be prac- 
tically impossible to execute this joint resolution without using the 
silver dollars, probably all of them, for all the surplus we have is in 
silver, and the Treasury Department and the administration so under- 
stand it. It is impossible to conceive any other purpose on the part of 
the supporters of this joint resolution; and, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
hesitate to say it will be repudiation. 

I shall not enter into a technical discussion of the question whether, 
under law, we have not the legal right to do it. Inmy judgment itis 
in violation of the fair construction and the understood meaning of our 
statutes construed in the light of contemporaneous facts authorizing the 
creation of the debts, providing for their payment, and strengthening 
the public credit. Our bonds were negotiated upon the written assur- 
ances of the representatives of the Government that they should be paid 
in gold, and the correspondence of the Secretary of the Treasury is filled 
with pledges to the holders of bonds that they should not be paid in 
‘coin of less value than gold of the standard value.’’ 

In reply to a letter of Mr. BELMONT, Mr. SHERMAN said: 

As to whether Congress or the people would ever undertake to pay the prin- 
ci or interest of the bonded debt, and especially the bonds since 1873, in silver, 
I have a firm conviction that the question will never be seriously raised. These 
bonds will be paid, principal and interest, in gold coin, and the United States are 
and always have been extremely sensitive as to the public credit. They never 
have, for the sake of an apparent profit, yielded to any question involving the 
publie honor. 

Was not that a pledge? And it was upon the strength of this letter, 
and others to which I shall refer, that the 4 percents were negotiated. 

Again he wrote: 

The Government exacts in exchange for those bonds payment at their face 
in such gold coin. 

And it is not to be anticipated that any future legislation of Congress or any 
action of any Department of the Government would sanction or tolerate the re- 
demption of these bonds by the people or the payment of the interest thereon 
in coin of less value than the coin authorized by law atthe time of the issue of 
these bonds, being the coin exacted by the Government in exchange for the 
same, 

Mr. BRUMM. Surely the gentleman from New York does not mean 
to say that greenbacks were not received for the ponds that were issued. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say this: that at the time when those bonds were 
issued the only coin known in the commerce of this country was gold. 
Values were measured by it and weexacted gold for the bonds and our 
agents pledged the Government to pay gold in return. 

Mr. BRUMM. The question is whether the Government did not re- 
ceive greenbacks for the bonds and whether greenbacks were notatall 
times receivable for those bonds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is going into a question which I do not care 
to discuss at this time, and is not involved in the question under con- 
sideration. If you are correct, it only proves the Government under- 
stood its notes were payable in gold, and therefore received them as gold. 

‘*Gold was paid for the bonds, and the creditors understood they 
were to be repaid in gold.’’ The President and his Cabinet concurred 
in the views of the Secretary I have stated. So wrote Mr. Sherman to 
Mr. Belmont. 

Again, the Secretary wrote, in regard to the gold and silver ques- 
tion referred to by Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co.: ‘* You have, nodoubt, 
already received the authoritative instruction of the President and the 
Cabinet upon that subject, and it seems to be universally acquiesced in 
throughout the United States.’’ 

These declarations were previous to the extension of the 5 and 6 per 
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were teeming with the discussion of this great question. New bonds 
could not have been negotiated or old bonds extended except for tliese 
assurances on the part of the administration as to the coin in which 
they would be paid. 


cent. bonds at 3} and 3 per cent. The extensions were made when 






























































JULY 13, 


there was the limited coinage of silver and a limited supply, and at 
the option of the holders of the bonds they were payable. Gold on)y 
could be paid thereon then, and all trusted the extended bonds won|; 
be paid in the best money and coin of the world, and therefore so ]o,, 
a rate of interest was obtained. Since then every administration });; 
maintained that principal and interest should be paid in gold—most j; 
portant, yes, conclusive evidence of the understanding. That was t}), 
assumption in the markets of the world, and upon it foreign capital is:, 
accepted the extensions. The Government, except by a new issue «; 
bonds, could only have provided payment; and the present admini 
tration, I doubt not, regards a breach of that understanding as a (\‘s- 
grace to it and the country. I can conceive of none surpassing it ex- 
cept the destruction of our nationality, and if in one administratioy 
those plotting treason nearly effected the ruin of the country and t); 
dissolution of the Union, in disgrace and infamy it will be approached 
by Mr. Cleveland’s if he suffers the war debt to be paid in otber than 
the coin expected to be paid both by creditors and the people when i 
was created and subsequently extended. 


This thing was not done inacorner. The newspapers of the time 


Yes, upon the assurance of the Govern ment that the bonds should he 


paid principal and interest in gold our bonds were placed upon the mar- 
ket at a low rate of interest. No one will undertake to say that they 
could have been disposed of at such advantageous rates except for th: 
assurances given. Hardly any one will undertake to say, if it had been 
understood that they were payable in silver, that the increased ratcs 
would not have equaled all that would now be saved by paying them 
in silver. With the increase of silver the Government has faith{u!|; 
undertaken to maintain an equality in value between the two coins, 
and the suggestion has never been made that if such equality is main- 
tained it wil! not be for theadvantage of the Government and the peojle. 


The report of the Committee on Ways and Means which accompa- 


nies the joint resolution and the argument in its favor by the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee fail to point out or even suggest a 
good result which will follow the disturbing of that equality whic! 
will surely come from our forcing our creditors to take silver. 


It has been the policy of this Government to say to its creditors, 
‘*Gold and silver here are of equal value; take your choice; we, the 


United States, will pay our debts in the best money of any realm upou 

the round earth.’”? And now it is proposed to force a cheapened coin 
upon unwilling creditors. I say, sir, the resolution is unpatriotic, is . 
an act of repudiation, prompted and 
the single desire to repudiate, without any benefit to follow eitlier to 
the Government or to the people. 


, a8 it seems to me, from 


Before this discussion is over and this question decided I trust we 


shall hear from gentlemen on the other side why they do this thing 
against the strenuous opposition of the administration they have elected 


and inaugurated, why they are pursuing this line of departure, why 
this great division in their party. 

Mr. MORRISON. Is that any of your business? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ah! is that the only answer that is to be voucl- 
safed here by the leader of the other side? Is that the only answer 
which the Democratic leader advertises to the country—that why they 
have departed from the administrationis none of our business? Why, 
sir, that is very nearly quoting an expression which was used most in:a- 
mously once in the city of New York. 

But let us look a moment into some of the immediate effects of this 
action, assuming that this resolution will prevail. I suppose, sir—an( 
I invite the closest attention of the House to what I am about tusay— 
I suppose that obligations of this country—Government, State, muni- 
cipal, and other corporations—amounting to $1,250,000,000 at least, arc f 
held abroad. Where not specifically payable in gold, they will be re- 
turned to us. The foreign capitalist will no longer hold them to take 
the chance of the further depreciation of the metal in which they a‘ 
to be paid; and the further sale of securities abroad will cea-e. 1» 
illustrate the risk, I invite the attention of my friends to the fact that 
we have coined 233,723,286 silver dollars, which cost the Governme!! 
for the bullion and its coinage into dollars the sum of only $20+,6>".- 
039—a saving, it has been said, of $25,000,000 tothe Government. but 
that silver to-day, at its market value in the pockets of the people 0:1 
the vaults of the Treasury, is only worth $177,718,000. There bas 
been a loss of over $59,000,000 upon it. You have forced out or wou! 
force out upon the people a currency which has depreciated upon the.’ 

and is now worth $59,366,000 less than its nominal valuc. © 

While I am making up the amount of the loss due to this legis!at«4 
I will call attention to the farther fact that the interest at 4 per cnt. 
upon theaverage sums driven into the Treasury by the coinage of stn 
ard silver dollars and the fractional coin amounts to $40,000,000. 15 
average amount of fractional coin driven into the Treasury for the.“ 
eight and a half months is $26,500,000. The loss in interest upon ('° 
amount at 4 per cent., if this silver had been sold as fast as it «11° 
in the Treasury, instead of having been retained there, would h:‘¢ 
made good the whole amgnnt, and we would have $29,500,000 o! a» 
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sets in the Treasury available for the payment of the debt instead of a 
mass of silver worth at to-day’s prices $17,500,000, or a losson this 
item alone of $12,000,000. Silver is now worth 44§ pence per ounce. 
The silver dollar is worth 75.22 cents. If, as seems most likely, silver 
should fall to 40 pence per ounce, the value of the silver dollar would 
be 67.82 cents. And one peculiarity of the present condition of things 
is that the lower silver goes the greater is the amount which must be 
purchased; and assuming that 40 pence per ounce is to be the price, we 
must buy 2,280,889 ounces monthly, which will coin nearly three mill- 
ion standard dollars. To state this proposition is to demonstrate the 
absurdity of the policy. If the priceshould fall to 20 pence per ounce, 
we should issue on that basis 5,820,304 silver dollars per month. I 
make these statements as well to prove that the immediate effect will 
be an instant change of values as the return of our securities and the 
stopping of further sales of them abroad. 

Mr. BLAND. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe I will go on in my own way. 

Mr. BLAND. Have not all commodities fallen in the same way ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have once discussed that question of the fall in 
the price of commodities; and I pointed out that the fall of prices is not 
due to a contraction of our currency. I donot propose to discuss that 
question again to satisfy my friend from Missouri. 

Yes, the cheaper silver is the more silver dollars we shall have, and 
the absolute destruction of our credit abroad will be inevitable. Will 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means tell me that with 
our obligations (if they are to be enforced here in the United States) 
payable in silver, those obligationscan be negotiated abroad? The credit 
of our nation, of our States, municipalities, and other corporations has 
been well established abroad; yes, and under the policy of Republican 
administrations it has been established, and with this beneficial result 
that our securities, national, State, municipal, and corporate, of every 
kind, could be placed abroad where wealth had accumulated at a low 
rate of interest. The rate was reduced here and equalized with that of 
Europe, and money was easily obtained at low rates for the vast enter- 
prises of our country and its development. 

That credit in interest alone has saved to our people, and all classes 
have had the benefit of the saving, more than $1,000,000,000. 

* I now invite a moment’s attention to another effect of the adoption 
of the resolution. 

It was estimated January 1 last that the gold in the United States 
then amounted to near $627,000,000. Inthe year 1885, fiscal year, the 
gold balance in favor of the United States in our commerce with the 
world was over $19,000,000. That amount was added to our currency. 
The last fiscal year it was near $34,000,000, against us. That vast 
amount has been drawn from the country. How far this is due to 
this agitation we can not tell; but whenever you force the country to 
a silver basis, with the immense foreign trade which we have which 
must be settled in gold, with the volume of indebtedness that is held 
abroad which must be paid in gold, the gold currency of necessity will 
be withdrawn from domestic use and will be exported. I certainly can 
not see why, in our domestic market, the silver inflation will not be 
more than offset by the loss of the gold currency. 

I have heard it urged that the cash assets of the Government were 
over $500,000,000, and that that volume of money ought not to be kept 
out of use. I want tosay a word in reply tothat suggestion. Outside 
of thesilver dollars, practically all except $100,000,000, reserved to pay 
the United States notes and $70,000,000 the national-bank redemption 
fund, is in use with the banks and people in one form or another, and rep- 
resentatives in United States notes or bank circulation of those reserves 
arein use by them, employed by the people in tradeand commerce. It 
is not here locked up in vaults, and the fact that it may be in part con- 
trolled by the Government in no way tends to contract our currency. 
Outside of gold and silver the currency that is in circulation amounts to 
$777,395,884. The silver is hoarded here because it can not be forced 
into circulation. I know that I have often heard it stated that the 
policy of the Government was to hoard it. 

Does any one doubt the United States notes and the bank circulation 
will go to the Treasury for payment wlien it is understood the Govern- 
ment has parted with gold deposited there for their payment by opera- 
tion of law? And every dollar to secure the payment of the United 
States notes is represented in circulation three for one. Do you think 
that cireulation will remain out when it is understood there is nothing 
to redeem it with in the Treasury ? 

Why, sir, it is not that the holders of the notes and bills want coin, 
it isnot because that they want gold, but they do want to know the 
coin is where they can have it and control it. 

No, sir, with the exception of the $75,000,000 in silver dollars which 
the has been unable to force into circulation, the representa- 
tives of all the funds in the Treasury practically are out in circulation 


among the 
Mr. SP. ER. Will the gentleman state by what authority that 
statement is made? 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is the statement from the United States Treasury 
of June 30,1886. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
referred to it. I think you can procure one for yourself, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It does not state that the money is now in the 


banks, does it? It says that the money is in the Treasury. 


Mr. HISCOCK.. All you have to do is to analyze it and see what 


sums are pledged and for what they are pledged; and if you want to 
go a step further, then you go to the subtreasuries of the United States 
and find the amount of money they have, which I had occasion to do 
the other day in the discussion of the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILu1s] for a subtreasury at Louisville. 
sire to emphasize this: Go to the Treasury Department, I say to you 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House—they are your political 
iriends—and analyze this statement, and you will find my assertion is 
true, that the representatives, either in bonds or notes of banks or in 
Treasury notes ot the United States, some form of indebtedness or an- 
other, are out against all the balances and reserves in the Treasury ex- 
cept these $75,000,000 of standard silver dollars and this twenty-odd 
millions of subsidiary coin. 


I de- 


Mr. SPRINGER. I misunderstood the gentleman. I understood 


the gentleman to say the money which the Treasurer states as held in 
the Treasury for redemption was also in circulation. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, there is no doubt but that the $100,000,000 is 


kept inviolate, but over three hundred and thirty million of United 
States notes are out against it. 
distinct pledge that we shall not lay hands upon that $100,000,000 
without being guilty of a breach of trust, of an act of impiety approach- 
ing that in the olden time of laying hands by the unsanctified upon the 
ark of the covenant. 


I can only read the act of 1882 asa 


Mr. MORRISON. May I ask the gentleman to read the law ? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I have it here and will read: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the issue of gold 


certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold bullion in the Treasury 
reserved for the redemption of United States notes falls below $100,000,000. 


Mr. MORRISON. Now, if the $100,000,000 is pledged, as the gen- 


tleman claims, how could it fall below $100,000, 000 ? 


Mr. HISCOCK. Why, previous to that time, as I understand it, it 


had been the practice of the Government to retain about 40 per cent. 
as a reserve fund to pay its outstanding Treasury notes; and this act 
was passed in the light of that practice in the Treasury Department, 
saying in terms the Government may issue certificates up to $100,000, - 
000, but whenever that point was reached no more representatives of 
the gold on hand should be issued. 
understanding was at the time. 
understood, and was then under discussion, and it was thought that 
the Government retained too much; that 40 per cent. (I think that 
was the amount) was too large an amount, and hence the Secretary of 
the Treasury was directed that he might issue gold certificates upon 
all the gold coin and bullion in the Treasury up to $100,000,000. 


There is no doubt of what the 
The practice of the Government was 


That hundred million was to be set aside for the payment and re- 


demption of these Treasury notes. 


Mr. Chairman, in speaking of the silver dollars I desire to emphasize 
They are here because they can not be 
I know as I have said we have often heard it 


circulation. The policy of the past administration was to get them into 
circulation. The last administration, as this, feared a siver basis; and 
I repeat that every effort on the part of that administration was put 
forth to get them into circulation, always looking to it that it would not 
do anything toso depreciate silver that it would not be regarded by the 
people as worth less than gold. 

There was a feeling of alarm that we should be forced down to a sil- 
ver basis. They appreciated the fact that that great question must be 
dealt with in a wise and statesmanlike manner, and if the Government 
depreciated its own coin the result would be to force the Government 
to the basis of the depreciated and dishonored currency. 

Mr. Cleveland recognizes a fact and principle that seems to be beyond 
the comprehension or the patriotism of his party—that a government, 
in assuming the control of money and to affix legal-tender qualities 
to tokens by which debts both private and public may be discharged 
and the values of property in exchange and commerce be measured—un- 
dertakes to establish a standard for its people, recognized by other na- 
tions of equal enlightnment and civilization, and with whose people 
its people trade and mingle; that legal-tender money measures the 
intelligence, development, and civilization of nations, as well as their 
merchandise, and a government can no more afford to debase its coin 
than to degrade its education, religion and civilization, and his admin- 
istration, so far as one can judge, absolutely fears that the country 
is upon the eve of repudiation, of a silver basis, and has exercised 
all its dowers, put forth every energy, to force silver into circulation 
without dishonoring it, and thus avert the calamity. It withdrew 
the Treasury notes of the small denominations to compel the pec- 
ple to take silver dollars, saying to them they should not have their 
choice between the silver dollar and the small Treasury notes, and 
their object in doing this obviously was to get rid of this volume of 
silver, get it into circulation, popularize it, so that it would not come 
back upon the Treasury, and the Government have nothing with 
which to pay its obligations but silver. Upon the other side you have 
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come to recognize this fact; and the other day you put upon an appro- 
priation bill a provision providing for the issue of silver certificates of 
small denominations. 

Mr. BRUMM. To which you objected, I believe. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not object to it, and the gentleman does not 
want to interrupt to state what is not correct. 

Mr. BRUMM. I beg pardon; I so understood. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not object, I regarded it asa questionable 
proceeding; and yet I thought if the effect was to get out among the 
people the representatives of this silver coin that is now deposited in 
the Treasury, so that the silver itself might remain there but pledged, 
that it might tend to solve the problem, that the effect of itmight beteaet 
the representative certificatesof silver into circulation and defeat what 
I believed then and believe now isimpending, the payment of our na- 
tional debt in silver and the sinking to a silver basis. 

I know that that legislation was criticised by people that upon this 
question think perhapsas I do. But I thought I could see no peril, 
and that possibly the advantage I have indicated might come from it. 
I had the power, as e other member had, of raising the point of 
order and having it ruled off the bill, and I forbore to do it. 

Yes; I say the fact that the other day you put upon an appropria- 
tion bill legislation providing for the issue of silver certificates of small 
denomination proves that you recognize the fact that the silver can not 
itself in bulk be forced out of the Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, in many other respects this question is fraught with 
danger, as it seems tome. At the best, sir, in adopting the pending 
resolution we should be trying a very doubtful experiment, one that 
may bring disaster and ruin to the country and the people, and one 
that this administration feels justified in advising against and oppos- 
ing. Upon this question I believe no one doubts the patriotism of the 
President and the Secretary, and I must congratulate them that they 
follow so closely in the footsteps of their Republican predecessors. In 
the last Democratic national convention they had something in the nat- 
ure of a pledge of this legislation which the gentleman from Illinois 
reported there, and I grant you that the President was elected upon that 
a and upon that pledge, if itamounted to one? This resolution 

been reported here by the chairman of the committee on resolutions 


in the national convention, I suppose in performance and fulfillment of | 


his pledge. The President of the United States recognizes the fact 
that a destroyed credit, ruin and disaster to the people, and iation 
are to follow its execution, and he seeks to call a halt upon party. 
What good is to come of it? Why does not the gentleman from Illi- 
nois tell us? Who is to derive the benefit? The most that possibly 
can be said is that the Government will save something less than $2,- 


000,000 a year in interest by using money which does not belong to it. | 


Yes, that is the whole question: That you will not allow this Gov- 
ernment to be as honest as you would exact of a trustee; that you 
would force this Government to use funds that do not belong to it—the 
bank reserves that belong to the ee 
the United States notes they hold. Have we become so beggarly and 
weak that the Government is compelled to employ trust funds to save a 
paltry amount of interest? I hope not. That is the most that can be 
said of the proposition. 

With the exception of this seventy-five millions of silver that I hope 
will be got into circulation under the operation of the provision put 
on the sundry civil bill—with the exception of that you are not to in- 
crease the currency of the country. On the other hand it is as clear 
as sunlight that gold, six hundred millions and upward, is to be forced 
outof circulation. And that means contraction. Isit worth while for 
that inducement, this less than $2,000,000 of interest saved, to render 
possible the evil results which may follow? I say to the gentlemen 
upon the other side, on this great question President Cleveland is bet- 
ter and more patriotic than the party that elected him. 

Mr. BRUMM. That isnot saying muchfor him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Illinois said that all New 
Yorkers were united on a question of this kind. Well, sir, New York 
is in favor of paying her debts, and always has been in favuer of paying 
her debts. New York is opposed to using somebody e)se’s money in 
her business. New York is opposed to using trust fonds which have 
been solemnly pledged for particular objects in the payment of her 
own debts. New York is opposed to repudiation. [Applause.] 

How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I reserve the balance of niy time. 

Mr. McMILLIN addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If no other gentleman is ready to proceed, 
I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee to yield me the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio what- 
ever portion of my time he may desire. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, good financial management 
is not all there is in good government, but good government there can 
not be without good financial management. 

I propose in what I have to say to treat this question of surplus in 
the Treasury purely as a business question, regardless of any political 
bensing & angy Saauppeen ¢e dase. bees It is a business 


question, a ques- 
tion of the management of the public finances, and as such I think it 
should be treated. 
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I have made a carefal analysis of the condition of the Treasury on 
the 30th day of June last, as contained in the statement of asseis and 
liabilities for that date. The result of this analysis I will give in brie: 
It will be seen that my statement differs slightly from the statement 
made by the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], and I will ex- 
plain farther on how the difference arises. 

The total cash assets in the Treasury on the 30th day of June, 15%), 
were $509, 894,109.67. Of this $3,839,793.56 is composed of cash iter). 
and the balance, $506,054,316.11, is a of— 

Gold, coin and bullion ............ —o 


National-bank notes 
Deposits in banks .. 
Subsidiary and minor coin. 


Total actual money in the Treasury June 30 ...........00---.-- 
Against this are— 
Gold certificates outstanding .. prcenseqwessupeinees ecsewene 
Silver certificates outstanding aeniencesoets 
Certificates outstanding mt United States notes. 


Total certificates outstanding ... 


18, 254, G00 00 


wee 182,410, 600 


Of course the gold, silver, and stcinividine nani which certificates 
have been issued must be set aside and held asa trust fund to ofiset 
these certificates. Having done that, we have $323,643,716.11 left, as 
the fund in the Treasury over and above enough to cover all outstand- 
ing certificates. This surpius of $323,643,716.11 is in the following 
kinds of money: 


Gold .. 
Standard silver dollars... 


Perret ee eirrteeeeer rt teeei ry 


s9 902. 495 ¢ 


C soba . 823,643,716 | 
But against this s sum we $323,643,7 76.11 pee cash in the kinds of 


| money given above are demand liabilities as follows: 


$18, 951, 84 17 
60, 146.7 26 8 
10, 47, 093 | U4 

5, 052, 480 | 


Bonds called but not paid, interest due, accrued interest, & 
Lawful money Supadeed by banks to take up their circulation. ... 
Bank-note redemption fund 

Checks and drafis outstanding, and other items 


Total demand liabilities other than certificates........... . 94,698,155 12 


This deducted from the amount uncovered by certificates, to wit, 
$323,643,716.11, leaves in the Treasury in excess of all demand liabili- 
ties of every kind, except greenbacks for redemption, $228,945,560.\') 

In this is incladed, it will be spen, the subsidiary coin, amounting to 
$29,282,495.66. In summing up the demand liabilities I have taken 


: out the amount, $19,099, 669.54, credited to disbursing officers and the 


$5,372,285.84 credited to the Post-Office account, because these sums «re 
not in any proper sense demand liabilities. The amount placed to tlic 
credit of disbursing officers in this manner at the beginning of each 
month is, in fact, nothing more than a transfer on the books trom one 
account to another. It is a fund on which disbursing officers draw in 
making their payments running through the month. But to offset these 
payments the revenues are daily coming in. Ifthe Treasury went into 
liquidation on the first day of the month, or ended its business and s«t- 
tled up its accounts, this sam would not be a demand liability against 
it. ‘There may be unsettled accounts of previous months, but that w:!l 
continue to be the case as long as the Government lasts, and wi!! «!- 
ways be met by receipts in the following month. I do not, theretore, 
count that as a demand liability, and in this is the difference between 
my statement and the statements of the gentleman from Illinois, to 
which I before referred. 

This, I say, is the actual surplus over and above all demand liabilitirs 
which can be presented, except greenbacks for redemption, and | \. 
come to that question further on. 

I will now state for comparison the amount in the Treasury on 1!e 
31st of March, 1835, which was the first report after the inaugurat: 1 
of President Cleveland, which will show the change in the Treasu'y 
accumulation between that date sad the end of the last fiscal year, 00 
June 30, 1836: 


Condition of the Treasury March 31, 1885. 
Balance then in the Treasury, old form of statement........-...+- eee $153, 813, 451 93 


58, 767, 408 50 
160, 000, GUO 09 


158, 767, 405 50 
=—=——— : 
104, 473, 605 61 


June 30, 1886, not including disbursing officers’ balances 100, 000, 000 00 


204, 473. on ¢ 
DUM ETON... ........20000-20rce reeves sonvee sovase cceneneneosersesessosssocescooenpesee ° 706, 
This shows scenaaisiniein aamemtanedtianiccmrans<d aew all de- 
mand liabilities between the dates of March 31, 1685, and June »\, 
1886, of $50,706,202. 
The increase from March 31, 1885, to March 31, 1886, was $51, 951,- 
677.61. 





Re rs eas 


i 





1886. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


, 


On account of larger payments on the interest-bearing debt the sur- 


plus has slightly decreased since March 31, 1886. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let us compare this surplus of $228,945, 560.99, 


countries and the amounts held to meet current liabilities by other 
governments. The comparison can hardly tail to strike us with as- 
tonishment. On the 16th day of June last, as given by the Lon- 
don Economist, the Government of England had on deposit in the 


the language of the report I read from as ‘exchequer, savings-banks, 


| imperial government. 
| countries of Europe, comparing in the same manner, and you will tind 


made up as I have stated, with the surplus accumulations of other | 


commissioners of national debt, dividend account,”’ &c. —£6, 400,004, or | 


a little over $30,000,000. : > : 

That was a surplus, it should be borne in mind, not in excess of the 
demand liabilities of the Government of England, but including its 
liabilities—a fund against which such liabilities were outstanding— 
and should be compared with our surplus of $323,000,000, against 
which are outstanding liabilities of $94,000,000, and not with the 

000 in excess of all demand liabilities. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does the gentleman take into consideration 
the deposits of the Government of England in the banks of Scotland 
and of Ireland? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, sir. Iam speaking of the public de- | 


in the Bank of England. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But it kept deposits in the Bank of Scotland and 
the Bank of Ireland at the same time. 


| 


Mr. WAENER, of Qhio. If there are such deposits they are not | 


stated, and they must be quite small. Now turn to the Bank of France. 
Qn the 18th day of Jane—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why do not you give the statement of the 
Bank of England? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have given it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But that was the public deposits. _ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The private deposits are about £23,000,000 
or altogether the deposits, including the government deposits 

009 on the day named, are a little short of £30,000,000, or 

000,000. All but $30,000,000 of this belongs to private parties, 
represents in large measure, no doubt, discounts. The Bank of 
England is.a bank of discount, and in this great bank in the center of 
the great business center of the commercial world there was less than 
$150,000,000 of deposits on the day on which the report was made. 
How does this compare with our $228,000,000, against which no de. 
mands can be made, except greenbacks for redemption, and which 
nobody wants to have redeemed? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is the percentage of habilities 
as red with the deposits? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The total assets in excess of the liabilities 
are stated as about $15,000,000. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. 


2 


But can you state the percentage ? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not the figures—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman must forget that Great Britain has 
no demand liabilities for ,000,000 of outstanding notes. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No; but I will meet that question farther 
on. The bank has, however, an uncovered issue of notes, amounting 
now to £15,000,000; and besides that, notes issued on deposits of gold 
coin and buillien, substantially the same as our certificates. 

Now let me pass to tle Bank of France. But before doing that I 
will zefer toa table in the London Bankers’ Magazine for June, show- 
ing the surplus of the Government of Great Lritain for each week dur- 
ing the year of 1885. I have thetable herein full, but will give only 
the highest and lowest points of England’s working surplus. The low- 
est was £2,779,464, or about $13,900,000; and the highest £7,870,826, 
or something over $39,000,000, the average being not much over $25,- 


000,000. 

And this margin between revenues and expenditures covered also 
daily demand liabilities. Indeed that is what the surplus of a govern- 
ment is for, and it serves no other good purpose. 

I turn now to the Bank of France. On the 18th of June last, and I 
quote again from the London Economist, the Government of France had 
on itscreditin the Bank of France £4,259,000, or $21,294, 000. 
Here isa government which collects and expends over $600,000,000 
annually with a fund to come and go on of a little over $21,000,000, 
and that not in excess of its daily demand liabilities, but a fund out of 
which euch liabilities must be met. How does this compare with our 
enormous idle surplus of $223,000,000? France has subsidiary sil ver, 
pnp has England. But I do not see it put down as “ unavail- 


gold on it, $276,110,000; silver, $225,465,000; but the discounts 
of this are immense, reaching to hundreds of millions in a year. 
And itis worthy of note here that the Government deposits of other 
eountries are kept with banks, and to a certain extent, therefore, may 
be loaned ont the same as other deposits. 

Take next for the Imperial Bank of Germany. The total 


| 





| United States. 


The Bank of France has besides, notes outstanding $501,855,000, with | 


| at any period of the world’s history. 
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England, it would give about $12,500,000 as the surplus margin of the 
And so you may go all through the several 





that the government deposits, which include requirements for demand 
liabilities, do not reach one-half of the surplus in eur Treasury over 
and above demand liabilities. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 


Has my colleague compared these figures so as 


| to give the percentage of the deposits as compared with the demand 


Bank of England, subject, however, to demand liabilities—given in | 


obligations of the several governments ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The demand obligations are not given. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I was in hopes you migtt have had the percent- 
ages among your notes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not. 
accessible that would give that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
I fear. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
from my own time if necessary. 

This balance, as I understand it, reports what they have on deposit 
over against their notes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, notagainst notesatall. Notes are not 
included. The British Government issues no notes nor does the Gov- 
ernment of France. The German Empire does, but keeps no special re- 
serve against them, that is no coin reserve as against the notes. The 
paper, the state paper money of the empire, is legal tender and is issued 
by the imperial government, but against it neither the government not 
the bank is required to hold a coin reserve. The amount, however, is 
rigidly limited. The bank also issues notes as does the Bank of Eng- 
land, and beyond a certain amount gold or silver must be deposited 
against them. The uncovered issues of the Bank of England are now 
$75,000,000, and all other banks have about the sameamount Against 
these no gold or silver is held either by the bank or the government. 
I have a table here giving the exact amount of uncovered notes an- 
thorized by the act of 1844, which I will include with my remarks. 
The table is as follows: 


Amounts authorized by the acts of 1844 and 1845: 


I do not know of any data 
May I ask the gentleman a 
Certainly; but I have very little time left, 


I will yield the gentleman 


a ccntlsinuswinnoanwess ...£14, 000, 000 
Two bundred and seven private banks..............-.2....<ce.ecessseeeeeseenes 5,1 


5, 153, 407 

os wecemenmenninscccsnsssozectecbeceses . 3,495, 446 
Seotland, twelve joint-stock bamks............c.ccccecssecsesesseeceeecectecsesseceeeee 3, O87, 209 
Eas + 


32, 090, 556 

Equal to about $160,453, 780. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask what point is made by the gentleman 
in citing these figures in this connection ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They have nothing whatever to do with 
the question of surplus, except as it bears on the $100,000,000 held in 
the Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As I understand the gentle- 
man, these balances do not represent any provision made for demand 
indebtedness? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The surplus of the countries I have named 
eovers the demand liabilities of the several countries, but has nothing 
to do with note issues, except in Germany; and there the surplus is not 
specifically for the redemption of its paper money. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then it represents these two 
heads: it is a provision for demand liabilities on the one hand, and 
what we may call a working balance on the other. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It represents liabilities, as I have stated, 
but has nothing to do with the circulation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Am I right in the construction 
I gave to your view? I ask you because I wish to understand it 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman will repeat his question 
I will listen more attentively. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This balance, then, represents 
the provision they make for meeting their demand liabilities, and also 
for providing what we call a working balance? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is itexactiy, and it could not be stated 
better than the gentleman has stated it. It corresponds to our $325,- 
0QU0,000 against which are $94,000,000 demand liabilities, the rr 
ing pure surplus. I venture to say if we could go through the treas- 
uries of the world we would find that the accumulations made by all the 
nations of the earth do not equal the surp!us now in the Treasury 


t pe- 


of the 
And I go further and say that such an accumulation was 
never made before anywhere in ancient or modern times. There is no 
record of any such accumulation of treasure in any place, in any country, 
The fabled treasure at Delphi or 
the wealth of Creesus sinks into insignificance in comparison with the 
accumulations ofour Treasury. The speils of no conqueror ever equaled 
the money stored in our Treasury now. 

This $228,000,000 is nearly as much as all the revenues amounted to 


including the public deposits, were on the 7th of June only | for the first twenty-five years of this Government, wh.ch was but $246,- 
and if we assume—the public deposits not being given— | 00,000; it is four times the amount of monry paid for all the territory 


deposits bear the same proportion as in France and / purchased by the United States. 


Florida, Louisiana, New Mexico, Cal- 
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> 
ifornia, and Alaska all together cost but $57,000,000. This accumula- 
lation is equal to the immediate cost of the first three wars of the United 
States—the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, and the Mexican 
war. Itis more than one-half of the entire volume of money in the 
United States in 1561. 

The money in the Treasury to-day is twenty-five millions more than 
all the money in the United States in 1861, gold, silver, and bank notes 
altogether. The entire volume of money in the United States in 1861 
was only $485,000,000; some authorities make it less. Of this, $202,- 
000,000 were bank notes and $85,000,000 coin reserves. Howhave we 
accumulated this enormous fand? Bytaxation. The excess has been 
gathered from the people and applied to no use but is kept locked up, 
there to remain in idle heaps. Here is a reservoir, the Treasury, into 
which $335,000,000 flow, while the outflow is but $290,000,000, result- 
ing in a yearly surplus of $40,000,000 to $50,000,000. Yet, with reve- 
nue coming in forty-five millions in excess of expenditure, it is claimed 
that we must keep a large balance in the Treasury as a sort of working 
balance. - 

Below I give a statement of revenues and expenses for the fiscal year 
ending June 30: 


Comparative statement of the receipts and expenditures of the United States 
for the fiscal years 1885 and 1886. 








1886. 1885. 











— —— <i — —— 
RECEIPTS. 

ite itn ctatal abet ieibtiinentaiin veel $192, 747,822 12 | $181, 471,939 34 
EIS GOITER cccnss vocinrnsercdin secncsioseanteiansons 117, 034, 523 69 112, 498, 725 54 
IID «-.. ccvennsenciteesens opundinialiatanamil 26, 361, 945 06 29,720,041 50 
aia Rae... inictaitnaiiitatiinisnianiniael 836,144,290 87 | 323,690,706 38 

EXPENDITURES. | 
CI cnrceciecscirnsimgninswrenneiiguaianatiiinl 130, 332, 611 84 152, 738,411 15 
UII inn. crinnnciiitlaiinniarteanimedpeapeimanvenipuiinmuiatt 64, 702, 44 08 56, 102, 267 49 
i cenccinismnmnieattinncignstinteianainienpeiimaden 50, 580, 679 46 51, 386, 256 47 
Total expenditures. ....cccccccecces coccceedecoees 245, 615,745 38 260, 226,935 11 
en 44, 551, 043 36 45, 604, 035 43 

Total expenditures, including sinking 
Det ...ccssnisccccssentecimnsens weemanncenseaiobenen 290, 166, 788 74 305, 830, 970 54 





— 








TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WARRANT Division, July 6, 1886. 
Tois table shows an excess of revenues over expenses of $45,977,- 
502.13. 

I come now to the $100,000, 000 set apart for the redemption of green- 
backs. The joint resolution of 1869 pledged the faith of the Govern- 
ment to the redemption of United States notes incoin. The act of 1875 
provided for the resimption of specie payments in 1879. The act of 
May 31, 1878, provided that greenbacks when redeemed should not there- 
after be canceled, but should be paid out againand kept in circulation. 
It is now claimed that a reserve of $100,000,000 is necessary to secure 
the convertibility of this currency. To that question I wish especially 
to call attention fora few minutes. Isit necessary in order to maintain 
the convertibility of the greenback circulation, or to secure its equiva- 
lency with coin, to maintain untouched a hundred million of dollars? 
If it were really necessary to keep such a reserve I would not touch it. 
If it were necessary to secure absolute equivalency of paper and coin to 
increase this fund I would increase it. But I donot believe itn 
to keep $100,000,000 or $50,000,000 or $25,000,000 even for that pur- 
pose. Nobody wants greensbacks redeemed, and you will find thatgold 
goes ten times for greenbacks where greenbacks go once for coin. 

I give below a table showing how many greenbacks have been pre- 
sented nominally for redemption in coin since the redemption act went 
into effect in 1879. Occasionally a man wants coin, and if he chances 
to have greenbacks takes that way to get it, and a small fund may be 
needed for such conversions, but that is all. 


Statement of United States notes redeemed in gold coin from January 1, 
1879, to December 31, 1885, under act of January 14, 1875. 








Period. 
ens Amount. 
From— | To— 

January Ce ene Bae BA TD. ceceeneesmaspenicetieed ts v4 
RT BBE woo cansngsagenersccensaenintennecceel AEE TEE Ee enitntnsatietememeennieanial 3, 638 
Duly 1, 1880 ....cccccocscsocccccssevsecsssoserees| SURG 90, 1881 271, 750 
July 1, 1881..... 7 40,000 
July 1, 1882... a 
July 1, 1883.. 

July 1, 1834... 


July 1, 1885... 


Unrrep States TREAsSURER’s Orrice, February 24, 1886. 
The Treasurer is careful to state that the redemption has been made 
in gold coin. But there is nothing in the law pledging 


ES 
eeeresscccscece seceneseeessescesoes cocees en 15, 806, 486 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 13, 


ingold. The acts of 1869 and 1875 say ‘“‘coin.”” The act of July 12, 
1882, provides only that the issue of gold certificates shall be sus. 
pended *‘ whenever the amount of gold coin and gold bullion in the 
Treasury reserved for the redemption of United States notes falls below 
$100,000,000.’’ But because at one time gold was gathered under the 
option contained in the acts providing for the issue of the notes in the 
first instance, and more specifically in the acts of 1869, and the resump- 
tion act of 1875, to redeem in coin of either metal, is the Government 
precluded thereafter from exercising the option to substitute silver coin 
or to reduce the reserve fund if it deemed so large a sum no longer nec- 
essary? Nobody would seriously claim that. Such a claim would be 
absurd. Greenbacks are redeemable in coin, but not necessarily in 
gold coin. 

But why do I say a reserve of $100,000,000 is not necessary to main- 
tain the convertibility of greenbacks? Because of this principle, which 
is well settled in monetary science, and which was clearly laid down 
and acted upon in the British actof 1814. And what is that principle? 
Briefly stated it is this: First, if the paper money of a country, being 
legal tender issued by the Government, as are our greenbacks, be, in 
the first place, less in amount than is that country’s distributive share 
of the world’s money, then it can not depreciate or fall below the level 
of value of the world’s money. If a cistern but partly filled with 
water is connected with another in which the water stands higher an 
equilibrium will be established. So it is with the distribution of the 
world’s money. There is a tendency always to an equilibrium. Sec- 
ond, if the paper being convertible be a less part of their whole cur- 
rency than the people choose to have in the form of paper rather than 
in the form of coin, then it will not go to the Treasury, or to any place 
of redemption, to be redeemed, except in very small sums to supply 
specific wants, and a small reserve in that case is sufficient to main- 
tain convertibility. It may be stated in this connection also that a 
convertible currency composed of part coin and part paper is subject to 
the same law of regulation that governs a purely metallic currency. 
This is the foundation principle of the British act of 1844, established 
aftera thorough and prolonged discussion lasting for over half a century 
and participated in by as able economists as have ever lived or written 
on this subject. 

But to have this principle stated better than I can do it myself, I will 
read what one of the ablest expounders of this bank act has said about it. 
Colonel Torrens, discussing *this question and laying down the prin- 
ciple upon which the act of 1844 was founded, says: 

Thisact was framed in accordance with the principles established by Dr. Adam 
Smith, Mr. Ricardo, Mr. Loyd, and Mr. Norman. 
He might have added McCulloch, Mill, and others equally eminent. 


The oppenents of that measure could not consistently object to its provisions 
without controverting doctrines which had been previously received as the 
demonstrated truths of monetary science. . 


These principles he goes on to state, as follows: 


First. That the amount of astrictly convertible currency, which it is praciica- 
ble to maintain, is determined, not by legislative enactments or by banking reg- 
ulations, but by the natural law of equilibrium by which the precious metas 
are distributed throughout the countries of the world. 

Second. That when from any temporary cause the amount of a mixed cur- 
rency of coin and convertible notes exceeds the amount determined by the law 
of equilibrium, the level is restored by the return of a portion of the note cir- 
culation u the issuers, in exchange for specie. 

Third. That when from any temporary cause the amount of a mixed currency 
of coin and convertible paper falls short of the amount determined by the law 
of equilibrium, the ordi level is restored by an influx of the precious metals. 
From these principles it follows, asa necessary corollary, that when that portion 
of the note circulation which may be issued upon securities is fixed below the 
amount to which under the law of equilibrium the currency must conform, that 
portion of the bank-note circulation will not be returned upon the issuers in ex- 
change for treasure. 

. . - a . * * 

Such being the principles upon which the act was founded, it became incum- 
bent upon those who were concerned in framingit to ascertain by a careful refer- 
ence to past experience the minimum amount below which in recent times the 
circulation of the Bank of England had never been reduced. 


s + 

Upon these grounds the framers of the act assumed that under a separation of 
functions the minimum amount below which the notes out of the issue depart- 
ment could not be reduced under the action of the foreign exchanges, was £!'.- 
732,000; that if £14,000,000 were permitted under the provisions of the act to be 
issued without a es reserve of bullion the minimum amount whieh 
would be required to be iss inst bullion held in deposits would be £2,- 
730,000; and that as the reserve of bullion could not under such circumstances 
be ever reduced below £2,730,000, the convertibility of the circulation would be 
secu 

The correctness of these views have been fully borne out by experience. 
Theory has been verified by fact. In so faras the perfect convertibility 
of the circulation the anticipations of the framers of the act have been realized. 


The volume of paper. when the people of England were left free to 
choose between paper and coin, had never fallen below the sum set apart 
in the act and they said it never would, and it never has. 

They therefore took the sum of £14,000,000and made ita fixed quan- 
tity requiring no reserve against these notes—uncovered issues, as thicy 
are called. Besides this £14,000,000 of Bank of England notes the ex- 
tant issues of other banks were treated in the same way. At that time 
there were altogether, as I have shown, about $160,000,000 in Great 
Britain treated in the same way, as uncovered issues. Sir Robert lee! 
drew the line so as totake in the notes then in circulation but ne more. 
It was a less amount, he said, than that country would always want '0 
the form of paper. If more paper was wanted, gold and silver must be 
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deposited dollar for dollar against it. That isexactly the condition of 
our paper circulation now. The greenback volume of $346,000, 000 is 
a smaller part of our whole volume of money than the people will al- 
ways choose to have in the form of paper, and it can not fall below the 
level of coin money, nor will it flow back upon the Treasury for coin re- 
demption. It is less than the country willalways want in the form of 
paprs, as proved by long experience. 
this volumess uncovered currency. But if the people want any larger 
part of their currency in the form of paper, let them deposit gold and 
silver to get it. That, I repeat, is the principle of the act of 1844. It 
has proved a safe principle there, and it is a safe principle to rely on 
here. It isa principle, too, that has been adopted by nearly every gov- 
ernment in Europe. 

We say, first, this three hundred and forty-six millions is not a fourth 
part of the entire volume of money in the country; it is not a fourth 

rtof our distributive share of the world’s money. Secondly, we say 
it is far less than the people will always want in the form of paper. 
Therefore, if we draw a line around this volume and say there shall 
be no more unless it be to take the place of other paper or other kinds 
of money, it can not possibly become depreciated. 

In adopting a paper circulation— 


Says Lord Overstone— 


we must unavoidably depend for a maintenance of its due value upon the adop- 
tion of a strict and judicious rule for the regulation of its amount. 


In noother way in fact can its value be maintained. This is the rea- 
son why I do not believe it necessary to keep a reserve of one hundred 
millions of coin in the Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks. be- 
sides, the authority to sell bonds bearing interest at 4, 4}, or 5 per cent. 
still continues. Is not that enough without a $100,000,000 in hand ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
give us his judgment of the effect upon the payment of silver ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will come to that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I saw that the gentleman was getting near 
the end of his time, and I was afraid that he might omit that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will speak of that. It is an important 

int; but first let me refer to the debt. The interest-bearing debt on 

arch 31, 1885, as given in the first report after President Cleveland 
took office, was $1,246,743,112, including the Pacific Railroad debt but 
not the Navy pension fund of $14,000,000, which is a permanent trust. 
On June 30, 1886, the debt was $1,196,637,612, which shows that be- 
tween March 31, 1885 and June 30, 1886, $50,135,500 of the debt was 

id and no more. The public press has stated that the public debt 

been reduced by a hundred millions during the last fiscal year. 
That is not correct. The error lies in counting the increased accumu- 
lation of money in the Treasury as a payment op the debt. When it 
is applied to the debt it will be a payment on the debt, but not until 
then. 

The actual payment was in round numbers $50,000,000, but it is 
proper to say that during the first twelve months of this administration, 
while we increased the surplus $52,000,000, there was only $20,091,650 
paid on the interest-bearing debt. There has been $30,000,000 paid 
since March, 1886. I will give these figures in tabular form for con- 
venience: 

Interest-bearing debt, March 31, 1886, including Pacific Railroad 


bonds, but not the Navy pension fund........ Lavetnadninatattnacienintabinkd $1, 246,773, 112 
as he a 








Amount paid.................... iced ddidaiebthichinidéctlbatsibs sthistechescewesscsees «6 OR 19K, B00 
Paid between March 31, 1885, and March 31, 1836.................ccccceeeeees 90, 091, 650 
Paid between March 31, 1836, and June 30, 1886..000...........ccccesseeeseers . 80,043,850 
es 50, 135, 500 

The 3 per cent. bonds outstanding subject to call June 30, 1886, 


were $144,146,600. This is part of the debt it is now proposed to a 
sist enables to. pa propose p- 
Look a moment at the situation presented here: A surplus in the 
Treasury over and above all demand liabilities, besides the subsidiary 
silver, of nearly $200,000,000, and a debt outstanding on which we are 
paying interest, subject to call, of $144,000,000! What would any busi- 
man do with money in hand and a debt bearing interest that he 
could ao: stop the interest? Would he manage his own affairs as 
public rs have been and are being managed? He would be deemed 
& fit subject for an asylum if he should. No, sir; it is not good finan- 
cial management to lock up the revenues and leave a debt outstanding 
es interest. 


has, moreover, been the fixed policy of this country from the foun- 


dation of the Government down to pay off and extinguish in time of 


debts created in time of war. This is so important asubject that 
will quote from some of the messages of the earlier Presidents. 

Tn almost every message sent to Congress from Washington to Jack- 
son attention was called to the public debt and to the importance of its 
early extinguishment. But I will let the messages speak for them- 
Belves, 

In Washington’s second annual message he says: 


Allow me, moreover, te hope that it will be a favorite policy with you, not 
merely to secure a payment of the interest of the debt funded, but as far and as 


It is safe, therefore, to leave | 


Will the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. WARNER] | 





” 
| fast as the growing resources of the country will permit to exonerate it of the 
principal itself. 
| In his third annual message he urged the application of the proceeds 
from the sale of public lands, first, to the interest, then to the principal 
of the public debt. In his fourth annual message he says: 

Tentertain a strong hope that the state of the national finances is now suffl- 
ciently matured to enable you to enter upon a systematic and effectual arrange- 
ment for the regular redemption and discharge of the public debt, according to 
| the right which has been reserved to the Government, No measure can be more 


| desirable, whether viewed with an eye to its intrinsic importance or tothe gen- 
| 
| 


eral sentiment and wish of the nation. 
Again, in his fifth annual message, he says: 

No pecuniary consideration is more urgent than the regular redemption and 
discharge of the public debt. Onnone can delay be more injurious, or an econ- 
omy of time more valuable. 

In his sixth he says again: 


The time which has elapsed since the commencement of our fiscal measures 
has developed our pecuniary resources so as to open the way fora definite plan for 
the redemption of the publicdebt. It is believed that the result is such as to en- 
courage Congress to consummate this work withoutdelay. Nothing can more 
promote the permanent welfare of the nation, and nothing would be more 
grateful to our constituents. Indeed, whatever is unfinished of our system of 
public credit can not be benefited by procrastination; and, as far as may be 
practicable, we ought to place that credit on grounds which can not be dis- 
turbed, and to prevent that progressive accumulation of debt which must ulti- 
mately endanger all governments. 


Then in his seventh message he says: 

Whether measures may not be advisable tore-enforce the provision for tho 
redemption of the public debt will naturally engage your examination. ¢ 
gress have demonstrated their sense to be, and it were superfluous to repeat 
mine, that whatsoever will tend to accelerate the honorable extinction of our 
public debt accords as much with the true interests of our country as with tho 
general sense of our constituents. 


on- 


In his eighth message, after referring to the public debt, he says: 
Posterity may have cause toregret if from any motive intervals of tranquillity 
| are left unimproved for accelerating this valuable end. 

| This is good reading at this time. 

In John Adams’s first message to Congress, referring to the importance 
| of the early extinction of the public debt, he says: 

The consequences arising from the continual accumulation of publie debts in 


other countries ought to admonish us to be careful to prevent their growth in 
our own, 


In three other messages Mr. Adams pressed upon Congress the im- 
portance of provisions for the payment of the Revolutionary debt. 

But of all the early Presidents no one more persistently in his writ- 
ings and messages pressed upon Congress the importance of the early 
extinction of the national debt than ‘Thomas Jefferson. 

In his second annual message, Mr. Jefferson says: 


When effects so salutary result from the plans you have already sanctioned, 
when merely by avoiding false objects of expense we are able, without a direct 
tax, without internal taxes,and without borrowing, to make large and effectual 
payments toward the discharge of our public debt and the emancipation of our 
posterity from that moral canker, it is an encouragement, fellow-citizens, of the 
highest order, to proceed as we have begun in substituting economy for taxa- 
tion, and in pursuing what is useful for a nation placed as we are, rather taan 
what is practiced by others under different circumstances. In the mean time, 
by payments of the principal of our debt, we are liberating, annually, portions 
of the external taxes, and forming from them a growing fund still further to 
lessen the necessity of recurring to extraordinary resuurces. 


Mr. Tilden, in one of his papers, published in the first volume of his 
writings and speeches, illustrating the influence of debt upon the labor- 
ing classes, quotes Jefferson as saying: 

“A public debt,” to use the strong language of a true patriot, ‘‘is a calamity 


and a curse, and a perpetual blight upon honest industry and productive 
= * - ~ 7 C2 


\ , 
* labor, 


af 
And again: 


“The Federalists of our time,” said he, “look toasingle and splendid gov- 
ernment, founded on banking institutions and moneyed incorporations, riding 
and ruling over the plundered plowman and beggared yeomanry.”’ 


Mr. Madison also repeatedly called the attention of Congress to the 
public debt and urged its early and effectual extinction. In hisseventh 
annual message he states the debts then outstandiny after the close of 
the warof1812. And inhis eighth annual message he uses the following 
language: 


In directing the legislative attention to the state of the finances, it is a subject 
of great gratification to find that even within the short period which has elapsed 
since the return of peace the revenue has far exceeded al! the current demands 
upon the Treasury, and that, under any probable diminution of its future an- 
nual product, which the vicissitudes of commerce may occasion, it will afford 
an ample fund for the effectual and early extinguishment of the public debt. 


President Monroe, referring to the public debt still existing, says: 


Estimating, then, the whole amount of the public debt at $79,000,000, and regard- 
ing the annual receipts and expenditures of the Government,a well-founded 
| hope may be entertained that should no unexpected event occur the whole of 
the public debt may be discharged in the course of ten years, and the Gover 
ment be left at liberty thereafter to apply such portion of the revenue as may 
not be necessary for current expenses to such other objects as may be most 
ducive to the public security and welfare. 

Following Monroe John Q. Adams inhis third annual message refers 
to the debt in the following language: 

The deep solicitude felt by our citizens of all classes throughout the Union 
for the total discharge of the public debt, will apologize for the earnestness with 
which I deem it my duty to urge this topic upon the consideration of Congress 


of recommending to them again the observance of the strictest economy in the 
public funds, 


———a 
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Next to Jefferson, however, Jackson most persistently urged asa 
Democratic measure the complete and final extinction of the national 
debt. Jn his first annual message he says: 


The management of the public revenue—that searching operation of all gov- 
ernments—is among the most delicate and importanttrusts of ours; and it will, 
of course, demand no inconsiderable share of my official solicitude. Under 
every aspect in which it can be considered it would appearthat advantage must 
result from the observance of a strict and faithful economy. This I shall aim 
at the more anxiously, both because it will facilitate the extinguishment of the 
national debt, the unnecessary duration of which is incompatible with real in- 
dependence,and because it will counteract that tendency to public and private 
profiigacy which a profuse expenditure of money by the Government is but too 
apt to engender. 


In his third annual message he held eut the hope of the complete 
extinction of the debt during his administration, adding the memora- 
ble words: 


We shall then exhibit the rare example of a great nation, abounding in all the 
meaus of happiness and security, altogether free from debt. 


In his fourth annual message, December 4, 1832, he said again: 


I can not too cordially congratulate Congress and my fellow-citizens on the 
near approach of that memoratbie and happy event, the extinction of the public 
debt of this great and free nation. Faithful to the wise and patriotic policy 
marked out by the Legislature of the country for this object, the present admin- 
istration has devoted to it all the means which a flourishing commerce has sup- 
plied, and a prudent economy preserved for the public Treasury. Within the 
four years for which the people have confided the executive power to my charge, 
forty-eight millions of dollars will have been applied to the payment of the public 
debt. 


Forty-eight million dollars then was harder to pay than five times 
$48,000,000 now. 


In 1833 he said again: 


From this view of the state of the finances, and the public engagements yet to 
be fulfilled, you will perceive that, if Providence permits me to meet you at an- 
other session, I shall have the high gratification of announcing to you that the 
national debt is extinguished. I can not refrain from expressing the pleasure I 
feel at the near approach of thatdesirableevent. Theshort period of time within 
which the public debt will have been discharged is strong evidence of the abun- 
dant resources of the country, and of the prudence and economy with which the 
Government has heretofore been administered. Wehave waged two warssince 
we became a nation with oneof the most powerful kingdoms inthe world; both 
of them undertaken in defense of our dearest rights—both successfully prosecuted 
and honorably terminated ; and many of those who partook in the first struggle. 
as well as the second, will have lived to see the last item of the debt incurred 
in these necessary but expensive conflicts faithfully and honestly discharged. 


Finally, in 1835, he sent to Congress the welcome announcement 
that— 


Since my last annual communication all the remains of the public debt have 
been redeemed, or money has been placed in deposit for this purpose, whenever 
the creditors choose to receive it. 


Again, in his last annual message, he said: 


The experience of other nations admonish us to hasten the extinguishment of 
the public debt; but it will be in vain that we have congratulated each other 
uponthe disappearance of this evil if we do not guard against the equally great 
one of promoting the unnecessary accumulation of public revenue. 

I commend these words of wisdom to the consideration of the pres- 
ent administration. 
Again, Mr. Polk, in his first annual message, in 1845, said: 

A few years ago our whole national debt, growing out of the Revolution and 
the war of 1812 with Great Britain, was extinguished, and we presented to the 
world the rare and noble spectacle of agreat and growing people who had fully 
discharged every obligation. Since that time the existing debt has been con- 
tracted, and small as it is in comparison with the similar burdens of most other 
nations, it should be extinguished at the earliest period. Should 
the state of the country permit, and especially if our foreign relations interpose 
no obstacle, it is contemplated to apply all the moneys in the Treasury as they 
accrue, beyond what is required for the ea by Congress, to its liqui- 
dation. Il cherish the hope of soon being able to congratulate the country on 
its recovering once more the lofty position which it so recently occupied. Our 
country, which exhibits to the world the benefits of self-government in devel- 
oping all the sources of national prosperity, owes to mankind the permanent 
example of a nation free from the blighting influence of a public debt. 

Again, in 1848, he says: 


Though our debt, as compared with that of most other nations, is small, it is 
our true policy and in harmony with the genius of our institutions that we 
should present to the world the rare spectacle of a great republic, possessing vast 
resources and wealth, wholly exempt from public indebtedness. This would 
add still more to our strength and give to us a still more commanding position 
among the other nations of the earth. 

And agaip, in the same message, he says: 


A public debtof more than $120,000,000 existed, and it is not to be disguised that 
many of the authors of the new system did not regard its speedy payment as 
essential to the public prosperity, but looked upon its continuance as no 


evil. 

That is the way our debt, ten times greater than in the time of Mr. 
Polk, is now looked upon by many; but the policy of the fathers as 
reflected in all the messages of the early Presidents is eminently sound 
and wise, and I commend it to this Congress and to this Democratic 
administration. It will be an evil day when that policy is changed for 
one that will fasten upon us the Old-World policy of a permanent and 
ever increasing national debt. A permanent debt and a republican 
government can not long exist together. I would like to see the day 
come when this country shall stand forth the model republic of the 
world, able to boast that in one generation it paid the expenses of the 
most costly war of modern times, and left no entailed debt to burden 
posterity forever. Away with the nonsense that a national debt is a 
national blessing ! 

Now, as to the effect on silver to which the gentleman from Maine re- 
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fers. Every body will agree, I think, that all the money in the Treas- 
ury is now of equal value. A dollar in silver is equal in value to a 
dollar in gold or in paper, and a dollar in paper equal toa dollar in 
coin, gold or silver. One dollar will buy as much of anything any- 
where in the country as another will, and that is really the only test. 
The value of a coin as money does not depend entirely upon the 
value for other purposes of the material out of which the coin is made. 
but upon another law which I have but barely touched upon. Noy 
how will the payment of the surplus on the debt change the rela 
value of the several kinds of money? There will be less then in : 
Treasury and more outside, but the respective volumes of each will nv 
be changed; and if the volume be not changed it is not easy to sec h 
the value of either class of money is to be changed. It is claimed, | 
know, that if this money in the Treasury is paid out it will reduce t 
value of all the money in the country to the level of silver bullio: 
Let us see if that can possibly be the effect? In the first place tl: 
are over $250,000,000 of gold and silver in the Treasury uncovere: 
certificates. There are over $156,000,000 of gold uncovered by certi 
cates, and $56,000,000 in excess of the $100,000,000 so-called reser) 
There are $92,000,000 in gold, greenbacks, and in deposits in banks, ! 
sides the silver and the hundred millions for the redemption of gree: 
backs. Thereis, therefore, $92,000,000 available in the Treasury wit)i- 
out touching the silver; so that if there were any law or any good reason 
for not paying out the silver on the bonds, there is no necessity for do- 
ing so. 

The silver can be paid out on anything else, although there is no goo 
reason why any discrimination should be made. But suppose silver is 
paid out, will it change the relative value of the coins of the two metals, 
or the relative value of coinand paper? Howcanit? What difference 
can it make whether the money is in the Treasury or somewhere else ? 
The proportion of each kind is not changed. I say it is impossible | 
the silver and the paper together in this country, with the volume |in- 
ited as it is, to fall below the level of gold. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] says that as the volume becomes larger the lowe: 
prices fall. That is, the more dollars there are the more each one wi!! 
buy! 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to say distinctly that I did not mean that, 
and that I will correct the statement in my printed remarks. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not wonder that the gentleman de- 
sires to correct that statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not mean any such thing. Wait a moment. 
I want to say distinctly I shall correct that statement. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I donot wonder that the gentleman wishes 
to correct it. It ought to be corrected. 

Now, let us see how much of paper and of silver together there is in 
the country. There is outstanding in round numbers $248,000,000 of 
bank paper, less the lawful money deposited for its redemption, and 
$346,000,000 of greenbacks; so that altogether there is less than $6U0, - 
000,000 of paper; and there is, say, $300,000,000 of silver. Thus there 
would be $900,000,000 of money remaining after the $600,000,000 of 
gold had been expelled from the country as the gentleman from New 
York says it will be. Yet according to the view expressed by the gen- 
tleman each dollar of the $900,000,000 left would be worth a great 
deal less than a dollar of a volume of $1,500,000,000! In my view di- 
rectly the opposite of this would be true. You can not reduce the v0!- 
ume of money and at the same time diminish the purchasing power of 
each dollar. The purchasing power will necessarily be increased 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not desire or intend to be misrepresented on 
this question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I certainly would not intentionally mis- 
represent the gentleman, 

Mr. HISCOCK. The remark to which the gentleman alludes was an 
inadvertence, and I shall take occasion to correct it in revising the mau 
script of my speech. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very well; if the gentleman did not say 
what he intended to say, I will of course take back my criticism. Wi: 
I say is that $900,000,000 of money can not have in the same country |: <s 
value per unit than $1,500,000,000. A dollar of a volume of $¥')').- 
000,000 can not have less value but must have greater purchasin- 
power than a dollar of a volume of $1,500,000,000. Supposing, th: 
that gold should be expelled from the country, it is impossible, I s.y. 
that the money which remains should be reducedin value. The result 
would be directly the opposite, and for that reason gold will not be «> 
pelled. A little may go, but itcan not go in such quantity as to m.'°- 
rially reduce the entire money volume here without increasing, not «!- 
creasing, the value of what is left and under sach circumstances £0! 
never leaves a country. It.goes to such countries. Gold will leave us 
only when the volume of money other than gold has been first so in- 
creased as to depreciate it and raise prices above the gold or intern:- 
tional level of prices. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Did not the Treasury Department some time 
ago enter into a transaction by which the gold reserve was increased 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gold reserve has been increased above 
what it was on the 31st of March, 1835. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And do you criticise the action of the Tre:s- 
ury Department in that respect? 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I certainly do in this respect. 
Mr. REAGAN. The gold reserve has been steadily increasing for 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That comes down to a later date than the 
statement which I have followed. Now, to the extent the banks may 
years. determine to surrender circulation rather than deposit other bonds, 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, it has been increasing; but I do not | there will be a contraction of the bank-note circulation, and, no doubt, 
think that policy a wise one, and I will tell you why. as these bonds are paid banks will surrender a part at least, and some 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Was not the motive of the Treasury Depart- perhaps all of theircirculation. A bank which has, for instance, acir- 
ment, as announced, in thus increasing the gold reserve, to avoid a silver | culation of $200,000 will, very likely, surrender all but $50,000, which 











basis ? 





Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no right to consider motives. 


The | bonds is now in the Treasury, and the bonds arethere too. Th: 


Treasury Department has seemed to be under the impression that if | 


this money were paid out we would come to the level of the bullion 
value of silver—to me an absurd proposition—a thing which I main- 
tain can not possibly take place without we first greatly enlarge the 
volume of silver or paper or both, whatever may be the opinion of the 
Treasury officials. Such a result would be in violation of all known 
laws of economic science. 

Now, I ask again, for what is this $228,000,000 kept in the Treasury? 
In whose interest isit kept there? I can understand how an idolatrous 
superstition could gather millions of talents in a heathen temple to pur- 
chase the favor of the gods; but why should we hoard $228,000,000 in 
the Treasury of the United States? Isitto purchase the favorof Wall 
street and the banks? If so, it is altogether too dear a price. 

Surely this vast sum wrung by taxes from the people is not kept 
in the Treasury in the interest of the sixty million of people? No. 
It is in the interest of sixty thousand, perhaps, as against sixty 
million—the sixty thousand who hold these bonds and do not want 
them paid, or who do not want the bank circulation disturbed—their 
interests may be subserved by holding on to this surplus; they think 
there is already too much money, because interest is low. Interest 
always is and always will be low with a shrinking volume of money 
and falling prices, because then the only thing at once safe and profit- 
able to hold is money. Money is “‘cheap’’ if one wants to borrow and 
has Government bonds for collateral, but if one wants to buy money, 
exchange commodities or other property for it, he finds money dear 
enough then. But I have no time to discuss these questions now. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of a government may have the widest in- 
fluence upon the prosperity of a people. We try to economize in small 
sums—a hundred dollars, a thousand dollars—and I believe in economy 
and frugality in the management of every department of Government; 
but by a bad financial policy a government may lose or cause the loss 
of more in one day than can be saved in a year by the most economical 
methods in expenditure. By collecting money through taxation and 
locking it up in the Treasury, you take away the very instruments of 
trade and commerce—the very means first of all necessary for healthful 
production. By extracting from the channels of circulation money nec- 
essary for the support of industries you prevent the employment not of a 
hundred thousand merely, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, but 
of a million of people; and the total production of the country is in 
my judgment cut short from this very cause not by $100,000,000 but 
by $1,000,000,000, or possibly by $1,500,000, 000. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I take the floor, and yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio, as I have interrupted him. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from Maine for his courtesy. 

I say that by a bad financial policy you can cause a loss to the coun- 
try compared with which what you can save by economy in adminis- 
tration sinks into insignificance. The Joss is not measured by the tax- 
ationor theamountof money hoarded in the Treasury, but by diminished 

netion, less employment of labor, retarded accumulation 
of wealth, and with all this lessened ability to pay debts and taxes. 
That is the trouble now. Fifty millions more in wages for labor a 
month would mean two billions increase in the total productions of 
the country. This is the necessary effect of contraction and overtax- 
ation. 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to say that a policy which 
gathers into the Treasury every year $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 more 
than is paid oct is a policy which, if persisted in, will wreck any ad- 
ministration or any party. The people of this country will not submit 
always to a policy of that kind; and they ought not to submit to it. 
Why should they? Such a policy pursued in the past had more to do 
with putting the Republican party out of power than any other cause, 
and it will so operate with any party. 

There is another point which I deem of great importance in this con- 
nection. There were outstanding on the 30th day of June last $144,- 
000,000 of 3 percent. bonds. Four millions had, however, I believe, 
been oy eight up to this time have been called. 
pe . B RIDGE, of Kentucky. Four millions on the 1st of 

y- : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Of these bonds about $107,000,000, owned 
by the banks, are deposited to secure their circulation, and eight mill- 
ions more to secure deposits ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it is of any value to the 
gentleman from Ohio, I have the statement of the Treasurer this morn- 
ing, showing there are now outstanding $147,000,000 of 3 per cent. 
bonds, of which but $4,000,000 have been called. 





will enable it to continue asa national bank. m the 
money, 
therefore, will not go out of the Treasury atall except in excess of the 
bank notes to be retired rhis will result in a further contraction of 
the national-bank circulation, and this question of contraction of the 
currency has already become a serious one. Fifty millions have 
been accumulated in the Treasury, which operates virtually as a con- 
traction. Then there has been an actual cancellation of $9,939,477 of 
bank notes. The increase in the deposit of lawful money against out- 
standing bank notes has been $22,500,737, making an actual contraction 
of bank notes of $32,430,414, and a total contraction of nearly $85,000, - 
000 during the past yeam Against this there is the silver coinage of 
about $30,000,000. There has been, therefore, an actual contraction of 
the currency volume during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, of 
about $55,000,000, while the increase of population has called for an 
increase, to keep up the same proportion between circulation and pop- 
ulation as existed at the beginning of the year, of at least $45,000,000. 
So that with an actual contraction during the last fiscal year of $55, - 
000,000 it will be seen that we stand to-day, as compared with our 
situation one year ago, with $100,000,000 less money relatively to 
population than we had then. 

Why, sir, the fall of prices but answers to this contraction in the 
effective money volume. With a further contraction prices will go 
lower still, necessarily. Each dollar of asmaller volume will buy more. 
More must begiven fora dollar. As fifteen people in a family require 
more bread and meat than ten, so more money is required for fitteen 
than for ten people. Withless and less money prices co lower and 
lower. No other result is possible, and there must be sn end to this 
contraction and swallowing up of the money of the some time; 
and the sooner the better. 

And that is the reason I have offered the amendment, which has been 
read, and which is as follows: 

Provided, That after the passage of this act whenever and as fast as the circu- 
lating notes of national banks are redeemed or canceled as provided by the act 
of June 3, 1864, and amendments thereto, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause to be issued in place of such bank notes redeemed, dollar for dollar, United 
States notes in denominations as nearly as may be of the bank notes redeemed, 


and all laws applicable to United States notes now in circulation are hereby 
made applicable to notes issued under this act. 


The money to redet 





It is the purpose of thisamendment to prevent further contraction of 
the money volume. As bank notes are retired it is proposed that 
United States notes—dollar for dollar—shall be issued in their place. 
It is not inflation; it would simply stop contraction and secure sta- 
bility. And, gentlemen, let me tell you we can not continue the pol- 
icy of changing from gold and silver to gold alone, and at the same 
time reduce the volume of paper money, without serious consequences. 

This policy of contraction, as surely as it is followed, will bring ruin 
initstrain. The only bankrupt law we will want, after this policy is 
pursued a year or two longer, will be a sponge law. 

With a shrinking volume of money and falling prices men do not go 
into business. Nothing yields profit. Laboz finds less and less em- 
ployment; times grow harder and harder; debtors are made bankrupts. 
The value of money is increased, but just as many dollars are required 
to pay a debt, and thatis the ‘‘ honest’ dollar we hear so much about. 
Why not take an honest way to make an “ honest'’’ dollar, that is, in- 
crease the weight of gold in it. If the weight of gold dollars were 
doubled there could be but half as many dollars as now. Would such 
dollars be ‘‘honest’’ dollars? Butif the number of dollars be reduced 
one-half in any other way the effect on the value of each dollar would 
be the same. How is one way any more honest than the other? The 
honest dollar is the dollar that has the same value—purchasing power— 
when one parts with it as when he-received it. The honest dollar is 
the one which has the same value when a man pays a debt as when he 
contracted it; the same when he receives payment as when he made a 
loan. Alter not the value of moneyif you would obey the command- 
ment not to steal. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You were going on to explain your 
amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The object of the amendment is to pre- 
vent as far as possible the contraction which is going on and which is 
certain to become permanent if the resolution belore us passes. [ 
wish to keep the volume of paper circulation just where it is now— 
no inflation and no contraction. When a five-dollar bank note is con- 
celed I want to have issued in its place a five-dollar United States note, 
thus keeping the volume of paper-currency, as I have said, just what 
it now is, which is altogether, greenbacks and national-bank notes, 
about $600,000,000. The effect on prices and business of canceling 
$50,000,000 of note circulation will be precisely the same as the loss 
of $50,000,000 0f goldorsilver. The British Parliament in 1844 passed 
an act tomake permanent the paper currency then in existence in order 
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to give greater stability to their money system. I want todo thesame 
by preventing further contraction of our volume of paper, and then I 
propose to go further and do what Gladstone, in a recent speech on the 
Irish government, favors: 

Ireland might think fit to pass a law providing for the extinction of private 


issues in Ireland,and that no bank notes should be issued in Ireland, except 
under the authority and for the advantage of the state. Lown it is my opinion 
that Ireland would do an extremely sensible thing if she passed such a law. 
{Hear, hear.| It is my most strong and decided opinion that we ought to have 
the same law ourselves [cheers], but the block of business has prevented that 


and many other good things toward the attainment of which I hope we are now 
going to open the door. 

This is the position I take ‘and this is the aim of my amendment. 
A prominent daily paper in commenting on this part of Gladstone’s 
speech said: 

In this country, too, we shall ultimately have to take a similar course. The 
national-bank notes will have to be suppressed as other bank notes have been 
suppressed, and their place supplied by greenbacks. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is your plan with reference to 
the one hundred and ‘forty millions of 3 per cgnt. bonds after they are 
paid oft ? 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. The law now authorizes the purchase of 
bonds as well as the payment of such as are subject to call. They are 
a debt, and when I speak of debt I mean not only the principal but the 
interest as well, for it is all debt. Now, if we have money in the 
Treasury we had better apply it to the payment of bonds at a premium 
even, rather than hold it in the Treasury and pay interest forever. 

But we have not come to that yet. That question is not here; it 
may be some distance off, and the $250,000,000 of 4} percents. fall due 
in 1891. Besides, if we should hold our present surplus in the Treasury 
thirty-three years and continue for that time to pay interest an amount 
equal to the principal would have been paid for interest and we would 
still have the principal of the debt to pay in the end. But whatever 
else we do let us pay and extinguish finally and forever our bonded 
debt. I will yield, Mr. Chairman, forthe committee to rise, asking leave 
to print with my remarks some tables, and also to include some things 
I have not had time to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to enable the House to carry out its 
prior order the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration House joint 
resolution No. 126, had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 1580) for the relief of Maj. James Belger; 

A bill (8. 2529) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.; 

A bill (S. 2545) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in the 
Government Hospital for the Insane; 

A bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees 
of Addison C, Fletcher; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 67) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect 
at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument. 

JOSEPH MEANS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 9856) granting a pension to Joseph Means; which-was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8118) granting a pension to George Stodd; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived) the House ad- 
journed. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Memorial of the American Humane Associa- 
tion, on transportation of live stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Petition of Herbert Smith, of Joel L. Easterling, 
of Thomas Brigman, of Jabish N. Townsend, of Thoreughgood P. Stubbs, 
of Mrs. Lucy Breeden, of Mary Welsh, and of Julia C. Watson, of Marl- 
borough County; of Robert C. Hamer, of Marion County; of Richard Jor- 
dan, of Greenville County; and of Daniel Goldfinch, of Georgetown, 8. 
C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers relating to the claim of F. P. Fer- 
riera, of Duval County, Florida—to the same committee. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Memorial of the American Humane Associa- 
tion, praying for better laws in relation to the transportation of live- 
stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of David B. Johnson, 
of Morgan County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GOFF: Petition of McClellan Post, No. 34, Department of 
West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of 
Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of 120 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of what is known as the Blair pension bill—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: Memorial relative to the division of Dakota—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. IRION: Petition of Andrew Szabo, of West Feliciana, La., 
for property taken for the use of the United States Army near Bayou 
Sara, Leuisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relating to the claim of Louisa B. Martin, of 
Tensas Parish, and of Charles T. Dunn, of Morehouse Parish, Louisi- 
ana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of George Dentler, of William F. Unger, 
of John A. Mullendore, and of D. W. West, of Washington County, 
Maryland, for appropriation in payment of their war claims—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of De Ford & Co., of Baltimore, Md., asking payment 
of war claim—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas L. Martin, 
of Montgomery County, Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of members of Putnam Post, No. 27, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Colorado, and of Post 
59, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 1586—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of the American Humane Association, 
on transportation of live-stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERRY: Papers relating te the claim of Patrick H. Flani- 
gan, of Fairfield County, South Carolina—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of A. B. Cannon and of James C. 
Nol, of Hamblen County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Aaron Schwenk, of Frederick Town- 
ship, Pennsylvania, for reinbursement for substitutes furnished for 
said township during the late war, also for compensation for services 
rendered and information given leading to the surrender of General Kk. 
E. Lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas B. Paine, 
of Johnson County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: Memorial of Albert Greenleaf praying like compen- 
sation to that paid to his predecessors for adjudicating and paying the 

‘*extra-pay ’’ claims granted to the Navy in serrice on the coasts of 
California and Mexico during the Mexican war—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Lawrence, 
of Pasquotank County, of Joseph B. Mann, and of Hugh Murdock, of 
Carteret County, and of James M. Ferebee, of Currituck County, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Charles Hedrick, of Charleston, W. 
Va., for reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Mrs. Laura Scofield and others, ofii- 
cers of the Women’s Temperance Union, asking legislation preventing 
the traffic in girls for immoral purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of John W. Theuz, guardian of 
Francis D. Theuz, of Madison County, Tennessee, asking that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers in the claim of Reuben B. Boss, 0! 
Hardeman County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Jackson P. Lewis, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
asking payment of his war claim—to the same committee. 

Also petition of E. F. Cunningham, of Brownsville, Tenn., asking 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of John epomsn, 
of William T. Fauber, of William D. Hemp, of Michael Carwel!, of 
Jacob B. Carwell, and of Peter Elinger, of Augusta County, Virginia— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Miguel !’ol, 
of Jackson County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 758 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bil! !or- 
feiting all. railroad land grants the conditions of which have not heen 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of ‘ — i- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the U nited 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of Michael Woods and 28 others, of 
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Thomas S. Smith and 90 others, and of F. G. Miller and 87 others, 
citizens of the fourth Congressional district of Missouri. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of L. P. Fox an: 136 others, of F. H. 
Platt and 90 others, and of Herman Miller and 60 others, citizens of 
fourth Congressional district, Michigan. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Steven Myers and 130 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of James W. Mace and 83 others, of 
Edward Driscott and 200 others, and of J. D. Mahoney and 39 others, 
citizens of fourth Congressional district, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of George F. Stone and 100 others, 
and of John Henderson and 34 others, citizens of fifth Congressional 
district, Michigan. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of H. F. Brown and 35 others, of E. Stoner 
and 192 others, and of John Smyth and 84 others, citizens of seventh 
Con ional district, Iowa. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition of W. E. Moore and 187 others, of 
Lee Pierce and 75 others, and of C. E. Beard and 188 others, citizens of 
fourth Congressional district, Texas. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Manistee County, Michi- 





| 


gan. 
Also, of T. E. Thatcher and 39 others, and“of W. J. Pike and 48 
others, citizens of the ninth district of Michigan. 


citizens of the first Congressional district, Florida. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of F. C. Coller and 12 others, and of T. 
L. Williams and 36 others, citizens of the second district of Maine. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of James Douglass and 56 others, 
citizens of the second district of Florida. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Julian Perskin and 58 others, of H. 
§. Noble and 26 others, of Patrick McEneely and 142 others, and of 
John Berg and 102 others, citizens of the first Congressional district 
of Illinois. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of J. S. Stephens and 222 others, of Thomas 
Haslett and 136 others, and of John Holden and 23 others, citizens of 
the first Congressional district of Arkansas. 

_By Mr. ELLSBERRY: Petition of W. Gilson and 74 others, and of J. 
ee and 62 others, citizens of eleventh Congressional district of 

io. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Clarence Bier and 75 others, and of 
F. Gardner and 56 others, citizens of fourth and second Congressional 
districts of Kentucky. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of James Hartungand 81 others, of J. 
R. Lesley and 120 others, of W. F. Rockwe!ls and 34 others, of Charles 
Veill and 38 others, of Otis Wyeth and 97 others, of William Green and 
268 others, of George Black and 115 others, andof W. N. Martin and 24 
others, citizens of second Congressional district of Kansas. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of E. E. Carpenter and 112 
others, and of E: W. Sylvester and 100 others, citizens of third Con- 
gressional district of Iowa. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of O. H. Barthel and 90 others, 
citizens of seventh Congressional district of Illinois. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of J. W. Sivells and 55 others, citi- 
zens of third Congressional district, Texas, and of S. B. Miller and 73 
others, citizens of third Congressional district, Maine. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of John Rowers and 219 others, citizens 
of fourth district, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of M. Keough and 50 others, of J. 
C. Mitchell and 81 others, and of M. C. Smith and 44 others, citizens 
of the sixteenth district of New York. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Theodore Buner and 100 others, of 
A. ©. Chandler and 122 others, and of E. 8. Griffith and 20 others, 
citizens of eleventh Congressional district, Texas. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of J. J. O’Neil and others, citizens of 
the third district of Mlinois. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of W. G. B. Erdman and 22 others, 
and of J. W. Jackson and 59 others, citizens of nineteenth Congres- 
sional district, New York. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of George Westwood and 37 others, of 
James F. Barteman and 19 others, of John F. Richards and 16 others, 
of James Mansfield and 15 others, of Lilian Colby and 55 others, and 
of W. E. Parker and 18 others, citizens of sixth Congressional district, 
Massachusetts. 


By Mr. McRAE: Petition of H. A. Robbins and 176 others, and of 
J. A. Harrison and 74 others, citizens of third Congressional district, 


By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of A. Beach and 22 others, of C. H. 
Dyne and 102 others, of Alvin Bradly and 69 others, of C. Geb- 
and 29 othera, of T. Mansfield and 83 others, of J. E. Grant and 
others, of J. H. Hatch and 44 others, of Henry Newington and 18 
others, and of A. W. Lohr and 21 others, citizens of the first district 
Michigan. 

By Mr. MILIS: Petition of W. F. Meers and 126 others, of N. W. 
Lemoine and 133 others, of F. B. Wheeler and 700 others, and of A. 
Chevalierand 279 others, citizens of ninth Congressional district, Texas. 
By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of George W. Brown and 256 others, 
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and of A. King and 70 others, citizens of the eleventh district of Mich- 
igan. 

By Mr. MULLER: Petition of James Tullis and 20 others, and of 
Michael Diefenbach and 12 others, citizens of the sixth district of New 
York. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of William Clark and 54 others, of James 
Dilts and 23 others, and of J. B. Clark and 26 others, citizens of eley- 
enth Congressional district, Illinois. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. Miller and 645 others, of D. E. 
McCarty and 67 others, of A. W. Holland and 77 others, of J. Carr 
and 310 others, and of J. F. Blackerby and 103 others, citizens of the 
third Congressional district of Kansas. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of W. J. King and 68 others, and of S. M. 
Clarke and 26 others, citizens of the second Congressional district of 
Rhode Island. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of A. H. Angell and 216 others and of 
A. G. Smith and 110. others, citizens of the eighth Congressional dis- 
trict of Illinois. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of C. E. Cottrell and 28 others and of 
Joseph E. Wright and 119 others, citizens of the tenth Congressional 
district of Ohio. 


| By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of J. H. Collins and 210 others, of 


| Thomas Conroy and 260 others, of W. L. Boyd and 88 others, of W. J. 
By R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of 8S. H. Loomer and 26 others, 


Sanders and 86 others, of Edward Johnson and 110 others, of P. Han- 
nigan and 62 others, of John Kealey and 107 others, of E. M. Jordan 
and 28 others, of P. McLaughlin and 130 others, of P. S. Howey and 
25 others, of Condy Timony and 60 others, of G. A. Schnelland 19 others, 
of Robert Plunket and 102 others, of W. C. Patterson and 80 others, 
of George Weston and 81 others, of J weeney and 108 others, of 
M. Gibbons and 48 others, of J. H. Hiland and 28 others, of William 
| Joyce and 39 others, of James Henderson and 30 others, of Leo Jacob 
and 68 others, of J. Sanders and 70 others, of Hugh Ferry and 124 
others, and of Samuel Cudlip and 63 others, citizens of the twelith 
district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of C. F. Rudolph and 40 others, of James 
F. Welch and 112 others, of N. A. Collett and 45 others, of John A. 
Keatin and 154 others, of DavidS. MeGlenand and 160 others, and of 
| George F. Baldwin and 76 others, citizens of the fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of Maryland. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Homer Elliott and 54 others and of 
J. L. Stutler and 52 others, citizens of third Congressional district, 
West Virginia. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of John L. Morphy and 47 others, of 
John R. Dorsey and 43 others, of Charles H. Stiles and 48 others, and 
of James W. Winn and 32 others, citizens of first Congressional district, 
Rhode Island. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Henry Baum and 52 
others, of William Hearing and 13 others, of William O. Adams and 
20 others, of J. W. Cashman and 13 others, of Charles Ennery and 260 
others, of J. W. McKean and 83 others, and of S. W. Patterson and 12 
others, citizens of twelfth Congressional district, Missouri. 

3y Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of Henry Welch and 360 others, 
of J. W. Inman and 96 others, of A. B. Greanes and 214 others, of R. 
M. Reid and 160 others, of J. B. Sawyer and 180 others, of J. Wilson 
and 30 others, and of W. S. McDuffie and 25 others, citizens of fifth 
Congressional district, Texas. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Stubbin Watts and 80 
others, of J. J. McDonald and 160 others, of B. Ganz and 30 others, 
of G. Wenzel and 21 others, of James Milburn and 70 others, and of 
James McKean and 64 others, citizens of the fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition of James Gibbs and 49 others, of 
George Milligan and 66 others, of R. W. Abright and 49 others, of W. 
F. Montgomery and 42 others, of J. R. Cumings and 70 others, of 
George English and 60 others, of G. W. Cornwall and 11 others, and 
of J. W. McFarland and 1396 others, citizens of the sixth Congressional 
district of Texas. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of James Horan and §8 others, of Robert 
J. Anderson and 55 others, and of George Walf and 23 others, citizens 
of the fifth Congressional district of Kentucky. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 14, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 39 citizens of 
Westfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 16 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
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dential and Congressional elections, and the distribution of a part of 
the Treasury surpJus; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK presented four petitions of citizens of Kentucky, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented three petitions of citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the distribution of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. BERRY presented five petitions of citizens of Arkansas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the distribution of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a preamble and resolutions in the 
form of a petition, of the board of supervisors of Poweshiek County, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of an act granting indemnity for swamp 
lands sold and otherwise disposed of by the Government. I move the 
reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. I present resolutions in the form of a peti- 
tion from George Strong Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, of Fairfield, lowa, praying that the act granting pension 
to James D. Haworth, vetoed by the President, be passed over said 
veto; also like resolutions from the Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Martinsburg, Iowa; also like resolutions from the Grand Army post 
at Sigourney, lowa. 

I wish to state in connection with these petitions that I have no doubt 
that possibly all the members of the three several posts are personally 
acquainted with Mr. Haworth, and with the circumstances connected 
with his case, many of them having served with him in the Army. 

I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present a memorial against passing the oleomar- 
garine bill from John Frazer and 67 other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
consamers of butter. I also present five other memorials from citizens 
of Brooklyn presenting the same remonstrance. I present also a me- 
morial against taxing oleomargarine by William Hinchman and 46 
others of New York city, consumers of butter. I also present 12 other 
memorials from citizens of New York city of the same character. I 
move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Medusa, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN presented nine petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presiden- 
tial and Congressional elections, and the distribution of a part of the 
Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Peoria County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. . 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1034) for the relief of Bangs, Brownell & Co., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Albert Greenleaf, claiming like compensation to that 
paid to his predecessors for adjudicating and paying the ‘‘extra-pay”’ 
claims granted to the Navy in service on the coasts of California and 
Mexico during the Mexican war, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1813) for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell, 
to report it without amendment. There is no report because the House 
adopted the Senate committee report, as the Senate passed a similar 
bill last year. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENSBOROUGH. 


Mr. MAHONE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report favorably the bill (H. R. 9438) appropri- 
ating money for the completion of the public building at Greensborough, 
N. C., and I ask that the bill may be put on its passage now. It ap- 
propriates only $9,000 to complete the building. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ty 


athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STANFORD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2845) for the re. 


lief of J. R. Dunkelberger; which was read twice by its title, and », 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2846) authorizing {| 
Commissioner of Patents to renew and extend certain letters pat. 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 


Patents. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2847) granting a pension to Rache! 


A. Sinkinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the a 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 2848) for the relief of Benja 
P. Loyal, of the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its t 


and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on th 


Judiciary. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2849) granting a pensi 
Maria Youngs; which was read twice byits title, and, with the a 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2850) providing an additional cj: 


cuit judge in the second judicial circuit, and for other purposes; whic) 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Jud 


ciary. 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2851) granting a pension to Mar. 


garet Ann Beebe; which was read twice by it title, and, with the a 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2852) to remove the charge of desert 


n 
standing against William E. James; which was read twice by its tit! 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on M1ili- 


tary Affairs. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2853) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to extend and widen certain 
street and avenues of the city of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 2854) for the relief of John I. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. LOGAN. 


tary of War to accept certain lands, &c., near Chicago, l., and ask that 
it be printed and lie on the table, so that I can call it up in the mor 
ing. I do not think there will be any objection to it. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of War t 


accept certain lands near Chicago, Ill., was read twice by its title 


and ordered to lie on the table. 
PRESIDENTIAL VETOES. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was refer: 


to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That all Presidential vetoes from the organization of Congress | 
present time, arranged in chronological order, be printed asa Senate docu: 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
or other’’ resolutions the Calendar is in order. 


If there are no further “‘ concurren: 


Mr. HALE. Before going to the Calendar I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a matter important in the way of transacting })! 


lic business. I see that inthe Recorpof this morning the procee«inzs 


of the Senate are reported up to about 9 o’clock last night only, thei 
stopping with the clause in print below, ‘‘To be continued.’’ I do not 


know whose fault it is, or if it is the fault of anybody, either the Print 


or Reporter, but I certainly hope that it will not occur again. 
I have been looking into the precedents in the past, and I find 1 


invariably almost, when either the Senate or the House sits to a mu 


later hour than the Senate sat last night, the proceedings are report«:! 


in fall. 


It is only in cases where one or both of the bodies rem 
session clear through the night that the Printer has been una))!c | 


give to Congress next morning a full report of the proceedings. 
In these last days, with late sessions frequent, it is almost indispen- 
sable to Senators and Members that they shall be able when they ce 
the RecorD in the morning to turn to it and see all that has been « 
up to the time of adjournment the preceding day, unless that be «! 


around in the morning. 


the Senate and of anybody else who has to do with the making 0) 
the records and the reports to the matter, with the hope, as I haves. 


that it will not occur again. 


I take this occasion to call the attention ©! 


I introduce a joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to say a word .in reference to the matter ©! 
which the Senator from Maine spoke, and that is that ta Recor! 


pears this morning in an unfinished condition. 


I know it is true t! 


a 


on other occasions proceedings of greater length and making ™:'¢ 


pages in the RecorD have been 


commencement of the session of the next day; but I wish to ca! 

tention to the fact that there are fifty pages of the REcoRD to 
All of it was taken down yesterday as it was spoken, written ou! 
leng band, and printed and laid upon our tables, so that we have to 
the proceedings of yesterday. That matter would make a book in te 


printed and laid on our tables at .° 


n 
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form in which books are ordinarily printed of at least two hundred 


1 think that sometimes we are a little disposed to criticise our re- 
porters here if they do not keep up with the proceedings. We had 
thirteen hours of continuous session yesterday, and it is almost too 
much to ask of the reporters that they shall be able to furnish all the 
manuscript in time to have it printed by morning. I do not know 
whether they did it yesterday or not, or whether the failure to have it 
all supplied to us was with the reporters or the printers; but there is 
a limit to human endurance. Senators sometimes think that limit is 
pretty nearly reached when we sit here in these long sessions, but cer- 
tainly the labors of the reporters are very much greater than the labors 
of Senators. 

However, I rose for the purpose of saying that I am opposed to ses- 
sions which last long into the night. If we can not get the business 
which we must transact from the other House early enough so that we 
can transact it and adjourn at that period when it is usually supposed 
Congress will adjourn, then I think we had better stay here until we 
complete it and sit during the ordinary business hours of the day. I 
do not think we ought to ruin health by sitting here in long night ses- 
sions for the mere purpose of hurrying upsothat we mayadjourn. In 
other words, to put it very bluntly, I do not want the Senate to furnish 
the corpse for the next funeral. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that I fully concur in the 
remarks made by the Senator from Connecticut. I do not think that 
night sessions are productive of good. I believe that when we meet at 
11 o’clock and stay continuously in session until 6 we ought to adjourn, 
and that by continuing with night sessions we shall not hasten the day 
of final adjournment. 


THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is now closed 
and the Calendar will be proceeded with under the special order. ‘The 
Chair wishes to state that pending the execution of this order he will 
enforce the rule of the Senate, and he appeals to Senators to aid him 
in doing so. The rule expressly prohibits any other business from in- 


terfering with the execution of this order. The first case on the Cal- 
endar will be stated. 


ELIZA ELLEN EHLE. 


The bill (S. 1775) for the relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle was announced 
as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been already read at 
length. The pending amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 6 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“fon,” after “‘interest,’’ and toinsert ‘‘to;’’ and after the word “‘ date”’ 
to insert the word ‘‘ only;”’ so as to read: 

— the accrued interest to the date only when they were called for redemp- 
on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The nextamendment will be stated. 

The CurEF CLERK. In line 24, after the word ‘“‘destroyed,’’ it is 
proposed to insert the words—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments are so illegibly 
written that they are with difficulty read. If there be no objection 
the bill will be laid aside informally so that the manuscript may be de- 
ciphered. 

Mr. MILLER. Whose manuscript is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That of the Senator who proposed 
the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. Perhaps the Senator who proposed the amendment 
can read his own writing. I did not proposeit. Did the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] propose it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. Anybody can read my writing, even a 
three years old child, it is so plain. 

Mr. MILLER. I did not suppose that any amendment was neces- 
sary to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam advised that just as the bill was about to 
be passed over yesterday, when the morning honr was expiring, I pro- 
posed an amendment, and I believe the clerks got only part of the amend- 
ment. My amendment was, in line 6, after the word ‘‘the’’ and be- 
fore the word ‘‘date,’’ to insert words so as to read ‘‘ with the accrued 
interest on the same up to the date of the call for redemption or pay- 
ment;”’ and then to strike out the other words down to ‘‘stopped.”’ 
I think that will make it correct. Let the Secretary read and see if 
that will not make it correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. Is 
the Senator from New York desirous that the Senate shall wait on this 
matter? The pending amendment can not be read. 

Mr. MILLER. I have not offered any amendment. The bill has 
been “unanimously from the Finance Committee. If the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has any amendment to offer I shall not object to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from New York can not wait a mo- 


ment I shall have to object to the consideration of the bill. He can do 
98 he chooses. 
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Mr. MILLER. The Senator from New York has not objected to wait- 
ing; it is the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the bill be passed over informally and 
be taken up after some other matters on the Calendar are disposed of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If there be no objection the bill will 
be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. MILLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: S 


rate bill 1775, 


which was passed over informally, will now be proceeded with. The 
pending amendment will be stat 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, at the beginning of the line, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word ‘* value’’ and insert ‘‘ amount;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘interest,’’ in the same ] tostrike out the word ‘‘on’”’ and 
insert the words ‘* thereon up to;” ter the word ‘‘date,’’ in the 


same line, tostrike out the words *‘ when they were called for redemp 


tion and when interest was stopped to insert ‘*of their call for 
redemption or payment;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to examine into the claim of Eliza }I n Ehle, of Canajoharie, State of 
New York, to be paid the amount, with the accrued interest thereon up to the 
date of their call for redemption or payment, of the followi lescribed coup 


bonds. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment wi 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, after the word ‘‘destroyed,”’ 
posed to insert the words ‘‘and were when destroyed owned by 
Ehle;’’ in line26 to strike ont the word “‘ value ”’ and insert ‘* ar 
after the word “‘ the,”’ where it occurs the second time in the line, t 
the words “‘ face of;’’ and after the word ‘‘ interest,”’ 
proposed by the committee in line 26, to insert * 
the same;’’ so as to read: 


The question is on agreeing to th 


ll be stated 


in the «+ 
mie am 


to the date of ca 


And if the Secretary of the Treasury, after such examination, is 
said bonds are destroyed, and were when destroyed owned by said hie, and is 
also satisfied that they have not since been presented to and paid by the 
ernmentof the United States, he shall cause the amount of the face of the sam 
together with interest to the date of calling the same as aforesaid, to be paid 
the said Eliza Ellen Ehle, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
propriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, ETC. 


The next bills on the Calendar were the bill (S. 2620) to repeal so 
much of the act of June 20, 1878, as provides for the appointment of 
second lieutenants in the Signal Corps, and the bill (S. 2621) to limit 
Geodetic Survey, the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, and 
the Signal Service. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let those two bills be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills are objected to and wili be 
passed over. 

PROTECTION OF 


PROPERTY FROM FIRE. 


The bill (S. 1212) for the further protection of property from fire and 
safety of lives in the District of Columbia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether there is any tir 
fixed in the bill within which these improvements must be made in 
order to relieve the owners from this liability. It seems to me there 
ought to be some time within which it shall be done. The pointof my 
suggestion is this——. 

Mr. INGALLS. It requires notice served by the 
and gives parties thirty days in which to comply with the act. 

Mr. PLATT. That is rather short, but as [ heard the bill read I 
thought there was no time given at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro 7 Thirty days are required. The 
amendments reported trom the Committee on the District of Columbia 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘acads 
the committee report to insert the word 


} 


to be authorities, 


npore. 


ss a} 39 + 
school: 50 48 LO! 


That it shall be the duty of the owner or owners, in fee or for life, of e 
building constructed and used, or intended to be used,as a ho factory, n 

factory, theater, tenement house, seminary, j y! 
hall, or place of amusement, and of the trustee or trustees of every estate, : 


college, academy, bospitai, ass 


ciation, society, college, academy, school, hospital, or asylum owning o 
any building 50 feet high or upward, to provide and cause to be erecté i 
affixed, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, tostrikeontt 
“building inspector and chief engineer of the fire department” and 
insert ‘‘commissioners of the District of Columbia;’’ so as to read 


And cause to be erected and affixed to said building iron fire-escapes and com- 








bined stand-pipes and ladders, or either of said appliances as may be approved 
and adopted by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
‘‘lighted,’’ to insert ‘‘ when occupied;’’ so as to read: 

That in all hotels, factories, manufactories, workshops, schools, seminaries, col- 
leges, hospitals, asylums, halis, or places of amusement,or other places men- 
tioned in this act, the hallways and stairways shall be properly lighted when oc- 
cupied at night. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask permission at this time to report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Michigan asks the 
uranimous consent of the Senate in suspension of the present order to 
receive a report. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with the recommendatiog that it be inserted 
in the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without objecting to this, I desire to be understood 
as objecting to any business as far as I can that interferes with the con- 
sideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not objecting to this. 

Mr. CONGER. A matter going to the Committee on Appropriations 
for the deficiency bill or any otherappropriation bill ought necessarily to 
have precedence of other business. 

Mr. BLAIR. But itis taking up this hour for the Calendar, and at 
half past 12 there will be an opportunity to present such business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that it is in violation of the unanimous understanding that anything 
should be interposed in exclusion of the Calendar during thiscall. The 
next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE TO NAVY-YARD EMPLOYES. 

The bill (S. 2268) to grant leaves of absence to employés in United 
States navy-yards was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor with an amendment, which will be 
read. 

Mr. HALE. The bill had better be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

LOTTERY CIRCULARS. 


6892 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 14 











, 





’ 


Sel cA Reema 
5, 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be prepared a medal of honor, with suit. 
able devices, to be bestowed upon Thomas Sampson, of the city of New 
York, according to the provisions contained in section 7 of the act ep. 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the establishment of life-saving stations 
and houses of refuge upon the sea and lake coasts of the United States. 
and to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving service.”’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 


The bill (S. 21) for the relief of Adelicia Cheatham was announce) 
as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection, 

MARY SPRAGUE. 

The bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague was cop. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mary Sprague, a volunteer nurse in the late war, on the pension. 
roll, and to pay her $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY SHOULDERS. 


The bill (S. 2431) granting a pension to Henry Shoulders was con. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry Shoulders, late of Company I, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD B. RIANS. 

The bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard P, 
Rians was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Richard B. Rians, late a member 
of Company D, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiy- 
ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL FROST. 

The bill (H. R. 4374) to increase the pension of Samuel Frost was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
| pension of Samuel Frost, late a lieutenant of Company F, Eighty-fourt 
Illinois Regiment, te $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


hah ti an > bf _ Aor 





The bill (S. 2066) to amend section 3894 of the Revised Statutes of | 9 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


the United States, relating to the transmission through the mails of lot- 
tery, gift-enterprise, and other circulars was next in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. Wecan not consider it under the 
five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to, and goes over 
under the rule. 

NAVAL CADET-ENGINEERS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 60) 
for the purpose of temporarily increasing the number of assistant en- 
gineers in the United States Navy by restoring certain cadet-engineers 
named therein to their legal rights and to their proper office and rank 
in the United States Navy, authorizing and directing the President to 
appoint such cadet-engineers (graduates) assistant engineers, to com- 
mission them as such, and to antedate their commissions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the joint resolu- 
tion goes over. 

E. J. NORTHCUTT & BROTHERS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1344) for the relief of 
E. J. Northeutt & Brothers for losses sustained by Indian depredations 
in Southern Oregon in 1855. 

Mr. DAWES. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 

MARY F. POTTS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 244) for the relief of 
Mary F. Potts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill stands on a motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. PLATT. With regard to that case I do not ask to have it taken 
up at thistime. The motion to reconsider was entered by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. I have had some conference with 
him, and I hope that hisobjection may be so satisfied that he will with- 
draw it at some future time, but I do not ask to have the bill consid- 
ered now. 

THOMAS SAMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson was consid- 


MARY JANE CONRAD. 


The bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of Mary Jane Conrad was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Jane Conrad, widow of James Conrad, ¢e- 
ceased, late of Maysville, Ky., formerly of the special service, war o/ 
1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK MURPHY. 

The bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pex- 
sion-roll the name of Patrick Murphy, late a seaman in the United 
States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER HARPER. 


The bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Alexander Harper ws 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tLe 
pension-roll the name of Alexander Harper, late of Company [, f= 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN TRADERS. 


The bill (S. 2676) to repeal chapter 360 of the statutes of 1°°2, ©- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 2133 of the Revised Statutes, 1n tT: 
tion to Indian traders,’’ was considered as in Committee of the Wie. 
It proposes to repeal the act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 2138 f 
the Revised Statutes, in relation to Indian traders,”’ approved July! 
1882, and provides that section 2133 of the Revised Statutes is re-eo- 
acted and made of full force and effect, the same as if the statute 0 
July 31, 1882, had not been enacted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: red ‘0 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 


SAC AND FOX INDIAN LANDS. 


The bill (S. 1801) for the reappraisement and sale of a certain tract 
of land of the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Mi-svu" 
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tribe, in the State of Nebraska, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Itdirects the Secretary of the Interior to inquire into the cor- 
rectness of the appraisement made under authority of an act approved 
August 15, 1876, of lot 8 of the southeast quarter of section 19, town- 
ship 1 north, range 17 east, Sac and Fox reservation lands, in the State 
of Nebraska, and if he is satisfied that the lot was appraised at more 
than its actual value he may cause the same to be reappraised and sold 
to the highest bidder for cash, at not less than the appraised value. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State 
of Colorado was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 


BRIDGE AT BELLE ISLE PARK. 


The bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 
the mainland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT BOYD. 

The bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Robert Boyd was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Robert Boyd, late of Company D, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH M. CARROLL. 


The bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah M. Carroll, a nurse in the late war, at 
the rate of $12.50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM L. WAIT. 

The bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hiram L. Wait, late a private in Company C, 
Third Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD COLEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Edward Coleman, late a private in Company H, Fourth Regiment IIli- 
nois Cavalry Volunteers, and of Company C, One hundred and sixth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. PAYTON. 


The bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of John W. Payton, late a private in Company 
I, Eighteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN E. DOGGETT. 

The bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett, was con- 
sidered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John E. Doggett, son of George R. Dogyett, late 
a private in Company L, Eighth Indiana Cavalry, asa dependent child, 
at $12 a month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA A. VORHES. 

The bil? (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Vorhees, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 5, to strike out the name ‘‘ Vorhees”’ where it occurs 
twice and insert ‘‘ Vorhes;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, dvc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
horized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Martha A Vor- 
hes, widow of John Vorhes, late of Company A, Eighty-fourth Lllinois Volun- 
teers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
concurred in. 


its were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to peusion Martha A. 
Vorhes.’’ 


ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 

The bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional 
light-house districts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to amend section 4670 of the Revised Statutes so as to read: 

The Light-House Board shall arrange the ocean, gulf, lake, and river coasts of 
the United States inte light-house districts, not exceeding sixteen in number. 

It also proposes to repeal any law or regulation prohibiting the em- 
ployment in the light houses of the United States of persons of more 
than forty-five years of age. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask for order in the Senate? I have been en- 
deavoring to hear the bills read, but | am utterly unable to hear the 
bills or to know what business is being transacted in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please come to order. 
Conversation will be suspended. Bills are being rapidly passed, and 
it is the right of Senators to hear what is being done. 


RANGE-LIGHTS AND BEACONS. 


The bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to Pen- 
sacola, Fla., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to establish range-lights 
near Fort McRae; to re-establish the Fort Barrancas ranges; to establish 
lighted beacons at or near Devil’s Point, Escambia Bay; at or near the 
Anchorage, in Santa Maria de Galvaez Bay; at or near the turn of the 
channel; and at Bay Point, Blackwater Bay; and that a day-beacon be 
placed to mark the shoals between the Anchorage and Blackwater Bay, 
Florida; the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $17,250. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 11, after the word “‘ of,’’ I move to insert the 
word ‘‘all;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ the entire cost of all.’’ As it reads now 
it refers only to the last light-house, I think. 

Mr. MILLER. Does the Senator from Connecticut think that nec- 
essary to guard this bill? This is a House bill, and if amended it may 
not be possible for it to become a law at this session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the point made by the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. MILLER. I ask the Senator from Connecticut if he thinks the 
amendment necessary ? The Committee on Commerce believe this to 
be an important matter, and being a House bill, as we are very near 
the end of the session, the hope was that it might be passed without 
amendment at all, unless it shall be absolutely necessary to amend it. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not insist 
upon his amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is open to the construction that it refers 
only to the last point named in the bill; but as this is a House bill and 
as possibly there may be no practical danger that it will receive that 
construction, I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHTS AT THE MOUTH OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill (H. R. 7633) establishing additional aids to navigation at 
the mouth of the Mississippi River was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments; in line 5, after the word ‘“‘ follows,’’ to strike out the words 
‘*a light-ship off the entrance to the jetties tothe South Pass; higher”’ 
and to insert ‘‘ Higher;’’ and, in line 13, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘fifty-two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-seven;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, éc., That there be established additiona! nids to navigation off 
and near the passes at the mouth of the Mississippi River, in the State of Leuisi- 
ana, as follows: Higher and more powerful lights at or near the outer ends of 
the jetties at the South Pass, to replace those now in existence; a steam or hot- 
air fog-signal at or near the end of the east jetty; a higher and more powerful 
light on one of the jetties at the head of the passes; and a fog-signal at or near 
Cubit’s Gap, in said Mississippi River; the cost of which shall not exceed the 
sum of $27,500. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. As the bill has to go back to the House amended I 
move, in line 12, that the word ‘‘entire’’ be inserted before the word 
**cost;’’ so as to read: 

The entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $27,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amencments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 


Mr. CONGER. The bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction 
of additional light-house districts was passed while my attention was 
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occupied. I wish to offeran amendment to that bill, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be regarded as reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be re- 
garded as reconsidered, and the bill will be open to amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out all after line 7 in the bill. 

Mr. BECK. If the bill is to be sent back to the House amended I 
suggest that the word ‘‘establishment ”’ be substituted for “‘constrac- 
tion” in the title of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘Let the part proposed to be stricken out be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Michigan will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after line 7 of the 
bill in the following words: 


That any law or regulation prohibiting the employment in the light-houses 
of the United States of persons of more than forty-five years of age be, and the 


same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. CONGER. The present law limits the age to fifty years instead 
of forty-five years. It was a mistake in the age, but the Light-House 
Board said that fifty years was perhaps a proper age, and that this did 
not repeal any law but left it in confusion, and desired that this clanse 
might be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to understand the Senator from Michigan. 
Will he repeat his statement? 

Mr. CONGER. The proposition as it came from the House is that 
no person over forty-five years of age shall be employed as light-house 
keeper, repealing a law which it is assumed made that limit of age. 
The law limits the age to fifty years instead of forty-five years. There- 
fore this provision would not repeal any such law, for there is none fix- 
ing forty-five years, but there is a law fixing fifty, and the Light-House 
Board recommend that this be stricken out and that it remain at fifty. 
It was evidently a misconception on the part of some gentleman in the 
other Honse. 

Mr. HALE. I should like te hear what the Senator from Michigan 
is saying, because itis upon a subject on which I desire information. It 
is very important in this service along the coast that thoroughly well, 
strong men, in the prime of life, be employed in it. That, of course, is 
the foundation of any previous restriction as to age. I came into the 
Chamber just now as a portion of the bill was being read, and I do not 
know how its terms as amended left the question of age, and I want 
the Senator to tell me. 

Mr. CONGER. I will state to the Senator that this proposition as- 
sumes that the law requires that they shall not be appointed at an age 
exceeding forty-five years. The law limits the time of their x. 
ment as to age at fifty years. 

Mr. HALE. . Where is that law? 

Mr. CONGER. There is asection named in the bill. Somebody by 
some misconception has proposed te repeal the law, assuming it to be 
forty-five years, when there is, as I understand, no such law. Thesec- 
retary of the Light-House Board came to me with a request that it 
might be left at fifty years, as it isin the law. 

Mr. HALE. If it is the law that fifty years is the limit and there 
is no law that fixes forty-five years as the limit, why put in any pro- 
vision? If the law to-day is fifty years, as it ought to be, and there is 
no forty-five years’ law, as there ought not to be, why meddle or deal 
with the law ? 

Mr. CONGER. 
vision. 

Mr. HALE. That I did not understand. 

Mr. CONGER. I have moved to strike out that provision in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan will be considered as agreed to if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CALL. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill, being objected to, goes 
over. 

Mr. CALL. I do not refer to the bill, but to the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask that the portion of the bill as it stands be 
read and then the portion of it be read as it will be if amended, so that 
we may have an understanding of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 4670 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
S0 as to read as follows: 


‘The Light- House Board shall arrange the ocean, gulf, lake, and river coasts 
of the United States into light-house districts, not exceeding sixteen in number.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan proposes 
to strike out the rest of the bill. 


The amendment will be agreed to if 


That is why I have moved to strike out the pro- 


Mr. PLATT. What is the part —_ to be stricken out? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the part 
proposed to be stricken out. 


The SEcRETARY. 
following words: 

That any law or regulation proh‘biting the employment in the light-! 
of the United States of persons of more than forty-five years of age be, « 
same is hereby, repeal 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
strike out the latter part of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. Ther; 
are a great many people in this ‘country who are over fifty years 0! av, 
who are as strong and active and vigorous and capable of service as ;; 
man under that age. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is to strike out the prohibition. 

Mr. CALL. Thereis a regulation of the Light-House Board y 
Tegulates the appointment of these people and limits it to persons | 
forty-five years of age. 

Mr. CONGER. Under fifty years. The regulation limits it to iif, 
years and the amendment limits it to forty-five. We leave it a; t) 
Light-House Board thought best to have it, but their regulation i- 


It is proposed to strike out all after line 7 i 


years. 

Mr. CALL. Then I am for the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The limitation is rather a matter of regulation tian q 
matter of statute law. 

Mr. CALL. I see I was correct. The bill passed by the Hous: 


That any law or regulation prohibiting the employment in the light-hous 
the United States of persons of more than forty-five years of age be, and the sx 
is hereby, repealed. 


That repeal would leave them at liberty to appoint persons over forty- 
five years of age. As far as this bill is concerned if the regulation | 
forty-five or fiity years it is repealed and it leaves them at liberty : 
appoint without regard to age. I know personally several persons i 
the light-house service, and who have been so for years on the « 
Florida, who are over fifty yearsof age, who are more vigorous and | 
experienced and more capable than many men to be found under that 
age. The subject was bronght to my attention in the case of 4 ina 
who has served asa volunteer light-keeper on a dangerous portion 0! 
the Saint John’s River for twenty years in a malarious and unhe:! 
ful lecation. He was recommended by every steamboat captain and 
every vessel-owner of every description on the Saint John’s River for 
appointment to the position of light-keeper at the Volusia bar, and 
was refused the appointment, although he has been voluntarily (: 
that service in the pay of the steamboats, because he was over {or'y- 
five years ofage. 1 venture to say that he is one of the most vigorous 
active, strong, and capable men that can be found im this countr) 

I think you had better leave it to the discretion of the appointing 
officer, who can, if a man is incapacitated, whether he is forty-five | 
fifty or sixty years of age, refuse him an appointment, and if no! 
it to him. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt from hearing the language read |hiere 
that it would repeal any regulation that fixes forty-five years of ace as 
the limit, or any higher number than that, and would leave it al! op«n 
to the discretion of the board in the appointment. I think that would 
be pernicious. I think the Senator from Michigan is right in striking 
out any clause bere that repeals that, for while it may be true in e:- 
ceptional cases ha‘ vigorous men, endowed with every faculty unim- 
paired, may be ivuud in the light-houseservice above fifty yeais 
still the limitation was based upon thorough experience and wisn 
that not more than fifty years of age should be allowed to men in tli: 
service generally. 

Mr. CONGER. At the time of their appointment. 

Mr. HALE. At the time of their appointment I mean, of co 
You may find men competent at that age, and who will continue to be 
so for ten years, and some of them for twenty; but the general rul: 
clearly a good one, that into this service, beset with peri! and 
hardship, involving endurance such as hardly any other fic! 
does, should be open only to active men in the possession of }cu!'h 
In some cases of light-honses that have but one keéper, upon |i" 


| pend the lives and property of people upon the sea. There oug!it 


to be any variation of this good rule of limitation because there are ¢x- 
ceptions such as the Senator from Florida arrays here. The servi 
ought not to be imperiled by allowing appointments above fiity yeo™ 
of age, because if it is allowed they will be made because the bo 

be beset and it will be impossible to resist importunity. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator's time is out’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not concur with the views of the S«na'o! 
from Maine. I have known some light-house keepers beyond 1): °“ 
of fifty years, men who served faithfully in the discharge of the dou 
of those positions. Ferone I believe that they are fully as comp '*"'. 
fully as watchfal, fully as careful in the discharge of their du: 
men not so old. 

I do not see the use of a@opting rules and regulations that « 
from these positions men who are competent simply because thes y have 
arrived at a certain of life. For one I am opposed to unde’ K- 
ing to fixing such a limit in every instance, thus depriving the |. 
House Board of the privilege of appointing a proper man simp') °~ 
cause he has arrived at the age of forty-five or Atty years. We do not 
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make any such limitation on Senators or judges of courts, and I do not 
see the propriety of an iron rule which shal! exclude every man simply 
because he has arrived at a certain period of time when he may be in 
possession of all the physical and mental faculties necessary to fill the 
ae CONGER. I did not suppose this would give rise to discussion. 
It is so important that this new light-house system should be estab- 
lished for the convenience of the board and for the convenience of com- 
merce that with the permission of the Senate | will withdraw my re- 
for a reconsideration. ; : : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator withdraws his motion 

to reconsider and the bill stands passed. 


JOHN LITTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 2704) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas went out a moment since; 
he told me he degired to object to that case. I know nothing about 
the case myself. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is the light-house bill passed? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that this bill be informally passed over until 
the Senator from Kansas returns. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hill will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 2704) for the relief of John Little 
and Hobart Williams. ; x 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the bill I promised the Senator from Kansas 
I would object to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope it may be informally passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be informally passed over. 


ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 













Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what became of the light-house bill 
which was under discussion ? 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It waspassed. It was pending ona 
motion to reconsider, and the motion to reconsider has been withdrawn 
and the bill remains passed as it came from the House. 

Mr. HALE. I understood that it went over. 

Mr. CONGER. No. I withdrew the motion to reconsider. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 57) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis., with amendments, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act for the 
construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex.; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 
The bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Claims reported an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Court of Claims is hereby given, subject to the proviso hereinafter 




































mentioned, like to hear and determine the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of C. M. B: deceased, for the proceeds of 455 bales of cotton, now 
in the of the United States, alleged to have been owned, in whole or in 


by i as is given to said court by the acts of March 12, 1863, and 
uly 2, 1864, upon petition to be filed in said court at any time within two years 
from the passage of this act, any statute of limitations to the contrary notwith- 
: Provided, , That uniess the said court shal!, on a preliminary 

inquiry, find that said Br was in fact loyal tothe United States Government, 
and that the assignment to him hereinafter mentioned was bona fide, the court 
shall not have jurisdiction of the case, and the same shall, without further pro- 
ceedings, he jissed: And provided . That if the court shall! find that 
the alleged from one Morehead to said Briggs, of dute April 15, 1862, 
under which said Briggs claimed said cotton, was intended only as security to 
said eee and against contingent liabilities assumed by him 
for said Morehead, judgment shall be rendered only for such portion of the pro- 
ceeds of said cotton as shail equal the moneys actually due to said Briggsat the 


date of said and such as were afterward actual! dby said Brigg 
Soaelan assignment, y paid by said Briggs 


Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment. 
Mr. LOGAN. I object to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 


over. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 


The bill (8. 2516) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the. 
I at Memphis, Tenn., was announced as next in order. 
Mr. AN. Let that go over. 
The protempore. The bill goes over under objection. 
Mr. PLUMB. May I inquire if that bil] is objected to? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Locan 
Mr. MB. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois not 
to object to that bill. The company is ready to build the bridge, and 
it is a very important work, not only for that locality, but for all the 
section of west of it. 


The protempore. The next bill will be stated. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Is it competent to move to take up the bill notwith- 


standing the objection? 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It is not, under the rule. 
MARY E. CASEY. 
The bill (H. R. 5003) forthe relief of Mary E. Casey was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That there shal be paid to Mary FE. Casey, of Richardson County, Nebraska, 


$133.34. that being the amount she paid to the receiver of public money at the 
land office at Beatrice, Nebr 
of the northeast quarter of section 29, tow nship 1, range 17 east, Nebraska, being 
a portion of the lands of the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians, which said entry was 
afterward contested and decided against said Mary E. Casey,and duly e 
January 7, 1880; to be paid in the same manner provided for the 
moneys paid forthe purchase of public lan 


, on an entry made June 21, 1578, on the south half 


anceled 
repayment of 
*, section 2362 ofthe Kevised Statutes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


read a third time. 


_ The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


SETTLERS AND PURCHASERS OF LANDS IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


The bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands 


on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands with an amendment, to strike out all after the en- 


acting clause and insert a substitute. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish the bill as it came from the House read and 
then the amendment. 

The bill was read, and also the amendment, which was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That for the purpose of reimbursing persons, and the grantees, heirs, and de- 
visees of persons, who, under the homestead, pre-emption, or other laws, set 
tled upon or purchased lands within the grant made by an act entitied **A 
for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the 
Northern Kansas Railroadand Telegraph.” approved July 23, 1856, and to whom 
— have been issued therefor, but against which persons, or their grante 
1eirs, or devisees, decrees have been rendered by the United States circuit court 
on aceount of the priority of said grant made in the act above entitied, the sum 
of $250,000, or so much thereof as shall be required for said purpose, is herety 
appropriated: Provided, however, That no part of said sum shall be paid to any 
one of said parties until he shal! have filed with the Secretary of the Interior a 
copy of the said decree, duly certified, and also a certificate of the judye of said 
court rendering the same to the effect that such decree was rendered in a Le 
fide controversy between a plaintiff showing title under the grant made in said 
act and a defendant holding the patent or holding by deed under the patente 
and that the decision was in favor of the plaintiff on the ground of the priorits 
of the grant made by said act to the filing, settlement, or purchase by the d« 
fendant or his grantor; and said claimant shall also file with the said decree and 
certificate a bill of the eosts in such case, duly certified by the clerk and judg: 
of said court. Thereupon it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to adjust the amount due to each defendant on the basis of $3.50 per acre for the 
tract his title to which shall have failed as aforesaid,and the costs appearing by 
the bil) thereof. Heshall then make a requisition upon the Treasury for the 
sum found to be due to such claimant, or his heirs and devisees or assigns. and 
shall pay the same to him, taking such release, acquittance, or discharge as sha!t 
forever bar any further claim against the United States on aceount of the fail- 
ure of the title as aforesaid. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator who reported this 
bill to explain the difference between the House bill, which is stricken 
out, and the amendment which is proposed. I desire to call his atten- 
tion to one or two matters. In the bill as it came from the House I 
see that the Secretary of the Interior is directed to adjust the amount 
due to each defendant, on the basis of what he shall have paid, not 
exceeding $3.50 per acre;’’? while I find that in the amendment the 
Secretary of the Interior is “‘ to adjust the amount due to each defend- 
ant on the basis of $3.50 per acre,’’ having no refereuce or allusion to 
what he has paid. Then I see that in the text of the bill as it came 
from the House there was this section: 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall only apply to the actual and bona 
fide settlers on the lands therein referred to, and no one person shall be entitled 
to the benefits of thisact for compensation for more than 160 acres of land: Fro- 
vided, That all other persons who purchased any part of said land at $1.25 per 
acre, and the money was actually paid into the Treasury, shall be entitled to 
repayment of the money so actually paid by them. 


act 


I should like to understand why that is not a good provision and why 
we should pay back $3.50 an acre without reference to how much had 
been paid for it. Those are the points to which | should like to call 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck ] 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 12.30 having arrived, 
this order is closed, it being the last day of the order 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill will be 


placed before the Senate as the unfinished business. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) mak 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of ver- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I ask for a separate vote on each amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I submit the following motion—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the request of the Senator 
from Kansas for a separate vote on each amendment the Senator from 
Minnesota offers a motion, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the»Dill be committed to the Committee on Commerce with instructions 
to amend the same as voted by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, except 
that in respect of the sum of money in each and every item and head of appro- 
priation and the sum of the aggregate thereof contained in the bill and in the 
amendments agreed upon by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole shall! be 
reduced 30 per cent. of the amounts thereof respectively; and that said com- 


mittee amend said bill accordingly,and not otherwise; and report the same 
complete forthwith. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire to suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, who offered that motion, that there ought to be a vote 
in the Senate upon the amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
first. Then let that motion which he now offers be presented after the 
Senate has voted on the amendments which were acted upon in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Now, for illustration, the item in the House bill appropriating $350,- 
000 for the completion of the work at the Muscle Shoals was reduced by a 
Senate amendment $100,000. I desire a yea-and-nay vote in the Sen- 
ate upon that amendment of the committee, so that if this bill is re- 
committed it will go before the committee on the same basis with other 
appropriations. If there is not a yea-and-nay vote on that great work 
and this motion prevails, it will reduce the appropriation made by the 
Senate committee, $250,000, 30 per cent., when the House has appropri- 
ated $350,000 on the report of the engineers that that amount is in- 
dispensably necessary to complete the work, and there are $2,100,000 
lying there perfectly useless to commerce until that great work is com- 
pleted so that boats can pass through those shoals. Three hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, the engineer telegraphed me since the bill has 
been before the Senate, is indispensable to enable him to complete that 
great work within the next year; and if the amendment reducing that 
amount appropriated by the House, $100,000, passes, it will delay that 
work fortwo years and keep that vast amount of investment there dead 
to the world. I insist that the vote upon the amendments which have 
been and will be reserved in the Senate be taken in the Senate, and 
then let the motion of the Senator be presented. 

Mr. SEWELL. In view of the proposition of the chairman of the 


committee, I should like to get information as to what the amount of 


this bill is at the present time. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 4s it now stands the bill appropriates $18,513,- 


vw. 

Mr. SEWELL. What was it as it came to the Senate from the 
House? 

Mr. McMILLAN. As it came from the House, $15,182,200. 

Mr.SEWELL. A reduction of 30 per cent. will reduce it to between 
twelve and thirteen million. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thirteen or fourteen million. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is this motion authorized by the cémmittee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the motion 
to refer is offeted by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Not by the consent of all the committee. I dissent. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri did not agree to the 
proposition. 

Mr. SEWELL. The motion is to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to refer with instruc- 
tious is now pending. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend by making the reduction 25 per 
cent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is in order. 

Mr. CALL. I concur entirely with the Senator from Alabama that 
this motion should not be adopted without a vote of the Senate upon 
the amendments which are proposed to be reserved. 

In the case of Fernandina, Fla., the House bill gave $150,000, being 
a very small proportion of the amount recommended by the engineers, 
which was $600,000 for this year. The Senate reduced that $70,000, 
and insisted upon the report of the committee reducing that amount 
$70,000. Now, if we adopt the sliding scale of 30 per cent. and apply 
it to all the large and unreasonable accumulations of the amounts ap- 
propriated by the action of the Senate—unreasonable not in respect to 
the merits of each appropriation but in respect to the others which 
have been recommended—the Senate have reduced 30 per cent. still 
more, while others have been largely increased by the action of the 
Senate. I would desire to have a vote in the Senate upon the action 
ot the Committee of the Whole supporting the action of the Committee 
on Commerce cutting down the appropriation for Fernandina. 

Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw the amendment I offered to make the 
amount 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota to recommit the bill with instructions. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to cal) the attention of the chairman of the 


committee—and before the motion is put I shall move to amend it— 
to the estimates and the report of the committee in reference to the 


improvement of the Illinois River. The expectation is that two locks 


fluence with the committee, because the committee make this re; 





and dams will be put in for the benefit of the navigation of that ri,,. 
below Hennepin during this present fiscal year, with a view of deeper. 
ing the channel of that river, and the estimate is $350,000. The 4». 
propriation reported in the bill is $100,000. That $100,000 reduced t, 
$70,000 would be altogether inadequate. I do not suppose anything | 
say will have any influence on the committee. _ 


Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator does not appreciate, I think, t) 


weight he has. 


Mr: LOGAN. I say I do not suppose what I say will have any jp. 


rt 
por 


for the reduction in the bill; but I desire that I be permitted to mak. 
my statement anyhow. You then will reduce the whole appropriatiyy 
for the Illinois River to $70,000. The chairman, with his knowledg, 
of the work required to be done there, knows that $70,000 amounts ty 
nothing; you might as well not appropriate anything. I think tha, 


will be the effect in reference to a great many very important improve. 


ments. If they had cut outa great many improvements that have beep 
put in here that are new the bill could have been reduced, and at the 
same time had the improvements that are necessary properly appropri- 
ated for and advanced during the present fiscal year. 


The Illinois River improvement runs as far back as 1832. The State 


of Illinois has expended large amounts of money herself when the Goy- 
ernment would not appropriate for it for the purpose of opening up 
and making that stream navigable and effective for commerce. 


I only cite this one instance. I could name several other appropria- 


tions that will be affected in like manner. Now, I weuld ask to be per- 
mitted before this motion is put to make the same motion I did last 
night to increase the Illinois River appropriation to $150,000, and | 
think the chairman of the committee ought to accept it. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire for intormation, if the Senator wil! 


yield to me a moment, what is the exact proposition before the Senate? 


Is it to recommit with instructions to reduce the increases made by the 


Senate? 


Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; the motion is to recommit the whole bil! 
with instructions to reduce the appropriations 30 per cent. In other 
words, it is a horizontal cut at the whole bill. I suppose that this ed- 
ucation in reference to a horizontal slice at this bill has been brought 
about by the evidences we have had of great knowledge and experienc: 
in reference to the tariff, making a horizontal slice at that. I suppose 
the Senator from Minnesota has been educated up to this point by an 
Illinois man; but the Illinois men in this Senate do not educate as we'll 
as those who are in the other branch of Congress. I am opposed t 
this manner of cutting down this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time is out. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to its being out. I was about 
out myself. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to take the 
sense of the Senate as to the operation of the five-minute rule with- 
out discussion. The Chair desires to call attention in regard to the 
obscurity of the order made yesterday in regard to the five-minute 
rule. The Chair desires to carry out the wishes of the Senate. The 
Chair will read the order as he understands it, as reported in the I r- 
ORD, made on the suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN], who asked unanimous consent that the five-minute rule 
should be applied to debate: 

The Presiptnc Orricer. The Senator from Minnesota asks unanimous con- 


sent that in the further consideration of this bill debate be limited under the 
five-minute rule. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. The Chair would understand, therefore, 
that the five-minute rule was applied to this bill in all its stages, that 
no Senator should make more than one speech on any proposition, and 
then only for five minutes. If thatis the understanding of the Senate, 
the Chair wil! endeavor to carry it out. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was not my understanding when the arrange 
ment was made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can only say—— 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the five-minute rule? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The five-minute rule is genery 
called the eighth rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. I called attention last night to that understanding 
of the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is some obscurity in the !an- 
guage of the presiding officer [Mr. Frye], who was in the chair at that 
time, about it. There was no objection, it seems, to applying the lve 
minute rule to all parts of the bill and to every’stage of it. [1 so, 1t's 
the duty of the Chair to limit debate to five minutes by each Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not an order that the Chair can enforce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; but the Chair can call attentioa 
to the fact. 

Mr. INGALLS. I stated distinetly that I did not so understand and 
did not so consent. There was no such understanding or agreement 60 
far as my action was concerned. 

Mr. McMILLAN. So far as I am concerned, when I made that re 
quest it was with the understanding and expectation that the Sena‘¢ 
would pass the bill yesterday under the agreement of the Benate, aud ! 
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supposed that agreement to apply the five-minute rule included all the 
amendments and all the motions affecting the bill until its passage. 
It did not include the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] has the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Are we proceeding under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands, by unan- 
jmous consent. As a matter of course the Chair can not enforce the 
rule, but he can call attention to it: 

Mr. VEST. I suppose this motion will prevail. 

Mr. INGALLS. We ought to have an understanding about this mat- 
ter before we proceed further. The Senator from Missouri will allow 
metointerpose. There never has beenany application of the five-minute 
rule except as to the question of amendments on any appropriation bill ; 
and here comes a motion to commit, that under the rules has priority 
over a motion toamend; and to say that any understanding could limit 
debate to five minutes on a motion tocommit this bill, which involves 
the whole question of policy and propriety, is contrary to justice. I 
hope the Chair will not feel called upon to state when any Senator is 
on the floor that the five-minute rule is in operation upon that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will submit a motion 
the Chair will present it to the Senate so that it may be determined. 

Mr. HALE. I only rise to say in giving my testimony on this mat- 
ter that when the proposition was made yesterday by the Senator from 
Minnesota in charge of the bill [Mr. McMILLAN] I was occupying the 
floor. My attention naturally was called to the terms of the proposi- 
tion and to its final adoption. I stated then that while I could not go 
on and finish in five minutes what I should like to say about certain 
clauses and sections in the bill, yet for the sake of hastening the pub- 
lic business I would not object; and thereupon the Chair put the prop- 
osition, and it was heard by every Senator distinctly I presume. I was 
watching it keenly, because it interfered with me first and cut me off. 
But unanimous consent was given, and I had no doubt at that time in 
yielding myself that it applied to the bill and all amendments, and 
that the rule was to be agreed upon and settled and fixed. I did not 
think at that time any Senator would seek to disturb it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What is the Senator from Maine speaking 
on? What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know, but there is an objection made to 
the ruling of the Chair. The statement made by the Senator from 
Maine is not correct, for I did object and was the only one who did. I 
mean to have that appear now and hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Virginia at that time made no ob- 
jection. I only state this as my understanding; and I think it was 
clearly stated at the time. All the Senators who were here perhaps 
did not icipate, but it was clearly understood, and is in the RECORD. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call attention of the President of the Senate 
to what appears in to-day’s REcorD on this subject: 


Mr. McMiiian. I ask unanimous consent that on all amendments hereafter 
debate be limited to five minutes. 

The Presipine Orricer. The Senator from Minnesota asks unanimous con- 
sent that in the further consideration of this bill debate be limited under the 
five-minute rule. Is there objection? 


The request was only as to the amendments to the bill. That was 
my understanding, and I think it was the understanding of the entire 
Senate. It is true the presiding officer is made by the RECORD to say 
that it to further debate on the bill, which of course includes 
the main and the motion to recommit—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
read what follows? 

Mr. HOAR. May I make a suggestion? I do not think that any 
Senator would insist on the enforcement as of unanimous consent of a 
limitation of debate which was not understood at the time and which 
was ambiguous, as is very clear from what the Senator reads. I hope 
we shall have unanimous consent that the limitation shall apply only 
to the amendments. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I object,with all due defer- 
ence to the Senator from Missouri. I will not give unanimous consent, 
and for a reason which was apparent here yesterday. I am standing 
out in tion to this bil], and all the friends of it want all the 
speeches can get in in favor of it to be unlimited in time and to 
curtail all debate that can possibly suggest reasons why it ought 
not to be passed. I am objecting, and you can not get unanimous con- 
sent unless I consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Before the bill is recommitted, which I suppose will be 
the result, I desire to notice an assertion that was made yesterday when 
we were discussing the appropriation for the Mississippi River. The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] said: 7" 


The engineer, in his diagram showing the sinuosities of this river, measures 
channel at one point 30 feet right through the center of the spot in this wind- 
Way, but when you take the length of a vessel and seek to get it through 
channel the says that one drawing 25 or 26 feet of water will Se 
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grounded; and he says in his report that there is a difference between the legal 
and the navigable channel. The Senator from Vermont has given the correct 
explanation. 


And that ‘‘ explanation’? was this rather sinister remark: 

Mr. Epmunps. What the engineer means, as I understand him, by legal chan- 
nel as distinguished from a navigable one is a channel that will draw money 
from the Treasury but will not carry a ship. [Laughter.] 

A demand was made for the reading of the report. ‘The Senator from 
Nebraska stated that he would read the report before he concluded the 
discussion. 

If this debate means anything, it means most unquestionably that 
Captain Eads is drawing money fromthe Treasury of the United States 
to which he is not entitled and that he is doing this either through the 
reckless negligence or the willful fraud and complicity of the engineer 
officer whose duty it is to make monthly reports in regard to the depth 
of water on the jetties. I have taken the trouble to procure this morn- 
ing the original reports upon file in the War Office, and I desire now, 
in common justice to a gentleman whois my friend and constituent, tc 
read what those reports are. Here is the annual report of Mr. Heuer, 
who has charge of this work, and without going into all these tables 
I simply read a recapitulation of the whole report: 

From the preceding results it will be seen that the least depth at any point 
throughout the channel from the main river to the Gulf of Mexico is 29.8 feet, 
and the least width of the 26-foot channel is 240 feet. 

Since August 1, 1882, with the exception of seventeen days previously men- 
tioned, there has been “a channel through the jetties 26 feet in depth, not less 
than 200 feet in width at the bottom, and having through it a central depth of 30 
feet without regard to width;”’ also, through the shoal at the head of South 
Pass, and “ through the pass itself,’’ there has been ‘‘a channel having a navi- 
gable depth of 26 feet.” 

In making this report the engineer follows the exact language of the 
statute itself, which requires that Eads shall maintain a channel at least 
26 feet deep, 200 feet in width at the bottom, and 30 feet deep in the 
middie of the channel. This is the exact language 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I see the Senator from Nebraska is not in his 
seat, I will read what I suppose he referred to. But here he is. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hearit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to interfere in the discussion. I 
thought the Senator from Nebraska was out, and I thought I should call 
attention to what I suppose he referred to, on page 1378 of Executive 
Document No. 1, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, part 2, where the 
report of the engineer reads in this way: 


Attention is invited to that portion of the chart No.1 showing the channel in 
the Gulf about 500 feet beyond the outer ends of the jetties. There we find the 
legal— 

** Legal”? is italicized in this print— 

There we find the legal channel 26 feet deep, having a width of 239 feet and a 
central depth of 30 feet or more; but this channel makes such a sharp bend or 
turn of about 90° that I believe it would be impracticable for a vessel drawing 
25 or 26 feet to make the turn without grounding on the shoals on either side. 


Attention is invited to this point to illustrate that a legal channel may not be a 
navigable one. 





Mr. VEST. That is outside of the jetties—I call attention to that— 
not inside, and is not covered by the limitation required by the statute. 
That is 500 feet outside of the jetties. The Senator from Nebraska 
stated that the engineer also said in his report that a vessel drawing 
25 feet of water had grounded in the jetties. Here is his report in re- 
gard to that: 


But three vessels were aground during the year, one near thé foot of Goat 
Island and two on the rut beyond the end of thejetties; one of these ships draw- 
ing 24.5 feet. In each case it was stated that the vessel was handled badly. The 
depth of the water in the channel was measured when the vessel grounded, 
and the fact shown that it was not for want of depth of water that these accidents 
occured. 


I have obtained the monthly reports, in order that there shall be no 
question about this matter. In the report up to June 26, 1886, it is 
said: 

About 5 in the afternoon of May 7 the steamship Australian, outward bound, 
drawing 24 feet, grounded beyond the ends of the jetties by going too far tothe 
westward. She was entirely out of the channel, but after remaining nearly 
thirty-five hours floated off without damage. 

If that is the reference made by the Senator from Nebraska, the en- 
gineer states explicitly that it was by bad management and by going 
too far to the westward and not from the want of water that this acci- 
dent occurred. 

Ishall notdetain the Senate by reading at length these reports. Here 
are the certificates from the Engineer Bureau for the present month, in 
which it is stated that Captain Eads has complied fully with his con- 
tract with the Government and the money has been paid over to him, 
and he has received $25,000in three months. The soundings are mad¢ 
by an engineer every month, and I assert now—and I have examined 
these reports carefully—that in every one of these reports, with the ex- 
ception of seventeen days when the rise in the Mississippi River caused 
the deposit of sediment to a certain extent, the channel was fully up 
to the requirement of the law; and those seventeen days were deducted 
from his contract price, and he received no pay for them. The least 
depth of water in the jetties below New @rleans has been 29.8 feet, and 
Captain Eads’s contract with the Government requires only 26 feet with 
a bottom width of 200 feet, and a 30-foot channel has been preserved 
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in the center. Sir, it is simply naked and bare assertion—and I use no 


harsh language—it is reckless assertion to state that this money is taken 
out of the Treasury of the United States in defiance of law and in vio- 
lation of the contract made by Captain Eads and his associates with the 
Government. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Only one word, Mr. President, in regard to the 
subject-matter to which the Senator from Missouri has called attention. 

There was no intention to call in question the particular contract which 
Captain Eads had made with the Government, or to say whether Captain 
Eads had received the full measure ofcom pensation under thatcontractor 
whether he had received more. That was not the question raised in the 
discussion by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] to which I called 
his attention. He stated, as I understood and as he conceded, that the 
law called for a navigable channel of 30 feet; and he asserted: that ves- 
sels drawing 30 feet of water could enter the harbor at New Orleans. 
That was the only pointin question. Inspeaking of that I called atten- 
tion to the fact that the engineer who made his report upon that matter 
had reported that while there was a legal channel of 30 feet that would 
measure 30 feet by its sinuosities, yet at the same time it was not a 
navigabie channel of 30 feet. What Captain Eads’s contract may be 
with the Government has nothing to do with that question at all, and 
I had nothing to do with Captain Eads’s contract. 

If the people of the United States believe, or if the Senator from Lou- 
isiana believes (and I suppose he does, because he says so), that we have 
@ navigable channel 30 feet deep under the contract with Captain Eads 
or under the operations of the Government, then it is clear that they 
have not what they supposed they were having. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator understand yesterday, when he made 
a statement about this 26 feet depth of which he speaks, that while it 
is only 26 feet for a certain width, in the center it is 30 feet, and that 
the width of which he spoke yesterday was not at a place within the 
jetties ? 

Mr, VAN WYCK. 
of New Orleans. 

Mr. HOAR. ButI certainly understood the Senator, when he made 
his speech yesterday, and I think the Senator from Vermont conveyed 
the idea that he meant within the jetties the channel was only 26 feet, be- 
cause on somebody asking the difference between the legal channel and 
the navigable channel, the Senator from Vermont said that the legal 
channel was a channel drawing money from the Government, through 
which a ship could not pass. Now as I understand this report the 
engineer says in the first place: 

One of the interesting facts connected with the improvement is that the full 


It was part of the channel reaching the harbor 


depths and widths of channels required by law have been maintained through-_ 


out the year by Mr. Eads, and that no dredging of any kind has been required 
on any of. this work: since February, 1888. . 


Between the Setthen neni the year there has been some em, oiatiedl 
from 2 to 10 feet in height, but as this shoaling has occurred in the deepest part 
of the channel no harm has resulted. At present there is a channel through 
the jetties whose least depth is 31.3 feet. 

Thirty feet being, I think, what is required. 

There is also a 30-foot channel whose least width is 130 feet, and a26-foot chan- 
nel having a least width of 270 feet. 

Then he goes on to make the statement which was alluded to by the 
two Senators yesterday: 

Attention is invited to that portion of the chart No. 1 eae the channel in 
the Gulf about 500 feet beyond the outer ends of the jetties. 

I do not understand that Mr. Eads is responsible for that. 


There we find the legal channel 26 feet deep, having a width of 230 feet and a 
central depth of 30 feet or more; but this channel makes such a bend or 

turn of about 90° that I believe it would be impracticable for a vesse davuiog 
25 or 26 feet to make the turn without grounding on the shoals on either side. 


Now in regard tothat I should like tosaya word; and if lam wrong 
the Senator from Louisiana will correct me. I remember meeting the 
senior Senator from Louisiana on the stairs outside of the SenateCham- 
ber last year and he held a telegraphic dispatch in his hand, at any rate 
he had just received one of which he stated to me the substance, and 
he stated that a vessel, I think drawing 28 feet and with a heavy load, 
which he stated had just passed those j which would seem to con- 

tradict the statement made here yesterday, if Iam right in my memory; 
the Senator will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator’s memory is perfectly correct. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is this coming out of the time of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HALE. Is there anything in the river and harbor bill about 
these jetties? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing in the world. 

Mr. HALE. How would it do to confine the discussion to the sub- 
ject before the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a matter entirely in the discretion of Senators. 
When a public work of this kind for which some of us havea oom 
legislative responsibility is attacked, I want to have the facts known. 

Mr. VEST. I did not introduce the matter of the jetties into this 
debate, but I do not propose to be shut off from stating what I believe 
to be the truth by any sort of tactics. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not introduce the jetties here. 

Mr. VEST. Who did, then? 
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ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson] spoke about the jetties and it zx 
the channel and about its being 30 feet. 4 


mouth of the Mississippi. 


channel 30 feet deep. 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River to sta: 

the channel was but about 24 feet; hence it became necessary, as th 

the only opportunity I could have, to correct myself, and I thoug)t, , 4 
the Senator from Louisiana had spoken of it as being 30 feet, I mi.) = 
take advantage of the opportunity to correct the statement I had a 
tofore made from the Committee on the Improvement of the M 

sippi River. 
yesterday. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I presumeI may have time toreply. The 





a 


Mr. GIBSON. I was remarking on the condition of things a: 


Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator referred to the jetties as h: 


I had taken occasion in connection wi 


That was the only object of my reference to the m 


Mr. GIBSON. I hope I may be pardoned for one remark. i 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I yield if it is not taken out of my time. 3 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to its being uttered unless 


taken out of the Senator’s time, because that was done with me yest . 4 
day. I object because that was done with me, and everybody shou!d : 
be treated alike. 


If an objection on my part will secure it, I will 


ject. 

Mr. GIBSON. As these jetties are located in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent and as the community there is de: 
interested in them, I think it due that I should say that the official re- 
ports of the engineers, which I hold here, fora long series of time s! 
that the contract made by the Government with Captain Eads has })e¢, e 
strictly complied with. The engineers from time to time have test iii’ er: 
that the depth of water required by the contract is found in the chian- 2 
nel of the jetties. The last report shows, as read by the Senator trom 
Missouri, that the average channel at flood tide was 29.8 feet. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask if he agrees with the 
statement made by his colleague yesterday in answer to an interrog:- 
tory of mine as to the feeling of the commercial interests of New (r- 
leans on the subject? 

Mr. GIBSON. Decidedly. I was going to say that the engineer re- 
ported 29 feet and some inches. That is at flood tide. When the tide 
ebbs there is a fall of the channel. I desire to bear testimony on | 
half of the commercial community of New Orleans interested in t! 
commerce and trade of the Mississippi Valley to the value of the ject- 
ties. We have deep water, all the water that we require for the com- | 
mercial interests of the great metropolis of the Mississippi Valley 
That is the fact. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was stated yesterday by the Senator that the 
channel admitted vessels drawing 30 feet of water. So I understood 
him and I suppose so the people of New Orleans will understand; ani 
it was to correct that impression that I referred to the engineer’s report 
that vessels drawing 26 feet of water cannot enter New Orleans no mat- 
ter what the contract was. I did not say anything about that and id 
not impugn anybody. ; 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to know whether this 
was in the channel, or in front of the channel, or where? No matter 
at what point it was, the fact is that vessels drawing 30 feet of water 
cannot enter the port of New Orleans, whether the trouble is in the 
jetties or before the jetifes or wherever it may be. The Senator {rom 4 
Vermont has read the statement of the engineer’s report that vesse!s 
drawing 25 or 26 feet can not pass. He adds: 

I believe it would be impracticable for a vessel drawing 25 or 26 feet to mak: 
the turn without grounding on the shoals on either side. 
Then in the same report a little further on I call the attention 0! 
Senators to the statement— 


VESSELS OUTWARD BOUND. 
The total number of vessels which passed to sea during the year was seven 
-three— 


hundred and thirty 
Mr. GIBSON. What document is the Senator reading from ? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Page 1389 of the report of the Chief of En 
neers, United States Army, = of Major Heuer, the same docum ent 
the Senator has been reading from 
The total number of vessels which to sea during the year was 733; of 
this number 525 were steamers, 46 ships, 123 barks, 11 brigs, and 28 schooners 
“seven of these drew 23 feet or more; eleven drew 24 feet or more, 101 
the greatest draught was 24} feet. 

During the whole year. Here is the engineer’s report stating t!a! 
24} feet was the greatest draught of vessels that passedthrough. | was 
not far out of the way when I said this was a channel 24 feet, for dur- 

ag Gantts year no outward-bound vessel passed drawing more t/ia0 
feet. ‘The object was to obtain a channel 30 feet. The enginec: 
a no. 
m3 LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him—— 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Wait a moment. 


Attention is invited to that portion of the chart No. l showing the chan)! 
in the Gulf about 500 feet beyond the outer ends of the jetties. There we ‘\" 
the channel 26 feet deep, having a width of 230 feet and a central depth of 

channel cuales sual 


Oe kai as 


There he states that vessels drawing 25 or 26 feet of TS eon not 
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get in; and the fact is that no outward-going vessel drawing more than 
24} feet passed out of New Orleans during the last year. 
Mr. LOGAN. Out of seven hundred vessels there are so many draw- 
ing 24 feet, so many drawing 23 feet, and soon; but does the engineer | 
rt that any vessels went out that did not pass through? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. All that go out have to pass through. 
Mr. LOGAN. But the point is this: The engineer does not show | 
thatany vessel attempted to go out and failed; he only gives the draught | 
of the vessels that did go out. That proves nothing; only that they 
went through. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. The engineer is giving the total number of ves- | 
sels during the year going out from New Orleans. 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. And he gives the number of feet of water they 





draw, and the highest draught vessel that has gone out has been 244 
feet. In his report he previously states that a vessel drawing 25 or 26 
feet would go aground. Is not that plain? 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator said yesterday: 


The fact is that the money has been drawn for a channel which is not such a 
channel as the law requires. 


The reports of the engineers of the work contradict that statement. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The other Senator from Louisiana desired to 
know whether I made the charge that Captain Eads had drawn more 
money than he was entitled to. I told him it depended on what the 
contract was; that if he was to have a channel there for vessels draw- 
ing 30 feet, then he has not done it. The question of what the contract 
is is not for me to determine. I was not discussing that point, I was 
merely discussing the point suggested by the Senator from Louisiana, 
and showing that vessels drawing 30 feet could not get in and out of 
New Orleans. That is all there is about it. 

Incidentally I alluded to the fact that the commerce of New Orleans 
had decreased, and I undertook to show the reason why cotton could 
be carried from New Orleans to Liverpool by way of New York cheaper 
than from New Orleans direct, that it was because the heaviest draught 
vessels could not get in and out of New Orleans. That was the only 


point I made, and the report of the engineer establishes that fact and 


ing that I said in regard to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McM1LLANn] to recommit the bill with 


ns. 
Mr. VEST. Here is the report of the July work from the same en- 
gineer. He says: 


The channel beyond the ends of the jetties has a least depth of 31.2 feet; the 
26 foot channel is 260 feet wide; and the 3)-foot channel 190 feet wide. 

‘The channel from the main river into South Pass hasa least depth of 32.4 feet, 
and the 30-foot channel is very wide. 

That is the last report. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator has given me a good deal of information 
on the subject, but the point is this: Captain Eads did not agree that 
any vessel drawing any amount of water would go through, but he 

to make a channel of a certain depth and a certain width, which 
he has done. If vesselsare built of greater draught than thatit is not 
Captain Eads’s fault. He made the channel exactly as he agreed to do 
by his contract under the law, so that vessels must regulate themselves 
according to the channel, and he can not regulate the channel accord- 
ing to the vessels. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the motion to recommit is put I 
want again to say to the Senate that I can see here what I call a method, 
an arrangement about the Eads jetties and to build up the reputation 
of Mr. Eads, he himself looking forward to that which he calls a ship- 


railway. I think J hear the sound of laughter. It is easier to laugh 
than it is to 
Who is your engineer that makes this report? If you are going to 


discuss the Eads ship-railway, discuss it from the time that it was in- 
troduced into the Senate, when the endeavor was to get $37,500,000, 
and when it became known to the country you became ashamed of 

and asked only for $7,500,000. That is the engineering, and 
no Senator can deny it; and to mix it up with this simply to send it 
down to the country with that much more advantage or possibility of 


When I have seen what you have seen here, Mr. President, what 
Senators have seen here as to the association of people without regard 
to party, we may know that by this discussion the association may sug- 

a ship-railway which may possibly be boosted into consideration. 
as we are with the river and harbor bills, no man here would 
dare to go before his constituents and say that such a bill was con- 
ceived in honesty if it embraced the ship-railway scheme to which I 


It is a bargain from the first page to the last page. 
It has been a bargain in this Senate. It has come here changing the 
rules of this Senate. It has come here a bill violating from its begin- 
ning ative right in this Senate. Men have argued in 
favor of it on this floor without order or logic, and when a man has 
dared to oppose it he has had some member of the Committee on Rules 
to say that there is a five-minute limitation, and you find some man 
putting on the clock to see if it was not time he should quit 


f; 
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opposing a bill that was to give his people what he knew they ought 
not to have. z F 


I began this discussion by calling the attention of the Senate toa 


creek in my own State, and I know that the people whom I in part 
represent here do not want it improved by the General Government. 
The bill itself does not even recite the figures at the end of some of the 
paragraphs that I have called attention to. 
dissociated from this bill; and otherwise we ought not to have the time 
now devoted to its discussion. 


I want the ship-railway 


I wanted that separated from this bill. 
i want the explanation that is to come from men who can tell me why 
in December they ask for $37,000,000, and in May they only ask for 
$7,000,000- for the same object. 

Mr. President, before you look at that clock to call time on me, par- 
don me if I ask the attention of the Senate to the fact that a remark 
was read from what had been said by the Senator from Nebraska, seem- 
ingly as if there was some doubt as to the correctness of his statement. 
The Senator in the mean time caine in. What the Senator from Ver- 
mont said yesterday was read from the RecorD as to the difference 
between a legal and a navigable channel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 
The question is on the motion to recommit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the question is put I desire to make a pariia- 
mentary inquiry, to which I invite the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota. If this bill is recommitted to the Committee on Commerce 
with or without instructions, when it is reported back will it not take 
its placeon the Calendar? Will it not have to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported to the Senate, acted upon by the Senate, 
and passed in the ordinary form of a bill reported from a commit- 
tee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not undertake to de- 
cide that question until the case arises. ‘The bill would be returned 
to the committee if the motion prevailed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair will allow me to suggest that no matter 
at what stage of the proceedings a bill is recommitted, that ends the 
consideration of it in the Senate. It goes back to the committee, and 
when reported back it is reported as every other bill reported froma 
committee is reported; it takes its place on the Calendar and must go 
through precisely the same process. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will not decide the ques- 
tion now. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no doubt, and I think no other Senator has 
any doubt, that the Senator from Tennessee is correct. For that very 
reason I trust that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce will 
withhold this motion until the Senate shall have voted on the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole, so that after the Senate shall 
have matured this bill by items as it desires it may be left to simply 
expend the greatest amount the Senate desires appropriated, then leav- 
ing us if we recommit the bill to pass it without further controversy. 
I believe that course should be pursued. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Minnesota, the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, if he has any objection to 
stating why he makes this motion to recommit the bill? We have ex- 
pended two weeks of the valuable time of the Senate in discussing the 
provisions of this bill; and now on the eve of final action upon it a propo- 
sition comes to recommit it to the Committee on Commerce for the pur- 
pose of having it cut down horizontally. It does seem to me, with all 
respect to the mover of the resolution and to everybody else concerned, 
that it is absolute child’s play. I of course do not mean anything dis- 
respectful to the Senate, but here we have been for two solid wecks dis- 
cussing this bill, and, without any sort of reason that I have heard, the 
proposition is now made to recommit it to the committee with instruc- 
tions to reduce it horizontally 30 per cent. It seems to me the propo- 
sition is absolutely absurd. 

As the Senator from Illinois said, there are many appropriations now 
nothing like adequate for the purposes for which they are intended, 
nothing like up to the estimates, some of them not one-tenth; and now 
to cut off 30 per cent. of those and leave some that are ample, would 
be very unequal and very unjust, very unfair, and as I think very un- 
wise. If it is apprehended that the President is going to veto the bill 
he will do it just as well with 30 per cent. off as in its present state. I 
confess that to my mind this proceeding is absolutely incomprehensile. 

Before the motion is finally put I wish to ask the Chair if it would 
be in order to substitute the amendment which I had the honor to offer 
fur the resolution that the bill be recommitted, and to give the com- 
mittee instructions to report that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to recommit is not amend- 
able by any amendment, but the instructions can be amended 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I offer this amendment as an amendment to 
the motion to instruct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
South Carolina will be read. 

The Cater CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 


The amendment of the Senator from 


That the sum of $10,000,000, or so much thereof as can be judiciousiy expended 
during the current fiscal year, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary 
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of War to continue improvements on the principal and most important rivers 
and harbors in the United States. 

Src. 2, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to ex- 
pend the aforesaid appropriation, or so much thereof as can be judiciously ex- 


pended, in continuing such improvements as may be most urgentand important, 
upon which work has been done and are now in progress of construction, and 
shal! select such rivers and harbors as may be recommended by a board of five 


engineers of the Army, to be appointed by the Secretary of War, of which the 
Chiet of Engineers shall be chairman. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The motion submitted by me this morning was 
intended to economize time and facilitate the passage of the bill. The 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole has increased the amount of the 
bill so largely, and it was so large as it came from the House with 
amendments which the Senate committee deemed necessary, that we 
are of opinion the amount should be reduced. There are certain im- 
portant items which the Committee on Commerce of the Senate deemed 
necessary to be inserted in the bill which had been omitted in the 
House. That of course required an addition to the amount of the 
House bill. But after those items were inserted, then they would take 
their proportion of any appropriation made even under the general re- 
duction of the bill proposed by the motion which I have submitted. 

This motion was made after consultation with reference to what will 
be the parliamentary condition of the bill upon its return from the 
committee to the Senate. While I do-not profess to know anything of 
parliamentary law myself, yet the able parliamentarians of the Senate, 
some of them, are of the opinion that if the bill is committed under the 
motion submitted by me and reported forthwith to the Senate in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the Senate, the separate items of the 
bill would not be open to amendment, and that time would be econo- 
mized in that respect. Otherwise the proposition-would have been 
made by the committee to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert an amendment covering all the items in the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
it is his own understanding that a bill reported back again from the 
committee to the Senate is not open to every amendment that the bill 
originally was? What I want is the Senator’s own view about it, be- 
cause I have a great deal of confidence in his opinions concerning all 
these matters. He was stating that possibly he did not understand as 
much parliamentary law as some others, but I wish to know what is his 
view about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Of course, if the view suggested by me does not 
obtain, and when the bill is reported to the Senate every item would 
be subject to amendment, no time would be economized. However, 
upon that point I supposed the parliamentary law was otherwise, and 
therefore the motion was submitted; and in that view we desire to 
have it prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Vermont yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to submit a few observations, 
but I will yield if anybody has anything pressing. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish the Senator would permit me to offer my 
amendment as now modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While I am submitting my observations the Sen- 
ator can put it into shape. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is already in shape. I simply want to present it 
to the Chair with a view to action upon it. I move to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘instructions,’’ in the proposition of the Senator from 
Minnesota, and to insert what I have marked in-my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
wish to have it read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I understand what it means. 

Mr. President, the river and harbor bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives appropriated, I think, the largest sum of money in 
the aggregate that had ever been contained in any one bill sent to the 
Senate by any House of Representatives for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors. I am not speaking from a critical examination of bills, 
but I am only speaking from my general impression. If any House of 
Representatives has beaten the present House of Representatives in 
swelling a river and harbor bill above fifteen million and some odd hun- 
dred thousand dollars I do not remember it. It may have happened; 
because when the Treasury is said to be full the patriotism of both 
Houses of Congress (for I can not allude to one alone) is so great, and 
our desire to see money properly distributed among the people where 
it will be useful is so strong, that we are naturally led to make the 
appropriations as liberal and as generous as possibly may be. 

I think that this appropriation as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives is very much too large in its aggregate. It is too large in re- 
spect of the diversification of the objects to which the money is devoted. 
It takes in a great number of subjects, and streams, and places which 
for national objects truly considered and for national commerce among 
the States and with foreign nations it is substantially useless. But as 
a convenient condonation to the citizens and communities of remote 
places far away from railways, if they be—and many of them are not— 
it is a very nice and generous thing. 

I can imagine that the people of the interior of New England, which 
has as many good streams in proportion to its size as any other part of 
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the country, would be glad to have their little streams cleaned out. 
the floatage of logs and of timber would be vastly helped; but some. 
how or other the New England Representatives and Senators have not 
in general, or in particular so far as I know, felt at any time in the his. 
tory of this Government that it was a part of the mission of the nationa| 
Treasury to do that thing, or that it was a part of our mission togs\ 
the national Congress to do it or tohelp us to doit. Perhaps we were 
wrong, but I have been brought up in that idea. 

Therefore, without enumerating, as we have inthe debates, two or three 
mere sample instances—it would take until December to go through 
with them all in detail, of course—I have felt and I feel now that the 
totality of this business, instead of being beneficial in this extreme way 
to the public interests at large, is injurious, and that it is teaching th 
people of the United States in its remotest interior districts, of Ver- 
mont or of Illinois or of Mississippi, or wherever, to be looking to the 
national Capitol and the national Treasury for everything that is to be 
done instead of depending upon themselves for their local prosperity, 
their local progress, and their local improvement. - 

I do not believe that is a good thing for a republic, and I believe the 
sooner we begin to be taught by the people of the United States and 
to teach them so far as they need it that the man who is to prosper in 
this world and the community that is to prosper must in respect o; 
its immediate objects be taught to take care of itself, will have done a 
good work for the welfare and happiness and prosperity of the whole 

le. 

pe When it comes to wide national objects, what is a real commerce 
and navigation between States, or a real commerce without naviga- 
tion (because navigation is only a mere incident and part of commerce), 
a real and necessary intercourse between States that cover a continent 
from the Atlantic to the shores of the tranquil sea, then whatever is 
necessary to promote intercourse, exchange, travel, and products, uni- 
fying and solidifying the oneness of feeling that belongs to a common 
people, reserving their separate and independent local State rights, 
ought to be encouraged. 

Now, where are you to draw the line? Our fathers began by draw- 
ing the line at a point that would take, I think, more than 50 per cent. 
out of this bill, that for all the objects which forty years ago by men as 
intelligent and -patriotiéas we are and by a people as intelligent and 
patriotic as we are, would be thought to have been within the compe- 
tence of Congress, can be reached and accomplished with less than half 
the money there is in this bill. 

But it is in the Senate as it is everywhere else in this world, I suppose, 
as it is in tax bills, and tariff bills, and everything else that affects the 
people. If I find that a taxis to be imposed upon some particular prod- 
uct of the community where I happen to reside and with whose special 
and local interests I am identified, I feel that an equal and a similar 
tax in some way should be imposed upon the products and industries 
of the rest of my brethren in the United States for the common purpose 
of us all. When some product of one State or community is to be pro- 
tected I naturally feel, and every other Senator naturally feels, that in 
some just and equal relation the products and industries that need it 
of the communities with whom he is specially identified ought to be 
protected. That makes equality; and in general it issupposed you can 
not have it in any other way. 

So when it is thought that a particular river in North Carolina is to 
be stirred up and dug out, &c., the representatives from Tennessee 
across the border feel, are not the rivers of Samaria as good as those of 
the Holy Land? And we must, therefore, have Tennessee attended to. 

Mr. HOAR. Damascus. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Damascus is in the Holy Land. 

Mr. HOAR. But not in Samaria. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. NotinSamaria. The other river was in Samaria, 
though I admit that my knowledge of what my friend from Massachu- 
setts is speaking of is not so accurate as his is. 

Mr. LOGAN. You are right, however. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose I am; but I refer to the matter gener- 
ally. So from Tennessee it goes to the next State, and by and by it 
reaches another and another (I only start in the center of the country 
to illustrate the idea), and as was stated by the Senator from I/]inois 
last night so well and so carefully, the upshot of it is that in spite o! 
ourselves apparently, and without meaning to be under a bias and wit!i- 
out any log-rolling or tradingand ‘‘help-you-me and I-will-help-you 
feeling at all, but somehow or other the outcome is that every stream 
and every strait that anybody has the face to suggest nearly is first 
surveyed, to which nobody made any objection last year, and being 
surveyed, as they say on the canals, you have got within locking ('s- 
tance and are entitled to go through next; and so they all get into tle 
bill. 

Now, they all being in the bill and on what the committee and the 
Senate acting as-in Committee of the Whole (which is the same tng 
as the Senate for all practical purposes) have determined to be a suit- 
able ratioas between one and another, and as it is impossible, as I have 
found by dear experience, dear to those who have heard me as wel! 1s 
to myself, to get out those things which ought not to be in at all, the 
only way is to economize and reduce the aggregate in such a way as tht 
moderate operations can go on and something can be saved to the Trea*- 
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ury and to the general public interest, in the hope that when we come 
to consider the subject again we can find that some and many of these 
streams, as happens, as is seen from the reports of the engineers, are 
reported to be unworthy of any improvement, turn out to be incapable 
of improvement, turn out to be inefficient and useless when improved, 
when we can bring ourselves, I hope, into a frame of mind to drop them, 
and go on with those objects of public expenditure which are really 
advantageous, not to a locality, not even to a State as a State alone, but 
to the nation as a nation, and to all the States in their operations and 
those of their le between each other and with foreign countries. 

Therefore it is that I wish to test the sense of the Senate upon it and 
save time, whatever should be the rule when this bill comes back, if 
the Senate is of the opinion that it ought to be cut down; if not we 
shall know where we are. Whatever may be the outcome, if the Sen- 
ate is of opinion that this thing ought to be done we shall then have a 
determinate guide upon which to proceed and to get on with the matter, 


in order that the bill in some way may be acted upon between the two |. 


Houses. 

With the opinions I have expressed (and I mean to condense all I 
can, for I have not occupied much time on this bill) I should have felt 
and I now feel that the best thing to do is to do in substance, and for 
aught I know in form, what the Senator from South Carolina has pro- 
posed. I have had an amendment of precisely the same character in 
my desk since this bill has been reported. 

But there are grave objections to it, as there are grave objections to 
the bill as it stands. It leaves it to the discretion of the executive de- 
partment alone to determine in what places and what States and upon 
what objects so largea sum as $10,000,000 should be expended. It is 
a dangerous power, but it is a power which has been conferred upon 
Presidents before, and when so conferred, so far as I know, it has not 
been abused. It is capable of abuse; but ifit were left to myself alone, 
with the notions I have expressed about the bill in question, I should 
rather run the risk, whatever it may be, of such an abuse than to ap- 
propriate three, four, five, or six million dollars for objects that when 
you look them one by one right in the face do not to my mind appear 
to come within our constitutional or political province of expending 
money upon. 

But as it is, having expressed this opinion, I shall vote for the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Minnesota to try the sense of the Senate on 
the question of reducing this bill, and if afterward it shall seem to be 
best to go still further and do what the Senator from South Carolina 
proposes, then I will consider that, having expressed the opinion I have 
about it already. 

Mr. VEST. . Mr. President, I have heard at each recurring session of 
Congress these homilies, for I can term them nothing else, in regard to 
the river and harbor bill. I simply wish to say that there is but one 
of two courses for the Senate or for the Congress of the United States 
to adopt. The one is to put this matter entirely in the hands of the 
Engineer Bureau and the President of the United States, to attempt 
the framing of no bill at all for the improvement of rivers and harbors; 
and the other is to adhere to the present system. 

If Congress sees proper to abrogate its power to construct a river and 
harbor bill, let it do so; but I say now that is an absolute pretense, it 
is the sheerest moonshine nonsense that was ever talked even in a lu- 
natic asylum, in my judgment, to say that you can construct a river 
and harbor bill and ignore the principles of human nature and the mo- 
tives of mankind. 

I have heard here again and again essays upon the constitutionality 
of this bill, and appeals to the patriotism and the esthetic feeling of 
members of the committee and members of the Senate. Who expects 
a Senator or a Representative to ignore the improvements in his State? 
The man who expects it looks for a Utopia in politics that never will 
exist in this country. There never has been a time and there never 
will be a time when the same motives and the same principles will not 
move and actuate men, in committee and out of committee, that have 
ae the river and harbor bills in the past and will form them in the 

All this talk about the committee on river and harbors is the merest 
bosh and nonesense. The river and harbor committee has thirteen 
Senators upon it, who are moved by the same influences and motives 
with the restof their colleagues in this Chamber; and the combina- 
tion does not stop in the committee. Sir, I have known reverend and 

ve Senators to come before the river and harbor committee and beg 
its; they have taken me outside and buttonholed me 

and appealed to me on personal grounds and said, ‘‘If I do not get 
this ion Iam beaten in the next election. There are a lot 


of young after my place, and you must help me out, VEST, or 
Iamgone. ‘Help me, Cassius, or I sink.’’’ I have helped them, and 
then have come into the Chamber, and after the amendment was 
put on the bill they have stood up within three feet of me and denounced 


the whole scheme of the bill as a piece of unconstitutional corruption. 
My colleagues know the men. It has been done over and over again in 
— years’ experience on the Commerce Committee. 

. President, you talk about combinations. They do not stop with 
the committee. Combinations have been made on this floor in regard 
to this very bill. ‘‘You help me and I will help you.” “ Put up my 
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appropriations, and I will help you put up yours.” 
ators come to me and say, ‘‘ VEST, you were right in your argument on 
the Kentucky River, but I was in the gang and could not leave the 
procession. 
to get his. 


abnegation. 
ulation has got more than her share. 
unbended from his magisterial dignity and appeared before that com- 
mittee and asked for an increase of an appropriation. 


ical sense. 
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I have had Sen- 





1 got my part of the pork, and I had to help somebody else 
Aiter I pay my debts I will then help the committee.’’ 


And so it will be to the end of time, just as long as men are men, and 
are governed by the passions and prejudices and interests that always 
govern humanity. 


The Senator from Vermont talks about New England and her self- 
Take this bill, sir, and New England in proportion to pop- 
Even my friend from Vermont 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. VEST. 


Yes, Mr. President—— 

And he did right. I am not speaking of it in any crit- 
I would have done it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my honorable friend pardon me, if I may 


interrupt him? 


Mr. VEST. Of course. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think he referred to Vermont in proportion to 


population, or was it some other State in proportion to their popula- 
tion ? 


Mr. VEST. I said the whole of New England. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state about Vermont, which is a small 


part of New England, that the port, the appropriation for the break- 
water as it came from the House being $15,000, where that breakwater 
is being constructed, brings into the Treasury of the United States about 
a million dollars a year from the customs duties of its commerce, that 
district of Vermont; and therefore it being on a lake which for 150 miles 
divides two States and which opens into a foreign country it might be 


considered fairly not a local lake but a place of some national impor- 
tance. 

Mr. VEST. I donotdoubtit. I voted for the increase; I could not 
resist the arguments of the Senator from Vermont; but there is not a 
trout stream in this bill, there is not a so-called harbor that would give 
refuge to a fishing-smack of ten tons that is not a national improve- 
ment, if you listen to the Senators and Representatives from those 
States; and if you do not give it an appropriation Liberty lies bleeding 
in the streets and the Capitol will be shattered to its foundations. It 
is always so; and you can not make these river and harbor bills in any 


other way. 


Now, what is the result of this motion? The Senators who have gone 
in and demanded all and got all will only be reduced 30 per cent., and 
those of us, if there are any of us, who have stood back and said in the 
public interest, ‘‘ Do not increase this bill; let us be moderate about it 
in order to avoid a veto,’’ we are cut down 30 per cent. also. 

What is the use of having the deliberation of a committee? What 
is the use of having a Senate to pass upon the action of that committee? 
Why not meet the whole thing logically and say to the President, ‘‘ We 
are unfit to discharge this duty; you take it, with your Cabinet, and 
discharge it for us?’’ That is the legitimate result of it. You just 
take a knife and slice off 30 per cent. of this whole bill. There are ap- 
propriations in here which ought never to have had a place in the bill, 
which I think I can demonstrate to any unprejudiced jury have no more 
right to be here than I have to be in the Parliament of Great Britain 
to-day. Yet they are here, and under the resolution or motion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce 30 per cent. simply is taken 
off of them, leaving two-thirds; while a great improvement like the 
Mississippi River loses $800,000, the Ohio River loses nearly $200,000, 
and the Missouri River $200,000, and these others that have no place 
and should have no place in the bill simply receive a like verdict and 
a similar result. If we want to abnegate our parliamentary or legis- 
lative function let us do so and say to the people of the United States 
we are unfit and incapable to perform this duty. 

If the Committee on Commerce had stood to this bill as they should 
have done we would have passed it as it came from the committee; but, 
like a militia company, we scattered on the first fire. On the firsé 
amendment which was acted upon there were not more than half the 
committee sustaining it, and they have been voting against their own 
bill, and we have had the legitimate result of disaster and defeat, and 
the bill has been made by the enemies of the bill itself. Now we are 
reaping the result in a motion coming from the chairman of the com- 
mittee to cut off 30 per cent. from his own deliberate judgment. I 
am against it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Minnesota and the Committee on Commerce to the posi- 
tion in which they inevitably place their bill if the mution of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota shall be agreed to. I call attention to clause 2 of 
Rule XV, a part of which I wiil read: 


It shall be in order at any time before the passage of any bill or resolution, to 
move its commitment; and when the bill or resolution siiall again be reported 
from the committee, it shall be placed on the Calendar, and when again consid- 


ered by the Senate, it shall be as in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, recommit your bill, and when you report it back it takes it® 
place on the Calendar, and when you can get consideration at all we 
go over the one, two, or three weeks, as we have been going over the 
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discussion of these questions for two weeks, and finally it may be again 
reported to the Senate. But I warn the Senator that it will have to 
be dealt with according to the rales, if it is recommitted and rereported 
back. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I wish to make but a remark in ref- 
erer-ce to the proceeding which is proposed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, not by way of criticising their action, for I have nocriticisms to 
make except those that come to me as logical conclusions from the 
propositions which have been presented to the Senate. 

Taking the bill as a whole, I agree with the Senator from Vermont 
and with what has been said by the Senator from Missonri, that there 
are many things in it which ought not to appear in the bill. That is 
not strange, for I think there never has been a bill passed known asa 
river and harbor bill that did not have certain items in it which were 
thought by many to be improperly in the bill. 

But the argument of the Senator from Vermont was that these things 
that were in the bill being improper, some time or other the Senate 
would come to a conclusion, a sensible conclusion we might say, and 
would strike off all of them, and then we should appropriate money 
simply for navigable streams'and for the benefit and protection of 
harbors. 

The Senator has more confidence in human nature than I have if he 
believes such a time will ever come when the Congress of the United 
States will strike off everything except navigable streams and rivers and 
harbors. I wish we had commenced that way. I wish that was the 
proposition now, because that is my theory of a river and harbor bill, 
and I have usually voted against such bills on that ground. But find- 
ing, as the Senator from Vermont will find sooner or later, that there 
is no use in fighting those propositions, that they naturally come into 
such a bill and you can not prevent it, I desisted from it, leaving to the 
committee on rivers and harbors to report such a bill as they deemed 
in their wisdom right. It being composed of thirteen intelligent gen- 
tlemen, I took it for granted that they knew more about it after they 
made the examinations than I could know. 

But there is one singular thing connected with this proposition. 
The Mouse recommends to the whcle Congress that we appropriate 
about $14,000,000 or $15,000,000. Thatis to say, they have appropri- 
ated fpr certain streams, harbors, &c., that amonnt. The Senate con- 
clude that there are other works that ought tobe continued, that there 
are ojher works which ought to be commenced, that there are other 
surv/ys which ought to be made, and therefore they have added to the 
bill “vhat in their judgmentit is right to do. Doubtless the committee 
did not put anything in the bill that they thought was wrong. There- 
for’ they believe that the whole bill is right. 

Now, if the Committee on Commerce, composed of thirteen men, men 
wise, men intelligent, believe it to be right, I ask the chairman why 
they consent to agree in the face of the country that they have done a 
wrong, and are willing to admit here in the face of the whole country 
that they have put matters in this bill which were not justified and 
which ought not to be in it. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no such admission on the part of the 
eommittee by any step they have taken. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well;.I do not mean it in any offensive sense, 
but I look upon it as a logical conclusion that almost all people will 
come to that when the committee and the Senate recommit the bill 
they admit before the country that they have undertaken to appropri- 
ate money they are not justified in appropriating. I can not look at it 
in any other light. I can not see it any other way. 

Why is it done, sir? The men who have been opposed to this bill 
from its inception to the present time have been busy here day in and 
day out for the purpose of getting up enough men to encourage them 
to agree to stand to the proposition to recommit, until the committee, 
forced in some way or other either by a fear that their bill would be 
deieated by some means or other, were driven to this position to the 
acknowledgment that they have made an appropriation of about $3,- 
000,000 more than ought to be made for the works that were demanded 
and represented by the Engineer Corps of the Army of the United States 
as objects of appropriation. 

After I commence a proposition, I know it is much to my own in- 
jury many times that I am not inclined to back down as readily as I 
perhaps ought; but I can not help it; thatis my nature; and I say that 
if I was that committee I would let the bill be strangled and throttled 
befure I would make the admission before the country that I had sat 
there for weeks and months putting appropriations on the bill that 
would not stand criticism, and therefore they were driven from their 
position and agreed to take 30 per cent. of a horizontal cut off the bill. 

Now, let me illustrate this proposition. Here on this bill we havea 
committee of thirteen. There are certain improvements in this coun- 
try which are sufficiently appropriated for in the bill. There are cer- 
tain others which are not sufliciently i for. When you 
come to cut them down 30 per cent. by a tal slice, what is the 
effect? It is not that you cut across that way and that the long ones 
are cut off more than the short ones, if I may use that term; in other 
words, that the heavy appropriations are cut off more than the short 
ones so far as percentage is concerned, but you move them all up 
those that have a proper appropriation and those that have not. 
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cut them off even, and therefore the ones which are insuflicient|y ,,,. 
propriated for are damaged in the operation, while those which ares, 
ficiently appropriated for can stand it. That is the effect of it. §o ;, 
almost wipes out some of the appropriations. One that I mentiona 
to-day it cuts down until it amounts to nothing on earth, until ¢}, 
work will have to stop in a short time to the damage of the work th; 
is being done, and it is a great and important work to the comm: 

the country. 

There is another phase in connection with this which strikes 
very strangely. If the intention was by the committee and is by {) 
Senate to play shuttlecock with some other branch of the Governie: 
somewhere not to be mentioned, so as to see which one can cnt uni: 
the other and find which one can be the more economical, I woy\; 
have made the bill that way at first. I would have done it, as ; 
common phrase is, on asquaredeal. I would not have done it by bring 
ing in a bill of this character and then be driven by the opponents o/ 
their work from that purpose, papers and measures being signed to 
cure it, to force men to admit what I have said. 

It is true there ought not to be any political jugglery about a })j\|, 
this kind. I will not say that there is, but it is a fact which can 
be denied that the cutting down of this bill 30 per cent. brings it 
low the appropriation made by the House. What is that for‘ 
you suppose it will stay there in the committee of conference ? 
first come in and say the House has not appropriated sufficiently 
add $3,000,000 to it; then you cut off $4,000,000 and bring it be! 
the appropriation of the House. I can not understand the logic. 
that. I can not understand the nerve which causes that to be clon 
I can not understand why it shall be done unless it is as I say pla 
shuttlecock, one House with the other to see which one can unde: 
the other. I do not believe in that. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to int 
rupt him right there? The effect of the whole business is to place 1 
making of the river and harbor bill in the hands of six men, because | 
this proposition every solitary provision, every item in the rive: 
harbor bill put in by the House will be placed before the committ« 
conference. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, there is nodoubt aboutthat. Thatis just wha 
I was saying, that it would not remain before the committee of confi 
ence as it will come back from the Committee of Commerce if it is 1 
committed, for the reason that each and every proposition put in by t! 
House will have been amended, so that every proposition that cam 
from the House will be open to amendment before the committe 
conference. It is not striking out one appropriation that gives a 1) 
ion dollars and leaving in another one that gives a hundred thousan 
but you amend each and every proposition by reducing it 30 per cent 
so that each and every proposition in the bill will be open to the actio: 
of the committee of conference, and when it comes back to the Senat 
it will be a bill unknown heretofore so far as its strippings and cut- 
tings and razeeings are concerned, and certain things stricken out 
man who can not understand this it seems to me is very dull. 

So far as any fears of what might happen to the bill hereafter are | 
cerned, what business is that of ours? What have we to do with an 
department of the Government save that to which we belong? Whit 
right have we to question, what right have we to insinuate, what: 
have we to determine or believe that any particular action wil! | 
taken in any direction whatever in reference to this bill? We haven 
right to assert or intimate or form an opinion in reference to it, for w: 
have nothing to form it upon. So the thing for us to do is to per! 
the duty incumbent upon us as we believe it should be performed « 
leave the balance where it belongs afterward without concernins 
selves in reference to it. 

I may be among the very few, but it makes no difference. [I aivo- 
cated only one or two propositions in the bill. I believed they were 
honest; I believed they were correct. I took the judgment o 
committee for the rest. I have committed myself to the bill as it was 
agreed on by the Senate, and believing I was right in doing it, I sh« 
not be driven from my position in reference to it. If there are only 4 
—— to stand by the bill I do not propose to vote for this proy- 
osition. 

I did not dream of this action until yesterday evening, when i! ¥ 

to me by a gentleman that probably this would be ' 
course. I did not think it could be possible from what I had |: 
said by the committee, and I did not believe it. 

Still it has been done; and I say now, and I say it not by way 0! ©": 
icism, but I say it because I believe it, that if that committee had s\oo' 
by the bill as they reported it the opposition would have been coni)": 
to the Senators who have been making this raid on it for the purpose © 
defeating it, and it would have had a majority. Then a committee © 
conference could have agreed on certain amendments which had !« 
made; thatis to say, it would have been the agreement of the ‘ 
Houses, and the bill would have been ina great deal better shape 11 
judgment than it is now proposed to place it. : 

I do not claim to be a parliamentarian. Every one knows that I “0 
not bother myself with questions about parliamentary Jaw, and | 
that reason my word will be taken when I say that I do no 
investigate it as thoroughly as other gentlemen. There are gentlem” 
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just exactly as it was when it was originally brought from the com- | 


_ and nays upon all the contested points, and at the eleventh hour we 
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who do understand it, but I always find that they differ in reference | 
to rules and everything of the kind when their interests differ. So I | 
am confounded sometimes in reference to it; but if my opinion was 
worth anything atall, I would say that when this bill comes back from | 
the committee it will then be as it was when reported from the com- | 
mittee first; that it will be subject todebate and subject toamendment | 
mittee to the Senate; and unless there is a majority to override that | 
rule and close the mouth of every Senator here who is concerned in | 
reference to having the bill adopted, I think the Senate will find or 
the committee will find that they wi!! have about as much trouble to 
pass the bill when they bring it back as they have had to pass it at this | 
time, ard I think a little more. : ‘ 

I do not say this by way of criticising the committee. Far be it from 
me to do that, for I believe they are honorable and intelligent gentle- 
men. They have done the best theycouldabout it. I think they have 
been unnecessarily alarmed about the fate of their bill. That is my 
honest judgment, and I believe that is what has caused this proposi- 
tion to be made. I think that is the reason for this proposed action. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if I had ever had any doubt about | 
the wisdom of the amendment which I had the honor to offer, that | 
doubt has been entirely removed by what we have seen here to-day. | 
While there are a great many provisions of the bill which do not meet 
my approval, some of which I have resisted with all the veto efforts I 
could command, I was inclined to abide by the action of the majority 
of the Senate and vote for the bill upon its final passage; but I antici- | 
pated several days ago what has happened this morning, that the 
friends of this bill would practically abandon it and rely upon a com- | 
mittee of conference for a river and harbor bill, thereby practically | 
admitting that the Senate is incapable of preparing a river and harbor | 
bill. For one I do not intend to subject myself to the charge of self- 
stuitification by voting to recommit this bill to the Committee on Com- 
merce, for that is what in my judgment it practically amounts to. 

We have been here for two weeks acting deliberately and solemnly 
upon each provision of the bill, in a majority of cases calling the yeas 


hear a motion from the chairman of the Committee on Commerce to 


scale the appropriations 30 per cent. The Senator from Vermont, who 
has never concealed his enmity and hostility to the bill, does not deny 
that there are many provisions in it which ought not to be in it, meas- | 
ures which he has denounced as pernicious, as vicious, as unwise, and 
yet he proposes by his vote to condone for a wrong which he himself 
admits is in the bill, by striking at the meritorious measures and scal- | 
ing down the wise and the unwise, the righteous and the unrighteous 
e. 

Mr. President, is that legislation? ‘What will the world say of the 
Senate having devoted, as I have said, two weeks to the consideration 
of this measure, to come in now and impair the appropriations for meri- | 
torious measures about which there is no dispute, and, as my friend from | 
Missouri says, strike down $800,000 from the Mississippi River, $200,000 
from the Missouri River, simply for the purpose of committing some 


recommit the bill to the Committee on Commerce with instructions to | 








kind of legerdemain? I do not know exactly how to characterize it. before. 
My friend from Illinois said it was a game of shuttlecock and battle- | divorce the patronage of the Government from politics. 


dore with the House of Representatives, practically admitting that we 
are unfit and unable and unequal to the duty of preparing a river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt you? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In respect of the point of the Senator from South 
Carolina that this is going to cripple the expenditure so as to injure a 
good work, I beg to suggest to him what everybody knows, I only need 
state it, that these river and harbor bills are not bills that are lim- 
ted to years like the ordinary appropriation bills for the Government. 
No one of these appropriations lapses; it is a continuous work; and if 
t is found next December, take the Mississippi River for instance, that 

have been able to judiciously and properly expend the amount 
the bill contains and they need more money to go on, all Congress 
got to do is to pass a bill to doit. It does not cripple anybody. 
Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only a very short time from now until De- 
cember, and I am afraid it will be shorter before we finish this session. 
Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well, but I do not agree 
ith the Senator. I think very many of these items are for important 


national im ents to which money enough is not appropriated. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
December. 


Mr. BUTLER. I think not. 
if I had time and chose to detain the Senate, and could demonstrate 
that the a that have been made have been wholly inade- 
quate for the work required, and that absolute loss has been entailed 
upon the Government by inadequate appropriations. Now it is pro- 
posed by these horizontal reductions to cut those appropriations down 
still further, and at the same time scale those items which the Senate 
admits not to be in the bill. 

I that that is not judicious legislation; it is not wise. I 
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There is money enough for the time from now to | 


I could select a dozen improvements, | 
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would infinitely prefer that the amendment which I have offered should 
prevail and commit to the executive department of the Government a 
duty which we ourselves confess we are unfit to discharge, because I 
believe, at least I assume, that the Secretary of War, with the board 
of five engineers provided for in that amendment, would run through 
the debates upon this bill and select so far as may be such improvements 
as demand a large amount of money, permanent in their nature, and 
that they would apply the money to these, and obviate precisely what 
the Senator from Vermont says the bill creates, that is to say, the dis- 
tributing of a vast amount of money to unimportant creeks and bayous 
and canals which are not national in their character. 

I do not sympathize with that idea. I have always supported the 
river and harbor bill. I intended to support this and expect now to 
support it unless, as I said a while ago, we are guilty of the self-stulti- 
fication of recommitting it to the Committee on Commerce after we 
have devoted so much time to it. I trust that the Senate will not do 
so. I agree with the Senator from Illinois that all we can do is to dis- 
charge our duty here and leave to other departments of the Government 
the discharge of theirs. We have no right to anticipate that the Presi- 
dent will veto the bill or otherwise. We must assume that he wiil 
not do so. 

Therefore I submit that it will be infinitely better that we go on 
with this bill as it is and perfect it as best we can, according to the best 
lights before us, send it to a committee of conference, where it properly 
belongs, and act upon their report, and then send it to the President 
That would seeem to me to be the natural, sensible, orderly, wise, ju 
dicious course to pursue. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose at this time of the di 


| cussion to follow the line of observation which was pursued by the Sen- 
| ator from Vermont. 


I think he is mistaken in his belief that any con- 
siderable number of items will be found in the bill which are not 


| important to national commerce. «If any Senator thinks otherwise, in 
| my judgment when the bill is read as it comes from the committee it 


is his duty to take the item, to give the Senate his information about 


| it at the time, and haveit debated, and have the committee make their 


explanation and defense, and not simply when the matter is gone by 
indulge in a general statement of the enormity of the river and harbor 
bill without any specification of detail or particulars. But that ques- 
tion is not before us for discussion at the present time. 

I am opposed to the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina 
to commit $10,000,000 to the Executive with authority to spend it upon 
such public works in the country ashe may deem proper. In my judg- 
ment that would set a very injurious precedent in legislation. It isa 
precedent which might be abused by Executives hereafter, though I 
have great confidence that the present Secretary of War, if anybody, 
would be a person to be intrusted with such a function. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been dont before. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is a very bad thing to do. 


Mr. BUTLER. I think it has been done with the consent of the 
Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. I expressed very emphatically a few years ago my ob- 


jection. I think it was never done. It was proposed once or twice 
You talk about executive patronage; you talk about seeking to 
What patron- 
| age in the power of an ambitious President or an ambitious Secretary is 
like that which authorizes him to cause the prosperity of whole com 
| munities, of the entire population along the banks of a river, or a great 
| city, knowing that they are to owe their superior prosperity over a 
| rival, a rival route of commerce, to the interposition of an Executive? 
I could hardly conceive a more objectionable principle to establis! 
legislation; and I should not be willing to help esta! 
quence of any-particular necessity. 

I think the rule which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAnerts 
has read shows very clearly that if the instructions proposed by the 
| Senator from Minnesota be adopted, when the bill comes back to the 
| Senate it must wait one day like all reports of committees, of 
| and then must go again to the Committee of the Whole, 
the Senate, passing through all its amendable stages as an original bill. 
That is very clearly the result of the express rule of th it seems 
to me, and it is also very clearly the parliamentary law, as I understand 


lish it 


in cf ( 


and again to 


Lanat 
peenate, 


it, in the absence of an express rule. Cushing on Parliamentary L 
makes a statement which I should like to read. He says: 
| It is by means of an instruction to the committee that the form ul 3 
| changed,as by making two bills into one, or dividing one into t : 
| Instructions to form two bills into one are, in general, mandatory, sometimes 
enabling merely; to divide one bill into two or more, appear always to be « 
ig. In turning one bill into two, or in making two 
| mittee does not perform the part of a mere scrivener, | | 
ments proper for those purposes, as in other cases 
Then follows: 
Amendments, in pursuance of mandatory instructions, stand uj t : 
footing with other amendments, and must be reported upon by the I tee 


and acted upon by the House in the same manner. 

Thomas Erskine May goes further (I will not detain the Senate 
under the five-minute rule by reading) and implies very strongly that 
even where certain instructions are given to a committee, mandatory 
instructions, the committee deal with them with a sort of discretion, 
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and that the question must be put even in the committee. He also 
implies very strongly that mandatory instructions in regard to a mere 
matter of legislation within the legislative discretion of the House, as 
distinct from waiving some want of power or some special rule of pro- 
cedure, have gone into disuse and are now unknown in English parlia- 
mentary practice. 

What I should like is an amendment which I shall moveif I have an 
opportunity, or which if the Senator should withdraw his motion I 
would move as an amendment to the bill independently of that, which 
I will now read: 

Provided, That not more than 70 per cent. of the amount appropriated to any 
item of this bill shall be expended unless the Secretary of War shall certify in 


regard to such item that in his opinion a larger expenditure is necessary to pre- 
vent waste or loss in completing the work. 


JULY 14, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now read the bill as it will stand amended un. 
less it is to be referred. 

Mr. SAWYER. No; I am going to move to concur. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let the bill be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to purchase, by private sale or condemnation, 
a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the United States district and circuit 
court, post-office, and other Government offices, at the city of Oshkosh, Wj., 
The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previous! y 
made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and build- 
ing complete the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be purchased until esti. 
mates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommoda- 
tions for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury 
Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets 
and alleys; and that no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available 
until a valid title to the site for eald building shall be vested in the United States 
nor until the State of Wisconsin shall have ceded to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain 
the owners thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. For the purposes of 
this act the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr.SAWYER. Imove that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ments. 
The motion was agreed to. 






























That would have the effect of providing for cases where the item of 
appropriation is one made to complete a work, a small work, where 
$5,000 would complete the work, and where the postponing of the ex- 
penditure of 30 per cent. of that for another year would require the cost 
and waste of removing the dredging-machines and so on, but for the 
general bill it would be a reduction of 30 per cent. of the amount now 
proposed by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAXEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield to me to make a conference 
report? 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. 


EVIDENCE IN CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following report: 


: . HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on . & anc 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 71) “ for the benefit of the States of The bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, en- 
ae eae: Crane, Ree. Cen, Kanes, ee the | titled “‘An act for the construction of a public building at Galveston, 

erritories of Washington an aho, and Nevada when a Territory,” having ” : . : a 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- | T€X.,”’ was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: Public Buildings and Grounds. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


1 = 3 and agree to — es a - 2 aber 
‘hat the Senate fi ts disagreement to t t 2, ‘ - 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike out all after the | Mr. CONGER, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
KENNA, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. SEWELL, and Mr. WILSON, of 
Iowa, submitted amendinents intended to be proposed by them re- 


word “copy,” in line 14,down to and including the word “ evidence,” in line 
18, where it occurs a second time, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ of such 
spectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


paper may be certified by the proper officers of such State or Territory under 

their seals of office, or, if such copy can not be furnished,any other competent 

secondary evidence of the contents of such paper; . And add eo end of the 

section the following words: “All provisions of this section applicable to States > y y, es 
shall be equally appheable to the Territories ;"’ and the House agree to the same. Mr. BECK, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CAMDEN, Mr. JONES, of Nevada, and 


N. DOLPH, Mr. PALMER submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them 
JNO. C. SPOONER, respectively to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were 
a. > he parted the Senate. | Teferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of tli 
Senate. 


J. R. TUCKER, 

D. B, CULBERSON, 

L, B. CASWELL, 
Lanagers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not intend, as it would be useless and per- 
haps improper, to resist the adoption of this report. I see that there 
appears to remain in the bill a provision for taking any kind of infor- 
mation almost when adocument shall be missing, not shown to be lost 
or destroyed but out of sight. It looks to me like pretty loose legis- 
lation in providing means for paying claims upon some kind of a public 
treasury. I only make the observation so that somebody will not 
shake his gory locks at me hereafter and say I assented to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator from Oregon would explain to us 
what the effect of the conference report is—what effect it has upon the 
bill, and how it changes the bill. I suppose he can do it in a few 
words. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill was intended to authorize the Secretary of 
War—either the present incumbent or his predecessor supposed he was 
not authorized without some legislation to do that—to receive second- 
ary evidence in the case of the loss of original papers; but the House 
committee thought the language was too broad for that purpose, and 
they amended the bill so as to require a certified copy in all cases where 
there had been a loss of an original paper. Of course that would pre- 
vent the proof of any claim, because there can not be a certified copy 
where the original was Jost. The conference committee have agreed 
that a certified copy shall be furnished if it exists, and if the original 
is lost, upon proof of that fact and that there is no certified copy in ex- 
istence, other competent secondary evidence may be received by the 
Secretary of War to establish the contents of the lost paper. 

It is simply the rule that obtains in courts of justice applied to the 
proof of these claims. 

The report was concurred in. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 57) for the erection of a 
public building at Oshkosh, Wis., which were, in lines 4 and 5 of the 
bill to strike out the words “‘ internal-revenue office; ’’ and in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’”’ to insert the following words: 


Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 


which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public | men ithou iecti been i j Senate pre- 
heaiaate, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum hneeetn Mar t, wi t objection, has left in the bill by the Senate | 


ited after the site shall have bee rchased and paid for, shall have bee cisely as the Committee on Commerce reported them. So that we have, 
poovel oy thes Sounetaty of the Tyeneery. ss eee aes in so far as the unobjected items are concerned, the concurrence of the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. les. 
126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public 
debt; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers an‘ 
harbors, and for other purposes, the question being on the motion of 
Mr. MCMILLAN that the bill be committed to the Committee on Com- 
merce with instructions to amend the same as voted by the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, except that in respect of the sum of money 
in each and every item and head of appropriation and the sum of tlic 

te thereof contained in the bill and in the amendments agreed 
upon by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole shall be reduced 3 
per cent. of the amounts thereof respectively, and that said committee 
amend said bill accordingly and not otherwise, and report the same 
complete forthwith. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the bill under consideration reached 
the Senate on the 10th day of May last, was promptly referred on that 
day to the Committee on Commerce, and remained in that committee 
under investigation from that time until the 28th of June, and wa: 
then reported back to the Senate. We have been engaged here «iy 
after day and to a late hour of the day, and last night to the hour o! 
midnight, considering this bill as reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce; and now a proposition comes in at this late hour that a hor'- 
zontal reduction of 30 per cent. shall be made throughout the entire 
bill. What is the effect of that? A very large number of the item: 
which came from the other House, after mature consideration by tle 
committee of the House and by the House itself, and after careful con- 
sideration by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate were le!t 1: 
the bill by that committee precisely as they came from the House. *' 
far in Committee of the Whole every one of those items, without com- 













tatives and the concurrence of the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate and the concurrence so far of the Senate itself. 
The Senator from Texas will permit me to call 
his attention to that statement. I think he is mistaken in the state- 
The Senate in Committee of the Whole have in- 
creased this bill over the recommendations of the Committee on Com- 
merce nearly half a million dollars. 

I have not spoken of that. I will show the Senator 
in charge of this bill what I mean in a moment, and that Iam not 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
ment he has made. 


Mr. MAXEY. 


I repeat what I said before, that a large part of the items which came 
from the House, which were examined and approved by the Committee 
on Commerce, which were reported by that committee back to this 
House, have been approved by the Senate without being touched in a 
single letter, word, syllable, or character. Every one of those items to 
which I refer has been left in the bill precisely as it came from the 
House and precisely as it came from the Committee on Commerce. 

What justice, therefore, is there in reducing these unobjected items 
30 per cent.? Both Houses have 
far, is satisfied with them. Why should these unobjected items be 
cut down because increases have been made in other items of the bill? 

After all that, after the House has passed these items after full con- 
sideration, after the Committee on Commerce has passed them, after 
the Senate has examined them, and all hands agree that in so far as 
these items are concerned there could be no question or dispute, now 
what isthe proposition? That the bill shall be sent back to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with a peremptory instruction that these items 
which have been passed upon by all who have examined them and 
have not been amended, have not been increased, have not been dimin- 
ished, shall share the fate of those that have been amended by the com- 
mittee and by the Senate, or which have been increased by the Senate 
since the bill came back. 

That seems to me a very strange business transaction, that the entire 
judgment of the committee which unanimously concurred in so far as 
those items areconcerned with the House, which submitted to this body 
in the form of a report that those items were right, and the Senate has 
indorsed and approved the action of the committee and declared by 
their votes that they were right, that those items thus passed upon shall 
share the same fate as the disputed items. Does that seem fuir? 

Should this proposition prevail every item in this bill, from the first 
item in it to the last, becomes in its very nature and character an amend- 
ment of the action of the House, and the whole of it is thus thrown into 
the control of a conference committee. It does seem to me that as a 
business proposition there is less reason in that than anything I have 


But it has been said by some that there are items in this bill which 
never should have crept into it; that they are wrong. ‘Will you ex- 
clude any item from this bill by the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota, the chairman of the committee? Notatall. Every item which 
has been denounced in the bill, from the first to the last, remains under 
that motion in the bill, and suffers precisely the same fate, no worse, 
asthe bestand the most approveditemsinthe bill. Is thereany justice 
or business in that? - 

Take the great harbor of New York, the great harbor of Norfolk, the 
great harbor of Savannah, the great harbor of Galveston, and other har- 
bors that all admit should be improved, according to the proposition of 
the chairman of the committee every one of these items goes down 30 
per cent. along with those streams which have been so denounced as 
unworthy of a place in the bill; so that it is treating the just and the 
unjust, ifany be unjust, the meritorious and unworthy, if any be un- 
worthy, alike. Mr. President, as a business proposition, I never have 
heard of one that struck me as having less practical sense. 

I oppose the proposition, first, because it has no business in it; and 
second, because I am not alarmed at the size of this bill. I say here 
and now if the Commerce Committee, of which the presiding officer 

Mr. FRYE] isan honored member, had reported a larger appropriation 
‘for really meritorions works I would have voted for it cheerfully. 

From the foundation of the Government the Congress of the United 
States has assumed commercial jurisdiction over the great navigable 
rivers and over the harbors of this country, and of late years and for 

has assumed the entire commercial jurisdiction 
igable rivers and over the harbors, and has been exercising 
that j over these rivers and over these harbors. It is, in its 
very nature and by the very terms of the Constitution, exclusive juris- 
diction; and thus the States which are blessed with harbors and blessed 
streams can not improve those as they desire they should 
be without asking the consent of Congress, without proceeding in the 
manner prescribed by 

All they can do is to make an appropriation and put the money of 
the State in the improvements in the mode and manner directed by Con- 
gress, because not only do I think the Constitution is entirely clear in 
and of itself, but numerous decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States have conclusively settled that the navigable streams and harbors 
of this country are as necessarily a part of the commerce clause of the 
Constitution asthe ship isor any other instrumentality of commerce; but 
when Congress exercises that jurisdiction it is in its nature exclusive. 
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The States therefore are practically inhibited from taking any part in 
their improvement, unless they voluntarily advance their own money, 
which Congress does not need or ask for, and which the States are 
pretty apt not to do. 

What did wedo last year? A riverand harbor bill passed the House of 
Representatives and came here, and for some reason or other it never was 
reported back from the Committee on Commerce in time to be examined, 
and the result was that it was lost. What followed? All the unfin- 
ished works, wherever they were, where the Government of the United 
States had invested hundreds of thousands of dollars of the money of 
the people in those works, were left in that unfinished condition, and 
every man who knows anything about such works, or indeed any struct- 
ure, knows that when work, whether under ground or above ground, 
whether under water or above water, is left in an incomplete and an 
unfinished condition, subject to the storms, to the winds, to the floods, 
and to the waves ind all the casualties which can injure unfinished prop- 
erty, it is the worst of business to leave that property in that unfinished 
condition; and the very result of failing to pass the river and harbor 
bill at the last Congress was that the United States Government lost 
hundreds of thousands of dollars by the impairment of work which had 
been begun and partially completed. 

The country is growing rapidly, and there is an absolute need for the 
improvement of your rivers and your harbors, and every year that you 
neglect it is a loss to the American people. 

We hear a great deal of talk well founded about the power of rail- 
roads, the power of monopolies, the control which they have over the 
commerce of thecountry. Mr. President, the best competitor that ever 
was made, or ever will be made, to contend against railroads is that 
competitor which the God of nature has given us in the form of navi- 
gable streams and harbors, giving free ingress and egress to the com- 
merce of the world. They are the natural competitors; and we are 
neglecting our duty if we fail to avail ourselves of these natural arteries 
of commerce by improving them and removing from them all obstruc- 
tions which prevent their free navigation. So that I am not deterred 
from voting for the bill on account of its size. 

You must bear in mind that this bill ought to have double or more 
than double the amount of an ordinary annual river and harbor bill, 
because we had none last year, and four years ago we had another bill 
which passed through both Houses of Congress and was vetoed; and 
thus by the veto and by the neglect of Congress to pass a bill last year, 
our works have been continually deteriorating and will continue to de- 
teriorate, and it is the worst of folly to continue in this reckless course. 
No sensible business man would treat his own property as we treat the 
rivers and harbors of this country. 

Why has this been brought about? There was raised a few years 
ago a hue and cry and a storm generated by the most selfish purposes, 
designed and intended to compel Congress not to pass river and har- 
bor bills, not to bring the water ways of this land in competition with 
the railways of the land. That was the bottom and foundation of that 
great hue and cry that was raised against the river and harbor bill. It 
was founded on that selfish desire to compel the people of this country 
to pay higher rates of freight, higher rates of travel than they would be 
required to pay had the water ways of the country been free. Thatis 
the secret of it; that is the foundation of it; and those men who assume 
tobe the special, peculiar, and great friends of the people, who cry out 
against monopoly, ought to bear in mind that the true, legitimate, and 
best method of meeting these monopolies is to take that great water way 
which God gave us and put it in suitable condition to compete with 
railways. Give this relief, and put on as many other brakes as the 
Constitution and wise legislation will justify. 

I am opposed to the proposition as made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Iam opposed to backing down from the work we have done. 
I believe the Senate of the United States has acted in the main wisely 
and well on this bil]. There are items in the bill which I voted against, 
but my judgment as to some of those items was not approved by the 
Senate. In a bill of this kind, aggregated of a great many different 
and distinct items, it would be next to impossible to get any bill with- 
out having in it here and there an item that did not meet your judg- 
ment. 

Improve the harbors on the Atlantic and Gulf front, so as to give 
free ingress and egress to the great sea-going ships, and trade centers 
with direct trade with the markets of the world will spring up. Com- 
petition among these trade centers will make trade healthful, and you 
break up the monopoly which a few trade centers have over the im- 
porting, exporting, banking, and insurance business of the country, 
and this country will thrive by healthful competition as it never did 
before. 

But the great principle at last is: Is the bill as a whole beneficial to 
the American people? Does it aid materially and at a reasonable cost 
in removing the obstructions from your rivers, deepening your harbors, 
and putting them in a better condition to trade with the nations of the 
earth? I take the faults in the bill as I take the spots on the sun’s 
disk, for, although they are there, the great god of day gives light and 
heat. I take these spots although they be on the bill, because the bjll, 
as a whole, is a good bill and will result to the benefit of the people. 
It will aid the people in that great struggle for cheap freight and cheap 
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travel. I therefore oppose the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 
I shall oppose the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLeR;, and I shall vote to pass the bill precisely as the House sent 
it to us amended by the Senate committee and as further amended by 
the Senate itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish, although the question is not 
precisely the point now, but before the matter passes away, to say a 
word in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as to 
what would be the state of this bill when reported back again if the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota should be agreed to. I think it 
capable of demonstration under parliamentary law, when you look into 
the precedents and authorities, that where the Senate has ordered a com- 
mittee, instead of the Secretary, to make a particular amendment, and 
that amendment is reported as made in obedience to the order of the 
Senate (just as when the Senate orders a bill to be engrossed it is re- 
ported by the Committee on Engrossed Bills as duly engrossed and no 
further vote of the Senate is had upon it), it would have effect as the 
action of the Senate and the amendment would be made. 

The section from Cushing that was read by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts where he states it broadly and apparently in support of the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts, stands in exact opposi- 
tion to an earlier section, which speaksof special and particular amend- 
ments of words that are directed by the body to be made by a committee 
on a recommitment, where he says that in obedience to that command 
those words have been stricken out or inserted, and the bill is then re- 
ported, that it starts right on from that point just as if the amendment 
had been made in the Senate or in the parliamentary body, whatever 
it is, and on referring to the Congressional Globe, which Mr. Cushing 
cites, for the general proposition of mandatory amendments being an 
open question, I find that the authority does not support the proposi- 
tion at all. 

There on an appropriation bill in the House of Representatives a gen- 
tleman moved that the bill be recommitted to the Committee of the 
Whole with instructions to strike out all the items in the appropriation 
that were not made to carry out existing law, a general direction which 
had no definition, no point, no certainty to it; and of course the House 
did not intend to commit to the committee the final decision of what 
items in the bill were in conformity with existing laws and what were 
not. But even in that case, the bill having been again reported to the 
House of Representatives in its full capacity with the Speaker in the 
chair, the point of order was made that the House could not change the 
action of that committee in striking’out what they had done pursuant 
to that direction. The Speaker overruled the point of order as he ought 
to have overruled it. An appeal was taken, and it was only laid on 
the table by a vote of 86 to 75, although the Speaker was clearly right." 

The point is, as you will find and as everybody will find who will take 
the trouble to study before he decides, that where a parliamentary 
body wishes to do a particular thing in a particular form, it has the 
same right to do it by a committee of one (as is done in the Legislature 
of the State of Vermont) as it has to do it by the secretary at the desk 
and when in pursuance of this command it has been done, it is done. 
But, however, I pass that now and I come back to the question thatis 
before the Senate. 

The Senator from South Carolina has moved to amend the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota by striking out I believe all after the word 
ee ’? Will the Secretary kindly read where the amendment 

ins? 

The SecrRETARY. Strike out all after the word ‘instructions,’ in 
the second line. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina by striking it all out and inserting what I 
send to the desk, and after it is read I will state what my purpose is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 

Tok th 
the bill ofthe House, and that the items be adjusted accordingly in euch inanner 
as best to promote the public interest, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will bring us face to face with two proposi- 
tions. I shall vote in the end for the proposition of the Senator from 
Minnesota; but as between the proposition of putting $10,000,000 into 
the hands of the President of the United States and keeping this bill 
within reasonable bounds set by the Senate, to be fixed by the com- 
mittee, I should prefer what I have stated; and when the proper time 
comes I shall ask the yeas and nays on this amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. KENNA and others. Let the last amendment be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. Epmunps to the amend- 
ment of Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. KENNA. It seems to me that every Senator must realize at 
once that the adoption of that amendment means no river and harbor 
bill at this session. I do no injustice to any Senator on this floor or to 
any number of Senators when I say that it is beyond the limits of pos- 
sibility that a general revision and readjustment of this bill can be 
made by any committee prior to the time at which in all SS 
this Congress will adjourn. It involves a revision of every item 
bill and a readjustment of it, and the attempt to accomplish such a 


task will simply prevent the passage of the bill during this sessio, ,5 7 
Congress. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But this amendment now involves the pr ' 2 
tion whether you would rather do that or put $10,000,000 into :,. | 
hands of the President of the United States in a lump. | 

Mr. KENNA. I think not. I think this bill stands here as ),. 
ported by the committee of the Senate and as amended by the | Senate [ae 
as in Committee of the Whole; and that proposition is before th ; 4 
ate. There are various alternatives i in the construetion of the bill 
the Senator from Vermont will find before we get through with it 

Mr. MILLER. It seems to me that the proper thing to do 
for the chairman of the committee—and I make the suggestion—to \ ;; a 
draw his resolution until such time as we shall have considered jp ; 1 
Senate the amendments which were made as in Committee of the \Vh, 
allowing each Senator to call for a vote upon any amendment whic! 
desires to have a separate vote upon. It is very evident that we 
not do otherwise. 

I have no doubt the decision of the Sunte on the point of order ra 
if submitted to it, would be that even if the instructions contained 
this resolution were carried out and’ the bill was reported back to 
Senate, in accordance with the resolution, the Senate would hold th 
it was proper and parliamentary for amendments to be offered to | 
bill, according to the rules of the Senate of course, and a vote could 
had afterward onevery amendment. Certainly it would not do tos 
this bill back to the committee and reduce it 30 per cent., and th: 
when it was reported back to have some items put up or put down | 
amendments as they might be by a vote of the Senate, and then 
course, the justice of the horizontal reduction would be entirely ¢ 
stroyed. It seems to me, therefore, that it is better under the circu 
stances of this discussion that the resolution should be withdrawn a 
that we should proceed to vote. 

Before that is done I desire to say a few words in regard to my 0 
position on this question of a reduction of 30 per cent. The Senat 
from Illinois has sharply criticised the members of the committee | 
their pusillanimous course in consenting tosuch areduction. Of: 

I need not repeat to the Senate to-day that I have always stood | 
liberal appropriations, I may say for large appropriations for inte: 
improvements, and I have not changed my position. But after 
sulting with nearly all the members of the committee and with 2 !2: 
number of my colleagues upon this floor, I have become convince: t) 
a majority of this body would favor such a reduction, that it was sur 
to carry; and I am one of those who believe that the wisdom of t! 
majorityis usually greater than the wisdom of the minority. AJthoug! 
I hold to my own opinion that the bill is not too large, yet as a me: 
ber of the committee I freely consented to this reduction. 

After the bill shall have been voted upon in the Senate and amend 
as the Senate shall desire to have it amended, then I hope the «| 
man of the committee will renew his resolution, modified as it w 
then be necessary to modify it, making this reduction. In my judy 
ment that proposition will receive the support of a majority of the nen 
bersoftheSenate. Ihave consented tothis. Ihave consented to wa 
my own ideas and my own opinions because of the great necessity 0! t! 
public works, believing that, if this is not done, even this bil! per); 
may not pass the Senate at all and certainly that it can not be 
law unless some such concession as this is made. 

I do not admit at all that the amount in the present bill is too lary 





as the Senator from Vermont stated it to be; neither do I admit {vr 
moment that the appropriations are too much diversified and divi ie! 
that is, that they are given to too large a number of objects. | (0 no! 
know of any rule by which the people living around New York !iarhor 
or living upon the Mississippi River or at San Francisco are any 10! 
entitled to the fostering care of the Federal Government than thie ma! 
who lives upon a little bay out of the Chesapeake Bay or who lives u) 
any little navigable stream of the South. I believe that the fostering 
care of this Government must extend to all our people. 

Neither do I admit, as has been stated here to-day, that there : 
appropriations in this bill which are not justifiable by the wants 0 
commerce. I have stated before that there are appropriations in it!) 
works which I believe might well afford to wait to a later time (or 1"- 
provement. There are measures in it which I should have been ¢!\ 
to see taken out, but I do not admit at all thatthe Committee on Cv 
merce in making up this bill have by a majority of their votes: 
sented to the putting into it of any swindles or any steals, as they y un- 
derstand itand know it; and I judge that the Committee on Comm 
having considered this measure for nearly two months, have son 
at least, and perhaps as good as those who have not studied it more 
‘a day or two, of the items which are contained in the bill. 

Having stated this and my position upon it and my reasons for 
present consent to a reduction of the bill, I hope the chairman 0! '" 
committee will withdraw the resolution for the present and let us pro 
ceed to vote upon the amendments seriatim. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I submitted this motion w)! My 
with the purpose of economizing time, but it has evidently not t: 
in that direction. It is evident that the Senate desires to vote aon 
each of the items of amendment of this bill in the Senate. I do» 
feel disposed to prevent them from expressing their convictions U}:" 
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every item in the bill. I think therefore it will tend to facilitate the 
passage of the bill if I withdraw the motion for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota with- 
draws the motion made by him. The question recurs on the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. Does the Senator from 
Kansas ask for a separate vote on each amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas ask | 
for a separate vote on each amendment? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not ask fora vote on each amendment; but it 
is absolutely necessary, as the bill has not been reprinted and we do | 
not know whatis in the bill or out of it, that these amendments should | 
be read seriatim. Ishall not ask a vote upon any except such as I | 
wish to dispute. They can be read over and agreed to without objec- 
tion unless opposition is made, so far as Iam concerned, as they are 
read, unless I wish to call attention to some particular amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ainendments will all be read; 
and if there is no objection, the Chair will understand that each amend- 
ment as read is cancurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be announced from the Chair in each case 
so that we can know where we are. 

a INGALLS. Beginning, of course, with the beginning of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. The amendments will 
be read in their order. 

Mr. LOGAN. Idesire to offer the amendment I suggested this morn- 
ing. I do not ask a vote on itnow; but when we come to the proposi- 
tion in reference to the Illinois River I propose to offer an amendment to 
increase it $50,000. 

Mr. MILLER. I suggest that the Secretary proceed to read the 
amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole, and at any point if 
any Senator desires to offer an amendment he ean offer it at the time, 
so that we go over the bill but once. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The amendments will be read in 
their order. 

The first amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, after line 15, to insert: 


Improving the channel in Back Cove, Portland, Me.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $35,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 18, to increase the ap- 
; — for “‘improving harbor at York, Me.,’’ from $10,000 to 

5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 21, toincrease the appro- 
priation for ‘‘ improving harbor at Portsmouth, N. H.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $8,000 to $15,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 21, to insert: 


Improving the harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, N. H.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 25, to increase the appro- 
priation for ‘‘improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $15,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 25, to insert: 

For breakwater at Gordon Landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on the 
12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the report of the Secre- 
tary of War to the Senate, dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. §1, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session,) $25,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 39, to increase the ap- 

for “‘improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: Continuing 
provement,’’ from $10,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 48, to insert: 

For the national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay: Continuing 
improvement, $100,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, line 58, after the word ‘‘im- 
pro to strike out ‘‘breakwater’’ and insert ‘‘harbor;”’ and .in 

59, after the word ‘‘continuing,’’ to strike out ‘‘ work on break- 
water, $8,000,”’ and insert “improvement, $20,000; of which $8,000 
shall be expended on the breakwater and $12,000 on the inner harbor; ’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


harbor at Block Island, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $20,000; 
of 000 shall be expended on the breakwater and $12,000 on the inner 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 64, to increase the ap- 
propriation for “‘improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $12,500 to $15,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 89, to increase the ap- 
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propriation for ‘improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $10,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 91, to increase the appro- 
priation for ‘improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continu- 
ing improvement,’’ from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 92, to strike out ‘‘ ten” 





Improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and for re- 
pairs, $35,000. 

The amendment was concurred in 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 99, to increase the appro- 
priation for ‘improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Con 
tinuing improvement,’’ from $15,000 to $22,500. ; 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 106, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘* improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N. Y.: Continuing 
improvement by repairs,’’ from $2,500 to $12,500. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

rhe next amendment was, in section 1, after line 107, to insert: 
Improving harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs. 

$10,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 110, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 124, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘ improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing 
improvement,’’ from $10,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the follow 

} clause from line 127 to line 133: 
Improving harbor of New York at Gedney’s Channel, New York: Continuin; 


improvement, $150,000; of which sum $50,000, orso much thereof as may be neces 
sary, shall be used by the Chief of Engineers and the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
to ascertain the best outlet to the ocean: Provided, That in the judgment of th« 
War Department such survey is necessary. 

| And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement to secu: 

| a 30-foot channel at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the har! 
upon such plan as the Secretary of War may approve, $1,000,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 143, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Con- 
tinuing improvement,’’ from $30,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 143, to inset: 

Improving harbor at Plattsburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 145, to insert: 

For a more thorough and definite survey and examination of the harbor 
Atlantic City, N. J., with a view to making a harbor of refuge at that poi 
$5,000; said examination and survey to be made by a board consisting of thre« 
United States engineers. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 165, to strike out the 
word ‘‘channel’’ and insert ‘‘ice-harbor;’’ so as to read: 

Improving ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, Pa.: Continuing improvement, $15,000 


at 
mt 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 170, after the word “‘ice- 
harbor,’’ to strike out ‘‘if in his opinion said piers be useless to the 
Government and their present condition be dangerous to navigation; 
so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to ithe city of Chester, Pa., the 
upper and lower piers located in said city and extend 


nto the Delaware 
River, and formerly used as an ice-harbor 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 180, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘ improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $100,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 182, to insert: 

For continuing the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of 
Washington, with reference to the improvement in navigation, the establish- 
ment of harbor-lines, and the raising of the flats under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and in accordance with existing plans, $500,000: Provided, That 
no part of the sum hereby ern shall be expended upon or with refer- 
ence to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in douht 
or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been mad 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out from line 193 to 
199, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va.: Continuing improvement, $100,000, 

Improving approach to Norfolk Harbor and the Unit d States navy-yard at 
Norfolk, Va.: Continuing improvement by widening the channel of Elizabeth 


River to the port warden’s line on the castern side, between Lambert's Point 
Light and Fort Norfolk, $50,000. 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 





Improving harborat Norfolk, Va.,and improving approach to Norfolk Harbor 
and the United States navy-yard at Norfolk : Continuing improvement by widen- 
ing the channel of Elizabeth River to the port warden’s line on the eastern side, 
between Lambert's Point Light and Fort Norfolk, $250,000; of which $100,000 
shall be expended in improving the harbor, and $150,000 in widening the chan- 
nel of Elizabeth River to the port warden’s line on the eastern side, between 
Lambert's Point Light and Fort Norfolk, beginning at Lambert’s Point Light, 
inclading the construction of the proposed dike. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 220, to insert: 
Improving Winyaw Bay,South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 228, to reduce theappro- 
priation for ‘‘improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Con- 
tinuing improvement’’ from $150,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. CALL. I object to that. I hope the Senate will not concur in 
that amendment. That is the amendment relating to Cumberland 
Sound and Amelia Island in Florida. The House fixed the appropria- 
tion at $150,000. The subject was very fully discussed the other day, 
and I think it unnecessary to trouble the Senate with a repetition of 
the arguments then made in reference to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. This is a very great reduction. Florida is almost the 
only State in which the appropriations made by the House have been 
cutdown. Senators on the other side have increased almost every item, 
and increased even the little rivers in the country, which I do not ob- 
ject to. I think there is a great deal of erroneous criticism on this sub- 
ject. But I will not go into that argument. 

This has the recommendation of the engineers. There is a fortifica- 
tion there, and a large amountof money has been expended. The engi- 
neers have certified that this amount is absolutely necessary to the 
preservation of the work, and by neglecting it the money already ex- 
pended will be lost. Why it is, after the Senate has increased nearly 
every other appropriation in the bill, that this State alone should be 
cut down by the Senate I do not understand. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Florida. This matter was fully discussed before, and I am not 
going into any discussion of it now; but I suggest to the Senator from 
Florida that he give his consent that this item may be entirely stricken 
out, and that the $150,000 appropriated in it be added to the improve- 
ment of the mouth of the Saint John’s River. Let us finish up one 
great work in that State before we commence another. This work at 
Cumberland Sound is going to cost two or three million dollars, and 
will not be finished till the next ten or twenty years, whereas the Saint 
John’s River drains nearly the whole of Florida and carries the bulk 
of its commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I should not feel justified, as the United States has un- 
dertaken the work and expended $230,000 upon it, to Gonsent to that 
money being thrown away. 

The engineers have certified that the continuance of the work here 
is necessary to the preservation of that which has been done; and al- 
though I live at Jacksonville and would greatly prefer that the en- 
trance to the Saint John’s River above all other places on the Atlantic 
coast should be made a deep-water harbor and receive an adequate 
appropriation, I do not think it right that I should consent that the 
adjacent city of Fernandina and the adjacacent ports in the State of 
Georgia, all of which are interested, and still more than that that the 
commerce of the United States amounting to millions of dollars that 
passes within sight of that port and finds a refuge there in case of 
storm should be deprived of the advantage of that port as a harbor and 
place of refuge. 

The expenditure of this money and a little more than this in the 
course of a year or two will make the harbor of Fernandina one of the 
best in the world. That is a matter beyond all doubt. The work has 
been commenced, established by the Government, and with $150,000 
appropriated for it I do not think it would be right for me to consent 
or that it would be good policy in the Government to throw away the 
money that has already been expended there. I trust therefore that 
the Senate will not agree to reduce this amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This question was very fully discussed in com- 
mittee, and I shall leave it there. It is not necessary to say anything 
further. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereis no quorum voting. 

Several Senators (to Mr. CALL). Give it up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand the Senator from Florida to with- 
draw his request for any further action? 

Mr.CALL. I donot understand that the amendment has been agreed 
to. 
Mr. INGALLS. It was not so announced by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair announced that the result 
of the division was 15 in the affirmative and 18 in the negative. 
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Mr. MILLER. Let us have the yeas and nays then. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be glad to hear the amendment reported, 
as I was necessarily absent for a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 228 after the word ‘“‘hundred”’ strike out 
‘and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improyo. 
ment, $100,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand a vote of ‘‘nay’’ raises this appropri- 
ation to $150,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the effect. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the Sep. 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTtT]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was called). The Sep. 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] requested me to announce 
that he is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. He is 
paired with me generally, but he is paired with the Senator from Kan- 
sas on this question. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. McPHERsoN] in his absence. I do not know how }x 
would vote on this amendment, and therefore I withhold my vote 

Mr. TELLER (when his name wascalled). I am paired on the final 
vote on the bill with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but | 
reserved the right to vote as my judgment dictated upon improve- 
ments of this kind, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

he roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Blair, Frye, MeMillan, Piatt, 
Conger, Gorman, Manderson, Sherman, 
Dolph, Hawley, Maxey, Vest, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Miller, Wilson of Iowa. 
Evarts, Kenna, Palmer, 

NAYS—26. 
Beck, Eustis, Mitchell of Orez., Vance, 

rry, George, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hampton, Ransom, Whitthorne, 
Call, Harris, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Allison, Dawes, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 
Brown, Gray, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Cameron, Harrison, Morgan, ; Stanford, 
Chace, Hearst, Morrill, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pike, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 231 ofsection 1, before the word ‘*‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘* twenty- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ soas to read: 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $175,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Thenext amendment was, after line 234 of section 1, toadd ‘‘of which 
$2,000 may be expended, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, at 
the Carabello or Crooked River.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Massachusetts requested every- 
body wherever he saw a head to hit it, as the Irishman said. [| cin 
not take up the time of the Senate in doing that, but I should real!) 
be glad to have this matter explained a little asa mere sample of these 
thin 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is an amendment that was inserted in line 
234 by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the effect? 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The appropriation in the bill is for Apalachicols 
Bay. The amendment is ‘of which $2,000 may be expended, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, at Carabello or Crooked River.” 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me see if I can find Crooked River in the en- 
gineer’s report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In Apalachicola Bay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Crooked River can not be in Apalachicola Bay. 

Mr. CALL. There is no Senate amendment at Apalachicola bay. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole made the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have it read again. 

Mr.MILLER. The Senatoroughttoknowit. If there isnoamen(- 
ment there must be a mistake in the work of the Secretary. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be stricken out then. 

Mr. CALL. What is the amendment ? 

Mr. MILLER. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. That was adopted by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is Crooked River? 

Mr. CALL. In the report of 1884 you will find the estimate of the 
engineers and the report of ‘the examination of Crooked or Carabello 
River. Carabello River empties into Apalachicola Bay near what is 
called Dog Island, which is the deep-sea entrance for the foreign ships 
that carry lumber from Apalachicola to Europe, in which there is quite 
a large trade. ; é 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not understand that there is any estimate 
for it this year. 

Mr. CALL. There is no estimate for it this year. 
timate for it two years ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, to shorten time, I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not too late in this body. This is a report from 
the Committee of the Whole, if the Chair please. This item in the re- 
port of the Committee of the Whole is now up for the first time in the 
Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I knowit is very difficult to appeal to the Senator from 
Vermont; but I should like very much, if he would allow me to ask a 
question, to know what object he has in objecting if the Secretary of 
War in his discretion on consulting the Chief of Engineers shall find 
under the recommendation of 1884, with the estimates and reports there. 
made, that it is advisable for the commerce of Apalachicola Bay that 
$2,000 of this money shall be expended at the anchorage where the 
large ships lie? I should like to know what possible interest there is 
in rising toa point of order upon that. It does not increase the appro- 
priation except it provides that the Secretary of War shall in his dis- 
cretion, if he finds it n 

Mr. GORMAN, Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad as a matter of curiosity to know 
who has the floor just now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
point of order does not lie against the action of the Senate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Chair is advised by the Chief Clerk that that 
has been the ruling frequently. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I give up the point of order; but I ask who has 
the floor? 

The PRESIDNT pro tempore. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. I did not mean to interrupt the Senator from 
Florida. I should like that point to be looked at, but I will not insist 
upon it now, though it may be important hereafter. I should be glad 
to hear what the Senator from Florida desires to say. 

Mr. CALL. I was saying that I can not see what possible ground 
of objection there could be. It is mot compulsory on the Secretary of 
War, itissimply permissive. It allows him to use $2,000 of this money, 
if he shall find it advisable to do so, at another part of the same har- 
bor, namely, the deep-sea entrance, where the large ships lie, at Cara- 
bello River. That isall I have to say, and I submit the matter to the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itdoesnotincrease the sum of twelve or fifteen thou- 
sand dollars that is appropriated, but the amendment is either entirely 
useless and a mere repetition of what the bill contains, or it takes from 
the appropriation for Apalachicola Bay $3,000 and devotes it to some- 
thing else. If the thing to be done is to improve the anchorage of 
ships in Apalachicola Bay the item in the bill as it stands is ample for 
that purpose. If the money is to be carried out of that bay and into 
a river for which there is no estimate and in respect of which we have 


Fn then Isay without regard to the point of order that it 


There was an es- 


The Senator from Vermont. 


wrong. 

If my friend from Florida would kindly furnish us with the report 
of 1884 as to what the engineers say about Crooked River, we might 
have further light on the subject. Has the Senator the report of 1884 
at his desk ? 

Mr. CALL. Ihave not. I will ask that the item be passed, and I 
will secure the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that. I do not know but 
that I am strongly for Crooked River; and if so, it is the only crooked 
thing I am for, as far as I know. 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection this item 
will be passed over for the present. The next amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be read. 


The Cuter CLERK. In line 272 of section 1, the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole struck out the words ‘‘ twenty-five’ before thou- 
sand”’ and inserted ‘‘forty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Ps The next amendment was, in line 282 of section 1, before the word 
five,” to insert “twenty ;’’ so as to read: 


Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 
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Is it 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know what that means. 
for the purpose of acquiring title to land ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is in line 282, Fairport, Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report of the engineers. 

Mr. MILLER. I can state the matter. The Senator from Maine 
{Mr. FRYE] has the papers, but I think I can state the case to the sat- 
isfaction of the Senator from Vermont. 

This amount was increased from $5,000 to $25,000 by a vote in Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon an amendment offered by the Committee on 
Commerce, through the Senator from Maine, who was instructed to offer 
the amendment after the bill had been reported tothe Senate. The en- 
gineer’s report calls for this expenditure of $25,000 or more. It so hap- 
pens that the harbor has a bar at the mouth of it and that several rail- 
roads terminating there have been just completed, or are about com- 
pleted, and the harbor is used for the sending out of coal to the lakes 
and the bringing in of vast quantities of iron ore from the upper lakes 
which are to be carried to the furnaces on the line of those roads; and 
unless an appropriation is made sufficiently large to clear out this chan- 
nel at once—the engineer reports that it can be done for $25,000 within 
a very short time—of course none of this business can be set in motion. 
It was for that reason that the committee decided to recommend this 
increase to $25,000, this information having come to the committee by 
subsequent reports from one of the engineers after the bill had been re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. MILLER. 
tance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. About 40 miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rather incline to think that this increase of the 
appropriation is necessary if you are going to open Fairport River, for 
the engineer this year says: 

The project of improvementadopted in 1825, when the mouth of the river was 
closed by a sand-bar so hard and dry in summer that teams could drive across— 

And the project has been amended, not the river— 


and which project has been amended from time to time since that date, as the 
demands of commerce called for an increased depth of water— 





How far east of Cleveland is Fairport? 
Not very far. I am not sure as to the exact dis- 


As I should think it would over a sand-bar so dry that you could 
drive a wagon across— 
provides for parallel piers 200 feet apart, running out from each side of the en- 
trance to a depth of 16 feet in the lake. 
OPERATIONS DURING THE FISCAL YEAR. 
Balance on hand at beginning of fiscal year was only $425.08. No work was 
in progress. The act of July 5, 1884, appropriated $10,000 for this harbor, which 


it was decided to expend in extension of the east pier in dredging and in repairs 
to piers. 


A contract was made— 


Then it states the proposals and that they made a contract with Mr. 
Rooney, of Ohio— 


to excavate about 10,000 cubic yards, at 23} cents per cubic yard. Dredge oper- 
ations were commenced May 25, and completed June 25, 1885; a total of 10,082 
cubic yards were removed from channel at end of piers, and from the bars in 
lake beyond end of piers, and resulted in restoring a good 16-foot channel be- 
——— piers, and a good 15j-foot channel through bars in lake at entrance to har- 


r. 

Work, under contract with Courtland D. Merry, was not begun until April 9, 
1885, although the contractor was advised to begin the construction of his cribs 
much earlier. The work has made very poor progress, and by June 20, 1885, 
the date mentioned for completion of the contract, not one-third had been ac- 
complisbed. An extension until July 31, 1885, was asked for and obtained, the 
favor being granted, not as deserved, but because no serious disadvantage had 
been occasioned by the delay. 


From which I should suppose that there was not a vast amount of 
commerce that was struggling to get in and out when a delay of that 
time made no disadvantage. 

The present project provides for an extension of both piers, for repairs and 
for dredging, so as to obtain and maintain a good channe! 16 feet deep and 200 
feet wide from the lake to railroad docks near mouth of river. The estimated 
cost is $93,000, of which sum $43,000 have been appropriated and $30,000 can be 
expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1387. 

* + * . * - 

Fairport Harbor is in the collection district of Cuyahoga, Ohio. 

That is the Cleveland district, I believe. 

There is a fixed white light of the third order on shore and a beacon on the 
east pier. 

The value of the imports for the season of 1884 was $192,532. 

The collector failed to estimate the value of the exports— 


I do not know whether that means in the collection district or in the 
port. Iam not sure but that this was this very portitself. If so itis 
a very considerable port. 

Mr. FRYE. It was this port. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I go on: 

Forty vessels (engaged in the coasting trade), with an aggregate tonnage of 
16,014 tons, entered, and twenty-five vessels, with an aggregate tonnage of 12,209 
tons, cleared during season of 1854, 

That leaves fifteen in. They can not get out, I suppose. Nowifmy 
friend from Maine will come in and really tell us a little about this, as 
the engineers’ reports are sometimes a little misleading, I would like 
to hear him. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I can satisfy the Senator from Vermont entirely. 
The harbor is very good indeed. It was the terminus of the narrow- 
gauge railroad which ran down I do not know how far—I have ridden 
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on it—toward Western Pennsylvania from Fairport to Youngstown, and 
that narrow-gauge railroad was used almost entirely for the transpor- 
tation of coal and iron from the Superior country, but the capacity of 
the railroad, being a narrow-yauge railroad, was of course not large. 


My recollection is—I have had the papers—that last year 100,000 tons 
of that iron were carried down over that railroad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Down to where? 

Mr. FRYE. Down to Youngstown; and since that time and since 
any report of the engineer which we have here has been made, and 
since the House committee passed upon this item, and since the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate passed upon the item as it originally 
appeared in the bill, information has been received of the formation of 
® transportation company in Western Pennsylvania, headed by the 
Olivers, with a large capital, and a combination between them and the 
intermediate railroads and the leasing of this narrow-gauge railroad, 
and the broadening of the gauge, and the expenditure of $200,000 in 
docks and piers, and the certainty of transportation over that road, in- 
stead of 100,000 tons, of over 600,000 tons this year and, as they clearly 
show, a million tons next year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the Painesvilleand Youngstown Railroad ? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. A communication was made to the War Depart- 
ment of these facts, up to that time unknown to them, and they sent 
areply, in which they stated that owing to this great increase of business 
there was no doubt it was very important that this harbor should be 
improved to the extent that it was necessary to be improved at once in 
order to enable this road to do the business and enable this amount of 
iron to be transported. The whole amount which they estimated as 
necessary for the completion of the improvement was $30,000, -.so that 
there will be 16 feet of water and the vessels used could readily pass 
in and out. We recommended the appropriation of $25,000 of the 
$30,000. I do not think myself that there is a shadow of a doubt 
about the propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wheredoes the iron that is to go down to Youngs- 
town come from? 

Mr. FRYE. Lake Superior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much farther is it from Cleveland to Youngs- 
town by the shortest railroad line than it is from Fairport? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is about 60 miles by either road. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ohio says the distance is about 
the same from Cleveland; but the distance from Lake Superior by the 
wg route to Cleveland I suppose is 50 miles less than it is to 

‘airport. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nearly 30 miles between them on the lake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that Cleveland, being an open port and pro- 
vided for, can take this iron and carry it over a railroad the same dis- 
tance to Youngstown, and save the vessels from going 30 miles farther 
to carry it to Fairport to go down to Youngstown. 

Mr. FRYE. But there has been a railroad for a large number of 
years, twenty years, right at this same port of Fairport, and it has 
done all that it was capable of doing at that port, beinga narrow-gauge 
road. Now, I say it is to be a broad-gauge road, a fact unknown to 
the Department until a fortnight ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you whe letters? 

Mr. FRYE. I returned them this morning to Mr. Oliver, who ap- 
plied to the Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have the Department on 


record. 


Mr. FRYL. Istated yester?ay when this matter came up that I had | whole thing has 


a letter from the Department recommending this appropriation, but I 
did not read the letter, because no one made any objection to the amend- 
ment and I never waste any time when I get what I am after. The 
propriety of the amendment is beyond any manner of question. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, be- 
fore the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 286 of section 1, tostrikeout ‘‘ thirty”’ 
and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $50,000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a new amendment, and I should be glad 
aoe it explained. It does not appear in the printed copy of the 

L lave. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge of that improvement, says that 
unless this amount is appropriated it would not be worth while to ap- 
propriateany amount. ‘The House inserted $30,000 here, and it is on 
the recommendation of Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge of the 
improvement, that we have increased it to $50,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the recommendation? I see on page 
1821, part 3: 

To complete the project will uire an nditu’ 

* no aa William wee veatiieen ee 


detail in the accompanying reportof Mr. 
neer, to which reference is made. 
There have been ex ied on this work $199,145.37,and as $96,000 more is re- 
quired, of which $836.63 is on hand, there is $95,163.37 to be 
The total cost of the work will therefore be, in round n 
ven in my annual 


The estimated cost 6f this work, as for 1880, is 
$216,400. The increased cost over the is, therefore, $79. or 37 percent. 


Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Vermont will permit me t 
read an extract from the report of Colonel Merrill, the engineer i; 
charge of the improvement, it will perhaps save some time. 

After this item was inserted in the House bill acommunication from 
Colonel Merril), transmitted by the acting Chief of Engineers, was trans. 
mitted to the Secretary of War and by him transmitted to us, in whic! 
Colonel Merrill says: 

I have the honor to state that I have just received a copy of the new river a 
harbor bill (H. R. 7480), and I think it my duty to call attention to a number o 
items which deserve consideration, namely : 

Line 231, “ Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, 0! 
Continuing improvement, $30,000." 

Nothing can be done with so smalla sum. Unless it can be raised to a m 
mum of $55,000 the item might as well be omitted. I have written to Gene: 
WARNER, member of Congress from Marietia, fully explaining this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is an ice-harbor, if I may inquire? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is for the protection of boats in the winte: 
It is at the mouth of the Muskingum River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is when the lake is frozen up to keep 1! 
boats from being crushed by the expansion of the ice? 

Mr. McMILLAN, Not that altogether. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it then? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is to prevent them from being injured by the 
ice in the harbor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the shores of Lake Erie, as on the shores of al! 
the Northern lakes in winter, the ice extends solid generally out a con- 
siderable distance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is on the Ohio River, at the mouth of th: 
Muskingum River, at Marietta. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not on the lakes? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; onthe Ohio River. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That isa different thing. Then it is the flood- 
ice that comes down ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the point of this improvement is to preserve 
vessels in the winter against the crush of ice that comes along down, 
the protection of this property at a time when the boats can not sail 
I think I understand it now. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, alt: 
line 289, to insert: 

Fogthe purpose of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inner end of 
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Clinton, Ohio, the Secretary of Warshall negotiate with the owner or owners 
of the land fgr the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to beapproved by Con- 

; and if an agreement as to price can not be made with the owner, the: 
the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by the laws o/ 
Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State, the resuit of 
said proceedings of condemnation, if taken, to be reported to the next Congress 
for its approval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that explained. Let the 
chairman of the committee tell us what there is about that. 

Mr.CONGER. That was all explained when the bill was gone over 
but unfortunately I think the Senator was not present. This is to pu 
chase a little point at Port Clinton Harbor, which the Governmes 
has made at considerable expense, and it is necessary to carry out tlie 
piers and the embankments into the channel of the river. This indi- 
eates the mode of ascertaining and reporting to Congress what that 

| little piece of land will cost, and then it is open to Congress to make 
| the appropriation for it or not, as Congress may think proper. The 
been discussed here, but I do not know that the Sen- 
ator was present at the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But we were told that the committee was one 
thing and the Senate was another, and if everybody did not make in- 
quiry at every time he would be considered to have thought that evcry 
item reported from the Committee of the Whole was a good one. | 
want to go far enough to show that I do not mean to be foreclosed in 
that way. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no reason for not supposing that the rec- 
ommendation is a good one. I might say that the improvement at tlic 
mouth of this river was commenced at the expense of the Quaker set- 
tiement there some years ago, and they expended a good deal of moncy 
to improve the entrance to the Portage River. The old Quakers ca. 
down here some years ago and got a little appropriation to make t)i 
river navigable. Any one passing by the lake shore going to Toledo 
passes right along by this river, and who sees there the mills and !\- 
tories that have grown up by this little settlement and the vessels that 
go up this river would agree tothis. It is just off the lake, in sight! 
the lake, beyond Sandusky Bay. Congress has given them smal! 4) 
propriations to assist in making their harbor a harbor of entrance !vr 
the kind of vessels which carry off their grain and staves and jum)«! 
and all the productions of the colony. 

Now, we find that it is necessary to have a little point of land whic 
the Government can control before they put on additional works nec- 
essary to protect the harbor. This item does not make any appropria- 
tion, but is to ascertain what the cost of the land will be. The peop* 
there very much desire it, and from my knowledge of the place now aut 
in former years I think it is a very proper request. “ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not find in the report of the Secretary of Wat 
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and the Chief of Engineers, so faras I have been able to read it hastily, 


; Mr. EDMUNDS. Are there railroads from Michigan City ? 
any statement or request concerning the purchase or otherwise obtain- 


Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; there are railroads passing through Mich- 


ing of any land. They seem to be more troubled at that place for water | igan City, going east and north and sauth of Michigan City. It is the 
than for land, for some reason or other. There is not, that I can see | only lake port in the State of Indiana. It touches Lake Michigan sim- 
at pages 2215 and 2216 of the report of this year, anysuggestion or es- | ply at its lower extremity, and it isa very important port. 

timate for buying or condemning any land or any reference to the ne- Mr. EDMUNDS. Theamount estimated, ‘* required for the comple- 


cessity of obtaining any land for any purpose whatever; but it may be | tion of the existing project, $450,000,’ and this calls for only $75,000. 


that there is some special report. Then I find in the encyclopedic | That is moderate. I see that this place appears to have really a de- 
summary the condition of things at that place which is worth reading: | cidedly largecommerce. There were thirteen hundred and thirty-four 
Port Clinton is a port of entry in the collection district of Sandusky, Ohio. | vessels entered and cleared, which would make nearly seven hundred 
The nearest work of defense is Fort Wayne, 60 miles distant— in and seven hundred out in the course of the fiscal year. That leads 
If it was proposed to build a fort there, as they are 60 miles away | me to the conclusion that this is probably one of the places fairly en- 
from a fort, I could immediately see the logic of it— titled to be considered 


and the nearest light-house is at Green Island, 10 miles distant. 

Theamount of commerce to be benefited by this improvement issmall. For 
miles above the mouth of Portage River, and bordering upon its banks, are ex- 
tensive tracts of hard-wood timber, from which lumber, staves, spokes, &c., are 
made and sent to Port Cliriton for shipment. 

The amount of revenue collected during eleven months ending May 31, 1885, 
was $15.25. 

There were no pupeste or exports. 

Twenty-six vessels, with an aggregate tonnage of 2,150 tons, entered, and 
twenty-one vessels, with an aggregate tonnage of 1,898tons, cleared— 


Leaving five vessels in port— 
during eleven months ending May 31, 1885. 

The deputy collector of the port states “that a very small part of vessels 
a from this portdo not enter or clear, for they do not trade out of the 

Then he gives the money statement, of the sums on hand, and the 
“amount (estimated) required for completion the existing project’’— 
you will observe that is a project and not an improvement—‘‘$44,000.”’ 

I merely state it to show that I think this is one of the instances as 
compared with Cleveland and the last one we had where a railroad goes 
that illustrates the variety of small local objects which are very nice 
for the neighbors but have nothing to do with the general interests of 
the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. The engineer recommends this urgently. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 308 of*section 1, after the words ‘“ Maumee River,’’ to strike out 
“‘or Straight Channel ’’ and insert ‘* by a straight channel along such 
line as may be approved by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing improvement of the Maumee 


River by a straight channel along such line as may be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, $150,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 311, after the 
words ‘‘and the,’’ to insert ‘‘ balance of the;’’ so as to read: 


And the balance of the $25,000 heretofore appropriated are hereby made avail- 
able for clearing the old channel. 


Mr. HARRISON. Undonbt« lly. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 344, after the word 
** Michigan,’’ to strike out ‘‘ continuing ir 
repairs;*’ so as to read: 


Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: By repairs $2,000. 


} 


nprovement”’ and insert ‘* by 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 408 of section 1, to strike out 
‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continuing improvement $30,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after line 408, to insert: 

For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Ship-canal connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michiganin the State 
of Wisconsin, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That 
no part of said sum shall be expended until the Secretary of War shail have 
caused an examination to be made by a board of three United States engineers 
into the importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free use of 
said ship-canal, and until the report of said board shall be in favor of making 
said canal free to commerce: And provided further, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied, upon investiga- 
tion, as to the actual cost of said canal to said company, and then only so much 
of said sum shall be expended asthe said Secretary of War shail be satisfied is 
necessary to reimburse the said company for advances and expenses actually 
made and incurred in constructing said canal and in maintaining the same over 
and above the net proceeds of the lands granted by Congress to aid in construct- 
ing said canal and over and above the tolis received therefrom, with interest, 
as provided by the act of Congress making said grant, approved April 10, 18656. 
And none of said moneys shall be expended except upon a full and absolute 
conveyance to the United States of said ship-canal, harbor, easements, rights of 
way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every name and nature pertaining to 
said work. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that amendment where it says 
**conveyance,’’ by inserting ‘‘free and clear of all lien or incum- 
brance.”’ 

While that is being written, I will say that this matter was discussed 
in the Committee of the Whole and a very decided majority, as I re- 
member, was in favor of it against my vote, and it is no use for me to 
take time in discussing it any more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 428, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ fifty’’ 
and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ and in the same line, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to insert: 


Of which asum not exceeding $500 may be used in placing buoys in the ch 
nels and elsewhere where needed in the harbor. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to inquire—I have not the slight- 
est objection to this amendment and I do not know anything about 
it—in view of what has been said, and I suppose truly, as the nature 
of these river and harbor bills that the appropriations never run out 
with the year or two years, why is it necessary to reappropriate this 
old balance for the purpose of continuing the improvement of that har- 
bor? I merely ask for information. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because there is a slight change in the project 
as it originally existed in that which has been now adopted by the En- 
gineer ent, and this change of language is merely to enable the 
Engineer ent to make the improvement to the most advantage. 
It is done upon a special recommendation from the engineer in charge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the merit of it. 1 only wanted to 
know what was the state of the law that made it necessary to reappro- 
priate money for that object. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because it requires a little different usp of 


in- 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harborat Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, and enlarging 
basin between Minnesota and Rice's Point, $75,000; of which a sum not exceed- 
ing $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere where 
needed in the harbor; and the consent of the United States is hereby given toa 
money——— change in the existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by the munici- 

Sats naar Tory | pal authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the approval of 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Than the former appropriation provides. Very | P*’ Secbeeny of War. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ at 
the end of line 450, to strike out the following clause: 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was in 
section 1, line 317, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

Toy ichi; i: »s inuing i rex , $75,000; 
of wiidraene gnn00 une we be py toy theo a nee 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear that explained. Perhaps it was ex- 
plained before, but I should like,to hear it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The Senator will find all that in the report of 
aaa Engineers, page 2088, in the appendix, and 322 in the first 

ume, 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Vermont need not spend any 
time about that amendment. Michigan City is the only lake harbor 
of Indiana, and it is avery important one. The Government has been 
for some years engaged in making a harbor there. It has a large com- 
merece, especially of lumber from the upper lakes. It is the point at 
which very large lake commerce enters the State. The appropriation 
very much less than the estimates. 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to cause suit 
to be instituted for the condemnation of the 12 acres of land said to be necessary 
to said improvement, and to report the result of such legal proceedings to the 
next succeeding session of Congress, for its action thereon. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Provided, That no part of such sum shall be expended until the 12 acres of land 
necessary to said improvement shall have been conveyed to the United States 
free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secretary of 


War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the 
Secretary of War that the title is perfect. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $109,- 
000: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until the !2 acres of 
land necessary to said improvement shal! have been conveyed to the United 
States free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified 
to the Secretary of War that the title is perfect. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I would call the attention of the Secretary of the 
Senate to the amendment in line 460, at the end of the line. I want 
to get the precise words of thatamendment. I donot know that I have 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was amended in 
committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I want to see if I have the exact language. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator want to recur to 
the amendment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is the amendment at the end of line 460 to in- 
sert: 

After the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the Sec- 
retary of War that the title is perfect? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the language. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 486, to increase the appropriation for ‘‘ improving har- 
bor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement,’’ from $30,000 
to $100,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 489, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improvement of the harbor at the entrance of Coos 
Bay, Oregon,’’ from $35,000 to $45,000. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 489, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Portland, Oreg., $5,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 503, to insert: 
Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 509, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘ improving Warren River, Rhode Island,’’ from $2,500 
to $5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 511, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continu- 
ing improvement,’’ from $25,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was concurred in 

The next amendment was, in line 513, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘ improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: 
Continuing improvement,’ from $35,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 514, to insert: 

For removing Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island, $35,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 529, of section 1, to strikeout ‘‘ fif- 
teen ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ and after the word “‘dollars,’’ at the 
end of the same line, to add: 

Of which $20,000 may be used in removing the rocks in the channel at Van 
Wie's Point. ; 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $35,000; of 
} ene $20,000 may be used in removing the rocks in the channel at Van Wie’s 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 543, to insert: 

Improving Ticonderoga River, New York: Continuing improvement, $2,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 556, to insert: 

Improving Saint Jones River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 4 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 558, to insert: 

Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Continuing improvement up to and 
near the town of Laurel, Del., $10,000. 

The amendment was concurred in: 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 567, to insert: 

For beginning the cunstruction of a dam at Herr’s Island, in the Allegheny 
River, near Pittsburgh, Pe., $50,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 577, before the word 
‘thousand ’’ to strike out “‘ forty’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ and after the 
word ‘‘ which,’’ at the end of the same line, to insert “‘$40,000 shall be 
applied to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey: Continuing im- 
provement from Trenton to its mouth, $230,000; of which $40,000 shall be applied 
to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Philadelphia, Pa., and 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river and 
its tidal tributaries above Bridesburg. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 586, to insert: 


For rebuilding piers at Battery Island, head of the Chesapeake Bay, which 
were carried away by ice, strengthening and protecting the works at that point 
from future d n, $17,275. 


The amendment was concurred in, 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 595, to insert: 

Improving Pocomoke River, Maryland: Continuing and completing improve. 
ment, $8,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 604, section 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing 
improvement,’’ from $20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 608, section 1, to reduce the appro- 
priation for “‘improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improve- 
ment below Richmond,’’ from $150,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 614, section 1, after the words 
“Grayson County,’’ to strike out “‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to 
read: , 

Improving New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement between the lead 
mines, in Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson’s Creek, in Grayson Count) 
$10,000, together with the $3,000 now on hand. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 637, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: 
Continuing improvement,’’ from $150,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in section 1, 
line 646, to insert ‘‘of which $2,500 shall be used in continuing the 
improvement of navigation above the west fork;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$22,500; of which $2,500 shall be used in continuing the improvement of navi- 
gation above the west fork. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The nextamendment was, after the words ‘‘ west fork,’’ in section 1, 
line 648, to strike out— 


But no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved 
navigation. If the right to collect toll is claimed to exist on any part of the 
river above the improvements, the person or corporation so claiming shall re- 
liuquish the same in manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War before any 

rt of this appropriation shall be expended. Two thousand five hundred do!- 

of the sum hereby appropriated shall be used in continuing the improve- 
ment of navigation above the west fork. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


But no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved 
navigation; and such right, if any exist, shall be relinquished, ina manner sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary of War, before the expenditure of any of the money 
herein appropriated for this work. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 663, before the word 
‘*hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $225 - 
000; of which sum $15,000 are to be expended above Wilmington, the remainder 
below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as much of its northeast 
branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 670, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Con- 
tinuing improvement,’’ from $5,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 675, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing 
improvement,”’ from $10,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 679, before the word ‘‘ im- 
provement,’’ tostrike out ‘‘continuing’’ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ and 
after the word “improve nent,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert 
‘*five;’? so as to read: 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 
ment, $5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 687, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, #2.- 
000. Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary, of the aforesaid $10,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstruc 
tions in the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 

The amendment was concurred in. : 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 693, to insert: 

Improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement bei ween 
Madison, N.C., and Danville, Va., $10,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. * ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 696, to insert: 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, £10, 


The amendment was concurred in. © 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 798, to insert: 
mer ten ey inland water way between Beaufort Harbor and New River, 
N Caro) through Bogue Sound, $10,000. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 723, at the end of tle 
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clause appropriating $7,500 for ‘‘ improving Wateree River, South Caro- | The next amendment was to strike out lines 949 and 950 of section 


lina: Continuing improvements,’ to insert the foilowing proviso: 


Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until all bridges now 
obstructing the navigation of said river shall have been provided with suitable 
draw ns, fenders, and other aids to navigation at such bridges as the Secre- 

of War may direct forthe purpose of affording free navigation of said river; 
and the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to cause such changes 
to be made in said bridges, at the expense of the owners thereof,as in his opin- | 
ion are necessary to make the navigation ofsaid river through said bridges free 
and safe. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 752, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of the line, to strike ont ‘‘$1,500 of said 
sum to be expended between Skull Shoals and the railroad bridge;’’ so 
as to read: 

Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was there not an amendment in line 741? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment there was disagreed 
to. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 756 of section 1, to strike out ‘‘fourteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty- | 
three;’’ and after. ‘‘thousand,’’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘ three hun- 

dred;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Romley Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $23,300. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 774, before the word 
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve’”’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ alter the 
word “thousand ’”’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ in line 775, to strike out ‘‘no part of which is to be used above 
Indian Creek;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, $7,500. ‘ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in section 1, line 
848 of section 1, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until the State of 
Mississippi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of the 


Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad to be constructed so as not to obstruct the 
navigation of said stream. 


So as to make the clause read: 


inpsoving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000: 
Provided, T no part of this appropriation shall be used until the State of 
Mississppi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of the 
Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed as not to obstruct the 
navigation of said stream. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 871, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘forty-five’? and insert ‘*twenty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 


from Fulton, Ark., tothe Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing 
the work at Alexandria, $95,000; of which sum $25,000, or so much thereof as 


ue be oe gene ee be used in making a thorough survey of the river from 
Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou 
Pierre, Louisiana. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 902, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ to strike out ‘‘according to the plan and recommenda- 
tions in Appendix V 13, Executive Document 1, Forty-ninth Congress,’’ 
and in Tine 904, after the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out “of which 
there are to be expended $8,000 at Pine Bluff, $13,000 at Fort Smith, 
and $10,000 at Dardanelle, or so much thereof under those sums re- 
spectively as may be necessary at those points;’’ and atter the word 
“dollars’’ to insert the following proviso: 

if in the opinion of the Secretary of War it shall be 
abet Beatie x <2 


$12,000 may be expended at Fort Smith, $10,000 at Dardanelles, and 
$8,000 at Pine Bluff. 


So as to read: 


Im Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

if in the opinion of the Secretary of War it shall be necessary, 

the sum of $12,000 may be expended at Fort Smith, $10,000 at Dardanelle, and 
$8,000 at Pine Bluff. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


| 


The next amendment was, in lines 915 and 916 of section 1, to strike | 


out the words ‘‘Texas and the Indian Territory;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $7,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 928, to insert: 
South of Perio in Perry ee eee os aaeaie tn — 7 
~in nty, a according to ic of th 
engineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $5,00u. . " 


The amendment was concurred in. 
XVII——433 


1, in the following words: 

Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $2,500, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 951 and 952 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving South Fork of Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 958, before the word 
‘*hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
Elk River Shoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these localities, $250,- 


| OVO. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate not to agree to that amendment. It 
is the Muscle Shoals amendment reported by the committee reducing 
the House appropriation from $350,000 to $250,000. I have already 
stated the reasons why that amendment ought not to be retained and 
I do not care to detain the Senate by repeating them. I ask for a vote 
on concurring in that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. , 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. F 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Khode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 


The question is on concurring inthe 


I am paired with the 


On this question I am 


| paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co_quirr]. If he were 
| present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 9, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 

Dolph, Hawley, Miller, Sherman, 
| Edmunds, McMilian, Platt, Vest. 

Harrison, 

NAYS—33. 
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Van Wyck, 
Berry, George, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall, 
Blair, Gorman, Palmer, Whitthorne, 
Brown, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Hearst, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Call, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Logan, Plumb, 
Allison, Evarts, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Camden, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Chace, Hale, Morgan, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Morrill, Stanford. 
Colquitt, Hoar, Payne, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out lines 960 and 961 of section 1, in the following words: 

Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 968 of section 1, after the word 
‘“‘improvement,’’ to strike out: 

According to the last plan of the engineer in charge, and to be first applied to 
the completion of the work now in progress. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving the Falls of the Ohio River, at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing im- 
provement, $200,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 971 of 
section 1, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That of that sum $50,000 shall be expended in enlarging the canal 
basin, as recommended in the last report of the engineer in charge. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 975, after the words “‘ di- 
rected to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ negotiate for the purchase’’ and insert ‘‘ ascer- 
tain the value and commercial importance;’’ so as to read: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Barren 
River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the 


| State of Kentucky, &c. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 976 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ works,’’ to insert the words ** and 
property;’’ and, in line 978, to strike out the words ‘‘the works”’ at 
the end of the line; so as to read: 


The works and property of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company, 
situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky,and of tue 
Monongahela Navigation Company, &c, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, before you go on with this clause, 


which somehow or other is contrary to geography (the Barren River, 
of Kentucky I believe it is, the Green River and the Monongahela 
River in Pennsylvania are brought into a junction that nature never 
gave to them), I should like to have what is contemplated by this pro- 


vision explained. What are these works, and why are we to go into 
the matter? What do they do and how are they brought together? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. To my understanding the bill clearly states 
the case here. It speaks of the riversGreenand Barren. I think that 
is quite a sufficient answer to any suggestion which may be made, and 
the committee have taken the great caution to strike out the words 
“‘ negotiate for the purchase’’ and to insert ‘‘ ascertain the value and 
commercial importance of the works and property,’’ not the rivers but 
the property, not to help a State by improving a river or a harbor, as 
the bill by its title would imply, but to ascertain the value of the 
works of the Green and Barren River corporation. That is what it 
means and what it says. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The chairman of the committee does not inform 
us about the Barren River ard Green River and the Monongahela. 
What is the general purpose of this provision? How are these works 
situated? What are they now, and what have they to do with the 
commerce of the country ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This provision was inserted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives and came to the Senate in the bill. The Senate Commit- 
tee on Commerce modified the provision and left it in what we regarded 
as the most favorable position for the Government of the United States 
if it was to be inserted in the bill at all. 

Mr. E DMU NDS. That is perfectly true. The committee has done 
good work as far as it has gone. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We did not feel at liberty to strike it out of the 
bill. The object of the provision is merely to ascertain the value and 
commercial importance of the works and property of these navigation 
companies. With the Monongahela Navigation Company I am some- 
what familiar. . It is a corporation under the laws of Pennsylvania, 
which has constracted slack-water upon the Monongahela River, ex- 
tending from Pittsburgh up the river to near Monongahela City. A 
system of locks and dams has been constructed by that company who 
have had charge of the improvement for very many years. This slack 
waters the Monongahela River for that distance. 

The Government of the United States has erected adam and lock 
above the works of the Monongahela NavigationCompany. Thecom- 
pany isin a very prosperous condition and is very much opposed to 
the Government taking its property, and appeared before the com- 
mittee to protest against it. Other interests in that locality very 
urgently pressed upon the committee the retention of this provision in 
the bill, and we thought thatan examination by the engineers would 
perhaps do no harm, and it would leave the Government without any 
obligation to proceed any furtherin the purchase of the property. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it the theory of the committee that everything 
is to be put in the bill that will not do any harm? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir, it is not; but the committee—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I wish the Senator would state to us what is 
the good it can do. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The committee were of opinion that public in- 
terests were involved here which should be determined by Congress 
after fall information obtained. 

Mr. INGALLS. What information have the committee as to the 
amount which has been expended here and the estimated value of the 
works and the probable expenditure that this might involve us in? 
I am unable to find anything in the report of the committee bearing on 
the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The object of the provision is to ascertain what 
is the value and condition of these works. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; that is stricken out. The committee have 


amended it so as to eliminate that provision to ascertain the value of 


such works. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; ‘‘the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and directed to ascertain the value and commercial importance of the 
works and property of the Green and Barren River Nagigation Com- 
pany.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 981 the words are stricken out, but I see 
they have been inserted in the first partof the paragraph. I think be- 
fore we are called upon to vote upon this matter the chairman ought 
certainly to give us some information as to the probable amount that is 
involved here, because although there is a proviso at the close of the 
paragraph saying that nothing herein shall be construed as committing 
Congress to the said work, we all know what that means. 

Mr. McMILLAN, If the Senator does know what that means, the 
committee intended to give it very full effect. If a proposition were 
made to the committee to purchase the works now, I am inclined to 
think that no member of the committee would consent to entertain the 
proposition.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Why? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because the works are of too great value, they 
subserve the public interest to too great an extent now to authorize 
the Government to purchase them at the price they would cost. 
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Mr. INGALLS. That is, they are of so much importance that the 
Government ought not to interfere with them? 

Mr. McMILLAN. They are of great public importance. 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought the theory on which the appropriations 
were made was that where there were works of great public importance 


the Government ought to take charge of them. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Thecompany are keeping the Monongahela River 
in such a condition that it answers the purposes of navigation, and the 


cost upon commerce, the tolls, are very low. I shall only express my 
own opinion in regard tothat. I think the burden on commerce there 


is not such as would justify the Government at this time in entering 
into that great expense. 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the estimated value of the works, if the 


Senator will permit mie? 


Mr. McMILLAN. Of course we havea mere private estimate. The 
works have never been under the jurisdiction of the Government, nor 
has any survey or examination been made by the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The company say they are worth $400,000. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That is the estimate of the company, $4,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Not of the Monongahela Navigation Company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, you were speaking of the Monongahela com- 
pany. I was speaking of the Barren Rivercorporation. I beg pardon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. They estimate the property altogether, I think, 
at between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000—at $4,000,000 perhaps. 

Mr. INGALLS Can the Senator state the amount of revenue that 
they derive from tolls on commerce? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I can not, because there is no official in- 
formation given on that point. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGEK. Is it not the effect of this provision to ac- 
quire the property of the company ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; this provision is merely for the purpose 
of ascertaining the value of these works in answer to a demand made 
by a very heavy commercial interest asking for the purchase of these 
improvements, 

Mr. INGALLS. What interest is that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The principal interest perhaps is the coal interest. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator tosay that the tolls were 
so low that there was no burden upon navigation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; [did notsay that. I said the tolls were 
very light in proportion to the expense of theimprovement. The river, 
it is claimed, is in such a condition that it brings the coal interests of 
the Monongahela in competition with the coal interests of the Ka- 
nawha River, and the difference against the Monongahela interest is 
occasioned by the tolls, and-is very injurious to the Monongahela. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then those who are improving the navigation of 
the Kanawha are opposed to the purchase of these works on the Monon- 
gahela? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, I do not know that they are. 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought that was the suggestion of the Senator. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that there 
is no connection between the two corporations. 

Mr. McMILLAN. None at all. The Monongahela interests in- 
sist that, the Government having improved the Kanawha River and 
the coal interests on that river not having the burden of toll, the Gov- 
ernment should purchase these improvements and relieve the Monon- 
gahela interests irom levying tolls upon their commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the whole paragraph, begin- 
ning with line 974 and ending with line 993. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that that 
amendment is notin order until the amendments of the committee have 
been acted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Chair is right, upon reflection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the next 
amendment made, as in Committee of the Whole, will bestated. Does 
the Senator from Vermont object to concurring in this amendment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take the whole amendments of the committee to- 
gether and then I will make a motion. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of the Whole, was, in 
line $81, of section 1, after the words ‘‘in order to,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ ascer- 
tain the value of said works’’ and insert ‘‘ acquiresuch information ;’’ 
in line 982, after the words “‘ appoint a,’’ to strike out ‘‘ commission ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ board;’’ in line 984, after the word ‘‘Army,’’ tostrike out 
‘*who’’ and insert ‘‘ which board shall;’’ in line 985, after the word 
*‘case,’’ to strike out ‘‘sha!l value and appraise the same, and;’’ in 
line 986, after the word ‘' report,’’ to insert ‘* thereon;’’ and in linc 
987, after the word ‘‘session,’’ to strike out “‘ and the sum of $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the 
pu of this provision’’ and insert ‘‘and the cost of such examina- 
tion shall be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys;’’ 

so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to accertain the value 
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and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Bar- 
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in 
the State of Kentueky, and the works of the Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany, situated on the Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania; and in 
order to acquire such information the Secretary of War shal! appoint a board of 
three competent engineers from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, 


which board shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report | 


thereon to Congress at its next succeeding session ; and the cost of such exam- 


ination shall be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: Pro- | 


vided, That nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the 
purchase of the said works. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to strike out the whole paragraph as 
amended. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole to the whole bill are 
to be gone through with, and then a motion to strike out this para- 

ph or any other will be in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what principle or on what practice of the Sen- 
ate is that? We have made nosuchagreement. If when we are deal- 
ing with a paragraph we can not move to strike it all out, I should be 
glad to know under what law of the Senate it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
common and usual practice of the Senate is to first go through with 
the amendments reported from the committee, especially from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are not in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Weare in the Senate and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole are to be acted on first. 

Mr. KENNA. We are unable to hear on this side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Whole it would not be in order to propose such an amendment. 


mittee of the Whole. 


Mr.-EDMUNDS. Then asI have been misled by my ignorance of 
parliamentary law, I should like to have these amendments considered 


open for a minute. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They can be passed over. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish them passed over. I should like 
to have the judgment of the Senate to consent that they be considered 
as open. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be regarded as open. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. NowlI move to amend the amendment of the 
committee so ihat from line 974 to line 993 the whole clause be stricken 


out. I will see if I can stand on my rights there. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
strike out the whole ph. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee so as to make it an amendment to strike out the whole paragraph. 
Mr. INGALLS. But the amendments made as in Committee of the 


Whole have been concurred in. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the Chair has declared that they shall be 


considered open. 
Mr. KENNA. That amendment is certainly not in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


CONGRESSIONAL RE 





The Senator from Vermont moves 
to strike out the paragraph in regard to the Monongahela River and 
the Green and Barren Rivers. The Chair is of the opinion that until 
the Senate acts on the amendments reported from the Committee of the 

‘ It is 

4 the established practice of the Senate, and the Chair believes it is ac- 

aceording to the rule, to act first upon the amendments of the Com- 


The Senator from Vermont moves to 


The Chair is of opinion that it is 
not inorder. Until the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole have been acted upon the Chair is of opinion that it is not in 
order to: move to strike out the whole paragraph in which an amend- 
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The Chair is clearly of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that opinion. 
Mr. HARRIS. The whole bill will beopen toamendment after the 
| amendments made as in Committee of the Whole have been acted 
upon. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any amendment one 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly the words proposed te 

inserted can be amended, but the Senator knows that better than 
the Chair. The Senator from Vermont must be aware that 
uniform practice here not to allow the text to be stricken out until the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole have been acted upon 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I donot move tostrike out the t I pro- 
pose to amend the amendment that the Committee of the Whole pro- 
poses here by making it a differentamendment altogether tothat whi 
the Committee of the Whole has reported. If the Chair says that is 
not in order and the Senate acquiesces, I have nothing more to 


Clearly so. 


can propose to this 


be 


| 
| 


is the 


xt. 


} 


“at Ve 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of that opinion. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Verygood. The whole subject wilk be open after 
the amendments are gone through with, as a matter of cours¢ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the paragraph will be regarded as concurred in. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 













section 1, line 1031, after the words ‘‘lock and,’’ to strike out ‘‘dam 
and insert ‘‘ approaches;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, by anew 


~> 


lock and approaches, $250,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the amendment beginning 
line 994? 

The PRESIDENT pro temyore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole disagreed to that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any time when it will be in order to move 
to try that over again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unquestionably, as soon as the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole are acted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve that. 

Mr. VEST. Has the amendment in line 994 been passed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was not agreed to 
as in Committeeof the Whole. That amendment can be renewed int 
Senate after the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole are 
gone through with. The next amendment made as Committee of the 
Whole will be stated. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in lire 
1039, after the word “‘ city,’’ to insert ‘‘and $5,000 in improving the 
west channel along West Bay City;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $45,000; 


of 
which $22,500 are to be used above Bay City, and $5,000 in improving the west 
channel of West Bay City. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is that? 
Will the committee explain that? 
Mr. McMILLAN. It was inserted in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the estimate? 

Mr. INGALLS. It merely distributes the amounts. 

Mr. CONGER. That applies to a part of the Saginaw River. The 
preceding ciause appropriates $22,500 above Bay City, and this amend- 
ment gives $5,000 for the west channel of West Bay City. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The amendment was coacurred in. 

Mr. HALE. 1 wish toask the Senator from Minnesota to consent to 


in 


ie 


That does not appear in the biil. 


ment is made. let this bill be laid aside and let me call up the naval! appropriation 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not move to strike out thewhole paragraph. | bill. Does he object to that? 
I move to amend the amendment proposed by the Committee of the | Mr. MCMILLAN. Ishall object tothat. ’ 

Whole. - Mr. HALE. Itis important to get that bill into conference; and 


Mr. KENNA. We have only reached one amendment, and I ask if 


the whole clause is open to amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the first one where the Com- 


this bill will evidently take several days to go through the Senate. I 
think the naval appropriation bill certainly ought to be pushed torward 
and passed and sent to the House in order that we may get it into con- 





mittee ef the Whole proposes to strike out the words in line 975 to | ference. I hope the Senator will! agree to give way. 
: ‘negotiate for the purchase,”’ and I move to amend that amendment Mr. McMILLAN. That bill can be taken up to-morrow during the 
so it will read that the whole paragraph be stricken out. morning hour. meee hin: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair is of the opinion that that Mr. HALE. Itisa bill that has no controversies; it will take but 
L amendment is not in order until the amendments of the Committee of | little time; but if I wait until the river and harbor bill is finished, ] 
. the Whole to the whole bill are acted upon. shall evidently have to wait for days. 
' Mr. EDMUNDS. But I moveto amend the amendment of the Com- Mr. McMILLAN. I think we shall get through with this bill to- 
mittee of the Whole. night, if the Senator will permit us to go on. 
; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think it is in Mr. HALE. I will not urge the Senator to yield now 
l order. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment made as in 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it not in orderto amend the amendment of the | Committee of the Whole will be stated. ; m 
, Committee of the Whole ? , The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not in that way. section 1, after line 1039, to insert: 
. Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, that is a new law that I did ay the pent of the two improved np ates nnewe as the Portage Lake 
. not know before. anc tiver Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal 
. Railway and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The next amendment will be | the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Stated. Supericr, by way of Portage River and lake, in the State of Michigan, and to 





through with to return to this paragraph and move to strike it out ? 





Mr. INGALLS. Will it be in order after the bill has thus been gone 


igation, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That before 


make the same a free passage-way and harbor of refuge to commeree and nav- 
| said money shall be expended the Secretary of War shall cause an examination 
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to be made by a board of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the im- 
portance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water 
communication across Keweenaw Point to the ogmmerce and navigation of 


the lakes, and the rexsonableness of the price therefor, and shall have received 
from said bourd a report favorable to such purchase by the United States, and 
also upon full and absolute conveyance to the United States of said two harbors 
of refuge, canals, easements, rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of 
every nature belonging to and connected with said works, or either of them, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have the chairman of the com- 
mittee tell us what this project is and how much money and property 
of the United States has already been given to the people who now own 
these works to build them. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The whole case was stated very fully and dis- 
tinctly by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] when this item 
was up as in Committee of the Whole. He stated all the facts in re- 
gard to it very fully. It was very fully discussed in Committee of the 
Whole, and there was no opposition to it when the vote was taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is rather a large operation. The Chief of 
Engineers, in response to a resolution of the Senate (and we know how 
such resolutions of inquiry pass) ‘‘ calling for a detailed report concern- 
ing the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal and the interest of 
the State of Michigan therein; also, as to the rights, titles,’’ &.—I 
condense as much as I can to save time—‘‘ with the view to securing 
said canal and improvement for the purpose of making same a free 
water way,’’ &c., reports that he has got a report from Colonel Poe. 

It will appear that the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company and 
the Lake Superior Ship-canal, Railway,and Iron Company— 

Which I suppose must be a company intended for the regulation of 
commerce among the States— 
are willing to dispose of their property to the United States. 

That part of it 1 have no doubt is truae— 
for the sum of $350,000— 


And that of course is very modest and generous— 
about one-tenth of the cost of the improvements— 


Though he does not mention who paid for the improvements— 

And that Colonel Poe is of opinion that ifthe ownership of this important 
water way, clear of all incumbrances, can be vested in the Government, * * * 
there can be no question but that the price is reasonable, &c. 

Then comes the report of Colonel Poe, in which it appears that the 
United States has given to the State of Michigan, actually certified 
and patented, 398,720.52 acres of land to build this canal upon the 
terms I suppose—and I should be supposed to be a rival of this bill 
if I took time to see what the terms are; the terms are of no conse- 
quence on a measure of this kind—upon the terms I suppose that this 
company taking the land and building the canal through this slough 
that went across Keweenaw Point should keep it up and should charge 
only reasonable tolls for the passage of commerce through it. 

The original canal company having failed, a receiver was appointed with au- 
thority to borrow money. 

The usual course when you appoint a receiver. There is no other 
real use for a receiver than to borrow money, and he borrowed and re- 
ceived $450,000, which would be about 90 cents an acre for the land 
that the United States had granted for the purpose. 

The receipts from tolls from 1874 down to 1883, which is nine years, 
amounted in the aggregate to $75,000—I leave off the odd hundreds to 
condense—and the expenditures amounted to $70,000, leaving off the 
odd hundreds. Then they issued mortgage bonds for the construction 
of the canal, on their face, exclusive of interest, amounting to $3,300,- 
000. That is the mortgage on the property, except so far as it has been 
reduced, that the United States is to assume in taking it—$3,300,000; 
and then the receiver’s certificates—whether they are paid or not yet I 
not know—$625,300; and then the $70,000 from tolls, as stated be- 
ore. 

But I am in entire ignorance as to the amount obtained from the h eca- 
tion of the $3,300,000 mortgage bond and expended on the canal. Still, from all 
the testimony, and especially that contained in Miscellaneous Document No. 
50, House of Representatives, first session Forty-eighth Co the probability 
is great that the aid supplied from all sources an eguliel ts te construction 


and repair of the canal and in operating it, down to the beginn of 1884, 
amounted to fully $3,000,000, - 


And apparently the bonds issued are $3,300,000, a mortgage on the 
property. How much money they got from the bonds, whether the 
contractors took them at 10 per cent. or 20 per cent., nobody knows 
from this report so far as I have gone. 

It will be seen from Appendix C that the two companies controlli 
water way are practically one, as the parties in inierestarethesame. It 
posed to convey to the United States a clear title to both canals, and all 
rights, privileges, and appurtenances, for the sum of $350,000, 

These outstanding bonds, then, must be a kind of a myth appar- 
ently, for we are to have a clear title with $3,000,000 bonds qut, for 
$350,000. I see now; I come to see what has become of the bonds. 


I have endeavored to ascertain whether, in case of purchase, this sum would 
cover the entire cost to the United States, and am assured that it would; that 
all indebtedness, b nae or otherwise, es ee to May 15, 1877, on 
the property of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal Company— 


He does not speak of the other— 
‘Was canceled by the sale of that date— 
That is, it was sold under a mortgage, I suppose— 
and that none has accrued since ; and that there is not now, and never was,any 


this 


a ne nee neti ee 


bonded debt or mortgage on the Portage Lake and River Improvement Com- 
pany’s property. 

It has not been practicable for me to obtain a statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of this latter company on account of construction, maintenance, 
and operating— 

Why it is not practicable he does not say— 


but I think it can be safely assumed that the construction account alone would 
amount to fully $300,000. If the above estimate of the minimum cost of the 
Ben of the Lake Superior Ship-canal, Railway and Iron Company ($3,000,- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
mind the Senator that we are operating under the five-minute rule on 
amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to postpone this bill indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is in order on that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
tinues: 

If the above estimate of the minimum cost of the property of the Lake Supe- 
rior Ship-canal, Railway and Iron Company— 

Which again comes in— 
and that of the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company— 

Three million dollars for one and $300,000 for the other— 
is warranted by the facts disclosed— 

That is, if it is warranted by the facts disclosed— 


then the price asked for the two ($350,000) may be stated as only one-tenth the 
original cost. And if, by the payment of thatsum by the United States to the 
companies in question, the ownership of this important water way, clear of all 
incumbrances, can be vested in the Government, * * * then there can be 
no question— 

I skip some of the words in order to condense— 


But that the price is reasonable. * * * ; 

In conclusion, I invite attention to the readiness with which the canal com- 
panies gave me such information as was in their power. 

One point of objection would be how much they got for the $3,000,- 
000 bonds, how much money actually went in that they did not get. 
They had no power themselves to tell what had become of the bonds 
or the money. 


Without this commendable action upon their part I would have been utterly 


unable to obtain any information of value for the purposes of this inquiry. 


Then he goes on with his details and dates and statements, from 
which it appears, as I said before, that the work was assigned to a cor- 
poration by the State of Michigan to whom these lands were granted 
to the extentof 400,000 acres, and which received patents for 398,720.52 
acres, worth at the minimum price you will see, at a dollar anda quar- 
ter an acre, half a million of money. The State of Michigan under 
that grant undertook to build that canal and keep it up. 

From one cause or another, and it would take a good while to go 
into all the causes, while we have no petitions from ship-owners or 
complaint that the tolls are excessive, it is found convenient that these 
companiés shall sell out this property to the United States for $350,000 
in order that the burden of keeping up the property so that vessels can 
go through it shall be Cenehieel from a company in the State of 
Michigan under this grant to the United States. 

First we furnish the lands to build the work to the State that under- 
takes to do itand keep it up. Then it being done and being found 
not to be a profitable investment, we are asked, as we are in this in- 
stance and in three or four or five others, to turn around and buy the 
property back again under color of relieving commerce, but as a fact 
and result relieving corporations and States from a duty that they had 
undertaken to perform for a consideration. 

I can not vote for that sort of a thing, Mr. President, and I ask for 
the yeas and nays on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I will detain the Senate buta moment. There was 
a very full statement of the situation of this canal made when this mat- 
ter was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The burden 
to commerce last year alone, the tolls upon the vessels and merchandise 
passing here, was 364,000, which is paid by the commerce on those lakes 
and by the people in the copper mines there. Last year there were 
$6,000,000 of commerce that passed through that were mined in Portage 
Lake, which forms a part of this canal. Six million dollars of com- 
merce by ships passed from this midway channel between two parts of 
the lake to market, besides all the other things there. I need not dwell 
upon those things. 

One of these canals never had any aid from the Government; the 
other one had aid from the Government. The whole of these canals 
could not be bought for five times this money except for the fact that 
in the charters of the State of Michigan there is a provision that the 

perty may be, upon the payment of tolls and interest, condemned. 

t was the fear of that, I think, which induced this company te yield 

to the demands of commerce to make this a free canal, saving 150 or 

180 miles of travel on Lake Superior from White Fish Point on the 

foot of the lake to Duluth, and avoiding a very long and dangerous 
going around Keweenaw Point. 

Five States have, by joint resolution of their Legislatures, requested 


I was under that impression myself. He con- 
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Congress to make this a free canal. Almost every board of trade from 
New York to San Francisco has urged Congress to make this a free 
canal. ‘There are filed here more than a thousand names ot vessel-own- 
ers and navigators of the lakes asking Congress to make this a free canal; 
and that has been urged for years. Those things were all stated be- 
fore, and I think the members of the Senate understand the importance 
and the propriety of this work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurringin the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall ask for the yeas and nays at the proper 
time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have not said anything in ref- 
erence to any provision of this bill. I find this provision in harmony 
with several other provisions of the bill which propose to commit the 
Government to the purchase of artificial highways of commerce, a 
thing that I believe has not been heretofore done perhaps in more than 
one instance. Against that policy of committing the Government to 
the purchase of works of internal improvement, artificial works be- 
longing to States or to corporations, I am opposed. 

I think we are extending the powers of Congress sufficiently when 
we appropriate to natural highways, the rivers, and bays, &c., of the 
country for commerce; but when it is proposed to add to that the pur- 
chase of artificial highways which have been erected by States and cor- 
porations, I think it is extending our power far beyond what is legiti- 
mate. 

As an original proposition I should deny utterly that the power to 
regulate commerce gave to Congress the right to appropriate money for 
cleaning out rivers and harbors; but the policy of the Government has 
been so long in the other direction that I suppose we have got to ac- 
quiesce in that, and therefore I have interposed no objection to any 
appropriation for natural highwaysof commerce. But when this prop- 
osition and similar propositions are incorporated in a river and harbor 
bill to commit the Government to the purchase of artificial highways 
which have either been incepted or consummated by States or by cor- 
porations, I say again I think it is carrying the powers of Congress far 
beyond what was anticipated by the framers of the Constitution. 

With that conviction resting upon my mind, for such provisions as 
this in the bill Ican not vote. The Hennepin Canal is another of those 
things. Wehave just as much power and right according to my judg- 
ment to ditch the lowlands and make them arable because the prod- 
ucts of those lands will aid the commerce of the country as we have 
to construct the Hennepin Canal. 

I shall not enter under the five-minute rule into a discussion of the 
question of the power of Congress, but for nearly one hundred years 
trom the commencement of the Government no such idea was enter- 
tained as that of the power of Congress to cut a canal 65 miles long 
over an elevated plateau to connect the waters of the Mississippi River 
and Lake Michigan. Suppose you connect them, what is the advan- 
tage? You will tap the Mississippi River at a point where during the 
dry seasons of the year there is scarcely any navigation. It has only 


been a few years since there were appropriations proposed to dam up 
the waters of the Fox and other rivers for the purpose of making a 
navigation in the Upper Mississippi, and yet you propose to tap the 
Upper Mississippi and connect it with Lake Michigan, where, I sup- 


pose, at certain seasons of the year a schooner carrying 50 tons could 
not navigate it. 


Such propositions as these are calculated in my opinion to bring all 
river and harbor bills into disrepute in the estimation of the people of 
the country. I know the great anxiety of the people to have their 
streams, their rivers, and creeks, &c., cleaned out where navigation 
exists, but I say such propositions as this will and ought to bring all 
such bills into disrepute before the country, and I do not hesitate to 


say that if I had the absolute power no such bill as this would pass. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, in regard to the parties who desire 
to sell this canal to the United States I have very little 
tosay. I have nosympathy with them. I think they got all that the 


or who pro 


cost them in lands from the United States. 


But there is one point which should be considered, and it is not for 


Michigan that I speak, nor for any particular interest of Michigan. 


This isin the line of interstate-commerce, a subject which occupied 


the Senate for so many days and weeks at the present session. 


There are two points on the great lakes which have been from time 

ial a terror to mariners. One is Saginaw Bay and the other 

is Keweenaw Point. For two hundred years that point is known to 
have been one of the most dangerous on the whole lake. This canal 
saves a detour of 100 or 150 miles. Ifany Senator will look at the map 
he will see that Keweenaw Point reaches out like an index finger into 
Lake Superior. It is the only point where a canal could be cut across 
that peni It ison the line of one of the old French portages, 
probably established a hundred and fifty years ago, where two streams 


Tun up into the interior and a short cut joins them. 


It was that which first suggested the canal. It was that which first 
brought about the appropriation, which was 400,900 acres of land, 
to the parties who built it. They could have bought the Jand much 
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cheaper than it cost them to build the canal. It probably cost them 
over $3,000,000. The land could have been bought for $500,000. But 
that is the only point where a canal can be built across that peninsula. 


When we look at the vast and constantly developing commerce of 


Lake Superior it seems to me it is a very wise thing for the States west 
of Lake Superior to secure the purchase of this canal and put it into 
the hands of the General Government. ‘Two harborsof refuge, one at 
either end of it may be established. Any one who knows anything 
about Lake Superior knows that it is one of the most treacherous and 
tempestuous of lakes. 


I send to the desk a letter which was published some years ago show- 


ing the general estimate in which Keweenaw Pointis held by mariners. 


The gentleman who wrote the letter I know very well. He has been 


connected with the commerce of the lakes for very many years. He 
wrote this letter without any reference, I imagine, to the present ac- 
tion of Congress. I ask the Secretary to read it. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Some ten ortwelve years since, and before Portage Lake Canal was com- 


pleted, I was sent to Duluth about the beginning of November, tiiere to meet 
and take charge of a vessel loaded with very important supplies. 


I remained there a week,in hourly expectation of her arriva The weather 


was fine, and the reports I got by telegraph from Portage and Marquette were 
favorable. 


The weather at all three points afforded no explanation of the detention. 
Ultimately it was found that the steamer, after buffeting heavy weather for 


ten days, which prevailed around Keweenaw Point and did not extend 30 miles 
south of it, laid up in Copper Harbor. 


Thisone tripcould have contributed at least $2,000 to the purchase of the canal 
if it had been successful. 
Doubling Keweenaw Point takes a vessel nearly a degree further north than 


passing through the canal; andif any of your readers will study a good map 
showing isothermal lines and consult some sailors who have navigated those 


waters they will satisfy themselves that it isa place to be avoided, especially at 


certain seasons. 


A weather station placed there would give some singular information, and I 
earnestly hope some day to see this done. 

The advantage to coasting vessels engaged on the American shore would be 
incalculable. 

The work should be managed as the “Sault” Canal is managed, and should 
be free to all comers. 

I know not and care not what other parties or corporations are to be bene- 
fited. But most earnestly do I hope to see this important work under proper 
control and free from ali exactions. 

J. W. THOMPSON, 
Agent L. 8. T. Co, 
Port Huron, January 29. 


Mr. PALMER. WhatI have to say is that, although the mines in 


Michigan will be measurably benefited, the great benetit will come to 
the States west of Lake Superior. That commerce has developed in 


such a remarkable manner that it needs the care and attention of Con- 


gress; and my opinion is that this one improvement when made under 
the auspices of the General Government will reduce the price of carry- 
ing grain from Duluth to Buffalo one-half cent per bushel. In addi- 
tion to that, large iron mines, which, from nothing three years ago, 
will ship 2,000,000 tons of iron ore this year, are being developed on the 
west part of Lake Superior, and that will all have tocome down through 
the Sault Canal. That needs the protection of these harbors of refuge 
and needs all the facilities that Congress can give. 

It seems to me this is in the line of legitimate interstate commerce, 
and on that ground I base it. 

My colleague has spoken of the copper mines which have furnished 
from that district and adjacent to it $174,000,000 worth of copper in 
the past twenty years. Those mines have brought copper from 30 cents 
a pound down to 1l centsa pound. It seems to me that it demands 
recognition and that Congress should grant it by voting for this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IMow much of the copper is produced west of this 
canal ? 

Mr. PALMER. Hardly any of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose not. Therefore the copper question 
does not affect the canal question very largely. 

Mr. PALMER. The copper mines get the benefit in the reduction 
of tolls, as my colleague said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But as all the copper goes East and as the canal 
is west of the copper, it is not much affected by the tolls. 

Mr. PALMER. It has tocome through the canal; and the. business 
which has been created by these copper mines is now paying $60,000 a 
year toll on these canals; but I am not speaking of that particularly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On which side of the canal is Holton? 

Mr. PALMER. It is between the Portage Lake and Kiver Improve- 
ment Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal. One was a 
private enterprise and the other had 400,000 acres given to it by the 
General Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And given tothe State of Michigan on these terms: 


That the Legislature of said State shall cause to be kept an accurate account 
of the sales and net proceeds of the lands hereby granted— 


Granted for building and keeping up this canal— 
and of all expenditures in the construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, 


and of the earnings thereof,and shall return a statement of the same annually 
to the Secretary of the Interior— 
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If the State of Michigan has done that, it does not appear in any of 
these printed reports that I can find; and my objection to this item in 
this appropriation bill on that point’ is not on the question of whether 
it stood as a measure by itself, to be understood by itself from bottom 
to top, right or wrong. I-might not agree to it; but here it is ridden 
on a bill which in its title professes to be merely for the improvement 
of the rivers and harbors of the United States, and not for buying rivers 
and harbors or places to improve. That might be one thing; jut in 
the time that we all feel compelled to limit ourselves to on an appro- 
priation bill it is quite impossible to understand exactly how this 
matter stands. We do not know what have been these earnings and 
expenditures for construction and receipts and soon. The reports may 
be in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, but we have them not 
here— 


and whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed for all advances made for the 


construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, with legal interest on all ad- 
vances, until the reimbursement of the same, or upon payment by the United 
States of any balance of such advances over such receipts from said lands and 
canal, with such interest, the said State shall be allowed to tax for the use of 


said canal only such tolls as shall be sufficient to pay all necessary expenses for 
the care, charge, and repair of the same. 

Now what do we know about it? The contract with the State of 
Michigan, if she accepted this grant as she did, was that, receiving 400,- 
000 acres of Jand, not to be selected along the line of this canal, but 
anywhere in what is called the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, valuable 
for timber and ores, she should show an open hand and keep an open 
account, and that when she was reimbursed for her outlay then this 
canal should be free, except in respect of the mere nominal tax against 
this great commerce of millions and millions, as it is said, of keeping 
it up. 

I understood the Senator from Michigan to say that he had no doubt 
that the people who had gone through with this performance under the 
State of Michigan had got their money back. Having gotten it back, 
why on this contract with Michigan should we pay $350,000 ? 

Mr. PALMER. — Will the Senator permit me to answer? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Because we can not get it in any other way that I 
know of, and it is the only route through that peninsula. I would say 
let it have the go-by if there was any other point on that peninsula 
where we could make acanal and cut off that detour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But to getat the real truth of the matter, the only 
tax to be imposed on this vast commerce—and the vaster it is the less 
the tax to each ton of freight—is the tax to keep up that canal. How 
long is it? 

Mr. PALMER. About 60 miles. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a level tide-water canal. There is no lock, 
no dam, nothing of the kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I knowit. I have been through it. 

Mr. CONGER. I know the Senator has been through it, and I know 
the Senator only asks these questions for the purpose of seeing how 
much we know aboutit. He knows all about it. If he would seek 
light from the other side he would make it appear a great deal better 
than I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Michigan [Mr. ConGEr] is mis- 
taken. The canal is an important canal and a valuable canal, but we 
have paid for the canal outof the Treasury of the people of the United 
States, and we have provided in paying for it that the tax upon this 
vast commerce shall be so low that now it shall only pay the expense 
of keeping up a canal that has no locks or dams, and no tide, with 
great respect to my friend who said it was a tide-water canal. That 
was a mere slip, of course. The only thing is simply to keep open a 
sluiceway there through that low sag that divides the rocky promontory 
of Keweenaw Point from the other part of the northern peninsula. 
So the tax per ton on copper to keep up a canal, if the commerce is as 
great as it is said to be, as I dare say it is, would not be a cent a ton. 
And yet the United States is called upon to pay close toward half a 
million dollars to make it free, that half million dollars to go into the 
pockets of somebody who will profit by it, because by the terms on 
which the property was given they have no legal right now to charge 
any toll in excess merely of the nominal expense of keeping up a canal 
which has neither lock nordam nor anything to be done with it except 
the simple thing of keeping an open water way where there is neither 
drift nor tide nor river to disturb it. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia (Mr. CoLquitr]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. PLuMs’s name was called). The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] requested me to announce his pair with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on this question. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrri1], but I under- 
stand that he would vote “‘nay”’ if present, and I therefore record my 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
Mr. ALDRICH]. 



























The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Allison, Dolph, Logan, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 
Brown, Harrison, Miller, Stanford, 
Call, Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Coke, Hoar, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Vest, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Kenna, Ransom, 

NAYS—21. 
Beck, George, Maxey, Walthall, 
Berry, Hale, Piatt, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Hampton, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Vance, 
Frye, Ingalls, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—20. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Bowen, Eustis, * McPherson, Pike, 
Camden, Fair, Mahone, Plumb, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Chace, Gray, Morgan, Sewell. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 1073, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ to insert: 


And the sum of $8,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be expended above Portage City to prevent the overflow of 
the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent injury to the 
Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made sepa- 
rately or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War, in adding to any 
protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Fox’ River, Wisconsin : Continuing eres below Montello, 
on the approved pian, $75,000. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
mouth, now being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practi- 
cable, and a report thereof made on or before the meeting of the next session of 
Congress. And the sum of $8,000 of the above appropriation, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, may be expended above Portage City to prevent the over- 
flow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River, so as to prevent injury 
to the Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be made 
separately or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War, in adding to 
any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in line 1089 of section 1, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ soas to read: 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and [linois: Continuing work on lock and 
dams at Grand Rapids and on the river from Grand — its mouth, $80,000 ; 
and $12,000 to be expended on the river at Grayville, | 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1095, after the word 
‘*improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’’ and insert ‘*forty;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word “‘ which,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and 
insert “‘fifteen;’’ and after the word *‘used,’’ in line 1096, to strike 
out “‘in dredging the river between the Forks and a point half a mile 
east of Hammond ’’ and insert ‘‘ between the Forks and one-half mile 
east of Hammond, Ind., $7,500 of which are to be used in dredging the 
river between the Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana, and 
$10,500 to be expended in the river at Hammond, Ind.;’’ so as to 
read: 

Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $40,000; o f 
which $15,000 are to be used between the Forks and one-halfa mileeast of Ham 
mond, Ind.; $7,5000f which are to be used in dredging the river between th: 
Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana, and $10,500 to be expended in 
the river at Hammond, Ind. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1,in the first proviso to the clause 
making appropriations for ‘‘improving Calumet River, Illinois,’’ in line 
1009, before the word “‘thousand,”’ tostrike out ‘‘ten ’”’ and insert ‘‘ fif- 
teen;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum heretofore appropri- 
ated, except the said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be expended un- 
til theentire right of way, asset forth in Senate Executive Document No. 9, second 
session, Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed tothe United States 
free of expense,and the United States shall be fully released from all liability 
oa to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 

if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken orthat is dam- 
aged for the purpose of straightening or widening that portion of the Calumet 
ver for which the appropriation herein is now made can not be induced to 
convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release their claim 
for caused by said improvement, or should the owner or owners be in- 
conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or residence be 
unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it shall then be 
the duty of the United States attorney forthe northern district of [linois to in:- 
mediately file a —- in any court having jurisdiction thereof, in the manner 
and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois in such cases, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the respective owners 
ofthe land taken or damaged. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, in the second proviso of the 
clause making appropriations “for improving Calumet River, Illinois,’ 
in line 1123, after the word “‘first,”’ to strike out “contribute”? and 
insert “‘ execute a bond to the United States, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, for the payment of,’’ so as to read: 


Provided, however, That the other owners of property and parties interested in 
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said improvement shall first execute a bond to the United States, to be approved 
by the Secretary of War, for the payment of costs, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letus understand that. I see that this goes into 
a question of judicial proceedings and operations and the obtaining of 
property, and provides that, instead of the owners and parties inter- 
ested in the improvement that we are going promptly to do for them 
being called upon, as the House bill had it, to contribute first their 
proportion of the costs and expenses, they are to contribute a bond in- 
stead of contributing money. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Execute a bond. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Execute a bond instead of contributing a bond, 
but it comes to about the same thing. This may be perfectly correct 
or it may not. I do not know. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator will see that the provision there is 
for an improvement and obtaining the right of way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not makingacriticism. I am only trying 
to understand what it means, and to say once for all perhaps that it is 
evident that a majority of the Senate is determined to put these five or 
six schemes standing together and for each other, to purchase property 
that the United States has once paid for and to turn it over 

Mr. LOGAN. Is the Senator talking about the Calumet improve- 





ment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam talking of what I am speaking about. 

Mr. LOGAN. That property has never been purchased by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not talking about the Calumet River at all 
at present. 


Mr. LOGAN. That is what line 1124 is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it is, but I am explaining why I am not going 
to take up the time of the Senate on a variety of these things, if the 
Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I am saying on this topic which the chairman has 
explained, as to the form of this improvement or the form of the House 
phrase, that it seems to be evident—and I am bound to bow to the will 
of a majority of the Senate with great respect—that a majority of the 
Senate is in favor of these five or six different measures which have no 
relation to an appropriation bill at all, but which provide separately 
and together, jointly and severally, for the purchase and obtaining by 
the United States in one way and another of these works, taking them 
off from the hands of States and of State corporations, even where the 
United States has granted the means of building these public works, 
and has required as a consideration therefor that the State shall keep 
them up and reduce the tolls to the mere nominal expense of preserva- 
tion. I am bound to suppose that each one of these would goif it were 
all alone; and I am bound to believe that each one of them will go much 
faster and better, supported by the comfortable assurance of taking all 
the others. 

It is useless, therefore, as I stated in regard to a great many of the 
small items in this bill, for a Senator who does not wish to delay the 
action of the Senate or impede it to take up time in resisting that 
which can not be resisted; and so if I am silent all the rest of the time 
I do not wish the Senate, orthe people of that part of the country where 
I come from, to suppose that I have agreed to every other provision in 
this bill as a suitable and proper one. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, after 
the word ‘‘such,’’ at the end of line 1125 of section 1, to strike out 
“* proceeding, and shall furnish the amount necessary,’’ and insert ‘‘ pro- 
ceedings and ;’’ after the word “ rendered,’’ at the end of line 1127, to 
insert “‘therein;’’ and in line 1128, before the word ‘‘ shall,’’ tostrike 
cael and insert ‘‘ proceedings;’’ so as to make the proviso 

Provided, however, That the other owners of property and parties interested in 
said improvement shall first execute a bond to the United States, to be approved 

~—. of War, forthe payment of the costs of such proceedings, and to 


by the 
pay any judgment that may be rendered therein; and on failure to do so the 
eantiingnahall be dismissed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Did the Chair announce that that was 
to? 

ar PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The Chair 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Epmunps] to call for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is the one already passed and voted on. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There were no yeas and nays called on it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not ask for them on this. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I want to state that this is the fourth 
paragraph of this bill on which we have been called upon to vote which 
Suggests that the Government of the United States should buy the 
pro of private corporations. 

. McMILLAN. There is no such proposition in this amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There is nothing in either one of the four 


to which I referred where there can be any denial of the 
I make. . 
. PLATT. What is this amendment? 













up here and show wherein and whereof the mistake is. 


upon not fifteen minutes ago, on page 41, I think? ; 
beginning with the word ‘‘ whereas’’ the State of Michigan has received 
a certain amount of public land from the United States Government, 
and therefore the United States Government will go to Michigan and 
pay to get it back. 
I not ask to ingraft into this bill tollowing that paragraph that whereas 
the State of Virginia was known and is yet known to have given $15,- 
000,000 to build a canal so that the waters of the Ohio could reach the 
Atlantic and transport the commerce of that time to the seaboard 
should I not put that with a ‘‘ whereas,’’ and then add that we will go 
and buy the old dried-out James River and Kanawha Canal? 


buy any of them ? 
buy a telegraph line ? 
to you and ask for something, even if they do not get the amount added 
to the end of the paragraph, as we see here they have in two instances 


never will. 
States Government in four instances, and, reverently I may express it, 
God knows how many more, a bidder for stocks on the market; and, 
at the same time, we say in the bill that we are making appropriations 
to improve rivers and harbors! 


ate. 
with three or four exceptions. 


ion for the Monongahela was put in here. 
property, as every Senator here knows, of a corporation either in the 
State of Pennsylvania or West Virginia or both. 





Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I state here that you have just passed one 


paragraph that the Senators from the State themselves—I mean the 
Senators coming from the State that is interested through a large cor- 
poration—do not undertake to deny that we are proposing to buy a 
canal from a private corporation. 


Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is mistaken. This has no reference toa 


canal. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I may be mistaken; but let Senators get 


This isa bill 


entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors.’’ What 
is the corporation that you propose to buy that canal of that you passed 


Here you start out 


I deny the right and the justice of it. Whyshould 


why 


Why should you not buy the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal ? 


Why not 
Why not go and buy a railroad ? 


Why not go and 
Every time that some rotten corporations come 


failed to do, they manage by this sort of legislation to bull the price of 


their property and make victims of innocent people. 


The Senator from Vermont said he would give up. He may, but I 


I say this bill if it shall ever pass simply makes the United 


I say more than that, this bill is worse than when it came to the Sen- 
You have increased nearly every appropriation made by the House 
Weare generous toward the Mississippi 
River, we are more than generous when we undertake to recite the pur- 


pose of improving rivers and improving harbors, and when we go into 
every little stream in the country and undertake to give $10,000 {or it, 
not to improve the stream, but to get the Senators here or the mem- 
bers of the House at the other end of the Capitol to vote for this thing 
that they would not dare to vote for if they did not think it was some- 
thing that would commend them to their constituents. 


I prefer to go back to my constituents and tell them that the provis- 
That is to buy a piece of 


What right have you 
to take money out of the Treasury of the United States to buy a prop- 
erty that they want to give up? What right have you to go and put 
the Government on the market asa purchaser? If these persons did 
not want to sell, the proposition would not have been in here. If 
there had not been some man representing that corporation somewhere 
about this District of Columbia, there would be no such sugvestion as 
we see here of the United States becoming the purchaser of the corpo- 
ration’s property. 

So it is with this Michigan canal. Michigan got the land for noth- 
ing and if it were valuable to you, you would not come back here and 
ask us to pay you the money for it. 

Those are two of the four paragraphs that have been read here to- 
day. Yesterday there were others. Take the bill through; separate 
rivers and harbors from creeks—I do not mean by that the creeks fhat 
we know carry commerce, for some commercial streams are called creeks; 
but I mean these little narrow-gauge streams where you catch trout in 
the mountains—separate them from the other rivers and the other har- 
bors in the bill, and take out the interest that Senators represent in 
these little streams, and take out the interest that members of the 
House of Representatives represent, and you would not get enough 
votes to pass the enacting clause of the bill. 

The Senator from Vermont gives it up. Isuppose my time is nearly 
up, but I shall continue to express every reason why it should not pass. 
I do not propose to sanction the present policy. Tire last President 
representing the great Republican party vetoed a bill that was less—it 
I may be pardoned the expression, not meaning to say to the Senate 
that I would make application of such a word to any of them—less 
injamous than this. Now, you propose te saddle this bill, not upon a 
Democratic administration alone but upon the Treasury and the tax- 
paying people of this country, appropriating anenormous sum. If you 
put into this bill every stream that runs through all the counties of 
the State in which I live, if I knew that the money you had there were 
just to accomplish the purpose of passing the bill and knew as I know 
that it would not improve a river or a harbor, I would vote against it. 

Mr. President, I ask pardon for again speaking to the Senate on this 
bill, and I suppose I shall have to ask pardon every time I take the floor, 
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Mr. LOGAN. Before passing to the next amendment I desire to 
offer an amendment in line 1131, of which I gave notice. Ido not 
wish to discuss it. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ hundred’’ the 
words ‘‘and fifty.’’ It is in reference to improving the Illinois River. 
I have discussed it heretofore and stated the reasons forit. It isa 
very important matter; but I do not wish to discuss it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Lllinois that that is not in order until the amendments reported 
to the Senate by the Committee of the Whole have been acted upon. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, sir. I was misled by what the President 
of the Senate said before. I said that when we reached this clause I 
would offer the amendment, but it is no matter if I can offer it after- 
ward, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, after 
line 1133, to insert: 

The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its ap- 
surtenances, and all right, title, and interest which the State of Illinois may have 
in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United States 
for canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, accepted on 


the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois, 


For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River, at or near the town of 
Hennepin, in the State of Llinois, to the Mississippi River, at above the mouth 
of Rock River, in said State, together with such feeders and other works that 
may be necessary to supply said canal with water, $300,000. Said canal shall be 
known as the Lilinois and Mississippi River Canal, and shall be constructed on 
such route as may be determined by the Secretary of War: Provided, That it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to secure the right of way 
for such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such lands as may be neces- 
sary by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it 
can be done on reasonable terms; but if that shall be found impracticable, then 
the Secretary of War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district court of 
the United States for the northern district of Lllinois to be held thereafter, at 
any general or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United 
States institute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be neces- 
sary for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall bé 
governed by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far asthe same may be applica- 
ble to the subject of condemning private property for public use: Provided fur- 
ther, That said canal shall be 80 feet wide at the water line and 7 feet deep, with 
a capacity for vessels of at least 230 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste-weirs, 
locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures that may 
be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and branch as 
specified in said survey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate, 
but I merely suggest that, if I am rightfully informed about the state 
of the law in Lilinois and elsewhere, private property can not be taken 
for public use without paying for it. This provides for taking it, but 
the appropriation of money is purely for the construction of the work, 
and it would be open to some considerable question, I amafraid, whether 
any part of this $300,000 could be devoted to paying land damages. 
But it is nothing tome. I merely mention the fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suppose an amendment to the amendment is in 
order this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move, in line 1173, after the word ‘‘canal,’’ to 
insert ‘‘feeder’’ and strike out ‘‘branch,’’ to make it correspond with 
the first part of the amendment; so as to read: 

That may be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal. and 
feeder, as specified in said survey. 

The amendment as presented to the Committee on Commerce pro- 
vided for the construction of a canal from Hennepin to the Mississippi 
River and a branch canal. It will be seen by looking at the amend- 
ment that the committee struck out ‘‘ branch canal.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no objection. The word ‘‘feeder’’ is proper 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be made, there being no objection to it. The question is on the 
amendment as amended. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Co_qurtr]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]; but notwithstanding the pair 
I am at liberty to vote on the bill because as I understand he and I are 
substantially in accord. 

Mr. McMILLAN. He would vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. KENNA. Then I vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], but I am informed by his 
colleague [Mr. EpMUNDs] that he would vote ‘nay ”’ if here, and so 
I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce for the last time the pair of the Senator 


Allison, Eastis, 
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Payne, 
Brown, Gibson, Logan, Sawyer, 


Dawes, Hoar, 


Aldrich, Fair, 
Bowen, Gray, Morgan, 
Butler, Harris, Morrill, 
Camden, Harrison, Pike, Vest, 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] with the Senatorfrom Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. 


Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] was called away on 


very important business from the Senate Chamber. He is paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. If my colleague were 
present he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from 


California [Mr. STANFORD]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Mr. BERRY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. JoNEs, of 


Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON}. 


Mr. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. CoLQuItTt] is absent, and is paired 


with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE}. 


Mr.SEWELL. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. McPMERSON]. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—27, 
Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 


Call, Gorman, McMillan, Spooner, 
Conger, Hale, Manderson, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Miller, Wilson of Iowa. 


Mitchell of Creg., 


NAYS—20. 
Beck, Edmunds, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Frye, Maxey, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Piatt, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, Whitthorne 
Coke, Hearst, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 


ABSENT— 29. 
Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 

Stanford, 

Van Wyck, 


Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 

Colquitt, McPherson, Sabin, 

Dolph, Mahone, Sewell, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFEXRED. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus 


in the Treasury on the public debt was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, July 15, 1886, at 11 
o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 14, 1886. 


The House met atil o’clocka. m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The following Senate bills were severally laid before the House, read 
a first and second time, and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1580) for the relief of Maj. James Belger—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2529) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (8. 2545) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in the 
Government Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 67) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect 
at Stony Point, N. Y., a monument—to the Committee on the Library. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HAMMOND, indefinitely. ; 
To Mr. O’HaRA, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GALVESTON, TEX. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act ap- 
proved May 25, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act for the construction of a public 
building at Galveston, Tex.,” and put it upon its passage as amended 
by the committee. ws 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “An act for the construction of a pub- 
lic building at Galveston, Tex.,” approved May 25, 1882, be amended so as to! ead 
that the proposed building shall be for the accommodation of all the Federal 
offices in that ci i - post-office and Federal! courts, and that the limits 


of cost of the building uding cost of tue heating apparatus, and 
elevator, and inclusive of the cost of site, be $250,000. 
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Sec. 2. That authority is hereby given for the sale of the present court-house 
and post-office building and site,the proceeds of sale to be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. ; 

See. 3. That the sum of $145,000 is hereby appropriated for the purposes of this 
act,out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,to be ex- 
pended in connection with moneys previously appropriated for (his purpose. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 
Strike out sections 2 and 3 of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask if that bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 

Mr. CRAIN. It has. 

The SPEAKER. The committee report the bill and recommend the 
amendments which have been concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Dotheamendments increase or diminish the amount 
of the appropriation ? 

Mr. CRAIN. They increase it. 

Mr. BURROWS. How much is the increase ? 

Mr. CRAIN. The law to amend which this bill is offered only au- 
thorized the construction of a custom-house, while the amendment 
provides for the erection of a building which shall afford accommoda- 
tions for the collector of customs, the post-oflice, the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, the signal service officer, the superintendent of the 
life-saving service, and other Federal offices. 

Mr. BURROWS. But how much is the increase ? 

Mr. CRAIN. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the original amount? 

Mr. CRAIN. The original amount was $125,000; this increases it to 
$250,000. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH, WIS. 


Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Oshkosh, Wis., and that it be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase by private sale or condemnation, a site for, 
and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults 
therein, for the accommodation of the United States district and circuit courts, 
internal-revenue office, post-office, and other Government offices, at the city of 
Oshkosh, Wis. The plans, ifications, and full estimates for said building 
shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed 
for the site and building complete the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and that no 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Wisconsin shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil processtherein. For the purposes of this act the sum of $100,- 
000 ishereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
—— the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 

After line 13 insert the following . 

“Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which wil! furn sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to amend the bill by striking out the words 
“ internal-revenue office.’’ 

Mr. GUENTHER. I agree to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GUENTHER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

Hae sg and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOUTH CAROLINA STATE TROOPS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 

House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 

(S. 582) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth Brigade 

of South Carolina Volunteer State troops, and that it be now considered. 

The bill was read. 
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Mr. HOLMAN.” I do not understand the words ‘‘ preceding the late 


war.’’ 


Mr. DIBBLE. The words are, ‘‘ after the legal termination of the 


late war.”’ 


Mr. BRAGG. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 9198) for the relief of Hiram F. 
Wordwell, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
should have been referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. If there 
be no objection, the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (S. 1990) to provide for the adjustment 
of matters connected with certain judicial proceedings in Pennsylvania 
in which the United States was a party was erroneously referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. It should have gone to the Committee 
on Claims. Without objection that change of reference will be made. 

SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the joint resolution which was 
under consideration at the adjournment yesterday. The Clerk will re- 
port the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 126) directing the payment of the surplus in the 
Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. MORRISON. Before making a motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of this resolution, I ask unanimous consent that debate be closed 
at 3 o’clock to-day unless it be sooner closed by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. General debate? 

Mr. MORRISON. That general debate be closed at 3 o’clock un- 
less sooner closed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. How is it proposed that the time shall be divided ? 

Mr. MORRISON. As it always is divided. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is very indefinite. I object. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution H. Res. 126; and pending that I move that 
all general debate on the resolution be closed at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I have no objection to that; but I would 
not under that agreement be willing that any man should occupy an 
hour’s time to the exclusion of everybody else. I suggest there should 
be an arrangement under which the time may be apportioned prop- 
erly among those who wish the floor. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not know how the time can be apportioned 
among three hundred and twenty-five men; but I have never seen any 
disposition to unfairness in the distribution of time on either side. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I have seen this: I have seen gentlemen 
occupying each a whole hour and excluding other men from the floor. 
I know the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] does not intend 
that, but a simple order to close debate may result that way. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend so as to close general debate at 4 
o’clock. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
half past 4. 
journment. 

TheSPEAKER. The motionis merely toclose general debate. 
that there will be the five-minutes’ debate. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I withdraw the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. PAYson, 
there were—ayes 41, noes 85. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


I move to amend the amendment by saying 
That will give time to dispose of the resolution before ad- 


After 


to. 
The motion of Mr. MORRISON to close general debate at 3 o'clock 
was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Kepresenta- 
tives, disagreed to the amendments of the Hoase to the amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill numbered 119 and 233, agreéd to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAwes, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 
The motion of Mr. MORRISON that the House resolve itself into Com 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union (Mr. Crisp in the chair), and resumed consid- 


eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the 
surplus in the Treasury on the public debt. 
‘To make the resolution somewhat more explicit 


Mr. MORRISON. 
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and definite, I propose to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment will be read for information. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






































Upon one or two other points brought out by the debate I wish to 
say a few words. My colleague from New York, who is also my co!- 
league on the committee [ Mr. Hiscock], has stated that the introduc- 
tion of this resolution and the peculiar manner in which it has been 
brought before this House for discussion is a declaration of war on the 
partof the Democratic majority of the House against a Democratic ad- 
ministration. It must be conceeded, I think, that this resolution is ai 
war with the declared policy and practice of the administration. 

I think this is not disputed on either side of the House. Henc: 
governed by the ordinary rules of party management, I was exceeding 
anxious to avoid the discussion of the resolution; and I resisted 1! 
adoption of the amendment to the rules by which it was brought o 
But I was reminded by what happened of the time when I used to 1 
cite ‘‘ The boy stood on the burning deck, whence all but he had fled;”’ 
for I found that I was not only the only Democrat who voted agains: 
the resolution, but notwithstanding what my friend from Illinois says 
about New York men, I was the only member from the city of New 
York who resisted its consideration. Hence I suppose there are son 
occasions on which the New York men do not hold together on the 
money question. Perhaps it is best to have the discussion. I think 
it very likely they were right, and that I was wrong in trying to resist 
the discussion; for in a country governed by public opinion, it is we)! 
that every great question affecting the employments of the people shou! 
be ventilated here and elsewhere; and any attempt to repress the judz- 
ment of the people would in my opinion be an error. 

Hence I do not consider that the action of the Committee of Ways 
and Means in reporting this resolution, or of the Committee on Rules 
in bringing it before the House, is a declaration of war against the ad- 
ministration. If, however, it should be adopted, I should regard it as 
a vote of want of confidence inthe policy of the administration, which 
under other forms of government would lead to the resignation of th: 
ministry and under our form of government would lead to a change in 
the practice of the administration, because the administration is gov- 
erned by law, and law is expressed by the action of Congress when ap- 
proved by the President. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] seemed to think there 
was a pledge given in the Democratic platform ior bringing this meas- 
ure before Congress. “As usual on that side of the House the Demo- 
cratic platform has not been very carefully studied by the gentleman 
from New York. There is no such pledge in the platform; and there 
is not a syllable in it which indicates that any action ought to be taken 
by the Democratic House in order to bring down the surplus in the 
Treasury. There is a declaration that the surplus of taxation should 
be reduced, and there is an allegation that $100,000,000 could be taken 
from the taxes of the people and the Treasury still have ample means for 
carrying on its business. When that declaration was madeit was true. 
The effort has been made to give effect to that declaration of the plat- 
form, and thus far it has failed. But the declaration on the moncy 
question was most explicit: 


We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitution, 
and a circulating medium convertible into such money without loss. 


That is the only declaration contained in the platform on the su)b- 
ject of the money of the country. The gentleman from Illinois and | 
were concerned in the preparation of that declaration. Neither he nor 
I nor any other Democrat on the committee which reported tltat dec!.- 
ration dissented from a single word or line of it. The President of the 
United States, when he accepted the nomjnation of his party, planted 
himself squarely upon the declarations of the platform. He went into 
no detail, but he accepted it in a broad and generous declaration; au 
I have reason to know that the President regards his promise to observe 
the declarations of the platform to be as binding upon his conscience 
and his action as is his oath to support the Constitution and maintain 
the laws of the country. He has never left us in any doubt as to how 
he construed that declaration of the platform. Prior to his inaugura- 
tion, in the famous letter addressed to the gentleman from Ohio [\r. 
WARNER], who gave us yesterday such an able and bountiful exposi- 
tion of the facts of the currency, he recites the condition of the Treas- 
ury and then uses this language: 

These being the facts of our present condition, our danger, and our duty (o 
avert that danger would seem to be plain. I hope that you concur with me an: 
with the great majority of our fellow-citizens in deeming it most desirable «« 
the present juncture to maintain and continue in use the mass of our gold ¢ 1) 


as well as the mass of silver already coined, This is possible by a present su-- 
pension of the purchase and coinage of silver. [ am not aware that any oth<«r 


The surplus or balance herein referred to shall be the available surplus ascer- 
tained according to the form of statement of the United States Treasurer of the 
assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the United States employed on June 30, 


1886. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I intended yesterday to have fol- 
lowed the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and to have 
explained at some length the reasons why I am opposed to this joint 
resolution. I found myself then unable to take up the discussion, and 
I regret to say that, as is apparent from the condition of my voice, I 
am less able to-day to go into any claborate discussion of this very im- 
portant matter. I must content myself, therefore, with the reasons 
which were given in the minority report which I had the honor to pre- 
sent. If I had anticipated my inability to discuss the matter here I 
would have asked to have had that report printed in the Recorp. As 
it is, if 1 find myself unable to proceed I shall incorporate the minority 
report as part of the remarks which I offer this morning. 

One or two points, however, brought out by the discussion which has 
taken place, I may be permitted to notice at this time. One objection 
to the resolution has been met by the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] thismorning. As the resolution 
was reported to the House, $29,000,000 of subsidiary coin would have 
been included in the Treasury balance, so that, as a matter of fact, the 
available balance under the resolution would have been reduced to 

71,000,000, That defect is corrected by the amendment which the 
gentleman from Illinois has just offered. 

Another objection which I hoped he would meet, and which I think 
must have escaped his notice, is probably based upon an inadvertence. 
The resolution provides that whenever the surplus in the Treasury ex- 
ceeds $100,000,000, a call of ten millions of bonds shall be made. The 
effect would be that if this resolution were adopted, and if the surplus 
reached $101,000,000, a call would have to be made which would re- 
duce the available surplus to ninety-one millions. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, no. 

Mr. HEWITT. I see that the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means shakes his head and says ‘‘ No, no,’’ but this is a matter of 
language and construction, and I simply submit the question to the 
consideration of the House and of the gentleman himself, and suggest 
that, if he does not intend that effect, he had better modify the language 
of his resolution so as to provide that whenever the surplus reaches 
$110,000,000 there shall be a call of ten millions. That will place his 
intention beyond doubt. 

The gentleman from Illinois in his report and in the remarks which 
he made yesterday bases his advocacy of this joint resolution upon the 
saving of the interest which it will effect. Assuming that $75,000,000 
is the amount over $100,000,000 which, under this resolution, would 
have now to be paid out, the saving in interest would be about two and 
a quarter million dollars perannum. He also says that it will release 
from the Treasury $100,000,000, which hundred millions would go into 
the channels of trade and give employment to one hundred thousand 
men, and the gentleman from Tennessee added that it will thus sup- 
port fivehundred thousand people. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
MORRISON | is too well acquainted with the principles which govern 
business not to know that if this.act should impair public contidence 
the saving of two and a quarter million of dollars would be a case of 
‘saving at the spigot and losing at the bung-hole.”” The disturbance 
of business would be so serious that a couple of millions of dollars 
would be of no consequence, and, in fact, would be daily lost in the 
commercial transactions of the country. 

Butas toemployment, one hundred thousand men would be dismissed 
from employment on the very first day when the public should begin 
to realize that under the operation of this resolution the stability of the 
Treasury was impaired and its ability to meet its obligations was un- 
dermined. Therefore, such considerations as the saving of $2,000,000 
a year, or the possible employment of one hundred thousand men, are 
trifling in comparison with the danger and disturbance which would 
result if the financial transactions of the Government wereseriously in- 
terfered with by the operation of this resolution. But the gentleman 
is mistaken in supposing that the release of this money from the Treas- 
ury wane an a single additional man to work, unless it be the men od iroauiio’ inte of sehenaik acetate 
who would have to count the money when it came out of the Treasury. | ™° ~  ieiaieniied taenadiinhenen dieerheameae wee ene 

There are to-day idle in the city of New York more than $75,000,. — company—to prevent the increasing displacement of gold by (!: 


. 4 increasing coinage of silver, to prevent the disuse of gold in the custom-hou~ + 
000 of unemployed capital. If that capital could be made profitable | ofthe United States in the daily business of the people, to preyent the ultim.(« 


it would be employed to-morrow, and if this $75,000,000 comes from expulsion of by silver. Such a financial crisis as these events would n:' 
o . 7 . . : ] vial cle- 
the Treasury of the United Stat it will not } - ’ tho then urally , were it now to follow upon se lonca period of commercia 


. . pression, would involve the people of every city and every State in the Union in 
are short of means and are seeking for capital; it will be paid to the | prolongedand disastrous trouble. The revival of business enterprise and pro 
bondholders, and the bondholders, who are supposed to be capitalists perity so ardently desired and apparently so near would be hopelessly po-'- 


an On * r 2 poned. Gold ld be withd to its hoardi A precede 
or to represent capitalists, will simply deposit the proceeds in a market Scesitindionta teeaahiitngtionned uc eniiuneg wee Raseattietaiee wince. Sad- 
already gorged with superabundant capital, and not a single addi- | dest of all,in every workshop, 


const the wages of labor, already a suid out ane nore on ear 
tional human being will be employed in consequence of this release. : , wou a Sees Gagpeasion b> ® 
I refer to these iderations now because they were not urged at the down in the ~ Framer 5 | so-called dollar paid into ¢! 


, hand of toil. From these impending calamities it is surelya most patriotic and 
time the report was made, but have been urged in debate here, and I | grateful duty of the representatives of the people to deliver them. 
think this the proper place to make answer to them. This was the declaration of Grover Cleveland before he became Pres- 
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ident of the United States. When he became President he was con- 
fronted with the very difficulties which he had outlined in that letter 
to General WARNER. The gold in the Treasury had been for many 
months gradually drifting away. Its place was being filled up with 
coined silver dollars. The last administration—and I speak now from 
the personal communication of the then Secretary of the Treasury, a 
man whose very able services to this country can not be too highly ap- 
preciated—the then Secretary of the Treasury told me that the most 
he hoped to be able to do was to carry the Government over the 4th of 
March upon the basis of gold payments. 

I have reason to know when the present administration came into 
power its first and chiefest concern was to avoid the danger which had 
been predicted by the Republican Secretary in his official statement and 
in his private communications. The amount of gold in the Treasury 
on the 4th of March, 1885, was $126,000,000. This wasa much smaller 
sum than had usually been held in the Treasury in gold since the re- 
sumption of specie payment. It was steadily running down. The 
public confidence was gone. The hoarding of gold had begun—not 
by the mass of the people, not in stockings, not in secret hiding places, 
but by the masters of finance, the men whose business it is to handle 
millions and to prevent their deterioration; they began to prepare for 
the hour of danger and the collapse which they thought was impending. 







I know three of the greatest institutions in the city of New York— | ently. 


Ishall not name them lest it might possibly bring down upon them 
the condemnation of those who are prejudiced against banks—bnt I 
know three institutions in the city of New York which had accumnu- 
lated more than $25,000,000 of gold as a preparation for the collapse 
they thought was coming. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But which never came. 

Mr. HEWITT. It did not; thanks to Grover Cleveland and that 
superb management of the Secretary of the Treasury which has made the 
name of iel Manning famous throughout the financial world. 

The first effort made was to strengthen the Tresury in gold, but un- 
fortunately it was at the season of the vear when gold shipments usu- 
ally take place. The effort was a failure. The gold gradually ran 
down until on the 30th of June it fell to $120,000,000. An effort had 
been made by the Republican Secretary of the Treasury, I mean by the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the last administration, I do not use the 
word “ Republican’? in any party sense—an effort had been made to 
avoid this state of things by paying out silver certificates in the city of 
Boston, The result had been to bring on a feeling of profound distrust, 
and it was abandoned. The Treasury thought finally they ought not 

seek to force silver certificates on the unwilling creditors of the Govern- 
ment, They pursued the policy which had been from the foundation 
of the Government, except during the era of suspension of specie pay- 
ments, its crowning glory; that is, to pay the creditor of the Govern- 
ment in any funds he might desire, and that all the money of the Gov- 
ernment should be interchangeable and of equal value. Now, this 
money is not of equal instrinsic value. Gold is the unit of value, not 
merely by the statutes of the United States, but by the fact that it is 
the mediam of exchange and payment throughout the civilized world. 
Everything else measures itself in commerce, in international transac- 
tions, by gold. 

The money of the United States in like manner, whatever may be its 
intrinsic value, is necessarily thus measured. It consists partly of gold 
which isthe unit value bylaw. Itconsists partly of paper which has no 
intrinsic value, but which derives its value from the factthe people may 
takeit tothe Treasury and get gold forit. Itconsists partly of silver, the 
intrinsic value of which to-day is 74centson the dollar, but which,equally 
with the at passes for 100 cents on the dollar because the Gov- 
ernment provided a practical redemption for it in its taxes and 
custom-house duties. 

It was this parity of value that the President of the United States and 
his Secretary of the Treasury determined to maintain at all hazards, 
and I have no doubt that if the emergency had arisen as mentioned by 
the gentleman from Illinois yesterday, making it necessary to sell 


United States bonds, in order to put gold in the Treasury, thatdrastic and | the result of that conflict which overwh« 


final remedy would have been applied. But by the most careful man- 
agement the contingency was avoided. 

if any gentleman doubts whether it existed or not, but I suppose 
none do doubt it, a resolution adopted at the New York Clearing-House 
on the 20th of July, 1885, by the associated banks of the city of New 
York will certainly clear up any doubt on the subject. 
tion contains the following: 


New York Ciearine Hovss, 


3 New York, July 20, 1885. 
Seat ee associated banks of this city, held on the 13th instant, the 
follo S$ were unanimously passed : . 


Whereas, after careful inquiry inte the current operations of the United States 
Seemeta mmensertained that with the continued purchase of two million sil- 
ver per month the probable receipts of gold currency will be insufficient 
to meet the demands upon it until the meeting of Congress in December next, 
but that the Secretary will be compelied to make his payments in silver dollars, 
which will become a most disturbing element in the daily business of the coun- 

Therefore, 


Thatto avert this threatened danger, and in the confident belief that 

Conarere wilt take early steps to prevent the deterioration of the present com- 
standard of value, the banks hereby tender to the Government, from 

their reserves, the sum of $10,000,000 in exchange for that amount in frac- 
silver coin, or for such other currency as the clearing-house committee 
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may approve, the same to be apportioned among banks in the clearing house 
respectively, pro rata of their deposits and gold reserve. 

Resolved, That should this amount prove insufficient, a further sum, not to ex- 
ceed ten millions, be offered, and that the banks of Philadelphia, Boston, Chicago, 
and other cities be invited by the « learing-house committee to participate in 
carrying out the object of these resolutions. 

_ The undersigned committee appointed under these resolutions respectfully 
invite your co-operation in securing the object in view Since the resumption of 
com payments on lst January, L879, the banks throughout the country, together 
With the Government itself, have practically maintained the gold standard then 


re-established, and the business of the nation has bce a carried on upon that 


basis in harmony with all the leading commercial nauions of the world rhe 
varied products of industry and the natural operations of its trade have since 
furnished this country with superabundant supplies of gold, so that the surplus 
money reserves held by all the banks now greatly exceed anything ever known 


in our history. With all these favorable financial conditions we a 
called upon to confront the fact that the resources of the Government hay 
come unnaturally absorbed by the purchase of silver bullion conve “<i into 


coined dollars of inferior value to such an extent as to constrain the officers of 


the Treasury to force them upon an unwilling »ple in payment for public dues, 
and these coins, or their representatives, now threaten to invade and pois all 
the channeis of trade by being introduced as commercial equivalents into the 


clearing-houses of the country. 


That is the recorded judgment of the best financial authoriti 
York, and concurred in by bankers throughout the count ry. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I would rather not at this time, but will yield p 


sof New 


Mr. PAYSON. I was going to suggest that I wish the gentleman 
would follow the line of thought which he is now pursuing and state 
precisely what was done under that resolution 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam going todoso; and if the gentleman will pos- 
sess his soul in patience, and my voice holds out, I will give him that 
information in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam one of the most patient men in the House. 

_Mr. HEWITT. I amawareof that, andl have nodoubt that | have 
often tried your patience, and may try it again to-day. 

These “‘ financial men of New York” and their financial operations 
various gentlemen are in the habit of criticising severely. ‘They are 
spoken of as persons without patriotism, and with no regard for the 
general interests of thé country.. These men of New York occupy the 
positions which they hold by the divinest right—the right which comes 
from possessing knowledge and ability. They are gathered into New 

York from every State inthis Union. The best brain of the country goe 
to New York. It is the best market for brains. They come from every 
portion of the habitableglobe. They come with their knowledge of re- 
sources of this and of other countries. They have been trained in the 
schoolof experience. They are rich because they have made themselves 
rich. New York has not made themrich. New York has no power to 
make any manrich. New York has made many a man poor; but itcan 
make noman rich. It is simply the center of the exchanges, as it is the 
headquarters of the financial ability of this continent. When you are 
sick you send fora doctor; when you are in litigation you send for a law- 
yer; when you are going to build arailway you send foran engineer; but 
when you are going to administer the finances of a great country what 
do you do? Three hundred and twenty-five gentlemen, of whom cer- 
tainly not more than ten would pretend to run a bank, who would 
| quote against most of us, ‘‘ Fools rush in where angels fear to tread ’’— 
three hundred and twenty-five gentlemen sit down here and take up 
the most difficult and the most complicated problems of finance, and 
instead of legislating upon general principles come down to specific de- 
tails, as is done in this resolution, directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury iow much money he must keep in the Treasury and how much 
money he must let out, without any possible comprehension of the 
tendencies of the future, the possibilities of business, or the demands of 
foreign capitalists upon the reserve which they have invested in this 
country. 

I contend and always have contended that it is a perversion of the 
functions of the Treasury to possess the power to make money easy or 
to make it tight at its pleasure. But it is no fault of this administra- 
tion nor of the last administration that it possesses that power. It was 
-imed in a common destruction 

both North and South so far as the finances of the country were con- 
cerned. The United States Treasury, from beinga fiscal machine, as it 
was before the war, has now become a great bank; it is a bank of issue, 
a bank of deposit; it is a member of the clearing-house. It could not 
| disregard if it would the condition of the money market; because, sup- 


5 


Tnis resolu- pose for a moment that the balance shouid run down in a time of great 


| depression, when business was embarrassed; suppose it was necessary 
} to re-enforce that balance in order to maintain the parity between the 

various kinds of money issued by the Treasury—suppose that should 
happen, where would the Government go to get its money? It would 
have either to go into the money centers and procure it by hypothecat- 
ing, as this administration was compelled to do, a portion of its Treas- 
ury reserves in order to get gold, or else it would have to sell bonds 
| in order to keep up the Treasury balances, either of which would with- 
draw from an already depleted money market an additional sum to be 
locked up in the Treasury, thereby increa 
money market. The Government can not strengthen itself in a close 
money market. It must keep strong. The gentlemen who advocate 
this proposition are fair-weather sailors. 


ing the stringency of the 
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Since the resumption of specie payments we have had a long era of 
easy money; and it has been an easy task in the main to keep the 
Treasury in astrongcondition. It would be an easy task now, too, but 
for the fact that $2,800,000 of silver are poured into it monthly, which 
in effect must drive $2,800,000 either in greenbacks or in gold out of 
the Treasury unless it is hoarded there. 

Now I will tell the gentleman from Illinois who asked the question 
what was done with the proposition of the banks to which I referred. 
It would be unjust if I were to leave the House under the impression 
that this action of the banks was altogether without suggestion from 
some other quarter. No official application was made to them for help, 
but the situation was discussed and resulted in the offer on the part of 
the banks to furnish $10,000,000 and a farther sum of ten millions if 
necessary. About six millions, or a little over six millions, was thus 
paid into the Treasury, when the balances began slowly to increase, be- 
cause public confidence was restored by the action of the banks and the 
evidence it afforded that the banks were prepared to make common 
cause with the Treasury and maintain payments upon a gold basis. 
Since that time the Treasury balance has increased in gold to one hun- 
dred and fifty-six millions, and this has been accomplished by a change 
in the system of payments by the Treasury. 

They have paid out greenbacks freely. They have paid out gold 
freely when it was asked for. The result was the greenbacks and the 
gold have flowed back into the Treasury through the channels of tax- 
ation. When the attempt was made to force the silver certificates upon 
the public the receipts of the Government began rapidly to increase in 
silver certificates, because people always pay away first that in which 
they have least confidence. But the normal condition of things has 
now been restored, and the Treasury is in a comfortable position, and 
calls on bonds have been resumed to the fullest extent that in the judg- 
ment of those charged with this responsibility the Treasury can afford 
to go without disturbing the relation of convertibility of every class of 
money issued by the Government into every other class of money upon 
the basis of gold as the unit of value at 25.8 grains to the standard dol- 
] 





since the resumption of specie payments by the Treasury Department, 
and which has been exercised since the 4th of March, 1885, by a Demo- 
cratic administration in a manner which has elicited the warmest en- 
comiums, the highest admiration from all financial authorities at home 
and abroad. I forbear for even one minute to consider the motives 
which may be behind this movement. But I wish to say, inasmuch as 
my colleague from New York [Mr. H1scock] made the charge that it 
was @ movement on the part of the Democratic leaders against the ad- 
ministration—I wish to say just this, in view of the record of my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], that such a supposition is simply im- 
possible. For years he and I have stood shoulder toshoulder to main- 
tain gold payments as the basis of the money of the United States. 

Year after year he has gone home to his constituents, and has raised 
aloft the banner of honest money in a region of country where the heresy 
of fiat money was most prevalent, and almost alone he has made a gal- 
lant fight, and I shall be the last man ever to allow an imputation to 
be made on him that he is deliberately planning the destruction of that 
policy for which he has made sacrifices and which owes to him as much 
as to any living man the fact that we are on a gold basis to-day. I can 
not account for his action now on any other theory than this: He has 
discovered thata “‘ fiscal distemper’? has brokenout. [Laughter.] It 
was a sporadic case. But he had to pay attention to it and tostudy its 
symptoms. I am afraid that that sporadic case has become contagious, 
and all I can say of my friend from Illinois is, I aecount for his action 
on the ground that he has got the disease; but I predict that he will 
recover from it, for not to recover would be against the principles and 
practice of his life. [Laughter.] 

I do not expect that the other gentleman who co-operated with him 
will recover. I expect he will die of the disease. I do not expect to 
go to his funeral. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I belong to a long-lived stock. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. I will be under the sod long before you. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is merely an expectation born of hope. 

Mr. HEWITT. As to the third member of the committee, the 
Speaker, his good nature is proverbial. I have nodoubt when he found 
that the two wings of the Democratic party were flapping together for 
the first time this session he felt it was his duty to let them keep on 
flapping; and I suppose my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
when he referred to that fact had this matter in mind. [Laughter. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us suppose that this resolution is put into 
operation; what will happen? In about five months we shall be brought 
back, so far as the gold in the Treasury is concerned, to the condition 
in which we were on the 4th of March, 1885. That was a condition of 
great alarm and distrust. In another month we would be ten millions 
worse off. In another month we should be further down. In seven 
months we should be down to the one hundred million limit. What 
happened then will happen again. This is a question of experience 
and authority. People’s ideas of what they think will happen or what 
they would like to have happen amount to nothing against the actual 
lessons of experience and authority. We tried this experiment as far 
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as we could try it. We got down toa limit o* one hundred and twenty- 
six millions. The gold was hoarded. When we get back there or be- 
gin to go back there on the passage of this resolution it will be hoarded 
again. The result must inevitably be that the gold coin—five hun- 
dred and fifty millions I believe it is estimated to be—I refer all these 
matters to my learned friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER ]—five hundred 
and fifty millions must disappear from circulation; I will not say from 
the country; but it must disappear from circulation the moment a 
premium, howeversmall, is onceestablished between gold and the other 
money of the country. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
ing volume of money? 

Mr. HEWITT. The remaining volume of money will be reduced 


What effect will that have on the remain- 


pro tanto. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In value? 

Mr. HEWITT. No; in quantity. Theresultof asudden withdrawal 
from the channels of trade of a large amount of currency in use means 
the stoppage of business, not the fall in value of the remaining money. 
No; that will come later. But it means the stoppage of business for the 
want of the lubricating material for the machinery of business, which 
is money. A hundred thousand men are to be employed by the adop- 
tion of this resolution; a million of men will lose their daily employ- 
ment the moment the gold is withdrawn from circulation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit me to ask hima 
question which is pertinent to what he has just suggested. If the 
$550,000,000 of gold hides itself away, will there not be a pressure upon 
this House to supply its place with a cheap currency printed at the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. BRUMM. That ‘‘cheap currency’ is at 5 per cent. premium 
now in England. 

Mr. HEWITT. I said, in answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], that the quantity of money would be re- 
duced and that the wheels of business would be stopped; but in this 
country, governed by a people who have to earn their daily bread, the 
wheels of business will not be permitted to remain long idle, and, what- 
ever may be the remedy—my friend from Illinois will tell us that it 
would be the restoration of gold (I differ with him)—but whatever 
may be the remedy that is required to set those wheels in motion it 
will be adopted, and we who have brought on this mischief, including 
believers in the gold basis, will be powerless to resist the demand which 
will come here for further issues of paper money, and I venture to pre- 
dict the form in which those issues will first be made. 

The greenbacks are maintained at par upon a reserve varying from 30 
to40percent. Thereserve behind the silver certificates is to-day 74 per 
cent., a most wasteful and unnecessary reserve from a financial point of 
view. The first proposition that will be made, to which no financial au- 
thority will be able to make answer, will be: “If 35 or 40 percent. is asuf- 
ficient reserve, let us double up the silver certificates upon the fund which 
isnow in the Treasury.’’ Thatwill bethefirststep. The nextstep will 
be a demand for more greenbacks—not the greenback that saved the 
life of the nation, but a new kind of greenback to save the business and 
the industries of the nation. And, under the decision of the Supreme 
Court, I know of no answer which can be made by this House or by 
Congress in denial of that demand. Of the evils of such a state of 
things it is not necessary for me to speak. We go back to the basis of 
inconvertible paper money. 

We deliberately adopt fiat money as the end of all this long struggle 
for a sound currency, and that, too, notwithstanding the pledge of the 
Democratic party that ‘‘ we believe in honest money, the gold and sil- 
ver coinage of the Constitution, and a circulating medium convertible 
into such money without loss.’’ That process is one which robs those 
who have accumulated property and who have loaned it out to bor- 
rowers of a portion of their property—how large a proportion I know 
not; but during the period when we were under suspension it robbed 
them at one time of 60 per cent. It results in the transfer of the 
property of the country from the hands of those who have earned it 
and saved it into the pockets of the rich, the speculators, the masters 
of finance, many of them, most of them, perhaps, residing in my own 
city and many of them in my own district. 

I do not want to pile up these overgrown fortunes at the expense of 
the industry and the labor of the country. I do not wish to rob the 
widow and the orphan who have their savings deposited in savings- 
banks. I do not wish to take away from the man who has provided 4 
life-insurance fund for his family half of what he supposed he had se- 
curedtothem. Ofcourse when we have passed through the valley of the 
shadow of death which once we traveled with tears and lamentations, 
made wiser by suffering, taught by bitterexperience, we shall slowly re- 
trace our steps to the basis of honest money, the money which the Dem- 
ocratic party from the time of Jefferson and Gallatin to the present day 
have insisted is the only money for the people. The best money, tlie 
money which measures all other money in all other parts of the world, 
gold, is not too good for the workingman, is not too good for the widow 
and the orphan, is not too good for the pensioner, is not too good {or 
the citizen who wishes that justice shall be established and maintained 
in this land forever. y 

It is for this that the President has made thisstruggle. It is to ful{ill 
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his obligation to the party that put him in power; it is to comply with 
his oath to support the Constitution, which alone permits the coinage 
of gold and silver; it is for this that he has resisted all pressure from 
all quarters to call bonds at a time when, as he has told us in his an- 
nual message, the calls would have compelled the two metals to part 
company. ‘The policy of the administration is to keep gold and silver 
married, for better, for worse, one as good as the other, neither the 
better-half of the other; but when the time comes that the choice must 
be made between them, the President of the United States will adhere, 
as he has promised and sworn to do, to that standard of value which 

ys debts in the value intended at the time the debts were contracted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be said, in fact it has been said, that this 
isall very well to talk about, but that it will not happen. Sir, Iam no 
prophet; I am not.the son of a prophet; I am only a humble student 
of hi and finance, trained in business, eften brought face to face 
with questions of this kind, and therefore I can only bring to the House 
the measureof my own experience and knowledge, supplemented, how- 
ever, by the knowledge and experience of those who are confessed to 
be the masters of the question. A hundred millions of dollars will, if 
this resolution be adopted, be the sole reserve for the redemption of 
the paper money of the United States. How much is there of this 
papermoney? Three hundred and forty-six millions of greenbacks and 
three hundred and eleven millions of national-bank notes, making in 
round numbers $650,000,000, upon which $100,000,000 of reserve is 
about 15 per cent. 

To this is to be added the whole volume of silver money, now 
amounting to $234,000,000, and increasing at the rate of $3,000,000 per 
month, for the reason that not being of the instrinsic value of gold its 
parity can only be maintained by redemption out of the reserve fund. 

That is your reserve. Let us see what we provided when we began 
to resume specie osama When resumption took place there were 
$246,000,000 in Treasury. We were told triumphantly yesterday 
that only $12,000 of greenbacks came in for redemption. Of course the 
quantity of notes coming in for redemption was inconsiderable, for the 
Treasury held gold enough to pay upon demand two-thirds of the en- 
tire amount outstanding. After the public had become accustomed to 
specie payments the gold balance in the Treasury was suffered slowly 
to run dewn until the average amount of gold in the Treasury varied 
from year to year between $140,000,000 and $150,000,000 free and clear 

of all demands. 

Now remember this is fair weather. I do not hesitate to say thatin 
a stormy time $140,000,000 or $150,000,000 is not a sufficient sum of 
itself to insure convertibility into gold for both the national-bank notes 
and the greenbacks. Butin fair weather it is abundant. The effect 
of this resolution will be to bring on foul weather—astorm. Instead of 
being stronger, we are weaker; instead of having furled our sails in ad- 
vance, they are all spread to the wind, and the ship, rolling and toss- 
ing, will finally go down under the overpowering volume—lI was going 
to say of wind, but currency when inflated and wind are correlative 
terms, and therefore I may say of currency which will be poured in for 
redemption. 

I know the Government holds security in bonds for the national- 
bank notes. I know that the banks can redeem their notes in green- 
backs. What will happen if the Government calls in its bonds and the 
national banks deposit greenbacks to cover their outstanding circula- 
tion? The greenbacks will be withdrawn from circulation; and then 
the difficulties of business will be increased tenfold, unless the Treas- 
ury does what I think it has no moral right to do, although it may 
have the legal right—unless it uses the trust fund deposited by the 
banks for the redemption of their currency and pays it out into the 
community, so that not only the national-bank notes but the green- 
backs will be in circulation. But if the demand be for gold (and for 
gold it will be), the fact that both forms of currency are outstanding 
and the Government is then responsible for both will only increase the 
tush upon the Treasury for gold and soonerbring about collapse. 

What do other countries do? The gentleman from Ohio gave us the 
facts and has spared me the necessity of repeating them. In England, 
with bank notes to the amount of £24,000,000 in circulation, and in- 
cluding those of the private banks—about £30,000, 000 ($150,000,000) — 
the Bank of England never lets her specie get below £18,000,000. When 
that it is reached she raises the rate of interest, and, as she has done 


other obligations. So it is; but at the very worst period we have seen 
in the last twenty years the reserve of the Bank of England was 35} 
cent. in specie for every dollar of circulation and every dollar of 
cept in her possession. 
is her practice. What is the practice of the Bank of France? 
teak the Bank of France holds in round numbers over 90 per cent. 
of and in her vaults against the paper currency which is out- 
standing; and the Bank of France has behind her in addition the Gov- 
ernment of France. More than that, she has in circulation among her 
people the largest fund of gold and silver that exists in any nation of 

























the world. Yet the gold and silver which the Bank of France keeps 
on hand is 90 per cent. of her paper money. The same thing substan- 
tially is true of the other great banking institutions—for instance, 
the Imperial Bank of Germany, though there the circumstances are 
somewhat different. But human experience has never contemplated 
the maintenance of specie payments in time of trouble upon a basis be- 
low 35 or 40 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. HEWITT. I had no idea that Ishould or could occupy my hour. 
I fear I have exhausted the patience of the House, as I have myself. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

Mr. HEWITT. I amvery much obliged tothe gentleman from New 
Jersey, but I think I have sufficiently brought out the views which I 
entertain and which led me to make the minority report, standing 
alone among the Democrats on the committee. I shall, if there be no 
objection, attach that minority report to these remarks in further ex- 
planation of my views. [Applause. ] 





I dissent from the report of the majority of the Committee om Ways and 
Means in favor of the following joint resolution directing the payment of the 
surplus in the Treasury in excess of $100,000,000 on the public debt: 


* Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including amount held for 
redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of $100,000,000, it shall 
be, and is hereby, made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to apply such 
excess, insums not less than ten millions per month during the existence of any 
such surplus or excess, to the payment of the interest-bearing indebtedness of 
the United States payable at the option of the Government.” 


The effect of this resolution, if enacted into law, will be to reduce the balance 
inthe Treasury available for the payment of its current indebtedness and for 
the redemption of the legal-tender notes to $100,000,000, It makes no provision 
for replenishing the Treasury when the available balance shall fall below $100,- 
000,000, The question thus presented is whether, in view of the obligations and 
the functions of the Treasury as now defined by law, the proposed limitation 
upon the balance to be held for meeting the liabilities payable on demand is pru- 
dent and safe, with a due regard to the solemn pledge of the United States to re- 
deem all its indebtedness in coin or its equivalent. The undersigned believe 
that such a limitation would be unwise, dangerous, and at variance with the ex- 
perience alike of solvent nations and of sound financial institutions. 

The ordinary disbursementsof the Treasury may be roughly stated to amount 
to about $1,000,000 per day. To meet these disbursements it is necessary that a 
reasonable working balance should be kept on hand, because at times the cur- 
rent expenditures largely exceed the daily receipts. Careful business firms 
usually carry a balance equal to one month’s disbursements. Measured by this 
standard, anda lower one can not be safely adopted, because the Secretary of 
the Treasury has no power to make temporary loans, the working balance inthe 
Treasury should be about $30,000,000. That this amount is not too large will be 
apparent from the fact that in the Pension Bureau alone drafts for $10,000,000 will 
be made on the Ist of March, and that the amount of future payments, under the 
arrears act, can not be definitely fixed for any specified date. 

But, besides the current expenditures provided for by law, the United States 
has a totally distinct obligation to provide fora debt payable on demand in the 
shape of $346,681 ,016jof legal-tender notes. These notes form about one-half of 
the paper currency of the country. They constitute the final means of payment 
between individuals and of settlement in all the transactions of business. It is 
absolutely necessary, therefore, that the ability to redeem these notes in coin shall 
be at all times assured beyond preadventure. For this purpose there must al- 
ways be retained in the Treasury a reasonable and adequate reserve of coin, 
The only question isastotheamount of coin which will constitute a reasonable 
and adequate reserve. 

To determine this point we have no other guide but usage and experience. 
In the case of gold and silver certificates the Treasury keeps dollar for dollar, 
but in the case of the legal-tender notes it has not been usual to have at any 
time in the Treasury a reserve in coin exceeding one-half of the whole issue of 
such notes. When specie payments were resumed bonds of the United States 
were sold so as to provide a fund amounting to $95,500,000 in gold for the pur- 
pose of assuring the redemption of the notes, which, as the law then provided, 
were to be reduced by cancellation to $300,000,000. It was certainly not con- 
sidered safe to begin resumptior with less than one-third reserve, and as a 
matter of fact, the available balance in the Treasury amounted to over 40 per 
cent. 

At the present time, under the practice of the Treasury, claimed to be in ac- 
cordance with the bank act of 1882, $100,000,000 in gold coin is set apart for the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes, being rather less than 29 per cent. This 
reserve would be regarded by prudent bankers as a minimum amount in an 
easy money market, but if the financial prospects should be threatening, pru- 
dence would require that it should be enlarged and strengthened. The prac- 
tice of the Treasury, under Secretary Sherman, who put the resumption act in 
operation, was not to allow the reserve to fall below 40 per cent., and, all things 
considered, this is probably the smallest amount consistent with absolute safety, 
If this ratio be adopted, the amount of the reserve in coin would be $138,000,000, 
Adding this amount to the amount heretofore stated as a reasonable working 
balance, we have the sum of $168,000,000 as the minimum balance which the 
Treasury should carry in order to be in a condition of ease and safety. Any 
other conclusion is at variance with lessons of experience and the well-estab- 
lished rules for the safe conduct of business. 

The main argument urged for infringing on this balance must be the saving 
in interest on $68,000,000, which, after allowing for the tax on bank circulation, 
is 24 per cent. per annum, amounting to $1,700,000 annually. But it is to be re- 
membered that the demand debt of the United States, represented by the legal- 
tender notes, bears no interest, and that the gain in interest between the total 
amount and a proper reserve is over $4,000,000 per annum, so that the Govern- 
ment can well afford the outlay required to keep its finances in the strongest 
possible position,and should certainly never approach the point where, under 
the law, it might become necessary to sell United States bonds in order to pre- 
serve specie payments. Such a contingency would not be an edifying spectacle 
to a people whose proud boast it is that in twenty years from the close of the 
war it has paid off more than one-half the public debt and reduced the burden 
of interest to one-third of its original amount. Certainly a policy so humiliat- 
ing would be condemned by the people when its effects shall become apparent. 

In all measures affecting the currency of the country the greatest care mustbe 
taken not to interfere with its flexibility. This essentia! attribute of a safe cur- 
rency must reside somewhere, its exact depository depending upon the system 
of banking in operation. Under our system of nationa! banks, in which the is- 
sue of notes is limited to 90 per cent. of the bonded debt deposited to secure the 
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cireulation,the only flexible ag.ney resides in the Treasury, by virtue of the 
power now exercised by the Secretary to make calls for the redemption of 


the public debt. It is a grave question whether such power should ever be in- 
trusted to the Government or to the discretion of any official. In other conserv- 
ative commercial countries it has been conferred upon intermediate agencies 
in direct communication with the business interests of the people. We have’ ro 
such system, and hence the Treasury has been forced to become a member of 


the New York Clearing-Heuse, which is the financial center of the exchanges 


ofthe country. The Treasury is thus practically engaged in the banking busi- 
ness, not only in the issue of currency, but in adapting its operations to the gen- 
cral requirements of trade. 


Dangerous as this system is, it was the outgrowth of necessity, and until some 
other security beside the bonded debt of the United States is devised for the 


issue of bank currency, the power to come to the relief of the money market in 
times of stringency must reside in the Treasury. The remedy is not to destroy 
or impair the only flexible element of the existing system in the calls of bonds, 
but to divorce the Government altogether from the banking business, and bring 
it back to its ancient and only legitimate function of collecting fts revenues in 
lawful money and of making its disbursements out of the money thus collected 
in aecordance with law. This resalt can only be reached by the payment of the 
demand notes of the United States, and substituting, through the national banks 
or some other fiseal agency, an issue of currency subject to adequate taxation, 
properly secured and automatic in its expansion and contraction, the redemp- 
tion of which wil! belong to the agency of issue and not to the Government, 
whose only function will then be to see that the security is sufficient and the 
general administration is carried on in accordance with the well-settled princi- 
ples of safe banking. 

One other consideration may be presented as a fatal argument against the re- 
duetion of the Treasury balance to $100,000,000 in coin necessary at a!! times to 
be ~—_ for the redemption of the legal-tender notes. The ability of speculators 
to reduce this balance below $100,000,000 by presenting demand notes for pay- 
ment is obvious,and unless the expedient for replacing the amount by the sale 
of bonds be resorted to,the money market could be so manipulated as to im- 
pair cenfidence an: bring about a general disaster, by which the operators for 
a fall would reap abundant profits at the expense of the legitimate business of 
the country. Within a very recent period, when the Treasury was plethoric 
with money, but with an impaired gold balance, all the indications pointed toa 
great disturbance to be effeeted by the hoarding or exportation of veld. Very 
strenuous efforts and decided measures were required to prevent the catast ro- 
phe, which at any time may oceur when the danger-line is in the reduc- 
tion of the gold balance below the minimum reserve ori provided for 
the resumption of specie payments. 

Being clearly of opinion that the proposed resolution will neither be econom- 
ical, so far as the Government is coreerned, nor advantageous to the business 
interests of the country, but in fact extremely dangerous in times of recurring 
strengency in the money market, I recommend that it be laid upen the table. 

ABRAM 8. HEWITT. 


Treasury Department, Washington, D. C., February 13, 1886, 
Are: I have received a copy of the following proposed joint resolution re- 
fpecting surplus revenue, now under consideration in your committee, and upon 
which you de mé the honor to request my opinion: 


** Joint resolution directing the payment of the surplus in the Treasury in excess 
of $100,0U0,000 on the public debt. 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States eee 
in Congress assembled, That whenever the surplus or balance in the 
ineluding amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the 
sum of $100,000,000, it shall be,and is hereby, made the duty of the 
the Treasury to apply such excess, in sums not less than $10,000,000 per month 
during the existence of any such surplus or excess, tothe payment of the interest- 
bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Govern- 
ment.” 

The language of this resolution is such as to include in the “surplus or bal- 
ance in the Treasury "’ the amount held for redemption of United States notes. 
‘This is in no sense a surplus, but is set apart and | oor asa minimum 
security and reserve for the redemption and payment of $346,681,016 of United 
States notes which have been issued, both of which are specifically promised in 
the act of March 18, 1869 (R.S. 3698), This reserve, amounting eg ee 
should of course be held above all possibility of an eneroachment, like that 
which my distinguished . Mr. MeCulioch, in his last annual report 
(page 33), was constrained to exhibit and deplore. 

The resolution now before me requires that there should be at no time a sur- 
plus in the Treasury available for the general needs of the Government to ex- 
ceed $10,000,000, and that when this sum is reached it should be immediately 
paid upon the public debt, 

After nearly twelve months’ experience in the conduct of this Department, 
and forecasting, as well as | am able, future requirements of the Treasury, as 
now defined by existing laws, and as they may be affected by legislation yet to 
come, and considering the course of future receipts, which are liable to influence 
from many causes, ¢uch as the fluctuation of imports, the prolonged depression 
of trade, and the marketing of more or less of our agricaltural 


I can not now foresee a state of things which will eS peat to limit the 
a reserve in the Treasury to a sum ranging from ing to a maximum 
of $10,000,000, 


The legislation now before Congress relating to pensions will, if perfected, in- 
crease the demands upon the Treasury to an amount which it is impossible to 
exactly estimate; and a late decision of the Supreme Court subjects the Govern- 
ment to the repayment of duties collected, the aggregate of which is large but 
altogether indefinite. These things are mentioned to remind the committee 


that neither the ealls upon the Treasury nor the exact time that such demands 
must be met can be preeisely foreseen. 


It would seem to follow, as a business proposition, that if the Government is 
to maintain its ered t, in the sense of being 
which are impossible of ascertainment in 


sum laid by or kept on hand for that mame 
Respectfully, yours, 


DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Wri114M R. Moretson, 
Chairman Commitiee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, obtained the floor, and said: 
I yield ten minutes te the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Weaver}. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the pending joint resolu- 
tion will, if it becomes a law, require the Secretary from time to time 
to disburse monthly in payment of the interest-bearing public debt 
subject to call all surplus money in the Treasury in excess of $100,- 
000,000. However this disbursement, the resolution provides, must 
be in sums not less that $10,000,000 per month. 

It may be presumptnons, as indicated by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr] who has just taken his seat, for a man who does 

























not reside in New York to have any opinion on this question. I notion, 


sir, that New York is rarely divided on these questions. They h:\, 
no polities. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], a Repu!) 
lican, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], a Democrat. 
join hands in declaring here that this House is ineompetent to decile", 
question of this character, and that we shoulddefer to their judgmen: 
and to the judgment of New York. 

Mr. Chairman, it is hard for us eommon people to see that, and we 
shall have to djseuss it for a few minutes anyhow. [Langhter. } 

Now, what is the present surplus in excess of the so-called $100,000), - 

000 of greenback- -redemption fund? I have before me the Treasurer's 
statement of June 30, 1886, which gives the balanceat$104,473,605. (1. 
To this should be added in all fairness $24,471,955.38, consisting o 
items belonging to the ‘‘ Post-Office Department account’’ and ‘‘: 
bursing officers’ balances,’’ which the Treasurer has improperly ¢ec- 
ducted from his estimate of cash balance on hand. These itemsare not 
demand liabilities. The revenues are constantly coming in te replen- 
ish and replace these items. 

This then swells the net cash balance to the grand total of $128, 84 4,- 
560.99, over and above the $100,000,000 of coin held for what is im- 
properly called the redemption of the greenbacks. It ineladea, how- 
ever, in round numbers, $28,000,000 in _ subsidiary silver and minor 
coins. 

I do not mean to concede that under an ingenious system of book- 
keeping and Treasury management that the sum here indieated is thie 
sum total of money that might be properly and immediately disbur-ed 
with perfect safety to eur credit and in perfect accord with sound bu-i- 
ness principles, for I believe that we could safely pay out twice that sum 
and then have money to spare. Ido not wish te be misunderstood 
upon this matter by any means. 

Under present conditions of law, growth of population, and of ou: 
current receipts qnd expenditures this surplus is likely to remain an 
ever-increasing quantity. That there should be any doubt about the 
propriety of restoring this enormous surplus to the channels of trace 
by paying it out on an equal amount of matured interest-bearing au 
hence burdensome public debt seems to me like a travesty upon com- 
mon sense and business propriety. And when we consider the preset 
ample authority of law for such disbursement, the bare necessity o! 1 
resolution like the one under consideration marks I fear an alarmin: 
decline in that high sense of official responsibility and obedience to law 
that characterized the early officers of the Republic. 

What moral or legal right has a Secretary of the Treasury to horde in 
the vaults millions, yea hundreds of millions, of money that has been 
drawn from the people by painful taxation when interest-bearing debts 
are due and payable according to law? Why, sir—and I wish to be en- 
tirely impersonal—to the extent of the additional interest which the 
people are thus foreed te pay by such a policy, and to the extent of the 
injury inflicted by withholding this money from the channels of busi- 
ness, I hesitate not to say that, pro ‘arto, it amounts morally to a mis- 
appropriation of the public funds and to the baldest kind of absolute 
tyranny. 

What do gentlemen mean by opposing this resolution? Isit not mii 
and conservative enough in all econseience? The only trouble with it 
in ae it does not go far enough. It simply says in 

Come, let us set apart $100,000,000 for any emergency t!) 
may arise, and then pay out the balance on our debts.’’ Now, t ‘akin 1g 
our industrial depression and the pressing wants of trade into accoun! 
I ask could there be a more conservative proposition made? And yet 
gentlemen here who represent the great money centers of the country 
oppose it with that solemnity of utterance, gravity of mien, and dejcc- 
tien of spirit that reminds one of the lamentations of Jeremiah over tlic 
follies of Israel or of David weeping over the profligacy and rebellion oi 
his son Absalem. 

While the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was speak inz 
the lachrymal barometer indicated a heavy fall of tears, and while !1!s 
colleague [Mr. Hewrrt] was on the floor we were threatened with 
perfect water-spout, washout,and wreck. [Lanughter.} Why, says tlie 
first gentleman [Mr. Hiscock], this is bad faith. It is an attempt to 
pay the debt in cheap silver dollars of less value than the coin you r- 
ceived for the bonds, and therefore it is rank repudiation. What re- 

drivel! Coin received for the bonds ! 

Now, inasmuch as the question of repudiation is raised, let us see who 
it is that is seeking to repudiate the contract nominated in the bon 
Let us be suré that we get the boot on the right leg. During the war 
the Government issued a large amouut of bonds, bearing coin interest. 
and exchanged them for circulating Treasury notes. These notes 
received in exchange for bonds at par, although they were purc):-r\! 
in the market with gold at less than 50 cents on the dollar. By ex- 

terms these bonds were payable in lawful money, and every gree 
=e the pockets of the people was labeled with the declaration th 
it was receivable for all public and private dues except interest on 
publie debt and duties on imports. 

The soldier had a coin contract for his wages, and yet the Govern- 
ment paid him in this depreciated paper. It was submitted to witht 
& murmar, Selineenhddionenbadibeinetbadnen closed and the value 
of Government bends began to increase in the market, and in 1569 
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they reached a premium. At this period, under a false pretense, what 
is known as the credit-strengthening act was passed. It should have 
been styled an act to strengthen the public creditor instead of the publie 
credit, This converted their currency bonds intocoin obligations. Not 
satisfied with this and fearing a repeal at the hands of an indignant 

le, the funding act of July 14, 1870, was passed. This act was very 
explicit and specific in its terms. The currency bonds were to be re- 
fanded into coin bonds and were to be paid in coin of the weight and 
fineness of that date, July 14, 1870. There was no foolishness about 
thatact. Thecoin had to be bright, unworn, and exactly sofine. Every- 
thing was now fixed and made certain. 

&o matters bave continued in this condition up to the present time. 
These bonds have shirked all the burdens of taxation for nearly a quar- 
ter of a century. The interest has been paid quarterly in gold eoin, 
aggregating @ total of $2,370,000,000 in interestalone. During all this 
time the holders of these bonds have been banking on them and have 
received from the Government an average of about $300,000,000 per 
annum in bank notes at a nominal tax or cost of only 1 per cent. per 
annum, payable half yearly. They have loaned these notes out at high 
rates and taken the interest in advanceon every loan. They have been 
permitted to draw their interest on their bonds in advance in many in- 
stances without rebate. They have been made the depositories of pub- 
lic funds, and have loaned these funds out at usury and pocketed the 
proceeds. 

And now our Treasury is bursting with lawful money, every dollar 
of which, whether gold, silver, or greenbacks, is of equal value with 
every other dollar, and will at this moment purchase more of the nec- 
essaries of life than it would when the funding act was passed sixteen 
years ago to-day—July 14, 1870. The Government says to its credit- 
ors, ‘You hold our paper and it is due and payable. The money is 
ready for you; held out your hand and receive it.’’ The answer comes, 
“In what kind of money are you going to pay us?”’ We reply, ‘‘ In 
the money of the contract—in coin of the standard weight and fineness 
of July 14, 1870.” ‘*But,’’ say they, ‘‘ we do not want coin of the 
standard weight and fineness of July 14, 1870, unless it is gold coin. 
If you pay us in silver coin, the bullion in it must be of equal value 
with the gold dollar of 1886.’’ 

Now the gentleman from New York [Mr. Htscock] and every mem- 
ber of this House knows that we have never agreed to do any such 
thing as that, and we never will. Who are the repudiators, the people 
who wish to pay exactly according to contract, or they who stand at the 
Treasury doors higgling for still harder terms and an overthrow of the 
equities of the former agreement? How cruel and devoid of mercy is 
such a position! It is enough to make the cheek tingle with mingled 
feelings of shame and indignation. How these men ean face the poor 
wage-earners whose average earnings are only about $300 per annum; 
how they can face the soldiers of the Republic who were paid in depre- 
ciated paper, and have been paying for a quarter of a century their own 
taxes and the bondholders’ too, is beyond all comprehension. 

But I must not digress too far when I am so limited for time. Now 
what is likely to be the effect of this resolution, and of what value will 
it be to the country? It will not, in my judgment, materially reduce 
‘the surplus, for the reason that there will only be paid out under it 
$10,000,000 per month, and with our present current receipts the sur- 
plus will continue to increase at a rate per month nearly equal to the 
disbursement required if this resolution becomesa law. What good 
will it accomplish then? Why, this: It directs the payment of the 
public debt and establishes that as our policy. This, of course, will 
undermine the national banks and direct public attention to the great 
question of what shall be the permanent currency of the Republic. 

The payment of these 3 per cent. bonds will be followed by contrac- 
tion of national-bank circulation, but not to an extent greater than the 
amount paid out on the bonds. There will be a saving of the interest 
which we are néw paying on the 3 percents. I shall vote for the res- 
olution, but I wish to amend it so as to define what is meant by ‘‘sur- 
plus or balance,’’ and also so as to require the disbursement of all sur- 
plus money in the Treasury in excess of $50,000,000. I think this is 
enough and more than is needed as a working balance and to satisfy 
the hallucination that possibly some one may want at some future time 
to present a few greenbacks to be exchanged for coin. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yieid ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, [ listened with great respect and 
close attention throughout the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewitt} for the purpose of discovering whether there was 
apparent cause for the dark cleud of propheey which he has pictured 
heretofore and again in connection with the proposed legislation and 
whether hisapprehension had any substantial basis. I say to that gen- 
tleman that I do not find, according to the mode of financial figuring 
which I secured from the common arithmetic rather than from expe- 
rience in the management of public affairs, anything that justifies the 
ia and the disasters he prophesies from the passage of this reso- 

This is not a silverquestion. It is a question as to whether we have 


the money in the Treasury undisposed of, and against which there are 
no legitimate claims, to the extent of seventy millions of dollars, so that 
that amount of money can be used in the manner suggested in the! gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson } 
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resolution in liquidation of that much of the interest-bearing debt of 
the Government. We propose in this resolution to do just what has 
been done in the past, when in pursuance of substantially the same 
principleand practice we reduced the public debt $1,200,000,000. Nay, 
more, we Say, 2s the forty-four and one-half millions of dollars added 
to the sinking fund during the lyst fiscal year was managed so shall 
this seventy millions be mamaged; and I suggest that in the liquida- 
tion of the forty-four and one-half millions of bonds carried to the 
sinking fund during that period there never was a dollar of gold em- 
ployed, and there was only about thirteen millions of United States 
notes used in the liquidation of that amount of debt. 

I do not hesitate, Mr. Chairman, to say to-day that if this proposi- 
tion prevails the amount of United States notes now in the Treasury is 
entirely adequate for the liquidation of the entire amount, as author- 
ized to be paid by the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. Do not the Treasury offi 
ment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill tell you what their figures show: That there 
are $57,000,000 of gold there in excess of the $100,000,000 held there 
for the redemption of the United States notes outstanding. There are 
$22,000,000 there of United States notes, and $14,000,000 of other mone 
in public depositories belonging to the Government of the Unit 
making in the aggregate about ninety-three millions of money in the 
possession of the Government, against which there is in fact no claim. 
I do not want any gentleman to confuse this question with the appre- 
hension which prevails in the mind of the gentleman from New York. 
This is a mere matter of business management. We have unemployed 
in the Treasury of the United States, as I have shown, approaching 
ninety-three millions of money; and we say that to the extent of $70,- 
000,000 it ought to be used in the liquidation of the public debt, just as 
we have liquidated $1,200,000,000 of the public debt heretofore, which 
has commanded the wonder and admiration of every civilized nation 

I assert, without questioning anybody’s motives, that if these bonds 
that are due and payable at the option of the Government, to wit 
about one hundred and thirty-five millions, one hundred millions ot 
which are held by the Government as sec rity for the national-bank 
circulation, were held by individual capitalists we would not hear any 
complaint against the proposition. [Applause.] It is because it bears 
upon the national banks to the extent of one hundred million of 3 per- 
cents-that we hear this outcry, which is the mainspring of the hostility 
to the measure. 

I say also that I know of no better way for a government to strengthen 
its credit than by paying its interest-bearing bonds. That is the v 
we have done in-the past. If you want tostrengthen still further th 
public credit, I do not object, nor do I find in this proposition introduced 
by the gentleman from Llinois objection that the one hundred millions 
shall be held as a redeeming fund toward the three hundred and forty- 
six millions of United States notes in circulation. If the Treasury ofti- 
cials should have an apprehension in connection with the large amount 
that we propose to liquidate by this proposition of the public indebted- 
ness in addition to the forty-odd millions due during the current year 
as a payment to the sinking fund, then attach adimitation to the amount 
to be used. 

There is that amount of money. The statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio immediately in front of'me [General WARNER] to that effect 
has not been controverted, nor can it be. It can not be claimed that 
the money is not there, for the Treasury report shows that it is there; 
| 
| 


ils make that announce- 


d States, 


and all weask is that that amount of money shall be used in the liqui- 
dation of the public indebtedness. That is what any business man 
would do. That is like to what the Government has done. And why 
all this seare at this time (after having paid more than a thousand miill- 
ions of the public debt, just as is proposed in this joint resolution) 
when wesugzest the propriety of paying seventy millions more? There 
is nothing in it, gentlemen. The truth is, the Go ; 
United States has the money, and can pay this amount as provided for 
with the use of less than the amount of United States notes that are to- 
day in the Treasury of the United States; because experience has 
shown in the case of the forty-four and 

ing fund that it only required some thirteen millions to handle that 
amount of payment. 

A like amount of United States notes, as I am informed, find their 
| way back into the Treasury generally within ten days. Thesilvercer- 
| tifieates come back, as I am advised, in large quantities within six days. 
| I feel assured that within thirty days there would be returned to the 

Treasury of the United Statesthrough the receipts from customs, which 
| are paid to-day to the extent of about 82} per cent. in United States, 
notes, a sufficient sum to enable the Government to handle every pay- 
ment of ten millions a month, just as they had handled the prior ten 
million payment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
&@ question. 
| Mr. MORRISON. 


vernment of 1 
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The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
I object to any extension of time for that pur- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


I yield ten minutes to the 
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Mr. PAYSON. Speaker, my views are not in harmony with those 
thus far expressed on this side of the House. I am in favor of the res- 
olution and heartily support it. 

The criticism I make upon it is, that it does not, in my judgment go 
far enough; but as it is a step, or rather a stride, in the right direction 
I favor its adoption. 

Let us see exactly what is proposed; for the observations thus far sub- 
mitted seem to be based on the assumption that the whole question of 
the currency—finance and banking—is involved. 

The resolution, as presented and amended by the chairman of the 
Ways and Meaus, is as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res, 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury 
on the public debt. 

Resolved, &c., That whenever the surplus or balance in the Treasury, including 

amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall exceed the sum of 


$100,000,000, it shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to apply such excess,in sums not less than ten millions per month, 
during the an wh of any such surplus or excess, to the payment of the inter. 
est-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Goy-. 
ernment. 


The surplus or balance herein referred to shall be the available surplus ascer. 
tained according to the form of statement of the United States Treasurer of t! 
— and liabilities of the Treasury of the United States employed on June 3) 

This resolution has been offered upon the showing made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as to its condition, fh connection with the con- 
dition of the public debt. 

There are outstanding and subject to call and payment, in round 
numbers, one hundred and forty-four millions of the bonds of the Goy- 
ernment, drawing 3 per cent annual interest. 

The assets and liabilities of the Treasury appear in the last official 
monthly statement, June 30, ultimo, as follows: 


Statement showing the assets and liabilities of the Treasury from the latest returns received from the several assistant treasurers, mints, and assay offices of 


the United States, and national-bank depositories. 














Fractional currency redeemed 
United States bonds and interest redeemed. . 
luterest checks and Coupons paid ...........ccccsc sees coseeseees 
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| Assets Liabilities. | Balances 
| | 
Gold: } 
ie aii | $189,529, 603 75 | | 
NT stun svete | 43, 308, 520 16 | 
| $232, 838,123 91 | 
Certificates.. sdtsbgngnecacctuaieseuhncanedbaaescunincerensieevteruniuputinsiiyinncitniaiaengumns.exnsromaaih + ae ae | 
Less amount on RR he a oe ee 55, 129, 870 00 | | 
| ee ence tere eres | $76,044,375 00 
OD aint etches tibet tics ttncatligidiaia caisson cilia natiaigaiaallt tain eaaialtndiaiieibiibs tallied til diiitiiiiipsiliasanmeniinipintigbcitieniantneetinbenen $156, 793,748 91 
Silver: 
IS Ge icenecinc vere *etsgaiesanoninnnadiaceaueguibenniatintadmmngmtnieed ini pneniinttaniaestatipaten 
Lem Setteaeh th Nan. ciccenndsesteidiidanteaecianiccienatt einai atieam diameter etd 
SIN I TIN od thisnmeeasesnteeumennenanetenniabeingeibeuiaeas 
Certificates...... — 
Petree 85, Li REAR RET BAER ERENT NS 
ee GN AED cccnstnintanitnn renpitniatntininnemnniaiiiiai esconecselecse 22, 868, 316 79 
Re IE in inricenirenentaguetebieneceretinnninneetie ! 4, ec 194,014 00 
Deposits in national-bank de positaries... stseneneeeneaneneenen senses | cocssseneensneseseces aanees| pvcocsesons wrbucboal 14, 485, 199 25 
Totals........ partmebonensesnsemee ee ee 472, 931, 418 40 182, 410, 600 00 290, 529, 818 40 
Public debt and intere st: = 5 
Ferterent Gwe and wpeld.....cccsccccsessocssnesccceonsiog ese sébaseecbonaneboccesscsoeseess ensuebeseoredescoswssenssesocsons 1,655, 291 56 
Accrued interest...... ...0.....0++++: ecccccccs 9, 247, 408 00 
Matured debt .. iene wing oe i 9,704, 445 26 
Interest on matured ‘debt... apeuesccocusnesedvesncunenesousiunenveste eon 224,020 42 
Debt bearing no interest. ...... ..,......20. +c. secsesseseeeses sevens oon ove 2,667 17 
Interest on Pacific railroad bonds due and unpaid...... on sevens a 19, 109 96 | 
Accrued interest on Pacific railroad bonds...... Giaudasnecapredecsenpesevesansnapasemmnbeuiipasnceseneqentsscesten i 1,938,705 36 
j 


Totals......... 
Neserve for rede ~mption ‘of United States | notes, “acts of 1875 and 1882. 
Fund held for redemption of notes of national banks “ failed,” “in 


liquidation,” and “ reducing circulation ”..... eucetebtsentennsevanctooncavbn recqossascapuornet . 60, 146,726 85 
Fund held for redemption of national gold- bank notes ........... ove 161,979 00 
Five per cent, fund for redemption of national-bank notes...........c.cccmmsersseeeerseeeceesscenenseseees 10, 445, 114 96 
National-bank notes in process of pense ei ashe sesénocounsasnperiecestagessausersesquoonnenbinrbeesspetseusimnstseuetsial asbsecboncatcubenshsenccees 
l’ost-Office Department account.........0 ....cs0++ o 5, 372, 285 84 
Dee IE ak niet cncnitinicinnns cctgnbiontzenabiitinntemeteninnlniseseeinditmmineminiines 19, 099, 669 54 
Undistributed assets of failed national banks...........-.+c..:.c.cscosesceseoeee 735, 256 97 
Currency and minor coin redemption account................00000«« 6, 260 00 
Fractional silver coin redemption account .................ssrsessees. covssscescnscsecnccseseosccees 43,580 00 
Rede mption and exchange account....,...........+s+++ 355, 630 04 
‘Treasurer's transfer checks and drafts outstanding.. 3, 393, 066 70 
Treasurer United States, agent for paying interest on Distri 498, 686 43 


Interest on District of Columbia bonds paid...............cccscsssssnssee serene seesnssbonnnses 


FW. -cnsune oecouncapamnnesutannabbabanebnesvenesenesbeameinenatnteeiniiaamememane edunenee coccesnnonevenertel eseceenseccssoucscece sonny 480, 611, corsa anne 06 
Balance. ovcounsessseueuares: sncilinaetneqeesqibaciinaii etnias ene pabsengiinipinliieiaimenutnne cbeeceeuts 75,191,109 S 
Assets not available: 
Minor coin...... ... . eqncccanescesesececosescoecs 
Fractional silver coin... ercocoecestes.esee 
00D BE OBB nernasienitianien: 29, 282, 495 66 
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Collated in more comprehensive form, the itemsof cash in the Treas- 


ury may be seen by this statement for July 1, 1886: 


Cash in the Treasury July 1. 
Available for reduction of the public debt: 








Gold held for gold certificates actually outstanding................. $76, 044, 375 00 
Silver held for silver certificates actually outstanding........... 88,116,225 00 
United States notes held for certificates of — actually 
outstanding......... seseccesseceeesse 18, 250,000 00 
Cash held for matured debt and interest ‘unpaid . 18, 999, 817 05 
United States bonds and interest................+0++0-« : .. 8,789,163 51 
PF VRCIIORN GE epee rcainsiensemmsrnnenann ponneunnes nesvinnianinn 2,067 17 
Total available for reduction of the debt ............. eeccessvenéneess 26, 202, 247 73 





























a 
: 





509, 894, 109 67 405, 420, 504 06 
C. N. JORDAN, Treasurer United States. 
——- fund, held for redemption of United States notes, acts 


14, 1875, and July 12 “4 <i dansannaeneasbeseenece . 100, 000, 000 00 
Unavaiisble for reduction of the debt 

Fractional silver Coim............-cecesseeeeseeeesesesnensenees $28, 904, 681 66 
Minor peviscecbeocetentbuasevesseesecsatesnevecescccccecsoceesce 377,814 00 


29, 282, 495 66 








Total cash in the Treasury as shown by Treasurer's general 


BOCCOUNE,...........cccccrrecreeseccescssecees seseusesoess one ses severessecssessceomersees 


104, 473, 605 61 


83, 241, 320 00 
Net cash balance on hand............0cc.cssressvecsssesees sorseserssnsecesessssesssees 70, 191, 109 


492, 917, 173 43 
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The call of bonds maturing July 1, was only $4,000,000, and the 
resolution contemplates the use of this surplus of $75,000,000 in the 
reduction of the interest-bearing debt... As against this proposal are 


On the 4th of March, 1885, the Republican administration had in the 
Treasury: 


fold coin and bullion 240, 501, 132 

found the gentlemen who assume that all the financial wisdom of ncemaiibeen qulaiitabiccnmncnentaens eT 143, 140 00 

the country is found in Wall street, and that no measures of a finan- |. - —__——_—_———_ $1, 358, 012 29 

cial character should be passed except such as meet their interested rain ont, ee sseoveneenneosscenewecncerenctessenscees I oT aa ae = 

approval. ae caceineeshbba 46, 220,075 10 
PRor have the people forgotten, Mr. Speaker, that in all the vears of | Lesal-tender notes... ..ccseccccreeeeeeesenseeneeereene 47,980,004 3 

the recent past, during and since the war, that every success we have Less certificates outstanding...... —— ween 
had in our vast national financial experience has been against the ad- | Deposits in national banks ae 10. 150,036 90 


vice and contrary to the predictions of all these professional financiers 
of their day. ; 
We have had always the same direful predictions and lugubrious fore- 


National-bank notes cuenaedia isteach cca diiidtemaaitilianeni : 9, 355, 462 53 


210, 663, 621 15 


Liabilities of the Treasury upon the same date 
bodings over results, but we have never seen one realized—not one— oe — ane ar Pircre corscesenes — $5, 483,735 37 
hence their advice and judgments do not inspire me with special confi- | {yn Sheet, GUC ane Unpakl.... men . Seo oe 
dence. Disbursing officers’ balances seseecereeee 26, 123,546 05 
In the pending question the different monetary theories are not in | Outstanding drafts and cheeks. .......ccccccceee 6, 249, 573 07 
the least degree involved. The cry that if thisresolution is passed all | PAtopalbank redemption fund - Saree ae 
yments must be made on Government account in silver or on the | Legal tender reserve... 00! 000! 000 00 


‘‘silver basis,’’ is without reason and puerile. 

Past experience in the payment of the called bonds by Republican 
administrations, as well as the small reduction in the interest-bearing 
debt made by this, shows that under the modern system of exchanges 
the handling of vast sumsat thecommercial centers through the banks, 
clearing-houses, and the subtreasuries, a comparatively small sum of 
legal-tenders and gold certificates effects the redemptions and makes the 
payments. 

Indeed, sir, I have been advised, in company with several of the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, by a Treasury 
official who is authority, that if this resolution should pass, $15,000,000 
in Treasury notes will practically make operative its provisions. 

That, sir, disposes of the claim that all the gold will be withdrawn 
and the “‘silver basis’’ inaugurated. 

I insist, sir, that there are involved in this proposal only the appli- 
cation of a few well-established and universally conceded business 
principles. 

The nation is a rich debtor, rich and prosperous, its resources are in 
a state of infant development, its revenues so great and yet the burden 
so light that statesmanship is exercised to devise means of lessening 
them without clashing with existing interests. 

The Treasury is literally overflowing with money; almost one-third 
the entire circulation of the country (which is a little in excess, in 
round numbers, of $1,500,000,000) isin the Treasury; confessedly there 
are one hundred and seventy-five millions for which there is no actual 
use, and which will not and can not be used except in the payment of 
the debt of the country bearing interest, or in the redemption of such 
of the Treasury notes as shall be presented. 

Every obligation of the Government due on demand, or at its option, 
is at par; all deferred obligations, ata premium. A substantial por- 





201, 899, 031 O4 


Net available balance in Treasury...............00+.... 8, 764,590 11 
Leaving an available surplus of only $8,764,590. 

With that condition of the Treasury we were paying ten million per 
month of bonds, except, as I have said, during the short time Mr. Mc- 
Culloch was Secretary. His views on the question of the greenback 
and the payment of the debt are too well known to be reproduced here. 

This administration came in March 4, 1885. It had on that date one 
hundred and twenty-six millions in gold—it has never had less than 
one hundred and twenty millions in gold surplus—that was June 30, 
1885 besides a large surplus of other available funds, and yet, sir, it 
never issued a call for bonds till December, 1885, and that not effective 
till February 1, 1886, for $10,000,000. 

This, sir, in the face of a public sentiment expressed in every possi- 
ble way. No call has it made for more than ten millions, and the last 
was but for four. 

Fifty-eight millions, including the July redemption, all told, are all 
that have been called in the sixteen months; and we, sir, in the same 
time, called one hundred and fifty-three millions every sixteen months 
during the whole of the last Republican administration. That was the 
average. They do not follow our example, and hence the necessity of 
this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, in my judgment one of the gravest faults of our ad- 
ministration was that it did not reduce the debt as rapid!y as it ought 
with the avails it had at hand. I feltand said so then, and emphasize 
itnow. This administration is far worse. 

The efforts of the present officials seem to be directed toward reduc- 
ing the non-interest outstanding paper, as this résumé will show: 

Reduction for the year ending June W, 1886: 


IIIT 2s laeciniininndahonacemeienptntinrnateepeanetinnetesauieinapadinepsamnremiihiaindamen $50, 136, 850 


tion of it, one hundred and forty millions, is due, drawing an annual oot - I icciipareanbacincisnesebinintindsibinchebacnuanenbusiastiibanneeatinieeetionth Za = 
* +4 > FONE COTEIBCRLOD.......ccrrrcoscosoveccvecsesececorccsnccsssocooesoes cocscscncocsseseccoccssesecce oe 0), 685, 355 
interest of $4,200,000, and why do not we pay 1% I indicia nme rntninhdtemendeianetinbnnipinediedntiaued 13, 414, 721 


Mr. Speaker, interest charges are always a burden; always the rule 
is inexorable; they never cease their accumulation; they retain their 
vigor and “‘flourish in immortal youth.’’ Taxation to pay them is 
equally weighty, and when we have the money and can pay and stop 
interest and have no other profitable use for it, it is stupid folly not to 
do it; that is the plain English for it. 

The tables I have read show what we have, and it should be so ap- 
plied. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has given us 
an elaborate, carefully prepared and deliberately read speech in oppo- 
sition to the resolution and the first one in the debate. Coming trom 
‘this side of the House and from one of the most distinguished of our 
party, it may be regarded as a key-note to the views of this side. How 
ever that may be, I decline toenlist or march under the banner. 

I do not believe in the doctrine he aaserts. I do not believe in his 
conclusions. My views are my own; and believing them to be in har- 
mony with my constituents, the people of the district who honor me 
with this seat, I do not hesitate to avow them and vote accordingly. 

He speaks of the ‘sacredness of the funds specitically set apart for 
all these purposes,’’ that these funds in the Treasury are “‘ trust funds 
for specific purposes,’’ &c., and further commits himself to the self-evi- 
dent error of asserting that not only are the obligations issued by the 
Government payable in gold alone, but that the national-bank notes of 
the banks which have failed, or are in liquidation, or reducing circula- 
tion, are payable in gold. 

gentleman will excuse me from joining the procession. 

He congratulates the administration that it has followed Republican 
precedent in the payment of the debt. Sir, here he is mistaken; this 
administration has not followed Republican precedent. 

Until Mr. McCulloch was made Secretary of the Treasury in the clos- 
ne hours of President Arthur’s administration, we had adopted and 

the policy of calling an average of about ten millions of bonds 
per month. That was followed till he became Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the very short time. 
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This shows, sir, the principle upon which the Treasury Department 
is being run. 

The gold and silver certificates are regarded with special favor by the 
people; they want, they demand that the interest-bearing debt shall 
be reduced; and yet these officials devote their energy to taking in and 
keeping in this favorite form of currency, and parade the figures, vast 
as they are, as so much reduction of the public debt. 

The debt that the people want reduced is the debt that is a burden, 
that bears interest, that exhausts their resources to sustain, and not the 
one that is not only not burdensome but self-sustaining, and which is 
to all intents and purposes money, aiding in lightening the pressure of 
hard times. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, it must be kept in mind that the available 
balance has been increased during the year $34,514,179, and the avail- 
able gold increased by this administration in round numbers $69,000,- 
000. 

This is called by both the gentlemen from New York [Mr. Hiscock 
and Mr. Hewitt] ‘‘strengthening the Treasury.”’ 

Sir, strengthening the Treasury by dead accumulation of cash above 
its actual needs is a weakening of the people, always. 

But, sir, what I specially desired to call the attention of the House 
to was as to the one hundred million of ‘* reserve’’ kept to redeem the 
greenbacks. 

This fund has been kept since January 1, 1879, and it seems to be 
agreed that because there was an apparent necessity for it then it was 
properly continued and should be still kept. 

This I do not believe, and think I can show. If the reason for its 
retention has ceased to exist, it ought to follow that the plan need not 
be continued. 

it was provided for by the act of January 14, 1875—the resumption 
act—in substance, that to provide for the payment of such greenbacks 
as should be presented for redemption the Secretary might sell bonds 
for coin to hold for that purpose. 
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He was given discretion as to the amount. Mr. Secretary Sherman 
sold ninety-five and one-half millions of bonds, and out of the resources 
in the Treasury made the amount $100,000,000, and this was the “‘ re- 
serve.’’ 
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Now, sir, when this act was passed the greenback was at a serious | 


discount; its legality was denied by many prominent men; the Demo- 
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ways: first, by an excess of appropriations above receipts; second, by a 
legitimate call for gold for the purpose of export when it can not be as 
readily had at the greatcommescial centers; third, by an organized rai 
| by speculators to create a panic in calling for gold for greenbacks in large 
quantities in the belief that the Treasury will be unable to respond. 


The first two can never cause an inconvenience. The last would he 


cratic party as @ party assailed it so bitterly that at one time the test | promptly and effectively met by a tender of silver dollars. No organ- 


of Democratic fealty was the vigor of denunciation of the greenback. 
Sincere, doubtless, but erroneous, and no*one was more vigorous than | 
the ge yntleman from New York < [Mr. HEWITT] against it. 

The policy then was, even by the friends of the greenbacks, to regard 
them as an evidence of a forced loan only with some of the incidents of 
money, and that they should be speedily retired and canceled. The 
financiers then as now were loud for the national-bank notes instead of 
the greenback, on both sides, politically. It was the avowed policy of 
the officials of the party in power to retire, redeem, and cancel them. 
They were at a discount because of these doubts as to their validity; 
because they were a legal tender only for limited purposes; they could 
not be used to pay debts to the Government, and because of all this 
they were below par. Nay, more; the question of their legality was in 
the courts. 

The great caseof Hepburn against Griswold (8 Wallace), in which the 
Supreme Court held that they were not legal tender as to prior trans- 
actions, had been decided, and it was confidently asserted by excellent 
lawyers that the court would go farther. The court was enlarged and 
the great legal-tender cases of Knox against Lee and Parker against 
Davis (12 Wallace), were decided favorably to the greenback but by a 
bare majority—the court dividing five to four—and Mr. Chief-Justice 
Chase, the father of the greenback in official life, delivered the dissent- 
ing opinion against it. 

So certain were many of the best legal minds of the country that the 
greenback could not be legal-tender money for all purposes, that the 
court was still called on to pass upon the question, Railroad Company 
against Johnson (15 Wallace) and Savage against United States (92 
United States) followed; but it was not till the legal-tender case (110 
United States), decided March 3, 1884, that the question was decisively 
set at rest by the Supreme Court, not only as to the original act, but as 
to notes reissued under the act of May 31, 1878. 

Therefore it was apparently, indeed absolutely, necessary that with all 
these doubts as to absolute validity and unlimited use as money, and aset- 
tied official policy of retiring them, a reserved fund should be established 
and maintained. But, sir, owing to all thesediscussions and pending lit- 
igation public feeling was excited, and finally, sir, in 1878 the whole pol- 
icy was changed by the passage of the act of May 31 of that year, that 
the volume should not be reduced below the amount then ou 
three hundred and forty-six millions, in round numbers—and that all 
returned to the Treasury should be reissued. In December of that year 
Mr. Sherman issued an order that they should be received for customs 
dues and internal-revenue taxes, and at once, because of that official 
recognition of their full legal-tender qualities, they rose at once to par 
and have stood so ever since, and will stay so. 

No part of the one hundred millions reserve, except a few thousand 
dollars—iess than fifteen thousand—in 1879, and a little a few months 
ago to get gold bars for export, has ever been used or desired to be used 
for redemption of the greenback. 

1t protects and redeems itself every time it is used in lawful payment 
of debt, and needs no redemption fund in gold or metal behind it, under 
the present recognition of it, which, sir, could not be changed by offi- 
cials without causing a revolution ! 

Gentlemen have called attention to the tables in the Treasury repo: 
showing that there are and have been — " sahdmations” to to the 
amount of nearly $100,000,000 annually for years 

But, sir, these are not ‘* redemptions; they aro simply exchanges of 
new notes for old ones—every oneofthem. I would append the tables, 
but gentlemen will see that the Treasurer makes the clear statement 
that all these “‘ redemptions ”’ are reissue of new notes for soiled and 
mutilated notes return. 

Now, sir, I assert that, however wise the creation of the ‘‘ reserve 
fund’’ was, the changed condition of public policy as well as express 
law renders the keepi coahiettadie Itisof no eee 
and should be, as it may be safely, substantially 
experience has aaa it, at an expense in interest a ttde po cnet 
$25,000,000. With the changed condition of affairs must come pew 
legislation—the mistakes of one we correct in the next. Ex- 
perience, the best of teachers, has proved that that vast fund is unneces- 
sary. 

Nothing is sacred in legislation that does not'create a vested right in 
the citizen; and an expensive practice, experience, and laws found to 
be unnecessary can not be too soon abandoned. 

Gentlemen talk about the necessity of plenty of cash assets, ‘‘ work- 
ing balances,’’ &c. Why, sir, the revenues of this Government are as 
stable and as sure in anticipation as your salary. Roughly stated, they 
area miliionof dollars per day—as certain as any human transactioncan 
be; the expenses somewhat less. The Treasurer can not usea dollar ex- 
cept in pursuance of law, and this sum allowed by this resolution, one 
hundred millions of dollars, can only be trenched upon in one of three 



















$100,000,000 in round figures, of } 
involve the retirement of the currency issued on these bonds, and the resu!t 
would be a contraction of the currency to that extent. It would transfer the 
liability for the notes from the banks to the Treasury, and they would be re- 
















ized raid upon the Treasury would possibly be made without the ofli- 
cials being made aware of it, and a silver tender would stop that at 
once. 


For and in legitimate business the greenback is needed and is pei 


fectly satisfactory to the people, and will always remain so. Legis!a- 
tion based on that assumption is perfectly, absolutely safe, at least. | 
shall act on it always, and my regret is that so much is reserved by this 
resolution. The amount is enormous and full and ample for all pos- 
sible needs of the Treasury for payments and “‘ working balance’? for 
all the accounts on the books, Every dollar in the Treasury represents 
so much of the labor and toil of the country; it is so much of the accu- 
mulations of the productive industry of the people, and it lying un- 


used when interest-bearing paper is due and uncalled is burning the 
candle at both ends. 


If these bonds were not the property of the banks and used for their 


benefit for circulation, we should hear of none of this opposition to their 
payment; but the people wish the debt paid, and are under no obliga- 
tion, legal or moral, to sustain these institutions as banks of issuc. 


That question may as well be regarded as settled now as later. 
Nor am I concerned as to the future, as to what shall supply the 


vacuum caused by the retiring of their notes. 


The Treasurer of the United States in a recent interview is reported 


as saying: 


“What will be the effect of Mr. Mornison’s resolution, if it eventually be- 


ames jaw, upon the national banks?” was asked last night of Treasurcr 
ordan 


“The national banks,”’ he = aa “hold about & or 70 per cent., or about 
bonds. The resolution would necessarily 


in due course of time. Their redemption would certainly take a year, 


and probably two. Until they were redeemed the Government would profit, 
oo that the places of the notes would probably be supplied by the silver cer- 
t tes. 


Sir, in the Forty-seventh Congress I had the honor to make a report 


for the Committee on Coinage on the proposal to suspend the coinage 
of the silver dollar, and ventured the suggestion in that report that this 
form of currency would supplant the national-bank note, and I con- 
gratulate 


myself that my crude and unprofessional idea of that day has 


now the indorsement of the able financier, the Treasurer of the United 
States. 


A few words more, sir, and I shall have done. 
The gentleman from "New York [Mr. Hewrrt] has said—I quote 


from his speech: 


Upon one or two other points brought out by the debate I wish to say a few 


words. My colleague from New York, who is also my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. Hiscock], has stated that the introduction of this resolution and tle 


manner in which it has been brought before this House for discussion 
a declaration of war on the part of the Democratic majority of the House 
against a ‘Democratic administration. It musi be conceded, I think, that this 
resolution is at war with the declared policy and practice of the administration. 
I think this is not disputed on cither side of the House. Hence, governed by 
the ordinary rules of party management, I was exceedingly anxious to avoid the 
discussion of the resolution; and I resisted the adoption of the amendment to 
the rules by whieh it was brought on. But I was reminded by what happene: 
uateenahent and & recite “ The boy stood on the burning deck, whence 
all but he had fied;” for I found that I was not only the only Democrat who 
voted against the resolution, but notwithstanding what my friend from Illinois 
says about New York men, i was the only member from city of New York 
who resisted its consideration. Hence I pauene See are some occasions on 
which the New York men do not hold together on the money question. Per- 
haps it is best to have the discussion. I think it very likely they were right. 
and that I was in trying to resist the discussion; for in a country gov- 
erned by public opi: , it is well that every 
ployments of the ‘should be ventilated ond elsewhere; and any at- 
ion be an error. 


tempt to judgment of the people would in my 
acsitee not consider that the action of the Committee of Ways and Means 
in ~—— this resolution, or of the Committee on Rules in bringing it before 
of war against the administration. If, however, it 


it as w vote of want of confidence in the 
h under other forms of government would 


to the 
change ease the Administration, because the admin I 
ee eae law is expressed by the action of Congress when ap- 
tea toaied. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time this House has been called on 
to express public sentiment on financial questions for the benefit of this 
administration. We have een called. on afhen tn thin Cuigees to clo 
it, and have promptly acted, and always adversely to the views of th: 
Executive and his Cabinet. We were called on by the gentleman 


question affecting the em- 


address Congress. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] will not forget I trust 
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how swift and certain and definite the response was; it was a vote of | not hesitate to go further and like Moses of old abolish the worship of 

want of confidence in advance. I repeat, sir, that the administration | the golden calf, now set up for adoration at the Treasury and ministered 

has never had the confidence and support of the people on financial | to by the order of priesthood now in power. 

questions; nor has it had a majority of this House. Like its ancient prototype it shall be ‘‘ground to powder,’”’ and by 
But that Congress expired, and in the message and reports to this the power of a people whose will is the law. [Applause. ] 

Congress, elected when he was, the questions were again presented. | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, when this Con- 
The greenback was denounced, silver as legal tender as well; though | gress reassembled after its vacation it found that there had been no call 


the people had almost unanimously stood for the Treasury note, and its | of bonds from the time when the Democratic administration assumed 








reissue under the act of 1878, the official report of the Secretary of the | control of the executive government. It also found that there wasa 
Treasury, approved by the President and sent to us, Says: } balance in the Treasury , not subject to any incumbrance, of $71,000,000 
land & Or) F i eeneedl ntomiitinn anbiogh tx ae, 

We are in the presence of 550,000,000 full-tender dollars of gold, and 215,000,000 | 22 & 194,190,500 of » percents outstanding § ubject to Cail. I ane Com 
full-tender silver dollars, the latter number row practically irreducible. mittee on Ways and Means therefore had to consider whether this bal- 
As metallists of both schools condemn all efforts by laws to manufacture a | ance could not be used to diminish the interest-bearing public debt 



















egal-tender equivalent of any nation’s monetary unit out of the paper record of 

_ promise to pay that unit, it here suffices to ailude to that episode in our history 
before showing what the procedure of the Congress of the United States has 
been in making our monetary unit reside in coin, formerly of two metals, lat- 
terly in one metal, and the relation of the bimetallic theory and practice thereto, 
and to our immediate — thesilver-dollar coinage. Indeed, the disparity 
between the two (285: 100— 100: 35) in July, 1864, when Congress tried to compe! 
their ity, is comment enough, from a financial point of view, upon the legal- 
tender laws of February 25, 1862, July 11, 1862, March 3, 1863, and the law of May 
31, 1878; though I can not myself believe the voters of the several States will 
ever decide that their Federal Government holds as sovereign a power to issue 
and reissue Treasury notes and make them a legal tender in payment of private 
debts, as it has to coin money and borrow it. 


Public opinion had thus 1vjfailed to reach or impress them, although 
the Supreme Court had decided, in the cases I have cited, and settled 
the question of power, these officials can not believe that the voters will 
ever decide that the Federal Government holds the power to issue 
Treasury notes and make them alegal tender. 

What can make them believe it? Not one raised from the dead ! 

I doubt whether there is a member here who would brave the public 
opinion in his district, any district in the United States, by proposing 
a bill to destroy the greenback or take from it its legal-tender quality. 

And yet the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] talks about 
the effect of a vote of want of confidence. 

A little later, see. In this Congress, vote after vote has been had 
upon questions involving the policy of continuing the national debt asa 
basis for national ‘bank currency, of issuing silver certificates, ingrait- 
ing that proposal on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and by an over- 
whelming vote, and what difference has it made with the policy of the 
administration ? 

On the direct question of the free coinage of silver public sentiment 
expressed itself and more fully as against the suspension of silver coin- 
age here. But, sir, instead of it having any effect, it seems to have 
hardened the hearts of the Treasury officials; for although the statute 
provides that the standard silver dollar shall be a legal tender for all 
debts and demands, public and private, the Treasury officials deny that 


it is a legal tender in payment of or for the redemption of a Treasury 
note. 


This is well known to many gentlemen who now hear me, as recent 
statements of high officials. 

But, sir, lam giad that a direct issue is presented, and that one so 
high in the councils and confidence of the administration as the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. Hewitt] has so plainly put the proposition 
that this vote, soon to be taken, will express either an indorsement or 
a want of confidence in the financial policy of the administration. 

I ict, sir, that this resolution will be carried overwhelmingly, 
and in the same sentence, that it will not affect the policy of the ad- 
ministration as much as an idle breath! 

No, sir; as admitted by the gentleman, such a vote, which would 
under a limited monarchy lead to a resignation of a ministry and a 


without affecting the public credit. 

When the resolution under consideration was first proposed the ques- 
tion most prominently discussed in this House and the country was the 
silver question, on which each party was divided, and on which the 
present administration and Congress held different opinions. During 
the early months of this administration there were difficulties in the 
management of the Treasury, dangers to the financial condition of the 
country, that were met, overcome, and averted with ability and skill. 
However much we may disagree with some of the views of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and of the Treasurer, however much we may 
criticise policies. which do not entirely meet our approval, yet I take 
this oceasion to express my confidence in their entire fidelity to their 
public trusts, in their purpose to maintain the public credit, and their 
obedience to the law as they understand and construe it. 

That great Department has had few Secretaries at its head who will 
hereafter rank higher than Daniel Manning. It isa mostintricateand 
complicated department; with its many bureaus and divisions, a vast 
machine; and it now requires an executive ability far beyond what was 
once demanded to supervise the numerous subordinate chiefs; and when 
to this immense labor and responsibility is. added the higher duty 
imposed to manage the financial policy of the country, it is in- 
deed a position to be accepted only from an imperative sense of duty. 
But whatever had been those embarrassments, they had been removed; 
whatever had been those dangers, they were over; and however we dif- 
fered on the silver question, the facts then were that we had outstand- 
ing subject to our call $194,190,500 of 3 percents, and in the Treasury, 
according to the present mode of making the Treasury statement, a 
clear balance of $71,018,872.23; that in addition to this sum was $23,- 
323,275.52 of minor and fractional silver coin; $53,638,417.54 held under 
sections 5222-5225 Revised Statutes, acts of June 20, 1874, and July 12, 
1882, and $100,000,000 held for redemption of national Treasury notes, 
an aggregate of $252,980, 565.29. 

The $53,638,417.54 was held under acts which were differently con- 
strued. The minor and fractional silver coin was not available for 
the public debt, but it is an asset to give credit; and moreover it is not 
proper in Congress to longer refuse to enact such legislation as will 
utilize this idle sum; and it was believed that if the policy of the pay- 
ment of the surplus upon the public debt was adopted it would force 
this legislation. There has, as is well known, always been adifference 
of opinion as to whether the act of July 12, 1882, required $100,000,- 
000 in gold to be held for the redemption of Treasury notes, but it was 
not considered necessary to settle that difference in adopting this pol- 
icy. This $100,000,000 surely would aid if not secure the maintenance 
oi the public credit. So that after leaving these questions open and set- 
tang apart these three sums of $28,323,275.52, minor and fractional 
coin, $53,638,417 54 for the redemption of national-bank notes, and 
| $100,000,000 for reserve, there remained on December 31, 1885, the 
new election, in this Government of ours, in theory, of the people, will | sum of $71,018,872.23 for a working balance and the payment of the 
not, I venture the prediction, cause a ripple, unless of derision of our | 3 percents. 
action in the two buildings at the other end of the Avenue! The joint resolution now pending before the House was pending be- 

We shall see. I confess to an eager curiosity to see the effect of this | foré the committee, and on the 30th of January that balance had in- 
vote, and ask gentlemen to watch it with me. creased to seventy-nine millions. It was believed by those who were 

Our experience in the past will be repeated in the near future, in the | in favor of it that the estimate made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
contest between the interests of the banks, the capitalists, and those | that the income of the Government would be three hundred and fifteen 
with fixed incomes, and the will of the masses of the people, in this | millions was an underestimate by at least twenty millions. It was 





instance the people must yield again; of that I feelsure. The holdersof | further believed that the accumulations of revenue over and above daily 
the greenback need not have, nor have they, any fear as to their security. | expenditures would be so great that ten millions a month could be paid 
The i tt resources of this great nation, all the elements of wealth | without seriously diminishing the baiance of seventy-nine millions. It 


within it, the productive energies cf the best people on the globe, and | was further believed, whether there was any pledge in political plat- 
the pledged faith of that people with whom national honor is a prom- | forms or not, that it was the duty of the party in power to relieve as 
inent characteristic, all unite in the guarantee that the Treasury note | rapidly as it could every burden that was upon the neck of industry and 
is worth its face and ever will be. to reduce every permanent source of expenditure, so that every reform 

But what is needed now, sir, is a recognition on the part of the ex- | that was possible might be made in the absence of a great public debt. 
ecutive officers of the Government that they are not above the law, but | It was further believed that the first postulate of true financial dealiag 
subordinate to the will of the people expressed in these Halls ina con- | was the payment of the public debt; that to this should be squared 
stitutional manner. every other question; that to this should be subjected the consideration 

The time will come, slowly possibly but none the less surely, when | of every other financial problem; that the debt of the country was 1s 
some of the people instead of fearing to lay his hand on | no sense a blessing; that its constant, gradual, and, as far as practica- 
the surplus in the Treasury, instead of being guilty (I quote from the | ble, rapid payment was the first necessity of true financial manage- 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and call his attention to | ment—not so rapidly as to ereate revulsion; not so rapidly as to disturb 
my simile) “‘of an act of impiety approaching that in the olden time of | the parity in value of the different kinds of money—gold, silver, and 
laying hands by the unsanctified upon the ark of the covenant,’’ will | paper; not so rapidly as to permit the continuance of the unequal bur- 
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dens which ought to be removed from the tax-payer, but always keep- 
ing in view as theobject of the party in power and of the country under 
any administration the payment of the public debt. 

Now, we were confronted with this state of the case: an outstanding 
public debt of $194,000,000, subject to call, bearing interest; an accu- 
mulation over and above daily expenditures at the rate of more than 
$8,000,000 per month; and this going on through the spring into the 
summer. So the resolution was reported and allowed to remain on 
the Calendar. We disagreed in thatcommittee. The able gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt], beside whom I have the pleasure of 
sitting and whose companionship during the last seven months has been 
one of the most delightful features of my short public service, from 
whose vast stores of information I have derived a pleasure and profit 
which will always be to me a source of gratification, predicted the same 
alarming result that he has predicted to-day. 

We had an opportunity to put side by side the operation of practical 
execution with prophetic disaster; for the Secretary of the Treasury be- 
gan to call $10,000,000 of the bonds monthly. For one, I was willing 
to allow the predictions made to be tested by the experiment. If we 
were correct, each month would show that the balance would be but 
slightly reduced; that the $10,000,000 would be paid out of the accu- 
mulated and the returning revenues of the Government; that as this 
money, like therain, fell upon the country it would, like that rain, 
be drawn up and restored to the reservoir in the Treasury to be again 
poured out; so that there would be but a slight diminution of this bal- 
ance. Has that been the result? By the 30th of June $50,000,000 
had been called—$10,000,000 on the Ist of February, $10,000,000 on 
the Ist of March, $10,000,000 on the Ist of April, $10,000,000 on the 
1st of May, and $10,000,000 on the Ist of June. 

Now, let us look at the balances. On the 30th of January, before 
these payments had been made, the amount was $79,687,862; at the 
end of February, a short mouth, after the first call $72,298,202; at the 
close of March, $76,381,099; on the 30th of April, $77,330,999; on the 
29th of May, $76,142,611, and on the 30th of June, $75,191,109. Thus 
we have $4,000,000 of diminution from the 30th of January to the 
30th of June; and from the 27th of February to the 30th of June, 

2,892,000 of increase. So much of the public debt paid, so mach of 
the burden of interest removed, financial credit more firmly established, 
and an increment of $2,892,000. 

This is the practical test. This is what has been done. If on the 
27th of February this resolution had been called up for argument my 
distinguished and eloquent friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT] would 
have made the same speech in substance that he has made to-day. He 
would have said, ‘$10,000,000 will go month after month, until finally 
the $70,000,000 balance will have disap nd you will be face to 
face with silver, with disaster and ruin.’’ We said to him, ‘‘Nay; not 
so. Thisis no bank. This is the ruling power of the country; that 
is taxing at the rate of $1,000,000 aday. This is not a loan machine, 
which can only pay to the borrower the amount which its depositors 
may bring in, and has no means of recovering money except by the 
payments of the borrower; this is a vast tax-gathering machine, which 
from day to day brings in from new resources—not those which have 
gone out—nearly $1,000,000, a sum sufficient, after paying daily ex- 
penditures, to meet this payment.”’ 

That is the practical result of the figures to-day. Of course, I take 
it for granted there is not a gentleman on this floor who would hesitate 
about the adoption of thisresolution but forother considerations. Some 
say this will force the bonds to be paid in silver. Ido notcare to enter 
into that argument. My colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock], to whom I always listen with profound 
attention, holds that we are bound by certain excerpts from letters of 
the late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Sherman, in which he said to 
Mr. August Belmont certain things. I do not consider the extracts 
from that correspondence as warranting the construction which the gen- 
tleman puts upon them; nor doI understand the act of 1870 as the gen- 
tleman from New York does. I understand that act to reserve an op- 
tion on the part of the Government to pay its bonds in gold or silver 
of the standard value of the date of the act; but that is only a part of 
the reservation. It is not only an option by the Government; it isa 
limitation upon the Government. 

Standing as that Congress did, looking back through the horrors of 
the war and the financial experiences of that time, remembering what 
had occurred before the war when all seemed smiling and hopeful and 
peaceful, and how suddenly, like a thunderbolt, there came that great 
political convulsion, and with it its financial troubles—looking forward 
through the life of a generation, or two generations, which these bonds 
would have to run, that Congress put in not merely an option, but a 
limitation upon the Government. They said tothecreditors who should 
hereafter purchase and hold those bonds, ‘‘ We will not subject you to 
the fluctuations of the future, we will not subject you to the caprices 
of Congress, we will not subject you to the subtle and unknown powers 
of the laws of commerce, we will not subject you to that still more un- 
certain factor, the exhaustion of silver and gold mines, with the possi- 
bility of the discovery of new mines of one or the other metals; but 
adopting an inflexible standard, so far as a human standard can be in- 
flexible, we fix as the value of the payment of these bonds the coins 


which are now legal.’? Whether these bonds to-day are to be paid in 
gold, gold being as 100 to 75 compared with silver, or whether in 1907, 
when silver may be better than gold, they shall be paid in silver, is a 
question I am willing to leave where the law leaves it—to the discre- 
tion of the executive department of the Government, under the power 
of this Congress to see that the public faith is preserved. 

There was no doubt about this. I only give the opinion of the At- 
torney-General. The very same volume from which my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. Hiscock] took the two excerpts of letters of Mr. 
Sherman contains the opinion of Attorney-General Devens, in which he 
says Mr. Sherman had no power to write on the face of these bonds any 
recital except payment in coin of the standard value in 1870. 

I will append to my remarks the letter of Mr. Sherman to Mr. Dev- 
ens and the official opinion of Mr. Devens, to show the Government of 
the United States through its proper officer submitted that question at 
that very time to the proper official of the Government, and that official 
gave the very opinion upon which I stand to-day. 

No letter to Mr. Belmont, no Jetter of the Secretary to any banker 
can set aside that official opinion of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, nor vary the provisions of the law which bound that Secretary, 
and all other Secretaries to pay those bonds in coin of thestandard value 
at the date of the act which authorized the issue of the bonds. The 
terms of that act form part of the contract between the Government 
and bondholders. 

So I care not to enter further into that discussion. Nor do I care to 
enter into discussion about the national banks. I have no fear that 
the national banks will not be able to take care of themselves. 

One hundred and six millions of dollars of $136,000,000 now out- 
standing of the 3 percents are already in the vaults of the Treasury 
held to protect circulation of the national banks. All thatis necessary 
isa mere change of security for these banks—the purchase of other 
bonds to take the place of these bonds. This will be gradually done. 
There will be a slight loss of interest to the banks. At the present 
premium on 4 percents an investment in them will pay about 2} per 
cent. per annum instead of 3 per cent. This difference will not of it- 
self cause contraction. 

Of course there will be some contraction of national-bank currency. 
How much no one can foresee. That will depend upon whether we 
have revival of business; whether money being more plentiful will be 
more profitable; whether there will be a larger interest for active cap- 
ital, or whether there will bea demand for money. It is the activity 
rather than the amount of money that will regulate this. When men 
are very busy and enterprises are profitable money is sought by the 
active and enterprising and interest cheerfully paid. When ready sale 
at profitable prices is found for the products of the farm and factory, 
when wages are paid for full days’ work on fabrics sold at a fair profit, 
then the banks find no trouble in loaning all the currency they can 
control. A short crop abroad, a large crop here, or the reverse, are 
factors here. 

But in any event the problem of what shall be done with national- 
bank notes under the steady decrease of the national debt must some 
day be met and answered. We must pay that debt,and its payment 
must not be suspended until we answer that question. When the banks 
realize that the bonds are to be called in as rapidly as practicable they 
willfurnish some reasonable answer. I have no doubt that their finan- 
cial skill is sufficient for the settlement of this question. 

I insert here a letter from Mr. Trenholm, Comptroller of the Currency, 
a most accomplished officer, of rare attainments, and for whom, although 
I do not agree with some of his views, I have the most sincere respect, 
exhibiting what bonds are held by the Treasurer to secure the circula- 
tion of the national banks: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFrFiceE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 
Washington, July 12, 1886. 

Dear Sre: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of this 
date and in reply to send you the following statement in answer to the second 
interrogatory contained therein : 

United States bonds held by the Treasurer to secure the circulation of national 
banks at the close of business July 10, 1886, are as follows: 


SE Rs ST BE. BO Wi nciceninsccentesttcattdiceepscecs vocces shocsewnseunntteited $106, 773, 600 
SGT CE, CORBIS OF BE ccrceccesteccecsms cxsencnscesenientenvecccsste covece cvsveesvereqvee 114, 212, 500 
4} funded loan of 1891........... ecanatmessin eoueses: . 60,831,700 


6 pér cent. Pacific Railroad ........csscsscsssccsscsescsecssssecessevsesessssersecevecsee 3,905, 
275, 382, 800 
The answers to the remaining interrogatories will form the subject of a com- 
——— from the office of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
ery 


— W. L. TRENHOLM, Comptroller. 

Hon, W. C. P. Breckixerper, House of Representatives. 

The change from $106,773,600 in 3 percents to 4 or 4} percents under 
monthly calls of $10,000,000 will be gradually accomplished through 
fourteen months from now, for it will require at least fourteen months, 
perhaps longer, to call in the outstanding 3 percents. This ehange so 
gradually done can not seriously affect the financial enterprises of 4 
people possessing a circulation of over $1,500,000,000. The call of 
these bonds means also the outputof $10,000,000 monthly. This sam 
must seek investment; its owners need the interest to live on. My 
colleague from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is alarmed at the predicted 
return from abroad of American securities. He may dismiss his fears. 
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They will not be returned; but all that are returned and are valuable 
will find purchasers. 

Neither he nor my friend [Mr. Hewitt] gives due allowance to one 
cause for idle money. For years the world has been absorbing all its 
“ae in railroad building, in opening new lines of transporta- 
tion, 





constructing the appliances fortrade. The facilities for com- 
merce in many parts of the world thus created are sufficient for many 
years to come. The money-holders of the world have not yet found 
other enterprises into which they can put their capital. I commend to 
these gentlemen the late report of the Commissioner of Labor, a most 
suggestive and valuable report; and I venture to ask pardon for saying | 
the report of an able man, not yet quite sound, but on the highway to 
orthodoxy. I therefore am not willing to suspend the reduction of the 
public debt because the call of the 3 percents may contract the na- 
tional-bank currency. 

Another matter I wish to notice: Both the gentlemen from New York 
[Mr. Hewitr and Mr. Hiscock] say the $70,000,000 we hold for the 
national banks constitute a trust fund, belonging to the banks. This 
resolution does not touch that question. It may be so, and it may not 
beso. ‘This sum consists of four distinct classes; $10,445,114 is the 5 

cent. fund held for the redemption of national-bank notes, and is 
part of the legal reserve held by those banks to secure deposits, and 
stands on an entirely different footing from the $60,146,726.85, which 
consists of three distinct funds. Deposits of ‘‘lawful money”’ are 
made for the redemption of national banks which have “‘ failed,’ of 
national banks in process of ‘‘ liquidation’’ or reducing circulation, and 
of banks which have renewed their charters and have not been able to 
call in all their notes outstanding at the time of the renewal. 

Of all deposits under the act of 1882 the gains belong to the Gov- 
ernment. - Bankers claim that the gains on other deposits ought to 
belong to the banks. Did they not get dollar for dollar when they 
loaned their dollar across the counter? They sold that dollar to the 
borrower and that dollar has been paid back, if not by that dollar by 
some other dollar, and they are not the losers of it. Whether the 
Government is or is not the beneficiary of these gains is a question I 
am willing to remit to the future for settlement, when by process of 
time itcan be definitely ascertained what ‘‘the gains’’ are. This may 
require some years, 

That fand has been increased. Itis steadily increasing. There need 
be no alarm, the monthly increase will be larger than the monthly 
withdrawal. I hold in my hand the statement of December 31, 1885, 
when it was $53,638,417. In June, 1886, six months afterward, it was 
$70,693,820, showing an increase of $17,000,000. It is therefore not a 
liability to be afraid of. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in what sense do these gentlemen mean that this 
isa ‘trust’? fund? Do they mean that the identical money deposited 
is set apart and held separately asa ‘‘trust fund?’’ Surely not, for this 
has never been and isnotnow done. Do they mean that any separate, 
specific sum is held for this fand? Surely not, for this has never been 
s0. Dothey mean that the United States is under obligation to redeem 
in lawful money when presented any of the national-bank notés for the 
redemption of which this deposit has been made? Then weagree. This 
is a debt, an obligation, and the Government must be ready to meet it, 
must be ready to thus redeem on presentation, precisely as a bank must 
pay the check of a depositor on presentation; and a reserve, calculated 
on precisely similiar principles, must be held for that purpose. This 
is all of that. Now by experience we know that the monthly deposit 
is larger than the monthly redemption; and we can not be frightened 
by this. But the resolution leavesthatsum untouched. The balance 
of which it is that residue after this sum has been set apart as 
a liability. And this answers all said on that subject. 

It has said that this is a vote of want of confidence in the Presi- 
dent and his administration. I united in the report of the Committee 
on Ways and Means that this resolution be adopted, in no partisan spirit; 

I shall discuss it now in no partisan spirit. I know not how gentlemen 
know what are the views of the President on thissubject. In his cour- 
age, his sincerity, and his sense of duty I have implicit confidence. He 
will discharge his duty as his conscience commands; so will we; and a 
vote here can never be construed to mean more nor less than thus did 
duty require. 

During this debate the question has been asked, what shall be done 
as to the sinking fund when all the 3 percents are called? As this 
can not be done until a new Congress, fresh from a new election, as- 
sembles, I remit that question to that Congress. 

It seems clear that this Congress will not revise the tariff, and there- 
fore will not reduce taxation. The sum required for the sinking fund 
and the excess of revenues over expenditures the past fiscal year ex- 
ceeded $90,000,000. At the present rates of taxation this aggregate 
will be greater at the expiration of this fiscal year. Entering the year 
with a balance of $75,191,107, the country will not accept as an excuse 
for ing the payment of an interest-bearing debt that we were 
—_ ity as to what was wise to enact concerning the disposition 
of the sinking fund in 1888. Let us discharge the duty of to-day, and 
trust our successors with the discharge of the duties of their day. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit other considerations. I believe 
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gold and silver ought to be kept together, if possible. I am sincerely 
a bimetallist. I donot want to obliterate silver from the money metals 
of the world. As commodities gold wil! bring more in the market than 
silver. It was notalways so; it may notalways beso. For years Con- 
gress has declared that silver shall be held to be money; this is ‘‘ the law 
of the land.’? But this imposes on Congress the duty of doing all pos- 
sible to keep the parity of values. And it is also the duty of all execu- 
tive and administrative officers to recognize this ‘‘law of the land,’’ and 
to so manage, if it be possible, the financial matters intrusted to them 
as to maintain this parity. Thiscan bedoneat least formonths. The 
same policy of payment pursued since February 1 will have precisely 
the same result. 

Not a dollar of silver would be paid. The payments will be in this 
way as in the last five months: Checks on banks will be sent to the 
places where there are bond-holders or other persons holding certifi- 
cates of Government indebtedness, and the sums thus paid, being 
necessary for the payment of a million dollars a day of customs and of 
taxes, will instantly be paid back through the custom-house or the in- 
ternal-revenue offices precisely as was the case in July. Four million 
dollars were paid on the Ist of July as part of the sinking fund. Now, 
there have been paid into the Treasury since that time in the shape of 
customs duties $6,098,000, from internal-revenue sources $4,155,000, 
and miscellaneous sums increasing the aggregate to about $11,000,000 
since July 1, and I am informed that in addition to that sum over 
$1,200,000 have been this day paid into the Treasury. 

Four millions of dollars were paid out for that portion of the expend- 
itures involved in the sinking fund, and $11,000,000 returned to re- 
place it. If we will not make these payments, nevertheless taxes must 
come in. These taxes must come into the Treasury either from that 
or from some other source. Every dollar we lock up and keep locked 
up in the Treasury must be, for taxing purposes, replaced by some other 
dollar gathered from some other source. 

I contend, Mr. Chairman, that this Government has no power to 
hold any more dollars in its Treasury than are necessary for the pro- 
tection of the public credit; and I contend further that it has been shown 
by this experiment that the public debt can be thus reduced. But be- 
sides that there is a growing feeling throughout the country that in 
some way the Government must have a certain amount of good inter- 
est-bearing securities to be the basis of investments, and for savings- 
banks and for other institutions of like character; that for some reason, 
out of some construction of the Constitution, we must have in some way 
some large amount of debt in the shape of good securities to be the basis 
of banking and of investments. For one, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
have that conviction forever taken from the public mind. We ought 
not for a moment to attempt to consider the possibility that our securi- 
ties shall be permanent as a debt on the labor of the nation. 

Debt is never wealth. It is always the representative of past ex- 
penditure. It is the difference between that which a man was able to 
give and that which he promised to give for some past investment or 
expenditure. Let us as we get wealthier pay off these debts. Let us 
strive to separate taxation from debt by having no debt. Let us get 
ready by our payments to reform the tariff, to revise its inequalities, 
to free ourselves from the internal-revenue system, to relieve every in- 
dustrial burden under which we groan, to make new and favorable 
conditions for labor, and try to get rid of all the objections which grow 
out of a public debt. Let the people free themselves from these obli- 
gations, so that they may need no larger revenue than is necessary to » 
administer justice, to protect the citizen, to defend the country from 
foreign invasion. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I look forward with abiding hope, not for myself but 
for my children, toa day when this great land of ours, stretching from 
sea to sea and not from lake to Gulf, but taking the lakes in our em- 
brace and holding the Gulf as our mare clausum, shall owe no indebted- 
ness, when no man shall have in his possession an obligation over the 
signature of the United States of America. [Applause.] I want to 
pay all our debt according to its tenor for whatever purpose it was issued, 
for whatever object it was created. Let us pay it, too, as promptly as 
we can, and let the country and the world know that we are going to 
pay it as fast as the resources are in our possession with which to do 
it. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has five minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I shall reserve the five min- 
utes, having promised to yield that time during tie discussion to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

I append extract from a letter from C. N. Jordan, esq., Treasurer. 




























































TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1877. 

Srr: I beg leave to call your attention to, and ask your opinion upon, the fol- 
lowing questions growing out of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, to wit: 

Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 per cent. bonds about to be issued that 
they shall be redeemable in coin of the present standard value; that is, the 
standard value at the date of their issue, or must it be the date of the law? 

I submit a statement prepared by Hon. H. F. French, assistant Secretary, hay- 
ing reference to the laws. 

It may become important to the public interests to make the new bonds payable 
in coin of the present standard; that is,gold coin, Some doubts have been ex- 
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pressed upon whether poor ious bonds issued under acts , posed prior to 1873 
are not legally payable in silver coin. This question may become important, as 
any doubt upon the legal terms of a public security affects its value. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secrelary. 
Hon. Cuanies Devens, 4tlorney-General. 


—_— 


DEPARTMENT OF JusTicE, Washington, April 26, 1877. 

Sim: In answer to your ~~ of the 2ist instant, req my opinion upon 
the following question out of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, to wit, 

‘Can I stipulate in ates a the 4 per cent. about to be issued that 

they shall be redeemable Se cine the present value, that is, the standard value 
at oe of their issue, or must it be the date of the law, * | have the honor 
to re 

The - provides for the issue of bonds “ redeemable in coin of the poet 
standard vaine.”” The word “ present” undoubtedly refers as a matter of date 
to the time when the act was passed,and -“— to the time when the bonds were 
thereafter issued. It contemplated that a long period would elapse before it 
would finally be carried into effect, and that changes in the coinage of the coun- 
—— occur during that period. 

/hatever changes in the coi should occur, these bonds were, however, to 
be redeemed in coin of the stan value as at the date of the act. 
By this provision the holder was guarded against any depreciation that might 
take place in the value of the coin,and the Government would not be com- 
pelled to pay the additional value should the coinage be All the 

under the act were to stand alike, no matter what was the date when 
such bonds were issued. Each was to be redeemable in coin which was included 
in the authorized coinage of the country at the date referred to, it being of the 
standard value as it then existed. Since the law was passed, no has 
taken place in the standard value of the coin. It is understood that there has 
been a certain change in the eotnnans of the country, and that silver dollars have 
now ceased to exist practi as coin. 

It has been further provided by the statute of February 12,1873 (Revised Stat- 
utes, sections 3585-6) that “ the silver coins of the United States shall be a legal 
tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $ in any one pay- 
ment.” 

Notwithstanding this practical change in the coinage of the country, and the 
passage of this act in regard to legal tenders,the form of bond to be issued by 
you should not be changed so far as the mode in which it is to be redeemed is 
concerned, It was not intended that this should be varied according to the 
changes which might be made in the coinage, because a definite rule was given 
by reference to the coin of a particular date. That which will pay the bonds 
noes tofore issued under this act will pay the bonds which you may hereafter 

issue. 

It can not be authoritatively said that the words “ pa in coin” or “ pay- 
able in gold’ are equivalent to the words used by Re statute. Even if this 
leaves open for discussion the question whether bonds issued under this act are 
or are not redeemable in silver coin of the character and standard which existed 
July 14, 1870, it is not a doubt which it is in your power to remedy by the use of 
words in the bond other than: those which this statute 

While I comprehend the difficulty suggested a _s letter and the conven- 
fence that there might be in removing any this matter, I am, 
therefore, of opinion that it would not be bonds, except as re- 
deemable in coin of the standard bmg of July in om 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant 
” CHAS, DEVENS, Attorney-General. 
Hon, Jouw Suremay, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Treasury or tux Usrrep Srarsas, Washington, July 12, 1886. 


Six: Your letter of the 12th instant is before me, asking— 
First. What is the number of 3 per cent. bonds Lou edistanting. cll of éhis 
called for and not 


number how many have been not presented ? 
Second. What number of bonds of each issue of 3 percents, 4} percents, and 4 
percents is ited by national banks to secure national-bank 


depos ? 
Third, What was the total cash cash in the Treasury July 10,and of what: this 
cash consist ? 


fn What have been thedaily receipts of the Treasury during the month 
of July? 


To the first question I reply as follows: 
Amount of 3 per cent. bonds outstanding, to > aa a, $147, 834, 950 
Of this amount bonds of the one hundred and thirty-eighth 

BOR GHS WEE BRIEES 0, Bi eenencmeensenariaremmnens 


4,007,700 
8 per cent. bonds called’ — ene not sinter a for pay- 


ment.. it enccousstetinetss 7, 770, 200 
11, 777, 900 

Saas... 

OO EEE ALTE EA 


To the second: 
Currency 6's 
Four and one-halfs.. 





50, $21, 700 
4 pervents .. . 
3 percents 783, 
OEE ceravaiccerenseesenisbteidideeirabcmnmitinsatpermmmemneeeann 





To the third: 
Total cash in Treasury July 10, 1886: 






United States motes ..........cccecsseeses Ruonqupoapnigmngnspisinnmemeemnnpicauiitiiiiie 35, 998, 623 
National-bank notes ...... wlio om 296, 309 
SRURRRIIE GEDUGNE WERE sien ccinessmmrecstntntinsnnne: abtnnubinnnaiitntiy peaieel 180, 908, 221 
Gold coin... ae 189,877,431 
Subsidiary ‘silvercoin .. ntuntlp 28, 786, 635 
Gold certificates....... wwe 62,414,110 
Silver certificates .... side 27,529, 320 
SG RR eittnittcinenennctsmacnntnascinasitasiduitisiitiniael Jccconsccssccsece SRS ERE 
Silver bullion .. naipanigineietenguneuntinbiaien 3,547, 831 
Minor coin . weaeehbenmanianndi 360, 
In national-bank ‘depositaries .. 11, 994, 308 
Total . 673, 845, 683 


A copy 0 of th apy has = forwarded to the Seieaniils of the Stine 

C. N. JORDAN, Treasurer United Siates. 

of prerentetiocs, 

Mr. Chairman, this resolution, coming as it does 
Government addressed 


from a Democratic majority in one branch of the 
toa Democratic Executive in control of another branch of the Govern- 


Hon. Witz1am C. ¥, peeep 


Mr. McKINLEY, 


ment, is, tosay the least, very exceptional and most remarkable, It is 
a proposition coming from a majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means which is in political aceord with the present President of the 
United States, and will undoubtedly receive the approval of the ma- 
jority on the other side of the Chamber. It is a proposition to compel 
the President of the United States and bis Secretary of the Treasury 
to do that which they have always had the power to do, that which 
they now have authority to do under section 2 of the act of March 3 
1881. 

The administration, which is in accord with the committee that 1 
ports this resolution, has been in power sixteen months. When it camc 
into power it found the following section on the statute-books of t): 
country: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he may con- 
sider proper, to the purchase or redemption of the United States bonds. 


Not only has the Secretary of the Treasury the power to call in and 
pay off the bonds the moment they are redeemable, but he has the 
power under that section of the statute to go into the money markets 
of the world, wherever our bonds are held, and buy them, even if they 
are not yet matured. And yet in sixteen months a Democratic ad- 
ministration, with the expressed and confessed authority to do it, has 
called but fifty-eight millions of Government bonds for redemption, and 
leaves oustanding to-day one hundred and forty millions or more of the 
5 percents extended, now known as the 3 percents, whieh are redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the Government. 

It is not to be wondered at, Mr. Chairman, that with a record like 
this, in view of the professions that have heretofore been made by the 
Democratic party, in view of their declarations in platform and upon 
public rostrum in favor of the distribution of the surplus for the pay- 
ment of Government bonds, characterizing the Republican party, as they 
have repeatedly done, as dishonest for keeping the es in the public 
Treasury—lI say it is not surprising, in view of the record made by its 
own administration, that the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, under the leadership of the leader of one wing of the Democratic 
party, should insist that the President of the United States and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should keep the pledges which they made to the 
people. And it is all the more suggestive and trying to these Demo- 
cratic friends of ours, Mr. Chairman, when they look back tothe record 
made by the Republican party on this very subject, a record that we 
commenced making from the very close of the war, and of which al! 
of us are justly proud, which the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
frank enough to say had paid over twelve hundred millions of pub- 
lic indebtedness since the conclusion of hostilities and the reign of 
peace. I say it is not surprising, looking at the record the Republican 
party had made and then looking at the first sixteen months of record 
made by a Democratic administration, that the two wings of the Demo- 
cratic on this floor—in the language of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania—should flap together and demand the President should pay 
out some of this surplus on the public bonds of the country, no matter 
what consequences would follow. 

Lookattherecord. In 1881, two years after the resumption of specie 
payments, the Republican Secretary of the Treasury called in one hun- 
dred and twenty-one millions of Government bonds, and paid them o/!. 
In 1882, the Republican Secretary of the Treasury called in ene hun- 
dred and seventy-three millions of Government bonds and paid them 
off. In 1883 the same Secretary called in eighty-six millions; and in 
1884 over seventy millions of the Government bonds were paid off and 
canceled. In your first sixteen months you have paid off $58,133,000. 
We averaged in the last four years $153,000,000 every sixteen months, 
and you have made a record of but fifty-eight millions in the same 
length oftime. It is not to be marveled at that the Democratic ma- 
jority here smart under such a contrast and have become impatient 
with its own administration and distrustful of its capacity for finan- 
cial 


management. 

There is another remarkable feature to which I desire to call atten- 
tion in this connection. When a Republican Secretary of the Treasury 
was calling in these numerous sums and canceling the bonds we had 
no such us in the i as you haveto-day. In 1880 we 
had but $141,000,000; and in that one hundred and forty-one millions 
were included twenty-six millions of fractional silver coin which are no‘ 
included in the surpius reported by the present Secretary of the Treasury. 
although he reports as on hand more than twenty-nine millions of such 
coin, which he does not regard as available. In 1881, when we calle! 
in one | and -three millions of bonds, in November 0! 
that year there was but $100,069,000 in the Treasury remaining aficr 
that vast payment. In November, 1882, we had one hundred and sixt y- 
six millions of a surplus, including the fractional coin, and during that 
year we called in $86,581,000. In November, 1883, we had one hun- 
dred and thirty-four millions of a surplus, and through that year called 
in $70,000,000. To-day, according to the report of the Treasurer of tlic 
United States, a exclusiveof fractional silver coin, over $75,000, - 
000. Why doesnot the administration of Grover Cleveland pay out that 
balanceupen the publicdebt? There are one hundred and forty millions 
due and pa Folger said, in his annual report of 1545, 
if the estimated receipts should continue all the 3 percents could be 
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paid off in three and one-half years, and before the close of the fiscal 
year June 30,1887. One hundred and forty millions are yet out- 
standing, and but six months of these three and one-half years are yet 

i Why they have not been paid some one on the other side 
close to the administration should be able to tell us. 

Some gentlemen of the majority in the confidence of the administra- 
tion ought to explain to us why the Secretary does not exercise the dis- 
cretion given him by the statute and distribute the surplus. There 
must be some valid reason for it, some controlling reason, which those 
charged with the management of our financial affairs know and realize 
better than wecan. The Secretary has got the power to doit now, full 
and complete, asI haveshown you by publiclaw. I believe thatdiscre- 
tion ought to be left with the executiveofficers of theGovernment. I 
believe itto be a wise discretion. I believe it to bea judicious thing to 
give the officers charged with the management of the financial affairs 
of the Government, charged by the people, the power to call the bonds 
or withhold a call for bonds whenever the condition of the Treasury 
will permit the oneor the other. The hands of the President and Sec- 
retaryshould not be tied; they should have full power to act under the 
laws as they are, and then held to the highest responsibility and strict- 
est accountability. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, unless the amendment I offered at the be- 
ginning of this discussion, and another amendment which will be offered 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rexp], and still another which will 
be presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], shall 
be adopted by this House, I shall feel constrained to give a negative 
vote on the resolution presented by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Of course we can not help, I can not help, no gentlemen on this side can 
help, the Democratic party voting to-day a want of confidence in its own 
administration. Wecan not prevent you from passing a vote of condem- 
nation on the President of the United States and his Secretary, and that 
is what this resolution means if it becomes a law, and that is what you 
are doing when you vote for it. 

Why, think of it, Mr. Chairman! A Republican Secretary of the 
Treasury presided over the financial affairs of this Government from 
1861 to 1885, a period of twenty-four years, and no such proposition as 
thisever passed. A Republican Secretary of the Treasury was in charge 
from 1875 until 1885, covering the years of resumption, a period of more 
that ten years; eight years of that time the Democratic party had con- 
trol of this House. The Republican Secretary of the Treasury exer- 
cised discretion under the act of March 3, 1881, and a Democratic 
House, with a majority larger than you have to-day, never thought of 
taking that discretion away from the Republican President or the Re- 
publican Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Did you ever passa resolution to compél the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out the surplus ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I introduced the proposition and sent it to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and I never could get itout. [Laugh- 
ter. 

tr. McKINLEY. Exactly. 

Mr. MORRISON. I offered it in the House of Representatives and 
had the support of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
in an attempt to pass it, but was kept from passing it by a point of order 
coming from the Republican side of the House. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes; but you never passed it. You had control 
of the House; you had the Committee on Rules; you could have fixed 
a time for considering it, just as you fixed a time for considering it in 
this Congress; you had a larger majority then than youhavenow. But, 
whatever you may have done in the committee, whatever you may have 
attempted to do on the floor of the House, one thing is certain, you 
never did pass a resolution taking away that discretion from the Repub- 
lican President and the Republican Secretary of the Treasury. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I was prevented by the co-operation of Democrats 
with that side of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That is, the two wings of the Democratic party 
were not in harmony, and one wing, with the aid of the Republicans, 

revented you from taking away that statutory discretion from the 
Republican Secretary of the Treasury. But now that you have got 
the Presidency; now that you have got the administration of the Treas- 
ury Department, both wings of the Democratic party ‘‘ flap together ”’ 
in ing a Democratic Secretary and a Democratic President of 
the United States for not calling in the bonds and absorbing the sur- 
plus. And this is not to be wondered at, Mr. Chairman. Why, the 
paign of 1884 was waged and won upon the howl raised all over 
this country that the Republicans had $400,000,000 of idle surplus in 
the Treasury, and would not pay the honest debts of the Government. 

Governor Hendricks, it is alleged, said that all over the West. I 
ve no doubt that my greenback friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
it all over his State. I know that the distinguished gentleman 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in his famous speech at Nashville, 
» when he was making that triumphal tariff march through the 
[laughter], I remember that when he was making that grand 
from Atlanta to the sea [renewed laughter], carrying the ban- 
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ner of protection, he said there were three hundred millions of surplus 
in the public Treasury and that the administration of Grover Cleve- 
land would take it out and pay the public debt with it. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam beginning in thatdirectionnow. [Applause 


on the Democratic side. } 


Mr. McKINLEY. Yes; you are beginning, but you are beginning 


sixteen months after your administration has failed to do it [applause 
on the Republican side], and you have not got very far yet. { Laugh- 
ter.] Supposing this resolution passes this House, supposing it passes 
the Senate, to give it any force it must have the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and by this resolution you are asking that 
the President shall do what for sixteen months he has refused to do. 


He will lay down the pen, which with him within the last few weeks 


has been mightier than the sword [laughter], and will refuse to sign 
your resolution, or he will take up a fresh and newly sharpened pen 
and use it; he will veto your joint resolution if half the disturbance 
would follow its execution which the officials in the Treasury predict, 
and the surplus will still remain in the Treasury to be paid whenever 
and in such sums as in his wisdom and that of the Secretary will be 
within the line of safety. I hesitate to join even with the Democrats 
in taking away from their administration a discretion which Repub- 
lican administrations have always enjoyed. 1 would want that discre- 
tion continued if we still had the administration, and if is to be taken 
away from yours without qualification or condition it must be your act, 
notmine, If this is a mere play of politics, if it is a mere play for pos- 
tion, you are welcome to it, gentiemen;,when your own Secretary of 
the Treasury solemnly tells the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, in an official communication, that if this resolution passes 
it will impair the public credit, will shake public confidence, will de- 
stroy the good financial name which we have enjoyed so long, thanks to 


Republican fidelity, that it will leave no working balance for the great 


transactions of the Government, if that is any solace or comfort in 
your afiliction we cheerfully grant it to yon; when he says another 
thing, that this resolution means trenching upon the one hundred mill- 
ions which is kept asa redemption fund for the legal-tender notes of 
the country, and he asks his Democratic friends not to do it for the sake 
of our public credit and our financial honor, we give you the benefit 
of all the political advantage there isinit. It is your quarrel, now 
ours. Yet they do it, they heed not the warnings of their own officia!s 
whom they should trust, and in fact this Congress seems to be given to 
doing just what the President does not want it to do. If there is 
anything upon which the majority of this House and the President are 
in accord, I would like to know it. 


Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). Vetoing pension bil! 
Mr. McKINLEY. In that they may be a happy family. 


United States and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury this Con- 
gress was asked to do three things: First, to retire the greenbacks, to 
get them out of circulation, to pay them off; second, to suspend the 
coinage of silver. The fact is the President asked that before he be- 
came President. [Laughter.] He-could not wait until he was inau- 
gurated; he so feared calamity from its continuance. He therefore 
repeats in his formal message to Congress the statement that unless 
this Congress shall suspend silver coinage, the financial situation of the 
country will be very much disturbed. Then finally he asks you to re- 
vise the tariff. What have you done in the way of carrying out these 
recommendations? 

You have not retired the greenbacks; you have not suspended silver 
coinage; you have not revised the tariffi—at least you have not revised 
it under the leadership of my friend, Colonel Morrison; I do not know 
whatyou may do underthe leadership of ‘‘Colonel’’? RANDALL. [Laugh- 
ter.] What a delightful situation! [Laughter and applause.] The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania about three or four weeks ago showed his 
contempt for the tariff bill of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means; and only the other day the chairman of the Wa 
Committee showed his positive contempt for the attempt of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to make a tariff bill. [Laughter.] Soit goes. 
There is not a single thing upon which the members of this Democratic 
party in this House agree and are in positive accord except in getting 
the offices. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. And we are only doing middling well at that. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mc McKINLEY. Yes; and in that particular you are getting along 
very slowly. [Laughter and applause. } 

But my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], impatient with the delay in getting offices 
when they had an appropriation bill before this House a week or two 
ago, undertook to break down the civil-service law by a raler on that 
bill. It seems that the gentleman from Pennsylvania and his ‘‘ wing”’ 
are for the spoils. I was glad to find my honest and honored friend 
from Illinois standing against that covert attempt to nullify and destroy 
a publicstatute. [ Applause. } 

Mr. MORRISON. Now the gentleman is getting on my side. 

Mr. McKINLEY. After what I have stated, and much more which 
I might state in the same connection, is it to be wondered at that Sec- 
retary Manning, weary of the burdens of his office, indites a letter to 
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the President of the United States, dated May 20, 1886, in which he 
says: 

The reforms in our fiscal policy which you have maintained— 

That is, keeping up the credit of the Government and keeping up the 
surplus in the Treasury— 
and which have been commended to the wisdom of the legislative branch— 

Noneof which the legislative branch has paid any attention to— 
are reforms necessary to our safety, binding in honor, obligatory in the tradi- 
tions of the Democracy, set down with promises in our statute-book? 

That is what Mr. Manning says to President Cleveland, in giving 
notice of his intention to retire from the Treasury. Listen to what the 
President says in his response to the Secretary: 


I have hoped that the day was at hand when the party to which we belong, 


influenced largely by faith and confidence in you and in the wisdom of your 
views, would be quickened— 


Quickened !— 


in the sense of responsibility and led to a more harmonious action upon the 
important questions with which you have had to deal. 


That is the way the President felu May 28, 1886. 

Mr. SESSIONS. The hope of the ungodly shall perish. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. How will the President feel after this resolution 
of condemnation, this resolution of censure, this resolution of disap- 
proval, this resolution of want of confidence? As the gentleman from 
New York told you this morning, he can not resign and go to the 
country; but every one of you and every one of us will go to the 
country; and the issue will then be made up. If President Cleveland 
vetoes your resolution, you can go to the country on that. You will 
then have an issue with your own President. The $400,000,000 that 
it is charged Mr. Hendricks said was in the Treasury, the $300,000,000 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania said was in the Treasury, will 
in the mean time remain there, unless the Secretary exercises the dis- 
cretion he now has and pays a part or the whole of it out. 

I only wish to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that I hope the 
amendment I have submitted and others which I have indicated will 
be adopted. It seems to me absolutely demanded that they should if 
this resolution is to pass. Let us save that reserve, the $100,000,000, 
from encroachment, so that the $346,000,000 of promises of the Na- 
tional Government shall be kept sacred and at par as they are to-day. 
Let us maintain the old Republican policy; let us keep our prom- 
ises; and in adopting my amendment we hold on to the Republican 
position and Republican precedents. If we will do this, and will 
adopt an amendment giving the Secretary of the Treasury a fair work- 
ing balance, which any business man or corporation would keep—if 
we will do these two things, then your resolution will be harmless 
and it may be spared the veto of the President. [Loud applause. ] 

In the report of the Treasurer of the United States of November 1, 
1883, there is an exhibit and statement, which I herewith append, and 
also the statement of the Treasurer of the United States, of June 30, 
1886: 

THE RESERVE. 


The following statement shows the excess of the cash assets of the Govern- 


ment over its net demand liabilities on the lst day of November, 1883, compared 
with that on the same date in 1882: 





















1882 1883 
ASSETS. 
dt ate cccncdiqacieencneneeeimnrenng $108, 888, 963 44 $147, 037,092 56 
IR cen crrciatintintaanatsne 5), 916,780 10 62, 392, 847 34 
Standard silver dollars.... 92, 414,977 00 116, 086, 450 00 
Fractional silver coin ...... 26, 749, 432 45 26, 712, 424 15 
Silver ballion 4,012,503 27 4, 936, 364 86 
Deposits with national-bank depositaries 8, 738, 523 16 7, 987,693 27 
United States motes. .............ccccccccocseocseee 29, 689,196 17 87, 113, 087 33 
National-bank notes................. 6, 370, 051 58 6, 428, 179 99 
Gel easiest oe oo es | 897,780,427 17 | 408, 644,089 50 
LIABILITIES. 
O88 BR acrectinnirnes neetteancteibnainn 792,012 27 775,096 84 
Called bonds matured, and interest... 9,661,510 16 3,531,342 84 
Matured bonds and interest............ 786,524 00 331, 009 90 
Interest due and not paid...... 5, 255,170 24 2, 371, 276 57 
Gold certificates outstanding. 11, 370, 270 00 52, 076, 180 00 
Silver certificates outstanding... 65, 620, 450 00 85, 334, 381 00 
Certificates of deposit (act of June 8, 1872) out- 
I aiictertrenersengcees cevecsmacnorsoqpemntatal 9, 835, 000 00 12, 545, 000 00 
Disbursing officers’ balances and various 
 abtitnin -cxnercvctnsinecmsancuntnesieniall 24, 208,117 05 24, 331,528 02 
Outstanding drafts and checks... wont 5, 635, 232 31 8, 379, 155 26 
Five per cent, fund for redemption of na- 
SR SIE sieccnsnnncensdoanmaresnsanmentege 14, 471/298 01 14, 220,766 81 
Fund for redemption of notes of national 
banks failed, in liquidation,and reducing 
GAR. Cncrn ohio TPAD $35, 672, 219 60 
Post-Office Department account. 6, 823, 901 04 8, 253, 587 24 











Total liabilities..............000+ «| 192,628,738 18 247, 821,544 08 


SSS —>—L 
Reserve—Exceas Of assets......... ..secceseseereees | 135, 151, 688 99 160, 822,545 42 





It will be seen that the reserve is ascertained by deducting from the cash in 
the Treasury the ougregate of the current liabilities other than United States 
notes, the amounts of certificates and other obligations nominally outstanding 
having been first reduced by the amounts of those held by the Treasnry. 

The reserve increased from $135,151,688.99 in 1882 to $160,822,545.42, due to the 


increase in the cash owned by the Government of $8,918,296.36 in gold coin and 
bullion, $4,831,403.59 in silver dollars and bullion, and $4,771,969.57 in currency ; 
and to the decrease in the liabilities for bond: and interest of $9,486.490.52, and 
in the funds for redemption of national-bank notes of $2,747,564.70. This aggre- 
gate increase of $30,755,714.74 is, however, reduced to $25,670,856.43 by the increase 

n the liabilities on account of Post-Office Department, outstanding drafts and 
checks and disbursing officers’ balances of $4,297,020.12, and by an actual de- 
crease in the fractional silver coin in the Treasury and the funds on deposit with 
national-bank depositaries of $787,838.19. 

The amount of the reserve a yearago would, however, have appeared greater 
by $12,063,714.72 had not payment been anticipated of that amount of called bonds 
not then matured; which should be considered in making any comparison. 

The following table shows, for the first day of each of the past thirteen months, 
the amount of the current liabilities exclusive of United States notes; theamount 
including such notes; and the cash in the Treasury, certificates for gold, silver, 
and currency deposits and the moneys held for the redemption of the same, hav- 
ing been deducted ; also the percentage of the reserve ascertained as stated above, 
to the United States notes outstanding, and of the cash to current liabilities in- 
cluding those notes: 
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a agli tll thirteen nilihapelicees 
1882. | 
November '$105, 803,018 18 $452, 484,034 18 |$240, 954,707 17 | 39.0 53.3 
pe ..| 112,156,311 13 | 458, 837,327 13 | 236,742, 304 00 | 35.9 51.6 
458, 589,943 79 | 223,700,425 05 | 32.2 48.8 
451, 976, 987 02 | 226,707,110 73 | 35.0 50.2 
7, 285, 951 34 | 238, 201,833 89 | 36.8 52.1 
454, 973,923 34 | 240,420,177 64 | 38.1 52.8 
468, 761, 880 40 | 243,783,639 91 | 35.1 52.0 
463, 227,713 48 | 244,580,843 16 | 36.9 52.8 
458, 786,115 61 | 253,111, 870 34 | 40.7 55. 2 
452,612,913 37 | 258,374,204 94 | 44.0 57.1 
456, 051, 182 29 | 261, 665, 988 7' 43.9 7.4 
453,751, 104 12 | 250,236,856 51 | 43.9 57.1 
444, 546, 999 08 | 258, 688,528 50 | 46.4 58.2 
Average for 59 

months........| 98,059,296 47 | 444,740,312 47 | 233,424,407 81 | 39.0 52.5 


The range of the percentage of the reserve to the amount of United States 
notes outstanding ($346,681,016) during the period was from 22.2 per cent. in Jan- 
uary to 46.4 per cent. in November, 1883; and the average for the four years and 
eleven months since the resumption of specie payments was 39 per cent. 

Upon the assumption that the percentage should be computed between the 
cash in the Treasury and the liabilities, including United States notes, all cer- 
tifieates and the moneys for their redemption being excluded, the range was 
from 48.8 per cent. to 58.2 per cent. during the thirteen months, and averazed 
52.5 per cent. for the fifty-nine months since resumption. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
py yield the residue of his time? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I agreed that, so far asour side of the House was 
concerned, the time should be under the control of the gentleman from 
Maine[Mr. Regp]. If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] desires to speak now in his own time I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman from Maine will be glad to give way. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the Chair be kind enongh to intimate 
what time remains on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] will expire at twenty-five minutes before3o’clock. Five 
minutes of the time remaining belong to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN], having been yielded to him by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and the remaining twenty minutes 
are under the control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], 
having been reserved by him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. So that we now have thirty-two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have seven minutes, which I yield to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REep]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor in the ob- 
servations I shall make to allow a little time for our Democratic breth- 
ren to recover from the somewhat severe description of their unfortu- 
nate situation to which they have just listened [laughter], and shall 
call their attention back to thestrictly financial bearings of this matter. 

I am not one of those who have the misfortune to believe my opinions 
on questions of finance or of the Constitution are final and infallible. 
I have no hope to do more than to indicate to the House some reasons 
why I think this resolution ought not to pass. Gentlemen on the other 


side in their discussion of this matter seem to have forgotten a consid- 
erable of recent history. They seem to have forgotten the United 
States for many years had ceased to be a mere instrument for 


collection and disbursement of its own revenue. Thanks to a long 
series of legislative acts, the Treasury of the United States has added 
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to its fanctions that of becoming in large measure the base upon which 
our financial and bank system rests. 

With that change of situation comes a change of duties. Among 
the foremost duties of the Treasury of the United States to-day is to 

reserve a sound currency, to maintain public confidence, and to pre- 
sent a firm basis for the sound business of the country. 

The saving of a million or two of dollars per year at the expense of 
the business interests of the country, at the expense of its business 
prosperity, is too silly to be entertained by grown men intrusted with 
the powers and living under the obligation under which we live. 

So that whoever votes on this question without considering the whole 
of the situation does injustice to his own good sense and does injustice 
to the country as well. 

Now, let us see what was the condition of the Treasury of the United 
States at the time when the Republican party left it and its condition 
to-day. And let us see if we can account for the change which has 
been made init. It will be remembered, and indeed has been repeated 
here, that gentlemen of the Democratic party fought the last campaign 
on the statement that there was a large sum of money in the Treasury 
which ought to come out, and the size of that statement always de- 
pended upon the rank the man held in the party. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] The candidate for Vice-President boldly put it at $400,000, - 
000, because the Democratic party would probably absorb more from 
him than they would from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL], who only made it $300,000, 000. 

Mr. BLAND. Was not that $400,000,000-—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not go into the silver question now. 
[Great laughter and applause. } 

Mr. BLAND. I want to make this remark. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Excuse me. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Calkins, of Indiana, your candidate for gov- 
ernor, made that statement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman can not follow the thread of 
my discourse. That is my misfortune, that there are some who can 

: not. [Laughter.] Having fought that campaign on this basis, it be- 
) came necessary for the Democratic party to make an onslaught to-day. 
Why have they not made it before? As my friend has well said, this 
has been going on for sixteen months. This very resolution was re- 
ported months and months ago. Why have they not brought it up 
| until this time? Because it is a mere political game. It is because 
they thought they could pass it in this House, and they knew the Sen- 
| ate would be busy on appropriation bills and that it might not pass 
: through the Senate and never be vetoed by the President, and they 
, could go to the country a second time with a second edition of the same 
paper. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, what were the figures on the 4th of March when the Democrats 
took possession of the country? Net balance, March 4—and I take it 
from the report of the Democratic Secretary—$8,764,590.11. Imme- 
diately upon their accession to power they began to increase this balance. 
They began to add to the $400,000,000, according to one estimate, or 
the $300,000,000, or whatever was the truth or rather untruth about 
the matter. [Laughter.] On the Ist day of November they had, in- 
stead of $8,000,000, $66,000,000 added to this mythical sum for which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania vouched in part and the gentleman 

who was a candidate for Vice-President vouched for in whole. To-day 
the amount of the balance, instead of being $8,000,000, is $75,000,000. 
; In other words, the Democratic party, after having gone to the coun- 
try with a statement that there was the sum of $400,000,000 improp- 
erly in the Treasury, increased that sum, if it ever existed, by $75,000,- 
, 000; and what does the Democratic House propose to do? Does it 
to take out the $300,000,000 of the gentleman from.Pennsy]- 
vania? Nota bit of it. They simply propose, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has said to-day on the floor—they simply propose to go 
back to the condition of the Treasury as it was when the Republicans 
left it. In other words, their action here to-day, although it is an at- 
tempt to make the people believe that they are trying to get out of the 
’ Treasury some of that mythica! $300,000,000, is an attempt to get out 
not a single cent of it, but only to put the $75,000,000 out which the 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury has put into it in addition to 
what was there when he took ion. 
‘ Now, is not that line of conduct perfectly characteristic of the action 
of the Democratic leaders? Is it not perfectly of a piece with their 
. method of presentation of facts to the people? Does it not perfectly 
» agree with that sublime economy which saves money on an appropri- 
bill and still pays it out of the Treasury? Why it is all of a 
[Langhter. } : 
is it thatthe Democratic Secretary of the Treasury has behaved 
manner? What is his purpose; what is his object? Let us 
deal fairly and frankly with him. He never made the $400,000,000 
assertion; he never even made the $300,000,000 one [laughter]; but he 
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resting upon him. It became necessary for him to act. 
one hand was stump oratory and on the other hand was the 
safety of the country. Why, no man could hesitate what to do. 
STRUBLE (from his seat). Especially after the election. 

. REED, of Maine. ly after election, as my friend well 
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in the position of Secretary of the Treasury with the finances of 


{Laughter.] He found himself not only confronted with 





what the Republican Secretary of the Treasury had to meet, but also 
with another evil, which became more and more apparent every day, 
and that is that the coinage of the silver dollar of 4124 grains was in- 
creasing, and that the coin, being piled up in the Treasury, also was 
increasing. He found himself, as he believed, face to face with a finan- 
cial crisis, and therefore the very first thing he did was to add more 
gold to the Treasury. Was he justified in that or not? 

As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MorRRISON] has well said, it 
is not any of our business. ‘[Laughter.] We are simply friendly spec- 
tators looking on. You it is on thatside who have to decide about this 
matter; and judging from the unanimity of the brethren on the other 
side the question is already decided in advance. In all the ‘‘ wings”? 
there has been so far but one ‘‘ frizzled feather,’’ and all the rest of them 
appear to be lying straight and the same way. [Laughter. ] 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury has continued that accumulation 
for the same reason. Had he not ground for it, supposing he believed 
his view of the business need was right? What was his position? 
Why, he has explained it to the House with calm seriousness in a docu- 
ment the contempt of which toward this House has never been equaled 
in official literature. In his letter of March 2, in response to an in- 
quiry made by the gentleman from Missouri so sedulous in the matter 
of the silver dollar, he says, in substance, there is but one unit of value, 
and that unit of value is the gold dollar, and itis the duty of the Treas- 
urer of the United States to make the dollar in greenback and the 
dollar in silver the equivalent of the gold dollar and to keep it so. 

That is the declaration of the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury. 
That is the declaration which is bolstered up by the approval of the 
Democratic President of the United States. 

And you gentlemen propose to pass a vote of censure or a vote of lack 
of confidence upon both those officials, and you are going to pretend to 
the country that you expect them to sign the bill or resolution which 
flouts them in this fashion. Do you suppose you can make anybody 
believe it? Do you suppose anybody in this country is going to endure 
that three hundred or four hundred millions in the Treasury story a 
second time? Well, you have great confidence in your constituencies 
[laughter], and you have reason. 

Now, what has been the effect on the relative positions of gold and 
silver in the Treasury during this effort which the Secretary has been 
making to make every dollar in the Treasury correspond with the only 
unit of value there is in the United States? Why, look at it. Onthe 
4th of March the gold of the Treasury was 73 per cent. of its contents; 
on the Ist of November it was 65 per cent.; on the Ist of July it was 
62 per cent.—a constant fall, notwithstanding the fact that the actual 
quantity of gold had increased from one hundred and twenty-six mill- 
ions to one hundred and fifty-six millions. The silver was 26} per 
cent. on the 4th of March; on the Ist November it was 34}; on the Ist 
July it was 38—a steady increase, notwithstanding all the efforts that 
they were making to prevent. 

What is going to be the effect of this? Why, just as sure as can be, 
the depriving the Secretary of the Treasury of all discretion when you 
set him to manage what is partially a banking business will necessarily 
result in a quicker division between the values of the different kinds 
of money there are in the Treasury. 

Just here is the point where men may well hesitate. A man with 
one disposition may reason inthisway. Hemaysay to himself: ‘‘ There 
is only one way out of this silver question; that way will be the way 
of disaster.’? That is what some men think, and they will say, ‘‘ The 
quicker it comes the better; therefore let us help this; therefore let us 
assist this resolution; therefore let us aid this project.’? Anotherman 
may say—and it does seem tomeon the whole the wiser thing—another 
man may say: “True, we may not be able to stave off this matter if 
no change takes place; but we may, if the time ix prolonged, come to 
our reason without the disaster, and it is worth while to try.”’ 

It seems to me there is the whole matterso far as this isan economic 
question. 

So far as it is a political question, I can say to you gentlemen on the 
Democratic side that you have made a fine move, unless it gets found 
out. [Laughter and applause. } 

I yield to my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One serious difficulty with this resolution lies in 
the fact that it is an attempt on the part of Congress to interfere with 
a question which exclusively pertains to administration. This is the 
first attempt I think in the history of this Government to determine 
by a legislative resolution what should be the working balance of the 
Treasury. Necessarily the decision of such a question must depend 
upon a consideration of the circumstances that may exist at any partic- 
ular period. No cast-iron rule can be laid down in a matter of this 
kind. At the beginning of one month a working balance of ten mill- 
ions may be wanted; at the beginning of another month a working bal- 
ance of twenty millions may be wanted; at another time a working 
balance of only two, three, or four millions will be sufficient. 

In the determination of a question of this kind if we could bring to 
it purely business considerations we should reach the conclusion at once 
that it is a question for the Treasury Department itself and not the 
legislative department to decide. 

It has been said and well said that practically this is a vote of want of 
confidence in the administration of the Treasury Department. Whether 
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so intended or not, it seems to me that as practical business men the 
members of this House should reach the conclusion that in a matter of 
this kind which is purely administrative, necessarily so, there should 
not be an interference on the part of the legislative department. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that this resolution is the result of 
long continued efforts to make use of the question of the surplusin the 
Treasury for partisan p When the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER] said yesterday that this was a purely business question, and 
that there ought not to be any political considerations init, I was ready 
to say to him, that is the whole truth; but why did you not discover 
that fact two years ago when upon every stump in this country there 
was ringing the charge that there were four hundred millions, as Mr. 
Hendricks had it, or three hundred millions, as Mr. RANDALL had it, 
of surplus in the Treasury, when the fact was that there was an avail- 
able surplus at the very moment that charge was madeof only $18,000,- 
000. If, therefore, this discussion shall have theresult of bringing the 
gentlemen of this House to the conclusion that on questions that are 
purely business questions in this Congress, partisanship should not step 
in to bend our judgments, I am sure that good will arise from it. 

There have been in all these charges in reference to the balance in the 
Treasury so many misstatements for partisan purposes that I invite the 
House to consider for a moment what are the real facts of the case. 
Only yesterday the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] said 
that there were five hundred millions of idle money stored in the 
Treasury, one-third of the currency of this nation, which should be 
put into circulation. Wheredid the gentleman get any such fact as that? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that I 
stated that there were five hundred millions surplus locked up in the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There was much confusion at the time, but I so 
understood the declaration, and thought it was uttered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the gentleman wholly misunderstood me. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You did not say ‘“‘surplus;’’ you said 


‘* amount,”? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I did not say even “‘amount;’’ I did not speak 
to the point. What I did say was that there could be paid out under 


this resolution only about $70,000,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam informed that it was the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morr1son] who made the statement. But the fact was 
that the amount of money in the Treasury on July 1 was only a little 
more than half thatsum. In order to obtain the five hundred mill- 
ions the gentleman iucluded the certificates issued on gold and silver 
coin which are in circulation. 

Only ten days ago a distinguished Senator [Mr. Beck] said in an- 
other place that there were $224,000,000 of money idle, absolutely 
idle, which ought to be used at once for the calling in of bonds. 

Now it is such careless, and I might say reckless, assertions as this 
that have created the widespread impression among those people in 
this country who do not understand the subject that there are hun- 
dreds of millions of money locked up in the that ought to be 
used for the reduction of the public debt. It is such assertions that 
have brought many petitions here calling for a paying out of two hun- 
dred millions of the surplus in the Treasury—a demand which has 
been met by this resolution, framed by some of the very gentlemen 
who made the charges, which admits that notwithstanding the surplus 
in the Treasury has increased sixty-six millions since the present ad- 
ministration came in, March 4, 1885, yet that to-day there isan available 
surplus of only seventy-five millions to pay out. 

I eall attention to the report of the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury {page 12) wherein is presented in detail the following condition of 
the Treasury when the Republican administration went out and the 
Democratic administration came in, March 4, 1885: 


Condition of Treasury March 4, 1885. 


The assets of the Treasury on the 4th of March, ‘1885, excluding fractional 
coin and other unavailable items, were as follows: 


Gold coin and bullion. ........cccccssssssesssesesessenesere aves $240,501, 182 29 
Less certificates outstanding. ..........+ssssesersessereeces 114,143,140 00 


$126, 358, 042 29 


Silver coin and bullion.. exccecsnemueveusunmsenectocseuss SEED 
Less certificates outstanding... coustecenecaseecsannence © GEE GE OD 
46, 220, 075 10 
Legal-tender notes.. ptetcetubennceneincenes eoquve , 5 ETE 
Less certificates outstanding... soneasiececevespeseesoecsenaned . 29,400,000 00 
: ————_ 18, 580, 004 33 
Deposits in national bak .................0sssssessesceessssenseseccessecsscseenee 20, 150,086 90 
Ee CE watvetietenmnceneeseccecenetsinternmecnesinaiadnantned 9, 355, 462 53 
210, 663,621 15 


Matured debt and interest 





Interest duc and unpaid ............cccscesseseesseresersssees 3, 136, 940 63 
Acorued iriterest to date... - pusencoations: 6,529, 435 87 
Disbursing officers’ a 26, 123,546 05 
Outstanding drafts and checks... ee 6, 249,573 O07 
National-bank a fund . 51,831,161 04 
Post-Office Department............ ~« 8,034,639 51 
Legal-tendér reserve... snvocsiimipepsbanememaciccntin See ae 

201, 899,031 04 

Net available balance in Treasury .........csserssreseceeees wsmeses 6,764,590 11 






A similar statement of the condition of the Treasury, October 1, 


1884, shows asurplusof $18,493,407, aside from the greenback redemy,- 
tion fund. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I call special attention to Secretary Mcenning’s 


statement that there was available surplus of only $8,764,590 in the 
Treasury March 4, 1885, only a short time after Democratic orators and 


organs were charging that this surplus was three hundred or four hun- 
dred millions. 


Observe the items of the statement. ‘There were in round a, Ts 
two hundred and ten and one-half millions of money and bullion in the 


Treasury, for of course the coin in the Treasury which was represented 


by certificates outstanding was practically in circulation. But nearly 
fifty-one and one-half millions of this was money deposited in trust by 
banks retiring their circulation or for redemption purposes, which be- 
longed to the people who held their notes. This left one hundred and 
fifty-nine millions belonging to the Government. Of thissum one hun- 
dred millions was the redemption fund which brought $346,000,000 of 
greenbacks to par with gold in 1879 and which now maintains this cur- 
rency. It is not an idle hundred millions, but the busiest and most 
useful in the country, in that it supplies the people with three and a 
half times the amount of currency which it stands to protect. 

This leaves fifty-nine millions of money in the Treasury. But all 
this is not idle. Over twenty-nine millions are in the hands of dis 
bursing officers doing daily duty in paying the expenses of the Govern. 
ment, and six and a quarter millions represent checks and drafts al- 
ready drawn against it. Fifteen millions are held to pay matured 
bonds and interest which may be called for any day. 

Therefore, less than nine millions remained March 4, 1885, as the 
available surplus or balance, asidefrom the fractional silver. This was 
indeed a small sum—too small, as Secretary McCulloch stated at th: 
time—for the working balance of the Treasury to meet possible ex- 
igencies. This balance was usually kept up to eighteen millions as a 
protection and reliance. Yet it was such a surplus as this which was 
exaggerated to three hundred millions for partisan purposes. 

Now, as has been said by my colleague ete. REED], this surplus hs 
been increased sixty-six millions in the past sixteen months, to $75,000, 
000. The following statement of the United States Treasurer for June 
30, 1886, will show the condition of the Treasury at that date: 


Condition of Treasury June 30, 1886. 

















ASSETS. 
Gold coin and bullion, less certificates outstanding...............:0sssse0 $156, 793, 74 
Silver coin and bullion, less certificates wimending 96, 229, 5 
Legal-tenders, less cert: ne panestnces 22, 868, 317 
Deposits and national-bank notes.. eonsevecescoees 14, 629, 213 
290, 520, $1 
LIABILITIES, 
Fund deposited by national banks.............csscsssseeesne0e $70, 693, 820 
Matured debt and interest ..................ccccssessecseeseneeesneees 22,791, 647 
ewe IC BERG ccccncsccecccssceccecestenevseusssbsesece 
= and Checks........0.0sscssss- 
Post-Oftice Sapent balance. 
Other items.... 
Legal-tender reserve ‘(greenback- redemption fand , 000, 
215, 829, 709 
Available balance... 75, 191, 109 


It will be seen that the money in the ve ‘Treneuiy i has increased about 
eighty millions, and that on the other hand the liabilities have increased 


about fourteen millions; so that the net available balance has been in- 


creased sixty-six millions. 

I shall not enter, Mr. Chairman, upon the discussion of the reasons 
given by the Secretary for that increase growing out of the increase of the 

surplus silver in the Treasury to the extent of fifty millions, as these 

have been fully discussed. Suffice it to say, that it is my judgment 
that the Secretary could use fifty millions of this surplus in ealling 
bonds, per! more, although I doubt the wisdom of undertaking to 
prescribe by law that he shall use all of this surplus and leave on han d 
no working balance. Under Republican administrations this workin, 
balance was from eight to twenty millions. Gentlemen ask, ‘‘If you 
have a balance of seventy-five millions to-day in the Treasury, why no 
pay it all out for the redemption of the debt?” For the very good : 
reason that to-morrow liabilities to the amount of ten millions ma 
arise, as they often do in a single day in the affairs of the Government 
and therefore to pay out every dollar to-day, leaving the Treasury with- 
out a working balance when its liabilities to-morrow may be ten mill- 
ions, would certainly be action on the part of the Treasury Department 

unwarranted by experience and destructive to the credit of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding these objections I shall vote for this 
resolution in view of all the circumstances, if it be amended as — od 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] soas toabsolutely protec 
the greenback-redemption fund. As it stands, I regard the resolution n 
as the entering wedge for the destruction of the fund which makes $:}1\).- 
000,000 of greenbacks as good as gold. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Morrison] admits that when the seventy-five millions which lis 
resolution — to pay out—although he seven months for it— 
shall be paid out, then for a time the current expenses must be pai‘! 
from the isiaetion fund. With this understanding the 
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fund will become the ready prey of every exigency, and, whenever the 
revenue falls below the expenditures, will soon be gone. 

I this too serious a matter to allow of my voting for a resolu- 
tion W sanctions it. I appeal to the House to add an amendment 
to the resolution which will remove this danger. If this resolution is 

without thus protecting the greenback-redemption fund, I pre- 
diet that it will sooner or later result in evil to the greenback currency 
of the country. To-day by virtue of the gold-redemption fund, which 
has been maintained by the Secretary of the Treasury for more than 
seven years, every greenback dollar is as good as gold. But with this 
resolution a law, and this redemption fund will begin to disappear. A 
slight amendment will prevent this evil and place this resolution in a 
form in which it can be generally supported. I trust that this House, 
looking to the welfare of the people and to the protection of the cur- 
rency, which is the life-blood of business, will adopt this amendment. 
(Aggro) ae er 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, if all the members of this House had 
been here continuously for the last ten years I do not know that I should 
he called upon to say what I think it right I should say at this time. 
On the occasion of every effort which has been made within that period 
toprotect and promote the interests of the people and to restrain and 
control the avarice of the bondholders and the bankers of this country 
we have had the same solemn warning, the same terrible prophecies 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] that we have heard 
this morning. I think those warnings in their solemnity and terrific 
character were fully equal to what they are to-day when, in 1878, we 
were about to adopt measures to arrest the taking up and canceling of 
the legal-tender notes and were seeking to leave those notes in the hands 
of the people as a part of their currency. Again, sir, when during the 
same year we provided for the recoinage of silver the gentleman from 
New York warned us with all the solemnity of a seer that we would 
drive gold out of the country, would impoverish mercantile people, and 
starve labor. At every session since that time (unless possibly the last 
session was an exception) we have had the same solemn warnings from 
the same gentleman in regard to the terrible dangers threatening the 
finances of our country; and this, sir, in the face of some official facts 
to which the attention of almost every other person than himself has 
been called. 

Has the coinage of silver driven gold out of the country? In 1878 
theamount of gold goin in the country was $218,000,000, and of bullion, 
about $10,000,000. Since that time the gold in the country has steadily 
increased, year by year, until in 1885, as appeared by the Treasury re- 
ports, the amount of gold coin in the country was $563,000,000, and of 

bullion $63,422,646. These figures show the amount of gold in the 
country. The amount of gold in the Treasury in 1878 was $116,520,934 
of gold coin and bullion, and $6,853,789 of silver coin and bullion. 
The very next year after this disastrous work of coining silver was be- 
gun the gold in the Treasury amounted to $135,382,639 of gold coin 
and bullion, and $30,557,533 of silver coin and bullion; and the amount 
continued to increase until 1885, when there was in the Treasury $234- 
975,851 in gold coin and bullion, and $181,362,978 in silver coin and 
bullion; and the increase has continued. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison ] stated to us yesterday 
that the gold reserve had increased $26,000,000 since the introduction 
of this resolution by him last January. With these facts before us, and 
in the face of thesteady growth of the country in prosperity and wealth, 
we are still treated to this deluge of woful prophecies year by ycar 
whenever the bondholders and the bankers conclude there is danger 
that justice may be done to the people, and their power to oppress the 
testofthe country for their own benefit is liable to be diminished. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I promised yesterday to yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HenpErson]. I must keep 
faith; and I now yield to him for that time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairmon, I am no doctor in 
finance, and I do not know that I shall be able to add much to the in- 
formation of the House, but as I am obliged to vote on this resolution 
I propose to give briefly my reasons for the vote I shall cast in favor of 
the resolution. Ican not consent to consult the financial doctors of 
New York, as has been suggested by the able gentleman from that city, 
for the reason that when a man in New York city wants to get a whole 
dollar which a man in Dubuque is entitled to half of, the Dubuque 
man is not wise if he goes to the New Yorker to learn how to get his 

of the dollar. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I feel that we would 
not to-day enjoy the safe and sound currency which this country has 
if always consulted the financial managers of that city. 
favor this resolution because it enforces a Republican proposition. 
Republican party inaugurated the system of taking liberally from 
the amount that could be spared to pay off the bonded debt. It has 
shown in this debate on both sides of the Chamber that the amount 
in the has increased; and in voting for this resolu- 
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tion I but insist that the present Esecutive shall follow the course 
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out and by Republican Executives. 
not have been in favor of this resolution a few months ago, 
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because I saw other places to put this money, where I think it ought 
to have gone in preference to paying off the publicdebt sorapidly. But 
having become convinced that the majority of this House and the Presi- 
dent of the United States will not allow any more legislation locking 
to the doing of justice to the soldiers of this country—realizing that 
the money can not be taken for that purpose, because the majority here 
is opposed to that, I do want the money taken out of the Treasury and 
paid upon the public debt. 

We have had our eyes opened here during yesterday and to-day. It 
was only in January last we were told there was no money to pay the 
pensions of the soldiers. That gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RAN- 
DALL] whose voice sounded loud in this Chamber to-day, told us in 
January last we could not have money for that purpose because it was 
not in the Treasury. Now he is supporting a resolution and has ad- 
mitted that there is $70,000,000 to spare forthe purpose of buying th 
bonds of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will tell you frankly why I am not afraid to 
vote for this resolution. Even the bankers of N York, the financial 
giants and doctors, have told us you can safely carry on business with 


ew 


334 per cent. of the cash onhand. That is 33} per cent. of your liabil- 
ities. Country bankers all over the nation work on 25 per e¢ All 
admit that 40 per cent. is a safe margin even for times of nancial 


storm,’’ to quote from the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hi 

Now, we find there are $652,000,000 in round numbers of p 
ble liabilities outstanding against the Government, including $3 
000 of greenbacks. Forty per cent. of that amounts to $26 
Upon thatrule, with $262,000,000 we could safely run this Governme 
even if the storms of financial trouble were beating ag 

But we have $509,000,000 of available assets to-day within the check 
of the financial head of this Government. With $509,000,000 to meet 
and dispose of $652,000,000 of presentable liabilities I am 
vote for this resolution. 

One thought more, Mr. Chairman. I confess that this mat 
been presented with an ability never before exhibited in this Chamber 
within my experience. Nomancan blindly say there are net unknown 
factors in the problem. I do not say there are not, but if any member 
here has a doubt we know the Secretary of the Treasury will not pay 
over $10,000,000 a month. We know in a short four months we will 
be reassembled here. I say let the thousands and tens of thousands 
of people who are demanding the money shall be taken out of the 
Treasury and paid on ourldebts, let their voices be heard and answered. 
We certainly have near at hand a speedy remedy. Forty million dol- 
lars paid off between this and the meeting of the next session of Con- 
gress can not certainly shake the foundations of the financial system of 
our Government. For one with a safety-valve within reach of my 
hand and with this available sum of money within the check of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I shall vote for this resolution without fear. 
I trust it will give good results to the community at large. 

It has been said that it countenanced repudiation, that it means pay- 
ing off bonds in silver. I just want to say on that proposition 1 am 
perfectly willingjto stand upon the same footing with every other man 
in the country for what the Government owes me, and if the bond- 
holder is not content to take the coin which I have to take and which 
his contract gives him I will shed no tears over his distress. He has 
got to take in his investment the chances I take in receiving the coin 
of the country for my services. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, our friends on the other side of 
the Hall are apparently much disturbed at our divisions of opinion and 
purpose, what to them seems the unsatisfactory Democratic situation 
and our lack of support of the Democratic administration. In the con- 
fident belief that after the next election they will be less satisfied with 
the Democratic situation than they now are, I dismiss further consid- 
eration of tlie subject. 

Neither will i stop to consider the question of motives. I do notin 
debate question the motives of other gentlemen, and never feel obliged 
to vindicate my own. Whoever questions them is likely to sustain 
greater loss than I, else I have lived to very little purpose. 

This question of getting money out of the Treasury which serves no 
useful purpose there is not mew with me. Four years ago I sought to 
accomplish this. Two years ago I again introduced it when a Repub- 
lican administration was in power, and I had the co-operation of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL],as Inow have. It was 
then opposed, as it is now, and by the same gentlemen, or so many of 
them as are still here. It was urged then as it is now on what was be- 
lieved to be its merits, and with no relation to the fact of who was then 
in control of the Government, through its administration. We desired 
them to enact into law what had been left to discretion, which was as 
we believed liable to abuse. 

This was prevented by what influences I need not say. Sufficient 
that if was not adopted. Thisshould at least quiet the apprehensions 
of gentlemen over the way as well as the gentleman from New York 
about myself or anybody else showing a want of fidelity to the admin- 
istration because we do not surrender our opinions as to legislation long 
ago entertained—entertained, urged before this administration came 
into power. I do not understand that fidelity to my party or its ad- 
ministration requires any such sacrifice as the surrender of opinion long 
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entertained. Since the Republicans have come to support the admin- 
istration such surrender or sacrifice is not needed. I trust we will have 
their help now in sustaining the President in all his vetoes, at least all 
of his vetoes that are good, and they are mostly good and well timed. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] expresses the beliet 
that when we are sick and must look up a doctor we ought to have one 
skilled in medicine, and nobody questions the accuracy of this infor- 
mation. When we come to a question of finance we ought, he says, to 
go for advice to men skilled in finance, and that those most skilled in 
finance are to be found in New York. 

This is probably all true; but when I look for a a financier or a phy- 
sician or anybody to assist me in anything I will not go to New York, 
Illinois, or anywhere else to find a doctor who has no interest in my 
good health, or a financier whose interests are adverse to my own. 
Nor would we be wise in this matter to take counsel from financiers, 
however able and skilled, whose interests admonish them that dead 
capital and unused money better lie in the vaults of the Treasury than 
their own. 

And now it is said that a vote in the House forthis measure is the dec- 
laration of a want of confidence in the President and his administra- 
tion. Such a vote, the gentleman from New York tells us, would in 
England dissolve the government or cabinet and necessitate the crea- 
tion of a new one. In this the gentleman forgets how unlike this 
Government of ours is to that of England. 

We have co-ordinate departments or separate departments or branches 
of the Government, each independent of the other: an Executive, who 
has duties to perform; the legislative, which has other duties to per- 
form; and because they do not always agree it never before occurred 
to anybody, either from New York or anywhere else, that either the one 
or the other was condemned, censured, voted, or declared not entitled 
to the confidence of the one or the other or the people who make both. 

Neither the Cabinet, this House, nor the country went to pieces only 
a few days ago when a measure as near to the administration as the one 
now being considered was voted upon and voted down in this House; 
at all events it was not voted up. 

If the President has any great anxiety on or interest in this subject 
he has never communicated the fact to anybody in any public way, and 
certainly he has not communicated the fact to me at all. 

This joint resolution, Mr. Chairman, leaves the question of the legal- 
tender reserve or redemption fund and its legal status just as we find 
it in the law to-day. It deals with what is in the Treasury over and 
above the liabilities including the reserve, and leaves, as 1 say, what- 
ever legal rights this fund has just as now provided by law. ‘The hun- 
dred million of reserve is left as we find it. Why shouldthe gentleman 
from New York predict, as he does, that the country is to become a 
financial wreck and its Treasury a faithless bankrupt giving out dis- 
honest (or silver) dollarsif this measure shall become law and $70,000, - 
000 of idle money be paid out? And gentlemen on the other side as- 
sume to believe with him and I therefore supposedo believe with him. 

In 1881, but five years ago, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] told us a few moments ago, this surplus was reduced to $100, - 
069,000, including the $100,000,000 Treasury-note reserve. Did any 
harm come to thecountry? Did anybody lose faith in the Government 
or in the Treasury to keep its engagementsor in its ability to pay? Is 
the gentleman from New York here speaking for the Democratic party 
to tell me that it requires seventy millions more of money in the Treas- 
ury in order that the people may have confidence in its Treasury be- 

vause this is a Democratic administration? [Laughter and applause. ] 

If the people all over the country had confidence in the Government, 
in its financial faith, and ability to pay in 1881, when we had a Re- 
publican administration and the surplus, including the reserves, was 
$100,000,000, in the name of all that is good, should they not have 
faith now, when that good man Cleveland, of whom we have heard so 
many fine things said to-day by men of both parties, is at the head of 
the Government? [Laughter and applause.] And noneof you think 
more highly of him than I do; but I am not bound to accept all his 
views, whatever they may be, on this subject. The country, itscredit, 
and its people ought to be at least as safe with a Democratic admin- 
istration and one hundred millions in the Treasury for suplus and re- 
serve as it was under a Republican administration with a like sum for 
the like purpose; and if it is not, then, Mr. Chairman, we ought not to 
be = to get the money out, but ought to get out ourselves. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam very anxious for a vote and will detain the 
House no longer. I ask that the amendment offered by me may be 
adopted and made part of the resolution. 

Mr. BRUMM. I suppose there will be debate upon the amendments? 
[Cries of ‘No!’ and ‘* Vote!’’ “Vote!” 

TheCHAIRMAN. The joint resolution will be reported by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury 
on the public debt. 


Resolved, dc., That whenever the surplus or balance in the eee including 
amount held for redemption of United States notes, shall ex the sum ot 
$100,000,000, it shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to apply such ex in sums not less than ten millions per month, 
during the existence of any surplus or excess, to the payment of the inter- 


est-bearing indebtedness of the United States payable at the option of the Goy- 
ernment, 

Mr. MORRISON. Is there objection to my amending the resolution, 
in order to make it a little more explicit, by adding the clause which 
was read from the desk this morning? I ask the Clerk again to report it. 

- The Clerk read as follows: 
The surplus or balance herein referred to, shall be the available surplus ascer- 


tained, according to the form of statement of the United States Treasurer, of the 
assets and liabilities of the Treasury of the United States employed on June 30, 


Mr. MORRISON. I desire to be allowed to perfect the resolution 
by adding to it that clause. 

Mr. CANNON addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. MORRISON. I have asked whether there is objection to modi- 
fying my resolution as I have proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the amendment proposed by him be made a part of the 
resolution. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

TheCHAIRMAN. On yesterday a number of amendments were read 
for information, the resolution not then being at a stage when it could 
be amended. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen to offer amend- 
ments in the order in which they were read. The first offered was by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask that my amendment may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

“ Provided, That said sum of $100,000,000 herein excepted and reserved, which 
amount was purchased by the sale of bonds to the extent of ninety-five and a 
half millions, and the balance by reservation from the revenue under authority 
of the act of January 14, 1875, entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,’ shall be maintained, as provided by said act, and set apart for 
the pu of redeeming the legal-tender notes of the United States when pre- 
sented for payment, and said fund shal! not be used for any other purpose.” 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, to come in at the end of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time suspend 
action under this resolution until the balance shall equal $130,000,000 whenever 
in his judgment the condition of anticipated receipts and expenditures may re- 
quire such suspension. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to explain the effect of this amend- 
ment which I propose. As I understand it, the resolution which is now 
offered to the House, if unamended, will render it possible to diminish 
the $100,000,000 held as reserve to redeem the greenbacks, and even if 
the amendment of my friend from Ohio is adopted it will still leave it 
difficult for the Treasury to anticipate a possible state of receipts and 
expenditures, 

Whoever has noticed the balances from month to month and from 
year to year will perceive that they have varied from $8,000,000, which 
was the balance at the time the Democrats came into possession 0 
the Treasury, to twenty-five or thirty millions,I think. Now the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] contemplates a return 
to what he considers the halcyon days, when the Republicans used to 
pay out the surplus for the purchase of bonds; and I propose in this 
amendment to give tothe Secretary the same discretion as was actually 
exercised by a Republican Secretary of the Treasury. 

Of course this contemplates the giving up of the effort which the 
Treasury Department is now making to keep all the different kinds of 
dollars on a par with each other. But it accords with the practice of 
the Treasury Department prior to its transfer, and the practical limit 
of this will be, not thirty millions of working capital, because when 
it arrives at one hundred and thirty millions then ten millions of bonds 
are to be called. So it will practically give the Secretary discretion in 
regard to twenty or twenty-five millions. That is the practical effect 
of my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to say at this point 
that, if I remember correctly, every public utterance on this subject o/ 
every President of the United States, with one exception, since that 
great debt accumulated, has been in favor of its speedy payment. That 
exception was President Arthur, who in one of his m expressed 
the opinion that we were paying the public debt too rapidly. I do not 
remember what was the occasion of that statement, but I remember the 
statement. All other expressions of public officials have been in favor 
of paying the debt as rapidly as possible. I suppose that President 
Arthur thought its payment ought to be left to the next generation. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ido not know what President Arthur thought 
about the matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam telling the gentleman what President Ar- 
thur said. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I donot know what President Arthur thought, 
but I do know that the view which the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has taken of his duties was not necessarily imposed upon his pred- 
ecessors, because the question of keeping all the different kinds of 
dollars of the same value was not then one which threatened an un- 
pleasant solution. s 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think that the passage of this resolution 
threatens the one hundred millions reserve held as such, nor do I be- 
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lieve that it is possible to approach in this way the necessity of paying | tion of greenbacks. 


out the standard dollar. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
from his administration. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is an honest difference of opinion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
present Democratic administration differ on that point. As to which 
Democrat is right and which wrong, that is none of my business. 
Neither is it my business to determine in what degree they are both 
wrong. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I haveasinglesuggestion to make 
in addition to what I have already said in relation to the amendment 
which I have offered and which has just been read at the Clerk’s desk. 
It isa singular fact, yet it is nevertheless the fact, that there is no posi- 
tive provision of law setting aside $100,000,000 for the redemption of 
the United States legal-tender notes. That amount was fixed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who put in operation the resumption act in 
1879, and has been maintained ever since by every succeeding Secre- 
tary. The present Secretary of the Treasury, unlike his predecessors, 
has set aside in his debt statement this sum specially for purposes of 
redemption. He has done it, as he says, under authority of the re- 
demption act, and under what I believe is a forced construction of the 
banking act of 1882, which provides that gold certificates shall not be 
issued when the gold gets below $100,000,U00 asareserve. That, Mr. 
Chairman, is all the authority reposed in the Secretary of the Treasury 
for holding $100,000,000 for the purposes of redemption. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is all there ought to be. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman from Illinois says that is all the 
authority there ought to be. In that particular again he differs from 
the President, and from the Secretary of the Treasury, who has set 
sactedly aside that sum for that purpose, notwithstanding there is no 
clearly defined power to do it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I only propose to put in the form of positive 
law what has been the action of our Secretaries and the precedent set 
by all of them, and acquiesced in by the people, and there is more neces- 
sity for it now than there ever was before, because under the resolution 
of the gentleman from Illinois, upon his own confession, the one hun- 
dred millions can be trenched upon, and in the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury the same statementis made. If you take away all dis- 
cretion, you should at least make this much secure. In connection 
with that I want to read a dispatch which I sent to the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury this morning and his reply. It will make clear 
the wisdom of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED]. I invite for it the serious consideration of members of 
this House and especially those of the party faith of the Secretary. It 
comes from the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, whose means of 
knowledge can not be questioned and whose statements should have 
great weight with the majority: 

Hon. C. 8. FArRcuiLp, Acting Secretary of the Treasury: 

If balance of seventy-five millions, as shown by Treasurer's report of June 30 
yast, should be used to pay bonds, what would the Treasury have left for work- 
ing besides fractional silver coin? Animmediate answer will oblige. 

To that dispatch I received but a few moments ago the following re- 


ply: 


Hon. WILLIAM McKINLey, Jr., 
House of Representatives : 


In reply to your telegram of this date, asking what the Treasury would have 
left for working balance besides the fractional silver coin if the balance of sev- 
enty-five millions, as shown by the Treasurer’s report of June 30 last, should be 
used in paying bonds, I beg to state that nothing would be left but trust funds, 
which it would be dishonorable and dishonest to use for that purpose. 

©. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose that that amend- 
ment shall go before the committee unless it is properly understood. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Anamendment to the amendment is now pend- 
ing, and debate upon it is exhausted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] be allowed to speak for five minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to understand these 
measures as we proceed. I have not spoken on this resolution, and did 
not intend to take up time in discussing it, forel want to see it passed 
promptly. But what is the effect of this amendment? It involvesa 
covert, lingering, lurking principle which this Committee of the Whole 
ought not to sanction, that the nbacks of this country shall be re- 
deemable ingold and gold only. To thatI believe this House will never 
assent. The effect of this proposition is simply that the gold received 
from the sale of bonds shall be held, to the exclusion of all other com 
for the redemption of the greenbacks. 

It is true that in the act of 1882 there lurked a proposition that after 
the in the Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks had run down 
to $100,000,000 no more of that form of money should be issued. But 
that is the only law which mentions gold as the fund for the redemp- 


There is where the gentleman differs again 
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I aftirm that the greenback is redeemable in the 
coin of this country, be it gold or silver. 

Here is a proposition to supplement the existing law by a provision 
declaring in indisputable terms that the greenback shall be redeemable 
in gold only—notin coin; because the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio specifically mentions the gold procured by the sale of bonds and 
proposes to set apart this fund for the redemption ot the legal-tender 
notes. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the adoption of the resolution of the 
gentleman from IlHnois [Mr. MorRIsON] without amendment; but if 
these amendments are to be adopted, then I wish to offer an amendment 
providing that the fund for the redemption of the greenbacks shall con- 
sist of coin, not of gold exclusively. I trust, however, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole will vote down these and all other amendments 
which bring in questions calculated to interfere with the great object 
of the resolution, which, letting matters of that sort alone, proposes 
simply that the surplusin the Treasury shall be paid out upon the pub- 
lic debt. I trust the members of the Committee of the Whole will see 
that unless they desire to have the obiect of this resolution defeated 
these amendments should be voted down, so as to leave the paper cur- 
rency of this country redeemable in gold and silver, not in gold alone. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REEp] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Several MEMBERS. Let them be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will first read 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] and 
afterward the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep]. 

The amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, of Ohio, was read, as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

* Provided, That said sum of $100,000,000, herein excepted and reserved, which 
amount was purchased by the sale of bonds to the extent of ninety-five and 
one-half millions, and the balance by reservation from the revenues, under au- 
thority of the act of January 14, 1875, entitled ‘An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments,” shall be maintained as provided by said act and set 
apart for the purpose of redeeming the legal-tender notes of the United States, 
when presented for payment, and said fund shall not be used for any other pur- 
pose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] pro- 
poses to amend the amendment just read by adding what the Clerk 
will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, further, That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time sus- 
pend action under this resolution until the balance shall equal $130,000,000, 
whenever in his judgment the condition of anticipated receipts and expenditures 
may require such suspension. 

Mr. MORRISON. I hope the amendments will be voted down. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope they will be voted up. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. REED, of Maine, 
to the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, it was not agreed to, there be- 
ing—ayes 77, noes 140. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, there 
were—ayes 91, noes 128. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. MorRISON were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, 
noes 132. 

So Mr. MCKINLEY’S amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment, an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

“Provided, That nothing hereinbefore contained shall authorize the reduction 
of, or the payment of, any part of the $100,000,000 reserve set apart for the pay- 
ment of United States notes upon the interest-bearing indebtedness of the 
United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The difference between the amendment which I 
propose and that of the gentleman from Ohio which was just voted on 
is this: His amendment proposed by a positive provision of law to en- 
act that the reserve of $100,000,000 should not be encroached upon, 
The ameudment I now offer is in different form, and simply declares 
that it is not the intention of this resolution to interfere with that re- 
serve. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will accept this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not want the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Hiscock] to interpret my intentions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not attempted to interpret the gentleman’s 
intentions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will suspend a 
moment, in order that the Committee of the Whole may rise informally 
and a message from the Senate be received. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
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the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 71) for 
the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and | 
Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory. | 








The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Oshkosh, Wis. 

The message further announced that the Senate Lad passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Alexander Harper; 

A bill (HL. R. 944) for the relief of Mary Jane Conrad; 

A bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 

A bill (H. R. 4374) to increase the pension of Samuel Frost; 

A bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague; 

( bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (HL. 

A bill (HL. 


R. 
R. 


3351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; 
8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett; 

A bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 1205) te provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 
the mainland; 

A bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson; 

\ bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional light- 
house districts; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to 
Pensacola, Fla.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completion of the 
public building at Greensborough, N. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey: 

A bill (H. R. 7633) establishing additional aids to navigation at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River; and 

A bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Voorhees. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1212) for the further protection of property from fire and 
safety of lives in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1775) for the relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle; 

A bill te 1801) for the reappraisement and sale of a certain tract of 
land of the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Missouri tribe, 
in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (8. 2431) granting a pension to Henry Shoulders; 

A bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Robert Boyd; 

A bill ts. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. Rians; 

A bill (8S. 2676) to repeal chapter 360 of the statutes of 1882, entitled 
*‘An act to amend section 2133 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to 
Indian traders.’’ 

THE SURPLUS IN THE TREASURY. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed the 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of 
the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

Mr. HISCOOK. Mr. Chairman, as I have understood in this discus- 
sion it has been declared that it was not the intention to interfere with 
the reserve set apart in the Treasury Department for the redemption 
of United States notes. I do not know that I have understood the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means expressly to declare 
that, and I have not understood it was his intention to interfere with 
that reserve. 

Now, the amendment I have offered does not propose to enact a pro- 
vision of law that they shall be kept there; but it is the declaration of 
the intention of the joint resolution that under that resolution the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be called upon to encroach upon the 
$100,000, 000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] let us inquire for a moment as to the exact nature of that re- 
serve. That reserve is not a trust fund except by implication. The 
Secretary who made the greenback reserve $100,000,000 had equal 
power to make it $200,000,000, or $50,000,000, or any other sum that 
seemed to him necessary for resumption of specie payment. What may 
have been necessary to begin resumption may not be under 
better conditions to maintain it. The present Reeretary of the Freasary 
has power to increase or to diminish this fund at his discretion. In 
truth, nobody proposes to compel him to trench upon it, as I will show; 
but as for its being a “‘trust fund” or a “ sacred fund,” it is clearly 
not such further than sound diseretion may decree from time to time. 

As for the proper amount of the reserve it is very well to view it in 
® comparative way. We find it is considered entirely adequate for the 
national banks of the country to maintain the following reserves—I 
read irom section 5192 of the Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 5131, Every national banking association in cither of the following cities, 
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Albany, Baltimore, Boston, Cincinnati, Chicago, Cleveland, Detroit, Louisvi!! 
Milwaukee, New Orleans, New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Saint Louis, Ss. 
Francisco,and Washington, shal! at all times have on hand, in lawfal money «; 
the United States, an amount equal to at least 25 per cent. of the aggrega 
amount of its notes in circulation and its deposits; and every other associat 
shall at all times have on hand, in lawful money of the United States, an amou) 
equal to at least 15 per cent. of the aggregate amount of its notes in circulat 
and of its deposits. 

Section 5192 says: 

Three-fifths of the reserve of 15 per cent. required by the preceding secti 

be kept may consist of balances due to an association, &c.— 


Referring to the clearing-houses. 

Now, sir, 25 per cent. is the maximum for national banks. That is 
considered ample security in addition to the bonds deposited with t 
Secretary of the Treasury, and with the exception of the banks of the: 
cities 15 per cent. is adequate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope order will be preserved in the Hall; it 
impossible to hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appeals to members on the floor to 
preserve order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was stated by the gent!ec- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitt] that the reserve we have in the 
Treasury to-day is 15 per cent. of the greenback circulation. That was 
evidently an inadvertence on the part of my accurate and learned friend 
from New York, because the reserve is within a small decimal of 2° 
r cent. 

Mr. HEWITT. I will correct the gentleman. The reserve was 15 
er cent. of greenback and national-bank circulation together. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have nothing to do with 
national-bank circulation now. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, we have. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
set aside to redeem the greenbacks. 
Mr. HEWITT. Mystatement, whatever it is worth, applies to those 
too. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was not the gentleman's 
statement, as I think the Reporter’s notes will show. That is what 
the gentleman meant to say, I now am certain. We will not dispute 
about it. 

Mr. HEWITT. It is one-half. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What reserve have we be- 
hind the greenback circulation? We have not 15 per cent., but we 
have in round nnmbers 29 per cent. and the unlimited amount of 
bonds that this country can float. In section 3 of the act of June 14, 
1875, it is provided as follows: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any sur- 
plus revenues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than 
scriptions of bonds of the United States descri 
proved July 4, 1870, entitled, &c. 

This shows that the Secretary of the Treasury can sell bonds run- 
ning up to 4 per cent., 4} per cent., and, I believe, 5 per cent., to an un- 
limited extent, for this is a continuing act. Suppose we required he!):| 
in the Federal Treasury the maximum reserve required of the national 
banks? Of course the bonds more than ofiset, for they are limited and 
weareunlimited. To bring our cash reserve down to 25 per cent. of 
the greenbacks we would have to pay out $14,840,000 of the $100,000, 000 
reserve, bringing it tosay $85,160,000. Some gentleman tells me that the 
present law requires only 5 per cent. of circulation from the banks in 
addition to their bonds. I remember now there is a later act than the 
one in the Revised Statutes. It is said, though, that the Government 
gives a general guarantee to the bank notes. Do we pledge less for our 
own legal-tenders ? 

How then would the case stand if we brought our own cash reserve 
to the same basis, which we do not propose to do, but which you say 's 
perfectly safe for the bank money? Why, sir, that would reduce our 
greenback reserve from the present $100,000,000 to, say, $18,300,000. 
Yet gentlemen talk about insufficiency. I want the Government to se‘ 
an example to the people of safe dealing; and to do business upon 3 
safer basisthanany bank. How far then, if at all, would this measure 
trench upon the $100,000,000 reserve? 

To get at this we must consider our way of keeping books, and s 
what would be called a *‘surplus.”’ All matured debt is offset by «0 
equal amount of cash. That does not figure in our cash balance. \1 
the end of each month the accrued interest on the public debt for that 
month is also so treated, so that a callfor never more than thirty days’ 
interest can be “‘ precipitated’’ upon the Treasury, and of that they 
have thirty days’ warning and taxes amounting to nearly $1,000,000 
day coming in out of which to provide for this amount of say a |it'!« 
"he approprat nly provided for by funds de in tt 

jations are mai y set aside in the 

hands disbursing officers. " A cophetestthestnats until funds 
are set aside to pay off the bonds. Now, money can not be paid or spent 
except according to law. These provisions cover lawful demands, ani 
unlawful demands we do not pay. The “‘surplus”’ is only what accu- 
yment have been made. How 


mulates after all these provisions for 
can the Treasury be ‘‘surprised ’’ with cash sét aside, dollar for dollar, 


I am talking about the reserve 


r in coin, cither of the de- 
in the act of Congress a)- 








1886. 





to meet all these demands? How can the $100,000,000 reserve be 
trenched upon? We allow all this, and do not propose to allow less. 
Is not thisenough? You admit by the sanction of Government action 
in the case of bank money that it is far too much to allow. We owe 
debts, interest-bearing debts. They are mortgages and shackles upon 
our energies. If the Government wants money to look at or for uses 
not provided for by law it wants it for uses not consistent with the in- 
terests of a debt-burdened people. The amount is enough and will not 
be trenched upon. 

All these amounts set aside are working balances, and they balance 
all the work there is to be done. The next work to do is with our 
‘‘surplus’’ to pay our debts. 

Suppose we reduced taxes, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] and others of us are anxious to do, would not the ‘‘ balance’’ 
have to be paid out to meet the requirements of the sinking fund? Is 
it worse to pay it out now and any way? If surplus taxes must be 
borne, let us at least stop interest and not bear both burdens. 

Sir, the charge of repudiation is made when our insistence is to pay 


our debts. It is then in the face of a condition such as this that gen- 
tlemen charge upon this proposition an act of repudiation. No, they 
think that some silver payment may mean all silver basis. We have 


silver payments every day, and itis upon a gold basis. Our increase 
in population is 3 per cent. perannum. Ourincrease in commerce and 
business transactions may be set down at the same rate. Our silver 
coinage is 14 per cent. per annum of our volume of money. Money 
and business must increase alike for things to keep even, unless modes 
of transmittal grow more rapid. Are they likely to become more rapid 
than by steam and electricity? If not, when will 1} per cent. catch 
up with 3 per cent. ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous congent now that all debate 
upon the resolution and all amendments thereto be limited to ten 
minutes. [Cries of ‘“‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. I should like to have five minutes on this. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A single suggestion. 

Of course the gentleman seems to think that the Government could 
provide for the presentation of the Treasury notes by the sale of bonds. 
Now, I do not believe that anybody would seriously think for a mo- 
ment of leaving the Government in the condition of forcing it to issue 
more 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And, as I have understood, it has not been the in- 
tention to encroach upon that $100,000,000 of reserve, and is simply a 
declaration to the effect that we willnot. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I expect to vote for this 
resolution. I intend to vote for it because I believe it is not a very 
wide departure from the Republican policy and Republican practice. 
I would prefer that the resolution should provide that the $100,000,000 
be maintained intact, and held as a reserve for the redemption of out- 
standing notes if they shall be presented. It was the Re- 
publican policy to declare at the earliest possible day that the debt of 
the nation was a coin debt, and as soon as it was able to do su the 
nation was committed to the resumption of specie payments. From 
1879 down to the present time that resumption has been maintained, 
and by Republican policy. This policy brought a depreciated currency 
to par and strengthened our national credit. The securities of the Gov- 
ernment beara higher premium in proportion to the rate ‘of interest 
than the securities of any other nation in the world. This is another 
result of Republican legislation. I takesome pride, Mr. Chairman, in 
the credit of my country. 

I believe, as I have ever believed, that national credit is national 
wealth; and if I thought that by voting for this resolution I would im- 
pair the value of the debt or the confidence of the people who hold that 
debt in its ultimate payment to the injury of the national credit, I 
should vote against this proposition with emphasis. But I do not be- 
lieve we do any such thing by its adoption. One of the first and most 
essential things toward the maintenance of public confidence is the 

payment of the debt of the nation, its prompt payment by providing 
whenever we have a surplus fund that it shall be used in that direc- 
tion. Weshould pay the debt in good money, not in a broken promise 
nora dishonored dollar, but in sterling coin—the money of the contract. 
In this way we maintain our credit at home and abroad. 

Butitissaid the time may come when weshall trench upon theone hun- 
dred millions to some extent under the provisions of this resolution; that 
demands will be made to which wecan not respond, and then will come 
the calamities that occur during a period of transition between an 
practical repudiation and resumption. I do not believe such a 
t will happen. During the whole course of our Republican admin- 

there have been times when we have paid out the surplus to 

very lowest limit; paid itdown to a hundred millions. There was 
; when it was but one hundred and one millions, and at one 
time itwent five hundred thousand below the reserve limit. We have 
trenched to that extent upon the one hundred millions; but it has been 
ee of past administrations to keep near that amount always on 
for the redemption of the Treasury notes. 


Ese 


i 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6943 


Now, I would prefer, as I have already. said, to continue one hundred 
millions surplus in the Treasury and not go below it; but I do not be- 
| lieve that under this resolution we can go very far below it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS was recogniz 
BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
happens it can only 


ed, and yielded a part of his time to Mr. 
I say, Mr. Chairman, if a deficiency 
run until the beginning of the next month, and it 
is altogether prohable that the daily receipts in the Treasury will sup- 
ply it and we will not suffer even temporarily in consequence of it. 

But, as I said, it has been claimed that this may result in compell- 
ing the public creditor to accept what some gentlemen are pleased to 
call the 75-cent dollar. Why, we do not change existing law in that 
regard. We still leave the secretary of the Ire asury to determine the 
character of the funds which he will use to pay the debt. If he wants 
to use the dishonored dollar, as s people speak of it, he may do it. 
We do not compel him todo it or advise him to do it by the passage of 
this resolution; and if he is willing to take that responsibility I am 
willing that he may assume it. 

This may be a vote of censure on the administration. In that spirit 
I would like to indorst it, for I would rebuke this administration thirty 
times every day if I had the opportunity. [Applause. | 

I proceed to a brief discussion of this question at this late hour at 
the hazard of repeating what has already been said. I am more than 
pleased that-this subject has been introduced. Its discussion has ef- 
fectually exploded a monstrous falsehood which largely contributed to 
the defeat of the Republican party in the last campaign. In the State 
I have the honor in part to represent the Democracy, under the leader- 
ship of the late Vice-President, charged from every stump that the 
Republican administration, in the interest of the capitalists, banks, 
and bondholders, was keeping a surplus in the Treasury of $450,000, - 
000 which should be at once applied to the extinguishment of the in- 
terest-bearing debt. This campaign lie was repeated with variations 
allover the Union. Let us now compare the records of the two parties. 

On the 4th of March, 1885, the Republican administration had in the 
Treasury: 


j 


me 


I cic saerinenieeanonooerenvienesounen 
Less certificates outstanding 


$240, 501, 182 29 
114, 143, 140 00 


— $126, 358, 42 29 








I I i rcrenatmunpenesine ennaneds . 157,914,956 10 





Less certificates outstanding.................. 111, 694, 881 00 
—__ — 46,220,075 10 
Legal-tender motes.......cccc<ccsecscoeseseosesees 47, 980, 004 33 
Less certificates outstanding. .......,....0c.cesseseeeerees 29, 400, 000 00 
——__-- ——_ 18. 589. 004 
RING DIOL J ccicdinadssenbessedeaiebantictoncaatitecniiters 10, 150,036 90 
Peetigean death MSbO, .2.--ccvccccssneseseesseseevecves 9, 355, 462 
210 663. 15 


Liabilities of the Treasury upon the same date: 
Matured debt and interect............-...cccececeseresseeees 
SGROGE Gwe Gand WONG oo. cccessccc0s cvcccssecceorssbecess ‘ 
Accrued interest to date...... 
Disburing officers’ balances.... 
Outstanding drafts and checks.............cccceccceceveeees 
National-bank redemption fond................... 
Post-Office Department 
Legal-tender reserve 


$5, 493, 735 37 
3, 136, 940 68 
6, 529, 435 37 

26, 123, 546-05 
6, 249,573 07 

51,331, 161 04 
3,034, 639 51 

100, 000, 000 00 








yutdinhynauentnenuumnenessghacsnecsoqeussant 201, 899, 031 04 


, 8,764,590 11 
Leaving an available surplus of only $8,764,590. ‘‘ Only this and 
nothing more.’’ In October, 1884, when the people were being cheated 
by the false pretense to which I have referred, the working balance was 
but little over $18,000,000. During the whole period of Republican 
control after resumption the surplus above the one-hundred million re- 
serve was barely sufficient to meet thecurrent demands upon the Treas- 
ury. These facts have not been challenged in this debate. 

How stands the Democratic record? Whatsum has this administra- 
tion maintained as a surplus and withheld from the extinguishment of 
so much of the interest-bearing debt? In hisspeech on yesterday the 
distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee and the 
author of the pending resolution [Mr. Morrison] said: 





Net available balance in Treasury. 


The money of the country, coin and paper, or, to be more specific, gold, silver, 
‘United States notes, and national-bank notes, amount to $1,556,000,000, or more 
exactly, $1,556,914,798. Of this sum $525,664.04, or more than one-third of all 
the money of the country, was in the United States Treasury when this joint 
resolution was introduced here. 


Mr. MoRRISON, continuing, said: 


Dedncting all these sums for specific uses, running or current liabilities, and 
there remains in the Treasury a very little more than $200,000,000 heid there for 
current uses, including that held to redeem Treasury or legal-tender notes, 
These legal-tender notes are by law money to be paid out as other money, 
whether they come into the Treasury as debt redeemed due from or as money 
taken in payment of a debt due tothe Government. * * * There was in 
January last and still is a surplus in the Treasury of $100,000,000, but because 
of this fractional coin being unavailable as money, this joint resolution would 
only take $70,000,000 out of the Treasury. 


Now suppose we analyze these statements. of the distinguished gen- 
tieman, and what is the result? It isa confession—an explicit confes- 


sion—that it has been the policy of this Democratic administration to 
increase the sum of money in the Treasury and to largely increase the 
surplus. It is admitted that there was in the Treasury a few weeks 
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ago nearly $526,000,000, and this is an increase since Mr. Cleveland’s 
inauguration of over $113,000,000. It is admitted that after deducting 
the $100,000,000 reserve for resumption purposes there is now in the 
Treasury over $70,000,000 of surplus available for payment on the na- 
tional debt. 

This surplus is greater by over $61,000,000 than that of March, 1885, 
and $50,000,000 more than the average balance maintained while the 
Republican party was in power. In the presence of this record of 
Democratic practice it is not probable the friends of the present ad- 
ministration will make an issue on the ‘‘ surplus question’’ in the ap- 
proaching campaign. 

Mr. MILLS. In 1875, on the [4th of January, Congress passed the 
law known as the resamption law. That is the termination of one line 
of policy. ‘There had been an irrepressible conflict between the bank- 
note paper of the United States and the Treasury-note paper of the 
United States as to which should survive and as to which should pass 
out of existence. . On the 14th of January, 1875, the banking interest 
of this country secured a law which required the sale of bonds and the 
procurement of gold to pay up and take out of circulation every Treas- 
ury-note dollar of the Government. 

There was an appeal from Congress to the country on this question 
and the country compelled this House to rescind its action in that re- 
gard. On the 29th of May, 1878, that policy was reversed by the high 
mandate of the people of the United States. They said the Treasury 
note should exist and the bank note should go and the public debt 
with it. 

It was the policy under the resumption law to retire the Treasury 
note and keep the bank note; and this reserve of one hundred millions 
was procured and paid into the Treasury as a fund to pay and extin- 
guish the Treasury note. That is the way in which it got into the 
Treasury, and it has been called areservefund. It wasa fund procured 
under the resumption law to take up and destroy and pay for the Treas- 
ury notes of the Government. There is no necessity for asolitary dollar 
to maintain the equal value of Treasury notesand gold and silver; and 
the only excuse that can be made for the retention of any gold to keep 
up the par value of the Treasury note is to provide against any con- 
spiracy of the national banks to run upon the Government for gold, as 
they did a few years ago when they wanted to affect legislation. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee debate is now closed 
on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to print 
some remarks on this question in the RECORD. . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent thatany gentleman who 
desires to print remarks on the joint resolution be permitted to do so. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quéstion is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 
“Provided, Nothing hereinbefore contained shall authorize the reduction of 


or payment of any part of the $100,000,000 reserve set apart for the payment of the 
United States notes upon the interest-bearing indebtedness of the United States.” 


The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 74, 
noes 129. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa) was read, 
as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

“Provided, The words ‘surplus or balance’ in this resolution shall be con- 
strued to mean all money in the Treasury against which there is no actual de- 
mand liability of the Government other than greenbacks for redemption.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa) was read, 
as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “ $100,000,000” and insert “* $50,000,000,"" 

The question being taken, the chairman stated that the ‘‘ noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 130. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 6 members voting therefor. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. WARNER, of Ohio) was read, as 
follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 


“Provided, That after the passage of this act, whenever and as fast as the cir- 
culating notes of national banks are redeemed and canceled as provided by the 
act of June 3, 1864, and amendments thereto, the Secretary of the shall 
cause to be issued in place of such bank notes redeemed, dollar for dollar, United 
States notes in denominations as nearly as may be of the bank notes ieemed, 
and all laws applicable to United States notes now in circulation are hereby 
made applicable to notes issued under this act.” 


Mr. MORRISON. I make the point of order that that amendment 
is not germane. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, addressed the Chair. 


Mr. MORRISON. I withdraw the point of order, as the discussion 
on it might occupy time. 


public any doubt as to the wisdom, 
Secretary of 





The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 110. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. LONG. I move to amend the resolution by adding the provis« 


which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That if the execution of this resolution shall at any time in 


the judgment of the President impair the public credit, he may suspend the op- 
eration hereof. 


The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 75, noes 131. 
Mr. WHEELER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following proviso: , 
** Provided, That before any bonds be purchased or redeemed under this act, 


there be appropriated, from the surplus money in the Treasury, thesum of $1. - 


000,000 each year, to aid in the support of common schools, and that such money 
shall annually be divided among and paid out in the several States and Terri- 
tories in that proportion which the whole number of persons in each who, being 


of the age of ten years and over, can not read, bears to the whole number of suc: 
persons in the United States. 
census of 1830, - Said schools to be under the supervision and control of the State 
officials in the States where located, and of the Territorial authorities where |o- 
cated in the Territories. 


Such computation shall be made according to the 


Mr. MORRISON. I make a point of order that the amendment is 


not germane, 


Mr. WILLIS. Ihope the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELEr) 


will withdraw that proposition. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I offer the amendment which I send 


to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Add the following proviso: 
“Provided, That the first payment under this resolution shall be for an amount 


that will reduce the surplus to $100,000,000. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. MORRISON. I now move that the committee rise. 
Mr. WHEELER. At the request of several gentlemen I ask that 


they be permitted to extend their remarks in the RECORD upon the 
point of order made on my amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent has been granted for any 


member who desires to print remarks. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I send 


to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ hundred,” in line 5, insert the words “and twenty-five.” 
The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 


which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the resolution : 

“ Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be construed to convey to the 
riotism, or integrity of the President or 
the Treasury, nor as dictating a policy which said administration 


would not under proper circumstances carry out upon their own motion and 
judgment.” 


Mr. MORRISON. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MORRISON. Thatit is not germane to the joint resolution. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh, there can be no point of order on that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why is it not e? 

Mr. MORRISON. Because itis not. That is the reason. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, here is aresolution dictating to 
the Executive a course of action. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the 
Democratic side.] My amendmentsimply adds a declaration that the 
purpose and intent of the original resolution is not to raise a doubt in 
the public mind that the President of the United States will do his 
duty in the premises. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will take care of the President; you need not 
worry about him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. ae 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
be sustained as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question was taken; but before announcing the result the chair- 
man asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 141, noes 9. 

Mr. GROSVENOR made the point that no quorum had voted, but 
withdrew it. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise and the joint resolution to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that as long as gent!e- 
men desire to offer amendments the motion to report the joint resolution 
to the House can not be entertained. The committee may of course rise. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I send up an amendment which I dc- 
sire to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert “forty ;" in live? 
strike out the word “ten” and insert “ one.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amend- NAYS—1M. 
ment which I desire to offer. Allen, J. M. Davidson, R. H. M. Kleiner, Singleton, 
The amendment was read, as follows: Anderson,C.M. Dockery, Laffoon, Skinner, 
5 Ballentine, Dougherty, Lanham, Snyder, 
Add at the end of the resolution the following: Barksdale. Dunn ; Lawler, Sowden, 
“Provided also, That the said indebtedness shall be paid in gold coin, oritsequiv- | Barnes, Eden. Le Fevre, Springer, 
alent, at the option of the creditor. Barry, Eldredge, Lore, Stahlnecker, 
The amendment was rejected. ale = camaeat — St Martin wee 
Mr. MORRISON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee | Bland, ° Fisher, ; Martin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
rise and report the joint resolution to the House. ann, Foran, Matson, — Stone, W.J., Mo. 
The motion was agreed to. Brags, ell mekaea” eeu 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | Breckinridge, C. R. Frederick, McCTeary, Tarsney, 
the chair, Mr. Crisp, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that incite, we P.Pulk r, wea a ee on 
they had had under consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) | piynes.’ Geddes, — hd elf toe 
directing the payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the public | Bynum, Gibson, C. H. Mills," Throckmorton, 
debt, and had directed him to report the same back withan amendment. Gehben a. Morgen ee ; 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question | Ginpbeli,J.E, Green WJ. Ranke. a 
on the amendment and the joint resolution. Candler, Hale, Neal, - Turner, 
Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire at the first opportunity to | Carleton, Hall, Neece Van Eaton. 
k Sam ¢ . ’ : Catchings, Halsell, O'Neill, J.J. Wade, 
make a motion 0 recommit. = Clardy, Harris, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J 
The SPEAKER. That is not now in order, because the gentleman | Clements, Hatch, Payson, Warner, William 
from Illinois has demanded the previous question. aes Romana, a Peel, Weary r A J 
> ° ° > . ‘ ~ enderso ae t i eaver, J. B. 
Mr. McKINLEY. At what point will it be in order? cane ea Pideoek, Wellborn, 
The SPEAKER. When the question is on the passage of the joint | Comstock, Hill, Pindar, Wheeler, 
resolution Cowles, Holman, Plumb, + ilkins, 
wm , . : . Cox, loward, Randall, N illis, 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Then I desire to make the motion at that time. | (7), eas oaemee Wilson, 
The previous question was ordered. Crisp, Hutton, Reid, J. W. Winans, 
The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was | Croxton, Irion, Richardson, Wise 
to Culberson, Johnston, J.T. Riggs, oe ford, 
aon a Curtin, Johnston, T. D. Sadler, oodburn, 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read Daniel. Jones, J. H. Sayers, Worthington. 
a third time. Jargan, Jones, J.T. Seney, 
: : Javidson, A.C. ci Shaw, 
Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question on the passage of | P*¥idsen. A-¢ ming, _ 
the joint resolution. NOT VOTING—49. 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now offer the resolution which I | Adams, J.J. Gallinger, Oates, Symes, — 
send to the desk Aiken, Gibson, Eustace O'Donnell, raylor, E. B. 
> Anderson, J. A. Glover, O’ Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
The Clerk read as follows: Arnot, Hammond, O’ Hara, Tucker, : 
Resolved, That the pending joint resolution be recommitted to the Committee | Barbour, Hanback, Uwen, Van Sehaick, 
on Ways and Means with instructions to said committee to forthwith report the | Bayne, Harmer, Phelps, Viele 
same with the following amendment: Beach, Heard, Ranney, Wallace, 
“Provided, That said sum of $100,000,000 herein excepted and reserved, which | Brady, . Henley, Reese, Ward J.H. 
amount was purchased by the sale of bonds to the extent of ninety-five and a Brown, C.E. Hermann, Robertson, War d,T. B. 
half millions, and the balance by reservation from the revenue under authority | Buchanan, Houk, Rogers, White, A. C. 
of the act of January 14, 1875, entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of | Caswell, Landes, Scott, 
ie payments,’ shall be maintained, as provided by said act, and set apart for | Davenport, Louttit, Scranton, 
the purpose of redeeming the legal-tender notes of the United States when pre- | Dawson, Norwood, Spriggs, 










sented for payment, and said fund shall not be used for any other purpose.” 


Mr. MCKINLEY. I move the previous question on the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion to recom- 
mit with the instructions just read. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that the amendment em- 
bodied iu those instructions has already been voted down in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the House may overrule the action of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] to recommit with instructions. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
119, nays 154, not voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Adams, G. Evans, Laird, Price, 
Alien, C. H. Everhart, Lehibach, Reed, T. B. 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Libbey, Rice, 
Baker, Felton, Lindsley, Rockwell, 
Belmont, Findlay, Little, Romeis, 
Bingham, Fleeger, Long, Rowell, 
Bliss, Funston, be soane Ryan, 
Bound, ’ Gilfillan, ahoney, Sawyer, 
Boutelle, Goff, Markham, Sessions, 
T.M. Grosvenor, McComas, Seymour, 
Brown, W. W. Grout, McKenna, Smalis, 
Buck, Guenther, McKinley, Spooner, 
Bunnell, caveam, — a 
Burleigh, ynes, ard, tephenson, 
Burrows, Henderson,D.B. Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, Felt me tg » TJS. —o sy E. F. 
elix e rn, att, trait, 
Campbell, J. Hewitt, Morrill, Struble, 
Campbell, T. J. Hiestand, Morrow, Swinburne, 
Cannon, Hires, Muller, Taylor, 1. H. 
Conger, Hiscock, Negley, Thomas, 0. B, 
’ Hitt, Nelson, hompson, 
Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Davis, Hopkins, Osborne, Wait, 
Dibbie, ‘ Parker, Wakefield, 
Dingley, Payne, Weber, 
> Johnson, F. A Perkins, West, 
A Kelley, Peters, White, Milo 
Dunham, Kete . Pettibone, Whiting 
Ely, La Follette, Pirce, 


for this day. 
Brown forthe amendmentof Mr. MCKINLEY; and Mr. TucKER would 
vote ‘‘ay’’ on the passage of the resolution. 


126. 


So the motion of Mr. MCKINLEY to recommit with instructions was 


rejected. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, on all political questions 
If present, Mr. TUCKER would vote against and Mr. 


Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. WADSWORTH on joint resolution No. 126. 


Mr. RoBERTSON would vote for the resolution of Mr. MORRISON to pay 
out of the Treasury of the United States the surplus as provided for 
in said resolution; Mr. WADSWORTH would vote against the resolution. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. HARMER on joint resolution No. 
Mr. WARD would vote for the resolution, Mr. HARMER against it. 
Mr. HENLEY with Mr. Scott on joint resolution No 126. Mr. HEN- 


LEY would vote for the resolution, Mr. Scotr against it. 


The following members were announced as paired until further no- 


tice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
LANDES with Mr. HANBACK. 
ARNoT with Mr. THomaAs, of Illinois. 
REESE with Mr. BUCHANAN. 
BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

ROGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
SPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 

WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Hou. 
DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

HEARD with Mr. BAYNE. 

HAMMOND with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr.’ Norwoop with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. VIELE with Mr. GALLINGER. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Lootrtir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as I understand my pair, which 
has been read by the Clerk, I am at liberty to vote on this question, 
and if so, I desire to do so. 

The SPEAKER (having examined the pair). According to the terms 
of the pair the Chair thinks the gentleman has the right to vote on this 
question, as the pair »ppears to apply only to the passage of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Thatisthe way it struck me. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question recurred on the passage of the joint resolution, 


I vote ** 


ay.” 
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The SPEAKER. 





ous question upon the passage of the resolution. 
The previous guestion was ordered. 
On the passage of the resolution 1 demand the yeas 


Mr. SOWDEN. 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The gentleman from Illinois demands the previ- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 207, nays 67, not voting 


48; as follows: 


Alien, J. M. 
Anderson, ©. M. 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Bragg, 
Breckinridge, C.R. 
Breckinridge, W CP. 
srowne, T. M, 
Brown, W.W. 
Brumm, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. EB. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
rain, 
Srisp, 
roxton, 
Sulberson, 
urtin, 
Jutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A. C. 
Davidson, R. H. M. 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Duna, 
Eden, 
Eldredge, 


~ an ee 


a 


Adams, G. E. 
Allen, ©, H. 
Baker, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 

Bliss, 

Bound, 
Boutelle, 

Buck, 

Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Collins, 

Davis, 


Adams J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, J. A, 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Brady, 
Brown, C. E. 
Buchanan, 
Caswell, 
Comstock, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent the reading of 


the names was di 


YEAS—207. 
Ellsberry, Laird, 
Ermentrout, Lanham, 
Felton, Lawler, 
Fisher, Le Fevre, 
Foran, Lore, 
Ford, Lovering, 
Forney Lowry, 
Frederick, Lyman, 
Fuller, Markham, 
Funston, Martin, 
Gay, Matson, 
Geddes, Maybury, 
Gibson, C, H, McAdoo, 
Gilfillan, McComas, 
Glass, MeCreary, * 
Goff, McKenna, 
Green, R.8, MeMillin, 
Green, W.J. McRae, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Guenther, Mills, 
Hale, Moffatt, 
Hall, Morgan, 
Halsell, Morrill, 
Harris, Morrison, 
Hatch, Morrow, 
Hemphill, Murphy, 
Henderson, L. B... Neal, 
Henderson, J.8. Neece, 
Henderson T. J. Negley, 
Hepburn, Ni " 
Herbert, Oates. 
Hermann, 0’ Neill, J.J. 
Hill, Outh waite, 
Hires, Payson, 
Hitt, Peel, 
Holman, Perkins, * 
Holmes, Perry, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Howard, Pettibone, 
Hudd, Pidcock, 
Hutton, Pindar, 
Irion, Plumb, 
Jackson, Price, 
Johnston, J. T. Randall, 
Johnston, T. D. Reagan, 
Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. 
Jones, J.T. Richardson, 
Kelley, Riggs. 
King, Romeis, 
Kleiner, Rowell 
Laffoon, Ryan, 
La Follette, Sadier, 
NAYS—67. 
Dibble, Johnson, F. A. 
Dingley, Ketcham, 
Dowdney, Lehlbach, 
Dunham, Lindsley, 
Ely, Little, 
Evans, Long, 
Everhart, Mahoney, 
Farquhar, McKinley, 
Findlay, Merriman, 
Fleeger, Millard, 
Grout, Milliken, 
Hayden, Mitchell, 
Haynes, Muller, 
Hewitt, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hiestand, Osborne, 
Hiscock, Parker, 
James, Payne, 
NOT VOTING—48, 
Davenport, Libbey, 
Dawson, Louttit, 
Gallinger, Norwood, 
Gibson, Eustace O'Donnell, 
Glover, O’ Ferrall, 
Hammond, O’ Hara, 
Hanback, Owen, 
Harmer, Phelps, 
leard, Ranney, 
ilenley, Reese, 
Houk, Robertson, 
Landes, Rogers, 


spensed with. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. RopertTson and Mr. WADSWORTH are paired on joint resolution 


126. 


Sayers, 

Seney, 
Sessions, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Strait, 

Struble, 
Swope, 
‘Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O., B. 
Thom n, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 

Turner, 

wa Eaton, 
Wakefield. 
Wallace, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
White, A. 0. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 

Wilson, 
Winans, 

Wise, 

Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Pirce, 


Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Sawyer, 


Taylor, L. H. 
Wait, 
Weber, 
West, 
Whiting. 


Seott, 
Scranton, 
Spriggs, 


/ 


Mr. RoRERTSON would vote for the resolution of Mr. MorRIsOoN 


to pay out of the Treasury of the United States the surplus as provided 


for in said resolution. 


lution. 


Mr. WADSWORTH would vote against tho reso- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to state that my col- 
league, Mr. Ro@ers, is paired on this vote; and if present would vote 
‘‘ay.”? Tam also informed by him that the gentleman with whom he 


is paired would vote ‘‘no.’? 





JULY 14, 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution as a ques- 
tion of privilege. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there appears in the ConcressionaL Recorp of June 30, 1886, on page 
6236, certain remarks purporting to have been made by Hon. Jonny M. GLover 
on the preceding day, but which it is believed were not uttered by him on the 
floor,and which do not appear in the official notes of the Reporter, and which 
said remarks are as follows: ‘If there had been a third party present on this 
oceasion the gentleman from Indiana would never have made these statements 
to the House:” Therefore, 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, instructed to 
inquire and report to the House whether such remarks were so uttered on the 
floor cf the House, and constitute a part of the official report, or whether they 
were interpolated in said report by any other — than the Official Reporter, 
and if so by whom; and if by amember of this House, what action, if any, should 
be taken in reference thereto. ; 

Mr. HATCH. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that my 
colleague [Mr. GLOVER] is not present, and it is proper of course that 
he should be here before action is taken upon such a resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. There is another matter contained in a subsequent 
part of this resolution that does not refer to any gentleman specifically, 
but which relates to a fraud upon the RecorD, that should be investi- 
gated. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let the resolution be read and go into 
the RECORD so we can see what it is. 


Mr. LOWRY. I will withdraw that resolution for the present and 







offer the other one. 

Mr. BLAND. 1 hope the resolution to which the gentleman now re- 
fers will be ‘Decause if this is not a mistake, in the whole 
course of my i experience I have never seen such a fraud 


trated upon p. I hope it will prove to be a mistake. 
e SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Mr. Lowry,as chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, on yesterday, July 13, 1886, reported from said commitice 
a substitute for certain resolutions theretofore referred to said committee in ref- 
erence to an alleged fraud on the revenue by one Richard D. Lancaster, in pro- 
curing the compounding of a judgment taken against him and others in favor 
of the United States, which said substitute called upon the Secretary of tle 
Treasury for information touching the action of the Department in regard to 
said transaction, and was adopted by the House; and 

Whereas said resolution so adopted by the House does not appear in the offi- 
cial report of the proceedings in the CoNGRESSIONAL RecorD, butinstead thereof 
there appears therein a lengthy preamble and resolution bearing upon the same 
subject, but of an entirely different character: Therefore, 

Be it further resolved, That the Committee on Rules be,and they are hereby, 
further instructed to inquire and report through what means, and by what in- 
strumentality, said substitution of the preamble and resolution published was 
made to supplant the resolution actually adopted by the House, and whataction, 
if any, should be taken in reference thereto. 

Mr. BLAND. I repeat, if that was an intentional substitution it is 
a fraud on the REcorD that ought to be investigated. 

Mr. LOWRY. Iam not prepared to say that any fraud was perpe- 
trated. It may possibly be a mistake or an accident. 1 hope it will so 
transpire. : 

Mr. HATCH. I only wish to say that I favor the adoption of the 
resolution, but simply reminded the gentleman trom Indiana that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER] was not present, and the first 
resolution certainly reflects upon him. 

Mr. KING. Intheabsence of Mr. GLOVER certainly no action should 
be taken upon that resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. As every gentleman present from Missouri knows I 
sympathize with this investigation, but I regard it as improper to take 
any action upon the first resolution, at all events in the absence of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MORRISON. Has not the hourof 5 o’cloce arrived? 

“Vote!”’ “Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. LOWRY. I withdraw the first resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the second resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can that be read again? 

Mr. HATCH. The second resolution; I think, is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to having the resolution again 
read? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOWRY. I ask the adoption of the second resolution. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the House adjourned. 


[Cries of 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAKER: Papers in the claim of Nehemiah Osburn—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of Asa W. Mc- 
Clure, of Alcorn County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BARNES: Petition of citizens of Augusta, Ga., and others, 
for payment of debts due by the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
y—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Memorial of the American Humane Association, 
of Chicago, Ill., asking prevention of cruelty to animals in transporta- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Papers relating to the claim of Hiram C. Racker, 
of Lexington County, South Carolina—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, asking for the passage of Senate bill 2157—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of Charles T. Dunn, of Morehouse Parish, 
Louisiana, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. LAIRD: Petition of 125 citizens of Chace and Dundy Coun- 
ties, Nebraska, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 721, estab- 
lishing a livestock highway over public lands in or adjoining Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. F. Hughes and 49 others, asking that the bills 
embodying the recommendations of the Grand Army of the Republic 
be passed at an early day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of Willis Dean, of 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Resolution of the General Assembly of Louisi- 
ana relative to the erection of a monument to the memory of ex-Presi- 
dent Zachary Taylor at New Orleans—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition of Philip Henson, of Alcorn County, Mis- 
sissippi, for compensation for services in the Federal Army during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND. Petitionof W. H. Blades for allowance on 
account of services in securing the capture of the confederate W. B. 
Terry—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolution of the Minnesota veterans in Da- 
kota in favor of Senate bill 1886; and also the admission of Dakota— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers in the case of Susan P. Vance, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200, 000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of George A. McClelland and 172 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition of John Bangus and others, of Cass 
County, Texas. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of W. W. Hazen and 50 others, of 
W. H. Thomas and 38 others, of G. H. Morier and 71 others, and of 
Lonis Story and 303 others, citizens of the fifth district of lowa. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 8S. Wrightand 85 others and of Charles 
F, Wolfe and 112 others, citizens of the fourth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Robert Coyle and 194 others, of N. 
L. Holmes and 64 others, and of John H. Garner and 188 others, citi- 
zens of the fifth district of Georgia. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Charles W. McRaith and 40 others 
and of F. W. Reily and 52 others, citizens of the fifth district of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Oliver Sutton and 71 others, of A. S. 
Gardiner and 66 others, of S. C. Bond and 24 others, and of Jacob Kopp 
and 14 others, citizens of the first district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of W. H. Meiser and 253 others, of K. 
P. Cleveland and 221 others, and of A. High and 140 others, citizens of 
the fifth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of A. Flanigan and 75 others, of N. 
A. Hughes and 26 others, of R. McDonnell and 30 others, of Thomas 
Bray and 40 others, and of Edward Isslen and 20 others, citizens of the 
sixth district of New Jersey. 


By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of M. Crawford and 180 others, of 
John §. Haines and 54 others, of M. J. Coyle and 70 others, and of 


P. F. O’ Neil and 68 others, citizens of the twentieth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of Patrick Brady and 208 others, citi- 
vens of the eleventh district of Michigan. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of John Campbell and 480 others, 
Citizens of the eighteenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. ROGEKS: Petition of D. F. Tomson and 275 others, of J. 
©. Piyrin and 150 others, of C. Depont and 218 others, of Stephen 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 












of O. F. 





| 2764) authorizing the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pi 





Tucker and 108 others, of Gus Randolph and 33 others, of Charles 
Fisher and 75 others, of D. N. Fisher and 11 others, of Samuel Little 
and 66 others, of J. A. Heberly and 280 others, of John Ingram and 
40 others, of E 
others, citizens of fourth Congressional district of Arkansas. 


Stuart and 60 otbers, and of A. D. Jones and 146 


By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Travis County, of Lampasas 


County, and of others of the tenth district of Texas. 


sy Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of Robert Bailey and 67 others, 


of C. E. Shipley and 124 others, and of Peter Brady and 34 others, cit- 
izens of the fifth district of Texas. 


By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of Ed. Flood and 46 others, of Frank 


J. Farrell and 184 others, of James Rihner and 92 others, and of James 
C. Burns and 308 others, citizens of the second district of Louis 


mana. 
By Mr. WHITING: Petition of D. F. Cleary and 7 others, and of 


G. H. Pray and 42 others, citizens of the eleventh district of Massachu- 
setts. 


By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Charles McCarley and 58 others and 


3ash and 26 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of Ohio, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 15, 1886, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presidential 
and Congressional élections, and the disbursement of a part of the 
Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 77 dairymen and butter-makers 
of New York, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present six memorials signed by 218 citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., who are consumers of butter, remonstrating against 
taxing oleomargarine; also sixteen memorials signed by 754 citizens of 
New York city to the same effect. 

I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented eight petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PUGH presented two petitions of citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Ii- 
nance. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of George H. Haynes and 59 
other consumers of butter, citizens of Manistee, Mich., praying for the 
passage of the bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Elizabeth Lawton, of Law- 
rence, Kans., praying to be compensated for personal injury sustained 
by her from the Quantrill raid on that place during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB presented four petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the 
Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2800) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railroad 
Company, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2837) relative to the location of the town-site of Wal- 
lace, Kans., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
reférred the bil] (S. 2777) autherizing the appointment and retirement 
of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, reported 
it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
Lon- 
ton a major-general, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S. 1970) granting the Fort Sullivan mili- 
tary reservation to the town of Eastport, Me., for a public park has 
been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. We discover 
that that reservation has been turned over to the Interior Department. 
We ask that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
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tion of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 


That order will be made, if there be 


ONTO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. PUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom the subject was referred, to submit a report in relation 
to the election of Hon. Henry B. PAYNE to the Senate. I ask that 
the report be printed and lie on the table, and at some future day 
we can call it up for action by the Senate. I give that notice. The 
committee ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject and recommend its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present the views of certain members of the Com- 
mittee on Privilegesand Elections, concurring in the conclusion of the 
report just submitted, and stating the reasons, on the part of the sign- 
ers, being Mr. TELLER, Mr. LOGAN, and myself. I ask that these 
ree ae the re ‘port submitted by the Senator from Alabama 

r. PUGH 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to present the views of a minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, signed by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye] and myself, dissenting from the action of the majority of 
the committee, and proposing a resolution for the action of the Senate, 
which I desire to have printed as an amendment to the report of the 
committee and have it considered pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee and the 
views of the minority, together with the accompanying papers, will 
be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope, for convenience, they will all be printed 
and bound together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to make an inquiry of the Chair. I sup- 
pose it will be desired to submit some remarks on the question and 
take the sense of the Senate upon it. Should the reports and the reso- 
lution go upon the Calendar or lie on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the re- 
ports of the committee and the resolution of the minority go on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a privileged matter, and I suppose it can be called 
up at any time the Senate-choose to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reports of the majority and the 
views of the minority will be printed in the same document, and the 
resolution will be placed on the Calendar. Some question arises whether 
the original document which was referred to the committee and comes 
back with the reports shall be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. That has been already printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order then will not embrace 
the printing of that document. 

Mr. PUGH. Nothing but the reports: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reports and the accompanying 
papers will be printed. 

The following resolution is proposed by the minority, consisting of 
Messrs. HOAR and FRYE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized to investigate the charges affecting the title to the seat 
of Hon. Henry B. PAYNE, and to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, 
and employ a clerk and stenographer, and to sit during the recess of the Sen- 


ate; and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


That order will be made. 
If there is a resolution it ought to go on the Cal- 


ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs; to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest 
H. Wardwell, to report it favorably without amendment. I ask that 
it may be put upon its passage now, and I will explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill reported by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Ernest H. Wardwell, of Garrett County, Maryland, late a cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster of United States volunteers, out of any — 
in the Treasury not otherwise copes the pay and allowances of a 
tain and assistant quartermaster in United States Army from the 11th ‘a 
of March to the 18th day of May, 1865; and also the additional 
pay proper as first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster of the Second 

ment North Carolina Union Volunteers (white), the same as allowed to all vo 
unteer officers under the act of Congress approved March 3, 


Mr. HAMPTON. I will state that that is identical with the Senate 
biil which passed the Senate the otherday. This bill passed the House 
and was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and to save 
time I report it back and ask that it may be put upon its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a quorum present, Mr. President? 


three months’ 
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Mr. HAMPTON. We passed a Senate bill similar to this the other 
day. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think, in order to save time, I shall move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that a quo- 
rum is present. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill reported by the Senator from South Carolina? The Chair will count 
the Senate if desired. 

Mre McMILLAN. If the bill will not take any time I shall not ob- 
ject to it. If it leads to debate I shall have to interpose an objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Call the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks for a 
call of the Senate. That order will be made as a matter of course, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule requires it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). I desire to 
inform the Senate that my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is detained away 
by sickness. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. ConGER’s name wascalled). The Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] is detained on the Committee on 
Commerce with some other members of the committee, which has leave 
to sit during the sessions of the Senate by order of the body. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Frye’s name was called). The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Frye} is also engaged on the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when the name of Mr. Jongrs, of Nevada, was 
called). The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] is also on duty upon 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MorrILv’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. MORRILL] is absent ill, as Senators all know, and that 
accounts for his absence. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have responded 
to their names. If there be no objection further proceedings under the 
call will be dispensed with. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] has asked the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed with the consideration of 
the bill reported by him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill if it does not lead te debate. If it does, I reserve the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

Mr. HAWLEY. MayI make a word of explanation? The bill has 
passed both Houses, and the House copy has come here. The Senator 
from South Carolina desires to have the Senate concur in the passage 
of that House bill. Both Houses have not passed the same identical 
piece of paper. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole, reported to 
the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and t 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to be understood as objecting to any business 
out of order that will interfere with our reaching and considering the 
Calendar. 

CENSUS REPORT. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
That the of the Interior be,and he hereby is, 


Resolved, 
transmit to the Senate the report of Fred. H. Wines, special agent of 
Census, on the defective, dependent, and delinquent classes. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
eo That the inaugural addresses, annual méssages,and such ial 
as may be deemed of general public interest, of t several Presidents 


of the United States be arranged in chronological order,and printed as a Sen- 
ate document. 


nested to 
e Tenth 


MILITARY SITE ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask unanimous consent for the action of the Senate 
on the joint resolution = R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept certain lands, &c., near Chicago, Il]. That will take but a mo- 
ment, I ask the Senator from Minnesota to allow it to be read at the 
desk. It isa very important matter. I have prepared an amendment 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been from a committee? 

Mr. LOGAN. I offered it yesterday and asked to have it lie on the 
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table. I have the report of the Secretary of War and of officers of the 
Army, & commission who have examined the lands. Let it be read at 
the desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
subject to objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. I ask that it be read. | 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, July 9, 1886. 

Secretary of War has the honor to transmit herewith a copy of areport of 
A of Army officers consisting of Lieut. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan, Maj. Gen. 
Alfred H. Terry,and Maj. J. G. C. Lee, quartermaster, which was convened to 
consider the subject of a site on Lake Michigan, near Chicago, Ill., tendered asa 
gift to the United States by the Commercial Club of that city for military pur- 

and to respectfully request that such legislation be had as will authorize 
the Government to accept the same. 

WM. C, ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT prodempore Uniled States Senate. 


Report of officers designated to consider the subject of a site for military pur- 
_— in the vicinity of Chicago, Ill., in accordance with the following instruc- 
ions: 


I wish to hear the report of the Secretary of War, 


WasnHIncTon, D. C., June 15, 1886. 

Sm: The undersigned, a committee duly appointed for that purpose by the 
Commercial Club of Chicago, have the honor to tender to you, for the acceptance 
of the United States Government, a tract of land in the vicinity of Chicago for 
military purposes. 

No definite site has been selected, but options have been secured upon several 
eligible tracts, and we respectfully request that you will appoint a committee of 
Army officers who shall visit Chicago and select the ground best suited to the 
purpose. The tract thus selected will at once be purchased with the money 
already subscribed for the purpose, under the auspices of the said Commercial 
Club, and conveyed to the United States Government. 

JOHN W. DOANE, 
Cc. B. FARWELL, 
ALEXANDER P. McCLURG. 
The SecrETARY OF WAR. 
[First indorsement. ] 
Wark DEPARTMENT, June 23, 1886. 

Respectfully referred to the Lieutenant-General, who will proceed to Chicago, 
and in connection with the commanding general Division of the Missouri, and 
one other officer, whom they may select, consider this subject, and report the 
result to the Secretary of War. 

WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


CuicaGo, ILL., June 26, 1886. 


The Lieutenant-General and Major-General Terry selected Maj. J. G. C. Lee, 
quartermaster, as the third officer. 


CuicaGo, ILL, July 2, 1886. 

The officers designated having critically examined the several tracts of land 
tendered by the committee hereinbefore named beg to report that the one 
known as the Highwood tract, in Lake County, Illinois, containing 598} acres 
lying on Lake Michigan, north of the city of Chicago, and distant 25 miles, said 
tract being the one examined on the forenoon of June 3), and shown by accom- 
panying plat, possesses, in their opinion, the greatest advantages of all the sites 
offered, and is admirably adapted, in every respect, for the purposes for which 


itis a 

It lies advantageously for the use desired, stretching along the lake front for 
about a mile and a half, with a width varying from three-eighths to three- 
fourths of a mile, and a height above the lake of about 70 feet, with bold bluffs 
bordering the beach. 

It commands transportation by rail on the west and by lake on the east. 

It is beautifully diversified with picturesque valleys, throughout which springs 
of the purest waterabound. These valleys form natural divisions of the tract 
into usof unusual beauty, excellently adapted by size and situation for the 


mor ew. 
ith the exception of several limited areas, the whole is covered with a fine 
growth of forest trees. 
Excellent water in any quantity can be had from the lake, while the springs 
referred to are of considerable volume and noted for their exceeding purity. 
Superior sand for construction purposes can be had from the lake in unlim- 
ited abundance; also, gravel for roadways and other purposes. Clay suitable 
— manufacture of bricks can be had on the tract and on adjacent prop- 
ert 


The place is susceptible of being readily and economically converted into one 
of rare beauty. Indeed, it would be difficult to find a tract of land more per- 


fectly os by nature and location to the purpose uired. 
The wu , therefore, unanimously recommend to the honorable the 
Secretary of 


ar the acceptance of this tract at the earliest practicable date. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General, U. 8. Army. 
ALFRED H. TERRY, 
Major-General, U. 8. Army. 
J. G. C. LEE, 
Major and Qaartermaster, U. 8. Army. 


The PRESIDENT proitempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BECK. I object, until we have more information on the sub- 
ject. I object to the establishment of any more military posts or the 
dismantling of those now in existence until we know the need of them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the joint reso- 

goes over under the rule. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection until 
I have an rtunity briefly to explain it. 

Mr. BECK. I know what it is. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then the Senator can object afterward. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to the explanation, but I know 
what the measure is. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is nothing in the measure whatever except that 
the Commercial Club of Chicago have purchased this land and paid 
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$300,000 in cash for it, and have tendered it to the Government of the 
United States as one of the most beautiful sites that can be found any- 
where on Lake Michigan for the Government of the United States to 
use it as it sees proper. There is no proposition here te build forts or 
it provides that the Government shall accept the prop- 
erty, and afterward Congress can act as they see proper aboutit. Con- 
gress is not compelled to build forts or fortifications. It isa mere accept- 
There are no conditions what- 
ever. They simply give the property freely to the Government, and 
the joint resolution proposes that the Government shall accept it; and 
that is all. 

Mr. DAWES. Free of condition? 

Mr. LOGAN. Free of condition. 


There are no conditions whatever 
in the acceptance of the gift. They simply propose to give it to the 
Government. The Secretary of War can recommend what he pleases 
about it afterward, and Congress can do as it pleases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection is made 

Mr. BECK. I still object, for the reason that the United States ought 
not to accept gifts from anybody unless there is some special necessity 
for doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
olution goes over. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to give notice that I shall at the proper time 
ask for a vote of the Senate on taking up the joint resolution. I give 
this notice so that the Senator from Kentucky may know that I intend 
to ask again that the joint resolution be taken up and acted on. 





Objection being made, the joint res- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Minnesota. 

The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for a division on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks for a division. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Minnesota if he will not be 
willing that we take so much of the morning hotr until half past 12 
as shall be necessary to get through with the pension cases on the Cal- 
endar. It is necessary that they shall goto the House in order to have 
any chance of action at this session, and as they are mixed up with 
other bills on the Calendar they can not be reached in time if we take 
them only as the Calendar is disposed of. I think it is due to that class 
of legislation that we shall take the time to pass those bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator asks for a division on 
the motion and is entitled to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose we can get through with the pension cases 
in half an hour. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is the river and harbor bill before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe river and harbor bill does not go on I shall ask 
the Senate to take up the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to waive that motion until the pen- 
sion cases can be run through with which are now on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is evident the river and harbor bill must be 
proceeded with now if we are to pass the bill at this session. There 
are important appropriation bills yet to be passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the special order upon which the Senate has 
been acting for several days past in regard to the Calendar expired? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has expired. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota, on which a‘division is de- 
manded. 

The question being put, the ayes were 28. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not take over half an hour to dispose of the 
pension bills, and I will ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
take up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would take a great part of the half hour. 
You will get a chance later. Wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that to-morrow these pension bills will be 
taken up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall move their consideration to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is agreed to; and the 
river and harbor bill is before the Senate. 


The question is on the motion of the 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Minnesota to allow it to be 
laid aside informally that I may submit the report of the committee of 
conference on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa submits a 
conference report. That is a privileged matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit the conference report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of Lhe Senate to the bill (A. R. 8974) ** making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiseaf year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 16, 26,27, 34, 45, 54, 
58, 59, 71, 72, 163, 104, 110, 111, 112, 118, 122, 128, 129, 130, 137, 140, 141, 146, 150, 155, 169, 
196, 199, 215, 228, 220, 230, 232, 236, and 237. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- - 


ate numbered 4, 6,7, 8, 10, 32, 33, 35, 38, 42, 46, 52, 56, 57, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 69, 70, 73, 75, 76, 
77 79, 80, 81, 86, 87, 91, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 133, 
6, 142, 143, 145, 148, 149, 151, 152, 158, 159, 160,161, 162, 164, 165, 167, 168, 172, 
5, 176, 177, 178, 187, 188, 195, 198, 210, 220, 221, 226, and 227, and agree to the 


134, 135,1 
173, 174, 17 
BAT 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,500;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $10,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$115,350; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment and on page 17,in line 6 of the bill, strike out “five”? where it occurs and 
insert “four; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to thesame with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$151,346.50; ’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amend ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to bestricken out by said amend- 
ment, and at the end thereof insert the following: “Provided, That adjustments 
of said accounts shal} be limited to those originating subsequent to March 3, 
1551; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment, and add at the end thereof the following: “Provided, That adjustments 
of said acoounts shall be limited to those originating subsequent to March 3, 
1851;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 67, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “thirteen; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to thesame with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert “ two 
clerks at $800 each ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House reecedy from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed insert “‘ $272,701.60; ” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its amendment to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered L119, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said Senate 
amendment, insert the following: ** And hereafter the records prepared for _ 
lication under this appropriation shall contain only the records of the war of the 
rebellion covering contemporaneous events, chronologically, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the act of June 23, i874, eeengeeer ae reane 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1875. And 
the evidence taken by the court-martial on the trial of Fi ohn Porter, and the 
arguments made before the court by counsel for the prosecution and defense, 
together with the report thereon by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, and any 
reply thereto filed with the President before approval of sentence, shall be 
printed in connection with matter already printed concerning the proceedings 
of said court-martial;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and to thé same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum seaatll faneat “$3,020; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $59,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘* One carpenter, $900; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “ $50,530; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 61, in line 2 of the bill, strike out “six” where 
it occurs and insert * five;"’ and the Seuvate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 147; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘$175,390;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out and 
inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ Two law-examiners, at $2,000 
each ; thirty-nine ;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered LM, and agree to the same with anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $489,060; "" and the Senate 


agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 170 and 171: That the House recede from its disagree- 
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ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 170 and 171, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows ; In lieu of the amended paragraph insert 
the following: “ For purchase of books for the scientific library and expenses of 
transporting publications of patents issued by the Patent Office to ioreign govern- 
ments, $3,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its disagreement tu 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of the matter proposed to be inserted by sai: 
amendment the words “and for other necessary expenses, including the pur- 
chase of books and periodicals; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 211: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $1,500;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 212: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘$2,500;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 217: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 217, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,300;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 233; That the House recede from its amendment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert as a separate paragraph the following: 

** For salary of one additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Ter- 
ritory of Motana, $3,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

They have been unable to agree on amendments numbered 2, 17, 39, 40, 41, 38, 


89, 90,179, and 180, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H.,L. DAWES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 

GEO, C. CABELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What motion does the Senator from 
Iowa make ? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope that the Senator will state, before we are 
asked to do that, what the points are on which the conferees thus far 
have failed to agree. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first point on which the conferees have failed 
to agree is the item found on page 7 of the bill, amendment numbered 
17, for clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees at $6 per 
day during the session. Thatisthe firstdisagreement, The nextis the 
appropriation for the Civil Service Commission, being one clerk of class 
3 and two clerks at $900 each. The latter clause of the Senate amend- 
ment for that commission was agrved to, the Senate yielding half of the 
sum inserted. The next item is thesalary of the assistant treasurer at 
Baltimore. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senate increased that 2 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate increased that to $4,500, increasing it 
$500. The next item of disagreement is that relating to the compensa- 
tion and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of gaugers, 
salaries of storekeepers, &c., under the internal revenue. 

Those are the only items of disagreement, I believe. I shall be glad 
to explain, if any Senator desires it, the report in detail. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any danger, if I may inquire, that the 
Senate conferees will recede from the amendment of the Senate in the 
item providing for clerks for Senators ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can hardly answer the Senator. I do not know 
what we shall doin thefuture; but I willsay that ifthe gentlemen who 
have had charge of the matter shall be reappointed by the Chair we 
will do as near as we can according to the judgment and will of the 
Senate as we understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the report of the conference committee be concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand that the Senator desires to yield 
the points on which the conferees have disagreed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand the effect of this vote. What 
is meant by the motion? What do the conferees ask us to do now ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence be concurred in. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So far as it goes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will close up the bill so far as the conferees 
have agreed, and then I shall move that the Senate still further insist 
upon its amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa to concur in the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move that the Senate still further insist upou 
the amendments disagreed to and ask the House for a further confer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate still further insist and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think on a moment’s reflection I will withdraw 
the part of the mution asking for acommittee of conference. The House 
may recede from its disagreement. 


I move that the Senate coneur in the conference 








1886. 





The PRESIDENT protempore. Part of the motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments not settled by this report. 

The motion to insist was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Voorhes. 

The also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
582) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth Brigade of 
Sonth Carolina Volunteer State Troops. ° 

The further announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 202) to continue the provisions of a joint resolution 
approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to provide tempo- 
rarily for the expendituresof the Government;’’ in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1181, after the word “‘improvement,”’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the words: 


And the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made 
available for dredging said river, according to the plan of the Chief of Engi- 
eee on the 12th of March, 1884: Provided, That not exceeding 
$30,000 shall thus be expended on Goose Rapids. 


And inserted the following words: 


From Breckenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, in- 
aug , removal of ——— and bowlders, and construction of wing- 
dams, ; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby 
made available for this purpose, 

So as to make the clause read: 


Jaupoving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
from kenridge to the northern boundary line of the United States, including 
dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-dams, &c. ; 
and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby made avail- 
able for this purpose. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word 
“‘operations,’’ to strike out “‘ and the cost of the proceedings hereinafter 
authorized’’ and insert ‘‘$10,000 to complete dredges authorized by 
act of July 5, 1884;’’ and after the word ‘‘ mining,’’ at the end of line 
1205, to insert ‘‘ hurtful to navigation; ’’ so as to read: 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the money 
heretofore po oy ae ames improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 
at the end Lnyl oe ten fiseal year, for snagging and dredging operations ; $10,- 
000 to complete ges authorized by act of July 5, 1884; the lance of said 
unexpended money not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that 
hydraulic mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their trib- 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, at the end of the clause making an ap- 
for ‘* improving Sacramentoand Feather Rivers, California,’ 
1207, after the word ‘‘ tributaries,’’ to strike out the words: 
If he be not satisfied, he is hereby instructed to institute such legal proceed- 
ings as may be necessary to prevent the washing, sluicing, dumping, or dis- 
débris, or slickens, caused by or arising from hydraulic min- 
ing, either of said rivers or any of its tributaries, or into the San Joaquin 
or to such place or situation from which 
such detritus, débris, or slickens may be liable to be washed or carried by storms 
or floods into either of said rivers or tributaries; and he is hereby instructed to 
use out of said sum as much as may be necessary for said purpose. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1222, to increase the ap- 
for “‘improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing 
provement,’’ from $200,000 to $250,000. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1227, to increase the ap- 
— for ‘‘ improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon,”’ 
$150,000 to $250,000. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was, in line 1247, after the word “ improve- 
ment,’’ to insert: 
Including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leavenworth 
Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Nebraska City, Pilattsmouth, and Brown- 


So as to make the clause read: 


I Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leaven- 
worth , Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Nebraska City, Platismouth, and 
Brownville, $500,000. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I do not read the bill as the Clerk does. He says 


we .” ITsee “repairs of works.” 
ENT pro tempore. The words “ including necessary re- 
pairs of works’ were stricken out. . 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment was read correctly as amended 
in the Senate. The committee’s amendment was amended in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
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The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, after 
the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 1250, to strike out: 

Without the intervention of the Missouri River Commission. 

And insert: 


To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance 
with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri River Commission. 


The amendment was concurred in 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word *‘ dollars,”’ at 
the end of line 1256, to insert ‘‘ under the direction of the Secretary of 
War;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $80,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ at the 
end of line 1260, to insert ‘‘including Davis Island dam;’’ so as to 
read: 

Improving the Ohio River 


; Continuing improvement, including Davis Island 
dam, $500,000, &c. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole in relation to the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
beginning in line 1327. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the words stricken out be not read 

Mr. INGALLS. This amendment is the amendment providing to 
insert words in place of the words stricken out on pages 58 and 59 and 
60. I wish to move again the amendment that I offered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which will be found on page 6834 of the Recorp, 
and which I send to the desk to be read. I donot propose tocontinue 
this debate. I ask the Senate to give me the yeas and nays upon the 
final vote on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend the amendment of the Committee of the Whole. It will be re- 
ported. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 59, line 1438, of the part proposed to 
be inserted, after the word ‘‘channel,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, That the expenditure of so much of said appropriation 
as may be required to continue the improvement of Pium Point and Lake Provi- 
dence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and maintenance of the 
levees throughout said reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 1882, and 
to the completion of the permeable works of contraction to such extent as may 
be required to bring the high-water banks of the river to the comparative uni- 
formity of width contemplated in the first five paragraphs of the plan of improve- 
ment recommended by the Mississippi River Commission and adopted by Con- 
gress in 1880, and more fully set forth in the report of the Secretary of War for 
1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733: And provided further, That no works of bauk 

rotection or revetment shall be executed in said reaches orelsewhere until after 
it shall be found that the completion of the permeable contracting works and 
uniform width of the high-water channel will not secure the desired stability of 
the river banks: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 
the construction of revetment works where the banks are caving, at Greenville 
reach, Delta Point, in front of the cities ot Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and 
Columbus: And provided further, That contraction works shall be built at the 
same time in the wide portions of the river immediately above the said revet- 
ment works. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks for 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senate perhaps will remember the discus- 
sion which took place in Committee of the Whole between the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Har- 
RISON] upon this amendment, and the yeas and nays were taken. It 
is thé amendment to the Mississippi River provision adopting the plan 
known as Mr. Eads’s plan. I think that is it. 

Mr. INGALLS. In brief that is it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN. | 

Mr. TELLER (when- Mr. Bowen’s name wascalled). My colleague 
(Mr. BowEN] is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on this bill and all amend- 
ments to it, with the understanding that he would vote with the com- 
mittee, and if I was opposed to it we should stand paired. Iam in 
favor of this amendment myself, but I do not know personally how the 
Senator from Pennsylvania stands affected toward this amendment, nor 
can I tell with any degree of certainty what the position of the com- 
mittee is upon it. 

Mr. KENNA. Iwill say to the Senator that individually the com- 
mittee is about equally divided in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No debate is in order during the roll 
eall. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr 
SABIN], but I take the liberty to vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not vote, under the circumstances, 

The roll-call was concluded. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. 
[Mr. Morriiv]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Since my remark a moment ago, the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] has stated to me that in view of the fact that 
the committee has taken no action I am at liberty to vote, and there- 
fore I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 18; as follows: 


Juny 15, 




















Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont Mr. President, I attempted in the discussion of this bill when under 
consideration in Committee of the Whole to show that the plan of the 
commission adopted by the commission and indorsed by Captain Eads, 
rested upon the theory that it was necessary to hold all the water in 
the channel in order to decrease friction and increase the velocity of the 
current, and thus secure the scouring force which would carry away 
the sand bars and obstructions to the navigation, and prevent destruc- 
tive floods by deepening the channel, lowering the surface, and giving 
it a uniform width. That is the whole theory of the commission. 

If there be any truth in that theory it was illustrated by the success 


I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 






































































So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 1465, after the word ‘‘survey,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five”’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $25,000, 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me inquire what was done with the amend- 
ment adopted as in Committee of the Whole, in line 1348, on my motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is in as adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire a vote on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON. It was adopted as in Committee of the Whole, but 
has not been adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole amendment has been 
adopted; but it will be considered open if the Senator desires. 

Mr. GIBSON. I reserved the right to ask a yea-and-nay vote on the 
proposition. I opposed it in committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is in time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1438, after the word *‘ channel,’’ the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted: 

But not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them, 
unless it shall be necessary to prevent or close an injurious crevasse. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that there is already in the bill as it came from the Committee on Com- 
merce a restriction upon the commission in respect to building levees 
on the Mississippi River. The proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands 
or pienso property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is 
authorized to repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should’ be done as 
part of their nm to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of 
the river, and to deepen the channel. 

A provision similar to that offered by the Senator from Indiana was 
placed in the first bill, making provision for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. It isin keeping with the position taken by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana when a member of thatcommission. He united then 
with General Comstock, who held views diametrically opposed to the 
plan upon which the jetties were built at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River, and condemned that plan, I am informed, when it was adopted 
by the Congress of the United States, and foretold that it would not be 
successful. 

General Comstock is a learned and accomplished engineer, and I speak 
of him with great respect. I believe that he differed from Captain 
Eads and every other member ofthe commission, the six gentlemen who 
compose this commission, conscientiously. He has submitted minority 
reports, and while on the commission the Senator from Indiana joined 
General Comstock in the minority report condemning the plan which 
a majority of the commission had adopted for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. 

What does General Gillmore say of that language that was placed in 
the first bill? 

There was just enough difficulty put in our way 


ence a majority of the members of the commission and render them 
to touch the levee question with that phraseology in the law. 











by that phraseology to influ- 
unwilling 


Beck, Fustis : wee Plumb of the jetties at the mouth of the river. If it be true that by holding 
Berry, George, Ingalls, Pugh, the water as you proceed from the Gulf upward in the channel it will 
a oeER, Gtova, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, deepen itself 3 feet or 5 feet or 6 feet or 10 feet or 20 feet, necessarily 
Cockrell im — es oo the bed of the river must be correspondingly lowered, and if you could 
Coke, ' Harris, Maxey, Vest, lower the bed of the Mississippi River from the Gulf to Red River, you 
pone r, Hawley, Palmer, Walthall, would necessarily increase the velocity immensely above the mouth of 
pawes, Hearst, Payne, Whitthorne. the Red River and add to its scouring force. This is the logic of the 
NAYS—18, plan. This is the common-sense view of it, illustrated by every test 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Teller, and approved by experience. 
a. a — Wines a lene, That is what General Gillmore says in his last report; and I ask Sen- 
Edmunds, Harrison, Sherman, ators to look into this question carefully before they vote for this amend- 
Evaris, MeMillan, Spooner, mentof the honorable Senator from Indiana. It is an insidious attack 
ABSENT—26. in support of the minority of the commission, the effect of which will 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, be to overturn and condemn the Mississippi River Commission and the 
owen, Dolph, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, whole plan upon which this work proceeds. The honorable Senator’s 
ie” — of Florida, ea a . own explanation of his amendment discloses its true purpose and its 
Cameron, Logan, Pike, Wilson of Md. real effect. General Gillmore says, in speaking of this matter with re- 
Camden, McPherson, Riddleberger, spect to the improvement of the river, as follows: 
Chace, Mahone, Sabin, 


As there are no portions of the river where levees sustain relations to the 
general plan of improvement more important than those which obtain in these 
lower reaches, so there are none where their importance is more likely to be 
underestimated or even entirely overlooked, for the reason that, the lower-river 
channel being at all times sufficiently deep for the purpose of navigation, levees 
do not suggest themselves at all as a means of improvement below Red River. 

Hear now what he says: 


The essence of the whole matter is apt to be lost sight of, that they are re- 
quired below for the benefit of the river above, and that they are valuable in 
proportion as they help— 


To do what? 
to enlarge the river bed, facilitate the discharge of the floods, lower the flood 
heights, lessen the difference between high and low river, and thereby ameli- 
orate and simplify all the difficulties of improvement. Indeed, were it neces- 
sary to omit the maintenance of levees, as an auxiliary means, on any portion of 
the stream they might better be omitted above than below Red River. Were it 
possible to enlarge the bed of the river to a capacity that would be sufficient to 
carry off the flood-waters without any rise above the tide-level as far up as Ked 
River, which would be practically extending the Gulf more than 300 miles up- 
stream, there would then be no greater difference between high and low river at 
that point than that due to the tide oscillations, while for fully 200 miles higher 
- the largest floods would doubtless be retained within the natural bed. Works 
of improvement below Red River, of whatever character, are valuable as such 
only so far as they tend to the development of these conditions—that is, only so 
far as they aid in securing an enlarged local waterway. The general benefits to 
which reference has been made will be certain to follow in due proportion. 

Mr. President, it must be apparent to Senators that if you are going 
to improve this river according to the plans of the Mississippi River 
Commission and on which the jetties were constructed it is absolutely 
essential to begin at the mouth of the river, as the bill creating the 
Mississippi River Commission provides, because by deepening the chan- 
nel the velocity of the current will do the work of scouring out and 
lowering the bed and surface of theriver. If you begin at Cairo or at 
Vicksburg in the upper river or middle river, and deepen it there while 
leaving the lower end obstructed, you reverse the order and so far as 
you can you really check the velocity and create a tendency in the 
river to flow upstream. It would be illogical and unscientific. 

Now a word further. There is no plan proposed by the Mississippi 
River Commission or by anybody else, as was asserted by the Senator 
from Indiana, to construct a great and permanent system of levees. 
Captain Eads does not suggest that. Some members of the commis- 
sion may have an idea that it will be necessary to raise these great 
works; but it is because they do not appreciate the real theory upon 
which this system rests. Let the line of levees be once established and 
completed from the passes at the mouth of the river to the high lands 
above Cairo and the tremendous force and velocity and momentum of 
the current will solve the problem and solve it, I believe, as Captain 
Eads predicts. These results can not be accomplished in a day or 
year—it may take ten years or more to produce them. 

I quote from some remarks delivered by Captain Eads before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce on the first bill I offered in April, 1876, ereating 
a Mississippi River commission, and I ask the attention of Senators to 
that, because it is the very essence of this whole matter: 

There can be no doubt— 

Says Captain Eads— 
of the entire feasibility of so correcting the Mississippi River from Cairo to the 
Gulf that a channel depth of 20 feet during the low-water seasons can be per- 
manently secured throughout its entire course, and that the alluvial lands on 
each side of its waters can be made absolutely safe from overflow without levees 
by such correction. This can be accomplished for a sum entirely within the 

lity of the Government and one really insignificant when compared with the 
benefits which would flow from such improvement. 

Until such work is an annual expenditure for the maintenance of the 
levees is imperative. ; 


These levees extend from the mouth of the Red River to the Gulf of 
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Mexico. What the commission ask and what Captain Eads asks is that Mr. GIBSON. With the permission of the Senator from Indiana I 
the levee system there shall be maintained until the full force of the | submit to him that the bill as it came from the Committee on Com- 
river itself, which is greatest during the floods, may be invoked to | merce does not do that thing, it does not authorize the commission to 
deepen the channel and bear the mighty burdens from the great valley | construct levees. 
to the sea. Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator from Louisiana refers to the language 
There are some 2,200 miles of levees on the banks of the Mississippi | that was inserted in the original bill constituting the Mississippi River 
River which have been constructed by the population behind them, and | Commission. It was language most adroitly framed to open to this 
there are only about 200 miles of gaps to be closed. Two million dol- | scheme of leveeing the lower river, to give ‘‘ease and safety to naviga- 
Jars is estimated by Captain Eads to be necessary for that purpose, and | tion;’* and as has been argued by some and suggested in some of the re- 
if this theory be correct, and if the commission desire to close all of | ports, of course leveeing would give ease to navigation; it would make 
these gaps in order to complete the line and to hold the water there | a landing where perhaps none would exist, and high water where it 
instead of having it dispersed all over the country in order to carry the | would not be otherwise, and thus give facilities of that kind to navi- 
sediment and débris to the sea, why should we impose restrictions the | gation. This language was introduced in the original constitution of 
evident effect of which the president of the commission tells us is to | the commission, and it is here now that they shall not do it exclusively 
embarrass, is to nullify every purpose they have in that respect? for the purpose of reclaiming land; but they may do it if it gives ease 
I ask Senators and the people of the Mississippi Valley to weigh well | to navigation. That is the language thatis incorporated here; and yet 
the amendment of the honorable Senator from Indiana and the reasons | under that very language and acting under that very provision, the Sen- 
he carefully assigns for it in urging its adoption. ator from Louisiana agrees that this commission, having such a provis- 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— ion in its organic and fundamental law, have devised and reported a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to have the | plan for leveeing the entire lower river. Then there is nothing in this 
sense of the Senate as to whether the five-minute rule applies now. It | bill that prevents them doing it. If they are already prevented, why 
was abandoned yesterday. The Chair did not enforce it against the | does the Senator from Louisiana resist my amendment? If it does not 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] and will not against any other | curtail a power that now exists which would authorize them to levee 
Senator unless called for. the entire lower river, why object to it if they are already restrained 
Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that the matter be held in abeyance until | from doing that by the bill? 
after the Senator from Indiana is through. Mr. GIBSON. Why offer itif they are restrained from doing it by the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not intend to raise the | bill when General Gillmore declares that such language is embarrassing 
point against the Senator from Indiana. to the commission ? 
Several SENATORS. Enforce it after that. Mr. HARRISON. If it embarrasses the commission, it is simply in 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yesterday it was practically aban- | the direction of carrying out a scheme of levees on the lower river 
doned by a motion to postpone indefinitely the whole bill, which can | which the Senator from Louisiana said a moment ago they were pro- 
be made at any time, and when made practically dispenses with the | hibited by the bill as it came from the House and by the Senate amend- 
rale. ment from doing. Ido not understand itso. If they are already so pro- 
Mr. HARRISON. The majority of the commission have suggested | hibited, this bill will not embarrass them. They are at liberty under 
that in the construction of levees that would be the course to be pur- | the amendment of our committee, the Senator agrees, without this pro- 
sued; that it was in a measure illogical to construct levees at any point | viso, to spend the entire $2,000,000 in leveeing the lower river. ‘The 
up the river until provision had been made for the lower reaches of | Senator assents. 
the river." Professor Mitchell dissents from that view and presents a Mr. GIBSON. On the condition that the levees be necessary for the 
conclusion which to my mind is very satisfactory, which I do not think | improvement of the river, and the chief of that commission shows how 
can be answered. Looking at this river from the standpoint of navi- | if it becomes necessary money might be spent for that purpose. 
gation only, he says that he regards the experiments which they have Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has alluded to the estimate of Cap- 
made in order to test the effect of levees upon navigation as not yet de- | tain Eads. Can he turn me to the estimate of the commission as to the 
veloped. He thinks it is very far from proved that they are essential— | amount necessary to complete the leveeing of the stream? Can the 
I do not quote his words, but that is the substante—and he suggests | Senator give me an estimate from the commission as to the amount 
thay to enter upon a general system of protecting by levees 270 miles | necessary to be expended to complete a substantial levee along the en- 
of the lower river before you have demonstrated that the use of those | tire front of this river? I think that is greatly beyond the estimate of 
levees along the reaches of the lower river that are to be improved is as | Captain Eads. 
beneficial as it is supposed to be would be premature. I am not undertaking to settle an ultimate policy in reference to deal- 
Mr. President, I think we should look at this question from the | ing with this river. - 1 am simply taking this position, that as the com- 
standpoint of navigation only, which is the view that the people of this | mission wanted $7,000,000 and we have only given them two million 
country generally take of it, because as a question of land protection | and a quarter, they can expend the $2,000,000 within the restrictions 
it is a local question, and the general public view of the question is | which I have proposed here, properly on the river, and defer until these 
one of navigation. Now, looking at it from that standpoint, I think | experiments have been further tested the expensive project of leveeing 
any prudent man would say, before we enter upon the construction of | the whole river in ord¢r to get good water at points above where there 
270 miles of levee, or double that, at least more than that, forthe river | are present shoals. ~ 
will need to be leveed on both sides certainly a part of the way, we If this were a total appropriation, if we were assuming to do the 
ought to be absolutely sure that that vast expenditure will be useful. | whole thing at once, if we were inflexibly settling a policy in reference 
I have no idea how large it would beand I do not know whether either | to this matter, if it were quite clear that the amount we appropriate 
of the Senators from Louisiana could tell me. can be judiciously expended on other and more urgent and more im- 
Mr. GIBSON. Captain Eads says $2,000,000 will complete the en- | perative work, namely, the improvement of the low-water navigation of 
tire system. the river—if that could be demonstrated, then we should have to settle 
Mr. HARRISON. From the mouth up. Well, Mr. President, of | the question now by this bill. I do not think we need to do that, and 
course I have nodata upon which I can controvert that. I have heard | I think we give the commission sufficient discretion when we say at 
those who claim to be acquainted make the estimate very much higher | any place opposite or above where you are making an improvement, 
than that. to remedy a defect in low water, if you think if necessary, you may 
I donot think the amendment I proposed, which wasadopted in Com- | build levees. You may build them below the points you are operating 
mittee of the Whole, puts shackles upon the commission that will be | upon, if, in your judgment, it is necessary to prevent a serious or injuri- 
felt in the expenditare of the appropriation that is now being made. | ous crevasse or outlet. Iam willing, if the Senator from Louisiana, 
The amount of money which we give them is less than one-third of the | who made this suggestion thinks it enlarges the matter, to insert the 
total amount estimated for. The estimate of the commission, I see, | words ‘‘ or outlet,’’ so that they can protect the river below by an ex- 
was seven millions for the river between Cairo; and we give them, I | penditure in the way of levees, if it is necessary, in their judgment, to 
think, two and a quarter millions, aboutone-third. It simply provides | prevent a serious outlet or outbreak of the river; but it would restrain 
that they shall not build levees below those points of the river that are | them, in my judgment, from beginning at the mouth of the river a 
now suffering from an insufficient depth of water, so that navigation | general system of levees. 
is impeded, unless it shall be necessary to prevent or to close anin-| I do not think that until we can get some concurrence of view from 
jurious crevasse. the commission as to the necessity of that, we ought to enter upon so 
I am entirely willing to add there if necessary the word “‘outlet”’ | large an expenditure until we have completed the interchannel works 
if the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] whose suggestion I | above that are necessary to give navigation ease over these low stretches 
accepted in that respect thinks the word should be added, so that there | of the river. 
may be no question that this shall not be technically acrevasse. I am Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, if I had the responsibility of dictating 
entirely to say ‘‘crevasse or outlet.’’ I want to give the com-/| to the river commission the policy which should be adopted, as a 
mission the discretion below the points of the river that they are im- | supporter of the levee system, I would be satistied with the amend- 
ee ean’ maney if it is necessary to prevent that which would | ment offered by the Senator from Indiana; that is, that this commis- 
& threatened injury to the river; and it seems to me that gives them | sion, below a certain point, shall not build levees unless it be for the 
as wide a discretion as we ought to give unless we expressly sanction | purpose of preventing or closing an injurious crevasse. Every crevasse 
the of this money, the whole of it if necessary, to the con- 


is necessarily injurious. Therefore, this commission would have the 
struction of levees on the Louisiana and Mississippi front of the river. | power, under this amendment, wherever they had reason to apprehend 
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that a crevasse was about to occur, to bnild a levee to prevent that 
crevasse, and wherever a crevasse had occurred they would have the 
power to use this money to close that crevasse. That, in my judg- 
ment, is the essence of the Eads system, which prevents any outlet 
whatever caused by any crevasse. And, therefore, as I construe that 
amendment, that would be, in my judgment, the levee system per se. 
But not having this responsibility, not being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce which has reported this bill, I do not feel at lib- 
erty to difler with those gentlemén who represent the States in the 
Mississippi Valley; and hence, I shall yield to them upon the question 
of superior knowledge and superior judgment, and also upon the ques- 
tion of superior responsibility. For that reason I feel called upon to 
vote against the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives the title of which 
will be stated. 

The Cuter Clerk. A joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to continue 
the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘‘A 
joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to agree to that joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution at 
this time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was read twice, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. | It provides that the provisions of the joint resolution of 
July 1, 1886, shall be extended and continued in full force and effect 
to and including the 31st day of July, 1886. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A message was subsequently received from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announcing that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to con- 
tinue the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 1, 1886, en- 
titled ‘‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government;’’ and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 14th instant approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (5. 1942) for the relief of J. M. Hiatt, only surviving partner 
of Hiatt & Co.; and 

An act (8. 2692) to amend and correct the act approved June 1, 1886, 
granting a pension to J. H. Thornburg. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred toe the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHACE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; whieh was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWNEand Mr. VAN WYCK submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. BROWN, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. SEWELL submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him te the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) “‘ mak- 
Ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Before the amendment is voted upon carrying out 
the suggestion I made, I move to add at the end of it the words “‘ or 
outlet,’’ so as to read “‘ crevasse or outlet.’’ 

It is possible, that this may have some relation to the Atchafalaya 
River, which might not perhaps be accurately described as a crevasse, 
bat it is an outlet in the Mississippi River the way the water is usually 
running. Iam willing to add those words, so as to read “‘ crevasse or 
outlet.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. I willsay to the Senator from Indiana that the main 
objection to his proposition is that the president of the Mississippi River 
Commission in his testimony before the Committee on Commerce says 
that it is an embarrassment to the commission. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the amendment will be concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
amend the amendment by adding the words or “‘outlet.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. How are those to vote who oppose the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana ? 
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will be considered as agreed to unless there be objection. 
hears none; and it is agreed to. 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GrBson ] tostrike out the 
paragraph known as the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
HARRISON } in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 


to strike out a certain portion of the paragraph. 
be stated. 



































































JULY 15, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is first on the amend- 


ment to the amendment. 


Mr. HARRISON. The question is simply now on the addition of the 


words ‘‘or outlet.’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment to theamendment 
The Chair 


‘The question now is on the amendment 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HARRISON. The motion is not to strike out. The question 


is, Will the Senate agree? 


Mr. McMILLAN. This is an amendment made by the Senate as in 


Committee of the Whole. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The wholeamendment is one amend- 


ment, and this having been inserted, it can not now be reached unless 
by a motion to strike out. 


Mr. INGALLS. On what are we to vote? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On striking out the amendment of 


the Senator from Indiana. 


Mr. INGALIS. 


I should like to have it reported. 
Mr. HARRIS. 


It is the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Louisiana. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana moves 


The amendment wi!! 


The Curer CLERK. After the word “‘channel,’’ in line 1438, it is 


moved to strike out: 


But not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them, u:- 


less it shall be necessary to prevent or close an injurious crevasse or outlet. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ido not propose to continue this debate, but will 


only say that as one of the most active and earnest friends of the in- 
provement of the Mississippi River, I regard the amendment offered |)y 
the Senator from Indiana as in strict accordance with the ideas that | 


believe ought to prevail, and I regret very much that those who have 


agreed with me upon other parts of this subject should disagree witli 


the absolute propriety of incorporating this provision. I shall vote 
against the motion to strike out. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ], and, he not being in his 
seat, I withhold my -vote. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH]. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I interrupt the roll fora moment? I un- 
derstand the fact to be that the entire clauses as to the Mississippi 
River have been treated as one; and the question now being on the mo- 
tion to strike out my amendment, the vote is not understood by many 
Senators. Those who vote “‘ yea’’ of course vote to reject my amend- 
ment, and those who vote “‘ nay’’ vote in favor of that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state again that tho 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] moves to strike out the words 
which were inserted on the motion of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr 
HARRISON]. Those in favor of retaining that clause in the proposition 
will vote “* nay.’’ 

The roll-call was resumed. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sasi]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. —— I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co1 - 
QUITT}. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired 


CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—A. 
Beck, Cullom, Hampton, Pugh, 
Berry, Eustis, H Stanford, 
Call, George, Hearst, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Coke, Gorman, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—2. 
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Biair, Hale, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Dawes, " Harrison, Miller, Sherman, 
ph, Hawley, Mitcheil of Oreg., Spooner, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Palmer, Teller, 
Ingalis, Plamb, Wilson of Towa. 
ABSENT—28. 

Aldrich, Chace, Mahone, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Manderson Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Brown, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Sauisbury, 
Batler, —_ — me . 
Camden, . e, an Wyck, 
Cameron, > a Voorhees. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
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The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
line 1465 of section 1, after the word ‘“‘survey,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy- 
five’? and insert “twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $25,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, and in lieu thereof 
to insert: 

That in places where harbor lines have not been established, and where such 
deposits can be made without injury to navigation, within lines to be established 
by the Secretary of War, said officer may, and is hereby, authorized to cause 
such lines to be established; and within such lines such deposits may be made, 
under regulations to be from time to time prescribed by him. 


Mr. DOLPH. What is the amendment proposed now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To strike out section 2 and insert 
what has been read. 

Mr. DOLPH. The propositions were not voted on as one amend- 
ment; they were not one amendment when adopted; but I have no objec- 
tion to the question being taken in that manner. I desire, however, to 
say a word if I can get the attention of the Senate. 

I do not ask for a separate vote on this amendment or call attention 
to it for the purpose of delaying action upon the bill, or for the purpose 
of saying anything further upon it. I do not believe there is a Sen- 
ator here who will not acknowledge that the subject-matter of the legis- 
lation proposed in this section and the five succeeding sections is very 
important. It has been pressed upon the attention of Congress by the 
War Department for a number of years. The draught of a bill con- 
taining the substance of the provisions contained in these several sec- 
tions was prepared by the Secretary of War or under his direction and 
submitted to Congress in a special report in 1877. 

I found after the vote was taken night before last that many Sena- 
tors did not understand that this subject-matter had been under in- 
vestigation by the Committee on Commerce and that a separate bill had 
been reported by that committee. That is the fact; I hold the bill in 
my hand. It is Senate bill 64, entitled ‘‘A bill to prevent the obstrue- 
tion of navigable waters and to protect public works against trespass or 
injury.”’ Some additions were made to the first section by the House 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors as incorporated in this bill in order 
to cover hydraulic mining. 

I have had some conversation with the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] this morning who opposed this section. I understood him 
to say during the discussion night before last if a certain portion of 
section 2 could be stricken out he saw no objection to it and I think 
he finds after careful scrutiny no objection to the subsequent sections. 

I now suggest, if there is no objection to the first portion of the second 
section of the bill which makes it unlawful for any person to cast or 
throw or deposit into navigable streams anything that will cause an 
obstruction, whether or not the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HaLe] could not be adopted striking out the latter 
part of the section which makes it unlawful to deposit certain matter 
upon any affluent or tributary so that it may be washed into a navig- 
able stream and adopt the balance of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not pass the regular bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenate Committee on Commerce, as I understand, 
agreed to the provisions contained in these sections. They agreed upon 
the bill which was reported by me. It is true the Senator from Nevada 
{Mr. JoNES] was not present when that bill was considered, but when 
he did return he was present when the bill under consideration was 





I think the safer way now and the better way is to leave these sec- 
tions all out with the exception of the amendment that was suggested 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer], which was accepted by 
the Senate in Committee of the Whole. We can not agree upon any 
form that will satisfy the Senate, I am very clear in my mind, and 
therefore I for one shall object to undertaking to do that now. 

The extension of Federal jurisdiction is a very important matter, and 
it is so important that it ought to be brought up, as the Senator from 
Vermont suggests, by a general bill, when the Senate can take time under 
no such pressure as there is to-day, and agree upon some policy that 
shall protect the Government works without unduly interfering with 
citizens and industries hundreds of miles away from the place where 
these works are carried on. 

I hope the Senator frém Oregon will not insist upon taking up time 
in the matter, though of course that is a: 
cretion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Others have been so careful about the time to be « 
sumed that I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion to strike out section 
2 and insert the words now incorporated on the motion of the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. ConGEeR] the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorp] 
asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out 
tion 2and inserting the words which will be read: 

The Secretary read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 


Sec. 2, Thatin places where harbor-lines have not been established, and where 


subject entirely within his dis- 


n- 


SC 


such deposits of debris of mines or stamp works can be made without injury to 
navigation, within lines to be established by the Secretary of War,+= 4 oflicer 
may, and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established i within 
such lines such deposits may be made, under regulations to be from time totim 


prescribed by him. 


Mr. CONGER. Are there two votes, or is it all one? 

Mr. HALE. This isincluded. A ‘ yea’’ vote strikes 
tion and leaves in what the Senator from Michigan proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the effect. The Senator from 
Maine has correctly stated the question. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 


out the 


I repeat the announce- 


| ment of my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDricu}. 


Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 
Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrivv]. 
The roll-eall was concluded. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON]. Were he here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoL- 
quitT}]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRIcH] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia { Mr. CAMDEN]. 
Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
3ROWN |, but I understood at the time I was paired that I should vote 
upon certain amendments as I saw fit. There seems to be 
understanding, and therefore I refrain from voting I 
“*yea’’ if I felt at liberty to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows 


[ am paired with the 


I am paired with 


some This- 


should vote 


considered in the committee and on two occasions amendments sug- | sae 

gested -by him were adopted which it was understood by the commit- | Allison, Dawes, Hawley, Ransom 

tee removed all the objections he had tosection 2 as it stood in the bill. | [<¢¢* —, — oe 

If there are still objections coming from persons iuterested in mining | Blair,’ Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

operations, let us amend the section so as not to affect them and secure Butler, George, Jones of Nevada, Walthall, 

what we can at this time in this bill and have further legislation here- | 6°). Sar. cam, yin t toere 

after. Conger, Harris, Platt, Wilson of Md. ' 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMcnps] asks why not pass the | Cvllom, Harrison, Plumb, 

special bill. That is all very well; but every one knows the difliculty | NAYS—10 

in @ measure of that kind through both branches of Congress. | Dolph MeMillan. Puch Vest 

Here, as I said the other day, we have an opportunity to secure this | Frye, ’ Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, 


legislation. The House committee, in accordance with the rules of the 
House, has incorporated these provisions in this bill. They are cer- 
tainly germane to the subject-matter of the bill. It is in order under 
the House rules. It is now before us. Wecan modify it in a few mo- 
ments and secure the enactment of many of these provisions, which 
——— and which it may take years to secure by an independent 

Iam not tenacious about it. I have no personal interest in it. 
am 


I 
only seeking to serve the interests of the public; gnd if the Senate 
wish to consider the sections they need not. I ask a separate 
and will state that I will raise noobjection to the amendment of 
Maine if the motion to strike out the section is re- 


not think that the Senate has any inclination now 
and perfect these provisions. It was evident the 
ee of the Senate was against the whole general 
in these i 


various sections. They were discussed consider- 
and on a very large vote by a large majority were left out. 


| 


Hampton, Palmer, Ste:ford, 


ABSENT—3%1. 


Aldrich, Colquitt Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Fair, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gibson, Miller, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Camden, Hoar, Morgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Van Wyek, 
Chace, Kenna, Payne, Voorhes 
Cockrell, McPherson, Pike, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 3. 

Mr. TELLER. AsI stated a moment since, I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. It was my understanding that 
I should vote for certain amendments or against them as my judyment 
dictated. It seems that it was understood by his friends that 1 was 
generally paired. I voted on what was known as the Harrison amend- 
ment. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider that 1 may have an op- 
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portunity of consulting the Senator from Georgia to see whether he re- 
gards the pair as applying to that or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserving the question whether a reconsideration 
can be moved. 

Mr. HOAR. It issuggested that a separate vote is not required on 
the remainder of the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will puthe question on 
agreeing to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, strik- 
ing out sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 11. 

The amendments striking out these sections were concurred in. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the vote be taken at once without read- 
ing on the remaining amendments. They are all to section 12, provid- 
ing for surveys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will treat all the amend- 
ments to section 12 as one amendment if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read them. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Does that finish the amendments of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. McMILLAN 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I think there are some amendments which were re- 
served as we passed along. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was one on page 41 where I tried to amend 
an amendment of the committee and found it was not in order to move 
to amend an amendment of the committee. I wish to make a motion 
about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont reserved 
a vote on that, the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the paragraph commencing 
on line 974 and ending on line 993. That is the Green and Barren 
River Navigation Company clause, and on that I ask for the yeas and 
nays. The matter has been fought here enough. I only want to have 
a record made on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont moves to 
strike out from line 974 to line 993, inclusive, and asks forthe yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. HAWLEY. 


Let the amendment be reported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as fol- 
lows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the value 
and commercial importance of the works and property of the Green and Bar- 
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, in the 
State of Kentucky, and of the Monongahela Navigation Company, situated on 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to acquire 
such information the Secretary of War shall appoint a board of three compe- 
tent engineers from the Engineer Corps of the Un ited States Army, which board 
shall in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shall report thereon to 
Congress at its next succeeding session ; and the cost of such examination — 
be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: Provided, T 

nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the Sonkaden 7 
the said works. 

Mr. KENNA. I only want to say one word on this question. There 
is a provision contained in this bill for the Sturgeon Bay and Lake 
Michigan Ship-canal and a harbor of refuge in connection therewith, 
and also a provision for the Hennepin Canal and for the canals on Lake 
Superior. Now here are provisions for the Barren and Green Rivers, 
Kentucky, and for the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, simply look- 
ing to an inquiry as to compensation that will be required hereafter if 
the Government takes ion of them. The Muskingum has been 
provided for also. If these other works are to be left in this bill, why 
should this important Monongahela provision be antagonized ? I hope 
this item will be allowed to take the course of the others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IfIam not mistaken, Mr. President, in my rec- 
ollection of the reports, this operation about the Green and Barren Riv- 
ers’ improvement has been once gone through with and reports have 
been obtained as to its condition which do not look very favorable toa 
purchase. Now, although this is under color of getting information 
and not committing Congress, it is, in fact, the first step of what is to 
lead to an inevitable conclusion, apparently, as these things go. 

If it is for information, I repeat that if my recollection is correct we 
have got it. We know all about the works of the Green and Barren 
River Company, and therefore I want to have the Senate determine 
whether they wish to go on with that enterprise, and it is exactly 
what this thing means. As the Senator from West Virginia said, it is 
one of a series of things that stand on four, five, or six legs, and if one 
leg comes out he is afraid that it will be unjust to the others. 

Mr. KENNA. No; I think the four, five, orsix things stand on one 
leg, and that prop ought not to be taken away. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not go intothe question of dynamics. All 
that I can move at this present time is to strike this out. I do not 
wish to take up the time of the Senate _I know discussion is perfectly 
useless, but the yeas and nays may not be always. . 

Mr. VEST. I wish tomake asingle observation. The Senator from 





It does. 
Now, if the Chair please, I wish to make a mo- 
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West Virginia says that this is only for information. That is exactly 
the way in which the transfer or assignment of the Kentucky River to 
the General Government was brought about. In that case the first step 
that was taken was a survey by a United States engineer for informa- 
tion, and the next thing was an appropriation in a river and harbor 
bill, which nobody seems to have noticed, for it passed both Honses 
without debate, to put the whole slack-water navigation of the Ken- 
tucky River, then in a ruinous condition, upon the General Govern. 
ment. Now the very same sort of process is to be gone through with 
as to Barren and Green Rivers, because slack-water navigation was put 
upon them at the same time that it was put upon the Kentucky River, 
they being in the southern portion of Kentucky, and it would be un- 
just, as Kentuckians thought, to that section to take the Kentucky 
River in the northern part of the State off the hands of the State ani 
putit on the Treasury of the United States without doing the same 
thing for the two rivers in the Green River country. 

I do not propose to make any factious opposition. I have been 
beaten on every one of these schemes and I have acquiesced in the bet- 
ter judgment possibly of my colleagues in the Senate. But do not let 
us make any mistake about it. As soon as we vote for this proposition 
to make this survey for information we are taking the initial step to- 
ward unloading upon the General Government both of these rivers. 

Mr. KENNA. Undoubtedly the Senate will not undertake to pur- 
chase any work without knowing what it is doing. The Senator from 
Missouri will observe the proviso here: 


That nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the purchase 
of the said works. 


Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. KENNA. So that the next Congress or any subsequent Con- 
gress is absolutely free to act on this matter without regard to this 
legislation. 

Mr. BECK. I do not quite see why there is so much repetition and 
reiteration in regard to what happened seven or eight years ago about 
the Kentucky River improvement. The Monongahela, the Kanawha, 
the Illinois, and a dozen others I could name have been in the same fix, 
and yet this seems to be singled out with great vehemence by a num- 
ber of gentlemen who repeat it and repeat it, and bring it up as though 
it was a matter that stood by itself alone. 

The survey of the Green and Barren Rivers was ordered years and 
years ago. I hold in my hand the report of the engineers made as early 
as 1880, and the act of Congress ordering the survey and examination 
of these rivers, to ascertain what had been done with them. On page 
1799 of the report of the engineers for this year is a report of a survey 
of these rivers under an order of Congress, made by Mr. Merrill. 

I could spend an hour, if I wanted to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate, as we expect to run tothe Ist of August, by reading it all and also 
the report of Mr. Fitzhugh, dated Frankfort, Ky., January 28, 1850, 
covering four or five pages with regard to the examinations made as to 
whether these rivers should be part of the system. Again, on page 2‘2 
of the report of this year is another long statement as to the examina- 
tions that have been made of these rivers. When the House of Rep- 
resentatives saw fit to insert a provision here looking with some dis- 
tinctness to the purchase from the company that own these works, the 
Senate very properly struck out any words that looked in that direc- 
tion, and in order to prevent any misunderstanding as to action here- 
after, the Senate Committee on Commerce very properly directed the 
Secretary of War not to negotiate for the purchase, but to ascertain the 
value and commercial importance of the property. 

That is all the Senate committee desires to do, and not to keep this 
running year after year by surveys and examinations and reports. Let 
us know what is going to be done to close it out one way or the other. 
That is all anybody asks in regard to the Monongahela or the Green 
River. Instead of ascertaining the value of the works as the House 
proposed, the Senate committee inserted ‘‘ acquire such information,’ 
and in order to obtain such information provide that a board of engi- 
neers shall be appointed. Then the provision appropriating $10,000 is 
it came from the House is stricken out, and only the costs of examina- 
tion and surveys are to come out of the general sum appropriated {or 
surveys in the bill, with a proviso. 

That nothing herein shall be construed as committing Congress to the pur- 
chase of the said works. 

The whole object is simply to see that the matter can be closed out 
at once after five or six years’ examination and let us know what it 
is proposed to do. We do not go even as far as the House proposed; 
but after having made all sorts of examinations, and having had !a\ 
orable reports on these improvements, we now say let us get the in- 
formation upon which we can settle the question; and the Senator {1 
Vermont, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, who can sw iow 
the H Canal and everything else, seems to think this is a spe- 
cial point to make in regard to an examination that involves no ¢x- 
penditure except to pay our own nee who have to be paid anyhow 
no matter what work they are doing, to give us official informat:n 
that we may settle this question. That is all anybody asks you too. 
The provision being in the bill now and being improved by the Senate 
over what the House has done, I think the distinguished Senator trom 
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tract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control of 
said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions of 
this act, so far as they relate to the Muskingum River, shal! not take effect, nor 
shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting 
by its duly authorized agent, turns over to the United States all property ceded 
by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid, and all personal property belong- 
ing to the improvement aforesaid, and used in its care and improvement, and 
any balance of money appropriated by said State for the improvement of said 
river,and which is not expended on the lth day of July, 1886, 

















Vermont could have found something bigger than this clause on which 
to exercise his great talents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am sorry to have excited the dis- 
pleasure of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in exercising the 
right that is supposed to exist west of the Alleghanies of a Senator to 
express his opinion about any particular clause in a bill that happens 












to be before the Senate; but I must bear it as best I may. 

The Senator from Kentucky is as mistaken, however, in his state- 
ment of fact as he is in his inference. Idid not support the Hennepin 
measure; I opposed it to the extent of my ability and voted against it, 
asI didagainst the Sturgeén Bay, the Portage Lake, and the Muskingum, 
and the whole brood of schemes, as. the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] very mildly designated them, which had been dumped into this 
bill with strength enough to stand together when neither one of them 
would have had strength enough to stand alone. 

We want information, do we? Well, it is only, without anybody’s 
noticing it, two years ago the 5th of July that Congress commanded 
this information to be got, and under date of the 27th of January, 1885, 

1904 of this report of the Secretary of War, the information is re- 
turned; and the short of that information is that the State of Ken- 
tucky went into this enterprise a good many years ago and got sick of 
it and turned it over to a corporation; the corporation has gotten sick 
of it and the charter of the corporation has expired about a dozen years, 
and if we do not make haste there will be nothing to sell, although I 
do not know that that would make any difference about the United 
States paying the money. That is all I have got to say. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ], but know- 
ing how he would vote were he in the Chamber; I shall vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] 
is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. MANDERSON’s name was called). The 
Senator from* Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is absent on a conference 
committee. E 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLL]. I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 


. YEAS—21. 
Allison, Frye, Ingalls, Sewell, 
Berry, Gray, Maxey, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hampton, Platt, 
Dawes, H n, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—26. 
Beck, George, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Harris, Payne, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hearst, Pugh, Whitthorne. 
Dolph, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Evarts, Logan, Sherman, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Mahone, Sabin, 
Blair, Eustis, Miller, Stanford, 
Bowen, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Hoar, Morgan, Voorhees, 

Butler, 5 Jonesof Arkansas, Morrill, Wilson of Md, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Chace, McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the motion to strike out was rejected. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move now to strike out, on pages 41 and 42, from 
line 994 to line 1023, inclusive, on which I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BECK. Let that matter be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the following clause: 


n of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 

of the river, and for operating the same, $20,000. And the United States 

from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, 

and ie iecke, dams, and their appurtenances, and the canals, belonging to 
said improvement, and all the franchises and property of every kind. and rights, 
in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the State 
of Ohio, ineluding all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtue 
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
all oe we water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States 
rights in and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
toaffect any right to the use of the water of said river 
the lessees of any water right under any lease or con- 



























The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Mr. President, I feel 


bound to say a few words in regard to this improvement. 


I am sorry the Senator from Vermont raises the question again, be- 


cause the Senate have once heard the matter fairly debated on both 
sides, the main arguments against the measure being presented certainly 
forcibly by the Senator-from Missouri, and I tried to present the con- 
siderations which should induce Congress to accept this improvement. 
But as the question is again raised, 1 feel bound to repeat very briefly 
the considerations which, in my judgment, make this proposition’among 
the strongest in the whole bill. 


The Muskingum improvement is a work which cost over $1,600,000 


at a time when the Government of the United States undertook to im- 
prove neither rivers nor harbors. It wasan improvementof very great 
value, composed of eight locks and as many dams, and gave a very vai- 
uable navigation to the first stream west of the Alleghany Mountains 
that was improved in the United States. Atthe time the State of Ohio 
undertook to improve this navigable stream the question of the im- 
provement of rivers had not been much discussed; Congress for years 
had declined to engage in such work; and Ohio—in my judgment in 
violation of the Constitution—undertook to improve these navigable 
streams. In my judgment, and according to the opinion that now pre- 
vails, the State of Ohio had no power to put dams and locks in this nav- 
igable stream without the consent of Congress. 


At that time no such consent was supposed to be necessary, and they 


went on and expended from $1,600,000 to $2,000,000 in making this 
valuable improvement. 


The State of Ohio never undertook to make any money from the im- 


provement. It simply levied tolls enough on {he commerce passing 
through it to pay exactly the expense of maintaining it, the expense 
of the gate keepers, &c., some $10,000a year. For a period of nearly 
fifty years the State of Ohio has simply maintained it by levying tolls 
to the amount of from ten to twelve thousand dollars a year, and the 
returns contained in the reports of the engineers show that the annual 
expenses of the improvement were about equal tothe tolls levied upon 
the tonnage, because the tolls were small. 


lis isa very valuable improvement. 1ave been asked by Senators 
Tl y valuable impr S23 I ked by S 


why does the State of Ohiv wish to get rid of it? This is the reason: 
While we hold it, according to our policy we levy tolls. upon the people 
in the neighborhood to pay the expenses of maintaining and keeping it 
in repair from $10,000 to $20,000 a year. That is the policy of the 
State, and that policy will not be departed from. The result is that 


this navigable stream of all the navigable streams in the United States 
of America is subject to tolls because the State of Ohio undertook to 
make this improvement instead of the United States. If the State of 
Ohio had waited ten years, the United States would naturally have 
made this improvement in the ordinary course of things, as it did in 
all the other navigable streams; but because of that fact, are the people 
of that particular neighborhood to be compelled forever and forever to 
pay tolls on that navigable stream after all the other navigable streams 
are free from toll? The only benefit the people of the State of Ohio 
will derive from the assumption by the Government of this improve- 
ment, taking charge of it and accepting this gift withoat money and 
without price, will be that the Government of the United States will 
pay this charge of from ten to twenty thousand dollars 4 year and make 
this river like all the other rivers of the United States toll-free. 

Why should the people of Ohio be denied this? Wedo not ask you 
to buy the work. We do not ask you to reimburse us what we paid 
for the improvement. We do not deny that the improvement is of 
value to us, and if put into the hands of a corporate company with 
power to levy tolls they might levy on the people of the Muskingum 
Valley more than enough to pay the expenses and to make a large 
profit. But does the Senate desire that this stream alone of all the 
navigable streams in the United States should be compelled to pay 
money for every barrel of wheat and for every ton of coal passing 
through it? 

The whole of that beautiful valley is underlaid by a magnificent bed 
of coal. The tonnage of coal from that valley is over 3v0,000 tons a 
year. The vessels that are passing are steam-vessels. It is not a canal; 
it isa steam slack-water navigation. It is true there are three or four 
short canals made at the end of dams where locks are inserted, as a 
matter of convenience. The general improvement.is simply that of a 
slack-water navigable stream. 

It seems to me that when the State of Ohio proposed to donate this 
entire property to the United States free of charge, and in addition to 
that contributed the usual annual allowance of $10,000 for this year to 
pay the expenses of the improvement, gate-keepers, lock-keepers, &c., 
it was a generous and a liberal thing that ought to be promptly accepted. 
This has been recommended by every engineer who has examined it, 
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General Merrill, who has charge of it, expresses his recommendation in 
the strongest possible terms. . 

It is sufficient to say that it has been discussed elsewhere fully and 
sent here to usasa part of this bill. It was proposed to be stricken out 
by the Committee on Commerce simply because they had aot exam- 
ined into all the merits of the matter. My colleague and I who know 
most about this did not deem it necessary to go before the committee 
and I had no knowledge of its being stricken out until the bill was re- 
ported, so that we had vo opportunity to explain to the committee the 
reasons why this clause ought to be retained. I have no doubt if we 
had gone beforo them and done what others had done, explained the 
reasons and the circumstances connected with this donation, the report 
of the committee would have been otherwise. I judge so from the fact 
that many members of the committee after hearing the explanations 
made voted to retain the provision in the bill. 

I shall not detain the Senate any longer. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio a question, if 
he will permit me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Upon what terms and conditions has the State of 
Ohio granted this property to the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply on condition that the United States shall 
receive it. It can do what it pleases with it. Asa matter of course 
we knew that the United States would make it free of toll. That is 
the principal consideration, but even that consideration is not mentioned 
in the law. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is just a free grant, unrestricted gift, without 
condition ? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. A free grant to the people of the United States. 

Mr.GEORGE. Then I shall vote for it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Besides that, there is a stipulation (I have for- 
gotten now the language of the grant) which is itself in the bill; but 
I would not object to any amendment which would make it entirely 
within the pleasure of the United States to improve it, or abandon it, 
or do with it as it may choose. 

Mr. GEORGE. You understand that to be the situation of it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. There is no other expectation. It 
will cost $114,000 according to the estimate of the engineer to put the 
improvement from Zanesville to Marietta in an excellent state; that 
is, to put it in a complete state of improvement. 

Mr. VEST. The engineer says $200,000. 

Mr: SHERMAN. That is from Dresden down, the Senator will see. 

Mr. VEST. I thought the 16 miles from Dresden to Zanesville had 
been abandoned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The engineer says it will cost $84,000 or $86,000 
to rebuild the upper dam, which is practically abandoned, but from 
Zanesville down you will see that General Merrill says in his report 
the entire cost will be $114,900. He recommends that an appropri- 
ation be made to complete the work and to put it in good condition. 
It is not proposed in this bill to do that. We hope and expect some 
time that it will be the pleasure of the United States to treat this im- 
provement like other improvements. Ten million dollars is the esti- 
mate for New York Harbor and $1,000,000 is appropriated in the bill. 
There is no appropriation in this bill for this work except $20,000, I 
believe, to pay the ordinary charges for the maintenance of the improve- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to say that if we accept 
this grant from the State of Ohio we are at liberty to go on with the 
improvement or abandon it as we see proper. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iso understand it. If that is not clear I am per- 
fectiy willing to make it so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frve in the chair). Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not quite, Mr. President. 

The act of the State of Ohio does not to my humble apprehension ap- 
pear to be exactly what the Senator from Ohio seems to think itis. I 
I have it here. It is a very carefully drawn section—very carefully 
drawn. The man who drew it was accomplished in the business of say- 
ing no more than he meant to say. ’ 

That whenever the United States shall make an jon, and shall be 
about to begin the improvement of any of the navigable rivers within or border- 
ing on the State of Ohio, by means of locks and permanent removable dams, or 
dams with adjustable chutes, or by means of a canal, the consent of the State of 
Ohio is hereby given to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase or by 
condemnation of any lands, buildings or other property necessary for the pur- 
pose of erecting thereon dams, abutments, locks, lock-keepers’ dwellings, chutes, 
and other necessary structures for the construction and maintenance of slack- 
water navigation on said rivers, or for the purpose of constructing canaison the 
same, and the said United States shall have, hold, use, and occupy the said land 
or lands, buildings, or other property, when purchased or acquired as provided 
for by this act, and shall exercise jurisdiction and control over the same, 

The second section provides for condemnation in case the United 
States can not agree with the owners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, the second section 
authorizes the United States to condemn property for the improvement 
of the Ohio River. The condemnation of property is for the improve- 
ment of the Ohio River in other partsof the State. If the Senator will 
look at it a little closer he will see that is the fact. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I am looking at it with the utmost closeness, and 
I will read the second section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the first section, I think, which authorizes 
the condemnation of land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have read the first section in exlenso, literally, 
and the second section I undertook to state, to save time. Now | will 
read enough of it to show what that is : 

Spo. 2. That in case of failure of the United States to agree with the owner or 
owners of any such lands as the United States may deem necessary for the pur- 
pose named in the first section of this act, it shail be lawful for the United states 
to apply for the condemnation of such land, &c._ 

The third section provides for punishing willfal and malicious injury 
to the property of the United States. That is excellent on the part of 
the State of Ohio. The fourth section provides that— 

For the purpose of enabling the United States to expend any sum of money 
that is or may hereafter be appropriated by Congress for the improvement of the 
Muskingum River, the State of Ohio hereby transfers and cedes to the Unite: 
States the eleven locks and dams heretofore constructed by said State on 5.1/1 
river, together with all the grounds, canals, and appurtenances belonging to (lic 
same, subject to the provisions of the preceding sections of this act, as to tle 
jurisdiction of the United States over the lands and buildings authorized to bc 
acquired and constructed by said sections, and imposing penalties for injuries to 
said work, [which] shall extend and apply to the said eleven locks and dains 
and their appurtenances hereby transferred and ceded to the United States, but 
the custody and ownership ofsaid Muskingam River improvement shall remain 
in the State of Ohio until such time as the United States appropriates sufficic:t 
money to properly improve and operate the same. 

Now where do we stand? The effect of that is that for the purpose 
of improving thatriver and for no other the United States is to have it, 
and the moment she fails to improve, then this so-called grant of the 
State of Ohio ceases. I am not complaining of the propriety of it as a 
trade between the Stgte of Ohio and the United States. The State of 
Ohio has a right to make any terms she pleases in selling her property. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there anything in that, though, which imposes 
upon the United States an obligation to keep up those improvements 
aiter the United States shall determine that it is improvident to do so’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is, in my opinion, clearly. 

Mr. GEORGE. At what point is that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will just take the act and read it 
all through for himself, he will see clearly that running all the way 
through it is that very fundamental condition, not stated inany express 
terms in one line, except stating the purpose and object of making the 
improvement perfect, and as fast asthe United States will spend money, 
or may spend it, on the canal, that she may buy this property of these 
lease-holders, and so on. For all purposes of spending money it be- 
longs to the United States. For all the other purposes, whenever she 
stops spending it, it does not; and so she is bound to keep on; that is 
the condition; and if it is not fulfilled the property is Ohio’s again. 

Now, let ussee who built these canais and where the generosity comes 
in. I find in the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office of the 30th of June, 1885, that Congress has given to the State 
of Ohio under the acts of 1827 and 1834, two acts, apparently, and 
1852 and 1855, extensions I suppose, lien lands, &c., 266,535 acres of 
land for canal purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to say 
that those grants of land were all in the northwestern and western part 
of the State and were not intended at all to apply to this improvement? 
This was never called a canal. It was called the Muskingum slack- 
water improvement. I happen to know about that, because I served 
as a rodman on this very improvement; and I think I ought to know 
better than my friend from Vermont. ‘The State of Ohio never got one 
cent from the Government of the United States directly or indirectly, 
either in lands or any other form, for the construction of this improve- 
ment. Those grants were made for the western canal, the Wabash 
Canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We willsee about that. By the acts of 1828 and 
1830 more canal lands, amounting to 333,826 acres, were given to the 
State of Ohio, and she got them certified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That was before this improvement was com- 
menced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it was before the improvement was com- 
menced. By the act of May 24, 1828, for general canal purposes, w/1'!i- 
out naming where the improvement would be, 500,000 acres of Jand in 
the State of Ohio were given to that State for these purposes. 

So putting all together she has received more than 1,100,000, almost 
1,200,000 acres of land, enough to make an empire almost, in the rich 
and beautiful country of the State of Ohio for her internal-improve- 
ment system. I do not say anything about the grants for railways 
they are under another head. This is the water part of it, as separated 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. GEORGE. I return the Senator the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam through with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care about it, because I know how per- 
fectly useless this discussion is. 

I find in the report of the engineers that the only considerable part 
of this business is supplying the water to manuiacturing establishments. 
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The supply runs up that is actually used per minute (I have not footed 
it except roughly and rapidly) to more than 100,000 cubie feet per 
minute. is leased on long leases, expiring as this says away up, 
some of them in 1900, some in 194, and so on, where complete and 
vested rights to this probable navigable water, that more than a mill- 
jon acres of the lands of the United States have been given to that State 
to improve her internal water ways in such way as she pleased, have 
been secured; anditis tied up by these contracts of the State with more 
than a dozen, I should say nearly twenty, different manufacturing par- 
ties and firms. 

The income of the canal does not appear to be very great. It is 
stated here in the financial statement. The average tolls per year are 
only $12,000. They get from rents $3,970. More than a quarter of 
the whole income of the canal is in these private speculations for man- 
ufactures; lectly lawful for the State of Ohio to do, except that it 
was rather hard in her to take so much land from the United States 
and use the water that was to be saved up for navigation to sell it out 
to mill-owners, &c. That is the way the thing stands. 

These land grants to the State of Ohio for these purposes carried with 
them the duty and propriety—I have not looked it up in terms as I did 
in some of the other cases—of keeping these tolls down to the minimum 
when the expenditures of the State were reimbursed out of these lands; 
and now they have got to a condition where the thing is no longer prof- 
itable to the State, and is only profitable apparently to the mill-owners. 
Whether it is profitable to them or not we do not know; but now is a 
good time to turn it over to the United States and let the common 

spend half a million, or a quarter of a million, or a whole 
million dollars and take off from the State of Ohio this burden which 
she had assumed and undertaken, and which burden has been paid for 
by more than a million acres of the lands of the United States. 

I do not think it is a good answer for my friend to say that some of 
these lands were granted for different canals in the State. We did not 
undertake to determine how many and what canals she should have, 
but we undertook to say, ‘‘ You want to improve your internal water 
courses, and you want the land; here it is, but you must use it for these 
public parposes;’’ and now, having been used for these purposes, and 
the thing having got into this quasi-bankrupt condition, the United 
States is asked to take it off her hands and to improve it, leaving her 
to have it again when it is improved, apparently, if we do not keep up 
to time. I donot believe in that sort of thing. I do not think it is 
right. I fear it is useless to oppose it, but I deemed it a duty to say 
what I have said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, but a few words. If the Senator 
from Vermont had as much information about this matter as the citi- 
zens of Ohio have he would not make the mistake of falling into the 
idea that the Muskingum River was built with any land grant, or that 
the water rights interiere at all with the grant now proposed to be made 
to the United States. 

Let me tell the Senator from Vermont that in this part of the State 
of Ohio the whole of the land was sold to the Ohio Company’s Purchase. 
as it was called. Not an acre of the land along the banks of the lower 
Muskingum was ever public land of the United States since 1785. I 
think that was the date of the grant to the Ohio company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may interrupt my friend, none of these grants 
in Ohio were alternate section land grants; they did not pretend to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that. 

When the State of Ohio undertook to build two canals across the 
State as a continuation of the Erie Canal, it was at a cost of something 
like $14,000,000. It imvolved the State in a large debt, under which 
for many years it labered. At that time, between 1820 and 1830 (I 
think the date of the law referred to by the Senator was 1829 or 1830) 
the United States did give land to the States of Ohio and Indiana, for 
Indiana received the greater proportion of it, for the purposes of build- 
ing the Wabash and other canals, the canal system as it wascalled; that 
is, this double parallel lineof canals across the Stateof Ohio, one extend- 
ing from Cleveland to Portsmouth and the other from Toledo to Cin- 
cinnati. Those canals did not affect the region that is affected here, 
did not come anywhere between Zanesville and Marietta, had no con- 
nection with that region; and besides that the Muskingum improve- 
ment was never contemplated, it was never thought of, until nearly ten 
years after these grants had been made. It was commenced in 1837, 
and the United States never paid one dollar or contributed one acre of 
land or gave any encouragement or aid or assistance whatever in the 
building of this Muskingum improvement. It was made for the pur- 
pose of improving theonly navigable river in the Stateof Ohio, and one 
that is because it drains nearly one-third of the State. It 
extends from the mouth of the Muskingum on the Ohio River to within 
25 miles of Cleveland. It extends west from where I live, and I live 
in the middle part of the State, and runs to the Ohio River, embracing 
all that region of country, and is a large navigable river, and the only 
navigable river in the State of Ohio. 

Ohio undertook to improve that river. 

There is no defect in this grant if I have understood the grant eor- 

~ Lamsorry I have not the law before me. I have General Mer- 
Till’s report here, which contains the law. I think it can not be all in 
the document from which my friend read, but no doubt its main pro- 
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visions are there. The law contained certain provisions to authorize 
the United States to condemn property necessary for the construction 
of a series of works on the Ohio River, and as an addendum to and part 
of that same law it provided for the cession of the Muskingum improve- 
ment, because the Government of the United States is now erecting at 
the mouth of the Muskingum an ice-harbor which to some extent does 
take private land, and it was necessary for the Government of the United 
States to have the authority of the State to have this land condemned. 
At least upon application by the authorities of the Government of the 
United States this !aw was passed to enable the United States under 
the law of Ohio to condemn certain land that it was necessary to con- 
demn for the use of the United States, and as a part of it this cession 
was made after a survey and an investigation had been made by the 
United States authorities. The cession was made without conditions 
or qualifications, except that the United States should accept it and 
maintain it, and go along with it. 

The Government is not bound to maintain it fora single day. There 
is no provision there which binds the United States to spend a single 
dollar of money upon it. They may abandon it and let it go if they 
choose. If there is any such provision I would like to see it, but if 
there is any found I hope the Senator from Vermont, who is no doubt 
perfectly able to amend any measure which may be presented, will 
draw an amendment that will cover that point; so that the United 
States receives this property absolutely without any stipulation to do 
anything with it. 1am perfectly willing it shall be done. There is 
no special expectation on the part of the people of Ohio; there is no 
interest there to be subserved, no private interest, nothing but the de- 
sire that the people in that beautiful valley may have the opportunity 
of transporting their goods and merchandise over the bosom of the 
waters of the Muskingum River just as they are transported from Ma- 
rietta all the way to the Gulf of Mexico and the sea. 

I do not want to see the rivers improved south of us and west of us 
and east of us, as this bill provides, and then to have this provision 
taken from the bill. There is the great Kanawha River about the size 
of the Muskingum. There is an appropriation here of $250,000 to im- 
prove that river. We do not object to that. We vote for it. We vote 
for the improvement of all the riversof the South. There isthe Wabash 
River just west of us which is provided for here. There is the Hlinois 
River which is provided for, and all the rivers which are navigable are 
provided for in the bill. We vote those appropriations; and now when 
we ask the Government of the United States to assume the care and 
custody of some locks and dams on the only navigable stream we haye 
in the State of Ohio with a population of three or four million, it seems 
to me it is a very modest request. 

There is one other matter to which the Senator from Vermont re- 
ferred to which he would not have made an objection if he had noticed 
it. He complains that certain water rights are reserved. So they are. 
Wherever a dam has been constructed across the Muskingum River, at 
the end of that dam is a lock to allow vessels to pass through. There 
is a great superabundance of water power there, which can be utilized, 
and it has been let out at very low rates to citizens. It is now let out 
to any citizen who has built a mill alongside of the works, and he can 
use this water power, and it is let out at a nominal rate. The State of 
Ohio does reserve the rights of the people to that water privilege, to 
the use of that water which they hold. They pay some $5,000—I think 
that is the amount—in the way of low rents on water rights. 

Mr. KENNA. That does not affect navigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not affect the navigation in the slightest 
degree. It is only surplus water that passes over the dam that is used 
and allowed to be used by private individuals upon paying a certain 
license or tax, which yields about $5,000. We propose to turn over to 
the United States this revenue of $5,000, which pays about one-half 
the expense of gate-tenders and the like. That is turned over to the 
United States, together with the appropriation for this year for the ex- 

nses of maintenance. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that reserved to the State or to the individual 
now ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is reserved to the individual. The money is 
transferred to the United States, but the right to the water is reserved. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, I have examined the act of the Ohio 
Legislature, to which the Senator from Vermont called my attention, 
with as much care as I could give to it here in the Senate, and I am 
urfable to find in the act the provision which the Senator from Vermont 
has found. 

I believe that if we accept this grant and make this appropriation 
we stand with reference to this river and these improvements exactly 
as we stand with reference to the improvement of any otber river in 
the United States; and, understanding it that way, I shall vote for the 
appropriation, although in Committee of the Whole, not understanding 
it as I do now, I voted the other way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Chair to state the question fally. The 
question is upon agreeing to the motion to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The is on the motion of the 
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Senator from Vermont to strike out on page 41, commencing with line 
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994 and ending with line 1023, the paragraph having been retained in 
the bill by the Committee of the Whole. The “‘ yea’’ vote is tostrike 
out the Muskingum appropriation, and the “ nay’’ vote is to keep it 
in. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I vote “‘ yea;”’ I 
am paired, but I anf pretty well satisfied that the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MorRILL], with whom I am paired, would also vote “‘ yea”’ 
if he were here. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], but I understand he voted “ nay ”’ 
on this proposition in Committee of the Whole, and therefore I vote 
“‘nay,’’ as he would vote if he were present. 

Mr. HAMPTON (after voting in the affirmative). I will interpose 
to say that I have been requested on this particular vote to pair with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I shall therefore withdraw 
my vote. I voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 14, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Berry, Frye, Miller, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Maxey, Vance, 

NAYS—32. 
Blackburn, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Blair, George, Palmer, Spooner, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Stanford, 
Conger, Hearst, Pugh, Teller 
Cullom, Hoar, Ransom, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Kenna, Riddleberger, Wal . 
Dolph, Logan, Sawyer, Whitthorne, 
Eustis, Manderson, Sewell, Wilson of Lowa. 

ABSENT—30. 

Aldrich, Chace, Hawley, Morgan, 
Allison, Colquitt, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Bowen, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Brown, Gray, McMillan, Sabin, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, Voorhecs. 
Camden, Hampton, Mahone, 
Cameron, Harris, Mitchell of Pa., 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. By the direction of the Committee on Commerce 
I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to in- 
sert an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which I send to the 
Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. CALL. Before that amendment is placed before the Senate I 
should like to ask if it is in order to renew the amendments I moved 
in Committee of the Whole to amend the text of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Florida if he will yield to 
me that I may make a motion to reconsider. I have heard from the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRown], and he understeod that I was 
paired with him on the motion of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GrB- 
SON]. I voted on the question. : 

I would ask leave to withdraw my vote, which I might do under the 
rule, but to do so would change the result and carry the proposition, I 
think. Therefore I do not desire to do that, but I desire to move to 
reconsider, so that the Senate may pass on the question again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What amendment was that? 

Mr. TELLER. That was the amendment on page 59 to insert words 
after the word ‘‘channel,’’ the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Harrison]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that under the circumstances the recon- 
sideration ought to be allowed. If the Senator from Colorado voted 
under a misapprehension, I suggest that a reconsideration be had as a 
matter of course, and that the vote be taken again upon the proposi- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent. There is a pending question, the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN}. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that mine is a privileged motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not think it can be done except by 
unanimous consent. I understand that it was a mistake, but a man 
must be responsible for his own mistake. If the Senator voted on the 
prevailing side he can make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. TELLER. I have made the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado desires 
action on the motion to reconsider the vote of the Senate by which a 
certain amendment was lost. 

Mr. TELLER. By a tie vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was lost if there was a tie. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on reconsidering the 
vote, 


Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Senator from Indiana consent, 
that the reconsideration may be had as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not see how it can bg 
done in any other way. The Senator from Colorado voted ‘‘nay ” op 
disagreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And therefore he voted on the pre. 
vailing side? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And therefore he has aright to move 
to reconsider, to do which the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Chair will allow me, I will state that I sup. 
mitted the motion to strike out the amendment offered by the honor. 
able Senator from Indiana. That motion was defeated, the Senator 
from Colorado voting in the negative. Therefore he would have the 
right to submit now a motion to reconsider the vote by which it was 
defeated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so ruled. Is it the 
pleasure of the Senate to reconsider? Senators in favor will say ‘‘ay;” 
contrary, ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and tho 
vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to bring on a debate upon this 
question. I want Senators simply to understand that we are voting 
again upon the proposition whether there shall be any limitation in tho 
bill upon the construction of levees below those parts of the Mississip)i 
River where there is any bad navigation, or whether we shall authorize 
the Commission out of the appropriation of two million and a quarter 
of dollars to begin the construction of levees along a river front that has 
18 feet of water at all seasons of the year. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion to strike 
out the amendment. I wish to say that there is no proposition, as | 
understand, in the bill as it comes from the Committee on Commerce, 
to authorize the commission to build one yard of levee anywhere on thie 
Mississippi River for the protection of the alluvial land or for the bene- 
fit of private property. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask the Chair whether, if the motion to 
strike out is withdrawn, the question would not arise on the motion 
to concur in the amendment made asin Committee of the Whole ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
was not in at the time this question was up, and does not know what 
the amendment was. TheSecretary will report the amendment which 
was voted on. 

The Corer CLERK. After the word ‘‘channel,”’ in line 1438, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the following words- 

Mr. KENNA. The amendment being an amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to insert, the Committee of the Whole having made 
the insertion, does not the question arise on the action of the Senate 
concurring in the amendment? If that be as I understand it is, I will 
ask the Senator from Louisiana to withdraw his motion to strike out, 
so that the affirmative will be on concurring in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk did not state it cor- 
rectly. He will state the amendment once more. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 1438, after the word “‘channel,’’ it is 
moved to strike out the following words: 

But not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them, 
unless it shall be necessary to prevent or close an injurious crevasse or oui|ct. 

Mr. KENNA. That is the motion of the Senator from Louisiana, 
but if that motion were withdrawn would not the question be upon 
concurring in the action of the Committee of the Whole inserting those 
words? The vote of the Senate is on concurring in the action of the 
Committee of the Whole on all questions. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems tome that the Senator from Colorado can not 
make and have put the motion which he has made to reconsider without 
first reconsidering the subsequent vote. This vote was upon a motion 
to amend an amendment, and thereupon the motion was lost. Then 
we adopted the clause, the amendment which came from the 
Committee of the Whole. Having adopted that as it was left after the 
vote whichthe Senator wants to reconsider, we can not reconsider the last 
motion, and leave this adopted; the Senate will never have voted upou 
the ph as it will stand. I suppose the Senate will reconsiler 
both motions, first on the adoption of the amendment, and next the 
vote on the amendment to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Massachusetts is entirely right about that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not claim to be a parliamentarian, but | 
seemed to me that the orderly motion was precisely the motion whic! 
the Senator from Vermont has made in several other cases, to strike \\'. 
If that is all right, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, then tle 
motion to strike out that was lost by a tie having been reconsidered 's 
now pending; and what is the necessity of reconsidering anything ¢!-«’ 

Mr. HOAR. Let me illustrate. Supppose we take a bill pending. 
Thereupon an amendment was moved to that bill and that amendment 
was lost or was carried, and then the bill passed. It would not, 0! 
course, be possible to move to reconsider the vote on the amendmcnt 
without first reconsidering the vote passing the bill, because after yo" 
have reconsidered the vote on the amendment you have still a standing 
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vote of the Senate passing the bill in the shape it was, with the amend- 
ment lost or carried, as the case may be; so that you must reconsider 
both votes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me ask the Senator whether when we have 
reconsidered the motion to strike out, which was lost, we do not stand 
precisely as we did when that motion was made and pending and be- 
fore it was voted upon? 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose we adopt now after a reconsideration an 
amendment to this amendment and do nothing more. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Colorado proposes to take that vote 
over again. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose if it was in order to move to strike out 
the amendment when the motion was made, having reconsidered the 
vote by which the motion was lost, the motion is again in order. The 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was adopted yester- 
day by the Senate, and this morning the motion to strike out was made. 
it seems to me when that motion is reconsidered we are precisely in 
the attitude we were when it was made before, and that we do not 
need to go back in our reconsideration beyond the point at which the 
bill and amendment stood at the time the motion to strike out was 
made. 

Mr. GIBSON. I concur with the Senator from Indiana. I do not 
want to take any advantage one way or the other, but to remove a mis- 
conception. I understand that the amendment was adopted by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and it was then concurred in by 
theSenate. I then madea motion to strike out that part of the amend- 
ment which had been offered by the Senator from Indiana. That mo- 
tion was defeated by a tie vote. One of the Senators who voted in the 
negative moves to reconsider. Therefore it appears to me that the only 
matter before the Senate is the reconsideration of the motion which I 
made to strike out the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana, 
and I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

Mr. KENNA. The point I make is simply this, that on all the 
amendments which are to be voted on by the Senate, the affirmative 
and — stand in the Senate precisely as they stood in Committee 
of the Whole, sa that in the absence of a motion to strike out the ques- 
tion would be on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I raise the point of order that to strike out is not 
in order. The Committee of the Whole adopted the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana as an amendment to the committee’s amendment, 
and then adopted the amendment as amended, and the Senate concurred 
in the amendment as amended. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before any motion is put I wish to ask the 
Senator from Minnesota whether he did not just a moment ago say that 
the Committee on Commerce proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam not referring to that now. That motion is 

nding. This is another matter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know the motion is pending. I am not 
at all discouraged by noticing that the friends of the bill are scoldinga 
little at each other; I am rather encouraged by it; but is not the Sena- 
tor’s proposed substitute on the table now reported from the committee 
striking out all after the enacting clause; and if so are we not to pay 
the same deference—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe the motion I made is now pending, and I 
ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I make the point of order that that motion is 
not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What was the motion of the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. GIBSON. To strike out the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Indiana. 

Pe McMILLAN. I raise the point of order that that is not in or- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
first step to be taken by the Senator from Colorado is a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the amendment cover- 
ing the five pages, and that vote having been reconsidered, then his 
motion would be to reconsider the motion agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TELLER. I make that motion or any other motion which may 
be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the vote by which the Senate concurred in the amendment on 
peges 56,57, 58, and 59 be reconsidered. 

. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair whether I am entitled to 
my five minutes? I had the floor and was speaking to the proposition 
that was pending before the Senate. I ask the Chair whether I am 
entitled to five minutes to oppose the bill when Senators here have 
had two hours to advocate it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator was on the floor the 
Chair was not aware of it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is the Chair’s fault. The Senator 
from was aware of it. 

I Was saying that the Senator who heads this committee stated here 
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explicitly that he proposed from the committee and by the direction of 
the committee to strike out all after the enacting clause, and we know 
what is an enacting clause, and to insert something else. If we are 
proceeding that way, let us know what the committee propose to do 
and proceed to do it, and not go on in this piecemeal arrangement, 
which continues in the line and direction of a bargain and a bargain 
only, whether it is to make an appropriation for this, that, or the other 
improvement, whether it is to make an appropriation to buy up some- 
body’s private stocks, whether it is leaving out the dollars and cents 
that ought to be at the end of the paragraph where the appropriation 
is suggested to be made, to bull or bear stocks in the market. That 
is this bill, if you look at it, from one end to the other, except half a 
dozen items. I have invited a discussion of the bill in that view of it. 
I can not get it. Nobody will dare to defend it. Each Senator seems 
only to be trying to get something for his own constituency, and get- 
ting that, he is satisfied. 

I said the motion to reconsider was not in order, but the Chair ruled 
that it was. The Chair undertook to state that I was not entitled to 
my five minutes of debate. I will take a hundred and five, five hun- 
dred and five, whenever I can get the opportunity to do so, when I be- 
lieve I am acting in accord with the rules of this body. 

[ask the Senator from Minnesota whether he does not propose to 
change the bill, and when the committee instructed him to bring here 
a proposition to strike out all after the enacting clause? When was it 
done? Why detain us here discussing it for four days until it is ex- 
posed in such a way that you want to get away from it, and then come 
in and say that you are to strike out ail after the enacting clause and 
insert something else? When did the committee instruct you to do 
that? When did your eommittee direct you to bring in this report, 
and what are the changes? ‘Tell us that, and you will enable us to act 
intelligibly and intelligently on this measure which proposes to give 
away millions of money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on reconsidering the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Ter- 
LER] further moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] was rejected. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now I raise the point of order that the motion 
to strike out is not in order. 

Mr. LOGAN. The whole thing is reconsidered and it is certainly in 
order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now before the Senate 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1438, after the word ‘‘ channel,’’ strike 
out the words: 





But not below the reaches of the river which are being improved by them, 
unless it shall be necessary to prevent or close an injurious crevasse or outlet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the Chair under- 
stands the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] to ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. There have been several times some confusion as 
to the effect of these votes. I desire it to be distinctly understood that 
this is a motion to strike out my amendment, and that a vote in the 
affirmative is a vote against limiting the Mississippi River Commission 
in the project of building levees on the lower river, where they are not 
attempting any improvement in the channel of the river itself. A vote 
to strike out is a vote against limiting the commission. My proposition 
is to limit them below the points where they are improving the river and 
where there is low water to the closure of existing or threatened gaps or 
crevasses. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to have the Senate understand this proposition. 
The bill as it came from the committee and as it was adopted by the 
Committee on Commerce expressly provided: 

That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build 


levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or pri- 
vate property by overflows. 


I think that is a sufficient restraint upon the discretion of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, which, under the authority of an act of Con- 
gress, is charged with the simple and exclusive work of the improve- 
ment of the river. They have nothing to do with the protection or 
improvement of private property, or the reclamation or protection of 
the alluvial lands. They are under a mandate from Congress to im- 
prove the river, and this provision adopted by the Committee on Com- 
merece and retained in the bill confines the commission to that work. 
They have been acting, ever since they were constituted, under such a 
provision; and I do not see why we should vote a want of confidence 
in the character and capacity of the Mississippi River Cornmission 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 
strike out, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] 
is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sani]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). As I have stated, I am 


paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “‘ nay.’ 


The roll-call was ciated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 20; as follows: 


YEA3—27 
Beck, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Berrv, George, Logan, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Coke, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Harris, Ransom, 
NAYS—2. 

Allison, Evaris, Hoar, Platt, 
Biair, Frye, Ingalls, Piumb, 
Dawes, Hale, MeMilian, Riddleberger, 
Dolph, Harrison, Miller, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner. 

ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Bowen, Hearst, Morgan, Teller, 
Brown, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, ze. Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Kenna, Sabin, 
Chace, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Mahone, Sewell, 


So the-motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment of the Committee of the Whole, extending from line 
1327 to line 1460 inclusive, being the Mississippi River amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now I offer—— 

Mr. CALL. I believe I had the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota had of- 
fered his amendment and it had been stated when the Senator from 
Florida rose and was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. Before thatamendment is offered I ask the Senator from 
Minnesota to allow me to move several amendments which simply dis- 
tribute the amount of various appropriations in Florida. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can not consent to withdraw the amendment 
for that purpose. This isan amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee, which I was instructed to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The amendment reported by theSen- 
ator from Minnesota will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert—— 

Mr. CALL. I submit to the Senator from Minnesota that nothing 
will be gained by pressing that amendment now, whereas there will 
be delay caused, because it would simply require me to offer these 
amendments afterward. 

Mr. HOAR. Are not the rights of the Senator from Florida exactly 
the same whether the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota be 
pending or not? The Senator from Minnesota moves an amendment 
to the whole bill, a substitute. The Senator from Florida wishes to 
move to perfect the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is entirely in order for the Senator 
from Florida to make any motion he pleases pending the substitute 
which has been offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is also his right as everybody’s else to move to 
perfect the text of the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In that connection, I wish to state that a matter 
on page 10, about Apalachicola Bay or some river there, was passed 
over. 

Mr. CALL. Iam obliged to theSenatorfrom Vermont. Thatisone 
of the matters to which I refer. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not move the amendment with a view to 
prevent the Senator from any action he desired, of course, but merely 
present the amendment in obedience to the instruction of the com- 
mittee. 


a CALL. I moved yesterday to amend the bill in line 233, which 
8: 


aus harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, 


By inserting after the word “‘ dollars,” in line 234, the words: 
ee Dt ei Geen oie ey ae 
The Senator from Vermont desired me to refer to the report of the 
engineers which was made in the Forty-seventh Congress, ses- 
sion, and is found in Executive 


cite 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


need not refer toiton my account. Ishall make no farther opposition. 
When I have failed in opposing things that are of great importance, and 
a majority of the Senate is against me on great things, 1 do not want 
to take up time on these little matters. The friends of the bill may 
fix it just as they please, without my cons:nt, but without any time 
taken up by my opposition. 

Mr. CALL, I wish to say that it is shown by the report of the en- 
gineers that at Dog Island Harbor, which is a part of Apalachicola Bay, 
there is a mean depth of water of 15} feet. Carabello River is one of 
the principal avenues through which the shipments of lumber are floated 
down to the large vessels which find ti eir anchorage in the bay, and 
which are consigned to merchants in the port of Apalachicola. 

I have been requested by some of the business men of that community 
to lay this matter before Congress and ask that a discretion may be 
allowed the Secretary of War to use $2,000 of this money in that part 
of Apalachicola Bay. That is the whole statement. It does not in- 
crease the appropriation at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Florida will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
posed to insert: 

Of which $2,000 may be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War at 
the Carabello or Crooked River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that the item is already in the bill, having been agreed to by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The question before the Senate is on concurring 
in it. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. In line 229, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ I move to insert 
the words: 


In line 234, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is pro- 


Two thousand doMars of which may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 
be applied on Gilbert Bar, Indian River, Florida. 

Mr. McMILLAN. To what line does the Senator refer? 

Mr. CALL. Line 229, after the word “dollars,’’ I propose to insert 
a provision that $2,000 of the appropriation may be applied in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War to the cleaning out of Gilbert Bar, on 
Indian River, Florida.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. Is that the same improvement ? 

Mr. CALL. No; itis not. I will state that Indian River is a long 
inland communication or channel from the sea, a navigable river which 
extends southwardly along the coast of Florida, it being near the head- 
waters of the Saint John’s River. The railroads from Cumberland 
Sound, Jacksonville, and elsewhere in Florida, but I mention Cumber- 
land Sound particularly, connect with Indian River, which traverses 
the whole Atlantic coast of Florida southerly down to a point not very 
remote from the island upon which Key West is located. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment, [ think, is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. It isa channel of very great importance to the people 
of Florida. The harbor from which produce is shipped is Fernandina, 
on Amelia Island, Cumberland Sonnd. ‘The report of the engineers, 
madein 1883, states the importance of this improvement and the value 
of the products which are now being shipped from Indian River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any estimate in the last report? 

Mr. CALL. None in the last report, but I have here the former re- 
port, which is very fall. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Theamendment would not be in order if the esti- 
mate is found in a report made three years ago. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal to the Senator from Vermont that he will not 

interpose any point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not going to interpose anything. I merely 
call attention to the fact. 

Mr. CALL. This report is very full, and shows that there are two 
hundred and eighty orange groves shipping several hundred thousand 
dollars’ worth of oranges, besides cocoanuts, pineapples, and all the trop- 
ical productions of that region. Amelia Island, Cumberland Sound, 
is their outlet, and here is the estimate for the improvement of that 


navigation. 

I only ask that the of War may be allowed to use of this 
$150,000, in his discretion, $2,000 for the improvement of this commu- 
nication with Amelia Island and Cumberland Sound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont raise 
the t of order? 

. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I do not raise anything 

. McMILLAN. The Senator from Florida might just as well ask 
to have $50,000 of the appropriation for Cumberland Sound appropri- 
ated to the tt of New York Harbor as to make this change. 
It is a diversion entirely of the amount to a different purpose, and one 
which has not been estimated for. I raise the point of order that the 
amendment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules it out. The point 
of order is sustained. 

Mr. CALL. I thiak that is rather hard, because it does not concern 
anybody but those there, and there is no reason whatever in tlio 
objection. It is tly a matter of great i 
Sound for which this 


merce of Cumberland improvement is 
If I may interrupt the Senator, to save time he ae It is a matter which concerns Florida. It does not increase 
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the appropriation and leaves it to the discretion of the Secretary of 
War. There is no kind of reason for the objection made by the chair- 
man of the committve. It does not do him or anybody else any good, 
but only does others harm. 
I move, in line 767) after the word ‘ 
Including San Carlos Bay— 


So as to read: 


dollars,’’ to insert the words: 


Improving — River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $4,000, 
including San Carlos Ba 

Mr. McMILLAN. "I raise the point of order upon that amendment 
that it is a new item of appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. Whether it be a new item or not depends entirely on 
whether San Carlos Bay isa part of the Caloosahatchee River. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota knows nothing about that. The Caloosahatchee 
River debouches into the Gulf of Mexico by several mouths. San Carlos 
Bay is named as one of these entrances, which have various local des- 

but are all connected with the Caloosahatchee River, which 
extends up into Lake Okechobee, and from which a channel improve- 
ment has been projected and is now partially completed. Steamboats 
are running up nearly to the headwaters of the Saint John’s River, 
almost entirely across the peninsula of Florida. 

It is desired that those appropriations which apply to the Caloosa- 
hatchee River may be definitely known, and that the money may be 
applied in the discretion of the Secretary of War to San Carlos Bay, 
which is a part of the river. 

I think there is nothing in the point of order. The clause would 
have been so designated in the House but for the oversight of the com- 
mittee there. So I am informed by those who had charge of the bill 
there, and I am simply asking to correct a mere oversight. 

Mr. McMILLAN. TheCaloosahatchee River is not the bay the Sen- 
ator refers to; they are separate. 

Mr. CALL. I think the chairman might very well agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will be obliged to rule the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. CALL. Does the Chair think it is outof order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; it is a technical point and well taken. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like the Chair tostate the ground on which it 
is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are three or four grounds on 
which it is out of order. 

Mr. CALL. Give us one of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been estimated for; it has 
not been referred to the Committee on Commerce; it is not strictly ger- 
mane to the item under consideration which it is proposed to amend. 

Mr. CALL. It has been estimated for, if it is a part of the Caloosa- 
hatchee River; it has been referred to the Committee on Commerce; as 
to the other point made by the Chair, it is evidently germane if it is 
a part of the Caloosahatchee River. All of these points depend upon 
whether this is or is not a part of the river, and my amendment is 
simply intended to make clear that which is doubtful. But I will pass 
it b 

In line 780, I move to insert the words: 


Of which $2,000 may be applied to the improvement of Pease River— 


So as to read: 
Manatee River, ‘Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000; of 
$2,000 shall be applied ‘to the improvement of Pease River. 

I will state with regard to this item that it isan improvement which 
has been estimated for in the current reports, and it is estimated that 
more than this sum, about $6,000, is needed to complete the improve- 
ment of that river, or that it may be used advantageously this year. 

Manatee River is upon one side of Manatee County, and Pease River 
is upon the other. The railroads have been extended there, and it is 

desirable that the people there should have the water communi- 
as a means of competition. 

This $2,000, with the $3,000 appropriated by the bill for Pease River 
in line 782, will render that river navigable at the present time and 

and business of that country. 

Manatee County, having the river and the bay 
upon one side and the Pease River discharging into the Charlotte Har- 
bor and the San Carlos Bay on the other side, it is desirable for the in- 
there and the commerce which they contrib- 
this improvement should be made. 

these rivers upon the Gulf coast of Florida are 
If trade. They furnish coral, sponge, fish, and 

Large cocoanut groves are being grown all over that 
trade is entirely cosmopolitan so far as this country is 
and it is very desirable that this avenue of communication 
which only $2,000 of the money already appropriated 

vision nmade that it shall be expended in the discre- 
the Secretary of \ of War. 

hag McMILLAN. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair will be compelled to sus- 
“a order. ae any rate he rules that it is not in order. 


all 
Gu 


























The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule reads: 


Nor shall any amendment toany item or clause of such bill be received which 
does not directly relate thereto. 


The Chair can not possibly see how an appropriation for the Pease 
River relates to an item providing for the improvement of Manatee 


River. 
Mr. CALL. Here is in lines 781 and 782: 
Improving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
And | just above it: 
Improving Manatee River, Fk rid 1: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 


Here are both improvements in the bill in juxtaposition, and both are 
estimated for. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that; 


but the 
Senator did not hear what the Ci hair reac d: 


‘*Nor shall any amendment 


to any item * * be received which does not directly relate’? to that 
item. 
Mr. CALL. Does the Chair mean to say that there is a rule that an 


appropriation bill shall not be amended except the appropriation re- 
lates to that item, so that you can never amend it at all except by add- 
ing to that item? Certainly that will not do; 
that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think if the Senator would move to strike out the 
appropriation of a certain amount of money and then afterward move 
to increase the appropriation in the other item he would evidently be 
within the rule. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator is evidently correct, and that only illus- 
trates the error of the ruling of the Chair. I certainly could move 
that the two appropriations for the Manatee River and Pease River be 
consolidated. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Chair has decided the case against you. 


there is no reason in 


Mr. CALL. I thought it was so plain that perhaps the Chair would 
reverse his ruling. I ask the Chair what motion he thinks would be 
in order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator. 

Mr. CALL. But the Senator feels obliged to instruct the Chair, and 
he is simply trying to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
this rule. . 

Mr. CALL. Rather than delay the Senate, although the rnling 
unjust and unreasonable, I shall not press the matter further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wiil say tothe Senator trom 
Florida that he sees no objection to an amendment increasing the ap 
priation made for Pease River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That comes under another rule. I shall make a 
point on that, that you can not move to increase an appropriation with- 
out an estimate, a reference to a committe, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an estimate for Pease River 

Mr. CALL. My object is to leave the discretion with the Secretary 
of War for the addition of the amount to Pease River and the diminu- 
tion of the amount for Manatee Riveras he may deem it expedient, and 
I would desire to put the motion in such a form that they might not be 
subject to the idea of the Chair as to a point of order. 

I will move then to strike out from line 779 to line 782, and to insert: 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000; im- 
proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000; of which $5,000 
may be expended on Pease River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is precisely the same question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Florida will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from line 779 to line 
782, inclusive, in the following words: 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: 

Improving Pease River, Florida: 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improve ment, $10,000; im- 


proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000; of whic h $5,000 
may be expended on Pease River. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Is that in order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is precisely the same question that the other 
was. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to move an amendment in line 1131, which I 
offered before and gave notice that I would offer again in the Senate. 
I believe the chairman of the committee will accept the amendment, 
knowing that it is so perfectly just. It is to increase the appropriation 
for the Lilinois River from $100,000 to $150,000, which will not be one- 
half of the estimate made for the work of completing the two locks 
upon that river. If the appropriation is left as it isin the bill the 
work will evidently have tostop. I think under the circumstances 
that the chairman will probably accept the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But there is an amendment pending. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, but this proposition was made 
before, and it was agreed that it should be offered in the Senate. 


The Chair is not obliged to instruct 


The Chair needs no construction of 


Is 


Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Continuing improvement, $3,000 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will realit. In line 1131, after the words ‘‘one 
hundred,’’ I move to insert ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

improving Illinois River, Ulinois: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it be in order pow to move to increase by 33} 
per cent. all the items of the bill? I suggest that, in view of what is 
the apparent determination of the committee to have it go back for the 
purpose of making a reduction of 35 percent. In the first place, would 
it not be as well to increase them all 33 or 35 per cent. ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘Twenty-five per cent. is the reduction proposed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then suppose we first increase them all 25 per cent. 
That would be a financial stroke that I think might commend itself 
to the Senate. If it is in order now to offer the amendment, I offer 
that which I sent to the desk as a separate section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLums) will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress at its next session and each 
succeeding session thereof the name of each civil engineer employed in the 
work of improving rivers and harbors by means and as the result of appropria- 


tions made in this and succeeding river and harbor appropriation bills, the time 
s0 employed, the compensation paid, and the place at and work on which em- 


ployed. 

Mr. PLUMB. As suggested by the Senator from Vermont, I will 
add after the word ‘‘name’’ the words ‘‘and place of residence.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. An additional section tothe bill. In view of the fact 
that it is generally understood that we have quite an army of civil en- 
gineers doing the work, while we pay a large number of Army engi- 
neers to do the loafing around, I think we had better have information 
as to who they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas offers this 
as a new section. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I desire to be informed what the question is 
pending before the Senate’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
just submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that an aaendment to the amendment which 
I proposed, or is it an amendment to the original bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is an amendment to that portion 
of the bill which the Senator from Minnesota proposes to strike out. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I ask for the reading of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. I have been waiting for some 
time to ask for the reading of that amendment for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe now that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota is before the Senate. I therefore 
call, as I did before, for the reading of the amendment for information, 
that we may know what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right to have it read. 

Mr. RIDDLERERGER. I asked that it be read before this amend- 
ment was offered, for there was no Senator here who could have deter- 
mined for himself as to whether this amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas was meant as an amendment to the original bill or as an 
amendment to that which was introduced here this morning by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, who says he brings it in as the product of the 
Committeeon Commerce. I havea right to ask for the reading of that 
so that I may makea motion to this Senate that will go beyond his, not 
only to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert, but I desire 
to make a motion to strike out all after the enacting clause and leave 
out the words ‘‘and insert.’”’ That is my desire and for that reason I 
have a right to ask, not only a right but a privilege to ask, to have the 
amendment read, so that I can make a motion before this Senate. 

I think the time has come when we ought to begin to consider a little 
more carefully bilis of this sort. I have asked the Senator from Min- 
nesota to tell me, or to tell the Senate if he declines to tell me, when the 
Committee on Commerce agreed to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert something else. 


Upon what meat do these our Cwesars fedd, 
they have grown so great? 

Bring in bills, allow us to discuss them for a week, defend them from 
the standpoint the committee occupies here, and then come in this 
morning and say that they propose to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, when we have read through seventy-nine pages of a bill that 
pa from that committee, and it was almost treason for anybody 

ere on this floor to say that there was anything wrong in it! When 
did that committeeact? U what new information have you stricken 
out all of this bill? Why do you propose to strike off 30 per cent. of 
its amount? That is what I herd this morning when I camein; but 
it is proposed, I hear now, to strike off 25 percent. You propose to 
take 25 per cent. from the amount which the bill says we ought to ap- 
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propriate. We could not dare to take out of this bill the little miser- 
able streams that only float the minnows of your constituents, and 
upen which you can not float anything that will promote commerce. 
You would take 25 per cent. from Norfolk; you would take 25 per cent, 
from the James River improvement; you would take 25 per cent. from 
New York Harbor; you would take 25 per cent. from San Francisco 
Harbor; to popularize this bill you take 25 per cent. from that which 
is laudable and for which Senators ought to vote, and take 25 per cent. 
from that which we ought not to appropriate for at all—these little 
streams. 

I ask, therefore, that this amendment of the committee shall be read. 
I ask further that it shall be read because when a committee makes a 
report here it comes in as the property of the Senate, and I deny that 
there is any man on this floor who can control an appropriation for mil|- 
ions and millions of dollars. It is the property of the Senate. It is 
my property; it is the property of every Senator. I repudiate and 
reprobate the idea that any man can be the manager of the Senate. 
He may assert himself as the chairman of a committee or a member of 
a committee, but he can not and shall not, so far as I am concerned, 
ever abridge the right of any Senator to expose the wrong in a bill and 
advocate that which he thinks is right. 

This bill started out—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 
The amendment will be read. 

The CHieF CLERK. Itis proposed tostrike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert the following—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move now to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Virginia to demand that the amendment be read. 

Mr.RIDDLEBERGER. Yes,sir. Of courseI prefer to have it read 
through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendment, and baving read 
for some time, was interrupted by— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have been requested several times to with- 
draw my request for the reading of thisamendment. I am ready to do 
it, willing to do it, if the Senator who has presented it will just simply 
state whatitis. Is it 25 per cent. alike from the meritorious and the 
improper appropriations? If I am correct in that, and the Senator 
will say so, I am ready to withdraw my call. If I am incorrect, and 
he will tell me what he means by taking off 25 per cent. , so that we can 
all understand it, I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. McMILLAN. For theinformation of the Senator from Virginia, 
and for the information of the Senate, I desire to say that by the di- 
rection of the Committee on Commerce I have submitted this amend- 
ment to the bill. It embraces all the items and all the legislation 
which was incorporated in the bill by the Senate up to the time I sub- 
mitted the motion, except that each item of appropriation has been re- 
duced 25 per cent. from the amount as it appears in the bill and in the 
amendments adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. On that statement I withdraw my request 
for the reading. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now I ask that the amendment be modified by 
the amendments of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LOGAN], adopted within the last half-hourand made to conform thereto, 
the amounts of the appropriations being reduced 25 per cent. in each 


case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to amend the amendment submitted by him by inserting the three 
items named. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator give the aggregate? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill as it came from the House amounted, in 
round numbers, to $15,182,200. The Senate Committee on Commerce 
reported the bill containing an amount of $18,077,475. The bill as the 
Senate amended it up to the time of submitting my motion amounted 
to $18,613,775. From that aisount my amendment reduces the total 
25 per cent., which leaves the bill, before the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois was adopted, $13,960,331. With that reduction the 
amount of the bill as it shall if my amendment is adopted, is $1,- 
221,869 less than the bill as it came to the Senate from the House o! 
Representatives. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Com- 
merce, I desire to say that I do not concur in this amendment. I did 
not attend the committee this morning, because I was engaged with an- 
other committee, but if I had been there I should have opposed this 
amendment. I do not believe it necessary to make this reduction. | 
can see no good reason for making it. The items in tlre Senate bil! 
have passed the scrutiny of the Commerce Committee and of the Sen- 
ate and have been deliberately approved. They have been decided to 
be proper and correct items of appropriation. To cut them all down 
now 25 per cent. by a sweeping i without regard to meri}, as 15 

is not logical, and will be unjust and unreasonable. 
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I know of no reason why they should be changed. They certainly | 


should not be changed because of lack of money in the Treasury, for the | tion. 


Treasury is overflowing with money that ought to be in circulation 
among the people. They certainly should not be changed because unsus- 
tained by estimates and recommendations, because each one of them has 
been recommended and estimated for by the engineer officers of the Gov- 
ernment charged with thatduty. Not only so, but not a single item is 
found upon the bill that is more than 50 per cent., except in rare in- 
stances, of the amount recommended by the engineers. Usually 25 
per cent. or 30 per cent. of the amount recommended is the amount of 
the appropriation in the bill. 

If Thess appropriations then are sustained by the judgment of the 
officers of the Government who have been called on to pass upon them, 
if there is money in the Treasury to pay them, if the necessity exists 
for them, as the committee and the Senate has solemnly adjudged to be 
thecase, lask why reducethem? This money is to be expended all over 
this country, throughout the country, from one extreme to the other. 
It is to be generally diffused among the whole people of the country, 
and for a purpose which has been determined by those to whose charge 
the question was committed to be meritorious. Then, I repeat the 
question, why reduce the appropriations? 

Mr. President, there is one great problem in the economy of this 
country which up to this time has defied solution, and thatis the great 
peg of railroad transportation and how to control it, so as to bring 

wn the rates of freight and locomotion to reasonable limits. Thatis 
the greatest problem with which the statesmanship of this country has 
to deal to-day. Noman has offered asolution of it; but a greater num- 
ber of exwinent men in this country concur in the opinion that its solu- 
tion must depend upon water competition with the railroads, than in 
any other. 

If we are to have competition with the railroads we can not get it 
among the railroad corporations themselves, because they will consoli- 
date, they will poo), they willcombine. Itis an admitted fact that where 
combination is possible competition is impossible. We can not expect 
competition among them. Every effort of legislation directed to the 
end of creating competition between the railroads has broken down 
and been a failure. 

There is but one chance confessedly for competition with railroads in 
the carrying trade and commerce of this country, and that is through 
the water ways, the rivers, the lakes, and the canals of this country. 
If we can not get it in that way we are under the domination of a rail- 
road oligarchy, of a railroad combination, that no man living can see 
anyend to. Then the objectof this bill is to increase the efficiency of 
these instrumentalities to which alone we must look for competition 
with the railroad system of this country; it is to increase the efficiency 
of our lines of navigation, our water courses, our lakes, and our canals. 

The bill as perfected in the Senate amounts to between eighteen and 
nineteen millions of dollars. Is that a large sum of money considering 
the purpose for which it is appropriated? How much do the railroads 

annually in repairs? I venturetheassertion not less than $500, - 
000,000 a year. Here there are between eighteen and nineteen mi!! 


ions to be expended by the Senate billin keeping open our water ways | 
to compete with the railroads which expend tive hundred millions an- | 


nually in repairs. 

This does not appear to be unreasonable. It does not seem to me 
that the amount is a large one. So far as I am concerned and so far, 
as I believe, the country is concerned, the only solicitude felt is about 
the proper and judicious expenditure of the money. I will vote cheer- 
fully for a river and harbor bill of $30,000,000 annually if you will 
show me where the money can be expended judiciously and econom- 
ically, because I believe the object is a great one and worthy of that 
and a still larger expenditure of money. 

No, Mr. President, we should not reduce this bill. 
by it. The clamor against it comes from railroad centers, comes from 
a press under the domination of railroads, and comes in large measure 
from people in the interest of railroads with which the water ways to 
be improved under the bill come in competition. The great mass of 
the people of this country have no sympathy with this clamor. It is 
superficial; it does not come from the people. They desire an improve- 
ment of the water ways of this country; they desire a release from the 
domination of railroad combinations, and they can never get it except 

means of water cor petition. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is suggested to my mind by observing recently a 
State convention of the teachers of Texas, who have pronounced unan- 

in favor of the school bill which the Senate passed reeently. 
Will the Senator be willing to support the amendment suggested by 
the committee if the 25 per cent. reduction can be applied to the sup- 
of common schools, based on the illiteracy of the country, accord- 

to the terms and conditions of the Senate school bill? 


We should stand 


. COKE. Iam op to the Blair educational bill. 
Mr. BLAIR. It is not the ‘‘ Blair educational bill.’’ It is the Sen- 
ate educational bill. 


Mr. COKE. Iam to it in every manner, shape, and form, 
and by any name it may be called; and I am not willing to put 25 per 
cent. or any other per cent. from the national Treasury upon it. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I thought I should like to know the Senator’s posi- 

Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, the clamor against this bill is a 
fictitious one, isa manufactured one. It does not come from the people 
of the United States; it comes from railroad combinations, it comes 
from the press operating in the interest of the railroads, it comes from 
the railroad centers, and it comes from States which for one hundred 
years have been receiving the benefactions of the Government until 
they have been perfected in their lines of communication, in their pub- 
lic buildings and public works, and need nothing more. The people 
of the South and West, who have not enjoyed these advantages, need 
the competition of the water ways and the aid of the Government to 
improve them. In the South and West we believe that the Govern- 
ment should improve its rivers and its harbors, its lakes and its canals, 
so as to keep pace with the demands of the country for transportation, 
and so as to secure reasonable and moderate rates of freight on the ex- 
change of products in the country by rail. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said about trout streams, about 
erceks, rivulets, and bayous to be found provided for in this bill which, 
it is said, are unworthy of improvement, have no water in them, and 
contribute nothing to commerce. I reply to that that there is to be 
found in the official reports here before us the report of a competent 
engineer of this Government recommending every stream appropriated 
for, and this upon personal inspection, as fit and proper to be im- 
proved. The committee rejected promptly every amendment not sus- 
tained by the engineer’s report. Mr. President, you may take every 
appropriation of doubtful propriety in this bill and add them all to- 
gether and they will not aggregate one-fourth of 1 per cent. of the ag- 
gregate amount of the entire bill. 

I venture the assertion that there is not a bill passed by Congress of 
its amount with less waste in it than is in this bill as it is now perfected 
and stands before the Senate. Take the most insignificant river named 
in the bill for which an appropriation is made, and yet you find, small 
though it be, that it makes its contribution to the grand aggregate of 
the commerce of this country. I care not how small it is, it contrib- 
utes something of value to the commerce of the country. There is not 
an appropriation in this bill not certified by the engineers of the Gov- 
ernment to be necessary to the present or prospective commerce of the 
stream on which it is to be expended, and the object of these appropii- 
ations is to develop these streams, open them out, and make them more 
accessible, and thereby develop the commerce of the country. 

This appropriation is for two years. Who shall say that eighteen or 
nineteen or twenty million dollars, if you choose, is too much to appro- 
priate for two years when the great railroad system, with which these 
water ways must compete, expends five hundred millions a year? No, 
Mr. President, it is not too much; it is not enough. I would vote for 
more because I desire to see the water ways of this country opened, I 
desire to see commerce developed, I desire to see competition estab- 

ished in the great carrying business of this country, and, above all, I 
desire to see the people’s highways,.on which no tolls are collected, 
ia:proved for the free use of the people. 

there are no jobs in this bill; there are no private interests in it. 
They are all public. It is for the public interest and the public good. 
The eighteen or twenty millions, if appropriated, will be expended 
throughout this whele great country. It will not go to one section or 
to one State or to a few States. It goes among the whole people and 
helps the industries of all. It is one of the few bills which pass Con- 
gress that gives the poor farmer, wherever he may be, who is always 
reached by the burdens of this Government, a chance to get a dollar 
back in the saving of freights upon his products. 

Mr. President, I will not consume the time of the Senate in reading. 
I have here before me the able report of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee, of which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUuLLOM] is chairman. 
I will give a listof names of gentlemen who have declared before that 
committee that the improvement of our rivers and harbors is a prime 
necessity, and that we can look for no other competition with the rail- 
roads than that which comes from our rivers and lakes and canals; and 
that if we desire to have this competition we must improve them. 

The first gentleman named in this report is Mr. Albert Fink, the head 
of the New York railroad pool, or as he is styled, the commissioner of 
the associated trunk lines. He was the first man to come upon the 
stand on this subject. Then Mr. Simon Sterne, of the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation; Mr. F. B. Thurber, a director in the same 
board; Mr. Charles Randolph, for many years secretary of the Chicago 
Board of Trade; Mr. Charles Ridgely, president of the Springfield Iron 
Company. Here is a strong paper submitted by the Toledo Produce 
Exchange, which I have not the timetoread; General George B. Wright, 
of Indianapolis; James J. Woodman, master of the National Grange; 
Isaac H. Sturgeon, of Saint Louis; Hon. Thomas Updegraff, of Mc- 
Gregor, Iowa; Henry C. Haarstick, president of the Saint Louis Mer- 
chants’ Exchange; Jabez Burrows, a leading farmer in Nebraska; Oli- 
ver Dalrymple, the great Dakota wheat raiser, and last and greatest of 
all, Horatio Seymour, of New York, since deceased, whose letter to the 
committee I will read. 


Utica, May 4, 1835. 
Dear Sim: I have been confined to my house during the past winter, and I 
am still too weak to prepare a paper with regard to our water routes, 


Ido not 
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think they are properly valaed. Their usefulness does not depend poem The public works are suffering for want of appropriations, and the . 


upon the amount of tonnage carried upon them as it does u 
upon the cost of transportation. As they are open to all,the moment undue 
charges are made upon other modes of transportation boats which are cheaply 
built are placed upon them. Pooling arrangementscan not be made with boat- 
men, asthey would only serve to multiply boats and boatmen. I valueashighly 
as any one can our railroads. But they are forced into pooling arrangements, 
which are burtful to the interests of commerce. We have strong proof of this 
in the history of the canals of New York. Up to a late date the imposed 
heavy tolls upon them, and the railroads kept up high charges. The balance of 
trade was against our country. 

We could not send our products as freely as we should to Europe. OurState 
then began to reduce the tolls, and in 1880 the canal was made free of . 
The result was that the balance of trade was in favor of our country in its deal- 
ings with Europe, and we enjoyed unusual prosperity. The tonnage of the 
canal has not been much increased by the policy of low tolls or no tolls, but the 
cost of carrying grain from Chicago to New York is cut down to about one-third 
of the former charges. 

Isend youa Se I prepared on this subject. I wish to call your attention 
to a table which it gives, taken from the official reports of the General Govern- 
ment. I can make no argument in favor of water routes so clear and strong as 
this officia) table. 

It is strange that many regard with complacency plans for ship-canals which 
will enable vessels to sail around our country from New York to California 
only touching at a few points, while they denounce improvements across our 
country giving prosperity to all points on their lines in our own country, while 
the ship-canals across the Isthmus are for the benefit of other lands as well as 
our own, 


Canals as regulators of transportation willsoon be appreciated. Water routes 
are the only reliable protections against undue charges for carrying. ‘The peo- 


ple will soon Jearn that fact. : 
I fear you will find it hard to read this letter. I am so weak I write with difi- 


culty. 
Respectfally yours, 
HORATIO SEYMOUR. 
Hoa. 8. M. CULLom. 


These gentlemen have all made statements to the effect that we must 


look and can only look toourrivers and lakes and canals for competition 
with the railroads. I will read the conclusion of this report: 


THE EFFECT OF WATER COMPETITION UPON RAILROAD CHARGES. 


The evidence before the committee accords with the experience of all nations 
in recognizing the water routes as the most effective cheapeners and rs 
of railway charges. Their influence is not confined within the limitsof the ter- 
ritory immediately accessible to water communication, but extends and con- 
trols railroad rates at such remote and interior points as have competing lines 
reaching means of transport by water. Competition between railroads sooner 
or later leads to combination or consolidation, but neither can prevail to securc 
unreasonable rates in the face of direct competition with free natural or arti- 
ficial water routes. 


The conclusion of the committee is, therefore, that natural or artificial chan- 
ne!s of communication by water, when favorably located, adequately improved, 
and properly maintained, afford the cheapest method of long-distance trans- 
portation now known, and that they must continue to exercise in the future, as 
they have invariabiy exercised in the past,an y controlling and bene- 
ficially regulating influence upon the charges made upon any and alli other 
means of transit. 

This is the conclusion of the report your select committee, so far as 
it relates to this subject, made to this session of Congress. They say 
that the water routes ‘‘have invariably exercised in the past an ab- 
solutely controlling and beneficially regulating influence upon the 
charges made upon any and all other means of transit.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, what is eighteen ortwenty million dollars com- 
pared with the great purposes to be attained by the passage of this bill ? 
It seems to me that to deny that amount is an unworthy quibble over 
a great subject. I will vote that amount, and I would vote, if I could 
see how the officers of the Government could judiciously expend it, 
double that amount if certified to be necessary, as every dollar in this 
bill is certified to be by the officers of the Government. 

I will not farther consume the time of the Senate, Mr. President, 
but I will venture to express the hope that the amendment offered by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, being a member of the Committee on 
Commerce, I desire to embrace this opportunity to explain the vote that 
I intend to give on this amendment. I was not present at the first 
meeting of the committee when the amendment proposing to reduce 
the gross amount to be appropriated by this bill was considered. I was 
not present at the meeting this morning. 

I intend to vote against the amendment. I concur heartily in all 
that has been said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokxE] in to 
this bill. I believe that it isa good bill. I donot believe that the pro- 
posed reduction will be in the interest of the people of this country or 
in the interest of economy in the Government. I do not believe either 
that it will strengthen the bill in any other department of this Govern- 
ment. I do not believe it will strengthen the bill in either branch of 
Congress, nor do I believe it will benefit any political party or injure 
any political party. I do not think there is or should be any political 
question in this bill. I shall therefore vote against this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I agree entirely with the views ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKs] in regard to the merits 
of the river and harbor bill as reported by the Senate committee, and 
it is only because the Committee on Commerce believed that in order 
to secure a bill of any sum at this time it is necessary that a reduction 
in the amount of the bill be made. 


provements commenced are already in danger of being injured and 
going into decay. If we have no river and harbor bill passed at this 
session by Co material injury will result to the public interests. 
All the views expressed by the Senator from Texas are emphasized by 
me except that in my view and in thatof the Committee on Commerce, 
with the exception perhaps of two or three members who did not ex- 
press their views until they uttered them on this floor, it is necessary 
that a reduction in the amount of the appropriations be made. It 
would be a great disaster if we do not obtain an appropriation for these 
improvements at this session, and it is in order to continue them and 
to secure to the country the benefit of an appropriation for their con- 
duct and improvement that we report this amendment. 

The appropriations in this bill, as the Senator from Texas has well 
remarked, go to every portion of the country. Sofaras these improve- 
ments are concerned they are situated in all parts of the country and 
they are equally distributed in every portion of it. The fact that the 
amounts of the appropriation have been decreased, if this amendment 
is adopted, gives no indication or color to the opinion that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had any doubt about the merits of the several 
items embraced in the bill. That question had no such influence upon 
the Committee on Commerce; and the Senator from Texas has well 
said that the items which are at all debatable in this river and harbor 
bill would not amount to one-quarter of 1 per cent. of the whole bill, 
and that that amount would only be subject to the criticism of those 
who were hostile, perhaps, tothe principle of appropriating the money 
of the Government to anything that was not strictly a national im- 
provement. 

The Senate Committee on Commerce when they received the bil! 
deemed it necessary that a large number of additional items should be 
inserted in it in order to make a judicious appropriation; and the addi- 
tional items embraced in the Senate amendments are those of general 
importance, and must necessarily be considered by allas of great national 
importance. Some of those measures have been debated in the Senatc 
and I need not particularly refer to them; but I desire to say that in 
regard to one of those appropriations, and in regard to the appropria- 
tions generally for public improvements embraced in this river and 
harbor bill, I hold in my hand petitions which have been presented at 
this session and referred to the Committee on Commerce which are but 
a portion of those which have been sent to Congress in behalf of these 
publicimprovements. These are petitions from Missouri, from Indiana, 
from Kansas, from Ohio, from Oregon, from Illinois, from Massachusetts, 
from Wisconsin, from Colorado, from New York, from Pennsylvania, 
from Nebraska, from Maine, from Texas, from Virginia, from New Jer- 
sey, from Connecticut, from Tennessee, from Michigan, from Arkansas, 
from Rhode Island, from Missouri, from Minnesota, from Mississippi, 
from Iowa, from New Hampshire, from North Carolina, from California, 
and from Delaware. All these petitions contain prayers from the peo- 
ple for these general improvements, and all of them I may mention 
by the way include specific prayers for the construction of the Henne- 

in Canal. 
y The Committee on Commerce with four hundred of these petitions 
before them believed that the sentiment of the people is in favor of these 
appropriations and that the public interest demands 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator be a little more specific and state 
what improvements were petitioned for to any considerable extent be- 
sides the Hennepin Canal? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; internal improvements generally, and 
the specific improvement of the Hennepin Canal, the Portage Lake 
Canal, and others. 

Mr. PLUMB. What others can the Senator call to mind ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. IcanrecallSandy Bay. The petitions are gene- 
rally in favor of the improvements. The Senator no doubt presented 
some himself. I think he did. 

Mr. PLUMB. Quiteanumber naming the Hennepin Canal, printed 
in the State of Illinois, were sent out. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I know nothing about where they were printed. 
I only know. that they come to the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate, nted by Senators and referred to that committee by tliis 
body S addition to these are memorials from States and from busi- 
ness organizations throughout the country in favor of these improve- 
ments and I again repeat, and it is only for the purpose of emphasizin¢ 
this fact that I have taken the floor, that the reduction in the amount 
is for the purpose of securing a bill at this session. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
question. He has vaguely referred to some danger, which he has not 
defined, as to the success of this bill unless this reduction be made. | 
should like to ask him where does that danger exist—in this body or 
elsewhere ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Well, Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
that it does not exist in this body as I believe. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now I will ask the Senator whether he has any more 
specific information as to danger elsewhere, wherever that may be, than 
other members of the committee ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no more specific information. 





We have had no appropriations for rivers and harbors for two years. Mr. EUSTIS. Then I understand that some members of that com- 
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mittee do not share the apprehensions which seem to exist in the chair- 
man’s mind. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am not aware of that fact. 
they do not share such apprehensions. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I assume that to be the case from the mere fact that 


I do not say that 


the t in terrorem which the Senator has urged has not affected 
se members of the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Some of the members of the Committee on Com- 


merce have expressed themselves as being willing to pass this bill what- 
ever may be its fate, as it came before the Senate. 

Mr.KENNA. Thesuggestion of the Committee on Commerce is that 
this bill be reduced, as matured by the Senate, by the amount of 25 

cent. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator permit me to state in justice 
to the committee that the action of the committee was taken at a reg- 
ular meeting of the committee, all the members being notified? 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
to wait a moment until I ask a question of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. KENNA. I will do so. , 

Mr.PLUMB. Was it the deliberate judgment of the Committee on 
Commerce that all the appropriations provided in this bill should be 
made as matters of public policy and of public interest ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I answer that question affirmatively without 
qualification. There were diversities of views in regard to particular 
matters in the Committee on Commerce; but the bill as reported to the 
Senate was assented to by all the members, with one exception per- 


Mr. FRYE. A majority of the committee reported every item in the 
bill, and every item in the bill was read, and every item in the bill was 
examined with the reports of the engineers touching that item—every 
single one. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to get at the feeling of the committee in re- 
gard to the propriety of the various expenditures proposed in the bill, 
and I thought the Senator from Minnesota, who is the champion of 
the bill here as chairman of the committee, would beable to say whether 
it was the sense of the committee, and is still the belief of the com- 
mittee, that every single item of appropriation contained in the billisa 
proper one to be made in view of the public interests involved. 

r. McMILLAN. It would not be possible for me to say that every 
member of the committee assented to every item in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not speak of every member of the committee; 
I spoke of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thecommitteeassented tothe bill; they reported 
the bill favorably. ‘There have been items inserted in the bill by the 
vote of the Senate since it came into the Senate that the committee 
did not insert. 

Mr. PLUMB. I speak of the bill as reported. I want to seeif I 
can not get something to distinguish between mere passive acquiescence 
in the passage of the bill by the committee and an active affirmative 
sentiment in favor of the proposition. I want to know how much au- 
thority the committee’s report in favor of this bill has. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I feel great assurance in saying to the Senator 
from Kansas that the Committee on Commerce were strongly in favor 
of this bill. Perhaps I should say that there were some items in which 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] did not concur originally, and 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is opposed to the bill as I under- 
stand; that is, I do not know that he is on principle but he is from some 
other causes which I will not undertake toexplain. The Senator may 
explain his own position. I think the members of the Committee on 
Commerce will explain to the Senate their own views if there is any 
difference in the committee. ‘The committee as a committee is posi- 
tively in favor of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. And believes that all the items in it are proper in 
amount and cover proper expenditures. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Just as any other bill reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will ask the Senator, if that be the case, 
whether there is any feeling on the part of the committee against the 
bill on account of amendments that have been adopted in the Senate, 
cae in any way influenced the committee in proposing this reduc- 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can not answer as to that. The Senator can 
ascertain from members of the committee, I think. He had better 
ask individual members of the committee how they feel about that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed the Senator was the organ of the commit- 
tee. ‘Will the Senator it me to ask a question as to how it affected 
him, as to whether his position in this matter is affected by the fact 
that the Senate has inserted some amendments ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Not atall. I am in favor of the bill as it was 
reported by the committee and as it has been amended by the Senate, 
and would, if I haa mv <wn choice, pass this bill as it stood before the 

amendment was submitted by me. I submit that not as the 

of my individual views, because I believe these improve- 

ments are necessary, I believe they are proper and should be carried 

and thatthe appropriation made by the bill is too small rather 

large. Those are my individval views and I have no qualifi- 
to make of them. 


i 





















————— 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is very frank. Now, let me ask him this 


further question, whether he has had any Jate information about the 
condition of the Treasury which would seem to indicate that there 
will not be money there forthcoming on the draft of the Secretary of 
War to pay for these improvements in case they are ordered by Con- 
gress? 


Mr. McMILLAN. The information I have in regard to the Treas- 
ury is altogether accessible to the Senator from Kansas. The informa- 


tion I have in regard to the public affairs relating to this bill comes to 


the committee from the Senate and from other sources which the Sen- 
ator has the same facilities for communicating with that I have. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question of facility in regard to getting informa- 
tion is a pretty wide field. I perhaps may have the facility but may 
not have the mental alertness to get hold of it when it is going around, 
and so I should like to be further advised on that point. 

I find that the committee which we rely upon, which does not need 
any testimony of mine as to its reliability and capacity, believes that 
all the items contained in this bill are proper subjects of public expend- 
iture; that the amounts appropriated are not as large as they ought to 
be, instead of being too large; that they ought to be larger; and that 
the condition of the public Treasury is such that it can easily respond 
to this and a much larger demand on it for the purpose of carrying on 
these works; and now we have presented here the spectacle—I hope 
the Senator from West Virginia will pardon me 

Mr, KENNA. I rose to ask the Senator from Kansas a question 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me get through with my question first. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will remember that I still have 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from West Virginia has th: 
I get through. 

Mr. KENNA. 
scious of the fact. 

Mr. PLUMB. Wehave here this spectacle of the committee coming 
in in the face of these facts, their own recommendation, their own prac- 
tical certification of the fact that they offered this bill to the Senate 
with confidence that the Senate would agree to it upon their judginent 
as to its advisability from a public standpoint, and at the last minute, 
after we have gone througli with it all and agreed to the items sepa- 
rately and agreed to them in gross, the Senator from Minnesota comes 
in with a confession, or what amounts to a confession, that the eom- 
mittee was mistaken, that somewhere there is some question of public 
policy which requires the committee now to take the back track, and it 
invites the Senate to followit in taking the back treck, and cut down 
indiscriminately these appropriations. 

Now, in view of this very grave proposition, for it is a grave one, 
affecting, I will not say, the integrity of the committee, but its judg- 
ment, and affecting the Senate, which, with confidence, has followed 
that committee up to the very jaws, I do not say whether of death or 
success, but up to this moment of time, with an unquestionable fealty, 
I want before I turn around and eat up all that has been done and take 
the back track and swallow it all, to have the Senator make a some- 
what more specific statement, stating the reasons requiring a motion of 
this kind. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Kansas will not have 
far to turn to take the back track. If the Senator is going to support 
this bill I think he can do it as well at this amount as he could if it 
were larger. I think in any event he is not going to support this bill 
nor any other, from his own statement and his own votes in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. My appetite has been considerably increased by this 
debate, and I think on the whole it is rather hankering for eighteen 
millions instead of twelve. 

Mr. KENNA. I rose to ask the Senator from Kansas a question some 
time ago, and that is, whether he is for or against the bill as it now 
stands without the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. PLUMB. I can give a better answer to that in a few moments 
when the presiding officer of the Senate directs the roll to be called. 

Mr. KENNA. It only requires a word to give his answer now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can say this, that if I can be persuaded that this 
money can be usefully expended upon objects of a public character, I 
will not only support a bill for $18,000,000, but I will make it $50,- 
000,000 with a perfect assurance on that point. I never have stood 
here and objected to these bills because they carried a large amount of 
money. That never has been my objection. I regard that point as of 
the most trifling character. 

Mr. KENNA. In that connection I should like to ask the Senator 
from Kansas a further question. Assuming, as he intimates, that this 
bill carries some objects which in his judgment are not worthy, will it 
add to his objection that some of those unworthy objects are reduced ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not objected that it carried unworthy objects. 
I object to this bill, as to all such bills, because we spend our money 
in driblets in such a way that a large portion of it is wasted. If I be- 
lieved that every single object proposed in this bill was worthy I would 
still object to it, because I say it is better to mass our appropriations 
and complete the improvements desired, in the earliest possible time, 
in order first that the country may have the benefit of them; and in 
the next place that the money may be usefully expended and not 
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The Senator from West Virginia is wholly uncon- 
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washed out by lapse of time and the general erosion that occurs on the 
banks of streams and in all our harbors. 

Mr. KENNA. In that connection I will take the liberty of saying 
to the Senator from Kansas that a motion.to amend the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota by adding 25, 50, or 100 per cent. would be 
equally in order as the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all, because that would be doing exactly what 
the Senator proposes to do, an indiscriminate thing. Some of these 
improvements are to be completed with the appropriations in the bill. 
I have observed as I have ran through the bill that $3,000 or $5,000 is 
to complete an improvement in some cases. 

Mr. KENNA. ‘There are not a dozen items in the bill that can be 
excepted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why make that kind of confession of legislative in- 
competency that there is an appropriation of even $50 more than is 
necessary in order to avoid the necessity of writing out an amendment 
which would put the proper amount on each item? 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator could ascertain that in two minutes and 
a half by submitting a motion. But I rose, Mr. President, for the pur- 
pose of stating that this proposition to reduce the amount of the bill is 
one that addresses itself to my individual judgment simply for the rea- 
son that I believe the same practice ought to be adopted by the Govern- 
ment in the prosecution of its great works of internal improvement 
which prevails in the business affairs of men everywhere. I agree en- 
tirely with the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas that it would be 
better in one year or two or in as short a time as practicable to appro- 
priate the amount of money necessary to carry on these works expe- 
ditiously and completely, and I have no doubt that the amount of cost 
of various public works has been increased by the fact that we drawl 
them out and made it take years to do what ought to be done ina much 
shortertime. While I support this motion, it is not on account of any 
misgiving I have about the amounts of money required or about the 
specific sum allowed by this bill for any particular work. 

But I ought to say, and say particularly to the Senator from Kansas, 
that the Committee on Commerce of the Senate has gone through this 
bill laboriously. There is not an item or a line in it that hasnot been 
subjected to the closest scrutiny. The amounts have been allowed not 
to the extent in which the committee would have been glad to go, be- 
cause we shouid have been glad to finish in a day what it may require 
years to finish; but the amounts have been allowed within the discre- 
tion of the committee and according to its judgment with reference to 
a general sentiment as to what gross amounts we ought to appropriate 
for the current year. 

Here again we are confronted by the fact that we are appropriating 
really for two years. There was no bill passed by Congress last year 
for these great works. Much material waste has resulted, great delay 
has resulted, and considerable expense to the Government of the United 
States has resulted. This is practically a bill appropriating money for 
the prosecution of these works for a period covering two years. At the 
same time the committee has not been able to recommend the amount 
recommended by the engineers for the completion of all works. I do 
not recollect the exact amount, but it must be forty, forty-five, or fifty 
million dollars, Everybody concedes that we can not afford to do that. 

Examining these items, analyzing them, devoting a careful atten- 
tion to the merits of each and the public interests of each, we allowed 
in the original bill the amounts we thought, in consideration of the 
general aggregate, ought to go to these particular items. Now, we 
come to the consideration of the bill in the aggregate, which as amended 
by the Senate amounts to $18,700,000, with reference not to the ne- 
cessities of each particular case, nor to any principle of horizontal re- 
duction, because there is nothing horizontal about it.. There is noth- 
ing horizontal about a bill every item of which has been put in there 
on its own indvidual merits, but in the consideration of what is con- 
ceded to be the general sentiment with reference to the gross amount 
which we can afford to appropriate for this year for the prosecution ot 
these great works. We have thought it fair to all these items, to each 
and every one of the works in progress under the law provided by these 
annual bills, that such reduction should bring the amount within 
the limit that Congress is disposed to.appropriate for the purpose. It 
is to that sentiment that I have yielded, and I believe it to be in the 
interest of this bill. I do not know what may be thought of it else- 
where, either in Congress or anywhere else. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator right there, did that question 
what may be thought of it elsewhere, which is a pretty general term, 
have any influence with the committee in regard to this matter? I 
ask whether “ elsewhere’’ was allowed to determine the course of leg- 
islation and the amount of money to be appropriated ? 

Mr. KENNA. I can only answer that question for myself, and I 
will say that in yielding to this proposition to reduce the bill 25 per 
cent. I yielded to what I conceived to be the general proprieties of the 
situation. I have not soughtinformation elsewhere. The information 
which I possess, meager as it is, about this bill and its particular items, 
I have derived from official sources; I mean from those official sources 
which are connected with these works in the engineering department; 
and I have acted accordingly. 

So far as I am concerned, I will vote for this bill with $25,000,000 in 





it. I believe it would be genuine economy, I believe it would be in 
the interest of the public service, and I believe it would be further in 
the interest of great improvements scattered throughout this country 
involving the application of the funds of the people collected by taxes 
levied upon our people, and this is, perhaps, the only one of all the 
great appropriation bills passed by Congress the fand provided for by 
which goes back to the people for their general purposes and to promote 
their general good. I am ready, as far as I am individually concerned, 
to defend this bill here or elsewhere, for I believe it is right. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, while this general confession is go- 
ing on all around, I should be very glad to hear from the other mem- 
bers of the committee. It seems that the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
CoKE] is violently opposed to this amendment, and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] I believe is opposed to it. ‘The Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] is opposed to it, and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Kenn] is opposed to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam not opposed to it. I offered the motion, 
and of course I am not opposed to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is certainly not very earnest in support 


of it, for the Senator from Kansas applied a pretty high-pressure pump 


to the Senator from Minnesota and extracted from him a confession that 
he would prefer the bill as it originally came from the committee. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Kansas got very posi- 
tive information from me that I am in favor of the bill and in favor of 
the amendment. 
Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say that he would be 
quite willing to vote for the bill with the Senate amendments on it, 


and the Senator from West Virginia madethe samestatement. I should 


be very glad, in view of having my own conduct and action on this bi!l 
clearly understood, to have a confession all around from the other mem- 
bers of the committee. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] says he 
is opposed to the bill in toto, amendment and all. 

Mr. CONGER. In accordance with the Senator’s remark, may I ask 
him to give a little information from himself and not be drawing in- 
formation from others. I have not heard him express his sentiment 
one way or the other. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be glad to give the Senator any information 
I can. 

Mr. GEORGE. This isa very interesting colloquy and I should like 
to hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish we could have order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit me 
to ask a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he has 
not offered as an amendment to this bill a proposition to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a general appropriation of $10,000, - 
000? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have done that and with great deliberation, be- 
cause I saw that the Committee on Commerce were in such an utter 
state of confusion and had become so absolutely stampeded about their 
own bill that, rather than not have any appropriation at all, I wanted 
to havea saving clause and get $10,000,000. That was the reason I of- 
fered it, if the Senator wants to know why I did it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I correct the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator says the Committee on Commerce, to 
whose defense I come—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I am glad to know they have some one to defend 
them. They make a bad showing for themselves. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be more correct to say, looking at 
the bill as it came from the House and all together, that they are ina 
state of diffusion, instead of confusion? [Laughter. } 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad to accept that correction. Certain gen- 
tlemen of the committee have expressed their opinion about the bill, 
and I confess very frankly that I would prefer to vote for the bill as it 
is. I shall certainly vote against the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota when it has such a half-hearted, hesitating, halting 
support by the mover of it, who says in its support that he would pre- 
fer the bill as it is, as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, I did not say that. The Senator is mistaken 
about my statement. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope I am. 

Mr. KENNA. Allow me to ask a question of the Senator from Sout) 
Carolina, whether he would vote for an amendment to reduce the bill 
to $10,000,000? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I would rather have it as it is, as it stands 
amended by the Senate. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator’s amendment is $16,000,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. If I can get a vote on the bill as it came from the 
Committee of the Whole, I prefer to vote for that. If not, I will vote 
for my amendment of $10,000,000. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. Will he give his reasons why he offered the amendment. He 
stated that he was apprehensive that unless the original amount was 
reduced the success of this measure would be endangered. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator in justice to me will permit me to 
say that I stated distinctly that the Committee on Commerce directed 
me tooffertheamendment. I expressed my individual views in regard 
to it and my opinion upon the bill as it stood. 

Mr. EUS But I understood the Senator from Minnesota dis- 
tinctly to state that while he was in favor of the bill as reported from 
the committee and in favor of the amendments increasing the amount 
which was reported from the committee, yet that the reason which 
actuated him to offer this motion calling upon us to vote for a reduc- 
tion of 25 per cent. was that unless that original amount was so re- 
duced the success of this bill would be endangered. That reason was 
ga to me so far as any explanation from him was concerned; 
but I am not able to state exactly to what he does refer, what is the 
basis for his apprehension, or what he is afraid of. But we have the 
statement of the Senator from West Virginia, who is also a member of 
that committee and who is a supporter of the motion, that such an ap- 
prehension as that does not influence or actuate him in his support of 
the motion. He says that he yields to what he calls the general pro- 
priety of the situation, whatever that may mean. 

Mr. KENNA. I leave it to the Senator to interpret my expression 
for himself. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I am not in the position of the Senator from Kansas, 
who is an enemy of this bill, nor am I in the position of the Senator 
from South Carolina, who is a quasi friend of this bill. I am an earnest 
and original and blindfold supporter of this bill. I have followed this 
Committee on Commerce; I have supported this Committee on Com- 
merce; I have yielded to this Committee on Commerce my utmost con- 
fidence and affection; but now, forsooth, the Committee on Commerce 
calls upon me to give up $500,000, for instance, of the amount appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. KENNA. ill the Senator pardon methere? And every other 
Senator and every other member of the House, ifthis bill should pass 
as reduced, as proposed by the committee, will be called on to yield 

y the same proportion, whatever his own individual judgment 
might be in reference to the improvements in his locality. 

Mr. EUSTIS. But I do not represent trout streams, Mr. President. 

Mr. KENNA. Neither do I; nor do I think any of us do, so far as 
this bill is concerned. If the Senator thinks there are appropriations 
in the bill for trout streams, I ask him to oppose it, because I would 
certainly do so under those circumstances. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now may I ask the Senator from Louisiana who 
has criticised my position as a quasi friend, if he is a thick-and-thin 
friend of the bill, in season and out of season ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I have proved that, Mr. President, and I propose to 

veit further by voting against the motion made by the Senator from 
innesota. I consider that motion an imputation upon the Commit- 
teeon Commerce. I consider that motion a serious reflection upon the 
Senate of the United States; and for one, sir, whatever may be apppre- 
hended by others in other quarters, wherever those quarters may be, I 
do not intend to be intimidated in the discharge of my duty as a Sen- 
ator. 
If the Committee on Commerce have acted, and I assume they have, 
from proper motives, earnest in the discharge of a public duty, feeling 
and knowing that in the discharge of that duty they were protecting 
and the rights and interests of the American people, I say that 
the involved in the motion of the Senator from Minnesota is a ha- 
surrender on our part, to what influence I will not attempt 
to describe; but it is a confession at the conclusion of our labors that 
there is something wrong about this bill, that the bil! contains a vice 
of some kind, and that this committee and that this Senate do not dare 
to go before the country and assume the responsibility of this legisla- 
tion, and, therefore, they call upon us who represent the constituencies 
whoare vitally interested in this appropriation to conduct and to complete 
great public works, that we shall not only surrender our prerogatives 
of m, but that we shall sacrifice the interests of those people 
and of those works because of some apprehension which seems to alarm 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. President, I hope that the friends of this measure will vote 
against the pending motion, and if the Committee on Commerce pro- 
pose to turn their backs upon this measure, and are afraid to confront 
the enemy and to face his fire, whoever he may be, that we at least 
who have been merely foliowers and privates in this controversy will 
have the cou to assume the responsibility of this measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in voting for this amendment I do 
not understand that I am casting any reflection upon the Committee on 
Commerce, but quite the reverse. We have just had from the House 
of ives—I may mention that with propriety—a joint resolu- 
tion which proposes to pay a respectable fraction of the public debt, but 
pen fraction will still be left, some millions or billions, or what- 
ever it may be, and, therefore, in the interest of paying our debts before 
we undertake to carry on very largely the so-called improvement (and 
ina great many instances it is a real improvement) of the navigable 
waters of the United States, the Committee on Commerce, looking at the 
debates in both the Houses, at the reports of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the state of the public finances, has thought it fit to propose 
that in this particular bill there shall be a reduction of aggregates and 





of items pro rata—that is all—still leaving thirteen or fourteen million 
dollars of the public treasure to be spent upon these works. 

When this bill came from the House of Representatives it was ill- 
adjusted. Certain regions of country, I will not say sections, seem to 
have been much more largely in the minds of those who framed and 
passed the bill than others. Certain pubiic works seem to have been 
much more largely in their mindsthan others. It was therefore neces- 
sary, as it isin every tax-bill and in every other kind of bill that comes 
to one of the Houses from the other, to see that its adjustment of bur- 
dens and benefits for the public interest was made as nearly correct as 
possible. Those adjustments have been made according to the sense 
of a majority of the Senate—not according to my own but according to 
the better sense of the average judgment of a majority of this body, 
which we are all bound to respect for the time being. 

Those adjustments having been made, so that as one item relates to 
another, and one region relates to another, and one work relates to an- 
other, and one public local benefit or general benefit over a continent 
relates to another, it is found that there is more money in the aggre- 
gate of this bill than is necessary, in view of the state of the public 
Treasury and the public debt and the public interests, to be appropri- 
ated now. 

This very Congress, this very Senate, without any change whatever 
except the casyalties that happen from the providence of the Almighty 
and this House of Representatives, will have the opportunity in De- 
cember, if any one of these public works, great or small, is found to 
be deficient in the necessary money to carry it on, to proceed to pro- 
vide for it; and between now and the day when Congress will dissolve 
itself on the 3d of March next, it would be perfectly suitable, in my 
opinion, if the aggregate and the total of this bill were reduced ratably 
by 50 per cent. instead of 25, because when we meet in December not 
50 per cent. will have been spent in one instance in twenty to provide 
for any actual need. It should be remembered that there is no limita- 
tion in these river and harbor bills of fiscal years; and any money that 
is left on the 1st day of next July will still be applicable to the ob- 
jects to which it has been devoted. 

Wherefore, then, is this committee assailed because having made ac- 
cording to the judgment of the Senate a suitable and ratable adjust- 
ment among all the interests and sections and works of the whole 
United States, it is thought unnecessary to put so vast an amount of 
money in the aggregate into the immediate control and disposition of 
the Secretary of War which he can not use within the time between 
now and the period when Congress meets again? ‘There is none atall. 
The act of the committee therefore in my opinion is the act of wisdom 
and of prudence, and is not in any way detrimental to any public in- 
terest. I wish it had gone farther a good deal. 

Mr. KENNA. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont in reference 
to the effect of this appropriation, and with reference to the duty of 
the Department to expend it within the fiscal year or the right of the 
Department to postpone beyond the fiscal. year the amount appropri- 
ated. The Senator will understand from the discussion we had the 
other day the purpose I have in asking the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I correctly understand it, as I have been told 
by everybody and so far as I see the frame of this bill, it is true that 
these river and harbor appropriations—and this like all the others 
is not an appropriation, as the Senate will see by looking at its title 
and iis first provisions—are not limited to any single fiscal year. This 
bill isa complete and absolute appropriation of so much money for 
such and such objects. That being so, the question of balances falling 
into the Treasury at the end of fiscal years is entirely apart and does 
not apply to this bill at all. 

It being then an appropriation of money to be expended by the ad- 
ministrative department of the Government, it is their duty in carrying 
out in good faith the objects of Congress in passing this bill, to expend 
it prudently, economically, faithfully, and diligently, I will say, not 
to refuse to expend it at all. It amounts to a direction of Congress, in 
@ moral sense of course. IfaPresident of the United States saw that 
there was some obvious mistake, that there was a provision in this bill, 
or any of the others that have gone before it, for improving a stream 
that could not be found at all, then nobody would say that the Secre- 
tary of War or the Chief of Engineers or the President of the United 
States was guilty of any impropriety in not spending the money. 

Mr. KENNA. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Thatisclearenough. Soit comes to the ordinary 
case of a just and faithful administration of an Executive Department 
in carrying out faithfully and diligently the objects that Congress has 
in view with the approval of the President, passing the bill to be signed, 
or passed and not being signed, no matter, so that it becomes a law. 
But that does not mean that this $17,000,000 or $18,000,000 shall be 
spent between now and the Ist of January. It means according to the 


nature of each case and a fair application of honest and intelligent 
minds to it, the best, the most economical way of doing what has been 
provided. 

That is what seems to me, and therefore it is that I defend this ac- 
tion of the committee so far as it has gone—and I wish they had gone 
farther—in saying that it is much better to take these three or four or 
five million dollars that are to be diminished by this amendment, and 
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pay that amount of bonds with it, than it is to tie it up and credit it 
in the books of the Treasury and in the books of the War Department, 
so that it could not be used for that purpose, and when more money is 
needed, be it December or January or June, for any just object that 
commends itself to Congress to carry it on, here is Congress to provide 
for it. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I stated my position with regard to 
this motion yesterday, and therefore I need not repeat it. 

The history of this bill is very brief. It came to the Senate some 
weeks ago and went to the Committee on Commerce. The Committee 
on Commerce amended it in two ways, by striking out some provisions 
found in it, and by reducing the sums of several propositions contained 
in it. It added to the bill by making amendments for other public 
works that were not found in it. 

In that condition the committee reported the bill to this body, and 
from the day it was reported to this body until now every Senator who 
has announced himself as unqualifiedly against this bili, as determined 
to defeat it and vote against it when the final vote should come, with 
one single exception has steadily voted to increase the amounts in the 
bill. With one exception they have steadily voted to increase the bill. 
I believe to-day as the bill stands that every item that was stricken out 
by the Committee on Commerce has been restored to the bill by the 
votes of those who were in favor of that restoration, and by the votes 
of the announced enemies of the bill. For what p ? For the 
avowed and declared purpose of loading this bill down in order either 
that it might be defeated here or that it mightreceive an executive veto. 
That is no secret. Every Senator on this floor knows the truth of the 
words I have just spoken. 

Now, the question is whether this bill shall be submitted to its ene- 
mies, whether they shall be permitted to leave it in a condition where 
it will never become a law, or whether the friends of the measure shall 
rally around this proposition of the committee and see that it is car- 
ried through. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York allow me to inter- 
rupt him fora moment? I donot know whether I am to be classed as 
anenemy of thisbill. I have expected to vote against it from the start, 
but I have, I think, consistently voted not to increase it, not on the rec- 
ommendation of the committee or any other recommendation, since it 
came into the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER. I have not said anything about the Senator from 
Connecticut. He takes his own position on this bill. I have not men- 
tioned any names. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] tells us that he has been 
a thick-and-thin supporter of this measure from first to last. I believe 
he has. I believe he has conscientiously supported it, and that he be- 
lievesin it. But now he tells us that under the present circumstances, 
no matter what there may be before this bill, he prefers to stand by it 
as it is even if it shall go down in the end, rather than yield anything 
of his own opinions to the judgment of his colleagues or to the neces- 
sities of the circumstances which surround this measure. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the motives are that actuate the 
Senator in his presentposition. It is not for me to question them; but 
his well-known opposition to the present administration may lead us 
to believe that he challenges an executive veto, that he desires it, that 
he desires it even more than he desires the large amount of money which 
this bill carries for the Mississippi River and for all his portion of the 
country. 

Sir, Iam very frank to say that looking at all the great public works 
provided for in this bill, believing that the necessity for their preserva- 
tion and for their improvement is paramount and absolute in its obli- 

* gations upon every member of this body, Iam wi to yield so much 
of my opinion as to what these appropriations be as to put this 
bill in such a condition that it will at least have a fair chance of be- 
coming @ law after it shall have left this body. 

I trust that the Senator from Louisiana on reconsideration, as a 
friend of this measure, will still farthercentinue to follow the majority 
of the Committee on Commerce upon this question, and that rather 
than take the dangers of a final defeat of the bill after it shall have 
left here—and in saying that I may refer either to the House or to 
the Executive, it matters not-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Will not the Senator state more specifically to what 
he does refer and not leave us to imagination about it? 

Mr. MILLER. I may refer to both; but what I do refer to is as 
well known to the Senator from Kansas as it is to me. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator gives me more credit than I am entitled 
to. I do not get things byspontaneouscombustion, as ple do. 

I want to know about thisa little. I want to see howit is it is that 

who have been so conscious of their own rectitude and their own ju 

ment have seemed to run against a stronger body and consequently 
have wilted like a lettuce plant under an early frost. 

Mr. MILLER. We ran against the Senate and, as I stated a mo- 
ment ago when the Senator was out, the Senate has put back into this 
bill every item, I believe, that the Committee on Commerce took out 
of it, and putit back by the votes of the friends of each particular 
measure backed up A the enemies of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to ask the Senator from New 
York how much the bill has been increased in the Senate. 


Mr. MILLER. I can not tell that; Sie ebay eecs 
to me now. Whatever the Committee on Commerce did has been »: 
done so far as anything out of the bill was concerned. 

Mr. DAWES. And all the committee did in adding to it has beey 


agreed to. 

Mr.MILLER. The Senate has added to it also beyond the additions 
of the Committeeon Commerce. TheSenate has not followed the Com- 
mittee on Commerce at all to any extent. 

Mr. DAWES. How much did the Committee on Commerce tak« 

Can the Senator teil ? 

Mr. MILLER. Those figures are in the RecorD forty times. ) 
memory is not good upon figures. It is-quite a large sum, I will s: 

Mr. DAWES. Six hundred thousand dcilars in the $15,000,000 
proposed to be stricken out by the committes, I believe. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not think it is of any great importance 
now. 

The Senator from Kansas is very anxious to know what the comn 
tee has run against. I have said that it has run against the Senat« 
the first place, which has put back in the bill everything the com::: 
tee took out of it, and has added to it in addition to that. 

But I have no objection to stating in my place here—it is an 0} 
secret, in fact it is no secret at all—taat arrangements were being m: 
to bury this bill out of sight in another body not the Senate of 1): 
United States, provided certain, things were done, or the amount \ 
in beyond a certain point. There have been floating about 1. 
corridors of this Capitol and in thesecloak-rooms and upon the floor | 
the Senate statements made and repeated day after day by men su) 

to represent the present administration, men who stand close \) 
it, and who before all the people are taken as its champions, who ( 
not hesitate to say, not in whispers but in words that any Senato: 
might know, that if this bill exceeded a certain amount.it would un- 
doubtedly meet the executive veto. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator right here whetle: 
he has anyinformation from the President of the United States, or trom 
any person connected with him, that he intends to veto this bill? It 
is not right to state that the Executive of this country is undertakiny 
to influence the action of the Senate, when perhaps there has been 1) 
President of the United States who has been more careful on that poin' 
than the present Executive. 

Mr. MILLER. I have made no such charge against the Executive 
I have not intimated that the President proposed to veto the bill. | 
have no information whatever from him upon that question. What | 
have stated is that men who stand before the country as the leaders 0! 
the administration upon this floor—if that is more direct and certain— 
have told us here for weeks and weeks together that if this bill ex- 
ceeded a certain amount it would undoubtedly be vetoed. Whether 
they have any positive information about it or not, I advise the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to ask of them in as public a way as he has asked 
of me. 

Mr. President, after the Senate has put back into this bill everything 
that the Committee on Commerce took out of it, after it has increase! 
it beyond the amendments proposed by the Committee on Commer, 
we must as practical legislators act upon what our judgments may be 
for the time being. They may be all wrong. It may be possible that 
the other House and the Executive would approve of this bill if it were 
$30,000,000; but I say the air is full of rumors that it would not do to 
do it at all. Believing in the absolute necessity, I repeat again, of 
these public works and of their improvement and maintenance, I yield 
so much of my own private judgment as to vote for this proposition to 
cut down the bill 25 percent. It does neither impeach the committee 
nor impeach any single item in the bill, for it does not take a single 
item out of it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New York a 
question. I understood him to say that the Senate had practically iz- 
nored the action of the committee and disregarded their recomnmen«!:- . 
tions, Ifind that the Senate committee placed upon the bill the {.! 
lowing amendment: 

Bh ee pe York Harbor, New York: Seam improvement to se- 

30-foot channel at mean iow water at the y Hooke ‘ook entrance of the 
Sa Se ee eet eee ene ee meen 

That was put on the bill by the Senate, on the recommendation »! 
the Committee on Commerce. Has that been stricken out? 

Mr. MILLER. That was put on by the committee and was o)- 
curred in by the Senate y, the Senator from Texas hims:!! 
joining in that concurrence. 

I did not say that the Senate had overruled the Committee on (on- 
merce upon every point. I said the Senate, I thought, had put back 
everything the committee had taken out, and in addition to the ame: 
which the Committee on Commerce had proposed by way ©! 
increase, it had beyond them and added tothem. That 's 

was 


enough, I will say, to consen' 
read and to some others which the 


e 




















1886. 


: for forty-six days and the Senate for a number of days considering this 
. pill, and we have endeavored to procure a good and fair bill. It does 
seem to me that the Senate of the United States should determine for 


itself, without the slightest regard to what others who have their part 
to may do. It is our duty to determine for ourselves what is 


7 right now. 

, The Senate has added about half a million dollars to what was in 
the bill when it came from the committee; and here comes a propo- 
sition that after the Senate has agreed to the amounts which came from 
the House, and to the amendments made by the committee, because 
the Senate has added half a million dollars, and chiefly by disagreeing 
with the committee in respect to items which the House had passed 
upon, we shall strike down four and a half million dollars from the 
whole bill, taking it, in round numbers, at $18,000,000. The Senate 
has only increased it half a million; and yet because the Senate has 

} made an increase of half amillion dollars, after all this labor, and 
after this deliberate judgment of the Senate, we are now upon the de- 
mand of our leader in this matter, the chairman of the Committee on 

Commerce, to say that all our action was wrong, the recommendations 

. of the committee were wrong, the items passed upon by the House and 
agreed to by the committee and by the Senate were wrong, the whole 
action was wrong, and because the Senate has had the temerity to add 
half a million more to the bill than was in it when it came from the 
committee, therefore we shall recommit it with instructions to deduct 
one-fourth, or four and a half million dollars. It doesseem tome that 
that isa very unreasonable proposition. 

Again, look through the bill and you will find as a pretty general rule 
that the States which had representation on that committee have had 
large increases. In reference to the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, I say that the committee has representation from that 
: State on it, and yet the Committee on Commerce did not add one dol- 
lar, one dime, to the appropriations which were given to that State by 
the House of Representatives, nor has my colleague [ Mr. CokE] ormy- 
self asked the Senate after the bill came here to add a solitary dollar, 
in any form, or manner, to any appropriation we have in the 
bill. But what is the fact as to others? 

The Senator from New York has secured in the item to which I have 

) . referred’ $1,000,000; and all through the bill you will find in italics 

thousands and thousands of dollars are added on to the State of New 
York, not given to it by the House of Representatives, and what then 
is the effect of this motion? When you strike a horizontal line of 25 

[ per cent. through these items, those who have taken care of their houses, 

strike it through what the committee has given, and they who were 

f most thrifty in securing additional appropriations in committee stand a 

. far better chance of success then he who took the bill as it came to the 

Senate from the House, believing that what he got there was a fair 


Mr. President, that will not do. 
1 Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask the Senator aquestion before he sits 
down. I ask the Senator to be a little more definite in the matter of 
f his statement that the Senate has had the audacity to add halfa million 
dollars to this bill. I understand that the Senate has added very 
much more than half a million. The half million alluded to by the 
Senator from New York I understood to be a half million which the 
committee had the temerity to cut out of the bill as it came from the 
e House, but they have added independent of that something like two 
million or more, and the Senate have not only put the two millions 
and more upon the bill, but they put back the half million that the 
committee had the audacity to recommend should be taken out of the 
That is the way I understand it. I should like to have the 
Senator from Texas a little more definite upon that point. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator has some little difficulty in understand- 
ing what I said. I said nothing about the audacity of the committee. 
I said the Senate had had the temerity to add half a million dollars to 
it left thecommittee and came tothe Senate, and itseemed 
that because of that the committee now ask that the bill shall be re- 
committed and four and a half million dollars stricken out. 
from Vermont says this motion ought to carry and let 
the bill go to the House, and at the next session of Congress we can 
again consider it, and if there is necessity for more Jet it come in then. 

There never has been a bill more thoroughly considered than we have 
, aright to suppose this bill has been considered, from the length of 
time it was in the House committee and in the House before it reached 
here, and the forty-six days that it wasin our committee after it reached 
here; and we have the positive assurances of the chairman of the 
committee and other members of the committee that every item of the 
bill was carefully examined, and that there is not one single item of 
the entire bill that does not have the approbation of the Chief of En- 
gineers, whose especial business it is to look to the river and harbor im- 
pi em this country. We have had all that. When do you 


= 


a i a = 


? 


ever expect to have a fairer bill than you have now? 
; That ‘suggestion does not come from a friend of the bill; it does not 
: come from a friend of the bill that 25 per cent. of all that gets into it is 


to be cut down. It comes from one who has voted against every river 
and harbor bill for the last eleven years, so far as my recollection goes, 
and will vote against this one; and it is strange that those who claim to 
of this bill will follow in the lead of one who always has been, 
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and in my judgmentalways will be, opposed to such bills. 
est of all military leaders says never do what your enemy wants you to 
do, if for no other reason simply because he does want you to do it, and 
when the Senator from Vermont advocates a proposition of this kind 
I understand him. 
rity and honesty in his course of action as I claim for myself; but he 
opposes this bill, and therefore he will take any course whatever that 
he may deem best adapted to execute the purpose he has in view, 
which is the defeat of the bill. 
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The great- 


I attribute to him as perfect sincerity and integ- 


It has been s2id also that this is tosavethe bill. Itis my deliberate 


judgment that if this 25 per cent. proposition is adopted, that is the last 
of a river and harbor bill that you will hear of during this session of 
Congress. 
step by step, earnestly endeavoring to perfect this bill for the good of 
the whole country, and have reached a point where, to say the least of 
it, it is not courage to back in the middle of the battle. 
age is for us to go on to the close; do what we, by a vote, have said it 
was our duty to do; take the bill as we ourselves have perfected it, and 
vote upon that bill. 
win a battle who would retreat in the midddle of the fight when his 
troops were going on to conquer. 
everything is in our favor our general comes to us and tells us ‘‘re- 
treat,’’ and in that he is backed by every man who is opposed to the 
bill and wants that retreat for the purpose of destroying the bill. 
is the doctrine. 
what they want you to do for the destruction of this bill; and I urge 
every man who is honestly and sincerely a friend of this bill to act on 
his own deliberate judgment and disregard ,the proposition which has 
been made by the chairman of the committee, and vote for the bill as 
we have perfected it. 


It is the absolute defeatof the bill, Here we have goneon 


The true cour- 


That is my judgment. I never knew a man to 


Here where we have a majority and 


That 
You are following the lead of your enemies and doing 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Committee on Commerce consid- 


ering this measure have given it as much attention as ever a committee 
of this body gave to any bill that came to it from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
ity of the committee thought unequally distributed. 
that some States and some sections had a larger amount appropriated 
to their rivers and harbors than ought to be made in any one year, and 
we endeavored by weeks of labor to correct the inequalities by making 
reductions, and thus adding many rivers and harbors not in the bill as 
it came here, and yet keep the aggregate amount within reasonable 
limit. 
course, not because I believed the President of the United States would 
veto the bill if we appropriated $20,000,000 in it. 
thought, nor would I care what might be the views of any President 
on a matter of this sort, I would exercise my individual judgment as I 
have no doubt every Senator has. 
what has been stated by my distinguished friend from New York [ Mr. 


It came here appropriating about $15,000,000, as a major- 
We believed 


I asone member of the committee thought that to be the proper 


I never gave ita 


And here I desire to say, in reply to 


MILLER], that I believe he did the President great injustice when he 


said that the President had intimated, or some one for him, or who pre- 
tended to know the President’s views, that he had expressed an opinion 
adverse to the river and harbor bill. 


Mr. MILLER. 
Will he yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator certainly misunderstood me if he un- 
derstood me to express any opinion or any judgment of my own as to 
what the intention of the President was on this question. [in no way 
made any such intimation, or if I did it was entirely unintentional at 
the time. 

The Senator will do me the justice to say that in private conversa- 
tion on this bill I have over and over again insisted that the President - 
was a man who understood something of the great public works of thi 
country, and I have expressed my private judgment that he would not 
veto the bill. Iam still of that opinion. But the other opinion has 
prevailed among other gentlemen who have just as good a right, and 
perhaps a better right, to express an opinion on that subject than my- 
self. I certainly did not intend to express any opinion as to what the 
President would do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to hear the statement of the Sena- 
tor from New York. I do not pretend to have any authority to express 
any view for the President of the United States upon any measure that 
is before Congress, and I doubt whether there is any member of the 
Senate or of the other House who has any such authority. I do not 
believe the President has as to this or any other measure pending 
sought to influence any Senator or member of the House. The state- 
ments referred: to by the Senator, no matter by whom made, are not 
entitled to consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I sub- 
mit as a point of order that it is out of order and unseemly and im- 
proper to refer to any possible or impossible action of the President of 
the United States or of the other House of Congress in respect to this 
bill. The Constitution has made it our mission to try this bill on its 
merits, as it seems to us, without any reference to what any other House 
or any other department of the Government may do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is undoubtedly 
proper; but the Chair observes that nearly every Senator violates the 
rules in an indirect way. 


The Senator will pardon me for interrupting him. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
righteousness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A reference to what is done “‘else- 
where”’ is the common way which is resorted to by almost every Sen- 
ator to circumvent the rule. That is a violation of the rule, and much 
more & violation of decency and propriety than it is to make directly 
a charge that the President of the United States will do so and so. 
The Chair therefore finds a difficulty in enforcing the rule unless Sen- 
ators themselves observe it and see the impropriety of referring to what 
the President or the other House may do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not refer to the Senator from Maryland in 
particular. 
within the proprieties of legislation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad indeed that the Senator from Ver- 
mont has made the point of order. I only regret that he did not feel 
it his duty to make the point at an earlier stage in this discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble with that was the fact that I was en- 
gaged in the Committee on the Judiciary in studying the accounts of 
sundry marshals that we have to deal with. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate is apt to go wrong when the Senator 
from Vermont is not here. 

gut, Mr. President, for one, without regard to the views of anybody 
inside or outside of this Chamber, as a member of the Committee on 
Commerce I believe it was wise before we reported the bill that a gen- 
eral reduction should be made in the items, so as to bring the aggre- 
gate within $15,000,000. HenceI desire it to be understood that I 
am casting my vote for the,amendment offered by the chairman of the 
committee without reference to the views of anybody else. 

I know that a reduction of 25 per cent. of all the items in this bill 
is not altogether the fair and proper way to reduce. There are appro- 
priations contained in it which will complete some of the great works 
of this country, notably the improvement of the harbor of Baltimore, in 
my own State. The small amount appropriated for that State in this 
bill, less than $300,000, would complete that great work and give the 
country the benefit of the large sums heretofore expended. So with 
the improvement at Muscle Shoals and other great points in this coun- 
try, such as the Mississippi River. 

But we must look to the general result at this late stage of the ses- 
sion. With the sums which have been appropriated for all the pur- 
poses of the Government, the gross amount has been swollen to a point 
that will probably make this the most liberal Congress that has ever 
assembled since the adoption of the Constitution. And king tomy 
friends on this side whose States have been liberally dealt with in this 
bill, particularly to my friend from Texas [Mr. Coxr], I say that for 
the first time in twenty-five years there is appropriated nearly a mill- 
ion dollars for the harbors within that great State, and it is entitled to 
it all and ought to have more, } ar an annual appropriation until 
completed of a million dollars for the great harbor of Galveston, yet it 
is not practicable to give it all. 

It is not right for us to go on, simply because we happened to have a 
larger amount in this bill than usual, to swell that amount until the 
country will rebel against what I believe is the best bill in the inter- 
ests of the people that has ever been brought to the consideration of the 
Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is your opinion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have the right to express my opinion, as the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has the right to express his. I mean to say by 
that, for I believe it, that liberal appropriations for the improvement 
of the water ways is wise and does more to advance the interest of the 
whole country than any like amount appropriated for any other pur- 
pose, and yet I believe that the great corporations who now largely 
control the transportation interests, with their power and their money, 
with their astute and able attorneys and writers to largely manufact- 
ure public opinion, annually make war upon the river.and harbor bill. 
It is a power that we can not despise. You and I know it has had too 
large a control in all the affairs of the Government. These corpora- 
tions know that improved rivers, harbors, and canals is the one great 
preventive for extortion. Their interest is to suspend these great 
works. If our appropriations are excessive, the country may become 
alarmed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Right in that line does the Senator not think that 
this great influence he speaks of would feel better about a twelve- 
million-dollar than an eighteen-million-dollar bill? Does he not think 

that to appropriate less and make the rivers less useful would better 
suit the railroads than to appropriate more and thereby more com- 
pletely improve them and make them keener competitors with railroad 
commerce? 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Maryland will allow me a word. 
In that line of inquiry I wish to suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
whether he will support the eighteen-million-dollar bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. We all understand that there are numerous gen- 
tlemen who can not be controlled, whose votes can not be had for what 
they regard as an enormous and extravagant bill, and yet who are pre- 
pared to go for and approve the usual appropriation. There is no Sen- 
ator on this floor who is a greater stickler for keeping appropriation 
bills within the usual amounts than my friend from Kansas. 


I hope the Chair will enforce the rule in truth and 






























forced by the Senate and not by the Chair. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt the Senator from Maryland ? 
Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree entirely with what he has said about the 


corporations, and yet it is a very strange thing that every time I stand 
up in the Senate, as I have over and over again, every time such a bil! 
was up when I was here to oppose the putting of destructive bridges 
over the navigable waters of the United States by these very same rai!- 
road corporations I have been voted down, I believe every time. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise toa point of order. I ask whether 


we are acting under the five-minute rule? If so, if I am not misin- 
formed about that, the advocates of these appropriations have exceeded 


the five minutes. I state now that the five minutes have been ex- 
I only hope we shall treat this bill on its merits and keep | ceeded. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The five-minute rule is to be en- 
It is not now in force, at 


y rate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is pending now I believe somewhere in Con- 


gress a bill providing for a low bridge across the Mississippi River for 
which six millions are appropriated, and in respect of anything that 
can do it any good Iam for it; and yet whenever a railroad corporation 
or anybody else comes with an application to build a bridge over these 
navigable streams, in spite of everything that can be done it goes 
through every time. 
that sort of thing. I ask theattention of my friend from Maryland to 
that part of the case. 


I think we ought to begin somewhere to stop 


Mr. GORMAN. In the expenditure of money under the river and 


harbor bill we are compelled to rely upon the reports of the Govern- 
ment engineers, who in each and every case have made a thorough ex- 
amination and reported to Congress the facts, and upon their report 
and upon their judgment as engineers we frame this bill and vote the 
money to carry out the appropriations. 


Now, the Senator from Vermont seems to think, or at least that would 


be a proper inference from what he has said now and has heretofore 
said, that he is a better engineer than the Chief of the Engineer Corps 
of the United States Army; for I venture the assertion that there never 
has been a bill, at least since I have been a member of the Committee 
on Commerce, 
gable stream in the United States unless it first met with the approval 
of the Chief of Engineers, and he has stated that it would not seriously 
interfere with navigation. 


reported to the Senate and acted upon to bridge any navi- 


Of course every bridge does to some extent interfere with navigation. 


We must have railroads, and the right to bridge navigable streams can 
not be denied; but the Committee on Commerce, which has reported 
bridge bills, havetaken the judgment of the Engineer Corps, and, so fur 
as I know, they have not misled us. The railroads we ‘have. 
practically control the internal commerce of thecountry. As I have here- 
tofore stated, the only certain means of controlling their charges and 
protecting the people is in improved water ways. 
from Vermont will use his 
sumer by voting for the passage of this bill. 


They 


I trust the Senator 


t power in tHe interest of every con- 


Mr. President, I only intended when I rose to give my reasons for 


voting for this amendment to reduce the total amount provided for in 
the bill to about $15,000,000. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I know that I have con- 


sumed much more time than the Senator from Maryland, but I have 
endeavored to accommodate myself to the five-minutes rule, and when- 
ever I have failed to doso the gavel has reminded me, or some one else 


has called to order. I have noticed here within the Jast half-hour that 
two gentlemen have spoken in advocacy of this bill, no matter how 
much they may undertake to deflect themselves around it by sugges- 
tions as to the difference between the amendment and the original bill, 


and they have each of them spoken over twelve minutes. They cau 


have twelve minutes in which to attack the Treasury, but you cau 
not have but five in which to defend it. 

I heard the Senator from New York, in a speech here of nearly fourteen 
minutes, say that this bill had been loaded down, the increases being 
made by the votes of those who were opposed toit. I say that the state- 
ment is not borne out by the record. I have voted for one or two in- 
creases, and other Senators have done the same possibly; I can speak 
only for myself. I have the bill from the beginning. I have 
voted for no increase that I thought would load the bill down for the 
sake of opposition. I want to defeat it by fair means or none at all. 
I have combated it openly on this floor, and I have done it by expos- 
ing the enormities it contains relating to my own State. 

I am told here to-day by this immense committee that the delibera- 
tion which we have given this subject is such and has been such as that 
we ought to be concluded from farther argument. I asked the chair- 
man of the committee this morning to tell me when his committee met. 
I asked another member of the committee to tell me when the com- 
mittee met. Picking up thisReEcorp, I find that we adjourned yester- 
day evening at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes, after having deliberated over 
a bill of this size [exhibiting] which have for a few weeks talked 
about in committee. Did you meet fast night or did you not? Aun- 
swer me, or say you are confused by the words you hear uttered. | 
say you did not meet since the adjournment yesterday. : 

You asked us to pass this morning upon a judgment you did not 
venture to give us before. That which you devoted weeks to an 1n- 











1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6973 










































cubation of you ran away from last night and come in here to-day and 
charge us with doing that which isnot courteoustoacommittce. Now, 
I ask the committee to recollect that there are some people here who 
are entitled to some consideration as well as they. What have I seen 
members of that committee do to-day? 

The Senator from West Virginia, having here a kind of prominence 
that gives effect and strength to his statements, gets up and says, ‘‘I 
am paired with Senator So-and-so,’’ and never once says how he would 
have voted or how Senator SABIN would have voted. He has never 
uttered a syllable that ever indicated how he would have voted on one 
of the amendments, being at the time, I suppose is yet, and will prob- 
ably remain so, the chairman of the Congressional Democratic com- 
mittee. When he found there wassome danger of this new amendment 
that he was backing, he says, ‘I will defend this bill here and every- 
where else.’’ Now I challenge him to its defense. 

I have found the same on this side of the Senate Chamber, Senators 
announcing that they were paired and never once announcing whether 
they would vote for or against, not even giving the absentee the ben- 
efit of the declaration which was due to him. 

This, we are told, is the deliberate act of this committee. Will the 
chairman of the committee tell me now how long they deliberated on 
it? Since two minutes after 6 yesterday evening; for this RECORD 
shows we did notadjourn until that time? The RecorpD of to-morrow 
morning will show that before any other business was done here to-day, 
except that which we call the morning-hour business and the taking 
up of this bill, the Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, propounded this amendment, which was to strike ont all after the 
e clause. Look upon this committee composed of eleven Sen- 
ators, whom there never were such, and you must accept just 
what they offer you; and if you do not, you are consuming the time of 
the Senate when we ought to be at home! I grant it; we are consum- 
ing time, but we are doing it, in my judgment, in the interest of the 
people we represent. 

Who constitute this committee? Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Jonzs of 
Nevada, Mr. Concrer, Mr. Frye, Mr. MILuer, Mr. Doipu, Mr. CAm- 
ERON, Mr. RANsoM, Mr. Coke, Mr. Vest, Mr. GORMAN, Mr. JoNES 
of Florida, Mr. KENNA, and Mr. Gipson. Which one of them can say 
that he took this bill since two minutes after 6 o’clock yesterday even- 
ing and was in deliberation upon it so as to arrive at the conclusion 
which we have heard here that the committee came to cutting down all 
the items 25 per cent.? If you did not give it that deliberation do not 
bring it in here with the prestige of a report that you did not make. 
It is not right to us who are opposed to this bill. We are willing to 
contest iton fair and equal terms and on level ground all the time. 
Which one can state that there was a committee report? How long 
did you deliberate? I repeat that we adjourned at two minates after 6 
o’clock yesterday evening and you came back here this morning with 
the original bill stricken out and a substitute for it that did not dis- 
criminate in favor of rivers and‘harbors as you ought to have done, but 
just making one horizontal—is that what you call it?—an equal, uni- 
form reduction of 25 per cent. And do you tell me that is the result 
of the deliberation of the committee? 

If the committee can not stand by their original appropriation bill, 
then God forbid that I should stand by it. If they could come in here 
and tell us for four days that we ought to vote for this appropriation 
bill as it emanated from them, and then since two minutes past 6 yes- 
terday evening conclude we ought to go for 25 per cent. less, uniformly 
taken off, I must confess that I can not be governed in my judgment 
bya a. committee so constituted. 

Mr, it, I heard suggested here something about a Presiden- 
tial veto of this bill. I care nothing about that. I have never seen 
the President; I do not know him; but I have never heard of his veto- 
ing anything except as I have heard the messages read here, but I think 
it will be quite time enough for him to veto something after we have 
poe itand sent it to him. I do not think it is a proper thing fora 

ew York President to suggest a veto and a New York Senator to rise 
here and say that other Senators have thought that the New York 

President would veto it. If I knew he would veto anything that I be- 
lieved that I was right in voting for, I would not hesitate to vote for 
; and I object to the Senator from New York, who is not President, 
vetoing this bill before we pass it. 

There was a time in the history of this country when a speech of 
that kind would not be tolerated, and I hope the time will come again 
when words of that sort will not be spoken here, when we are one branch 
of a co-ordinate department of the Government, when we are sup- 

to act deliberately and independently. If I were to express even 
ahope that if we should pass such a bill we had an Executive who would 
veto it, I would feel that I was not doing the part of a Senator on this 
floor. It is not my business to discuss such a matter or to refer to it. 

I do not understand now that the Senator from New York can point 
to a Senator on this floor who has had any conversation or who knows, 
or who even has any plausible ground to believe he has heard from the 
President that he will veto this bill. Is that kind of argument orsug- 

to be brought here for the purpose of passing such bills as this? 
the bill pass upon that, and not upon its merits, appropriating 
$18,000,000 reduced 25 per cent. 


Sir, I state expressly that I have not voted for any increase that I 
thought at the time of voting would possibly have any effect on the 
ultimate passage of this bill. I voted, I think, to increase two of the 
appropriations that I deemed right. I voted to decrease others. Now 
I think I know that the Senator from New York had not any reference 
tome. I have a great deal of vanity, but not enoagh to suppose for a 
moment that the Senator could possibly have referred to me whex he 
said there was one Senator here who was capable of doing that. There- 
fore it is that as to the discussion of that part of his unfair remarks I 
relegate it to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from New York made some remarks, I 
understand, in which he spoke of my position toward the administra- 
tion. I understand that he questioned the sincerity of my remarks 
and impugned my motives. 

Mr. HOAR and others. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I say that I understood that the Senator from New 
York had questioned my sincerity in supporting this bill and impugned 
my motives. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will excuse me. When I was speaking 
I did not notice that the Senator from Louisiana had gone out of the 
room. If he had been here I have no doubt he would have understood, 
as I think all the other Senators understood, that I was not speaking 
seriously in regard to the Senator from Louisiana at that time, but rather 
chaffingly upon what was supposed to be his position in regard to the 
administration, and I said that I hoped that supposed opposition of his 
would not influence him upon this measure; but I did him the credit 
to say that I believed he had been sincerely the friend of this bill all 
the way through, and I appealed to him to still remain a friend of the 
bill and to support the committee in this proposition. I certainly had 
no intention to seriously reflect at all upon the motives of the Senator 
or his position, and if I did so it was entirely unintentional. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Very well, sir. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the propriety of adopting the amend- 
ment now before the Senate does not depend in any degree upon the 
action of the committee which has reported it. For myself I desire 
to say that I have no doubt the Committee on Commerce in reporting 
this amendment, as in reporting the original bill, have acted with an 
entire view to the general benefit of the country. Individual judg- 
ments may of course be influenced in favor of localities which are better 
known to them, but I have no question that the committee have de- 
sired to carry out the general policy of improving the great public 
works of the country with fairness and with respect to the benefits to 
be derived by the country. But this amendment derives an impor- 
tance outside of the peculiar amount which is appropriated by it, from 
the circumstances under which it is presented to the country. It is 
not the committee itself, but the Senate of the United States that will 
be arraigned before the country and in view of its constitutional duties 
by the adoption of this amendment. 

The justification for this amendment can not be found in the fact 
that the Senate in its legislative character has not given to each and 
every item of this bill full and deliberate consideration, for such is 
not the fact. For two weeks this body, exercising the highest legisla- 
tive power of this great country, has been engaged in the deliberate 
consideration of every item of this appropriation bill, and has passed 
its judgment upon it. 

The condition of the public Treasury and the resources to be derived 
from the revenues of the fiscal year, the propriety of the work which 
was designed to be improved, its relations to the general commerce of 
the country—all these have been considered by the Senate with the 
utmost care and deliberation, and it has pronounced a judgment, and 
a final judgment upon it in the performance of its constitutional duty; 
and now the arguments by which the Senate is asked to reverse that 
judgment do not relate to the merits of each particular case or to the 
exercise of individual opinion. They relate to other and adventitious 
circumstances, to the power of great corporations in the public opinion 
of this country. 

For one, Mr. President, if there be such a power I desire the issue to 
be met with it and between the people and it, and the Senate will be 
recreant to its constitutional duty if it abandons its deliberate judg- 
ment because of the apprehension that corporations which use a taxing 
power that draws $1,000,000,000 a year from the labor of this country 
will oppose the action of the Senate, and create opposition to it among 
the people. I wish the people’s Representatives and the Senators here 
representing the States to adhere to its judgment, and let the issue 
be met, as met it must be, sooner or later, if such influences as these 
are to affect the legislative judgment. 

The suggestion that this or any action of the Senate in the interest 
of the people which reduces the taxes levied for the benefit of a few 
individuals on the great body of the people under the taxing power 
granted to the persons who own these corporations because of their ap- 
prehended opposition establishes the necessity of adhering to the action 
of the Senate. If it be true that a privileged order of a few persons in 
the States has grown to be so powerful in wealth and privileges under 
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powers granted by States and by Congress that they can control and 
direct the people against their own representatives and against the 
people’s interest, let us be firm, and without delay proceed to remedy 
it, for the very existence of the Republic depends on our remedying it. 
We talk about bills to indict and punish Senators because of business 
relations with corporations, but if there be such a fact as this that the 
great public opinion of the people of the country may be corrupted by 
these corporations as against the constitutional authorities in the exer- 
cise of their fanctions for the protection of the people, let the issue be 
met, for here indeed is a real danger, and as compared with which the 
other is as nothing. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to this amendment on every ground. 
By our constitutional duty when we have arrived at a judgment on any 
subject different from that of the House we are remitted to a conference 
with the House of Representatives for a decision as to the correctness 
of that judgment, and whether we are to adhere to it or not, it is not 
proper for us to-say to ourselves that in anticipation of any action by 
any body outside of 9 Chamber we will change the deliberation which 
we have agreed upon. If, therefore, this bill is as the Senate has pro- 
nounced it, right, be Sar constitutional duty is to say so to the other House 
of Congress and to confer with them in regard to the points of differ- 
ence and agree or disagree, as may be found necessary on further delib- 
eration; but it is not our right to abandon our conclusions without an 
effort to persuade the House that we are right in the action we have 
taken. 

The Committee on Commerce of this body increased the appropriation 
which came from the House in the bill $2,895,275. The Senate in- 
creased it over the committee’s report a little over $600,000, so that, 
with the exception of $600,000 which the Senate acted upon in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, it has received the deliberate sanction of the 
Committee on Commerce, and has been sanctioned and indorsed by the 
Senate itself. 

There can therefore be no reason found for asking that this reduction 
of 25 per cent. shall be applied to the bill. The Senate when itspoke 
made the final judgment so far as this body was concerned in regard 
to the propriety of its action, and unless you reconsider that, and go 
over the whole of this bill by amendment, you in this negative way 
reverse the deliberate judgment of the Senate and do it because of cer- 
tain supposed influences outside. 

I am in favor of the amount appropriated by the bill. I believe that 
the expenditures are required for the public good. The Congress of the 
United States should adopt a liberal policy of internal improvements, 
natural or artificial, a policy as the Senator from Texas said to-day 
looking forward to the ble facilities of tion. 
Such a policy should be adopted and maintained, and whatever excise 
or tax is necessary for that object should be imposed upon the people 
of this country. The only question is as to the importance of the public 
works proposed to be made, and the fairness of the distribution in the 
different partsof the country. As to this the Senate has decided and the 
committee and the Senate owe it to themselves that they should not 
give countenance to the charge of an unfair distribution of this money 
by a new apportionment made by the committee without the action of 
the Senate. 

For that reason I am unwilling to concede a smaller amount than the 
Senate has agreed shall be devoted to these public works. If the policy 
of providing facilities for interstate commerce or transportation, 
either natural or artificial, is necessary, let us boldly proclaim it; and 
when we agree about the details let us adhere to it. No action can be 
taken by the Senate or the committee which will give rise to unfriendly 
suspicion and criticism so much as to adopt the amendment proposed 
by the committee. After cuttingdown the House bill as to two or three 
States, the public works in which are of as importance as any 
others, and increasing the amount in several other States $2,895,275, 
the committee propose to reduce the works in the States already re- 
duced 25 per cent., and leave the States Suamsannd tte theese dustin 
of the inerease, without reference to the importance or present neces- 
sity of the expenditare. 

What do we see in the country? We see a thousand million dollars 
of unrestrained taxation imposed + a the a of this country by 
taxes levied without representation © 
corporate authority created by law, with ho pomer to ryt to levy tax upon 

They 


the people of this country on all locomotion 
accumulate larger wealth and greater } fora apelin class than 


uxury 
exists in any other country, directly derived from a taxing se trans- 
portation—a greater power and a more exclusive right than is possessed | com 
by any government, however it may be. 

Upon whom does it rest? It rests upon a people of 60,000,000 and 
by the law of natural increase that oe aeaitied eee ae 
years will be doubled to 120,000,000 
natural increase it will be doubled ee twelve years, and 125,000,000 
people will be found within this country, and that pressure for sub- 
sistence u population which has been apprehended, and which the 
great thinkers Mill and Spencer have pointed out as the rapidly com- 
ing danger of the country with its millions of unemployed and starv- 
ing people. This is the question which confronts us now and demands 
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that a broad and liberal policy of internal improvements which sh,:)| 
diffuse the productions of the country and its benefits everywhere, aij 
furnish the means of subsistence to every locality, shall be adopted an 
maintained. 

The Senator from Connecticut suggested the other day an idea whic}, 
may become in the future a subject of consideration and which look 
to aid from public authority, and that ‘public authority upon this 
subject has come to be the General Government, that the functions o; 
legislation would have to be exercised by which means of transporta- 
tion should be made with great highways of railroad transportatio: 
directly by the Government, instead of as now indirectiy, by the 
grant of this great power of taxation to individuals. It may be that 
this will be forced upon us in the fature, and certainly it is true tha 
now the great natural highways of transportation demand the utmost 
care and consideration by the Government of the country. The ques- 
tion of the reasonable cost of transportation and travel and its regula- 
tion and control by law is second to no other question in its immedi- 
ate and urgent importance upon which the subsistence and comfort of 
the people depends, and even the existence of free government. 

I am in favor of this general policy because while it gives employ- 
ment to the people of this country and provides for their subsistence 
and diversification to their employments it also gives cheap transporta- 
tion. It demands on the part of the Government of the United States 
a liberal and judicious system of internal improvements, bringing to 
the highways of commerce, interstate as well as foreign, the entire pro- 
duction of this country. 

For these reasons I desire this body to take a firm stand and exercise 
those high sovereign legislative powers which have been intrusted by 
the people and the States to them, and when they have formed a ma- 
ture j t and have asserted it that they will adhere toit. This 
bill asserts this broad policy of improving the highways of transporta- 
tion wherever they may be found and are worthy of it, and will con- 
tribute in any important degree to the general welfare of the country. 

I have no belief that the Executive of this country, or any other 
department of the Government, will not do what is right and wise and 
patriotic upon this subject. It is not a party question. I have con- 
fidence in each of the departments of the Government, in their in- 
tegrity and their wisdom and their good faith to the public. I hope 
this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wish the Senate to come to an un- 
derstanding exactly of the motive which actuated the committee with 
reference to the proposition in regard to this reduction. Before I enter 
upon that, however, I wish to say that there is another matter which 
does not touch upon the question of motive, but is one of mere accide nt 
and circumstance attendant on the bill, of which I want to make men- 
tion. I make the s ion in a way that I think it will be pat in a 
proper light and such as not to create any possible reflection on the 
committee. Every member of the committee who succeeded in gettin< 
much of an increase for his State in thi$ bill is now more strongly in 
favor of ——- this proposition for a diminution of the gross appro- 

The fact is that the reduction made will still give them more 
in comparison than would be given if the amounts were left as the bi!! 
came from the committee. 

In saying this I do not inculpate the committee. I feel perfectly 
assured that the members of the committee had forgotten that fact if 
they ever knew it, and they therefore have been proceeding in this 
matter wholly without any reference to it. I put that in now in order 
that it may not be brought up hereafter by way of a reflection upon 
members of the committee who in this lucky and good way are to be 
fortunate whether the pan is up or whether the pan is down. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to say a word? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

Mr. VEST. . I do not want to discuss this question. I said yestcr- 
day all I had to say and gave my reasons for opposing this horizont:\! 
reduction, as itis termed. It was 30 per cent. yesterday; to-day it 1s 
25 per cent. I ama member of the Committee on Commerce, but | 
could not attend the meeting this morningon account of other duties. 
Therefore I was not there to vote upon this proposition in committee, 
where I would have opposed it; and so I feel at perfect liberty to op- 
it in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that, for I know the fact that the Senator 
from Missouri and the Senator from Texas are the only two memers 
of the committee who lack either the acquisitive faculty, or judgment, 
or energy, or whatever else may be required to carry a measure in that 

committee—‘* ,’’ the Senator from Massachusetts says; and my 
colleague adds “ temptation; ” and I will put in all the other adjectives 
which can be suggested in that line. As I said, these two members 0! 
the committee are the only members who failed to get a large or at le! 
and | an appreciable, as I now recail it, increase of the appropriations for the 
ee weer eer eee ere nee © the re- 


anv VEST. I do not know what the Senator means by appreciab!-. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri did not get what might 
be called a real benefit. 
Mr. VEST. Seventeen thousand five hundred dollars for Missour. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. How much did the Senator from Minnesota get? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Minnesota ought not to ask me 
that question. He has the information himself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can answer it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The appropriation for Duluth Harbor, Lake Su- 
perior, was increased ,000 in answer to the absolute demands of 
commerce. If the Senator from Kansas thinks that Senators are in- 
fluenced by any such motive, he follows a rule that is a mistaken one. 
If he applies it to himself and judges of others by himself, he may 





be t. 

Me PLUMB. I started out by saying that I wanted this out now, 
and I make comment on it for the purpose of saying that I knew that 
this matter had escaped the attention of those members of the commit- 
tee who had succeeded in thus increasing their appropriations, the 25 
per cent. to the contrary notwithstanding, so as to be prepared, perhaps, 
for the general reduction. As in the case of a confession made by a 
homicide, or any other criminal, the confession must be considered in 


- connection with all the qualifying attendant circumstances which sur- 


round it before it can be used; and so the confession of a part of this 
committee exculpates them entirely. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that this reduction is made because 
the committee was run on, like a wagon going down-hill sometimes. 
runs on the team. He did not believe in it at all; it was against his 
judgment, against his conviction, and everything of that kind, but yet 
he comes in and supports it. Surely he does not give a candid judg- 
ment of the merits of the situation. 

Now we have got it finally that insome way underground, by a sew- 
age system that connects the Senate with the White House and which 
similarly connects it with the House of Representatives, by the fetch- 
and-carry fellows who always know a good deal of somebody else’s 
business in an inverse ratio to that which they know about their own, 
if they have any, that the House of Representatives in the first place 
is going to take the ive on this bill if it is made $18,000,000, 
and that the President of the United States is going to veto it if it is 
made $18,000,000. What there is magical in the particular sum of 
$18,000,000 I do not know. 

I do not-know that I object to stating my position on this bill. To 
this bill I am opposed not because of the amount appropriated but be- 
cause of the method of the appropriation, because I deem it to be wasted 
in the form in which it must inevitably be expended; and so I presume 
I shall vote against the bill, but I shall vote against it with a great 
deal more urgency and a great deal more under a sense of public duty 
if it is reduced than if it were increased. The reduction only magni- 
fies and increases the objection which I had to the bill at first. It will 
make the sums more trifling, and make it more perfectly certain that 
they will be uselessly spent. 

The public feeling about this matter is not against the expenditure 
of money but against the method of the expenditure, and whatever 
there is in the bill that is entitled to respect, as there always is in a 
measure which finally comes toa focus, the Government should finally 
do the thing in a business way, taking up the meritorious streams 
and jating money enough tocarry on their improvement rapidly 
and safely and certainly to completion in order that the public may 
have the benefit of it and that the public money may be properly 
spent in producing these needed improvements. 

But this now has reached a point where it materially involves the 
-respect of the Senate. The theory of our Government is that the 
House and the Senate are independent of each other. We have that 
enforced in the rules, which prevent us from alluding to the other House 
in any way to affect the action of the Senate, and similarly in regard 
to the Executive. If the Senate is simply to sit here, informed in ad- 
vance what the House wishes it to do, it had better adjourn and go 
home, and when it has got safely home it had better stay there. 
not believe that the President of the United States hasever made 
on this I have a great deal more respect for him 

that he has violated the essential proprieties of the sit- 
that he would or would not veto this bill. He has no 
it. He has no business to make any declaration onthe 
will in any way tend to affect the action of either House 
it or upon any other measure pending beforethem. I 
has done it; but if he has done it, whatever convic- 
about the necessity of any appropriation to be made 
to be passed which he had expressed himself upon, 

like clinging to my judgment as a matter of self- 
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respect and the tion of the co-ordinate power of the Senate in 
regard to the ive functions of the Government. And so in re- 
gard to the House. 

And what have we got finally? We have simply here what is in the 


air, as the Senator from New York says; men who have come over from 
the House, over here in some way to see what we were do- 
ing, to us some impression that it would be agreeable 
to do a certain thing in regard to important matters of public policy. 
to speak for the House. They may be 
members of it, it is true, but the individual members of the House do 
the judgment of the House collectively, and if they did I 
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should say as I said in regard to a possible declaration of the President, 
that that would only make me cling the closer to that which was and 
had been the judgment of the Senate as expressed by a direct vote. 

Speaking for myself personally 1 would rather find that the House of 
Representatives had made a declaration by a resolution that it would 
not pass a bill of a given kind thatcame to them from the Senate, and 
the open declaration of the President of the United States that his veto 
would be given toa bill if it passed the Senate, than I would to find 
these insinuations, this underground communication, this tittle-tattle 
which is always going backward and forward, and which has just as 
much force as representing public opinion as the float would have as 
representing the current of the Mississippi River by which it is car- 
ried. It is a wrong to the President of the United States and to the 
House of Representatives that these things should have been men- 
tioned, and it is a double wrong that they should be used here for the 
purpose of influencing our action. It is insulting to the President of 
the United States that it should be so used, and would be degrading to 
the Senate if it yielded to it. 

I could readily see how the committee under certain circumstances 
might have recommended a reduction of the total amount of this bill, 
that they might have said that a certain public policy was to be observed 
in reference to the national finances, that something was to be conserved 
by keeping the appropriations within certain limits; but it does not 
come with that foundation or with that argument, but simply as a mys- 
terious intimation that if the bill is to go through it will have to be re- 
duced, followed by the declaration that otherwise it would not pass the 
House of Representatives, and if it did it would be vetoed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

I think that ought to be argument enough for the Senate to stick to 
whatever conviction it has. If it has not any, if it is like a thistle- 
down, blown by the wind, if it is willing to abnegate its functions on 
an intimation by some irresponsible parties that the House of Repre- 
sentatives will or will not do something when our action comes under 
their purview, then, as I said, why keep this ornamental position any 
longer; why sit here with all power and authority abnegated in ad- 
vance? Why not better go home and perform some useful function 
there, it may be, than to stay here to record the decrees made elsewhere ? 

So, in regard to the matter that is now presented, for the reasons 
which I have alleged, and the further reason, as I said in advance, that 
if the bill is to be reduced the money will be more unwisely expended ; 
of course I myself shall vote against this amendment. 

I can see, looking over the bill, agreat many very important consider- 
ations that arise in connection with amendments of this kind. How is 
this money to be apportioned? How are we to get the money to buy 
the works of the Portage Lake or Lake Superior Canal Company? We 
have appropriated a certain amount for the purchase of that canal, to 
be used of course only in a contingency, and suppose we reduce that 
amount by 25 per cent.? 

Mr. HARRISON. Then do not provide for it at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. We do provide for buying the canal and paying a 
certain sum of money, which I understand represents the cost of the 
works to the company with interest, and we appropriate $150,000 for 
that work. We reduce that amount by 25 per cent.; and shall we 
thereby get the canal? Unless that amount is sufficient, of course we 
shall net get it. 

There are a multitude of complicated provisions in the bill which 
will be injuriously affected by a proposition to horizontally reduce the 
appropriations. I do not know, and no member of the Senate knows, 
what is contained in the bill. No one knows whether the mathemati- 
cian who went through the Will for the purpose of ascertaining what 75 
per cent. of the sum already provided for will amount to, has done his 
duty faithfully or not, and nobody knows what other provisions are 
contained in it. 

Of course, I do not mean by that to doubt in any way the sincerity 
or the candor of the Senator from Minnesota. He, of course, had to 
trust this matter to somebody else. Here isan amendment covering 
the entire ground of this bill, which it is proposed to pass without its 
even having been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was read. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has not been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; it has not been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I asked that it be read and the clerks started on 
the reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know they started, but they incontinently stopped. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont left the Chamber. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘ When the cat’s away the mice will play.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Vermont left the Chamber after 
asking to have the amendment read, as everything ought to be read, 

to do his duty in the committee to which he belongs, in respect of the 
business of that committee which is pressing, concerning matters that 
can not be spoken of with propriety here, and, therefore, the Senator 
from Vermont supposed that the amendment would be read, if any- 
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body wanted it to be. He is not complaining that it was not read, | to my eyes while he described the sufferings of his people? Who at- 


having looked at it himself since all through. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is the Senator from Vermont satisfied with the 
amendment in its terms? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied that the amendment does what the 
committee proposes to do, and that is to take the text of the bill in re- 
spect of all its provisions, as it has been agreed upon so far as we have 
gone, and to reduce the items of appropriations and aggregates by 25 
per cent. I have examined its provisions sufficiently to be satisfied of 
that fact. That I am satisfied with all of tle items from top to bottom, 
or any part of them except about one-third, is quite another question. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Vermont issatisfied and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota is satisfied, that makes two members of the Sen- 
ate out of seventy-six, and of course if the number could be enlarged 
from time to time by the voluntary confessions of different members 
it might obviate the necessity of reading the amendment at all. 

But it is deliberately proposed upon the part of this committee to 
pass a bill carrying about $15,000,000 without actually having it read 
to the Senate at all. I donot think there is anything in the history of 
legislation, even during that time when the laws were supposed to be 
comparatively silent, which equals the carelessness and slipshod 
method proposed here at this time, when we have ‘‘ample room and 
verge,’? when in fact we are just getting down to summer work, and 
a bill, as I said, carrying $15,000,000 is proposed to be passed without 
@ reading at all. 

It has got to be so in regard to rivers and harbors that it is supposed 
to be only those who get.a part of the pork, and they only to the ex- 
tent of being certain that they get what they want, without inquiring 
about the means whereby they get it, who ought to be consulted in 
regard to the material disposition of the question. I think here is an 
illustration of what my friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] who is now absent would call the driblet of legislation. 

I propose as far as I can that the bill shall be read, so that if we can 
not have the substance of legislation, that consideration which ought 
to attach to all measures especially those which go to take away the 
substance of the people of the United States, the form at least shall be 


observed if the substance is not; and that we shall not insult the in-: 


telligence of the people of the United States by taking up a bill car- 
rying $15,000,000 and putting it through nem. con. on the word of the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Minnesota that they are 
satisfied. There is something due atleast to form, and the forms some- 
times become essential, and this I think is one of those cases. 

If this billis to be passed let it be passed on the ordinary reading. Let 
it be passed by a pretense of preserving that which is observed in re- 
gard toa bill carrying a pension of only $8 a month, or authorizing 
some transaction which must necessarily be the subject of legislation 
before it can occur, but which in no way affects the great mass of the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me tostate 
to him that the reading of the amendment was commenced under the 
call of the Senator from Vermont, and the reading of it, after progress- 
ing for a while, was waived by unanimous consent at the request of a 
Senator upon the floor of the Senate; and if the Senator from Kansas 
had been present he certainly could have interposed an objection if he 
desired to have the amendment read, or he can have it read yet? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam much obliged to the Senator for that informa- 
tion. I knew that in advance, and I will ask that the amendment be 
read. .[‘‘No!”? **No!?’] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I will venture to say that there has 
never been on any committee, on any number of Senators in this body, 
such an insidious attack on their motives as has run through the entire 
speech of the Senator from Kansas. Why does he attack this commit- 
tee? Why does he speak of every single member of it as having been 
influenced by some corrupt motive? 

Mr. PLUMB. I disclaimed thatin the beginning. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator has stated it whether he disclaims it or 
not, and he has said here that there are but two men of all that com- 
mittee who rose to confess, to own that they were corrupt and unscru- 
pulous in accomplishing theirobjects. All through his speeeh has run 
that same attack upon the motives and sincerity and honesty and honor 
of the Committee on Commerce. What for? 

The Senator never voted for a river and barbor bill. Nobody dreams 
that he would ever give a vote to favor these appropriations, but there 
never comes & time but that in his peculiar way he attacks the sincer- 
ity and the honor and the honesty and integrity of every man upon 
that committee, and himself the great umpire stands there as a self- 
constituted judge to execute those who come, as he says, to confess and 
apologize to him. 

The Senator from Kansas is the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, the advocate of measures that he thinks right in regard to 
matters under his committee’s administration andexamination. Who- 
ever attacked -him for the innumerable bills that he has presented here 
relieving his people? Whoever attacked him for trying to save the 
people along the Des Moines River who had the Des Moines lands when 

boring here with a zeal and energy and a pathos that brought tears 


tacked him ? 

Mr. PLUMB. May I—— 

Mr. CONGER. Ina moment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to give the Senator a lesson in geography. 
that is all. . 

Mr. CONGER. Geography does not alter the motives of a map. 
Whether it is in this country or that country, or along this river o, 
that, where he was advocating the interests of the people of his State 
is not material. He did it, I will give him credit to believe from 
sense of duty; but what kind of a heart, and what kind of a conscience, 
and what kind of respect for his fellows, as good men as he on this 
floor, can a man have who will run mad in extravagance and al)use 
of his comrades and fellows on this floor through speeches, not to-day 
alone, but on former occasions in regard to this bill, ascribing all kinds 
of corrupt and all kinds of indecent motives to the members of the 
Committee on Commerce? He says the committee have engaged by 
some way unknown, by some secret process, by some sewerage system, 
to explain what they have done and to defend themselves here by some 
sewerage system. Ah, sir, that kind of attacks and that kind of senti- 
ments smell of the cloaca. The suggestion of a sewerage system shows 


‘and indicates the seeking for motives of men in some filthy place; and 


I will leave it there with those expressions in regard to men. 
How much better is the Senator from Kansas than the gentlemen 


‘upon this committee? How much higher in the sight of Heaven, or 


of his fellows, does he stand than the gentlemen of the committee ? 
Have they done anything to merit that kind of lawless guerrilla attack 
which he makes upon them and upon their character and upon their 
reputation to hold them up to the scorn of their fellows in the Senate 
and of the people of the United States? 

I do not come to the Senator to confess. I do not come to his altar 
to make my confession. I stand, as I suppose every other Senator does, 
upon his record, upon the general opinion of his fellows as to his integ- 
rity and honesty, and it is not that he is on the Committee on Com- 
merce that he is to be condemned because he is on that committee, or 
that he is chairman of the Committee on Public Lands that he has a 
right to stand so exalted above his fellows that he can hurl his scorn 
and his sarcasm against his colleagues here. 

Sir, I admit the great superiority of the Senator from Kansas in the 
use of language, in freedom of debate, in the soaring high, ay, and in 
the sinking low, when he addresses the Senate over his fellows, over 
myself or almost any of us; but I do not admit his superior honesty 
and integrity in the work in the Senate; I do not admit his superior 
assiduity and industry in trying to promote the general interests of the 
United States to other Senators here, great asitis. I do not admit 
his superior honesty or integrity, for I have supposed that among the 
representatives of the States here there was no State to be attacked be- 
cause it had sent unworthy men tothis body. The reflection goes past 
the Senators here and goes to the Legislatures which sent them here 
and to the States which they represent. It is an attack upon the sys- 
tem of government under which we live, if his assaults upon any com- 
miittee or upon any body of men in the Senate are to be permitted to 
go unrebuked. 

Now I ask, and the committee ask and expect nothing in aid of any- 
thing they recommend here, unless it be a bridge bill or some other 
measure in which his people are interested in Kansas that the Senator 
may advocate. I know the Senator never has advocated a river and 
harbor bill of any kind, of a great amount or a small amount. So far 
as I know, the river and harbor bill, with its rivers, and with its har- 
bors, and with its ponds, and with its brooks, and with its water in its 
channels has been the play-ground upon which the Senator from Kan- 
sas has sported whether in swimming where there was water or in strik- 
ing gravel along the dry channels of dry streams. That is his favorite 
stamping-ground. That is the place where he amuses himself. That 
is the place where he gratifies the tastes of a people who relate year by 
year that in the State in which he lives, except on one side in the east 
and at one in the south, there are no rivers and there are no water 
courses, and the people are compelled by all kinds of machinery aud by 
all kinds of power to bore and dig down into the earth to see if bounti- 
ful nature will not send up to them from the recesses of the earth tlios 
artesian waters which they can not have upon the surface. 

No wonder that he opposes river and harbor bills. No wonder tha 
with the gasping, longing, dying struggle for water in his State he el 
vies States that have water and water courses. A report was mace in 
his State long ago of an invention of some kind of a trap that should 
go by wind across his prairies, and it was advocated, as I recolle«'t. : 
published speeches and in printed pamphlets that the dews whic’ f 
during the night would aid in the gliding over the prairies of Kansas 
these ships of the desert. The dew dried up, the ships could not run, 
as one report said, after 10 o’clock because the dew was gone, aud tle 
grass was an obstruction when not wet by dew to the gliding of th 
sailboats in Kansas. 

A man from the dry, arid region where he looks upon a great extent 
of territory, those —_ prairies that stretch themselves far beyon 
human vision, sometimes views with a kind of disgust navigable strea's 
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and waters and rivers, coming as he does from a region where there are 
no rivers, where there are no running waters, and where the shrieking 
sound of the artesian well is all that greets his weary ear. 

Now, I do not find any fault with the Senator from Kansas. He 
has brooded over this subject of the lack of water until it has become a 
kind of monomania with him. If anybody talks about water courses 
and rivers and lakes, the Senator from Kansas begins to feel the pre- 
monitory ptoms of hydrophobia, of dread of water, and hatred of 
those who have water. 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between the Senator’s State and mine 
is that in the Senator’s State they use water for navigation and in Kan- 
sas we drink it. He may not believe it, but it is true. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what causes the great trouble there, the great 
use of water. I have said that. I knew, of course, the Senator would 
corroborate what I said. I said it a little before it was necessary, but 
I presume that no Senator here would question the truth of my state- 
ment. Some Senators would take what I say without the corroboration 
of the Senator from Kansas, much as he feels disposed to criticise the 
honesty of the Committee on Commerce of which I am a humble 
member. 

When did the Senator from Kansas, in all his varied experience in the 
Senate, with all the vast statesmanship—for the mantle of the states- 
man has fallen upon his shoulders, and hangs there and lingers there 
still—when did he ever advocate any of these great measures of such 
vast importance to so many people and to so many regions of the United 
States in a river and harbor bill? Never; no, never. Not even the 
comic-opera exception of ‘‘hardly ever’’ could be applied tohim. His 

from year to year is interesting, it is eloquent, it is varied, be- 
cause the items in the bill are varied. They are not all the same each 
year, and it gives a trifling kind of a variety to the attack of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas; not enough to diversify it, not enough to make the 
ights and shades prominent; but one by careful watching, by a sort of 
examination of these speeches that are made from year to 
year the river and harbor bill, can detect some little variation 
in the attack. I confess myself that with a tolerable memory, and 
having heard these speeches so often, were I a short hand writer I 
could write from memory a little in advance of the Senator, and very 
seldom go wrong. 

What is the object of this constant and continual and perpetual and 
perennial attack upon the river and harbor bill? What hostility has 
the gentleman to oceans and to Jakes and to bays and to rivers and to 
water generally? I can not account for it. 

The true statesman—and I say the gentleman from Kansas represents 
the true statesman perhaps more than any other gentleman on this floor 
except one that I could mention, and each Senator may apply that to him- 
self flanghter]—the true statesman can look over a country like this, 
inclosed upon its eastern and western borders by oceans, bounded along 
much of its northern course by a wonderful chain of lakes which make 
possible communication by water, on its south by agulf opening from our 
own country into the tropical regions—the true statesman could find 
in the condition of almost a hemisphere, with the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries rising away over beyond the Rocky Mountains, circling its 
ate to the north, with its three great tributaries, the Gallatin 

the Madison and some other, uniting to form even beyond the Rocky 
Mountains in a direct westerly distance the Missouri, a running of a 
—_ river three or four thousand miles through the very heart of a 
t, and our continent, through the heart of a country which isa 

part of our Republic, ed by an enterprising, intelligent, thrifty, 
Seis class of men, very type and the very perfection of the pio- 
neers of an empire yet to come—I say a statesman might find something 
in such a vast empire as the Missouri or the Mississippi flows through, 
the home of millions of people yet to come, to enlist his sympathy, to 
exercise his judgment, to help devise the better means, if a committee 
to reach them, to benefit that vast region and those teeming mill- 
of people. 
statesman must not get behind his mantle. The mantle of the 
is on his shoulders, but his eyes and his judgment and his 
all before him when he looks out on the great country of 
he is the statesman, and sees what is needed; and if one man 
upto his judgment of what is necessary and what is best, 

ith his great giant intellect and his power of compre- 
hension and his quickness of arriving at details, and he tells his fellows 
than he does how the better way is for the statesman to 
these t questions that affect the interests of millions of the 
over whom he towers in his pride of place. The mantle of the 
is not held before his face so that heshall notsee. The soli- 
and thought of the statesman are in his closet, and 
in here to legislate and to make laws it is his duty to tell 
they are mistaken in this plan, and they are mistaken 
that there is a better way, that he perceivesa better way. The 
demand of such a leader in this Senate that he tell his fellows 
the country what that better way is, and that he work with 
they with him for the good of that great, grand people whom 
so to represent on this floor. 
1 when the Erie Canal connected the great chain of 
the great oceans, there is not a State, nor a country, nor a 
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town west of that canal, and northwest ef it, and southwest of it that 
has not felt a million-fold the benefit of that great water communi- 
cation, which great minds and great statesmen in New York in 1816 
and 1817 devised to connect the East with the wild, unknown regions 
of the West. Did Clinton, when that matter came under his consider- 
ation, quibble about the details? Did he try to destroy it because it 
went in this course or went in that, because the locks had a 7-feet lift 
or a 10-feet lift? No, sir; the great memof New York, knowing the 
importance to the whole United States of having a water communica- 
tion between the system of internal lakes and the seaboard, selected 
the shortest route, and from the foot of Lake Erie to the Hudson, took 
that route and labored for it with an energy and assiduity which have 
made their names immortal among their fellows in the United States. 

Mr. President, I challenge contradiction to this statement, that wher- 
ever there were either naturally water communications from the Atlan- 
tic States far into the interior, or where by the improvement of rivers 
which could be made navigable communication has been secured, from 
the beginning of those improvements until this time, settlement, in- 
dustry, increase of population, wealth, happiness, comfort, the growth 
of the people have followed steadily in the line of the improvements 
wherever made and whenever made. To the small appropriations made 
commencing in 1824 and continuing and increasing most of the years 
down to the present time this country owes its growth, owes its in- 
crease of settlement, owes its increase in the numberof its States, owes 
its increase in population and in wealth and in peace and happiness, 
more to the river and harbor improvements in this country than to any 
and all other devices put together, for they were made before even the 
methods of transportation by rail which followed long after the settle- 
ment of the country had been made in our land. 

Sir, I call attention to the fact, and if any one desires to be instructed, 
not tosay amused, by witnessing the improvements made by the Erie 
Canal and the communication by water on the different rivers, and the 
deepening of our harbors and the access to and from our coasts through 
the harbors—if any one desires to couple together the great growth, the 
wonderful prosperity of this country, he will find that these improve- 
ments and the growth and extension of our people over this country 
have run along together until to-day. 

But I have been diverted from what I desired tosay. I wished tosay 
that I am one of those who have wished the appropriation bill reported 
to the Senate and agreed upon by the Senate, if possible, passed in that 
shape. I do not believe the appropriations too large, I have no fear of 
the result of them to my fellowsand my colleague, were it not that some 
of the committee believe that it would be better if there were a reduc- 
tion of the bill. I therefore agree to cut off from the bill $323,000 from 
theapropriation ofmyState. I agree toit in the feeling that it is best, 
and so I think other members of the committee have felt. In our bill 
and in our work the judgment of men equal to that of the Senator from 
Kansas or any other Senatoradvised us and urged us that itis better by 
some means to reduce the amount of the bill and wait until another year 
forfurtherappropriations to be made. For that reason, and for that rea- 
son alone, I am willing to yield my own judgment to the views of my 
fellow-Senators, whom I respect and whose opinions I am very anxious 
to conciliate. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise merely to say one word before a motion to ad- 
journ is made in regard to the matter of the reading of the bill, which 
I should like to have go into the Recorp. This bill has been read as 
much as any bill which ever passes is read. We pass a bill through 
its several readings. It is read once. Then the changes are made by 
the action of the Senate; but the actual engrossed copy of the bill is 
never read aloud to the Senate, nor is it read by the Committee on En- 
grossed Bills. It is always referred practically toa clerk. Nowaclerk, 
undes the direction of this committee, has taken a bill which we have 
already passed upon and has simply made 25 per cent. reduction on each 
item where a sum of money is named; but there is no less thoroughness 
of reading by the Senate than in any appropriation bill or other bill 
that ever passes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I ask that this amendment be 
printed, and I move that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator means to have the substitute printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I mean the substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Minnesota has offered a substitute 
which comprehends the entire bill, I understand, including the House 
provisions and the provisions inserted in the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It presents the bill as it existed at the time the 
substitute was offered, with the amendments which have been adopted 
since. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, the suggestion I make is that that portion of 
the bill known as the House text be printed in the ordinary form of a 
bill, and that the Senate amendments be printed in italics, so that we 
may distinguish on the face of the print between the House provisions 
and the Senate provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but I ask in addition that the changes which 
have been made since the chairman of the committee from the com- 
mittee offered the substitute be also printed in a way to show them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary can easily arrange the printing. 











6978 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








JULY 15, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will, without objection, 
be agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask that the Senator from Vermont or 
any one who makes a suggestion for unanimous censent will speak out 
lond enough that it may be heard. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There was no unanimous consent asked. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. For what? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I pro to move an adjournment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A motion to adjourn does not require unan- 
imous consent 

Mr. McMILLAN. No. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr.PALMER. I hope the motion will be withdrawn for a moment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to make a report. 

Mr. HARKIS. I hope the motion will be withdrawn, and that the 
Senator from Michigan {Mr. PALMER] and the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLrn] may be allowed to present what they want. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I withdraw the motion for the purpose of per- 
mitting the Senator from Michigan to present what he wishes to offer. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PALMER. I only wish to submit an amendment to be here- 
after proposed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will receive it. 
Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 


the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 


In the absence of objection the Chair 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. P. McNeal, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 16, 1886, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 15, 1886. 


The House met at 11 a. m. 
ington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MARY E. CASEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5003) for the 
relief of Mary E. Casey, with Senate amendments; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

MARTHA A. VORHES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8066) to 
pension Martha A. Vorhees, with amendments by the Senate. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 3, where it first occurs, strike out the name “ Vorhees"’ and insert 
“Vorhes.”’ 


In line 8, where it oceurs the second time, strike out the name “ Vorhees”’ and 
insert “ Vorhes.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to pension Martha A. Vorhes,”’ 
The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


MOUTH OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7633) es- 
tablishing additional aids to navigation at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River, with amendments by the Senate; which, with the Senate amend- 
ment, was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were read twice and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1212) for the protection of 
of lives, in the District of Columbia—to the 
of Columbia. 

The bill (8. 1755) for the relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1801) for the reappraisement and sale of a certain tract 
of land of the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Missouri 
tribe, in the State of Nebraska-——to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2431) granting a pension to Henry Shoulders—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Robert Boyd—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2519) granting an imcrease of pension to Richard B. 
Rians—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2676) to repeal chapter 360 of the statutes of 1882, en- 
titled “‘ An act to amend section 2133 of the Revised Statutes, in rela- 
tion to Indian traders ’’—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of Wash- 


y from fire, and safety 
mmittee on District 












LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. Stor», 
for five days, on account of sickness im his family. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report the joint resolution which I send to the desk, and to ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution to continue the provisions of a joint resolution approved 
uly 1, 1886, entitled “A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expen: 
itures of the Government.’ 

Resolved, &c., That the provisions of a joint resolution entitled “A joint reso- 
lution to provide temporarily for the expendituresof the Government,” approve: 


July 1, 1886, be, and the same arc hereby, extended and continued in full force an: 
effect to and including 3lst July, 1886. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Is that a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis privileged to be reported but not to be con 
sidered at this time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It ought to be understood as far as the House o! 


Representatives is concerned that the appropriation bills necessary t: 
carry on the Government have been : 

Mr. RANDALL. I will not enter onany criticism astothat. Iask 
to have printed in the Recoxp a copy of the original joint resolution 
bearing date July 1, and also a statement of the present situation of 
the a iation bills. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the joint resolution and state 
ment will be printed in the Recorp. 

They are as follows: 

[PUBLic RESOLUTION—No. 15.]} 
Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern 
ment. 

Resolved by the Sateant and House of ae of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That all appropriations for the necessary rations of th+ 
Government under existing laws which shall remain un for on the 30t|: 
day of June, 1886, be, and they are hereby, continued and made available for « 
period of fifteen days from and after that , unless the regular appropriation. 
therefor provided for in bills now pending in Congress shall have been previous) y 
made for th. the serviee of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; and in case the a) 
propriations, or any of them, hereby continued are or is insufficient to earry on 
the said necessary operations, a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money = ba Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry on the same 
tno greater amount shall be expended therefor than will be in 
the same aes to the appropriations of the fiscal year 1886 as fifteen day. 
time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Provided es That authority is 
also granted for continuing during the same period the necessary work required 
for pablic pe a and binding, and forall other miscellaneous objects embodied 
in and naval porennen acts, in advance of appropriations 
to be made for said objects: And provided further, All sums expended 
under this act shall be charged to and be deducted from the appropriations fo: 
like service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

Approved July 1, 1886. 

CONDITION OF THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The agricultural, Army, consular and diplomatic, District of Columbia, I1- 
dian, Military Academ nn and Post-Office bills have been passed and 
agreed upon by beth 

The legislative, executive, aed judicial bill is in eonference. 
The sundry civil, naval, and river and harbor bills are pending in the Senate. 
The bill is in the Senate committee. 
The fortification bill is in the House. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Some of us would like to know how many more 
of these extensions will be required. 

Mr. RANDALL. They will be required as often as the necessity 
occurs. The Senate seems to be working night and day. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The app iocohen delayed in the 
Senate because they were delayed in the House. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to 
provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government’’ was read 
a first and second time, and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider }c 


FOURTH BRIGADE SOUTH CAROLINA STATE TROOPS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of tlic 
Whole House be di from the farther consideration of the )i!! 
(S. 582) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth Bri- 
gade of South Carolina Volunteer State troops, and that the same be 
now considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Court of Claims shail, nataietonding the bar 
peepee 7 oe ot statute of limitation, hear, adjudge any claim 
or claims of the board of field officers of the’ Fousth Petnade of Bonk Carolina 
Volunteer State amunicipal corperation of the State of South Carolina 
for the rent due by them or for the use and occupa. 
tion by them, prior to the 2ist of ag Go 1874, and subsequent to July 1, 1868, of 
certain buildings on Citadel Green, of Charleston, after the lezal 
termination of the late war; and that any in favor of the claimant 
sendetad baenmeater bee pall co-citer badaietaiinal the alt apuebace ped. 
The SPEAKER. Is‘there objection to the present consideration oi 
the bill? ; 


Mr. HOLMAN. On yesterday the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BRAGG], the Chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, objected 


1886. 





to the consideration of this measure, I do not know for what reason. 
The bill seems to be one that belongs to the Committee on Military 


Mr. DIBBLE. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Indiana that the gentleman from Wisconsin has consented to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to hear some explanation of the 


measure. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be read. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I can state in a few words what the case is. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is as well to have the report read: 
The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 582) for the relief 
of the board of field officers of the Fourth e of South Carolina Volunteer 
State having had the same under eration, respectfully report back 


troops, 
the same withont amendment, and recommend that it do pass. 

For the facts upon which this claim is based reference is here made to Senate 
report No. 257, at this session of Congress, 


Mr. DIBBLE. The facts are simply these: This is a claim for rent 
for the occupation of buildings for the use of the United States in the 
city of Charleston which the Government occupied and for which they 
paid rent urtil the Ist of July, 1868. When the claim was first pre- 
sented the appropriation was exhausted. The claim was acknowledged 
and approved by the officers of the Government. Now the bar of the 
statute intervenes. That is the only trouble, and it is necessary to go 
to the Court of Claims for the recovery of this amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much is involved? 


Mr. DIBBLE. The amount involved is about $6,000—between 
$6,000 and $7,000. It is for rent from the Ist of July, 1868, to the 
2ist of July, 1874. It is not a war claim. It isa matter that oc- 
curred after the war. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman why this mat- 
ter has not been adjusted before now. It.a rs that nearly twenty 

have elapsed since the occupation of these premises. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No; the occupation was from 1868 to 1874. 

ia een Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the reading of the report threw no 
fight upon this subject, as it simply referred to the Senate report. I 
therefore ask to have the Senate report read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (5S. 582) for the relief 
of the board of tield officers of the Fourth Brigade of South Carolina Volunteer 
State Troops, submit the following report: 

Thisclaim was ted and heard before the Court of Claims upon petition 
= July 21,18%0,and the court made therein the following findings as to the 

acts: 

I, The board of field officers of the Fourth Brigade of South Carolina militia 
was a perpetual corporation created by the State of South Carolina in 1809. The 
said corporation was vested with power to purchase and hold land not exceed- 
Sem cores for the use of the militia in the parishes of Saint Philip and Saint 

*s. 


On the 25th May, 1835, the said corporation became the owner by purchase of 
ones of land, with the building thereon, on Citadel Green, in the city of 
leston, known as the re Guard-house, and on the Ist August, 1856, of 


another parcel of land, with a building thereon known as the Boylston House, 
in the city of Charleston. 
Il. When the rebellion broke out the confederate forces took possession of the 


ises, and continued their occupancy for war purposes until they evacuated 
Goaeten in February, 1865. The United States troops then took possession of 
the premises and turned them over tothe bureau o: potngen, freedmen, and 
abandoned lands. In October, 1865, that bureau surrendered them to the city of 
Charleston, and Charleston in turn delivered them to the claimant. 

Whether the officers of the claimant consented to the company of the prem- 
ises by the confederate forces does not appear. They were themselves actively 

fits cAugust 20, 1867, the United States f in took i 

—. » > n ‘orces again took possession of the 
Picquet Guard-house and of the Boylston House, and occupied the former until 
November 1, 1874, and the latter until April 1, 1879. 
For this occupancy the United States paid rent to the city of Charleston until 
July 1, 1868; for the Picquet Guard-house at the rate of $50 a month, and forthe 
House ai the rate of $92 a month. 
July 1, 1968, no rent has been paid to the claimant and no express lease 
a to have been made. 
rate we on meme to July 1, 1868, would be a reasonable compensation 
“—e uent to that date. 

IV.—On the &h June, the rd of field officers of the Fourth Brigade 
State ‘Troops was:created a corporation by the State 
and vested with the rights, franchises, and property of the 
board of field officers of the Fourth Brigade. 


CONCLUSION OF LAW. 


the foregoing findings of facts the court decides as conclusions of law 
claimant is entitled to recover for the use and occupation of the Picquet 
from July 21, 1874, to November 1, 1874, at the rate of $50 a month, 
12; for the Boylston House from July 1, 1874, to April 1, 1879, at the rate of 
PAS; making in all $5,347.79. 
nm, Says: 
position taken by defendant's counsel that so much of the 
— to July 21, 1874, is cut off by the statute of limitations 
no was fixed for the payment of the rent, it must be deemed 
itacerued. The petition was not filed uniil July 21, 1880.” 
made to appear to your committee that this claim had been 
time to time to accounting officers and special boards charged 
and adjudication of such claims from 1869 to 1879, inclusive, 
had never been disallowed, but had been several times re- 
favorably, it seems to them that justice requires that the claimant 
by law to present its whole claim to the court untrammeled 
limitations. 3 
recommend that the bill be amended by inserting 


therefore y 
between the words “shall” and “ hear,’’ the following words: 
ing the bar prescribed by any statute of limitations; and 
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serting in the eighth line, between the words “‘ them" and “ of,’’ the following 
words: “ Prior to the 2ist day of July, 1874, and subsequent to July 1, 1868; " and 
that, so amended, the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





CHANGE or 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. ROWELL. Regular order. 
Mr. OATES. Leask the gentleman to withdraw the demand for the 
regular order so that I may have the reference of a bill changed. The 
bill (H. R. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. A bill for the relief of the same person is being 
considered by the Committee on the Judiciary, and I ask that the refer- 
ence to the Committee on War Claims be annulled and the bill referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE. 


ORDER C¥ BUSINESS. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman on my right { Mr. Rowe 1 } 
who called for the regular order agrees to withdraw the call to enable 
me to ask the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill H. R. 2775. Itis simply a bill to give us a term of the United 
States court at Eau Claire, Wis. It will not cost the Government a 
cent. The bill has been agreed upon unanimously by the Committee 
on the Judiciary; that is, they have agreed to report a substitute for the 
original bill. I do not think the bill ought to excite any discussion, as 
no man on earth is opposed to it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be one term each of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States for the western district of Wisconsin held yearly at 
the city of Eau Claire,in said State of Wisconsin, which terms shall begin on 
the first Tuesday of December of each year. 

Sec. 2. That the clerk of said courts and the marsha! of said district shall each 
appoint a deputy who shall reside and keep an office at said city of Kau Claire 
in which offices, respectively, shall be kept all such books and records as apper- 
tain to the business of said offices and are usually keptin the offices of the clerk 
of said courts and the marshal of said district, respectively; and said deputy 
clerk shall keep in his office full records of all actions, proceedings, and judg- 
ments in said courts. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair understands that the Committee on the 
Judiciary reports a substitute for this bill, and that the original bill is 
to be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
this bill is reported to the House by the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. PRICE. It is, through Mr. CASWELL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that there is no substitute 
reported. 

Mr. PRICE. I have handed up the substitute. Mr. CASWELL, asa 
member of the Judiciary Committee, has charge of the bill; but he is 
at home sick, and he wrote me requesting that I would get it out of 
his desk and have it presented to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. But the report does not appear to have been made. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam making it now verbally for Mr. CASWELL, and 
it will be made in writing. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman’s motion was to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. Well, I am not particular about the motion; but I 
want this bill to pass. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the bill is on the Cal- 
endar, but that the Committee on the Judiciary have not reported a 
substitute. 

Mr. PRICE. But I have presented the substitute now for Mr. Cas- 
WELL, a member of the Committee on the Judiciary. The only dif- 
ference between the substitute and the original bill is that the substi- 
tute saves the cost of the deputy marshal and deputy clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the bill which has been read the substitute? 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir; that is the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts in 
the western district of Wisconsin shall be held at the times and places follow 
ing: At Eau Claire on the first Tuesday in June; at La Crosse on the third 
Tuesday in September,and at Madison on the first Tuesday in December in each 
“io. 2. And be it further enacted, That afterthe commencement of either of said 
terms of said court to be held at Eau Claire and La Crosse, respectively, as here- 
inbefore provided, and untt! the first day of the next succeeding regular term of 


said circuit and district courts herein appointed to be held in said western dis- 
trict, it shall be lawful for either or both of said circuit and district courts atany 


time te be open at Madison, and to there do and transact any business whatso- 


- ever therein not requiring the aid or intervention of a jury. 
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Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That all provisions of law inconsistent with 
this act are hereby re ; but nothing in this act shall intertere with the 
power now possessed by the judges of said courts to order special terms of the 
same,as now provided by law: Provided, however, That nothing herein shall be 
s0 construed as abolishing the provisions of law for a clerk and clerk's office of 
said court at La Crosse and Madison, Wi«.. but the same shall remain as now con- 
stituted, except that the clerk residing at’ Madison shall attend all terms of said 
court at Eau Claire as clerk thereof. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Can the gentieman tell us at how many points 
courts are now held? 

Mr. PRICE. Two, and this makzsthree. Madison and Eau Claire 
are about 200 miles apart; from Madison to La Crosse is about 150 
miles, and from La Crosse to Eau Claire is about 125 miles. There 
you have a valley with a population ef 130,000 or 140,000 who are dis- 
tant from a circuit court from 125 to 200 miles. The consequence is 
that it costs a great deal to get juries and causes great inconvenience 
to the people. The difference between the substitute and the original 
bill is that the substitute saves the cost of a deputy marshal and a 
deputy clerk, and provides distinctly that this court shall not interfere 
with the terms held at either of the other points. The judge of the 
cireuit is in favor of it; La Crosse is in favor of it; Madison is in favor 
of it; the whole State is in favor of it; the Committee on the Judiciary 
were unanimously in favor of it. I trust that there will be no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill. It will not put the Government to any 
additional expense, while this term of court will be a great convenience 
to the people. ' 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman whether there isa 
public building at that point in which the court can be held? 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir; but we provide in the bill that it shall not 
cost the Government anything for a building. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is there a report from the committee; and if 
so, has it been read ? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
it will be read. 

Mr, PRICE. I havealready stated, and will state again, that my col- 
league [Mr. CASWELL], who was authorized by the Committee un the 
Judiciary to report on this subject, was called home by a telegram in 
consequence of sickness in hisfamily. He wrote to meto have his desk 
opened by Mr. Chancey and this bill taken out and presented to the 
House for action. That is the way it has come into my hands. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the original bill will be 
laid on the table. 

‘There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The substitute (H. R. 9857) was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call for the regular order. 


MRS. CATHARINE M’CARTY—ELIZABETI LUCE. 


Mr. MATSON. I rise to a privileged question, and submit the views 
of a minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on two veto mes- 
sages which were referred to that committee. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Has this matter precedence of the regular busi- 
ness set for to-day—business of the Committee on the District of Colam- 
bia? 

The SPEAKER. Leave was heretofore given for the presentation of 
these minority views, and they are therefore privileged. If there be no 
objection they will be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 


If there is a report from the committee I hope 


Views of the minority on House bill No. 5608 and the veto message of the Presi- 
dent accompanying it. 


That this soldier died in the service is not disputed; that his death was the 
result of his own carelessness can not be disputed; and the evidence tends to 
show that it was an act of very gross carelessness recklessness that led to 
bis death, and that it was in no way connected with his mili duty. Besides 
this, Hon. Wayne McVeagh, then Attorney-General of the United States, on the 
Mth of July, 1881, gave an official opinion to Hon. J.J. Kirkwood, then Secre- 
tary of the Interior, against the right of the widow and a pension in this very 
case, We think the objections of the President are well taken. 


Cc. C. MATSON. 

E. B. WINANS. 

W. P. TAULBEE. 
J.8. PINDAR, 

JNO, A. SWOPE, 

W. W. ELLSBERRY. 


Views of the minority on House bill No. 5997 and the veto message of the Pres- 
ident, 


The objection made by the President to this bill is that there could be no con- 
nection between an injury to the urethra and the gastritis of which the soldier 
died many years afterward. We have taken some pains to inquire into this 
question,and can find no respectable physicians nor any medical authority 
against the opinion of the President,and therefore feel compelled to say that 
the bill ought not to be passed, and that the objections of the President ought 
to be sustained, 

Cc, C. MATSON. 

JNO. A. SWOPE. 
EDWIN B. WINANS. 
W. P. TAULBEE. 

J. 8. PINDAR. 

W. W. ELLSBERRY. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEX. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to make a personal explanation. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks leave to make a 
personal explanation. He will proceed if there be no objection. 
Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, when the bill amendatory 


of the act providing for the constraction of a public building at Gal- 
veston, Tex., was under consideration I stated, in response to inquiries 
propounded by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], that the increase of the limit 
of cost would amount to $125,000. 
had passed the House, while on my way to the Senate Chamber to com- 
municate the fact of its passage to the Senators from Texas, I discoy- 
ered upon examination of the bill that I had overlooked the fact that 
there was in it a provision that the limit should be $250,000, being 
$125,000 more than the amount provided for in the law exclusive of 
the cost of site. 
$30,000, the title is vested in the Government, and the building is in 
process of construction. 
sum of $30,000 ought to have been added to my estimate of $125,000, 
making the increase $155,000 instead of $125,000. 


Within five minutes after the bil! 


Now the site has already been purchased at a cost oi 


But I overlooked, I repeat, the fact that this 


Immediately upon discovering my error, and within twenty minutes 


after the passage of the bill, I communicated the facts to the Speake: 
of the House, went to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and 
explained the matter to him and also to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BuRRows], proposing to them both that if they had any objection 
to urge to the passage of the bill on account of the increased appropri- 
ation I would ask unanimous consent to have it recalled from the Senate 
and reconsidered in the House in order that the objection might be made, 
or I would ask the Senators from my State to have stricken out the 
$30,000 which I had overlooked. 
they were satisfied. 


Both those gentlemen stated that 


Now, in justice to this House and to myself I make this statement, 


and propose that if any gentleman who was present yesterday when | 
called the bill up for consideration will say that he would have objected 
to it if I had not made the mistake to which I refer, I will ask unan- 
imous consent to have the bill recalled and reconsidered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say that so far as I am informed 


the statement of the gentleman from Texas is absolutely correct, ani 
under the circumstances I did not think it necessary to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the matter. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WINANS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Michi- 


gan [Mr. WINANS] rise? 


Mr. WINANS. To make a privileged report. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I object, unless it has preference to the busines; 


of the Commitiec on the District of Columbia, which was set for to-day. 


Mr. ROWELL. I call for the reading of the order fixing District 


business for to-day. 


TheSPEAKER. If objection is made, the report which the gentle- 


man from Michigan desires to present is not in order. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
The SPEAKER. There is a matter of the highest privilege which 
was pending at the adjournment yesterday, and which now comes up 


as a matter of course uuless the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry | 


who presented it waives it. 
to call it up this morning? 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire to call up that resolution for action now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the resolu- 
tion which was pending at the adjournment yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. To-day was by special order set apart for busi- 
ness of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and the unde:- 
standing was that we should not lose any portion of the day except by 
unanimous consent. I think the RecorpD will so show. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not allow any new matter of 
privilege to come before the House this morning if objected to; but 
this is a question of privilege. relating to the proceeding of the House 
itself, which comes over from the adjournment yesterday. The Chair 
thinks that it will take but a few moments to dispose of it. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, having made some in- 
quiry in reference to the circumstances connected with the substitution 
of one resolution and preamble for another in the Recorp, I have every 
reason to believe it will prove to be the result of a, mistake or an acci- 
dent, by reason of the wrong paper having been transmitted to the Print- 
ing or rather a resolution which had been offered by the gentle- 
man himself on last Monday was on the files of the Printing Office when 
the report of the proceedings went over, referring the foreman of the hr- 
ORD to the foreman of printing for the report of the committee, but the 
only paper he had there was resolution which had been introduced 
by the gentleman on Monday. I deem it proper, however, to have that 
inquiry made as contemplated by the resolution, and I call for the 


uestion. ' 
The SPEAKER. As a matter of justice to the Official Reporters 0! 
the House the Chair will cause a letter from the Public Printing Office 


yo 


Does the gentleman from Indiana desire 


Ore ee 
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The Clerk read as tollows: 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
. Washington, D. C., July 14, 1886. 
Dear Mr. McELHOoNeE: In reply to your note of this date, asking why the mat- 
ter which appears on 7217 and 7218 was printed instead of Mr. Lowry's re- 
port, I have to say that his report was not in the office last night, and finding this 
and else on the subject I supposed it was what was called for in the 
copy. Mr. Lowry’s report was not received until this afternoon. 
Yours, truly, AVEN PEARSON, 
Foreman Congressional Record, 
J. J. McEvnoyre, Esq., 
Chief Corps of Oficial Reporters, 
‘louse of Representatives. 
Mr. GLOVER. MayI be heard? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has demanded the 
previous question. 
Mr. GLOVER. I hope the House will vote down the demand for 
the question. I should like to address some remarks to the 


gen from Indiana by way of thanks for the honor of his public 
mention. 

Mr. LOWRY. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 


Mr. GLOVER. I will give it to you. 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire to say if the gentleman from Missouri sup- 
poses there is any cause for him to make any statement or explanation 
I have no inclination to keep him from doing so. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWRY. I will yield to him for three minutes. - 

Mr. GLOVER. I want ten minutes; I can not get through short of 
ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Give it to him. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him haveit. 

Mr. LOWRY. Be kind enough to repeat your remark. 

Mr. GLOVER. I desireten minutes. I donot feel able to deal with 
the gentleman from Indiana short of ten minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Give it to him. 

Mr. LOWRY. Ido not know what is intended by this observation 
of the gentleman, but I am willing he shall have full opportunity to 
make any statement he desires to make, reserving such time as may be 


necessary. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWRY. Ten minutes, if he desires it. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, not having been in the House when 
the resolution was called up, a fact I have no doubt which was the re- 
sult of contrivance rather than of accident, I learned this morning 
through the kind attention of a friend—— 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. There is somnch confusion in the House we 
are unable to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order, The Te from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER] will proceed. 

Mr. GLOVER. I say, My. Speaker, under those circumstances I 
learned by accident this morning, through the information kindly ex- 
tended by Mr. TAULBEE, that an effort had heen made in this House to 

not by inadvertence, but by design, and in my absence to per- 
e the House I had been guilty of interpolation of the Recorp. 

The fact that the resolution had been misprinted was called to my 
attention when I read the Recorp, and naturally as any man would, 
actuated by an honest desire and not by a malicious purpose, I went 
to the first source I could reach to make inquiry thereupon. The re- 
porter at that desk told me it was a mistake. I stepped to Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE, of Kentucky and asked his explanation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman does not 
mean Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, but Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 


Mr. GLOVER. Yes, I intended to say Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar- 
We concluded the gentleman from Indiana must by accident 

have incorporated it in his report. 
Now, I say if the gentleman from Indiana had not been actuated by 
a feeling unworthy a member upon this floor he would have made the 
same inquiry and have arrived at the same conclusion; and since the 
gentleman from Indiana, as I understand it, disclaims any imputation 
upon me in that connection and does not charge or insinuate that I 
have been guilty of fraud, he will take no exception to the remark I 
make that any man who would make that statement, since the remark 
does not iy to a member of this House, is a blackguard and a liar. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr.8 er, on the third day—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from In- 
diana yield to me for a moment? 
* Mr. LOWRY. I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas five 
if he desires it. 
Mr.GLOVER. Before the gentleman proceeds permit me a moment. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes of his time re- 


Mr. GLOVER. I see that there are two resolutions which were of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana on yesterday. I did not see but 


one resolution when I first rose, and I desire to be heard for a moment 


upon the other one. 
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The SPEAKER. Both resolutions were offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. GLOVER. I did not observe the first one when I spoke a mo- 
ment or two ago. 

Mr. BLAND. Iunderstand the gentleman from Indiana withdrew 
the first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Indi- 
ana to withdraw the resolution in relation to the report. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. There were two separate and distinct 
resolutions, embodying two separate and distinct propositions. .OGne 
related to a colloquy which had taken place some time before between 
the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Missouri. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] suggested that Mr. GLOVER 
was absent, and that the resolution ought not to be considered in his 
absence. The gentleman from Indiana thereupon withdrew the reso- 
lution entirely. The last resolution, the pending one, is simply an 
inquiry whether or not the Recorp was changed by accident or mis- 
take or otherwise. That resolution was not withdrawn, and is the 
pending proposition. 

The SPEAKER. But as the Chair understands there are two dis- 
tinct charges made in the RECORD as embodied in the resolutions, one 
in relation to the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri and the other 
in relation to the substitution of the paper which was printed in the 
RECORD instead of the report of-the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BLAND. But the resolution in reference to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Missouri has been withdrawn. It was originally pro- 
posed, but was withdrawn by the gentleman who introduced it and the 
latter resolution substituted. Thissubstitution of the paper which has 
been printed in the RecorpD forthe paper that should have been printed 
purports to change the whole action of the House. It has got there evi- 
dently by a mistake, but how it got there should be explained. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana on yesterday offered 
two resolutions, one of them relating to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Missouri, which it was alleged had been interpolated in the REc- 
ORD; but on being requested to withhold that because the gentleman 
from Missouri was not present, as the Chair understood, the gentleman 
from Indiana consented that it should take that course. The Chair did 
not understand at the time that it was intended to be withdrawn, but 
simply passed over for the time being. 

Mr. BLAND. Iso understood. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague distinctly in terms withdrew the first 
resolution. 

Mr. LOWRY. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands now that that resolution is 
withdrawn? 

Mr. LOWRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. The Recorp shows it. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana demands the previous 
question upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Indiana 
has yielded to me. 

Mr. LOWRY. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas three or four 
minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want toexplain, Mr. Speaker, 
in connection with the remark of the gentleman from Missouri a few 
moments since, that he called my attention to the error in the REcorD 
as published on yesterday. My attention was not called to the error 
in detail, but to the first line, in large type, in the second column on 
page 7218, where it says: 


The previous question was ordered upon the adgption of the report. 


It all hinged upon the word ‘‘report’’ instead of the word ‘‘ reso- 
lution,’’ which word should have been used in tHat connection. All 
I saw by glancing over the column without reading it was what ap- 
pears to be an abstract of title to certain properiy iu Saint Louis, and 
that is spoken of as a ‘‘report,’’ as I have just stated. I remarked that 
I had supposed Judge Lowry would make a short report; but I was 
surprised to see that he had passed it with all that matter; but I did 
not examine it or the resolution printed in the RECORD at the end of 
this matter. I now look and find the resolution printed to be entirely 
different from the resolution agreed to by the committee—wholly differ- 
ent. How it got into the Recorp I am of course entirely unable to 
say. The present resolution does not meet my views at all. I was en- 
tirely ignorant of the resolution as printed in the REcoRD; and when 
I spoke on yesterday to the gertleman from Missouri [Mr. GLovEeR] 
I had reference only to what I supposed was but a trivial error, namely, 
the substitution of the word ‘‘report’’ instead of the word ‘‘ resolu- 
tion.” 

I suggested to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER], suppos- 
ing the resolution printed was the resolution adopted, that if he would 
go to Mr. McElhone, our Chief Reporter, he would correct the word 
‘report ’’? and insert ‘‘ resolution.’’ Going farther, in the subsequent 
report of the [proceedings I found the clerical error was not repeated, 
and that instead of its being said the ‘‘ report ’’ was adopted, it prop- 
erly said the ‘‘resolution’’ was adopted. 

To sum up, the resolution incorporated in the Recorp is entirely un- 
like the one adopted by the committee, and, I presume, put in by the 
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chairman, and I am wholly unable to account for how this matter got 


into the Recorp, and I have not attempted to explain it. I pass no 
judgment on it _ 
Mr. GLOVER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 


tion. Do you not recollect in our conversation having surmised that 
the abstract of title might have been incorporated by Mr. Lowry in 
the report? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have so stated. 

Mr. LOWRY. I feel quite sensible, Mr. Speaker, that this matter 
is being altogether unduly magnified. On the 30th June last a motion 
was made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLovER] to di 
the Committee on Expenditures in the De t from the 
consideration of a resolution which he had had referred to that commit- 
tee. I resisted that motion,}stating to the House that an understanding 
had been arrived at between the gentleman from Missouri and myself 
as to the consideration of the resolution being proceeded with by the 
committee at a given time, and that that was satisfactory to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri and that he assented toit. He then came before 
the House to move the discharge of the committee before the time ar- 
rived at which it was understood the resolution was to be considered. 
The gentleman controverted the statement I made. I undertook to say 
to the House that I did not deem the matter of sufficient importance 
to enter into any controversy with him about it; but if I had any 
further intercourse with him I would take occasion to have some other 
party present atthe interview. On ing the RecorD I found there 
had been appended to the colloquy which took place between the gen- 
tleman and myself the further statement—— 

Mr. GLOVER. I rise toa pointof order. The gentleman stated 
that resolution was withdrawn or I would have noticed it effectually 
when on the floor. Now he is speaking to it. 

Mr. LOWRY. The gentleman has imputed to me personal motives 
in the introduction of the resolution. 

Mr. GLOVER. Which I do not disclaim. 

Mr. LOWRY. As bearing on that question I am referring to the cir- 
cumstances connected with the origin of this whole affair. Now, on 
scanning in the Recorp the report of the colloquy which took place 
between the gentleman and myself—— 

Mr. GLOVER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Indiana has 
a right to state the circumstances under which he offered the second 
resolution. 

Mr. GLOVER. I wish to say on the point of order, if the gentleman 
desires to dwell on that proposition, I desire to have the resolution in- 
troduced and , and not have it discussed in this shape. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has a right to state 
the circumstances under which he has offered the resolution now be- 
fore the House. Of course if he makes reflections on the gentleman 
from Missouri the point of order can be made. 

Mr. LOWRY. I found inserted in that report as contained in the 
REcorD a statement following the remarks made by myself coming 
from the gentleman from Missouri that if a third party had been pres- 
ent at the interview in question I would not have ventured to have 
made the statement on the floor. 

Mr. GLOVER. Which I reiterate. 

Mr. LOWRY. Knowing that was not spoken on the floor of the 
House I repai to the Printing Office—— 

Mr. GLOVER. I make the point of order. I did not understand 
the gentleman from Indiana when I met him on the floor. I under- 
stand him now. 

Mr. LOWRY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not be per- 
mitted to interrupt me. 

Mr. GLOVER. I hope the gentleman will not be permitted to go 
on in this line of diSeussion. 

The SPEAKER. There was a resolution charging that those words 
were interpolated in the report; but the statement would have no con- 
nection with the resolution now 


or anything akin to it, so far as the gentleman is concerned. I wish 
simply to state what 

Mr. GLOVER. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri ifsists that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] shall not be permitted, in discuss- 
ing a resolution which relates to the correction of the RECORD in one 
particular, to charge that matter has been improperly interpolated in 
the REcoRD on another occasion. 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, Mr. Spesiaer, my purpose is to show that I was 
not actuated by personal feeli 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understends the gentleman’s purpose, 
but the point of order is made that that purpose can only be executed 
by introducing a resolution for the investigation of the question whether 
or not the alleged interpolation was improperly made in the Recorp, 
and that it is not proper to discuss that question on this resolution. 

Mr. LOWRY. May I not be permitted to respond to the charge 


JULY 15, 


which the gentleman has made that I am animated by personal ill-wi|! 
to him? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman has a right to disclaim 
any such purpose, but the Chair thinks he has no right to make an- 
other charge against the gentleman from Missouri in discussing the 
resolution which is*now before the House, having previously with- 
drawn the resolution which made that charge. 

Mr. LOWRY. My purpose, however, was to show that I have been 
forbearing with the gentleman from Missouri and that I have not been 
actuated by personal feeling. 

, TheSPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to disclaim any personal 
eeling. 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that upon finding thatstate- 
ment in the REconpD—— 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that the gentle- 
man from Indiana has no right on this resolution to discuss another 
matter, the resolution in relation to that matter having been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Indiana may make his statement in whatever way he pleases, and then 
that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed to reply in hisown way. 

Mr. GLOVER. I object. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [I object to any more statements. If these 
gentlemen wish to settle this matter let them settle it outside. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. GLOVER. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I took no notice of that matter 
in the Recorp—— 

Mr. GLOVER. I call the gentleman to order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is not out of order. 

Mr. GLOVER. He is still ‘‘ harping on my daughter.” 

Mr. LOWRY. I presume the House will be gratified to learn that 
the gentleman has a daughter. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. GLOVER. It was the gentleman from Indiana’s daughter, not 
mine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, for two whole weeks I took no no- 
tice of the interpolation in the Recorp, but upon this other matter ap- 

ing in the RECORD yesterday morning—— 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the only ques- 
tion now before the House is the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] to inquire into the circumstances under 
which a certain alleged report was printed in the Recorp of yester- 
day. It is competent for the gentleman to show that such a resolu- 
tien ought to be passed; it is competent to-show, if the gentleman can, 
that that publication was improperly made; it is proper also for the 
gentleman to explain, if he desires to do so, that he no personal 
feeling in the matter; but the other alleged interpolation of certain 
words in the Recorp on a former occasion is not now before the 


ouse. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, when my attention was called to the 
fact of the appearance of this lengthy preamble and resolution which 
wan painted 2s the Suen of yeamtion in place of the report 
of the committee I immediately addressed m to making inquiry in 
reference toit. I consulted with several members of the committee, the 

gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the gentleman from 
— {Mr. ZacH. TAYLOR], and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND]. All of those gentlemen were consulted by me, and I also 
——— the Chief Reporter of the House in regard to the matter. 

My es upon the committee all concurred in the opinion that 
there ought to be an inv ion with a view to ascertaining how this 
extraordinary occurrence taken place, for it wasa matter of amazc- 
ment to each and one of them that any such publication should 
have been substituted for the original of the committee. I took 
the precaution of consulting these gentlemen, and the resolution intro- 
duced by me yesterday was submitted to each and every one of them 
and was introduced with their concurrence and approbation. Now it 
has been said by the individual who ts one of the Saint Louis 
districts that the opportunity was t to introduce that resolution 
yes ge teem em ena er 

OE mr have a consciousness of his own presence 
which is sufficient, I think, for the entire balance of the House. | 
must be permitted, however, to say that I was entirely unaware of the 
fact that that august presence did not honor one of the seats in this 
Hall at the time the resolution was introduced, and when my attention 
enna {Mr. Hatcu] it will be seen by 
the report in the Recorp that I immediately indicated my purpose to 
withdraw that resolution which had some reference, and a very sis- 
nifieant reference, as the House will see when I bring to its attention 
the actual condition of the Recorp in that particular—— 

Mr. GLOVER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LOWRY. I decline to be ——— . Speaker. 

Mr. GLOVER. I rise to a point of order. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GLOVER. I want to know whether it is in order for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, having deemed it more prudent to withdraw his 
insinuation, to now insist upon it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the gentleman is 
insisting upon. 
Mr. GLOVER. I doubt whether the gentleman from Indiana him- 

self knows either. 

Mr. LOWRY. Immediately following the reading of the resolution 
yesterday the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harcu], as the REcoRD 
sets forth, said: ; 

to the gentleman f. India m .GLOVER] is | 
oes itis proper ase | ~~ Snues is | 
taken upon such a resolution. 

The gentleman from Missouri iar BLAND] then addressed the Chair, 
and the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HENDERSON] suggested that the 
resolution be read and go into the Recorp, so that it could be seen. 
Then the report continues: 

Mr. Lowry. I will withdraw that resolution for the present and offer the 
other one— 

Which is the resolution now under consideration. Yet the gentle- | 
man, judging of the motives of others by the standard by which he is 
actuated, assumes that my inclination was to press that personal res- 
olution upon the consideration of the House at a time when he was ab- 
sent from his seat, although immediately upon my attention being 
called to the fact that he was absent the resolution was not only laid 
over but was withdrawn. 

So far as the pending resolution is concerned I will simply repeat that 
I have reason to believe the resolution which was substituted for the 
original report of the committee was inserted in the RecorD purely by 

ent 
inquiry 





; and I anticipate that such will be found to be the fact upon 

being made, if one is instituted, by the Committee on Rules. 
TIncommon with my colleagues on the committee I deem it proper, how- 
ever, under all the circumstances, that an investigation should be had 
and the facts reported to the House. 

The gentleman has made an allusion which, although I did not fully 
comprehend it, was evidently intended by him as personal to myself. I 
have regretted exceedingly, Mr. Speaker, to be obliged to trouble the 
House with any question of this kind. it is an unwelcome duty that 
has been thrust upon me in connection with this matter. I repeat what 
Isaid upon another occasion—that if I sought an altercation with any 
gentleman on this floor I think I should select some other than the Rep- 
resentative from Missouri. I think, Mr. Speaker, I should select game 
worthy of the candle. If I understand the character of the expres- 

Mr.DANIEL. Mr.Speaker, [rise toa pointof order. Iask whether 
the gentleman’s language is parliamentary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that these personal allusions are 
all out of order whenever the point is made. 

Mr. LOWRY. I beg to ask my friend from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
whether he heard the remark of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir, I did not; my suggestion is made without 
reference to anything which may have been said by any one else. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if a point of order had 
been made upon any personal allusion of the gentleman from Missouri 
the Chair would undoubtedly have sustained the point. The question 
before the House is not a personal matter, but a matter affecting the 
House itself. 

Mr. LOWRY. I deem it due to myself and the House to withdraw 
anything that I may have uttered which may be regarded as in the 


least — unparliamentary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. LOWRY. Recurring again, however, to the personal allusion of 
the from Missouri, as to which he was not called to order by 
the gentleman from Virginia (nor did I myself deem it important to 
doso), I have only to say that the language which has fallen from him 
is characteristic, I apprehend, of those who are in the habit of associ- 

with accustomed to the use of such expressions. 
GLO Mr. Speaker-—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana{ Mr. Lowry] isstill 

entitled to the floor. 


Mr. GLOVER. Is the gentleman completely done? 

Mr. LOWRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I feel that some apology is due to 
the House for occupying so much time as has been occupied with this 
matter. There are some gentlemen who seem to be irrepressible in 
their pursuit of those against whom they entertain feelings of personal 
There are others who are irrepressible in the way of being con- 
doing mischief upon all possible occasions. There has beena 

given of acharacter of this kind, to the effect that he was like 
a flea, a fly, and a flitch of bacon: Like a flea, he was on everybody’s 
back; likea fly, he wasin everybody’s broth; and like a flitch of bacon, 
he would never have his deserts until he was hung up. I regret to say 
there are some gentlemen who have membership in this House who, I 

ye ne tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR]. 
HEMPHILL. I call the previous question on this resolution. 


F 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6983 


I will state, Mr. Speaker, that on Monday last the House by unanimous 
consent set apart this day for business of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. We have a great many matters of importance to attend 





| to, and as these pefsonal explanations have been made on both sides I 


trust that this matter may be brought to a close. 
Mr. GLOVER. There are four minutes of my time remaining. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] demands the previous question. The gentleman from Missouri 


| reserved four minutes of his time, but any gentleman who has the floor 


in his own right can call the previous question at any time. 

Mr. GLOVER (while the Speaker was proceeding to put the ques- 
tion on ordering the previous question). I merely desire, in closing 
this matter, to say I agree with the gentleman from Indiana that the 
next time he starts out on this tack he will select somebody c}se as the 
object of it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I hope the House will vote that down. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] asks to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 59. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 41 (more than one-fifth) voting therefor. 

Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. ZAcu. TAYLOR were appointed tellers. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Iask, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent 
to offer an amendment, which will, I think, excite no debate. I will 
then withdraw my objection to ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question might be ordered if the 
amendment is to come in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KING. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Have the proposed amendment read. 

Mr. BLAND. Let it be read. It is a proper amendment to the 
pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Clerk will read it. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I move by unanimous consent the following 
amendment to the pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it, after which the Chair will 
ask for unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding: 

“Resolved further, That that portion of the ConGREsstonaL Recorp of date July 
14, 1886, beginning with, and including, first line on top of right-hand column, 
page 7217, and ending with the line preceding the line on page 7218 which reads: 
*The previous question was ordered upon the adoption of the report,’ near the 
middle of the right-hand column, page 7218, shall be expunged.” 

Mr. GLOVER. I object, as that is the matter to be investigated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects, and the 
amendment is not before the House. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I withdraw my objection to ordering the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it and the previous question is or- 
dered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. LOWRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON CABLE BAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Under instructions of the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, I propose to take up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company ot 
the District of Columbia; and I therefore move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar for the purpose of taking it up for consideration; and pending 
that motion I move that all general debate be closed in one minute 
after its consideration has been resumed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Has the committee reported it favorably 
or adversely? 

Mr. COBB. I move the time be extended to two hours. 

The SPEAKER. One ata time. 

Mr. COBB. ‘This is an important bill and ought not to be consid- 
ered hastily. 

The SPEAKER. The’gentleman from Indiana moves to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina to extend the general 
debate to two hours. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to make a siatement by unanimous 
consent. I know this is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to the motion of the gentleman from South Criro- 
lina to extend the general debate to two hours. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 95. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. Cons and Mr. HEMPHILL were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 133. 
So Mr. Cope’s amendment was rejected. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to make a 
simple personal explanation. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would have made no point of order in reference to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry], when he was speaking, if 
I had been aware previous personalities had been indulged in. 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to close general debate on the bill (H. R. 8976) 
to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion to go into committee; and it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia, and by order of the House all general de- 
bate is closed in one minute. 

Mr.HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, this bill was fully discussed by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], who had itin charge and ex- 
plained its provisions to the House, a few weeks ago, and was replied 
to by the gentleman from West Virginia [MrGrason]. I donot think 
it is important to discuss it here again in a general way, and as thebill 
will be read by sections and certain amendments offered, it will give 
every opportunity for gentlemen to express their views upon it. I 
move, therefore, that the bill now be read by sections for debate and 
amendments. 


The first section of the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That William M. Galt, Albert W. Fletcher, Charles Payson, 
lawrence Gardner, James E. Fitch, William Dickson, Charles J. Bell, William 
W. Dudley, A. T. Britton. O.G. Staples, E. K. Johnson, and B. H. Warner, all of 
Washington, D. C.; William Hanway, of Maryland; John R. Read, of Phila- 
delphia; William Gladding, Charles E. Henry,and George M. Roads, of Penn- 
syivania; and John W. Hall, of Baltimore, and their associates, successors. 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, created a body co e under the 
name of the Washington Cable Railway Company of the ict of Columbia, 
with authority toconstruct and lay down a single or double track railway, with 
the necessary switches, turnouts, and other mechanical devices, in the 
of Columbia, through and along the following avenues and streets, with the 
privilege of entering the Capitol grounds under such restrictions as the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol may prescribe : Commencing at G and Twenty-seventh streets 
northwest, with a double track, along G street to Seventeenth st to Penn- 
sylvania avenue, along Pennsylvania avenue to Fifteenth street, along Fifteenth 
street to G street, along G street to Fourteenth street,along Fourteenth street 
to E street and Pennsylvania avenue, along E street to Sixth street, ——— 
street to C street, along C street to North Capitol enh ahane, North Capitol 
street to Bstreet northeast, along B street to Eleventh street n ; also com- 
mencing at G and Twenty-second streets northwest, with double track, along 
‘Twenty-second street to M street northwest, along M street, Rock Creek 
Bridge,to Twenty-ninth street, along Twenty-ninth street to N or Gay street, 
and with single track along N or Gay street to Fa or Thirty-fifth street, 
along weeny or Thirty-fifih street to U or Eighth street,along U or = 
street to High street, along High street to Stoddard or Q street, along 
or Q street to Twenty-ninth street, along Twenty-ninth street to N street, there 
aaa "ah conaie tondke al a El th street Te ctrvet avutheageh ohn 
nort wit ngle track, along Eleven to reet ng 
M street to Tenth street southeast, along Tenth street to B street northeast, con- 
necting with main line; also commencing at P and Water streets southw: 
with double track, along Water street to Twelfth street south west, along Twelfth 
street to the Boundary northwest; also commencing at Twelfth and B streets 
northwest, with double aS street to Sixth street northwest, along 
Sixth street to the junction of the nea ane Sees a eS ae, 
with single track, to Eighteenth street northwest, along Eighteenth street to S 
street, along S street to Sixth street northwest, there conn with double 
track; also commencing at junction of G and Eighteenth the main 


line, Eighteenth street to T northwest, there with single 
tonela nicoainmennaianal iiaiiaeenanl Moteosta, with adeukiotenek., 
M street to Twenty-second street, the Twenty 


street line: Provided, That wherever the foregoing route or routes may coincide 
with the route or routes of any other duly incorporated street-railway company 
in the District of Columbia, but one set of tracks shall be used by both companies, 
which are hereby authorized and empowered to use such tracks in common, 
upon such fair and equitable terms as may be agreed upon by said companies; 
and in the event the said companies fail to agree upon equitable terms, either 
Colusntn: Shige thenll poavths Ke pauper todion beam hamiine of Ui gaeente 
Columbia, which s) prov or p an n- 
terested, and shall have power to dobermans the terms and eee 
which and the regulations under which the company incorporated 1 
be entitled so to use and enjoy the track of such other company 
and the amount and manner of compensation to bg paid therefor: And 
further, That neither of the companies using such track in common ibe 
mitted to make the track so used in common the or stopping: 
place to await . aren, aon ne auly Se Fd. — for 
nary passage of their cars, w e ordinary up dropping 
padi rs; but that this shall not apply to or interfere with any station already 
establi on any existing line; that said corporation boautinatenl ond em- 
powered to propel its cars by cable-power over the line of any other road or 
roads which may be in alignment with and upon such streets oo covered 
by the route or routes as prescribed in this act, in accordance the condi- 
tions hereinabove contained; and that this shall construct and re- 
pair such postions of Ap sual os me do.naen line or route or routes of any 
er road th i of any with any company 
whose line of road is thus used, such disagreement may be determined sum- 


marily upon the ap ion of either road to any court in said District having 
competent jurisdiction. Said company shall receive a rate of fare not exceed- 
ing 5 cents per passenger for any distance between the termini of the main yaj!- 
way, or between the termini of either of said branch railways, or betweén 
either terminus of said main railway and the terminus of either of said branc}, 
railways. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government, and fur- 
ther insisted on its disagreement to certain amendments; and asked a 
conference with the House on said amendments. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In line %, after the word “ railways,” add : 

“And Si r, That in case of the construction of said railway along 
any of the streets above named, such railway shall either first obtain the con- 
sent of the owners of the property along and abutting upon such street or streets, 
or pay such owner or owners a just compensation for the injury or damage to said 
property accruing by reason of the construction of said railway along such 
street or streets, 

“The supreme court of the District of Columbia shall have jurisdiction to try 
and determine the question of such injury or ; and in determining such 
question and ascertaining the amount of compensation therefor, either party to 
such proceeding may have the same ascertained and determined by a jury as in 
common-law cases in said court.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I offer the following amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That if the construction of such road adds to the value of the 
Pr rty, that the owners thereof shall pay to said corporation a sum equa) to 
such increase. 

Mr. CURTIN. Before passing from that section I want to offer an 
amendment as to a change of route, and have read a communication 
bearing upon the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized for that pur- 

later on. At present two amendments are pending. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to offer a substitute for the amendment, if in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment and an amendment to 
the amendment pending. When the amendment has been perfected o 
substitute will be in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, when this subject was before the 
House the other day the question was asked the gentleman who had 

of it, Mr. HEARD, if any provision had been made in the bill 
looking to the protection of the property-owners along the line of the 
roposed road as indicated in the amendment I have sent to the Clerk. 
He said no provision of that kind was in the bill, and justified that po- 
sition by stating in his remarks to the House that the property-owners 
to the number of several thousand along the eet route had given 
their consent to the construction of this road. Now, if the property-own- 
ers along the line of the road have given their consent to its construc- 
tion, and have no desire to ask any damages, no harm is done by the 
adoption of the amendment, but any person who has not given his con- 
sent and whose is damaged should have the right to recover 
a just compensation for such 

Any person, Mr. Chairman, who had experience with railroads in 
general, or with street railroads in particular, I care not whether they 
be of the character of this proposed road or the ordinary horse street 
railways, knows that they do injure certain kinds of property along 
their lines. In abroad street like Pennsylvania avenue, with business 
houses on either side of it, perhaps no direct injury would result from 
the construction of the road. But anybody whose attention has been 
drawn to the subject knows that if a street is narrow, and a resi- 
dence street, a road of this character will materially damage prop- 
erty along its line. Now, Isee by an examination of the plan proposed 
by the incorporators of this road that it is designed to go along many 
where the width of the roadway does not exceed 30 feet between 
They propose still further, Mr. Chairman, to build a double 
many of the streets, and that track will absorb over 15 feet 
n in the middle of the street. It does not require 
uch of mathematical knowledge to determine the fact that upon 

the construction of such a double-track 

will there be room for a carriage or vehicle to 
stand in front of a residence along such street. 

is setae eens in the protection of public and 

private property than in granting franchises to corporations of this kind 

an amendment of the character I have 

offered. In the discussion of this question the other day the gentleman 

who had charge of the bill to think it was a contest between 

the horse-railroads now existing and that which is proposed to be built. 
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So far as I am concerned, sir, I am not interested directly or indirectly 
in the present nor am I interested in the proposed one; but 
I believe just what every text-book that has ever treated of private cor- 
porations states, that the granting of these franchises is not for the in- 
dividual benefit of private incorporators, but the primary and great 
object is the benefit of the public. 

The gentlemen who are demanding this bill and are eager for the es- 
tablishment of this proposed road seem to forget there is a public. 
They seem to forget that the property-owners in the city of Washing- 
ton Lave some rights which should be protected in this case. They 
seem to think that all that is necessary is for Congress to vote a fran- 
chise. And the moment it both Houses of Congress and is signed 
by the President it is worth a million dollars, and that, too, without 
the expenditure of a cent in the actual construction of the road by the 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the gentleman know of the con- 
dition he — having been annexed to any charter of this kind in 
any city in the past, in New York, Chicago, Cincinnati, or any- 
where else? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am glad of the opportunity of answering the gen- 
tleman from Indina. At common law the rights I propose to protect 
by this amendment are ignored, and the reason is because these corpo- 
rations and the class of rights proposed in this bill were unknown at 
the time of the adoption of the common law in this country. But I 
will state for the information of the gentleman from Indiana that so 
great is the evil I to provide against in this amendment, and so 
great had it grown in the Stateof Illinois, that;in 1870 when the people 
sent their to the capital of the State to draught a new consti- 
tution one of the important things placed in the constitution was the 
right which is contemplated in the amendment I have submitted. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. This bill comes before the House asking for great fran- 
chises which are perpetual. The tendency of the construction of this 
line of street railway will be to injure property-holders along its road, 
no matter whether corporate or individual property-holders. This fran- 
chise is a valuable one. It is sought by the gentlemen whose names 
appear in the bill for the purpose of accumulating large wealth in the 
future. I believe the spirit of the amendment is right and proper. 
This House ought never in my judgment to pass a bill to grant such 
rights and franchises as are provided in this bill without requiring the 

ion to compensate those who are injured by the construction of 
t road. It may be contended that the construction of this line of 
street railway will be of service to the public. That maybe true. It 
may be a great convenience to the public. But these gentlemen who 
come here and ask this franchise are not asking it in the interest of the 
public. They are asking it in their own interest. Their object is to 
accumulate large wealth out of this charter; and they will probably do 
so in the future. Why, then, should they not be compelled to compen- 
sate the property-holders along their line where the construction of the 
road injures private property? To say it will not injure private prop- 
erty is to say what no one can believe. It will injure property. 

I have here a remonstrance, coming, as I am informed, from every 
property-holder along one of the streets to be traversed by this railway 
against its construction. But I gofurther. I insist that incorporators 
under such circumstances as these ought to be required to compensate 
the public or to pay to the public for their franchise what it is reason- 
ably worth. Ifwe t these fi ises to these men we give them 
in perpetuity what will be worth millions tothem. It builds upa mo- 
nopoly that we ought not by legislation to encourage. We ought on 
the other hand to discourage as far as practicable for the public good 
the accumulation of large wealth in the hands of a few; and one way 
by which we can prevent the accumulation of vast wealth is, when we 
grant ike this, to require corporators to return to the public 
a portion of the value of their franchise. I will, at the proper time, 
offer an amendment requiring these corporators to doso. It may be 

as a new thing in legislation of this character, but I submit 
it is the only way in which we can prevent great monopolies, not only 
of power, but of money, in this country. When we grant to a body of 
men a franchise which will result ultimately in the accumulation of 
capital by them, we should require them to return to the public some of 
the value of the great franchise we grant them, so as to prevent them 
from accumulating vast wealth, enabling them to control and domineer 
over coiinens This is one of the cases, I think, where such a provis- 
ion is and proper. These men ought not to have this great fran- 
chise without compensating the public in some way or other. They 
should also be a to compensate the property-holders for injuries 


sustain, as the amendment provides. 
the hammer fell. } 
O'NEILL, of Missouri. Concerning the question of compensat- 


ing the owners of property along the line of this proposed road, I wish 
to say that the effect of this amendment if adopted is to kill this bill. 
The experience of cable roads in every city where they now exist is 
instead of being a detriment they are a benefit to the property ad- 


that 
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joining their lines. This fight against any competitor prevails in all 


the large cities. I have seen it in my own city. 

I was a member of the municipal assembly there for four years, and 
I never knew of any case where a new company proposed to come in 
and compete with an old one, whether it was a competing gas company 
or a competing railway company, that the same miserable makeshift 
objections were not raised against it. The plain question is, Will you 
allow this new line of railway to come in and compete with the pres- 
ent monopoly which controls the streets of this city? 

I have seen all the cable roads from New York to California, and in 
every instance they give better service than the horse railroads. They 
remove a nuisance from the streets; they guarantee unimpeded travel; 
they preserve the streets from wear; they give more rapid transit; 
they are in the line of the improvements of to-day, and the man who 
now stands up and opposes the cable road places himself in the same 
position as those who opposed the original introduction of railroads. 
It is the moss-back, reactionary element, which gets in the way of prog- 
ress of every kind, whether it is a cable road, electricity, or anything 
else suggested by the growth of intelligence. I hope this amendment 
will be voted on, and that the House will stand up for this bill and 

it. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. Hopkins. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman from 
Missouri I wish to say that this amendment is not offered in the in- 
terest of the existing railroad, that it is not offered in hostility to the 
incorporators of the proposed cable road; it is designed simply for the 
protection of the property-owners along the line of the proposed road. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, if you will restore me the time. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Missouri. Does the gentleman imagine that these 
railroads are built solely for the convenience of the property-owuers 
along their route? They are for the benefit of the general public. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, the only reason they ask 
the House to grant them this privilege is because Congress can exercise 
the right of eminent domain. That right as it is set forth in the law 
books and generally understood is to be used for the benefit of the 
public and not for the benefit of private incorporators, and I defy the 
gentleman to show where the right of eminent demain is exercised in 
any State for purposes like this without a provision to protect the rights 
of the property-owners whose property is injured by reason of the public 
improvement. Now, that is just what my amendment contemplates. 

If this proposed road is constructed along any of the streets that are 
dedicated to private residences, and those residences are injured or 


damaged in any way by reason thereof, then this amendment provides 


for the impaneling of a jury and the determination of the question of 


damages, just as would be done in a case where a person is injured and 
sues for personal damages. No man, as it seems to me, can deny the 
justice and equity of this amendment. 


Mr. PAYSON. I hope my colleague, in the time that I have given 
him, will explain to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] what 
is the constitutional provision in our own State with reference to this 
question. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I donot understand, Mr. Chairman, that 
the constitution of Illinois applies to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, but the gentleman from Indiana challenged my 
colleague to show any instance where any such provision was made for 
the protection of the property-owners. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I challenged him to show an instance 
where such a condition was made a part of the charter. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this is a constitutional provision. Every cor- 
poration organized in that State is of course subject to that constitu- 
tional provision, and therefore it applies to every city and town in the 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Indiana 
{ Mr. BRowNE] on that branch of the case that in 1870, so great had 
grown the evil in the State of Illinois from the granting of charters to 
railroads and street railroads without some such provision as is con- 
tained in this amendment, that the people of the State arose in their 
might and demanded protection, and when we adopted our new con- 
stitution we included in it a provision making it a part of the organic 
law of the State that where private property is taken or damaged by rea- 
son of any public improvementof the character contemplated in this bill 
just compensation shall be made to the owners of the property. The 
gentleman from Indiana asks why this provision in the constitution of 
the State of Illinois should have any bearing upon the discussion of the 
question here. For the reason, sir, that there is no provision in the 
Constitution of the United States for the protection of property-owners 
in the District of Columbia, and the only way in which a man’s rights 
can be protected where his property is taken or injured by the construc- 
tion of a road such as is proposed is by the adoption of an amendment 
of this character. In the city of Chicago the street railways are con- 
structed subject to this condition, and so with the railways in every 
city throughout the State. 

Mr. ROWELL. I wish to ask my colleague if he means to state that 
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in Illinois it is madea condition precedent to granting authority for the 
laying down of a street railway that the parties shall go on and ascer- 
tain the damages to property where no part of the property is taken’ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman is mistaken. That is not a part of 
the law, and there never was such a law. Bat you may recover dam- 
ages, not as a condition precedent, but by filing a bill showing dam- 
ages. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The provision of the Constitution is that private 
property shall not be taken or wmaged for public use without just 
compensation; and the courts c* Illinois have uniformly held that the 
compensation must be determined and paid before the private prop- 
erty is taken for public use. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I confess that I do not 
understand why this charter is to be embarrassed by this extraordi- 
nary provision. I assert that in this shape it is extraordinary. At 
comn.:on law the power of the common councils of towns and cities over 
the public streets was plenary. They might direct any character of im- 
provement, and it could not work injury to the property-holder for 
which he could claim damages. That was the common law. It has 
been so adjudged by almost every court in the Union. But that rule, 
while it was a good one, while there should have been no innovation 
upon itso far as concerns the streets, has been by legislation in some 
tieular localities somewhat qualified. For instance, in the State of Ili- 
nois if the improvement works actual damage a suit may be instituted 
by the property-holder and recovery had. But how is it here? You 
propose, as I understand this amendment, to provide as a condition pre- 
cedent to the right of the corporation to occupy the street that there 
shall be an assessment and paymentofdamages. That is extraordinary. 
I might have, perhaps, less objection to it if it simply permitted the 
property-holder to institute suit in case actual damage had been com- 
mitted by the construction of the road. But why make this a condi- 
tion precedent? 

This city is checkered all over with the tracks of your bob-tail horse- 
cars, in which @ man pays 5 cents for standing up and having his corns 
tramped on the whole distance he may desire to ride. 

Ir. MILLIKEN. And travels at the rate of 3 miles an hour. 

Ir. BROWNE, of Indiana. And when we propose to provide some 
measure of convenience for the traveling public to relieve them from 
this iniquitous imposition, we are asked to embarrass the measure by 
requiring all kinds of damages in advance of a corporation that may 
seek to invest its capital not only for the profit of the investors, but 
for the convenience of the people. 

The city of Washington is not like other citiesof the United States— 
New York, Cincinnati, Chicago, &e. Here the people of the United 
States pay one-half of the expense of these street improvements. Your 
constituency and mine pay their proportion; and, sofaras Iam concerned, 
I intend that when my constituents come here they shall be permitted 
to ride in some kind of vehicle which affords convenience and accommo- 
dation. They help to pay for this opportunity, and I intend they shall 
have it. 

These horse-car tracks encumber the streets all over; the companies 
tear up these nice pavements and put down stones, over which the cars 
rattle and clatter day and night; and their roads are almost impassable 
to vehicles that want to pass from one side of the street to the other. 
The noise on these roads keeps people awake a large part of the night. 
And yet when we propose to construct a road which shall be convenient, 
which shall not interrupt the passage of the streets by vehicles, which 
shall not cause these nightly disturbances, there are certain gentlemen 
here who say it shall not be done. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, it seem to me we have hagl suffi- 
cient discussion on this question. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of limiting debate on thissection and on amendments thereto 
to one minute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman first ask unanimous 
consent to limit debate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well; I will ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would like to have a few minutes to oppose the 
amendment, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hemr- 
HILL] asks unanimous consent to limit debate upon the section and 
amendments thereto to one minute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will that cut off debate on other amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not cut off the offering of other amend- 
ments, but will cut off debate on them. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of limiting debate. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 90, noes 17. 

Mr. COBB. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is not required upon a motion that 
the committee rise. The motion is agreed to 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before the committee rises I want to make 
a suggestion. 


The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order, the committee having (lo. 
termined to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WELLBORN having take 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole, having had under consideration the bill (1, 
R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to coy 
tinue the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled 
‘‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of tho 
Government.”’ 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of House bill No. 8976 
and pending that motion I move that all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the first section of the bill and all amendments thereto bh. 
limited to ten minutes. On this motion I call for the previous qucs- 
tion. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to extend the time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is demanded 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, thero 
were—ayes 108, noes 5. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. SOWDEN were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. BROWNE, or Indiana. We may as well have the yeas and nays: 
it will prevent confusion. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] Gentlemen on the 
other side intend to filibuster. 

Several MEmBers (to Mr. Browne, of Indiana). Withdraw the 
call. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 160, noes 4. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on Mr. Hemr- 
HILL’s motion that all debate on the first section of the bill and al! 
amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. HEMPHILL’sS motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar for the purpose of further considering the bill (H. R. 8976) to 
incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COBB demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 5. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. Copp and Mr. 
HEMPHILL. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 159, noes 6. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whiolc 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of tlic 
bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia; and by order of the House all debate 
on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto will be closed in 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If I am recognized, Mr. Chairman, I will yield 
for five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, if the construction of this road sll! 
result in damaging property along the line of the road, that damage |; 
to be paid for by the railroad company for whose benefit this act of in- 
corporation is to be passed, or it will have to be paid out of the Trea: 
ury of the United States as grotving out of the action of the Govern- 
ment. 

I do not know whether that claim could be enforced in strict law 
against the Government, but ultimately it would be enforced, and the 
Government would have to pay the damage. 

Taking this view of the matter, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me only 
right theamendment proposed should be adopted. My view is, if th« 
is the true construction, that along the road as built the Governme ' 
should be held liable for damages done there; every house along tc 
line of it would consider itself damaged, and the people of the coun':y 
at large would be asked to pay thatdamage. If the railroad mee: y 
had to pay the damage, and was here to contend against the local |: 
terests and get all the money it could, it would see to it that no dam 
age should be recovered unless actual damage had been inflicted in t! 
construction of the road. 

I would, Mr. Chairman, if I had framed the amendment, make 
addition to it, that the enhanced value of the property by reason o! the 
construction of the road should be an offset against any damage wlic!) 
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might acerue by the construction of the road. This, I take it, any 
court would do at all events. 

The question isasimple one. I am not saying that any property 
will be damaged. It may be that no property will be damaged, but 
the property along the line of the road which is enhanced in value 
more than it is damaged should be compelled to pay for the damage 
to the extent which it has been enhanced in value. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only have five minutes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If it is right to pay damages for property which 
has been injured, should not the property which has been bettered pay 
for that betterment ? 

Mr. REAGAN. That is going a little farther than any law I know 
of. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. We have such laws. 

Mr. REAGAN. There may be such laws. 

Mr. BRUMM. [I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a question. 
Mr. REAGAN. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is it not true, as a principle of law, that property 
necessarily on streets is subject to any change which may be made even 
to vacating the streets without being subject for damages? 

Mr. REAGAN. I could not undertake to say that. 

Mr. tape Is not that the law? 

Mr. GAN. It raises a question of law, of course. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to guard the Treasury against a raid upon it by all 
property-holders along the line of this road when it is constructed. 
There is no way to guard the Treasury against that raid but by this 
amendment. If the amendment is agreed to and put upon the bill, 
then the railroad company will take care that no damages are recov- 
ered against it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a disposition on the 

of some members of the committee to wander away from the law 
of this case or the law which is applicable to it. I confess I may be 
myself in the same error that some gentlemen on this side of the House 
are in; but I doubt it. 

The rule of damages and liability to pay damages I do not think has 
been correctly stated, for the reason that there has been no distinction 
made in the cases. In all cases where the public have only an ease- 
ment for a highway, and the lands abutting upon the highway own the 
fee of the , if an additional servitude be imposed upon the high- 
way, the lot owners upon either side have a claim for damage. Butif 
the fee of the highway is in the public, then no damage arises for any 
use of that highway to the lot-owner upon either side of it. That I be- 
lieve to be the law. 

To make it applicable in the District of Columbia the fee of the road- 
way exists in the Government. 

The lot-owner abuts upon the Government's land, which is the strip 
over which the highway runs; and therefore the use of that highway 
creates no claim for damage upon the part of the lot-owner abutting 
upon the highway. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it a fact that the fee here is in the Government ? 

Mr. BRAGG. That is a fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. For that would settle the whole question in contro- 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is the claim, anyway. 

Mr. BRAGG. We are proposing by this amendment to change the 
rule of damages entirely, and to make the rule applicable toa corpora- 
tion which seeks to come here for the purpose of giving to the public 
better facilities than they have for transportation about the city. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion. Was this rule applied to the present corporation that now run 
their horse-cars on the strects of the city and give about the worst 
service in the country ? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. It has never been applied to any of them, 
and there is no reason why there should be a distinction here for the 
purpose of enting new and better facilities to the public, and by 
preventing it keep alive the old monopolies, which furnish their bob- 
tail cars in the summer with a 3-cent fare until they succeed in run- 
ana opposition, and as soon as they do run it off go back again to 

cen 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment of the 

from Illinois [Mr. HorKkrxs] ought not to be agreed to by 
House. I concur with the statement of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin just made, and I add to it this proposition, that it makes nosort 
of difference, so far as justice to the le along the line of these 
streets is concerned, whether the fee of the street is in the public or in 
s -owners, subject to the paramount easement of the public 

a ° 
Mr. . The fee is in the public. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That makes stronger the case in behalfof the 
negative of this proposition. But in either event there is no danger 


that there will be a failure of justice if this amendment is not adopted; 
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and there is a certainty that there will be a failure of justice beyond 
any doubt if it is agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the amendmentis not adopted what remedy has 
the property-holder ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lam coming to that. That is the whole ques- 
tion. In the State of New York this question has been litigated. The 
gentleman from Illinois is greatly mistaken when he supposes that the 
common law does not apply to a creature which was not in existence 
when the common law was adopted in this country. My friend him- 
self was not in existence at that time, and yet nearly ali of the rights 
that he has come to him under the common law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that the supreme 
courts of Ohio and Illinois have so decided? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know that they decided exactly the reverse 
in Ohio. As to what may have been decided by the supreme court of 
Illinois I have no knowledge. I am talking of the common-law prin- 
ciple which gives the property-owner the right to recover damages for 
any injury to his property independent of a statute. Now the court of 
appeals in New York, in an exactly similar case, held that the property- 
owners all along the line traversed by the elevated roads had a right, 
notwithstanding the lapse of time and the bar of the statute, to recover 
damages under the common law for the ordinary injury done to their 
property by the construction of the roads; and that right is beyond all 
question reserved to the people along the line of these streets. There- 
fore I think the amendment is well calculated only to hinder the bill 
and damageits passage. Itis not required in the interest of the public. 
I want to say further that the public are interested in these streets. 
Theyown them. The paramount right to the occupation of them is in 
the public, and the public has a right to make such use as it sees fit to 
do, saving always the right to the property-owners to recover damages 
for the occupation of their property by act of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the common law is as you state, what harm is 
there in adopting the amendment I offer, which is a re-enactment, ac- 
cording to your own statement, of the common-law docrine? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For the reason, as has been already stated, that 
these are speculative damages. They are damages that can not be as- 
certained before this corporation goes into the occupation of the streets. 
It is simply impossible that any jury can estimate the damage to the 
property by the mere presence in the street of a traction railroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on the pending section and 
amendment thereto has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to withdraw my amendment 
to enable the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] to substitute an- 
other in its place. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to offer as a subsiitute for the 
pending amendment the provision which is in the Chicago ordinanee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 insert the following 

** And said company shall be liable for all damages to the owners of property 
abutting upon roads, streets, highways, or public property upon or over which 
its said road is to be constructed which said owners may sustain by reason of 
the location, construction, or operation of said company’s road.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is this proposed as an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], or asa 
substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. ApAms] said 
he desired to offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. Hopkins addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the substitute be read again. Owing to 
the confusion in the Hall it was not distinctly heard 

The proposed substitute was again read. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. May I ask that the original amendment 
be read? I may have misunderstood the scope of it. 

The amendment of Mr. Hopkins was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAmMs] for the amendment offered by 
his colleague [Mr. HopKrns]. 

Mr. EVERHART. Is an amendment to the substitute in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question being taken on the substitute, there were—ayes 19, 
noes 41. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point tellers. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Is it in order for me to withdraw my 
amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection it can be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I withdraw the substitute in order to save 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HorKrns]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 33, noes 66. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL]. 





ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


The committee informally rose, and the 8 er resumed the chair. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.”’ 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY. 


‘The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 102. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CURTIN: I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
with a memorandum attached assigning the reasons for it. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend section 1 as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 19 to 37 inclusive,on page 2, and lines 38 to 55, and to 
and including word “ line,”’ in line 55 inclusive, on page 3, and insertas follows : 

Commencing at the corner of Eleventh and M street southeast, thence along 
Eleventh to B street northeast; thence along B to Tenth street northeast ; thence 
along Tenth to M street southeast ; thence along M to Eleventh southeast, with 
a single track. 

Also, from Tenth street northeast’ along B to North Capitol street; thence 
along North Capitol to C street northwest; thence along C to First street, with 
double track; along G street to Market Space, with single track; also along 
Indiana avenue from First street to Louisiana avenue; thence along Louisiana 
avenue to Market Space, with a single track along Market Space to Eighth 
street northwest; along Eighth to E street ; thence along E to Fourteenth street 
northwest; thence along Fourteenth to G street; thence along G to Fifteenth 
street; thence along Fi nth street to ay avenue; thence alon 
Pennsylvania avenue to Seventeenth street; thence along Seventeenth to G 
street; thence along G to Twenty-second street northwest, with double track ; 
thence along Twenty-second to M street, and along M to Twenty-fourth street, 
and along Twenty-fourth to Gstreet, and along Gto ee street, with 
single track. Also, along M from Twenty-fourth street northwest, crossing Rock 
Creek Brtige to Twenty-ninth street; eee to N, or Gay street, 
with double track, and along N or Gay to Fayette or Thirty-fifth street; a 
Fayette or arr to T or Seventh street; along T or Seventh street to 
street; elong High to Stoddart or Q street; along Stoddart or 
ninth street; along Twenty-ninth to N or Gay street, with a single track, with 
privilege of extending said line with double track from the corner of T or 
Seventh street, and Thirty-fifth or Fayette street, along the prolongation of said 
T street, called the New Cut road to Conduit road,and along Conduit road to 
to the District line. 

Also, commencing at P and Water street southwest; along Water to Twelfth 
street; along Twelth to B street northwest, with a double track. 

Also, along Twelfth from B street northwest, to the Boundary; thence along 
Boundary to Thirteenth street; thence along Thirteenth to B street northwest; 
thence along B to Twelfth street, with a single track, with privilege of extend- 
ing with double track along Thirteenth street beyond Boundary to Whitney 
avenue and Soldier's Home, with double track. 

Also, commencing at Twe and B northwest ; along B to Sixth street; along 
Sixth toG st northwest, with double track. 

Also, alon¥ Sixth toS street; to Eighteenth ; along Eighteenth to T street ; along 
T to Sixth street and Boun ; along Boun to street northwest ; along 
Fifth to G street, and along G to Sixth street, with a single track. 


The Clerk read the following memorandum accompanying the amend- 
ment: 


The changes to be effected by this amendment are as follows: 

1. The double track on G street northwest from Twenty-seventh street to 
Twenty-fourth street is taken off. 

2. The double track on E street from Eighth street to Sixth street is taken off. 

3. The double track on C street northwest is replaced by a single track as far 
as First street, 

4. The double track on Twenty-second street from G street to M street is re- 
placed by a single track. ; 

5. The single track 6n U or Eighth street, Georgetown, is taken up, and the 


single track put on T or Seventh street instead. 

6. The double track on Twelfth street northwest is pe a single track 
from B street to Boundary, and areturning single track on Thirteenth street 
from Boun to B street, _. privilege of extending out Thirteenth street 

ome. 


beyond Bou ry to Soldier's > 
7. The double track on hteenth street is taken off from G street to S street. 
: - Saas double track on M street from Eighteenth to Twenty-second street is 
a . 
9. A single track is laid on Indiana avenue and Louisiana avenue from First 
street to ket Space, and from Sixth street to Market Space on C street. 

10, The double track on Sixth street from G street to is yf 
a single track,and a single track is put on Fifth street from to 

treet. 
: 11, A single track is put on Twenty-fourth street from M street to G street. 
& These amendments take all double tracks off of streets less than 40 feet wide 
and take from the route as in the bill described about 3} miles of track. 

The amendment conforms exactly to the map exhibited 
offered to cure objections raised to the route as laid down 
the length of line and make it practicable in construction, 

Mr. GAY. I rise to inquire if it is in order to offer a motion to refer 
this amendment and the whole measure back to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia? This contemplates so greata in the route 
that I do not think we can understand it from merely hearing it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That might be done when the bill has been re- 
ported to the House; but such a motion is not in order in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The question being taken on Mr. CURTIN’s amendment, it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I send up 
to come in at the end of the section, after the word *‘ 


railways.”’ 
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twenty-five for $1.” 


thro 
after the word “line,” in line 55, insert these words: “The franch 


privileges, and franchises granted in th 
and on eachjst day of July thereafter, pay to the Treas 
to be used in the a of interest on the debt of the District of Columbia 
guaranteed by the United St 

said company : 
said sum for thirty days in any year after the same shall have become due, its 
collection may be enforced by the same remedies and processes as are provided 
for the collection of taxes in this act.” 


man from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo}. 
tute offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WrILson]. 


the Treasurer of the United 
pany received from the carryin 





an amendment 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the section the Ofewing: 
“And said companies shall sell tickets in packages of six for 25 cents and 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McADOO offered the following amendment : 


Page 1, strike out lines 3 to 12 inclusive, and all of line 13 down to the word 
“to,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “‘ The following shall be the route 
h which, in the District of Columbia, authority is hereby a. Also 

ay and 
operate this road shall, after due advertisement of not less than ten days, in at 
least two daily newspapers published in the city of Washington, be sold by the 
district commissioners cf the District of Columbia to the highest bidder, and 
the money obtained therefrom turned into the United States Treas for the 
benefit of the District of Columbia, and the successful bidder shall take the name 
of The Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia, on {j!- 
ing a certificate of incorporation in the office of the clerk of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon this paragraph. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for the 


amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo]. 


The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

Amend section 1 7 thereto, 

“And the said Cable Railway Company, for and in consideration of the rights, 
is act, shall, onjthe Ist day of July, 158s, 

urer of United States, 


ates, the sum of 5 per cent. of the gross receipts of 
Provided, also,,That if default be made in the payment of the 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, can the committee, by unanimous 


consent, allow me five minutes? 


Mr. BRUMM. order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the gentle- 
The question is on the substi- 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 27, noes 67. 
Mr. WILSON. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 


the Chair — the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILson} 
and the gen 


eman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] to act as tellers. 
The committee again divided; and (the point of no quorum’ having 


been withdrawn) the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 100. 


So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for the 


amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 


The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


And provided further, That in consideration of the valuable franchise granted 
herein, the said railway com y shall, by its p r officers, quarterly pay to 
tes 20 per cent. of the gross receipts of the com- 
o pone during the preceding three 

or 


months, the money so paid to the urer he United States to be reserved 


as a fund with which to meet and pay the current expenses of the Disirict of 


Columbia. 
The question was taken; and the substitute was rejected—ayes 26, 


noes 59. 

Mr. HOLMAN offered an amendment as a substitute for the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my original amendment 
and the proposed substitute be both read, so that the committee may 
understand them oo 

The amendment offered by Mr. MCADOO was again read. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, in case that amendment should pass, 
would it not enable the present street railway company to buy up the 
franchise and thus defeat the building of this line entirely ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks thatis a matter of argument. 

Mr. McADOO. The amendment gives everybody a right to bid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] for the amendment of the 

on from New Jersey |[Mr. McApoo]. 

The Clerk 


was g to read the substitute when Mr. HoLMAN 


tem ily wi it, stating that this was not the proper point in 
the bill at which to offer it. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. McAp00, 
and the declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


chairman 

Mr. McADOO. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 6. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McADOO. Can I have a vote in the House on this amendment 
eo notice that I desire such a vote? 

The . The amendment would not be reported to the 
House unless it was adopted, and therefore no vote could be had upon 
it except by unanimous consent. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 61. 

Mr. McADOO. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The int being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair appoints the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo } and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to act as tellers. 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, 


88. 
a McADOO. I merely wanted to test the good faith of the House 
about this matter. I withdraw the demand for a further count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand for a further count being with- 
drawn, the amendment is rejected. The Chair may not have beensuf- 
ficiently explicit in response to the parliamentary inquiry made by the 
gentleman New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]a few moments ago. The 
Chair was correct in saying that there would be noreport of this amend- 
ment to the House unless it should be adopted; but the statement 
should have been added that if in the House the previous question 
should not be ordered, the amendment might be again offered and a 





vote obtained upon it. But no such right would exist on the basis of 
any proceedings in Committee of the Whole unless the amendment 


were reported from the Committee of the Whole to the House as hav- 
ing been adopted. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of laying aside this bill and going on with other business of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that in the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia the question of the consideration of 
this bill in the House was taken up, and on motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScRANTON], who now makes this motion, it 
was agreed that the bill should be brought before the House in order 
that we might test the probability of its passage. We have not yet 
gone through with the first section, and there are twenty-two sections 
in the bill. We have about two hours and a quarter of the day re- 
maining; and it is the opinion of those members of the committee with 
whom I have consulted that it is impossible to get the bill through to- 
day. 

Mr. BRUMM. Can we not extend the time for adjournment ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We can not do it under the order of the House. 
There are many other bills which we think will not create any discus- 
sion, and which it is important should be passed, a number of them | 
having come from the Senate. We do not expect to have another day 
assigned for the consideration of District business, and therefore if we 
consume the whole of to-day upon the pending bill without any possi- 
bility of-its passage the time will have been absolutely wasted. There- 
fore I concur most heartily in the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SCRANTON] that, having given this question a fair 
test and having seen that we can not pass the bill, it is proper to ask 
the House to lay it aside in order to take up some other matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be a question for the House after the 
report of the Committee of the Whole shall be made. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScRANTON] | 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
what bills he proposes to take up if the House should agree to the 
present request. 

Mr. HIESTAND. I object to any inquiry of that kind. 

Mr. GROUT. The idea of fighting this bill in order to fight another 
is wholly unfair. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When the gentleman assumes that, his assumption 
is entirely uitous. 

Mr. G . I do not assume it. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ScRANTON that the 
committee rise, there were—ayes 61, noes 76. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call for tellers. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were 31 voting in 
the affirmative—not a sufficient number; and tellers were not ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Committee of the Whole refuses to rise. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. —. Before the said company shall be permitted to construct any part of 
said the President of the United States shall nt a commission of five 
persons, three of whom shall be officers in the Corps of Engineers of the Army, 
and shall include the Chief of neers, and two of whom shall be disinter- 
ested appointed from civil life, whose duty it shal! be to examine into 
the and eer of untae street railways in the city of Wash- 

8 , and shall report their conclusions in that 
to the Secretary of the Interior. And said commission shall also report 
ue of the franchise created by this act, if they shall re- 


and practicability of said system as applicable to the 
of Washington, and the effect of use of the road on the proposed 


said 

lines oe . And the said company shall within six months pay 
into the reas the United States the sum so fixed as the value of the fran- 
ehise. Ifsaid company shall fail to pay said sum within the time aforesaid the 
franchise hereby created shall be deemed to be forfeited, and shall thereafter, 
for forfeiture, be deemed to be null and void; and no 
constructed 


until a report favorable to the utility and 
practicability of said system has been made. Nor shall any obligation be cre- 


ated by said ntil said money is fully paid. Nor shall any part of said 
road be constructed if said report chal chow that the injury to private property 
exceeds the value of the franchise. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What 
is now the ition of this question? Is this the only amendment 


? 
MTs CHAIRMAN. This is the only amendment pending. 


Mr. PARKER. I raise the point that this is not an amendment to 
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the pending section, but an additional section, to come in somewhere 
else—naturally at the end. 

Mr.OWEN. That is correct; theamendment is called ‘Section —.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. It could be inserted as section 2. 

Mr. PARKER. But we are not yet through with section 1; and 
therefore this is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
in order. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for that purpose. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp} will be 
withheld for the present. 

Mr. PARKER. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘5,”’ 
of section 1, and inserting *‘4;”’ 
road to 4 cents. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. Is the amendment to the provision I asked to be put in 
the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is to the section as reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. COBB. What becomes of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to the text, and of course 
takes precedence. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it in order to move an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 move to strike out ‘‘4”’ and insert ‘*3.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not prepared an amendment; but I will 
make the suggestion of an amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. Regular order. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘That is to reserve the right to fix the rate of 
charge —— . 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand the regular order. Debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg pardon. I did not know that. 

The question recurred on Mr. DANIEL’S amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 62. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. Copp and Mr. DANIEL. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 
101. 

So Mr. DANIEL’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. PARKER’S amendment, to strike out 
5°’ and insert ‘'4.”’ 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 22. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. Copp and Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. PARKER. I trust the gentleman will not insist on his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON. I move the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing, and that motion is 
not in order. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 73, 
noes 59. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
quorum ? 

Mr. COBB. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the rule of the House, the 
committee finding itself without a quorum, the roll will be called. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 
Aiken, 


If there is no other amendment pending this is 


in line 91 
so as to reduce the rate of fare on this 


se 


Does the gentleman insist upon his point of no 


Dawson, Lore, Steele, 


Anderson, C. M, Dougherty, Louttit, Stone, E. F. 
Anderson, J. A. Elisberry, Lowry, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Arnot, Gallinger, McCreary, Storm, 
Barbour, Geddes, Miller, Taylor, E. B. 
Barksdale, Gibson, Eustace Nelson, Taylor, Zach. 
Barry, Gilfillan, Norwood, Thomas, J. R. 
Bayne, Green, W. J. 0’ Donnell, Thomas, 0. B 
Beach, Guenther, O’ Ferrall, Throckmorton, 
Belmont, Hale, O Hara, Tucker, 
Boyle, Hall, Phelps, Van Schaick, 
Breckinridge, VWCP.Hammond, Pidecock, Viele, 
Brown, ©. EF. Hanback, Ranney, Wade 
Buchanan, Heard, Reese, Wakefield, 
Caldwell, Henley, Robertson, Ward, J. EI. 
Campbell, Felix Howard, Rock well, Ward, T. B. 
Cannon, Johnston, J.T. Rogers, Warner, A. J. 
Caswell, Jones, J.T. Seney, Weaver, A.J. 
Cowles, Kelley, Sessions, Weaver, J.B. 
Cox, Laird, Snyder, Wheeler, 
Davenport. Landes, Spriggs, Wise. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Le Fevre, Springer, 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. McMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the 
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District of Columbia, and finding itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be called, and had directed him to report the name’ of the 
absentees to the House to be spread upon the Journal. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, 
that my colleague [ Mr. CowLxs] is detained at home by reason of 
sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered upon 
the Journal. From this report it appears that there are 89 members 
absent and 234 members present. Being more than a quorum, the 
committee will resume its sitting without a motion. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have a resolution which I would like to intro- 
duce at this time from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It could only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. The only business now in order is for the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to resume its sitting. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
short statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, there are a good many bills from the 
District Committee that are entirely unobjectionable and can be passed in 
ashort time. It isevident that the whole day will be wasted and noth- 
ing accomplished by going on with this bill; and I hope, in the inter- 
est of practical legislation, that the committee will rise and allow this 
bill to be postponed. 

I therefore move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask to be indulged by unanimous con- 
sent also to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the friends of this meas- 
ure have been willing at all times to vote upon all propositions to 
amend it and accept the results without calling at any time the ques- 
tion of aquorum. They are still willing todo this. The obstruction 
has come trom those who are neither willing to pass the bill as it is nor 
pass itin any other shape. ‘That is the fact—— 

Mr. COBB. That is not true with reference to the opposition of my- 
self. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Everybody who has observed these pro- 
ceedings knows that the opponents of the bill have exhausted the time 
and are neither willing to pass it as itis nor amend it. Now this is the 
question: 

If the committee should rise and proceed to go into the consideration 
of other business may not a half-dozen gentlemen obstruct their con- 
sideration, and is it not therefore in the interest of the proper and legit- 
imate exercise of the business of this House to see to it that members 
are present, a quorum, and that they shall vote upop the proposition ? 

There is no absence of a quorum here, but there is simply an indis- 
position on the part of gentlemen to vete upon propositions and ques- 
tions pending before the House or the committee. 

The bill now under consideration is as important and has as many 
rights as any bill represented by the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia; and as one of the Representatives on this floor I object to passing 
over the consideration of a measure legitimately before the committee 
for the purpose of accommodating any gentleman who is disposed to fil- 
ibuster against it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Can I be indulged to say a word since something 
has been said against this suggestion? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Evidently thecommittee is unwilling torise, and | 
withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, on which the committee was 
dividing when a quorum failed to appear. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Weuld a motion to rise be now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I make that motion, and would like to say to the 
members of this House that the gentleman who made the motion be- 
fore in committee to take up this particular bill stated that the pro- 
jectors of the bill (and if I am not correct he is present and can correct 
me)—that the projectors of this bill would be satisfied if an honest ef- 
fort was made to pass it; and if after two hours it was found that could 
not be done, the bill should be laid aside and other business taken up. 
Of course that is not binding upon the House, but it shows the spirit 
in which it was brought here. We have other measures just as impor- 
tant, and it is evident, as we have but one day, that all of the business 
of the committee will be blocked during this session by this bill in 
view of the fact that there is so much opposition to it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This bill can pass by an overwhelming 
majority. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then why do you not pass it? 

Mr. esr of Indiana. Because they will not make an honest 
effort to 

Mr. H ™MPHILL. I am satisfied the gentleman does not apply that 


to me, for a statement that I am not making an honest effort to pass it 
would not be true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when he responded to 
the gentleman from South Carolina that the motion was in order, he 
was forgetful of the fact that a vote was pending upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COBB. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Before the cal! o/ 
the House was had the House was taking a vote by tellers. What has 
become of that ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the vote now to be taken, and the Chair 
will again submit the question. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 127, 
noes 4. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer an amendment to the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for the company hereby incorporated to 
consolidate with any other railroad company now in existence, or which may 
hereafter be chartered ; and any such consolidation shall of iteelf operate as 4 
forfeiture of all chartered rights and privileges heretofore granted to said com. 
pany. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVERHART. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add atend of section 1 the following: 

“ Provided, That the said company shall be liable for damages, if any, resw\ting 
to the adjoining property-owners on account of said road; but the advantages 


resulting to the said property -owners therefrom shall be taken into considers 
tion in making auy award.” 


Mr. EVERHART. This is part of the amendment which I offered 
some moments ago to the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. ADAMS], and which the Chair, through a misunderstanding 
ruled out of order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order that that has 
been substantially voted on by the committee already. 

Mr. COBB. Regular order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will advise my colleague that I am 
in the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown«] 
raises the point of order, which is in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Theamendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hork1ns] contained the substance of what is now sug- 
gested. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks thereis sufficient difference to 
justify the submission of the amendment to the committee. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was disagreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoBp] as a new section. 

The Clerk commenced to read the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that this is not tlhe 
place to move an additional section. 1t should come in, if anywhere 
at the end of the bill. It is not germane to the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Coss] moves this as an additional section, to be inserted 
after the first section. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Sec. —. Before the said com shall be permitted to construct any part of 
said road the President of the Bnites Su States shall sopent a commission of five 
persons, three of whom shall be officers in the Corps of Engineers of the Army 
and shall include the Chief of E eers, and two of whom shall be disinter- 
ested persons appointed from civil life, whose duty it shall be to examine into 
the utility and practicability of operating street railways in the city of Was)- 
ington by means of ae and shall report conclusions in that 
behalf to the Secretary of the Interior; and said commission shall also report (vo 
the Secretary the value of the franchise created by this act. If they sha!) rep rt 
in favor of the utility and pe rnp! of said system as applicable to the sai 
city of Washington, and the effects of the use of the road on the proposed |! 
on private property, and the said company shall within six months pay into the 
Treasury of the U aited States the sum so fixed asthe value of the franchise Mt 
said company shall fail to pay said sum within the time aforesaid the franc!ise 

created shall be deemed to be forfeited, and shall thereafter, without 1) 

proceedings for forfeiture, be deemed to be null and void, and no part of sa! id 

ss shall be constructed until a report favorable tothe utility and practicabilit) 
Enemas made; nor sha!] any obligation be created by said com 
paid, nor shaliany part of said road be constru cted 


isfully 
pees yr show that. the injury to private property exceeds the valuc o! 
the nid report 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the amendment 
not in order at this part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is in the power of the com 
mittee to number this, if adopted, as section 2, and to change the nun- 
bering of the other sections. 

wane question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, the: 

— 18, noes 125. 
BB. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cons] and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Brow! 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 19, novs 
147. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following section: 

Sec. 2. That said roads shall be deemed real estate,and théy, together wit!) 
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real property and personal property of said body corporate, shall be liable 
other reel paotibac real cetate aud personal p =ey in the city aforesaid, and 
2 and franchise of said company Dna be liable to sale for the non- 


nen taxes. 
PAYSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after the word “ property,” in line 2, section 2, the words “‘and includ- 
ing the franchise.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the section the following : 


inedtiien 5 to the pa nt of such tax,in common with other owners 


property in said ‘body corporate,the said Wash 
< Bae? Company, in consideration of the franch granted by 


—— annually,on the a day of January of each year, pay into the 
— United States edhe equal to 5 per cent. on the gross 


Treasury of 
ear, ‘which shall be appli 
— ofan ‘in the 1 during of Columbia, in in ‘the discretion of Con nie 
payment of which tax shall be enforced in like manner with other taxes 
een eee a ceeicien chall apply to all ctrest vail ies heret 
eee ns Py alt ohels hepsadier be organized in the District of Col ain 
os authority of any act of Congress.”’ 

Mr. GROUT. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BRAGG. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. My object is to reduce the special tax to 2 per cent. 

‘The Clerk read Mr. Grout’s proposed substitute, as follows: 

And the -_ cable railway company, for and in consideration of the rights, 
era franchises ——— granted, shall, on the Ist day of July, 1888, and 

aa oy thereafter, pay to the Treasury of the United States, to 

be used in t aa paeeet of interest on the debt of the District of Columbia 
unane by United States, the sum of 2 per cent. of the gross earnings of 
said company: Provided, also, If default be made in the payment of the said 
ms - y days in any year after the same shall have become due, a collec- 
y be enforced by the same remedies and processes as are provided for 
collection of taxes in this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have but a single remark to make in regard to 
the proposition. 

Mr. BRAGG. I reserved the point of order. My point of order is 
that it is not germane to a bill incorporating this company to put ina 
section which shall be part and parcel of the incorporation of other 
companies already existing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman’s point of order is made too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace] 
reserved the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. A substitute has been offered, and row comes the 
point of order. I submit that it is made too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserved the 
point of order when the substitute was offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear the gentleman from Wisconsin re- 
serve the point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I did, ee the gentleman did not hear it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I heard the gentleman reserve the point of order 
as soon as the amendment last offered was read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the point of order was reserved 
about the time the gentleman from Vermont sent his amendment to 
the desk; but whether it was before any portion of it had been read or 
not the Chair does not distinctly remember. 

Mr..CANNON. I make the point that it is not competent for a gen- 
tleman to reserve the point of order on an original amendment till after 
a substitute is offered. I do not know of any rule under which that 
can be done. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no announcement made of the reserva- 
tion of the pointof order. The Chair gave no intimation that the point 
of order was reserved, and the committee is generally informed when 
oa. reserved. But after the first proposition was sub- 

then the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] submitted his, 
on oo cementaine was informed that the point 
order had been reserved. ego ag sir, according to 


here 
plies to street-railroad companies in general here. I think it is clearly 
germane to this bill. The power of amendment is a power reserved in 
all the acts ee ee for the construction of street rail- 
ways in this Bistrict. has reserved that power and it may be 
Para Fe coc On the main question, I hope the gentleman from 
a een oe will remember that his proposition does not go 
the District of Columbia is a temporary debt, and the annual bonus 
reserved by the Government ought to go into the Treasury and be dis- 
for the public the District of Columbia. 

GROUT. Mr. Chaitonn, T I ask leave to withdraw my substitute 
with a view to amending the amendment of the aime from Indi- 
ana, te 2 per cent. instead o That is satisfac- 
tory to the friends of this bill. 

Mr. I trust that where such a valuable right is given 
away some ion will be made. 
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to 2 per cent. 
the earnings of the road, then the tax upon the franchise which has 
just been inserted should be stricken out. 
be made to pay a tax the same as upon other property, and then pay 
a tax upon the value of the franchise in addition and then pay upon 
what makes the franchise of value. 





will tell him the reason why. ‘This funded debt of 
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Mr. Chairman, on the subject of the point of order I 





Mr. BRAGG. 


wish to say, that I started from my seat the very moment the proposition 
was read and came down to the front to attract the attention of the 
Chair; the Chairrecognized me, and then I allowed the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] to proceed. 
business, when we are considering a question of incorporating one com- 
pany, to insert a provision applicable to some other corporation not 
under consideration before the committee. 
upon the point. 


I do not believe that we have any 


That is the reason I insist 


Now, upon the main question, the proposition is to reduce the rate 
That may be all right, but if the tax is to be laid upon 


This company should not 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of or- 


der. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order is well taken. 
That portion of the amendment which seeks to affect other charters is 
clearly not germane to the bill. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I call fora vote. 
Mr. GROUT. What was the ruling of the Chair? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules out so much of the amendment 


as seeks to regulate charters heretofore granted. 


Mr. GROUT. Then let mine stand as an amendment to the re- 


mainder of the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 


amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘5 per cent. on the gross earnings of said company ' and insert “2 


per cent. on the gross earnings of said company.” 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to that amendment for 
this reason: I do not believe it is just or proper to charge every person 
who rides on the cars of this contemplated cable railway a higher rate 
of fare than is required to mect the running expenses and yield a fair 
profit merely for the purpose of creating a fund for the benefit of the 
District of Columbia or of the United States. 

Mr. LONG. The bill limits the rate of fare to 5 cents. 

Mr. PARKER. Congress should so provide that if it shall appear 
upon the running of the road that a lower rate of fare can be endured 
by thecompany a lower rate may be charged. Again, I think it is not 
either worth while or proper to tax this road which is proposed to be 
chartered in order to bring up the fares, or to keep them up, for the 
benefit eitherof this road orof the roads nowexisting. This is a move- 
ment to ‘‘level up’’ the rates of fare for the benefit of existing roads 
and for the benefit of tax-payers of the District, and I submit that it is 
wrong. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] has spoken of 
what the friends of this bill and of this proposed road are willing to 
accept. I am nota friend of the one road or of the other, but I say, in 
the interest of those who will have to pay the fare, that this tax is 
wrong in principle and ought not to be placed in the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that it be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 55, noes 86. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and 
the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BkowNE, to act as tellers 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 45, noes 
120. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I move to amend by adding 
at the end of section 2 the proviso which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the assessed value of said roads for the purpose of taxation 
shall not be less than $30,000 per mile of single track. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I offer this 
amendment in good faith, and for this reason: It is provided in the bill 
that this company shall have the right to issue mortgage bonds to the 
amount of $40,000 per mile of singletrack. It seems to me thatif they 
have property capable of bearing mortgage bonds to that amount their 
property ought to be taxed upon a valuation of at least $30,000 per mile 
of single track. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me important that the 
franchise granted to this company by the provisions of this bill shouid 
be the subject of taxation, but any attempt to tax that franchise will, 
I think, prove entirely inoperative, unless a definite valuation be fixed. 
I therefore suggest to the gentleman from North Carolina, if he intends 
that the franchise shall also be taxed, that the amount named in his 
amendment should be increased so as to embrace some definite sum as 
the basis for the taxation of the franchise which the bill proposes to 


grant. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire in the 
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first place whether any such provision as that just offered has been ap- 
plied to any railroad now operated in this city. The only ee I 
have in this matter is to see acable road built in the city of Washing- 
ton; and I do not wish to see the provisions of the bill so embarrassed 
that the road will not be built. I think that if we should get off of 
this question a little of theshell which we have seen here to-day and get 
at the meat of it, we should find that the opposition to this bill—I do 
not wish in saying this to reflect upon any member of the House-—is 
stimulated by the corporation now existing in this city, and which, I 
have no hesitation in saying, gives the worst service of any horse-rail- 
road in this country whose line I have ever had the fortune or misfor- 
tune torideupon. It is only a winter or twoago that a number of gen- 
tlemen who were members of this House went whirling down the hill 
in one of these cars at the rate of 50 miles an hour, and some of the 
passengers suffered severe personal injury—why? Because the cars 
were not in such condition that the brakes could be put on and the 
cars stopped. Then, as we all know, we have to stand up in the cars; 
we have to act as car conductors, putting our own tickets into the boxes 
and the tickets of others. After we have paid our fare we have to pass 
along the tickets of other passengers. 

A MemBer. That is ‘‘a labor of love.’’ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand that in many cities in this country 
where this narrow-gauge, small-size, bob-tail car business has been 
tried the people would not submit to such an imposition—would not 
consent to act as conductors and pass up fares; and consequently such 
roads have been obliged in other cities to provide conductors. But in 
this capital of the nation, where citizens from every State in the Union 
visit, and where we ought certainly to have decent and dignified accom- 
modations, we are accustomed to act as the messengers and car conduc- 
tors of this monopoly which to-day is fighting this bill in this House; 
and fighting it, why’ Because it isdesired that this monopoly shall be 
continued. 

The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cops] spoke to-day about creating 
a monopoly. If I understand what the word ‘‘ monopoly ’’ means, it is 
the control of any business by one person or onecorporation. You have 
such a monopoly here now; and gentlemen are fighting here to con- 
tinue that monopoly. Citizens from various parts of the country visit- 
ing this city are obliged now to put up with such street-car accommo- 
dations as the poorest cities in this country will not submit to, because 
this one corporation must maintain the power and the remuneration 
which it is enjoying from the charter it now holds. 

The railroad which is to be built if this bill passes will come in com- 
petition with the existing monopoly, and will gentlemen tell me that 
the competition will not be healthful? Why, the difference between a 
first-class cable road, as every man knows who ever rode over one, and 
such an apology for a horse-railroad as you have in this city, is the dif- 
ference between swift, comfortable conveyance and that which is slow, 
shabby, and in the last degree mean. I hope that in the interest of 
rapid and easy transportation, and in the interest of such traveling ac- 
commodations as the people here demand, and such as are enjoyed in 
almost every other city in this country, this company will not be refused 
the opportunity to give us such accommodations in the capital of this 
nation as they are now offering to furnish. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I modify the proviso I have of- 
fered by inserting the words ‘‘in addition to the value of the fran- 
chise.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman as modified 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That, in addition to the value of the franchise, the assessed value of 
the said roads for the purpose of taxation shall not be less than $30,000 per mile 
of single track. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, when I offered 
this proviso I stated that I did so in good faith. In reply to what I said 
my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] takes the floor and launches off 
upon his hobby of ‘‘monopolies,’’ maintaining that the Washington 
and Georgetown Railroad is a monopoly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to my friend that I have no such 
“hobhy’?’ at all. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. So far as I am concerned, I 
waut it particularly understood that I have not talked with a single 
gentleman outside of this House upon this question. _ I offer this amend- 
ment to prevent this miserable ‘‘monopoly,’’ that the gentleman is 
here undertaking to create by this bill, from escaping the taxation they 
ought properly to bear. 

He is willing to vote for a corporation here with millions of capital 
and let them pay tax on the value of a little road of six or eight miles 
long. This House can judge who is in favor of monopolies, whether 
the gentleman or any one else, when he desires to vote that a corpora- 
tion with $2,000,000 of capital shall pay a tax only on $100,000 or less. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, this corporation ought not to be 
allowed to have the benefit of any such provision, but on the con- 
trary should be taxed according to the value of the property they have. 
They themselves value it at ,000 a mile. get a mortgage of 
$40,000 a mile, and they are asked to pay a tax only on $30,000. Yet 
my friend from Maine gets into a terrible state about monopolies. I 


A 


do not know whether this is in any charter of any corporation in the 
city of Washington, nor do I care. It is so much the worse for the 
country I was not here to put itin. [Laughter and applause.] |; 
ought to go in and it ought to be in every charter. 

These gentlemen should be required to pay tax according to the \alue 
of the property they have. If any individual citizen in this city owns 
a valuable piece of property he has to pay tax on it nearly to its value. 
He has no right to put mortgages on it to a fictitious value. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. © Does Congress fix the value of any private prop. 
erty in this city ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I do not think it does. By; 
gentlemen in voting for this bill should see it taxes the value of this 
road at $40,000 a mile. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”?] I know it hurts these 
geutlemen. I shall propose to put in another amendment. [Cries of 
**Vote!’’] Ishall do that to show the sincerity of these gentlemen. 
I am opposed to grinding these people to death by a few men in posi- 
tion who wish to make an immense fortune, leaving the little stock. 
holders to be deprived of all their property. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I trust my friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. JoHNsSTON] does not propose to make a different rule of taxation 
for one kind or class of people than for another. I understand him to 
say in the District of Columbia the people were obliged to pay tax on 
what their property was worth. Section 2, as it now stands, provides 
that this railway company shail pay precisely the same tax and pay at 
the same rate as all other property-holders in the District do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you believe that under the Constitution it is 
competent for Congress to fix the price of property for the purpose of 
taxation? 

Mr. BRAGG. I was going’to say that the rule of taxation in order 
to be constitutional must be uniform. That uniformity is regulated by a 
board of assessors, or in whatever method it is assessed, so the property 
is assessed on the same scale, so that each piece of property pays pro 
rata its proportion toward the expense of the government which it is 
taxed to support. 

I do not believe this Congress, or any other legislative body would 
desire to act as a board of assessors in advance and pick out one partic- 
ular piece of property in the District before it was born to determine 
what its valuation should be in the fature as 4 basis upon which taxa- 
tion should be levied, and particularly so after the franchise—that invis- 
ible and incorporeal right which may have value and may not have 
value—has been inserted as a specific object of taxation. It seems to 
me when we establish a uniform rule to prescribe the franchise shall 
be estimated pro rata as other property in the District we have done all 
that sensible legislators ought to do. We can not do what some 
people who are in the lobbies desire us to do, so to hamper one cor- 
poration that another may ride over us for the next few years to come. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Wisconsin has stated the rule cor- 
rectly in ordinary taxation, that it must be on a uniform basis; but 
when the Government is granting a charter, that is a contract between 
the parties, the Government being one and the beneficiaries of the char- 
ter the other—under those circumstances, in granting that charter the 
Government can make such conditions as the parties may agree to. 

Now it is known that, a charter having been granted a railroad or 
other corporation, to exempt that from taxation, when the genera) rule 
is in favor of taxing all property, is an injustice to all other property; 
but when the charter is ted, the courts have held that it is a con- 
tract, upon and beyond which the Legislature can not encroach and they 
can not repeal. This is not an ordinary levy of taxation upon a rail- 
road ion different from other corporations or upon other prop- 
erty. But here comes up a party asking us to make a contract with 
them, and we are stipulating the terms upon which that contract shall 
be and one of the provisions is the proposition of the yentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. JounsTon] that they shall not be as- 
sessed at a less valuation than $30,000 per mile for purposes of taxation; 
and that is a provision which I claim is perfectly legitimate and proper 
to impose. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. JOHNSTON, o! 
North Carolina; and on a division there were—ayes 41, noes 10. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Section 3 was read, as follows: 

Sec.3. That the said railway shall be laid in the center of the avenues and 
streets, as near as may be, to be constructed of materials and in a substan- 
tial manner, with the rails of the most approved patterns, to be approved by the 


Engineer Commissioner of the District, laid upon an even surface with the 
pavement of the street, and the gauge to correspond with that of other «ly 
railroads. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said company shall divide the seats in all the cars by a rail or partition 
so as to designate a seat for each passenger; and when all the seats in a car are 
taken and ccocupled by passengers the car shall not be stopped to receiv ° +17 

sear assenger, and any passenger not prov with a seat shall not be re- 
quired to pay fare. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 4°, 10¢5 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the committee did not understand the 
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Poles of the amendment or they would not have voted against it. 
Cri 





es of ‘‘Regular order!”?] Then I make the point of order that no 

quorum has voted. [Cries of ‘Too late! as) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman rose in time for 
that purpose. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. With permission of my friend from Tennessee, 
I desire to move that the committee rise for the purpose of allowing the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means to submit certain res- 
olutions providing that evening sessions be set apart for the considera- 
tion of i business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

‘So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was not 


to. 

The motion of Mr. HEMPHILL was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration House bill 
No. 8976 had come to no resolution thereon. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WALLACE as a 
member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and also 
of the Committee on Railways and Canals, to fill vacancies occasioned 
by the death of the late Mr. CoLE, of Maryland. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Rules to submit the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on this afternoon at 5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 
§ o'clock p. m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the considera- 
tion of such measures as may be presented by the Committee on Labor; and 
that on Saturday afternoon next at 5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 
£ o'clock p. m., evening session to be devoted exclusively to the consideration 
of such measures authorizing public printing as may be presented by the Com- 
mittee on Printing. That the evening sessions herein provided for shall not 
extend beyond 11 o’clock p.m. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does that hour apply to both sessions, or to only 
one session? I understood the Clerk to read it ‘‘ the evening session.”’ 

The SPEAKER. It applies to the sessions of both days. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
a eommittee, as we have had no call of the committees for a day or two. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If other business can be transacted I shall have to 
call Ms dae report of the conferees on the legislative bill. 

I unanimous consent that the session may be continued this after- 
noon until this report be disposed of, as it is important to get this bill 
before the President to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the report be read first. 

The Clerk ed to read the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN (two minutes before 5 o’clock). Mr. Speaker, I re- 
new my request for unanimous consent that the time for the recess 
be extended long enough to permit the reading to be completed. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not dispense with the further reading and 
agree that it shall be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that, and let the accompany- 

statement be also printed. - 
report of the conference committee and the statement are as 


The committee of conference on the d ecing votes of the two Houses on 
ectain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) ‘‘ making apppropria- 
tions for the seetive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,and for other [ py having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

Houses as follows: 
the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 16, 26, 27, 34, 45, 54, 
Semana tae Uae, 122, 113, 138, 122, 128, 129, 130,137, 140, 141, 146, 150, 155, 169, 196, 


229, 230, 232, 236, and 237. 
"That the Motes recede from its d mient to the amendments of the Sen- 


fro: 
ate numbered $7, 8, 10, 32, 33, 35, 38, 42, 46, 52, 56, 57, 60, G1, 63, 64, 65, 69, 70, 73, 75, 76, 
81, 91, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 133, 
135, 142, 143, 145, 148, 149, 151, 152, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 164, 165, 167, 168, 172, 
174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 187, 188, 195, 198, 210, 220, 221, 226, and 227, and agrec to (‘he 


same, 
Amendment numbered 36: ‘That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $1,500;"” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
Amendment numbcred 37: Tliat the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend- 


mentas : In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $10,000;*’ and the Senate 
agree to same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 43: That the Kouse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amend- 


ot: een Tn lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000;" and the Senate 


Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amend- 
t In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $115,350;°’ and theSenate 


: 
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Amendment numbered51: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment and on page 17, in line 6 of the bill, strike out “‘ five’’ where it occurs and 
insert ‘four; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $151,346.50; ” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment, and at the end thereof insert the following: ‘‘Previded, That adjustments 
of said accounts shall be limited to those originating subsequent to March 3, 
1851; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment, and add at the end thereof the following: “‘Provided, That adjustments 
of said accounts shall be limited to those originating subsequent to March 3, 
1851;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagrecment to 
theamendmentof the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “thirteen;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, andagree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert “two 
clerks at $800 each: ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $272,701.60; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its amendment tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said Senato 
amendment, insert the following: ‘‘And hereafter the records prepared for pub- 
lication under this appropriation shall contain only the records of the war of the 
rebellion covering contemporaneous events, arranged chronologically, accord- 
ing tothe provisions of the act of June 23, 1874, making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1875. And 
the evidence taken by the court-martial on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, and the 
arguments made before the court by counsel for the prosecution and defense, 
together with the report thereon by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, and any 
reply thereto filed with the President before approval of sentence, shall be 
printed in connection with matter already printed concerning the proceedings 
of said court-martial; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$8,020; " and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$59,000; ’’ and the 
Senate agree-to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 131,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘‘ One carpenter, $900;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

* Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$59,530; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 61, in line 2 of the bill, strike out “ six’? where 
it occurs and insert “ five;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $175,390; ”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out and 
inserted by said amendment insert the following : ‘‘ Two law-examiners,at $2,000 
each ; thirty-nine;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 154: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In liea of the sum proposed insert ‘ $489,050; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 170 and 171: That the House recede from its disagrec- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170 and 171, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert 
the following: ‘‘ For purchase of books for the scientific library and expenses of 
transporting publications of patents issued by the Patent Office to foreign gov- 
ernments, $3,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 181, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment the words “ and for other necessary expenses, including the pur- 
chase of books and periodicals;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 211: That the House recede from its disagreemcnt to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,500;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 212: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $2,500;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 217: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 217, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$3,300 ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its amendment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Afterthe matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert as a separate paragraph the following 

* For salary of one additional! associate justice of the supreme court of the Tez- 
ritory of Montana, $3,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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They have been unableto agree on amendments numbered 2, 17, 39,40, 41,88, 


89, 90, 179, and 180. 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. CABELL, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


we Sues 
¥. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on certain of the amendments of the Benate to the bil 
(H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 1887, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the accompanying conference report : 

As compared with the provisions of the bill as it passed the House the effect 
of the action agreed upon and recommended in the report will be as follows: 

On amendments4and 6: Increases the salary of the Secretary tothe Vice Presi- 
dent, $117.60, making it $2,220. 

On amendments 7 and 8: Provides for a clerk to the Senate Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds at an annual ealary of $2,220. 

On amendment 10: Insert the name of Amzi Smith as superintendent of the 
Senate document-room. 

On amendments 15 and 16: Provides for twenty-five clerks to the Senate com- 
mittees for the session, as originally provided in the bill as it the House. 

On amendments 26 and 27: Strikes out the names of H. H. Smith and George 
A. Bacon, which were proposed to be inserted by the Senate. 

On amendments 82, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, and 38: Touch the Library of Congress, 
increases the salaries of two assistant librarians from to $600 each, increases 
amount for purchase of law-books from $1,000 to $1,500, increases amount for in- 
ternational exchanges from $1,000 to $1,500, and increases the amount for the 
preparation of Force’s American Archives from $2,000 to $2,500. 

On amendments 42 and 43: Increases amount for necessary traveling expenses 
of the Civil Service Commission from $3,500 to $4,000. 

On amendments 45, 46, and 47: Touching the Department of State, strikes out 
proposed increase of one clerk of class 3 and provides for a telegraph oper- 
ator at $1,200. 

Op amendments 51, 52, 54, and 55: Touching the office of the chief clerk of the 
Treasury, restores the inspector of electric-light plants and gas at $1,900, 
to be stricken out by the Senate, reduces the number of clerks of class 4 one, 
reduces the number of assistant messengers one, and restores the five charwomen 
proposed to be stricken out by the Senate. 

On amendments 56 and 57: Touching the division of captured property of the 
Treasury, increases the force by one clerk of class 3. 

On amendments 58 and 59: Touching the disbursing clerk’s office of the Treas- 
ury, strikes out the proposed increase of one clerk of class 1. 

On amendments 60 and 61: Touching the First Comptroller's Office, makes an 
increase of two clerks of class 3. 

On amendments 62 and 66: Restores the force under the Second Com er 
and Second A uditor for adjusting accounts of the Soldier’s Home, with the pro- 
vision that the adjustment of said accounts shall be limited to those originating 
subsequent to March 3, 1851. 

On amendments 63,64,and 65: Touching the Second Auditor's Office, strikes 
out eighteen copyistsat $840 each, and provides $21,000 for the purpose of restor- 
ing and repairing worn-out and defaced rolls. 

On amendments 67 and 68: Touching the Fourth Auditor’s Office, makes an 
increase of one clerk of class 3 and a reduction of two clerks at $800 each. 

On amendments 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, and 74: Touching the Treasurer's Office, 
makes an increase of five clerks at $1,000 each, a decrease of five clerks at $900 
each, strikes out proposed increase of one mail messenger at $1,000 and the re- 
duction of one messenger, and provides for one compositor and pressman at $3.20 
per day. 

On amendments 75,76,and 77: Touching the Bureau of Statistics, makes an 
increase of two copyistsand provides for an assistant messenger and one laborer 
in lieu of two laborers. 

On amendments 78, 79, 80,and 81: Touching the office of Standard Weights and 
Measures, provides for one mechanician at $4 per day, and for a watchman 
instead of a laborer. 

On amendments 8 and 87: Strikes out of the proviso attached to the appro- 
priation for salaries and expenses of collectors and deputy collectors of inter- 
nal revenue the words “in the te ;’’ also strikes out the second proviso 
that no part of the money approp’ shall be paid to collectors of internal 
revenue except the allowances provided for in section 12 of the act of February 
8, 1875, as amended by the act of March 1, 1879. 

On amendments 91 and 93: Fixes the salary of the assistant treasurer at Bos- 
ton at $5,000. 

On amendments %, 95, 96, 97, and 98: Provides for an increase of one night 
watchman at $720 in lieu of one watchman at $120 at the subtreasury in Cincin- 
nati. 

On amendments 99 and 100: Provides for an assistant cashier and vault clerk 
at $3,200 at the subtreasury in New York. 

On amendments 101, 102, 103, and 104: Fixes the salaries of the assistant treas- 
urers at Saint Louisand San Francisco at $4,500 each. 

On amendments 110,111,112, and 113: Touching the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office, leaves the force just as it was fixed in the bill as it was passed by the 
House. 

On amendment 119: Touching the Office of Publication of the Records of the 
Rebellion, inserts the following provision: 

“And hereafter the records —< for publication under this appropriation 
mpaus events, SULAGEDA GhnpREiDRnIp: GnEMUE tara eonmErEttioe 
neous events, & ron y. e act 
of June 23, 1874, making ropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875. And the evidence 
court-martial on the trial of Fitz-John Porter, and the arguments made before 
the court by counsel for the prosecution and defense, together with the report 
thereon by Judge Holt to President Lincoln, and any reply thereto filed with 
the F t arene of sentence, shall be printed in connection with 
matter already printed concerning the proceedings of said court-martial.” 

On amendments 120, 121, 122,123, 124,125,and 126: Touching the force in the 
building at the corner of F and Seventeenth streets, strikes out the — 
for a superintendent at $250, provides for an additional laborer and char- 
women, and strikes out proposed increase of one fireman. 

On amendment 127: Fixes the sum for contingent expenses of the War De- 
partment at $59,000. 

On amendments 128, 129, and 130: Strikes out the proposed reduction of one 
watchman for Armory Square. 

On amendments 131 and 132: Provides for a carpenter at $900 in the Navy De- 
partment. 

On amendments 134, and 135: Provides for a copyist at $900, in lieu of one 
at $720, in the N Almanac Office. 

On amendments 136 and 137: Touching the tes Office, increases 
amount for rent of building $100, and strikes out increase of $1,000 for 
contingent expenses of branch offices. 
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On amendments 140 and 141: Touching the Bureau of Steam-Engince 
ne Sane increase of one assistant draughtsman at $1,800. 

Ona ts 142,143, 144, 145, 146, 147, and 148: Touching the office of ; 
Secretary of the Interior, provides for two additional boards of pension ap). |, 
of three persons each for one year at $2,000 each; for two special inspectors ¢.), 
nected with the public land service, at $2,500 each, and $5,000 for their subsjs;. 
ence and traveling expenses; also for one census clerk at $1,800 in lieu of 4 


clerk of class4; provides for a private secretary at $1,800 in lieu ofa stenograp! 
at same salary, increases the salary of one clerk from $1,000 to $1,200, and strik., 
out pro: increase of two assistant messengers. 


On amendments 149, 150, 151, 152, 153,154, and 155: Touching the General La: | 
Office, accepts pow decrease of $250 in salary of the assistant commission, 
or the three inspectors of surveyors-general and district land offices ; 

ieu of the two as proposed by the Senate, and restores the amount for their ¢) 
penses to $10,000 as originally passed by the House; provides for three princi 
clerks at $1,800 each in lieu of ten at $2,000 each, restores the two law examin. 
at $2,000 each, and increases the clerks of class 4 from thirty-two to thirty-ni: 

On amendments 158, 159, 160, 161,and 162: Touching the Indian Office, strike. 
out provision for chief of accounts division at $2,000 as passed by the House a 
gives an additional clerk of class 4. ‘ 

On amendments 164 and 165: Increases the salary of the chief clerk of the I 
sion Office from $2,000 to $2,250. 

On amendments 167 and 168: Increases the clerks of class i in the Patent 0; 
fice from two to three. 

On amendments 169, 170, and 171: Gives $3,000, instead of $4,000, for purchase 
books for scientific library and for transporting publications of patents issuc: 
by the Patent Office. 

On amendment 172: Touching the Bureau of Education, increases amounts {\); 
collecting statistics from $2,500 to $3,000. 

On amendments 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178,and 181: Touching the Bureau of [.:- 
bor, provides that the clerks of class 4 shall be statistical experts; that one clerk 
of class 3 and one clerk of class 1 shall be stenographers ; gives twocharwom >) 
at $240 each in lieu of one at that price,and one at $300; requires that two in 
stead of three of the special agents shall be females, and in the provision for 
contingent expenses strikes out the words ‘‘and for other necessary expensc< 
including purchase of books and periodicals.” 

On amendments 187 and 188: Provides for $2,400, instead of $1,776, for rent for 
Bureau of Labor. 

On amendments 195, 196, 198, and 199: Strikes out Stateof Nebraska under pro 
vision for surveyor-general for Dakota and strikes out proposed increase of nis 
salary from $2,000 to $2,500. 

dments 210, 211, and 212: Increases amount for clerks in office of su 
veyor-general in Nevada from $1,000 to $1,500. 
nm amendments 215 and 217: Strikes out proposed increase of salary of s 
veyor-general in from $1,800 to $2,500. 

On amendments 220, and 221: Reduces amount for clerks in office of surveyo 
general for Washington Territory from $6,000 to $3,000. . 

On amendments 226 and 227: Provides for an assistant map mounter at $7. 
in the office of the topographer of the Post-Office ent. 

On amendments 228, 229, 230, and 232: Touching the Department of Justi 
strikes out poe es for portraits of Attorneys-General and leaves the contin 
gentfund of the Department just as it was passed by the House. 

On amendment 233: Strikes out provision inserted by the House for two law 
clerks at $2,000 and one stenographer at $1,600 for work incident to the Frei! 
spoliation claims. , 

On amendment 235: Restores the salaries of the district judges for the easter 
district of Lousiana and California to $4,500 and $5,000 respectively, and provii«s 
$3,000 for salary of the additional judge for Montana authorized by this Co.- 


gress. ; 

On amendments 236and 237: Strikes out proposed increase of one copyist 4 
$900 for the Court of Claims. 

On amendments 2 and 17, providing for clerks to Senators; 39,40, and 41, in- 
creasing the clerical force for the Civil Service Commission ; 88, increasing tic 
amount for of agents and other internal-revenue officers from $1,90) 
000 to $2,050,000; 89 and 90, increasing salary of assistant treasurer at Baltimo:: 
from $4,000 to $1,500; and 179 and 180, appropriating $10,000 for collection of st. 
tistics relating to marriage and divorce, the committee of conference ha: 


been unable to agrec. 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. CABELL, 
J.G, CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 
And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the House, in obe«i- 
ence to its previous order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. 1n 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the session this 
evening is to be devoted exclusively to the consideration of measur 
presented by the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. LAWLER. In the absence of the chairman of the committee 
I would ask if the Clerk has got in his possession the bills on the (:!- 
endar by the Committee on Labor? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Those bills, of course, are at the desk. 

Mr. LAWLER. I call up the bill H. R. 5541. 

‘Mr. BRAGG. Having received a summons from the Committce 0» 
Labor to be present this evening, I obeyed it at considerable person:' 
inconvenience. And being here, and casting my eye about, I do no! 
see the chairman of that committee present. I almost feel like whi‘ 
is expressed in a piece of poetry that comes to my mind, somet!::; 
like this: 

The war trump has sounded, 
The stream must be crossed, 
Why lingers our leader afar? 
Task if the House will be willing to take a recess until our lea: 
so that he may designate what business he desires the frien 
of labor to consider this evening? 

Mr. LAWLER. I insist that we proceed with the regular order © 

business. 
CONVICT AND ALIEN LABOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill which has been 

called up. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
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| here to make this its home. And this is one of the things that have 


A bill (I. R. 5541), to prevent the employment of convict labor and alien labor | produced the result that you find in this country to-day. 


upon public buildings and other public works, and convict labor in the prepa- 
ration or manufacture of materials for public buildings or other public works, 
and to regulate the manner of letting contracts therefor. 


Be it enacted, &c., That in all advertisements for the erection or construction of | 
public buildings or other public works, or for materials to be used in their erec- 
tion, construction, or completion, and forall supplies of every description to be 
furnished to or for the use of any of the Departments, and in all contracts made | 
under orin pursuance of such advertisements, there shall be inserted a condi- | 
tion that no convict or prison labor whatsoever, or the product thereof, shall be | 
employed or used upon any public building or other public work, or in prepa- 
ration or manufacture ofany of the articles, materials, or supplies contracted to 
be furnished therefor; and there shall also be inserted in said contract the fur- 
ther condition that no person who is not a bona fide resident within the limits 
of the United States, and who has not declared his intention to become a citizen 
thereof in the manner provided by law, shall be employed in the erection, con- 
struction, or completion of any — building or other public work. 

Sec. 2. That any willful breach of any of said conditions by any contractor 
shall au and work a forfeiture of the contract, and shall constitute a com- 
plete defense in bar against any claim or action against the United States for 
the recovery of any sun or sums under said contract, and it shall be the duty 
of the officer letting any such contract, upon being advised that any contractor 
has knowingly violated the terms of such contract, to declare the same forfeited. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I desire to make a brief statement relative to‘this 
bill. It comes as a report from the Committee on Labor, and is be- 
lieved by that committee to be the only bill upon the Calendar of this 
House which really tends in the direction of the protection of Ameri- 
can labor. All along our northern boundary, extending from the At- 
lantic on the east to the Pacific on the west, we find that aliens from 
another country come across our boundary line at a 5-cent fare, enter 
into free competition with American labor, earn our money and take it 
back home with them. We find the samecondition of things existing 
on the Pacific slope, where the imported Chinee is competing with free 
American labor. We find the same condition of things to exist in the 
south with the greaser from Mexico. All that we ask in this bill is 
that the Congress of the United States will see that decent, respectable 
American labor, that has come here to make this its home and Ameri- 
canize with us, shall not be placed in competition, first, with convict 
labor; and, second, that it shall not be placed in competition with alien 
labor thatdoes not come here to make thisits home, but simply to ma- 
raud upon us, and earn our money and take it back from our country. 

I demand the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask that the bill may be again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. Before that question is taken I ask the gentleman to 
allow mea moment. I may not have understood the reading of the 
bill, but there seems a clause in it that prohibits the use of any mate- 
rial that may have been produced by foreign labor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No, sir. The provision referred to by 
the gentleman prohibits the use of the product of convict labor. 

Mr. COBB. I think there is a provision subsequent to that such as 
I have indicated. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. COBB. If that is not in the bill I have no objection to it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to make a single inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. TARsNEy], whether this bill applies to the 
laborers employed in the several Departments of the Government; if 
not, = not? 

Mr. TARSNEY. The bill does not apply to laborers employed in 
the Departments. Itapplies only in cases where advertisement is made 
for the letting of contracts for the construction of a public work. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I suggest whether it ought not to apply to la- 
borers in the Departments. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am inclined to think it ought. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. It seems to me that ought to be added. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire why the principle of this bill 
might not be extended so as to embrace persons in the employment of 
the various d 
declared their intention to be citizens of the United States? Why ap- 
ply it, in other words, to laboring men and not extend it to those em- 
ployed in what are more properly official positions ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Indiana. My friend can go no further than I am willing to go in order 
to ptoperly protect respectable American labor; and if there be in any of 
the Departments of this Government people employed who are not with 
us and of us and will not Americanize, then I simply say that the head 
of that Department ought to exercise the power that he possesses and 
turn those men out of their places. But this measure, sir, is a measure 
directly in the interest of the protection of American labor. 





ents of the Federal Government who have never | 





With over a million and a quarter of men idle from one end of this 
land to the other we find, with all our pretenses of protecting labor, 
that we are inviting aliens to come in and compete with American la- 
borers. This bill simply provides that upon our public works—I do 
not now ask that it shall go further—the men who pay the taxes, the 
men who are here with us as Americans and as citizens of the United 
States, should be entitled to the benefits of the money that we in Con- 
gress here vote to expend upon public works. There is no knownoth- 
ingism in this business. We shut nobody out; we invite them all to 
come in; but we compel them to become a part of us when they do 
come. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri r 
lieve, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. It has been withdrawn. 

_Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then I renew the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

rhe previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. TARSNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


he previous question is pending, I be- 


EXCLUSION OF CONTRACT LABOR, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call up the next bill on 
the Calendar (H. R. 9232) in regard to the importation and immigra 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That an act to prohibit the importation and immigration of 
foreigners and aliens under contracts or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, and to provide for 
the enforcement thereof, be amended by adding the following 

“Sec.6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with the duty of 
executing the provisionsof this act, and forthat purpose he shall have power to 
enter into contracts with such State commission, board, or officers as muy be des- 
ignated for that purpose by the governor of any State to take charge of the loval 
affairs of immigration in the ports within said State, under the rules and regu 
lations to be prescribed by said Secretary ; and it shall be the duty of such State 
commission, board, or officers so designated to examine into the condition of 
passengers arriving at the ports within such State in any ship or vesse), and for 
that purpose all or any of such commissioners or officers, or such other person 
or persons as they shall appoint, shall be authorized to go on board of and 


through any ship or vessel; and if in such examination there shall be found 
among such passengers any person included in the prohibition in this act, thes 
shall report the same in writing to the collector of such port, and such persons 
shall not be permitted to land. 

“Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall establish such regulations 
and rules, and issue from time to time such instructions, not inconsistent with 
law,as he shall deem best calculated for carrying out the provisions of this act; 
and he shall prescribe all forms of bonds, entries, and other papers to be used 


under and in the enforcement of the various provisions of this act. 

“Sec. 8. That all persons included in the prohibition in this act, upon arrival, 
shall be sent back to the nations to which they belong and from whence they 
came. The Secretary of the Treasury may designate the State board of chari- 
ties of any State in which such board shall exist by law, or any commission in 
any State, or any person or personsin any State, whose duty it shall be to ex- 
ecute the provisions of this section without compensation. The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe regulations for the return of the aforesaid persons to 
the countries from whence they came, and shall furnish instructions to the 
board, commission, or persons charged with the execution of the provisions of 
this section as to the time of procedure in respect thereto, and may change such 
instructions from time to time. The expense of such return of the aforesaid 
persons not permitted to land shall be borne by the owners of the vessels in 
which they came. 

“Sec. 9. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

“Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage.”’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this bill extends the 
scope of the law which now applies to paupers and criminals so as to 
make operative the bill passed by the last Congress prohibiting the im- 
portation of contract labor. It has been found that that law is toa 
certain extent a dead letter by reason of the fact that the only manner 
of its enforcement is by lodging a complaint with the United States 
district attorney. This empowers the officials who are now clothed 
with the power of preventing the landing of paupers and criminals. to 


| prohibit also the landing of persons whose importation is prohibited by 
| the act passed last year, and to compel their return to the couniry 


whence they came. I now move the previous question upon the bill. 
Mr. CANNON. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Labor to what I take to be a defect in one provision of 


the bill. On page 3, lines 35 to 39 it is provided that ‘‘the Secretary of 


| the Treasury may designate a State board of charities of any State in 


which such board shall exist by law, or any commission in any State, 
or any person or persons in any State, whose duty it shall be to exeente 
the provisions of this section without compensation.’’ Now, does the 


It is some- | gentleman think that this provision that the agents designated shall 


thing that American labor has never yet had, with all our pretenses of | serve without compensation is likely to lead to a very vigorous execu- 
protection 


Labor and the air we breathe are about the only two things that flow | 


across the national boundary line free of duty. 


It comes in, walks the | with the New York board of immigration on this subject. 


tion of the law? 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I had some correspondence 


Members 


docks of our customs offices, bids good morning to the customs officers, | of that board wrote me in regard to this very question, and said that 


and enters into free competition with the American labor that has come | if we would make this change they were confident they could carry out 
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the law, and this suggestion in the first place came from that board. 
They have there an organized board, and the present law which pro- 
hibits the tanding of these other classes of persons, criminals and pau- 
pers, is word for word and letter for letter this law. This bill simply 
extends the scope of the existing law in regard to paupers and criminals 
so as to include the other class of persons which the law passed by last 
Congress provided should not be allowed to come into this country. 

Mr. CANNON. How about the execution of the law along our 
northern border, and along our western coast, and along our eastern 
coast from New York to New Orleans and Galveston? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Unless you establishacordon of sentinels 
all along the border I do not see how you can prevent some of these 
people coming in. This is the best we can do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Labor a question or two. Ido not like to see as im- 
portant a bill as this passed under the previous question without some 
fuller explanation. I am in entire sympathy with the purpose of the 
bill, but I beg to ask the chairman of the committee whether this sec- 
tion, which is to become the eighth section of the act, does not leave 
its meaning somewhat uncertain? The general purpose of that section 
is to direct that persons arriving here in violation of the prohibition 
shall be sent back. That is the order of the section, ‘‘that all persons 
included in the prohibition in this act, upon arrival, shall be sent back 
to the nations to which they belong and from whence they came.”? 
Then it goes on to provide that ‘‘the Secretary of the Treasury may des- 
ignate the State board of charities of any State,’’ and certain other per- 
sons ‘‘to execute the provisions of this section without compensation.’’ 

Now, it seems to me that the exact thing which it is desired that the 
State board of charities or the other persons referred to shall do ought 
to be specifically stated. I presume it was not the intention of the 
Committee on Labor to report a bill providing that the State board of 
charities, or the other persons indicated, should send these people back 
without compensation, for in the latter clause of the same section it is 
provided that ‘*the expense of such return of the aforesaid persons not 
permitted to land shall be borne by the owners of the vessels in which 
they came.’’ Yet there is the distinct direction in the first part of the 
section that the State board of charities or other persons shall send these 
immigrants back without compensation, and that is all there is in the 
bill to be executed. 

Now, it seems to me that a very brief amendment should be inserted 
at the point I have indicated. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. What would the gentleman suggest ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would suggest lan which would limit 
the duty to be performed without compensation by these State boards 
of charities to the search for (as I understand it to be their duty to search 
for) these individuals arriving contrary to law. Without an amend- 
ment of this kind a misunderstanding might grow out of the provision 

of this section. 

Mr, O’ NEILL, of Missouri. Would it not meet the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion if we shouid strike out line 39 and the word ‘* compensation,’’ 
in line 40? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That would cover it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman’s suggestion a very 
proper one—to strike out the whole of line 39 and the word ‘‘ compen- 
sation,’’ in line 40. : 

The provision would then be in the shape that the Secretary of the 
Treasury could designate these authorities to make these examinations 
and discoveries, and it would be incumbent upon the owners and mas- 
ters of the vessels to pay the expense of the return of persons prevented 
from landing. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The intent of the section as it now 
stands in the bill is simply that these boards of charities shall not be 
paid for their services by the General Government. It does not apply 
any farther than that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
will not be paid. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest an amendment, to strike out “‘ without 
compensation,’’ in line 40, and insert ‘‘and shall be entitled to reason- 
able compensation therefor, to be fixed by regulation prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury.’’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has no power to accept the umend- 
ment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I am aware of that. The gentleman, 
of course, understands what I mean—that I have no objection to its 
adoption. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see the motive of making this oop. I 
take it for granted the Committee on Labor has reached the usion 
that this service will be performed by these organizations without 
charge to the Federal Government; and the service is a matter of as 
much moment to the State or local authorities as to the General Gov- 
ernment; in some instances of more moment. On this account, itseems 
to me the matter may well be left in a large degree under the 
of the State authorities, subject to regulations to be prescribed by 
Secretary of the Treasury. Otherwise you bring much more 
directly the exercise of power by the local authorities and by the Federal 


If there is no provision for their payment they 
























Government than you would by the provision as it stands. Under the 
provision in its present form the local authorities will exercise powe: 
permissively, so to speak, as regards the General Government; under 
the provision as proposed to be amended those local authorities will be- 
come in a certain sense officers of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana I desire to 
say that section 8 without this amendment will make it the duty o; 
certain boards or persons to be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to perform certain duties without compensation. Now, to my 
mind that is pure trifling, because everybody understands that when 
you devolve a duty upon any persons and for this purpose make them 
officers of the General Government, while at the same time you say 
the duty shall be performed without compensation, the provision is in 
effect—I speak without disrespect—a cheat and a fraud, because every- 
body knows that something can not and will not be done for nothing. 

Now, if this legislation means anything, it is designed to prohibit the 
importation of this class of labor and to provide the money necessary to 
make this prohibition effectual; otherwise it is a mere empty enact- 
ment, abounding in words only, and without practical strength o: 
force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that view of the matter, would it not be better 
to leave the exercise of the duties contemplated by this bill te the col- 
lectors of the ports rather than make these local organizations in this 
indirect way employés of the Government? I think that these powers 
can all be exercised more properly by collectors of the ports and per- 
sons under them than by anybody else. 

Mr.CANNON. If the power is to be exercised by these officers upon 
their mere motion, why legislateatall? The Secretary of the Treasury 
controls the collectors of the ports, and we give him authority, if this 
amendment be adopted, to make effective regulations; and more than 
that, we give him money to enforce them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
the ports? 

Mr. CANNON. It will rest upon them under suitable regulations, 
because their chief, the Secretary of the Treasury, is charged with the 
making of the regulations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not much safer and better to devolve the duty 
directly upon officers of the Federal Government than upon other per- 
sons ? 

Mr. CANNON. Igo, and so does the bill, to thefountain-head. The 
man who controis all the collectors of the ports is responsible. I see 
no necessity for imposing these duties upon any subordinate class o! 
officers. Why not take the Secretary of the Treasury, who controls the 
machinery at all our ports and all our boundaries, and make him re- 
sponsible? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But he has to act through other persons. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Somebody at the port of entry must act in this mat- 
ter, and why should not that officer at the port of entry be a responsi- 
ble officer of the Government? 

Mr. PETERS. Why not leave them in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the bill we have before us ought to pre- 
vail. I was most beartily in favor of the act of which itis amendatory, 
and I am for any amendment which increases the efficiency of that act. 

And I agree with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HotmMan] it is 
best to leave the execution of the act with the officers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

I have no objection if State boards of immigration and others charged 
with the duty of looking after immigration are called upon to assist in 
this work if they will act, in conjunction with the officers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as provided by the bill, without compen- 
sation. 

But if there are to be specific fees provided and officers employed | 
see no reason why we should go outside, say in the port of New York, 
of the thousands of officers we have already there and employ a ne\ 
corps. We already have a vast number of officers. We have a corps 
in New York more efficient if we devolve this duty on them than could 
be organized outside of them. I am strenuously opposed to the em- 
ployment of more officers when we can very efficiently perform the 
— those already in the employment of the Government. 

I ize that this bill strikes at the very root of the evils complained 
of as to our labor troubles. It is useless for us to talk about protectiny 
American labor and assisting the American laborer when we pérmit 
contracts to be executed and enforced by which criminals and paupers, 
who could not otherwise get here and who come not for love of our in- 
stitutions but for the plunder they can get by coming, come in and com- 


pete with our laborers. 


I trust this duty will be devolved where it properly belongs, upon 
the Treasury Department and by Treasury officials, by whom it can be 
done more efficiently and more cheaply. \ 

I the bill will pass. I to the gentleman from Missour! 
[Mr. O'NEILL) in charge of the bill we might add some clause which 
would fix a penalty upon vessels bringing them here so as to make the 
act mo 


re effectual. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask by unanimous consent to correct 
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the title, and also to amend the first section of the bill by inserting the 

ords *‘a) ved February 26, 1885.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. After the word ‘‘Columbia.”’ 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE. What right have we to impose duties on State boards? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If the gentleman will pardon me I will 
say this imposition of duties is asked for by the boards which now un- 
dertake to ee the landing of paupers and criminals. 

Mr. RIC I am aware of that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It does not impose any other duty than 
that. 

Mr. RICE. But suppose there should be no such boards in some of 
the States, or suppose some of the boards in some of the States should 
refuse to execute this duty; have you any provision for such a case? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We have not. 

Mr. RICE. It seems to me we ought to have. 

Mr. CANNON. Look at line 38, where it says ‘‘or any person or 
any State ’’-—— 

Mr. RICE. I noticed that. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Whose duty it shall be to execute the provisions 
of this section without compensation.’’ 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In the absence of State boards indi- 
viduals can be designated. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McAD00] informs me they have two extremely efficient and competent 
boards at New York and Jersey City, where most of the immigrants of 
the country come, and they are askiag for power to be conferred by this 
act to prevent these people violating the present law. 

Mr. RICE. No doubt of that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the previous question. 

The earn hepestien was ordered. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 8 add the following: 

“All necessary expenses of the execution of this act shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. That is not necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is this objection to it, that it makes another 
permanent appropriation. 

Mr. NEECE. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It makes another permanent appropriation. I con- 
cede that there are some purposes for which permanent appropriations 
seem proper; but it should never be allowed, it seems to me, except 
in extreme cases and where it can not otherwise be avoided. It has 
been the effort of late years to get rid of permanent appropriations en- 

irely, except in « certain few instances; and there is a bill pending 
for purpose. 

The gentleman’s amendment would be simply to add to the long list 
of permanent appropriations which are now so objectionable. 

Mr. NEECE. I can see no use in passing a bill of this character 
without appropriating the necessary money to carry it into execution. 
The officers charged with its execution are not going ahead to do any- 
thing in reference to it unless they have the money to do it with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is no limit imposed by the amendment; 
there is no safeguard whatever. 

Mr. BRAGG. My friend from Indiana, it appears, can not be too 

ie - el but yet he wants the labor and is unwilling to appro- 
pria' 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to appropriate for it by annual appropria- 
tions; not by permanent a. 

I think it is well enough to our expenditures under our own 
control. Let them be estimated for every year and the appropriations 
made to the necessities. 

Mr. M N. Let me t to the gentleman from Indiana 
that if he will add to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois the 
words “ for the fiscal year’’ that amendment will divest it of the objec- 
tion of being a it appropriation, but will require the appropri- 


ation to be by year to keep it up. 
Mr. NEECE. Till so modify the amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Say for the present fiscal year. 


_Mr. RYAN. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a ques- 
tion as to one of its provisions. 

I find at the close of section 8 it is provided: 

That the expenses’of such return— 

That is, the return of the prohibited class— 
nee ee permitted to land shall be borne by the owners of 


How do you enforce that provision? I regard it as important, buat 
would like to know how you would enforce it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Kunsas will permit me I 

ve an amendment to that section, which I will read and send to the 
desk, which I think will cover that point. 


E 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6997 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. NEECE] be read as modified. 

Mr. RYAN. In my time I would like to have the suggested amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee read for information. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state the amendment I propose to add to 
this section first. It is as follows: 

And any vessel refusing to pay such expenses shall not thereafter be permitted 
to landat any port of the United States. 

I think that will cover the case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois be read as modified. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment as now modi- 
fied. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the necessary expense in the execution of this act, for the present fiscal 
year, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

The amendment of Mr. NEECE as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now send the amendment I suggested to the 
desk to be read to be added at the end of line 48. Before it is read I 
will suggest a modification of the amendment by the incorporation of 
the words ‘‘or clear from,’’ and send it to the desk to be read in that 
form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Andany vessel refusing to pay such expenses shall not thereafter be permitted 
to land at or clear from any port of the United States. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think that is necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It will put the vessel ina position to require it to 
carry out the law and will prove to be one of the greatest adjuncts we 
can have in enforcing the law. I am for the law most heartily, and for 
having it to mean something when it is passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like toask the gentleman from Tennessee one 
question. I desire to know whether this provision contained in his 
amendment will not interfere with some existing treaty stipulations ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, it will not interfere with any that ought to 
exist; and it is well for us to begin at once, if we are going to pass this 
act, to prepare for it. I think we ought to make it amount to some- 
thing, by requiring that it shall mean what it says and say what it 
means. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. I am for the act as well 
as the gentleman and will go as far as the gentleman will go in secur- 
ing the adoption of sucha measure; but I am anxious to have it modi- 
fied if necessary so as to make it effective. Now, this in my judgment 
is one of the most effective means to protect labor in the United States; 
but when it is enacted I desire that it shall be enforced without trouble, 
and therefore I raised the question for information, not being able to 
answer it myself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not had occasion to examine the question, 
but I do not remember of any treaty stipulations which would be vio- 
lated by it. 

Mr. RICE. It being a provision applicable to the vessels of all na- 
tions, I do not suppose it would come in conflict with any treaty. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think not. . 

Mr. PETERS. Will not that amendment allow all vessels of for- 
eign countries to land here once before it can take effect ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; but there will not be any inducement 
to land with the second amendment, which prevents them from clear- 
ing. 

Mr. WILSON. But suppose the vessel contracts to bring over onc 
load ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it does that and does not pay the expenses 
under this act, it shall not clear from our ports. 

Mr. PETERS. But it may land, and do the very damage you seek 
to prevent. 

Mr. McMiLLIN. But it is not to be supposed that the vessel will 
tie itself up in an American harbor to rot simply to bring over one load 
of these people. 

Mr. PETERS. It might have a species of cargo which would enable 
it to do that with profit. 

Mr. RYAN. It is very mueh of an improvement on the text. 

Mr. McADOO. The great trouble in New York is to enforce the 
penalties on landing paupers and idiots. If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is not in contravention of any treaty, I think it 
is a most excellent one and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask that the amendment may again be reported. 

The amendment was again read. ‘ 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest that instead of the words ‘‘any vessel re- 
fusing to pay such expenses,’’ &c., it should read ‘‘the owner of any 
vessel.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is right as it stands. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it operate on the timbers. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I offer a substitute for the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZAcH. 
TAYLOR] will withhold his amendment for a moment I think we might 
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probably amend the phraseology by making it read ‘‘any vessel whose 
owner refuses.”’ 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask that my substitute may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the owners of vessels who refuse to pay such expenses shall be subject 
to a fine of $200 for every such person so brought to the United States, to be re- 
covered in any court of competent jurisdiction thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] offered as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILL1IN ]}. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before we act on that, I wish to state to my col- 
league that I think his amendment would make some of the penalties 
smaller than they are now. ‘The act passed in last Congress of which 
this is amendatory already provides penalties which I think are more 
severe than what are provided in his amendment. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Iam willing they should be made as severe 
as the gentleman may desire. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee how he is to 
enforce that penalty against an alien non-resident owner of a vessel? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BracG] is right. There should be something added to the amend- 
ment in regard to that. I have noobjection to amend it in such a way 
as will make it more effective. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer as a substitute what I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. A substitute for what? 

Mr. WILSON. A substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLan]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 8 the following: 

“And such vessels shall not be permitted to clear from any port of the United 


States until the owners thereof shall, by bond or otherassurance satisfactory to 
the collector of said port, undertake to bear this expense.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman who has offered that 
amendment that it would have no force in the case of a large class of 
vessels known as tramps, that do not return to this country. I suggest 
that he add to the language of the bill simply this: ‘‘ And constitute 
a lien on said vessel.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. It might be made to read jn this way: 


And the penalties provided shall constitute a lien on said vessel. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest that you simply add the language 
I have indicated to the bill. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection to that being added to the 
amendment. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Then it would be necessary to pro- 
vide for the enforcement of the lien by an additional amendment. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that as an amendment to 
the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Maine is ing about 
the ea offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
NELSON]. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I did not so understand him. 
Mr. DINGLEY. What is the amendment pending? 
The SPEARER. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
provides if the vessel refuses to return these ms at its own 
it shall not be permitted toland ator clear from any of the United 
States. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wrison] offers an 
amendment providing the vessel shall give bonds or other assurance 
that it will return these persons at its own > 
Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] that we may add the substance of his amendment to that 
which I have offered. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I merely make the suggestion to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who can incorporate it if he chooses. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Thenit can be made to read in this way: 
And any vessel refusing to pay such expenses shall not be permitted to land 
shall consti- 


at or clear from any port of the Vnitea States, and such expenses 
tute a lien on said vessel. 





I will add that last clause, and I think it will cover what the gentle- 
man from Maine has suggested. 

: Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But how are you going to enforce the 
ten ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee modifies his amend- 
ment in the way he has stated. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the previous question on the 
pending amendments. 

@he previous question was ordered. - 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from West Virginia, offered as a substitute for the amend- 
ment pro by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. WILSON. eae and I ask the Clerk 
to read along with my amendment last sentence of the eighth sec- 
tion. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The expense of such return of the aforesaid persons not permitted to land 
shall be borne by the owners of the vessels in which they came, And such yes- 
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sels shall not be permitted to clear from any port of the United States unti) (),, 
owners thereof shall, by bond or other assurance satisfactory to the collect 
the said port, undertake to bear this expense. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Now let the Clerk read my amendment as 1 
fied, for which that is offered as a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And any vesselrefusing to pay such onpeness shall not thereafter be pern ’ 
to land at or clear from any port of the United States, and such expenses 
be alien on said vessel. 

The question being taken on Mr. WILSON’S substitute, there wer 
ayes 17, noes 74. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not ay 
to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now ison the adoption of the anien( 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move an amendment to section | 
That section provides that this bill shall take effect from and afte 
passage. It will be observed that by the amendments which we hay: 
just adopted vessels bringing these persons are charged with tlic ; 
pense of returning them to the country from which they have cou 
Now, such vessels may be on the sea when this bill becomes a law, an 
they ought not to be mulcted in these damages unless they have hai 
notice or have had a chance to be notified of the existence of the | 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Src. 10. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of thirty days a 
passage. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, it does not take a vessel thir 
days tocome from Europe. I move toamend the amendment by st: 
ing out thirty and inserting ten. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you should notify them of the law before | 
leave the other side. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What about sailing vessels ? 
take more than ten days to come from Europe. 

The amendment of Mr. SPRINGER was agreed to—ayes 62, noes 4 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to cou 
in as an additional section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That no alien or person who is not a citizen of the United States shall ac. 
title to or own a greater interest than a leasehold for five years in any Jani: 
anywhere within the United States of America and their jurisdiction ; and a 
deeds or other conveyances of Jands acquired after the approval of this act 
any alien or unnaturalized foreigner, or by any company, firm, or corporat 
composed of such, shall be void. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I make the point of order on that amen( 
ment that it is not germane to the bill. 

Iam heartily in favor of his proposition, but it does not belong on 
this bill. Besides, there is a bill now on the Calendar covering that 
subject. 

Mr. OATES. It seems to me that it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order well taken 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question upon or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by whici 
the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WAGES OF MECHANICS, LABORERS, AND SERVANTS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call up the bill (H. R. 5310) to pro- 
tect mechanics, laborers, and servants in their wages. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That for all personal services rendered by any person acting 
in the ty of mechanic, laborer, or servant in the District of Columbia ani 
Territories of the United to an amount not exceeding $100 


no property 
shall be exempt from seizure sale underexecution: Provided, 


That in order 
to secure the benefits of this act such mechanic, laborer, or servant shal! com- 


mence their action within six months next after the last service shall have | on 
rendered. 
~~y That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this actare hereby re- 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply proposes 
to protect mechanics, laborers, and servants in their by provid- 
ing that no one can set up an exemption law against a judgment 0! 
tained for such a debt. It protects those who can not protect them- 
selves, and who are compelled to trust their labor before asking {or 
com ion. I move the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The bill relates only to the Digtrict of Colum!) 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Only to the District of Columbia an‘ 
the Territories. ' 

The ious question was ordered upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: « 
being ant, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. O’ LL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by w!'«) 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider !)¢ 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PAY FOR DECORATION DAY. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I now report back from 


the Committee on Labor the joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for | 
the payment of per diem laborers in Government employ on the 30th | 
of May of each year as on other days, and I ask that it be put upon its | 


passage. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, @c., That all per diem employés of the Government, on duty at 
Washington or elsewhere in the United States, shall be allowed the 30th day of 
May of each year, commonly called ‘‘ Decoration Day,’’ as a holiday, and shall 
receive the same pay as on other days. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question on the 

ge of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by in- 
serting, after the words ‘30th day of May,’’ the words ‘‘and the 4th 
day of July.”’ 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That would send it back to the Senate, 
and might defeat it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to make 

is inquiry: Suppose the 30th day of May should fall on Sunday, as it 
did this year, under the provisions of this resolution would not these 
employés receive pay for a day on which they would not be required 
to work at all or be permitted to work if they desired? 

Mr. BRUMM. In such acase Decoration Day is usually observed on 
the succeeding Monday. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But this resolution provides specifically 
for paying them for ‘the 30th day of May of each year.’’ 

The previous question was ordered on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the joint resolution; and it was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood there was an amendment, to insert 


——s of July.”’ 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] re- 
quested the gentleman from Missouri to withdraw the demand for the 
evious question in order to allow that amendment to be offered; but 
it was not done. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. An amendment has been suggested to 
which I have no objection, to insert the words ‘‘except when it falls on 


r. BINGHAM. Why not put in simply the words ‘‘ Decoration 
? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That is the language of the bill. 

—_ HOLMAN. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘the Fourth of 
y. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and it can only be amended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope unanimous consent will be given for that 
amendment. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent to insert ‘‘ the Fourth day of July.’’ Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNETT. Iwishtomakeaparliamentary inquiry. I would 
like to know whether there is now in our legislation a provision simi- 
lar to this in to other national holidays. 

The SP. The Chair thinks not; but that is not a parlia- 


mM, BENNELT 
Mr. - Lask the attention of the gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr. O'NEILL]. I wish to know whether ‘‘the per diem em- 
ee of the Government on duty at Washington and elsewhere in the 
ted States’’ are allowed by existing statute the benefit of other na- 
tional holidays with ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. is no such law. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think there is any such law, 
Mr. BENNETT. Then there isa matter of law which may be worthy 


the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. I believe it is the prac- 
tice of the Government to give these laborers the benefit of these other 
national with pay? 


holidays pay? 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the law at this time. 
Mr. BENNETT. I say it is the practice of the Government. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think not as to persons employed by the day. 


Mr. BENNETT. If my friend from Indiana is correct, the force of | dy. 
my inquiry is broken. But if the per diem emgloyés of the Govern- 
on these other national holidays, then this | 
bill, if enacted, would as a matter of law exclude these employés from 


ment are now allowed 


the benefit of pay on those days, and would make Decoration Day the 
= for which they would receive pay. 

‘ ON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
ee. I would be glad to know whether his committee has con- 


a bill allowing to that multitude of laborers who 
are not in the employment of the Government, but who pay the taxes 
im order to meet this appropriation, a day’s pay on Memorial Day or any 


other ? 

Mr. of Missouri. I think that bill is being considered by 
members in the abstract. 

Mr. CANNON. How about the concrete? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to insert ‘‘ Memorial Day’’ 
in place of ‘Decoration Day.”’ 
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|- TheSPEAKER, There is one request for unanimous consent now 
pending. 

Mr. LOVERING. I trust I may be permitted one word of explana 
tion as to how this bill came te be asked for. In the employ of the 
Government are many members of the Grand Army of the Republic 

| old soldiers—who desire to turn out with their posts on Memorial Day. 
| Under the conditions existing at the present time they are obliged in 
| doing so to submit to the loss of a day’s wages. They felt it due to 
| them that they be allowed this day as a holiday with pay, so that they 
might not suffer loss of wages by reason of joining in paying their re- 
| spects to the memory of those who died in the service of their country. 
; TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] asks 
unanimous consent that this bill be amended by inserting ‘‘ the 4th 
| day of July in each year.’’ Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] asks unanimous con- 





sent to amend the bill by striking out the words “‘ the 30th day of May 
in each year,’’ and inserting ‘‘ Memorial Day.”’ 

Mr. CRAIN. ‘‘ Except when the same falis on Sunday.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. Is the language last suggested by the gentleman 
intended to apply to both days? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest that the words ‘‘ without reduction of 
pay’’ should be inserted. Then if any pay is due these employés they 
will get it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not able to hear what gentlemen are 
saying, and the clerks are unable to hear the amendments which are 
being suggested. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILson } 
suggests that the clause ‘‘except when said days fall on Sunday,”’ 
which has been proposed by the gentleman from Texas, be inserted, so 
as to apply to both days. 

A MempBer. That is unnecessary. 

Mr. CRAIN. I withdraw my suggestion as to the words “ exceps 
when the same falls on Sunday.’’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. The designation of the day which shall be a pub- 
lic holiday when Decoration or Memorial Day falls on Sunday varies in 
the different States. In myown State of Pennsylvania, wheu the 30th 
of May falls on Sunday, the Saturday preceding is a legal holiday; but 
in many other States, andin the District of Columbia, the Monday fol 
lowing is a legal holiday. Hence, if the day be described merely as 
‘* Memorial Day,’’ the Government employ¢, wherever he may be, will 
get the benefit of the holiday with pay. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment suggested—to insert the words 
‘* except when the same falls on Sunday’’—has been withdrawn. The 
question is on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. LAWLER. Do I understand this joint resolution has been 
amended to include the 4th of July? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. LAWLER. All that was asked to be included in this joint reso- 
lution was embraced in the report made from the Committee on Labor. 
If it is the intention of the House to amend the resolution I should 
also like te move an amendment. As stated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LovERING] it was reported from the Committee 
on Labor in good faith. If other days are to be included I should like 
to move an amendment including Saint Patrick’s day. {Laughter and 
applause. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that mean Saint Patrick’s day in the morn- 
ing? [{Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes; Iobject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was the amendment as to the 4th of July when 
it falls on Sunday adopted? 

The SPEAKER. It was not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [hope the gentleman wifl permit it to be amended 
in that respect. There is no reason or justice in it nor common sense 
without that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks the joint resolution had better be 
again reported as it has been amended. 

The joint resolution was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask consent to amend by adding the following: 
Provided, That no payment shall be made when the 4th of July falls on Sun- 








Mr. SOWDEN. In such a case they celebrate the following day. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion. [Cries of “Vote ? 4 
| Mr. BRUMM. I move to insert ‘‘except when these are celebrated 
| on the Sabbath.’ 
| Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolution. 
| The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 10. 
So the joint resolution was passed. 
Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 





| EMPLOYES OF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4857) 








7000 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


granting relief to the employés in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, United States Treasury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, including pieceworkers, be allowed a leave of absence, with pay, not ex- 
ceeding fifteen days in any one year, at such time as the Chief of the Bureau 
may designate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Do not the rules require its first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILE, of Missouri. This bill does not mention an appro- 
priation. 

The SPEAKER. 
appropriation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move toamend by adding ‘‘ provided 
the pay of the pieceworkers be rated on the basis of the average of their 
daily earnings for the thirty preceding days.’’ It will not be possible 
to rate the pay of pieceworkers unless some basis be fixed in the bill 
by which their pay is to be rated. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 
bill. 


The SPEAKER. It can be read, but can not be voted on now. 
The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the employés of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing who are paid by the piece or by the day shall be allowed a leave 
of absence with pay, under such regulations and at such times as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, for a period not ae days 
for one year’s continuous service, and for proportionate peri for shorter 
terms of service. Such of said employés as are paid by the piece shall receive 
a daily rate of pay for the leaves of absence granted them equal to the =? 
average rate of pay earned by them during the remainder of the month in whic 
the said leaves of absence shall be taken. 

Src. 2. That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to comply with the pro- 
visions of this act the sum of $14,550 be and hereby is es out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the service of the fiscal 
yeur ending June 30, 1887, and the said sum shall be added to and made a part 
of the appropriation for plate printing in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
for the said fiseal year, 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I now desire to have read a letter 
from the chief of the bureau explaining the substitute I have offered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Chair thinks not. It requires no additional 


I desire to offer a substitute for the 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 
July 9, 1886. 

Sir: In reply to the oral inquiry made by you as to theadditional appropria- 
tion required for the support of this bureau in the event of the passage of an act 
granting fifteen days’ annual leave of absence to its employés, I have to say 
that the enactment of such a measure would not necessitate any increase in the 
appropriation for the pay of the employés other than the plate-printers and 
their assistants, inasmuch as such employés are paid by the day and the leaves 
of absence could be so adjusted that the work of the absentees would be done 
by those who remain on duty. 

The granting of leaves of absence to the plate-printers and their assistants would, 
however, cause a direct increase of expense for the reason that the printers are 
paid by the piece and the wages of their assistants are deducted from their 
earnings. The total number of impressions printed must, therefore, be for at 
the established rates, and the granting of pay to plate-printers and printers’ as- 
sistants while absent on leave will cause an additional expenditure which must 


be separately provided for. The estimated amounts required for this purpose 
are: 


For one hundred and eighty plate-printers, fifteen days, at an esti 
QUGBED OE Bi BOs ovesAcernisrratitincrsnneidatteipreccetiiiestieaelinendatrin tenian Se 
For two hundred printers’ assistants, fifteen days, $1.25 a day........ 


Pre eesece i ae 


Total additional appropriation required............ . 14,550 


To enable the bureau to execute the estimated quantity of work the bill pro- 
viding for the leaves of absence should make an appropriation for this amount 
to be added to and made a part of the appropriation for plate-printing for the 
current fiscal year. . 

Very respectfully, 





E. 0. GRAVES, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. James W. Rep, . 
Commitiee on Printing, 
United States House of Representatives. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. In support of the substitute I have 
submitted I wish to say that if the original bill is passed there will be 
no provision made to pay for the fifteen days’ leave of absence for tlte 
engravers and plate-printers and their assistants. The substitute also 
covers the necessary appropriation. I submitthatin every nt 
of the Government there is provision made for a leave of a to 
Government employés except those employed in the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing. These plate-printers, who ‘orm di le and 
hard work over gas-stoves day after day, will not be provided for un- 
less the substitute be adopted, which makes provision for their pay. 
The amendment provides not only for the fifteen days’ leave of absence, 
but in the second section it also makes provision whereby they may be 
paid. 

The House has just appropriated $90,000 to grant the same leave of 
absence to the employés of the Government Printing Office, and I sub- 
mit, sir, that these are the only employés of the Government who are 
not allowed a leave of absence. If, then, we propose to do the laboring 
men justice who have the most disagreeable, arducus, and exacting 
work to perform, this substitute should be adopted. It is simply do- 
ingan act of justice to skillful laboring men who undergo faithful and 
exacting service for the Government, and I repeat if we are going to 
do equal and exact justice to all Government employés this substitute 
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should pass, so that these employés may be placed upon an equal foot- 
ing with the other employés of the Government. 

Mr. SKINNER. What arethey paid now? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The plate-printers get about $4 a day, 
but they pay out of that for their assistants a large amount, which 
greatly reduces their per diem. 

Mr. SKINNER. Do you not think that is pretty good wages? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. But there are many of the employés 
there who only get from a dollar and a quarter to a dollar and a half 


a day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The greater number of them get the 
smaller sum. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The superintendent of that bureau 
says in the letter which has been read that all of the rest of the em- 
ployés are provided for except the plate-printers, and this is for their 
benefit. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina, have you considered the propriety of compelling private em- 
ployers to grant leaves of absence, with pay, to the large body of work- 
ingmen in this country who are not in the Government employ, and 
who get a much lower rate of pay as a rule than is granted to the Gov- 
ernment employés ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I have considered that; and if I had 
the power, as a Representative, I would insist that equal justice should 
be done to all of the laborersof this country without regard to the char- 
acter of their employment. That is what I propose here as far as it is 
within my power. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I fear youare neglecting the large body 
of the laboring people of the country. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Irepresent a laboring class of people 
myself; and that being the case, I want justice done to all laborers, 
whether they work in the shop or in the field, with their heads or with 
their hands. 

Mr. SKINNER. You do not represent a constituency who get extra 
pay for doing nothing. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 
justice done to all laborers. 

Mr. SKINNER. Nor do you represent a constituency who get $4 a 
day for their labor. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Nor do these men get $4a day. We 
give clerks with high salaries and light work thirty days’ leave of ab- 
sence with full pay, and these men who do the hardest work—work 
with their heads over heated stoves, in trusted and confidential posi- 
tions—should atleast have halfas much consideration as their associates, 
who have light work in easy places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this substitute is preferable to the 
original bill, in that it deals frankly with the question and gives the 
cost to the Government if the legislation shall pass. It is too late now 
to raise the question submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am raising no question, except in be- 
half of the whole body of the laboring people. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but my friend should have done that 
when his party friends were in power and granted leave of absence to all 
of the employés in the Departments at Washington, one month in every 
year, with full compensation. We have already allowed the fifteen 
days’ leave of absence to the employés of the Government Printing Of- 
fice. Now, we have granted this leave to all of the employés in this 
city exceptthose engaged in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
and it would be an invidious distinction to withhold this privilege from 
the employés of that bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Willthe gentlemanallowmea moment? My friend 
has made the suggestion that now, if this bill passes, all of the em- 
ployés of the Government are provided with a reasonable leave of ab- 
sence with poy. That is not exactly correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean in this city. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not in this city. There is a large body of em- 
ployés here working for the Government at a dollar and a dollar and 
a quarter a day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not include members of Congress either. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did notmean that. I refer now to laboring men 
who are working under the broiling sun or in rain and shine. They 
are right around us here on the public grounds. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman offer an amend- 
ment to include them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; with pleasure. I would add the words, 
‘and all the ee of the Government not otherwise provided for.’’ 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that is done I want to increase the appropria- 
tion at the same time. But I do not know that the gentleman means 
to submit it now, as I had the floor and only yielded for a question. I 
presume it is not intended to be put in, nor is there any estimate for 
its cost. They are the men who are working on contracts generally; 
while tbis is a naked proposition, which ought to pass, to do justice to 
the employés of the Bureau of ving and Printing, I would help 
my friend from Indiana if he will find from the Architect of the Capi- 
tol and the Treasury Department the number of persons embraced in 


I represent a constituency who want 
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a ur. HOLMAN. think they ought to be provided for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I the proposition will not be incorporated, 
however, in this bill. It is not germane to it, and it ought not to be 
passed until an estimate and an appropriation is made at the same time. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question, whether this amendment includes the per diem employ¢s of 
the House of tatives? 

Mr. HOL . No,sir; itdoesnot. Isubmit, in all fairness to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, this question: There are employed un- 
der the ising Architect of the Capitol and under the Superin- 
tendent of Public Buildings and Grounds a large number of persons 
who receive a very low compensation, all the way up from $1 a day to 
$60a month. It seems to me that class of persons ought to receive the 
generosity of the Government as much as persons who receive more com- 


and will bring in a resolution to put them 
the others and also provide the money, at the 


on. 

Will my friend consent to add to this -bill a provision that laborers 
employed in various Departments of the Government in this capital 
shall be entitled to a like leave of absence with pay ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will say this to the gentleman: 
there are in the Government employment in the various Departments 
men receiving $900, $1,200, $1,400, and $1,600 who receive thirty days’ 
leave of absence to go home to work at the elections. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no; not now. 

Mr. RELD, of North Carolina. They have had it heretofore. But 
if the gentleman from Indiana will draw his amendment in the way he 
has stated I will accept it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will offer that amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. IfI understand the status of matters the substi- 
tute itself of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Re1pD] is not yet 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is pending, but can not yet be voted on. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the Chair to say it was read for in- 
formation. 

TheSPEAKER. Itis pending, but can not be voted on until the 
text of the original bill is perfected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When will be the proper time to make the point 
of order that the substitute must have its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to do that now. The Chair stated 
when the substitute was sent up it could be read for information, but 
could not be voted on until the original proposition was perfected. That 
may have led gentlemen on the floor to suppose it was not pending. 
Under the rules it can be offered and be pending, but it could not be 
voted on at present. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
’ The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Will thesubstitute be in order at any 
time during the pendency of this proposition ? 

The SPEAKE It will. The Chair has stated it is in order now 
to offer it, but it could not be voted on under the rules of the House 
until the text of the original bill has been perfected. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] makes the point of order that the sub- 
stitute must be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union under the rules of the House, inasmuch as it pro- 

to make an appropriation of money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does that take the bill to the Committee of the 


Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes; but there is nothing to prevent the House 
from immediately resolving itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider it. No time is lost. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the previous question on the 


— ts. 
The Peake The Chair must first determine whether the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is in 
order. It has not been read. 

Pre. McMILLIN. I did not offer an amendment, but made the point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. Then there is only one amendment pending. 
aan HENDERSON, of Illinois. I understood I was recognized by 

e Chair. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] 
has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HEND IN, of Illinois. Iask the gentleman to yield to me 
foran inquiry. Iask the chairman of the Committee on Labor whether 
the word ‘‘annual’’ should not be inserted in line 3, before the word 
“em: ”? so as to show that the bill only applies to the annual em- 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It is intended to apply to all. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Is the man who is employed for six 
— only or for three months only to have the benefit of this enact- 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. In that case it ought not to pass. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question isdemanded on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE]}. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 47, noes 18. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In view of the fact that this motion if passed 
ents off all debate, all chance for explanation, and will include those 
employed only for ten days as well as those serving for years, and the 
gentleman has said he would accept amendments never reported on 
and the effect and cost of which we can not tell, I make the point that 
no quorum has voted, that we may have further explanation and amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move a call of the House. If a quo- 
rum is to be insisted on, the sooner we find out who are here the better. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion for the call of the 
House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I withdraw it on reflection, in order 
not to waste time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I renew it. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 11, noes 65. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee having made the 
point that no quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that this bill be laid aside. If we can not 
pass it without a quorum let us take up some business which we can 


ss. 

a McMILLIN. I do not consent that this bill shall go through 
without discussion, without other amendments than those the commit- 
tee have indicated a willingness to accept, without any chance for a 
member to express even his opinions upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid 
aside for the present. We can not pass it without a quorum, and if it 
is kept before the House we will lose the evening for other measures. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to the bill being 
laid aside since a quorum is demanded and I know there is not a quorum 
present. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Under 
the rule of the House will we not adjourn at 11 o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Cana quorum be assembled before that time ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question for the Chair to answer. 
The Chair does not know what would be the result of a call of the 
House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish to stand in the way of the business 
of the committee and will not, for they have important bills to be 
acted upon, and I will not object. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw this bill for the present. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to call up for consideration —— 

Mr. BINGHAM. If in order, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Labor if it is his purpose to take up for consideration 
this evening the bill (S. 2076) to extend to letter-carriers the advan- 
tages secured to other employés of the United States by section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of labor? [Cries of 
‘*Regular order! **] I am making an inquiry. That is in the regular 
order. 

Mr. LAWLER. It is on the list. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes; it is on the list to be called up 
this evening. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is its position on the list? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. [I call up House resolution 142—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then the gentleman does not answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I tell the gentleman itis on the list, to 
be called up very soon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, everything is ‘‘ on the list.”’ 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolu- 
tion 142, which is joint resolution authorizing and directing the Com- 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Commissioner of Labor be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to make 
a full investigation as to the kind and amount of work performed in the penal 
institutions of the several States and Territories of the United States and the 
District of Columbia, as to the methods under which convicts are or may be 
employed, and as to all the facts pertaining to convict labor and the influence 
of the same upon the industries of the country, and embody the results of such 
investigation in his second annual report to the Secretary of the Interior: Pro- 

ided, That the investigation hereby authorized can be carried out under the 
estimate of the expenses of the Bureau of Labor for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question on the 
passage of the joint resolution. 
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Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put, I would 
like to call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Labor 
to the proviso, which I think needs to be perfected. Its language is: 

Provided, That the investigation hereby authorized can be carried out under 
the estimate of the expenses of the Bureau of Labor, &. 

I submit that it should be amended so as to read ‘‘ under the appro- 
priations made for the expenses of the Bureau of Labor,’’ &c. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Labor 
whether the Commissioner has not authority to make this investiga- 
tion now ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Ido not know that he has. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri withdraw the 
demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do, for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
West Virginia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14 strike out the words “ estimate of” and insert the words “ appro- 
priations made,” making the proviso read: “ Provided, That the investigation 
hereby authorized can be carried out under the appropriations made for the ex- 
penses of the Bureau of Labor for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] whether the expenses contemplated in this 
bill were estimated for by the Chief of the Bureau of Labor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. He has an appropriation in gross, and 
this simply proposes that in his Jabors he shall give a certain amount 
of attention to the subject and furnish certain information about it. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. But in the appropriation for his bureau has any 
provision been made for this special work? ' 

Mr. LOVERING. It does not require any special appropriation. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] 
necepts the amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 


WILson | will there be any money to execute the provisions of this 
bill? 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The estimates are not in detail; they 
are in gross. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Iam merely asking for information. 


Mr. CANNON. I think I can answer the question. I recollect that 
the Commissioner of Labor submitted a supplemental estimate (the leg- 
islative bill carries the appropriation for his bureau), in which he out- 
lined quite a number of investigations, touching labor as connected 
with railways and labor as connected with the textile industries, and 
also the question of the employment of women and children; and we 
appropriated, in pursuance of his suggestions or recommendations, what 
we deemed sufficient to carry out the work in the lines indicated by 
him, but my recollection is that this was not included. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I moveto strike out the proviso. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say further to the 
gentleman that, if my recollection is correct, by passing this specific 
direction Congress may express an opinion which may perhaps keep 
the Commissioner from investigating some other matter of more im- 
portance than this in its relations to labor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. There can be no more important sub- 
ject than to investigate this question of convict labor, which to-day is 
destroying many of the trades by its unfair eompetition. Honest labor 
can not compete with the unpaid-for labor of convicts. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think the question of labor as connected 
with railways is pretty important, perhaps more important than this. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What I was ive of was that the pro- 
viso might impair the whole force of this joint resolution. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I think the proviso might very properly be struck 
out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] moves to 
strike out the proviso. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think this is a matter 
which ought to be diseussed a little. Iam notsure but there ought to 
be added an a iation for this purpose. I do not wish to interfere 
with the business of the chairman of the Committee on Labor, but I 
submit to him that if he intends to make this effective he ought to 
make provision to pay the of the p investigation. What 
is the use of ordering a thing to be done when you do not provide any 
means of doing it? I have called the gentleman’s attention to the mat- 
ter and the responsibility is with him. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loverine] who introduced this joint resolution. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution was presented 
with the knowledge and consent of the Commissioner of Labor. Fe 
the time the interview was had with him he was of the 
the joint resolution should pass in this form, and that if it did 


sufficient money would be appropriated in rm, that 3 ai. po 


to carry out its provisions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman from Illinois _ S CAN- 
NON] has just told us that there has been no appropriation made for 
this pu 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that the supplemental estimates 
did not include this particular work 
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now to any particular line of investigation. 
the Committee on Labor the direct question whether the power: 
conferred upon the Commissioner of Labor would not enable him 
make this investigation and report, withoué additional legislation 


made as a substitute for the proviso. 
would rather not trust it to the Committee on Appropriations, who ar 
perhaps, quite as economical as they are patriotic. 





JULY 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think the Commissioner of Labor it, 


ized the matter. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can oy) 


had better send for the estimates, and let us know what we are (doing 
If this is a legitimate and proper work, it is legitimate and proper t) 
an appropriation be made to carry it on. 

Mr. McADOO. Almost all the great States require work of thj, 
character to be done and have bureaus charged with its supervision, : 
that the expense to be incurred by the United States under the pen. 
ing measure must be merely nominal. 


Mr.CANNON. Iam in harmony with gentlemen who desire t! 


vestigation; the only question is whether we ought to give more mone 


Mr. PERKINS. Why can not the Commissioner of Labor ole; 


this information now ? 


Several MEMBERS. He can. 
Mr. LOVERING. Bat this bill directs him to make the investiz 


tion. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. As I understand, he is not restri 


I put to the chairman 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman that 


Commissioner of Labor is in favor of the passage of this resolution 4s | 
is. 
Committee on Appropriations can incorporate it in some of the |) 
now pending between the two Houses. 
previous question. 


If it be found that an additional appropriation is needed, , 
I renew the demand for t 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I should like an appropriation of $10,(\) 


[ Laughter. . 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. My friend from Indiana [Mr. Ho1 
says he will take care of it. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Indiana! 
Mr. HEPBURN 
question. 

The SPEAKER. 
demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. O’NELLL, of Missouri. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
bill would not be better carried out by striking out the word ‘‘« 
in the thirteenth line. Then the bill will be mandato: 


[Laughter 


mand for the previous question, and no debate is in order. 
The previous question was ordered; there being—ayes 46, noes 1 


posed by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson], w! 
will be again read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 14, strike out “ estimate of’’ and insert “ appropriations made for.’ 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, and other members. That is right 
The amendment was agreed to. 


tion as amended to be 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
believe ? 
The SPEAKER. That motion was withdrawn. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. No; it was not withdrawn. 


and read the third time. 


it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 

The SPEAKER. 
the gentleman from Maine to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was that made before the previous question 
called ? 


I desired to add an appropriation. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Rerp, of Main: 
strike out the proviso, it was not agreed to. 


third time, and 


If we want this work done, | 


The SPEAKER. It was. The Chair thought it had been w't! 
drawn, but the gentleman from Maine informs the Chair that it was uot. 


The joint resolution as amended was then ordered to be engros-° 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl 





NT aie! 
* ee solid 





I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri « 


Does the gentleman from Missouri withdraw tle 

I desire to inquire whether the purpose of this 
wr 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri insists on the (e- 


The SPEAKER. The question is ‘first upon the epee spall > ; 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on ordering the joint resolu- 


There was no motion to strike out the proviso. | 


The SPEAKER. Then the Chair should have put the question upo. 


The Chair will put the question on the motion 0! 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by wi) 


the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO EMPLOYES IN NAVY-YARDS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The next measure I call up is Hou 


bill No. 8819. 
The Clerk read the titie of the bill, as follows: 


navy- 


A bill (H. R. 8819) to grant leaves of absence to employés in the Unted Stu's 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill is in Comm: 


tee of the Whole. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the bil! 


be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. I object. . 

Mr. FORAN. I rise to a question of order. Bills are not being 
called up in their order on the Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that. The order made for | 


this evening’s session provided for the consideration of such bills as 
should be presented by the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. FO - But the Committee on Labor has not authorized the 
order in which they are being presented. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair of course has no knowledge as to that | 


matter. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I was unable to hear the remark of my colleague 
(Mr. Foran]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that bills 
are not being called up in their order on the Calendar, and that the 
Committee on Labor has not directed any other order to be pursued. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Does the gentleman make the point that we are 
not considering bills in the order in which the committee agreed they 
should be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that the bills are 
not being considered in the order in which they were reported and in 


which they stand on the Calendar, and that the committee has not di- | 


rected any other order to be pursued. The resolution under which the 
House met this evening provides that the evening session shall be de- 


voted exclusively to the consideration of such bills as may be pre- | 


sented for consideration by the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am calling up bills in 
the order deemed proper according to the judgment of the committee 
which gave us this night for the business of the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What committee is that? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The Committee on Rules. 

Mr. McKINLEY. They fixed the order? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It was arranged in the interest of hav- 
ing the most work accomplished for this reason: There were certain 
bills to which it was thought there was so much opposition in this 
House that to call them up first would, on account of the time con- 
sumed, involve the defeat of all the other bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and they thought the bills to which there was no ap- 
parent opposition should be first considered. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. How do you know that? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The order under which these bills have 
been arranged is the order in which I have called them up. The next 
bill is the one providing for the extension of the eight-hour law to the 
letter-carriers. The bill following that is the bill providing for the 
ae of the wages of the employés of the Government Printing 

ce. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Call up the next bill then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman called up a bill, which has been 
read, and the Chair submitted the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, that by unanimous consent the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union should be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, which was objected to. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. I will withdraw the request in regard 
to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 


LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I now call up the bill (8. 2076) to ex- 
tend to letter-carriers the advantages secured to other employés of the 
United States by section 3738 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
hours of labor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for letter- 
carriers who are now or who may hereafter be employed-by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States; and there shall be no reduction in compen- 
sation _ forservices rendered by reason of the limitation of the hours of labor 

by this act. 

Mr. WILSON. This seems to be a Senate bill, although the copy I 
have does not state that it passed the Senate. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It passed the Senate and is on the House 


Calendar. 
ne SPEAKER. The bill passed the Senate on the Ist day of June 


Mr. BLOUNT. Is this bill in the Committee of the Whole? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair was first under the impres- 
sion it was. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order it must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. Why? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Because it is an additional charge on the Treasury. 
Mr. BINGHAM. How does the gentleman know that? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Because he has mother wit. 
Mr. BLOUNT.. There is no doubt that is the purpose of it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must be governed in deciding the point 
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of order by the contents of thebill. It provides that eight hours shall 
constitute a day’s work for letter-carriers who are now or who may 
hereafter be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States; and there shall be no reduction in compensation paid for serv- 
ices rendered by reason of the limitation of the hours of labor pre 
scribed by this act. Now it may be if the hours of labor of letter-car- 
riers are so diminished as to make it necessary to employ an additional 
number in that service an appropriation will have to be made for their 
| payment. But that is a matter of argument. The bill does not make 
| &N appropriation and on its face does not require any appropriation to 
| be made. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Has the Chair considered in connection with this 


it does involve additional expense? 

The SPEAKER. That isa matter of argument. The invariable 
rule is to look at the bill itself and see whether on its face, by its terms, 
if makes an appropriation or requires one to be made. 

If it should involve an increase of the service—an increase of the 
force necessary to perform the service—there is nothing in the bill re- 
quiring an appropriation to pay that increased for 

| appropriation in the bill itself. 


» and there is no 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if the language of the rule re 
quires an appropriation to be made in order that such a proposition 
niust have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wil! cause the rule to be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 3, Rule XXIII: 


| 
} 
| 
| 
i 
| ‘All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people 


re ; 

bill the communication to this House from the Postmaster-General that 
| 

| 


proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or autho 
izing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability t 
the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit 
tee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shali be good at any tim 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced 





TheSPEAKER. Thelanguage of the rule is, making appropriations 
or requiring such appropriations to be made, or releasing some liability 

| to the Government. 

Mr. CRAIN. I believe the point of order has been overruled ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would inquire further whether this comes up in 
the regular way on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has already stated, but a few moments 
ago, what the order of the House was: that this evening should be set 
apart exclusively for the consideration of such measures as might be 
presented from the Committee on Labor; and under that rule the Chair 
has allowed the gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Labor, without objection from any one on the floor, to make 
a report from the committee, which has been considered. 

Mr. CRAIN. The object of this bill, as shown by its caption, is to 
give to the letter-carriers- 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the objection that this is not considered in 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the resolution allowed the 
presentation of measures from the Committee on Labor. It does not 
specify their order of presentation. 

Mr. CRAIN. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would liketo have the report read at some time 
during the consideration of this measure. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the nature of debate, and may be read in 
the time of any gentleman who gets the floor. 

Mr. CRAIN. The object of this bill, as I was about stating when 
interrupted, is apparent from its caption. Section 3738 of the Revised 
Statutes provides that eight hours shall constitute a legal day’s work 
for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics in the employ of the Govern- 
ment. Letter-carriers were supposed to be included within that pro- 
vision, but the Post-Office authorities have held that they are not em- 
braced within that section of the Revised Statutes; and in order to 
include them within its provisions this bill has been prepared. It has 
passed the Senate; it contains but one section; it is easily understood, 
and I think argument upon it is unnecessary. I therefore move the 
previous question upon the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon that 
This should certainly be debated. It is too important a measure to 
pass without full consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Texas certainly should not un- 
dertake to cut off debate in that manner upon a proposition involving 
an increase of expenditures amounting to several millions of dollars, 
especially in view of the fact that he has an official communication in 
his possession from the Department that he withholds from the House 
I wish to say that [ am noi willing, so far as I am concerned, to be 
choked off in that way; and I shall resort to whatever methods I may 
properly employ to compel a fair consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia is aware 
of the fact that at 11 o’clock this evening the session must terminate. 

Now the previous question, as I understand it, will give fifteen min 
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utes’ debate on each side, which I take it will be ample for the gentle- 
man to state his objections. 

The SPEAKER. Not when there has been debate, as in this case, 
the gentleman from Texas having debated it. 

Mr. CRAIN. We will give, then, some debate if the gentleman 
wants it. 

Mr. 3LOUNT. This is aproposition which involves several millions 
of dollars, and we should certainly have a full opportunity to discuss it. 

Mr. CRAIN. And so far as withholding the communication to which 
the gentleman refers, is concerned, I have only to say that he is mis- 
taken. Ihave no right to withhold it. I withhold nothing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But you have demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CRAIN. That does not prevent the letter from being put into 
the Recorp. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the use of putting it into the Recorp after 
action has been taken upon the bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hopethe gentleman from Texas will permit the 
communication from a Cabinet officer of the Government to be read for 
the information of the House before the previous question is insisted 
upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gent)eman has demanded the previous ques- 
tion, and the only thing in order is a vote on that demand. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, 
noes 68. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I now resume the floor, and wish to 





say 
Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has lost the floor and lost control of 
the bill. 


Mr. CRAIN. Iam willing to give the gentleman ten minutes if 
that will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice of the House, when a gentle- 
man in charge of a bill demands the previous question and the de- 
mand is not sustained the floor passes away from him with the con- 
trol of the proposed measure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I will take the floor in my own right 
now, and yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Texas who asks 
for that time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If nobody else wants to do so, I shall 
propose to amend this bill by adding after the words ‘‘letter-carriers,’’ 
in line 4, the words: 


And all other persons. 


Mr. CRAIN. The letter to which the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 


BLOUNT] refers is a letter which was sent to the Speaker of the House 
by the Postmaster-General; and in accordance with the request of the 
gentleman I will give the substance of it. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

Mr. CRAIN. The substance of this letter is that the passage of this 
bill will involve an expenditure of $1,350,000, or thereabouts; and that 
it will require the employment of twenty-two hundred and eight ad- 
ditional letter-carriers in the one hundred and eighty-one free-delivery 
offices in the several States. The Postmaster-General says in that let- 
ter that he bases that statement upon communications that were re- 
ceived by the various chief clerks in his Department from the postmas- 
ters of those free-delivery oflices. In supportof the statement made in 
that letter he furnithes a communication from J. F. Bates, superin- 
tendent of the delivery system, who appends to that communication a 
statement giving answers from the various postmasters of the free-de- 
livery offices, in which they set out, first, the number of hours that the 
letter-carriers are employed in their respective offices: second, the num- 
ber of carriers who are actually employed; and thira, the additional 
number of carriers that will be required to carry out the provisions of 
this bill should it become a law. 

I have examined this statement very carefully, and as the gentleman 
from Georgia has permitted me to go on I will give the House the 
benefit of the information which I have acquired. 

I have selected twenty-three free-delivery offices embraced in this 
list; and in those twenty-three offices I have discovered that the post- 
masters have made mistakes in’ their calculations which amount in the 
number of carriers to seven handred and twenty-two and in the amount 
of money which they say is necessary to be expended to $433,200, with- 
out including the excessive charges as incidental expenses for seven 
hundred and twenty-two carriers. 

In the city of Boston the postmaster reports that the letter-carriers 
work nine hours a day; that there are two hundred and ninety-five 
carriers in actual service, and that he will require an additional force 
of seventy carriers to put this billin execution. By acalculation which 
I have made and which any gentleman in this House can make that 
postmaster is clearly in error, and instead of needing seventy additional 
carriers he will only need thirty-seven. 

In the city of Brooklyn, where the letter-carriers are working ten 
hours a day, according to the postmaster, he reports that he will re- 
quire one hundred additional carriers, whereas the calculation shows 
he will only need fifty-two. 

A MEMBER. What is the number now? 
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Mr. CRAIN. He claims to have two hundred and nine now. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
these postmasters in New York and Boston in making up the number 
of hours thes’ men work have reported that they work, say, ten con- 
tinuous hours? 

Mr. CRAIN. They do not; I will come to that before I close. 

In the city of Detroit the postmaster reports he works his carriers 
nine and a half hours a day; that he has fifty-two in actual service, 
and that he will require twenty additional carriers, whereas a correct 
calculation will show that he will only need ten extra carriers. 

In the city of Erie, the postmaster says that he works his carriers 
eight hours a day; that he employs twelve; and, mirabile dictu, that he 
will require twelve more to comply with the requirements of this bil], 
although he only works his men eight hours a day now. 

In the city of Fort Wayne, according to the postmaster, there are 
eleven carriers, who work eleven hours a day, and he says he will re- 
quire eleven extra carriers if he be compelled to carry out the provis- 
ions of this bill. The calculation will show that he is mistaken to the 
extent of five carriers. 

In the city of Jersey City, represented by my honored friend [Mr. 
McApoo], the postmaster says he works his carriers ten and three quar- 
ters hours a day; that he has thirty-six in actual service; and that he 
will require thirty-six more to comply with this bill. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
there? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. I may insert a letter in the Recorp which will ex- 
plain his statement. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido not mean that he intentionally made an error. 
Do not misunderstand me. The calculation is that at Jersey City in- 
stead of thirty-six it will only require thirteen additional carriers to ex- 
ecute the proposed law. In Kalamazoo the postmaster has six letter- 
carriers, who work nine hours a day; and yet he says he will require 
six more to comply with the provisionsof this bill; whereas in truth and 
in fact he will only need two. So it goes down through the list of 
twenty-three. I will not read the figures foreach one. ButI will take 
the city of New Haven. The postmaster there works the carriers thir- 
teen hours a day; he has thirty-five in actual service, and says he will 
require twenty-five more, whereas he will only need seventeen. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the a permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG.. Do you understand that each letter-carrier works 
nine or ten hours a day? 

Mr. CRAIN. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is not this the order of business, that they are divided 
up into reliefs, one going out to make one trip and the next trip being 
made by another relief entirely, the first carrier not going out on that 
trip, and the nine and a half or ten hours a day covering the whole 
time that they are all out? 

Mr. CRAIN. They work from twelve to fifteen hours a day, if you 
count their actual time of service in that way. This statement means 
the time they are performing actual service, the time they are out on 
their routes. Take the city of New York—and this is the most re- 
markable statement, I think, in the whole list—in the eity of New 
York the postmaster reports that he employs seven hundred and threc 
carriers, and that he works them eight and a half hoursa day; that is 
only half an hour more a day than this bill provides for, so that for 
every sixteen carriers employed by him, if this bill were to become a 
law, he would have to employ one additional carrier. Now, he says 
that in order to comply with the provisions of this bill he would have 
to employ five hundred additi carriers; whereas the fact is that in- 
stead of five hundred he would need only forty-four. 

Any gentleman can make the calculation for himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRAIN. Ican notanswer many more questions, but I will yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to know whether these postmasters 
who have made these miscaleulations are all recent appointments ? 
[ Laughter. ] 

A MemBer. No; they have held over. 

Mr. CRAIN, That is a question into which I do not desire to enter 
at this time. 

Mr. McADOO. The postmaster at Jersey City is a Republican, com- 
ing over from the last administration. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not think that politics ought to be injected into 
this discussion, and therefore I will ask the gentleman from Iowa to 
excuse me from answering his question further. 

Take next, Mr. § er, the case of Philadelphia—— 

Mr. WEBER. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like him 
to state the basis of his calculation that only forty-four additional car- 
riers would be required in New York. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will tell the gentleman. The postmaster says he 
works his carriers eight and a haif hoursa day. So, if you take off 


half an hour from the time of each man, when you have taken ofl 


sixteen half hours an additional man must be employed to make up the 
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Mr.BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN ] 
has made his own estimateof the increased cost tothe service which this 
measure willcause. While I have very great regard for that gentleman’s 
intelligence, I think it will be much more satisfactory to the House if 
I have read official communications from the Post-Office Department. 
I therefore send to the desk to be read a communication from the su- 
perintendent of the free-delivery service, with a statement showing the 
whole time that these men are employed. When in actual service they 
are not always on their routes. ‘The communication and tabular state- 
ment which I send to the desk to be read will disclose the time these 
men are actually in service. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






















time. ‘Therefore, forevery sixteen men now employed he would have 
to employ an additional man, and by dividing sixteen into seven hun- 
dred and three, the total number of carriers employed, you get forty- 
four, the number required in excess of those actually in service. 

Mr. WEBER. But with those seven hundred and three carriers now 
employed there are seven hundred and three routes. Now, if the gen- 
tleman will tell me how the one additional carrier whom he would 
employ for every sixteen now employed could cover the sixteen routes, 
then I will admit the correctness of his calculation. 

Mr. CRAIN. I put this calculation upon the same basis as the cal- 
culations made by other postmasters whose statements I have found to 
be correct. 

Mr. WEBER. Then those calculations are wrong, and you are pro- 
ceeding upon a wrong basis, and the gentleman who said that he would 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT 


Orrice Or THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
require nearly as many additional carriers as he was then employing Washington, D. C., June 7, 1886. 
was nearer to being correct. Str: In response to your communication under date of May 5, 1886, transmit- 


ting, by direction of the Committee on Rules, the inclosed draught of a bill to be 
proposed as an amendment to House bill No. 5540, and requesting that I inform 
the committee what additional expense,if any, would be caused by the passage 
of such a bill, and generally as to the advisability aud practicability of the exe- 
eution of such a law and its effect upon the pestal service, | have the honor to 
submit herewith a report to me, under date of May 28, by the superintendent of 
free delivery, exhibiting the results of inquiries made of the postmasters at the 
several free-delivery offices, together with his estimate based thereon of the 
probable increase of cost in the free-delivery service by the passage of such an 
act; also a communication from the disbursing clerk and superintendent of this 
department, under date of May 7,showing the effect which the act would pro- 
duce upon the foree of laborers now employed in the department; and also a 
communication, under date of May 28, from the Superintendent of Railway Mail 


Mr. CRAIN. Well, I have made my calculation on the same basis 
upon which the other postmasters have made their statements, and ap- 
plying that test I find the calculation which I have made to be correct. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. If the gentleman will permit me, suppose 
twenty men are employed ten hoursa day. Now if you confine their 
labor to eight hours their day of labor ceases two hours sooner, and 
there are forty hours’ work left to be provided for. How do you pro- 
vide for that? 

Mr. CRAIN. Extend the routes. 























Mr. WORTHINGTON. But you can not extend the routes because 
of the hours at which the mails come. 

Mr. CRAIN. ‘The way I make the calculation is this: I multiply the 
number of hours by the number of men actually in service and I divide 
the result by eight, which gives the number of men that the postmaster 
will have to employ if this becomes a law. Then I subtract the num- 
ber he now empleys from the quotient, and the difference gives the 
number of additional men required. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I was under that impression at one time, 
but I think the gentleman is in error, and I know that he desires to get 
the matter correctly. = 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. I am stating the basis upon which I have 
made the calculation, and it is the basis upon which the statements of 

which I found to be correct seem to have been made. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I must decline to yield further, Mr. Speaker. I also 
submitted this matter to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Brna- 
HAM}, who I believe was at one time postmaster of Philadelphia, and 
he stated the calculation was correct according to his understanding. 
I am not an expert in matters, but I have made the calculation 
to the best of my ability upon the basis of the calculations of the post- 
masters whose statements I found to be correct. 

In addition to what I have said I will state that those who have fur- 
nished the Postmaster-General this information say in substance that 
they do not now employ these men in actual work more than eight 
hours a day: that they keep them from perhaps half past six in the 
morning until half past six or seven at night, but that they are not act- 
ually at work on the streets gathering and delivering the mails more 
than eight hours a day upon an average. If it be true that they work 
the men only about eight hours a day, then how can it be true that an 

of $1,350,000 would be required to carry this bill into 

effect? If they employ the men only eight hours a day now, then 

clearly this bill will be harmless, because it will add nothing to the ex- 
itures of the Department. 

But the fact is that while these men are only engaged eight hours a 
day in actual service upon the streets, going through the snow and rain 
in every direction in the performance of their duties, yet when not thus 
occupied upon the streets they are compelled to consume a great deal 
of time in their offices in doing what is called ‘‘routing’’ their letters; 
that is, assorting them, preparing for the next outdoor service. In 
other words, they actually work from twelve to fifteen hours a day. 
This is too much work for any man to do continuously. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to ask the gentleman whether any of 
these have resigned, or whether persons have refused to ac- 
cept the tions on account of the hardship of the service ? 

Mr. - No, sir; and tedly on this floor when members 
of — have been asked whether they were coming back I have 
heard individually say, ‘‘ I do not believe I shall; it issuch hard 
work; we are perfect drudges and slaves; we are compelled to run from 
Department to ent, and to perform every kind of duty for our 
constituents; I do not believe I shall come back.’’ But I have yet to 
hear the first case of any member resigning on this ground. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Neither did the car-drivers in New 
York resign, but the Legislature came to their rescue. 

Mr. CRAIN. Of course there would have to be a reorganization of 
the service in the various offices. The routes would have to be length- 

and the time of service in the offices shortened so as to conform 
provisions of the bill, but the expense of carrying them out 
be nothing like the amount suggested in the letter of the Post- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
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Service, exhibiting the probable effect of the introduction of the eight-hour law 
to that service. . 


It is perhaps not within the contemplation of the proposed act that railway 
mail clerks should be embraced within it; but if that is considered, the com- 
munication of the superintendent suggests very pertinent reasons why it would 
be an element of inconvenience and embarrassment so great as to interfere seri- 
ously with the distribution of the mails. P 

The communication from the superintendent of free-delivery service exhibits 
the probable increased cost at $1,344,822.20. In respect to this it may be remarked 
that although letter-carriers are in a certain sense on duty more than eight hours 
in many places, yet the actual labor which they perform frequently does not 
reach to eight hours, and while with many the service is laborious and severe, 
with probably a large majority the contrary is the fact. 

So far as the department is concerned some small increase of the number of 
laborers would be necessary, but it may be still asserted that no more than 
eight hours labor is required of any laborer, although more hours of duty are 
necessary in the case of some in order toan economical! arrangement of the work 
to be done. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
WM. F. VILAS, Postmaster-Geneval, 

Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker House of Representatives. 


Post-OFrricE DEPARTMENT, 
. OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 8, 1886. 
Sir: In the communication which I had the honor to address to you upon the 
subject of the proposed eight-hour legislation for letter-carriers, I mentioned as 
one of the accompanying papers a communication from the Superintendent of 
Railway Mail Service tome. By accident, my secretary omitted to inclade it, 
and I beg herewith to hand it to you to go with my former communication. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
WM. F. VILAS, Postmasier-General, 
Ton. Jons G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


Post-OFrFIcE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE Frretr ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
FREE-DELIVERY Division, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1886. 
Sim: I have the honor to inform you that on receipt of the inclosed Ictter of 

T. E. Nash, esq., chief clerk, I addressed a circular to the postmasters at the 
free-delivery offices, one hundred and eighty-one in number (a copy of which 
is also inclosed), and all of them have replied. I send you a tabular statement 
herewith, showing in detail the number of additional carriers which will be re- 
quired in the event of the passage of the bill referred to. It will be noticed that 
the total number is two thousand two hundred and eight. As sixteen officers 
report that double the present force will be required, and others a large propor- 
tionate number, it is my opinion that a reorganization under the direction of 
a careful inspector would permit a reduction of the number estimated in many 
cases. The difference in the time of arrival and departure of mails at differ- 
ent offices will account in part for the disproportion in the several estimates, 
The additional expenses immediately connected with the free-delivery system 
will be as follows: 





2,208 carriers, at $600 each ..............0000 

2,208 satchels, at $2.15 each. ae 

APGitionial horec-ixve. ......c00.s.scccesseescececessesece 

Additional car-fare......... . 

*Additional carrier furniture, 118 offices..............+.. quacasence ‘ ‘ », 900 60 





Total ammount for frat YOR ccececsveccccsccccccccosssescoccess 


It will be difficult to fully comply with the provisions of this law, owing to fre- 
quent changes in the time of arrival and departure of mails, which will require 
reorganization of the force from time to time. Even with the increase in num- 
ber of carriers, a majority of the postmasters express grave doubts as to their 
ability to literally comply with this law, and at the same time render satisfactory 
service to the public. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. F. BATES 
Superintendent of Free-Delivery Syste 
Hon. WiLviaM F, ViILas, 
Postmaster-Gencvral. 


* The remaining offices, sixty-three in number, are in Government buildings, 
and noestimate for carrier furniture is made, as this is provided by the Treasury 
Department, 
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Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice Or THE First Asststanr POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Free-DeLivery Drvision, 
Washington, D. C., May 8, 1836. 

Sin: A bill is now pending in Congress which provides as follows: 

** Kight hours shall constitute a day's work for orem, workmen, mechanics, 
and letter carriers, who are now, or may hereafter be. as in the civil serv- 
ice by or on behalf of the Government of the United Stat 

Please inform this office what effect the passage of cudnt a law will have on 
your carrier service. How many hours of labor are now required of your let- 
ter carriers, including the time they are necessarily employed in the post-office ? 
In reorganizing your force so as to comply with this law, based on the construc- 
tion that it means eight consecutive hours, or such a reasonable division of that 
time as to substantially az with this construction, will additional carriers 
be anes at your office, and if so,how many? What additional expense other 
than for carricrs’ salaries will necessarily be incurred? 

This information is called for by Congress, and an immediate answer is there- 
fore necessary. Please reply promptly and greatly oblige, 

Very respectfully yours. 
J. F. BATES, 


Superintendent Free-Delivery System. 
Postmaster 











Reports of postmasters regarding the ‘‘ eight-hour law,’ ’ showing number of carriers 
now in service and addjtional number which will ill be rquired 
























































' a og 

a. “. Qa 

tae Bee “3 | 2f | 58 

Free-delivery cities. E> =e =o 

| ba | Ee | SF 

| & o < 

OEE cocecncscnmmncnnaeianiinmiiiiinnintioninins | 10} 7 | 2 
Ana, Thy F .cccocscscenecsvece coescosevccesescccvsecoecsen | 10 32 3 
DE Ce bisittintsaccycsiintimanieimipnntieninameiee il} 19 6 
ARORA BET A, Ws cossnsseerenncentnrermmmeseansecsnssemegnsscenpremncenned 10 7 2 
AAR, Tintremnrcimnamatnindetmntionrttizinenianl 9} 7 1 
Atchison, Ean. .......c0ccccsssereesserseee ll 6 4 
PERE I, cicmnmnnianiomatinnnnnianmmmmiamaneniil il} 17 6 
Auburn, N. Y... od 10} 9 3 
Augusta, Ga.... wil 10 8 8 
Augusta, Me. wd 9 5 1 
ASTI, Tin ccicxevecesnsreseseuscceneamuanesens: peowsenenveveneovennes wt 10 7 2 
A satthien. DOR .....<cccosucesteccoccesuncsectumnseonsesnesepecenmecenscesene = 12 6 3 
Wandin, BEA.’ ..<cesinevewvccnseecimescsconmascesespeumeneens: 7 12 146 73 
IE TED ta cnnicsvsicrsemnniy tine emmaneianngnee +| ob 5 1 
PROG CRI, BEBO ccecoasseccecse eongutnsnsnmantnscecgunssseccesuaescuse ail ll 6 4 
Wbenennmnasbees, ho V, ccocevevccncssseccccersapeo cevpccnsecovscseses wool 10 8 2 
III. TEI sid a aeapreemetntinineiniiibaneiemiibenpenitinimenuats | 7 8 8 
IIE, TI cnscestnpegeennounsiiuanntuedendeainie wnineinemnieenn “| 9 295 70 
AI SCID ss cenceussensineaipmiennetidnippninnceteinnecnes a 10} 12 9 
BPOCKtOR, BERGS.......ccccccrcrsccccere covcccseecscosesevessoce eoeeees _ 1lg 6 3 
TOUOGIEAY EO, Whe Eo: cccecscecceccnspevsseocenenmensrnccsinmbanetaneten - 10 209 100 
Buffalo, N. Y........ a 10 58 15 
Burlington, Iowa i 9 10 2 
Barlington, Vt..... 10} 6 2 
Camden, N. J.. a lly 13 7 
Canton, Ohio.. puansaipeteouss eneutastheasvessuaeenganenndstennnass - 1l* 6 3 
Cedar Rapids, payin tiesdistisdssacvenkeena = 10 5 2 
Charleston, 8. C.. a 8 12 0 
Chattanooga, Tenn... and ll 7 3 
Chicago, IIl............. al ll 360 135 
Cincinnati, Ohio... a 9 122 15 
Cleveland, ens ecsoecess ood il res] 25 
Columbus, Olid...ccccoscccsccces covseesceceeee © ad 9} 23 3 
Concord, N. H.. sxegniiectbnmnecttnapeidiiannaninengneunamemmnneig il} 5 3 
Council Bluffs, lowa patel 12 6 3 
Covington, Ky.........«. = 10 8 2 
Dallas, Tex..... am 104 10 4 
Dave »nport, lowa.. 10 9 4 
Dayton, Ohio.. il 16 6 
Decatur, Ti. ll 5 2 
Denver, SII iets ncnctiil cidsientiia eee ccienaleemanttiniten dl 10 25 4 
Des Moines, lowa. 10} 17 s 
ee al 9% 52 20 
Dubuque, a iia, i 9 s 6 
Duluth, Minn ...... ; il 6 1 
Easton, P&.......00.0++0+ J 12 7 4 
Fast Sa w, Mich... 7 93 9 4 
—_ Claire, Wis......... a il 8 2 
BR. Tiicoesones conssepennczcassansccsanensannane al 12 5 3 
Fl mabeth, N.S encccsccccces+e neal 10} 10 3 
Elmira, N. Y.. 10 9 3 
Erie, Pa.......... 8 12 12 
Evansville, il 12 6 
Fall River, Mass. ost il 12 3 
Fitchburg, Mass... weal 10} 5 2 
Fort Wayne, Ind... wed 12 il ll 
Fort Worth, Texas. il 7 2 
Galesburgh, LIl.. a ilk 6 2 
Galve ston, Tex... pouedsecmmnasenusiestionsitembabidinsiiet J 104 11 2 
Gloucester, Mass.......... aunt 10} 6 2 
Grand Rapids, Mich..............0sssssssssesersenneeses J 10 i7 4 
Hannibal, een a 10} 5 2 
Harris FD aapeussnecscesvescuctmapsuninstdbennaaaebihistil on 12} 10 5 
Hartford nn.. stow 10 19 6 
Haverhill, Mass. 10} 7 2 
Hoboken, N. J.. 2 10 7 7 
Holyoke, Mass... spencer il 7 2 
Houston, Texas...... 8 9 2 
Indianapolis, Ind... i 37 14 
SIND, TE nccsenent yemmneeaiinteendaeioeiiamenn 14 & 6 
Jacksonville, Fia.. 12 7 3 
Jamestown, N.Y. il 5 3 
ene CE, Mii evcsecass~cccersnsesecanssutssnccomeceeveceseuscentee 10} 36 36 
Kalamazoo, Mich...... 9 6 6 
Kansas City, Mo....... 12 39 20 
Keokuk, Iowa........... ses _ wien il 6 6 
Knoxville, Tenn.......... . mand 12 8 4 
La Crosse, Wis..... awl il 8 3 
Lafayette, Ind... ilk q 5 
TAMGRERGE, PO. 050.0. cecrcreececert evavoncsintbuibeanisbetodberesten webesevead BD \cnstedescese 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 







Lansing, Mich......... ales iterate acta ttnnateanemennel 
Lawrence, Kans... 
Lawrence, Mass.... 
Leadville, Colo........... 
Leavenworth, Kans. 
Lewiston, Me... 
Lexington, Ky... 
Lincoln, Nebr..... 
Little Rock, Ark... 


Los Angeles, Cal.. 
Louisville, Ky......00. «+--+ 
Lowell, Mass..... 












Reports of postmasters regarding the 


“ eight-hour law,”’ 


Free-delivery cities. 





















































Lockport, N. Y...... 


Lynchburg, Va.. 
Lynn, Mass....... 
Macon, Ga.... 
Madison, Wis........ 
Manchester, N. H. 
Mansfield, Ohio.... 
Memphis, Tenn . 
Meriden, Conn.. 
Milwaukee, Wis...... 
Minneapolis, Minn .... 
Mobile, A 
Montgomery, ‘Ala... 
Nashville, Tenn.. 
Newark, N.J....c0cc0ss00s 
New Bedford, Mass .. 
Newburg, N. aa 
New Haven, Conn... 

New Orleans, La..... 
Newport, Ky........ 
Newport, R. I.. 

New York, N. ¥.. 
Norfolk, Va.. 
Norwich, Conn.. 


oeeeee eee seeresessenees 


Coen eee eeee ee eee ereneseeeeens 
eeseee 


Peoria, i cechicssttlinthtiaentinelititliibdabiniskeed 


Poughkeepsie, N, 
Providence, R. I... 
Quincy, Iil........... 
Racine, Wis ...... 

Raleigh, N.C. 
Reading, Pa..... 
Richmond, Ind. 
Richmond, Va 
Roehester, N. ¥.. 
Rockford, Ti. 


Saint J 
Saint Lou 
Saint Paul, 
Salem, — 

Salt Lake City, ee 
San Antonio, Tex... 
Sandusky, Ohio....... 
San Francisco 


SEE ee RETO Ere e eres eer eneeeenee 


seeeee 


SEeRe EEE OE ETES EEE REE EEE SESES ESET EEERES ES ERE GES Soe eeenes conse 


Stee eee ee ee neneeenereees 


Sioux City Iowa... 
Soringtie ~. — 
ringfie 
Springfield, Mass... 
gfield, Ohio... 


oeeeee 





Y 
Younpmows, Chie 


eee itt eee er eee eee mere r eter ities 


| Hours em- 


| 


@c.—Continue 


ployed. 








Ak 


ees 

12 | 12 

12 4 

s 8 

10} 6 

9 7 

10 8 

10} 7 

10 6 

10 1 

9 49 

10 19 

11 | 8 

9 13 

9 9 

12 5 

10 | 11 

104 | 5 
ll 16 
10 6 
10 7 
10 | 40 
10 | 8 
9 | 5 
94 | 7 
83 42 
12 11 | 
10} 6 
13 24 
11 75 | 
10 | 4 | 
10 7 | 
8} 703 
10 9 
ll | 7 
10 | 14 
10 | 21 
8F | 8 
| 8 
9 6 
10} 14 
ll 7 
ll | 1 
10 

11 | 439 
10} | 55 | 
li | 5 | 
93 16 
10 | 8) 
10} i 
10 7 
10 40 
2} on 
12 | 

8 

11 1 

11 7 
12 2 | 
10 33 
9} 9 | 
10 10 | 
12 15 | 
ll 172 
10 39 
ll 8 
7 7 
9 9 
-10 + 6 
10} 101 
14 6 
12 | 6 
12 | 9) 
9 | 19 
12 5 
12 6 
12 7 
9 10 
10} 13 
104 12 
10 24 
10 7 
10 11 | 
11 24 | 
a 14 
10} | 24 
11 14 
ni 7 

10 | : 
8 | 5 
9 | 10 
11 9 
2 

| 
12 | 6 
103 17 

12 | 8 
li | 8 
% 6 
10 | 6 


JULY 15, 





i 


ey 











— 


3 
{ 
Q 
° 
2 
: 
5 


2G 


8 


—weow 


pe 
s 


Wise worcoanacoe Bare ocswrecmworis Hes Soran 


3 











1886. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice or Dissvrsinc CLERK AND SUPERINTENDENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1836. 

Sin: In response to your request that I should state how the work ef this De- 

rtment would be affected by the passage of House bill No. 5540, relative tothe 
eight-hour law for laborers, workmen, and mechanics, I have the honor to re- 
port that theearpenters, plumber, awning-maker, watchmen, engineers, firemen, 
and elevator conductors now work eight hours a day. 

There are in this Department forty-nine laborers at a salary of $660 per an- 
num. Twenty-nine of these are employed in the various divisions at work which 
sequienn Som to be here during office hours from 9 a. m. until 4 p. m., seven 
hours a day. 

The other twenty are under the superintendent of the building, and their du- 
ties, in the care of the building, require them to be here from 6a. m. to 8.30 a, m. 
They report again at 11 a. m., and are on hand from that time until 4p. m. todo 
all the heavy work of the Department, such as moving and lifting furniture and 
carrying books, files, heavy bags, and packages of documents, &c. From 4 until 
6.30 p. m., and often later, they are employed in cleaning the building; making, 
in all,a working day of ten hours. 

Should the hours of work of these men be reduced to eight hours a day, it 
would necessitate an increase of at least ten laborers, in order to have a sufficient 
number on hand at the times when their services are required. This would add 
$6,600 to the appropriation to be made for laborers in the office of the disbursing 
clerk and superintendent. 

Very respectfully, 
PERRY C. SMITH, 
Disbursing Clerk and Superintendent. 
Hon, WILLIAM F. V1ILAs, 
Postmaster-General, 


—_— 


Post-OFFrice DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT OF RAILWAY MALL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1886. 


Sir: Replying to yours of May 6, transmitting copy of the bill to amend 
House bill 5540, relative to the eight-hour law, so as to read: b 

** Right hoursshall constitute a day’s work for laborers, workmen, mé“hanics, 
and letter-carriers, who are now or who may he r be employed in the 
civil service by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and there 
shall be no reduction in compensation paid for services rendered by reason of 
the limitation of the hours of labor prescribed by this act, &c.’’— 
and wherein you ask my views regard the effect that such a law would 
have upon the railway mail service, I would state that I have carefully consid- 
ered the matter,in connection with division superintendents, and I am clearly 
of the opinion that such a law could not be applied to and should have no bear- 
ing upon railway postal clerks; and this opinion is indorsed by all of the di- 
vision superintendents, who, by reason of their having immediate charge of the 
men and the work, are the best judges of the effect that such a law would have 
upon the practical workings of the service. 

Upon 20th day of March last there were in the service 4,526 clerks; of 
these, 4,159 were employed in postal cars upon the lines, 17 in the office of the 
general superintendent, 91 in the offices of the nine division superintendents: 
47as chief clerks, 15 as assistants to chief clerks, and 197 as transfer clerks. 
Now, considering these different classes separately, I think you will agree with 
me that, so far as the clerks employed upon lines are concerned, a law of this 
kind prescribing a specific period of time as a day’s labor could not be put into 
effect. It is necessary for the proper distribution of the mail that clerks should 
be on duty between certain points, in most cases terminals upon railroads. The 
achedules upon which trains are run between these points are arranged solely 
and cxclusively by the railroad companies, and overthem the Department has 
no control whatever. If the time consumed upon a trip is only six hours it 
would be wholly unnecessary to hold such a clerk upon duty for two additional 
hours when there would be nothing for him to do. If, on the other hand, the 
run is of nine hours’ duration, you can readily see that it would be impracti- 
cable to relieve this clerk at the end of eight hours and place another clerk upon 
the line for whom there would only remain one hour’s Suty. Each clerk is held 

responsible for mail worked. 

It would, therefore, be necessary for the first clerk to tie out his mail and for 
the clerk coming on duty at that point to open up a new case. This, of course, 
would consume time. The point at which the eight hours would expire would 
just as liable be at some small, unimportant point, and in most cases the 
elerk going off duty would very probably ride to the end of the road any way 
in order to get a suitable place 


needed for rest and 
should study in order to 


said to be off duty while so doing. 
railway mail service 
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exactly be as 
undergo is akin to that required in the learned professions. 


CHIEF CLERES. 


The work of these men is more executive than clerical in its nature, and I 
think it would be very detrimental to the service to attempt to prescribe a cer- 
tain number of hours as a day’s work for these men. They are, as a rule, in 
charge of a large number of clerks and are required to see that the work is 


properly upon the lines assigned to them. In cases whereclerks are 
sick or they are expected to see that the work is properly performed 
either by other clerks or substitutes. They are required to keep track of the 


upon the various lines, to issue orders to the clerks regarding the 

to conduct examinations, and to attend toalarge correspondence. They 
to the call of duty at any hour of the day or night; and, while I do 
rdinary circumstances they are employed an average of 
r day, still there are emergencies that require their 
and attention, sometimes covering a period of several days, dur- 
ae is required to obtain such rest as he can and when he 


} 


ff 


are 

not that under 
watchful care 
which a 
and still 
Chief clerks, as 


F 


bz 


emergency and u id the efficiency of the service. 
above stated, 


Fae 


: 


clerk to continueit. The placing of two or more chief clerks at any point 
(and the ey eg it would require three at very important 
Points, because they are to be called upon to act at any hour of the day 
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to stay. A large majority of the clerks upon 
lines are only on duty a portion of the time, the balance of the time being 
study; and this introduces a new feature, in that while the 
clerks are not on actual duty upon the cars, still,as it is necessary that they 
themselves in their work, they can not strictly 


ds fully as much mental as physical labor. 
is required to commit to memory his schemes of distribution, to make 
ey familiar with railroad schedules and connections, to make 
, monthly, and a number of special reports, toappear for examination 

a careful and accurate record of all registered matter 

y understand the postal laws and regulations. He 

be porpouy classed asa laborer. While his duties could not 
professional, still the intellectual strain he is required to 


are req to examine the clerks; and while 

ief clerk is doing this he is required to hold the clerk being examined un- 
his personal supervision. The clerk is not allowed to leave the examina- 
case, and he is not limited as to time; hence, if the chief clerk was only on 
for hours, it would probably often happen that the eight hours would 
one or moreclerks were in the midst of an examination; therefore, 

would kave to be thrown up, unless there was another chief 
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or night) would, I think, result disastrously to the service, in that there would 


very likely be a conflict of authority and multiplication of ideas of government 
and discipline 








TRANSFER CLERKS. 

These men are stationed at the depots at important points to attend to the 
proper transfer and dispatch of the mails. In many cases there is but one clerk 
employed to attend to all of the mails arriving and departing during the twenty- 
four hours, and in a great many cases he may properly be said to be on duty 
every hour in the day; still,when you consider the nature of his duties you 
will readily see that this is not true. He is only occupied when trains are ar- 
riving and departing. There are many hours of the twenty-four when he has 
practically nothing to do, and many more in which he is only occupied a few 
moments 


- At the larger points where there is more than one clerk employed the work 
is arranged, as nearly as possible, upon the eight-hour system, and a clerk isoc- 
cupied continuously during that time either in attending to the receipt or dis- 


patch of mails from and to trains or in other duties, such as making reports, dis- 
tributing wooden labels and pouch slides, putting up and dispatching supplies, 
&c. While with these men the eight-hour sysiem could probably be adopted, 
it would result in a large expenditure'to the Government without, I think, any 
commensurate increase in the efliciency of the service. Transfer clerks, in my 
estimation, are not overworked. They are as arule at home every nightand 
in most cases their pay is ample for the work performed 

Ihave not attempted to obtain specific figures as to the increased expendi- 
ture that would be caused by the introduction of the eight-hour system, where 
possible, in this service. Ithink I have demonstrated that the only class of 
clerks that could be affected by the introduction of this system is that of trans 
fer clerks. This class would probably have to be increased about one-third 
but considering the nature of their duties and upon the basis that they are not 
underpaid at present, I could not recommend such an increase in the force and 
such a diminution of work without recommending a reduction of pay, in many 
cases probably to such a figure that the present skilled help would not consent 
to remain. In fact,as a class,I am sure they would prefer to perform their du- 
ties as at present and retain present pay 

Very respectfully, 
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General Superinteniient 


Hon. WILLtAM F. Vilas, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


Pending the reading of documents sent to the desk by Mr. BLount 
the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask unanimous consent, as there is so much noise 
in the Hall, that the further reading of these documents be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has not the floor for that purpose 

The SPEAKER. ‘These papers are being read in the time of the 
gentleman from Georgia, and, as the Chair understands, he does not 
yield for the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do for a moment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that leave 
be granted members generally to print remarks on the various bills 
which have been passed this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that leave be given to all members who desire to do so to 
print in the REcoRD remarks upon the bills——- 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Considered this evening. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the bills considered this evening, whether 
passed or not. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that apply to the pending bill? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair stated the request, it does. The gen- 
tleman’s proposition as first stated applied to ‘‘ bills passed;’’ but as 
modified it applied to all kills considered. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I objected when the Chair called for ob- 
jection. I merely desire to state that I did so in order not to have so 
much matter printed in the RECORD that is not necessary. 

* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Lore] ob 
jects. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, while the reading is being interrupted 
I will ask unanimous consent to have the letter of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral on this subject printed in the RecoxD in connection with my re- 
marks. What the Clerk has been reading is from other ofiicers of the 
Department. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent to print in the RecorpD the letter of the Postmaster-General on this 
subject. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I made a statement in regard to the 
postmaster of Jersey City which I want to make more explicit in the 
Recorp. Therefore I ask unanimous consent to print as a part of the 
debate on the pending bill some additional remarks—probably not more 
than a ‘“‘stickful’’ of printed matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unanimous 
consent to print in the REcoRD a brief statement in regard to the post- 
master at Jersey City. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads [Mr. BLount] has been allowed the privi- 
lege of printing in the RECORD a communication of the Postmaster- 
General on this subject. There is a disposition on the part of some 
gentlemen here to take exception to some propositions embraced in that 
statement; and it seems to me but fair, for a full understanding of the 
question should it be considered in the future, that the privilege ot 
printing remarks on the pending bill be extended to all members. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [|Mr. Brnc- 


Mr. Speaker—— 
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HAM] asks unanimous consent that leave be granted to all members de- 
siring to do so to print remarks on the bill now under consideration. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RELD, of North Carolina. I renew the request that leave be 
granted to all members desiring it to print remarks on the bills which 
have been passed to-night. I hopethe objection which has been made 
will not be pressed. 

Mr. WINANS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 11 0’clock having arrived, the House, 
in accordance with its previous order, stands adjourned until to-morrow 
morning at 11 o'clock. 











PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Memorial of the American Humane Asso- 
ciation, on transportation of livestock—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of John Young; of B. R. Boydstone, ad- 
ministrator of H. U. Kerr, deceased; of Mrs. Ann C. Weatherly, widow 
of Joseph A. Weatherly, deceased; of Samuel H. Miller; of Mrs. Hettie 
E. Ladd, formerly Black; of William Taliafero; and of Narcissa Tarver, 
widow, and others, heirs of Robert Tarver, of Yalobusha County; of 
Phil. Davis and of John White, of Chickasaw County, Mississippi, 
asking that their war claims be referred to the Courtof Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROXTON: Petition of Annie M. Smith, of Accomack 
County, Virginia, requesting that her war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Merritt Lewis, of Lansing, Mich., 
praying for the passage of House bill increasing his pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Harmon Day—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of N. B. Graham, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Avery Marrs, of Washington County, 
Arkansas, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Evidence in the claim of Jesse G. Hamilton, for 
an invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Alfred Bloxham, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of Jane M. Anderson, of Orleans 
Parish, and of Zuline Augamar, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, asking 
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Paper in the case of Robert Burke, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition in favor of Senate bill 2157, for 
the improvement of New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Hick- 
man, Fulton, and Marshall Counties, Kentucky, asking that the coinage 
of silver be made unlimited—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla= 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of James F. Reily and 37 others 
and of R. W. Smith and 75 others, citizens of the sixteenth district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of C. A. Miller and 74 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Henry Witters and 17 others, citi- 
zens of the fifth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of J. W. Babb and 42 others and of 
H. Pettingill and 84 others, citizens of the second district of Kansas. 

By Mr. J. J. O’NEILL: Petition of William Fitzgerald and others 
and of John W. Garry and 80 others, citizens of the eighth district of 
Missouri. P 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of citizens of Eureka Springs, Ark. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Frederick Fleer and 95 others and of 
George G. Smith and 500 others, citizens of the twelfth district of Illi- 
nois. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of Alexander peg 
28 others, of Frank Duvall and 30 others, of L. Gause and 6 others 
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of H. Kidney and 16 others, and of John Holland and 70 others, ¢;; 
zeus of the first district of Texas. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Arnold Bringleman and 100 others, of 
James Stewart and 75 others, of W. H. Lynch and 125 others, of y. 
H. Klein and 197 others, of Thomas Higgins and 270 others, and of 
F. C. Williams and 50 others, citizens of the first district of Colorado, 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of Frank Beebe, M. D., and others, citizens 
of Fulton County, New York. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of C. E. Hill and 61 others and of W. 7 
Lawrence and 266 others, citizens of the third district of Virgini 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 16, 1886, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CALL OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list 
of claims for horses and other property lost in the military service of the 
United States allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which 
will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, is there a quorum present? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not present. ~ Does the 
Senator desire business to be suspended or to have acall of the Senate? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair has certain duties devolved upon hin 
when the absence of a quorum is apparent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There will be a call of the Senate. 
The Secretary will call the roll of Senators and those present wil! 
answer to their names. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allison, Cullom, Harris Sherman, 

k, Dawes, Harrison, Spooner, 
aT, Dolph, Hawley, Teller, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Ingalls, Vance, 

Blair, Eustis, eo Van Wyck 
Call, Evarts, MeMillan, Walthall, 
Camden, Frye, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Chace, George, Payne, Wilson of lowa, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hale, Saulsbury, 

Conger, Hampton, Sewell, 


Mr, CHACE. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. ALDRI\ 1!) 
is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Morri11.] 
is absent on account of illness. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Forty-one Senators have answered to 
their names, The Chair will proceed with morning business. 

Mr. CONGER. Why not proceed with thecall? There has been no 
order to stop proceedings er the call, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum being present, business 
proceeds according to the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule simply provides, I think, tha, when the 
want of a quorum is disclosed the roll shall. be called, and if that dis- 
closes the presence of a quorum, no other proceedings are to be taken 
without a distinct motion therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When a quorum is present the rule 
seems to contemplate that no further proceedings shall be had. 

Mr. CONGER. It takes about five minutes to have the roll called, 
hardly enough time to enable Senators who have left their committec- 
rooms and business here to bein; and I think we had better go on with 
the call, and not go through the shadowy form every time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Michigan move 
to proceed with the call ? 

Mr. CONGER. I will not make any motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury presented by the Chair will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Before that goes on, I wish to make an inquiry as to 
these last proceedings. Do these proceedings under the call go into the 
RECORD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They do. They are provided for by 
an expréss rule. So that Senators may see it is necessary for them to be 
present, the Chair will ask that the rule be read. It is the imperative 


duty of theChair, upon a suggestion being made, to have the roll calle. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Ree V. 


QUORUM—ABSENT SENATORS MAY BE SENT FOR. 
ah? 1, No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate witlio.t 
2. i, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall t ee 6 
raised by any aeeaniabatenes on of a quorum, the presiding officer shi 
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forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the result, and 
these ings shall be without debate. 

3. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 


request, , when necessary, to compel the attendance of the absent Senators, 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 
and until a quorum shall! be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, 
shall be in order. 

Mr. HALE. I never could sce much use in these calls. Senators 
get in as early as possible and many are away engaged on public busi- 
ness in their committee-rooms. But if it is done it ought to appear of 
record. There was a call, or a partial call, yesterday morning, if I re- 
member aright. I do not find any account of it or record of it in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. Perhaps I have not examined it carefully 
enough, but looking at the proceedings of the Senate of July 15 I do 
not discover a report of any call. It may be that I am wrong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The record of proceedings certainly 
ought to show an act done in pursuance of a rule of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it was almost the first thing done yester- 


day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Reporter informs the Chair that 
the Recorp does show exactly what occurred. The report of it will 
be found on page 7374. 

Mr. HALE. I have been trying to find it. 
in the morning. Perhaps it was later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no question raised the 
routine business will be proceeded with. 

Mr. VEST. Is the call concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is concluded. 

Mr. VEST. ~I was in the building at the time and I came immedi- 
ately into the Senate Chamber. I do not want to be marked as an ab- 
sentee. 


I thought it was early 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list of 
claims for horses and other property lost in the military service allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He.also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General transmitting, in response to a resolution of March 26, 1886, an 
additional account for moneys due to the commissioners appointed by 
the court to examine ard report on the damages against the Govern- 
ment occasioned by the erection of dams on the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin: which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EVARTS. I present fourteen memorials signed by 580 citizens 
of New York city and Brooklyn remonstrating against taxing oleo- 

ine. I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of Daniel R. Goodloe, praying to 
be allowed compensation for the lost manuscript of his work entitled 
‘*Compilation of internal-revenue legislation, with a brief sketch of 
the debates leading to the passage of the seyeral acts from 1791 to the 
present time;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MILLER ted a petition of citizens of Franklinton, Scho- 
harie County, New York, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 


ment: 

A bill (8. 2407) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee; and 

A bill (8. 2408) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2855) to authorize a change of lo- 
cation of a certain Indian school building in Washington Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 


F 


Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2856) to amend the statutes in 
relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


B 


ttee on erce. 
_He also introduced a bill (S. 2857) to amend section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers 


n the several districts of the United States; which was read twice by 
ts title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2858) to pay the 
heirs of George W. Harris and his wife, Mary A. Harris, and their 
daughter, Sophia Love, deceased, and others for the depredations of the 
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Rogue River Indians in 1853, 1855, and 1836; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 
INDIAN TRADERS. 
Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 


ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the select committee to investigate th 
dian traders be authorized to have 50 copies of the test 
taken printed for the use of the committee. 


subject of licenses to In- 
mony taken and to be 


ORDER OF 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the Calendar is in order under the eighth rule. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put I should like to remind the 
Senate that it was distinctly understood yesterday that we should 
take up pension bills this morning. 

Mr. HALE. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce [ Mr. 
McMILLAN ]| is now here, and he will take care of the bill himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the river 
and harbor bili. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REMOVAL OF EASTERN CHEROKEES. 

Mr. CHACE. I move to recommit to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs the bill (S. 1799) for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians 
to the Indian Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the river and harbor bill 
the Senator from Rhode Island moves to recommit to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs the bill named by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. He must ask unanimous consent pending this 
bill. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unamimous consent that Orderof Business 1362, being the bill (S. 1799) 
for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians to the Indian Terri- 
tory, be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Chair 
hears no objection, and that order will be made. 


BUSINESS. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
bill informally ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that the river and harbor 
bill be informally laid aside in order that the Committee on Pensions 
may request the Senate to go through at least until half past 12 0’clock 
with the private pension bills that are on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understood that it was the understanding yes- 
terday, and therefore I have no objection to interpose to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘TheSenator from South Carolina ob- 
jects. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up the first pension bill on the Calen- 
dar, which is the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ryan. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is agreed to I suppose it displaces the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; and we are going to take it up again when 
we get through with the pension bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope there will be no objection to disposing of these 
pension bills. I donot think that they will take more than half an 
hour. I only wish torun through with them so that whatever of them 
it shall be necessary for the other House to act upon may go to the 
House. I do not believe it will take more than until 12 o’clock to dis- 
pose of everything of the kind on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 
sist on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The motion is to proceed to the con- 
‘sideration of the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ryan. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope it will be the understanding that the river 
and harbor bill will be taken up immediately after these bills are dis 
posed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded tocal} 
the roll. 


That was done laying aside the river and harbor 


Yes. The river and harbor bill is 


Tin- 


The question is on the motion of the 





7010 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 16, 





Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAmERon]. 
should vote *‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr]. 

| 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 


Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrtii]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And my colleague would vote ‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after ha.ing voted in the negative). I have 
been paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and 
as I see he is not in his seat I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is detained at his room 
by sickness this morning and unable to be here. I have understood 
that generally he is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE], but I do not know whether that pair still stands. 

Mr. VANCE. I have had no notice of his desire to pair, but if he 
does I am willing to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not speak in reference to this vote, but for pair- 
ing during the day, a general pair, if that will be the understanding. 
If not, let it remain, and I will try to arrange a pair for my colleague. 

Mr. VANCE. 
time on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
understood to withdraw his vote? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; not on this question. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the affirmative). As there seems 
to be a political division on this question, I withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 19; 


YEAS—%. 


Very well; I shall consider myself paired from this 


Is the Senator from North Carolina 


as follows: 


Allison, Frye, Logan, Stanford, 
Bla Hale, McMillan, Telier, 
Conger, Harrison, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Cullom, Hawley, Piatt, Wilson of Lowa. 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
NAYS—19. 

Beck, Eustis, Maxey, Vanee, 
Berry, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Harris, Ransom, 

ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Kenna, Pike, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Brown, George, Manderson, Sauisbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Sewell, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Voorhees. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state that I voted for leaving the river 
and harbor bill because I am informed that there was some understand- 
ing yesterday that the pension cases should be taken up to-day. Oth- 
erwise I should have liked to go on with that bill. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say that when the Senator from Minnesota 
made the motion to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill I voted with him, but when I heard him set aside his own bill, after 
making us sit here until after midnight two nights ago in order to get 
through with the bill, when he has asked unanimous consent time and 
again to have it closed at a particular time, and limiting debate to five 
minutes, all for the purpose of urging it, and then to give it up for some- 
thing else, I do not feel that I am under any obligation to press for the 
river and harbor bill any further. 

I have no objection to the pension bill now taken up, but these bills 
can be taken up and disposed of at any time, when here is the river and 
harbor bill, which has been pending for two weeks with all sorts of—I 
am not going to say pretenses but expressions of desire to have it out of 
the way, so that the naval appropriation bill and the sundry civil and 
a number of other important bills thatare pending and necessary for the 
running of the Government might come up; and when we all agreed 
that the bill should be taken up and it was taken up, I can not quite 
understand why the chairman of the committee should himself vote 
against it after urging us to do so. 

Mr. McMILLAN. When I moved to take up the river and harbor 
bill this morning it was with the implied understanding that the bill 
should be informally laid aside for the purpose of disposing of a few 
pension cases which the chairman of the Committee on Pensions an- 
nounced yesterday it was necessary to pass in order that they might 
reach the other House, and that they would take not more than thirty 
mintttes. But anobjection was interposed which prevented me from lay 


The pension bill is before the Sen- 


ing aside the bill informally, and in view of what transpired yesterday 
I did not feel that I could in good faith insist upon refusing to the Sen. 
ator from New Hampshire the privilege of going on with the few pen- 
sion bills remaining on the Calendar. Idesire to read what transpire: 
yesterday. In the proceedings of yesterday, at the time the river an( 
harbor bill was taken up, the Senator from New Hampshire [M: 
BLAIR] said: 

It will not take over half an hour to dispose of the pension bills, and I wil! 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to take up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr, Epuunxps, That would take » great part of the half hour. You wil! get, 
chance later. Wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. Buarr. Very well. 


Mr. Epuunps. I hope that to-morrow these pension bills will be taken up 
Mr. Bua. I shall move their consideration to-morrow morning. 
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Under that state of facts, on my insisting that the river and har! 
bill should be taken up yesterday the Senate proceeded to the consid 
ation of that bill, and this morning it is understood that the river ani 
harbor bill shall be proceeded with at the expiration of the usual ti: 
which was allowed for the Calendar under the recent order, or as soon 
as these few pension bills can be disposed of. Idid not feel justified in 
interposing my objection to that. 

JOHN RYAN. 


The bill (If. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John Rya 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increas 
the pension of John Ryan, late first lieutenant of Company F, Sixt 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $17 per month, in lieu 
the pension now paid to him. 

Mr. CAMDEN Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Bi 
June 21, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5921) gra 
ing an increase of pension to John Ryan, have examined the same, and repo 

Your committee have considered the facts of the case and adopt the rep 
of the House committee (House Report No. 2382),and recommend the passa¢ 
of the bill. To the House report may be added the further facts that witho 
any fault of his own the claimant has since discharge lost a leg,is very po 
and has a family to support. 

“The soldier in this case, John Ryan, enlisted April 1, 1861, in Company I, Six 
teenth Pennsylvania V olunte ers,asa private. He was discharged . uly 30, 156 
and enlisted as sergeant in Company ir, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers 
August 6, 1861; promoted to second lieutenant November 8, 1862, and first | 
tenant May 1, 18653; received a contused wound over the liver at the batt! 
Fredericksburg, DJecember, 1862; was captured at the battle of Gettysburg, Ju!) 
1863; was treated while a prisoner of war for dysentery, contracted scurvy, «1! 
was paroled March 7, 1864. He was discharged July 9, 1864, on account of ply; 
ical disabilities. 

“It appears from the records of the War Department that the wound affectc! 
his stomach to such a degree as to compel him to reject a greater part of !::. 
food, even while in the service. 

In 1878 he presented his claim to the Pension Office and was pensioned att 
rate of $8.50 per month from result of scurvy. 

“It is evident from the testimony presented in this case that the soldier |: 
been a constant sufferer ever since his discharge, both from this and seve 
other disabilities, all of which were evidently contracted in the service. 

‘** Your committee, therefore, are clearly of the opinion that his services an: 
sufferings while in the Army, thatthe degree of his disability since discharge 
as shown by the testimony offered, would warrant the increase of his pensi: 
Therefore your committee recom mend that the bill do pass.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
7 JAMES NOYES 

The bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to James Noyes was considerc:| 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of James Noyes, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Louisiana Native Guards. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Biair 
June 21, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2598) grant 
a pension to James Noyes, have examined the same, and report : 

The claimant, James Noyes, enlisted December 1, 1861, and served unt . 
charged, February 27, 1865, as first lieutenant of Company I, Second Reg t 
Louisiana Native Guards: also captain Company G, Seventy-fourth United 
States Colored Troops, and also served in the Sixty-cighth Veteran V olunte ers 

He applied for a pension alleging that he incurred disability in the se 
namely, obscure disease of the brain, the result of malarial affection. This was 
rej on the ground that there is no record, and claimant's declared ina! 
to furnish competent evidence, showing origin of the alleged results of ma!s 
in service, or existence at date of discharge. 

Your committee have examined the evidence in support of this claim, « 

ing the statements of the claimant, a comrade who testifies to troubic 

is head in the service, two physicians who have recently treated him, ac! 
mate at school in 1366, where he suffered with some difficulty in the head, w! 
has constantly been increasing, and other evidences showing the long conti 
ance of the brain trouble, all of which, together with the other letters and stat 
ments before us, leads to the conclusion that the soldier incurred some bra 
derangement as a result of his service, which, though slight at first, has cont 
ued steadily to increase until its effects have become so marked as to serious!) 
disable him the greater partofthetime. The last report of the examining boa 
rates him at three-fourths of total. The applicant is a clergyman of the bes! 
personal character, and from personal knowledge of him the member of t! 
committee who makes the report feels confident of the justice of this claim. _ 

After a consideration of all the facts, your committee report back the bill wit) 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CAMDEN. That report shows that there is no evidence that 
that disease was incurred in the service. 
* Mr. LOGAN. No testimony of what? 
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Mr. CAMDEN. An affection of the brain is shown to have existed ABSENT—36. 
before the man went into the service; and that has gradually in- | Aldrich, 


Colquitt, McPherson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Bowen Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Mr. AN. Ido not aod understand. 4 Brown, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, 
Mr. BLAIR. There is no evidence that the trouble existed before | Rutier, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
he went into the service. Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Van Wyck, 


2 s Cameron Jones of Arkansas, Morrill Voorhees, 
> ’ C : 
Mr. COCKRELL. Was it hereditary Ss ° - Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Waithall, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The report says it developed in 1866—after the | Coke, Kenna. Pike, Whitthorne. 
war. Sy 4] ee 
. 4 So the bill was passed. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Was not this hereditary? 0 the bill was passed 
Mr. BLAIR. I really do not know. Ihave never heard any sug- | MARY A. THOMAS. 
gestion of. the kind. , ‘ : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thenext pension bill will be stated. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Was there ever any suggestion that it was not? The bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas was an- 
Mr. BLAIR. There is not any presumption of that kind. n nounced as next in order. and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
Mr. COCKRELL. Here is a member of theSenatewhosays: ‘Here | proceeded to consider it. 
is a worthy preacher, and he must be pensioned on the country for hav- It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Thomas, 
ing served « little while in the Louisiana Native Guards.” He does | a volunteer nurse and superintendent of nurses in the late war, at $25 
not seem to have been in the United States service actually, but insome | per month. . 
military company around New Orleans doing parade duty. Mr. CAMDEN. Lect the report be read. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite wrong in hisstatement in regard The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read 
to the case. . : i The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. BLarr 
Mr. EDMUNDS. _I see that he is described in this bill as ‘‘late of | June 21, 1886: 
Company I, Second Regiment Louisiana Native Guards.’’ Ishould like The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (IH. R. 6747) grant 
to be informed what sort of a regiment that was, whether it was in the | ing « pension to Mary A.’ Fhorass, have examit e § 
i Tni % The facts of this case are set forth in the annex 
service of the United States. . . tee on Invalid Pensions (House Report No. 1713 
Mr. BLAIR. I understand that it was; but the Senator will see that |), en4 the passage of the bill. 
he is also further described in the report as ‘‘ captain Company G, Sev- yur committee attach hereto the petition of M ss Mary A. Thomas, late vol 
* Tni 7 i » Sixty- er Army nurse, t sets forth the nature and character of the service ren 
enty fourth United Btates Colored Troops, and also served in the maty dered much more graphically than your committee could hope to do 
eighth Veteran Volunteers. , . All the points are substantiated by testimony of the highest character, so that 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The point to which I wish to call my friend’s at- } there can remain no doubt as to the entire accuracy of her sfatement 
tention is that the bill had better be amended by describing his subse- | _gbert F- Weir, M- D.. late assistant si Boon od Staton Army aeons! hospital 
quent services, for it may happen that somebody somewhere will dis- | Frederick, Md., from 1862 to 1865. For eighteen months of the time Miss Mary 
cover that tlie regiment named in the bill was not a regular regiment. | A. Thomas was the superintendent of the nursing department sa vol ve 
T move to amend by saying after the word “Guards: ”? Army nurse, and as such brought it to the highest degree of efficiency j i his, 
: with other points, secured the official commendation of the hospital by the Sur 
Also captain Company G, Seventy-fourth United States Colored Troops, and | geon-General. The faithfulness and intelligence of Miss Thomas continued at 
of the Sixty-eighth Veteran Volunteers. 
So as to describe all the military offices he held, and save giving any- 
body hereafter any trouble. 
Mr. BLAIR. I agree to the amendmenf. 
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the disposal of the soldiers until 1864, when she was compelled to retire from 
duty. Her deterioration of health was the result, in my opinion, of the mental 
and physical strain passed through in those trying times 

R. M. Murray, Surgeon-General, United States Army, states 

‘In regard to the services rendered by Miss Mary A. Thomas as Army nut 


cece CC 


. during the late war, the records of the United States Ar general hospital at 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the amendment | Frederick, Md., show that she was employed in that hospital as nurse. Robert 
of the Senator from Vermont F. Weir, M. D., of New York city, late assistant surgeon, United States Anny, 


was in charge of the said hospital in 1861-1865. He was one of our ableat and 
most judicious medical officers, and his statement can be implicitly relied upon 
I believe that the services of Miss Thomas were in the highest degree admira- 
ble, and should commend her to special consideration. I unite in recommend 
ing that she receive the pension for which she has applied. 

‘The following is her petition 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now read the bill as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and read the 
third time. 
an” COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsyivania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were present, he realize the magnitude of the labor involved, or the amount of courage de- 
would vote “‘ yea ’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay. manded. Even that born genius of battle, the great Napoleon, was unnerved 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the | by the ghastly sights displayed on the field of a freshly-fought battle . what 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. CoLqurTT]. Ey ON A pe oe 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- | but the opening scene in the bloody drama, and required but brief space for 
ater from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. enactment. The tragic horrors of the fray remained to be fully developed in 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired generally 


To the honorable the Committee of Invalid Pensions, House of Representative 


I, your petitioner, respectfully beg leave to present the following facts as the 
basis for a claim to a pension as Army nurse and superintendent of nurses 

In the summer of 1862 and during the cighteen ensuing months I had the 
honor of serving as a volunteer nurse and superintendent of nurses in the 
‘““United States Army general hospital,” located at Frederick city, Md In 
proof whereof I submit Exhibit A, the affidavit of Dr. Robert F. Weir, of New 
York city, residing at No. 37 West Thirty-third street, late surgeon of the United 
States Army, in charge of the aforesaid hospital. 

The invasion of Maryland by General Robert E. Lee, in September, 1862, 
brought us between the two conflicting armies; then followed the battle of An- 
tietam, at the distance of 20 miles only from Frederick, and my services were re 
quired immediately at the front. No one save an eye-witness to such scenes car 


u 


the wards of our hospitals. Days then counted for months and months for years 









: . . in the expenditure of moral force and the sacrifice of physical lo 
with my colleague [Mr. McPHExson], but I believe he would vote for | serve byday and by night, to assist frequently at surgi slene tions whose very 
a bill of this kind, and therefore I vote ae memory makes me shudder; afterward, with indescribable anxiety, to watch 

> ; . . 108e ie *n the embers of life burned low and the slightest want of 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the | tose patients, for then the embers of life burned wae prc ny angle 

Rfinhi 5 vigilance would be attended with fatal consequence such were, in par he 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should | duties devolving upon meas Army nurse, and as superintendent of all the other 


vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 


nurses there engaged. 
Another great battle, that of Gettysburg, was foughtin the summer of 1853, and 
our hospital wasagain in the very midst of warandtumult. Overtherocky roads 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. of aon hilly regions, day after day,came the long line of Army ambulances 
The roll-call was coneluded. bringing the wounded direct from the fleldofbattle. Our hospital wascapacious 
. . . ’ | > barrack t bers rom the letter At he letter P inclusive, but all w 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have a general pair with the Senator | te barracks numbered from etter A tot : 


| soon filled to overflowing, and tents had tobe pitched forthe emergency. Some 















from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON ]. He is not in his seat. As I do not of those heroes died shortly afterward; the majority lingered to erpdure long 
know how he would vote, I withhold my vote. en oo : - it not one of th e poem de _ I is was le _— itary 
2. 2 — t was a comfort to those poor dying soldiers to confide to a sympathetic ea 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: their fond farewells to fri« nds far away im the North or the East, the West ort 
YEAS—27. South, and it was made a sacred duty to transmit by letter, when possible, th 
touching messages. Defenders of the old Stripes and Stars, soldiers of the 
Allison, Evarts, Logan, Sewell, all received the tender cares needed in their sad condition 
Blair, George, MeMillan, Sherman, And here, perhaps, | may be pardoned for saying that, being by birth a M 
ger, Hale, Miller, Spooner, land woman, I had near relatives and dear friends in the hostile camp. Cot 
Cullom, Hawiey, Payne, Stanford, quently, when the hospital came to change hands, as it did between the inters 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Teller, of General Lee’s entrance and exit from Frederick, followed in two da; 
Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. General Burnside’s army, my allegiance to the Union cost me somewhat se 
Edmun Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, verely in respect to natural sympathies. 
~~ The above details are given as a mere sketch of the circumstances of time and 
NAYS—13. place connected with my services. Having the entire superintendence of 
Beek, Eustis, Harris, Wilson of Md. nursing department of a large military hospital, my respon was grea 
Berry, Gibson, Maxey, and my duties most arduous. I served as a volunteer, and wit xpectation 
= Gray, Pugh, of ever applying for a pension. Now, however, my health is feeble. (See Ex- 
rel, Hampton, Vest, hibit B, the affidavit of Dr. Samuel R. Skillern, of Philadelphia, and Exhibit C, 
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affidavit of Dr. G, Latimer, District of Columbia.) I am wholly dependent 
upon my own effort for support. Therefore I now appeal to your honorable 
«committee for a pension of $0 per month, The precedent of giving $25 has 
been established in some well-known cases, as, for example, in those of Miss 
Marrict B. Dame, of New Hampshire; and Mrs. Mary M. Husband, of Philadel- 
phia, whose names, and others, are on the statute-book ; but I have asked for 
$50 per month beeause of the wider field of service, the heavier responsibility 
and greater tax upon my mind and body, inseparable from the post assigned 
me, that of superintendent of nurses. Many widows of superior officers are 
given pensions of $50 per month, not for personal service rendered, but because 
of their deceased husband; and, in like manner, the widows of lesser officers 
and subalterns are pensioned in a decreasing ratio. I appeal to the fair judg- 
ment of your honorable committee whether my services oat merit to be con- 
sidered with similiar discrimination. 
Very respectfully, 

MARY A. THOMAS, 
Late Volunteer Army Nurse. 
WasuincrTon, D. C., March 9, 1886. 

Your committee, in view of the high character of Miss Thomas and the serv- 
ice rendered, together with her ill health and straitened circumstances, report 
the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
2 third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


EMILY B. BAKER. 


The bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Emily B. Baker, widow of Joel B. Baker, late colonel of 
the Eighth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK W. TUBBESING. 

The bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-voll the name of Frank W. Tubbesing, late a private in 
Company A, Fifteenth New York Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not called for during the con- 
tideration of the bill. . 

Mr. VEST. I want to know the basis for the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read if there be 
no objection. 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
June 21, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Frank W. 
Tubbesing, have examined the same, and report: - 

The claimant, Frank W. Tubbesing, enlisted December 30, 1863, as a private in 
Company A, Fifteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. He was dis- 
charged February 4, 1856. fie was also subsequently in the service from July 
21. 1866, to July 20, 1869,in Battery E, Third United States Artillery. 

He filed a claim in the Department fora pension, February 4, 1880, alleging that 
about May, 1865, he received a furlough to yo to New York for medical treat- 
ment for wounds he received at the battles of Wilderness, a lvania, and 
Five Forks, and also alleging wound of left leg and right side o Rael His claim 
was rejected on the ground of no record of the disabilities alleged, wounds of 
leg and head; no evidence showing their incurrence in the mili service, and 
claimant's expressed inability to establish the claim; can not furnish téstimony 
of officers or comrades. 

It appears from the reports of the War Department that the medical records 
of claimant's regiment are not on file, which would explain the fact that there is 
no record of incurrence of disability. 

The examining surgeon reports, in 1881, that the claimant suffers a great deal 
of pain from wounds; an old ulcer of left leg below knee, the result of wounds ; 
also right temporal bone is driven in 1} inches in circumference. 

There was also a charge of desertion against him, which was afterward re- 
moved. 

There is considerable other evidence filed with your committee, after a careful 
consideration of which we have come to the conclusion that the preponderance 
of the testimony shows that the soldier is entitled to a pension. 

Your committee therefore report back the petition and an original bill, with a 
favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. H. PRICE. ‘ 

The bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Price was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, which were, in line 5, after the word ‘‘to,’’ tostrike out the word 
‘‘thirty’’ and to insert the word ‘‘ twenty-four ;’’ in line 9, after the 
word ‘“‘of,’’ to strike out the word “thirty”? and insert the word 
‘*twenty-four,’’ and in line 10, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
the word ‘‘thirty ’’ and insertthe word ‘‘twenty-four ;’’ so as to make 
the bill read : 

That the pension of William H. H. Price, late of Comqtee F, Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $24 
per month; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized and directed 
to place the name of said William H. H. Price on the pension-roll as a pensioner 
of the United States for the sum of $24 per month, said $24 per month being in 
licu of all other pensions heretofore granted, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. BUTLER. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WiLson, 
of Maryland, June 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2369) granting 
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an increase of pension to William H. H. Price, have carefully examined the same, 
and re : 

That William H. I. Price is already on the Government rolls as an invalid 
pensioner to the extent of $12 per month, and on the 18th day of last June made 
a new declaration for an increase of pension, on the ground of an increased d js- 
ability growing out of an aggravation of his disease—which is anchylosis of tlie 
elbow-joint of the right arm—which application was rejected by the lension 
Office on the ground “that he is now receiving the full amount of pension to 
which he is entitled under the law for the disability" named. In view of the 
papers sent to us from the Pension Office, we can not agree to this conclusion, 
The Government board of surgeons, by whom he was examined, on the 16th day 
of September, 1885, duly certified to the Pension Office that the ex-soldier suffers 
from “‘ complete anchylosis of the right elbow-joint, the arm being firmly held 
in a semiflected position, and there being a complete ology of ail muscles of 
the right arm, the measurement of which is 6? inches, while the left arm is 9 
inches.’’ They also return that “his right arm and hand are of no value for 

urposes of manual labor, and his disability is equal to the loss of a hand or a 
Cot There appearing no evidence to the contrary, this degree of disability, 
under the act of March 3, 1883, entitles the pensioner to $24 per month. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word 
“thirty ” where it occurs therein, and by inserting in each case in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four,” and that, as so amended, said bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAII A. TUCKER. 

The bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. Tucker, mother of Charles P. Tucker, 
deceased, late of Company I, First Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER on June 22, 1886: ; 

The Committee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7193) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah A. Tucker, has examined the same, and adopts the an- 
nexed House report, and recommends the passage of the bill. 

Sarah A. Tucker is the mother of Charles P. Tucker, who enlisted in Com- 
pany I, First Wisconsin Volunteers, October 5, 1861, and died at Andersonvi!le 
prison July 10, 1864. 

The claimant lost another son in the Army, while three others served and 
were discharged. 

Her claim for pension as dependent mother of Charles P. Tucker has been re- 
jected by the Pension Office on the ground that the evidence fails to show «: 
pendence upon the soldier at time of his death. 

It appears from the evidence on file that the son, Charles P., was a stone- 
mason by trade, and, being a single man, made his home with his parents, who 
owned a small place, and with the son’s assistance were moderately com forta- 
bly situated. pane all of the son's earnings went in the common fund of the 
family, and after enlistment he is shown to have contributed to the support of 
the claimant, but the exact amount of such contributions can not now be ascer- 
tained, as the letters of the soldier furnishing this information were destroyed 
by fire some years ago. 

The ground of rejection of the mother’s claim appears to hav? been based 
principally upon the certifications of the proper officers of the assessments 
standing against the claimant and her husband during the alleged period of de- 
pendence and since. In 1854, the year of the son’s death, they were assessed 
for real estate $550,and on personal property $140, while in 1868 the assessment 
reached $1,900 on real estate, and $422 on personal property. The latter is th« 
maximum assessment during any year since 1861; while in 1878 the real estate 
of claimant and her husband is assessed at $75), and since that time in no one 
year higher than $120. 

The increased value of real estate afier the son's death is fully explained |v 
testimony as well as by certified extracts from the records of conveyances of 
the county in which located. Claimant's husband purchased with the money 
sent home from the Army by his younger sons a certain tract of land, which he 
held in his own name in trust for the sons, and subsequently conveyed it to 
them. In 1873 claimant’s husband purchased 120 acres for $2,600, $300 only being 
paid down, and failing to make the deferred payments, it was reconveyed to 
the original owner in 1880. 

It further appears in evidence that claimant’s husband was more or Jess <is- 
abled for manual labor for many years, and since 1831 has been insane. (lain 
ant has now no income except that derived from her own manual labor, an: 
being old is now dependent upon charity. 

Winfield Seott Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Whitehall), Wis ,as we!! 
as the Woman's Relief Corps, Grand Army of the Republic, department of 
Wisconsin, have asked Congress to place this much-deserving woman upon the 
pension-rolls. 

While notwithstanding the acknowledged contributions on the part of tlhe 
soldier son, claimant = not have been so dependent upon these contributions 
as to bring her case within the general pension laws, yet your commiitec arc 
clearly of opinion that the evidence shows at least a partial dependence upo 
the soldier, and in view of the fact that she gave five sons to the country's 
cause, two of whom were lost to her in that cause, and the further fact that by 
reason of the unfortunate condition of her husband, the father of the soldier, 
she has now become dependent upon others, we believe her entitled to the 
favorable consideration of Congress. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
JENNETTE DOW. 


The bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to enter upon the 
pension-roll the nameof Jennette Dow, widow of Charles FE. 1) .w, late 
first sergeant of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment of Ili:nwis In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Let us have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Sawyrn 
June 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred the bill (H. R. 3363) gran'- 
ing a pension to Jennette Dow, have examined the same. and report 

an examination of the facts in this case satisfies the committee that the 


seport of the House committee is correct. It is adopted, and is as fo }. - 
“That Mrs. Jennette Dow is the widow of Charles E. Dow, late a »: uit of 
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Com K, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who was pensioned 
for ae et left knee, received at the battle of Chickamauga, and who 
died at Boonesborough, Iowa, December 16,1882. Mrs. Dow applied for pension 
April 18, 1883, but her claim was rejected on the ground that ‘death resulted 
from apoplexy, not the result of gunshot wound.’ 

“ Dr. R. M. Huntington, the physician who attended claimant in his last ill- 





















testifies : 

mel was in attendance at the death of Mr. Charles E. Dow, late sergeant Com- 
pany K, Eighty-ninth Illinois Infantry, who died at Boonesborough, Boone 
County, Iowa, on the 16th day of December, 1882, and giving the cause of death, 
state it as follows: Hemiplegia (apoplexy), and death in twelve hours. In thus 

i the cause or causes of death a statement of facts as bearing on the case 
Sho be made. Mr. Dow was wounded in the popliteal space, severing the 
artery and ligaments of the left leg, from the effects of which wound he never 
fully recovered. So far as the mobility or muscular co-ordination and nervous 
sensibility were concerned, these conditions seemingly for a time better, were 
subject to frequent relapse, and extended in time to the hand and arm of the 
co! 


“*Mr. Dow's calling in life for years after leaving the service was that of rail- 
road conductor, the duties of which were at all times quite seriously interfered 
with, because of the want of strength in the afflicted side. At the time of death 
Mr. Dow had with difficulty reached his home in a dazed or semi-conscious 
condition, and while receiving the ministrations and assistance of his wife, sud- 
denly fell to the floor, severely bruising and lacerating the right temple and 
supraorbital arch of the right side. Complete unconsciousness ensued, accom- 
panied with contracted pupil, slow stertorous breathing, dark face, flapping of 
the lips, slow and labored pulse, in which condition, without any change for 
the better, he continued for about twelve hours, when death closed the scene. 
From the facts and history of the case as known to me, I regard it as a case of 
hentplegio, the outgrowth primarily of nerve injury, aggravated by the life’s 
calling. eventuating in appoplexy, as stated.’ . 

“In the examination upon which pension was granted to soldier, the examin- 
ing surgeon describes his condition as follows : 

“* Gunshot wound of the left thigh, ball entered just above and at center of the 
external condyle of the femur, out at upper edge of popliteal space, resulting in 
im use of the leg from paralysis of extensor muscles of the foot and im- 
paired sensation in and over second, third, fourth, and fifth toes, and inability 
to straighten the leg when knee is bent after ordinary exercise.’ 

“Orson T. Waltermont, of Sac City, Iowa, testifies : 

“*T was well and personally acquainted with Charles E. Dow during his life- 
time from 1862 till his death ; were both members of the same company. I was 
with him at the time he received his wound ; that from the time he received said 
wound till his death he was greatly troubled with his left leg and arm; said 
Charles Dow and I railroaded together for fifteen years; that 1 know from - 
sonal observation that his arm would be worse at the time his leg troubled him 
most, and at one particular time, at Council Bluffs, lowa, when said Dow was 
— unusually troubled with said wound in said left leg, he told me he was 
afraid that his disease would go to his heart.’ 

“Cheney Eddy, G.S. s,and Charles Schoonover all testify to substan- 
tially same fact as to the effect of wound and the loss of power in left side and 
arm, So, also, does Dr. P.S. Moses, of Boone, Iowa, and adds, ‘In my opinion his 
death was caused by paralysis.’ 

“ His wife, Mrs. Jennette Dow, testifies that the wound troubled him contin- 
uously and caused him to become emaciated and weak, and when taken with 
his last iliness his wound had been troubling him very much and he had less 
ability to use his left arm and leg. 

“Hon. A. J. HoLmes, a member of this House, certifies : 

“*T was personally acquainted with Charles E. Dow during a period of more 
than ten years that he resided in the city of my residence. hile I can not 
speak from personal knowledge of the cause of his death, yet it was well known 
among his neighbors and friends that he suffered almost continuously from a 
severe wound received in the late war. Physically large and of full habit, he 
steadily became emaciated, and before his death presented a very wan and hag- 

appearance.’ 

“From a careful comparison of the report of examining surgeon, upon which 
the m was ted, with the report made by the physician in attendance 
at death and all corroborative testimony, it seems very clear to your com- 
mittee that the soldier’s wound was the cause of the partial paralysis of his left 
side,and may very reasonably be presumed to have finally caused his death. 
‘There appears to be but little doubt in the case, and the Government can afford 
to give the widow of a wounded soldier the benefit of that doubt.” 

bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

oe aaperneet Dove the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 

providing for the payment of per diem laborers in Government em- 
ploy on the 30th of May of each year as on other days. 

The also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5310) to protect mechanics, laborers, and servants in 


wages; 

A bill (H. R. 5541) to prevent the employment of convict labor and 
alien labor upon public buildings and other public works, and convict 
labor in the p tion or manufacture of materials for public build- 
ings or other public works, and to regulate the manner of letting con- 
tracts therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
ve oat in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 

um . 
A bill (H.R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of Wis- 
; and 


, 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com- 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for 
other purposes. 

OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next, at the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, I will call up for consideration the report 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in what is known as the 
Payne case. 
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THOMAS CHAPMAN, 
The bill (S. 2259) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, before 
the word dollars, to strike out ‘‘ fifty and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ soas 
to make the bill read: 































































Be it enacted, &c., That the pension of Thomas Chapman, of Campbell County, 
Tennessee, evidenced by pension certificate numbered 14157, be, and the same 
hereby is, increased to the sum of $25 per month, his disabilities being such as 
to require the constant attention of some person to take care of him 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMDEN. [I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Warr- 
THORNE June 22, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2259) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Chapman, have examined the same, and re- 
port: 

That this is an application for an increase of pension to a soldier of the war 
of 1812, now receiving a pension of $8 per month. The facts upon which it is 
made are fully shown in the affidavit of prominent citizens of the county of his 
residence, which affidavit is as follows: 

STATE OF TENNESSER, Campbell County: 

_ In the matter of the memorial before United States Senate and Congress for 
increase of pension of Thomas Chapman, of Capt. S. Lawson's company, Vir- 
ginia Militia, in war of 1812, whose name is inscribed on the pension-list roll of 
the Knoxville, Tenn., agency, at the rate of $8 per month, under pension cer 

tificate No. 14157, personally came Thomas Wilson, aged forty-two years, of 
Jacksborough Post-Office, Campbell County, Tennessee, who, being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows: 

I am well acquainted with said surviving soldier of the war of 1812, whose 
physical condition is such as to render him totally unable for the performance 
of manual labor, as his age is past ninety-five years,as he says,and that is his 
general reputation, and his appearance indicates that such is the fact. His rep- 
utation for morals is good, his poverty is extreme, he owns no property what- 
ever, and his condition is such as to require the almost constant care and atten- 
tion of some person, and his present pension is utterly inadequate for his support. 
I make these statements from personal knowledge,and my knowledge of the 
facts are gained by being his near neighbor and having a good opportunity to 
know his true condition from personal observation, 1am no kin to the soldier, 
and have no interest in his matters, 

THOMAS WILSON, 
JOHN HURNLEY, 
Attest: 
Joux~ Smuippy, 
R. D. PERKINS. 

We, the undersigned, citizens of Campbell County, Tennessee, and residents 
of the neighborhood of the town of Jacksborough, Tenn., do hereby concur in 
and certify to the truth of the foregoing statement, and know that said surviv- 
ing soldier of the war of 1812, Thomas Chapman, is a worthy object of the coun- 
try’s bounty. 

JOHN HURNLEY, Deputy Sheriff. 
J. P. HOLLINGSWORTH, Sheriff. 
R. D. WHEELER. 

HENRY MAUPINS. 
LAFAYETTE ISLEY. 

IL.EWIS WILSON, Register. 

Ji. Te AGEE, Clerk and Master. 

8. C, BAIRD, Clerk County Court. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me; and I hereby certify that all the affiants 
are respectable and the persons they represent themselves to be, and are well 
worthy of full faith and credit, and that they each read and understood the fore- 
going contents before they swore to it. I further certify that the statements 
made by them are true, and have a personal knowledge of the facts. Iam no 
kin to said soldier, and have no interest in his claim. 

Given under my hand and seal of circuit court of Campbell County, Tennessee, 
at office, in Jacksborough, Tenn., May 22, 1886, 

[SEAL.] WILLIAM ALLEN, 
Clerk Circuit Court. 


The credibility of these parties is vouched for by a member of this committee 
(Mr. WHITTHORNE). 

The committee, accepting the facts tobe as stated, deem the case to be a meri- 
torious one, and in view of the fact of the utter helpnessness of the pensioner. 
his extreme old age, and that Congress has, in similar cases granted an increase 
of pension, they recommend that the same may be done in this, and accordingly 
recommend that the pension to Thomas Chapman be placed at $25 per month 
from and after the passage of this bill, which should be so amended. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CHARLES WYANT. 

The bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Charles Wyant was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles Wyant, late of Company K, One 
hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WINANS. 

The bill (S. 1531) granting an increase of pension to William Winans 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ' It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William Winans, late a corporal of @om- 
pany B, First New York Lincoln Cavalry Regiment, at the rate of $30 
per month, in lieu of the $8 per month heretofore allowed him. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. VAN 
Wyck June 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1531) granting 
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a pension to William Winans, late a corporal of Company B, First New York 
(Lincoln) Cavalry Regiment, have examined the same, and report: 

That said William Winans enlisted August 5, 1861, and was discharged Au- 
gust 4, 1864, was a good soldier, and while eb a rebel battcry at Martins- 
burg, W. Va., Jaly 25, 1864, was wounded in the left shoulder by bursting shell, 
which killed his horse. He was also%njured in right index finger. 

The examining board report the claimant is not entitled to an increase. But 
the testimony of Dr. Bliss and others, copies of which are annexed, show that 
the medical board and the Pension Department erred in rejecting the applica- 
tion for increase, and therefore recommend the passage of annexed bill. 






























GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 
DisTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 


In the matter of pension claim of William Winans, of Washington, lL. C. 


On this 20th day of March, A. D., 1886, personally appeared before me, a notarY 
public in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer oaths, Au- 
gustus Hubbell, aged ——, a resident of Washington, District of Columbia, whose 
post-office address is No. 1513 F street N. W., well known to me to be reputable 
and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the 
aforesaid case as follows: Thathe has been well and personally acquainted with 
claimant for about five years, and —— years respectively, and that about the 
years 1881, 82, and’83 he and the claimant worked together in the Quartermaster- 
General's Office, in Washington, D.C. The claimant was put on work in the 
files of the office, a kind of work which required climbing of ste ders and 
taking down and replacing file-boxes. He was not t todo this kind of 
wo. k, on account of his inability to use his left arm, in reaching up to 
file-bowes or holding them when taken down. On account of this disability he 
was transferred to book-work, copying, &c. Atthis work he was not able to 
handle the books without great dificult and pains of the left arm, and he was 
afterawhile put on lighter clerical wouk. I have ‘personal knowledge of the 
above facts, and since his discharge from the Quartermaster-General’s Office I 
have had frequent opportunity to observe his physical condition, and I have 
known him tobe laid up at several times with pains in theleft arm. The claim- 
ant was discharged, as affiant was informed and believes, on account of ineffi- 
ciency, being absent a considerable time on account of sickness, caused by the 
condition of his left arm. 

He further declares that he has no interest in said case and is not concerned 


in its prosecution. 
AUGUSTUS HUBBELL. 
District op CoLeMeta, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read affidavit to said affiant, with its contents, before he executed 
the same. I further certify that I am in nowise interested in said case, nor am 
I concerned in its prosecution ; and that said affiant is personally known to me, 


and that he is a credible person. 
[san] G. W. BALLOCH, Notary Public. 


GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 
District or COLUMBIA, ss: 


In the matter of pension claim of William Winans, pending before Congress, 
of Washington, D. C. 

On this 20th day of March, A. D. 1886, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for the aforesaid county,duly authorized to administer oaths, 
Thomas 8S. Chappell, aged forty-five,a resident temporarily of Wash in 
the District of Columbia, whose ffice address is Washington, D. C., and 
——., aged forty-five years,a resident of Baltimore, Md., in the county of 
and State of Maryland, whose post-off ~ address is No. 621 H street northwest, 
Washington, D.C., well known to » be reputable and entitled to credit, and 
who, being duly sworn, declares. lation to the aforesaid case,as follows: 
That he has been well and persor equainted with claimant for seven years, 
and that in the year 1881 he boar. _ with claimant forseveral months, and dur- 
ing all his acquaintance has had frequent opportunity to observe and know per- 
sonally of the claimant's ph eondition, with regard to his left 
arm. The claimant habi y carried his left arm hand in a useless man- 
ner by his side. At table he could not use left hand to feed himself on account 
of not being able to raise the hand to his mouth. When attempting to handle 
even light objects the left hand was only used aw and inefficiently, 
owing to weakness of hand and arm,and this only with arm pendent or 
partiy so. He complained constantly of pain in left arm and shoulder, and 
always manifested pain when attempting to use left hand and arm. Ever since 
my first acquaintance with him affiant has frequently and always observed the 
foregoing manifestations of the claimant's disability. 

He further declares that he has no interest in said case, and is not concerned 


n its prosecution. 
THOS. 8. CHAPPELL. 





District or CoLtumBiA, Countyof Washington, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read affidavit to said affiantand acquainted him with its contents 
before he executed the same. I further that [I am in nowise interested 
in said case, nor am I concerned in its n, and that said affiant is per- 
sonally known to me, and that he isa a. 
(SmAL.} HOMAS K. WALLACE, 
Notary Public. 


GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 
District or COLUMBIA, 8s: 


In the matter of pension claim of William Winans, of Washington, D. C., now 
pending before Congress. 

On this 22d day of Mosth. 2. 1008, pees: ees 
~ in and for the aforesaid county, dul 

. Pipes, aged forty-five; a resident of Washington 
whose post-office address is No.1837 Ninth street north ash- 
ington, and District of Columbia, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 
to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid case 
as follows: That they have been well and personally acquainted with claimant 
for three years and —— years respectively, and that he has worked with the 
claimant about two years in the ee. 
1ss4 and 1885. Our work was clerical. Olaimant always of left 
arm hurting him. He was oppeneniy nah able to do with it except to 
hold papers on the desk or in ——- — articles w hanging down. In 
handling books, or even lightarticles, ways appeared to favor left arm ; 
this was the case in taking off or ng up his coat. He used his right arm 
almost exclusively in performing any kind of work, 

He further declares that he has no interest in said case, and is not concerned 


in its proseeution, 
JAMES M. PIPES. 
District or Couumeta, 


County of Washington, ss: 


Swortto and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
lcertify that I read aftivavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its contents 
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before he executed the same. 


Srate, County, anp Crry or New York, 


fell upon the men), and wounding some of said men, one of whom was Wil} ia.) 
Wynans, of said troop, and who for the time being was, to the best of depone 


Jenyns C. Battersby, as to the wounding of William Wynans, of Company |; 













JULY 16, 


I further certify that I am in no wise inter« \ 
in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, and that said affiant is 


sonally known to me and that he is a credible person. 


[SAL] THOMAS K. WALLACE, 
Notary Pu 


Southern District New York, ss: 


Be it known that on this the 12th day of February, 1386, personally apy 
before me, Samuel H. Lyman, United States commissioner for said district, Je: , 
C. Battersby, brevet-colonel late First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, Unit 
States Volunteers, who, being duly sworn, maketh oath and saith that: © 
about the 25th day of July, 1864, while in command of his troop (B) of said r-, ; 
iment, and while in line of battle near the town of Martinsburg, W. Va., a s)). ’ 
from the enemy’s battery exploded in his rear and between the front and : 
rank of his troop of horses, killing and wounding some of said horses (w! 


knowledge and belief, unable to perform military duty. 
Having no interest in this document, further a saith not. 
ENYNS C. BATTERSB\ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of February, 1886. 
[sea] SAM’L H. LYMAN, 
United States Commissioner, Southern District New Yor! 


WasuinGros, D.C. , February 16, 188: 
I certify to the correctness of the within statement, sworn to by Bvt. ( 


First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry Regiment, in the engagement at Martins 
burg, W. Va., on the 25th day of July, 184. Iwas in command of said regiment 
in said engagement and remember the circumstances very well. Said Wyna:s 
was a good and faithful soldier, and from his long sufferings by said wounds 
deserves, as I believe, an increase in his pension, which is entirely inadequate 
to the support of himself and family. 
A. W. ADAMS, 
Late Colonel First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry Regiment, 
and Brevet Brigadier-General United States Voluntec: 

District OF COLUMBIA, ss: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of March, 1886, and I ha 
no interest, &e. 

[SEAL] G. W. BALLOCH, Notary Publ; 


PITYSICIAN'S AFFIDAVIT. 
District or CoLuMBIA, ss: 


In the pension claim No. 143474, of William Winans, Company B, First Ne 
York (Lincoln) Cavalry. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the aforesaid Distr: 
James C. Bird, a citizen of Washington, D. C., whose post-office address is No 
1336 G street northwest, well known to me to be reputabie and entitled to credit 
and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows 

That he isa conatichng physician, and that he has been acquainted with sai 
soldier for about five years, and that he was called in consultation with Dr. |) 
W. Blisss December 1, 1880, to Mr. William Winans, who was suffering fro: 
necrosis of the scapula (shoulder-blade). It was necessary to remove part o/ 
the bone. He was very much reduced at that time, so much so that I thoug!:' 
he would never recover from it. Since then, in August and September, 15+: 
in the absence of Dr. Bliss, I prescribed for Mr. Winans. He was suffering from 
debility, the effect of his wound. 

He further declares that he has been a practicioner of medicine for thirty-three 
years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecutio: 
of this claim. 

JAMES C. BIRD, M. D., 
1336 G Street N. W., Washington, D. C. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 24 day of March, A. D, 1886, anc | 
certify that the affiant isa practicing physician in good profession! 
standing; that the contents of the above d tion, &c., were fully madd: 
know to him before swearing; and I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the 


prosecution of this claim. 
(SEAL. ] G. W. BALLOCH, Notary Public. 


Srate or New York, 
County of Westchester, ss: 


On this 20th day of February, 1886, before me personally appeared Jerome [« |! 
who, upon being duly sworn, deposes and says, that he was a member of Cov 
pany B, First New York (Lincoln) Volunteer Cavalry; that he was present «| 
the le of Martinsburg, W. Va.,on the 25th day of July, 1864, and that wii) 
the regiment was advancing in line of battle and preparing to charge a re!c! 
battery in our front, a shell came from the battery in question and burst in Cor- 

n line, killing the horses of William Winans, Thomas Pearl, and —— (ia: 
— ,and woundingall three named. Winans was wounded in his left shou!der 
by a piece of the ii. 

The said Jerome Bell also deposes and mem that he was captured by a pa: 
of Genera! Imboden’s force near Berryvilic, Va.,on or about the 13th day of 0: 
tober, 1863, while with a scouting party under the command Lieut. — New 
of his regiment, and that on the next morning, before daybreak, the same for: 
captured Charlestown, W.Va., and among the prisoners captured was Wil!iau 
Winans, who was with his party the day before, but who escaped to Char!c» 
town, where he arrived with his horse foundered, and that he was in compa: 5 
with said Winans all the time they were prisoners, and until paroled about {\\: 
months after, and that their sufferings while on Belle Isle were simply in: 
scribable, and he would referany one to histories of those places by abler min:- 
he would state, though, that the James River (in which Belle Isle is situate: 
was frozen over three times that winter; that there was no shelter for m0" 
than one-fifth of the prisoners, and the food was of the coarsest and most mea! 
kind, and that when we were paroled, Winans was a mere physical wreck,» | 
had wasted Someta, and went immediately to the hospital upon arrivi): 
at ‘ 

a JEROME BEL! 


Sworn to this 20th day of February, 1886, before me. 
THOMAS MARTIN, 
Justice of the Peac« 





Srate or New York, 
We Cownty, ss: 


I, John M. Digney, clerk of the county aforesaid, and also clerk of the coun’) 
and supreme courts inand for said county, the same being courts of record, dv 
hereby certify that Thomas Martin, esg., whose name is subscribed to the 
nexed affidavit, was on the day of the date thereof a justice of the peace in a: 
for said co , duly authorized to take the same, and that I verily believe |" 
2 said affidavit is genuine. . 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the sea! 0! 
the said courts and county the 23d day of February, 1386. a 
(SEAL. ] JNO. M. DIGNEY, Cert. 
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I certify that William Winans, clerk general service, detailed Quartermaster's | 


|} and was dischar 
‘ 


Office, is suffering from gunshot wound (piece of shell) in left shoulder, and is 
in consequence unable to do the duty of handling files and lifting folios. I re- 
spectfully recommend lighter, or more suitable duty for him. 
BASIL NORRIS, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 
Ustrrep States Army Disrensary, 1733 G Strreer, N. W.., 
. Washington, D. C., March 19, 1881. 
I certify the above to be a true copy. 


B. C. CARD, 


983 Quartermaster, United States Army. 
Feervary 24, 1883. 


Wasurneror, D. C., March 4, 1886. 
To whom it may concern : 

I certify that I have made a professional examination of William Winans, and 
find him suffering from a gunshot wound of the left arm and shoulder. A frag- 
ment of shell entered two inches below the acromion process of the scapulaand 
immediately posterior to the humerus, and was removed three inches below the 

intofimpact. The mobility of the shoulder-joint is impaired so as to prevent 
his the forearm and d on a level with the chin. The hand can be 


placed the back with difficulty. At the time of my visit, November, 
a. a abseess had formed extending posterior to the axilla arm, involving 
the an’ 


border of the scapula. Assisted by Dr. Bird, I made a free opening 
into the abscess and along the anterior border of the scapula, exposing it, a por- 
tion of which was or dead. This portion was removed, and after a 
of two or three months the wound healed, and has remained so since. 
disability for performing manual labor is total. 


Ihave the professional care of said Winans since September, 1890, and find 
that his eral health has been greatly impaired and requiring frequent atten- 
tion, and which I believe to be due to the injury and confinement and exposure 


during his retention in a rebel prison. 
D. W. BLISS, M. D. 
District or COLUMBIA, 88: 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of March, 1886; and I have no 
interest, &c. 
[SEAL.| 
G.W. BALLOCH, Notary Public. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. CASEY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Secretary be requested to ask 
the return from the House of Representatives of the bill (H. R. 5003) for 


the relief of Mary E. Casey, passed a day or two ago by the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). It will be 
so ordered unless there be objection. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 


the Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 


HENRY F. KAISER. 


The bill (S. 2562) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Henry F. Kaiser, late a private in Company F, 
Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us havethe report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


‘The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLArr 
June 22, 1886> 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2562) granting 
— to —7 P. Kaiser, have examined the same, and report: 
claimant, a F. Kaiser, enlisted April 17,1961, and served until July 
in Company B, Twenty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. He again en- 
August 6, 1861, and was discharged ee 5, 1863, having served as a 
in Company E, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers. He first filed an 
for a pension August 31, 1877, and again April 9, 1878, alleging that at 
, Virginia, December 25, 1861, from cold exposure he became dis- 
he lost the sight of mers and partial sight of right eye. 
on file the discharge, dated January 5, 1863, at camp 
Church, Virginia, stating that it is because ‘the said private 
one eye for the last six months, and the other has become so 
affected that he is not able to see after night at all.” 
The was rejected March 9, 1885, on the ground that the alleged disease 
It a that a. toldie listed Ha 
r enli again at rrisburg, Pa., in the Vet- 
‘ileeve December 29, 1863, and was mustered out December 23, 1865. 
enlistment in Veteran Reserve Corps, partial loss of sight 


Thecertificatesof the examining boards show that in 1881 he had lost the sight 
eye,and the right was very weak; June 8, 1883, total loss of sight of 
right eye, and can barely discern the light with the left eye; June 27, 1883, totally 


fs 


iu 


ER 3 
f 
dl 


The claimant testifies that he can not furnish medical evidence showing his - 


phvehelcunatition prior to and at the date of his enlistment, for the reason that 
was a sailor on a merchant vessel for nine years prior thereto, and there were 
eres in the merchant service. 

anny this case is very voluminous, and the case has been several 
times by a in the field, There is no question as to 
the existence of the in the service, and its continuance in a more severe 
degree and increasing intensity ever since. In addition to his own testimony 
there is the evidence of several comrades who served with him in his first three 
months’ service that he was then sound and his eyesight good. The only evi- 


dence of any difficulty is very meager and indefinite in its character. 
Seat deeiiensenet ion that if the disease was not in its first inception 
due to the service, of which there seems to be little doubt, that it was certain! 


much aggravated thereby,and that after the Government twice accepted th 
man as a good soldier, and he rendered long and valuable service to his country 
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xd for disability,that the weak and unsatisfactory evidence 







here pres e slight previous weakness of the eyes should not prevent 
thi r from now receivinga pension, Wetherefore report back 
th ind recommend that it do pass. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Pension Orrict 
Washington, D. C., Jw 2, 1856. 
Sik ympliance with your sequest, I have the honor to transmit herewith 
the papers in the pension claim of Henry F. Kaiser, who served in Company Ky, 
Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers. Orjginal invoice No. 241328. This claim 
was specially examined and rejected March 9, iS85,upon the ground that the 
alleged disease existed prior to enlistment 
Very respectfully 
JOHN C, BLACK, C sioner, 
Hon. Joun I. Mirren ey, 
U.S, Se 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amount of pension granted by the 
bill? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It states: 
Place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension-laws, the name of Henry F. Kaiser 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The hour of 12.30 hav ing arrive d, 
the Chair places before the Senate the river and harbor biil. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) mak 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMiL.an | 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment had not been read, | believe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, though it 
is not expressly so stated, that there was an agreement that it should 
not be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


from the 


¢ 
I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know what the agreement was, but I ask 
leave to make one observation. 

Not desiring to delay or retard the progress of the bill, I did not in- 
terpose any objection to the request that was made to dispense with 
the reading of the amendment, because I was assured by the chairman 
of the committee that the amendment had been very carefully pre 
pared, and relying upon that I was willing to accept his assurance that 
the amendment was in a conditioa fit to be voted upon by the Senate; 
but I ask the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to page 4 of his 
amendment, line 77: 

Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island : Continuing improvenent 


$15,000; of which $8,000 shall be expended on the breakwater and $12,990 o1 


. 
1 the 
inner harbor. 


Eight and twelve as I understand are twenty, according to my arith- 
metic, and this amendment provides that out of the $15,000 for this im- 
provement $20,000 shall be expended in the way provided in that para- 
graph. 

Mr. President, is this amendment, with that showing, in a condition 
that justifies us in accepting it without any further consideration? 
Look again on page 7, line 142: 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $71,250; of 
which $75,000 to be used in repairs and $20,000 in continuing work on the harbor. 

That is to say, there is an appropriation of $71,250 and a designation 
of the expenditure of $95,000. 

Again, look on page 9, where there is an appropriation, beginning in 
line 176, for ‘‘ improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, 
and also for the improvement of said harbor as recommended hy the 
Chief of Engineers, January 13, 1885, $37,500,’’ and a proviso ‘ that 
$30,000 of said sum shall not be expended until the aforesaid title shall 
he accepted by the Secretaty of War,’’ leaving $7,500 to be expended 
for the improvement. 

Again, examine page 10: 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach to Norfolk 


Har- 
bor and the United States navy-yard at Norfolk 


For which $187,500 are appropriated 

Of which $100,000 shall be expended in improving the harbor, and $150,000 in 
widening the channel of Elizabeth River 

Making an appropriation of $187,500, and a specific direction for tho 
expenditure of $250,000. 

I ran this amendment over casually this morning after theSenate as 
sembled, and I found a great variety of such eccentricities, to say tho 
least, as those to which I have called the attention of the Senate 

Look on page 19, beginning at line 438: 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continu 


ing improvement, $22,500. 
x o > ” 
Eighteen thousand dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be ex 


pended in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, and in repa'ring piers at 
natural entry, and $12,000 in dredging Saint Louis Bay 


That is to say, $22,500 are appropriated, of which $18,000 are to be 
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expended in one way and $12,000 in another, making $30,000 to be 
expended out of an appropriation of $22,500. 
Again, on page 25, beginning at line 584: 





Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
$37,500; of which $12,500 to be expended— 

In one way and $12,500 in another, making $25,000 out of the $37,- 
500, making no allusion whatever to the original appropriation nor to 
the reduction that has been made, but simply continuing the direction 
of the committee as if the appropriation had not been reduced. 

Again, look at page 31: 

Mr. MILLER. Would it not expedite business to commence the 
reading of the amendment and make these corrections as we go on? 

Mr. INGALLS. No; because there may be more than these, and 
I only call attention to what I have seen in the most cursory and cas- 
ual examination of this amendment in order that the attention of the 
Senate may be directed to them for the purpose of determining what 
we shall do in regard to the bill. 

Look, on page 31, beginning at line 738: 

improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of 
the aforesaid $10,000 shall be used—— 

Mr. CHACE., 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. CHACE. 
sentence. 

Mr. INGALLS. When I get through the Senator from Rhode Island 
will be at liberty to comment upon what I have said. There isa period 
after “‘ fifteen thousand dollars,’’ and there is no other mention any- 
where in the paragraph of $10,000, except in this declaration of the 
method in which this appropriation is to be expended: 

Two thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
of the aforesaid $10,000 shall be used for the purpose of removing obstructions 
jn the Thoroughfare and Coghoke Creek. 

That is to say, the appropriation is$15,000, and $2,500 ‘‘ of theafore- 
said $10,000’’ is to be used for a specific purpose. 

On page 33, beginning at line 799: 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of which 
sum $5,000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000 
below Albany. 

Making an appropriation of $15,000 and an expenditure of $20,000. 

On page 34: 

Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
pores, 11,250; of which sum $5,000 to be expended below Geneva, and 

10,000 to be expended between Geneva and Newton, Alabama. 

Making $4,500 more designated than the sum appropriated. 

And one more mysterious than all, on page 35 : 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $7,500; im- 
proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,250; of which $5,000 
may beexpended on Pease River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That amendment was inserted by a vote of the 
Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
out reading. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That item was inserted by the Senate after this 
amendment was prepared. 

Mr. INGALLS. After appropriating for the general purpose, ap- 
propriating for Pease River, Florida, $2,250 it declares— 

Of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. 

On page 36: 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabamaand Mississippi: Continuing improve- 
ment, $18,750; to be expended below Vienna, $15,000; and between Vienna and 
Fulton, $10,000, 

Making an appropriation of $18,750, and an expenditure of $25,000. 

Again on page 41, beginning at line 992— : 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $13,500; thir- 
teen thousand of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete 
the survey of said river; the remainder for general improvement. 

Without making any improvement at all, leaving $500 out of $13,- 
500 to be devoted to the improvement and $13,000 to the survey ! 

On page 45, beginning at line 1092— 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750, 


And providing out of that for a distribution of $27,500, leaving 
$6,200 for the general purposes of the appropriation. 

Page 56: 

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, under the modified 
project, $26,250; of which sum $20,000 are to be used for pier construction, 

Page 57: 

begueving, Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the mouth 
of the Ohio River, $375,000— 

With a proviso— 

Provided, That the Secretary of War, iy his discretion, may use not to exceed 
$100,000 of said sum of $500,000— 

The amount being $375,000-—— 


~ to correct the current of the river and improve the channel at Saint Louis, 


Out of this total sum I find that by adding up the distributions that 


Mr. President—— 
Do not interrupt me. 
The Senator will see the comma, which changes that 


Here it is, and we are asked to vote upon it with- 
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are made for specific amounts there is a total amount of $675,000 out of 
the amount without any reference to the original appropriation. 

Mr. President, how much more there is in this amendment that has 
escaped my attention I do not know. I did not have the opportunity 
of seeing the amendment until I came in here this morning, and in the 
intervals of such other business as has been transacted I have given a 
casual examination to it, and I now submit, after this inspection that 
I have been able to give to it, it is hardly appropriate that I should be 
called upon to adopt in lump and in gross without further considera- 
tion the amendment offered by the committee. 

I say this without any hostility to this bill. If it is reduced as the 
Senate has ordered, I intend to vote for it; but I do not think we ought 
to be called upon, even if time has been consumed and other matters 
are pressing, with such enormous discrepancies as appear there, to say 
that this committee have devoted to it the consideration that will re- 
quire us to act without even having it read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This reduction was made in the amounts appro- 
priated, and all the reductions have been made as stated to the Senate. 
The items to which the Senator from Kansas has called attention are 
mere clauses distributing the appropriations made by the other bill, 
and those distributions are not matters of appropriations in the bill, 
but were all intended to be correct of course“and made to conform with 
the appropriations as reduced by the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. It isa mere clerical act to make them conform in the same 
proportion as in the bill to the amounts here appropriated. There is 
nothing at all the Senator has stated which need at all cause the Senate 
to hesitate. 

I have not interposed any objection to the reading of the amendment. 
I have no objection to that being done. If the Senator wishes tomake 
the corrections as he goes along, it can be done; but certainly all those 
distributions would have been made in the same proportion from the 
original bill as theappropriations have been reduced by the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire of the chairman what is his wish in 
the premises as to the manner of correcting the details? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Letthe amendments be read and let them be cor- 
rected as the reading proceeds. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not think the Senate ought to be called upon to 
makethese computations. Ourtimecan be betteremployed. The com- 
mittee, as I understand, proposed to reporta bill in such shape that we 
could intelligently vote upon it. There are other matters of great im- 
portance pressing here. I submit that before we are called upon to vote 
on this bill it ought to be presented to us in such a form that there will 
be some assurance at least that the necessary computations have been 
made. I think the committee ought to take it again and fix it up and 
present it to us in a proper shape. 

Mr. MILLER. It can be done in a few hours. 

Mr. FRYE. It can be done in an hour without the slightest diffi- 
culty. There areabout twenty of those cases, my recollection is, in the 
whole bill; and it requires a very short computation which can be ar- 
rived in an hour at furthest. It seems to me it would be better to in- 
formally lay aside the bill for one hour, and by that time the chairman 
of the committee will be able to present a modified amendment which 
will be correct. 

I desire to say one thing further. I was occupying the chair yester- 
day when the question of reading the amendment came up, and my 
recollection is not that the reading was dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. J do not think it was. The Senator from Vermont called for 
the reading of the amendment and immediately withdrew to escape it. 
After he withdrew the Senator from Virginia called for the reading of 
the amendment and the reading was commenced; but the Senator from 
Virginia withdrew his call after the reading had begun. I have norec- 
ollection whatever of submitting to the Senate the question whether the 
reading should be dispensed with, and I do not think it was done. | 
was occupying the chair at the time. 

Mr. PLATT. Without any reference to this bill rather than any 
other bill, I think that the orderly way of proceeding in the Senate 
whenever an amendment is proposed is to have it read atlength. | 
think if we make the exception in favor of this bill or this amendment, 
which has been proposed, it will at some time come back to plague us. 

Therefore it seems to me that the best way is to have the reading of 
the same amendment which is proposed proceed. I think we shall be 
justly chargeable with doing business in an inconsiderate manner if we 
do not have all amendments which are proposed to any bill reported at 
the desk. 

While the amendment is being read the chairman of the committee 
or the clerk of the committee can make all these computations, so that 
in ten minutes after the reading of the amendment is completed the 
changes can be stated. 

I donot make any specific call for the reading of the amendment, but 
as that call has been made I think the reading should be proceeded 


with. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at 
length. 
Mr. VEST. Before it is read I wish to make a single remark. Yes- 
terday when the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] addressed the 
Senate at the close of our afternoon session, on account of the confusion 
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in the Hall I was unable to catch distinctly what he said. I find in the 
RecorpD this morning a very singular statement, which I am utterly at 
a loss to unless it was applicable to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coke] and myself. 

The Senator from Michigan said: 


Why does he— 

Meaning the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]— 
speak of every single member of it— 

That is, of the Committee on Commerce— 


as having been influenced py come corrupt motive ? 
Mr. Pius. I disclaimed that in the beginning. 
Mr. Concer. The Senator has stated it, whether he disclaims it or not, and he 
has said here that there are but two men of all that committee who rose to con- 
fess, to own that they were corrupt and unscrupulous in accomplishing their ob- 


jects, 

Mr. President, if I had heard any such statement here it would have 
received from mea very stern, emphatic, and indignant denunciation. 
There were but two members of that committee who rose to speak in 

to this reduction of 25 per cent., and they were the Senator from 
Texas and myself. I heard no charge of any corrupt motive on the 
part of that Senator, and certainly not of myself, nor did I hear any- 
thing or say anything that could have been distorted or contorted into 
anything likea confession. I have noconfession tomake. I have done 
nothing I would not do again. - 

There were many things in the bill as reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, after six weeks of deliberation, from which I dissented 
and which I opposed with all my power in that committee, without 
going into the detailsnow; but when a majority of the committee voted 
me dion and concluded to report the bill as it came to the Senate, I 
said then that I would loyally support it with the exception of the Hen- 
nepin Canal appropriation, and I gave notice in the committee that I 
would op that in Senate as I had done in the committee. 

The bill came into the Senate in accordance with what I understood 
was the agreement of the committee. I supported that bill loyally and 
earnestly, and for four days I stood here in connection with the Senator 
from Michigan, the Senator from New York, and the chairman of the 
committee, and fought for every provision in the bill. I considered it 
my duty to do so. I considered that to be the compact made in the 
committee. 

What was the result? A majority of the committee here did not vote 
at all or voted against the committee on all the amendments that were 
broughtin increasing the appropriations. There was but one legitimate 
result: the committee went to pieces, never got together afterward, and 
the bill was butchered in the Senate. None of its blood is upon my gar- 
ments. I stood by it and fought to the best of my ability. 

As to this charge of corruption, I have heard nothing but the ordinary 
amount of talk that we get upon every river and harbor bill—about the 
members of the committee taking care of their own States; and I have 
replied to it, as I have always, that it amounts to nothing in the opinion 
of the country; that there was no foundation whatever for any such 
imputation; that the Committee on Commerce was simply like the rest 
of the Senate, actuiated by the same sort of motives; and that there was 
no venality or corruption at all which could be imputed to them. 

This assumption that the Committee on Commerce have legislated 
alone for themselves is based upon the idea that the Senators who make 
it stand upon a sort of legislative pedestal above and beyond the ordi- 
nary motives that influence other Senators; and yet it is only necessary 
tocall the yeas and nays to know the vote on a river and harbor bill in 
the Senate. A map of the United States will show the vote. Take 
States which have no navigable rivers and their Senators vote ‘‘nay”’ 
invariably and have always done so and will always do so. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] reminds me that there is one 

exception to that, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, who I believe supports the bill; but I re- 
peat that you can take a map of the United States and you will find 
the yeas and nays as they are here invariably. There are certain States 
whose Senators never vote for a river and harbor bill, and two or three 
of those Senators attack the Commerce Committee of the Senate and 
say that they have provided for their own States. 

But what I rose to call attention to was this remarkable statement 
in the Recorp, that the Senator from Texas and myself had confessed 
to the Senator from Kansas that we were actuated by corrupt motives. 
Mr. President, any Senator who would so stultify himself would de- 
serve to be expelled from this body. So far from making any confes- 
sion I simply rose when the Senator from Kansas was making a whole- 
sale attack upon the Committee on Commerce for having increased the 
appropriations in committee for their own States to call attention to 
the statement and to emphasize the injustice of it from the fact that I 
had made no such increase, not that I was better than the rest of the 
committee, but because I thought the best thing for the Mississippi 
River, in which I am more interested and in which my people are more 
interested than in any other portion of the bill, was to retain the ap- 

as they were for fear that disaster might overtake the bill 

f were increases of appropriations everywhere. That is all of it. 
I do not arrogate to myself any purer or higher motives or better in- 
stincts. I acted as a legislator to save the appropriation for that river, 
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because, without any claim to prescience, it seemed to me that if we went 
on loading down the bill by adding three or four million dollars, the 
very thing would happen which has happened in the Senate, that the 
Commerce Committee would be forced to cut down the bill themselves, 
if they would stay together, or else agree to a horizontal reduction such 
as is proposed now. 

What is the operation of this amendment if it iscarried? The Mis- 
sissippi River receiving about one-half what it should receive, and the 
Missouri and the Ohio just the same, being cut down 50 per cent. under 
the estimates by the House, now receives a further reduction. Thereisa 
further reduction on the Mississippi River of $800,000, of nearly $200,000 
in the case of the Ohio and $200,000 in the case of the Missouri, while 
the Senators who have increased their appropriations in the committee 
from $300,000 to a million dollars receive a little more than they would 
have received if the House bill had been adopted. 

Is it fair, is it just, because a Senator has not asked for an increase 
that he is subjected to the same Procrustean rule, and the great river 
of this continent has a reduction of $800,000 because its friends on that 
committee, in the interest of the river, in the interest of the great com- 
mercial advantages which its improvement would give to the people of 
the Mississippi Valley, did not ask an increase, and their modesty, if 
you may so term it, is to be punished by a reduction of nearly a mill- 
ion dollars ? 

I can not vote for any such amendment. 
when it was adopted. I shall fight it fairly and honestly because it is 
wrong in principle. We spent six weeks upon the bill in committee. 
We deliberated upon every amendment. The bill was increased a lit- 
tle, and after the committee by a large majority had put these increases 
upon the bill, we are now asked to cut off one-fourth of the whole 
amount without. regard to the appropriations as they were made in the 
other branch of Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I, of course, made no such imputa- 
tion in my speech in regard to the two Senators as the Senator from 
Missouri seems to have inferred from my remarks, knowingly or inten- 
tionally. I heard the speech of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
and without taking notes or having it before me I madesuch remarks 
as occurred to me upon what I had supposed was said. If I made any 
remarks that were not called for by the remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas, or did injustice to any one, I did it unintentionally. 

However, I do find in the remarks of the Senator from Kansas that 
he said: 

The Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Texas are the only two 
members of the committee who lack either the acquisitive faculty, or judgment, 
or energy.or whatever else may be required to carry a measure in that com- 
mittee; industry,” the Senator from Massachusetts says; and my colleague adds 
**temptation;”’ and I will put in all the other adjectives which can be suggested 
in thatline. As I said, these two members of the committee are the only mem- 
bers who failed to get a large or at least an appreciable,as I now recall it,in- 


crease of the appropriations fortheir States, and they are the only two members 
who are opposed to this reduction. 


I was notin the committee 


Then followed a conversation between the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLump] then said, after stating what he had started 
out to say: 

As in the case of a confession made by a homicide, or any other criminal, the 
confession must be considered in connection with all the qualifying attendant 
cireumstaces which surround it before it can be used; and so the confession of 
a part of this committee exculpates them entirely. 

That I find in the REcorp. 

Mr. VEST. What page is that on? 

Mr. CONGER. It is on page 6975, first column, near the top. That 
I had in my mind without any definite recollection of who those Sen- 
ators were, and I repeat the language so that you will see what my 
thought was: 

As in the case of a confession made by a homicide, or any other criminal, the 
confession must be considered in connection with all the qualifying attendant 
circumstances which surround it before itcan be used; and so the confession of 
a part of this committee excu!lpates them entirely. 

In my remarks, without knowing who the persons were, or without 
saying anything about them, coupling incidentally the remarks as to 
two, but not knowing even who those two were, for I had not heard all 
the remarks made before, I thought that applied to the Committee on 
Commerce as a confession of a part of the committee, and I made my 
remark in regard to it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. CONGER. I willonly say that I do not quite see the connection 
of that last clause with anything that appearsintheREcoRD. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas, of course, will do me the justice to say whether there 
was anything that I might have had my attention called to in that con- 
nection left out of the Reconp. I do not suppose there was. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to say that I listened very 
carefully to the Senator from Kansas and I heard every word that he 
said. On account of his nearness to my seat I could hear him, but I 
could not hear the Senator from Michigan very distinctly. I under- 
stood that when the Senator from Kansas spoke of a confession he al- 
luded to the chairman of the committee, because he goes on in the next 
sentence and says: 


The Senator from Minnesota says that this reduction is made because the 
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committee was run on, like a wagon going down-hill sometimes runs on the 
team. He did not believe it atall; it was against his judgment, against his con- 
viction, and everything of that kind, but yet he comes in and supports it. 


There was nothing said by the Senator from Texas or myself against 
this bill or any provision of it. On the contrary I had advocated it, 
as the Senator from Michigan well knew. 

Mr. CONGER. Neither did I say anything about the Senator from 
Missouri. The Senator will find here in this the statement was based 
upon remarks which I have read twice, ‘‘as in the case of a confession,”’ 
&c. I merely disclaim having had any thought of allusion to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri or the Senator from Texas. They have been firm 
and congenial advocates of this bill with myself, and in constant and 
conti:ual consultation in the committee-room and elsewhere in regard 
to what would be the best bill. 

I have never had a thought of either of them or of any other mem- 
ber of the committee doing anything improper. The remarks which I 
made were founded upon the clause which I have read twice, and as I 
say I do not see in the connection in that clause that there is anything 
which precedes it, what I certainly had in my mind, as something con- 
necting those two clauses together, and I was probably laboring under 
some mistake as to what particular individuals that clause related to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Michigan rather insinuates or sug- 
gests that possibly something is in the Recorp which was not uttered 
or that something was left out of the RecorpD which was uttered. I 
have this to say, that I did not see the report of the remarks which I 
made yesterday, and I have not yet read it; but on looking at the par- 
agraph to which the Senator from Michigan calls attention, on page 
6975, I will say that, while I do not think what is printed preserves the 
same connection in which it was used, that is to say that all the con- 
necting language is not inserted in the REcoRD, owing probably to 
some inevitable mistake on the part of the stenographer, at the same 
time what was said was in direct reference to the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. McMILLAN], and his interruptionsof me and his own some- 
what emphatic utterance of the ill way in which Minnesota had fared 
in the bill, thereby exculpating himself from what he deemed to be my 
charge against those members of the committee who are in favor now 
of sealing down the bill. Certainly it was not in my mind to make 
any charge against any member of the committee individually, or 
against the committee as a committee that would in any way be con- 
strued as imputing motives to them; and especially I excepted out 
from that anything which could reflect upon the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Texas, to whom I alluded as having been 
entirely consistent in advocating the bill and still sticking by it. 

In fact in what I said I had before my mind the difficulty under which 
the committee labored, being beset from all quarters about appropria- 
tions, and the necessity that was upon them of selecting from a multi- 
tude of objects of appropriation those which must go into the bill. But 
I confess that when the committee turned around upon itself, after hav- 
ing had an individual log-roll with the members of the Senate to stand 
by a large bill, and one member having conspicuously stated at two 
different. places in my presence that the larger the bill—if not exactly 
that, that was the idea—the larger the bill the more certain it would 
be to receive the Presidential approval, and that he thought certainly, 
although himself a Republican yet gave what I understood as the sug- 
gestion of a Democrat, he having got the information close to the throne, 
it did seem to me a little out of place, and I thought worthy of char- 
acterization, that the committee should, without any previous explana- 
tion or information to anybody, come in here and propose to turn tail 
and not have the star performance go on, in not standing by these va- 
rious items of appropriation upon the theory which they believed in, as 
I thought, that they were necessary, that they were proper, and that 
the money wasin the‘Treasury to pay them. I certainly had no thought 
of characterizing the committee at all, although I did say what I thought 
about that method of expending the public money, and until we got 
some light on the subject I thought it ought not to influence our action 
in turning and opposing what had before been so strenuously favored. 

Mr. COKE. I had not seen the Recorp until my attention was 
called to it by the Senator from Missouri. I did aot happen to hear 
what oceurred yesterday. I have listened to what the Senator from 
Michigan and the Senator from Kansas have said about it. As far as 
I am concerned, I am perfectly satisfied that both of those gentlemen 
were doing exactly what they thought was right, and that neither in- 
tended any reflection upon myself or the Senator from Missouri. 

As to my action on the committee I have no apologies to make to any- 
body about it. As a Senator I pursue the convictions of my own judg- 
ment. When I agree with the committee I go with it. WhenI differ 
with the committee I go my own way, and the committee goes its own 
way. I have supported the bill brought in by the committee mainly. 
In some respects I have opposed it. 

To the proposition now before the Senate, bronght in last by the 
committee, Iam opposed. I believe that it will work injustice. I be- 
lieve that it should never have been brought in, because the bill as it 
has been perfected and as it stands before the Senate is the deliberate 
judgment of the committee and the Senate in favor of the appropria- 
tions in the bill as they stand. The proposition to cut them down 25 
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per cent. is an unreasonable and iJlogical and unjust assault upon + 
previous action of the Senate and the committee in this regard. 

I have heretofore given the reasons of my opposition to this subs: 
tute, and will say nothing more. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BECK. I only want to say a few words. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was about to ask that the Secretary pro 
with the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I do not hear the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has 
floor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will yield; Ido not wish to interrupt thes 
ator. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rise simply to say that as we are in a 
good deal of trouble about adjournment, the middleof July having be: 
reached, that we have already wasted the greater part of two weeks on 
this bill, and that the amendment now proposed is perfectly well under- 
stood and no rereading of it will throw any new light on the subject. 0; 
course it must be read if anybody desires it, but that will be a clear 
waste of time. We are as well prepared to vote upon the proposition 
without having it read as we would be afterward. 

I propose to vote with the committee. They seem to think that this 
amendment will more likely enable them to pass the bill than if it is 
not adopted. They ought to know. I do not care what their reasons 
are, they, or a large majority of them, seem to think so. The bill 
ought to pass in some form, and as the committee believes that this is 
the best chance to pass it, 1 am willing to give them that opportunity, 

One thing it certainly does, it throws open to consultation with the 
House or in conference whatever may be ascertained to be objection 
able. If there is any objectionable feature that has been improperly 
inserted it can be stricken out. The whole subject is opened by adopt- 
ing the amendment, because the proposition changes the whole action 
ofthe House. Yet, neither House loses control of the bill because it 
has #@ come back to each House for their consideration after whateve: 
may be found wrong in it has been considered by the committee who 
have charge of it. ; 

I said when the bill was first before the Senate that I was in favo: 
of a liberal river and harbor bill if the sum appropriated was applied 
to such objects as benefited the people of the United States. Ther 
are provisions in this bill of which I do-not approve. I voted against 
them, my vote is so recorded; but I am not prepared to vote against 
the whole bill because I was beaten in regard to those objectionable 
provisions any more than I was prepared to vote against the Post-Ofiice 
appropriation bill after resisting for a long time what I considered a 
subsidy of $800,000. The Senate overruled me and adopted it. 

I voted for the bill although it wasin. Fortunately, in my opinion 
at least, the House agreed with me. Though I was inthe minority here 
that subsidy is not a part of the law as it finally passed. Some o! 
the things which I object to in the bill have been voted in here by « 
majority of the Senate, but they may yet get out of it before it gets 
through both Houses. I hopethey will. I have done my best here to 
keep them out, yet Fdo not want to defeat the bill because they are 
in; that would destroy the good and bad features of it alike, and wou |i! 
prevent any consultation with the other House in regardtothem. 
defeat of the bill is the worst thing possible, and ought not to be at 
tempted until every other effort to correct what is wrong in it has 
failed. All that is bad may be stricken out when the two Houses get 
together. I, at least, will vote for the amendment and take that 
chance. 

In looking through the hundreds of provisions in it I find that fo 
six or seven objects alone, such as the New York Harbor, the Mis:'s- 
sippi River, the Ohio, the Missouri, the Columbia Rivers, and the Muscle 
Shoals in the Tennessee, there are about $7,000,000 given, nearly one- 
half of the entire appropriation. When I look over it again for Bostou 
Harbor and the harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, which was said to lx 
important one, for Baltimore, Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, Mo)ilc, 
Galveston, Cleveland, Milwaukee, and Humboldt, Cal., I find about 
$4,000,000 more, making $11,000,000 for objects that everybody agrees 
ought to have liberal appropriations. Indeed, $20,000,000 might we'! 
be given for these alone and still be within the estimates of the D- 
partment. 

I would not object to increasing every one of those items so far «s | 
am concerned, because we have too much idle money and because | (|) 
not regard the improvement of the harbor of New York, for exam: 
as a New York improvement. If the grain of the West can get out 0! 
the harbor of New York 1 cent a bushel cheaper than it can now eit)! 
from reduced freight or insurance, or both, because of an improved (ha. 
nel, that cent a bushel goes into the pockets of the men of Kentucky 
and Dakota; it is added to the profits of the men who raise the whea'. 
It does not go to the people of the city of New York. 

When we improved the Mississippi and built jetties there, secure 
a 30-foot channel, so that a 3,000-ton ship can go out of it now as eas!\y 
as a thousand-ton ship could go over the Southwest Pass before, the a\\- 
vantage of the improvement inured to the people of Kentucky quite 
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much and I think more than it did to the people of Louisiana, because 
our freights passing down that great river exceed theirs, and so do the 
freights from Missouri and the great Northwest. So it isat Savannah, 
so it is at Mobile, at Norfolk, Wilmington, anywhere. Every improve- 
ment which cheapens transportation inures to the benefit of the man 
who produces the thing transported over that line, no matter where he 
lives or where the goods are produced. 

As the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] very well said yesterday, 
after we have given empires to railroads, after we have given subsidies 
amounting to millions upon millions of dollars, we have no means of 


keeping down their freight chargesexcept by improving the water ways | 
Every improvement made in a water way forces down | 


of the country. 
the freight charged by the railroad, because competition regulates that. 
When the rivers compete sharply the railroads have to decrease their 
charges. If we can afford to aid railways owned by corporations we 
can afford to aid free rivers, we can afford to improve harbors so as to 
encourage competition, and give all the people living everywhere the 
benefit of it. 

I have no doubt that we in the West are more benefited by the im- 
provement of the harbor of New York than any man living in the city 
of New York. I mean to say that our people send their wheat, their 
cattle, and their other prodacts to foreign markets through that great 
port, and they have to send them there. 

Therefore, I donot look upon improvements of that character as a ]o- 
cal matter at all, nor do I complain of what has happened in the com- 
mittees of either House. I have been on committees of both bodies long 
enough to know that men who are familiar with the wants of their own 
localities will always endeavor to get all they need even if other sec- 
tions are pinched a little. The House committee nodoubtdidit. Our 
committee I assume did the same. The Senate committee was care- 
fully selected. I took partin selecting the Democratic side of it. It is 
composed of men thoroughly acquainted with commercial matters and 
understand the value of cheap transportation, men who were interested 
in these great improvements. Both sides selected men from the differ- 
ent States who had to deal most largely with those subjects in choos- 
ing the members ofthat committee. No doubt they saw and felt keenly 
the importance of those improvements, and it may be that there are 
some differences in favor of the States they represent. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. VoorRHEES] was laughing at me just 
now because I made a remark to him while this wrangle was going on 
that my countryman, Burns, in his advice to a ‘‘ young friend,’’ ex- 
pressed the truth very well when he said: 

But, oh, mankind are unco weak, 
And little to be trusted, 

If self the wavering balance shakc 
It’s rarely right adjusted ! 

Perhaps there was some little selfishness in the committees of both 
Houses when they were looking at these questions, and there may have 
seemed a difference between the things they knew about and the things 
they did not know about personally; but that there was any desire to 
do any injustice or to take any advantage of other Senators I never 
have believed, and I do not believe now, and I do not think that any 
gentleman on this floor believes. 

I am not a lecturer; I am no better than anybody else. I may have 
a little better temper than most of you; that is the only advantage I 
have. But I desire tosay that there has been a little bit too much 
crimination and recrimination going on here for the last day or two. 
The press and the country are very apt to magnify it, and to say if such 
is our own estimate of ourselves we have not told the whole truth and 
it is worse than we admit it to be. Therefore it does not redound very 
much to ourcredit to have such thingsoccur. The misunderstandings 
of this morning are all pleasantly settled now. I hope they will re- 
a so, and that we will hurry on with our work and get away from 

ere. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. Three or four Senators 
having demanded the reading of the amendment—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rises to a point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the question whether any further de- 
bate is in order until that reading has been had. 

_ The PRESIDENT protempore. When the reading of an amendment 
is d that is the first thing to be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the reading proceeds will it be in order to move 
such amendments as may seem necessary ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ ask that that course be pursued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the proposition ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposition is that amendments 
may be moved as the reading proceeds. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rose to get some information from the Senator from 


The Senator from Massachusetts 
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| Kentucky when he fimshed speaking. I desire to know of the Senator 
| from Kentucky whether he intends to vote for the bill as proposed to 
| be amended by the committee. 

Mr. BECK. I shall do so because the committee have reported the 
bill back that way. It is only for that reason that I vote for it, and 
not because of any amount appropriated by it. 

Mr. HOAR. IL insist on my point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts in- 
sists on his point of order. The reading of the amendment will 
| proceeded with and it may be corrected as the reading proceeds 
| Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe the amendment moved by me is 
in order, which proposed to amend the proposition coming from the 
committee. Iask that the whole of the bill be stricken out except the 
enacting clause, the committee says ‘‘ after the enacting clause,’’ and 
to insert, and I have not heard yet that that amendment has been en- 
| tertained. The ReEcoRD certainly shows it to have been offered. 
| Mr. PLATT. It is not ler 

mittee is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Che amendment of the committee 
will now be read at length and will be open to modification as the 
reading proceeds by paragraphs. 

Mr. VEST. I have a copy of the bill, but when the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] was speaking I could not find theclauses I was 
looking for. Are there two prints? 

Mr. INGALLS. There are two prints. 

Mr. VEST. Which one is correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill as originally reported from 
the Committee on Commerce was printed, and the amendment now pro- 
posed by the committee has been printed separately. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment submitted by Mr. 
McMILLAN, and read to line 41. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 39, ‘‘$25,000”’ 
and ‘‘$18,750”’ inserted, so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Boston, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, $56 


250; of which $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channel, on Part A, below 
Congress Street Bridge 





be 








in ore until the amendment of the com 


should be stricken out 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend 
ment to the amendment will be made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the question 
is upon agreeing to the amendment to the amendment striking out 
** $25,000’ and inserting ‘‘ $18,750."’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I shall be very glad, if lam 
in order, to speak to this proposition. 

This morning there has been a reflection on-motives here which 
caused so many apologies, but the fact still stares us in the face that 
however much there may have been a kind of regret among Senators 
that their language yesterday was not such as they would have chosen 
in cooler debate, the devil underlies this bill all the same. I can com- 
prehend why it is possible sometimes to get to the soft side even of a 
United States Senator. 

This is the same amendment which proceeded from the committee 
that has criticised the action and the words of every Senator here who 
has dared to ask them whether they had considered the subject. 
peat again that they did not meet to prepare this proposition. I repeat 
that that committee, if it met at all, met after the original bill had been 
discussed, and that they met not earlier than 10 6’clock in the morn- 
ing, and that they were in here before 11 o’ clock. 

I am not to be abashed, and I am not to be driven from my origina! 
| position by the criticisms of members of that committee. The Senator 
from Michigan said yesterday what he thought was the duty of the true 
} 


l re- 


statesman. I will say what I think ought to be the duty of the true 
man. Did that committee consider this amendment? I say they did 
not, and if they did let them rise here and say that they did. There 
may be a true statesman and there may be a truthful man. 1 do not 
| undertake to say that every member of that committee is not truthful, 
but then there issuch a thing as suppressio veri. They have notdared yet 
to mention on this floor that they undertook to cut down the bill 25 per 
| cent. because they had run away from their original proposition, which I 
think I am entitled to say I was the only Senator on this floor to attack. 
| [am not ashamed of it, and I am not going to run away from the posi- 
tion which I took. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK] has not treated this ques- 
| tion as it deserves to be treated. He spoke of New York Harbor. I 
| am in favor of improving that harbor. Iam in favor of increasing, if 
we can do it, the commerce of this country. But when you take off 
| 25 per cent. in the way in which it is proposed to be done, you take 25 
per cent. off from the amount because you are afraid to take out the 
apppropriations from the little streams which can not improve commerce 
and which promote no part of the commerce of this country. 

This is what this bill does. It is a bill to make appropriations with 
out regard to rivers and harbors, and I do not propose for one to let this 
committee escape, however much smoke shall be raised around it, like 
| in a certain historical figure, by coming in and saying, ‘‘ We reduce the 
appropriation 25 per cent.’’ » off 25 per cent 

from the appropriations which you propose here for the ment 
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of rivers and harbors when we take but 25 per cent. off that which we 
are capable of knowing here, knowing the streams in our own States, 
what we propose to give them and that it can avail nothing, leaving 
that which is necessary for the improvement of the navigable rivers 
and harbors of our country. 

This 25 per cent. reduction ought to shame a man who knows that 
he is taking off one-fourth from New York, one-fourth from Norfolk, 
one-fourth from Newport News, one-fourth from the James River, one- 
fourth from all navigable streams. But the Government must at all 
times and even under distressing circumstances help little streams and 
little creeks. That is what it is proposed to do; that is what is done 
in this bill; and every time there is an apology made for it, every time 
that Senators seem to want to come down, as they did in this bill, by 
a 25 per cent. reduction to a kind of mercy seat, which they have es- 
tablished here this morning, I intend to discuss it even if I have to 
utter the same sentiments and employ the same phraseology every 
time. 

Mr. HOAR. The pending amendment was introduced by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce. After it was introduced last 
night one or two small amendments were made in it by the Senate in 
order that it might conform with what had been in the original 
bill. The amendments which had been made in the original bill since 
it was prepared were made in it. If it were not for that the chairman 
would have a right, as a matter of course, to modify his amendment 
now in all these little details which require correction. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that he may have the right to 
modify the amendment, of course subject to being adopted by the Sen- 
ate afterward, as if it was an original amendment introduced by him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from Minnesota might modify that part of the amendment 
which has not already been acted upon by the Senate in any way. He 
has a right to do that as to the amendment, except that part of it which 
has been put in by a vote of the Senate. 

This amendment to the amendment will be regarded as agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 73. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question of the chairman of the 
committee at this.point. On line 74, page 4, I suppose the word ‘‘com- 
plete’’ should be stricken out. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes; it should be “continuing improvement.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Let the words ‘‘ continuing improvement’’ be inserted 
instead of the words ‘‘to complete,’’ at the beginning of line 74, because 
this cuts down the appropriation 25 per cent., not leaving enough to 
complete the improvement of the harbor at Wood’s Holl. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be modified by striking out 
the words ‘‘to complete’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ continuing im- 
provement. ’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I can not hear the discussion that goes on 
between Senators when they ask unanimous consent. If they want 
unanimous consent they ought to ask for it loud enough so that it can 
be responded to. I object to anything that can possibly go to the pass- 
ing of this bill as it is reported from the committee, even if it is 
amended after the enacting clause. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is a mere modification to conform to the 
order of the Senate. In line 63, after the word ‘‘ which,’’ I propose to 
strike out ‘‘ two thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen hundred.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 74 I move ‘to strike out ‘‘to complete ”’ 
and insert ‘‘continuing improvement.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been done. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 80. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 79, before ‘‘thousand,’’ I wish to strike 
out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘six,’’ and in line 145, before ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘twelve’”’ and insert ‘‘nine.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 146. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 144 strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ before 
“‘thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-six thousand two hundred and fifty;’’ 
and — line 145 strike out ‘‘ twenty,’’ before ‘‘ thousand,’’ and insert 

‘ fifteen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 190. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLAN, Instead of ‘‘ $30,000” in line 188 insert ‘‘ $22,- 
500.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ' That correction will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 235. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 229 insert ‘‘ $75,000’ instead of ‘* $100,- 
000;”’? and in line 230 strike out ‘‘$150,000’’ and insert ‘‘ $112,500.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modifications will be made. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 
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If 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Can the Senator from Minnesota explain 
this: 
The Secretary of War is authorized to cede to the city of Chester, Pa., the 7 
upper and lower piers located in said city and extending into the Delaware 
River and formerly used as an ice-harbor. 
To whom do the piers beleng now? 7 
Mr. McMILLAN, Those piers were erected by the General Govern- = jin 
ment. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Government cliarge anybody fo; 
using or passing over them ? al 
Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. ' 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘Then how does that become a part of a 
river and harbor bill? 
Mr. McMILLAN. There is an appropriation made for an improve- a 
ment at that harbor, and this is for the benefit of the harbor. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The two items are not associated in this 
bill. 
Mr. McMILLAN. They are all embraced. ‘a 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. All in the same bill, but not close enough m 
together to be associated. This ison page 9. I do not want to retard 
the reading of the amendment toolong. I supposed the Senator would 
be ready to give a proper answer to any question about the details, as . 
the committee had so much time to consider the bill. - § 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 312. pe 
Mr. McMILLAN. Inline309strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty,” 
so as to read ‘‘ $40,000.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). That 
modification will be made. . 
The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 339. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 338 strike out ‘‘ $3,750” and insert 
“* $2,812.” ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 352. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 351 strike out ‘‘ $2,500”’ and insert : 
** $1,875.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 354. ‘ 
Mr. LOGAN. The clause just read is a reduction of the appropria- 
tion for Calumet Harbor. I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
sum fixed here is.$7,500, when the estimate was $100,000, which | 
think is pretty low scaling. I shall ask the Senate to put it up to ( 


$10,000 at least. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Let the reading of the amendment be finished. 


Mr. LOGAN. The bill will not be amendable after it is gone 


through. The rule was stated by the President of the Senate that the 
amendments should be offered as we read the sections. 


Mr. MILLER. The Senator is mistaken in to that, I think. 


The suggestion was that the chairman of the committee should correct 


his own amendment, by unanimous consent, while the reading went 

the amendment has been read through and the chairman 
has made such corrections as he desires in order to put the whole amend- 
ment in the shape he desires, then of course it will be open to amend- 
ment the same as any other bill, but not till then. 

Mr. LOGAN. If that is the understanding, I shall not interfere at 
this time; but the statement made by the President I took as notice that 
amendments could be offered during the reading, but if amendments 
can be offered afterward that will do just as well. 

Mr. McMILLAN, As far as I am concerned, they can be. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will wait until the readingis concluded. 1 propose 
to make the same motion in the next clause; I give notice now of it to 
the chairman that he may think about it. It is in reference to the 
Chicago Harbor. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 396. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 595 strike ‘‘ $50,000’’ and insert ‘‘ $5"- 
500.”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 449. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 443 strike out ‘$18,000’ and insert 
**$13,500;”’ and in line 446 strike out ‘‘ 12,000 ’’ and insert ‘‘ $9,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

The ing of the amendment was resumed to the end of line 45>. 

Mr. M LAN. Inline 467 thereisamisprint. Strike out © un- 
til’’ and insert ‘‘ unless;’’ so as to read: 

Unless the report of said board shall be in favor of making said canal frec to 


N. In line 262 strike out ‘'$2,000’’ and insert | commerce. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 583. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. In line 582 strike out ‘‘$20,000°’ and insert 


1 
a OO ESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 593. 


line 586; and in line 589 strike out ‘'$12,500"’ and insert ‘$9,375.’ 
= PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
he reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 606. 
= McMILLAN. In line 605 strike out ‘'$3,000" and insert | 
“ 2, ”? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
he reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 639. 
Mr McMILLAN. In line 634 strike out ‘‘$40,000"’ and insert 
000,’ andin line 637 strikeout ‘‘ $10,000’ and insert ‘‘$7,500.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 690. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line688strike out ‘‘ $5,000’ and insert ‘‘ $3,- 
750,’’ and the same change in line 689. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 712. 


} 
Mr. McMILLAN. Strike out “$12,500” and insert ‘$9,375 ”’ in | 


Mr. McMILLAN. In line 705 strike out ‘‘$2,500°’ andinsert ‘‘ $1,- 
$75.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 719. 

Mr. McMI LAN. In line 715 strike out ‘* $15,000’ and insert | 

*$11,250.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 743. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 739 strike out ‘‘$2,500’’ and insert 
‘*$1,875;”’ and in line 741 strike out ‘‘ $10,000 ”’ and insert ‘‘ $15,000.’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 794. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 792 strike out ‘‘ ten thousand” and insert 
‘seven thousand five hundred.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 803. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 800 strike out ‘'$5,000”’ and insert 
**$3,750;”? and in line 802 strike out ‘‘$15,000”’ and insert ‘'$11,250.”’ 
The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 829. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 826 strike out ‘‘$5,000’’ and insert 
“‘$3,750;’’ and in line 328 strike out ‘‘$10,000’’ and insert ‘*$7,500.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 839. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
CALL] to the clause from line 835 to line 839. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That isan amendment inserted in the Senate. 
can not change it. 

Mr. FRYE. The item needs amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The understanding is that the chair- | 
man of the committee may go through with the amendment of the com- 
mittee so as to correct it before any amendments are made by the Senate. 
The reading will proceed. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


1| 


The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the end | 


| amendment, making the necessary corrections to put the amendment in 


of line 873. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 871 strike out ‘‘$15,000’’ and insert 
“*$11,250;”’ and in line 872 strike out ‘‘$10,000” and insert ‘‘ $7,500.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

ie ing was resumed and continued to the end of line 877. 
McMILLAN. 
“st 500.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 892. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 889 strike out ‘‘ $3,000” and insert 
“ $2,250;’’ and in line 890 strike out ‘‘$3,000’’ and insert ‘‘ $2,250.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 


The was resumed and continued to the end of line 908. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 907 strike out ‘'$5,000”’ and insert 
“ $3,750.?? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made. 

The ing was resumed and continued to the end of line 944. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 940 strike out ‘‘$25,000”’ and insert 
“$18,750.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 


The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the | 


end of line 956. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ** $7,500 
“ 5,625.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made. 

The was resumed and continued to the end of line 976. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 974 strike out ‘‘ $13,000” and insert 
“$9,750;”? in line965strike out ‘‘$10,000”’ and insert ‘‘$7,500;”’ and in 
line ! 976 strike out ‘$8,000’ and insert ‘‘ $6,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to line 982. 


In line 955 strike out ’’ and insert 
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} ment, including necessary work at Omaha, X&c. 


In line 876 strike out ‘‘$2,000’’ and insert | 


| 
| Mr. McMILLAN. 


| Mr. McMILLAN. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. 
**$1,125.”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 985. 

Mr. BERRY. The words ‘‘ Texas and the Indian Territory ”’ 
stricken out by order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


In line 979 strike out ‘‘$1,500"’ and insert 


were 


understands the Senator is 


| right. The words ‘‘ Texas and the Indian Territory ’’ were stricken 
| out by order of the Senate. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be so modified. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The reading of the 
end of line 996. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 993 
the line, and insert ‘‘$9,750.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1097. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1094 strike out ‘'$22,500’’ and insert 
**$16,875,”’ and in line 1096 strike out ‘‘$5,000’’ and insert ‘‘$3,750.’? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made, 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1139. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1131 strike out ‘'$8,000’’ and insert 
**$6,000.”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1147. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1146 strike out ‘$12,000’ and insert 
“$9 000." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1192. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1191 strike out ‘‘$5,000”’ and insert 
** 63 760.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1278. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1276 strike out ‘‘ $28,000’ and insert 
“$91,000.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the chairman of the committee if that is abso- 
lutely necessary; if that is not an expenditure for which $28,000 is re- 
quired for a snag-boat? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is like all the others. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is like the others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 1300. 

Mr. VEST. There isa mistake in the print. 
the clause by striking out the words “‘ repairs of ’’ and taking the letter 
off the word ‘‘ works;’’ making the clause read: 


Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City 


The modification will be made. 
amendment was resumed and continued to the 
strike eut ‘ at the end of 


$13,000,’’ 


Let it go. 


In line 1293 we amended 


Continuing im prove- 


Mr. MCMILLAN. That was thé amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

Mr. VEST. Now I move—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Missouri withhold any 
motion until we get through with the formal corrections? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is going through the 


the shape desired by the chairman of the committee. 
Mr. VEST. Very well. 
The reading of the amendment was resumed 


and continued to the 
end of line 1340. 


Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1308 strike out ‘‘$50,000"’ and insert 
**$37,500;’’ inline 1310 strike out ‘‘ $25,000’ and insert ‘‘$18,750;”’ 
in line 1318 strike out ‘‘$37,500* and insert ‘‘$28,125;”’ in line 1337 


strike out ‘'$25,000’’ and insert ‘‘$18,750;”’ 
out ‘'$15,000”’ and insert ‘‘ $11,250.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications wiil be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1362. 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1352 strike out ‘'$8,000”’ and insert 
**$6,000; *’ andin line 1355strike out ‘*$20,000”’ and insert ‘‘$15,000.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
The reading of the amendment was resumed and continued to the 
end of line 1367. 


and in line 1339 strike 


In line 1365 strike out ‘*$20,000’’-and insert 

| **$15,000.”" 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1392. 

In line 1387 strike out ‘‘$50,000”’ and insert 
** $37,500;*’ in line 1392 strike out ‘* $30,000’’ and insert ‘‘$22,500;”’ 
in line 1396 strike out ‘*$100,000”’’ and insert ‘‘$75,000:”’ and at the 
end of the same line strike out ‘‘$509,000’’ and insert ‘‘ $375,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 
The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1461 
Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1441 strike out ‘‘$100,000’’ and insert 
‘$75,000; inline 1443 strike out ‘‘ $250,000’ and insert ‘$187,500 ;”’ 
in line 1448 strike out ‘‘ $50,000’ and insert ‘‘$37,500;”’’ in line 1450 
strike ont ‘'$100,000”’ and insert ‘‘$75,000;"’ in line 1455 strike out 
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“$50,000? and insert “‘ $37,500 ;’’ in line 1458 strike out ‘*$75,000”’ 
and insert ‘'$56,250;"’ in line 1459 strike out ‘'$25,000"’ and insert 
‘*218.750;"’ and in line 1460 strike out ‘‘ $25,000" and insert 
*$18,750.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those modifications will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of line 1478. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘That concludes the reading of the first section, 
and [ desire to correct the amendment made by the Senate. On line 
835, page 35: 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $7,500; im- 
proving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2.230; of which $5,000 
may be expended on Pease River. 

I move to amend that so as to read: 


Improving Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$9,750 ; of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] consolidated the two items in 
the bill, and this reduces the gross amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair.) That modi- 
fication will be made. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 133 of section 5. 

Mr. HOAR. The words ‘*‘ Manchester Harbor’’ should be inserted 


under the head of ‘‘ Massachusetts.’’ It was by a mistake that those 
words were omitted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be corrected by 
the insertion of those words. 


The Seeretary resumed the reading of the amendment and continued 
the reading to line 204 of section 5. 


Mr. McMILLAN. In line 204 ‘‘Glencoe Harbor’’ shoyld read 
‘Glen Cove Harbor.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The reading was resumed and continued to section 6. 

Mr. HOAR. The last “‘ section6” should be ‘section 7.’’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Secretary will arrange that under the gen- 
eral order. 


The Secretary resumed and coneluded the reading of the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1310 1 suggest a change from ‘‘ $25,000°’ 
to ‘* $18,750.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. The 
reading of the amendment having been concluded, the question before 
the Senate is on striking out all after the enacting clause of the bill 
and inserting the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The amendment as corrected is to strike out all of the bill after the 
enacting clause and ia lieu of the matter stricken out insert: 


That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, com- 
pletion, repair, and preservation of the publie works hereinafter named : 

Improving harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving breakwater at mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing improve- 
ment and repairs, $9,375. 

Improving harbor at Portland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

Improving the channel in Back Cove, Portland, Me.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $26,250. 

Improving harbor at York, Me., $21,250. 

Improving harbor at Portsmouth, N.H.: Continuing improvement, $11,230. 

Improving the harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Continu- 
ing improvement, $7,500. 

improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $13,750. 

For a breakwater at Gordon’s Landing, on Lake Champlain, to be built on 
the 12-foot curve mentioned in the papers accompanying the report of the Sec- 
retary of War to the Senate, dated March 1, 1886 (Executive Document No. 81, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session), $18,750. 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; of 
which $18,750 are to be expended at Fort Point Channel, on Part A, below Con- 
gress street bridge. 

Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $4,500. 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 

Improving Hyannis Harbor, Maas., $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $37 ,500. 

Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 

Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $4,500. 

Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass. : Continuing improvement, $4,500. 

Improving harbor at Provincetown, Mass.: Continu im) t, $2,250. 

improving harbor at Gloucester, Mass., $3,750; of which $1,500, or so much as 
may be needed, for a survey, and remainder on Babson's Ledge. 

For the national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay: Continuing 
improvement, $75,000, 

Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

ons harbor at Westport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $750, for 
sand-tenece. 


Improving harbor at Wood's Holl, Mass.: To continue improvement, $10,875. 
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Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York: Continuing improvement, $4 
20. 


Improving breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvem 
$15,000, 
Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $15,000 
Improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
500 
‘ 


improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs 
$26,250. 3 : 

Improving harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvemen| 
$7 500. 
Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
625 


Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvemen 
$16,875. 


Improving harbor at Greenport, N. ¥.: Continuing improvement, $3,750 

Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improveme;: 
$9,375. 

Improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N.Y.: Continuing improvement by ; 
pairs, $9,375. : 

Improving harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repai: 


4 . 

Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $7,» 
whieh, together with the amount on hand, is te be used in removing obstr 
tions from the mouth of the Oswegatchee and continuing the excavation at || 
lower harbor up stream. 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $71,250, o/ 
which $56,250 to be used in repairs, and $15,000 in continuing work on the hia 
bor. 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. ¥.: Continuing improvement, $1,875. 

Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $11,250 
aon” harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 

FU, 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement to secu: 
a 30-foot channel at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the har}o 
upon such plan as the Secretary of War may approve, $750,000. 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, > 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 

i Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improveinent 
wd yt i. 

Improving harbor at Plattsburg, N. ¥.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
For a more thorough and definite survey and examination of the harbor 
Atlantic City, N. J., with a view to making a harbor of refuge at that poin 
$3,750; said examination and survey to be made by a board consisting of thre: 
United States engineers. 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, and also for the i: 
provement of said harbor as recommended by the Chief of Engimeers January 
13, 1885, $37,500: Provided, That the Seeretary of War be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to receive and accept for the United States, from thc 
marine ital of Erie, Pa., the title to the peninsula of Presque Isie, at Eri: 
Pa., as red by the said marine hospital, agreeably to the provisions of « 
act of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania approved May 11, 1871: 4 
provided further, ‘That $22,500 of said sum sha}! not be expended until the afor 
said title shall be accepted by the Secretary of War. 

Improving ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania. : Continuing im pror€ 
ment, $11,250. 

The Secretary of War is authorized to cede tothe city of Chester, Pa., the up) 
and lower piers located in said city and extending into the Delaware River, a: 
formerly used as an ice-harbor. 

Improving Delaware Breakwater, Delaware: Continuing improvement, }) 
250. 

Improving ice-harbor at New Castle, Del.: Continuing improvement, $3.75" 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del.: Continuing improvement, $18,750 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

Improving harborat Breton Bay, Maryland : Continuing improvement, $.5~ 

For continuing the improvement of the Potomac River in, the vicinity 0: 
Washington, with reference to the improvement in navigation, the establis): 
ment of harbor lines, and the raising of the flats, under the direction of tho 
Secretary of War and in accordance with existing plans, $375,000: Provided 
That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended upon or wit): 
reference to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in 
cont, or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been 
made. 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va., and improving approach to Norfolk Ha: 
bor and the United States navy-yard at Norfelk: Continuing improvement |); 
widening the channel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the esi 
ern side, between Lambert's Point light and Fort Norfolk, $187,500 ; of whic! 
$75,000 shall be expended in improving the harbor and $112,500 in widening ‘lv 
channel of Elizabeth River to the port-warden’s line on the eastern side. |» 
tween Lambert's Point light and Fort Norfolk, beginning at Lambert's Poin! 
light, ineluding the construction of the proposed dike. . 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $11,250 

ae harbor at Edenton Bay, North Carolina: Continuing impr 
ment, $1,500. 
om the inland water way between New Berne and Beaufort,. ©., 

oe . 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Caro ‘ina 
Continuing improvement, $187,500. - 

Improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $!>.° 

Improving harbor at Georgetown, S.C. : Continuing improvement, $3.7" 

Improving harbor at Brunswick, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $22.0) 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing imp 
ment, $112,500. 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $150,(«») 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing improve: 
$9,000; of which $1,500 may, in the diseretion of the Secretary of War, » 
pended at the Carabello or Crooked River. 

For examination and survey of the entrance to harbor at Key West. !':, 





improving harbor at Block Island, R. 1.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of | $1.875. 


— $6,000 shall be expended on the breakwater and $9,900 on the inner har- 
OT. 
Improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 
Improving harbor at eg port, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Black Rock, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
w= breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 
79,000, 
Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at New London, Conn. : Continuing improvement, $1,500. 
Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 
Improving harbor at Stonington, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor atStamford, Conn. : Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, and repairs on 
the outer break water, $112,500. 


| 





Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $15,000 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Fla.: Continuing improvement, 37," 
Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla., $5,250. 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala. : Continuing improvement, $90,000. ~ 

Improving harbor at Biloxi Bay, Miss.: Continuing improvement, ° 


| whie =o with the money on hand heretofore appropriated for | 
' roadstead 


, directed to be used in deepening the channel from Mis-'- 
7 maven og ey oot to Rockport and C Christi, 1 
m an y up port and Corpus Christi, Tex 
Contlauing epeneumnent, $101,250. isu 
Improving Brazos Santiago Harbor, Texas: Continuing improvement, >)".»’ 
Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improv: 
ment, $300,000. 
Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 


- 
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. 
Improving Sabine Pass and Blue Buck Bar, Texas: Continuing improvement, 


7. 
a ship-channel in Galveston Bay, Texas, from Morgan's Cut to Bolivar 
Channel: tinuing improvement, for which purpose the balance now remain- 
ing of the money heretofore ropriated for this work is hereby directed to be 


expended by the Secretary of War in the completion of said channel, in accord- 
ance with the plans heretofore adopted, and in marking out said channel by piles 
or stakes, so a8 to enable navigators to find the same without difticulty. 
Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio : Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
Improving harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 
$i, 


Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio,on the last plan projected, $93,750; of 
which $30,000 are to be used in building a pone on the existing breakwater, 
and the $100,000 now on hand to be available for work on the last plan. 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $2,250. 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $37,500. 

mproving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio, by repairs of existing works, $1,500. 

For the P of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inner end of 
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Clinton, Ohio, theSecretary of War shall negotiate with the owner or own- 
ers of the land for the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be approved by 
Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made withthe owner, then 
the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by the laws of 
Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State, the result of said 

en, if taken, to be reported to the next Congress for 
its approval. 

Improving harbor at Sandusky City, Ohio, by dredging the channel through 
the outer bar and within the bay; and for this purpose the money appropriated 
by act of July 5,1884,now on hand,is hereby made available, and the further 
sum of $2,812 is hereby supecoeates. 

Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing improvement of the Maumee 
River by a straight channel along such line as may be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, $112,500; and the balance of the $25,000 heretofore appropriated are 
hereby made available for clearing the old channel. 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $2,250. 

improving harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $56,250; 
of which sum $1,875 are to be used on the inner harbor. 

Improving harbor at Calumet, Ill. : Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Chicago, lll. : Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

Improving harbor at Waukegan, IIl.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving harbor nt Charlevoix and entrance to Pine Lake, Mich.: Continu- 
ing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 

Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich., by extension of piers and repairs: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $5,250. 


for harbor at Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,- | 


Improving harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich. : Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $56,250. 
Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: By repairs, $1.500. 
Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $9,375. 
Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich,: Continuing improvement, $9,750. 
Improving harbor at Pent Water, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
uss harbor at Portage Lake, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continuing 
improvement, $75,000; of which not exceeding $37,500 are to be used in repairs. 
Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: To complete improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
Improving harbor at White River, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $11,250; but 
no part of said sum is to be expended until the wharfage over the Government 
piers at that port shall be made free. 
improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,250. 
Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $11,250. 
Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $2,250. 
Im harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvement on 
bay and r, $60,000. ; 
Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $3,750. 
Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continn- 
ing improvement, $22,500; and theen rin charge, in his next annual report, 
shall submit an estimate of the cost of a dredge-boat or other facilities that may 
be needed fordredging the harbors of Duluthand Superior. Thirteen thousand 
five hundred dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be expended in 


dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor, and in repairing piers at natural en- 
try, and $9,000 in dredging nt Louis Bay, along the dock-line on the Wis- 
consin shore, deep water at Connor's Point toward deep water at Grassy 


Point. 


Improving Harbor at Sheboygan, Wis. : Continuing.improvement, $11,250. 
eee harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, 


4 i. 
Improving harbor at Ashland, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 
Por making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Shi , connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State 
of Wisconsin, $112,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That 
no part of said sum shall be expended until the Secre of War shall have 
causedan examination to be e by a board of three United States engineers into 
importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free use of said 
ship-canal, and unless the report of said board shall be in favor of making said 
canal free to commerce : And te maew. That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until the Secretary of War 1 be satisfied, upon investigation, as to 
actual cost of said canal to said company; and then only so much of said 
shall be expended asthe said Secretary of War shall be satisfied is necessary 
the said company for advances and expenses actually made and 
in constructing said canal, and in maintaining the same, over and above 
net proceeds of the lands granted by Congress to aid in constructing said 
over and above the tolls received therefrom, with interest, as provided 


F 
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U States of said ship-canal, harbor, easements, rights of way, piers, 
appurtenances of every name and nature pertaining to said work, 
and clear of all liens and incumbrances. 
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of making said grant, approved April 10, 1866; and none of 
all te emenast except upon a full am) absolute conveyance to 
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Improving harbor at Duluth, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, and en- 
larging basin between Minnesota and Rice's Points, $56,250; of which a sum 
not exceeding $500 may be used in placing buoys in the channels and elsewhere 
where needed in the harbor; onl the consent of the United States is hereby 
given to a change of the existing dock-line on the east side of Rice’s Point by 
the municipal authorities of Duluth: Provided, That such change meets the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War. 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 

Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota, $22,500. 

Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 

Improving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until 12 acres of land 
necessary to said improvement shall have been conveyed to the United States 
free of expense, and such conveyance has been approved by the Secretary of 
War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the 
Secretary of Warthat the title is perfect 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $60,000, 

The sum of $8,250, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated for a survey of San Francisco Harbor, San Pablo Bay, Suisun Bay, Strait 
of Speaa mouth of San Joaquin River, and mouth of Sacramento River, 
Cal. 

Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 

The sum of $3,750, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated for examination, survey, and estimated cost of obtaining a channel 250 
fee\ wide and 24 feet deep at mean low water across the outer bar, and from 
thence to a point abreast of beacon No. 2 in San Diego Harbor, California; also, 
of obtaining a navigable channel at least 8 feet in depth at mean low water at 
Newport Harbor, California; also, of the establishment of a break water extend- 
ing in a southeasterly direction one-fourth of a mile,more or less, along the 
sunken reef commencing at or near W haler’s Point, so called, at San Luis Obisbo 
Harbor, California. 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $56,250 

Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $75,000, 

Improvement of the harbor at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, $33,750 

Improving harbor at Portland, Oreg., $3,750 

Improving Lubee Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Moosebec Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $7,500 

Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement by widening 
the channel opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near Crosby's Narrows 
$11,250. 

Improving Saco River, Maine, $9,375 

Improving Narragaucus River, Maine, $7,500. 

Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire : Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Ipswich River, Massachusetts, $1,875. 

Improving Warren River, Rhode Island, $8,750. 

Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $30,000 

Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Continu 
ing improvement, $30,000. 

For removing Green Jacket Shoa!, Providence River, Rhode Island, $26,250. 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island, $9,000 

Improving Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn 
meut, $26,250. 

Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $3,750 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $ 

Improving East Chester Creek, New York: Continuing improveme 

Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $26,250; of 
which $15,000 may be used for the removal of the rock in channel at Van Wie's 
Point. 

Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
$37,500; of which $9,375 to be expended on west branch between Maspeth ave- 
nue and Dual Bridge, at Grand street and Metropolitan avenue; 99,375 to be 
expended on main branch, between Easterly Grand Street Bridge to Metropoli 
tan avenue; and balance on lower end, from Maspeth avenue to the mouth of 
the creek. 

Improving Hell Gate, New York; Continuing improvement, $112,500. 

Improving Narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to 
canal locks at Whitehall, N. Y., $30,000. 

Improving Ticonderoga River, New York : Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Improving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $3,750 

Improving Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26,250; of 
which $2,250 are to be used above Newark. 

Improving Raritan River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $26,250 

Improving Shrewsbury River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $7,500 

Improving South River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 

Improving Saint Jones River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware: Continuing improvement up to and 
near the town of Laurel, Del. , $7,500. 

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continuing 
improvement, $90,900 ; but no charges or tolls shal! be collected on any other part 
of the river on any commerce on said river which originates above the works 
herein appropriated for. 

For beginning the construction of a dam at Herr’s Island, in the Allegheny 
River, near Pittsburgh, Pa., $37,500. 

Improving Allegheny River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $30,000 

Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $18,750 

Improving Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jersey : Continuing im- 
provement from Trenton to its mouth, $210,000; of which $30,000 shall be ap- 
plied to improving the channel between Camden, N. J., and Philadelphia, Pa., 
and $7,500, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river 
and its tidal tributaries above Bridesburg. 

Improving Choptank River, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $7,500 

Improving Corsica Creek, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

For rebuilding piers at Battery Island, head of Chesapeake Bay, which were 
carried away by ice, strengthening and protecting the works at that point from 
future destruction, $12,%6.25. 

Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: (¢ 


Continuing improve 





mtinuing im 
provement, $4,500; to be expended above the Vhiladelphia, Wilmington and 
3altimore Railroad bridge. 

Improving Pocomoke River, Maryland: Coatinuing and completing i 


provement, $6,000. 

Improving, by dredging and otherwise, the inland water way fro 
teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay at or near Lewes, Delaware 
from Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay, $15,750 

Improving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Chickahominy River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $3,000 

Improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement below Rich 
mond, $75,000. 

Improving Mattapony River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $3,730 

Improving New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement between the lead- 


n Chinco- 


to be used 


mines, in Wythe County,and the mouth of Wilson’s Creek, in Grayson County, 
$7,500, together with the $5,000 now on hand. 
Improving Pamunky River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $3,750 
Improving Rappabannock River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
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Improving Staunton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $7,500; one- 
half of which is to be expended between the mouth of Pig River and the Mid- 
land Railroad crossing. 

improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Dan River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Big Sandy River, West Virginia out Washaaee Continuing im- 
provement, $30,000; of which sum $3,750 are to be expended on Tug Fork, in 
West Virginia, and $3,750 on Lavisa Fork, in Kentucky. 

; aapees ing Buckhannon River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
1,125 
anne Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 

7,500, 

Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $) ,125. 

Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, the 
amount heretofore appropriated is hereby made available for this purpose. 

Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$16,875; of which $1,875 shall be used in continuing the improvement of navi- 
gation above the West Fork. But no toll shall be collected by any person or 
corporation for this improved navigation ; and such right, if any exist, shall be 
relinquished, in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War, before the ex- 
penditure of any of the money herein appropriated for this work. 

Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $158,- 
730; of which sum $11,250 are to be expended above Wilmington, the remainder 
below and opposite the city of Wilmington, including as much of its northeast 
branch as lies in front of Wilmington, within the city limits. 

Improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $11,- 
20, 

Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North River Bar, North Caro- 
lina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $22,500. 

Improving New River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Completing improve- 
ment, $3,750. 

Improving Black River, North Carolina, $2,250: Provided, That all claims of 
private — to the navigation of the river shall be ceded tothe United States, 
free of charge, before the commencement of said improvement. 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $15,- 
000, One thousand eight hundred and seventy-five dollars, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, of the aforesaid $15,000 shall be used for the purpose of 
removing obstructions in the Thoroughfare and Coshoke Creek. 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $2,625. 

Improving Dan River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement between 
Madison, N. C., and Danville, Va., $7,500. 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving the inland water way between Beaufort Harbor and New River, 
North Carolina, through Bogue Sound, $7,500. 

Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $750. 

Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $2,250. 

: Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

15,000, 

; Improving Salkiehatchie River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

1,500, 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $18,750 ; 
no part of which sum to be used for the construction of any road bridge across 
the Mosquito Creek Canal: Provided, That if salt water be found flowing into 
said Mosquito Creek, $5,000 of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used for the construction of a flood-gate at upper end of the canal, to 
prevent the same. 

. Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

11,250. 

Improving Wappo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 

Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,625: 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until all bridges now ob- 
structing the navigation of said river shall have been provided with suitable 
draw-spans, fenders, and other aids to navigation at such bridges as the Secre- 
tary of War may direct for the purpose of affording free nav on of said 
river; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di to cause such 
changes to be made in said bridges, at the expense of the owners thereof, as in 
his opinion are necessary to make the navigation of said river through said 
bridges free and safe. 

Improving Congaree River, South Carolina, $5,625. 

Improving Altamaha River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 
which $7,500 are to be used on Doboy Bar, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

Improving Chattahoochee River, Georgiaand Alabama: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000. 
um” Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement, 

5,000, 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of which 
sum $3,750 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma and $11,250 be- 
low Albany. 

Improving Oemulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $5,625. 

Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continu improvement, $5,625. 

Improving Romely Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $17,475; and 
so much of said sum as may be necessary may be applied by the engineer in 
charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, to pay for work done on 
said improvement, under the direction of the War Department, since the last 
appropriation was exhausted. 

8 Improving Savannah River below Augusta, Ga.: Continuing improvement, 
11,250, 

Improving Apalachicola River, Florida : Continuing im ement, $750. 

Improving Caloosahatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
»rovement, $11,250; of which sum $3,750 to be expended below Geneva, and 
¥ 500 to be expended between Geneva and Newton, Ala. 

Improving Conecuh-Estambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,625. 

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Improving Manatee and Pease Rivers, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
$9,750; of which $5,000 may be expended on Pease River. 

Improving channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida : 
Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

Improving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 

Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: To complete improvement, $5,625. 

Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida; Continuing improvement, $2,250. 

Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $11,250. 

Improving Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek, Alabama, 
$56,250, ther with the $47,000 on hand; to be expended in accordance with 
the pian adopted by the board of engineers. 

Improving Cahawba River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $5,625: Pro- 
vided, That no part of said sum shall be e until the officer in charge 
shall have — that the railroad and other bridges across said rivér have 
been provided with good and sufficient draw-openings. 
improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $5,625, 
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Improving Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $18,750: to he 
expended below Tuscaloosa. 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabamaand Mississippi: Continuing improve. 
ment, $18,750; to be expended below Vienna, $11,250; and between Vienna 
and Fulton, $7,500. 

Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3.7 
of which $1,500 to be expended between Woodburn and Lehrton. 

Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,625 

Improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi: Continuing 1mprovement, in: , 
ing bar at the mouth, and from there to the mills at Moss Point, $15,000; and th, 
balance of the money now on hand heretofore appropriated for improy 
Horn Island Pass is to be applied to the same purpose. 

Improving Pearl River, Mississippi; Continuing improvement, $17,625: of 
which $2,250 are to be expended between Edinburg and Carthage, $2,250 bet wee), 
Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, including bar at thy 
mouth of East Pearl River. 

Improving Steele’s Bayou, Mississippi, including Washington Bayou: Co, 
tinuing improvement, $1,875. 

Improving Tallahatchee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2 62 

Improving Tchula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1 5%). 

Improving Bayou Pierre, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,750 

Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $11,250; of 
which $3,750, or so much as may be necessary, to be used in repairing snag-boat, 

Improving Big Black River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,750 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until the State of Mis. 
sissippi shall have first caused the bridges over said stream south of the Vicks. 
burg and Meridian Railroad to be so constructed a3 not to obstruct the nav iga- 
tion of said stream. 

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Improving Beeuf River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, and for closing 
Outlet No. 1, $3,750. 

Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 
provement, $3,750. 

Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $3,750 

Improving Bayou D’ Arbonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $1,500 

Improving Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $7 5x 

Improving Cypress Bayou and the lakes between Jefferson, Tex.,and Shre\: 
part, La., Texas and Louisiana : To complete improvement, $13,500. 

Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Continuing improy« 
ment, $3,000. 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalaya River, Louisiana, including completing the 
work at Alexandria, $71,230; of which sum $18,750, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the river from Fulton 
Ark., to the Atchafalaya River, and in completing the survey of Bayou Pierre, 
Louisiana. 

improving Tchefuncta River and Bogue Falia, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
poovemsau 016: to be expended in the improvement of Bogue Falia up to 
Covington. ; 

Improving Tickfaw River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $1,500; to be 
expended on its navigable tributaries. 

Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas,and Black River, lov- 
isiana: Continuing improvement, $13,125; of which $5,625,or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, for repairing snag-boat Wagner. 

Improving Caleasieu River and Pass, Louisiana: Continuing improvement to 
secure & nav le channel 8 feet deep over the bars affecting the entrance to 
said river and pass, and for this purpose the money on hand heretofore appro- 
priated for improvement of Calcasieu River is to be used. 

Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $18. 

Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: ee improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas and Missouri, to the town of Sai: t 
Francis: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $56,250: 
Provided, That if in ihe opinion of the Secretary of War it shall be necessary, 
the sum of $9,750 may be expended at Fort Smith, $7,500 at Dardanelles, and 
$6,000 at Pine Bluff. 

For the removal of snags, wrecks,and other obstructions in the Arkansas 
River, $19,875; of which sum $1,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used to complete the survey of the Arkansas River between Little Rock, 
Ark.,and Wichita, Kans. 

Improving Red River, Arkansas, above Fulton, Ark., $5,250. 

Improving Little Red River, Arkansas, $2,250. 

Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, $3,759. 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas, $2,625. 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $13,500; $9,750 
of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete the survey of 
said river; the remainder for eral improvement. 

For removing the rock sh in Fourche River, Arkansas, situate four miles 
south of Perryville, in Perry County, Arkansas, according to the plans of the 
engineers for creating a 50-foot channel, $3,750. 

Improving Big Hatchee River, Teanessee: Continuing imprdévement, $2,250 

Improving ae Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,250. 

Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,750. 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continuing im- 

rovement above Nashville, with a view to secure in the channel a dept! of 4 

‘eet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island at Nashville, $75,000. 

Improving Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $9,375. 

Improving French Broad River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $4.00 

——— River above Chattanooga, Tennessee : Continuing im 
provement, $5,625. 

Improving Tennessee River at Big Muscle Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals. and 
Elk _— hoals, Alabama: To complete improvements at these localities 
Improving Kentacky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $187.50 
Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement. $1500 

Improving the Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky. : tinuing im:prove- 
ment, $150,000. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed toascertain (le valve 
and commercial importance of the works and p rty of the Green and Ba 
ren River Navigation Company, situated on the Green and Barren Rivers, |! 
the State of Kentucky, and of the Monongahela Navigation Company, s!\\- 
ated on the Monongaheia River, in the State of Pennsylvania; and in order to 
acquire such information the of War shall appoint a board of three 
competent rs from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, 
which board l in each case report to the Secretary of War, who shal! report 
thereon to Congress at its next succeeding session ; and the cost of such exam'- 
nation shall be paid out of the sum appropriated by this act for surveys: P*°- 
vided, That herein shall be construed as committing Congress to (he 
purchase of the works. ; 

eevee of the Muskingum River, Ohio, between Zanesville and the 
mouth of the river, and for operating the same, $15,000. And the United Statcs 
hereby accepts from the State of Ohio the said Muskingum River improvement, 








1886. 


and all the Jocks, dams, and their eupertananess, and the canals, belonging to 
said improvement, and all the franchises and property of every kind, and rights, 
in said river, and its improvements, now owned, held, and enjoyed by the State 
of Obio, including all water leases and rights to use water under and by virtue 
of any lease of water now running and in force between the State of Ohio and 
all ae said water, hereby intending to transfer to the United States 
~~ rights in said leases and contracts as are now owned, held, or reserved by 
the State of Ohio; but not to affect any right to the use of the water of said river 
now 0 and held by the lessees of any water right under any lease or con- 
tract with the State of Ohio. And the United States hereby assumes control of 
said river, subject to the paramount interest of navigation. The provisions of 
this act, so far as they relate to the Muskingum River, shall not take effect, nor 
shall the money hereby appropriated be available, until the State of Ohio, acting 
by its duly authorized agent, turns over to the United States all property ceded 
by the act of the General Assembly aforesaid, and all personal property belong- 
ing to the improvement aforesaid,and used in its care and improvement, and 
any balance of money appropaiated by said State for the improvement of said 
river, and which is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1886. 

improving Clinton River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $4,500. 

Improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 

Improving Saint Clair Ship-canal, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $18,- 
é i. 

Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement by anew 
lock and approaches, $187,500, 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $112,500. 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $33,750; of 
w nich $16,875 are to be used above Bay City, and $3,750 in improving the west 
channel ig West Bay City. 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage Lake 
and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal 
Railway and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point,from Keweenaw Bay to 
Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan, and 
to make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and 
navigation, $262,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That be- 
fore said moneys shall 20 enpenses the Secretary of War shall cause an exam- 
ination to be made by a of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the 
importance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water 
communications across Keweenaw Point to the commerce and navigation of 
the lakes, and the reasonableness of the price therefor, and shall have received 
from said board a report favorable to such purchase by the United States, and 
also upon full and absolute conveyance tothe United States of said two harbors 
of canals, easements, rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of 
every nature belonging to or connected with said works, or either of them. 

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement from the 
Dalles Dam to its mouth, $18,750. 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement below Montello, 
on the approved plan, $56,250. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
have the examination and survey of the Wisconsin River from Portage to the 
oe being made by a board of engineers, completed as soon as practica- 
ble, a Raeet 
Congress. 





made on or before the meeting of the next session of 
S ind the sum Se a above appro: anon er so much — 
as may necessary, ma: expen at or near Portage City to prevent the 
overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River,so as to prevent in- 
jury to the Government works on Fox River; and this expenditure may be 
made separately or, if deemed more economical by the Secretary of War, in add- 
ing to any protecting works which may be made by the State of Wisconsin. 

aie oe Saint Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $5,625. 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing work on lock and 
dams at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, $60,000; 
and $9,000 to be expen on the river at Grayville. 

eres White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement below Hazelton, 


im ving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $30,000; of 
which $15,000 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Ham- 
mond, Ind. ; $7,500 of which are to be used in d ng the river between the 
Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana; and $7,500 on the river at Ham- 
mond, Ind.: Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor any sum hereto- 


fore riated, except the said $15,000 for the river above the Forks, shall be 
ex until the entire ~ of way, as set forth in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed 


to the United States free of expense, and the United States shall be fully released 


from all ee for to adjacent property-owners, to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War; and if any of the owners of real estate required to be taken 
or that is damaged for the of straightening or widening that portion of 


the Calumet River for which the appropriation herein is now made can not be 
induced to convey to the United States such real estate so required, and release 
their claim for damages caused by said improvement, or should the owner or 
owners be ~—— of conveying and releasing, or should his or her name or 
residence be unknown, or he or she be a non-resident of the State of Illinois, it 
shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern district of 
Ilinois to immediately file a petition in any court having jurisdiction thereof, 
in the manner and as authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois in such 
a the purpose of ascertaining the just compensation to be paid to the re- 

owners of the land taken or : Provided, however, That the 
other owners of property and parties interested in said improvement shall first 
execute a bond to the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for 
the payment of the costs of such proceedings, and to pay any judgment that may 
rendered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall be dis- 


issed. 
sum $5750 
The grant nois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way, and all its ap- 
and all right, title, and interest which the State of Iilinois may have 
in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United States 
canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the General Assein- 
bly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, accepted on 
the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois. 
For the construction of a canal from the Ilinois River, at or near the town of 
in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, ator above the mouth 
oe iver, in said — ier a su qo end other weet oot 
may to supply said canal with water, ,000. Said canal shall be 
known as the Tiiinois arn Mississi i River Canal, and shall be constructed on 
route as may be determin y the Secretary of War: Provided, That it 
be duty of the Secretary of War,in order to secure the right of way 
such and feeders, to acquire the title to.such lands as may be necessary 
rehase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be 
on terms; but if shall be found impracticable, then the 
War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district court of the 
for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at any 
term held in said district, and in the name of the United States 
carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be necessary 
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Iiinois River, Iinois: Continuing improvement,$112,500; of which 
an Gepenses, in dredging the river in front of Peoria. 
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for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall be gov- 
erned by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be applicable 
to the subject of condemning private property for public use: Provided further, 
That said canal shall be 80 feet wide at the water-line and 7 feet deep, with aca 
pacity for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, waste-weirs, 
locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and al! other erections and fixtures that may 
be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and feeder as speci- 
fied in said survey. 

Improving Gasconade River, Missouri 

Improving Osage River, Missouri 
and removing obstructions, $7,500. 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 
from Breckenridge tothe northern boundary line of the United States, includ- 
ing dredging, removal of snags and bowlders, and construction of wing-dams, 
&c.; and the money heretofore appropriated for locks and dams is hereby 
made available for this purpose. 

Improving Yeliowstone River between Glendive and the mouth, Montana: 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving Mokelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, $1,875, 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $40,000 of the money 
heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers that may remain unexpended 
at the end of the present fiscal year, for snagging and dredging operations; 
$10,000 to complete dredges authorized by act of July 5, 1884; the balance of said 
unexpended money not to be used until the Secretary of War be satisfied that 
hydraulic mining hurtful to navigation has ceased on said rivers and their trib- 
utaries, 

Improving San Joaquin Riverand Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California : 
Continuing improvement, $18,750. 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $187,500 

Improving the Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon and 
Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $187 ,500. 

Improving Lower Willamette River, and Columbia River below VPortiand, 
Oreg.: Continuing improvement, $75,000; of which sum $21,000 for a snag-boat 
to be used on the Willamette and Columbia Rivers. 

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg. : 
improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

Improving Chehalis River, Washington Territory ;: Continuing improvement, 
$1,875. 

Improving Cowlitz River, Washington Territory : 
$1500. 

Improving Skagit, Steilaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City : Continuing improve- 
ment, including necessary work at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leav- 
enworth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Brownsville, and 
Nebraska City, $375,000 ; to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri 
River Commission. 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, $60,000, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $22,500. 

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, including Davis Island 

, $875,000; out of which sum $37,500 are to be expended at Grand Chain in 
removing rocks and other obstructions to navigation at that locality; also $18,750 
may be expended in constructiug or aiding in the construction of such an em- 
bankment on the south side of the Great Miami River, near its junction with 
the Ohio, as may be necessary to confine the waters of the Great Miami in great 
floods to the general course of its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that 
the formation of the bar in the Ohio River now forming and obstructing navi- 
gation may be arrested; also $28,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
of said appropriation shall be expended in constructing five ice-piers, pursuant 
to the present or prospective plans of the Chief of Engineers, at or near the fol- 
lowing places, to wit: One at Pomeroy, Ohio; one at Middleport, Ohio; one at 
Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at Ironton, Ohio; and one at or near Ashland, Ky., 
on the south side of the Ohio River: Provided, That the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to obtain, if he can do so without cost to the 
United States, perpetual leases or conveyances of the riparian rights of the prop- 
erty-owners at each of said localities, in the event said ice-piers, or any one of 
them, shall be located where there is no improved landing place: And provided 
Surther, That at localities where there are improved landings he shall first obtain 
a relinquishment of wharfage rights and dues in favor of water-craft seeking 
protection from damage by ice; and no part of this appropriation shaii be used 
for such purpose until the foregoing conditions are complied with. Also, out 
of said appropriation for the Ohio River, $18,750 for removing obstruction at the 
mouth of Licking River; also $11,250 for completing ice-harbor at Four-Mile 
Bar, near Cincinnati. 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi River, $37,500: Previded, That in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers 
the expenditure of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of this part 
of the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. 

For operating snag-boat on Upper Mississippi River $22,500. 

Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu- 
ing improvement, $382,500; of which sum $6,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 
the Rock Island Rapids; and of which sum the further amount of $15,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be used by the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, for continuing the practical test of the flume invented by M. J. 
Adams, the said test to be made under the supervision and direction of said 
Adams; but if not so used the sum shal! remain as a part of said appropriation, 
and be used for the purposes first in this paragraph specified. 

Improving Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal, under the modified 
project, $26,250; of which sum $15,000 are to be used for pier construction, in ex 
tending the outer wall of canal to the pivot-pier of the bridge. 

For dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $48,750. 

Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, Iowa, the unexpended balance, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, shai! be applied to paving instead of riprapping 
said ice harbor. ' 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Illi- 
nois River, including the river at Quincy Bay and the removal of the bars at the 
mouthof Whipple Creek and Hamburg Bay, including also the strengthening 
of Sny Island levee where it crosses Snicarto slough and other sloughs: Con- 
tinuing the improvement, $150,000, 

Improving Missisippi River from the mouth of the Illinois Riverto the mouth 
of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore opposite 
the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $375,000; of which 
$37.500, or so much thereof as may be necessary,to be expended in extending 
the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi River at 
Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the southerly 
end of the present Government revetment work and continuing down stream; 
and $22,500 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, Missouri, and Mon- 
tona Point, Illinois: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may 


Continuing improvement, $5,625. 
Continuing improvement by snagging 


Continuing 


Continuing improvement, 
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use not to exceed $75,000 of said sum of $375,000 to correct the current of the river 
and improve the c -hannel at Saint Louis. 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River: Ccatinuing improvement, $1,687,500; which sum shall beexpended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the a 


fications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Comm 

vided, That no portion of this oencesitien shall expended to repair or build 
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or pees injury to lands or pri- 
vate property by overflows: Provided, heweue® That the commission is author- 
ized to repair and build eon if, in their decane it should be done as 

of their plan to afford ease and safety to the navi —— and commerce of the 


river and to deepen the channel: And provided , That the expenditure 
of so much of said me as may be a to’ continue the improve- 
ment of Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches shall be confined to the 
complete repairand maintenance of the levees throughout said reaches to the 
height of 2 fee »t above the flood of 1882, and oe oo letion of the permeable 
works of contraction to such extent as —— to bring the high-water 
banks of the river to the comparative un Lowa” ot width contemplated in the 
first five paragraphs of the = of mess rovement recommended by the Missis- 
sippi River Commission and adopted by Congress in 1880, and more fully set 
forth in the report of the Secretary of War for 1831, volume 1, part3, page 2733: 
And provided further, That no worksof bank ion or revetment shall be 
executed in said reaches or elsewhere until after it shall be found that the com- 
pletion of the permeable contracting works and uniform width of the hi 
water channe! will not secure the desired stability of the river banks: Provi 
however, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the construction of re- 
vetment works where the banks are caving at Greenville reach, Delta Point, 
in front of the cities of Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus: And pro- 
vided further, That contraction works 1 be built at the same time in the wide 
portions of the river immediately above the said revetment works. Of the 
amount herein appropriated for the Lower 

pended in continuing the work in p at New Or 
tification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further 

of the latter stream and restricting its outlet , and for open a 
navigable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the ppi; 
$37,500 in improving navigation in the Greenville reach ee the bank 
at Greenville from further caving ; and $75,000 in deepen: 

burg by dredging through the bar existing there; but last-named sum shall 
not be expended unless after another examination or survey the commission 
shall deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $37,500 shall be expended in 
the improvement of navigation at Vicksburg by suitable dikesand 
other appropriate works, and $56,250 in completing the work on the river at 
Memphis ; also $18,750 for work on the river at Hickman, and $18,750 for work 
on the river at Columbus, Ky. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass of the Mississippi River, pur- 
suant to the act of March 3, 1875, $7,500. 

Vor survey of the ee River from the head of the passes to iis head- 
waters: Continuing survey 

Yor gauging the waters of the —- Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
provided for in joint resolution of the 2ist of Sulounny, 1871, $3,750. 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks,and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $56,250. 

For gauging the waters in the Columbia River, $750. 

Sec. 2. That in places where harbor-lines have not been established, and 
where deposits of débris of mines or ves can be made 23S inj 
to navigation, within lines to be established by the Secretary of War, said 
cer may, and is hereby, authorized to cause such lines to be established ; and 
within such lines such’ de: a may be made, under regulations to be from 
time to time prescribed by 

Sec. 3, The Secretary of War shall prescribe Se rules and regulations as 
may be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of the 
money herein appropriated, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Con- 
gress annual reports, with maps and plans, the report of the 
Mississippi River Com on, on or before December 1, detailed state- 
ments of the work done, contracts made, the expenditures thereunder or other- 
wise, and balances of money on hand up to November 1, — the effect of such 
work, together with such recommendations as he ae Soe . Heshall, 
atthe same time, report to Congress all cases in ich p break waters 
locks, and dams,’ or other ——- or ean or et 
States in aid of commerce or navigation are a @ cor- 
poration or an individual, and the extent and mode of such use, occupation, - 
injury. He shall report, at the same time, whether any oe 
structures now erected or in process of erection do or will interfere with free 
and safe navigation. 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money herein 
appropriated for improvements other than surveys and estimates, in carryin, 
on the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical om 
advantageous tothe Government. Where said ‘works are done by contract, such 
contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, in such 
manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts 
shal! be made with the lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by such securi- 
ties as the Secretary of War shall require, conditioned for ths the faithful prosecu- 
tion and completion of the work according to such contract, and for the prompt 
payment of all liabilities Incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor and ma- 
terial. 

Src. 5. The Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause ex- 
aminations or surveys, or both, to be made, and the cost of improvements to be 
estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 

In the States of— 

Arkaneas : 
Re-examination of Little River. 
The lakes connecting with Red River, between Shreveport, La., and Fulton, 


Ark. 
Re-examination of Ouachita above Camden, Ark. 
Saline River 
Cache River. 


California : 
San Pedro Bay near the entrance to wane Harbor, with a view to estab- 
lishing an outer harbor for the protection of p-draught vessels. 
Mouth of Smith's River. 
= Creseent City Harbor, with a view to a sea-wall from Battery Point to Fiat 
tock. 
Connecticut : 
Five-Mile i. a patentee — 
Resurvey of Duc and Harbor, on Long Is! Sound, va | te ee 
fications, and estimate of cost for making the same a harbor o: f refuge. 
Dakota Territory: 
James River. 
ware : 
Duck Creek. 
Florida : 
Punta Rassa Harbor. : 
Resurvey of Tampa Bay, including Hilisborough River up to the city of 
Tampa. 


Resurvey of outer and inner bars at Pensacola. 
Charlotte Harbor, including San Carlos Bay. 
Clear Water Harbor, ineluding Anclote and Saint Joseph’s Bays and the \ 4. 
rows into Ciega Bay 
Wakulla River from its cameets to Wakulla Springs. 
Survey of the channel from Haul-over, on Indian River, to Gilbert's R: 
Saint Augustine, for a deep-sea channel on the outer Bar. 


cereettithens from cross-tides above Savannah to the bar, with a view to 
obtaining 28 feet of water in the channel. 
Flint River from Montezuma to Old Agency. 
From Doboy Island to Doboy Bar. 
Jeky! Creek. 
Illinois : 
Farm Creek, with a view to changing its course. 
Kaskaskia River, from New Athens to mouth. 
Bars in Hamburg Bay. 
Calumet eur, fiawa 4 the forks of the river near its entrance into Lake (4), 
met to Riverdale ; also Calumet River from Riverdale to Blue Island 
Mississi: River at Rush Island Bend and Ivy Landing, with a v iew to. 
fining and deepening the channel. 
“Indiana: 
For a survey of the Ohio River near the city of Evansville, Ind., with a view 
to determine what, if anything, will be necessary, to prevent a change of 
channel of the river in front of that city. 


The Secretary of War is directed to report to the next session of Congr 
whether or not the Government dry-dock at the Louisville and Portland Ca:\«\ 
is adequate for the pu of commerce, and what alterations, if any, are 
necessary, and the cost of making the same. 

Licking River from Farmer's to West Liberty. 

Salt River. 

For ice-harbor at Paducah, Ky 

The bar at the mouth of Eieatens Creek, in the harbor of Maysville. 

Louisiana : 

Little River. 


Mouth of Bayou Piaquemine, with a view to its connection with the Missis- 
_ River by locks; also Bayou Plaquemine and other connecting stream 
orm the best route to Grand Lake. 
t landing to Covington. 
mouth of the Calcasieu River and affecting its outict to 


Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibodeaux. 
Bayou Teche from Saint Martinsville to Fort Barre. 
eT ou La Fourche, with a view to the construction of a lock a: 
e, Black Bayou, Red Bayou, Black Lake, and Kelley Bayou, . 
Sa na communication between those streams and Red River; and 
permanent improvement to secure navigation in Bayou La Fourche ut low 
water. 


Cornay River. 7 
Ouachita River from Camden to mouth, with a slack-water navigation. 


Bayou Vermillion, to secure goteitien from Abbeville to the railroad brid: 
of the Louisiana and Texas Railroad. 
Bayou a 
Cypress Bayou. 
Bayou Vidal. 
Maine: 


Bayoduce River between the towns of Penobscot and Brooksville. 
Big Rapids of Saint John’s River. 


Rockport Harbor. 7 
Kenueiees River at Bath, and from es ow end of Perkin’s Islan‘ 
Saint "s River from Warren to 

Matinicus ee eS 

Penobscot River from Bangor to a Narrows. 

Saint Croix River from Ferry Point dge, at Calais, to Breakwater Ledge 


Harbor, Maine, with a view of establishing a breakwater and deepenin. 
onemual of said harbor, and especially the channel between Rodick’s Island 
and a Island. 

Cam Harbor. 
Fairlee 


Patuxent River from Benedict to Hill's Landing 

For widening the channe! of Baltimore Harbor’ to 600 feet. 
Massachusetts : 

Manchester Harbor. 

aw Harbor. 
elifieet Harbor. 

Falmouth Harbor of Refuge. 

Vineyard Haven Harbor. 


Menemsha of Refuge. 
Taunton River. 

Winth Harbor. 

New 


in Salat © muittiiie 

Bar in Clair River Saint Clair City. 

Grand River. 

orth River between Essex and North Bridges. 

Biddle’s Point at Mackinac Harbor, with a view to breakwater. 
Harbor at Forestville, Lake Huron. 


Pigeon River. 
Mouth of Black River, Saint Clair County. 
OME River st Leland, with cdlnetnaiiending anantmnee te Corp Lake for 


— a view to cutting a channel across the 
from rake Mchiga at Fn 
Grand Traverse Bay, ao a wow to connecting it with Torch Lake, 


Fs 


Hf 


Zz 


Saint Lowis and 


River. . 
Se its junction with Detroit River, and up the river to bridge »! 
abash Railroad. 


River between Saint Paul and Saint Anthony's Falls. 
River, with a view to its improvement by and dams. 


Tombigbee iRiver ,to ascertain what improvement is necessary to_ make sai! 
river continuously navigable from Vienna, Ala.,to Walker's Bridge, Miss. 
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Cassity Bayou. ‘ 
Noxubee pee. be ane — whether it. can be made continuously navigable 
a system of locks and dams, or otherwise. 
"ear Creek. 


Missouri : 
Resurvey of the Osage River from its mouth to Osceola, with a view to mov- 
able locks and dams. or other methods of improvement. s 
Little River from Hornersville to its junction with the Saint Francis River. 
Saint Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas State line. 
New Hampshire : 
Bellamy River. 
a North em 
igator River. 
Lockwood's Folly River. 
Lumber River. 
Yadkin River from South Carolina line to the Narrows. 
Catawba River. 
New Jersey: _ 
Thesiageeee running back of the ocean from Cape May tothe Great Bay 
north of Atlantic City. ; 
Channel back of Brigantine Beach, between Absecon and Brigantine Inlets, 
New York: 
Channel between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Iniet. 
The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks situated be- 
tween five and six hundred feet from the foot of Tenth and Eleventh streets in 
the city of New York. 


o Creek. 
addington Harbor. 
Mouth of Patchouge River. 


Hudson River between New Baltimore and Coxsackie. 

Peter’s Neck Bay. 

Tonawanda Harbor and Niagara River between Black Rock and Tonawanda, 
with a view to a 16-foot channel. 

Glen Cove Harbor. 


0; : 
Wood iver. 
Link River. 
Suislaw River and Bar. 
Coquille River between Coquille City and Myrtle Point. 
Nehalem Bay and Bar. 
oe and Bar. 
Umpqua River. 
Ohio: 





Sandusky Harbor, with a view toa straight channel from the north end of 
Cedar Point to the east end of the existing channel in front of the city. 
Big Hockhocking River from its mouth to Coolville. 
eo - its mouth. 
mnsylvania : 
Darby Creek: .- 
Rhode Island : 
Little Narragansett Bay, entrance to the wharves at Watch Hill. 
Carolina: 
Mosquito Creek between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, with a view 
to connect the South Edisto with the Ashepoo at or near Fenwick’'s Island. 
Mingo Creek. 
Clark’s Creek. 
Little Pee Dee River. 
Alligator River and other waters connecting Santee River and Bull's Bay. 
‘Tennessee : 
North Fork of the Forked Deer River below Dyersburg. 
Obeils River from the point where improvements have heretofore been made 
to the mouth of the West Fork. 
Texas: 
Cedar Bayou where it empties into Galveston Bay. 
Virginia: 
Mattox Creek. 
Nansemond River. 
Louisa Fork of Sandy River. 
Roanoke River from Clarkesville, Va.,to Eaton Falls, N. C. 
Hunter's Creek. 
West Virginia: 
Meadow River. 
Gauley River. 
Coal 


Wisconsin : 

Harbor at Hudson, Lake Saint Croix. 

Examination and report on the causes of the extraordinary overfiows of the 
Chippewa River, and what means, if any, can be adopted to prevent their re- 
currence. 

Sec. 6. For examinations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental re- 

for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbors, $75,- 


$ no survey be made of any harbors or rivers until the 
Chief of eers shall have directed a preliminary examination of the same 
by the 1 engineer in charge of the district, or an engineer detailed for the 


purpose; and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said Chief of En- 
rs whether, in his opinion, said harbor or riveris worthy of improvement, 

state in such oe fully and particularly the facts and reasons on 
which he bases such opinion, including the present and prospective demands 
of commerce; and it be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to direct the 
making of such survey if, in his opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be 
worthy o ae by the General Government; and he shall 
Secretary of War the facts, and what — necessity or conven- 
subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local en- 
re of prel examinations and surveys shall be made 
of Representatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so 


7. That the Secretary of War shall report to Congress, at its next and 
session thereof, the name lace of residence of each civil- 
em ny in the work of im ng rivers and harbors by means 
res a made i is and succeeding river and 
riation the time so employed, the compensation paid, and 
at and work on which employed. 


i 


i 
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LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appro- 
= the legislative, executive, and judicial ex of the 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses; that the House had receded from its disagreement to the amend- 


f 
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ments of the Senate numbered 39, 40, 41, 89, and $0; that the House 
further insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180, asked a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Hotman, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNON the managers 
on the part of the House at the further conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Chair may lay before the Senate the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the action 
of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives receding from its disagreement to certain 
amendments of the Senate, further insisting on its disagreement to cer- 
tain other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. KR. 8974) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes, and asking a further conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from 
amendments are that are disagreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are really but three topics of difference. 
The first is the one relating to Senator’s clerks; the second, the amount 
appropriated for gaugers and storekeepers; and the third is the appro- 
priation respecting statistics of divorce, the amendment found on page 
93 of the bill. Thoseare the only three items. The other two amend- 
ments are merely formal. I move that the Senate still further insist 
on these amendments and agree to the further conference nsked by the 
House. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to make a suggestion here about the pro 
ceeding under these bills. That is, that I regard it as a mistake when 
the conferees have partially concluded their consultation upon a bill 
and have agreed to some amendments and disagreed to others, to ac- 
cept a partial report and leave the matter open only as to the remain- 
ing amendments. 

Now take this case. By successive reports the two committees have 
narrowed down the points of difference between the two Houses sub- 
stantially to three, and one of them affects absolutely the Senate and 
nobody else. If we had all the amendments open, those affecting the 
House as well as the Senate and all other persons that are interested, 
we should have a great deal better lever to secure justice, so far as our 
own amendments are concerned, than we have now. 

I think it is exceedingly bad policy when these reports are made to 
summarily consent and leave nothing but the disagreement upon a very 
few items which practically place the Senate at the disposal of the other 
branch of Congress. The Senator informs us that there is an item about 
the payment of clerks to Senators. If this process goes on, the next re 
port will leave that the only item of disagreement, and then the House 
conferees will be at liberty to say, ‘‘Everything in this bill is agreed to, 
but we do not propose to agree to this, and you can either recede from 
it or let the bill go, as you please,’’ and we shall be put in the attitude 
of asking for a further conference about a matter that affects this body 
alone, or else giving up the bill. 

I regret very much, indeed, that the chairman of the committee sees 
fit to come in here on all these bills and report partial agreements, ex- 
cluding those matters about which there is a practical difference, thus 
giving the House conferees a lever that I submit they ought not to be 
able to wield over this body. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the Senator from Kansas 
that the practice which he deprecates has been in existence for many 
years, and has been found, especially at short sessions, to be the only 
method of disposing of these bills. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is not a short session. 


Iowa tell us what these four 


Mr. ALLISON. Apparently not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will turn out to be short. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, the conference committee on the part 
of the Senate on this bill has merely carried out the usual practice. 


I think that the Senate will be able to take care of itself on these 
three remaining amendments; just how I do not know, but I under- 
take to say that the Senate, if it desires to adhere to the provision 
which relates exclusively to the- convenience of conducting the busi- 
ness of the Senate, will so say to the House. Of course, a bill like 
this legislative appropriation bill is one of great detail, and it is quite 
agreeable to those having charge of it to close up a great many matters 
that are not serious in their character. This bill as it left the Senate 
had two hundred and thirty-nine amendments. The House agreed to 
eighty-six of them without the intervention of a conference, and the 
remaining amendments went into conference and the conferees agreed 
as to all but six or seven. We sent the disagreeing votes to the House, 
and they have receded from their disagreement on four of the amend- 
ments, leaving now only three subjects of difference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not in when the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations opened this question. I should like to ask him 
to explain the position of the House of Representatives through its con- 
ferees on the subject of amendment 179, I[ believe it is, respecting the 
collection of statistics of marriage and divorce. It isa subject of great 
interest to very many people in the United States and I think a sub- 
ject of much importance. I should like to know upon what grounds 
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the House of Representatives through its conferees insists upon dis- 
agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose I could state generally, without stating 
what occurred in the conferencee committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right, and it is his duty, asa 
conferee, to state what did occur in the conference committee. It is 
quite different from all other questions between the two Houses. It is 
exactly what the Senate and the House of Representatives both have a 
right to know. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator state the nature of theamendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is for the collection of statistics of marriage and 
divorce. It isan amendment put in by the Senate and about which 
the conferees differ. I understand the necessity of the case and the par- 
liamentary law both to be that the conferees in reporting to their re- 
spective Houses have a right and it is their duty to explain the views 
and presentations of the other side of the difference in order that if they 
seem to be reasonable the body may recede. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state the claim of the House of Representa- 
tives on the question, which I suppose was represented by the House 
conferees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course, it must be. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was, in the first place, that we have a great num- 
ber of statistical bureaus and that they have been multiplying some- 
what of late; that the Senate, in addition to this specific amendment, 
added considerably to the general appropriation for the Bureau of La- 
bor, &c.; anfl that if these statistics were valuable they could be as- 
certained under those appropriations. ‘That was their first claim. 

Their next claim was that this sum of money was entirely too great 
for the purpose indicated; and the next claim was that the House had 
specifically decided against this amendment in such a way as to pre- 
clude the conferees from assenting to it. ‘Those were their claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I wish to say, in asking the Senate still fur- 
ther to insist upon this amendment, that the amendment does not in- 
crease the bureaus of any Department of the Government. The subject 
has engaged the attention of thinking people all over the country for 
some years, and Congress has been appealed to to pass a special law 
upon the subject. A bill of that kind has been introduced for one, or 
two, or three Congresses back, I do not know how long, but has never 
gotaction. It was again introduced at this session and sent to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

We examined the subject, feeling exactly as the House of Representa- 
tives does through its conferees in respect of not desiring to increase estab- 
lishments in the executive offices any further than should be absolutely 
necessary. We examined the law concerning the establishment of the 
Bureau of Labor, and we were all satisfied that the establishment of the 
Bureau of Labor by the statute, in terms almost, and clearly within the 
scope of its terms, authorized the Bureau of Labor, respecting the social 
condition of the people of the United States, to collect those statistics. 

We therefore were of the opinion that any new act of Congress on 
the subject was quite unnecessary; that adequate power existed in the 
Bureau of Labor now, and it only required a sufficient sum of mone 
to be devoted to that object to enable the Bureau of Labor under i 
existing powers to accomplish it. 

Accordingly, instead of reporting the bill favorably, as we otherwise 
would have done, we reported this amendment in the regular way and 
sent it to the Committee on Appropriations to be put in the proper bill, 
which is this, and it was put in the bill. 

The amendment increases the appropriation for the Bureau of Labor; 
and anybody who looks at the reports of the Commissioner of Labor, 
which are valuable, will see—— 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the amount, may I ask? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only $10,000, not half as much as the Commis- 
sioner says it ought to be if he is going back at all, which he can easily 
do, for information on the subject. Hethought he ought to have $25,- 
000, but the committee thought it fit to put in $10,000 and he would 
only have to go back as far"as he could with that money to get started. 

Then, as was explained in the Senate when the matter was up, the 
number of offices to which he must send in all the States and Terri- 
tories of the Union which contain the records of marriages and of di- 
vorees is very great indeed. I stated a number the other day whenthe 
matter was before the Senate on the bill, and my friend from Texas [ Mr. 
CoKE] inspeaking of the number of counties even where divorces might 
be had in the United States came over to me afterward and said to me 
that in respect of the number of counties I had not stated half enough for 
the whole United States. I made a general computation on se A oe 
@ mere guess, as it might be called, and he said that Texas itself had 
not so many counties but offices where records of this kind are filed 
and kept, as large as the number that I had stated for the United States. 
I may overstate that, for I do not remember the details. 

Now, when you take the whole number of the States, the whole num- 
ber of the counties, and, as in New England, the whole number of the 
towns, as we call them, where marriage certificates are filed and record: 
the number of offices to which the Commissioner of Labor must 
to obtain this information, it runs into the tens of thousands, ———— 

Why the House of Representatives should say that this sum 


should not be devoted to that object on the ground that the general ap- 
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propriation for the Commissioner of Labor, which has hitherto been de- 
voted to entirely different and appropriate questions, I agree, having 
been greatly enlarged for the purpose of those other questions, there 
should not be placed at his disposal $10,000 to commence this work, I 
am quite unable to understand. 


If the House of Representatives had said, ‘‘ We do not believe in this 


business at all; wedo not care anything about the question of marriage 
and divorce in the United States in regard to the general interest and 
welfare of its people,’’ that would be one thing; but if they said that, 
they then logically should say we should abolish the Bureau of Labor 
altogether, because labor is only one element in social progress and in 
social prosperity and in social happiness. 


So, though I do not wish to take up the time, as I hope we shall 


adjourn some time this year, I do hope that the Senate will still insist 
upon this amendment, and that the Senate conferees will exert their 
diligence, consistent with proper respect to the House of Representa- 
tives, to bring them to the same mind. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. INGALLS. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


I hope a vote will now be taken. 
What does the Senator ask now ? 
I move that the Senate still further insist upon the 


points of difference and agree to the further conference asked for by the 
House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that 


the Senate still further insist on its amendments not disposed of and 
agree to the further conference by the House of Representatives. 


Mr. INGALLS. If there is any way in which the amendment which 


provides for the payment of clerks toSenators can be taken out of con- 
ference I should be glad to have it done; and I suppose that can be 
done by a motion to adhere. 


The House of Representatives fix their own official staff. They 


select the number of their employés and determine the compensation 
that they shall receive. 
mittee on Appropriations, the Senate did not attempt in that matter 
to make one hair white or black; they took it exactly as it came from 
the House without making any amendment or suggestion whatever. 


As I understand the chairman of the Com- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate added several names, 
Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator from Iowa tells me that I am cor- 


rect. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate did put in two or three names. 
Mr. ALLISON. That perhaps ought to be stated. We agreed to 


the substance of everything of value with reference to the House of 


Representatives. On the request of two members of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representatives, being two of those who 


were on the subcommittee which prepared the bill, we inserted some 
names merely for theirconvenience, in order that they might be reached ; 
and when our attention was called to it, of course we immediately re- 
ceded from that. 


Mr. INGALLS. I respectfully submit, without desiring to speak in 


derogation of any person or any body of men, that the attempt to inter- 
fere with the amendments that were agreed to in this body as to the 
official staffof the Senate under the circumstances is an unwarrantable 
and unjustifiable interference with the prerogatives of this body; and 


I am somewhat surprised that the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations was willing to permit every other amendment in the bill, 
two hundred and sixty-nine in number, to be acted upon, and leave 
that open as a question of debate between the conferees of the two 
Houses. 

I believe it was the duty of the Senate conferees to have said to the 
conferees on the part of the House at the outset, on the threshold, 
‘*This is one of the matters that we do not propose to dispute with you 
about. It is a matter that concerns this body and its official force and 
the discharge of its own duties, in which we are independent under the 
Constitution of the United States.’’ And yet the Senate conferees have 

to 266 out of 269, if that is the number. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two hundred and thirty-nine. 

Mr. INGALLS. They have agreed to two hundred and thirty-nine 
amendments, and have left this one that affects the constitution and 
convenience of this body open still between the two Houses. Eighty- 
six were agreed upon, the Senator informs us, without debate. That 
is, wherever we put up salaries—— 

Mr. ALLISON. They were agreed to in the House. 

Mr. INGALILS. I say the House promptly agreed to all the amend- 
ments made by the Senate where we had put up the salaries of Demo- 
cratic officials, where we had increased the salary of the Commissioner 
of Patents and the Commissioner of Pensions, that physical and men- 
tal wreck who is drawing $1,200 a year as a pension besides his salary. 
When we increased that salary from $4,000 to $5,000 there was no de- 
bate on that on the part of the conferees of the House of Representa- 
tives; that was promptly agreed to with the eighty-six others of a sim- 
ilar character. 

So one by one the Senate conferees have agreed to eliminate from 
these two hundred and thirty-nine amendments everything about which 
there could be debate or discussion, and have left as the last one to con- 
front us that involving the prerogatives and the rights of this body. 

Mr. President, I am discontented with it, and I believe that every 
one who hears me feels the same way. It never ought to have been lett 
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open for debate. It is an invasion of our prerogatives and our rights. 

While I do not suppose that the Senator from Iowa has any design 
of abandoning this amendment, I should like to fortify him a little, 
I should like to re-enforce him, not that he needs it, but we have got 
down within two of agreeing to all the amendments except this, and I 
fear that before long we shall have another report saying that the con- 
ferees have agreed to every amendment except the one involving the 
pay of clerks of Senators in this body; and then we shall be told we 
can either recede from that or let the bill go. I believe I will move 
that the Senate adhere to that amendment now. 

Mr. BUTLER. And ask for the yeas and nays on it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adhere upon the item af- 
fecting the payment of clerks of those Senators who are not chairmen 
of committees. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas belongs to that class of 
legislators and persons in the world we have seen a great many of, who 
are unwilling to take up with satisfaction. He has arraigned the con- 
ferees because they have agreed with the committee of conference on 
the other side upon matters which the other side have offered to agree 
with them upon. They have come to our terms upon every other mat- 
ter but these three, and the Senator is not willirg to take up with sat- 
isfaction on these. 

With some little experience in matters of conference committees, 
going over several years, I find it the best way in those committees, 
just as fast as the committees agree upon items, to close them up. They 
are diminished in number the most rapidly in that way. When we 
come to concentrate our differences upon points, we can understand 
what is our duty in respect to each one of them better than when two 
hundred or more of them are afloat. 

We have now closed up this bill upon more matters of difference be- 
tween the two Houses than any other legislative bill that I ever had 
anything to do with, and more rapidly and more satisfactorily ; and we 
have reduced, in less time by this conference than in any other confer- 
ence that ever I was on upon a legislative bill, to three out of 135 of 
the differences. We can stand just as firmly upon those three as we 
could if 130 of them were afloat—differences of great importance, dif- 
ferences that would be vital, differences that would affect or cripple the 
executive branches of the Government. 

It was the duty of the conference committee to agree as far as they 
could ; and this goes back to another committee with the same condi- 
tion of things that it went into the first committee. 

Until a committee of conference shall show symptoms of giving up 
that which belongs to us it will be unnecessary for the Senate to take 
any extreme measure with any one of these points. I submit to the 
Senator from Kansas that the ordinary method of settling these things 
is the best, and the least friction between the two Houses upon matters 
about which there is no necessity for friction is the best way to come to 
an agreement. . 

I have no mcre idea that to save this bill we shall be obliged to give 
up either of those three items of difference than I have that we should 
have been unable to agree upon any of them. Suppose we should have 
started out in the committee of conference, each one of us, by planting 
ourselves upon two or three items on the one side or the other of differ- 
ence, and announced to the conferees of the other branch, ‘‘ You need 
not confer on these; these are not to be conferred upon, unless you take 
these as we have decided them.’’ Announce that in the beginning and 
you come to an end of a conference. 

this conference be pursued as all others are until there shall be 
an indication of the difference. The Senate need not be afraid to trust 
this or any committee of conference that shall be appointed by the 
Chair in the ordinary way. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator 
from Iowa give any explanation of the fact that at every session of Con- 
gress we are confronted with this issue between the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate upon this matter relating entirely and exclu- 
sively to ourselves? Now, I am like the Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. DAWES. I can tell the Senator what I suppose is the reason. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am getting a little impatient under this constant 
disposition on the part of the other branch of Congress to interfere with 
what, as the Senator from Kansas says, is our especial and peculiar 
prerogative, with which I submit they have nothing to do. 

Mr. DAWES. I am not defending the position of the House. The 
position of the House in reference to it strikes me just as it does the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina and the Senator from Kansas. Iam only dis- 
= the best method to deal with that difference. I have no idea 

they expect to yield, but they expect to go through with this 
form to maintain what they call a consistency upon certain points. It 
is all understood how far they are to go. But for us to throw an ob- 
stacle in the way by putting it where the bill must fail in the outset 
only off an agreement. There is no doubt about the re- 
sult on in the ordi way. 

Mr. IN. I do not wish to occupy any more time. 


we 
I can as- 


sure the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from South Carolina that 


at least the conferees who have considered the bill thus far have en- 


to represent truly what they believed to be the unanimous 
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to adhere to this amendment. 
perhaps by having one further conference upon this subject. 


question which has not been presented. 
House undertake to dictate who shall be the employés of the Senate; 
they only exercise their constitutional right to say whether they will 
vote an appropriation for certain objects. 
due the Senate requires that we shall insist, but I do not think they 
are justly censurable to the animadversions which have been made 
here, because in the exercise of their discretion they assume to say that 
there shall not be devoted an appropriation for this purpose. 
not undertake to say that every Senator shall not have a clerk; they 
only say that in this bill they will not appropriate money for that pur- 
pose. The criticisms here upon the House I think are unjust. 
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judgment of the Senate upon this question; and I have no doubt any 
future conferees appointed by‘the Chair will do the same thing. 


We have over 2nd over again presented to the House of Representa- 


tives that it is the tusiness of the Senate to choose its own officers, and 
that they have no right to interfere with our prerogative (if that is a 
proper word to use in that connection) any more than we have a right 
to say who their officers shall be or what the number of them shall 
be. 
of consideration between the two Houses. 


Of course, the question of conipensation can fairly be a matter 
I hope the Senator from Kansas will not now insist upon his motion 
I think we can get on with it better 


Mr. CHACE. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 


I ask him if the House of Representatives may take from us certain of 
our employés, our servants, may they not upon the same principle take 
from us others, and may they not then go on until they may take the 
whole, and thus cripple entirely the functions of this body ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I see no reason why they can not say, if they inter- 


fere at all, that we shall have only one secretary at that desk instead 
of four or three, or that we shall have only five messengers instead of 
one at each door of the Senate. 


I quite agree with the Senator. 


Mr. CHACE. ‘That is the way it strikes me, and it seems to me it 


becomes a question, as a matter of precedent, of very great importance. 
The House of Representatives may arrogate to itself to absolutely de- 
stroy the functions of this body by crippling our ability to conduct our 
business. 


Mr. BECK. 


I have heard this question discussed time and again in 


conference, and I think the whole matter is so very safe in the hands 
of the chairman, the Senator from Iowa, that we had better trust to 
him to manage it his own way without telling him anything. 
the Senator from Kansas will not press his motion to adhere. 


I hope 


Mr. INGALLS. Upon theassurance that the Senator from Iowa and 


his conferees will adhere to this amendment and consider themselves, 
as I understand them to say they are, instructed by the Senate to stand 
by it and never relinquish it, I will withdraw my motion to adhere. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. It seems to me that there is one view of this 


I do not understand that the 


I believe that the courtesy 


They do 


I hope the Senate conferees will insist upon the amendment, and I 


hope the House will yield; but I do not believe that these animadver- 
sions are exactly right. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that 


the Senate further insist and agree to the request of the House for a 


further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to ap- 
apoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. McMILLAN, from 
the Committee on Commerce, as a substitute. 

Mr. LOGAN. It was understood by the chairman of the committee 
that I was to be permitted to offer amendments to the amendment atter 
it had been read, and I desire to offer them now. 

In line 353 I move to increase the appropriation for the imwovement 
of Calumet Harbor, Illinois, from $7,500 to $10,000. It was reduced 
to $7,500, when the estimates are $100,000; and I think such a reduc- 
tion is a little too much, compared with the reductions made in other 
cases. Ido notwishtodiscuss thequestion. I merely wish a vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 354, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out the words ‘‘seven thousand five hundred”’ and 
to insert ‘‘ten thousand;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Calumet, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $10,000 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KENNA. I move to insert at the end of the first section what 
I send to the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to offer another amend- 
ment to the next paragraph ? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Virginia 





yield? : i: 

Mr. KENNA. Oh, yes; I have no disposition to crowd out the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, it is not crowding me at all; but the amend- 


ment I propose comes right in the next line. Lines 355 and 356 read: 


Improving harbor at Chicago, Il!.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 


I offer an amendment to increase the amount to $150,000. I desire 
to call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the esti- 
mates and the appropriations which have been made in reference to 
other improvements. There is appropriated for improving the harbor 
at Mobile, on line 274, continuing improvements, $90,000; and there is 
appropriated for the improvement of the Chicago Harbor $75,000. 

The estimate for the Chicago Harbor is $284,000. Out of the $284,000 
of the estimate, $75,000 are given; of the estimate for the Mobile Har- 
bor about one-half is given; also for the improvement at Muscle Shoals 
the ‘chairman will find that the estimate is $400,000, and the com- 
mittee appropriates $262,500. 

All that I ask is that a great work like this in Chicago, which has 
been in progress for a great many years, a great improvement as it is, 
and a great harbor, and as necessary as that is, as every one knows who 
is acquainted with the commerce on the lakes, shall have at least 
enough to be able to do something. The $75,000 proposed to be appro- 
priated will not dredge the sand in the channel that has to be dredged 
every year. 

Not only that, but the engineers’ estimate is $284,000 for its com- 
pletion, and they say that $225,000 can be expended during this fiscal 
year, and they show the necessity for it. ‘The amount has been reduced 
from $284,000, or $225,000 necessary for this year, down to $100,000, 
and then 25 per cent. off leaves it at $75,000. That does strike me as 
not being exactly what ought to be done in reference toa harbor of that 
character where the commerce is so great as it is at Chicago, where so 
many vessel come in and go out, and where great necessity exists for a 
harbor not only for the benefit of commerce but a harbor for the safety 
of vessels. 

As is well known, Lake Michigan is one of the most treacherous lakes 
in the whole United States of America. There are more vessels lost 
on it than on any other lake; and this harbor is a great protection. It 
has protected hundreds and thousands and probably millions of dollars’ 
worth of property since it has been put in such a shape that vessels 
could come in within the reach that is timbered out so as to protect 
them. 

I do not wish to criticise the committee, nor do I criticise it at all; but 
in comparing this harbor with others which have larger appropriations 
for them, others which really are not as necessary as this one, others 
which do not require as much work or as great an expenditure, it does 
seem to me that it is not exactly the thing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This item was not changed by the Senate com 
mittee, and remained as it came from the House, ex the reduction 
embraced in the amegdment which I have submitted. The amount 
which the engineer anit could be profitably expended during the year 
is $225,000. The appropriation as it came to us from the House is 
substantially 50 per cent. of that estimate; $112,500 would have been 
just 50 per cent. of the estimate. ‘The appropriation for the harbor at 
Mobile was just 50 per cent. of the estimate also, and the Senate itself 
increased the appropriation for Muscle Shoals after the committee 
brought the bill into the Senate. 

I should be glad to have larger appropriations for these great improve- 
ments if it could be done. I should be very glad to have the whole 
amount appropriated which the engineer says could be profitably ex- 
pended during the year; but the harbor is not going to suffer with an 
appropriation of this amount for this year. None of these harbors are 

ing to suffer. The engineers can use this money profitably, and the 

narbor will be ready for all the commerce that is established at that 
port. 

I hope the Senator will be satisfied with the bill now as it stands and 
let theitemremain. If this isto be increased the same reasoning would 
apply to all the others, and the amendment offered by me would not 
be sustained. 

Mr. MILLER. I desire to say a single word, and that is that this 
item as it now stands at $75,000 is just 334 per cent. of the amount 
asked for by the engineers, and that is more by far than the average we 
have given throughout the entire bill. Originally we gave nearly one- 
half; now it has been cut down by the amendment, and still this re- 
mains at just one-third, or 33} percent. I do hopethat no changes what- 
ever will be made in these sums or in these proportions at present. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to enter into any discussion with Sen- 
ators on the committee; I know it is perfectly useless; but at the same 
time the assertion of the Senator from New York I do not think would 
be borne out if he were to examine the bill very critically. I do not 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to them, but I could pick out 
quite a number of rivers and harbors where the reduction has not af- 
fected them as it has affected the appropriations for certain matters in 
the State of Illinois. 

Toillustrate: For the Illinois River some gentleman said I secured an 
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increase of $50,000. That is true. 
the statement of the engineer was that it was absolutely necessary 1» 
have the full appropriation for the reason that they were completing 
two locks and dams in that river. That appropriation is now cut dow) 
to $100,000. I had it raised to $150,000, and now it is put at $112,000 
When you take that and compare it with other appropriations which | 
do not care to mention, not in that immediate section of the country, 
there is a very great and material difference so far as coming up to the 
estimates is concerned. 








do not wish to s 
attention to the fact that Chicago for a small village has not receive: 
exactly what it ought to have received and what it is entitled to from 
the hands of the committee or from the hands of the House, if I may 
speak of the House; and why I do not know; I can not tell. 
has not been a river and harbor bill brought into the Senate for years 
that the very same thing has not occurred in reference to the Chicago 
Harbor. 











of proportions that you may take Lake Champlain, on one side of whic! 
I live and on the other side is the great State of New York; you may 
take the appropriation for the breakwater at the harbor of Burlington, 
Vt., where the revenue collected is just about one-quarter of that col- 
lected at Chicago. There was in the bill as it came from the committee 
$25,000 to continue the work on that breakwater. 
by 25 per cent. makes $18,750. 


perfectly, for the reason that the revenues collected in that collectior 
district are just about a quarter. 








JULY 16, 


The estimate was $350,000, and 





Perhaps I have no right to complain more than other people, and | 
peak here by way of complaining, but merely to ca|! 


Ther 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mz. President, I just want to say on this question 


That being reduce 


If you take the report of the engineer as to what can be profitab!y 


expended—I do not remember its detail, but knowing the place per- 
fectly well—you might appropriate all the money that is necessary | 
complete that breakwater, to make it long enough to protect that grow- 
ing town and increasing commerce, in any one year, because it is t! 

mere question of applying your force to extending a breakwater. || 
you appropriated $200,000 it is only the question of putting down more 
cribs and more stone to extend the breakwater. 
member what the engineers said could be profitably expended, but 
happen to know myself, as it is a mere question of cribs and stone, an 


As I say, Ido not 1 


with plenty of room, and plenty of timber, and plenty of stone, you 
can apply all the money at once. 

But this appropriation for that particular part of Lake Champlain i; 
cut down, and on the same principle, and it illustrates Chicago almost 


As Iremember, the revenues of Chi- 
cago are about $4,000,000, and they are about $1,000,000 in the dis- 
trict of Vermont. It makes a very fair comparison. 

I appeal to the Senator from Illinois, the bill containing for public 
works and things in the State of Illinois, and going to the benefit of 
Chicago and the commerce there as it is claimed by the Hennepin C:- 
nal and the other canal and the Illinois River, that if we are to go on 


and put everything in Illinois up, as the Illinois River has been put up 


to above what the House had it, notwithstanding this ratable reduc- 
tion, then we must go to every other locality in the country in orde: 
to make an equal average. 

Mr. LOGAN. I said I was not going to discuss the proposition, anc 
that I only asked for a vote; but to show how perfectly fair the Genato: 
from Vermont, the assistant chairman of this committee, is about mat- 
ters I will read what the estimate is in reference to Burlington, Vt 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Page 356. ents that there can be pr 
itably expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $50,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would make two cribs. 

Mr. LOGAN. The gentleman has had 50 per cent. allowed of tle 
amount estimated for by going to that committee perhaps. With 2» 
estimate for Chicago of $284,000 we have $75,000. The Senator has 
very nearly 50 t. left in the bill to-day for Burlington, Vt. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is reduced 25 per cent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know it is reduced 25 per cent., and the reduction 


is exactly what I complain of in this bill, that the reduction is not {1 
to different parts of the country which deserve ing to the est 
mates more money than is appropriated in the bill. Fifty thousand do!- 


lars is the estimate for Burlington and $284,000 for Chicago, and $18, ()\"’ 
is allowed to Burlington while $75,000 of the $284,000 is allowed ‘ 
Chicago. That is the difference; and that is exactly what I comp!a' 
of. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The appropriation for Chicago was substantia!| 
50 per cent., within $12,000 of 50 per cent. of the estimate of the en- 


Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will look at the estimate for t! 
amount that can be profitably expended this year—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is $225,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yours was $50,000 and you get $18,000, while we ge! 
$75,000, and the Senator complains because Burlington has not been |: 
fairly dealt with as Chicago. I know Burlington, Vt., is a very nice 
town. Ihave been there. I know it has very nice people and it 's 
much larger than Chicago; it has much more business, and is more 1”- 
portant and the people are more important, and men who understan‘ 
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these things represent them much better than Illinois is represented 
perhaps! They understand how to get things into bills, and then they 
understand very well how to get bills reduced after they have got all 
they want themselves, and how to drive committees to do these things. 
Against that I have naught to say except that my friend the Senator 
from Vermont on every occasion when I have said anything about Ili- 
nois seemed to have some kind of spite against the State. I do not 
know why; I can not tell; but no other propositions have been fought 
by the Senator from V ermont as the propositions coming from Illinois 
have been. There has not been one that he has not objected to, not 
one that he has not criticised, not one that he has not fought. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must take the time of the Sen- 
ate to have this little difference among friends out, and I will begin at 
the end of my friend’s observations. He says there is not a thing for 
Illinois that the Senator from Vermont has not fought. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no. I said not one of the propositious here, and 
I will state them. He fought the increase for the Illinois River; he 
fought the Hennepin Canal; he fights the increase for Chicago; he ob- 
jected to the increase for Calumet Harbor; and that is every one that 
has been mentioned on this floor by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I then only fought the things that were men- 
tioned and let those that were not mentioned go. The presumptionis 
then that those which were not mentioned had some merit, and that 
those which had not merit enough to go afone and had to be carried on 
the broad and strong shoulders of my friend from Illinois, with a chip 
on each shoulder, would naturally attract the attention of somebody 
and he would make some inquiry about them. That is where we come. 

Now when we come back to a comparison of Chicago with Burling- 
ton, I am bound to agree with my friend. Burlington is a town of 
more importance than Chicago, because my friend has said so. Inever 
knew it before, but I know that he is a man who always states every- 
thing with absolute deliberation. I will mention one little cireum- 
stance asa comparison between the two towns. We do have social 
order and the execution of the law at Burlington, Vt. They do not 
always have it—not because my friend would not have it—in Chicago. 
And I will mention another thing, which is entirely apart from any 
personal badinage between my friend andmyself. There has been put 
into this bill—against my vote and opinion, it is true, but put in, and 
I submit to it—a proposition which involves millions for the benefit of 
the commerce of Chicago and of Lake Michigan, as the friends of it 

claim. So the amount of public money to be expended in that quarter 
of the United States—and I do not care anything about State lines in 
these matters—is something enormous compared to any other part of 
the United States, with three or four exceptions which I will not waste 
the time of the Senate to state. 

Now, therefore, if the Senator from Llinois, after this reduction of 
25 per cent., having got the Illinois River—which this great canal is to 
give the go-by to entirely—put up, after this reduction, by a consider- 
able sum above the House bill, proposes to go on rating up everything 
= ag an to exist in the State of Illinois, I do not think it is right 

parts of the country—not speaking for Vermont, because 
the interest of Vermont is not at all different from the interest of the 
rest of the people of the United States anywhere in these matters—but 
if we are to putthis up, then let us go back and put up everything else 
and reject this whole amendment altogether. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam verysorry that the Senator has come to the con- 
clusion that I have a chip on each shoulder at different times. He cer- 
tainly has not. He never carrieschips on his shoulders, and if he did 
he would not find anybody who would want to knock them off. I cer- 
tainly should not. 

But I find there is a peculiarity always in the sincerity and justice of 
the Senator from Vermont. I do not know anything about Gordon’s 

,on Lake Champlain, in Vermont. I do not know what it is. 
I can not find it in the estimates. Probably it is there; I suppose the 
Senator can find it. 

I notice an item of $25,000 for extending a pier at Gordon’s Landing, 
in Vermont. That is reduced to $18,750. I notice in all matters in 
connection with Vermont that it has not been hurt very much, nor do 
I wish tohurtit. If the Senator wanted more I think he ought to have 
it if there was a necessity for it; but when persons are amply supplied 
with everything they desire themselves, when they get all they want 
themselves and then attack everything that belongs to other States, it 
is not the mode of proceeding that I think ought to be pur- 
sued by mankind generally outside or inside of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree with you entirely. 

Mr. LOGAN. And when the Senator says that Burlington is im- 
portant I agree with him; but when he leaves the path of argument, 
when he deviates from the logic of the case as presented, and when he 
goes outside that case and casts a slur at the city of Chicago because 
ba have had confusion there on account of strikes and anarchists, he 

I think than that courtesy which belongs from one Senator 

toa should warrant him in going. 
a to the Senator that the people of Chicago are just as good 
is, and just as law-abiding as he is, and certainly they 
ane at home as he is in this body. [Lanughter.] [ 
will say that fer them. Of course we have had our troubles there oc- 
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casionally. 
I am very sorry that we have them. Thereare other places, liowever, 
where there are bad men, not in Vermont, of course, but other places 
in the country where a less generous and kind people reside, less in- 
telligent and less patriotic than those who reside in the State of and 
are the constituents of the Senator from Vermont. 
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Ina population of nearly 700,000 we have some bad men. 





Why, sir, I might say more and say it truthfully, but I will not, for 


I do not desire to cast slurs upon the constituents of anybody. Itisa 
thing that I do not do. I do not engage in that kind of argument. 

No matt er how futile my arguments may be, no one 
ing slurs on the constituents of any other Senator f r the 
little proposition that might arise ina bill, and no great man ever di 


as found me cast- 
benefit of a 


lid it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I admit the force of that proposition, and we have 


found one great man in the Senate that does not do it. So we can drop 
that part of the subject. 


Now, I wish to tell my distingui = dfriend from Lllinois, for whom 


I alw ays have had the greatest admiration, which increases from day 
to day, that he is mis stake n in saying that anybody in the State of Ver- 
mont has got all the appropriations that that State ought to hav 


Mr. LOGAN. I did not say that. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There are two places on the east side of Lake 


Champlain, to both of which go railway lines, that have their harbors 
and their commerce, for which no appropriation is made in this bill at 
all. Former appropriations have been made, and they ought to be made 
now, but I did not want to load this bill up, and I thought those plac: 
might wait for another year before I should even say a word to th 
committee about them. So the Senator is unjust, or rather I shou id 
say incorrect—he does not mean to be unjust—in saying that Vermont 
has got all she wants in the sense in which he speaks of that 


Mr. LOGAN. I did not say that. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The REcorD willshow what the Senator said, and 


I will not enter into a dispute with him on this bill as to what he did 
say. The Recorpwillshow. So I think we may drop that out of the 
thing and go to the merits of this proposition. 


I must repeat, that if in respect of the harbor of Chicago it is to be 


thrown out of relation with the harbor of New York, and the mouth of 
the Mississippi River, and Norfolk, and Baltimore, and Boston, and all 
these other great harbors, then we might just as well begin at the be 

ginning and put everything up to its original status and go as much 
further as we can get anybody to go. That is just the short of it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on the amendment 


offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGANn] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. McMinian). 


The amendment to the amendment was rejecte sd. 


Mr. VEST. On page 53, line 1296, after the words ‘‘ Nebraska 


City,’’? I move to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and seventy-five thou isand”’ 
and insert ‘‘five hundred thousand ;’’ 
move to put back the sums appropriated in the bill reported from the 
Commerce Committee and the bill as it came from the House that 
were given to the Missouri, Ohio, and Mississippi Rivers. 


and I give notice that I shall 


I have understood throughout the whole of this discussion that all 


Senators from all sections of the Union agreed as to the national charac- 


ter of these rivers, the Mississippi and its great tributaries, the Ohio and 
the Missouri. The appropriation for the Missouri River was one-half 
the amount that was estimated for by the engineer. It came from the 
House at $500,000 from the mouth of the river to Sioux City, a distance 
of over fifteen hundred miles, and in which the States of Missouri, Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Minnesota are all interested. I now move 
that this appropriation of $500,000 be put back in the bill, and upon 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1296, after the words ‘‘ Nebraska City, 
it is moved to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and seventy-five’’ and insert 
**five hundred;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Contin 1ing improve- 
ment, including necessary repairs of works at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, 
Fort Leavenworth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Plattsmouth, Browns- 
ville, and Nebraska City, $500,000; to be expended ur ider the direction of the 
Secretary of War, in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the 


Missouri River Commission. 

The yeas and nays = re ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think if this amendment is adopted it will lead 
to the entire rejection of the amendment of the committee, because othe 
improvements in this bill will ask for the same increase. The amount 
appropriated to the Missouri River is $610,000. 

Mr. VEST. You mean the whole river. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The whole river. 

Mr. VEST. This only applies to part of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. From the mouth of the Missouri to Sioux City 
the bill as it eame from the House appropriated $500,000, and we re 
ported it to the Senate without a change, except inserting certain points 
at which expenditures of the money might be made. The appropria- 
tion contained in this amendment will be 33 per cent. of the estimate 
of what can be expended this year. 

While we all know that the Missouri River is a very important 
stream and contributes largely to the interests of commerce in the 
country, yet the interest of the stream will not suffer with the appro- 
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priation of the sum embraced in the bill. It will be expended at par- 
ticular points in the river until the repairs and constructions of certain 
portions of the river are all completed. When that is done then the 
general plan of the improvement of the river will be entered upon. 

I appeal to the Senator from Missouri to permit this amendment to 
pass as it has been offered by the committee in order to have this 
amount of expenditure, which is one-third of the estimate for this 
year, and the engineer has the discretion under this item of appropria- 
tion to spend this money at such places as in his discretion he deems 
best for the interests of the river. He is not limited in his expendi- 
tures to either of the points named here, nor to allof them; but he has 
as unlimited discretion so far as the expenditure of the money is con- 
cerned. 

I hope the Senator will not insist upon his amendment, in the inter- 
est of the welfare of the Missouri River and of the whole bill. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I want to say a very plain word 
about this amendment, because this is a practical illustration of how 
the thing operates. 

I have never—I do not leave it to my assertion, I leave it to my col- 
leagues in the Commerce Committee and my colleagues in the Senate 
—I have never asked or demanded, directly or indirectly, anything 
but what is fair and just in regard to the distribution of the money 
appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. KENNA. That is true as to others also. 


Mr. VEST. I admit it as to others, but I put this as a preliminary 
observation to what I shall say now. I am talking about facts, not 
methods. 


This bill came from the House with-an appropriation of $500,000 for 
the Missouri River. As a member of the Committee on Commerce I 
did not ask for an increase, though I might have secured it. Other 
members of the committee did ask increases and did increase this bill 
to the amount of $3,400,000—not all of it in their States, but much 
the larger portion of it. Under this reduction of 25 per cent., what is 
the result? Take certain States—and I do not mention them invid- 
iously—take the State of New York with an increase of $900,000 in 
round numbers in the Senate bill. Take off 25 per cent. and the State 
of New York is still ahead of the amount appropriated by the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to say that the amount 
asked for the improvement of New York Harbor by the engineers was 
two and a half millions. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about the engineers’ estimates. 

Mr. MILLER. The House gave $150,000 and we made it a million. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about estimates. The estimate for 
the Mississippi River was $7,000,000 outside of local improvements. 
Nearly $10,000,000 was asked by the commission in all. The House 
gave the Lower Mississippi $2,100,000, and now, under the operations 
of this reduction bill, the Mississippi River, with 25 per cent. off, gets 
$1,275,000. 

But I ask the Senator from New York this distinct question: How 
much did his State get under the House bill as it came to the Senate, 
and how much does it get now under the 25 per cent. reduction? Does 
he lose anything in his appropriations ? 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator knows how much New York got under 
the increase. I have statedit here repeatedly. It was between $900,- 
000 and a million dollars, but it happened that bill as it came to this 
body had given to some large improvements their fair share and their 
just share, so much so that the Senators representing that portion of 
the country did not feel at liberty to ask for a dollar of increase; but 
when the engineers asked for two and a half million dollars to be ex- 
pended in one year upon an improvement in New York and the bill 
contained $150,000, everybody admitted the justice of making it some- 
where near right by giving a million dollars, which was still less than 50 
per cent. of the estimate. 

Mr. VEST. No friend of the Mississippi River ever said anything 
else except that that appropriation was too small in the House bill; 
and all that prevented me from having the appropriation increased—I 
have said it over and over again—was the fact that I did not want to 
endanger the whole bill and ran the risk of losing the amount that 
was put in by the House. In other words I would rather have $2, 150,- 
000 for the Mississippi River than have nothing, not that I have ad- 
mitted for a single minute that that appropriation was sufficient. But 
the Senator does not answer my question. I say this reduction is in- 
equitable and unjust. It leaves his State with just as much as the bill 
gave it as it came from the House while it cuts off from the Mississippi 
River $800,000 and from the Missouri and Ohio $125,000 each. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Missouri answer this ques- 
tion? Does he believe that if the Senate Committee on Commerce had 
made up this bill originally, with the Senator from Missouri as a mem- 
ber of that committee, that committee could have been induced, or even 
that he would have asked it, to give a dollar more either to the Mis- 
souri or to the Mississippi,River than the bill contained as it came to 
this body from the House and as it came out of that committee to the 
Senate ? 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, the Senator has a very poor opin- 
ion of my influence and industry on thatcommittee if he thinks I could 
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not have increased it, and if as an original proposition I had not made 
it twice or three times as great as the amount mentioned in the House 
bill. 

Mr. KENNA. I should be glad if the Senator from Missouri would 
allow me to make a suggestion at this point? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator speaks of the House bill and the equi- 
ties of the present proposition as based upon the bill as sent to us from 
the House. What have we to do with the House bill? It is true that 
these appropriations originated there, and they have been amended 
here, but I want to remind the Senator from Missouri of two facts of 
which he seems to be absolutely oblivious. The first is, that this bill 
came to the Senate as revised and adjusted by the Commerce Commit- 
tee of the Senate; and the second is, that this proposition to reduce 25 
per cent. all along the line has been made after the Senate has adjusted 
this bill in every detail and in reference to every item, so that the 
Senator stands in regard to the Mississippi and the Missouri Rivers’ 
improvement precisely where every one of us stands in regard to im- 
provements in his locality. 

I am free to admit that if I could not go beyond the confines of my 
State I would be perfectly unwilling here to reduce the appropriation 
for the Great Kanawha River, but I hope to be able in dealing with 
this subject to réach all the appropriations and every commercial in- 
terest involved. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, I know that the Senator has ‘‘ no 
pent-up Utica.’’ West Virginia has never done anything on the river 
and harbor bill! It has been utterly neglected in the interest of other 
sections of this country ! 

Mr. KENNA. Whether that is true or not—— 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator seems to be utterly oblivious of the fact that 
the Mississippi River does not belong to the State I represent here at 
all; it belongs to the whole country, and there are States that have 
larger territory on its borders than my State can possibly have. It 
might as well be charged tothe State of Louisiana or Arkansas or Ten- 
nessee or Kentucky, all of which border upon that great stream. 

The Senator says we have nothing to do with the House bill. 
we have. 

The simple question now before the Senate is whether those of us 
who did not increase our appropriations in the Commerce Committee 
are now to suffer because this bill was loaded down by other Senators 
until it eame to the Senate in such a condition that we are compelled 
to apply a horizontal reduction to it. That is the whole question, and 
of that Icomplain. If I had ever supposed that this bill would have 
been loaded down to the extent it has until this Procrustean rule would 
have been applied to it by a reduction of 25 per cent., I would have 
seen that the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers should both have had an 
increase, so that they could have stood a reduction like other im prove- 
ments in the country. These other States that have got increases from 
the Commerce Committee get just as much as they would have got if 
we had adopted the House bill without a single amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have a table here which will show that the Senator 
rather understates than overstates it. New York gets $1,372,000 by 
the bill as reduced and only $875,000 by the bill as it came from the 
House; North Carolina $274,000 by the bill as reduced, while it only 
got $266,000 by the bill as it came from the House; Michigan gets 
$901,000 by the bill as reduced, while it got $918,000 by the bill as 
it came from the House; and Maryland gets $300,000 by the reduced 
bill in place of $232,500 as the bill came from the House. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to remind the Senator from Missouri 
that this is an appropriation for the Mississippi River which not only 
affects the States on the banks of that river and all its tributaries, but 
there are living on the Mississippi River and tributaries over fifteen 
million people who are interested in the appropriations for it. I am 
heartily in accord with the Senator from Missouri in regard to that 
river. 

Mr. VEST. No one can overstate the importance of the navigation 
of that river to the Western country and to the whole Union. 

But recurring to the salient point in this whole matter, if the appro- 
priations for these great rivers can be increased so that this 25 per cent. 
reduction will affect them as it does the other appropriations in this 
bill, I am willing to take my share of the reduction. As to the little 
improvements inside of my State, I am walling they should be cut 
down; but I do think it is unjust and unequal and inequitable in every 
sense of the word that those of us upon that committee who, in the in- 
terests of the whole bill and all the improvements in this country, did 
not increase our appropriations should now suffer this iron rule that 
they propose to apply to every appropriation in this measure. 

Mr. KENNA. I only want to say one word in response to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, and I desire to say that as concisely as I can. 

I utterly repudiate the ion that seems to bear on his mind 
that this is a distribution of money by States. I believe I ay speak- 
ing for the Commerce Committee as a whole when I say that the ques- 
tion of making a distribution of the amount appropriated for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors of this country by States never 
entered into the mind of any member of that committee. 

We are confronted here daily from one source and from another by 
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the suggestion that this State has so much in this bill, and that State 
has much in this bill, and some other State has so much in this bill. 
Sir, I deny that the lines of States have anything to do with this bill, 
either from a constitutional standpoint or from the standpoint of dis- 
tribution made by this committee. Our great water courses constitute 
asystem, and ourcommittee has endeavored to treat it so. The question 
of granting money or refusing to do itis one that is to turn on the gen- 
eral advantages to the country to be derived from this improvement 
proposed, not on the question whether accidentally a State line crosses 
a stream at one point or another. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENNA. I prefer not to yield. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not assert here that West Virginia has too 
much or too little in this bill. I am willing to say to the Senate that 
if there were one dollar in the bill which had been appropriated by 
virtue of the fact that by a system of distribution West Virginia should 
be entitled toso much, I should misrepresent my constituency if I did 
not stand here ready to relinquish it. 

It is true, as the Senator from Missouri says, that the Mississippi 
does not belong to any State; and yet this seems to be marvelously true 
in the same line that geography and proximity exercise powerful in- 
fluences with reference to certain ns. From the beginning of the 
Forty-fifth Congress to this day, I believe I speak with profound truth 
when I say that the Mississippi River has had no better friend than I 
have been. 

Without referring to another branch of Congress, I am within the 
limits of truth as I do know it when I say that I gave the casting vote 
for the proposition which appropriated the first million dollars that ever 
went to that improvement; and I am as ready, as willing, and as earnest 
as any man can be to advance the great interests of the navigation of 
that river and its tributaries and the general system which it involves. 

I am perfectly frank, however, when I state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri if he could eliminate the Mississippi River and add to it the Ohio 
and the Missouri, and say to him as he would possibly say to other. 
members of “Improve this stream and no other, abandon 
your _— harbors, abandon your other navigable waters,’’ I should be 
oue of the first to stay the hand of the Government and advance those 
great interests to the abandonment and prejudice of other water routes 
of this country. 

There is a stream that develops mines and tends to the usefulness of 
commerce and the interchange of commodities beneficial to civilization, 
ranning by a hundred square miles of the finest coal fields on this earth 
in my State; and notwithstanding the fact that you can not run a 2,000- 
ton steamer up and down that stream, it is of as great interest and im- 
portance to us as the Mississippi or any other great commercial highway 

in this country; and we shall insist now, as we have insisted heretofore, 
that a like appropriation, by a tribute levied from the common taxa- 
tion of the whole people, shall be expended in promotion of improve- 
ments likewise beneficial to the whole, by an equal and fair distribu- 
tion everywhere. 

That is all we ask for and we will be content with nothing less. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator to yield to an inquiry. 

Mr. KENNA. I have yielded the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know the Senator has. I did not want 
thatinformation. The information I wanted I think the Senator could 
give. He says ‘‘our committee.’’ I feel very much like the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] did when he wanted to bid farewell 
to a bill, about which I differed with him and voted contrary to what 
he thought was proper, I feel like giving thisa parting salute. I think 
that possibly ‘‘our committee” willcarry this bill. Ithink that ‘‘our 
committee ’’ has possibly done enough in considering the advantages that 
are to come from making the appropriations to different localities to 
secure votes enough to pass this bill. I believe that it is an animal 
called the beaver that can build dams with its tail, and there are streams 
in this bill not only in West Virginia but in other States that even the 
beaver would have a contempt for. 

Now I refer to the Senator’s suggestion to me by the use of this pro- 
noun ‘our’? that this committee hasdone something. I ask the Sen- 
ator respectfully through the Chair how to get this bill back to this 
committee? This bill was reported here originally from the commit- 
tee. It was discussed by the Senate and there was no way of getting 
the bill itself back to the committee except by a motion to recommit, 
and never was any motion made here to recommit this bill but it went 
back to “‘ our committee’”’ and came back here amended. 

How did you get it back into your committee or ‘‘ our committee? ’’ 
How did the Senator from Minnesota get it there so that he could come 
here and that this amendment comes from the Committee on Com- 
merce? Was there ever a motion made to recommit the bill? Did 
the Senator from West Virginia who represents ‘‘ our committee’’ ever 
& motion to recommit this bill? There never was such a mo- 

* When the committee themselves ascertained from the dis- 
of the bill that it could not bear the sunlight and not even the 
of this salubrious Chamber, they then brought in what they 
an amendment, and their amendment came on the principle ot 
bill and it is ‘‘our committee.’’ It is not “‘ our Senate.”’ 
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I want to call the attention of the Senator from West Virginia to the 
fact that he does not lose one penny by this bill that he could have de- 
fended if he had taken the floor on the original bill, and I want to say 
the same of the Senator from Minnnesota, and I want to say of the 
Senators on this floor who have advocated the passage of this bill from 
the beginning that they have not stricken out any clause in it which 
provides for the purchase of property of private corporations and it ap- 
pears here on a page three removes from that on which it appeared on 
the original bill. I forget the name of it, but I called attention to it 
on the first day of the discussion. So here is a river and harbor bill 
that proposes not toimprove rivers and harbors alone, but to buy prop- 
erty of rotten corporations, and this amendment does not change the 
principle of the original bill. It simply says that franchises shall be 
bought for less than the original bill said. Strike all these things out 
and then you will be ready to improve rivers and harbors. 

Mr. President, here is an improvement called ‘‘ Tallahatchie: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $2,625.’’ Can the Senator tel) me how the com- 
mittee reached the conclusion that the Senate ought to vote that sum 
of money? Can he tell the Senate how they come back here and say 
that $1,200 will make a harbor—not improve one, but make a harbor? 
Can he come back here and show me how where two-thirds of this bill 
appropriates from $1,000 to $2,000, and it asserts every time that it is 
for continuing the improvement of a harbor when there is no such har- 
bor as is named in the bill, and then ask Senators here to vote the ap- 
propriation ? 

I know that the State of Virginia is getting its share in the bill. I 
noticed to-day that Senators were prepared to grin a little when the 
Secretary read that the State of Virginia was getting this for the Pa- 
munky, and that for the Mattaponi, and soon. But, sir, we want it 
for the improvement of harbors and of navigable rivers, and we do not 
want it for any other purpose. The State of Virginia has been inca- 
pable so far as I know of sending a man here to ask for an appropriation 
in the river and harbor bill that is not to improve a harbor. If she 
has, it has yet to be developed. It may be so at the other end of the 
Capitol, but so far as I am able to testify, and I can speak for myself, 
it is not here. 

It is the same with this bill from the beginning to the last page of it. 
All these States are asking for contributions from the Federal Govern- 
ment, contributions not to improve rivers and harbors, but contribu- 
tions to return men to the House of Representatives or to the Senate. 
I look through this bill and I do not find achange in it from what we 
had in the original bill, except in the reduction of 25 per cent. of the 
appropriations. 

The Senator from Minnesota brought it back here as chairman of 
that committee after all that we had heard about deliberation in the 
committee-room upon the bill, and yet the whole of this day has been 
given up till within the last half-hour to amendments that he himself 
suggested. Where was that committee that brought back this amend- 
ment, and then after they had amended their own bill and stricken off 
25 per cent. we are still asked to just vote blindly and blindfolded, as 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] expressed his willingness to 
do, for the amendment of the Committee on Commerce to this bill? I 
want an explanation of that. When I vote blindfolded I shall vote 
against appropriations; I shall not vote for them unless I do it with my 
eyes open. 

I said in the start that I wanted to bid farewell to this bill; in other 
words, to say good-bye to it. It is going to pass, take it. It will go 
back to the House of Representatives, and it will come here again 
through a conference committee that will be composed of thesame men 
om either side who made up the bill, men who owe no responsibility, 
possibly, to the constituency who sent them into the one Chamber or 
the other; and we shall be asked, as we always are on such occasions, 
to acquiesce in the report of the conference committee when it comes 
back here. 

No Senator who is opposed to it will be appointed on the conference 
committee. There will be men on it representing different political 
views, but no man who is opposed to the bill itself, no man on the other 
side of this question will be upon it. It will come back here the same 
bill, the same thing that came back here the second time from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce appropriating money indiscriminately, and they 
will say then it is a question of privilege. 

I have been reminded that I have gone beyond the five-minute rule. 
I should like to say a few more words only. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to call up a conference report when the Sen- 
ater is through. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Another conference report, not on an ap- 
propriation bill. That was the very matter I was discussing, that as 
soon as a conference report comes in we have nothing to do but to ac- 
quiesce and just adopt it. That is what they want with this bill in 
both ends of the Capitol—to get it out of here, to get it away from the 
Representatives, to get it away even from ‘‘our committee,’’ to get it 
into the hands of a conference committee, to get it where a supposed 
President of the United States from Pennsylvania can assert that it is 
proper on the one side or a second President of the United States from 
somewhere else can assert thatit is proper on the other side, the latter 
being from Iowa, and then we are asked to acquiesce in the results of 
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the conference, and then we appropriate for rivers, little miserable 
places, to which it is proposed to give this money to the deprivation of 
the rights of the people who live on the harbors and on the rivers where 
alone commerce can be improved. 

Mr. President, I know I have gone beyond the five-minute rule; I 
know that most of the Senators have done it; I know that I have trans- 
gressed it half a dozen times; I know that it is due to you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I should say that you have indulged me more than once, 
but you have done no more to me than to other Senators. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the amendment of Mr. 
VEST. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Coiquitt]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MorRILu’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. MORRILL] is absent ill. He is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were present, my colleague 
would vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRr1L.]; but as his colleague says 
he would vote ‘‘nay’’ if present, I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], who has been called away from the city because 
of a death in his family. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] on this question and on all 
questions to-day. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 





Iam paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—20. 
Beck, Eustis, seann, Pugh, 
Berry, George, Maxe Van Wyck, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Vest, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, Piumb, Walthall. 

NAYS—30, 
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair, Gorman, Kenna, Spooner, 
Conger, Gray, McMillan, Stanford, 
Cullom, Hale, Mahone, Teller 
Dawes, Harrison, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Dolph, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Ransom, 
Evarts, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—26. 

Aldrich, Chace, Manderson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, eaeng of Pa., Sawyer, 
Bowen, Fair, Morgan —, 
Brown, Hearst, Morell.” 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Wilson of Md, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Cameron, McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARE, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 758) granting a i 

A bill (Hl. R. 944) for the relief of 

A bill (H. R. om for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; 

A bill (H. R. 1205 to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 


to Harper; 


Alexander 
Jane Conrad; 


the mainland; 

A bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 

A bill i R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sam 

A bill R. 4374) to increap the pension of Samuel Frost; 

A bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague; 

A bill (H. Se en ae 

A bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional light- 
house districts; 


A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to 
Pensacola, Fla. ; 


A bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the 
pension-roll ; 
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A bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Vorhes; 

A bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; 

A bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett; 

A bill (H. R. rr granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; anc 

A bill (H. R. 9438 cee me for the completion of | 
public building at Greensborough, N 


ee eel 


NATIONAL CEMETERY 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call up the conference report in refe: 
to Knoxville Cemetery just received from the House. It will take 
a moment. I present the report on the part of the conferees ot 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the + 
ate a report of the committee of conference just received from the I i 
of Representatives. ? 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous: 
the bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road tothe national cemetery at Knox, 
Tenn., after a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the s+ 
No. 1, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment No. 2. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
Mana on on the part of the Sen 
* ANDERSON, 
HoUuK 
ident on ine part of the Hous 


AT KNOXVILLE. 


The report was concurred in. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to who 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and 
others, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2859) to incorporate 
= Great Falls Railway Company; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 
r. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2860) to cancel certain reservat 
of lands, on account of live-oak, in the southwestern land district 0! ' 
the State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referre: & 
to the Committee on Public Lands. A 
Mr. BROWN. I introduce, by request, a bill to perfect the military 
record of James T. Hughes, together with the petition of Mrs. Hughes 
the mother of the deceased, whose record is to be perfected by the bi!! e 
The bill (S. 2861) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes E 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2862) to provide for the entry o/ 
a certain tract of land for town-site p ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask permission to place before the Senate the : 
port of the conference committee on the legislative appropriation }i!! 
The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Iowa presents « 
conference report, which will be read. 
ALLISO 


Mr. IN. ‘The report is a disagreement. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of eeaen ae Comuense on the Seine. votes of the two Houscs on 
cortale Gneaeaee ~_ nek ay to the (H. R. are, eos ing appropria- 
tions for ie legislative, execu expenses o overnment for 
the fiscal to Bsi, and for other purposes,” having met, after 





full and ten aeniaeian have been unable to agree. 
W. B. ALLISON 
H, L. DAWES, 
F, M. COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of the Seni! 
Ww. 8. eee 
GEO. ©. CABELL, 
J. G. ON, 
Masiceiaen Gated of the "House 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist on its 
amendments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves th. 
the Senate still further insist on its amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are these the same amendments on which we !a/ 
a debate about fifteen minutes ago ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I has been an extencndinesily rapid determinsti on 
Seen egraye disagreement again, it seems to me, What is the 
condition 

Mr. ALLISON, The condition is a disagreement. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has there been a full and freeconference since tha‘ 


time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very full, and quite free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Genater from Lows moves that 
the Senate further insist. 


The motion was agréed to. 
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MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of ntatives to the bill (S. 2113) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Sarah Young having met, after full and free conference have 
a to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word 
“twelve” insert the word “twenty;” and the House agree to thesame. 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

JAMES F. WILSON, 

W. C. WHITTHORNE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. A. SWOPE, 
E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be explained. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senate passed a bill granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sarah Young at the rate of $25. The House amended the bill 
by reducing the rate to $12. The Senate disagreed and asked for a con- 
ference which was granted, and the conferees have agreed upon $20 as 
the rate. 

The report was concurred in. 


THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7480) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Tne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN]. 

Mr. KENNA. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of the 
first section. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
West Virginia will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to insert, as a new section, the 
following : 

If, in the judement of the Secretary of War, the public interests will be sub- 
served b: the withholding of the amount appropriated for any improvement 
provided for in this act for the current year he may do so in his discretion, and 
shall report such fact, and the reasons therefor, to the nextsession of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘Secretary of War’’ and inserting ‘‘ President of the United 
States.’ 

Mr. KENNA. I have no objection to that modification. I inserted 
‘Secretary of War’’ simply because the early part of the bill directs 
the expenditures to be under the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but this question of withholding is a 
much more important one. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no objection to the modification. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to Jay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion until 
I explain it in a minute. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. KENNA. It is the opinion as developed here of, I think, quite 
a majority of the Senate that under the discretion of the executive de- 

t that might be done which can be done under this amend- 
ment. I should like to leave it beyond any controversy, and for that 
reason offer the amendment. 

It will be observed that the amendment does not vest the executive 
department with discretion to suspend these appropriations or the pros- 
ecution of any particular work indefinitely. It does allow it for the 
current year; but even if the msion is made for the current year, 
the fact of the suspension or withholding and the reasons therefor are 
to be to the next session of Congress in December. 

That is all I meant. by offering the amendment, and I hope it will be 
the pleasure of the Senate and the friends of the bill to adopt it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. BECK. Let it be read again. 
here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. That means that the President is to be substituted for 
the of the United States, to do as he likes. 

Mr. CE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the amendment lie on the table; that is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate, and es- 
pecially of the chairman of the committee, to page 48, from line 1152 
to line 1158, the appropriation for dredging and continuing the work 
on the Calumet River. There were $40,000 appropriated, and $15,000 
of the $40,000 was to be expended between the Forks, one-half mile 
east of Ind., and $7,500 of which was to be in dredging the 
Tiver between the Forks and the State line of Illinois and Indiana, and 
$7,500 on the river at Hammond, Ind. On motion of the Senator from 


The amendmentof the Senator from 


We heard it very indistinctly 
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Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] the $15,000 was divided, making $7,500 to 
be applied in dredging opposite Hammond and the balance on the op- 
posite side of the river between the Forks, &c. The reduction of 25 
per cent. has been taken from the $40,000, leaving it $30,000 without 
any change in the $7,500 for the dredging at either of these places. | 
should like to know what the object of that is. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Indianacalled my attention to 
the fact that perhaps there might be some injustice done to the Senator 
from Illinois or some misunderstanding between himself and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. He did not ask for a reduction in these items, and 
on conference with the Senator from Indiana I suggested to him that the 
change should be made, and he called the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois who now has the floor to the fact and told him that he would 
ask me to make the change. The attention of the Senator from Ili 
nois was called to it by the Senator from Indiana after a conference be- 
tween myself and the Senator from Indiana in which I suggested that 
I would make that change, and I had risen to make it when the Sen- 
ator from Illinois insisted upon taking the floor 

Mr. LOGAN. I know of no conference between you and the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and never heard of it. The Senator from 
called my attention to the fact. 

Mr. HARRISON. I called the attention both of the Senator from 
Minnesota and the Senator from Illinois, because this had been a mat- 
ter of discussion and somewhat of agreement, and [ felt that it wa: 
unfair, my attention having been called to it by the Senator from Ili 
nois, that I should let it stand in that way. The Senator from Minn 
sota agreed to make the modification. 

Mr. LOGAN. I knew nothing about that fact. We 
the Senator from Indiana about it, and I once made a 
for the purpose of making the suggestion to the Senate. 
ing about the conference between the two Senators. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1152 let ‘*$15,000°’ be made 

Mr. LOGAN. Why make it $11,250? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is a reduction of 25 per cent 

Mr. LOGAN. But I want to make it $10,000 and add $5,000 to the 
$30,000 for continuing the improvement of Calumet River, so as to 
have $5,000 for dredging at each place. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 1154 change the ‘ 
and in line 1157 change ‘‘$7,500’’ to ‘‘$5,625.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That puts it on the pro rata. 

Mr. LOGAN. How is that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It makes it conform to the proportion 

Mr. LOGAN. I know it reduces it that percentage, but it makes the 
appropriation for the dredging there larger than the appropriation {01 
the whole river. That leaves $11,500 to be used in two certain places 
when there will be only $19,000 left for the whole river. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is all for the whole river. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know it is all for the whole river, but this is con- 
fined now on the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana to these two 
spots. The whole appropriation is only $30,000, and I suggest, if $20,- 
000 is sufficient for the remainder of the work, that $10,000 be used for 
dredging. As the chairman proposes it, $11,500 would be used at these 
two places, leaving less than $19,000 for the rest of the river. I donot 
think that is fair. I suggest that the appropriation be $5,000 at each 
of the two places, and that the $10,000 be taken from the $30,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to make it read: 


Indiana 


talked 
memorandum 
I knew noth 


with 


$11,250." 


$7,500" to * 


$5,625, 


Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $39,000; of which 
$11,250 are to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Hammond 
Ind. ; $5,625 of which are to be used in dredging the river between the Forks and 
the State line of Illinois and Indiana; and $5,625 on the river at Hammond, Ind 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to amend that by making it $5,000 to be used 
opposite Hammond and $5,000 at the other spot. e 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not insist 
upon that. This is the exact state of the case: The Senate increased 
the amount of the total appropriation $5,000 and it increased the amount 
to be used between certain points from $10,000 to $15,000. Now the 
understanding upon which this amendment was reported was a uni- 
form reduction of 25 per cent. on the aggregate and on each item to 
which it applied. That is exactly what I suggested to the Senator 
from Illinois, exactly what the Senator from Minnesota has proposed. 
It leaves it just as the Senate committee reported it, reducing the ag 
gregate one-fourth to each item, as the Senate committee apportioned 
it. .It is the same principle precisely that has been applied to every 
item in this bill from first to last. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill not contend a moment about it, for it is no use. 
I know something about this work myself, though I find other people 
who are on the committee knew more about it than I do although I 
live there. 


The 25 per cent. reduction is on the $40,000 as it stood before and 
not on the $15,000. Forty thousand dollars was the aggregate appro- 
priation and the reduction has been made on that. If the reduction 
is made on both the $40,000 and the $15,000 it is more than 25 per 


cent. in the aggregate. I think any person could make that calculation 
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very rapidly. However, I shall not contend aboutit. Let the amend- 
ment be adopted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. On page 58, line 1401, I move to strike out ‘‘ one mill- 
ion six hundred and eighty-seven thousand five hundred’’ and insert 
‘*two million two hundred and fifty thousand.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 58, line 1401, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘one million six hundred and eighty-seven thousand five hundred ”’ 
and insert ‘‘two million two hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to 
read: 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $2,250,000 ; which sum shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, 
specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. VEST. This is the last time I shall trouble the Senate on this 
bill. The Mississippi River Commission asked for continuing the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River from Cairo, Ill., to the head of the 
passes, including the improvement of the Red River at and below the 
head of the Atchafalaya, $7,000,000. For local improvements at Co- 
lumbus, Ky., Hickman, Ky., Memphis, Tenn., Greenville, Miss., 
Vicksburg, Miss., Natchez, Miss,, New Orleans, La., in addition to the 
foregoing, $2,014,600; making, $9,014,600. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is so much noise in the Chamber that I can 
not hear the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Itis no fault ofmine. I am speaking as loud asI can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease conversa- 
tion and resume their seats. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Vermont desires I will again read 
what the Mississippi River Commission asks for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River from Cairo to the head of the passes: 

For continuing the improvement..............sccccesssresssevccs toosesesocsrsvescovecsee $7, 000, 000 


For improvements in addition to the foregoing at Columbus, Hick- 
man, Memphis, Greenville, Vicksburg, Natchez, and New Orleans... 2,014,600 





Making the estimate in the aggregate for the general improve- 
ment and the local improvement................. sovenesigumnnstdiocpigie eee . 9,014,600 


The bill as it stands gives to the same reach of the river from Cairo 
to head of the passes $1,687,500. I propose to put back in the bill the 
amount the Committee on Commerce of the Senate reported, and which 
was the amount put in by the House of Representatives, $2,250,000; and 
on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to lay this amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[ Mr. SABIN] is paired with theSenator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs]. 
If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE]}. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I believe my pair 
has been announced with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 
If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishould vote “‘ nay ’’ if I were not paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was requested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] to announce his pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. CoLquitt] is paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

At this point Mr. PLUMB appeared and voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall have to withdraw my vote, and announce my 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I with 
draw my vote. 

The result was anncunced—yeas 29, nays 19; ‘as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Blair, Frye, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Brown, Gorman, Mahone, Stanford, 
Conger, Gray, Miller, Teller, 
Cullom, Harrison, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Hoar, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 

NAYS—19. 
Beck, George, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh 
Berry, Gibson, Logan, Van Wyck, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall, 
Eustis, Hearst, Payne, 
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ABSENT—28. 
Aldrich, Chace, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Cockrell, Manderson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Bowen, Fair, Morgan, Sewell, 
Butler, Hale, Morrill, Vance, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Whitthorne. 


So the motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on the table 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, Mv- 
MILLAN], from the Committee on Commerce, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. Were he present, he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CHAGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitT], and my colleague [Mr. Ar- 
DRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). J am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL1]; but Iam informed by his 
colleague that he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ Ishall therefore vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
WHITTHORNE]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], who is absent on account of sick- 
ness. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
now with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILv], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. If the Senator from Vermont were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay’’ and, as I understand, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I refrain from voting simply because yes- 
terday I offered an amendment to this amendment striking out all 
alter the enacting clause and inserting—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not ‘in order to interrupt the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. On account of the fact—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call can not be interrupted. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Gorman, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blair, Gray, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Conger, Hale, Mahone, Stanford, 
Cullom, Harrison, Miller, Teller, 
Dawes, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Evarts, Ingalls, ° Ransom, 
NAYS—18. 
Berry, Eustis, Hearst, Van Wyck, 
Call, George, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall. 
Coke, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Dolph, Harris, Pugh, 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Chace, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Bowen, air, Morrill, Sewell, 
Brown, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance, 
Butler, n, Pike, Voorhees, 
den, McPherson, Plumb, Whitthorno. 
Cameron, Manderson, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations has leave to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate, and I have been engaged in commit- 
tee. When the vote was taken on the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] to lay on the table the amendment of my 
colleague [Mr. Vest], if I had been present I should have voted *‘ nay ”’ 
upon that motion, as I was in favor of the amendment. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. PLATT. On the passage of the bill let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

oa yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the absent Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]; but assured as 
I am that he would vote for this bill were he present, I shall exercise 
my right, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLumB). The Senator from Pennsylvania, if pres- 
ent, would vote “‘yea”’ and the Senator from Kansas would vote 
“s na 2? 

Me. CHACE (when his name was called). If I were not paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt], I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ on 
this bill. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] would also vote ‘‘ yea’? if he 
were not paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’sname was called). I announce 
again that my colleague [Mr. PALMER] is absent on account of sick- 
ness. He ispaired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILv}, but I understand he would 
vote ‘nay’? if he were here. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], who would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
SAWYER] is unavoidably absent. He would vote ‘‘ yea” if he were 
present and not paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WuIt- 
THORNE}. 

Mr. RANSOM (when the name of Mr. VANCE was called). 
colleague ie VANCE} is generally paired with the Senator from 
Michigan Mr. PALMER], but if he were here my colleague would 
vote ‘ yea.”? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], but learning from his colleague that if he were pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ I therefore vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr.BROWN. My colleague [Mr. CoLquirr] is paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAce]. As I under- 
stand their positions, if my colleague were present he would vote 
“nay ’’ and the Senator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. KENNA. With the concurrence of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. SAULSBURY ], I will transfer the pair between the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] and myself, so as to allow the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] to vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 14; as follows: 


My 


YEAS—42. 
Allison, Conger, Hoar, Pugh, P 
Beek, Cullom, Ingalls, Ransom, 
eer Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
B burn, Eustis, Jonesof Nevada, §& er, 
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, George, MeMillan, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Gibson, Mahone, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Walthall, 
Camden, Cray, Miller, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Ham D, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Coke, Harrison, Payne, 
NAYS—l4, 

Dawes, Harris, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Saulsbury, Wilson of Lowa. 
Frye, Hearst, Teller, 
Hale, Platt, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—20. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Plumb, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Sabin, 
Cameron, Logan, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Chace, McPherson, Palmer, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Manderson, Pike, Vance. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me to 
move that the Senate insist on its amendment to this bill and ask for a 
conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the House will probably agree to it. 

Mr. HALE. That is part of the business that we have just been 
a If the Senator chooses to make that motion now I shall not 

ject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendment to the river and harbor bill 
and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yicld to me to 

submit a conference report. 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7627) “‘ providing for the construc. 
use supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts," having 
and free co have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
2, and agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In section 2 
strike out all of line 3 and the first three words inline 4; after the words “ New 
York,” in line 5, insert ‘the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $40,000 ;"’ 
in line 7, after the word “of.” strike out “forty” and insert “three ;” and at the 
end of the section add “and also toplace and maintain at or near the southeast 
end of Hog Island Shoal, Naragansett Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently 
withdrawn from Eel Grass Shoal ;”’ so that the section will read: 

‘That the Light-House Board is authorized and required to establish and main- 
tain light-ships at the following places: one at or near the south end of Ram Isl- 
and Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, Long Island, New York, the costof which shall 
not exceed the sum of $40,000: one, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum 
of $3,000, to be stationed off Grosse’s Point, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan; and 
also to place and maintain at or near the southeast end of Hog Island Shoal, Nar- 
ragansett Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently withdrawn from Ee! Grass 
Shoal.” 

And the Ser 


} 


tate agrec to the 


ean 


a 
A 


J. R. McMILLAN 

N. DOLPH, 

P. GORMAN, 
3 on the part of the Senate. 


MARTIN L. CLADY, 


fr. FE. TARSNEY, 
Ww. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I Should like that to be explained. It is impos- 
sible from hearing the report to understand what the points of differ- 
ence were and what the effect of the agreement is. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The Senate passed several separate bills to pro- 
vide for light-ships, and they amended a House bill providing for one by 
inserting additional ones which had been passed by the Senate in these 
separate bills. The House conferees agree to the Senate bills incor- 
porated as an amendment on this bill reducing the amount of one of 
the appropriations where the Light-House Board thought it was not 
necessary that it should be more than $3,000, reducing it from an 
amount not exceeding $40,000, and the Light-House Board say that the 
$3,000 will be sufficient. The House assented to all of the propositions 
of the Senate otherwise. 

The report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by theirtitles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor: 

A bill (H. R. 5310) to protect mechanics, laborers, and servants in 
their wages; 

A bill (H. R. 5541) to prevent the employment of convict labor and 
alien Jabor upon public buildings and other public works, and convict 
labor in the preparation or manufacture of materials for public buiid- 
ings or other public works, and to regulate the manner of letting con- 
tracts therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to. 
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com- 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of 
Wisconsin was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

NAVAI 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill read now ? 

Mr. HALE. I propose to go on with the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us finish it to-night. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading be dispensed with and 
that the bill be considered with the committee amendments and the 
amendments acted on as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be pursued and the amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will be acted on as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee of Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘ Pay of the Navy,”’ in line 18, after the words ‘‘in all,’ 
strike out— 


Does the Senator from Maine wish 


to 


Six million three hundred and twelve thousand seven hundred and seven 
dollars and twenty-six cents; besides which the sum of $576,330 of the surplus 
on hand to the credit of ** Pay of the Navy” ishereby reappropriated and made 
available — 


And in lien thereof to insert: 


Six million eight hundred and eight y-nine thousand and eighty-sev« 
and twenty-six cents— 


1 dollars 
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So as to make the clause read: 


For the pay of officers on sea-duty ; officers on shore and other duty; officers 
on waiting orders; officers on the retired-list; Admiral’s and Vice-Admiral's 
secretaries; clerks to commandants of yards and stations ; clerks to paymasters 
at yards and stations; inspections ; receiving-ships and other vessels; extra pay 
to men re-enlisting under honorable discharge; pay of petty officers, seamen, 
landsmen, and boys, including men in the e eers’ force, and for the Coast 
Survey Service and Fish Commission, seven thousand five hundred men and 
seven hundred and fifty boys, at the pay prescribed by law, in all, §6,889,087.26. 

Mr. HALE. That should be $7,129,087.26. 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘ Pay, Miscellaneous,’’ in line 34, after the word ‘‘ cadets,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and for the payment of any such officers as may be in 
service, either upon the activeor retired list, during the year ending June 
30, 1887, in excess of the numbers of each class provided for in this act, 
and for any increase of pay arising from different duty, as the needs of 
the service may require;’’ and in line 57, after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘two hundred and twenty-five thousand’’ and insert ‘‘one 
hundred and ninety-one thousand one hundred;’’ so as to read: 

Pay, miscellaneous: 

For commission and interest; trans: tion of funds; oes mileage to 
officers while traveling under orders in the United States, and for actual per- 
sonal expenses of officers while traveling abroad under orders, and for traveling 
-expenses of apothecaries, yeomen, and civilian employés, and for actual and 
necessary traveling expenses of naval cadets while proceeding from their homes 
to the Naval Academy for examination and appointmentas cadets; for rent and 
furniture of buildings and offices not in navy-yards; expenses of courts-martial 
and courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, examining boards, with clerks’ 
and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses and costs; stationery and record- 
ing; expenses of purchasing-paymasters’ offices of the various cities, includin 
clerks, furniture, fuel, stationery, and incidental exvenses; newspapers an 
advertising; foreign postage; telegraphing, foreign and domestic; ee 
copying; care of library; mail and express wagons, ferriage, tolls, and livery 
and express feces; costs of suits; commissions, warrants, diplomas, and dis- 
charges; relief of vessels in distress ; canal tolls and pilotage; recovery of valu- 
ables from shipwrecks; quarantine expenses; care and transportation of the 
dead; reports, professional investigation, cost of special instruction at home or 


abroad, including maintenance of students, and information from abroad, and 
the collection and classification thereof, $191,100, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if some com- 
plaint was not made about the change in lines 57 and 58? 

Mr. HALE. It may be that the amount is rather small. 

Mr. BECK. It can perhaps be arranged afterward. 

Mr. HALE. It can be arranged. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “‘ Bureauof Nav- 
igation,’’ in line 101, toreduce the appropriation for ‘‘ foreign and local 
pilotage and towage of ships of war; services and materials in correct- 
ing compasses on board ships, and for adjusting and testing compasses 
on shore; nautical and astronomical instruments, nautical books, a 
charts, and sailing directions, and repairs of nautical instruments for 
ships of war; books for libraries of ships of war; naval signals and 
apparatus,’’ &c., from $87,500 to $83,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 106, after the word ‘‘ coast,” to 
strike out ‘‘ and for publishing charts of the coast from San Francisco 
to Panama, ten,’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to read: 

For preparing and engraving on copper plates the surveys of the Mexican 
coast, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 119, to strike out ‘‘ eighteen hun- 
dred and seventy-four and;’’ so as to read: 

For the completion and other expenses connected with the reduction of the 
observations of the transit of Venus, in 1882, to be expended under the direction 
of the Transit of Venus Commission; Provided, That said commission shall de- 
liver all the instruments and other public property in its possession into the 


custody of the Secretary of the Navy, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 127, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘whatever;’’ and in line 128, before the words “‘in pay- 
ment,’’ to insert “‘used;’’ so as to read: 

For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations,including master of 


tugs, storekeepers, clerks, writers, and all clerical work, $9,000; and no other 
fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such services. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Bureau of Ordnance,”’ 
in line 131, before the word “‘ preserving,”’ to strike out “* 
producing, and;’’ after the word “‘preserving’’ to insert “‘and - 
ling;’’ and in line 136, after the words ‘‘one hundred and,” to strike 
out ‘twenty-seven thousand five’’ and insert ‘‘ nine thousand three;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For preserving and handling ordnance material; for the armament of ships; 
for fuel, tools, material, and labor to be used in the eral work of the Ord- 


nance Department; for furniture at magazines, at ordnance dock, New 
York, and at the naval ordnance battery and proving-ground, $109,300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


I move to so amend 


The next amendment was in line 145, after the word “‘ Bureau,’ 
strike out ‘‘and so forth;’’ so as to read : 

For miscellaneous items, namely: Freight to foreign and home station, 
advertising and auctioneers’ fees, cartage and express repairs to { 
engines, gas and water pipes, gas and water tax at magazines, toll, ferriag 
foreign postage, and telegrams to and from the Bureau, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 154, after the word “‘ wharves,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘and so forth;’’ so as to read: 

For the torpedo corps, namely: For labor; material; freight and ex, 
charges; general care of and repairs to grounds, buildings, wharves, boat. 
struction; instruments, tools, furniture, experiments, and general torpedo o 
fits, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 157, after the word “ ferry-launc),’ 
to strike out ‘‘ setting boilers’’ and insert ‘‘including machinery, in 
place of that now in use;’’ and in line 159, before the word ‘‘ dollars, 
to strike out ‘‘ five hundred; ’’ so as to read: 


For new ferry-launch, including machinery, in place of that now in use 
ing fuse-room and coal-shed, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 159, to insert: 

Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin: To complete the armament of th 
three steam-cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and the dispatch-boa: 
Dolphin, $91,137. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Equip- 
ment and Recruiting,’’ in line 175, to reduce the appropriation ‘‘ fo: 
equipment of vessels ’’ from $790,000 to $782,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in line 186, before the word “‘ postage,’ to 
insert *‘ foreign; ’’ so as to read: 

For contingent expense, equipments and recruiting: For extra expenses of 
training-ships, freight and transportation of equipment stores, printing, advc:- 
tising, telegraphing, books and models, foreign postage, ferriage, ice, appre) 
sion of deserters and stragwlers, continuous-service certificates, good conduct 
badges, and libraries for en! men, school-books for training-ships, mea! 
for boys, and emergencies arising under cognizance of the Bureau of Equipment 
and Recruiting unforeseen and impossible to classify, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Yards ani 
Docks,’’ in line 206, after the word ‘‘service,’’ to insert ‘‘sent to fo: 
eign *countries;’’ in line 212, after the words ‘‘ quarters at,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Philadelphia’’ and insert ‘‘ League Island;” in line 213, after the 
words ‘* League Island,’ to strike out ‘‘ rent of eight officers’ quarters 
at Washington ;’’ and in line 216, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ ninety ’’ and insert *‘fifty-two;’’ so as to make the claus 
read: 

For general maintenance of yards and docks, namely: For freight and tran- 
portation of materialsand stores; books, maps, models, and drawings; purclias 
and repair of fire-engines; machinery; repairs on steam fire-engines, and a'\- 
tendance on the same; purchase and maintenance of oxen and horses, and di 
ing-teams; carts and timber-wheels, and all vehicles for use in the navy-yar:|- 
and tools and repairs of the same; postage on letters and other mailable matt«: 
on public service sent to fore countries, and telegrams; furniture for Gov- 
ernment houses and offices in the navy-yards; coal and other fuel; candles, o/!, 
and gas; cleaning and clearing up yards and care of public buildings ; attend- 
ance on fires, lights, fire-engines, and apparatus; for incidental labor at navy- 
yards; water-tax,and for tolls and ferriage; rent of four officers’ quarters 

eague Island; pay of watchmen in the navy-yards; and for awnings and pa: k 
ing-boxes, and advertising for yards and docks purposes, $152,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 225, to insert the following hea: 
line: 

NAVAL ASYLUM. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head sf ‘‘ Naval Asylum,” 
line 245, after the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ereeting brick buili- 
ing in rear of main building for kitchen, laundry, and servants’ qu: 
ters, $10,000; in line 249, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘'re- 
moving boilers and tubs to new building, and plumbing, $100 
kitchen range for new building, $800; ’’ and in line 253, after the words 
‘*in all,”’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-four thousand two hundred ”’ and in 
sert ‘‘sixty-three thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
ard, $430; matron,$000; chief cook, $240; two aasiaant cooks, $900; chicl ia 
dress, $192; six laundresses, at $168 each ; four serubbers, at $168 each ; cig || 
waiters, at $168 each ; six laborers, at $240 each; stable-keeper and driver, *» 
master-at-arms, $480; two house corporals, at $300 each ; barber, $360; carpen': 
ois water-rent and gas, $1,800; cemetery, burial expenses, and head-sto: 

; im t of grounds, $500 ; repairs to buildings, furnaces, grates. \ 
ran. urniture, and repairs to furniture, $4,500; fitting up bath-rooms '| 
twelve tubs fpr use of beneficiaries, $300; and for support of beneficiaries, $+). 
—- which sum shall be paid out of the income from the naval | 

on 
* The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Bureau of Medics: 
and Surgery,’’ in the clause making jations ‘“‘ for contingent ¢x- 
penses,’’ in line 276, after the words “‘naval di »”” to insert 

: i ;’? in line 279, after the words “‘na ,” toin- 
sert ‘‘Washington;” in line 282, beforethe word ‘‘contingent,’’ to 1" 
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sert ‘absolutely mecessary;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ex- 
penses,”’ to strike out ‘‘ impossible to classify; ’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Forcontingent expenses: For freight or expressage on medical stores, toll, fer- 
riages; transportation of insane persons; advertising ; telegraphing; rent of tel- 
ephones; purchase of books; postage, and purchase of stamps for foreign service ; 
expenses attending the medical board of examiners; rent of rooms for naval dis- 
pensary and museum of hygiene ; hygienic and sanitary investigation and illus- 
tration; sanitary and hygienic instruction; purchase and repairs of wagons and 
harness; purchase and feed of horses and cows; trees, plants, garden-tools, and 
seeds; furniture and incidental articles for museum of hygiene, naval dispen- 
sary, Washington, naval laboratory, sick-quartersat Naval Academy, and dispen- 
saries at navy-yards; washing for medical department at museum of hygiene, 
naval dispensary, Washington, naval laboratory, sick-quarters at Naval Acad- 
emy, dispensaries at navy-yards, and for receiving-ships and rendezvous, and 
all other absolutely necessary contingent expenses, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing,’’ in line 294, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike 
out “‘eighty-one’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-two;’’ and in line 295, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out— 


Of which the sum of $250,000 shall be paid from the clothing fund and $75,000 
from the small-stores fund on hand to the credit of the Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing, and the remainder, to wit, $756,000, is hereby appropriated from 
the Treasury of the United States. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For provisions for the seamen and marines; commuted rations for officers, 
naval cadets, seamen, and marines; commuted rations stopped on account of 
sick in hospital and credited to the hospital fund; water for drinking and cook- 
ing pu on board ships; and for labor and expenses of inspections; in all, 
$1,052,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
contingent expenses of Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, in line 306, 
after the word “‘ferriages,’’ to strike out ‘‘ car-tickets;’’ and in line 307, 
after the words “‘ice and,’’ to strike out ‘‘otler expenses not enumer- 
ated’ and insert ‘‘incidental expenses absoluiely necessary ;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: ; 


For contingent expenses: For freight on shipments, candles, fuel, books and 
blanks, stationery, advertising, furniture for inspections and pay offices in the 
nayvy-yards, expenses of naval-clothing factory, foreign postage, telegrams, ex- 
press charges, tolls,.ferriages, yeomen’s stores, iron safes, newspapers, ice, and 
incidental expenses absolutely necessary, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair,’’ after the words ‘‘ foreign stations,’’ at the end of 
line 321, to insert ‘‘preservation of materials;’’ in line 322, after the 
words ‘‘ purchase of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ machinery, rights of patent ar- 
ticles, and ;’’ and in line 329, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert “ fifty-seven;’’ so as to read: 

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; 
purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; labor in navy-yards and on for- 
eign stations; preservation of materials ; purchase of tools for use in shops ; 
wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase, and pro- 
tection of the Navy in line of construction and repair; incidental expenses, such 
as advertising, foreign postage, telegrams, photographing, books, plans, sta- 
tionery, and instruments for the drawing-room, $957,009. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 330, to strike out the proviso to 
the clause appropriating $957,000 ‘‘ for preservation and completion of 


vessels on the stocks and in ordinary,’’ &c., as follows: 


Provided, That in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy $30,000 of the 
amount hereby may be used to repair and furnish a suitable vesse}, 
if in his judgment it can be done without injury to the service, said vessel to be 
used asa nautical schoolship at the port of Philadelphia, Pa., under the authority 
and provisions of the act of Congress of June 20, 1874. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any 
wooden when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a com- 
petent of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost, ap- 
praised in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided 
Surther, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy 
of theauthority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or on the 
high seas,so far as may be necessary to bring them home. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 350, to insert: 

Chieago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin: To complete the construction of 
the three steel cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and to pay the 


amount due on the dispatch-boat Dolphin, authorized by the act approved 
March 3, 1883, $95,861. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Steam En- 
”? in line 358, after the word “‘completion,’’ to strike out 
“and;”? im the same line, after the word ‘‘ repairs,’ to insert ‘‘ and 
preservation;”’ in line 360, after ‘‘steam-steerers,’’ to insert “‘ pneu- 
matic steerers;’’ in line 361, after the words ‘‘ steam windlasses,’’ to 
strike out “‘and so forth;’’ so as to read: 
Beaureau of Steam Engineering : 
For completion, repairs, and preservation of machinery and boilers of naval 


ineluding cost of new boilers, steam-steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam 
capstans, steam windlasses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. There should be inserted there ‘‘steam windlasses and 
other steam auxiliaries. ”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArrts in the chair. ) 
‘“ steam windlasses ’’ are already in the bill. 
adding the other words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, in 
**launches,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and so forth;”’ 
at the end of line 367, to strike out 
after the words ‘‘ hundred and,’’ 
a sixty-three; * 


The words 
The question will be on 


‘Fhe next amendment of the 
line 364, after the word 
after the word ‘‘engines,’’ 
‘*and so forth;’’ and in line 371, 
to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert 
so as to read 


Bureau of steam-engineering 

For completion, repairs,and preservation of machinery and boilers of naval 
vessels, including cost of new boilers, steam-steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam 
capstans, steam windlasses; preservation of and small repairs to ma@kinery and 
boilers in vessels in ordinary, receiving and training vessels; repair and care of 
machinery of yard tugs and launches; purchase, handling, and preservation of 
all materials and stores; purchase, fitting, repair,and preservation of machin- 
ery and tools in the navy-yards and stations; running yard engiaes; incidental 
expenses for naval vessels, yards,and the bureau, such as foreign postages, te!- 
egrams, advertising, freight, photographing, books, stationery, and instraments, 
$763,000, 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line at the end of the clause ** for 
completion, repairs, and preservation of machinery and boilers of naval 
vessels,’’ &c., to insert the following proviso: 


ero 
Din, 


Provided, That no part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines 
and machinery of wooden ships where the estimated costs of such repair shal! 
exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of new engines and machinery of the 
same character and power; but nothing herein contained shall prevent the re 
pair or building of boilers for wooden ships the hulls of which can be fully re- 


paired for 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and 
materials. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 381, before the word ‘‘ instru- 


” 


ments,’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ and, after 
‘‘and so forth;’’ so as to read: 


‘‘instruments,’’ to strike out 


For contingencies, drawing materials, and instruments, for the draughting- 
room, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Naval Academy,’’ in 
line 395, after the words ‘‘and one of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ physics’’ and 
insert ‘‘chemistry;’’ in line 397, after the words ‘‘ namely, one of,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘chemistry’’ and insert ‘‘ physics;’’ so as to read: 

For pay of professors and others: For two professors, namely, one of mathe- 


matics and one of chemistry at $2,500 each ; three professors (assistants), namely 
one of physics. 


Mr. HALE. I wish that amendment disagreed to. 
under a misapprehension. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 399, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ 
in line 400, after the word ‘‘namely,’’ toinsert ‘‘one of English studies, 
history, and law;’’ so as to read: 


It was proposed 


For pay of professors and others: For two professors, namely, one of mathe- 
matics and one of chemistry at $2,500 each; three professors (assistants), 
namely, one of physics, one of Spanish and French, and one of English studies, 
history, and law, at $2,200 each; five assistant professors, namely, one of En 
glish studies, history, and law, three of French, and one lrawing, at $1,800 
each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 
word ‘‘at,’’ to strike out 
hundred ;’’ so as to read: 


of « 


426, after the 
**two hundred and forty ’’ and insert ‘‘three 


Six attendants at re 
each, 


tation-rooms, library, store, chapel, and offices, at $300 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 430, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘for pay of professors and others’’ at the Naval 
Academy from $49,959 to $52,119. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ cadets,’’ at the end of 
line 433, to insert ‘‘ abroad;’’ so as to read: 

For special course of study and training of naval cadets abroad, as authorized 
by act of Congress approved August 5, 1882, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 505 to 
line 510 inclusive, as follows: r 

For commencing the ereetion of the new Naval Observatory on the site pur- 
chased under the act of Congress approved February 4, 1380, $0,000: Provided, 
That the construction of no building shall be commenced except an observatory 
proper, with necessary offices for observers and computers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Marine Corps.”’ 
line 518, to increase the amount of appropriation 
on the active list’’ from $121,265 to $181,265. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


in 
‘* for pay of oflicers 
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The next amendment was, in line 523, to increase the amount of ap- 
propriation ‘‘for pay of officers on the retired-list of Marine Corps’’ 
from $25,290 to $31,290. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in lines 530 and 531, after the word 
‘‘ privates,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty-five’? and insert 
“three hundred g~nd eighty-nine;’’ and in line 532, after the word 
‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and the further sum of $200,000 of the sur- 
plus fund now standing to the credit of ‘Pay of the Marine Corps’ is 
hereby reappropriated and made available for that purpose during the 
fiscal year 1887;’’ so as to read: 


For pay of non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates: For one ser- 
geant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, one leader of the band, one drum- 
major, fifty first sergeants, one hundred and forty sergeants, one hundred and 
eighty corporals, thirty musicians, ninety-six drummers and fifers, and one thou- 
sand five hundred privates, $389,052, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 542, after the word ‘‘duty,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘without troops’’ and insert ‘‘where there are no public 
quarters;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of civil force, namely: For ten clerks and two messengers, $16,035; 
payments to discharged soldiers for clothing undrawn, $20,000; transportation 
of officers traveling under orders without troops, $8,000; commutation of quar- 
ters for officers on duty where there are no public quarters, $4,000; in all, $48,035. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 555, after the words “ repairing 
muskets,’’ to strike out ‘‘and so forth ;’’ so as to read : 


For military stores, namely: For pay of one chief armorer, at $3 per day ; 
three mechanics, at $2.50 each per day ; purchase of military equipments, such as 
cartridge-boxes, bayonet-scabbards, haversacks, toanieb iene. canteens, mus- 
ket-slings, swords, drums, bugies, flags,and spare parts for repairing muskets, 
$5,000; purchase of ammunition, $1,000; purchase and repair of instruments for 
band, and purchase of music and musical accessories, $500; in ali, $9,786.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘ yellow fever,’’ in lines 
570 and 571, to strike out ‘‘(appropriation to be immediately avail- 
able )’’; so as to make the clause read: 


For repairs of barracks at Portsmouth, N. H.; Boston, Mass.; Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
League Island, Pennsylvania; Annapolis,Md.; headquarters and navy-yards, 
Washington, D.C.; Gosport, Virginia; and Mare Island, California, $9,000; for 
the erection of a building for marine barracks at navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla., to 
take the place of one destroyed on account of yellow fever, $2,000; ng tin 
roof on marine barracks and officers’ quarters at Washington, D. C., $1,200; rent 
of building used for manufacture of clothing, stowing supplies, and offices of 
assistant quartermasters, Philadelphia, Pa., and San Francisco, Cal., $2,260; in 
all, $14,460, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 599, after the word ‘‘ knives,’’ to 


insert ‘‘and ;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ forks,’’ to strike j 


out ‘‘and so forth ;’’ so as to read: 
Mess utensils for enlisted men, such as bowls, plates, spoons, knivesand forks. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 610, after the word “‘officers,’’ to 
utrike out ‘‘serving with troops ;’’ in line 611, after the word ‘‘ quar- 
ters,’’ to strike out ‘‘ belonging to the Government, and where there 
are not sufficient quarters possessed by the United States to accommo- 
date them ;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


For hire of quarters for officers where there are no public quarters, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Sec. 2. That all appropriations for the naval service and for the Marine Corps 
for the fiscal year 1886, and _ for previous years, not uired for the service of 
such years, shall be covered into the Treasury, according to the provisions of 
sections 3690 and 3691 of the Revised Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HALE, I yield for papers to be putin. | 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate direct me to an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency riation bill, 
and move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment presented by the 
Senator from Nevada will be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 17, 1886, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 16, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOcK, o{ 


CIVIL-SERVICE APPOINTMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the secretary of 
the Civil Service Commission, in response to a resolution of the House 
calling for information as to the authority for appointments to positions 
in the civil service from the District of Columbia in excess of its pro- 
portion, and transmitting a list of employés appointed from the District 
of Columbia under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the report be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


Unrrep States Crviu. SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1886, 

Sir: The United States Civil Service Commission has the honor to have cer- 
tified to it the following resolution of the House of Representatives: 

“Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be, and is hereby 
directed to inform this House by what authority twenty-three appointments to 

itions within the classified public service were made from the District of Co- 
umbia, when the proportion due to said District of Columbia was less than 
three for the year ending January 16, 1886.”’ 

To this resolution I am directed by the commission to reply that if the answer 
were confined to the resolution alone it would be stated that only two appoint- 
ments, and not twenty-three, had been made from the District of Columbia upon 
certifications of the commission during the year ending January 16, 1886. But it 
is presumed by the commission that exact information upon the subject of the 
resolution was desired by the House of Representatives, and therefore there is 
herewith transmitted a full statement of all certifications for reer from 
the District of Columbia made by the commission from the 16th day of July, 
1883, when the civil-service act took effect, to the 16th day of January, 1886. 

An examination of the tables furnished will show that these certifications were 
regularly made in pursuance of requisitions from the apocinting power for per- 
sons examined for services of a special and technical character, and sometimes 
needed for temporary work only. The eligibles for these certifications were 
obtained by special examinations for places in the departmental service at 
Washi n, as provided for in the rules —— by the President, when 
techn and peculiar qualifications were needed, 

The positions to be filled were specially stated in every uisition, and called 
for persons eligible and graded highest, whether from the District of Columbia 
or otherwise ; and in all cases those graded highest were certified by the com- 
mission for appointment. The necessary apportionment upon these special 
matters was placed with the appointing power, and, as directed by the civil- 
service act, the apportionment was made “as nearly as the conditions of good 
administration would warrant.”’ 

The highest special and technical qualifications were not obtainable through 
apportionment alone, and therefore the highest graded were certified and se- 
lected without regard to locality, because * good administration” uired it. 

This undou y was the view taken by the commission as organized when 
all but one of these certifications and appointments were made. 


Very respectfully 
, RO. D. GRAHAM, Secretary. 


Tion. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Apportionment of appointments to the Departments at Washington from the Distric! 
of Columbia under the civil-service rules, 


1, The civil-service act requires an apportionment of appoiniments tothe De- 
partmentsat Washington (which shall be made after its passage) to be made on 
the basis = population in the States, Territories,and the District of Columbia, 
respectively. 

2. The whole number of appointments poses’ to the District of Columbia 
from eg 1883, to the 16th of January, 1886, is in fact twenty-six, but the com- 
mission no control over the apportionments of four of them, which were 
made for the Pension Office. The apportionment of these four places was made 
nnder special rules Nos. 3 and 4. . 

Special rule No, 3 required a separate apportionment to be made of the one 
hundred and fifty places in the Pension Office, provided for by the act of July 
7, 1884, except so far as they should be filled by promotions. ‘ After the promo- 
tions had been made only eighty-nine places were left to be apportioned. The 
apportionment of the My appointments was made by the appointing 
power, the commission having no ee in the matter. Two of the 
eighty-nine places were filled from District of Columbia, as follows: Marion 
Dorian, appointed July 14,1884; Jared C. Nichols, appointed July 14, 1884. 

Special rule No. 4 required a separate rtionment to be made of the one 
hundred and fifty places in the Pension provided for by the act of Marchi 5, 
1885, except so far as they should be filled by promotions or transfers. All these 
places, except sixty-eight, were filled by transfers and promotions. The appor- 
tionment under that special rule of the SS appointments was made by 
the appointing power, the commission having no participation in the matter. 
Two of the sixty-eight places were filled from the ct of Columbia, as fo!- 
lows: Louis C. , appointed August 1,1885; Joseph 8. Vowles, appointed 
August 13, 1885. 

[Extracts from the reports of the commission.] 


The small excess secured by the District of Columbia was inevitable in tle 
first cptnner mainly by reason of the need of securing well-traine( 
ex n certain 


thas (Third annual report, page 48.) 
yt == seat of Government a large excess of applicants for 
tis ood caniente Seas aly teamsgenteet ts ot 

—_— s ro) oned to its population. 18 
req t by Congress that new ceatthentate shall be apportioned to the 
States and Territories on a basis of population has diminished the chances of 


cee eg to secure Government places in the same ratio that 't 
ae 1) the of those who reside elsewhere. (First annual re- 
i. is ed a list of all those appointed from the District of Colum- 
bia to the classified tal service, under the rules, from July 16, 1855, (9 
January 36, 1886, 








1886. 
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List oe those appeleiet Som the District aan hia to the classified departmental service, under the rules, from July 16, 1883, te January 16, 1886 
= 
e * . 
|g] ¢ 
. _ 1 62 © Date : . . a. 
Names, 3 | a E appointed Kind of examination Remarks, 
3 » 
£ a s = | 
S | e | & 
< | a Shae | 
James B. i ie 6 so ddseve chbbcd obeeus 1 Treasury ... ' $900 Oct. 3, 1885 | Limited Promoted, $1,200, February 7, 1885. 
b | These two appointments in excess 
a cochstiersdancstenptnatcinidens<eneniniemnaanns DE ni a 900 | Oct. 6, 1883 do resulted from an unanticipated se- 
as ccncéscincscnccecebeccnbsesesercevecessoonse 3 aches 900 on 6, 1883 |.........do lection of three from a single cer- 
tification. 
John E. Weyss*..... 4 | War............) 1,800 | po 21, 1884 | Topographic draughtsman Non-competitive examination. 
Helene Peterson. 5 | Post-Office 720 | r. 18, 1884 | Scandinavian languages Resigned August 27, 1884 
Charles H. Baker. 6 | Interior... 1,000 | Maw 23, 1884 | Mechanical draughtsman 
Edward C. Stewart Be icadstsenst sdancntseiet July 24, 1884 | Telegrapher. 
Francis U. Stitt 3 a 1, 400 | July 17,1884 | Proof-reader Non-com petitive 
itis csicentniciecnhbcetigteananeentene 9 | Interior 720 [aay 30, 1884 Assistant topogr ap sher, Geo- Resigned August 10, 1884. 
logical Survey. 
EEE TE Decent icin 720 | July 28, 1884 |......... do Dismissed May 15, 1885 
Robert H. Phillips. Odovcrcceccccccsensoccsccsiccececees wesce 9 Aaa ee 720 | July 28, 1884 |......... do Promoted, $900, Septem be 1, 1885, 
T.R. K. Forrestt . ona i2 pil eecuaebie 1,200 | Aug. 21,1884) Pension examiner. 
J eS ide tetrapeiewvenaldeciiogs __ 4 ae caiariens 1,200 | Aug. 22, 1884 !......... do 
i coil ctilnnihl ea eneaisastonantcnaenpies 14 |..... ccesnall 1, 200 Aug. 22, 1884 |......... do Dismissed February 21, 188 rein- 
} stated August 10, 1885 
ST a ictdicdtecaiineesinekensnraiitecececeensyencores WB haga a as 22, 1884 | ....... es distaneee 
I hak Th os ndaccnnatnddinwsrouninbovecincs 16 | Post-Office...| Aug. 30,1884 | Scandinavian ‘languages. ... Promoted, $900, March 5, 1885, 
sa boaeiamntinoes 17 | Interior.......! 13 300 | | Sept. 81884) Assistant examiners, Patent 
| Office. 
iin ie tanic rat cid c endaldesnotipneduien iets do | 1,200 | oct, 2,1884 | Assistant examiners, Patent | Died March 6, 1895, 
j ' Office. 
Rc asciads Uunactnbiccicibedieeecrainessiodaavent 900 | Oct. 18,1884 | Topographer, Land Office 
a eae cla 900 | Jan, 1,1884 a writer... a 
Minnie C. McGill......... 900 | Oct. 21,1885). do .. > 
IN in che dns deeandl tak Mibarertunwesconsecaopnvese 900 | Dee. 1.1885 | Examiner's clerk, Patent | Promoted fourth assistant examiner. 
Office 


* Discharged o on inition of special work, January 31, 1835. 


t Clerk 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1839) for the relief 
of Richard C. Ridgway and others; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill, or rather a House bill in precisely the 
same language, has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Claims of this Congress, and was also reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means on three different occasions. I believe the 
present Speaker of the House reported it favorably at one time. As 
the Committee on Claims have already reported a similar bill favora- 
bly and the Senate bill is in identical language with it, I see no reason 
why it should not be passed at once, and therefore I ask unanimous 
consent to put it upon its e. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the bill 
be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | 


the bill? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I object. 
Mr. KELLEY. I think if the gentleman will listen an instant he | 


will withdraw his objection. This bill has been four times unani- 
mously recommended, three times by the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House, once by the present Speaker of the House, once 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], and once by myself 
under instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means, and also by 
the Committee on Claims, from which it is now before the House un- 
der the new rule. It has also been recommended unanimously by the 
Committee on Claims of the Senate, and the gentleman from Illinois 
asks consent to substitute the Senate bill for the four times recom- 
mended bill of the House, which is in the same language. It has had | 
five indorsements—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Why is it that this is not a general law; or does | 
this bill apply to all persons thus affected ? 

Mr. KELLEY. It applies to all persons thus affected and closes up | 

that | list of claims. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand from the gentleman from Lllinois that | 
this relief has been recommended by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. | 


Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; in each of the successive bills during the 


incum! of the several Commissioners of Internal Revenue. 
Mr. B WORTH. This is not a general law ? 
Mr. KELLEY. It is, in effect, because it covers every case that can | 
Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Every case that has arisen. | 
The SPEAKER. ° 


tleman from Kentucky objects. 
Mr. KELLEY. Does ee een persist in his objection? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I do not like to be considered as an ob- 
structionist, and I do not intend to appear contrary; but I am opposed 


X VII——441 





class 1, assigned to duty as an examiner of pension claims in the Pension Offic 


to giving precedence to any special character of claims. I belong toa 
committee that has been working since the session began with all the 
earnestness and vigor that was in it. We have bills of vast and vital 
importance on the Calendars, which we are unable by any sort of pro- 
cedure to get before the House; and I do not intend, where my objec- 
tion will prevent it, from this time forward, because we have been 
invariably and continually cut off from the consideration of claims—I 
do not intend as far as I am concerned that one class of claims shall 
have any precedence given to it over another. Let us consider all of 
them in their proper order. 

Mr. KELLEY. But this is to remove an obstacle, not to create one. 
This is to substitute the Senate bill, which has been recommended and 
is in the same terms as the House bill. Its passage will remove an ob- 
struction from the Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
bills upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT OF A TITLE. 


The SPEAKER. At the session of the House on yesterday evening ~ 
the House passed a joint resolution (S. R. 40) entitled ‘‘A joint reso- 
lution providing for the payment of per diem laborers in Government 
employ on the 30th day of May of each year as on other days.’’ The 
joint resolution was so amended as to strike out the ‘‘30th of May”’ 
and insert the words ‘‘ Memorial or Decoration Day, and on the 4th of 
July.”? By an omission the title was not amended to conform to the 
amendments in the body of the resolution, and, if there be no objection, 
before the bill is transmitted to the Senate the Clerk will be directed 
to amend the title to correspond. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O’DONNELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. OUTHWAITE, for three days, on aceount of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. 

To Mr. 

To Mr. 

To Mr. 

To Mr. 


Just so we have numbers of important 


OF 


HEwIrtrT, until Monday next, on account of sickness. 
THROCKMORTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
MILLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
SyMEs, for one week, on account of ill health. 
STEELE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. NEGLEY, for one day, to attend to important business. 
To Mr. ROBERTSON, of Kentucky, until Monday, on account of im- 
| portant business. 
To Mr. GREEN, 
portant business. 


of North Carolina, for one week, on account of im- 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. COMPTON, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papersin the ease of Dennis W. Mullen. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further | 
considerution of the bill (H. R. 9376) for a public building at Helena, 
Ark. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 


The bill was read. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
of the Whole—— 

Mr. McMILLILN. 


I object to the present consideration of the 
I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 


Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. MATSON. [rise toa privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. There is a privileged question before the House. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his 
objection to the consideration of the Senate bill (S. 1839) for the relief 
of Richard C. Ridgeway and others. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. On the representation of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and at his personal request, I with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should go to the proper committee. 

Mr. KELLEY. It has been before the House committee and has 
been reported favorably, as I have stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not understand it had been considered by a 
committee of the House this session. If that is the fact I ask that the 
report may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his ob- 
jection and asks for the reading of the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand theregular order. Ido so because my 
demand for the regular order has cut off other gentlemen, and I can 
not discriminate. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the con- 
ference report on the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. Is the read- 
ing of the remainder of this conference report required? It has been 
printed in full in the Recorp. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My recollection is the agreement was the report 
was to be r’ ‘+n the Recorp and the further reading would be dis- 
pensed wit 

The SPEA.. .he gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hoty] re- 
marked that if it ..as printed in the RecorD he supposed the further 
reading would not be required: but that was not submitted to the 
House. ‘The Chair is informed the original manuscript was sent to the 
Printing Office and has not yet been returned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the further reading would not be re- 
quired. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state to the House that with the exception 
of five, on which thereis no agreement, all the amendments of the Sen- 
* ate have been disposed of, the House as usual having made the larger 
number of concessions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why has the House made the larger number 
ef concessions? Is it wrong oftener than the Senate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House has made the larger number of conces- 
sions, as is ordinarily the case, on this principle: That portion of the 
bill which the Senate inserts is the Senate partofit. Itis that body’s 
revision of the action of the House; and it will ordinarily occur that 
of the amendments made a larger number should be concurred in than 
refused by the House. That must be almost inevitable in this body 
of amendments. 

The amendments on which there was no agreement to which I now 
wish to call the attention of the House in the first place, amend- 
ments numbered 2 end 17, appropriating 232 for clerks of Senators. 
Those two amendments go together and constitute the amendment of 
the Senate appropriating $23,232 for clerks for the Senators who are 
not chairmen ofcommittees. Disagreement is reported on those amend- 
ments. 

Senate amendments numbered 39, 40, and 41 are amendments pro- 
viding for one clerk at $1,600 and two clerks at $900 each for the Civil 
Service Commission. The conferees of the two bodies have not been 
able to agree upon that. 

Amendment numbered 88 is the amendmentof the Senate increasing 
the amonnt of the appropriations for the internal-revenueservice. The 
House Committee on Appropriations appropriated the sum of $2,050,000 
as the proper amount. The Committee of the Whole, its action being 
afterward sanctioned by the House, reduced that to $1,900,000. The 
Senate has restored the original figures, $2,050,000. Upon that the 
two Houses are not able to agree, the House conferees believing that 
inasmuch as the $2,050,000 is about $150,000 more than was expended 


in the last fiscal year, there is no necessity of appropriating so large a 
sum. 


Mr. CABELL. The excess is $201,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Virginia states it would be $201,000 
of an excess above the expenditure of last year. 

The next disagreement is on amendments 89 and 90, in which the 
Senate proposes an increase of $500 in the salary of the office of the as 
sistant treasurer at Baltimore. The House fixed that salary at $4,000 
The Senate proposes to increase it to $4,500, and the conferees have not 
been able to agree. As to that item, I wish to state, however, to th: 
House that there is an unpleasant discrimination in the salariesof these 
assistant treasurers. The salary of the assistant treasurer at Cincinnati 
was put by the House. at $4,500, and that was concurred in by the 
Senate. Cincinnati is the least important of all the subtreasuries, the 
transactions there amounting to but a little over $40,000,000 per annum, 
while Baltimore does a business running up above $53,000,000. And 
while the House gpnferees did not feel justified in recéding from the 
disagreement on that itein, I believe myself that if the Cincinnati salary 
remains, as it must remain, at $4,500, it would be an invidious dis- 
crimination against Baltimore to fix the salary of the assistant treasure: 
there at $4,000. 

Mr. BLAND. What was done in the matter of the salary of the 
treasurer at Saint Louis, which is a Jarger subtreasury than that at 
Baltimore? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What was done as to the salary of the treasurer 
at New Orleans? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not changed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That salary is left at $4,000, and the subtreas- 
ury at New Orleans does $15,000,000 more business per annum than 
the one at Cincinnati. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatistrue. The action of the House unhappily 
created an unjust discrimination between the salaries at these different 
subtreasuries, but most of them can not be corrected now, and the only 
question before the House is whether the salary of the assistant treas- 
urer at Baltimore shall be made as high as that of the assistant treas 
urer at Cincinnati, Baltimore being the more important office of the two. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman tell us the reason why the sal- 
ary of the assistant treasurer at Baltimore was lowered from $4,500 to 
$4,000? 

My. HOLMAN. That was done by the Honse. 
at $41,000 and the Senate raised it to $4,500. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Why did not the House conferees agree to that 
change? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have already stated that that question is now 
submitted for the action of the House, and I have expressed my own 
opinion that there is an unjust discrimination made against Baltimore 
The last amendments, Nos. 179 and 180, are the items inserted by the 
Senate for the collection of statistics in relation to marriage and divorce 
$10,000. The conferees were not able to agree as to those items. If 
any gentleman desires to make a motion in relation to the item pro- 
viding for the salary of the assistant treasurer at Baltimore I will now 
yield for that purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion can not be made at this time. As 
soon as the conference report is agreed to or disagreed to, such a motion 
will be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move that the conference report be agreed 
to, and on that I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman} de- 
mands the previous question upon the adoption of the conference report 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana that we take up in their order these amendments on which the 
two Houses disagree. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done while the conference report 
is pending. As soon as that is disposed of, then it will be in order for 
any gentleman to make a motion that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to any particular amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House had better first adopt the report and 
then deal with these other matters. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first thing to be done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the adoption of the report interfere with 
action on the separate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. It will leave them undisposed o/. 
The House may recede from its disagreement to any of those amend- 
ments and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 0! 
the gentleman in charge of this bill to what I think is an omission in 
this report of the conference committee and in the explanatory state- 
ment accompanying it. I call hisattention to amendments 200 to 20°, 
inclusive, on page 98 of the bill. So far as I can discover they do not 
appear in this report or in the accompanying statement, and the report 
makes no mention of what was done with them in conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were concurred in by the House, and there- 
fore they did not go into the conference. Mr. Speaker, I call the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 


The House put it 
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The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If this report of the conference committee shall be 
agreed to, will that preclude a vote upon the separate amendments at 
a later stage of the proceedings ? 

The SPEAKER. It will conclude everything which the report set- 
tles; but as to those matters about which there is a disagreement they 
will not be concluded at all. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish now to submit a motion, in 
general terms, that the House further insist upon its disagreement to 
the other Senate amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [Iobject. Let them be taken up in their order. 

The SPEAKER. They can not be taken up unless some motion is 
made about them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move thatthe House insist upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate not included in the conference report 
and ask for a further conference, but I will withhold that motion if 
any gentleman desires to submit a motion in relation to any particular 
amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House 
insist on its disagreement as to the remaining amendments and request a 
further conference. Pending that, it is in order for any gentleman who 
desires to do so to move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to any icular amendment. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment with reference to the salary of the subtreasurer at 
Baltimore, and agree to the sum named by the Senate, $4,500. The 
amendments covering this matter are numbered 89 and 90. I do not 
propose to say anything on the question. I understand the gentleman 
in charge of the bill says that the original discrimination was an in- 
vidious one, and he is not prepared to stand by it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments as to which 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FrInpLAY] moves that the House 
recede from its disagreement and agree to the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 99: In line 25, page 34, after “‘thousand”’ where it first occurs, in- 
sert “five huncred;”’ so as to make the salary of the assistant treasurer at Ba!- 
timore $4,500. 

Amendment 90: In line 3, page 35, strike out “one” and insert “ six;"’ so asto 
make the aggregate appropriation of the paragraph $21,600. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I move the previous question on my motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. FINDLAY that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to Senate amendments numbered 89 and 90 and agree tothe 
same was adopted, there being ayes 115, noes 3. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House recede from the dis- 

eement to Senate amendment No. 88. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not do that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to make a statement. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the amendment so that 
the House may know what is pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment 88: On page 34, in lines 21 and 22, strike out ‘“‘one million nine 
hundred” and in sert “two million and fifty,” so as to appropriate $2,050,000 for 
salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses of gaugers, 
for salaries of storekeepers and for miscellaneous expenses. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves, that the 
House recede from its disagreement to this amendment and agree to 
the same. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am impelled to make this mo- 
tion by a well-grounded belief that the amount which the House con- 
ferees insist upon is less than will probably be needed for a proper 
administration of the internal-revenue laws and for the protection of 
the Government from frauds in connection with the distillation of 
spirits and the manufacture of tobacco. The amount which the Sen- 
ate insists upon is the sum which was originally recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations and the sum which was appropriated for 
the last year. This amount, I am informed, may possibly be needed 
in the administration of the law for the coming year. 

I have in my hand a communication addressed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to Senator ALLISON, chairman of the subcommit- 
teeon appropriations in the Senate, and, I believe, chairman of the com- 
mittee. In this communication it is insisted that the amount con- 
tended for by the House conferees is $63,000 less than was necessarily 
expended for this service in 1885. By strict economy, owing to the 
condition of business in the country, the Internal Revenue Bureau was 
enabled to expend a far less sum last year; but, as stated in this com- 
munication, the business of distillation of spirits and the manufacture 
of tobacco is fluctuating, and if the business should increase, as it now 
apparently will, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue insists the serv- 
ice will be crippled, and he will have at his command an insufficient 
sum to protect the revenue from frauds. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman state to what branch of tho 
service this money is to be devoted? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwas about tostatethat. ‘This appropriation 
is to cover salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and ex- 
penses of gaugers, salaries of storekeepers, &c. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does this amendment contemplate any increase of 
force? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does tict contemplate any increase, but 
simply the maintenance of the present force. thought de- 
sirable that there should be a sufficient sum at the command of the 
bureau to allow an increase of force if the needs of the service should 
demand it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatI wish to know is whether the increase of this 
appropriation contemplates action on the part of the bureau looking to 
increasing the force. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
information. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As I understand, it does not contemplate 
increase of force at present. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


But 
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Not at all, unless the necessity arises 
That is precisely the point on wiich Iam asking 


ny. 


Then what is the necessity of increasing the ap- 
propriation ? 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me a moment. As I understand, this amend 
ment does not propose to fix by law any increase of force, but is de- 
signed to allow an increase of gaugers and storekeepers if the necessi 
ties of the service should demand it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. An increase over what year? 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, this amendment embraces the 
appropriation from which the gaugers and storekeepers are paid; and 


of course the amount to be paid to these officers will depend upon 
whether the amount of distillation shall increase or diminish. If the 
amount of distillation should increase, more gaugers and storckeepers 
will be needed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ButwhatI want to getatis this: Does this in 
the force over the last fiscal year or the previous year ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Andalso whether it cont 
ness over the previous years ? 

Mr. BRADY. This would give the Commissioner of Internal I 
enue discretion to appoint extra gaugers, storekeepers, &c. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But what I want to get at is, if you give, this 
amount, can he increase these appointments beyond the service of the 
last year or the preceding year? 

Mr. BRADY. The bill asit left the House increased the 
$150,000 over the amount expended last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, then, he will have $150,000 more to in- 
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crease the force than he had last year if this Senate amendment is con 
curred in. 

Mr. CABELL. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will explain to the gentleman from New 
York. The Senate amendment does not increase the appropriation for 


thecurrent yearadollar. Itsimply gives that bureau the same amount 
that was given for the current yearand the previous year. Now, some 
years it is found that more money is needed to protect the revenues 
from fraud than in other years. 

No matter how large a sum is given the Treasury for this purpose, 
no more money will be expended than is actually needed for the serv- 
ice and an honest administration of the law for the protection of the 
revenue requires. The same amount was given last year, and yet, as 
I havealready said, by a system of strict economy in the Internal Reve- 
nue Bureau it was enabled to leave a surplus of somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $200,000. The same officials will probably be there 
this year as in the past year, and from my knowledge of the officers of 
that department I am convinced they are honest, and will be 
in the expenditures they make this coming year as in the past 

It is a little remarkable that the gentleman from Indiana who in the 
last Congress under a different political administration was willing to 
allow the amount that was allowed to that department, yet has not 
sufficient confidence in the present administration to leave the same 
sum for the next year in its hands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman know that we reduced 
amount in the last Congress some $200,000 ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the service shows this: 


¢ 


iS DOneSt 


+} 


‘ 


that the gentle- 
man is contending for a sum which is just $63,000 less than 


was é€x- 
pended in 1885. 
If the gentleman should be able to succeed in this amendment he 


might cripple that bureau so that it would not be able to honestly ad 
minister the revenue laws and protect the Government from frauds 
that may be committed in the manufacture of tobacco and the distilla- 
tion of spirits. 

I have in my hand a communication addressed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to the chairman of the Coinmittee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate, and it will answer every inquiry addressed by the 
gentleman from New York, and in my judgment ought to convince 
every fair-minded man, who wants the revenue laws to be honestly ad- 
ministered, that we ought to accept this amendment of the Senate. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to suggest to the gentleman that the 
conference committee on the part of the Senate will undoubtedly agree 
to the reduction of the amount. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that this communication be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Orrice or INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, June 21, 1886. 

Sin: With regard to that portion of tlie legislative, &c., agpoematiation relating 
to internal revenue, to which you referred this morning, the bill as passed b 
the House and referred to the Senate committee (see page 44) provides “for sal 
aries and expenses of agents, &c., $1,900,000." 

This is a reduction made on the floor of the House of $150,000 from the amount 
as reported by the Llouse Appropriations Committee, which was $2,050,000. The 
amount which was recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury for this item 
was $2,100,000. 

The reduction from the amount reported by the committee was based chiefly 
upon a statement from this office, showing that the expenditures in that behalf 
for the year ending June 30, instant, were— 


Yor the first three quarters of the same.....................c0e-sssecceesenevenvereeers $1, 359, 098 
And for the last quarter (estimated). ,..................-:0.-ecceecesceseeeere secvseseeee 490, 000 
Ta scinc svcvcs<svcxcc sennethintnatartnenadiiprigtinnieudspllanieeigiipsiiae mils 1, 849, 098 


The amount appropriated for the said year ending the 30th instant was §$2,- 
100,000. While the amount thus expended during the present fiscal year has by 
economy been kept down to the sum of $1,849,098 above stated, and while I pro- 
pose to use my best endeavor to further economize during the coming year, as 
far as the true interests of the service will permit, yet it is desirable that the en- 
forcement of the law should not be obstructed by a want of funds for that pur- 
pose; and as the moral effect upon those inclined to violate the law of a belief 
on their part that the office has been crippled by a failure to appropriate suffi- 
cient moneys to carry out its provisions is bad, I respectfully beg you to urge 
upon the Senate Committee on Appropriations the restoration in tue above item 
of the sum of $150,000 at least, this making it the same sum reported by the 
House committee. 

I desire to say further that the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury was 
based upon the expenditure for the year ending June 30, 1885, which was $1,963,- 
527.41. You will see by this that the sum as 4 gt a mee by the House would 
fall short over $63,000 should the expenses of the coming year be as great as for 
the fiscal year 1885. 

The law compels the appointment and assignment of officers of the class of 
gaugers and storekeepers sufficient in number to enable the distillers to carry 
on their business in accordance with the provisions of law. The number of 
distilleries, especially of fruit brandies, and their production fluctuate consider- 
ably, and under the requirements of the law a deficiency would oceur in case 
the coming year should bring a large increase of distillation, which is highly 
probable. 

The encouragement of lawful distillation and the suppression of frauds against 
the internal revenue are sufficient reasons in my mind why the sum allowed 
in the above-mentioned item should not be limited to the amount appropriated 
by the bill as it passed the House. 

Let me add, that if the bill taxing oleomargarine should pass, it would add an 
expense that would greatly enhance the necessity for a larger margin in this 
item. 

Very respectfully, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 

CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. How is that, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled toan hour 
in his own right, deducting the time he has occupied the floor. Of course 
that does not prevent the House, when a gentleman obtains the floor 
in his own right and submits the motion, from ordering the previous 
question. 

Mr.CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not know the gentleman had all 
the time he claims, but it makes no difference. The gentleman has 
misapprehended this amendment and the necessities for it; and I 
the House, because this is a matter that involves $150,000 of the peo- 
ple’s money which is asked to be given to this bureau when there is not 
the slightest necessity for it, to attend closely to the facts involved in 
the case. 

This question was discussed by the House when the legislative bill 
was before it; and after a full hearing of the matter and upon a fall vote, 
with not more than a half-dozen votes against it, the provision was 
adopted by which we reduced the appropriation some $150,000—and 
why? Whenthe Appropriations Committee sent in its bill to the House 
it is true that they put the amount of money appropriated for ‘‘ reve- 
nue agents, gaugers, &c., and miscellaneous purposes ’’ at $2,050,000. 
That was done in obedience to the estimates which had been sent to 
that committee. But the chairman of this committee, at the instance 
of amember on the other side of the House, sent to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue and asked him to say what had been his expenditures 
so far in the year and what would be the expenditures up to the 1st 
of July, 1886. He returned a letter giving the desired information; in 
other words, showing what had been the expenditures and what would 
be the expenditures for this service to the 1st day of July, 1886. I 
will read to the House an extract from that letter: 

From the appropriation for salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate 
officers there was expended up to March 31, $1,359,098, and it is estimated 
the expenses for the quarter ending June 30 will be about $190,000, making a 
total of $1,849,028. 

Now, that information came to the Appropriations Committee after 
the bill came into the House; and, when it did so, after consultation 
with other members of the committee I offered the amendment to 
strike off $150,000 from the original recommendation of the committee 
so as to reduce the appropriation to $1,900,000. After discussion the 
House with but few dissenting voices adopted that amendment. And 
the bill as amended went to the Senate. The Senate put back upon 
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the bill the $2,050,000 which the Committee on Appropriations had 
originally reported to the House. 

This was done, I take it for granted, principally upon statements con- 
tained in the letter which the gentleman has had read, which, I take it, 
is a letter to the committee of theSenate. As soon as the action of the 
House became known the Internal Revenue Bureau officers set to work 
to have the appropriation made as they had asked it, and their opera- 
tions, as a matter of course, were directed totheSenate. And the Sen- 
ate, as I have said, put on that $150,000 which the House had stricken 
out. 

I beg here to call the attention of the House to the fact that when 
we strike off that $150,000 whith the Senate has added we have sti!! 
left as a margin $51,000 more than was expended last year. 

The gentleman from Illinois made, as I think, a disingenuous state- 
ment when he undertook to say that we appropriated less money than 
had ever been appropriated and less than had ever been expended. At 
the very time this eee adopted that amendment we had the state- 
ment from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that he had expended 
but $1,849,000, and we appropriated $1,900,000, thus giving him the 
sum of $51,000 more than he had expended, and more than he could 
reasonably suppose that he would be called upon te expend. There is 
absolutely nothing in the idea of the gentleman from Illinois that the 
failure to‘appropriate all the money asked for revenue agents, &c., will 
encourage lawbreakers to the perpetration of crime, or weaken the abi!- 
ity of the Department to employ all the officers needed for its opera- 
tions or to repress all violations of the law. 

Now, I will state, as one of the conferees on the part of the House, 
that we might have been willing and would have been willing rather 
than come back to the House with a disagreement to yield $40,000 o1 
$50,000 to the Senate upon their requirement. We did not want to 
come back here with a di ent. I was willing for myself to 
yield $50,000, but no more; so that there would have been appropri- 
ated $101,000 more than was expended last year, according to the state- 
ment of the Commissioner. 

But the Senate committee would not yield—it was with them all, o1 
nothing; so we disagreed. 

The House surely could not have desired us ® act otherwise than as 
we did. We can not understand why the Senate should want to give 
more, or why the Commissioner of Internal Revenue should want more 
than we offered. Whatdoes the Commissioner want with more money 
than $1,900,000? How can this House with any propriety give him for 
the ensuing year asum greater by $100,000 than he expended this year ? 

I ask you, gentlemen of the House, to sustain this disagreement on 
the part of the Honse conferees and let this matter go back to confer- 
ence, - It will not do to thus give up the people’s money without a 
struggle. I do not think there is a gentleman upon this floor, eithe: 
Democrat or Republican, who can go before his constituents and with 
a clear conscience answer to them and show a reason why there should 
be turned over to any officer of the Government $201,000 in excess of 
what he had expended in the last fiscal year for the conduct of his De- 
partment. 

The gentleman from Illinais stated that there was no reason why the 
appropriation recommended by the Senate should be cut down. Why, 
sir, the Commissioner of Fnternal Revenue—the very Commissioner who 
is seeking this immoderate sum, and against whom I make no asper- 
sions, because I regard him with great favor though he is mistaken in 
this matter—this Commissioner says in this report that since the incom- 
ing of his administration he has discharged nine hundred and twenty-si. 
officials. The gentleman from Illinois instead of reciting the ex pendi- 
tures last fiscal year, just passed, recited the expenditures under the 
Republican administration, the expenditures of the fiscal year 1884~—'2). 
And what were those itures? 

Those ex itures were in round numbers $1,963,000. But now 
comes the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] applauding in 
one breath the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his retrenchment 
and saving economy, and in the other demanding more money than 
was expended during Republican rule, and, worse than all, the Commis- 
sioner, while claiming credit for cutting down expenses and lopping 
off the heads of hundreds of officials, demands with emphasis that he 
shall be allowed more money by $200,000 than he expended last year, 
more than his Republican predecessor expended the year before that, 
and within a fraction of the large sum appropriated when the «is- 
missed officials were in place under his predecessor and himsel!. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is he to do when he reappoints these 
nine hundred and twenty-six men’ 

Mr. CABELL. He ought not to reappoint them. 
about this matter of reform. He did right, no doubt. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If not, perhaps the object of discharging 
them would not be accomplished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He can not appoint them under the law. 

Mr. CABELL. I will say to the gentleman from Maine I am not 
undertaking to make a political harangue in discussing a question o! 
this character. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
charged ? 

Mr. CABELL. I suppose there was no use for them. 1 suppose 


He was honest 


I want to know why these men were dis- 
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they had been frandulently—I will not say fraudulently, but I will 
say improperly, billeted on the Government, and if the Commissioner 
and those above him were acting honestly, as I presume they were, | 
those men were discharged from proper motives and should not have 
been allowed to remain an incubus and a load upon the Government. | 
But if they are properly discharged they are not wanted now and do 
not require to be paid now. Since they have been discharged, how- 
ever, we do not need to appropriate money as if they had been kept in 
service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
question ? 

Mr. CABELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose that by the establishment of new | 
distilleries the business should increase ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we will be here in December. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose that new distilleries are established, | 
do you propose to leave those distilleries without gaugers ? 

Mr. CABELL. No, sir; there will be plenty of gauers, never fear. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The object of having a sufficient fand placed | 
at the command of the Commissioner is that he may meet whatever ex- | 
igeney may arise in the business. 

Mr. CABELL. Certainly; and when you give him more than he 
expended last year he will be well equipped for any exigency. 

Mr. RANDALL. What reason is there to think that there will be | 
more this year than last year? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will not appoint one single officer unless 
the protection of the revenue demands it. 

Mr. CABELL. I thought the gentleman merely desired to ask me 
a question. I trust the gentleman will not inject his speech into mine. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What does the Commissioner want this 
money for? 

Mr. CABELL. Ihave notthe remotest idea. I only know that there 
has been a margin of $51,000 allowed to him by the vote of the House, 
and I think that is quite enough. I do not know what this money is 
wanted for. Ican not conceive why more money is needed for next 
year than for last year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the Commissioner give any reason ? 

Mr. CABELL. None on earth, except the reason suggested by my 
friend and colleague on the committee | Mr. TOWNSHEND], that “‘ per- 
haps’’ the money may be wanted. Now, if you are going to bring 
‘“maybes’’ into this question, and if ‘‘ perhaps’? more money will be 
wanted, then I say ‘‘ perhaps’’ not more than $51,000 in excess of what 
was spent last year can by possibility be wanted. 

Mr. LONG. Should not we on this side of the House be justified in 
inferring that, the Commissioner*having discharged nine hundred and 
twenty-six Republican officials, the money is wanted for the purpose 
of appointing nine hundred and twenty-six Democratic officials in their 

? 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Mr. CABELL. No, sir; I do not think that at all. I have no rea- 
son to know that they were all Republicans. My own opinion is that 
the discharges were made in good faith, and that the Commissioner has 
attempted to act honestly and for the good of the service. In justice, 
I ought perhaps to say that some of those officials who were discharged 
were not paid except by the owners of the distilleries, and when upon 
duty, but some of them were paid by the Government, and enough of 
them were so paid to justify us in claiming to havé made a saving by 
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Mr. LONG. But you say you do not know of any other reason for 
asking this money. 

Mr. CABELL. I do not know of any reason except that the Com- 
missioner thinks that perhaps in the course of the business of his bu- 
reau he may want to appoint some additional officials to attend to 
necessary duties, and that circumstances may arise which may involve 
— not now anticipated. 

think there ought to be a margin allowed for that, but we have 
already provided a margin of $51,000, and if this House goes beyond 
that and undertakes to put in this $150,000 I want the members to 
understand what they are doing; if they agree to what the Senate de- 
mands they will be appropriating $201,000 more than was expended 
last . Now, gentlemen, are you going to do it ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the permission of the gentleman from Vir- 

ginia [Mr. CABELL] I will answer the question put by the gentleman 
irom Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. Can what he suggests be done, in 
view of the law? In other words, can his apprehension be realized 
that the dismissal of nine hundred and odd employés will result in the 
appointment of an equal number of new men during the present year? 
For three years this has been the law, and it has been included in every 
successive bill: 
Provided, That the number of deputy collectors, gaugers, storekeepers, and 
elerks employed in the collection of internal revenue shall not be increased 
nor shall salaries of said officers or employés be increased beyond the sal- 
aries paid during the last fiscal year. ‘ 

Now, under that provision of law, which, as I have said, has been in- 
eluded in each successive bill for several years, how can there be an 
increase either in the number of employé¢s or in their salaries ? 

Mr. LONG. I did not say there would be. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does not the gentleman from Virginia know 
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that the number of gaugers is not limited by law, and that if the busi- 
ness increases there is an absolute necessity for an increased number of 
gaugers? The law that he has read refers only to the special agents. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman evidently did not hear the law 
It says: ** Provided that the number of deputy collec- 
tors, gaugers, storekeepers, or clerks’? shall not be increased. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Bat must not the number of gaugers be in- 
creased if the business increases? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the law expressly prohibit an increase 
above the number employed last year ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The law does not limit the number of store- 


| keepers or gaugers, but—— 


Mr. CABELL. Now, I trust my friend will allow me to resume the 
floor. I donot occupy it very often. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], who is usually a very fair man, has asked 
me as to the necessity which existed for the discharge of these men who 
have been aischarged. I have no doubt, I repeat, that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue acted fairly, honorably, and honestly in this 
matter, for I believe he is a good official and a worthy man. 

Whatever mistakes he may have made, I do not think he is such a 
partisan or so badly disposed that he will discharge men from the Gov- 
He is, however, greatly in 
There 
can be no reasonable purpose in having this sum laid up to his order. 
The only reason assigned is to provide against contingencies, the hap- 
pening of which he has no right to anticipate; and certainly this House 
has no right to appropriate to meet such contingencies when we have 
not the remotest idea that the contingencies can or will happen. 

Evenif the contingencies apprehended should occur, there will be no 
special activity in the distilling business until the fall of the year; it 
is at that time, if at all, when additional guagers and storekeepers will 
be needed. Wewill come here again next winter. If the appropriation 
now made should by that time prove deficient, if it should appear that 
we have imposed too narrow a limitation, have failed to appropriate 
the full amount required, we can then pass an appropriation to remedy 
the deficiency. ; 

Mr. SKINNER. Does not the history of the internal-revenue system 
show it to be a fact that as many gaugers and storekeepers are dropped 
as are appointed, that as many distilleries are daily going out of ex- 
istence as daily come into existence? 

Mr. CABELL. That is my information, and I believe it to be true. 

Now, I think every gentleman in this House understands this mat- 
ter. It is a plain, simple proposition. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shows that for this work he expended last year in round num- 
bers $1,849,000. We agree to appropriate $1,900,000, being $51,000 
more than he expended during the last year. It seems to me this 
should be sufficient. The Republican administration expended $1,963, - 
000; but since that time nine hundred officials, many of whom were 
paid by the Government, have been dispensed with. 

We all realize the objection to these indefinite appropriations. In 
other words, we have judged it wise not to make appropriations in the 





dark. Now, there are only four classes of officials to be paid under this 
appropriation—agents, storekeepers, gaugers, and inspectors; the rest 


of the money is for miscellaneous purposes. What guide have you in 
the appropriations you make except the previous expenditures” 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CABELL: Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. _Is not this appropriation $50,000 less than the appro- 
priation for the last fiscal year? 

Mr. CABELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. But it is $51,000 more than was expended last 
year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
before. 

Mr. DIBBLE. If on an appropriation of $2,100,000 for the last year 
there has been a saving of $150,0@8, why not now leave a margin, as wedid 
before? The experience of the last year has shown that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue can be trusted to curtail expenditures; and 
the appropriation proposed by the Senate amendment allows only a rea- 
sonable margin, being $50,000 less than the appropriation for last year. 

Mr. CABELL. The actual expenditure, as the gentleman himself 
states, has during the last year been $150,000 less than the amount 
appropriated. That very fact shows that it is not necessary to make 
so large an appropriation as we made last year. We propose to allow 
the Commissioner a margin of $51,000, which is as much margin as 
ought to be allowed any public officer, I do not care who he is. If the 
Angel Gabriel himself should come down here and be placed at the 


And $63,000 less than was expended the year 


| head of a Department, I would not turn over to him hundreds of thou- 


sands of dollars from the Treasury of the people to be administered at 
his discretion, when it is the duty of the House of Representatives to 
see to it that all necessary money, and no more, is appropriated. When 
my friend from South Carolina goes home to his constituents and they 
ask him, ‘‘How have you administered the public moneys; to whose 
hands have you intrusted them?’’ will he not desire to say, ‘*I in- 
trusted the officials of the Government with only the sums necessary 
to carry on the operations of the Government, and no more ?”’ 

Mr. DIBBLE. My friend will allow me to say that this is only a 
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question of judgment as to what is a reasonable margin. During the 
last year this bureau got along very well with $150,000 less than was 
appropriated. There wasnoextravaganceof expenditure. Whyshould 
we fear to allow this year a smaller and certainly only a reasonable 
margin ? 

Mr.CABELL. ‘There is no reason why the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue can not during the coming year get along with the amount 
which he expended during the past year. 

I now yield three minutes to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr.CANNON: Mr. Speaker, if I can have theattention of the House 
I can say all I want to say in three minutes’ time. 

I regard it as of but little importance whether this appropriation re- 
mains as the House fixed it, or the Senate shall insist and the House 
shall recede. The truth is it is for the payment of gaugers and store- 
keepers, a service provided by law, and which can not be affected by the 
appropriation. If you do not appropriate enough of money, then the 
law says they shall be employed anyhow; and they will have to wait 
for their money to the end of the year. If you were to appropriate twice 
as much, there could not be a dollar of it spent except for the payment 
of gaugers and storekeepers provided under the law. NoCommissioner 
of Internal Revenue can under the appropriation, with or without it, 
increase or decrease one gauger or storekeeper over what is required. 

So the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] is right enough that 
if we do not appropriate enough they will come in here fora deficiency. 

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, the House recommends $50,000 more than 
was spent last year, and $63,000 less than was spent the year before. 
It may be $50,000 more will be spent this year, or it may be $150,000 
less. It all depends on the number of distilleries and fruit-stills and 
the number of gaugers and storekeepers who may be found to be neces- 
sary. Having said this much, I donot care, except to close up the bill, 
what action the House takes, for in my opinion it is not of the slightest 
importance what disposition is made of it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is the usual discussion, then, of the differ- 
ence between the apprupriation bill and the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let meinquire of the gentleman from Illinois 
whether it is not better when we have it within our power to prevent 
laying the foundation for a deficiency bill, and especially when it might 
so easily be guarded against? 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the adoption by the House of the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is without 
excuse if we are to rely on the information in possession of the House. 
Its adoption would give in this appropriation bill more money than 
either the House or Senate considers necessary. It would give about 
$200,000 more than was expended for the samie service last year by the 
very officer who is likely to expend it during the current year. 

Why anybody on either side of this House should want unnecessarily 
to add $200,000 to the aggregate of this year’s appropriations Iam ata 
loss to conceive. The committee in the first instance gave what was 
asked, buton fuller information from the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue the amount was reduced in this House $150,000. We have been 
further advised that whilethe Senate increased the amount to the — 
nal estimate, yet that body is now ready to makeareduction. Butt 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois will estop the Senate and the 
House from placing the amount where, by the concurrent proceedings 
of the two Houses, it ought to be placed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What was the estimate the Department made for this 
service ? 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI remember rightly the estimate was $2,100,000 
for the current year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Fifty thousand dollars more than the Senate 
provided. 

Mr. RANDALL. When we come to take these estimates they are 
not always reliable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is not the Sgretary of the Treasury reliable, 
in his judgment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not to be diverted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask my friend from Pennsylvania 
whether the officer who administers the law with his experience is not 
better qualified than the gentleman from Pennsylvania to form a judg- 
ment in the matter? 

Mr. RANDALL. I answer that the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mated for last year $2,300,000. The law reduced it $200,000, and it 
appears there was expended about $150,000 less than the law gave. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thatwas by a different Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think I am as well informed by experience o/ 
twenty years as the Commissioner with a few months’ service. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the gentleman to say he is willing to 
stand here upon the position there will be no deficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. In this bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that the law prevents a deficiency. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, I know what the law prevents, or attempts to 
prevent—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose new distilleries are created and the 
business increases? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman must not allow his imagination to 
mislead him. He may conjecture that new distilleries will be esta). 
lished, but the past history shows that the business of manufacturing 
and consumption go hand in hand together. In point of fact there is 
not a great deal more whisky produced than is sold. Ihave no appre- 
hension from that source. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania and myself diffe: 
as to the law preventing a deficiency. 

Mr.RANDALL. Itpreventsitso faras language can be employed to 
accomplish such a purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But you have nothing in the law prohibiting the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue from spending all of this money in 
nine months if he wants to. I suppose the gentleman will not dispute 
that; nor can you put anything in the law which would prevent it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Waita moment. Now let me come to the othe: 
question: Are you willing to advise the House that you will not come 
in here at the next session and ask a deficiency for this service ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never commit myself to the acts of another. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, give us your own opinion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say, however, that judging by the expend- 
itures of the last year, when the amount was about $50,000 less than 
is fixed by the House in this bill, I believe said sum will be adequate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then, in your opinion, this claim for an increase on 
the part of the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue is to create 
unnecessary gaugers and storekeepers. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, I do not say that; but I do distinctly say 
that this request of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have 
about $200,000 more than he expended last year for like service, when 
the law prevents an increase of pay to these employés—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, he has not the power to increase the pay; but 
you know he has the power to increase the number of gaugers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or an increase of expenditures therefor, is abso 
lutely unjustifiable. ° 

Mr. HISCOCK. It may be unjustifiable, but it is not illegal. He 
may employ gaugers and storekeepers to any number he pleases. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say more; that I do not think he places the ad- 
ministration under which he holds ofiice in a right attitude when he 
seeks to get more money for the coming year than he expended last year. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] And further I say to the House 
that he ought not to have the opportunity of expending more money 
than he employed last year. If there should be an excess of expendi- 
ture over appropriation, and such contingency arises, then—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What? 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will be ready to meetitinsome way. But 
why any one on either side of the House should want to give more 
money than is shown to be necessary for the collection of the interna! 
revenue I am at a loss to know, in view of the fact that this very ofii- 
cer with this $50,000 less than you propose to give him for the current 
year collected an increased amount of revenue from these same sources 
over the prior year. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. With $200,000 less of expenditures. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iintend to vote with you upon the strength of your 
recommendations and assurances; and all I have said on my part has 
been simply for the purpose of getting your assurance and recommen- 
dation. 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not give any assurance. I give nothing ex- 
cept the deductions from the facts of the situation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then upon your statementof facts before the House 
I propose to stand by you for one. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have promised to yield to tlic 
gentleman from Indiana, who desires a vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Indiana wili not 
deprive the House of an opportunity to reply to the reflections upon 
the ———_ 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think in all fairness to the gentleman from IIli- 


Mr. RANDALL. I am not discussing distinctions of party as to | nois that he should be permitted to have some time. How much does 


Secretaries of the Treasury. We do not follow the estimates in every 
case, and yet the Government goes along while the expenditures are 
found far below the appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did my friend from Pennsylvania listen to the 
communication which was read? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; I have heard both sides and both letters. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That communication differs radically from the 
gentleman as to what is required by the service. 


the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. . Well, I have reserved my own time, butonly 
desire a few moments and will take it now. 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time? ve 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think the gentleman ought to limit 
me, but I think five minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have discharged my duty 
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in bringing to the knowledge of this House the statement and assur- 
ances of the Treasury officials in regard to what they believe may 
probably be the needs of the service. That is all I have desired to do. 
It is a matter of no personal interest to me any more than it isto every | 
other honest tax-payer in the land. I have notasingle distillery in 

my district. Ihave no manufactory of tobacco in my district. My 

people are consumers to a very moderate extent of both articles. They 

manufacture neither. But what I say is this: When the chief of the 

bureau positively asserts, as he has asserted in this communication, 

that this reduction of the amount of money that has been asked for 

may result in serious detriment to that service, I think we ought to 

have confidence in his integrity and veracity and give consideration to 

his recommendations. 

The Commissioner has stated in that communication that the effect 
of the reduction of this appropriation will be to encourage those who 
are inclined to commit frauds in the distillation of spirits and in the 
manufacture of tobacco. Iam impressed with the belief that there is 
much in his assertion. The otherday when tae gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania supported an amendment here striking from the sundry civil 
bill the fraud fund which it is asserted at the Departmentis absolutely 
necessary to protect the Government from the frauds committed by 
yoonshiners and others who have been defrauding the revenue, when 
certain gentlemen on this floor wanted to strike out that appropriation, 
it struck me then it was an insidious attempt to break down the in- 
ternal-revenue tax to which many are opposed; and I resisted that ef- 
fort then asI resist now the effort to cutdown the appropriation to that 
bureau to an extent which may seriously cripple the efficiency of that 
service. I willstate of this officer thatif you putin his hands $5,000,- 
000, I would trust him for an economical expenditure of that money. 

This is a sum Jess than we intrusted to officers of a former adminis- 
tration. Why should we not give our own officials the same degree of 
confidence as we did the others? I do not want a single dollar more 
expended than may be needed for an economical administration of the 
Government. But these officers who are controlling the affairs of this 
Government must not be crippled in their efforts to administer the 
Government efficiently. And I believe that the assertion of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may come true, that if you reduce this 
sum down té a point where there is danger of crippling the efficiency 
of the service you encourage those who are inclined to do so to commit 
frauds on the revenue. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CABELL] 
wish more time? 

Mr. CABELL. I donot wish tooccupy moretime. I have not heard 
anything to which I think it necessary to reply. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
‘TOWNSHEND | there is really no trouble about this matter. Every dol- 
lar required to carry on this important bureau of the Government will 
be appropriated. There is no material difference of opinion as to this 
matter between the conferees on the part of the two Houses. I feel au- 
thorized to say the Senate conferees do not regard it as absolutely neces- 
sary that the whole sum named shall beappropriated. The proper con- 
cessions will be made and the amount appropriated will be, at least in 
the judgment of the conferees, ample for the purpose. There is not the 
slightest occasion for any comment as to the management of this office; 
for I think we all agree that the present Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue has proved himself a very competent and efficient public officer, and 
that he has managed the affairs of that office exceedingly well. He re- 
duced the expenses last year as compared with the preceding year over 
$115,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. More than that. 
urer showing a reduction of $829,000. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Theexpenditures in this branch of the service which 
we are now discussing were in the previons year $1,963,527. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He has reduced the expenses in another direc- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam speaking of one item. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The figures [ cited apply to the whole service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a heavy reduction in the expenses of the 
bureau. For this item the expenditures last year were $1,849,098, 
showing a difference of $114,429. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I have a statement from the De- 
partment showing a reduction of expenses of $200,000 in the Internal 
Revenue Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am speaking of this one item alone. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to put on record as a portion of my re- 
marks astatementshowing the appropriations for this service for a series 
of years, and I wish to call the attention of the House tg the fact that 
in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress the appropriation for 
this branch of the service was $1,475,000. The amount gradually ran 
up. 

The following is the statement referred to by Mr. HoLMAN: 
Appropriations for salaries of storckeepers, gaugers, &c., of internal rev- 
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Mr: SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to state this 
fact: I have before me a statement from the Treasurer of the United 
States, showing the entire reduction in the internal- revenue depart- 
ment. Itshows that during the last fiscal year the decrease of expend- 
itures in the collection of internal revenue, as compared with the year 
1885, was $329,361.32. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the pending question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate it. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] moves that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment which has been read, and agree to the 
Same, 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask a division on that, so that the conferees may 
know the numerical vote of the House on that question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on Mr. TOWNSHEND’S motion, there were— 
ayes 5, noes 125. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAs }. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
insist on a quorum. 

So (farther count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the*Senate numbered 179 and agree 
to the same; and in regard to that I desire to make a brief statement, 
not to occupy over 2 minute. 

The Clerk read Senate amendment 179, as follows: 

To enable the Commissioner of Labor to collect and report to Congress the 
statistics of and relating to marriage and divorce in the several! States and Ter- 
ritories and in the District of Columbia, $10,000. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to say that, 
in my judgment, this is enlightened legislation, and the duty of mak- 
ing this examination is very properly assigned to the Commissioner of 
Labor, because the industrial condition of the country does affect the 
family, and we want to know whether this country is traveling in the 
direction of France, which has increased in population only 1 per cent. 
in thirty-six years. We want to know whether there are influences at 
work which are carrying this Republic in the same direction; and I 


As this division is entirely useless, I will not 


| think, as I have already said, that these amendments put upon the bill 


by the Senate are enlightened legislation and do the Senate much honor. 
I also wish to call attention to the fact that upon a yea-and-nay vote 
in the House the motion to concur received 108 or 110 votes. I hope 
that the House will recede and agree to this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise only to call the previous ques- 
tion on the motion, and to say that I do not think there will be any 
very serious trouble in coming to some agreement about this item. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question upon the 
motion that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
and agree to the same; and there were—ayes 51, noes 74. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he had 
better not press that demand, the gentleman from Indiana having as- 


| sured us that an agreement can probably be reached upon this item in 


conference. 
| Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
| tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreements to the amendments numbered 39 and 40. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Very well; I do not press the demand for 


Amendment numbered 39: Page 15, line 7,after “‘ dollars,” insert ‘‘ one clerk 
of class 3.” 
Amendment numbered 40: Page 15,line 7,after “‘“one” where it occurs tho 


| third time in said line insert “‘two clerks at $900,’ 
Mr. CANNON. A single word, Mr. Speaker, about these amend- 
|menis. This oneclerk at$1,600and these two clerks at $900 have been 
put into the bill by the Senate for the Civil Service Commission. A 
communication from that commission to the Senate committee, which 
is embodied in the report upon this subject, states: 
The clerical force of the commission now consists, besides the secretary and 
stenographer, of one clerk of class 2and one clerk of class1. The appropria- 
tion bill just passed by the House provides for the same force for the coming 
| year. It is utterly inadequate, being barely sufficient (with the help of the mes- 
| senger, who is an expert type-writer,and the laborer, who is constantly em- 

ployed on clerical work), for the dispatch of absolutely current work, leaving the 
} hmportant records and tabulations which should be kept up to date untouched. 


it is therefore recommended that to the present force there be added one clerk 
| of class 3 and two clerks at $1,000. 

The Senate amends that suggestion by providing for one clerk of class 
3and two clerks at $900. I have read the statement of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission. Let me say, in addition, that I am not here to fight 

the battle of this Civil Service Commission, but, as Jong as the law re- 
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mains upon the statute-book and you keep the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, for one I am willing to give them the force that is nezessary, and 
that without reference to whether the commission performed its duty 
or not. To be perfectly honest and frank about it, I am inclined to 
think that whether you give this force or whether you do not give it, 
the duty of that commission in enforcing the law in good faith will be 
neglected; yet while the law remains on the statute-book and the com- 
mission remains in existence I, as a member on the minority side of this 
House, do not propose to furnish you, or your administration, or your 
commission any excuse for not performing its duty. 

Having said this much and made this motion to concur, so far zs I 
am concerned I am ready to vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think, in view of the fact that the 
Civil Service Commission have sent a communication to the Senate 
stating that they need this additional force for the proper discharge of 
their duties, the House ought in all fairness to agree to this additional 
allowance. I hope that will be done even without a division, in order 
that this arm of the public service may be enabled to go on and perform 
its fanctions as the law requires it todo. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 











j 


| 
Mr. Speaker, before calling the previous question 
I simply wish to add that the objection to these items is that when we 
once organize a bureau its tendency always is to extend and increase 
the number of its employs and enlarge its expenditures. These bu- 
reans seem to grow steadily and remorselessly, without any possibility 
of their being restricted unless by the positive action of Congress. The 
tendency is to magnify every public employment, to magnify the duties 
of every office, and I think that especially in the early history of a Gov- 
ernment bureau there ought to be great hesitation in yielding to its de- 
mands for increased force and larger expenditure. It is for that reason 
the conferees on the part of the House did not yield this point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I concede the force of the gentleman’s argument, 
but the country is growing, and I think these Departments must grow 
with the growth of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON that the 
House recede from its disagreements to Senate amendments 39 and 40 
and agree to the same, there were—ayes 67, noes 77. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. [feall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; let us have tellers. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is this a motion to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate allowing additional clerks ? 

TheSPEAKER. TheSenate adopted twoamendmentsallowing three 
additional clerks to the Civil Service Commissioners. The House disa- 
greed to those amendments. The gentleman from Illinois now moves 
that the House recede from its disagreement and agree to the amend- 
ments. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to make an inquiry—I do not know whether 
it is a parliamentary question or not; it may be something of that nat- 
ure. I desire to know whether there is any provision by which any- 
body will be authorized to examine these clerks before they are ap- 
appointed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They would come under the civil-service rules, 
and would have to pass the examination applicable to clerks of the 
classes specified. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
123, nays 111, not voting 88; as follows: 


YEAS—123. 
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So Mr. CANNON’s motion was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading 


of the names was dispensed with. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Until farther notice: 
Mr. SpricGs with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 
Mr. HEARD with Mr. BAYNE. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 
Mr. VIELE with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 


Mr. Fevrx CAMPBELL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. Riees with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. Lovuttir. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Brapy. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. SyMEs. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. ARNoT with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 
Mr. REESE with Mr. BUCHANAN. 


¥ > 
JULY 16, 
NAYS—1)1. 

Adams, J. J. Culberson, King, Sayers, 
Allen, J. M. Curtin, Kleiner, Shaw, 
Anderson, C. M. Davidson, A.C. Laffoon, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Dockery, Landes, Skinner, 
Barksdale, Dowdney, Lanham, Sowden, 
Barnes, Dunn, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
Barry, Fidredge, Lore, St. Martin, 
Beimont, Elisberry, Lovering, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Lowry, Swope, 
Blanchard, Fisher, Mahoney, Tarsney, 
Bliss, Ford, Martin, Taulbee. 
Blount, Forney, Matson, Taylor, J. M. 

| Bragg, Geddes, Maybury, Tillman, 
Brum, Gibson, C. H. McAdoo, Trigg, 

| Burnes, Glass, McCreary, Turner, 
Cabell, Glover, MeMillin, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Green, R.S. McRae, Wallace, 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Merriman, Ward, J. H. 
Candler, Harris, Morgan, Ward, T. B. 
Carleton, Hatch, Murphy, Weaver, J. B. 
Catchings, Henderson, J. 8. Neal, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Henley, Oates, Wheeler, 
Clements, Holman, Perry, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hudd, Randall, Wilson, 
Comstock, Hutton, Reagan, Wise, 
Cowles, Irion, Reid, J. W. Wolford, 
Crisp, Johnston. T. D. Richardson, Woodburn, 
Croxton, Jones, J. H. Sadler, 

NOT VOTING—88. 

Aiken, Dawsor, Little, Riggs, 
Anderson, J>A. Dougherty, Louttit, Robertson, 
Arnot, Eden, Miller, Rogers, 
Berbour, Felton, Mills, Scranton, 
Bayne, Foran, Mitchell, Seney, 
Beach, Funston, Morrison, Sessions, 
Bland, Gallinger, Morrow, Seymour, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, Eustace Muller, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Green, W. J. Neece, Spriggs, 
Brown, W. W. Grosvenor, Negley, Stahlnecker, 
Buchanan, Grout, Norwood, Steele, 
Buck, Guenther, O’ Donnell, Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, O’ Ferrall, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Campbell, T. J. Hanback, © Hara, Storm, 
Caswell, Heard, O'Neill, J.J. Symes, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Taylor, E. B. 
Compton, Tlewitt, Peel, Thomas, J. R. 
Cox, Jones, J.T. Phelps. Throckmorton, 
Crain, Ketcham, Pideock, Tucker, 
Daniel, Le Fevre, Ranney, Van Schaick, 
Davenport, Lehitbach, Reed, T. B. Viele, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Libbey, Reese, Warner, A. J. 





Adame, G. E. Findlay, La Follette, Ryan, 

Allen, C. 1. Fleeger, Laird, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Frederick, Lindsley, § . 

Baker, Faller, Long, Smalls, 
Bingham, Gay, Lyman, Spooner, 
Bound, Gilfillan, Markham, Springer, 
Boutelle, Goff, McComas, Stephenson, 
Boyle, Hale, McKenna, Stone, E. F. 
Brady, Hall, McKinley, Strait, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Millard, Struble, 
Brown, ©. E. Hayden, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Bunnell, Haynes, Moffatt, Taylor, 1. H. 
Burleigh, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Taylor, Zach. 
Burrows, Hfenderson, T. J. Nelson, Thomas, O. B. 
Butterworth, Hepburn, O' Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Bynum, Herbert, Osborne, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Hermann, Owen, Wade, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Parker, Wadeworth, 
Conger, Hill, Payne, Wait, 
Cooper, Hires, Payson, Wakefield, 
Cutebeon, Hiscock, Perkins, Warner, William 
Dargan, Hitt, Peters, Weaver, A. J. 
Davis, Holmes, Pettibone, Weber, 
Dibble, Hopkins, Pindar, West, 
Dingley, Houk, Pirce, White, A.C. 
Dorsey, Howard, Plumb White, Milo 
Dunham, Jackson, Price, Whiting, 

Ely James, Rice, Willis, 
Evans, Johnson, F. A. Rock we} Winans, 
Everhart, Jobnston, J.T. Romeis, Worthington. 
Farguhar, Kelley, Rowell, 


Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. Lippey, until December next. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, until the end of the secs- 
sion. 

For this day: 

Mr. Hewitr with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. GUENTHER. . 

Mr. Cox with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. LirtLe. If Mr. OUTHWAITE were pres- 
ent, Mr, LITTLE would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. SEssIons. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House insist on its disagreement to thx 
remaining amendments numbered 2 and 17. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot. \ | 
as to the amendment numbered 17, which relates to Senators’ clerks, 
whether he does not think the House should take some action ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; it is a matter upon which the House wi!! 
have to act. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman whether there is any necessity 
at this stage of the session to send the conference back only to report 
farther disagreement ? 











Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest inasmuch as four amendments go to the 
eonference this might as well go. : 


Mr. CANNON. 
wishes another conference. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to call the attention of the 
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Mr. SMALLS. Very well; I will suggest that it go over until next 


Tuesday. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I mast object to that; Friday is private bill day, 


and this should go over until then. 


The SPEAKER, 


As the question of consideration is raised against 


gentleman from Indiana to the fact that the amendment numbered 41 | the bill, the first question is, Will the House proceed to consider it. 


changing the amount of appropriation so as to conform to the recom- 
mendation of the Civil Service Commission, has not been disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will concur in 
that amendment. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr: SPRINGER moved to reconsider the votes just taken ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers on the part of the House 
Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNON. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Alexander Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of Mary Jane Conrad; 

A bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; 

A bill (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 
the mainland; 

A bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 

A bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson; 

A bill (H. R. 4374) to increase the pension of Samuel Frost; 

A bill (H. R. oars granting a pension to Mary Sprague; 

A bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 6979) authorizing the construction of additional light- 
house districts;: 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to Pen- 
sacola, Fla. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Vorhees; 

A bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; 

A bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett; 

A bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; and 

A bill (H. R. 9438) appropriating money for the completion of the 
public building at Greensborough, N. C. 


CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. MATSON. I call up for consideration a bill (H. R. 4002) grant- 
ing a pension to Carter W. Tiller, together with the accompanying mes- 
sage of the President. This bill has been twice before the House for 
consideration. I wish to say this pension claim is in the hands of a 
special examiner for the purpose of being investigated for allowance in 
the Pension Office. There seems to be but one point of difficulty re- 
maining as to that claim; it is whether or not the soldier was in the 





Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the question of consideration if it will 
facilitate the disposition of it. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on postponing the further consider- 
ation until Friday next, 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Speaker misunderstood the gentleman 
from South Carolina. He modified his request and made it Tuesday. 

Mr. SMALLS. Yes, sir; Tuesday next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist upon Friday, that being private-bill day. 

Mr. SMALLS. We have taken up all of the private-bill days for 
weeks upon other matters. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the questicn to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the motion by setting the con- 
sideration of the bill for next Friday. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 52, noes 
82. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The motion to postpone the consideration of the bill until Tuesday 
was then agreed to. 

ELIZABETH LUCE. 

Mr. MATSON. Inow call up House bill No. 5997, granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Luce; and I ask it to be considered in connection with the 
message of the President stating his objections. 

Mr. FORNEY. Against that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
how long a time the consideration of the fortitications bill will occupy ? 

Mr. FORNEY. I suppose we can get through with it to-morrow, 
unless gentlemen want the general debate extended. ll understand 
four hours’ debate is desired. 

Mr. HOLMES. I trust this bill will be considered. 

Mr. MATSON. I have learned enough of the condition of the ap- 
propriation bills to insist upon the consideration of this bill now, as 
against the fortifications bill. There is no immediate necessity for send- 
ing that bill to the Senate. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is a question as to whether we will take up the 
general appropriation bill or a private bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
There are two bills carried over from last Friday, both of them being 
private bills. I desire to ask if they do not come up prior to this one? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. These are private bills 
also, and are privileged under the Constitution. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to say, in response to my colleague 
on the committee in charge of the fortifications bill, that this side of the 
House will expect two hours for general debate. I do not know what 
my friend wants on that side. But of course there is no pressing ne- 
cessity for getting this bill to the Senate as they have their hands fall. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And as reported it does not amount to much 
of a bill anyway. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 93, noes 73. 

So the House determined to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask that this report be read 
and that the views of the minority be also read, and after that I pro- 


line of duty at the time of capture. I think that can be cleared up by | P08¢ to move the previous question, in which I hope I will be sustained 
a special investigation. With a view of calling up other cases of the | »y gentlemen on both sides of the House. 


kind, at the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] I 
ask that by unanimous consent the consideration of this matter be post- 
poned to the fifth day of the next session of this Congress. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS, MARIA HUNTER. 


Mr. MATSON. I call up asa matter of privilege for consideration 
a bill (H. R. 7167) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hunter, with the 
accompanying message of the President. 

Mr. FORNEY. I raise the question of consideration against that, 
wy object being to take up the fortification bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama raises the question 
of consideration. The question is, Will the House now proceed to con- 
sider the message and bill? 

Mr. MATSON. I want to make a suggestion. If in the judgment 
of the House it is important that this bill, the fortifications bill, should 
go to the Senate at an early date, I do not want to insist upon this 
measure, because it can be called up at any time after the appropria- 
tion bill has been disposed of. 
wane FORNEY. This is the last one of the general appropriation 

i 

Mr. SMALLS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to allow this bill to go over until next Friday, as 
Mr, 0” who made the minority report, is not present and will 
not be in his seat until next week. 

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection. 

Several MEMBERS. Say next week. 


Mr. HOLMES. I trust the gentleman will not move the previous 
question yet, as a little explanation is desirable in regard to the medi- 
cal evidence in this case. 

Mr. MATSON. After the report is read if any gentleman insists 
that he has some word of explanation which is essential, I will yield 
ten or fifteen minutes. 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the veto message 


| of the President of the United States, and the minority report accom- 
| panying the same, which have heretofore been printed in the Recorp, 
| Were again read. 


Mr. MATSON. I now move the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES. I hope the gentleman will give at least twenty or 
thirty minutes’ debate on this. 

Mr. MATSON. It is impossible in the present state of the business. 
I am sure it is not needed, because the report sets forth the facts very 
fully. 

Mr.LONG. Irisetoaparliamentary inquiry. Ifthe previous ques- 
tion is ordered will there not be fifteen minutes’ debate on either side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. M1L1s in the chair). ‘The pre- 
vious question will cut off debate. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the rule provide that where there has not been 
any debate fifteen minutes shall be allowed for and against after the 
previous question has been ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the report, which has 
been held to be in the nature of debate, has occupied the time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The chairman of the committee said 
that after the reports were read he would yield time to discuss it. 
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Mr. MATSON. I saidif any gentleman stated that he had aparticu- 
lar point I would be willing to yield a few minutes. But the gentle- 
man has asked thirty minutes, which is inadmissible. 

The previous question was ordered; there being on a division—ayes 
85, noes 79. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question nowis, Will the House on 
reconsideration agree to pass the bill, the veto of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? And on this question the Constitution re- 
quires the yeas and nays to be taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 124, not 
voting 62; as follows; 





YEAS—116. 
Adams, G. FE. Frederick, landes, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Lindsley, Rowell, 
Baker Funston, Lyman, Ryan, 
Bingham, Geddes, Markham, Sawyer, 
Bound Gilfillan, Maybury, Sm . 
Boutelie, Goff, “McComas, Spooner, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Brown, C. E Grout, McKinley, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Millard, Struble, 
Brumm, Haynes, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Bunnell, Henderson, D.B. Moffatt, Tarsney, 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Burrows, Hepburn, Morrow, Taylor, Zach. 
Butterworth, Hermann, Nelson, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, J, M. Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Cannon, Hires, Osborne, Wade, 
Carleton, Hiscock, Owen, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hitt, Parker, Wait, 
Cooper, Holmes, Payne, Warner, William 
Cuteheon, Hopkins, Payson, Weaver, A. J. 
Davis, Houk, Perkins, Weaver, J.B. 
Dingley, Jackson, Peters, Weber, 
Dorsey, James, Pettibone, West, 
Ely, * Johnson, F. A. Pirce, White, A.C, 
Evans, Johnston, J. T. Plumb, White, Milo 
Everhart, Kelley, Price, Whiting, 
Farquhar, Ketcham, Reed, T. B. Wolford, 
Fleeger, Ta Follette, Rice, Woodburn, 
Foran, Laird, Rockwell, Worthington. 

NAYS—1. 
Adams, J. J. Dargan, Hutton, Sadler, 
Allen, J. M. Davidson, A. C. Irion, Sayers, 


Anderson, C. M. Davidson, R. i. M. Johnston, T. D, Scott, 


Ballentine, Dibble, Jones, J. HI. Seymour, 
Barksdale, Dockery, Kleiner, Shaw, 
Barnes, Dougherty, Laffoon, Singleton, 
Barry, Dowdney, Tanham, Skinner, 
Belmont, Eden, Lawler, Sowden, 
Bennett, Eldredge, Lore, Springer 
Blanchard, Ellsberry, Lowry, er, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Martin, Stewart, Char 
Bliss, Fisher, Matson, St. Martin 
Blount, Ford, McAdoo, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Boyle, Forney, McCreary, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Bragg, Gay, MeMillin, Sw i. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, C. H. McRae, Tau . 
Breckinridge, WCP. Glass, Merriman, Taylor, J.M. 
Burnes, Glover, Mills, Tillman, 
Bynum, Green, R. 8. Mitchell, Townshend, 
Cabell, Hale, Morgan, Trigg, 
Caldwell, Halsell, Morrison, Turner, 
Candler, Harris, Murphy, Van Eaten, 
Catchings, Hatch, Neal, Wallace, 
Clardy, Hemphill, Neece, Ward, T.B. 
Clements, Henderson, J.8. Oates, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Henley, Peel, Wheeler, 
Crain Herbert, Perry, Wilkins, 
Croxton, Hill, 1, Willis, 
Culberson, Holman, es Wilson, 
Cartin, Howard, Reid, J. W. Winans, 
Daniel, Hudd, Richardson, Wise. 

NOT VOTING—#2. 
Aiken, Dawson, Long, Scranton, 
Allen, C, H. Dunham, Louttit, Seney, 
Anderson, J. A, Dunn, Lovering, Sessions, 
Arnot, Felton, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Barbour, Findlay, Miller, Sprigrs, 
Bayne, Gallinger, Muller, ‘ 
Beach, Gibson, Eustace Negley, Stewart, J. W. 
Brady, Green, W. J. Norwood, Stone, E. F. 
Buchanan, Guenther, O'Donnell, Storm, 
Buck, Mall, O’Ferrall, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, O'Hara, , EB. 
Campbell, J. E. Hanback, O'Neill, J.J. ‘Thomas, J. R. 
a T. J. he Outhwaite, 
Caswell, eard, Phel ‘Tucker, 
Collins, Hewitt,* Pidonek, Van Schaick, 
Compton, Jones, J. T. Pindar, Viele, 
Comstock, King, Ranney, 
Cowles, Le Fevre, Reese, Ward, J. H. 
Cox, Lehlbach, Riges, Warner, A.J. 
Crisp, Libbey, rtson, 
Davenport, Little, Rogers, 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor of the bill) on reconsidera- 
tion, it failed to pass. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iam paired with Mr. Munuzr, of New York, 
onall political questions. -If this isto be considered a political question 
I will withdraw my vote. I will leave it to the Chair to determine. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. Mints). That is a question which 
the gentleman must decide for himself. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Judging from the vote it seems to have been 
made a political question, and I am somewhat 
seems to be considered a political question, I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. HOLMES. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the rest of tho 
day. 
Mr. PINDAR with Mr. ScRANTON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. HAYDEN, on this vote.’ 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. DUNHAM, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is whether a motion would be in order to recon- 
sider the vote just taken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on which the House has 
just voted isa question of reconsideration, and a motion to reconsider that 
vote would not be in order. 


MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


Mr. WINANS. I submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sa- 
rah Young, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Hoiise 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the word 
“twelve” insert the word “ twenty;” and the House agree to the same. 

EDWIN B. WINANS, 

JOHN A. SWOPE, 

E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

JAMES F. WILSON, 

W, C. WHITTHORNE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The effect will be togrant the beneficiary a pension at the rate of $20 per mont! 
from the passage of the act. 
EDWIN B. WINAN: 


JOHN A. SWOPE. 
E. H. CONGER. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. ANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the repori was 
ge and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER. 


Mr. CLAKUY. Isubmit the report of a committee of conference. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses « 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the constr 
tion of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, having m-' 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend tv 
their ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Se: 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In section 2 
strike outall of line 3 and the first three wordsin line 4; after the words *‘ Ne\ 
York,” in line 5, insert “the cost of which shall notexceed the sum of $40,000 
in line 7,after the word “ of,” strike out “forty” and insert’ three;" and at 
the end of the section add “and also to place and maintain at or near the sout!- 
east end of Hog Island Shoal, N. tt Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship r: 
cently withdrawn from Eel Grass Shoal ;"’ sothat the section will read : © That 
the House Board is authorized and required to establish and maintain 
ligt ips at the following-named places: One at or near the south end of Ram 
Island Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, Long Island, New York, the cost of whic! 
shall not exceed the sum of $4,000; one, the cost of which shall not exceed (1): 
sum of $3,000, to be stationed off Grosse’s Point, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan, aii 
also to place and maintain at or near the southeast end of Hog Island Shox 
een Bay, Rhode Island, the light-ship recently withdrawn from !'«! 
Grass Shoa 


MARTIN L. CLARDY, 

T. E. TARNSEY, 

W. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the Howse 


S. J. R. McMILLAN, 

J. N. DOLPH, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Sen. 


The following is the statement of the House conferees: 


In the matter of conference on Senate amendments to bill H. R.7627, prov! 
ing for the construction of rr euppl steamer for the Atlant: 
Gulf coasts, the managers on t of eae report that the se: 
amendment relates to a change of title of the bill made necessary by |! 
adoption of Senate amendment numbered 1. ‘ 

Senate amendment numbered 1 provided for the construction of a light-s!') 
at or near the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher's Island Sound, Long !s!«: 

which the or out tie on the part of the House with an amend 

cost of es shall not exceed $40,000; said amendment 1 
‘ora t-ship at or near Grosse Pointe, Lake Saint (1) 
not exceed $40,000,to which the manax: 

with an amendment striking out $40,000 o:J 


her provided for the establishment of a light-ship at (! 

Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, to whic! 
agreed with an amendment directin 

Board to place and maintain at such point the light-ship re 
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cently withdrawn from Eel Grass Shoal, the effect of which is to obviate the ne- 
cessity of constructing a new light-ship. 
MARTIN L. CLARDY. 
T. E. TARSNEY. 
WM. W. MORROW. 
The report was adopted. 
Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROAD TO KNOXVILLE NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. HOUK. I submit a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hoses on 
the bill (H.R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Knoxville, 
Tenn., after a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
pnuinbered 1,and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

C. M. ANDERSON, 

L. C. HOUK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

BENJ. HARRISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report does not state the effect of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HOUK. The effect, if the gentleman will permit me, is this: 
Through a mistake, General LOGAN added twoamendments instead of 
one, having misread the Quartermaster-General’s letter. We are not 
building the road as far as the original bill contemplated, and the first 
amendment cuts the road off about half way. Then, through a mis- 
take, he made the bill read that the road should be 35 feet wide. We 
want it 50 feet, and the Senate agrees to that. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN W. FARRIS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions in relation to the bill (H. R. 5137) 
granting a pension to John W. Farris. lLask that the report be printed 
in the RecorD and lie over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask leave to file the viewsof the minority in that 
case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The following is the report: 


Mr. Morr, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow - 
ing report: 

The Committee on-Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 6136) granting an in- 
crease of sion to John W. Farris, submit the following report: 

This bill was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions and was fa- 
vorably reported May 4, 1866. The bill, having passed both Houses of Congress, 
was presented to the President, who returned it June 21, 1886, with the following 
message : 

To the House of Representatives : 


I hereby return without approval a bill Originating in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled ‘An act granting an increase of pension to John W. Farris, 
which bill is numbered 6136. 

The claimant mentioned in this bill enlisted in the month of October, 1861, and 
was mustered out of the service in August, 1865. 

In 1881, sixteen years after his discharge, he filed an application for a pension, 

that he was afflicted with chronic diarrhea, contracted in the Army, 


and $85 his claim was allowed and he was granted a pension for that cause. 
in of the same year, and after this pension was granted, he filed an 
appl for an increase of his rate, alleging that in 1884, his eyes becaime af- 


fected in consequence of his previous ailments and the debility consequent 
>. 

uity developed in the constant and persistent attacks upon the pub- 

lic Treasury those claiming pensions and the increase of those already 

granted is exhibited in bold relief by this attempt to include sore cyes among 

the results of diarrhea. 


1 am entirely satisfied with the opinion of the medical referee, who, after ex- 
amining this case in October, 1885, reported that ‘‘the disease of the eyes can 
not be admitted to be a result of chronic diarrhea.”’ 

On all grounds it seems to me that this claimant should be contented with the 
pension which has been already allowed him. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXecurive Mansion, June 21, 1886. 


_ UHL. R. 6136. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 


America in Congress That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
, authorized and di to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late 
first lieutenant and adjutant of the Forty-cighth Illinois Volunteers, for disease 


of eyes, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Claimant enlisted in Company K, Forty-eighth Dlinois Volunteers, being at 
the time only fifteen years of age. September 8, 1864,he was promoted to be 
second lieutenant of his company,and was promoted to be first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant of his regiment, and was mustered out August 16, 1865. On 
September 9, 1881, he made application for a pension, alleging chronic diarrhea 
and general . January 16, 1885, this application was approved, and pen- 
sion allowed for “ iediarrhea and resulting general debility.” It is shown 
’ in the evidence that he contracted measles in the service, from which he bad not 
fully reeovered when he engaged in the battle of Shiloh, where he received a 
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avethe field. That from the 
ttle he contracted chronic diar 
since, and for which he is now receiving a pension 
simant filed an application for increase of pension, alleging 
** that since the granting of said certificate afliant’s general condition has grown 
worse. That in July, 1884,! ken with sore eyes, and that said sore eyes 


gunsh »t wound in his head 
the measles and the expo 
which he has suffered ever 

September 4, 1885, « 
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e was take 
resulted from the long and aggravated general debility contracted in the Army.’ 
February 16, 1886, the application for vas rejected on the ground that 
“the disease of the eyes can not be admitted as the result of « nic diarrhea.’ 
It will be noticed that in his application for increase he alleges that the disease 
of his eyes was the result of the general debility contracted in the Army; the 
medical examiner, if your committee understand his language, denies that the 
disease of the eyes can be the result of chronic diarrhea The folowing evi 
dence was submitted in support of h laim. Dr. James McComb, a reputable 
physician of twenty years, testifies under date of January 27, 18% 

“I have frequently treated him for ch diarrhea, and have known for 
many years that he wasa sufferer from that disease; that in 1884, when he was 
first attacked with conjunctivitis, I, in connection with my partner, Dr. Billings 
treated the claimant until he went to the city of Saint Louis for treatment by 
Dr. Michel, professor of opthalmology ir iri Medical College; that, in nm 
opinion, his impaired vision and protr: yed result of a « 
constitutional disability.”’ 

Dr. James M. Billings, «f Lebano: 

‘** [have often treated claimant for« 
That in 1884, when cl 
self treated him until he went to Saint Louis for treatment by an oculis That 
at the time I first treated’ the claimant for sore eyes I attributed said ase lo 
constitutional causes, and I am now, and ever have been from that time, of the 
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1imant was attacked with sore eyes, Dr. McComb and my 


testifies, January 27, 1886: 
diarrhea, with which he was afflicted. 


‘ 


opinion that his impaired vision and protracted eye disease is the result of a 
vitiated constitution.” 
Dr. Charles E. Michel, oculist, of Missouri Medical College, certifies ‘that he 


has been treating Senator J. W. Farris for chronic conjunctivitis with granula- 
tion since January, 1885, and that lam satisfied that a vitiated constitut 
dition is to blame for his impaired vision and prolonged eye affectior 

The examining board of surgeons at Lebanon, Mo., report, October 21, 1885 

“We find the conjunctiva of both eyelids thickened and in a state of chronic 
inflammation. There is an opacity of the cornea of both eyes, resulting from 
ulceration, which is of the nebulous variety. The vessels of the conjunctiva of 
the cornea are very muchenlarged. The opacity of the left cornea extends over 
the pupil, and almost completely obstructs the vision. That of the right eye is 
less extensive—about two-thirds.. He can not distinguish the largest test type 
with the left eye, but with the right eye can distinguish it at a distance of 17 
inches. He is totally incapacitated for manual labor. He is in our opinion en- 
titled to a second-gradejrating for the disability caused by chronic diarrhea re- 
sulting in general debility and sore eyes.”’ 

This evidence was carefully discussed and weighed when the case was consid- 
ered by the committee. Upon the committee are two able physicians of long 
and extensive practice. The evidence was submitted to them, and they were 
requested to decide upon the merits of the question as to whether disease of the 
eyes would be a natural result of long-continued chronic diarrhea and general 
debility. They decided, after a careful consideration of the matter, that it would 
be, and recommended a favorable reportin the case. Dr. John Swinburne, a 
member of this House, one of the most noted physicians of this country, a gen- 
tleman who for forty years has had a large and varied practice, who was himself 
a distinguished Army surgeon during the late war, and afterward at the siege of 
Paris, expresses himself as follows 

**My experience is that where any inflammation occurs while one is suffering 
from any exhausting disease, such as chronic diarrhea of years’ standing, and 
especially those involving theeyes (conjunctivitis), the disease becomes chronic, 
and does not yield so long as the diarrhea continues. Also that persons suffer- 
ing from chronic diarrhea, or other exhaustive ailments, are more liable to con 
tract low forms of inflammation, and particularly the eyes (conjunctivitis 

Your committee in considering this case had before them the evidence of five 
physicians, men known to be skilled in the practice of their profession—one of 
them a distinguished oculist, and a professor of a well-known medical col- 
lege—who, after a personal exsmination of claimant and months of acquaint- 
ance with him, declared that they were satisfied that his disease of the eyes was 
the result of his “‘ vitiated constitutional condition.” The other able physi- 
cians who had examined the evidence declared that the conclusions reached by 
those who had examined the claimant were logical and reasonable 

On the other hand was the statement of the medical examiner, that “ the dis- 
ease of the eyes can not be admitted as the result of chronic diarrhea,”’ and 
this was formally approved by the medical referee. Neither of them had ever 
seen the man, nor can your committee discover that they had any evidence be- 
fore them except the affidavits of the five physicians which are set forth in this 
report. It was simply a question whether the opinions of two men, who had 
never seen a patient, should weigh more than those of five just as able and as 
skilled, who had personally examined him, with the judgment of three more 
added who had given the case just as careful thought and attention as the two 
had. 

But there are other matters which enter into a full and fair consideration of 
this case. Your committee, in considering the bills that have been referred to 
them, have labored under the impression that they were not wholly restricted 
to the consideration of cases that could properly be allowed in the Pension Of- 
tice, nor were they confined to the rules and regulations of that bureau, but they 
have assumed that they had an enlarged jurisdiction, and that upon them de- 
volved the delicate duty of meting out justice and equity in cases where ade- 
quate relief could not be afferded under existing laws. They do not therefore 
deem it absolutely essential that it shall be proven with mathematical certainty 
that this claimant’s Joss of sight was entirely the result of his military service. 
It is probably beyond the power of human skill to trace unerringly the connec- 
tion between his present disability and the days and months lengthened into 
years that he passed in camp and on the march or the terrible ordeals of the 
battlefields and the hospitals. 

lt is known that this man enlisted early in the war when a mere lad; that he 
served nearly four years, though much of the time a constant sufferer from the 
terrible disease which has clung to him ever since. That he was a brave and 
gallant soldier, and so distinguished himself by his fidelity and bravery that he 
won two commissions before he was twenty yearsofage. That hecame out of 
the service diseased and broken down,justly entitled to a pension, which he 

proudly refused to accept until worn and weakened by his disability incurred 
m the service. That for sixteen years he cheerfully surrendered to the Govern 
ment that pension to which he was justly entitled. That he has now entirely 
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lost the sight of one eye, and that of the other is very seriously impaired. Ina 
few more months he will probably be forever shut out from the lightof the sur 
and for him during the remainder of his years on earth there will only be one 


endless night. If this brave boy had not enlisted in the military service of the 
United States he would have been now, at the age of forty years, in the prime of 
manhood instead of being an almost helpless wreck. That Congress h 
power to grant the relief asked for no one questions. That it is its duty your 
committee, without a dissenting voice. believe. They therefore recommend the 

yn of the President tothe contrary notwithstanding. 


passage ofthe bill, the objecti 
The views of the minority will be submitted hereafter. 
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INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 


port. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, having had under consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution, beg leave to report the same with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, and recommend its adoption : 

*‘Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to furnish the House of Representatives with all correspondence not 
heretofore made public between the Goverunsent of the United States and the 
Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Ricasince 1876in reference to the location and 
construction of an interoceanic canal via San Juan River and Lake Nicaragua, 
and relating to the treaty or other rights of the bordering republics." 


The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DAVID T. ELDERKIN. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the bill (H. R. 5995) grant- 
ing a pension to David T. Elderkin and the President’s message veto- 
ing the same. I ask that the report be printed in the RecorD and lie 
over. ° 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I will ask leave to file the views of the minority in 
that case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of 
the President of the United States returning House bill 5995 with his objections 
thereto, report. 

The veto message is as follows: 

To the House of Iepresentatives : 

I return herewith without eprom House bill No. 5995, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to David T. Elderkin.” 

This claimant enlisted August 5, 1862. From his record it appears that he was 
dishonorably discharged the service, to date from June 11, 1863, with loss of all 
pay, bounty, and allowances. 

He filed a declaration for a pension in 1882, claiming that he was wounded in 
the head by a shell January 1, 1863, which cut his cheek close to his right ear, 
causing almost total deafness. 

There is conflicting evidence as to the claimant's freedom from deafness prior 
to enlistment, and on a special examination it was shown that he was slightly 
hard of hearing before enlistment. Indeed the claimant himself stated to the 
special examiner and also to the board of surgeons that he had been somewhat 
deaf from childhood. 

In 1882 an examining surgeon reports that he finds no scar or evidence of 
wound, but his hearing is very much impaired. 

The claim was rejected in 1885 on the ground that deafness existed prior to 
enlistment, and also because of no ratable disability by reason of alleged wound 
in the cheek. 

I think, considering the manner of the soldier's discharge and the facts de- 
veloped, that the claimant should not be pensioned. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcUTIVE MANSION, June 23, 1886. 


[i. R. 599%. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.]} 
An act granting a pension to David T. Elderkin. 
Be & enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniied States of 


“America in Congress assembled, That the tary of the Interior be, and hereby 


is, authorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and jimita- 
tations of the ee laws, the name of David T. Elderkin, late of Company K, 
One hundredth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House waa 
JOHN 8 AN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I certify that this act originated in the House of R ntatives. 
Attest: JNO. B. CLARK, Jn., Clerk. 


The following is the military history of this soldier: 

He enlisted August 5, 1862, in Company K, One hundredth Regiment Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers; was wounded and taken prisoner at battle of Stone River, 
December 31, 1863; confined in Libby prison forty-one days; paroled at Annap- 
olis, Md., and sent to Benton barracks, Missouri, from w upon the advice 
of commander and officers, he went home with the assurance t his discharge 
would follow him. Not receiving it, he returned in two weeks and went home 
again upon same advice. His d was not sent him, but he never re- 
turned, being totally unfit fer duty, and was never paid. On June 23, 1875, he 
received from the War De ment a dishonorable discharge “to date from 
June 11, 1863, with loss of al y, bounty, and allowance.” 

On October 14, 1882, he filed application for pension, alleging that at battle of 
Murfreesborough or Stone River, Tennessee, he received a shell wound on side 
of the head by ashell which had taken off the head of a fellow soldier just before 
it struck him, which wound has resulted in his almost total deafness, and that 
he was captured, &c., as above stated. This claim was rejected November 5, 
1885, ‘‘on the ground that said disability existed before enlistment.” 

A large amount of testimony has been taken in this case, by two special ex- 
aminers, and it is clearly proven that claimant was slightly deaf at enlistment, 
but not to such a degree as prevented his soneeenee into the service by exam- 
iner, and his performance of the duties of a soldier, until wounded in battle and 
taken prisoner. 

Special Examiner J. J. Purman, who seems to have made a very extensive and 
ao examination in lilinois among claimant's old comrades, says he finds 
conclusive evidence that soldier was somewhat deaf at enlistment, but also finds 
evidence showing that he was much deafer after the battle of Stone River than 
before, and recommends rejection for deafness alone, but thinks claimant en- 
titled to something for the wound and its results. 

Peter M. Chisholm, of Joliet, Ill., and whose reputation and character are cer- 
tified to as excellent, testifies before special examiner : 

**T first got acquainted with claimant in 1859; lived just 1 mile from him; he 
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and I enlisted about the sametime. * * * Atthe battle of Murfreesboro.,), 
claimant and myself were both taken prisoners. I was taken prisoner two |, 
three days before the battle.and he was taken at the time of the battle. W), 
we were both prisoners at Chattanooga, Tenn., and while the battle was yet ; 
ing on, I met the claimant and I could hardly make him hear, and I asked } 
what made him so much more deaf than he used to be, and he then told me | 
had got hurt in the battle of Murfreesborough. He said a cannon-ball had passe:| 
by and just grazed his head and shoulders on the left side, and that since tha; 
he could not hear as well as before, He came home from the service in J 
1863, and I was mustered out in June, 1865. 4 

“The same summer or the fall after I came home I met claimant and he \ 
more deaf than when I last saw him in the Army.” 

In another affidavit Chisholm testifies: . 

“In regard to the charge of desertion that is made against David Elderki 
Company K, One hundredth Iilinois Volunteer Infantry, on file in the War De. 
partment at Washington, I, Peter M. Chisholm, of Braidwood, Will County, ||). 
nois, being duly sworn, depose and say that I was a private in Company E, One 
hundredth Illinois Volunteers; that I enlisted about August 18, 1862, at New [e- 
nox, Ill., and that I am and have been intimately acquainted with David Elder- 
kin since 1859, J knew when he enlisted and wasnear him on the march sou(); 
from Nashville, Tenn., just before the battle of Stone River which took plac 
January 1, 1863; that I was taken prisoner about December 28, 1862; that I did not 
see Elderkin again till about January 1, 1863, when he arrived a prisoner at Chat. 
tanooga, Tenn., where I was also held as a prisoner by the rebels; that we were 
both taken from this place to Richmond, Va., together, that when we arrive: 
there we were separated, he going to Libby prison and I to Castle Thunder; tha: 
I saw him one day while he was in Libby prison; that I wasparoled and sei: |. 
Annapolis, Md. 

“After being there some ten days David Elderkin arrived, andI met him on tix 
wharf when the boat arrived. After remaining there some time we were se: 
to Benton barracks, Missouri. We arrived there together on March 17, 146. 
He was very deaf, and I took him to a doctor of an Illinois regiment, whose 
name I have since forgotten, and asked him if he could do ogee for this 
man. The doctor examined him and said he would have to be discharged, that 
he was not fit for the service. Elderkin then asked for a discharge, but the 
doctor told him he had no orders to examine him, but that he would have to |« 
discharged. : 

“Some of the officers and soldiers, to my certain knowledge, advised him to go 
home; that he was unfit for the service, and that if he went home his discharge 
would follow him. As Iwasa particular friend of his, he came to me to con- 
sult about the matter, and asked me what would be the result if he went home 
I told him it would be all right; that they could not hurt him as he was not ! 
for the service. This I gave him as my opinion, He then went home, but re- 
turned in about two weeks to see about his discharge. His discharge had no: 
arrived. So I and other soldiers then advised him to go home and report to the 
provost marshal and state his case to him; that he was unfit for duty, and would 
be discharged. I had t influence over him, and it may be that I am to blan 
for his going home as he did. I am willing to swear positively that he neve: 
intended to desert. 

** David Elderkin was a very conscientious man, and I do not believe he cou |: 
be induced to do anything he thought wrong. He was not posted as to tl 
rules and regulations, and in this matter acted entirely on the advice of others 
I was with him almost continually from the close of the battle of Stone River 
till he left Benton Barracks, Missouri, which was some time in June, 1863. | am 
e Eee of David Elderkin, and have no interest whatever in the clearing 
oO} case.”’ 

Several other affidavits are on file showing that his hearing was much w< 
after he returned from the Army than it was before. He claims to have a 1 
ing sound in his ears like musketry or artillery, which has existed ever sin: 
the wound was received, but with greater severity in last few years. 

The following is taken from the examination by the full board at Wave: 
Iowa, July 30, 1885: 

“On percussing his head, he says, it jars all over and aches like a toothac }\ 
that the noise in his head came right on after the injury, but two years ago |a-' 
spring the noises became very much exaggerated and haye continued so un'! 
this time. Owing to his mental inaptitude his wife gave most of the answers‘. 
our inguiries * * * He can not hearthe watch tick at the ear orin the mou! 
but does hear loud conversation (his wife says a good deal by the lip moveme» '- 


“On rough handling at the angle of the lower jaw, he says it hurts on the 
scarred angle, which is a little swollen. Upon thestatement of claimant that t!: 
ringing in his ears commenced upon the receipt of injury, and has continuc: 
ever since, and became worse two years ago last spring, we rate on the subje«'- 
ive symptoms only, namely: injury to the jaw and resulting hyperesthesia o! 
the brain and nerves. He is, in our opinion, entitled to an 8-8 total rating for 
the disability caused by aay to jaw and disorder of brain.” 

It is not an uncommon thing for persons suffering from deafness caused |» 
such injuries as this of Elderkin’s, and with such resulting ringing and roar!) > 
in their heads, to — become insane. 

This result has al y come upon Daniel Elderkin, as will be seen by the {v!- 
lowing affidavit of the commissioners of insanity for Black Hawk, Iowa: 

“The undersigned, Dr. D. W. Crouse and E. T. Corwin, commissioners of in- 
sanity of said county, do he certify that we were present at the examination 
of David T. Elderkin for custody and treatment as an insane person. Said b'- 
derkin was laboring under the delusion that he saw the head of a comrade 
taken off by a shell in battle, &c., and that the evidence in the case, with his « 
tions, were conclusive beyond a doubt that said Elderkin was of unsound mind.’ 

It is also in — that claimant is very poor, and has a wife and seven «! 
dren. The following petition is on file in the case, signed bya very large nun- 
ber of citizens, many of them, officers and business men of the county, o! (\« 
very highest character and standing : 


“ Your petitioners, citizens of Black Hawk County, Iowa, fully show 
that we are personally acquainted with David T. in, of Finchford, this 
county, formerly of Company K, One hundredth Regiment Illinois Voluntecr- 
that he has resided in this county for a numberof years; that before he beca!'e 


insane he was a man of truth and veracity, and any statements he then mace 
in regard to his claim for a pension are entitled to fall credit and belief. A '«. 
that, so far as his health would permit, he has been a hard-working, industrio.- 
man up to the time his health failed and he became insane ; that he bas 4 wi'° 
and children that are dependent almost entirely on him for their support ; ‘4% 
we believe him entitled to a on. And will forever pray,” &c. 

‘This seems to your avery sad anda very meritorious case, 41 
the only — objection to its lies in the fact of his dishonorable d:-- 
charge. this seems to be fairly explained, and while technically the soldic: 
might have been a deserter, he certainly was not in spirit or intent. Know in. 
that he was valuless as a soldier, u the advice of his friends he went home 

openly remained there cupocting 8 rge. ; 

The Pension Office does not seem to have considered this as a bar to iis re 
ceiving a , else why send examiners into several States at great expe" 
to determine the other questions involved without any reference to this. : 

This man was accepted into the service as sufficient!y sound for enro!|me''. 
He served faithfully until wounded and taken prisoner. His disability has co: 
Jew ee pat ne ey until now it has developed into hopeless insanity. He vever ~ 
recei an 7 

In view of the high characte: of this claimant, as testified to by the bes! « 
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zens of his county, his disease and deplorable insanity, unquestionably result- 


ing from his wound and the circumstances connected therewith, as shown by 


the testimony of the insane commission quoted above, and the recommendation 
of the Waverly examining board, your committee believe that a generous and 

1Government can and shouid afford the relief asked for, regardless of the 
formal dishonorable discharge, and therefore recommend the passage of the 
pill, the objections of the President to the contrary, notwithstanding. 


The views of the minority wilt be submitted hereafter. 
MRS. CATHARINE M’CARTY. 


Mr. MATSON. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5603) granting a 

usion to Mrs. Catharine McCarty, and ask for its present considera- 
tion, with the message of the President stating his objections. I ask 
that the report be read, and also the views of the minority. 

The report and the views of the minority, heretofore printed in the 
RECORD, were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House, on 
reconsideration, agree to pass this bill? And on thatthe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON] demands the previous question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that I desire an opportunity to 
explain this bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I withdraw the demand for the previous question 
and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to yield us more time for the consideration 
of this question. It is only just to the gentlemen who have joined in 
making this report that they should have time to state their reasons 
for recommending the passage of the bill over the veto. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentlemen who have joined in the report have 
stated their case in their own way in the report. The gentleman from 
Iowa who introduced the bill [Mr. WEAVER] asks five minutes and I 
have yielded him that time. 

Mr. CONGER. The chairman knows very well, however, that there 
is not an opportunity in a report of this kind to state all the circum- 
stances of a case. 

Mr. MATSON. If the report does not state all the circumstances, 
that certainly is not the fault of the gentleman,who did not write the 
report. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like the close at- 
tention of the House during the few minutes that I am to speak. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know whether, under the rules, fifteen minutes’ debate are not allowed 
on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That time is allowed where there has 
been no debate, but in this case there has been the reading of the re- 
port, which is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the reading of the report, occupying eight 
minutes, cut off the whole thirty minutes allowed under the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule says that where there has 
been no debate there shall be thirty minutes allowed, fifteen minutes 
on each side; but the reading of the report is debate, and therefore this 
case does not come within the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not so understood by the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is rather a techical decision, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr 
WEAVER} has the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, this case had the careful 
consideration of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and it passed the 
House. The veto message of the President has also had careful con- 
sideration, and the committee have reported this bill back with the rec- 
ommendation that it do the Presideat’s veto to the contrary not- 
withstanding. It is perfectly clear to my mind that this bill ought to 
pass. This soldier died while he was in the service. His widow is 
poor and has a large family on her hands. The circumstances attend- 
ing the death must, however, control her right toa pension. In brief, 
they are these: The soldier was asked by one of his comrades to taste 
of some medicine which he had in a bottle. The soldier did taste of it 
and it killed him; that is all there is in this case. The medicine had 
been prepared for a sick soldier. It was not a case of suicide; it was 
purely an accident. I appeal to the soldiers present here on both sides 
of the House to say if they did not know in their own experience of a 
great many men who were killed accidentally while in the service by 
gunshots, and we all know that nobody ever raised a question about 
their widows being entitled to a pension. It would be a very hard 
= indeed, to say that this widow is not entitled to a pension under 

cireumstances. 


This is exactly a case in which Congress ought to interfere. The 
widow isnot entitled to a pension under the general law; by reason of its 
universality she is technically excluded. But the equities of the case 
are all with her, just as though her husband had died from any other 
cause than accidentally taking poison. 

I think the House Subentento this case; and, with a proper under- 
ee I believe there is generosity and independenee enough 

- here ( t intending to cast the least reflection upon the Executive) 
to insure the passage of this bill. The opinion of the President is the 
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opinion of one man. It has called this House and the committee to a 
careful reconsideration of the bill. Such careful re-examination has now 
been had 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question before he closes. Is there any evidence in this case showing 
that the soldier had knowledge he was taking poison ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. None atall. There is no evidence of any 
fault on his part, except that he placed confidence in a comrade who 
handed him the poison; and that was not a crime. 

I appeal to this House to show to the country that we mean only to 
draw proper distinctions and that we intend to pension every one who 
presents an equitable claim for a pension. Suppose a physician had 
prescribed this medicine for this soldier and he had made a mistake in 
taking an overdose, would his widow be deprived of a just claim for a 
pension? Certainly not. Suppose somebody had poisoned a spring 
from which the soldier took a drink, would the widow be justly de- 
prived of a pension? Certainly not. Here, the temptation being held 
out by a comrade, the soldier tasted this fluid and it killed him. Now, 
under these circumstances I see no reason on earth for depriving this 
widow of a pension, and I do not believe this House is disposed to do 
any such thing. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps true, as the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] says, that the widow ought not to suffer 
for the negligence of her husband. She ought not to suffer on account 
of his negligence, unless she is claiming on account of his negligence. 
In this case she is claiming a pension because of her husband’s death 
occasioned by his gross carelessness. This, it seems to me, concludes 
the case against her. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. How could there be ‘‘ gross carelessness’? 
on the part of the soldier when his comrade held out the fluid to him, 
and he himself did not know what it was? 

Mr. MATSON. Because his act of drinking that fluid had nothing 
whatever to do with his military duty; because he had no business 
whatever totaste the medicine; because the evidence shows he thought 
it was whisky he was drinking; and because he drank a great deal 
more than a mere taste of it, or it would not have killed him. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman know how much of the fluid 
extract of colchicum suffices to kill a man ? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Half a teaspoonful will do it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Every physician or other person having 
knowledge of this medical preparation knows that to the taste it is pleas- 
ant and apparently harmless. So far as the taste is concerned, it is like 
ordinary wine; and this man could not tell whether it was a deadly 
poison or not. Half a teaspoonfal of that fluid, I am assured, is suffi- 
cient to cause death. 

Mr. MATSON. Still, it is the fact that the soldier in drinking that 
liquid was not in the line of hisduty. Hewas grossly careless in tasting 
it at all, simply because he was asked to taste it. More than that, he 
was told, as the evidence in the case shows, that it had a very. peculiar 
taste and a very peculiar smell. Hewas put on his guard. Aftersuf- 
ficient notice or warning he recklessly drank enough to kill him. He 
certainly was guilty of very gross negligence; and his widow is now 
claiming a pension because of his gross negligence. I am disposed to 
be as liberal, I trust and believe, toward the soldiers’ widows of this 
country as any one ought to be; but when a widow claims a pension on 
account of her husband’s recklessness, she must suffer the consequences 
of the reckless act of her husband. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. ‘There stands beside me a celebrated phy- 
sician of this country, now a member of this House, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]; and he will tell the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions that a glass of sherry wine and a 
glass of the fluid extract of colchicum are so similar to the taste that 
an inexperienced person could not tell the difference between them. 

Mr. SWINBURNE assented. 

Mr. MATSON. That may be true; I do not know anything about 
it. Still the fact remains that the act of the soldier in drinking that 
fluid had nothing whatever to do with his military duty. He was 
killed outside of the line of his duty just as much as if he had been 
engaged in some business in which he had no right to be engaged. 
There can not be any question about this case. More than that, as is 
stated in the minority report, Hom: Wayne MacVeagh, when Attorney- 
General-of the United States, gave an opinion on this case, showing 
clearly that under the circumstances stated the widow could not have 
a claim for a pension. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
there is no right to a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. There is no right under any law 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But there is under the equities of the 
case. 

Mr. MATSON. No; not under the equities. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Suppose that the soldier had heen ac- 
cidentally shot in the camp? 

Mr. MATSON. That would be a different case altogether. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Can you discover any real difference 
in principle? 
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cat it ARE a AOA he Lea AA Tk MY Kelle ea 


v 
k 
iF 
£ 
b 
® 
& 
i 





754 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MATSON. Ivan. If the soldier had been shot while in camp, 
while engaged in the line of his duty and as a result of the pursuit of 
duty, his widow would undoubtedly be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Substantially the fact here is that this sol- 
dier’s comrade did shoot him—not with a gun but with poison. 

Mr. MATSON. Thecomrade did not “‘ shoot him;’’ this soldier took 
the poison himself. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But he took it under false pretenses; he 
supposed he was taking something harmless. 

Mr. JOP NSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MATSON. I will 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me inquire whether the gentle- 
man from Indiana had those views when he reported this bill or whether 
he has entertained them only since the reception of the President’s veto 
message ? 

Mr. MATSON. Idonot remember anything about the bill; whether 
I was present or not I can not say; but whether I was or not does not 
make any difference to me. When I come to reconsider acase, if J find 
lam wrong I have sense enough to see it, and if on examination I find 
lam wrong I will say so. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. You were right then but wrong now. 

Mr. MATSON. It may be a mere difference of opinion. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr.CANNON. Letmefirstaskaquestion. The otherday we passed 
a Mexican pension bill putting the widows of Mexican soldiers on the 
pension-roll without reference to disability. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Without reference to service. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think it is quite as proper 
for us to put this unfortunate woman, the widow of a soldier, upon the 
pension-roll under the circumstances which have been stated ? 

Mr. MATSON. In reply to that question of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, all I have to say is that what may be proper to do under general 
legislation it may be improper to do in special cases. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The reverse exactly is the truth. 

Mr. MATSON. When you come to put all the widows of the last 
war on the pension-roll without regard to the cause of the death of the 
soldier, you present an entirely different question from selecting ont one 
widow whocan not trace her husband’s death as having been caused in 
the service. That is an entirely different question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He w-z!4 have been supporting her 
now if he had not been in the service. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. }*1L1s in the chair). The gentle- 
man will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. My parliamentary inquiry is in reference to the 
question of recognition. This is the second veto message upon which 
we have been called to vote, and in both instances the gentleman from 
Indiana has taken the floor and demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been because he is the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS. I havenot yet stated the whole question. When 
a gentleman on the part of a committee takes charge of a matter it is 
supposed he isa member of the majority of the committee which has 


signed the report in favor of the bill, but when it turnsout that he does’ 


not belong to the majority of the committee but has on the contrary 
signed the views of the minority, I submit, then, as a matter of parlia- 
mentary practice, that some member on the part of a majority of the 
committee which makes the report should first be recognized for the 
purpose of demanding the previous question and not any gentleman 
who has signed the views of the minority. Hereafter I hope the Chair 
will Ty ae some one who signs the majority report. [Cries of 
** Vote!” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Every bill should be in the hands of its friends 
and not in the hands of its enemies. 

Mr. BURROWS. Some one should be recognized who represents 
not the views of the minority but the views of the majority. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit this is a serious question, because 
the member who is recognized by the Chair is the one who is entitled 
to call for the previous question, and therefore regulates in the first in- 
stance the debate. It is a very important privilege and ought not to 
be granted to any one opposed to the bill. Tt is not pretended that the 
gentleman from Indiana represents the majority in this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been the parliamentary custom 
to recognize the chairman of the committee which makes the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He did not make the report at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman does not say he rep- 
resents the majority of the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, on the contrary, he is opposed to the report 
of the majority. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why should he have the control when he says 
himself that he is opposed to it ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman appeal from the 
decision of the Chair ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to say one word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will take their seats. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Imake the point of order that no appeal from the 
decision of the Chair on the question of recognition can be taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say very frankly, while I do not agree with the 
Chair, that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] is entitled to 
make the report, although he was in the minority, and that it is a ques- 
tion this House has nothing to do with. The Speaker recognized him, 
and recognized him to move the previous question, and therefore he 
had a right te make the motion, and that is‘ all there is of it. 

Mr. CANNON. No Chair can do that thing with impunity or with 
out a protest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not a question that comes before the House 
at all. 

I will vote with you gentlemen against ordering the previous ques- 
tion, so that a member representing the majority report may be reco- 
nized to control the debate thereafter. That is the only way to do it 
You can not appeal from the decision of the Chair on a question of rec- 
ognition. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I thought the House would not permit a 
matter of this kind to be controlled by a man who has not the affirm- 
ative of the question. I do not think the ordinary parliamentary 
proceedings would justify it ; and I am glad to see the gentleman from 
Illinois has come to the rescue of the proprieties on this occasion. 

Mr. BLAND. But there was no objection to the recognition. When 
the gentleman from Indiana rose, that was the time to make the ob 
jection. It is now too late. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I want to make a remark. I appeai to 
the members of the House in disposing of this question to leave party 
out of the question. It is no party question; it is only whether this 
poor widow shall have the pension or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will not entertain the appea!. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have already made the point of order that tho 
Chair can not entertain such an appeal. There is not an instance on 
record where such a thing has been done under such circumstances 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will with- 
draw the appeal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is not a question of recognition at all, but the 
right of a man who signed a minority report to take control of a bill as 
against the majority of the committee. I do not want a minority to 
succeed in cutting the throat of a bill reported by a majority of the 
committee in this manner. It is against that that I enter my protest. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman from 
Indiana who is chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions wa: 
permitted to make this report by consent of the majority of this com- 
mittee, and that no one has a right to complain of his being recos- 
nized in that relation. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it was supposed when he made the report 
that he was in favor of it. It tarns out now, before we are through 
with the question, that the gentleman who made the report and he! 
out to the House that he was in favor of it signed a minority report. 
That report was read, and immediately thereupon he demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. MATSON. How did the gentleman from Michigan get the idea 
that I favored either of these bills? 

Mr. BURROWS. Why, that was the understanding clearly on tho 
floor. 

Mr. MATSON. How? By simply calling them up? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the House 
for one moment on this subject. I ask to read from page 326 of the 
Manual: ‘ 

By parliamentary courtesy the member upon whose motion a subject is broug!)! 
before the House is first entitled tothefioor. So, too, it isan invariable practice 
of the Speaker, at every new stage of a bill, or proposition, to recognize firs! {lc 


member who has had charge of it,even if another member addressed him firs‘, 
provided he is competitor for the floor. 


Now, I am quite sure that the gentleman occupying the chair to-day 
wants to do no injustice to the rules of the House or to the parliament- 
ary rules of procedure which govern all parliamentary bodies. [1 hope 
he will reconsider the decision and recognize some gentleman wlio 
favors the proposition before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand the condition of the question, no 
one else was ized or was seeking recognition. There was » 
other competitor of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions who called the bill up. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to say that I was a competitor. It wo- 
my bill; and further I want to say that the preceding bill, which 
came before the House in the same manner, the same minority, rc 
ported in the same words almost that they used in this bill, was un- 
fairly treated by cutting off debate; and I want to show the pernicious 
effects of that ruling. Now, can the chairman of the committee cet 
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up and eut off debate, only allowing it, so far as he is concerned, say- 
ing we should not have further debate, atter first agreeing in open House 
that debate may be had upon such points as any member wished to 
address to the House, and yet when I signify my desire to discuss the 
matter he demanded the previous question? Even after that he al- 
lowed a gentleman on the Democratic side to get up and make remarks 
after the previous question was called, but allows no explanation of 
the preceding bill involving the same points. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to ask the gentleman, so as to have an under- 
standing on this. point, did he claim the floor as against the chair- 
man ? 

Mr. HOLMES. I had a right to the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. But you did not assert it. 

Mr. HOLMES. I asserted my right and tried to get it; but the pre- 
vious question was sustained, and by a failure to secure an explana- 
tion of some of the facts in connection with the bill it was probably 


lost. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was not entitled to the 
floor only by the courtesy of the Chair, for the reason that the Chair 
then had the floor to state the pending question. 

The Chair will again state his understanding of the parliamentary 
law to be that the majority, as organized on the floor, have the right 
to bring in and take control of measures, and as soon as it is demon- 
strated by a vote on the floor that a majority is against the party pro- 
posing the measure, it is the duty of the Chair to recognize a gentle- 
man then acting with the majority. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What party does the Speaker refer to? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority party. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Political party ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority party. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Political party? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority party as demonstrated 
by a vote on the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There has been no vote on this question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. ConcER] 
represented the majority party. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is: Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ? 

The question being put, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
‘ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for a division. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, and others. What is the question we are 
voting on? 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes none. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. No quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. When the Chair has not the courtesy to state the 
proposition to the House, how can we vote? 

Mr. BURROWS. We tried to get from the Chair a statement of what 
was the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question was on an appeal from a 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. We did not hear it. 

Mr. BURROWS. What was the pending motion? Was there nota 
motion to lay the appeal on the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not remember. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was the motion that was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question was on sustaining the de- 
cision of the Chair, and that was the question submitted. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] has demanded the previous ques- 
tion. As many as are in favor—— 

Mr. CANNON. The point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. BURROWS. The point was made on the last vote that no quo- 
rum had voted. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, the last vote was on the question 
of sustaining the decision of the Chair. No quorum voted, and the 
quéstion of no quorum was raised. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was so much confusion in the 
House that the Chair did not understand that the point of no quorum 
was insisted on. ‘The Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BurRows] and the gentleman from Indi- 
diana [Mr, Matson]. 

Mr. BURROWS (one of the tellers). On what question is the House 
now to vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question whether the decision 
of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. What was the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is: Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr, CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CRISP. The House is dividing. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, and also 
to raise @ point of order. I want to know what the decision of the 
Chair was? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision of the Chair was that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] had control of the measure, 
and the Chair recognized the gentleman from Indiana to call up and 
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conduct the progress of the bill as it passed through the House; from 
which decision an appeal was taken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The Chair, as I understand, did not make 
the decision, but merely answered a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair gave a decision, and an ap- 
peal was taken from it by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
Rows}. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
inquiry. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 91, noes 
none. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 


The Chair merely answered a parliamentary 


I hope there will be no more filibustering 
on this pension bill. Let gentlemen come forward and vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not insist on the point of no quorum 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘‘ ayes’’ have it, and the decision 
of the Chair is sustained by the House. 

Several members called ‘‘ No quorum!”’ 

Mr. MATSON. I want to say a word about this before we proceed 
any further. [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!’’] I want toexplain the rea- 
son—— ([Criesof ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. [Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. Gen- 
tlemen will be seated. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire tomake a parliamentary inquiry. 
previous question been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been de- 
manded but a quorum did not vote. 

Several MEMBERS. There was no vote taken on that question. 

Mr. MATSON. Leask the indulgence of the House for a few mo- 
ments 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
vious question. 

Mr. MATSON. 
‘Regular order !’’ 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope that will be voted down. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 94. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until 8 o'clock. 
We are doing nothing and there is no disposition to do anything 

Mr. RANDALL. I think a little calmness on both sides may bring 
us to an amicable result. 

The motion for a recess was not agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The parliamentary law about this matter is 
perfectly clear if we do not confuse it. It is that the member who 
represents a majority of the committee has a right to be recognized to 
control a measure until the House indicates the contrary by its vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask the gentleman from Maine whether in this 
instance the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] was not without 
competitor recognized as exponent of the committee ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Reep] 
has the floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This question arose from the answer which 
the Chair gave to a parliamentary inquiry made by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON]. That answer, I think, was not in accord- 
ance with what I have stated to be the parliamentary law, and which, 
I think, will generally be agreed to be the parliamentary law on the 
subject. It was upon that statement that the-confusion arose as to 
whether the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] was recognized 
without a competitor or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. As he had been in all the prior cases. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But it is very undesirable that such a state- 
ment as that should go as the decision of the Chair and sanctioned as 
the decision of the House. And I think upon reflection, especially af- 
ter what has been read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], 
the Chair will see that the parliamentary proprieties and parliamentary 
rules require that the member who represents the majority of the com- 
mittee should be recognized if there is a competition. And it is very 
possible that there may have been a misunderstanding on the part of 
the Chair as to the question, or a temporary misunderstanding as to par- 
liamentary law. We want to get out of this in some sensible sort of 
way, and we want todo it in accordance with well-known and-well 
understood parliamentary law. I ask the gentlemen on the other side 
if I have misstated the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us say a word on the other side. ‘The Chair 
had recognized the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. MATSON ] on all these 
veto cases, as far as I recollect, without controversy. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentieman will permit me, as the member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions who made this report, I had been 
seeking recognition of the Chair on the bill that was called up before 
and as soon as it was disposed of I attempted to attract the attention 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Has the 
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I do so for the purpose of saying this—— _ [Cries ot 


I move that the 
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man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and he yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, after the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions was recognized to call up this bill, I asked that he give 
time to this side of the House for its discussion, which he refused. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand the fact, since these cases began 
to be taken up for consideration’ the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions has been recognized. In pursuance of that, the Chair 
again recognized him on this bill. Now, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee does not represent the majority that fact will be developed im- 
mediately. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But does not the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] agree with me as to the parliamentary rule with 
regard to recognition by the Chair? 

Mr. RANDALL. I agree with you exactly in this, that we ought to 
get out of this tangle; but I do not agree with you in any act or any 
word which would reflect upon the Chair as not following the parlia- 
mentary rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no pride in this matter 
atall. The Chair wants to do what is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MATSON], as chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
Chair thinks, ought to have control of the bills called up by that com- 
mittee in the House. 

Mr. LONG. Even if he does not represent the majority of the com- 
mittee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If he calls up a bill as to which he is 
in the minority, he can yield to some member of the committee who 
is in the majority; but how can the Chair know, when the gentleman 
calls up a bill, whether he is in the minority or not? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit that the Chair can not know that in 
advance, but when another gentleman seeks recognition and the fact 
becomes apparent that the majority is the other way, then, according 
to parliamentary usage, the Chair is bound to recognize that gentle- 
man. Iam aware—and probably that is what has misled the Chair in 
this matter—that it is the custom when a bill belonging to a particular 
committee is called up, for the chairman of that committee to take the 
floor and yield it to some other member of the committee who may have 
the bill specially in charge; but when there is a case of dispute as to 
who represents the majority of the committee, or rather when the fact 
is clearly developed that the chairman does not represent the majority, 
then he is not entitled to control the floor, because the principle of par- 
liamentary law governs that a man ought to be allowed to manage the 
case which he is in favor of until the House manifests itself against it, 
when the control passes to the other side. 

Now, I desire above all things not to have anything occur here in 
the nature of a personal reflection upon the Chair, though I do not sup- 

the Chair cares anything about it—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can stand it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This is one of those mistakes that sometimes 
occur in the hurly-burly of the ings of the House, and we dé- 
sire to rectify it by going back to the sound principle which ought to 
govern in such cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me say further in this connection that in this 
case the Chair had no difficulty in determining that the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions did not represent the majority, be- 
cause as soon as the report and the views of the minority were read it 
became apparent to the Chair and to the House that the chairman be- 
longed to the minority of the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the trouble arose in this way: The Speaker 
had been recognizing the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in all these cases and no other gentleman on the committee had 
claimed the floor until this controversy came up, but then the claim 
was made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConcER] 
had claimed the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Then after the Speaker had recognized the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] the gentleman from Michigan arose—— 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] labors under an error in this matter. 
The fact is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER] who repre- 
sented the majority of the committee on this bill, and had the bill in 
charge, sought to obtain the floor before the chairman was recognized 
at all, and had promised to yield tome. Therefore, I say the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is in error im asserting that 
nobody had claimed the floor in antagonism to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Now, Mr. Speaker, I suggest as a way to get 
out of this difficulty that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
withdraw his demand for the previous question and turn the case over 
to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. ConGER], who represents the major- 
ity of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I that my friend from Indiana, in a spirit 
of conciliation, yielding the questions that have been raised here as 
having arisen under a misapprehension, had better withdraw his de- 
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mand for the previous question and let the gentleman from Iowa [ 
CONGER] be recognized, and that will relieve the whole difficulty. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; that will do it. 

Mr. MATSON. I withdrew the demand for the previous question 
a while ago, and asked to be heard for a minute; but that side of the 
House hooted me down and would not listen tome. I will not with- 
draw it until I have had an opportunity to say how and why I took 
the lead in this matter. 
* Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen are willing to hear what I have 
to say—and nearly everybody has had his say in rejation to this matter 
except me—I am perfectly willing to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, about one week ago—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inyuiry, 
I have a right to know, and I insist on my right to know, whether the 
demand for the previous question has been withdrawn or not. 

Mr. MATSON. I have not withdrawn it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand the regular order until it is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MATSON. Then upon the gentleman from Ohio is the respon- 
sibility for refusing to consider these pension bills. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise toa privileged motion. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

‘TheSPEAKER protempore. The House willbeinorder. The Chair 
has sustained the point made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 83, noes 105. 

Mr. MATSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. MATSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the Chair state the question ? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The question is on ordering the previous 
question upon the passage of the bill, notwithstanding the objections of 
the President. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
117, nays 111, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Allen, J. M. Dargan. Kleiner, Seymour, 
Anderson, C. M. Davidson, A.C. Laffoon, Ww, 
Ballentine, Dibble, Landes, Singleton, 
Barnes, Dougherty, Lanham, Skinner, 
Barry, Dowdney, Lawler, Sowden, 
Belmont, Dunn, Lovering, 5 necker, 
Bennett, Eden, Lowry, Stew: Charles 
Blanchard, Eldredge, Martin, St. Martin. 
Bland, Elisberry, Matson, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bliss, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Blount, Fisher, McCreary, Swope, 
Boyle, Ford, MeMillin, Ta 
. Forney, McRae, ‘Taylor, JM. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, Merriman, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. Mills, ‘Townshend, 
Bynum, Glass, Morgan, ‘Trigg, 
Cabell, Green, R.8. Morrison, ‘Turner, 
Candler, Hale, Murphy, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Halsell, ~ Neal, Wallace, 
Catchings, Harris, Neece, Ward, T. B. 
Clardy, Hatch. Oates, Wellborn, 
Clements, Hemphill, Peel, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Henderson, J. 8. Perry, Willis, 
Compton, Herbert, Randall, Wiison, 
Comstock, Holman, Reagan, Winans, 
Crisp, Howard, Reid, J. W. Wise, 
Croxton, Hutton, Richardson, Worthington. 
Culberson, Irion, Sadler, 
Curtin, Johnston. T. D. Sayers, 
Daniel, Jones, J. H. Seott, 
NAYS—Iil11. 
Adams, G. E. Farquhar, Johnston, J.T. Rockwell, 
Adams, J.J. Fleeger, Kelley, Romeis, 
Allen, C. H. Foran, La Follette, Rowel, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Laird, Ryan, 
aed Funston, ne ee 
ingham, Geddes, ong, $ s, 
Bound, Gilfillan, Lyman, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Glover, kham, Springer, 
rady, Goff, McComas, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, McKenna, Struble, 
Brown, Grout, McKiniey Swinburne, 
Brown, W Harmer, Millard, Taylor, 1. H. 
Brumm, Hayden, Moffatt, Taylor, Zach. 
Buchanan, Haynes, Morril!, Thomas, O. B. 
Bunnell, Henderson,D.B. Morrow, Thompsor, 
Burleigh, Henderson,T.J. Osborne, Wade, 
Burrows, He Tn, Owen, Wadsworth, 
Butterworth Hermann, Parker, Wait, + 
Campbell,J.M. _ Hiestand, Payve Warner, Williax 
¥ ’ Hill, Payson, Weaver, A.J 
Se Hires, Perkins, Weaver, J.B. 
Hiscock, Peters, Weber, 
Davis, Hitt, Pettibone, West, 
Dingley, Holmes, Pirce. White, A.C. 
Dorsey, a, Piomb, White, Milo 
Dunham, J Price, Wilkins, 
Ely, James, Reed, T. B. Wolford. 
Everhart, Johnson. F. A Riee, 
* 
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NOT VOTING—94. Hires, 

Aiken, Felton, Mahoney, Seney, Hiscock, 
Anderson, J. A. Findlay, Maybury, Sessions, Hitt, 
Arnot, Frederick, Miller, Snyder, Holmes, 
Barbour, Gallinger, Milliken, Spriggs, Hopkins, 
Barksdale, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Steele, Howard, 
Bayne, Green, W.J. Muller, Stewart, J. W. Jackson, 
Beach, Guenther, Negley, Stone, E. F. James, 
Buck, Hall, Nelson, Storm, Johnston, J.T 
Burnes, Hammond, Norwood, Strait, Kleiner, 
Caldwell, Hanback, O'Donnell, Symes, La Follette, 
Campbell, Felix Heard, O’ Ferrall, Tarsney, Laird, 
Campbell, J. E. Henley, O’ Hara, Taylor, E. B. Landes, 
Campbell, T. J. Hewitt, O’ Neill, Charles Thomas, J. R. Lindsley, 
Caswell, Houk, O'Neill, J.J. Throckmorton, Long, 
Collins, Hudd, Outhwaite, Tucker, Lyman, 
Cooper, Jones, J.T. Phelps, Van Schaick, Markham, 
Cowles, Ketcham, Pideock, Viele, McCymas, 
Cox, King, Pindar, Wakefield, 
Crain, Le Fevre, Ranney, Ward, J. H. 
Davenport, Tehlbach, Reese, Warner, A, J. Allen. J. M. 
Davidson, R.H.M, Libbey, Riggs, Whiting, Ballentine, 
Dawson, Little, Robertson, Woodburn. Barry, 
Dockery, Lore, Rogers, Belmont, 
Evans, Louttit, Scranton, Bennett, 

So the previous question was ordered. ’ — rd 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iam paired on all political questions with the Bliss, ’ 
gentleman from New York [Mr. MuLLER]. I have voted, but have | Blount, 









since come to the conclusion that this is a political question. I there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. WHITING, on this vote. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. JoHNsTON, of Indiana, for this day, not to in- 
clude the vote on pension bills. 

Mr. LoRE with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Monday next. 

The following members were announced as paired for the rest of the 
day: 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Cooper. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having been or- 
dered, the question is now on the passage of this bill notwithstanding 
the objections of the President. Before putting the question the Chair 
desires to make a statement. 

The Chair had been recognizing the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
MATSON ], the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to indi- 
«ate what pension bills should be taken up and to conduct the pro- 
ceedings of the House thereon. The gentleman from Indiana had 
called up the pending bill and was proceeding with its management 
when a point of order was made or a parliamentary question asked in 
regard to the right of the gentleman from Indiana torecognition. The 

Chair at the time did not comprehend exactly the import of that ques- 
tion. The Chair thought the point made was as to the propriety of 

izing the gentleman from Indiana every time to call up these 
bills, and did not understand the point to be that the gentleman from 
Indiana, representing in this case a minority of the committee, had no 
right to make a report to the House; thatonly the majority of the com- 
mittee can make an official report, the minority being recognized merely 
by the courtesy of the House tosubmittheir views. If the Chair had 
comprehended the real issue raised, the ruling would have been differ- 
ent, but the confusion in the House was so great that the point did not 
get into the head of the Chair at the proper time. [Laughter. ] 

The Chair now rules that decision was wrong 2nd retracts it. [Ap- 
plause.] Hereafter when the majority makes a report the Chair will 
oe a member of the majority to conduct the business of the 

ouse, 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ape) be adopted by unanimous consent, and we go back to 
the preceding bill and allow a statement to be made to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is not through with. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand theregularorder. The Chair was right, as 
no one claimed the floor on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House, on re- 
— pass the bill, notwithstanding the objections of the Presi- 

ent? 

On that question the Constitution requires the vote to be taken by 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 124, 
nays 97, not voting 101; as follows: 


YEAS—124. 
A G.E. Bunnell, Eldredge, Goff, 
Allen, C. H. Burleigh, Elisberry, Grosvenor, 
Anderson, C. M. Burrows, Ely, Grout, 
Atkinson, Butterworth, Evans, Hale, 
Baker, Campbell, J. M. Everhart, Harmer, 
Bingham, Cannon, Farquhar, Hayden, 
Bound, Carleton, Fleeger, Haynes, 
Boutelle, Comstock, Foran, Henderson, D. B. 
Browne, T. M. Conger, Frederick, Henderson, T. J. 
Brown, C. Cuteheon, Fuller, Hepburn, 
Brown, W. W. avia, Funston, Hermann, 
Brumm, Dingley. Geddes, Hiestand, 
Buchanan, Dunham, Gilfillan, Hill, 
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Breckinridge, C. R. 


OUSE. 


McKenna, Pettib 
MeKinley, Pirce, 
Merriman, Plumb 
Millard, Price 
Milliken, Reed, T. B 
Moffatt, Rice, 
Morrill, Rockwell, 





Nelson, 


Osborne, 


Kreckinridge, WCP.Gibson 


Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Clardy, 
Cements, 
Cobb, 
Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A.C. 
Dibble, 


Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barnes, 


Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Cooper, 

Cow les, 

Cox, 

Crain, 


Owen, Spooner, 
Parker, Stephenson, 
Payne Strait, 
Payson Struble 
Perkins, Swinburne, 
Peters Taylor, I. H 
NAYS—97 

Dockery. Lanhan 
Dougherty, Lawler 
Dowdney, Lovering, 
Dunn, Martin, 
Eden, Matson, 
Ermentrout, McAdoo 
bisher, McCreary, 
Ford, MeMillin, 
Forney, McRae, 
Gay, Mills, 

Cc. Morgan, 
Glass, Morrison, 
Green, R.‘' Neal, 
Halsell, Oates, 
Harris, Pee), 
Hatch, Perry, 
Hemphill, Randall, 
Henderson, J.8. Reagan, 
Herbert, Reid, J. W. 


Holman, Richardson, 
Hutton, Sayers, 
Irion, Seott, 
Johnston, T. D. Seymour, 
Jones, J. H. Shaw, 
Laffoon, Singleton 


Davenport, Libbey, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Little, 
Dawson, Lore, 
Dorsey, Louttit, 
Felton, Lowry, 
Findlay, Mahoney, 
Gallinger, Maybury, 
Gibson, Eustace Miller, 
Glover, Mitchell, 
Green, W. J. Muller, 
Guenther, Negley, 
Hall, Norwood, 
Hammond, O’ Donnell, 
Hanback, O’Ferral!, 
Heard, ©’ Hara, 
Henley, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hewitt, O'Neill, J. J. 
Houk, Outhwaite, 
Hudd, Phelps, 
Johnson, F. A. Pidcock, 
Jones, J. 'T. Pindar, 
Kelley, Ranney, 
Ketcham, Reese, 
King, Riggs, 


Le Fevre, 
Lehlbach, 


tomels, 
Rowell 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 


Smalls, 


NOT VOTING—101. 


Rogers, 


Robertson, 


OST 


Taylor, Zach 
Thomas, O. B, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J 
Weaver, J. B, 


Weber, 
West, 
White, A.C 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Wolford 


Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Skinner, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stahlinecker, 
Stewart, Charics 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J., Mo, 
Swope, 

‘Taulbee 

Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 

Trigg, 

‘Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Willis, 

Wilson, 
Winans, 

Wise 


Sadler, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Sessions, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F. 
Storm, 
Symes, 
‘Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
‘Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Viele, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, A. a 
Whiting 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the bill was not passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. WHITING, on this vote. 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. KELLEY, for the remainder of the day. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ME 


SSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles without amendment: 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


3363) 
5705) 


5921 


1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker; 

granting a pension to Jennette Dow; 

granting a pension to Charles Wyant; 
granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 
6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; and 


7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker. 
It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 
A bill (S. 1531) granting increase of pension to William Winans; 
A bill (S. 2259) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 


A bill (8S. 2369) grar 


Price; 


A bill (S. 2562) granting a pension to Henry F. 


iting an increase of pension to William H. H. 


Kaiser; 


A bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to James Noyes; and 

A bill (8. 2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing 

It further requested the return of the bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief 
of Mary E. Carey. 


It further announced that the Senate ins 


numbered 2, 17, 88. 179, and 180 to the bil! 


isted on its amendments 
2974) making appro- 
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priation for the legislative, exeeutive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House, and agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. COCKRELL as managers of 
said conference on its part. 


JOSEPH ROMISER. 


Mr. MATSON. I now call up House bill 1059, to grant a pension 
to Joseph Romiser, and ask that it may be considered in connection 
with the President’s message. In this connection I call for the read- 
ing of the report, which is unanimous. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Permit me to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions that as the report is unanimous I think it 
would be entirely acceptable to the House to have a statement by the 
gentleman who made the report, and then by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions as to the facts, which are few, and it would 
save the time occupied in the reading of the report and the affidavits, 
the report itself being quite lengthy. 

Mr. MATSON. LIapprehend that the best information the House 
could have would be the reading of the report. After that, if the gen- 
tleman from Kansas wishes to make a statement, and the gentleman 
from Maryland desires that I shall make a statement, I will do so. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘These affidavits and the report are all printed in 
full in the Recorp of the 14th instant, and every member could have 
seen them on the day before yesterday. Many have already read the 
affidavits and the report. I am confident, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee will allow me, that a brief statement of the gentleman who made 
the report, and then by the chairman of the committee, would be 
amply satisfactory. 

Mr. MATSON. I am disposed to submit to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is, I suppose it is to be permitted to have a 
discussion of the bill by two persons who favor its passage and not to 
have the report read. 

Mr. MATSON. I shall not ask the previous question if any gentle- 
man desires to be heard. I withdraw the demand for the reading of 
the report, and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
MORRILL}. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to two points in this case very briefly. Fixst, I wish to say that 
it is unanimously reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
who have considered the case. The President in submitting his veto 
message had no papers before him upon which to base a proper conclu- 
sion in reference to the merits of the claim, as I shall now show. He 
vetoed it in fact because there were no papers furnished him to sustain 
it. The Pension Bureau reported that the records showed no applica- 
tion as having been made fora pension in this case. This happened 
not to be true. 

The Committze on Invalid Pensions had before them the papers when 
they made the original report in that case, and returned those 
to the Pension Office on the 16th day of May. Afterward when the 
veto message came in they again sent for the papers and carefully ex- 
amined them, and on those papers made the report. So the veto was 
based upon an entire misapprehension of the facts. I feel confident 


that if these papers had been before the President the veto message |- 


would never have been written. 

The simple facts of the case, Mr. Speaker, are these: This gentleman 
belonged to a company of provisional volunteers raised in Frostburg, 
Md., in June, 1861. An attackwas impending on the Union forces at 
Cumberland, Md., and the proper authorities called upon the provis- 
ional companies in the neighborhood to come to their relief. 

The Union forces were then under the command of Col. Lew. Wallace, 
of the Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, and stationed at that point. This 
company, in obedience to the call, marched to Cumberland. After 
reaching that point, and while standing in the line facing the enemy 
with their arms in their hands, by the accidental di of a musket 
this man Joseph Romiser was terribly wounded in the head, the ball 
entering the back part of his head on the left side, passing through the 
head and coming out through the cheek under the eye, entirely de- 
stroying the hearing of one ear and the sight of one of his eyes, It is 
true that he never was regularly mustered into the United States serv- 
ice, but it is also true that this Government has uniformly recognized 
the principle that any man wounded in its defense, whether mustered 
in or regularly enlisted, a citizen serving for the moment in the United 
States forces, would be entitled to relief under the pension laws. In 
1866 a law was passed giving cases of this kind —— 

Mr. REAGAN. How long has such a principle been in force when 
& man was not in the service at all? 

Mr. MORRILL. The law passed in 1866 provides that— 


Any person notan enlisted soldier in the Some soaring, for the time bein 
as a member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the Uni 
States,or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any regularly or- 
ganized military or naval forces of the United States, or who otherwise volun- 
teered and rendered service inany en ent with rebels or Ind 

in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line of duty in such tempo- 
rary service, 
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Mr. SOWDEN. On what grounds was this claim originally rejecteq 
at the Pension Office? 

Mr. MORRILL. Because it was filed after the limitation had ex. 
pired. The law of 1866 provided that all applications for pensions 
under it must be presented by or before 1868. In 1873 an act was 
passed extending the time for the presentation of such claims uuti! 
July 4, 1874. Mr. Romiser failed to make application within the time, 
which was very limited. In 1879 he made his application, and the 
proof is overwhelming that the accident occurred as I have said. There 
is absolutely no question about the matter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then why did not the Department allow it? 

Mr. MORRILL. Because he made it five years after the limitation 
had expired. The limitation for proving up these cases expired on 
the 4th of July, 1874. He did not know the law which was in force 
from 1568 te 1873. 

Mr. LONG. Is it not the fact that the Department say they are 
** constrained to refuse ?’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. The Department in their refusal to grant the ap- 
plication say: 

This office was constrained under the provisions of law, especially paragra)) 
4698 Revised Statutes, to rej im, applicant having never been regu 


‘ reject the claim, 
larly enrolied and having failed to make and complete his application priv; 
date of limitation established by said section, namely, July 4, 1874. 


It has been the universal custom of Congress to grant pensions in cases 
of this kind. We have invariably at this session and in the precedin: 
sessions of Congress granted pensions to the members of the Missou 
militia who were wounded under similar cireumstanees. And mo: 
than that, the present President has signed bills of that kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. In cases where the parties were wounded by acc: 
dent ? 

Mr. MORRILL. 
not in battle. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thetime of the gentleman has expire! 

Mr. MATSON. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call to mind one or two cases where men we 
injured by the discharge of fire-arms in the hands of their own com 
rades. The President has signed bills of that kind. 

It has never been a condition that men must be regularly muste1«:! 
into tue United States service in order to be entitled to pensions. 
is only necessary to establish that he was serving in the defense of |:i- 
country and under legitimate authority. There can be no question 
this man. was under the command of General Lew. Wallace, of the 
Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, who was regularly mustered in the ser) 


Yes; where they were wounded by accident and 


ice. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. LI understand this application was m.:! 
to the Pension Bureau and was denied by the Commissioner of |’ 
sions ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The case was rejected by the Commissioner of Pen 
sions on the ground that the limitation had expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the opinion of the committee ougi: 
the claim to have been allowed under the law at the.time it was made ’ 
Mr. MORRILL. It could not be allowed under the existing law, ! 
cause the law provided all cases of this kind had to be presented bei: 

the 4th of July, 1874. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is this, then, the allowance of a pens: 
that eught to have been denied under the law ? 

Mr. MORRILL. We have many cases of that kind. Theonly ditii 
culty was that the man failed to put in his application in time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, what is the difference betwe: 
allowing this case in contravention of existing law and allowing the 
case that has just been denied ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest to the gentleman that we had better tr) 
one case at a time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
the committee make. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I want the pension for this man. 

Mr. MORRILL. This man was terribly wounded in the line oi 
duty. In the other case the man met his death by an act of carele 
ness on hisown part. I think that will be admitted as toa man \ 
drank excessively of that medicine so as to cause his death. Lut in 
this case there was no carelessness on the part of the applicant. 

Mr. McADOO. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. What is the custom in the Pension Bureau as |» 
granting pensions in cases of aecident like this? 

Mr. MORRILL. Where the eases have been presented beiore 
expiration of the limitation there has been no question about the grin 
ing of pensions in such cases. 

Mr. OATES. Suppose a man in performing or attempting to p 
form an order fires at the enemy and shoots one of his comrades, t.\' 
is accidental? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. And the man is wounded while fully in the line «! 
duty? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; while fully in the line of duty. 


I want to know the distinction w! 


I thank the 








n 
no 
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gentleman from Alabama for calling my attention to that fact. That | would have to be a pretty clear case against him to make me say that 


is exactly this case. 
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As TI understand the case, 


orders the cap from his gun it was accidentally discharged, and this man | the ground upon which he is debarred from receiving a pension is purely 


received his terrible wound. The case is so clear that there ought not | technical. 


to be a single objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, let us put it through without more talk. It 
appears that the President had not these papers before him, and there- 
fore could not pass on the merits of the case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How was it the President was not aware of 
these facts? 

Mr. MORRILL. The Pension Department, through a mistake, had 
notified the President that there were no papers. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is a case where it appeared the applicant was 
not actually mustered in the service. While that was an objection on 
the part of the Pension Office the proof seems to have satisfied the com- 
mittee that he was actually in the service. I will not, therefore, re- 
gard that as an objection to his receiving the pension. 

But the proof also shows that he was wounded by accident. Now, 
what I wish to call attention to is the fact that being wounded by ac- 
cident, not being wounded in battle, not being wounded strictly in the 
line of duty, his case is the same as that of any other citizen at home 
in any vocation who may be similarly wounded. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? The gentleman states this man was not in the line of duty. 
That is completely contradicted by the proof. He was standing in the 
ranks at the time he received his wound. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the gentleman relies on the fact that the 
man was in the service, although not mustered into the service, and on 
that account he says he received the wound when he was in the line of 
duty. Now, a wound or disability is only received in the line of duty 
when the wound is received in battle or the disease is contracted in the 
service. 

He may contract a disease in the service that will disqualify him to 
support himself or hisfamily. He may receive a wound in the service 
that will disqualify him to support himself or his family. But a 
wound received by accident is not, in the sense of the law, a wound 
received in the line of duty. If a person, being an enrolled soldier, is 
entitled to a pension because of a wound or injury received, not inthe 
line of duty bat by accident, the question is, will not the same disa- 
bility received by accident by any citizen at any place, in any vocation 
in life, entitle him to a pension? I do not care to argue the question. 
I simply wish to call attention to the fact that this bill proposes to in- 
troduce the principle of pensioning a man who has been enlisted in 
the Army if, by accident—not by disease contracted in the service, not 
by a wound received in the line of duty—but if by accident he has 
been wounded or injured. That is the principle that is asserted by 
this bill, and it is one which it seems to me ought not to be approved 
by Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was not this man wounded in obeying orders? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not understand that a wound received by ac- 
cident in this way is a wound received in obeying orders. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But was he not in the ranks and under orders at 
the time he received the wound ? 

Mr. REAGAN. O, Mr. Speaker, I understand, without reference to 
all these questions, that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
is in favor of pensioning anybody, and I did not make the point I have 
madewith the expectation of defeating the passage of the bill, but sim- 
ply because I felt it my duty to present the point to the House. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I will now yield two minutes to the | 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


ing been mustered into the service, may still receive pension, is that 
they may receive it ‘‘ in consequence of wounds or injuries received in 
the line of duty in such temporary service.’’ 

The wound in this case was received in June, 1861. It was received 
when the man was actually in line of battle, with his arm in his hand, 
awaiting an attack. While he was in that position a minie-ball from 
a musket in the hands of a comrade in the same company inflicted the 
injury under which he has since suffered and is now suffering. It seems 
to me, with great deference to my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
that it would be a very rigorous rule which would construe the three 
words “‘line of duty’’ as meaning that that man was not actually in the 
line of duty when he was standing in the ranks ready to receive an at- 


tack. Whilc he was so standing he was shot by a bullet from the gun | 
of a comrade standing behind him, which was accidentally discharged, | 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. Speaker, the language of | 
the act which allows the granting of pensions to persons who, not hav- | 


| feel like pleading the statute of limitations against that soldier. 





and it seéms to me quite clear that that wound was received while he | 


was in the line of duty. 

I feel, Mr. Speaker, that I ought to vote, as farasit isconsistent with the 
law, to give pensions to persons who in my judgment have performed 
real service to the Government, giving the benefit of the doubt to the 
claimant, and not against him. I vote with a good deal of reluctance 
to pension a drafted man who was brought into the service late in the 
war; but fora soldier who went in at the tap of the drum in June, 1861, 
when none of us knew much about technical rules of mustering in, and 
was at that time wounded, I am certainly inclined to vote, and there 


| been made to him. 


The limitation of the law cuts him out. I certainly do not 
[ Ap- 
plause on both sides of the House. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question if he will permit me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly 

Mr. REAG/ N. I will ask the gentleman if there has ever been a 
law passed which, in his opinion, contemplated the idea of a man 
being pensioned who was wounded by accident ? 

Mr. MATSON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will answer the question 
frankly. I can not answer it yes or no, because ‘‘ accident’? is in it- 
self an ambiguous word; but I would not hesitate to pension a man 
who received a wound by an accident that might naturally have oe- 
curred while he was in the line of duty. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] permit me to read a few lines from the opinion 
of the Attorney-General in the McCarty case to show what may be 
done or what may happen ‘in the line of duty ?”’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, si: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The Attorney-General writes to the 
Secretary of the Interior: 


His widow has applied for a pension, and you inquire whether his death was 
connected with the military servicein such a manner as to justify the « vance 
of a pension. It does not appear,either in your letter or through the papers 
transmitted, what were the circumstances under which this mistake occurred 
If he were an inmate of the hospital at the time, and took this medicine instead 
of some that had been prescribed for himself, committing the blunder either 
through inattention on his own part or through failure of the surgeon properly 
to distinguish the vials,the claim should be allowed. Similarly.if two vials 
stood together in his tent, and the negligence consisted simply in mistaking an 


other bottle for his own. 

In such a case, in the opinion of the Attorney-General, the pension 
should be allowed, the death having resulted while the soldier was ‘in 
the line of duty.’’ [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’| 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions why this man was not mustered into the 
service? 

Mr. MATSON. 


I bold in my hand a letter written from Pittsbargh 


by a gentleman named Hoblitzell on the 10th day of June, 1861, to 
this man Romiser, which was filed with the papers in the Pension Of- 
fice, from which letter it appears that the man Romiser was in corre- 
spondence with this friend in relation to entering a permanent company 
of the Union forces. He evidently intended to go into the permanent 
forees of the Army at least nine days before he was wounded 

Mr. LONG. And he did not goin because he was wounded ? 

Mr. MATSON. Evidently hedid not goin, because he was disabled 


and could not serve. 

Mr. Speaker, after very careful consideration I have arrived at the 
conclusion that this bill ought to pass. I have no hesitancy in saying 
that I have been reluctant to have bills pesed over the veto of the 
President except in clear cases, because I believe that when the Presi- 
dent states an objection to a bill it is entitled to very careful consid- 
eration. 

* Mr. DOUGHERTY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MATSON. What is it? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Itis claimed that there were in the Pension 
Office papers in relation to this case which were not laid before the 
President at the time he considered the case. Why were not these 
papers laid before the President? 


Mr. MATSON. I will answer that question, although the gentle- 
man interrupts the thread of my discourse very considerably. Here in 
my hand are the papers which were in the Pension Office. Here is the 
claim filed there June 7, 1879. The number of the claim is 2909707. 
The President says in his veto message that the Pension Office reports 
there have been no papers filed on behalf of this man. How that state- 
ment came to be made I do not know. I feel very sure, however, that 


the Pension Office did so state to the President, otherwise I am confi- 
dent the President would not have declared that the statement had 
Probably the mistake resulted because of the negli- 
gence or error of some clerk; and that is the suggestion of the committee 
in its report. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Is there 


anything in those papers which if the 


President had seen them would have led him to a different conclu- 
sion? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Certainly; of course there is. 

Mr. MATSON. I will answer the gentleman’s question in the course 


of my statement. 

The facts in this case are these: On the 19th of June, 1861, the city 
of Cumberland, Md., was threatened with an attack. On the 17th, I 
believe—two days previous—the confederate forces had burned two 
bridges within a very short distance of Cumberland, on the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad. 


A MEMBER. And had driven back the guards. 
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Mr. MATSON. And had driven away the forces which were there 
attempting to protect those bridges. At that time thiscompany, which 
was known as Capt. Frank Mason’s company. a provisional company, 
had probably been organized (though as tothe fact of its organization the 
proof, I apprehend, is notclear) for the purpose of entering the permanent 
service of the Government. These men were called upon by the author- 
ities of Cumberland to go to that city to aid in its protection. They 
went there; and at the time of their arrival an attack was imminent. 
They remained there; and while there with guns loaded for the enemy, 
this man, standing in the ranks of the Union forces, received a horri- 
ble wound. Now the question is whether a pension should be refused 
in his case simply because he was not mustered into the service. The 
wound he received did not come from an enemy’sgun; but that makes 
no difference either in law orequity. There are now upon the pension- 
roll at least a thousand men—probably more—who have been pensioned 
because of accidental injuries resulting from the carelessness of their 
comrades—not the result of their own carelessness—and incurred in the 
line of duty. 

There can not be any question about this man having been in the line 
of duty. He and his comrades stood there with their guns loaded for 
the enemy, ready to fight. They went there in response to a summons, 
to meet an emergency, to protect the city of Camberland, and to pro- 
tect one of the main lines of communication that kept the capital in 
connection with the forces that were expected to defend it. You have 
staring you in the face the historical fact that up to this time there had 
been a call for only seventy-five thousand men and for three months; 
that this call was quickly filled, and that thousands and tens of thou- 
sands who desired to enter the service of the Government and go to the 
rescue of the Union were unable to find places in the Union ranks at 
that time—— 

Several MEMBERS. That is true. 

Mr. MATSON. Because no call was made for any more troops until 
after the battle of Bull Run on the 2ist of July, 1861. 

So that, when you come to look at all the facts of this case, you see 
that here was a patriotic volunteer—not a drafted man—with his gun 
in his hand, ready and willing to defend the Government of the United 
States, and receiving under such circumstances a horrible wound—by 
accident, it is true, but a wound from which he is suffering to this day. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And received in the line of duty. 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; strictly in thelineofhisduty. But somebody 
may say, ‘‘ Yes, but he did not apply promptly for his pension.’’ Is 
that to be counted against him ? a for years he voluntarily sur- 
rendered to this Government a pension which Congress ought to have 
given him years and years ago, and which until 1874 he could have ob- 
tained through the regular channels of the Pension-Office—because he 
has thus surrendered to the Government thousands of dollars will this 
Government now refuse him a pension for the rest of his life? .Heonly 
asks for a pension from this time on; and that is ali this bill proposes 
to give him. Are my friends here unwilling to do justice to one who 
deserves a pension? That is the question. If there were any doubt 
about this case I would not urge it. It is as clear as sunlight to me. 
I have no doubt about it. There is no dispute about the facts. How 
the President came to veto it is not a matter of considerationtome. I 
have a solemn duty to discharge as well as he; and when I find a clear 
case, one about which there is no doubt at all, where the right, the 
equity, and the justice of the claim are beyond dispute, I will not hesi- 
tate to say that man shall be pensioned. 

I now call for the previous question.. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House on re- 
consideration pass the bil] notwithstanding the objections of the Presi- 
dent? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
175, nays 38, not voting 109; as follows: 





YEAS—175. 
Adams, G. E. Comstock, Gibson, C. H. drion, 
Allen, C, H. Oonger, Gilfillan, Jackson, 
Anderson, C. M. Crain, Goff, James, 
Atkinson, Cutcheon, Green, R. 8. Johnson, F. A. 
Baker, Dargan, Grosvenor, Johnston, J.T. 
Patentine, Davis, Grout, Kleiner, 
Bingham, Dingley, Guenther, La Follette, 
Bound, Dockery, Hale, Laird, 
Boutelle, Dorsey, Halsell, Landes, 
Boyle, Dougherty, Harmer, Lawler, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Dunham, Hatch, Lindsley, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Eden, Hayden, Lovering, 
Browne, T. M. Eldredge, Haynes, Lyman, 
Brown, C. E. Elisberry, Hemphill, Markham, 
Buchanan, Ely, Henderson, D.B. Matson, 
Bunnell, Ermentrout, Henderson, T.J. McAdoo, 
Burleigh, Everhart, Hepburn, McComas, 
Burnes, Farquhar, Hermann, McKenna, 
Burrows, Fisher, Hiestand, McKinley, 
Butterworth, Fleeger, Hill, Me » 
Bynum, Foran, Hires, Millard, 
Cannon, Ford, Hiscock, Milliken, 
Carleton, Frederick, Hitt, Mills, 
Caswell, Fuller, Holman, Moffatt, 
@atchings, Funston, Holmes, Morrill, 
Clardy, Gay, Hopkins, Morrison, 
Cobb, Geddes, Howard, Morrow, 


Neece, Rice, Strait, Ward,;J.H. 
Nelson, Rock well, Struble, Warner, William 
Oates, Romeis, Swinburne, Weaver, A.J. 
O'Neill, J. J. Rowell, Swope, Weaver, J. B. 
Osborne, Ryan, Tarsney, Weber, 
Parker, Sawyer, Taulbee, West, 
Payne, Scott, Taylor, I. H. White, A.C. 
Payson, Seymour, Taylor, Zach. White, Milo 
Perkins, Shaw, Thomas, O. B. Wilkins, 
Perry, Skinner, Thompson, Willis, 
Peters, Smalls, Tillman, Wilson, 
Pettibone, Sowden, Townshend, Winans, 
Pindar, Spooner, Trigg. Wise, 
Pirce, Springer, Van Eaton, Wolford, 

| Plumb, StahlInecker, Wade, Woodburn, 
Price, Stephenson, Wadewortb, Worthington. 

teed, T. TD. Stone, W.J., Mo. Wait, 
NAYS—38. 
Bennett, Dowdney McCreary, Sayers, 
Blanchard, Dunn, MeMiilin, Singleton, 
Bland, Forney, McRae, Stewart, Charics 
Cabell, Harris, Morgan, St. Martin, 
Candler, Henderson, J.S. Peel, Taylor, J. M. 
Clemente, Johnston, T. D. Randall, Turner, 
Crisp, Jones, J. H. I n, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Wheeler. 
Culberson, Lanham, Richardson, 
Davidson, A. C. Martin, Sadler, 
NOT VOTING—109, 

Adams, J. J. Cox, King, Riggs, 
Aiken, Curtin, Le Fevre, Robertson, 
Allen, J. M. Daniel, Lehlbach, Rogers, 
Anderson, J. A. Davenport. Libbey, Scranton, 
Arnot, Davidson, R. 11. M. Little, Seney, 
Barbour, Dawson, Long, Sessions, 
Barksdale, Dibble, Lore, Snyder, 
Barnes, Evans, Louttit, Spriggs, 
Barry, Felton, Lowry, Steele, 
Bayne, Findlay, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. 
Beach, Gallinzer, Maybury, Stone, E. F. 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Miller, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bliss, Glass, Mitchell, rm, 
Blount, Glover, Muller, Symes, 
Brady, Green, W. J. Murphy, Taylor, E. B. 
Bragg, Hall, Neal, Thomas, J. R. 
Brown, W. W. Hammond, Negicy, Throckmorton, 
Brumm, Hanback, Norwood, Tucker, — 
Buck, Heard, O’ Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Henley, O’ Ferrall, Viele, 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, O’ Hara, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, O’ Neill, Charles Wallace, 
Campbell, J. M. Houk, Outhwaite, Ward, T. B. 
Campbell, T. J. Hudd, Owen, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hutton, Phelps, Whiting. 
Compton, Jones, J.T. Pideock, 
Cooper, Kelley, Ranney, 
Cowles, Ketcham, ; 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed over 
the veto of the President. 

During the roll-call, 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names were dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr, DANIEL with Mr. WHITING, until farther notice. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. Lona, until Monday next. 

Mr. ApAMs, of New York, with Mr. Evans, for the remainder of the 
day. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. Hovk, on this vote. 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr. Compton, on this vote. 
CoMPTON would vote ‘‘ay ’ and Mr. WALLACE “‘no.”’ 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

REPRINTING A REPORT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, offered 
a resolution that 3,800 copies of report 3209 on the bill (H. R. 9702) 
to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal revenue 
taxes, and to modify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, be printed for the use of the House; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 59 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. 
MATSON, the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


If present, Mr. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 o'clock 
p. m. by the Chief Clerk, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

SPEAKER'’s Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVE, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1886. 


Str: Hon. Benton McMILxr~ is designated to preside as Speaker pyo temp: 
at the session of the House this evening. 


Hon. Joun B. Crark, Jr., 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. MCMILLIN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempo 

BILLS PASSED. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that we now take upand 
pass the bills which were favorably reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on last Friday evening. 

There was no objecton. 


J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 





1886. 





A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long was ordered 
to be for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally considered, ordered 
to a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed: 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Hum- 

hreys; 
. A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 

A bill (S. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 

A bill (8. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano; 

A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; and 

A bill ts. 2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman. 

A bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Wallis Pattee was considered, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. WEAVER. 


The bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver was con- 
sidered. The question being upon its passage, 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is a bill that 
ought to pass the House. According to the report, as it appears in the 
RECORD, there have been numerous efforts made on the part of the 
claimant to prove himself worthy of a pension before the Pension Of- 
fice. They sent various special examiners and made five or six differ- 
ent examinations in the case, and finally after allof these efforts it was 
decided by the Pension Office that this soldier was not entitled to a 
pension. I think that bill had better be passed over. 

Mr. MATSON, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laidaside 
informally, not to lose its status. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special or- 
der. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

BILLS INFORMALLY PASSED OVER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished business 
coming over from last Friday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8S. 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter. 

The bill was read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The pending question, as the Chair understands 
it, is on the motion to lay aside the bill with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. The committee was dividing, and the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. WALLACE] and the gentleman from indiana [Mr. MATSON] 
will resume their places as tellers. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4097) 
for the relief of William J. Owings. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask that the same order be made in that case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4702) 
amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
pensions to certain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or 
Marine Corps. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That isa general bill, and I ask that the same 
order be made in this case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4712) 
to place the nume of Jacob 8S. Biddle on the pension-roll. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask that the same order be made in this case. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1852) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask that that bill be passed over, not to lose its 
place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JAMES M’GLEN. 

phar on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8474) 
gran @ pension to James McGlen. 

The bill is as follows: 


it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
to place on the pension-ro!l of the United States, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McGlynn, late a pri- 
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vate in Company I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Vcl- 
unteers, 





The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


That from the papers on file in the Pension Office and presented before this 
committee it appears that the soldier enlisted as a private in Company I, One 
hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteérs, August 28, 1862, and 
was discharged June 13, 1865 

The soldier testifies : 

“On or about the 2d day of May, 1863, he was detailed to watch the knapsacka, 
&c.,of his company, which, with the regiment, had been ordered to advance; 
that while he was thus engaged he was requested by some members of another 
regiment to assist in earrying some logs to be used in constructing a breast- 
work, and while carrying a heavy log the men carrying the other end fell, leav- 
ing the weight resting on the shoulder of the claimant, which crushed him to 
the ground, injuring him in his shoulder and spraining his wrist; that shortly 
after the enemy charged the soldiers where he was and took him prisoner, and 
that he was wounded in his right wrist; that he was taken to Libby prison, 
where he was treated by a rebel surgeon, who removed the ball; that when 
wounded no officer or comrade of his company was present, only one man from 
each company being detailed to watch the baggage. This was the day of the 
battle of Chancellorsville.”’ 

H. L. Arnold testifies 

“That he was lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment when it was mustered out; that on the day of the battle of Chancellors- 
ville he was captain of Company I in said regiment; that on the afternoon of 
that day the said regiment with the balance of brigade was ordered out on re- 
connaissance in force; that the claimant, who wasa private in his company, was 
by a proper order left behind in charge of the knapsacks and other property of 
the company ; that while gone the enemy, under command of Stonewall Jack- 
son, made an attack upon that position and carried it; that when they returned 
to our lines they found them in a different position, and the claimant was miss- 
ing and was reported missing for some time 
ant wag an able-bodied man in good health.” 

Matthew Mead testifies : 

**At the time of the battle of Chancellorsville, he was orderly sergeant of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment of New York Volunteers, to 
which soldier belonged; that in that capacity on the day of said battle he de- 
tailed the soldier to take charge of the baggage of said company; that at that 
battle the soldier was reported missing; that some time after that he was in- 
formed that the soldier was wounded and taken prisoner; that at the time of 
his capture the soldier was an able-bodied man in good health; that he next 
saw him the following September at Bridgeport, Ala., where he was unable to 
go on duty or carry a gun; that from that time until the regiment was mustered 
out the soldier was able to do only light duty, such as loading a pack-mule.”’ 

B. L. Hovey, M. D., testifies: 

He was surgeon of the One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteers; that during the summer of 1863 he treated the soldier for an injury 
to his shoulder and wrist, which he claimed to have received at the battle of 
Chancellorsville; that the injury was a severe one and disabled him from per- 
forming full military duty, and that after several weeks he so far recovered as 
to be able to perform lightduty; that he hasseen the soldier several times since 
his discharge and has examined him within four or five years prior to 1878, and 
that his arm is useless for the purpose of manual labor; that he knew the claim- 
ant and recollects him; that there is a perfect anchylosis of his wrist joint, and 
he has only a partial ability to close the fingers, the index finger being less useful 
than the others. ss 

Charlemagne Fisk testifies in his affidavit of date of April 1, 1866: 

“That he then resided at Livonia, Livingston County, New York (that being 
where the claimant lives). That he was a private in Company K, Eighty-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteers; that at the battle of Chancellorsville he was 
detailed to guard knapsacks, &c.; that his lines were not more than 30 feet from 
the lines of the Eleventh Corps, where the soldier and others were guarding 
baggage, &c.; that this past summer when he was working with the claimant 
he thought he had seen him before, and asked him if he was not guarding bag- 
gage at the battle of Chancellorsville, and the soldier replied he was.”’ 

‘ Said Fisk further testifies : 

“I saw the soldier when he was wounded. I saw him throw up his gun and 
say he was shot. When the enemy charged upon us at that time we were all 
mixed up,and I escaped. I am now drawing a pension.” 

Robert Park testifies that he was a private in same company with claimant 
and saw him wounded at the battle of Chancellorsville. 

Patrick McCadden testifies : 

“He was a member of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, and was taken prisoner at the battle of Fredericksburg; that while soa 
prisoner he saw the claimant, also a prisoner, wounded in the shoulder; saw the 
rebel surgeons dress his wounds ; that they were in the Libby prison together; 
that he did not see the claimant wounded, but was informed that he was wounded 
while guarding breastworks at the battle of Chancellorsville.”’ 

Matthew Mead testifies: 

“ That on the 2d day of May, 1863, he was lieutenant of Company I, One hun- 
dred and thirty-sixty Regiment of New York Volunteers; thaton or aboutthat 
day the claimant was detailed to guard the company’s baggage; that it was re- 

rted at the time that the claimant had been taken prisoner; that he returned 
in about two months, and that when he returned he was disabled by an injury 
to his shoulder and arm to such an extent as to unfit him for military service.” 

Dr. John C. Patterson testifies : 

“Treated the claimant during the fall months of 1855 for some disease of the 
shoulder, which,as deponent was informed, was the result of service in the 
Army.” 

Dr. Charles C. Richmond, in his affidavit of date of April 13, 1874, testifies 

“That he was well acquainted with the claimant. and had attended him pro- 
fessionally for about seven years; that the disease for which he has prescribed 
for him was inflammation of the sheaths of the tendons of the right wrist, which, 
as deponent was informed, was the result of his service as a soldier.” 

The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show : 

**Reported as missing in action at Chancellorsville May 1, 1865, but since re- 
turned as an exchanged prisoner. Prisonerof War Records show him captured 
as above, paroled at City Point, Va., May liand 15, 1863, reported at Camp Parole, 
Maryland, May 15 and 16, 1863, and was sent to Convalescent Camp, Virginia, 
May 20, 1853.” 

The Surgeon-General reports that ‘there are no records of City Point, Va., 
on file prior to June 20, 1864, and no records of regimenton file.”’ 

John Craig, the examining surgeon,in his report of date of March 18, 1878 
says: 

“The metacarpal bone of the right forearm has been badly shattered and is 
now united so that at the place of union the bone is bent outward, the fingers 
bent so that he can not grasp anything firmly, which disables him from per- 
forming much manual Jabor with that hand.” 

The evidence shows the claimant to have been a sound, healthy man before 
the battle of Chancellorsville, and that down to this time he has remained a 
crippled, disabled man. The claim has been rejected at the Pension Office, but 
the member of the committee drawing this report is unable to state from the 
papers the ground of the rejection. 


that before that battle the claim- 
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Your committee believe this to be a most meritorious case, and therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass, w ith an amendment tothe bill and the title thereto, 
by changing the word *‘ Taine a the title and the same word in the sixth 
line of the bill to the word * MeGle 

The amendment of the amin was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, the papers in this case, it seems 
to me, show very clearly the reason why the Pension Office did not 
grant the application of this soldier. He was captured at Chancellors- 
ville and fifteen or eighteen days afterward was exchanged, and the 
records show that there was no evidence of disability whatever at the 
time of the exchange. I have also seen a letter from the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral, who says there is no record at any of the camp hospitals around 
the city of Washington at that time to indicate that he was present. 
If he got this wound in his wrist at Chancellorsville, he certainly would 
have been in some of these hospitals and there would have been some 
record of it. 

I think this is not a bill we should act upon. The case, according to 
the records as I have looked at them in the papers in the Pension Ofiice, 
is decidedly weak; and the additional testimony of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral saying this man was not in any of these hospitals within thirty 
days after the battle of Chancellorsville is a strong indication that the 
wound was received at some other time. Among those papers is no 
claim made at the commencement of this period when he returned from 
Chancellorsville of the wound in the wrist, which is the only one on 
which this application is based. I ask that the case be passed over. 

Mr. PETERS. A considerable portion of the facts set forth in the 
report come within my own knowledge. I was brigaded with the One 
hundred and thirty-sixth New York Regiment at Chancellorsville. I 
was one of the men ordered to strap knapsacks and go out on a recon- 
naissance in the direction of Spottsylvania Court House, some of our 
company being left to guard the knapsacks. Our brigade, under the 
command of General Barlow, was directed to make this reconnaissance 
and report it to General Birney. Thus far I can verify the statements 
made in this report. 

The evidence, as I understand it, is overwhelming that this soldier 
received this injury as he claimed in his application, and also that he 
received the wound. The evidence is also overwhelming that he was 
taken prisoner. Those who were there at that time and who were con- 
nected with this brigade and the Eleventh Corps know that Jackson 
made his attack on the right of Howard’s corps, rushed in upon the 
Eleventh Corps when their guns were stacked, drove them back in utter 
confusion, and captured all of these knapsacks and the greater portion 
of the soldiers left to guard them. I know as far as my t was 
concerned, and so far as every regiment connected with The Erignde was 
cone erned, we never saw our knapsacks again. 

I listened to the evidence with some care, because the moment the 
One hundred and thirty-sixth New York was mentioned my 
interest was aroused in the matter, as I with that regiment nearly 
three years. That evidence is overwhelming as to the facts set forth 
in the application of the claimant; and the great wonder to me is why 
this application was not granted at the Pension t. Certainly 
if ever there was a case in which the injury to the soldier and the 
wound are clearly established by the testimony not only of officers but 
of privates, this issuchacase. One of the affidavits made here is by the 
man who was afterward lieutenant-colonel of the regiment, but who 
was at that time captain of Company I. He makes an affidavit as to 
the material facts set forth in the icati It seems to meif there 
ever was a case where all the facts necessary to the ing of a pen- 
sion have been established by overwhelming testimony, not by one afii- 
davit or the evidence of one person, but by the evidence of five or six 
parties, it is this case. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] makes the point 
that there is no record in any of the hospitals of man having been 
treated. There is the e of one man who was captured after- 
ward at Fredericksburg, I believe, and who saw this man in prison. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And saw his wound dressed. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; and saw his wound dressed in : er prison. 
He saw a surgeon of the confederate dress his wound. 

It seems to me that must have the attention of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. That not only corroborates the evidence of the 
witnesses who testified to the of this man and to his receiv- 
ing his injury, but brings the up until after the time of capt- 
ure. The mere fact that he might not have had a a ee record 







after exchange should not outbalance the weight of the evidence of 


these witnesses who testified to his receiving his wound and 

ured and the evidence of the man who testified to his wound 
dressed in Libby prison. It seems to me this case should never have 
come here to ask the equitable i tion of Congress. The appli- 
cation should have been granted at the Pension Department; but as it 
was rejected there and is now before us for action, it seems to me it 
ought to be allowed. 

Mr.SAWYER. Having introduced this bill and drawn the report ac- 
companying it, I would like tosaysomethingin supportof it. But in 
the tirst place I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana what 
he said with reference to the letter from the Surgeon-General. I did 
not hear him distinctly. 

Mr. WALLACE. Among the papers was a letter from the Surgeon- 
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General, which stated no such nam@ as that of this soldier is to be found 
among the records of Camp Parole or other hospitals around the city 
of Washington. 


Mr. SAWYER. I think if the gentleman had examined all the p 


pers he would have found that he is laborin, under a mistake. 


Mr. WALLACE. I did examine all the papers. 
Mr. SAWYER. Because I think he would have found that the re- 


mark of which he has spoken refers to another person, and not to th 
claimant. 


The gentleman will find among the papers on record a report from 


the Adjutant-General’s Office showing that this man was reported 
missing in action May 1, 1863, and was afterward returned as an e 
changed prisoner of war. 


Mr. WALLACE. At what date was he returned as an exchange: 


prisoner ? 


Mr. SAWYER. I can not tell without stopping to look at 


record. 


Mr. WALLACE. I think it was on the 24th of the same month, abou! 


three weeks after he was reported 


missing. 
Mr. SAWYER. In the first place, then, the statement from the Ad. . 


jutant-General’s Office shows that this man was reported as missing 1 
the battle of Chancellorsville, and that subsequently to that he was 
returned as an exchanged prisoner. Now he could not have been re- 
turned as an exchanged prisoner unless he had been taken prisoner. 


Mr. WALLACE. Does it say anything about his being wounde:! 


when he was returned as an exchanged prisoner? 


Mr. SAWYER. Probablynot. Therecord of prisoners of war shoy 


that he was captured at Chancellorsville on May 1, 1863; that he was 


paroled at City Point May 14 and 15, reported at Camp Parole on the 
15th and 16th, and was sent to the convalescent camp May 20. 

So,-from the records of the Adjutant General’s Office we have tli 
facts that he was reported missing and returned a paroled prisoner, 
and from the other official records of the Government we have the 
facts of his capture and his return, and also the significant fact that he 
was sent to the convalescent camp, which it seems to me would not 
have happened if the man at that time had been free from wounds o1 
disability. The Surgeon-General’s Office reports that there are no 
records on file of the City Point Hospital prior to June 20, 1864, and 
it was prior to that time that this man was taken to that place. An- 
other significant fact appears, that is, that there are no hospital rec 
ords of that regiment on file. 

To go back, this man was taken prisoner in May, 1863. Dr. Hovey, 
who was the surgeon of the regiment, swears in his affidavit that hi: 
treated him in the summer of 1863 for an injury to his shoulder and 
wrist, which he claimed to have received at the battle of Chancellors- 
ville. Therefore this treatment was after that battle. It appears that 
the man had a wound in the wrist, which the evidence shows he hai! 
received, and we have the evidence of the surgeon that he treated him 
for that injury several times, and continued te treat him for the injur) 
to the wrist down to 1878. It appears from the testimony of the cap- 
tain of the company, who afterward became its lieutenant-colonel, and 
from the testimony of the orderly aes that this man was detailed 
by the company, when they were on the reconnoissance which has been 
a hone EB er rregam from Kansas [Mr. Perens], to take care of 
t 


The man himself makes oath that he was taken prisoner at that tine. 
We have the testimony of another man that he was present at the time 
this claimant was taken pri and saw him taken. We have the 
testimony of another that he was thereat the timeand saw him wounde«! 
saw him throw up his gun, raise his hand, and exclaim that he was sho‘ 
Then we have the testimony of another man that he saw him at Libby 
prison, saw him in a wounded condition there, and saw his woun( 
dressed by a rebel surgeon. 

I can not imagine how you can make a stronger case than is made 
here. The man was placed by the proper officer in charge of the bag- 
gage; the confederates charged upon him while he was there and too) 
him prisoner; he was shot in the wrist, taken prisoner, and taken to 
Libby prison, where his wounds were dressed by a confederate +1 

n, as shown by the evidence, and he appeared in the camp, as :p- 
by the official record, and it is shown that he has been in a crip- 
pled condition ever since. I think I recollect the paper to which the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] refers, and my recollect! 
is that it relates to another person, one of the witnesses in the case, 110° 
to the claimant. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to receive : 
message from the Senate. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syapson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to ‘the reportof the con- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on th: 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2113) gran'- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Sarah aaa 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had agreed 
to the of the committee of conferenceon the ing votesot 
the two on the amendment of the Senate to the (CH. R. 5806) 
to construct a road to the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn. 


1886. 





The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Honses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7827 

roviding for the construction of the light-house supply steamer for the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted upon 
its amendments numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (H. 
8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 


JAMES M’GLEN. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
sumed its session. 

Mr. SAWYER. AsI was saying, Mr. Chairman, the evidence dis- 
closes the fact that this man, then a sound and healthy man, was 
standing at the post of duty by the command of his superior officer. 
We show him taken prisoner, a wounded man. We show him with 
his wounds being dressed in the prison of the enemy. We show him 
returning to his regiment and going to the convalescent camp. We 
show the surgeon of his regiment treating him for the very wound 
which we prove by two other witnesses he received at Chancellorsville. 


re- 


It appears from the records of the Department that this disability | 


still continues. Now, I can not imagine how a stronger case can be 
made out than this. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. WALLACE. There is no question, I suppose, in the mind of any 
one that this man was captured and taken to Libby prison, but there 
is no evidence at all that he was shot in the battle of Chancellorsville. 
If he had been, he would be entitled to a pension from Congress unless 
he had already received it through the Pension Office. But the testi- 
mony does not show that he was hurt otherwise than being injured in 
the shoulder by a falling log, which was only a temporary injury and 
one of very small moment, from which he had evidently recovered by 
the time he was exchanged and returned to his regiment, fifteen or 
twenty days afterward. But as the man seems to have been wounded 
during the period that the war lasted, and as I feel that to be a justi- 
fication for giving him a pension, I do not desire to be captious, and 
will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, I will call 
his attention——-__ [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question being taken, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN SAUER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of Stephen Sauer. 


5038) 
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Ever since the company was mounted, February 25, 1862, he has essayed to 
mount and drill and do service as a trooper, but has invariably failed, owing 
to weakness; has never done one day's mounted duty; in consequence, in my 
opinion, never can be fit for cavalry. 

January 8 enlisted asa private in the Twe 
Regiment; was capturedat the battle of Ce« 
Prisoner of war 


1864, he nty-sixth Massachusetts 
lar Creek, Virginia, Octeber 19, 1864 


records show him captured as above, confined at Richmond, 


Va., October 23, 1864, and sent to Salisburr, N. ¢ November 4, 1864, where he 
enlisted in the rebel army; date not giv: Paroled at N. E. Ferry, North Car 
| olina, March 3,1865. Final statement by company commander reports him died 
in United States Army general hospital, Wilmington, N. ¢ Mareh 1865, o 
causes not stated 
['wo special examinations were ordered in this case The first was by D. J 
| Safford, special examiner, who examined claimant and witnesses in his vicinity, 
and whose report bears date April 6, 1885. In this report he say 
‘From a careful study of al! the evidence I am of the opinion that the claim 
is meritorious rhough the evidence as to dependence is not st v lin 
the feeble condition of the cls ~ wn, I think it should 


mants W 



















ac- 
cepted (Safford gives the names and addresses of several comrades who uld 
beseen). As th es of others of I ‘ and regiment, who w i 
prison with him,and in th examination t restion of his enlisting ‘ 
rebel service should be d lth h I place very little reliance on 
that portion of the record, from the fact t ippare ‘ lied in conseq 
of exposure in pr 

The second ex ination was by S Da =} n rep 
bears date June 19,1885. He examined such comrades of sold s he was able 

} to reach, touching the points of his disabilit the se listment 
into the rebel arr nd says in his report 

‘While I may and do presume that if the real-{ ‘ dl 
would be allowed, nevertheless proof and not pres 
CASE 

The testimony of Orville W. Booth and Francis W. W« ss »} 
had chronic diarrhea in his second service, the testimony of the forme: 
the time before he was taken prisoner, and that of the latter wh “ ‘ 
prison. 

The testimony of the latter also has a bearing upon his « stment into t 
rebel army, inasmuch as he saw soldier in prison and co sed wit m as lat 
as about the middle of January. 

There is nothing to indicate upon what information the War Department re« 
ord is based. It will be observed the date of alleged enlistment is iknow 
and so stated. If it is correct, it must have been some time in the period of s 
or seven weeks between the middle of January and the 3d day of Mar Chis 
committee are of opinion, from all the facts developed, that the accu of the 
record is open, to say the least, to very grave doubts, with the probab very 
strongly against it. It isa matter of common knowledge that many prisoners 
who are charged on the War Department records with this dishonorable ae 
never in fact enlisted in the rebel army or ertered the rebel service We are of 
opinion that this is a case of that character. The fact that he was paroled as a 
prisoner of war and sent into our lines is to our minds conclusive on this point 


I 


The CHAIRMAN. This bill, having already passed the House, has | 


been returned from the Senate with an amendment, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words ‘Stephen Sauer,” in line 6, 
George Sauer.”’ 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT POTTS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9119) 
granting a pension to Robert Potts. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally, as the gentleman representing it is not present. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid aside 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CYRA L. WESTON. 


insert “‘dependent father of 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. R. 8310) | 


granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 


} tion of the United States be 


ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject{to the provisions and | 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyra L. Weston, dependent father | 
of William L. Weston, late a private in Company B, One hundred and twenty- | 


sixth Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 


After the words “Company B,” in line 7, strike out “One hundred 


Mr. EDEN. I would like to hear the report in this case. 

The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1. R 
§310) a pension to Cyra L. Weston, submit the following report: 

Cyra L. Weston’s claim as dependent father of William L. Weston, private 
Company B, Twenty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Office “on the ground that the nature of soldier's fatal disease and its 
in in line of duty can not be shown; also, that while a prisoner he enlisted 

rebel service.” 


and, 


int 


records of the War Department show that at the age of eighteen the sol- | 


dier enlisted as a private in the third unattached company of Massachusetts 


cavalry. He was enrolled on the 12th day of November, 1861, and was dis- | 


charged at New Orleans, La., June 16, 1862, on surgeon's certificate of disability, 
which contains the following statement: 


It is not reasonable to assume that if in the rebel service he would have been 
thus paroled. That act of the rebel authorities recognized him as a Union 
soldier in good standing, and is in itself a refutation of the charge that he had 
enlisted in theirarmy. Were he living he might be able to clear up this adverse 
and we think unjust, record. But he died in the hospital at Wilmington, and 
the record stands, which we are convinced is a great injustice the memory of 
a soldier who gave his life to the service of his country. 


to 


From all the factsand circumstances surrounding the case there can be no rea 
sonable doubt that his death was the result of his prison life and its attendant 
hardships and privations. 

Two special examiners, examining witnesses face to face, were impressed that 


the claim was meritorious if the real facts could be developed 

But in cases similar to this the Pension Office has ruled that the « 
be rejected and that Congress alone can grant relict. 

The claimant is poor, old, and infirm, has lost one eye, and but for the bar 
heretofore discussed has shown a meritorious claim. In view of all the circum- 
stances surrounding his son’s prison record, the doubts eoncerning his alleged 
enlistment in the rebel service, and his death, we think the Government may 
properly waive the objections standing against the allowance of this claim 

We therefore report the bill to the House with a recommendation that it be 
amended by striking out the words *“‘ one hundred and,” in line 7, and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

DUFF GREEN REED 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
to remove the political disabilities of Duff Green Reed. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 
all political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 

and the same are hereby, re v Duff 


> 
v. 


H. | 


82296 ) 


m ed from 
Green Reed. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


mendation that it do pass. 


House with the recom- 


JAMES CARLIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6514) 
to increase the pension of James Carlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to in- 
rease the pension of James Carlin, latea private in Company I, Third Regiment 


to SJ a m 


Vermont Volunteers, and now on the pension-ro}! on 

An amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out 

Mr. PERKINS. lIask unanimous consent that we adopt this even 
ing the method of proceeding which has been pursued on several pre- 
vious evenings—that when a bill has been read by its tit 
some member asks for its consideration 
without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAYNES. I would like to have this case 


fifty “ and insert ** forty 


it be laid aside informally 


considered 
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Mr. PERKINS, Of course I have no objection to the consideration 
of this case; but I ask that the arrangement I have suggested be made. 

Mr. WINANS. [I object. Let the bills be considered regularly in 
their order. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the bill just read is be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole for consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. EDEN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


James Carlin was a private in Company F, Third Vermont Regiment. He lost 
his left leg above the knee at the battle of the Wilderness, for which he draws 
a pension of $30 permonth. This bill proposes to increase his pension to $50 per 
month, The Pension Office has no authority to increase his pension beyond 
the present rate, unless that degree of helplessness is shown which would en- 
title him toa $0 rating. His present condition is shown by the affidavits of Drs. 
Morse and Holden, which are appended as a part of this report. They disclose 
a badly diseased stump, which renders his disability much greater than usually 
follows similar amputations. It has been the policy of Congress to nt an in- 
crease in this class of cases—to recognize the increased disability which results 
from diseased stumps, and to make proper allowance therefor—which the I en- 
sion Office is not permitted to do. Phe certificates hereto appended do not in- 
dicate a disability which would entitle claimant to a $50 rating, but we think he 
is equitably entitled to more than he at present receives. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended so as to increase his pen- 
vion to $40 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass. 

I, Frederick L. Morse, of Windsor,in the county of Windsor, on oath depose 
and say that I am a practicing physician, and a graduate of medicine from the 
University of Michigan in the year 1872, and commenced to practice my profes- 
sion in said Windsor in 1872; that Il immediately became acquainted with James 
Carlin, a harness maker and repairer, who had lost his Jeft leg at the middle 
third of the thigh, and have been familiar with him and his troubles since my 
first acquaintance. The stump of said leg troubled him continually and was 
continually painful, with either a constant discharge or preparing for a dis- 
charge. His stamp gave him so much trouble that it was thought best to oper- 
ate with the hope of affording him relief. Therefore, on the 8th day of Octo- 
ber, 1874, the operation proposed was done. The bone was laid bare on the 
end, when we found it was greatly enlarged, being of a round and somewhat 
vval shape; white, hard, and constituting within itself a diseased condition. 
It was not thought best to further expose the bone to search for dead or dis- 
vased bone, and after the removal of a small piece of the enlarged extremity 
with the hope of inducing a reduction of its size by absorption, the operation 
was completed. He made a very quick and good recovery from the operation, 
the stump healing rapidly. It soon broke out again, however, and the suppu- 
rating discharge has continued ever since with all the oldsymptoms greatly ag- 
gravated attimes. There is a constant sore on the extremity of the stump, or 
vn the side near the end, accompanied by a great deal of pain. 

[ can swear positively that his stump has had a badiy diseased bone it it since 
I first knew him in 1872. His condition is such as would oblige him to refrain 
from labor absolutely unless it were of a kind that would not interfere with the 
stump at all. It is my opinion that, takigg the work he attempts to do as a 
standard of judgment, his disability is fully one-half. I have no interest in any 
tlaim Mr. Carlin may make or is making for increase of pension. 

FREDERICK L. MORSE. 

Subscribed and sworn to this 25th day of February, A. D. 1886, before me, 

FRED. W. CADY, Notary Public. 

I, Clarence P. Holden, of Windsor, county of Windsor and State of Vermont, 
do depose and say that I am a graduate in medicine of the New York Homeo- 
pathic Medical College; that I have been engaged in the practice of my profes- 
sion ten years, and that I have known James Carlin, of Windsor, since November 
1.1882. That the said James Carlin has a diseased stump, resulting from an am- 
putation in the middle third of the thigh; that the stump is greatly enlarged, 
and there is a place near the end of the stump from which pus is almost con- 
stantly being discharged. That the disease consists of hypertrophy of the bone, 
with almost constant inflammation and ulceration; and, further, that I have 
treated the said James Carlin at various times since November 1, 1882, and at one 
time when he was confined to his house and bed for about two weeks, And, 
further, that the above-described disease is a source of almost constant pain 
and suffering, frequently requiring the care of physician and attendant, and 
incapacitates him from all except very light manual labor, and many times is 
totaily incapacitated from performing any labor whatever. That since my ac- 
quaintance and professional attendance began as aforesaid in November, 1882, 
with said James Carlin his general health and strength have suffered a marked 
deterioration ; and, further, that, in my opinion, the said James Carlin, by reason 
of the above-described disease and disability, should receive a pension of at least 


$60 per month. 
CLARENCE P. HOLDEN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 22d day of February, A. D. 1886. 
[sBau.]} JOS, C. ENRIGHT, Notary Public. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELLEN SADLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1492) for 
the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to os on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Sadler, sister of 


John Sadler, former 
Volunteers. 


An amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


add to the bill the words ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month,’’ was read. 


Mr. WALLACE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1492) 
for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler, submit the following re- 
port: 

This committee have examined the papers in this case, and find they full 
substantiate the statements of the Senate report. While there is no direct evi- 
dence of the seldier’s celibacy, the facts disclosed of care of soldier by mother 
and sister, and wiil of soldier making his sister sole legatee, and report of Com- 
missioner of Pensions that no claim had been filed in soldier’s name, establish 
his celibacy to our satisfaction. We append the Senate report and recommend 


y of Company E, Sixty-eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania 








the passage of the bill with the following amendment: After the word “ volun- 
teers,” in the sixth line of the printed bill, insert “and pay he: a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month.” 


The claimant, Ellen Sadler, is asister of John Sadler, formerly of Company E, 


Sixty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. No claim was ever made be- 
fore the Pension Department, because this case does not come within the pro- 
visions of an 


general law. ; 
The following letter from the Adjutant-General’s Office gives the service of the 


soldier : 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 9, 1886 
Str: I have the honor to return herewith a letter from the Senate Committee 


on Pensions, requesting the military record of John Sadler,as of Company E, 
Sixty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and, in compliance with instructions 
thereon, to report that the records of this office show that John J. Sadler was 
enrolled August 13, 1862, at Philadelphia, Pa., and mustered into service Septem- 
ber 1, 1862, to serve three years asa 
sylvania Volunteers; that he serve pen h 
discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability at Camp Pitcher, Virginia, be- 
cause of ‘‘ inguinal hernia of right side, contracted about five days ago while on 
duty.” 
Sadler has been a good and attentive soldier and has had good health since his 
enlistment until the 30th December, 1862, when he was first attacked with this 
disease, supposed to have been brought on by wearing a cartridge-box.” 


rivate in Company E, Sixty-eighth Penn 
therein to January 13, 1863, when he was 


In said certificate the company commander also certifies that “‘ John J. 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. ©. KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


It appears from the evidence before your committee that the soldier was dis- 


charged for disability contracted in the service, which disability continued until 


The testi- 


his death. The certificates of physicians are on file with the a 
e incurrence of 


mony of comrades and others corroborates the evidence as to t 


the disability in the service and its continuance since. The evidence is that the 


soldier, after his discharge, was unable to do any work whatever, and that his 
mother and sister were compelled to support him; that after his mother’s death 
the burden of such support fell on his sister, Ellen Sadler, and that she did her 
duty until disabled by partial lysis. This paralysis still continues, and it 
further appears that this sister is left in the most destitute circumstances. The 
soldier died at the Pennsy!vania Hospital. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier died from the result of dis- 
ease contracted in the service, and that his sister, who, it yoy is his only 
surviving relative and now utterly destitute, should receive from the Govern- 
ment some assistance which will in some measure take the place of that which 
the soldier would no doubt have contributed were he now alive and in good 
health. We therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


Mr. WALLACE. I desire to inquire whether it is customary to grant 
pensions to the sisters of soldiers who have died in the war—whether 
there are any precedents for it? 

Mr. HAYNES. There are scores of precedents. My impression is 
there are probably adozen in thisCongress. Where the sister has been 
dependent on the soldier and where she is suffering under disability, 
whereshe is crippled, blind, or otherwise incapacitated for earning a live- 
lihood, it is the invariable practice for Congress to grant relief. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That has been the practice for years. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS WALSH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8481) 
granting a pension to Thomas Walsh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Walsh, late of Company F, Sev- 
enty-fourth iment of New York Volunteers. 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8451) 
granting a pension to Thomas Waish, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report : 

Thomas Walsh, or Wallsh, enlisted as private in Company F, Seventy-fourth 
New York Volunteers, June 3, 1861, was captured in action at Brandy Station, 
Va., November 27, 1863, confined in prisons at Richmond and Andersonville 
until led, November 21, 1864,and mustered out January 10, 1865. 

Claimant has been in the employ of the Government in this city ever since 
discharge until recently, when he became physically disqualified from perform- 
ing his duties. In October, 1835,he applied for pension,alleging that he con- 
tracted kidney disease and enlargement of right testicle while prisoner of war. 
His condition two weeks after application for pension had been made may be 
best described by copying the report of Examining Surgeon Tyler, who was di- 
rected to make the examination at claimant’s home: aa 

‘He is unable to make a statement, by reason of his present condition, in- 
telligibly, or walk without the aid of another person. It is stated that paral ysis 
cosmued ta dene, 1835. Heart’saction very irregular and intermittent ; impulse 
feeble ; is pale; has edema of the ankles, and suffers from valvular lesions of 
the heart. The right testicle is enlarged ; testicular sensation deadened ; has 
chronic orchitis. Nothing definite as to cause can be obtained. Urine examined 
and found to contain a certain amount of mucus, but no albumen discovered 
under testand no distinct evidence of kidney disease. He suffers from hem'- 

legia on right side; contractions of fingers of right hand; can not articulate. 
Disability from orchitis one-half.’ 

In su rt of this claim the following evidence has been filed: __ 

John T. Smith, passed assistant engineer United States Navy, testifies— 5 

“That he has been acquainted with claimant since 1865, about the time of his 
da He was then suffering with kidney disease and disease of the test- 
cles, to affiant’s personal knowledge continued to suffer therefrom until 
now he has becomeentirely helpless. It was well understood at the time affiant 
first formed claimant’s acquaintance that said diseases were contracted while a 
prisoner of war.” 

Kate E. Schmalhoff testifies : 

“That she has known claimant since about 1871, when he came to her house 
and oceupied a room there about six years. About six months after coming 
there he was taken sick with troubles of kidneys and uri: organs; was very 
sick for about seven months, During the last two years of his residence with 
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affiant he was in comparatively good health, but always complained of the old 
trouble, which he attributed to hardships while prisoner of war.” 

Dr. F. Donohue testifies— 

* That in 1872 or 1873 he was called to treat claimant for a severe case of or- 
chitis, and his history was to the effect that he was captured by Mosby's cav- 
airy, and mounted barebacked on a tall, bony mule, on which he was taken to 
Richmond, which caused the disability.” 

Dr. G. L. Magruder testifies—. 

“ That he treated claimant for hemiplegia of right side and aphonia since June, 

’ 

Calvin B. Walker, late deputy commissioner of pensions, testifies— 

That he was one of claimant’s attorneys; that claimant is totally helpless 
physically, and is almost demented; that he has so completely lost his mind 
that he is wholly unable to furnish his attorneys with the necessary informa- 
tion to enable them to obtain the required evidence to establish the origin of 
his diseases in the service; that affiant is unable to obtain such information 
from other sources, but that he has such knowledge of the case as to satisfy him 
of the merit of the claim.” 

Claimant has an excellent reputation in the city in which he has lived and 
filled important trusts for over twenty years past. His present unfortunate 
condition came upon him so suddenly after years of suffering as to preclude the 
possibility of pasering the evidence necessary to establish his claim under the 
general pension law. It is true the evidence is meager, but what has been fur- 
nished is of the highest character, and can not be ignored by your committee. 
The soldier’s services were long and faithful. For twelve months he was con- 
fined in Southern prisons, Within a month afterrelease he was mustered out 
of service. Hence no record of treatment. If he was treated for his disabilities 
in the service the fact can not be shown by parol evidence. That he has suf- 
fered from reasonably chargeable to exposure of prison life ever since 
di is clearly shown. Under all the circumstances your committee are 
inclined to give so worthy a claimant the benefit of any doubt as to origin, and 

therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 


Mr. HIESTAND. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. WALLACE. I object to this bill. The report does not state 


any good reason why the pension should be granted. 
will have liver troubles or something of that sort if he lives long 


enough. Twenty years after the close of the war this does not seem | 


to be a case where a pension should be granted. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana not to object to 
this bill. Since it was reported by the committee an affidavit has been 
brought and filed with the committee furnishing additional proof. This 
man is in a helpless condition. He was a prisoner of war a long time 
under vating circumstances. I do not think there is any doubt 
about his disability or that it was incurred in the service. The fact that 
he withheld his application until a late day is not to be taken against 
him. The report shows he held a Government position and that he 
felt delicacy in applying for a pension while he occupied that Govern- 
ment position. 

He is so helpless that he has to be assisted when he walks. I think 
this bill should be allowed to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Iask the gentleman from Indiana whether it 
is not almost utterly impossible to comply with the regulations of the 
department as to furnishing facts. 

Mr. MATSON. Not always. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Almost always. 

Mr. MATSON. The Pension Office is liberal in such cases. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Is it not almost impossible in such cases to 
make strict proof? 

Mr. MATSON. Itis. Additional proof has been filed in this case, 
I will say to my friend from Ohio. I move the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WALLACE. Does thisadditional evidence bear on the fact this 
trouble came from service in the Army? 

Mr. MATSON. Recently he ran across a friend who had been in 
prison with him. His son-in-law filed that testimony with the com- 
mittee last Friday. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is there any evidence to show this party was 
not suffering with this disease prior to his enlistment in the Army. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not remember enough of the case to answer the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HIESTAND. He could not have entered the service if he had 
been suffering with the disease. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The presumption of law is in his favor. 
of ‘Vote!’’ | 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANNA SCHIER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7983) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Schier. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Read the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. WALLACE. I object to this bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask the bill be passed over informally. It was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr], who is not 
present. 

There was no objection, and ft was ordered accordingly. 


CATHARINE LANIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S 
granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan. 


[Cries 


. 2349) 


Almost any man | 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, €c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Catharine Lani- 
gan, mother of John Lanigan, late of Company K, Twenty-third Illinois Vol- 
unteers, in the late war, at the rate of $50 per month, from and after the passage 
of this act, in lieu ‘of the pension she is now receiving 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read: 

The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 8S. 2349, sub- 
mit the following report 

The Senate Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill 
granting arrears of pension to Catharine Lanigan, reported as follows: 

“ That Catharine Lanigan was pensioned at the rate of $15 per month from 
March 18, 1882, as dependent mother of John Lanigan, who served as second 
lieutenant of Company I, Twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, and who gied Sep- 
tember 11,1881, A very thorough examination of this claim was made by the 
Pension Office, and the fact that the soldier died from causes originating in the 
service was medically established. The dependence of the mother upon the 
son during his life is shown, and it also appears that she has been bed-ridden 
for years. 

“ Mrs. Lanigan is now eighty-one years of age, haslong been a helpless invalid, 
and is dependent for support upon tbe pension allowed her and the exertions 
of her two daughters. Her title toa pension having been satisfactorily estab- 
lished before the Pension Office, and the rating allowed under the general laws 
being insufficient for her maintenance in her helpless condition, the committee 
consider this an exceptional case, which justifies special action and the allow- 
ance of a higher pension to Mrs. Lanigan during the brief time that she can re- 
ceive any benefit from the bounty of Congress. 

** We therefore recommend that the original bill (S. 77) be indefinitely post- 
poned, and the passage of the accompanying substitute bill, granting Mrs. Lan- 
igan a pension at the rate of $50 per month.” 

Your committee find, on thorough examination of the papers in the case, the 
facts to be substantially as above set forth, to which we desire, however, to add 
that the proofs show Major Lanigan to have been a most gallant soldier, who, 
though a great sufferer from disease contracted while in the Army, never during 
his lifetime sought any relief from the Government. Indeed, your committee 
are advised that but for physical disabilities incurred during four years’ service 
| as a volunteer in the war of the rebellion, Major Lanigan might now be holding 
high rankin the regular Army, acaptaiti’scommission having been offered him 
immediately after the war in appreciation of his gallant conduct, which he de- 
clined for the reason that his health was already so far impaired by the disease 
from which he finally died as to render him unfit for active military duty. 

He was practically the only support of hisaged, widowed, and helpless mother, 
who, in the opinion of your comunittee, is clearly entitled to a pension adequate 


S. 776) 








to her comfortable support during the, at most, very few years she may reason- 
ably be expected to survive. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. One fact might be stated, as it,does not 
appear in this report. It states this old lady, eighty-one years of age, 
is supported by her two daughters. The truth is, one of these daugh- 
ters is also an invalid, and therefore if this pension is granted it will 
help to support two invalid ladies, one of whom is over eighty years of 
age and has been confined to her room for over twelve years, bedridden 
most of the time. 

There is another fact which ought not to be forgotten. Major Lan- 
igan was entitled to invalid pension and would have received it if he 
had not been restrained by a noble feeling not to do so so long as ie 
could support himself. He could also have received arrears of pensions 
much more in amount than the Treasury will be called upon to pay in 
the way of pension to this old lady. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on laying the bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask for a division. 

Mr. LAWLER. Allowa brief statement to be made. 
grants pension to an old lady eighty-two years of age. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘The Chair put the question to the House, but has not 
stated how the vote stands. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 20. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum. ° 

TheChairappointed as tellers Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, and Mr. BRaaG. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, 
noes 27. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MATSON. 
understand. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be laid 
aside informally, retaining its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I merely rise to ask this question: 
What is the object in doing that? Wewould rather use some effort to 
induce gentlemen to compromise their objection to the bill, which cer- 
tainly ought to pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. This will simply delay all other pension business 
to-night, unless some arrangement of the kind can be made. I yield, 
however, to the gentleman from Illinois, who desires to make a re- 
quest. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be reported to the House with the understanding that it go over and 
have a vote in the House on it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection tothe requestof the gentleman 
from Kansas that it be laid aside informally, retaining its place-on the 
Calendar ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimouscon- 
sent to say a few words in reference to this bill. [Cries of ‘*Go on!?’] 
I want to say simply in relation to this case that I have the honor to 


This bill only 


Has the point of no quorum been withdrawn ? 
The point of no quorum has not been withdrawn I 
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represent a part and parcel of the city of New York, and I happen to 
know the person, this aged lady, for whom this pension is intended. 
TI had occasion to visit Chicago in 1884, at the time of the Democratic 
convention, and visited the house of this old lady. 

I saw for myself that she is aged and feeble, actually bedridden, 
eighty-one, nearly eighty-two years of age, and that she has a crippled 
daughter, who is herself almost helpless. The resultof her unfortunate 
cireumstances is that they have great difficulty in maintaining them- 
selves. This old lady had a son, a most elegant young gentleman and 
oneof the most promising young men who lived in Chicago, who went 
into the war to defend the country and to keep it intact. He received 
wounds daring his service in the Army that ultimately caused his death, 
thereby keaving his aged mother in her helpless, feeble condition, not 
only to care for herself, but in part for her crippled daughter. 

I would say further, gentlemen, you all remember the gallant Colonel 
Mulligan, who lost his life in defending our flag. You must remember 
him well. His name is in the history of this country. This Colonel 
Mulligan, who was killed on the field of battle, died in the arms of this 
gallant young man, who when he left the war left it as Major Lanigan. 
He won for himself honor and distinction in his country’s service. 
Now this is simply doing an act of charity to a most worthy lady who 
has claims upon us; and charity, you know, covers a multitude of sins. 
With charity to all and malice toward none I hope this Congress will 
grant this little relief, which is only an act of justice after all to this 
old lady, so as to care for her in her helplessness in the few remaining 
days she has to live. 

I hope nobody will demur to the passage of this bill. Further, I de- 
sire to say that if Major Lanigan had demanded what he was entitled 
to from the General Government on account of the wounds he received 
and the service rendered during the war he would have been entitled 
to at least four or five thousand dollars. All who know of his services 
will bear witness to their importance during the war of the rebellion. 
He never accepted a cent, not a farthing, from the Government, and all 
we ask you to do now is to take care of his poor old crippled mother. 
This is a piece of generosity, a piece of Christian charity on the part of 
the House, and I am sure there will be no objection to passing the bill 
if the facts are understood. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Do you tell the House that Major Lanigan, if he 
had applied for a pension, was himself entitled to a pension ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Do you want to make a speech on this subject? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. No; I want to know the facts of the case. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Hewasentitledtoapension. The 
Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, knows the facts. But he 
never got a penny. 

I sincerely hope my friend from Wisconsin will not insist upon his 
objection in thiscase. My friend came from New York himself, and I 
hope he will do this act of kindness now to this poor old lady. I appeal 
to my friend General Brace to withdraw his objection. I do not see 
how he can insist upon it in such a case. It would be unworthy of the 
flag he followed so gallantly to refuse this pension. 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not know that it would be quite possible to do 
it except I bear in mind that in my own State there are widows whose 
grandfathers and great grandfathers were in the war of the Revolu- 
tion, whose fathers and grandfathers were in the war of 1812, and 
whose fathers, husbands, brothers, and sons were in the war of 1861, 
and with all of that glorious record Congress says that they are enti- 
tled to $12 a month. . 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I am not demurring to anything 
you ask for your constituents. [Laughterand applause.] If you will 
bring forward any of your people that you want to grant pensions to, 
or want to aid, I promise you now that I will not be a party to inter- 
fere. On the contrary, I will help to get a pension for your constitu- 
ents or any person youmay represent. I ask gentlemen of this House, 
Task my friend of old from New York, in view of the fact that this 
is the only speech I have made, and perhaps the last speech I will ever 
make in this House, for I am ne speech-maker, to permit this bill to be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no quorum insisted on ? 

Mr. BRAGG. When I object toa bill I do not object to it for fan 
or for the purpose of whiling away time. In such a case I always 
think I have a good ground for objection; and in this case I have no 
earthly doubt that the objection is a properone. Wecan not afford to 
commence establishing precedents of granting pensions of $50 a month 
to old ladies who may have been dependent onsons who lost their lives 
or had their health injured duringthe war. Wehave had too much of 
that special legislation. If anything is to be done in that direction, 
let it be done by general law. Do not let us at one leap go from the 
highest notch of pension which the officer himself could have drawn— 
$15 a month—a lieutenant’s pension, to give his mother $50 a month, 
which is higher than any pension known to pension law. 

Mr. LAWLER, I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin this 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. All this is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 





JULY 16, 





I know this family well, and I know the circumstances in which they 
are situated. Besides the aged mother, not only is one daughter cri). 
pled, but both daughters are really dependent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der!’’] LIask unanimous consent to be heard for a few moments. | 
do not want to take up time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAw er] 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection» 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAWLER. I do not wish to occupy more than a minute o 
two. Friends of the family have been trying to get one of these de. 
serving daughters something to do, but have not succeeded as yet in 
accomplishing it. We can show by affidavits that this old lady is no: 
likely to live for any considerable length of time. If this pension 
should be granted, when this old lady passes away that will be the end 
of the bounty of the Government in this case. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin that we have come up here every Friday nig) 
to vote pensions, and we have passed the bills because we believed the, 
were meritorious cases. And I will now say to the gentleman, if ) 
will not consent to a pension of $50, I ask him to agree to give some- 
thing for the support of the aged mother of this gallant officer, whos 
sisters also are dependent. 

Mr. BRAGG. The gentleman from [Illinois has to a large exteut 
based this case on the statement that this old lady is not likely to |i; 
for any length of time. I will say this to him: I am willing to pa, 
her myself $°9. Will the gentleman from Illinois and the balance o: 
the Illinois delegation say the same thing and make upa purse for her ’ 

Mr. LAWLER. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin tha‘ 
he can not give this lady $10 any sooner than I will. But I do no: 
think it is a worthy proposition when we know that this man was a 
gallant soldier, and that if he had not entered the war he could have 
made a competence for his mother and sisters. And I will tell the gen 
tleman further that if money is to be given in that way to that famil, 
we need not go out of the city of Chicago. When the members of tha: 
family want charity they can get it there. It will not be necessary to 
go to the State of Wisconsin. 

This insulting proposition to this dying mother comes with a poor 
grace from the gentleman from Wisconsin. I say to him Wisconsin 
never will paya dollar toward her support or toward her burial. Majo: 
Lanigan left friends in Chicago who will take care of his mother and 
of her crippled daughter when she passes away. 

We have made every honorable proposition to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to induce him to withdraw his objection. We are willing 
to put this pension at $25. Major Lanigan was entitled by right to 
receive $5,000 from the Government, but he had too much pride to ask 
a dollar. He worked in the state treasurer’s office till he was brought 
to the grave. It is now asked that the Government contribute to the 
support of this old lady while she lives, which may be three months 
or six months, but probably not longer. I will say to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that I am willing to compromise on $20 a month. 

Mr. BRAGG. When this is urged on the score of charity, I will sa; 
I have no compromise to make. And when you talk of having a claim 
of $5,000 against the Government that this officer might have got you 
might just as well say $25,000, for that involves but one word more 
And when you talk of the commission in the regular Army which was 
rejected, that is another thing that floats through the air; that we hea 
and do notsee. This sort of argument never obtains with me. I made 
the objection in good faith because I am opposed to the establishment 
of the precedent, and I shall insist upon it. 

Mr. WADE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to be permitted to make a brief statement 
[Cries of ‘Regular order!’’] 

Mr. PRICE. What is the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the request for unanimous 
consent made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRiLi] that this 
bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 1. 
there objection ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. MATSON. I rise to make to make a privileged motion: I move 
that the committee do now rise., 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 66, noes 14. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resume‘! 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar under the special order had directed him to report to tle 
House sundry bills with various recommendations. 


THOMAS WALSH. 


The bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh, reported 
favorably from the Committee of the Whole, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was according!y 
read the third time, and passed. 

CYRA L. WESTON. 


The bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension toCyra L: Weston, reported 
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from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was taken up. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; | 
and was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill pass ? 
Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, looking over the report in this case 
I think this is another case that ought to be passed by. I do not think 
this is a proper bill for us to pass. It is not one in which the testi- 
mony establishes the alleged facts. There is no evidence that this man 

was at any time dependent upon his son. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. WALLACE] ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over | 
informally? 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire to say that | 
if the gentleman had listened to the report he would have found that a 
special examiner of the Pension Office (Mr. Safford, I believe), a very 
carefal and competentexaminer, went to the home of this chaimant and | 
examined witnesses face to face and made his report upon the very point 
which the gentleman raises, the question of dependence, and reported 
that the claim was a meritoriousone. In fact, the only bar against the 
claim in the Pension Office was this matter of the enlistment in the | 
confederate army. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker | 
pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 2. 

Mr. WALLACE. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman insists upon his point of no quo- 
rum, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside informally, 
retaining its present status. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
DocKERY ] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside, not los- 
ing its status in the House. Is there objection” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I object, Mr. Speaker. I am tired 
of coming here night after night and seeing one or two men obstruct 
the action of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON | objects to the request of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has this bill been read a third time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read a third time, 
and the question now is upon its passage. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing upon the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be ordered on the passage of this bill. That will 
insure a vote upon it when there is a quorum to-morrow, and, that be- 
ing done, we can proceed to the consideration of other business. 

Several MemBeERs. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] asks unanimous consent that the previous question be 
ordered upon the passage of the bill, and then that it be passed over 
informally. 

Mr. MATSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MAT nN] objects. The question is on the passage of the bill, and the 
point being made that no quorum has voted 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 














PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Franklin Saul, for increase of 
pension for soldiers who have lost arms and legs—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition and papers in the case of Louis Lange 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of James Madison 
Wells and of the estate of Joseph C. Lewis—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Eastland County, Texas, 
for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of ship-owners, ship-builders, and others, 
relating to reciprocity treaty between the United States and Hawaiian 
Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of W. R. Kent and others, citizens of 
Ashkum, IIl., for relief of suffering by recent cyclone in I[linois—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers in the claim of Avvey Marre, of Washington 
, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of John Hartman (estate) and of C 
H. Hitt, of Hamlin County; and of Elijah Michael, of Mary Jane Hub- 
bard, and of C. T. P. Jarnigan, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. SMALL: Papers in the claim of of Villeneuve Le 
West Baton Rouge, La.—to the same committee 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of William A. Franklin, execn- 
tor of J. B. Franklin, deceased, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that his war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

av Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Nan y F. Middleton, widow, 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against her deceased soldier 
husband—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: -Remonstrance of Col. O. H. Stratton and other 
against the Senate amendments to the Mexican pension bill—to the 
Committee on Pensions 

The following petitions, askin 


Blanc, ot 


for the passage of House bill 7387, 
t-land acts: of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery: and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000.000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. GREEN: Petition of Jacob Gardiner and 286 others, of Lewis 
Johnson and 30 others, of Martin Schuliten and 188 others, of Fred 
Hiller and 152 others, of John B. Lavender and 29 others, of Edward 
Silvers and 279 others, of Alfred Holmes and 49 others, of Joseph Morse 
and 18 others, of Thomas J. Darricks and 24 others, of Charles Gibson 
and 67 others, and of Edward Ball and 85 others, citizens of the third 
district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of J. N. Jones and 20 others, of G. M. Gal- 
lager and 145 others, of J. A. Fuller and 26 others, and of James lh. 
Powers and others, citizens of the tenth district of Massachusetts 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of S. J. Sisson and 
49 others and of W. H. Lancashire and 11 others, citizens of the first 
district of Kentucky. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 17, 1886, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CALL OF THE SENATE. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before Senate 
Mr. INGALLS. Is there a quorum present’? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is notaquorum. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada Pugh 

Beck, Evarts, Kenna Saulsbury, 
Berry, Frye, Logan, Sherman, 
Blair, Hale McMillan, Spoone: 
Camden, Harris Mahone, Stanford 
Chace, Harrison, Maxey, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley Miller, Vance 

Coke, Hoar. Payne, Van Wyck 
Cullom, Ingalls Piatt, W hitthorn« 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Md 


Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called), My colleaguo 
[Mr. ALDRICH | is absent from the Senate, detained by sick ness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MoRRILL’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. MorRIL1L] is absent, and I suppose for the session, on a 
count of illness, and I will announce it once for all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty Senators are present, a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then business can proceed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. Con- 
GER, and Mr. Ransom the conferees on the part of the Senate on the 
bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, and its amendment thereto. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of benjamiz 
Holt, of Wayne County, Tennessee, praying that his claim for quar- 
termaster’s stores, which has been disallowed by the Quartermaster: 
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General, be referred to Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present four memorials, remonstrating against tax- 
ing oleomargarine, from consumers of that article, signed by 105 names, 
of citizens of New York city and Brooklyn, including representatives 
of the press; and 18 memorials, remonstrating against taxing oleomar- 
garine, from consumers of that article, citizens of New York city, signed 
by 520 namesinall. I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Mecklen- 
burg County, Virginia, in reference to imitation butter; also a petition 
on the same subject from sundry citizens of Warren County, Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the bill taxing oleomargarine. I move that 
the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE presented the proceedings of the Council of Norfolk 
city, Va., urging the adaptation of the Norfolk navy-yard to the con- 
struction of iron ships, &c., which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE., I present a petition of sundry citizens of Henrico 
County, Virginia, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation tothe 
public lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the distribu- 
tion of a part of the Treasury surplus; also, alike petition from sundry 
citizens of Roanoke County, Virginia; also, a like petition from sundry 
citizens of Pittsylvania County, Virginia; also, a like petition from sun- 
dry citizens of the city of Norfolk, Va., praying for the passage of certain 
bills therein named; also, a petition from sundry citizens of Atlantic City, 
Va., praying for the like purpose; also,alike petition from sundry citizens 
of Halifax County, Virginia; also, a petition from sundry citizens of the 
city of Norfolk, Va., praying forthe like; also, afurther petition from sun- 
dry citizens of the city of Norfolk, Va. ; also, a petition from sundry citi- 
zens of the county of Norfolk, Virginia; also, a further petition from citi- 
zens of the county of Norfolk, Virginia, for the like purpose; also, a fur- 
ther petition from sundry citizens of the city of Portsmouth, Va., praying 
for the passage of the bills named therein; also, three petitions from 
sundry citizens of the city of Richmond, Va., praying for the like pur- 
pose; also, a petition from citizens of Petersburg, Va., praying, for the 
passage of certain bills now pending. I move the reference of these 
petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of the city of New York, 
praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. I present four petitions of citizens of difftrent parts 
of the State of New York, largely signed, praying for the passage of cer- 
tain bills in relation to the public lands, Presidential and Congres- 
sional elections, and the distribution of a part of the Treasury surplus. 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA presented memorials of Knights of Labor of Wheeling, 
Benwood, and Malden, in the State of West Virginia, and memorials of 
Knights of Labor of the counties of Brooke, Mineral, and Kanawha, in 
the State of West Virginia, remonstrating against the passage of the 
free-ship bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of business men and citizens of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the oleomargarine 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the message of the President of the United States returning with 
his objections the bill (S. 2281) granting to railroads right of way through 
the Indian reservation in Northern Montana, have considered the mes- 
sage and have instructed me to submit a report which I desire may go 
upon the Calendar. I wish to say that this is the unanimous report of 
the committee, and I shall take early occasion to call it up for action. 
I do not think it will take much time in debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, seported them adversely, and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2104) to establish a light-ship on the south end of Ram 
Island Reefe, Fisher’s Island Sound, Long Island; 

A bill (H. R. 3664) to establish a light-ship on Hog Island Shoal, 
Nar sett Bay, Rhode Island; 

A bill (H. R. 7631) authorizing the construction of a steam light- 
house for use in the fourth light-house district; and 

A bill (S. 2202) to establish and construct a light-ship to be stationed 
and maintained off Grosse Pointe, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I will state that the subjects-matter of these bills 
are embraced in another measure which has passed both Houses. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE—VETO MESSAGE, 


Mr. BLAIR. I submit a report from the Committeeon Pensions, to 
whom was recommitted Senate report No. 1424, in the case of Senate 
bill No. 2005 granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage, with the veto 
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message of the President of the United States. I am directed to report 
back the same recommending the passage of the bill, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding, and that the previous 
report do stand as the report of the committee. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. On behalf of a minority of the Committee 
on Pensions I submit their views, and I ask that they be printed with 
the majority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. VANCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for the removal 
of the Eastern Cherokees; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRISON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Commitfee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message trom the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Hum- 
phreys; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 


1766) granting a pension to William Brentano; 
1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 
2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman; 

A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; and 

A bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long; 

A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; and 

A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean. 

The message further announced that the President of the United States 
having returned to the House of Representatives in which it originated 
the bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension to Joseph Romiser, with his 
objections thereto, the House had proceeded in pursuance of the Consti- 
tution to reconsider the same; and had 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same, 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2863) for the relief of James 
K. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; and 

A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long. 

The bill (H. R. 915) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


JOSEPH ROMISER—VETO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the House of Representatives: 
In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 16, 1586. 

The President of the United States baving returned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in which it originated the bill (H. RK. 1059) togrant a pension to Josep): 
Romiser, with his objections thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of tlic 
Constitution to reconsider the same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let that be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions with the bill and the message 0! 
the President. 


cee CL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LT 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES. 
its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request 
| the bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted on its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 17, 88, 179. 
and 180 to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, farther insisted on 
by the Senate, and asked a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CANNON the managers on the part o! 
the House. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
calls attention to the importance of action on this matter, being a re- 
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quest for @ committee of conference on the legislativ> appropriation bill. 
The conference asked for by the House will be agreed to if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. INGALIS. I think the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations had better be consulted about that. He advised me yester- 
day—although perhaps that was not public—that—— 

Mr. B . Thechairman will beininamoment. Here he comes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the legislative bill be laid before the 
Senate. c 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House has already 
been reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate agree to the farther confer- 
ence asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
Dawes, and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 


MARY E, CASEY. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey, just returned 
from the House, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendment to the bill referred to by him, 
and ask for a committee of conference with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, and Mr, PLums, Mr. VAN Wyck, and Mr. BERRY were ap- 
pointed. 

BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions’? the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 8328. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from New York moves 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also im- 
posing @ tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. BECK. If desire to inquire—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BECK. The Calendar is the regular order, is it not ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, but the motion is to proceed 
to the consideration of a particular bill. It isnot inorder to debate it. 

Mr. BECK. I want the bill read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the bill 
ean not be read as a matter of right. It will be read if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects to the present reading of the bill. When taken up it will be 
read, as a@ matter of course. 

Mr. BECK. I desire te have the bill read, to see what is proposed 
to be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mit that question to the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. The question whether the bill shall be read or not ? 
Be . PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, upon a motion to take up the 

ill. ° 

Mr. HOAR. I will not interpose an objection. ‘I thought it would 
require @ double reading of the bill if we took it up, but perhaps the 
reading now will answer if it shall be taken up. I withdraw the ob- 


The question is on the motion of the 


It is the duty of the Chair to sub- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn, and the 
bill will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is en agreeing to the 
motion aeaeoneet to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. and Mr. MILLER called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from ia [Mr. CoLquitr]. 
Mr. WAL when Mr. GEORGE’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GeorGE] is unavoidably absent. He is paired generally 


with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRitv]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. Hampron]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

un VAN WYCK. M lleague [Mr. M 

r ° y co e [Mr. MANDERSON | is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 


Iam paired with 











Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SABIN]. If he were present, I should vote *‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], who is detained from the Senate by illness. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In addition to the announcement made by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] I desire to say that my colleague 
[Mr. SABrN] is detained from the Senate by sickness. He would vote 
**yea’’ if present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My colleague [Mr. MORRILL] is absent ill. 
is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY |] 
colleague were present he would vote *‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BROWN. On this question, if the pair has not been already 
announced, I announce that my colleague [Mr. CoLQqurtr] is paired 
with the Senator from Khode Island [ Mr. CuAce}. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 13; as follows: 


He 
If my 


YEAS—2 
Allison, Evarts, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blair, Frye, Logan, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Gorman, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Conger, Hale, Mahone, Stanford, 
Cullom, Harrison, Miller, Teller, 
Dawes Hawley Payne, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, lloar Platt, Wilson of Lown, 

NAYS—13 

Beck, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Berry, Harris, Vance, 
Brown, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Coke, Maxey, Whitthorne, 

ABSENT—3. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Eustis, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Fair, Manderson, Sabin, 
Butler, George, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Camden, Hampton, Morgan, Sewell, 
Cameron, Hearst, Morrill, Vest. 
Chace, Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pike, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. I believe that motion is debatable. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is debatable. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I called for the reading of the bill be- 
fore it was taken up for the purpose of developing the fact that it was 
beyond all question a tax bill, and as such, under all the rules of the 
Senate, that it ought to be considered by the Committee on Finance of 
this body. Indeed, when the bill came from the House and the ques- 
tion was made then as to whether it ought or not to go to that com- 
mittee the yeas and nays were called and it was sent to the Committee 
on Agriculture by a vote of 22 yeas against 21 nays, mainly, however, 
upon the ground that it had been considered in the House by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and as the Committee on Agriculture of the Sen- 
ate had been looking intoit and taking a good deal of testimony it ought 
to have a chance to consider it, the Senator from New York [ Mr. MIL- 
LER] saying, among other things, as a reason why they should have it 
sent to that committee: 

By the common consent of the Senate thus far a vast number of petitions 
upon this subject, amounting to many thousands, have been referred to the Ag- 
ricultural Committee at this session. Several bills have been introduced inthe 
Senate regarding the manufacture and sale of imitation butter, which have been 
referred to that committee. The Committee on Agriculture bas already consid- 
ered the matter atseveral meetings. It has given two or three public hearings 
on this question, very important hearings, and it proposes, of course, if the bill 


shall be referred to it to give other public hearings, tothe opponents as well as 
to the friends of the measure. 


What will be the condition of the bill when it shall reappear from that com- 
niittee, if referred there, I can not tell—whether there will be anything of a tax 
in it or not. I kuow nothing whatever about the views of the individual mem- 
bers of that committee. I have not thought it wise or proper that I should in 
any way interrogate the membersof the committee as to their views upon it. 

The fact that it was a tax bill as it came from the House was pre- 
sented by myself, by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and others; there was a general acquiescence in the suggestion that if 
the bill came back to the Senate from the Committee on Agriculture 
as a tax bill in any proper sense then would be the right time to refer 
it to the Committee on Finance. In the mean time, as I said, the Sen- 
ate by a majority of determined that the Committee on Agriculture 
should examine it and see what they could make out of it; and if it 
did not come back as a tax bill (although the House bill was admitted 
to be one) it might be proper to consider it without referring it to the 
Finance Committee. 

Now, we find the House bill brought back to the Senate by that com- 
mittee without crossing a ‘‘t’’ or dotting an ‘'i,’’ without any report 
in regard to it, unless a miscellaneous document containing ‘‘ testimony 
taken before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the United 
States Senate in regard to the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy 
products’? can be called a report. I obtained it from the document- 
room a few moments ago. There is no report of a committee—indeed, 
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it is obvious that the committee could not make one without confess- 
ing that it is a tax bill and nothing else—there is no information given 
as to the needs of a bill like this for the purpose of raising revenue, and 
the committee did not dare to assert that any such need existed. The 
bill imposes special taxes of $600 on the manufacturers of oleomargarine, 
$480 on wholesale dealers, $48 on retail dealers, and provides a tax of 
15 cents a pound in addition to the tariff tax on imports, in the form 
of internal-revenue taxes on all oleomargaripe imported. 

Mr. COKE. Five cents a pound. 

Mr. BECK. No, they go beyond domestic taxation. Elsewhere in 
the bill they impose a tax of 5 cents a pound, to bepaid by the manu- 
facturer on its manufacture in this country, but in regard to imports 
they impose the following: 

Sec. 10, That all oleomargarine imported from foreign countries shall, in ad- 
dition to any import duty imposed on the same, pay an internal-revenue tax of 
15 cents per pound, such tax to be represented by coupon stamps as in the case 
of oleomargarine manufactured in the United States. 

Therefore, it not only deals with internal taxation but changes the 
tariff laws in regard to this article. The magnitude of its production 
in this country is set forth in a report which I hold in my hand by the 
advocates of the measure, in which it is said: 

From the best and most reliable information obtainable your committee be- 
lieve that about 200,000,000 pounds of spurious and imitation compounds and 
mixtures are now being manufactured annually, which not only take the place 


of so much butter, but stop the consumption of much more by the demoraliza- 
tion of the trade. 


Two hundred million pounds manufactured in this country at a tax 
of 5 cents a pound would produce $10,000,000 of revenue. How much 
more would be produced by the additional tax imposed upon the oleo- 
margarine imported under the tariff laws the committee do not see fit 
to tell us, and I have not the means of knowing. It would either pro- 
hibit imports or at 15 cents a pound add largely to the revenues. 

Do we need more revenue? Let us see. 

The last report from the Treasury Department, which I have lying 
before me, dated the 1st day of July, shows that the surplus revenue 
for the year ending June 30 was over $96,000,000. Here is a proposi- 
tion to increase taxation for the purpose of raising more revenue, or that 


does raise more revenue certainly, to the extent of $10,000,000, and if 


the imports amount toanything considerable, perhaps $15,000,000 more, 
when we have already, as isshown by the report for the last fiscal year, 
$96,000,000 surplus lying idle, and do not know what to do with it. 
We can not buy any of our outstanding bonds which mature in 1891 
and 1907 without paying an enormous premium, as I have shown be- 
fore. All are paid which can be except $135,000,000, and more than 
money enough is lying in the Treasury to pay them with a large sur- 
plus left as a reserve. We can not pay any more until 1891, no mat- 
ter what surplus we have idle and locked up from the people who own 
it. It will be a condition of things that this country will resent and 
this Congress will not be proud of to see $100,000, 000 of surplus money 
within a year or so (for there will be more than that owing to the growth 
of the country, with no reduction of taxation) paid into the 

and our officials paying from $20,000,000 to $25,000,000 of preminm to 
the men who hold our bonds not due until 1891 and 1907 in order to get 
money into cireulation, and that robbery of the tax-payer must: be re- 
peated year by year, while we are piling up taxation and refusing to give 
relief from it. 

The Committee on Agriculture may well be afraid to make a report. 
Yet we all know that we are by this bill imposing at least $10,000,000 
and perhaps $15,000,000 more taxes, and that is done without any re- 
port as to the need of it, without any suggestion that there is a dollar 
required, indeed when itis plainly ap t that every additional dollar 
of taxation that we impose is only that much more not only to 
the burden of the tax-payer but to the embarrassment of the Treasury. 

Surely in that condition of things it is fair that the Finance Com- 
mittec of this body, which has to deal with internal and tariff taxation, 
which knows or is presumed to know from its past investigations 
whether or not the country will not be seriously embarrassed by add- 
ing more taxes, should be required, or, at least, allowed to report the 
facts. It is plainly apparent to all intelligent men that taxes ought to 
be promptly reduced from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 in the interest of 
all the business people of this country as well as of all the payers of 
taxes. Yet we are called upon to proceed in a bill like this without a 
report as to the condition of our finances from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to pass @ measure which on its face shows that, leaving all other 
questions out for the present and not discussing the merits of it beyond 
the single point of it being a revenue bill. Iregard such a proposition 
as little less than an insult to the intelligence of the Senate and a di- 
rect reflection on the Committee on Finance. I insist that the Senate 
owes it to itself, owes it to the decent and orderly forms of legislation, 
owes it to the country that a report should be made on this measure 
and its effect by the Committee on Finance, and that it ought to be 
referred to that committee for the purpose of showing whether or not 
this tax is needed, or whether any additional revenue will not be a 
serious embarrassment to the administration of the Government and 
to the finances of the country. 

If that is refused, the vote of the majority can have but one mean- 
ing, and that is, that there isa determination to push this bill through 
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against all precedent, against all rules, to obtain some purpose whic}, 


I doubt whether Senators will be sustained before their constituents o; 
before the country in pushing through. I will, as I said, avoid speax- 
ing on its meritson thismotion. It certainly reaches intoall the qic- 
tions relating to internal revenue and tariff taxation. If we are 0; 
in this form proposing to embarrass the Government by adding stj\ 
further to its surplus idle money, by providing for from ten or fiftes; 
millions more revenue, then it behooves us, if we are wise men, ty 
amend it by putting salt, coal, aniline dyes, and dozens of other things 
on the free-list, so as to reduce our revenues afid keep them with), 
bounds. We ought to adjust all the inequalities of tariff taxatioy 
If need be, although I have opposed that always, because the mone, 
all goes into the Treasury, let the taxes be removed from tobacco in 
its forms. Everything relating to taxation is open in this bill. 

I need not state what is well known to every gentleman here, tha: 
both political parties, if politics are to enter into the consideration 0; 
this question, have pledged themselves toa reduction of taxes and a re. 
adjustment of the existing tariff laws for the purpose of giving relief to 
the country. If the bill goes to the Finance Committee I hope that 
committee, if they consider that it ought to pass, will so readjust ex- 
isting taxes as to reduce them at least fifty millions even if this tax js 
imposed; but to add ten or fifteen millions more and leave everything 
as it is now and violate all the pledges that both parties gave as to 1 
lief from taxation does not seem to me to be a fitting thing to do. 

Therefore I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I donot care to discuss this question 
of reference at all. That was very thoroughly discussed in this body 
when the bill came from the House of Representatives. Of course the 
friends of the bill understand very well that this motion, if it should 
carry, can have but one possible result, and that is to carry the })\! 
over the session; in other words, to bury it in the Committee on I- 
nance, where there is not time at this stage of the session to consi(le: 
and report it back. I simply desire a vote on this motion. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, when the question of oleomargarine 
first came before Congress the friends of this measure placed it on the 
ground largely that oleomargarine was an unwholesome food, and pro- 
posed to legislate in regard to itupon that theory. That theory, hoy 
ever, was completely abandoned, and thereis not one word of that in this 
bill. On the contrary, this bill recognizes oleomargarine as a whole- 
some food, a legitimate subject of manufacture and of sale. It does 
not attempt to destroy it as an unwholesome food, to prohibit the 
manufacture of it as such, but it simply regulates the manufacture o! 
it by imposing a tax upon the manufacture and tax upon the sale. |i 
is, therefore, not a bill to prevent the sale of unwholesome food, }u‘ 
it is a bill to tax an article of food. Upon that there can be no sort 0! 
question. 

The third section imposes a tax of $600 0n the manufacturer, $430 on 
wholesale dealers, and $48 on retaildealers. Section 8 imposes a tax 01 
5 cents a pound on every pound sold, and section 10 imposes a tax 0 
15 cents a pound on every pound imported. 

The whole of this bill and its entire framework from the beginning 
to the end is a tax-bill. It is nota bill with which the Committee on 
Agriculture has anything whatever to do, because it does not pretend 
on its face to be a bill which affects the agricultural industries of the 
country; it does not pretend to be a bill which is designed to prohibit 
the sale of unwholesome food in the District of Columbia or in the 
Territories within the jurisdiction of the Congress of the United States 
but it is purely and wholly and simply a tax-bill and nothing else. !{ 
oleomargarine is unwholesome, and known to be so, then the passize 
of this bill would be a criminal prostitution of the power of Congres 
for in such case Congress would license for money the manufacture 
and sale of food injurious to health; the fact that the tax power is ex- 
ercised and the manufacture and sale are licensed conclusively proves 
that Congress does not hold oleomargarine to be unwholesome. 

No one disputes or doubts that Congress has the power ‘‘ to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 
But when you come to exercise that power, sound wisdom, sound states- 
mauvship, demands absolutely that you should determine whether or» 
the needs of the Government demand thetaxation. If the needs 0! te 
Government do not demand the taxation, then I deny that Congres 
has the right to extort from the people a part of their bard earnings \1 
the form of taxation when there is no need for that taxation for te 
support of the Government. 

Is there any need forit? There is the question. The Senator /io™ 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has stated—and he has the figures before hin 
and the statement is undoubtedly true—that the excess of revenuc 9‘ 
the needs of the Government is to-day $96,000,000 a year. If th, 
there be an excess of revenue above the needs of the Governmen'. 
there any right in conscience, in equity, in justice, to demand of t!\° 
people to still further fill up the coffers of the Treasury when there » 
no need for it for the purposes and the purposes only contemplate: | 
the Constitution? 

It is then a tax bill. The Committee on Agricultare, intelligent °* 
that committee may be, is not intrusted by this body with the inve+ 
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tigation of questions of revenue. Those questions are questions which 
have always been regarded by the Senate as proper to be investigated 
and reported upon by the Committee on Finance. That committee is 
in direct communication with the Secretary of the Treasury; that com- 
mittee looks into amounts of expenditures proposed by Congress; that 
committee looks injo the amounts of revenues which may be raised 
under the various laws which raise revenue; that committee estimates 
the expenditures as compared with the income, and in that way ascer- 
tains whether or not it is necessary to increase or reduce taxation. 

Upon that investigation, upon that examination by the appropriate 
committee, it is shown that there are $96,000,000 in excess of the needs 
of the Government raised by the various revenue laws now in force. 

If, then, there are $96,000,000 a year collected more than is needed 
for Phe gee mage of the Government, I ask in the name of all that 
is le, why should that amount be increased by taxation upon 
an article confessedly a wholesome article of food; because if this article 
be unwholesome, if it be a product that injures the health of the people, 
then to the extent of the power of Congress, which in this case is lim- 
ited to the District of Columbia and the Territories, it should not be 
licensed, but suppressed. But it is not contended that it is unwhole- 
some; it is admitted that it is wholesome, because the sale of it is le- 
gitimized by this very bill. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say that the theory of the bill is that it 
is unwholesome if made cheap without a tax, and that it is wholesome 
if it is made at a high price with a tax. That is the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call attention to the framework of this bill. There 
is not one word on the face of the bill to show that the article of oleo- 

ine is unwholesome. It proposes to tax it, or as the Senator 
from Kentucky very well observes, it is a bad thing to permit it to be 
manufactured unless you tax it, and it isa good thing to be manu- 
factured if you pay the Government for the privilege of manufacturing 
it. 

I know very little about this oleomargarine as a food from general 
knowledge. I may have eaten it, for aught I know; I suppose all of 
us have, and have never been hurt by it so far as heard from. But I 
do know thatit is believed by experts of scientific skill fully competent 
to judge, to be a sound and wholesome product for food, that it isa 
cheap food for the people, and the demand for this tax has never come 
from the people. It has come from rival industries and from nowhere 
else, and it is simply another of those efforts to use the power of this 
Government unlawfully to build up one industry to the destruction of 
another. That is the foundation of this whole thing. If this article 
proposed to be taxed is unwholesome, prohibit its manufacture to the 
full extent of your power. If it be a wholesome article of food, then 


there is no more reason for taxing it than for taxing butter, or taxing | 


cheese, or taxing meat, or anything else which constitutes a part of the 
food of the people. 

If the proposition which I have laid down be true—there can be no 
question of its truth—that this is a tax bill and nothing else, then it 
ought to go to the Committee on Finance and that committee ought to 
determine whether or not there is a need for further taxation in this 
country, and in the next place, if there bea need for further taxation in 
this country, is this the proper article to lay that tax upon. 

These are grave and important questions, which should be investi- 
gated by the committee, of which the presiding officer is an honored 
member, and their report should come to this body. 

This is the view I take of it, and for that reason I shall vote for the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to let me present at this time an 
amendment, in order that it may be on the table, and if the bill be not 
disposed of to-day that the amendment may be printed. I propose to 
offer ib at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the pro- 
posed amendment will be received and printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the proposed amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after section 2 
of the bill and insert: 


‘Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful to sell or offer for sale within the limits of 
the District of Columbia or any of the Territories of the United oleomar- 
= as defined in section 2 of this act, unless the package containing the same 

foe and distinctly marked or branded with the word “ oleomargarine,”’ 
and in _ = purchaser pened of the true Sean ot the =, = 
offered sale. ny person violating visions o shall y 
of a misdemeanor, and a conviction shall be fined not more than —" 
or imprisoned not more mon’ or both, iscretion of the court, 
and one-half of the fine so imposed shall go to the infomer. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am very hoarse this morning, an un- 
oe bet een ebene sane So netted my eeeeate 

report w I propose to submit to the Committee on Finance if the 

goes there, which contains my views of what they ought to report 
Perhaps I can not say where itcame from. I ask the Secretary 

kind to read it for me. 

PRESID. protempore. The Senator from Kentacky asks 

a paper be read. 


Farge 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The questions submitted by these bills to this committee are of great impor- 
tance, and involve the fundamental principles of the Constitution, 

For our purpose the evil consequences to the regular producer of butter or 
any other article by the permission of a product by the spurious competitor, 
and even the results to health of the people may be conceded. The contention 
is not as to the existence of the disease, but what is the remedy, and by what 
authority is it to beapplied? 

Your committee do not think that the evil complained of can find its remedy 
from what Congress can do, exceptas hereafter stated. The legislation, if proper, 
must be sought from the States. 

No grant of power to Congress in express terms or by fair inference from ex- 
press grant can be found which would authorize any law by Congress to pre- 
vent the production of anything by a person in a State of the Union. Congress 
may have some power over production inthe District of Columbia, or where its 
power of exclusive legislation extends, or inthe Territories. But the power to 
forbid the production of butter, or wheat, or tobacco in a State will scarcely be 
asserted by any one. 

Questions which concern the production of the soil or otherwise, the health 
and well-being of the people of the State, belong to that Jarge class which, for 
want of a better name, has been termed the police power. 

The powers of Congress refer to the foreign relations of the State, to their re 
lations inter se, and do not pass within the confines of that interior life which 
constitutes the being and the civilization of a commonwealth. These are sub- 
jects for State legislation. A stranger to these local interests and internal con 
cerns, under our system, must not intermeddle with them. 

The evil to result from the exercise of the power as to oleomaygarine is not 
seen by one who looks only to the extermination of the unwholesome product, 
but dairymen would readily perceive it if the power were directed against the 
production of butter. The question, then, of power is the primary one 

The concession will be made by most constitutional lawyers that Congress 
can not directly forbid the production of this or any other article inaState. Bu 
there are two modes in which it is supposed that Congress may operate on such 
a product; these methods are indirect. 

First, it is said that Congress may act upon it through the power to regulate 
commerce; and, second, that as it may tax any article, it may tax oleomargarine, 
and so heavily as to put a stop to its production. Let us examine these in their 
order : 

First. The power to regulate commerce is one of the most valuable and im- 
portant of all those granted to Congress. 1t had two prominent objects : affirm- 
atively, to give to the Federal Legislature the control of foreign and interstate 
commerce; and negatively,to take it fromthe States. The use of it by the 
States, under the confederation, put restrictions on trade and intercourse, and 
created inequalities between the States, which it was believed the Federal Gov 
ernment would not do if the power were vested in Congress. 

It is an interesting phase of this discussion, whether the purpose to deny to 
the States this important power was coupled with a purpose to give to Congress 
the power to do all that is intended to be denied to the States. For example, it 
is clear that a State may not prohibit the transit or admission of the ordinary 
products of another State through or into its territory. But does it follow that 
Congress may do so? May not the absence of right in the State to do so rest 
upon another clause of the Constitution which gives equivalent privileges and 
immunities in every State to citizens of every other with its own citizens? 

Your committee are not aware that it has ever been asserted for the power to 
regulate cnmmerce that it involved a power to prohibit the free transportation 
of the products of each State through and into every other; and it could hardly 
have been within the minds of the framers of the Constitution to give to Con 
gress the power to do so, when history shows that the purpose of giving the 
power to Congress and taking it from the States was to prevent the very result 
which this construction of theclause would involve and bring about. Be thisas 
it may, no such power under this clause has heen heretofore claimed, and has 
in regard tothe interstate slave trade, been denied by the dicta of eminent judge= 
(Groves vs. Slaughter, 15 Petes, 449.) 

It may be within the meaning of this clause to require such needful regulations 
as to articles transported from State to State as will conserve the safety and 
well-being of the transportation, but the right to say what articles shall and 
what shall not be the subject of commerce is not included in the regulation of 
the commerce in sucharticles. Thetransportation of the article is the commerce 
in that article; the regulation of that transportion does not touch the right to 
transport the article underthe regulation. Freedom asto the articles to be trans- 
ported is reserved to the citizen; its transportation, as to mode, &c., is subject to 
the regulation of Congress. 

And this is the more clear because the judicial decisions have never impinged 
upon the power of each State to control the right of its citizens as to food, cloth- 
ing, &c., under what is called its police powers, and the right of Congress to en- 
act anything like sumptuary laws for the States is nowhere granted, was ex- 
pressly refused by the convention (3 Mad. Papers, 1369, 1370) and has never been 
seriously claimed in this first century of our constitutional history 

Your committee, therefore, do not think that Congress can, as a regulation of 
commerce, forbid or restrain the free transportation of any article from one State 
into another. It can regulate its transportation for its safety and for the safety 
of other articles or persons transported in the same or annexed vehicies pro- 
vided for their carriage. 

The question remains whether, under a regulation of commerce, a duty or tax 
may be laid upon it. Clearly not, when carried from place to place within a 
State, for that is not interstate commerce in the article. But how when carried 
from one State to another? 

Regulations of commerce and revenue are wholly distinct in constitutional 
language. The first clause of Article I, section 8, gives the revenue power to 
Congress. The third clause of the same gives the regulation of commerce to 
Congress. In Article I, section 9, clause 6, the phrase * regulation of commerce 
or revenue ”’ is used, thus emphasizing the distinction. In the convention, at 
one time, the revenue power was left to be exercised by a majority vote in Con- 
gress, the regulation of commerce by a two-thirds vote. 

These facts, and the preconstitutional and revolutionary aasertion of this dis- 
tinction, leave no reason to doubt that it was never intended that Congress 
should lay any tax or duty on the transport of an article from one State to an-, 
other. Nothing in the debates of the Federal convention, nor in those of the 
States ratifying the Constitution, nor in the Federalist, gives any shadow of 
claim to this power, and such a construction of the clause has never been as- 
serted in any act of Congress or in any serious proposition to that effect. 

Your committee therefore conclude that under the power to regulate com- 
merce no power to forbid, restrain, or tax any product of industry is conferred 
on Congress. 

Second, It remains to inquire whether oleomargarine or any other pr 
may be subjected to an internal-revenue tax. 

If the power to lay taxes (Const. U. S., Art. I, secs. 8 and 9) involves the power 
in Congress to select any article for excise or other tax,as seems to be now set- 
tled by the practice of the Government (and no doubt properly so settled), then 
the right to tax oleomargarine isa undoubted. 

But your committee are constrained to add that thisis arevenue power. The 
—_ “to lay” is conjoined with that “ tocollecttaxes,” and the right to lay and 
collect is conjoined with the purpose “to pay the debts and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare.” The power is cuniiueedlis order to the duty 
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imposed on Congress. It is a trast power, and becomes aright only when used 


for the purpose in view. The tax is the means to the end, and is only legitimate 
and rightful when needful for the end, 

To use the tax when needless for revenue, merely to strike down a product or 
an industry, is to abuse a constitutional trust; and while the power may be con- 
ferred, the right to use it in such case can not be asserted. All power under our 
system is trust power; to use it for the trust makes it a rightful power; to use 
it diverso intwitu, is wrongful perversion and abuse of power, and is contrary to 
the Constitution, In other words, as Congress can not forbid the production of 
an article in a State by direct legislation, it can not use a power conferred for 
another purpose to destroy and prevent such production. To do by indirect 
means what it could not do by direct legislation would be an unworthy evasion 
of constitutional limitations, which can not be sanctioned by an enlightened 
construction of the Constitution. 

It is true that in such case the judicial power may not be able to declare such 
taxation void, because the judge dare not look into the intents of the legisla- 
tor’e breast, but the legislator who so abuses his trust and wrongfully misuses 
power can not avoid responsibility to his own conscience, bound as it is to sup- 
port the Constitution; for by personal introspection he will find his motive not 
to be a tax for revenue to the Government, but a tax as a means of destruction 
to the product subjected to it; that is, tax used as an instrument of destruction 
and not as a means of revenue, 

Your committee therefore think that Congress may lay the tax, if it be needed 
for revenue, but does it against right if only to restrain and destroy the use and 
sale of the article in question. 

Your committee will now proceed to consider these various bills in detail. 

Bill H. R, 4809 is broad in its terms and makes it unlawful and a misdemeanor 
for any person or corporation to make or sell any adulterations or imitations of 
food anywhere; and punishes it by fine and imprisonment, If this were passed 
all the industries engaged in food production in every State would be subject to 
the absolute power of Congress. Phis claims the direct power for Congress to 
permit or prevent production, to allow or to destroy it, and to regulate all sales 
and transfers of any such product in a State. Unless your committee have 
greatly erred in the views presented this bill is clearly unconstitutional. 

Bill H. R. 4172 limits the power to the District of Columbia, forts, &c., and to 
the Territories, and while not forbidding production or sale, requires notice of 
the nature of the article to be labeled upon it. This bill does not conflict with 
the Constitution, as exclusive legislative power is vested in Congress over these 
places, except the Territories, and the power to govern these last is fully recog- 
nized as in Congress. Your committee, however, do not recommend its pas- 
sage. The policy of this legislation is more proper for other committees, and is 
hardly within the jurisdiction of this committee except upon the inquiry as to 
power to pass it. 

The same general remarks apply to H. R. 4171. The question of power is set- 
tiled as to places by the considerations of H. R. 4172. But the bill is indefinite in 
the description of the offenses, and dangerous in the powers conferred on the 
so-called sanitary board, and the effect given to their reports. The bill should 
be carefully restrained in its operations, the offenses accurately defined, and the 
reports of the said board be allowed no such effect against the property, liberty, 
or other rights of the citizen. The policy of this bill is not proper for the con- 
sideration of this committee, and should be referred to some other. 

Bill H. R. 1054 is liable to the objection that it, under the apparent purposes to 
regulate interstate commerce, forbids the commerce between the States in cer- 
tain articles, It strikes at the articles, and does not regulate commerce in them. 
It is nota regulation of commerce. but a destruction of all commerce in certain 
condemned articles, 

Its other provisions for enforcing the law and defining the offenses are not sat- 


isfactory, but these are more proper for the consideration of some other com- 
mittee of the House. 


Your committee therefore report back bills H. R. 4809, 4171, 4172, and 1054, with 
a recommendation that they do lie upon the table. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think that report, which was drawn 
by avery able man, shows that this subject i at least entitled to care- 
ful consideration, and that it should not be thrust in upon us here with- 
out a report or statement of any sort answering the argument I have 
had read. I hardly think the Committee on Agriculture can answer 
them. When they provide that every person who knowingly purchases 
any oleomargarine that has not been branded or stamped shall be fined 
$50, or who buys from any manufacturer who has not paid the special 
tax shall pay $100 fine, and that his goods shall be forfeited, they are 
straining Congressional authority to its limit. We admit the product 
to be wholesome by allowing it to be imported and produced at home. 
It is avery serious question whether a man livingin the city of Boston 
or the city of New York has not a right to buy anything that we allow 
to be imported or manufactured that he likes. States and municipal- 
ities are still recognized, I believe, and people living in the same 
town may yet deal with each other and buy and sell anything we have 
declared wholesome without the purchaser having to look to see whether 
the seller had paid his tax or had put a proper brand on the article. 
It is absurd by indirection to seek to prevent a man from buying oleo- 
margarine if he likes it better than butter for his breakfast table; that 


is simply protection ran mad. It may result in exposing the folly of 


the system. 


I do not care to discuss this question any further now. I am hardly 
able to make myself heard, and therefore [ content myself with calling 
for the yeas and nays on my motion to refer the bill to the Committee 


on Finance for consideration. The report I have had read will furnish 
them food for reflection. 


’ ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I shall vote for this refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance, because I believe the bill is of such 
a character that it ought to go to that committee. Ido not intend, 
however, by that vote to indicate the opinion I have on the merits of 
the bill. I have never seen the bill until this morning. Therefore I 
do not desire now by veting for the reference to have it understood 
what my views are on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall vote against the proposed reference. I 
voted for the reference of this bill to the Committee on Finance when 
the bill reached the Senate, thinking that the proper committee. . The 
Senate after deliberation and discussion decided to send it to another 
committee of this body for the purpose of its being acted upon and re- 








ported, and I am glad that the committee acted promptly and reporte: 
the bill as they have. It has now been on our tables without any mo- 
tion to refer for almost three weeks; and to refer it now to the Commit- 
tee on Finance is to say that we will not pass it at this session. I sha!) 

therefore, vote against any such reference. 

The matter has been decided by the Senate; the subject has been ex- 
amined by the committee, and we know all about it now that we eve 
shall know. 

Mr. BECK. The bill has been reported back, it is true, but it is very 
well understood that individual Senators have no right or no power to 
call up matters for reference when they want to doso. I had an impor- 
tant bill in regard to railroad attorneys which the Senator from Ver- 
mont promised when we sent it to his committee to bring back in eight 
days, and he held it for twenty-two, and then brought in a burlesque 
substitute, and I have not been able yet to get a chance to make a mo- 
tion in regard to that. So it is not a very easy matter to-bring up bills 
and ask their consideration or a change of reference. 

I have made this motion at the earliest possible moment when I cou) 
see any possibility for a hearing. Matters were arranged, as I under- 
stood, by some caucus arrangement on the other side, so that we were 
until half past 12 to havea morning hour and then the river and harbor 
bill should take all the time outside of that until it is too late now to 
complain that gentlemen change their votes on the question of refer- 
ence because there have been improper delays in regard to the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
York if he propeses to get a vote on this bill to-day? 

Mr. MILLER. Of course Iam not able to say as to what the Sen- 
ate will do. I certainly hope to be able to get a vote on this bill to- 
day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihopenot. ‘There is no occasion for railroading the 
bill through the Senate without discussion, as I understand seems to 
be the purpose of the Republican caucus as far as I can find out. 

Mr. MILLER. There is no intention to rush the bill through with- 
out discussion. I shall discuss it myself, and of coarse I expect to ac- 
cord the same privilege to every other Senator who wants to discuss it; 
but I hope to keep the bill continuously before the Senate as long as 
they want to discuss it, and at the end of the discussion to get a vote. 
I have no expectation of railroading the measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been intimated about that it was the purpose 
of the majority of the Senate to get the bill through nolens volens. | 
wanted to know about that. 

Mr. MILLER. I intend to speak on the bill myself, and do not in- 
tend to cut off others. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to submit some observations on it before we 
get through, and I should like some understanding about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire tostate that yesterday I paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] and agreed to announce 
it on the question of taking up this oleomargarine bill. I happened to 
be detained in the Departments a short time this morning, and was not 
here myself when the vote on taking up the bill was reached. I desire 
to state that if I had been here I should have voted to take up the bil! 
and the Senator from Louisiana would have voted against that motion 
if he were present. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when the name of Mr. ALDRICH was called). My co!- 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. If he were present, I should vote 
ac ” 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. > 

Mr. CHACE (when his namewas called). I am paired with the Seu 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtr]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GeorGr’s name wascalled). My co!- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshi'e 
[Mr. Pike]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was called). © 
this vote my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with the Senato: 
from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paire( 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksvuRN]. As I do not sce 
him in the Chamber I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorRIL1z], but I find from the Recorp that he voted for the re!- 
erence of this bill to the Committee on Finance, of which he is chai'- 
man. I therefore vote for the reference. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My colleague [Mr. aomeesh is paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Sautspury]. I think it duet 
say that I believe if my colleague were here he would vote under the 
circumstances against this reference, but I do not know it. : 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been requested to announce the pair of my 
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colleague [Mr. PLUMB] with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson] 
who usually sits nearest me. 

Mr. SPOONER. My colleague [Mr. SAWYER] is paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. Were he here, my col- 
league would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Did I understand the Senator from 
es to announce a pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evs- 
TIS}? 

Mr. INGALLS. A messenger just came to me from the room of the 
Committee on Appropriations requesting me to make the announce- 
ment that my colleague had paired with the senior Senator from Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Does the Senator mean Mr. GrBson ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay ”’ 
and he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SAnrn] is detained from the 
Chamber by sickness, and would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here. He is 
paired, as has been stated. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Beck, Harris, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Berry, Hearst, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, Wilson of Mad, 
Gray, Maxey, Vest, 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Evarts, Logan, Stanford, 
Blair, Frye, MeMillan, Teller, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hale, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Cullom, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hawley, Platt, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Spooner, 

ABSENT—322, 

Aldrich, Chace, Jones of Florida, Payne, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Bowen, Eustis, McPherson, ° Plumb, 

* Fair, Manderson, Ransom. 
Butler, George, Mitchell of Oreg., Riddleberger, 
Call, ; Gibson, Mitchell of Pa.. Sabin, 
Camden, Hampton, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Ingalis, Morrill, Sewell. 


So the Senate refused te refer the bill to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, the bill under consideration is House 
bill 8328, having for its object, as the title indicates, to define butter 
and to impose a tax upon and regulate the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation ofoleomargarine. I think no bill has been be- 
fore this body for many years which has excited so much public inter- 
estasthis. Ithas been the topicof conversation and of discussion both 
in newspapers and in public meetings from Maine to Minnesota. The 


great body of the American people have been interested in the question, 
and they have taken the trouble to make their views known to Congress. 
apart present session we have received here petitions signed by at 
least thousand American citizens praying for legislation similar to 
that contained in this bill. Some five or six thousand in all, I think, 
have petitioned against its passage. The number of petitions going to 
the other branch of this legislative body have been much larger in 
number than those which have been received here. Every Senator has 
found his daily mail filled with petitions and with letters from leading 
citizens from all portions of this country praying for the speedy passage 
of this bill. 

The interests involved are very great. On the one hand they com- 
prise all our people, for all our people are consumers of butter. On the 
other hand the dairy interest in this country reaches into nearly every 
farmer’s home from one end of the land to the other. The interests 
involved are sufficient to command the most serious attention of this 
‘body. 

Doubtless this is a new species of legislation, or largely so, in this 
country, and under our system; but the exigencies of the case seem so 
great that this body can not afford to ignore them. 

This bill assumes at the beginning that a very great wrong is being 
done in that a food product, which is consumed by all our people, is 

ing counterfeited or imitated and passed off upon the people for the 
gen article, thereby defrauding the consumer and injuring the pro- 
ducer of the genuine article. 

This matter has been going on for a number of years until now this 
great industry of the dairy is threatened with destruction and it comes 
up seeking relief and remedy, and in order that that relief may be given 
this bill has been framed. It is in form a bill proposing to tax the 
manufacture and sale of this imitation article known as oleomargarine. 

I resort to no subterfuges in this case, Mr. President. My object in 
bringing forward this bill and supporting it is, not to secure a large in- 
crease to the revenue of our Government; but I have sought to invoke 
the power of the Government in order that under it the Govern- 
ment take absolute control of this manufacture, might properly 
regulate it, and so regulate and control it that it should be carried on 
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in a legitimate way and that the product should be sold to the consumer 
in all cases for what it is, and it is for that purpose that the friends of 
this measure have invoked the taxing power of the Government. 

I do not propose to discuss the constitutionality of this bill, nor do 
I believe that any lawyer here will seriously question its constitution- 
ality, for the power of the Government to tax any and all products or 
manufactures of this country has been recoguized from the beginning 
of the Government down to the present time; and under that taxing 
power the Government has always regulated and controlled the article 
taxed as it saw fit. It has done this especially in regard to our tariff 
upon foreign imports. While tariffs on foreign imports are nominally 
laid for the purpose of raising revenue, yet from the beginning of the 
Government, from the first tariff act down to the present time, there 
has been aside from the question of revenuc a question of protection to 
American mannufacturersand producers. The first tariff act ever passed, 
which was passed, I believe, on the second day of the First Congress, in 
its preamble stated that that law was enacted for the purposes of rais- 
ing revenue and of protecting American manufactures. 

Mr. President, if we may thus exercise the taxing power under a 
tariff bill, I have no doubt of our right to exercise it under an internal- 
revenue bill, and we may exercise it in such a way as we see fit, so as 
even absolutely to destroy and inhibit the article thus taxed. That 
power was used during the early days of the war when the Federal Gov- 
ernment, desiring to firmly establish the national banks and to give 
‘| into their hands the issuing of the currency of the country, enacted a 
law taxing the circulation of State banks 10 per cent. It was never 
claimed for a moment that that was a tax for revenue. That wasa tax 
for extermination and it had the effect. It drove out of circulation all 
the currency of the various State banks and has kept it out of cireula- 
tion up to the present time, and forever hereafter prevents its circulation 
unless the law shall be repealed. 

Mr. President, this question has agitated the people of my own State 
and of many other States for a number of years. More than four years 
ago a number of the leading dairymen of my State came to me to con- 
sult with me in regard to legislation upon this subject both by the State 
and by the Federal Government. 1 then advised them that in my 
judgment no legislation would ever be effectual for their protection un- 
less it wasundertaken by the Federal Government, and I advised them 
then that under the Internal Revenue Department, exercising the 
power of the Government to tax this article, its manufacture, and its 
sale, it could be so regulated as to render frauds almost if not quite 
impossible, and that proper protection could be given to the dairy in- 
terests of the State. 

Last winter, when the National Dairymen’s Association met in the 
city of New York and I was invited to be present, I replied by letter, 
stating that I could not be there, but I advised the appointment of a 
committee upon legislation and the drafting of a bill which should put 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine under the Internal Revenue 
Department by placing a tax upon it. As the result of that conven- 
tion and of its deliberations a committee was appointed which draughted 
this bill, and it was presented in both Houses of Congress. 








‘“‘Oleomargarine’’ is a term which is undoubtedly well understood 


by all of our people. It applies generally to all imitations of what is 


known as dairy or milk butter. Originally ‘‘ oleomargarine ’’ applied 
only to suchimitations as were made trom the fat of beef-cattle. I will 
not detain the Senate by going into any description of that process; 
but since its first manufacture in this country great changes have come 
about, and instead of oleomargarine t6-day as it appears upon our mar- 
kets being made entirely from the fat of beef-cattle or out of oleo oilas 
it is termed, the testimony taken before the committee shows that oleo 
oil is one of the lesser ingredients now used in the manufacture of im- 
itation or bogus butter. Itis now stated upon authority which is not 
questioned that not more than 15 to 20 per cent. of oleo oil is used in 
the manufacture ofthis product. The balance is either refined lard or 
some other fat mixed with vegetable oils and with some milk, and in 
some cases with pure dairy or milk butter. 

It will be seen further on that the change in the manufacture of this 
article and the using of a large number of fats and oils has entirely 
changed its character, and that to-day no person can be sure of the con- 
stituent elements of this article unless it is carefully analyzed by a 
chemist. Therefore it is that even if the original article was whole- 
some, as is claimed by its supporters, it by no means follows that the 
article put upon the market to-day which varies in its constituent ele- 
ments as the manufacturers differ as it comes from the different estab- 
lishments scattered throughout the land, is wholesome for food pur- 
poses. 

FOUR PRINCIPAL REASONS FOR SUPPORTING THIS BILI 


Mr. President, I base my support of this bill chiefly upon the four 
following reasons: 

First, it is necessary in order to protect the whole people from fraud 
and imposition in having a counterfeit article sold to them for the gen- 
uine. 

Second, it is necessary to protect the public health, for if it be ad- 
mitted that oleo when made according to the process known as the 
Mége process is wholesome, yet I hold that the best of it, made as it is 
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made to-day, is not as wholesome as butter and that it may be the means 
of communicating disease to the human system. 

Third, it is necessary to protect the chief farming interests of this 
country, which is the dairy, from unjust and fraudulent competition 
and consequent loss, if not absolute ruin. 

Fourth, this legislation is necessary because the States have not been 
able thas far to either suppress or properly control the great evil of 
which I have spoken, and as sufficient remedy can be found nowhere 
in my judgment save under the Federal Government. . 


FIRST, TO PREVENT FRAUD UPON THE WHOLE PEOPLE. 


First I say it is necessary to prevent fraud upon the whole people. 
It is one of the highest duties of all governments to protect their sub- 
jects against frand. All our statutes, the statutes of all civilized na- 
tions, are full of laws for the express purpose of preventing fraud in 
commerce and trade, and the law holds that all contracts fraudulently 
made or tainted with fraud are invalid. This article of imitation but- 
ter iS fraudulent in its commercial bearings from beginning to end. 
Although it may be manufactured in accordance with the prescribed 
methods, and although it may be sold to the dealer upon its own mer- 
its and under its own name, yet the statement which I now make can 
be verified to the fullest extent, and that is that not less than nine- 
tenths of all the imitation butter made in this country is sold to the 
consumer as butter, bought as butter, and used by the consumer be- 
lieving it to be butter. 

This article is not made and put upon the marketas a substitute for 
butter. If it were that would be legitimate and proper, for we are 
constantly substituting one article for another; in all kinds of manu- 
factures we are doing that; but this article is so manufactured as to 
imitate butter, and it is stated by the manufacturers that the imita- 
tion is so close that only experts can detect the difference, and that 
frequently it requires a chemical analysis to determine whether the 
article is bogus or genuine. 

Mr. President, this article, as produced by the manufacturer, in its 
natural state would deceive no one. The oil as produced from the fat 
either of beef cattle or of swine or of sheep is perfectly white, odor- 
less, and tasteless, and no human being who had ever used pure natu- 
ral butter would be deceived by it. It would simply pass for refined 
lard or some similar material. In that condition it has in it all the 
qualities substantially that it has when it has been converted into a 
begus and imitation butter. Originally under the process of Mége 
after this oil had been produced in its white, tasteless, and odorless 
condition, it was simply churned with a certain amount of milk, a very 
small amount indeed, and colored yellow to imitate butter, and then 
put wpon the market and sold as butter. It is this latter part of the 
process which is confessedly a fraud, for in the investigation before the 
committee the scientific experts brought before the committee by the 
advocates of oleomargarine did not hesitate to say that this last process 
was resorted to for the express purpose of making it appear like butter 
and making it taste like butter, giving it a flavor of butter by the milk 
or cream which was used in the churning process. 

SOLD NOT AS A SUBSTITUTE, BUT AS BUTTER. 

So we see, Mr. President, that the pretense that this is merely a sub- 
stitute for butter is not correct. It is not put upon the market as a 
substitute for butter; it is put upon the market as butter itself. 

This imitation or fraudulent transaction follows it in every step of 
its progress from the time the fat, has been converted into the oleo oil 
until it reaches the table of the consumer. After the manufacturer of 
this article has mixed with it milk or cream or a little natural butter 
and his coloring matter, in order to make the deception perfect, he goes 
still further in the deception; he proceeds then to pack it in tubs or 
firkins of precisely the same shape and size as have been used and are 
constantly being used by the farmers and dairymen of this country to 
pack their butter in. r 

It is in proof that the manufacturers of this article send all the way 
to Vermont to have made for them firkins or tubs from a fine white 
spruce which grows there and which is used by the dairymen of that 
portion of the country for the packing of their natural butter. Why 
is this done? Simplyin orderthat they may make the deception more 
complete. But they carry it still further than that. When it hasonce 
been put into these butter firkins or tubs they then proceed in almost 
ail cases to brand it with a deceptive brand in order that they may de- 
ceive the consumer, and in many cases the letter-heads and bill-heads 
of these manufacturing firms are also deceptive. I propose to call the 
attention of the Senate to the testimony upon this question of fraud, 
for it is upon that point quite as much as upon any other that I rest 
my support of this bill. Let us see how this is put upon tle market. 

The manufacturers of this article in coming before the committee 
state that they always sold it to the wholesale dealer or the retail 
dealer for what it was; that he knew what he was getting. It seems 
from the testimony on the hearing that that statement is substantially 
true; that the manufacturer does in nearly all cases, if not in all, sell 
this to the retail dealer for what it is, and the retail dealer knows pre- 
cisely what he is getting. But it also appeared from the testimony 
that the manufacturer within his own manufacturing establishment, 
before the article left it, before it was shipped, did proceed in nearly 


all cases to put upon the firkins or tubs in which it was packed de 
ceptive brands, which were intended to deceive the people or whoeve: 
might see it. 

It was admitted freely by Mr. Webster, the representative, and one 
of the firm of Armour & Co., of Chicago, the largest manufacturers o/ 
this article in this country, and I propose to eal] the attention of th 
Senate to that branch of the question. Before reading Mr. Webster's 
testimony or admissions, I call the attention of the Senate to a circular 
or letter-head which I have before me. I will not give the name of the 
firm, because I do not desire here to do injury to any one, but this is a 
genuine circular furnished to me from the trade to which it had been 
sent. After giving the name of the firm, it reads thus: 

{ Wholesale dealers in butter. } 
Sourn WATER Street, Curcaco, Jamrary 4, 1485. 

Dear Sin: We tits day reduce prices as follows: 

Extra fancy creamery, 25 cents; bail boxes, $2.20. 

Extra creamery, 20 cents; bail boxes, $1.75. 

Creamery, 15 cents; bail boxes $1.60. 

Extra dairy, 15 cents; bail boxes, $1.35. 

Dairy, 13 cents; bail boxes, $1.20. 

No. 5, 12 cents; bail boxes, $1.05. 

Rolls and prints 1 cent extra. 

Not satisfied with taking the tub and firkin, which have been used 
from timé immemorial by the honest farmers of this country, they went 
still further and they invaded the province of the little petty dairy, 
where the housewife made her butter in such small quantities that she 
could not pack it into a tub or firkin, but made into little rolls or prints 
and send them daily to the village store to be sold. That was always 
a fine quality, and was always sought after, and these peopie follow it 
to that extent: 

All delivered at depot in Chicago. 

We pack in all sizes of ash and spruce tubs, also New York half-firkin tubs 
and firkins, also in 18 and 20 pound eans, four cans in a case. 

Yours, truly. 

So that if it were wanted in New York it would be put up in pre- 
cisely the same kind of a tub as the consumers of butter in the city o! 
New York are in the habit of seeing tubs which are used in the great 
butter county of Orange and the surrounding counties which in the 
New York market has been a synonym of purity and extra quality for 
a century. Ready the manufacturers are to put it in any shape or 
style you want it, in order that the retail dealer when he gets it may 
be able to sell it readily to his customers. 

Awaiting your orders, we remain, 

Yours, truly, ~ 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that an oleomargarine circular ? 

Mr. MILLER. Thatis an oleomargarine circular from a firm which 
manufactures during the height of the season 60,000 pounds of oleo- 
margarine daily in the city of Chicago; but there is not a line or a 
letter or a word upon that circular te indicate that it is oleomargarine, 
or butterine, or anything else. They start out with the direct propo- 
osition that they are wholesale dealers in butter. 

ANY BRAND AT THE REQUEST OF THE DEALER. 


I stated that nearly all, if notall, the manufacturers of this article 
did undoubtedly sell it to the retail dealer for what it really was, and 
sold it probably at a fair or reasonable price. Now, I wish to call at- 
tention to the testimony of Mr. Webster, of the tirm of Armour « 
Co., upon the question of branding: 

The Cuarmmay. Does your house ship its products to this District; I mean 
oleomargarine or butterine ? 

Mr. Wessrer. We do. 

The CuarrmMan. How are the tubs that come bere branded” 

Mr. Wesster. Ido not know, but I think they are branded as we usuaily 
brand them, Sometimes we put on merely a specific name, but our products 
usually are branded like that. [Exhibiting a printed’ paper to the committee 

The CHAIRMAN (reading the paper). “Armour & Uo. ; pure dairy butterine 
‘Armour & Co.; finest creamery butterine.” 

Senator Van Wyck. Why are the words “ dairy” and “creamery” put on 
that bill? 

Mr. Wenster. Merely to distinguish the grades. Creamery butterine is the 
highest grade. 

Senator VAN Wyck. Why do you not say “ first quality’ or‘ second quality ° 

Senator SAwyER. Mr. Webster stated, before you came in, that they used 
per cent. of butter besides the milk, which ran it up to 35 per cent., and in some 
other grades less. 

Senator Bia. What are some of those names which occur to you which you 
put on at the request of customers—those brands? 

Mr. Wessrer. I am not very familiar with that. My business is at the office, 
5 miles from the packing-house, but ‘‘ Oakfield’ is one. 

Senator BLarm. That represents oleomargarine? 

Mr. Wernustrer. Yes, sir. That is the brand, I believe, that some of our cus- 
tomers ask us to put on. 

Senator VAN Wyck. Is there anything on that label indicating that it is oleo 
margarine or butterine? 

Mr. Wrerster. No, sir; nothing ially. 

Senator Biarr. You sell in quantity to those who seil to the consumers” 

Mr. Wenstrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Barr. Why should not they desire the thing they bave to seil to he 
branded according to the fact ? ; 

Mr. Wenster. I can not answer that; that is their own matter. 

Senator Bram. De you not understand that is a matter of deception on their 

» 


Mr. Wenster, Not altogether. A man may have a sort of private brand. 


Many people have private brands that sell their produets under; not this 
product , but many things which I should think it would be legitimaic 
to mark with a 


Senator Biarr. But there is nothing on this package to indicate what it is 
You say “‘Oakfield.”” We will suppose it is the name of a place or the name ol 
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a person; but there is nothing to indicate whether it is butter, butterine, oleo- 
margarine, lard, or what not. 

Mr, Wesster. They 

Senator Buam. They may have. 

Mr. Wesster. Well, I do not pretend to follow it to its remotest limit. 

The Cuareman. Would you, at the request of a customer, brand it ‘“ Oakfield 
Creamery,” or “Oakfield Dairy,” without using the word “butter?” Would 
you put that on if they asked you to” 

” Mr. Wenster. I think we would. 

The CHarrmayn. Simply “‘ Oakfield Creamery,” without the word “‘ butter”’ at- 
tached to it; simply ““Oakfield Creamery” or ‘Oakfield Dairy,” if a customer 
desired that brand put upon it? 

Mr. Wessrer. I think we would. 
quality. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Do not all the manufacturers in branding it leave out the 
words “‘oleomargerine’’ and “ butterine,”’ and simply brand it “dairy'’ or 
“creamery?” ; 

Mr. WepsTER. Possibly so. Sometimes they put on a single name without 
specifying whether it is dairy or creamery. 

The CHarrMAN. What do you mean by that’ 

Mr. Wesster. Sometimes they will put on the name with the word “ oleo- 
margarine " under it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does your house ever brand it without using the words “but 
terine”’ or “ oleomargarine? ”’ 

Mr. Wessrer. Yes; but not to any great extent. 
cause customers ask it. 

The Cuatrman. You brand it just as your customers ask to have it branded, 
if they have any desire about it? 

Mr. Wesstex. Well, we use a consistent judgment about that. If our cus- 
tomers should ask ns to brand it “creamery butter” we should decline to do it. 

The Cuarmmayn. But if they ask you to put any special brand or name upon 
it, you do that? 

Mr. Wressrer. Yes, sir. 

Here is an admission that the largest manufacturer of this article in 
the country, although usually branding his goods ‘‘oleomargarine’’ or 
“‘butterine,’’ will, at the request of the dealer who desires to so put 
the before his customers, brand them as ‘‘ Oakfield Creamery,’’ 
or “Oakfield Dairy,’’ or any other fancy title that may be given. 
Every one who is at all familiar with the produce trade of this country 
and with the manufacture of butter knows that the various creameries 
that manufacture the genuine article simply put a brand of that kind 
upon it. The name may be ‘‘Oakfield’’ that they place upon the tub 
of butter, the brand ‘‘ Oakfield Creamery,’’ if it is a creamery. They 
never put the word ‘‘butter’’ upon it, for that never has been thought 
to be necessary. The words ‘‘creamery’’ and “‘dairy,’’ by common 
consent and by common use, are applied to the genuine article of but- 
ter only. 

So we see in this case that the fraud begins in the manufacturing 
when instead of making a substitute they make an imitation article. 
They carry it still further in the packing in the tubs or firkins, as the 
case may be. Then when they come to the branding of it they put 
upon it a brand which is distinctly intended to deceive the people and 
the consumers. 

I might go on here and read lengthly quotations from the testimony 
taken before the committee showing how this fraud is carried on, how 
the people are imposed upon, but that testimony is before the Senate, 
and I scarcely think it necessary that I should go into it at any great 
length at this time. If any question shall be made during this dis- 
cussion, or if it shall beclaimed that this is not carried on fraudulently 
and imposed upon the people, I shall then undertake to go into that 
question very tully and show up what the testimony is. 


NINE TENTHS SOLD AS BUTTER, AT THE PRICE OF BUTTER. 


Now, we have traced this article from the manufacturer to the retail 
dealer, and at this point I repeat the statement made a moment ago 
that nine-tenths of it is sold as butter and not as oleomargarine. 

The opponents of the bill brought only one or two persons before the 
committee who undertook to say that they had positive knowledge that 
it was ever sold for what it really was. The great weight of testimony 
from beginning to end in the investigation made here, and in the in- 
vestigations which have heen made by the State of New York, goes to 
prove most conclusively that it is, nearly all of it, sold to the consumer 
through deception; and it is observed that but.a very small part of that 
now manufactured and sold could be sold if it were sold upon its own 
merits as what it really is. 

When it reaches the retail dealer and goes upon his shelves it goes 
alongside of the genuine butter, and the ordinary consumer, the ordi- 
nary purchaser, has no guarantee whatever except the honesty and fair- 
dealing of the man of whom he purchases as to the quality of the goods he 
may receive. Ail the prosecutions which have been made in New York 
and elsewhere to prevent this fraudulent transaction have only brought 


may have a brand that they put on after that. 


It is merely a distinguishing term as to 


We do that on an order, be- 


out more clearly the fact that the retail dealer actuated by his desire of 


gain does in almost every instance sell the bogus article for the genuine, 
and at the price of the genuine article. If it be admitted, as I do not 
admit, that it is a perfectly wholesome food, yet the fraud upon the 
consumer is very great, if it be viewed from a financial standpoint. 
Let us see what the people pay for it under the present system. It 
appears that it costs to manufacture it at the present time somewhere 
from 6 to 9 cents a pound, depending upon the quality and depending 
upon the perfectness of the imitation, or the amount of milk or cream 
or butter which is put into the article; but as it is being sold freely at 
wholesale for 10 cents a pound, it is fair to assume that the manufact- 
urer is able to make it probably at about 7 cents a pound. If the con- 
Sumer were to receive this article as an article of food, and were to pay 
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for it what it costs plus a fair profit, there might be an argument made 
in favor of its consumption by those whose means are limited; but the 
testimony goes to show that in nearly all cases it is sold substantially. 
at the same price as butter, usually ranging a little under the price of 
the best or fancy grades of butter. For instance, if fine creamery but- 
ter were selling at 30 cents a pound, a retail dealer would alongside of 
the tub of fine creamery butter have his oleomargarine, branded as 
‘* Oakfield creamery,’ but claiming that it was of inferior quality sel! 
it for 25 cents a pound, thereby making a profit of 15 cents a pound 
upon it. 

If in the competition of business creamery butter is driven down to 
20 cents a pound, alongside of the firkin of creamery butter is the 
tub of oleomargarine, which is sold as butter, not as oleomargarine, 
for 17 or 18 cents a pound, upon the ground that it is butter, but not 
quite so good a quality as the creamery butter. 
the consumer pays more than twice its actual cost. 

What does this amount to in money? The House committee in 
their report have estimated that 200,000,000 pounds of this bogus o: 
imitation butter is made annually in this country. In my examina- 
tion I found it very difficult to obtain any proper data. Manufacturers 
themselves claim to know nothing about the business save their own, 
and could not undertake to say how much there was made ia the coun 
try, and of course the boards of trade and commerce could not give 
any correct figures, as the great bulk of it is handled as butter and not 
as oleomargarine. 

But taking the figures of the House committee for convenience, if it 
is sold ‘to the retail dealer at the average price of 10 cents per pound it 
would bring $20,000,000; but sold to the consumer as butter, as if has 
been for the past year, at an average say of 20 cents a pound—though | 
believe the average is alittle above that—the frand upou the consumers 
of the country has been $20,000,000, and it would be the same propor- 
tion whether the amount I have given is correct or not. If it were 
only 100,000,000 pounds per annum the fraud upon the people—that 
is, the selling of it for what it is not and thereby obtaining a highei 
price—would be $10,000, 600. 


Again, in this case 


DEMORALIZATION OF TRADE 

If we want to prevent this fraud and to protect the consumers of this 
country we must see to it that this article is sold for what it is, and 
then the necessities of trade will compel it to be sold for a fair price; 
that is, its cost of manufacture plus a fair profit to the dealer. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate with reflections upon 
the moral aspect of this question; I will merely suggest it. The retail 
dealers of food products are the most numerous of all dealers engaged 
in trade. No community can go on without them. ‘They are to be 
found in every village and city inlarge numbers. This isa direct temp- 
tation to all of them to engage in a profitable branch of business, but a 
fraudulent branch of business—a business which can not be carried on 
with a large profit except as they are able to deceive their customers. 
The vast amount of this stuff which has been sold during the past few 
years, and the undoubted and unquestioned fact remaining that it has 
been sold for butter and not for what it is, prove conclusively the balefal 
effects that it has had upon the retail dealers of food products in this 
country. If they can be induced to resort to deception in this article, 
will they not do it in all other food products where they can do so to 
their profit? 

There can be but one answer to that proposition. The Government 
owes it to all the people to exert all its power to prevent adulterations 
and fraud in food products which can not but seriously affect the health 
of all our people. 


OLEOMARGARINE NOT A WHOLESOME FOOD PROD( 

Secondly, I said that I favored this bill because it would be a pro- 
tection to the public health, and I hold that oleomargarine as now made 
is not a wholesome food product. I realize fully that this is a disputed 
question. I realize fully that some of the first scientific men of this 
country and of Europe have pronounced oleomargarine to be a whole- 
some food product. Of course their judgment was based upon the par- 
ticular samples they were called upon to investigate. Those samples 
were always furnished them by the manufacturers; and it stands to 
reason that they were the best that they could make. Originally when 
this product was first produced it was produced only under the process 
of Mége, which I have heretofore referred to. 

But this matter has now assumed an entirely different aspect. It is 
made out of the fats of various animals, and of various vegetable oils, 
and various compounds, and, as I have said before, there is no certainty 
regarding any particular sample which may be brought you unless you 
have it chemically analyzed. But believing as I do that the weight of 
evidence to-day is in favor of my proposition, that it is not a whole 
some food, or, to put it perhaps more mildly, that it is not as whole- 
some as pure butter, and that it may be the means of conveying dau- 
gerous diseases to the human system, I propose to call attention for a 
few moments to some of the late investigations regarding this subject. 

The State of New York, which is more largely interested in this ques- 
tion, of course, than any other State in the Union, and which has passed 
a large number of laws to suppress it, and has appropriated a iarge 
amount of money to carry out those laws and to prevent the fraud, has 
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been carrying on during the last winter through its dairy commissioner 
a very thorough investigation of the question as to the wholesomeness 
or unwholesomeness of this product. I have received the advance 
sheets of Dr. Clark, who has been employed by the dairy commis- 
sioner to make this investigation, and I propose briefly to refer to 
his report at this time. He gives a synopsis of all the various patented 
processes for producing artificial butter which have been issued by the 
United States Government. They show that a large number of sub- 
stances which every one will admit are deleterious to health are used 
in these various processes. I understand that the manufacturers of 
oleomargarine claim that these patents are not used to any extent; that 
they are merely waste paper; but I think I can show by evidence which 
ought to be satisfactory that at least one of these patents which had 
deleterious acids in the manufacture is used to a very large extent. 
INVESTIGATIONS BY DR. CLARK BY AUTHORITY OF NEW YORK STATE. 

But before coming to that, I will briefly allude to the investigation 
made by Dr. Clark on behalf of the dairy commissioner of the State of 
New York. He has made a very thorough investigation into the com- 
parative digestibility of the various animal fats as compared with each 
other and as compared with butter, and from those examinations and 
experiments he arrives at these general conclusions: 


We now come to the all-important aspect of the subject—is artificial butter 
a wholesome article of food? We answer it in the negative on the following 
grounds : 

First. On account of its indigestibility. 

Second. On account of its insolubility when made from animal! fats. 

Third. On account of its liability to carry germs of disease into the human 
system. 


Fourth, On account of the probability of its containing, when made under cer- 
tain patents, unhealthy ingredients. 

Here is the result of his experiments very carefully made in regard 
to the digestibility of oleomargarine and of the various animal fats as 
compared with butter. Along with this report are photographic plates 
showing the condition of the various animal fats taken at the different 
stages of the process of digestion as carried on by this chemist. With- 
out troubling the Senate to go over the whole of these experiments, let 
me read the conclusion: 

Fig. 6, Plate I, and Fig. 3, Plate Il, presents the same at the end of twelve 
hours, which shows that the “ oleo” is but a trifle, if at all, farther emulsionized 
than the butter was at the end of the four hours. 

That is, the digestibility of oleomargarine as compared to butter is as 
12 to 4. This ratio, or about this ratio, is given by a number of lead- 
ing chemists of established reputation, some placing it a little higher 
and others a little less, some stating that the comparison between the 
digestibility of butter and of oleo is as 3 to 5, and others placing it 
even higher than that. 

I need say very little more on that particular question as to digesti- 
bility. It requires no scientific teaching or knowledge to enable us to 
understand that a food which is of very difficult digestion is not par- 
ticularly healthy. We do not need any scientific instruction to tell the 
common people of this country that tallow and lard are not as easily 
digested in the human stomach as butter. Every housewife in the 
land knows that; every mother understands it, and neither children 
nor people in delicate health are permitted to eat either of those fats, 
lard or tallow, in their food, because they are so indigestible as to be 
very unhealthy. 

AMERICANS A RACE OF DYSPEPTICS. 

We are told by medical men that dyspepsia is the universal disease 
of Americans, and they tell us that it is largely attributable to the eat- 
ing of too much fat, of the tallow and of the lard which goes with our 
meat, and which is used in the cooking or the preparing of our food. 
Some have gone so far as to tell us that we are a nation of pie-eaters, 
and therefore a nation of dyspeptics, and that the lard which is used 
in the pastry to give it a light and pleasant taste renders it, at the same 
time, indigestible and unhealthy. Some physiologists have gone so 
far as to undertake to trace a connection between the food eaten by a 
people and their mental capacity and their mental characteristics. Some 
of these physiologists have suggested that the somewhat short and crusty 
characteristics of the New Englander are due to the amount of lard 
that he takes in his pie-crust. I do not know how that may be, but 
during the last few days in the discussion of the river and harbor bill 
two sons of New England have certainly given us a very good illustra- 
tion of short and crusty characteristics. If it shall be pie-crust that 
has done it by its lard, I do not know what would be the condition of 
the people if they were given over to the unlimited consumption of 
oleomargarine, which is to-day composed of at least '75 per cent. of lard. 

Then, if we look at our friends upon the other side we may find that 
they have been affected ina like way. Some physiologists have drawn 
a connection with the ‘‘late unpleasantness’’ in this country and the 
chief article of food in the South. We all know that the chief meat 
diet of the South for many years has been fat bacon. The result has 
been just what the doctors told us it would be, the production of a lean 
and wiry race of people. Whether that had anything to do with the 
late rebellion, I do not know; I can not tell. Physiologists who are 
following out these questions carefully suggest that it might be. But, 
Mr. President, you will remember that Cesar feared Cassius because 
he wore ‘‘a Jean and hungry look;’’ and well he had a reason to fear 
him, because it was through his conspiracy that Cesar lost his life. I 
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am glad to see that our friends who have returned to us and who have 
come to our habits of living are losing that ‘‘lean and hungry look” 
which we all ized twenty years and odd ago. You could hay, 
told a confederate soldier by his visage. If he were dressed in a Union 
uniform he could not disguise it. 

The manufacturers of oleomargarine tell us that the South is the 
chief consamer of oleomargarine in this country to-day. Who shal! 
say what effect that may have upon this country in the next half cen- 
tury if it shall go on unchecked? But I simply make these sugges. 
tions pieasantly, and in order that the friends of oleomargarine wil! sce 
just how far it may lead. 

CONDEMNED BY THE FRENCH ACADEMY OF MEDICINE. 

So much for the indigestibility of this article. I could read you 
much more in relation to that, but here is a more important matter re- 
lating to it given by Dr. Clark. When this article was first produced 
by Mége, the Frenchman, and was made in Paris, the council of health 
in 1872 made a report in favor of its healthfulness. That was when it 
first came out and was made according to the original process. But 
since then the French Academy of Medicine has carried ona thorough 
investigation, and has reported that it is not as digestible as butter, and 
therefore not as healthy, and the use of it in the hospitals in Paris has 
been forbidden. It was never allowed to be sold in the public markets 
of Paris except under its name, so that whoever bought and used it 
might ‘do so knowingly and willfully; but as guarding the health of the 
patients in the hospitals its use has been entirely forbidden. 

I do not think that any of the casual investigations which have been 
made by chemists in this country, no matter how high their reputation 
or standing may be, will undertake to overturn this decision arrived at 
by the French Academy of Medicine. There is no higher authority 
upon questions of that kind in the world, and if they, after it had first 
been approved by the council of health, of the city of Paris, have now con- 
demned it, let no one say in this discussion that it is universally ad- 
mitted to be a healthy and wholesome food. 

This article is not only less digestible that butter, but in and of itsel!, 
it is insoluble at the ordinary temperature of the humansystem. Here 
is an experiment made by Dr. Clark in this same report, and I will read 
a portion of it, in regard to that question: 

The artificial butters made from animal fats, although the oleine and palmi- 
tine are separated as much as possible by pressure, will not liquefy at the stom- 
ach temperature, as is demonstrated by the following experiments: We placed 
in an oven keptat a temperature of from one hundred to one hundred and four 
degrees Fahrenheit four beakers containing respectively pure butter, oleomarg:- 
rine butter, oleomargarine oil (commercial), and lard oil, about 20drams of eacl 
and which were all of the temperature of about 60° Fahrenheit when taken 
At the expiration of thirty-five minutes and the temperature at 100° Falhrenheit 
the butter presented a clear, limpid appearance, but the others remained solid, 
being but very little affected ; and at the end of five hours, the temperature be- 
ing from one hundred and one to one hundred and four degrees Fahrenheit, 
they were in a semi-solid condition. The cleomargarine oil being most soft- 
ened, the oleo butter nex!, and the lard the least softened. 

These insoluble fats then must interfere with digestion in two ways: first, by 
not being acted upon themselves by the gastric juice ; and second, by being thor- 
ougly mixed with the other foods in the mouth they form an impervious cov- 
ering to them,thereby preventing the gastric juice from coming in direct con 
tact with them. 

Randolph says that “a further reason that the fats, especially when cooke: 
with other foods, are frequently found to be unwholsome, is that in the process 
of cooking they so surround and saturate the tissues of the substance wit! 
which they are combined that itis rendered nearly inaccessible to the action of 
the saliva and gastric juice, and at times digestion is in so far delayed that the 
fried substance does not become entirely freed from this more or less imper- 
vious coating of fat until subjected to the action of the pancreatic juice.” 


The temperature of the human stomach being 100° ordinarily, or a 
little less, it is shown that these fats are entirely insoluble in the hu- 
man stomach, and that that adds greatly to the difficulty of digestion. 
The stearine contained in all oleomargarine as now made is insoluble 
at a temperature of less than 114° Fahrenheit. Of course that tem- 
perature Is never attained in the human stomach and can not be if the 
person lives. The result is that the stearine contained in this product, 
according tothis statement and according to others which I might read, 
is never really digested at all, but passes from the human system in 
substantially the same condition as it is taken in. 

It is true that in the manufacture of oleomargarine they undertake 
to remove a considerable portion of the stearine from the tallow; but it 
is freely admitted by the witnesses that it was never completely done, 
and we are told that now, when they are using such a large per cntage 
of neutral oil or lard, they undertake to take out only a very swa!! por- 
tion of the stearine found in the beef fat, because stearine is the article 
or element which gives firmness and hardness to the compound, whic! 
enables it, as we say, to stand alone and endure heat and transporta- 
tion. 

One of the principal reasons urged in favor of oleomargarine was 
that it bore transportation better than butter, that it lasted better than 
butter, and therefore it was a good product. The qualities giving | 
better powers of resisting transportation and maintaining its firmness 
and its consistency and its lasting qualities are just the qualities which 
make it unwholesome and unfit forhuman food. I need not spend any 
time in arguing in regard to the unwholesomeness or indigestibility ©! 
stearine; every one will admit it. 

CARRYING GERMS OF DISEASE IXTO THE HUMAN SYSTEN. 
Now, Mr. President, one of the reasons given why this article is 10‘ 
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a fit food for man was the liability of its carrying germs of disease into 
the human system. : It has be_n denied by some chemists that there 
was any such danger and asserted that all the parasites tound in the 
animal were found only in the tissues and not in the fat. It has been 
positively stated by some chemists that no parasites or worms or trich- 
inse or bacteria or tuberculosze had ever been found in the fats of ani- 
mals. I deny that statement. I think I can show from testimony 
as as any that has ever been had upon this subject that there is 
the liability of it and that there is great danger of it. I read further 
from this report: 

The liability of conveying disease germs into the human system through ar- 
tificial butter is, in our opinion, greater than is supposed by those not familiar 
with the subject. In the first place investigations are showing that many more 
diseases than was fi erly supposed are communicable from animal to man. 
The following are Some of those known to be such: Consumption, anthrax, 
trichinosis, tape-worm, glanders, foot and mouth disease, cow-pox, hydro- 
phobia, &e. —— as epidemic pleuro-pneumonia, small-pox of sheep, 
splenic apoplexy, braxy of sheep, typhus, &c., have, when the flesh of animals 
suffering from was eaten, produced serious sickness in human beings. 


The manner in which trichine can get into artificial butter can easily be seen 
from the following: When the animal takes a cyst containing a trichina into its 
stomach the cyst Spoeteed be the gastric juice which sets the trichina free, 
when it passes out of the stom: into the intestine where it develops in from a 
week to ten days, and the female = may her embryos—from 60 to 2,000 for 
each female trichina. The young trichinz then make their way through the 
eonnective tissue tothe muscles. Trichine are found in hogs, cattle, and sheep. 
Now, if those animals are killed during the migratory the caul fat would 
doubtless contain the parasite. Doctor Billings says he frequently found 
encysted trichinz in the adipose tissue between muscular tissue of very fat hogs, 
but not in the fat lying upon the muscles, He states, however— 


This is the statement of Professor Taylor, of the Department of Agri- | 


at Washington, has seen in the journal of the Microscopical Association that they 
have been found in fat. Every one is aware of the dangerous character of this 
disease. 


I have here a statement by Professor Salmon, of the Department of 
Agriculture, who has been for years engaged in the investigation of the 
diseases of animals. I propose to quote from him briefly upon this 
question: 

That the fat of animals slaughtered for food may contain objectionable para- 
sites is a fact-which admits of no doubt whatever. 
erall Seetoeed the parasites; but whe k hs th 
erally m the es; but when we take into our stomachs the 
tissues of animals which have not been raised to a sufficient temperature to de- 
stroy these inferior organisms we confront a serious danger, which it would be 
folly to conceal, And this danger is the greater in our country because we have 
no systematic and skilled inspection of animals and carcasses intended for food. 


Let me remark here that in Paris and all over Europe the govern- 
ment undertakes to inspect every animal that is killed for human food. 
It is done by skilled experts, and if the animal is found to be diseased 
in the Jeast it is condemned and is forbidden to be used for human food. 
But in this country, unfortunately, we have not yet come to a condition 
of affairs which enables our Government to undertake any such useful 
fanction as that. Professor Salmon produced before the committee 


— of parasites which he had himself taken from the fat of hogs. 
e says: 


n eating meats or fats which 
temperature, either in cooking or in rendering, we are gen- 


The sclerostoma pinguicola isa round worm from 1 to2 inches long, which, as 
its name indicates, lives in the fat. - It is a very common parasite of hogs in this 
k of its prevalence in the 
States farther north, «It bores channels through the fat about the kidneys, and 
lives and multiplies there in considerable numbers. It isa very difficult matter 
to remove all of these worms from the fat even when we carefully dissect and 
follow up the channels in which they live. Fortunately this worm is not known 
to the human body or to cause any injurious effects with the consumer. 

So he goes on describing a number of other parasites which are found 
inthe fatofanimals. I simply refer to this because some of the scientific 
gentlemen before the committee said that parasites had never heen 
found in the fat of animals. 

: THE FINDING OF TRICHINE IN LARD. 
In regard to trichine he says: 


It is generally supposed that the trichine is exclusively a muscle parasite, but 
this is largely due to the fact that it is more difficult to discover them 
in the oa, who wrote a volume on trichinez a few years ugo, asserts 
that they may be found in the fat of parts not connected with the muscles. I 
have made the following translation from a passage in his work : 


And this is an authority: 


“a, Fragments of lard taken from a piece of American salied meat were, after 
, examined in thin sections under a magnification of 120 diameters. 


cceie cane no trace of the parasite, but with a few the trichinz 
clearly characterized.” 


Here is positive testimony from a skillful scientific man in Paris 
stating that he himself by the use of the microscope has discovered 
trichine in Jard. One fact eslablished overturns any theory, no matter 
how well it may be backed by scientific opinion. Since science first 
was followed down to the present time it has been remodeling and 
its theories, changing them because scientific men were con- 
i facts which would not coincide with their previously 

theories, and when any such facts were established the 
theory had to give way and not the fact; the fact remained and the 
theory went out, and a new theory was built up. So in regard to the 
statement that parasites have never been found, and can not be found, 








= 


culture— 
He states, however, that Professor Taylor, of the Department of Agriculture 
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in the fat of animals;,that is sent to the rear by the simple fact that 
they have been found. Let me read further from Professor Salmon: 

I see no reason to doubt these statements, judging from the life history of the 
parasite, We all know that the adult worm gives birth to the embryos in the 
alimentary canal of the host, and that then the embryos bore through the in- 
testinal walls and other tissues until they find a place where they are satisfied 
to coil themselves up and become eneysted. The psoas muscles are among those 
most infested, and to reach these the embryos must pass through the leaf lard, 
It is notsurprising that some of them conclude to stop there and make it their 
permanent dwelling-place. 

When we consider that on an average about 2 per cent. of the hogs killed in 
this country are trichinous, making for the twelve or fifteen million hogs an- 
nually packed in our large cities 250,000 to 300,000 inspected animals, we can not 
shut our eyes to the fact that there is danger in consuming the expressed fat 
from hogs which have not been inspected. It ia true we might not get very 
many of the parasites in this way, but as every adult female worm produces 
about 1,500 young,a very few of them would be as large a dose as most of us 
would care to take. 

Professor Salmon continues describing these parasitesand the danger 
of their coming into the human system through the use of these prod- 
ucts, because it isa well known fact that the oleo oils, or the neutral 
lard, are never heated to such a degree of heat as to destroy these par- 
asites. They are prepared at the lowest temperature possible for their 
liquefaction in order that they may avoid any offensive odor coming 
from the tissue; and neither trichina, nor bacteria, nor any of these 
other dangerous parasites are destroyed by the temperature used in 
the process of manufacturing oleomargarine or butierine. 

Mr. President, of late years science has given much attention to bac- 
teria and tuberculosa, and it is now generally believed that very dan- 
gerous diseases can be communicated from one person to another and 
from the animal, when the food is consumed, to the human system by 
bacteria or tuberculosa; and when it is known that large numbers or 
diseased animals are brought every year into the great slaughtering 
yards of the West and are there put to some useful purpose, no one 
knows what, may we not properly fear that the fat of some of these 
diseased animals finds it way to the oleomargarine factories ? 
THE FAT OF A KILLED HOG NOT DISTINGUISHABLE BY CHEMISTS FROM 

A HOG DYING FROM DISEASE. 

I know it is claimed by some that the fat of diseased animals can not 
be used for the manufacture of oleomargarine, but Dr. Chandler, a most 
eminent chemist of New York city, admitted in his examination before 
the committee that, if the fat was taken from a hog dying of cholera 
and from another killed at the same instant by the butcher, neither he 
nor any other chemist could distinguish the fat of the diseased hog 
from the fatof the healthy hog. Dr. Chandler admitted that freely and 
frankly. He said it could not be done. 

Under our system, where there is no Government inspection or Gov- 
ernment control, where all animals are permitted to be transported and 
brought to the slaughtering yards and there disposed of in some way, 
what guarantee have we that unprincipled men, in their greed to get 
rich and make profits, will not take this fat, which no chemist by any 
known process can distinguish from the fat of a healthy animal, and 
put it into a business where the profits are 2, 3, or 500 per cent., as I 
have shown they are in this oleomargarine business? Mr. President, 

pan we afford to trust a matter of this importance to the discretion or 
honesty of the ordinary man? I think not. 

Speaking of tuberculosis, Professor Salmon says: 


HAT OF 


Now, tuberculosis is a very common disease of cattle—and the bovine form is 
believed to be identical with that which affects man—it is a disease which also 
affects the hog. The tubercles often form in these animals upon the serous 
membranes and in the glands of the abdominal cavity in situations where they 
would necessarily contaminate those portions of the fat which are used in the 
manufacture of oleomargarine. We do not know what proportion of our beef- 
cattle are tuberculous, but in Europe,where careful statistics have been recorded 
for a series of years, and with large numbers of cattle, it is found that among 
the animals which come to the slaughter-houses for beef there are all the way 
from two to thirty in every thousand. In this country we have no such inspec- 
tion, and it is very seldom that an animal affected with tuberculosis is ever con- 
demned, It is not difficult to imagine what follows when the contaminated fat 
of a steer or a hog affected with this disease is transformed into oleomargarine 
or butterine, or any of these compounds. It may be mixed with a thousand or 
with thousands of pounds of other fat and contaniinate it. Iam unable to say 
how much fat is mixed together for this purpose, but I presume it varies with 
the capacity of the factory. If we say a thousand pounds, then it may go toa 
thousand families, and be eaten by five thousand persous. 


There follow many questions by the committee and answers by Pro- 
fessor Salmon, all in this same direction, and he thoroughly maintains 
his proposition that parasites have been found in the fat of animals, 
and that there is therefore great danger of their being communicated 
to the human system. But I will not weary the Senate further in that 
direction. I simply have desired to show that it is possible that these 
parasites would find their way into the human system through these 
bogus goods if great care was not observed in their manufacture. 

I stated also that it was unhealthy because many dangerous materials 
were used in its manufacture by some of the manufacturers. The prin- 
cipal manufacturers, such as Armour & Co., of Chicago, and some others, 
undoubtedly follow the original process, and as to the use of dangerous 
chemicals and acids it can not be charged, so far as I have any know]- 
edge, that they use them at all. 

Some of the scientific gentlemen who appeared before the committee 
undertook to ridicule the large number of patents which have been 
issued for the use of various acids for deodorizing the fat used for this 
purpose, by stating that fats could not be deodorized and never had 
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been. It was a most remarkable statement, one which astonished me, 
and, I think, will astonish the entire Senate, because the deodorizing 
of fats is a well-established and well-known manufacturing process in 
this country. There can be no question whatever about it. Professor 


Morton, after first denying that it could be done, said that if it was 
done the process was so expensive that it could not be used, but it is 
used in deodorizing the fats from the animals which die in all our great 
cities, as is well known. I do not undertake to say that the fat thus 
produced is used in manufacturing oleomargarine at all. I have no 
knowledge on that question. 

DEODORIZING OF THE FAT OF THE OFFAL OF NEW YORK CITY ON BARREN 

ISLAND. 

But Professor Salmon told me only a few days ago that in a recent 
visit to Barren Island, near New York, where all the offal of New York 
city is rendered by a rendering company, he had seen fat produced 
from animals which had died in the city, which was perfectly white 
in color and was almost absolutely odorless and tasteless. If they can 
afford to treat fats in that way for using them in the manufacture of 
soaps and for lubricating purposes, I have no doubt that they can afford 
to do it in making a product which will sell at the price of creamery 
butter. 

ut let me call the attention of the Senate to one of these numerous 
patents. 

There are several hundred of them. I laid the matter before the 
committee at the time of the investigation. This is a patent granted 
to N. I. Nathan, of the firm of N. IL. Nathan & Co., a firm mannufaet- 
uring oleomargarine or butterine, and it advertises to the world that 
it manufactures its product after a patent granted to N. I. Nathan and 
so advertises it upon its bill-heads, upon its business cards, and w 
its letters. Let me read a letter from this firm, which was received in 
this city some time in the winter: 

New York, March 30, 1886. 
Sirs: We have taken the liberty of forwarding to you per P. _— one 10- 
pound tub of our creamery brand of butterine, which we claim is the finest in 
the market, for which we do not charge you anything. We guarantee uniform- 
ity in quality at all times, and our present price for the same is 10 cents per 
pound net, F. O. B., New York, in the following packages, namely: Half firkins, 
10, 20, 30, 40, and 56 pounds Welsh tubs— 

I want here to call the attention of the Senate to a subject to which 
T alluded some time ago, and that was’the fraud in putting up cleo- 
margarine in packages which heretofore had only been used by manu- 
facturers of butter. 

IMITATING THE WELSH TUBS OF CENTRAL NEW YORK. 


The Welsh people are known to be par excellence the best butter- 
makers; and they are located largely in Oneida County and adjoining 
counties in New York State, and they have from time immemorial used 
a particular form of tub iu which to pack their butter, which has got 
to be known in the market as the Welsh tub. Not satisfied with steal- 
ing the ordinary firkin and ordinary butter tub, in order to deceive the 
people they have picked out this special thing, the Welsh tub, and they 
have put up their butterine in that in order that people might think 
they were buying butter made by a genuine old Welsh lady in the in- 
terior of New York— 

Fifty-six-pounds Welsh tubs; 1-pound rolls, thirty, forty, or fifty in a tub; 
60-pound tubs, catch-weight rolis; 1-pound round prints, forty in a case; 
1-pound square prints, 52 pounds in a case. 


If the quality and price are satisfactory, we would be pleased to receive your 
valuable orders. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
N. I. NATHAN & CO. 
I stated at that time te the committee: 


The CuaremMay. I also hold in my hand a business card which reads as fol- 
lows: “N.L Nathan & Co., manufacturers of butterine, under patent granted 
to N. I. Nathan.’ 


I have also here a copy of a patent granted by the ee . I. Na- 
than, of New York, for a process of making artificial butte: 


NITRIC ACID NAMED IN THE PATENT OF A LARGE MANUFACTURER, 


After describing the process the pate at proceeds thus: 


The lard which has passed thro’ the sieve is then subjected to theaction of 


cold water, to which has been prev y add- and ae: stirred aquan- 
tity of borax and nitric acid, about in the pr | _ tion hereinafter —. 
treating the lard in this solution, composed ? cater, borax, and nitrie acid, the 
effect is to further cleanse the lard and make it — of or assume a clear 
white color, free of all odor, and almost perfectly tasteless. 


Still Professor Morton told us there was no known system of deodor- 
izing or purifying fats. 
After being subjected to this treatment, the mass is removed and thoroughly 


rewashed in cold water, preferably in a easels cae and distinct vessel from that 
reviously employed, whereby the product 
characteristi 


a purified or deodorized 
eaf-lard, its coe that Wo of  beautifal color a 
feetly odorless, remarkably solid, and free from the disagreeable taste 


present w ith lard. Arriving at this stage 7a the process, a certain minute quan- 
tity of nitric acid is added— 


This is the third addition. of nitric acid— 


to the water, and incorporated with a certain quantity of the ed or de- 
odorized lard to further strengthen the solution, andl and this m of treatment 
and addition of nitric acid are continued as mass after mass of the or 
deodorized lard is the operation being continued until met 
assumes a clear white color, void of odorand taste. The 

is mixed with oleomargarine, which is then a co So readily 
obtained in the market, and when all is thoroughly mixed, the mass is.sub- 


jected to heat, &e. 


ural article. The 
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It will be seen that the last solution of nitric acid which is added to 
it is never washed out. It is first treated with nitric acid and borax to 


deodorize it and purify it, and then the process is continued by a furthe; 
addition of nitric acid, and in that condition it is finished. 


This firm manufacture several million pounds of butterine per an- 
num. They advertise over theirown name that it is manufacture: 
under this patent granted to N. I. Nathan. If it is not manufactured 
under that, it is still a fraud, because they advertise that it is thus 
manufactured. Dr. Clark refers to this patent and to the danger of . 
small portion of nitric acid being left in the material and thus gradually 
and insidiously breaking down the human stomach. 


UNDOUBTED FINDING OF NITRIC ACID IN OLEOMARGARINE. 

Dr. Taylor, of the Agricultural Bureau, told me three days ago tha 
a friend of his, a chemist of high standing, had been making a large 
number of analyses of various samples of oleomargarine or butterine , 
and that in one sample he had discovered an appreciable amount 0: 
free nitric acid. This one fact overturns the theory of Professor Mor- 
ton or of Dr. Chandler that none of these deleterious substances can be 
or have been used in the manufacture of these various products. | 
think the actual diseovery of nitrie acid in one sample of oleomarga- 
rine is- worth all the theories of all the scientific men in the country 
upon the proposition that it can not be found there. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate longer upon the question 
of the healthfnlness or unhealthfulness-of this product or the danger o! 
its containing germs of disease. Scientific men tell us that this product 
is a real butter; that in itschemical analysis it comes so closely to nat- 
ural butter that the small difference found can be of no avail; and that 
therefore it must be as healthy as ordinary butter. They admit, how 
ever, that pure butter contains all the way from 5 to 10 per cent. of 
certain elements such as butyrine and caprylin and a number of others, 
elements which give the flavor, the peeuliar flavor, to pure butter, that 
are not found at all in oleo oil or neutral lard, that there isnot in them 
naturally the least trace of these most important essential oils which 
give to butter its characteristic and which render it so desirable as an 
article of food, and it is for the purpose of adding to this neutral mat- 
ter, this oleo oil, some butyrine, some flavoring in order that they may 
make it more desirable, in order that they may make it more like gen- 
uine butter, that they do put in some genuine cream or milk or genu- 
ine butter, in order that they may the better deceive the people with 
their products. 

SUBSTANCES ALIKE CHEMICALLY TOTALLY UNLIKE PHYSIOLOGICALLY. 


It does not follow because two substances are substantially alike 


chemically that they are therefore alike in their action upon the human 
system; and if these two 
nearly alike than they are, it would then not follow that the one man- 


butter and oleomargarine, were more 


ufactured article was therefore as pure and wholesome as the other nat- 
is able to detect and determine every 
kind of fat. It will detect the globules of pure butter in any com- 
pound. It willdetect the globules of tallow or of cotton-seed oil or of 


any other oil that may be put under it. Amd we find that all these 


ee differences under the microscope; tha‘ 
while the chemist may say they are chemically alike, the microscope 
tells us that in their form and condition they are radically different. 

Mr. President, I wish I had illustrations here of these various glo!)- 
ules of fat in order that I might show to the Senate what radical dif- 
ferences there arein their structure. I simply allude to the matter to 
show that the mere fact that two substances are substantially alike 
chemically does not prove that they are alike in their effects upon the 
human system. We all know that cellulose, which is the principal! 
constituent element of all plants, is the same in all the plants, is the 
same in the tree and in the grass, but I do not think that because they 
are chemically alike any sensible man would think that he might as 
well feed his horse with the cellulose obtained from sawdust as tlic 
cellulose obtained from biue grass or fine clover. If he did the horse 
would go to the bone-yard or the oleomargarine factory very soon. 

It is a well-known fact that, chemically, mineral and bone phos 
phatesare precisely the same. No chemist hasever been able to dete: | 
a particle of difference between the mineral phosphates and the boi 
phosphates; but it is a well-known commercial fact that the bone plios- 
phates are more than twice as valuable as fertilizers as are the min- 
eral phosphates, but chemistry has never yet been able to tell us why 
I have no doubt an equal difference between butter and oleomargarin« 
exists as exists between mineral p and bone phosphates; th. 
is, that one is twice as valuable as an article of food as the other; that 
as a matter of nutriment for the human system butter is vastly mor 
valuable than e. Itisalsoknown thatdried blood, whic! 
is used largely in fertilizing and isone of the richest fertilizers, is chen- 
ically precisely the same as leather scraps; but if you fertilize one fie\:! 
with dried bleed you will get an enormous crop, and if you fertiliz: 
another with leather scraps you can not raise anything on it at all: 
but the chemist tells us they are preeisely alike. 
argument can be made from. the statement 0! 
the chemist that eee substanees are substantially alike chemic- 

or 10 per cent. of butyrine and the other elements 
ie have shown you that the microscope teaches us 
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that they are materially different as they are presented under the mi- 
croscope, and it holds to reason, and the experiments which have been 
made and to which I have referred prove, I think, most conclusively, 
that it is neither as wholesome nor as nutritious a food as is butter, 
and, therefore, if it is to be used as a human food it should be used so 
that every using it may know what itis. If a person wants to 
eat an unwholesome food and an indigestible food, let him do so, if he 
isa man full-grown and of sound mind, but make it impossible that 
he should eat it without knowing it,without his being absolutely sure 
of it, for how are we ever to protect the health of our children, how 
are we to care for the sick, how are we to protect those in the hospitals 
if they are liable to have given them every day as an article of diet a | 
food product which the Academy of Medicine in Paris has forbidden | 
to be used in the public hospitals and which the best authorities there 
say is notas digestible and as wholesome as butter? If it goes on un- 
checked, if this fraud is permitted to continue, it must result in a large 
number of our intelligent people giving up the consumption of butter 
entirely unless they can be absolutely certain of its place of produc- 
tion. 
PROTECT THE DAIRY INTERESTS! 

But, Mr. President, my third and principal reason for supporting this 
bill is found in the fact that it is intended to give protection to the 
great farming interest of this country, the dairy interest. 

Isaid at the beginning of my remarks that I had no subterfuges 
upon this question, that I did not support the bill because it levied a 
tax and because it might bring some revenue inte the Treasury of the 
United States. In this matter I invoked the taxing power of the Gov- 
ernment in order that I might do some great good to a very large por- 
tion of all our people. I believe that to be a sound ground; at all 
events [ have taken it, and I propose to stand upon it. 

Mr. President, let me call the attention of the Senate for a few mo- 
ments to the importance of the dairyinterest of this country. In order 
that I might be accurate in my figures I have asked the statistician of 
the Agricultural Department to give me so far as he could the figures 
relating to this matter down to the present date, and he has done so. 
I present the resuli of his labors: 

NUMBER OF MILCH COWS. 


_The following is the census exhibit of cows on the farm at four decennial pe- 
ri . 





Census. Cows. oa of Average. 

1480... 12, 443, 120 | 2,893, 698, 520 | 232.6 
1 5, 160 | 205. 9 

1 174.7 

1 166.5 


The number on farms, as estimated by the statistician’of the Department of 
Agriculture, in January, 1886, is 14,238,388. Including those in towns and vil- 
lages the grand total of milch cows must be 16,000,000. Thus the increase has 
been about 15 per cent. in the last six years. : 

The increase has been largest inthe West. New York and Iowa occupy the 
highest places in numbers, as follows: 


1880. 1886. 
New York....... Ln x + Fee: FF 
Fe eiatrencttnarineenctcsnenenatemanbcnvhantundesntncosceqnessestnasenenee 854, 187 | 1,230, 695 





This is an increase of 44 per cent. in Iowa and a little more than 5 per cent. in 
New York, which reports 41,000 milch cows less than in January, 1855. Minne- 
sota has made an increase of oo cent. from 275,545, to 386,366. Kansas has 
made an increase of 157,000, and Missouri of 47,000. In point of percentage the 
increase of Nebraska is most noticeable, 91 per cent., from 161,187 to 309,106. 


VALUE OF MILCH COWS. 


The value of milch cows on farmsin recent years is thus stated in the records 
of the Department of Agriculture : 








Years. V — Total value. 
1334 $31 37 | $423, 486, 649 
1885 i 2970) 413,903,093 
Mi iesintincncces : 27 40 | 389, 985, 523 








all milch cows not on farms the present value at the decreased rate 
— year would be $438,000,000. 
is a decrease of 3.97 head in two years, equal to $63,520,000 on the en- 
number. Some of this decrease is due to a general shrinkage of values, but 
it is evidently the result of the unequal and fraudulent competition of 
The decline in the value of horses has been less than 5 per 
this decreased value of milch cows is nearly 13 per cent. 


MILK PRODUCTS. 


ating Osi entive roducts of milch cows, in city and country, from an ag- 
ng aoe 5,600,000,000 gallons of milk, at 350 gallons average, the fol- 


th 





made: 
Cheese, at 1 gallon nd... ceseessereeedD®... 370,000,000 
LV "als... 2, 170, 000,000 


The of butter exceeds 17 pounds per capita in this country. It 
averages only 5 pounds in Europe, though it is 13 in Great Britain. 
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I wish my friend from Kentucky were present—I do not refer to the 
Senator from Kentucky now here [Mr. BLACKBURN] but to the senior 
Senator [Mr. Beck ]—that I might refer him to this statement to show 
how much better the people in this country live, including the labor 
ing people, than they do in Europe. But we will let that pass. 

The consumption of butter has been increasing in former years with 
the greater ability of the masses to consume, until the recent invention 
of butter substitutes of various names and heterogeneous ingredients, 
which are taking the place of genuine butter, reducing its value, limit- 
ing its consumption, and throwing suspicion on every grade of butter 
products. 

I have here a table giving the average production of milk to cows in 
the various portions of the United States. 





{verage milk product butter and cheese and milk sold. exclusive of milk 


consumed on the farm. 







Sections. 1870. LSS80. 
Gallons. Gallons. 
New England. satelite sadpuinnee onthe 00.5 33.9 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania ‘ S25. 2 367.1 
Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia.................. 137.1 177.2 
South Atlantic States.......... piuawiisensdeeeewnns : 3.6 76.5 
Gulf States ...... “ aentaitia 4.7 93.0 
IIT dicnnriicrinenitisiteminnttdhinetianinnnnienunensenicoenepens 208. 0 257.1 
RG Ce itimectaaecenconcece 259.5 274.4 
Trans-Mississippi States dakbdanianinaneicerbinerna: wie 159. ! 175.6 
Pacific-coast States .......... paidienighinntipetepinenveananseus 160. 0 228. 4 
Rocky Mountain district.........00......s00see000+ ictesaiindiiahineniataiaiaitaiainh 63.3 108, 9 





The average for the entire country is believed to be about 350 gal- 
lons, including the home consumption. The dairy States have much 
higheraverages. New York averages about 475, and other dairy States 
nearly as much. 

I have here a table of the exports of butter and cheese by decades, 
from 1821 down to 1880, showing the great value of the dairy interests 
in the matter of international trade, furnishing to us an article which 
is largely exported and thereby doing very much to keep the balance 
of trade in our favor: 


Butter and cheese exported. 


Butter. Cheese. 


Decades.* 





Quantity. Value, 








Quantity. Value. 
Pounds. | | Pounds. 
11, 506, BSB |... 200.0 seveeeee 7, 914, 198 ane - F 
9, 086, 536 |.... Pe EE vncachsoengoccsnins 1, 965, 675 
33, 7638, 410 |......... ssciniiaie 9B, GIO, B48 |.....-cerceccesecees 10, 375, 437 


26,338,779 | +4,029,188 | 78,533,783 44,996,004 | 13,049, 881 
133, 985, 053 | 30,798,104 | 446,512,816 | 63,850,667 | 94,648, 771 
152, 452, 885 | 27,482,030 | 999,924,409 | 116,388,443 | 143, $70, 473 





* Inclusive. 


t 1855 to 1860 inclusive. 


I asked the statistician of the Agricultural Department to give me, 
as near as he could, figures regarding the number of people actually and 
directly interested in the manufacture of butter as far as possible. Of 
course this applies only to those actually engaged in its manufacture, and 
not to the whole number of people employed upon the farms through- 
out that portion of the country which is given up to dairying. He says: 


Unirep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1836 

Dear Sir: Yours relative to numbers interested in dairying is received. 

Nearly all the farmers in the United States are in some degree interested in 
milk production, though perhaps half of them are very little interested in but- 
ter and cheese production. 

Those who are immediately connected with the manufacture in factories were 
as follows im 1880: 





a le aii crniatesinns cieineaihiaeiansié ‘ wes 3, 068 
In Ohio......... pds dcindlachdindhldladavcenigivagidatabenscicnianddasidiindinmenpeaintahides dahaiatdadndbiplpaitiaday aD 
allt iceemcitneteetntoncetaieation subutesncidaresalnonattnnsitenmnansntveiteidiniitesinis a> TD 
ST iacieinenicanipenstaniencinecnenen 698 
In Wisconsin... sinosseceepeitaiartiiaienntressneciiapaeniiditiaineiidialiassasinite cabliatialiataaitaiiahdadieaaabbeas 61 
Io. ssisti ata chattenasannaedincninemnandaiausientiiaiasidansadaaaiaae: ae 
Blsewihere.............secces covessueesasnivacousulpnighdintivhbasastaseaibaaises — > 

Total “S . atiniae nenoguenad ; aseweainannions , . 7,98 


These represented probably twenty-four thousand people, as nearly all are 
males above sixteen years, But the number supplying milk to these factories 
and those interested in farm dairies, large and small, are very large. 

There are now about four million five hundred thousand farms in the United 
States, one-fifth of which, or nine hundred thousand, are doubtless engaged in 
the manufacture of butter and cheese beyond their own immediate supply, and 
therefore are interested in the commercial aspects of dairying. With females 
and dependents, the number especially interested in this manufacture would 
reach three million people. 

Very respectfully, 
J. R. DODGE, Siatistician, 

Hon. WARNER MILLER, 

United States Senate. 


Of course we know that all the people in every community are in- 
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terested directly in whatever may be the principal industry of that 
section. It is difficult to arrive at a full comprehension of the total 
value of the butter interests of this country. From the census of 1880 
I have been able to give substantially the amount of milk produced, 
the number of pounds of butter produced and the number of pounds of 
cheese, but at what prices these have been sold or consumed it is very 
difficult to say, but I find that the House Committee on Agriculture 
in their report having considered this matter found— 

That there are in the United States over 15,000,000 cows, producing annually 
over 1,000,000,000 pounds of butter, and 300,000,000 pounds of cheese, and that the 


product is worth $250,000,000. That about an equal amount of milk is consumed 


as milk, so that the product of the dairy interest of the United States is worth 
$500,000,000 annually, 


That far exceeds in value any other farm product, whether it be wheat 
or cotton or tobacco, or any other of the great products of our country. 
Nothing approaches it, and no single industry or line of manufacturing 
approaches it in importance. : 

I have given the number of cows and their value at different periods. 


Let us look for a moment at the amount of land and its value used in 
this industry. 


DAIRY INVESTMENTS. 

The value of milch cows, even at present reduced rate, has been 
shown to be $438,000,000. The investment in lands is a still larger 
consideration. It may be difficult to give it exactly, but at the value 
of land in 1880, allowing five acres per cow, the acreage required for 
the milch cows on farms alone is 71,176,940 acres, and the valuation 
$1,353,785,399. Including the cows within the limits of towns and 
villages, pastured both on town and neighboring farm, and the value 
of lands required for all, at the same rate, would be $1,521,600,000. 

If any one should insist that four acres per cow is enough it would 
reduce the land investment to $1,217,280,000. 

The investment in factories, milk-houses, utensils, horses and wagons, 
and other property adds materially to these large figures, so that with 
the most moderate allowance for land the dairy capital can not be 
reduced much below $2,000,000,000. The figures for the United States 
and for the principal dairy States are given as follows: 


New York. Ohio. Towa. United States. 


1880: 
Acres in farms ie 23, 780, 754 24, 529, 226 24, 752, 700 536, 081, 835 
Value of farms... -» $1, 056, 176,741 $1, 127, 497,353 $567, 430,227 $10, 197,096,776 
886: ' 
Acres devoted to dairy- 7,551,500 3, 878, 620 6, 153, 475 71, 176, 940 
* i | 


SS rr neenre | i 
Valueofdairyingarea.. $335,362,115 | $178,300,161 $141,037,647 | $1,353, 785, 399 


* Five acres per cow. 

Mr. President, what is known as the dairy belt begins upon the At- 
lantie coast in Maine and extends through the whole breadth of the 
country to Minnesota, and then ing over the Rocky Mountains we 
find it with a strong lodgment in California, Oregon, and Washington 
Territory. It reaches as far south as the Potomac and Ohio Rivers, 
and even in certain portions of this line it bends south into Virginia 
and West Virginia and into Kentucky and Tennessee, and to-day even 
into some portions of the uplands of Mississippi. The population of 
this vast region which I have just described is considerably more than 
thirty millions, more than one-half of all our people, and in that region, 
particularly north of the Potomac and Ohio Rivers, it is the chief in- 
dustry. It has been gradually stretching out to the west until to-day 
it has invaded the wheat-fields of Minnesota, and the statistics which 
I have read here show that the increase within a few years in Minnesota 
has been 40 per cent. 

This growth, this extending westward, has been necessary for the pres- 
ervation of the a ofour lands. If we go back to the early settling 
of the country and before the West was opened, we find that wheat was 
growninall the Eastern States, that it moved westward from New York 
through the Mohawk Valley, then into the Genesee Valley, then into 
Ohio, then into Indiana and Illinois, until finally it only at the 
Rocky Mountains. As the lands of the East became less able to pro- 
duce wheat profitably, the farmer gave it up to the West and turned his 
attention to cattle raising and to dairying; and thus it is that to-day in 
all New England, in New York, in New Jers2y, and in Pennsylvania 
there is almost no wheat-growing at all. But I have read statistics 
here showing the importance of the dairy interest to all those States. 
The wheat belt is already passing further west into Dakota, into Cali- 
fornia and into Oregon and Washington Territory; and it will bea few 
years, and a few years only in my judgment, when even those fertile 
regions will produce less and less wheat, when they will be obliged to 
diversify their industries by the introduction of the dairy interest. 

VALUE OF COWS DECREASED From $10 To $20 PER HEAD. 

Now, Mr. President, this immense interest is threatened with great 
loss, if not destruction. Already the value of our herds in all these 
regions has decreased largely. The value of our lands has also de- 
ereased largely. I could read from the statements and the testimony 
before the committee to show that in the Eastern States, particularly 
in New York and Pennsylvania and in the States which are given up 
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almost entirely to dairying, the land on the average has depreciated at 
least $20 per acre in the last few years, and that the value of the cows 
upon the farms has decreased from $10 to $20 per head. In my own 
State the report shows that the value of the cows upon the farms has 
decreased at least $20 per head within the last few years. 

If the computation should be made, the loss to the country by this 
depreciation of our lands and of our herds would, in my judgment, 
appeal to every Senator upon this floor to give his aid and his support 
to a measure which will do something to cheek this depreciation and 
loss. It is not claimed that all this depreciation in the value of our 
lands and of our herds is due to the introduction of oleomargarine. 
We understand very well that the dullness of the times, the loss which 
has come to all the business of the country, has had very much to do 
with it; but those who have given it a careful consideration and in- 
spection believe that at least one-half of this depreciation of which | 
have spoken is due to the introduction of oleomargarine or to iis being 
sold as butter. I hold in my hand a letter of Hon. Harris Lewis, 
president of the New York State Dairymen’s Association, bearing upon 
this point, which I will read. 





Franxkrorr, N. Y., June 26, 1886. 

My Dear Senator: The anxiety in regard to our oleomargarine-butter bi)! 
is becoming more and more a matter of interest in all the dairy sections of the 
State. When any classof our people find their capital gradually slipping away, 
without any fault on their part, and with the same care, industry, and economy 
as before practiced, they are very apt to believe something — The average 
price of dairy cows has fallen, from about $55 to $60, to $40 or under, and no man 
can tell what our real estate is worth, divided up into dairy farms. One thing 
we do know, that but few dairy farms in this county will pay all the expense 
of cultivation and leave anything for the owner. 

Now, I do not insist that all the loss sustained by dairymen has grown out of 
the imitation butter business, but when we find so many million pounds going 
into consumption all around us, which takes the place of natural butter, we can 
judge of its gross effects. 

Again, the imitation butter isalmost everywhere on sale, and a large class of 
citizens prefer not to eat butter than to eat it from home without knowing its 


igree. 

Many of the dairymen would like to have the imitation butter taxed out of 
sight as the only way to deal with it, but many of us think a high tax unnec- 
essary, and that the Senate in its wisdom will place the manufacture and sale 
of all imitation butter under the kind care of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment, where all men are supposed to do right and to be honest. Any metho: 
that will secure open, fair, equal competition by which this imitation butter 
will sell for what it is, and nothing else, will, in my opinion, satisfy the people. 

Yours very truly, 
HARRIS LEWIS, 
President of the New York Stale Dairymen’s Association. 

Dear sim: When I left this my intent was to write something more, but some- 

thing preventing I closed it up without signing. Pardon my stupidity. 
HARRIS LEWIS. 

I also have a letter here from the secretary of the New York Dairy- 

men’s Association corroborating this statement of the president, in 


which, speaking of the great value of the dairy interest to the State oi 
New York and its loss, he says: 
Ixton, N. Y., June 26, 1886. 

Dear Sir: I have with much interest watched the proceedings in Congress 
on the oleomargarine bill. 

The le and dairymen of the State of New York are much interested and 
solicitous in regard to Jegislation on the bill now in the Senate. 

There is more than $350,000,000 value in lands, cows, and implements employed 
in the dairy in the State. The production of butter is much the larger portion 
to which this value is employed. Take in consideration all the items of ex- 
pense, it costs more than 20 cents to produce a pound of butter. Imitation but- 
ter can be made for less than aueledt the cost of genuine butter. Nearly all the 
imitation butter sold by the retail trade is sold for butter, not for what it is. In 
consequence of the fraud in the trade the imitation takes the place of the ge1- 
uine article and supplants just so much of the genuine; therefore dairymen are 
obliged to compete with that which costs less than one-half of genuine butter. 

If you can compel the sale of imitation butter for what it is you will accom- 
plish what the people and dairymen desire and ask. : ; 

Dairymen do not fear competition with imitation butter when the imitation 
is sold for what it is. What we ask is, compel dealers to sell it for what it is. 

That in dairy districts, as butter has depreciated in value, lands and cows hav« 
depreciated about in the same proportion. Within the past five years land and 
cows have depreciated about 20 per cent. in value in this State, being about in 
proportion of the a of money value of butter. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
ashington, D. C. 
A RETURN TO GRAIN GROWING AND FAT CATTLE MAY BE NECESSITATED. 
Mr. President, in what condition would the farmers find themselves 
in the vast territory of which I have spoken if having given up grain- 


JOSIAH SHULL. 


growing, having giving up growing cattle, and having given their 


whole attention to the ing interest, they now find that no longer 
remunerative? If some assistance is not given them there is but one 
course left open to them, and that is to return to the old system 0! 
mixed farming, to the growing of their own wheat and their own corn 
and the growing of fat cattle for their own home markets. The result 
must be to deprive the West of a very large part of its market ‘01 
grain and fat cattle, which certainly will be a very great loss to all the 
West, for to-day the farmers in the dairy districts of the East do not 
produce any considerable portion of the grain which they consume 
upon their but import it from the West, thusgiving up al! their 
lands to pasturage and to meadows, finding it heretofore cheaper an‘ 
better for them to bring these products from th West. a 
Mr. President, we all know that changing from one system of farm- 
ing to another is necessarilyaslow process. It has taken fifty years for 
the farmers of the East to change from grain growing to dairying. !t 
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was @ process which went on gradually and slowly; and while at | 


times it may have resulted in some loss and some hardship, yet the 
process was SO slow and gradual that no great harm came to the peo- 
ple. That process has been completed. The East no longer produces 
any considerable portion of the grain that it consumes, neither does it 
produce any considerable proportion of the meat which it consumes. 
It buys these from the West. 

By this process of manufacturing an imitation product, by which 
one man in a factory can turn out more imitation and bogus butter 
than all the farmers in the State of New York can make of the genu- 
ine article, the farmer finds himself confronted with threatened and in- 
stantaneous destruction in his business. 
new article of food had been carried on Jegitimately and properly, if it 
had been sold on its own merits and for what it is, if it had proved to 


be a wholesome and proper food, it would have made its way slowly | 
into consumption and it would have enabled the farmers of the dairy- | 


ing distriets to gradually change their system of farming if they had 
found it necessary todoso. But too suddenly this evil comes upon 
them and they are all stricken down. 

The best estimates that I have been able to obtain, given to me by 
the officers of the New York State Dairy Association, show that it costs 
in the State of New York to make fine creamery butter, taking our 
lands at their present value, not less than 20 cents per pound. It is 
selling in New York city at 15 cents per pound, forced there by the ille- 
gitimate competition of a bogus article. 

Of course the system can not long be continued. Some relief must 
be found; and though the opponents of this bill argue that we have 
no right to legislate in the interest of one industry as against another 
industry in this country, yet I do not hesitate to take the ground here’ 
and now that it is the duty of this Government when any considerable 
number of its people are threatened by some unexpected evil to inter- 
pose its powerful arm and protect them. I hold that the protection of 
this interest and this industry is for the benefit of the whole people— 
not of the farmers alone. They are the great consumers of this coun- 


try; they are the market, as I may say, for the manufacturing interests | 


of this country; it is for them that the laboring men of the factories 
work in the production of textile fabrics and agricultural machinery and 
all the things which are consumed and used upon the farms. If this 
market is broken down, then you break down the whole country with 


it; and shall it be permitted that a dozen or two dozen and a half of | 


men shall undertake to manufacture a product which is confessedly 
bogus in the system in which it is made and sold, and put their inter- 
ests against ten million people in this country and destroy them ” 


THE FEW DOZEN RICH AGAINST THE MANY MILLION STRUGGLING. 


It appears in this testimony that there are in this country to-day 
only thirty manufacturers of oleomargarine turning out this vast amount 
of stuff as shown by these statistics. They have it in their power to 
bankrupt and destroy this great farming industry of which I have 
spoken. They are doing it to-day as rapidly as they can. They are 
able to sell their product for 10 cents per pound or less. 


helping to break down the market, and consequently reducing it in 
order that they may force their goods into market. 

Shall it be said that the Government has no right to interfere for 
the protection of this great interest, even temporarily? I think not, 
Mr. President. I think no Senator will care to take that ground and 
assert that we have no right here representing the people, chosen and 


sent here by them to look to their interests, to say that the interests of | 


this vast section of the country are not to be cared for by the legisla- 
tion which is proposed in this bill. 

If itshall go on unchecked, it will convert the honest yeomanry and 
farmers of this country into tenant farmers whose condition will be 
little better, if any, than that of the tenantry of Ireland. Already 
throughout New York and all this dairy country wherever a farmer 
with 100 or 150 acges of land, tilling it with his own hands, has a 
mortgage upon that farm and can not out of this industry secure suffi- 
cient to his family, pay his labor, and pay the interest on his 
mortgage, the result is that hundreds and thousands of these farms are 
to-day in the hands of the sheriff, being sold for mortgages upon which 
the payment of the interest has not been kept up. 

What is to be the result? 
of the rich men. Men who have money and are able to invest it do not 
hesitate to take up these lands for the mortgages, and then the farmer 
who has toiled cnmahe thirty or forty or fifty years of his life from 
early morning until late at night at honest toil, loses his home, his fire- 
side, his shelter, and becomes a tenant farmer at will. 


Mr. President, in my judgment the safety of our institutions rests | 


upon the number of independent individual landholders in this 
country. If under our system of government it shall so happen that 
these small landholders shall be compelled to give up their farms, so 
that they shall fall into the hands of capitalists, then our country will 
be nearly ready, in my judgment, to change its form of government 
and become an aristocracy or a monarchy. 

This is necessary to prevent any great monopoly from fast- 
ening its upon thiscountry. This whole business, I have stated, 


If the introduction of this | 


They sell it | 
for whatever the market may be, of course their product going in and 


Of course these farms fall into the hands | 


was in the hands of not more than thirty men. A few days ago you 
saw in the papers that a combination of five or six men engaged in the 
slaughtering of animals in the West was about organizing a syndicate 
or pool to control the slaughtering of animalsin thiscountry. Five or 
six men substantially control it to-day, and if they see fit to organize 
| themselves into a combination, like the Standard Oil Company, they 
can control absolutely the meat product of this country; and when 
they have done that, they can give us cheap oleomargarine or they can 
} 





give us dear oleomargarine, just as they please. We shall find our- 
selves bound hand and foot by monopolies. 

Mr. President, every consideration which should influence a legislator 
here, in my judgment, demands of him that he should look carefully 
and well to the interests of the mass of the people, to the producers of 
these products which are necessary for all of our people. 


STATE LAWS ENTIKELY INEDYECTt 

Sir, I gave as another reason for my support of this bill that State 
laws were ineffectual; that up to the present time none of the States 
; had been able to pass such laws as had at all checked this evil or con- 
trolled it. I think twenty or more States have passed Jaws either ab- 
solutely forbidding the manufacture of bogus or imitation butter, or 
controlling it and compelling it to be sold for what itis; but the testi- 
mony taken before this committee and before a number of other in- 
vestigations goes to show most conclusively that none of the States 
have been able to effectually enforce these laws. 

The State of New York has passed, I think, some thirteen separate en- 
| actments. It has appropriated and expended up to this time $146,000 
to secure the suppression of what the State of New York believes to be 
a great evil, the selling of this article for butter when it is not. But 
the testimony of the dairy commissioner and his assistant, and of all 
the produce dealers of the State of New York, is still to the effect that a 
great majority of it is sold in New York under a false name for butter. 
The same testimony comes from Pennsylvania, from New Jersey, and 
from nearly every State. 

There was an attempt before the committee to show that in the State 
of Massachusetts the Massachusetts law was thoroughly executed and 
that it was there sold for what it was; but how was the proof? In the 
city of Boston they have a milk inspector appointed by the city gov- 
ernment to inspect milk and milk products and butter, and to see that 
they are honestly sold and that they are not adulterated, and to prose- 
cute offenders. That officer came down here in the pay of the oppo- 
nents of this bill, brought on here by the oleomargarine manufacturers 
of the city of Boston, and he admitted before the committee that he 
came here at their request and at their pay. He undertook to say that 
in the city of Boston he believed the law was pretty well carried out, 
and told the committee how he had done it. He told the committee 
how many notices he had issued, some three or four hundred in all; 
that wherever he found a person selling it without notifying the con- 
sumer as to what it was, instead of prosecuting him under the law he 
gave him notice that he must not do so again, and then he took it for 
granted that the law was carried out. But his jurisdiction extended 
only over the city of Boston, and he admitted that the goods were shipped 
from there to all the villages and towns of Massachusetts, and he also 
admitted that the bulk of the goods came into Boston without being 
branded at all, or else branded as ‘‘creamery’’ or ‘‘dairy’’ without 
either the word ‘“‘oleomargarine’’ or ‘‘butterine’’ upon them. The 
chief officers and members of the Produce Exchange of Boston came 
before the committee, men who came here in the interest of pure trade 
and commerce, and they told the committee that the law was not en- 
forced in Boston or anywhere in Massachusetts to any considerable ex- 
tent, and they challenged the milk inspector of Boston and his appear- 
ance here in the pay of the oleomargarine people. 

Mr. President, if the dairy commissioner of New York, who has 
charge of this business in our State, had ventured to come here in the 
interest of oleomargarine he would not have ventured to return, I think, 
to the State of New York. At all events his commission would have 
been taken away from him by the governor of the State by telegraph. 
| He would not have been permitted to use his office in such a way as 

that. 

But that was substantially the only attempt that was made before 
the committee to show that this material was anywhere sold for what 
it was, except that Mr. Webster, of Armour & Co., stated that in their 

manufacturing establishment they there sold it to people who came in 
| at retail for what it was and sold it for a price a little above what they 
| charged to the retail dealer, and that a certain number of people did 

go there and buy it at that very low price. The dealers who came be- 
fore the committee and the manufacturers who manufacture it, almost 
without exception—with only one exception—admitted that they did 
not use it at all upon their own tables, that they only used it for ccok- 
| ing purposes as they would lard. 


THE GOVERNMENT MU*i 
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ASSUME ° 

Mr. President, I will not go into the testimony in regard to the inef- 
fectual workings of the various State laws. It stands to reason that 
they can not be effectual and that they can not succeed when we con- 
sider the present condition of commerce in this country. These goods 
are manufactured in various States; they are shipped over all our lines 
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of railroads and steamboats; they go withoutlet or hinderance from one 
State to another; and when this stuff is being brought into New York 
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facture of oleomargarine has in any appreciable degree increased | 
market price of beef-cattle? You can find nothing of the kind in t), 


and Chieago by the hundreds of car-loads unmarked or else branded so | reports of the country. On the contrary, there has been 2 large re«\ 


as to imitate butter it is absolutely impossible that the dairy commis- 
sioner with all his experts and assistants should be able to detect any 
considerable portion of it; and the assistant dairy commissioner states 
in his showing that if they were to undertake to reach all the retail 
dealers in the city of New York alone in this matter and to watch over 
all this as it came into the city upon railroads and steamboats it would 
require not less than a thousand inspectors to do it. 

There is but one way in which it can be done securely, and that is 
by requiring the article to be manufactured in an establishment under 
the l’ederal Government’s supervision, and that none of it shall be al- 
lowe to go out of that manufactory until it is thoroughly branded 
and until) it has affixed to it the internal-revenue stamp, and carrying 
with it all the penalties which attach te infringements of the internal- 
reve::ae laws. When that shall be done, then this material will be 
known wherever it goes; itcan not be unloaded ata depot ; it can not 
be taken off a train; it can not be exposed in the markets anywhere 
without any one who buys it being warned in advance that he is buy- 
ing « bogus article. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough in regard to the policy of 
the State laws to show the necessity of the Federal Government taking 
control of this matter. None of our State governments have any bu- 
reaui or system similar to the Internal Revenue Bureau. The Federal 
Government has had this bureau in operation now for a quarter of a 
century. It is thoroughly established. It has its agentsin every part 
of the country. It is a perfected system of licenses and of inspections 
which are well known to all of our people and are thoroughly feared 
by all evil-doers. This can be put under the control of that depart- 
ment, and not very seriously embarrass it with its work, and throngh 
it the people can know to a certainty what they are buying. It seems 
to me that one consideration is sufficent to induce the Government to 
undertake this work. 

THE TAX A NECESSITY. 

A tax is found inthis bill that in my judgment is not teo high. It 
should be sufficient to recompense the Government for all expenditures 
connected with this provision; and even if it should go further and af- 
ford some incidental protection to the farmers of this country, I think 
noe ene would be harmed. If the tax had been leftat its original figure 
as the bill was introduced, at 10 cents a pound, I should have sup- 
ported it heartily at that figure, but having been reduced by the other 
House to 5 cents, I have not undertaken and have not thought it wise 
in the committee to either increase it or diminish it. 

I am anxious that this bill shall pass at this late stage of the session 
precisely as it came to us from the House, for if amended here we all 
know that there may be danger of its failing between. the two bodies. 

This bill is not to take effect until ninety days after its passage. If 
it shall pass and become a law it will not go into effect until nearly the 
ist of November, and if it shall be found to work hardship in any di- 
rection, if it shall be found to be inadequate in any of its provisions, 
Congress will be in session in December and can again take up the 
matter and correctit. But, believing that this tax is not teo high for 
the purposes of the bill as I have expressed them, I hope that the Sen- 
ate will leave the tax as it now is, at 5 cents a pound. 

I desire briefly to call attention to some of the objections which have 
been made to this measure, and then I shall leave it. 

The manufacturers and those interested in this industry have under- 
aken to array three distinct classes of people against this measure. 
First, they have attempted to arouse the cattle-men, so-called, those 
men who upon the great plains of the West grow cattle, not for dairy 
purposes but for food purpeses, and they have told the cattle-men and 
the committee that if this law passed it would reduce the value of all 
beef-cattle in this country at least $3 a head. 


WHY THE CATTLEMEN OF THE WEST SHOULD FAVOR THIS BILL. 


I shall be able to show that it will do nothing of the kind, that it 
will not reduce the value of beef-cattle at all, in my judgment, and 
even if that proposition were true I should still appeal with confidence 
to the cattle-men of the West to come to the aid of the dairymen of 
the East and protect them in their rights and in their and 
in their industry. Let us see abont this proposition of reducing the 
value of beef-cattle at least $3 per head. Mr. Webster, of Armour & 
Co., who gave the opinion to the committee that it would reduce the 
value of beef-cattle $3 per head, stated that the amount of fat taken 
from a beef animal which could be used for ine was upon 
theaverage 55 pounds, or less than one-half the total amount of fat; that 
its value over ordinary tallow was from 5 to 8 cents per pound. Tak- 
ing it at 7 cents per pound, he made the inerease in value about $3 per 
animal. Mr. Webster also stated that at least two-thirds of all the 
oleo oil produced in this country was exported, and therefore it would 
not be affected by this bill at all. That takes out by this calculation 
two-thirds of it, or $2 out of the three at the start. But does any one 
here who knows anything about the cattle industry of the West and 
about the value of beef-cattle at the present time, and who has looked 
over the prices for the past ten years, undertake to say that the manu- 
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tion in their value mstead of an increase. 

But the manufacture of oleomargarine or the using of 55 pounc|s 
nearly one-half, of the fat found in a beef animal and converting it ini, 
oleomargarine oil, which is worth more than ordinary tallow, has rea|) , 
decreased the value of all the tallow in this country more than $3 pe; 
head of all the cattle that are killed. Before oleo oil was produced | 
this country, when tallow was made from the entire fat of the anim.| 
it held the markets of the world, it was the finest tallow produced an) 
where, and we exporfed it in immense quantities to Europe, and it com 
manded a price of from 7 to 9 cents per pound. Why wasthat? |; 
cause the best portions of the fat went into the tallow, and the steari, 
which makes the tallow hard, makes it valuable for illuminating )).: 
poses, for the manufacture of candles, was left in it; but by the manu 
facture of oleo oil the best of the fat is consumed or used in that prov- 
ess, and of course the remainder makes only an inferior quality of t..)- 
low, which to-day instead of commanding the markets of the world 
searcely exported at all. 

We have been driven out of the markets of Europe by tallow {11 
Russia and that portion of Europe, and to-day our common tallow i 
worth only 3, 3}, or 4 cents a pound, when before this process began i 
was worth 6, 7,8, and 9 cents per pound. If you will make the com- 
putation you will find that the valhe of beef-cattle has been absolute|; 
diminished by this process rather than increased. There is nothin 
whatever in this argument. The cattle-men of the West are as mui!) 
interested in this industry as the dairymen are in the dairy section; 

I have already stated that the dairymen throughout New York State 
are no longer producing beef-cattle. They can produce beef-cattle i: 
they are compelled to do it. They have the finest grass in the wor: 
the best pastures, and if it shall be no longer possible for them to pro 
duce butter and cheese, what will they do with their one million tive 
hundred thousand cows; what will they do with their twenty or thirt) 
million acres of land which are to-day being used for pasture and ' 
support of the dairy cow? They must again return to the growing 0! 
beef-cattle, and in three years from now if the New York farmer is com- 
pelled to give up dairying he can produce every year and put into the 
market half a million of fine beef-cattle, and being near the great cities 
and the great markets of the East, although he may not find it as proiit- 
able as he has found dairying heretofore, yet he has no choice. 
land is there and he is there, and he must get out of it the most he cau 

Why, sir, to-day, all down though Central New York and through the 
dairy regions where I live, our farmers do not produce their own mea! 
Every day a refrigerator-car with Chicago dressed beef passes throug! 
the great valley of the Mohawk and stops at every village, and into 1 
refrigerator it puts 10 or 15 tons of Western beef, and the dairy farmers 
of that section, instead of growing their own beef, come down to the 
village markets and buy Chicago dressed beef. They have done this 
because they have turned their attention entirely to one thing, the pro- 
duction of butterand cheese. Take from them that industry, and they 
must turn to the other, and the lands in New York, which have not 
grown wheat for nearly fifty years, and which have been growing in 
fertility because of the eattle which have been kept upon them, must 
return to wheat-growing also. 


ine 


THE WHEAT-GROWEERS OF THE WEST INTERESTED. 


Not one out of ten of the farmers of New York to-day grows his ow1 
wheat for his own table, but the lands are again fertile and the farmers 
can again return to growing wheat and they must doit. But, as Is.y, 
changes in the management of affairs and in the process of farming are 
necessarily slow. They have been holding on now for five years con- 
tending against this accursed thing which is destroying them, hopin 
against hope that their own State laws might protect them, until tind 
ing their inability to protect themselves there they have at last appea! «| 
to Congress. 

This attempt to stir up the cattle interest of th® West by the {alse 
pretense that this action will reduce the value of their herds is just 05 
bogus and false a pretense as is the stuff they produce. No, Mr. I’res 
ident; the cattle-men of the West are quite as much interested in (!)s 
thing as are the dairymen in New York or Minnesota. Let this in 
dustry be stricken down and we shall be able to produce, and wi!! |» 
compelled to produce, a very large part of all the meat which is ! 
quired for the markets. 


COTTON-SEED OIL MEN FALSLEY ARRAYED AGAINST THE MEASURE. 

Secondly, the attempt has been made to stir up the growers of oo! 
ton in the South upon the flimsy pretext that cotten-seed oil was larg: 
used in this process and that if it were disturbed it would break dow» 
the price of cotton. 

Mr. President, that is so absurd a proposition that it seems scarce’) 
necessary to mention it. It is answered, and completely answere:. !'v 
a circular-letter which was issued by Armour &Co., of Chicago, »t t\° 
beginning of this contest, in which they described their process of m.0 
ufacture, its cleanliness, «c., and stated the i ients that were used, 
and in that letter they state that they use chiefly the fat of beef-catt!«, 
and lard, and that occasionally at certain seasons of the year, whi!) 
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of course, is in the winter, some manufacturers use a very small per- 
centage of salad oil made from cotton-seed, to soften the product; but 
no one came before the committee nor could we find any manufacturer 
of oleomargarine who admitted he was using cotton-seed oil regularly. 
Since they have come to use lard largely in this product they have aban- 
doned the use of cotton-seed oil, if they ever used it to any great ex- 
tent, and the use of all other oils. 

Cotton-seed. oil has its own place. It is undoubtedly a very valua- 
ble product. It makes a very valuable salad oil, and it has been used, 
Lam told, and exported abroad and there mixed with olive oil and re- 
turned to us as olive oil. I have no doubt, if properly clarified and 

t up, within a few years’ time the principal salad oil of this country 
will be made from the cotton seed, and it will be sold for what it is; 
there will be no necessity of resorting to fraudulent labels or any pre- 
tenses that it is something that it is not. 

No, Mr. President; any attempt to stir up the South on this ques- 
tion is utterly futile. I have here a letter from a gentleman in the 
South exposing this whole attempt to stir up the people of the South 
on this question, denouncing it in the strongest terms, going on to say 
that little or none of the cotton-seed oil is used in this manufacture. 

It is undoubtedly true that to-day less than 1 per cent. of the eleo- 
margarine im this country contains any cotton-seed oil whatever. 

POSITION OF THE LABORER. 

The advocates of oleomargarine have also attempted to stir up one 
class of our people against another. They have circulated throughout 
the country petitions asking laboring men as such to petition Congress 
against the passage of this measure. They have met with very little 
success, I amr glad to say, for the laboring men of this country are too 
intelligent to be deceived by any such arguments as have been pre- 
sented tothem. The advocatesof oleomargarine have told us that this 
is a good, cheap food for poor people and laboring people. I do not pro- 

to insult any of my constituents or any free American citizens by 
telling them that any kind of food is good enough for them unless I 
think it is good enougn for myself; nor do I believe that the laboring 
people of this country desire to have any cheap kind of food set apart 
and designated as good enough for them, and that it isa cheap and proper 
substitute fora better article. The laboring men of this country know 
this fundamental truth, that they can not expect to and that they have 
no right to buy the labor of any other man for less than its true value. 
They do not desire to have their butter for less than it costs the labor 
on the farm to produce it, no more than they desire to have their own 
labor in the factories sold to the farmer for less than it costs. They 
understand full well that if the farmers of this country are compelled 
to sell their products for less than it costs them to produce them, in re- 
turn those farmers can not afford to buy the manufactured articles which 
these laboring men turn ont from the manufacturing establishments 
unless they buy them at equally reduced prices. 

No men in the country understand that proposition better than the 
laboring men. ‘Thus far these appeals have not been very successful in 
seenring the co-operation of the laboring men of this country. If these 
parties had desired to furnish a cheap food, why have they not sold it 
for what it was and fora reasonable price ? 


SWINDLING THE LABORING MAN. 

One retail dealer came before the committee and told the committee 
that he thought this was a very valuable food product, one which 
would be largely consumed in the manufacturing towns in New Eng- 
land and that it was a proper food for mechanics, and he thought they 
ought not to be denied the privilege of having it. I asked him how 
much he charged the laboring men for it. He said 17 cents a pound. 
Lasked him how much he paid for it at wholesale, and he said about 
10 cents. LIsaid, ‘‘ You think it is a good food for the laboring man 
and he ought to have it,’’ and he said, ‘‘ Yes.’’ I said, ‘‘ My dear 
friend, why do you not sell it to him for 11 or 12 centsa pound, mak- 


ing a fair t to yourself, if you think he ought to have it at a cheap 
price?” To that he had no answer except to say that that was not 
profit 


enough. 
Mr, President, it is a ‘‘ good enough’’ food for poor people, and it is 
good food for a laboring man; but when it is sold to him it 
must be sold at the highest price! Pass this bill, and if the laboring 
man wants to consume this food he will get it as he gets it now, but 
he will know what it is, and he will get it for from 25 te 50 per cent. 
less than he gets it now, even if you put a tax of 5 cents a pound 
on it. There can be no question about that. To-day this article is 
sold anywhere from 100 to 200 per cent. above its cost, and it is so sold 
because the people who buy it are.deceived. Put the stamp upon it 
and compel every man to sell it fer what it is, and thus all the people 
will get the benefit of the low price if they desire to use it. 
AN APPEAL To ALL THE AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS NORTH AND SOUTH. 

_ Mr. President, I do not hesitate to appeal here to all the agricultaral 
interests of the country. Our Government is a government of com- 
promises. It covers a vast territory, in one portion of which one prin- 
cipal article may be produced, and in another portion another article 
= and in another another, and so the country is divided up. 
Now it will not do for one interest to demand that its opponents shall 
be sacrificed for itself; there must be mutual concessions and compro- 
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mises. The farmers of the dairy districts of this country have stood 
for protection to home industry, they have stood for protection to the 
manufacturers of this country and to the mechanics and laborers who 
work in manufacturing establishments. They have a right to ask of 
them in return thattheir great industry when threatened with destrue- 
tion shall receive their support. 

The farmers of the dairy districts have consented, and I have voted 
to maintaina large duty upon sugar, which is produced in the southern 
portion of our country. ‘They have done this because they believed it 
for the best interests of the whole country. By it all the sugar con- 
sumed in the country is advanced from 2 to 3 cents a pound over what 
it would be if there was no duty upon sugar. But the farmers of the 
North, knowing that the people occupying the sugar-producing coun- 
try of the South can produce nothing else but sugar to any profit, have 
said, we are one common country, we will stand together, we will 
allow ourselves to be taxed for your protection. 

And so, Mr. President, the men in the dairy districts ef which I have 
been speaking have stood fora tax upon rice, which is produced in an- 
other portion of our country, and although the great bulk of the rice is 
consumed at the North and in the manufacturing districts largely, still 
all our people have consented te its protection. In short, had it not 
been for the votes of the North in this body and in the other legislative 
bedy for years it would have been stricken down. 

Sofo-day, Mr. President, you may go over the whole country and 
look at all its various industries and interests; they may clash at 
points, but still heretofore there have been concession and compromise, 
and so to-day the farmers living in this vast region which I have de- 
seribed from the Atlantic Ocean to the Rocky Mountains and north of 
the Petomac and Ohio come here appealing confidently to the justice of 
the men who live in the sugar region, and the men who live in the rice 
region, and the men who are herding their vast flocks upon the com- 
mon domain in the West, and ask of them that they will concede some- 
thing of their interest for the protection of this great industry of which 
I have spoken. 

Mr. President, we know that the political majority in the ecountry— 
and by that I do not refer to political parties, but the majority of the 
votes—may be found in sections of country which are not particularly 
interested in the dairy industry; but we do not hesitate to appeal to 
all the people to give us this legislation which shall prevent the destruc- 
tion and ruin which is now going on in the dairy districts. I have faith 
to believe that we shall not appeal in vain. 


A CLASS OF CITIZENS HAVING A RIGHT TO BE HEARD. 


If I have wearied the Senate with my long speech, if 1 have spoken 
earnestly, it is because I am pleading for a class of our citizens who 
have a right to be heard. It is a class to which I belong, in which |! 
was born, and with which my lot was cast in early manhood. There 
is nothing connected with farm life as known tothe Northwhich I have 
not experienced and do not know; and when I look about me at my 
home and see strong men now at fifty or sixty years of age, who have 
worked all their lives to accumulate a little property of 150 acres of 
land which they have labored early and late to improve, building their 
houses, their barns, and their fences, and still with a mortgage of a 
thousand or two thousand dollars upon the farm—when I see the sheriff 
taking possession of these farms, turning out these men and their fam- 
ilies in the decline of their life because thirty manufacturers of oleo- 
margarine can to-day make as much of an article they call butter as 
the whole of them, and furnish it and produce it for less than half 
what it costs the honest farmer, you must pardon my earnestness, you 
must pardon the length of nmry speech. 

I hope I have not appealed in vain to this body. I hope, however 
weak and imperfect has been my presentation of this question, that the 
Senate of the United States upon this almost the first measure which 
the farmers of this country have asked this body to act upon will act 
upon it promptly, will act wpon it wisely, will act upon it liberally, 
and that finally it will pass this bill precisely as it came from the House 
in order that we may be sure that it shall finally become a law before 
the two Houses of Congress shall adjourn. 

Mr.COKE. Mr. President, the pending bill imposes a license tax of 
$600 a year on all manufacturers of oleomargarine, $400 on all wholesale 
dealers inoleomargarine, and $48 dollars on all retail dealers in that arti- 
cle. It also imposes a tax of 5 cents per pound on all oleomargarine 
manufaetured, and hedges abeut its manufacture and sale with the most 
onerous and repressive restrictions and obstructions, involving heavy 
bonds and extreme penalties, the whole bill bristling with evidences 
of legislative hostility to the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine. I 
propose to state briefly and without elaboration the reasons for the 
vote I shall cast against the bill. If the manufucture or use of oleo- 
margarine is detrimental to the public health, or for any reason of 
public policy should be prohibited or discouraged, it belongs exclu- 
sively to the police powers of the several States to deal with the 
subject, and Congress has neither power nor jurisdiction over it. 
The general proposition that the regulation of the trades, business, and 
occupations of the people, so far as the public are affected by them, is 
under the exelusive control and jurisdiction of the several States is so 
fully sustained in the texts of elementary law writers, the decisions of 
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the courts, and in the political history and jurisprudence of the coun- 
try that it would seem almost unnecessary to quote authorities in sup- 
port of it. I will read from Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations a full, 
clear, and accurate statement of the general principles of law on this 
subject. 

On page 572 the learned author says: 

The police of a State, ina comprehensive sense, embraces its system of internal 
regulation, by which it is sought not only to preserve the public order and to pre- 
vent offenses against the State, but also to establish for the intercourse of citi- 
zen with citizen those rules of good manners and good neighborhood which are 
calculated to prevent a conflict of rights, and to insure to each the uninterrupted 


enjoyment of his own, so far as is reasonably consistent with like enjoyment of 
rights by others. 





* 7 » 
We think it is a settled principle— 

Says Chief-Justice Shaw— 
growing out of thé nature of well-ordered civil society that every holder of 
property, however absolute and unqualified may be his title, holds it under 
the implied liability that his use of it shail not be injurious to the equal enjoy- 
ment of others having an equal right to the enjoyment of their property, nor 
injurious to the rights of the community. All property in this Commonwealth 
is * * ® held subject to those general regulations which are necessary to 
the common good and general welfare. 

Rights of property, like all other social and conventional rights, are subject to 
such reasonable limitations in their enjoyment as shall prevent them from being 
injurious, and to such reasonable restraints and regulations established by law 
as the Legislature, under the governing and controlling power vested in them 
by the Constitution, may think necessary and expedient. This is very déffer- 
ent from the right of eminent domain, the right of a government to take and 
appropriate private property whenever the public exigency requires it, which 
ean be done only on condition of providing a reasonable compensation there- 
for. 

The power we allude to is rather the police power; the power vested in the 
Legisiature by the Constitution to make, ordain, and lish all manner of 
wholesome and reasonable laws, statutes, and ordinances, either with penalties 
or without, not repugnant to the Constitution, as they shall judge to be for the 
yood and welfare of the Commonwealth and of the subjects of the same. It is 
much easier to perceive and realize the existence and sources of this power than 
to mark its boundaries or prescribe limits to its exercise. 

This police power of the State— 


Says another eminent judge— 
extends to the protection of the lives, limbs, health, comfort, and quiet of all 
persons, and the protection of all property within the State. According to the 
maxim, ‘Bic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas, wh ich being of universal application, 
it must, of course, be within the range of leg islative action to define the mode 
and manner in which every one may so use his own as not to injure others. 

And again: 

By this general police power of the State persons and property are sub- 
jected to all kinds of restraints and burdens in order to secure the general com- 
fort, health, and prosperity of the State; of the perfect right in the Legislature 
to do which no question over was, or, upon acknowledged general principles, 
ever can be made, so far as natural awe are concerned. 

In the American constitutional system, Go pen er to establish the ordinary 
regulations of police has been left with the individual States and can not be as- 
sumed by the National Government. Neither can the National Government 
through any of its departments or officers assume any supervision of the police 
regulations of the States, so long as they do not invade the sphere of national 
sovereignty and obstruct or impede the exercise of any au uthority which the 
Constitution has confided to the nation. 


This statement of the meaning and scope of the pear wers of the 
States is abundantly fortified by a large number of authorities both 
English and American, and especially by numerous and leading decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States. Among the latter is 
the United States rs. De Witt, 9 Wall., 41, in which a section of the 
internal-revenue act of 1867, which undertook to make it a misde- 
meanor to mix for sale naphtha and illuminating oils, or to sell oil of 
petroleum inflammable at a less temperature than 110° Fahrenheit, 
was held a mere police regulation, and as such void within the States. 

The License cases (5 How., 504) and the Passenger cases (7 How., 283) 
affirm the same general principles. Congress can not legalize a busi- 
ness within a State which is forbidden by the State. (License-tax cases, 
5 Wall., 471.) In Patterson vs. Kentucky, 97 United States Rep., 501, 
it was held that the State could prohibit in her borders the sale of an 
article patented as an invention under the laws of the United States, 
and this in virtue of the police powers of the Stat~. Chief-Justice 
Marshall, in the great case of Gibbon vs. Ogden, repo:-te:1 in 9 Wheaton, 
in the extract I now read, covered the whole ground, as follows: 

But the inspection laws are said to be ations of commerce, and are cer- 
tainly recognized in the Constitution as being passed in the exercise of apower 
remaining with the States. 

That inspection laws mt have a remote and considerable y= =e —_ 
merce will not be denied; but that a power to e commerce is 
from which the right to pass them is derived can not be admitted, Theol object 
of inspection laws is to improve the quality of articles produced ile the 
of a country ; to fit them for exportation pease it =e be, for 

They act upon the subject before it becom of jolene om 
or of commerce among the States, - ‘prepare it for that 

— of that immense mass legislation which embraces 

within the territory of a State i nee to the 

and which can be most advan exercised by the States themsel 
Inspection laws qonneninys lawen ra health laws of every description, as well as 
laws for regulating the internal commerce of a State and those which respect 
pty eng ee, &e., og ——— —_ of aol mass. a £511 
remain subject to State yr tty (Pages 202, 203.) , a eee 


)- These and various other decisions of the Su —— Court of the United 
States, which I will not designate becaus: I believe it , estab- 
lish, as undeniably as authority can do it, the ition that while in 
the Territories and in the District of Columivia possesses general 
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legislative powers, in the States that Congress possesses no power over an 
business or trade, and can not forbid or punish any act done in purst. 
ance of any calling or vocation. This whole subject, it is capalanivel y 
held, is within the police powers of the States and outside of the juri 
diction of Congress. 

It is obvious that the pending bill, in its structure, is not predicated 
upon the idea that Congress possesses the power to suppress or inter- 
fere with the manufacture of oleomargarine in the States. It does no: 
on its face trespass upon the police powers of the States, nor interfere 
in any way with their rights. The bill is a tax bill, pure and simple. 
Judged by iteelf, the purpose of the bill is to collect and pay moncy 
into the Treasury. Ought this bill to pass if this be its object, and \; 
can have no other constitutionally ? 

Do we need more money to carry on the Government, and must yw; 
invent new methods and subjects of taxation in order to raise it? | 
answer that question by referring to the surplus now piled in the Treas- 
ury, which ought to be in circulation among the people because not 
needed for the purposes of the Government. We have lying absolutely 
idle in the Treasury $224,000,000, and only $144,000,000 of bonds which 
are subject to call and can be paid prior to 1891, and we collected last 
year $96,000,000 more than we could use, and will collect the same the 
next year and the year after, and indefinitely on, unless we reduce the 
present rate of taxation, which up to this time has been successfully 
resisted. 

Why hoard up more of the people’s money in the Treasury? The 
only legitimate object of taxation is to raise revenue, and the only hon- 
est purpose of raising revenue is to support and pay the expenses of the 
Government. We have now more revenue than is needed for that pur- 
pose. No recommendation of additional taxation has been made by the 
executive department of the;Government; on the contrary, a reduction 
of the tariff has been recommended and urged. Judge Cooley says, on 
page 57 of the book I was just reading from, that— 


Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of revenue for 
public purposes, and whatever governmental exaction has not this basis is ty- 
rannical and unlawful. 


If this bill was what it purports to be, a bill to raise revenue to 
support the Government and nothing else, for the reasons I have given 
it would not receive five minutes’ consideration nor half a dozen votes 
in either House of Congress. 

While this is a tax billon its face and in its structure, itis perfectly 
clear from the enormous rate of the tax it imposes and the declarations 
of its advocates in and out of Congress that the raising of revenue is not 
its object, because the tax is largely prohibitory and will seriously 
cripple if it does not destroy the industry of manufacturing oleomar- 
garine, and this is the confessed object and purpose of the bill. This 
bill is demanded by the dairy farmers in order to break down the 
oleomargarine manufacture because that article competes in the mar- 
ket with butter and brings down the price of it. Here we all know 
this to be true. 


I have on my desk, and there is on every Senator’s desk, a volume 
of two hundred and seventy-four pages of testimony ta ken before the 


Senate Committee on Agriculture during this session in reference to this 
bill, and on every page of it is found avowals by friends of the bill that 
it is intended to protect and keep up the price of butter. On its face 
the bill is constitutional, because the power to tax resides confessed|y 
in Congress, but the power was vested in Congress to enable the Gov- 
ernment to raise the revenue it needs, and the useof that power for the 
other and different purpose of crippling or destroying one of the indus- 
tries of the country for the benefit of another industry. is an evasion of 
and fraud upon the Constitution. 

In respect to the taxing power as to other great powers, Congress has 
been well said to be only a trustee, and the exercise of that power for 
purposes other than those for which it was granted is a violation of 
trust and of the instrument creating it. It is a proposition which «|! 
will admit and not one will deny, that Congress has no power to 
prohibit or interfere with by direct legislation the manufacture of o!co- 

ine in the States. Yet the advocates of this bill are endeavor- 
ing to accom — this very purpose by means of a wrongful and fraud- 
ulent use of the taxing power which was vested in Congress for 4 
wholly different purpose, to 
the Government. 

Revenue is neither expected nor desired under this bill if it passes. 
The friends of the bill, both in and out of Congress, admit the objec: 
of the bill to be to destroy the manufacture ofoleomargarine, not because 
unwholesome, because the bill licenses it, and thereby admits it to be 
wholesome and fit to be sold, but in the interest of and for the benetit 
and protection of the butter industry. To accomplish this purpose, 


to wit, that of raising money to carry on 


the power of the National Government is invoked to destroy by in- 


direct means an established industry in theStates, which is con{essed!y 
beyond its reach and outside of the scope of its jurisdiction by direct 
legislation. 


This fraud upon the Constitution and the admitted rights of the States 
is sought to be perpetrated for the protection and building up of one 
industry by the destruction of another. This is a new application © 

ple of protection. We are familiar with a protective tarifi 
which levies a high duty on foreign imports in‘order to give amonopo!) 
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of the home market to domestic manufacturers, for the people of this 
country have been robbed for more than a half century under such a 
tariff for the benefit of a comparatively few manufacturers. But this 
tariff does produce a large revenue, and its repressive features are di- 
rected against foreign competition. 

The pending bill for the protection of the dairy interests, by the 
destruction of the manufacture of oleomargarine, turns the principle 





of protection — the great body of the American people, in behalf 
of a very small proportion of butter-makers. The advocates of the 


pending bill invoke high taxation not for the purpose of raising rev- 
enue, nor for the purpose of protecting American labor against foreign 
competition, but for the purpose of striking down and destroying a 
jegitimate American industry, and the American capital and labor em- 
ployed in it; and worse than that, for the purpose of preventing the 
manufacture of a healthy, nutritious, and cheap food product, needed 
and desired by millions of the American people, who are not able to buy 
the higher-priced butter, and all done to enrich the people engaged in 
the dairy business. 

The high-tariff protectionist erroneously but honestly believes that 
he is protecting and defending all American labor and capital against 
foreign invasion. The high-butter protectionist is making war on both 
American labor and American capital, on both the manufacturers and 
consumers of oleomargarine. 

Between the two forms of protection, both of which are odious to 
me, I infinitely prefer that of the protective tariff, because that is di- 
rected against foreigners, while the other is aimed at my own country- 
men. I challenge successful contradiction when I assert that he who 
supports and advocates this bill can not without stultifying himself 
object either on the score of constitutionality or expediency to a high 
protective tariff. If protection to one domestic industry at the expense 
of another domestic industry is constitutional and expedient, a fortiori 
the protection of all American industries against all foreign indus- 
tries is both constitutional and expedient. The tariff protectionist 
levies the tax on foreign goods regardless of revenue, to prevent their 
importation except in limited quantities. The butter protectionist 
under the pending bill has arranged the tax and the license fee to 
largely prevent and destroy the manufacture of oleomargarine, at the 
same time destroying all hope or prospect of raising the revenue from 
it which the bill on its face fraudulently promises to collect. I repeat 
that the sole difference between the two methods of protection is that 
one is leveled against foreigners and the other against American in- 
terests, and that the latter is more obnoxious than the former. 

No precedent so vicious has ever been placed on our statute-book as 
this will be if enacted into law. It isclass legislation of the most pro- 
nounced and flagrant character. Instead of leaving the various indus- 
trial interests of the country to self-adjustment under the laws of trade, 
of supply and demand, and the operations of individual enterprise, it 
will array them against each other in the halls of Congress, the parti- 
sans of each striving to gain by legal enactment what under the laws 
of commerce they are unable to reach or to hold, just as the dairy people 
are now striving by this bill to hold a market which under open com- 
petition they admit they are rapidly losing, and this loss of the market 
is the ground upon which they demand the passage of this bill. It does 
not require the gift of prophecy to foresee the struggles to occur between 
rival interests and opposing partisans if this course of legislation is to 
be entered upon. 

How long will it be before Congress is called on to destroy by taxa- 
tion eane sugar for the protection of beet sugar, or corn for the protec- 
tion of wheat, or the raising of hogs for the protection of cattle-growers, 
or the raising of mules for the protection of horses, and to discriminate 
by prohibitory taxation between the different manufactures of this 
country, as-we are called on by this bill to do between oleomargarine 
and butter? Congress can as well destroy or cripple any one or all of 
these industries as it can the manufacture of oleomargarine. Adverse 
interests will always be knocking at the doors of Congress and demand- 
ing this character of legislation, if it is once commenced. The prece- 
dent once established will be prolific of demands for its repetition. 

With the possibility of this bill becoming a iaw a discussion of other 
forms of discrimination between domestic industries has already com- 
menced. I read from the well-known New York journal The Nation 
a communication which is suggestive of the fierce antagonisms to be 
generated among our thousands of rival industries by this sort of legis- 
lation, as follows: 


NATURAL GAS. 
To the editor of the Nation : 


Sm: In this time of discussing taxation and protecting industries, there is one 
commodity that seems to be a natural subject of _—— taxation—natural gas. 
The scope and promise of this new factor in industry is such as portends no 
little disturbance to our iron and other industries, and there seems no good 
reason why the nation should not share in the benefit of this great boon, although 
its and source be in a special district of the country. 

Natural gas, as its name indicates, is not a product of skill, is not even a sur- 
face product such as is conveyed in Government titles to laud. It comes from 
“the bowels of the earth,” and one who regards its present vast influence and 


conjectures its future must that it will throw our industries out of bal- 


ance. If ever there was a suitable and equitable subject for special taxation, is 
not here one? The menace to the 
fuels ete 


sinks intoinsignificance in comparison 
to our manufacturing industries from this new and miraculous 


fuel. too much to claim, on the score of cost alone, to say nothing of 
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other advantages, that the cheapening of many manufactures in Pittsburgh 
amounts to 10 per cent. How is fair competition to be maintained without a 
tax? 


PROTECTION. 

PITTSBURGH, June 22, 1886. 

No discovery, no invention, no innovation such as has marked every 
step of our wonderful progress as a nation could have survived the ap- 
plication of the principle underlying this bill, for every one of them 
would have been crushed out for the protection of the then existing 
order of things, as it is now proposed to crush out the manufacture of 
a desirable and healthy food product which the daily increasing density 
of our population demands for the comfort and sustenance of the people 
and especially of the great mass of them who are not rich. 

Oleomargarine is proved by the testimony of the most learned phy- 
sicians, scientists, and experts in this country, taken before the Senate 
committee, and printed and on our desks, to be a pure, wholesome, 
healthful, and nutritious food product, as palatable as butter and par- 
taking very much of its nature, but made with much less labor and 
cost, and consequently much cheaper than butter. 

The reports show that 200,000,000 pounds of this article are manu- 
factured annually in this country. It is said by some of the witnesses 
that the cost of making it is some 7 or 8 cents per pound, and all the 
evidence shows that it is exceedingly difficult to detect the difference 
between it and genuine butter which is sold in the markets at from 
25 to 40 cents per pound. If oleomargerine is clean, is wholesome, is 
nutritious, is palatable, and can be sold and a good profit made at less 
than half the cost of genuine butter, and if human testimony can be 
believed all these things are true of it, why, I ask, shall the sixty 
millions of people in this country be prohibited by law from choosing 
between it and butter? 

Has it come to this, that the diet of the people is to be regulated by 
law, to the end that butter-makers shall have a monopoly of the market ? 
Sumptuary legislation, which for more than two hundred years has been 
discarded in the monarchical countries of Europe, is sought to be estab- 
lished in this country by this bill, and our self-reliant, self-respecting, 
and self-governing people, who created this Government, are to have 
their diet regulated as if they were so many children under guardian- 
ship. 

‘This result is proposed to be brought about not by direct, straight- 
forward, honest legislation, because the advocates of this bill will ad- 
mit that direct prohibition of the manufacture of oleomargarine by 
Congress would be utterly unconstitutional and void, because the sub- 
ject is outside of the jurisdiction of Congress, and wholly within the 
jurisdiction of the several States, but by the indirect and fraudulent 
use of the taxing power, which was conferred on Congress solely for 
the purpose of raising revenue for support of the Government. 

A wrongful and violent diversion of a great constitutional power 
from its proper and legitimate and beneficent use into that of an 
instrument of destruction of a great American interest is what is de- 
liberately proposed by this bill. Not only the manufacturers and con- 
sumers of oleomargarine, but the producers of the raw material entering 
into the composition of that product will, if this bill become a law, 
be sufferers. The choicer portions of the fat of hogs and of beeves as 
well as some of the vegetable oils, notably cotton-seed oil, are used in 
the manufacture of oleomargarine. We are informed by experts that 
if this bill passes, every beef slaughtered in the United States will be 
depreciated in value from $1.50 to $3.00, and the value of every bushel 
of cotton-seed will be injuriously affected. 

This bill is said to be in the interest of the farmers. It is in the in- 
terest of the dairy farmers, but is a direct blow at the interests of the 
great body of farmers of the South and West who raise the cotton, corn, 
and wheat, and the cattle and hogs. It is a direct blow at all the poor 
people of this country in that it will increase the cost of living, and 
the tax, if the manufacture of oleomargarine should survive, will be 
paid by them, not by the rich, who can afford to buy butter. 

The dairy people have raised a hue and cry against oleomargarine as 
**hogus butter,’’ ‘‘ imitation butter,’’ ‘‘ fraudulent butter,’’? &c. No- 
body could object to a law requiring oleomargarine to be branded as 
such, so that all would know it to be oleomargarine, not butter. No- 
body could object toa law affixing penalties to the sale of oleomarga- 
rine, representing it to be butter. This would be right and proper. 

But this is a matter for State legislation. Congress has nothing to 
do with it. It falls under the police powers of the States to act on it. 
This would not satisfy the dairy people and they have not attempted it 
or asked it. It would not destroy competition with their product. It 
would not increase the price of butter in the market, and that is what 
they are seeking by the pending bill. They desire protection for butter 
against American competition, just as the manufacturer desires protec- 
tion against foreign competition. 

The people I have the honor in part to represent, who are mainly 
agricultural, sell the products of their labor in the open markets of the 
world, in unprotected competition with the products of pauper, peas- 
ant, serf, and heathen labor of the four quarters of the earth, while 
compelled by a tariff framed to protect manufacturers from similar 
competition to buy in a market 50 per cent. dearer than where they 
sel]. They are unalterably opposed toa protective tariff which thus 
taxes them for the benefit of others, and desire trade and commerce as 
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free and untrammeled as the necessities of the Government for revenue 
will permit. With these views they are necessarily opposed to the in- 
ternal protection of one class at the expense of all others, as provided 
for in this bill. In opposing this bill, both on the score of constitu- 
tionality and expediency, I express their wishes and my own convic- 
tions. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the foundation and reliance of the 
system of government and civilization—of which we are justly proud 
and for the permanency of which we are all solicitous—is profitable 
agriculture. 

The numbering of our producers in 1880 showed a total of 17,392,099, 
of which number 7,670,493, or a little over 44 per cent., were engaged 
in farming. 

In all nations the landed interest has ever been the great conservative 
force, and its prosperity can not have too much consideration in state 
councils. 

When the farmer is pinched the merchant and artisan cry out, and 
no abiding good comes to a land where labor in the soil is unremuner- 
ative. 

American agriculture, by reason of cheap, fertile lands, wholesome 
laws, mixed farming, comprehensive systems of transportation, and the 
development of home markets, has stood on the apex of historical labor. 

The American farmer has been a sovereign instead of a peasant; a 
gentieman instead of a hind. 

The profits of the soil have permitted personal comforts and edugca- 
tional surroundings with leisure for self-culture. 

Our farmers have not only contributed largely to the support of our 
Government, but have appeared in the front rank of our legislators and 
citizen soldiers. , 

Protected against foreign competition by the excellence and abun- 
dance of their products and by judicious tariffs the landholder has been 
the master not only of the soil but of the state, and the state has been 
the gainer thereby. 

By the census of 1880 we learn that the values in farms, farm imple- 
ments, live stock, and products of 1879 were $657,419,027 greater than 
that found in manufactures and manufactured products of that year, 
railroads, and the gold and silver product of our mines. 


Capital invested in manufactures............-ccccescseosseseessseesseeeres eoseeees $2, 790, 272, 606 
Value of manufactured product............cccccscsseveresersoesqereseesoversonsesss 5, 369, 579, 191 
Production of gold and silver...... cpnannnanpecqpuuounpeesenepegammiunsonneptnnensn 74, 490, 620 
Comptes Gerpenitidl tin CAPO ine scncss coccctccscccssdsnectossnsbecsthpuncsieviesatbasins 5, 425, 722, 560 








Value of farms, including land, fences, and buildings........... . 10, 197, 096, 776 





Value of farming implements and machinery in use on farms...... 406, 520, 055, 
Value of live stock On farias,......-.ccccseesssscsseseseccerevenessseserececereeeseees 1,500, 464,609 
Value of farm products for 1879... ....c.+.ssee-erssssmsssesecsonesetenenseesenseers 2, 213, 402, 564 

14, 317, 484, 004 


Were such an interest, including nearly one-half of the producing 
population and so large a proportion of the real wealth of our nation, 
attacked in a vital part by a foreign assailant no time would be lost be- 
fore beating to arms for its defense. 


MAGNITUDE OF OUR DAIRY INTEREST. 


The largest single department of our mixed farming and the most 
essential to the permanent fertility of the soil is dairying. 

Theannual product of the dairies in the United States in butter, cheese 
and milk is estimated at $564,959,500, which amount is over four times 
the value of the oat crop, $150,000,000 more than the value of the 
wheat crop, three times the value of our cotton manufactures and 
more than twice the value of the combined iron and_ steel product. 
The capital invested in miich cows is greater than that invested in na- 
tional-bank stock. 

This enormous interest is not localized at a few trade centers. Itis 
distributed throughout the length and breadth of our land in the most 
favorable birth-places and homes of our people. It provides the extra 
necessities and simple luxuries for the log cabin and often measures 
the year’s profit of the more forehanded husbandman. 


OLEOMARGARINE THE CHILD OF PAMINE. 


Amid the horrors of the siege of Parisin 1869, when horse-flesh was 
made palatable by hunger and patriotism, when house pets were sold 
in the markets for food, when rats were devoured by the gaunt and 
garbage fought for by the starving, when the fertile invention of the most 
ingenious cooks in the world was taxed to sustain life by any and all 
methods, a.chemist named Mége discovered a substitute for butter. It 
=e child of famine and despair. Nine years afterward it was pat- 
ented in the United States. 

The ingredients of this compound were not objectionable—to the 
starving—and the mixture was toothsome and not poisonous. 

The specifications were: ‘‘ Fats of all animals reduced, by novel meth- 
ods; oleomargarine mixed with milk, combined with bicarbonate of soda 
and pepsin from cow’s udders; coloring matter added and churned.”’ 

Of all the desperate innovations and inventions to prolong life in that 
city of horrors, only two, I believe, have retained places in the econo- 
my of living. They are horse-flesh for the very poor and the noxious 


JULY 19, 





VANKEE IMPROVEMENTS. 

The compound of Mége was not an exact counterfeit of butter, an. 
the swift improvements (?) of American cupidity were rained upon thic 
Patent Office to add to its selling qualities and lessen its cost to tho 
mixer. 

Among the ingredients named in eighty-four of these patents t we! 
are known poisons, twenty-six are of dubious desirability, while eleven 
may be called unobjectionable. 

The desired result has been reached, and an olla-podrida prepared «| 
a cost of from 7 to 13 cents per pound, which is wholesaled at from 9 
to 15 cents per pound and retailed at the going price of butter. 

In each of its three presentations, as oleomargarine, suine, and hut- 
terine, its texture and consistency are most deceptive, and its enemics 
join with its advocates in testifying that it is impossible to distinguis) 
it from butter by any or all the unaided senses. 

An expert describes it as chemically the same as butter; but chem- 
ically charcoal and the diamond are the same, and such conclusions 
only illustrate the limitations of chemistry. 

By the use of arnotto it is tinted with the rich, golden, buttercup hue 
which has served as the trade-mark of the choicest product of the her 
since that memorable and fruitful day described in Genesis xviii, wher: 
Abraham received the messengers of the Lord on the plains of Mamre: 


And he took butter and milk and the calf which he had dressed and sct it | 
fore them; and he stood by them under the tree, and they did eat. 


GRowTi AND EFFECT OF THE OLEOMARGARINE TRADE. 

From the report of the testimony taken by the Committee on Ag: 
culture and Forestry—which contains the fullest statements of the 
opponents of this bill—it appears that 200,000,000 pounds of these 
mixtures have been manufactured in the United States during the last 
year, at least 90 per cent. of which was sold as butter. This neces 
sarily displaced 180,000,000 pounds of the dairy product, the dire: 
and immediate effect of which is shown to have been the depreciation 
of 25 per cent. in the value of fifteen million milch cows and a depre- 
ciation of dairy lands in a single State (New York) of $230,000, 000 

Our annual export of butter has decreased in six years 18,669,276 
pounds, while the export of oleomargarine has increased 17,000,000 
pounds, but, moreto be deprecated, appears the loss of foreign confidence 
incident to the mixed traffic, as evidenced in the higher prices offered 
for Canadian butter. 

Again, successful fraud is contagious. Armour & Co. state that they 
supply oleo oil to creameries for purposes of adulteration with the hon 
est product, and reputable retail dealers testify that they have heen 
forced hy frandulent competition to join in the surreptitious sales 

Established creameries in many States have been closed and Eastern 
dairy farms abandoned in consequence of this unnatural contest, while 
I noted when preparing these memoranda that local newspapers from 
Cass, Branch, and Oakland Counties in my own State, under dates o 
July 1 and 2, report sales of farm butter on their streets at from 8 to 1!) 
cents per pound. 

Three hundred thousand milch cows are reported to have been slaugh 
tered for beef in Chicago alone during the past year. 

Until the development of this industry, American tallow held the 
markets of the world at 9} cents per pound. The imitation-butte: 
makers entered our market, selecting the best qualities for their use, 
and now the trade is controlled by Russia and Australia, while the 
American product is unsought at 3} cents per pound. 

The temptation to the retailer to handle a mixture which he buys a; 
oleomargarine, suine, or butterine at from 9 to 15 cents per pound and 
sells as butter at from 25 to 35 and 40 cents per pound is rapidly in- 
creasing the volume distributed to the people. 

In the Boston market alone there were 17,577 pounds received during 
the month of May last as against 9,663 pounds received in May, 15:5 

The production of these 200,000,000 pounds of butter substitutes is 
not in the hands of those of limited means nor are its manufactories (i. 
tributed over the country. Mr. Webster, of the firmof Armour & (o 
testifies that there are only thirty firms engaged in the business ani 
that the bulk of the oleo oil is made in Chicago and New York. 

It is becoming an important annex to market controlling packiiz 
houses whose vast capital crushes lesser competition and enables the 
few to fix the profits of the many. 


LEGISLATIVE PROTECTION DEMANDED. 

Fully comprehending the menace to the most vital of their interes! 
noting the abandoned farms of the East, the dismantled creameries au 
growing mortgages of the West, comparing the thrifty past with (!« 
clouded future, the farmers have appealed to their local Legislatuics 
for protection; not against the beneficent gifts of science nor ayains' 
cheap and wholesome food for the poor, but against a dishonest « 
petition through counterfeiting and false pretense. 

All they have asked, or now seek, is that the expressed wish of tle-¢ 
manufacturers may be granted, namely, that butter imitations may '* 
sold ‘‘on their merits;’’ and to this the penurious and the poor have 
a right to add that they be prepared by cleanly methods and of w hole- 
some substances. 

Twenty States have responded by the passage of laws in this direc- 


elaborations of oleomargarine for all except the very rich and the very | tion, but the lack of machinery for their fall execution has rendered 


cautious, 


them inadequate for either of the purposes sought. 
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The evil, in its destruction of values and in itsdemoralization of trade, 
js a national one, and it is fit that Congress should provide for its con- 


The men who now ask protection have for generations, by their in- 
telligent support, enabled the Congress to contribute through judicious 
tariff discriminations to the establishment and maintenance of nearly 
every American industry which has added to the general prosperity of 
the Nation. 

The reading and reasoning farmer is the sturdy and trenchant advo- 
cate of American markets for American industries, and has the first 
right to be heard when his interests are menaced or attacked, whether 
by foreign foes or domestic assassins. 

THE REMEDY PROPOSED. 

Briefly stated, the bill before us embodies a plan for supervising and 
regulating the manufacture and sale of these mixtures through the 
machinery of the Internal Revenue Bureau, which is fully organized 
and to hand. 

It provides for the exclusion of deleterious and poisonous substances 
from the manufacture and for keeping official sight of the product until 
it is delivered with fair notice of its character to the consumer. 

That an article or business which requires the intervention of the 
police power of the State for the protection of the people should be 
obliged to pay for such supervision is in accord with the precedents of 
all governments and the provision for a surplus to increase the rev- 
enues is not unusual. 

The committee has reported this bill just as it came from the House, 
with tax provisions of $600 per annum on manufacturing, $480 on whole- 
saling, $48 on retailing, and 5 cents per pound on the product itself. 

Personally I am not strenuous as to these exact amounts, but per- 
haps they may be safely left for revision until the experimental stage 
of the proposed law shall have been passed If they prove too high for 
the purposes contemplated they will doubtless be reduced, and if too 
low they may be increased. 

PROS AND CONS, 


Mr. President, 1 approach the consideration of this measure better 
aided by a knowledge of the views and wishes of the people of my State, 
as expressed in their correspondence, than has been the case in the con- 
sideration of any bill presented to this Congress, and I presume the 
same is true of every representative of a State whose industries are di- 
versified. 

Our mails have come laden with the pros and cons incident to vari- 
ous local points of view, and I may classify mine roughly as follows: 

First. From the farmers, who, personally or through their organiza- 
tions, represent their grievance and peril, but only ask that cheating be 
stopped and that their products may have a fair chance in the market; 

Second. From the manufacturers and wholesale dealers in butter sub- 
stitutes, who avow their wares to be cleanly and wholesome, and stoutly 
maintain that they are willing they should be sold on their merits, but 
protest against prohibitory taxation; 

Third. From lumbermen, who-claim that oleomargarine is better in 
taste and keeping qualities for use in their camps than such butter as 
they have been wont to furnish; 

Fourth. From mining agents and owners, who advocate oleo for their 
workmen; 

Fifth. From consumers, a few of whom are evidently in search of 
the cheap and wholesome, but the great majority of whom desire to 
know what they are buying, and agree with Colonel Littler in preferring 
to ‘mix their grease themselves;’’ and 

Sixth. From the retail dealers who appear to ‘‘ want to be let alone.”’ 


DIVERSE INTERESTS FAIRLY TREATED IN THE BILL. 

As wide apart as the writers of these letters and circulars undoubt- 
edly think themselves to be, I believe this measure substantially re- 
sponds to the expressed wishes of each and every one of them, excepting, 
perhaps, the retail dealers. 

It protects the farmer from dishonest competition. 

It allows the manufacturer of a wholesome product to sell it ‘‘on its 
merits,’’ and gives him the whole market by confiscating the wares of 
his rival who now competes to advantage by the use of deleterious in- 
gredients, 

When sold on its merits alone and not as butter it will naturally be 
purchased at a lower price by the lumberman and miner, and the ‘‘ poor 
laboring man’’—in whose behalf I am gratified to find so hearty an in- 
terest manifested—will be the gainer. 

_ Butshould the effect of this measure be all that its opponents threaten, 
it would seem that the lumberman and miner should not be the first 
\n protest or complaint. 

It might be well for them to recall the steady support given by the 
farmers of igan to tariff charges essential to the prosecution of 
lumbering and mini They should consider that among the incen- 
tives to that was a desire for a home market for their produce, 
48 well as a dread of the return of the thousands of laborers employed 
i camps and mines to compete with them in tilling the soil. They 
should stop te consider the wisdom, at this critical period in their in- 
terests, of any action tending to the substitution of an industrial antag- 
onism for a mutually profitable partnership. 





PROPER STATUS OF OLEOMARGARINE. 

To me the chief good to be hoped from this proposed legislation is 
the securing a wholesome article which shall, at least, not injure those 
who, from choice or necessity, consume it and an honest sale which 
shall lift the burden from our dairymen. 

I would that our political and social economies could be so arranged 
that every man and every woman who is willing to labor should receive 
such recompense as would command not only the necessities but the 
comforts and luxuries of life, including good, golden butter; but such 
is not the case to-day. 

There are many toilers who are limited to the barest necessities. I 
personally know farmers who can not or will not afford to eat the but- 
ter they themselves make who, with their families, add flavoring zest 
to bread, potatoes, and other comparatively tasteless articles of diet by 
the use of pork fat, bacon drip, or molasses. 

With these let oleomargarine compete. Let it solace the long-voy- 
age sailor and frontier packer as a reminder of better things at home; 
let it serve the imagination of the struggling poor and remind them of 
better things to come through thrift and saving, but first let us see to 
it that it is comparatively harmless. 


CHARACTER OF IMITATIONS NOW SOLD AS BUTTER 


Armour & Co: furnish a statement of the processes and ingredients 
of their manufactured product, which reads fairly, and is nowhere, | 
believe, gainsaid in the testimony presented to the committee, but 
among the specifications on file in the Patent Office may be found 

Nitric acid, sugar of lead, sulphate of lime, benzoic acid, butyric acid, glyeer- 
ine, capsic acid, commercial sulphuric acid, tallow, butyric ether, castor oil, cau 
gastric juice, curcumine, chlorate of potash, peroxide of magnesia, nitrate of 
soda, dry-blood albumen, saltpeter, borax, orris root, bicarbonate of soda, capa 
rie acid, sulphite of soda, pepsin, lati, caustic potash, chalk, oi! of sesame (or 
benne), turnip-seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, stomach of pigs, sheep, or calves 
mustard-seed oil, bicarbonate of potash, boracic acid, salicylic acid, cotion-seed 
oil, alum, cows’ udders, sal soda, farinaceous flour, carbolic acid, slippery-e!m 
bark, olive oil, broma chloralium, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic soda. 

If this list, plainly printed and headed with “This may contain,”’ 
should be attached to every butterine pat on the breakfast table, the 
price of board might be safely reduced. 

These ingredients are not all used in any one process or by any one 
manufacturer; but some of them are used by each, and the evidence 
taken by the committee fully justifies interference by the General Gov 
ernment in behalf of the public health. 

I do not care to enter upon the disgusting revelations of that testi 
mony in detail. 

Washington butchers state that they have sold suet to oleo-makers, 
bargaining for the return of the refuse, and found in said refuse when 
returned ** pressed maggots.’’ Thisis uncontradicted. It appears that 
the Agricultural Bureau has official knowledge of the expenditure ol 
$30,000 last month in the purchase of dead hogs that died of hog chol 
era, also of the delivery of the fat from the putrid carcasses of drowned 
sheep to an oleomargarine factory. 

The analyst of that bureau reports in writing upon eight samples of 
butter imitation purchased of retailers in New York, every one of which 
he pronounces unfit for human food. 

The agents of the New York dairy commission, who provided these 
samples, purchased more than five hundred such during the past eight- 
een months, only five of which were sold under their true name. The 
prices paid for said samples were from 20 to 36 cents per pound. 

In this connection I desire tosend tothe desk and have read a letter 
from a scientist than whom none stands higher in the confidence of all 
who know him. 

From his chair in the Michigan Agricultural College he has sent forth 
critical information and warnings of practical, every day, common-sense 
value to our people in excess of the total cost of that great institution 
An accomplished chemist, his investigations of food adulterations, 
poisonous wall papers, explosive illuminating oils, contamination of 
wells, ventilation of dwellings, and general laws of health have been 
presented to the comprehension of all and, popularized by platform dis- 
cussions, have conspicuously contributed to hygienic reforms. 

I will ask the Clerk to read this letter 
Lansing, Mich. 


from Prof. R. C. Kedzie, of 


ETTER OF PROFESSOR KEDZIE. 


MICHIGAN STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 
Lansing, Mich., June 15, 1836 
Sir: Your message asking for information, documents, &c.,in regard to oleo 
margarine is received. Instead of sending documents in regard to process« 
manufacture, &c., I beg leave to submit the following considerations 
First. The most natural and digestible fat for human food is butter o 
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milk, Itistrue that men of strong digestive powers, ditchers, miners mber- 
men, &c., will ¢at and digest animal fats in the form of pork and fat beef. These 
are consumed as food directly and not used as a condiment or appetizer for taste 

less foods. If men with the digestive powers of the ostrich can use these fats 
for food we need not assume that the same fats are equally suitable for appe- 
tizers for the delicate and feeble—for women, children, and invalids—the class 


that use bread and butter most largely in place of flesh-foods. For this class, 
that most especially require protection and care, the substitution of the coarser 
and more indigestible fats in place of butter would be a misfortune from its 
fluence on their health. 


Second. The sale of these mixed fats as butter is a fraud upon the | and 
places the honest butter maker at adisadvantuge; it is a premium on rascalit) 
Third. Itis not enough to say that good oleomargarine is better than bad 


butter. If the sale and use of bogus butter w 


hputller better 
it would be an argument in its favor; 


but it tends to depress and destroy the 


wuld make the rea 
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production of butter instead of improving its quality. Encourage the making 
“ good b utt r by placing it on its own merits without unfair competition with 
bogus butter. 

Pourth. Legislation is asked to protect the dairy interest, not alone to secure 
a better price for butter, but for the general promotion of agriculture through 
its relations to stock-raising. To cripple the dairy interest will most seriously 
injure stock-growing. But stock-growing is the conservative element in grain 
growing. Without a large amount of stock on the farm to keep up fertility, 
grain-growing will rapidly reduce the productiveness of a country and ultimate 
exhaustion of the soil is only a question of time. This is the history of _—- 
ure in brief in every land not annually renewed by a new deposit of soil, as in 
the overflow of the Nile. England has doubled heracreage production of ‘grain 
because beyond all other lands she has been a stock-grower. M is not the but- 
ter-plate only, but the grain-bin you are called to protect. 

Fifth. Mugh is said about the purity and sweetness of the materials used in 
making these butter substitutes. This may bethe case in some factories and at 
the present time, but I know that some manufacturers are trying to deodorize 
the rankest rotten stuff ever called butter, and to use this in making choice 
creamery. 

While the market is brisk and prices high for these butter substitutes the 
makers can afford to use pure material. But when keen competition and an 
overstocked market send prices down, and the margin of profits becomes too 
small to permit the use of the purest and most costly animal fats, what assur- 
ance have we that cholera-swine and pleuro-pneumonia steers will not ecntrib- 
ute their fatness to these butter substitutes to be sold to the public as “ choice 
creamery butter? 


From my intercourse with our farmers in the farmers’ institutes I know the 
feeling about bogus butter is very strong. If the bucolic mind is slow to grasp 
it is equally slow to forget the questions that take hold on their calling. 

Submitting these suggestions, | remain, 

Yours, faithfully, 
R. C. KEDZIE. 

Senator PALMER. 

Mr. President, the evil, in its magnitude and in its menace, is before 
us, and the remedy is believed to lie in this bill. 

The mother of all industries is attacked in a vital part, the public 
health is threatened, the morals of fair trade debased, and the good 
name of an honest American product discredited abroad. 

behind this onslaught stands organized capital, flanked by fraud and 
disregard for the rights of others. 

Can we hesitate as to our duty in the matter or shall we wait until 
this greasy counterfeit shall have grown more powerful through its suc- 
cessful masquerading, and a ruined industry shall have lost even its 
voice in the land. 

Desperate cases require heroic treatment, and I trust we shall not go 
in quest of legal quirks or quibbles to find excuses for non-action. 

The best interpretation of fundamental law is that which admits of 
the greatest good to the greatest number; and, for one, I shall not be 
dismayed if 1 find myself quoted asadvocating—in behalf of the Amer- 
ican farmer and the American consumer—a tax for protection with in- 
cidental revenue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator from New York in 
charge of this measure to have given notice that if the bill was not dis- 
posed of to-day he would ask the Senate to dispose of it certainly on 
Monday. . 

Mr. MILLER. Yes; I desired to dispose of it to-day, but I suppose 
we can scarcely do that. So many Senators are away that I shall not 
ask for a vote on it to-day. If any other Senator would desire to go on 
this evening I should be glad to have the discussion continued, but if 
not, I shall ask the Senate on Monday to dispose of the billif possible: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, with that notice, with the 
consent of the Senator from New York I will move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


RESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 209) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John M. Robeson, deceased. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. oad 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5866) to eonstract a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker; 

A bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of to John Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to les W ae 

A bill (H. R. ar granting a pension to Jennette ; and 

A bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consi- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m,) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 19, 1886, at 1) 
o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 17th day of July, 156. 
SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEER IN REVENUE SERVICE. 
William C. Myers, of Tennessee, to be second assistant engineer jy 
the revenne service of the United States, rice Robert B. Higgins 
signed. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
David Turpie, of Indianapolis, Ind., to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Indiana, vice Charles L. Holstein, suspended, 
(The nomination of John E. Lamb to the above-named office, deliy- 
ered to the Senate December 14, 1885, is this day withdrawn, he having 
resigned. ) 
ASSAYER OF MINT. 
George C. Munson, of Colorado, to be assayer of the mint of the | nited 
States at Denver, Colo., rice Herman Silver, suspended. 
POSTM ASTERS, 


John C. Anderson, to be postmasterat Eagle Rock, Bingham County, 
Territory of Idaho, the office having become Presidential. 

John L. Walsh, to be postmaster at South Chicago, Cook County, 
Illinois, rice John E. Meintosh, whose commission expires July 1}, 
1886. 

William H. McAlister™t® be postmaster at Vinton, Benton County, 

Iowa, vice Stephen A. Marnie, suspended; John F. Payne, who was 
assigned, having resigned before the assembling of the Senate, and 
the nomination of Abraham Rose, who was afterward designated and 
nominated to the Senate, having been rejected. 

George L. ht, to be postmaster at Denison, Crawford County, 
Towa, vice J. vet Meyers, commission expired, and who has also re- 
signed; the nominationsof A. B. Keith, and afterward of John Seeman, 
to fill the vacancy having been rejected by the Senate. 

James Curran, to be postmaster at Hoboken, Hudson County, New 
Jersey, vice L. H. Kendrick, commission expired. 

Edmund McKinney, to be postmaster at Keyport, Monmouth County, 
New Jersey, vice Rufus Ogden, whose commission expires July 27, 1230 

Augustus R. Griffin, to be postmaster at Hempstead, Queens County, 
New York, vice J.8. Snedeker, whose commission expires July 18, 1366. 

John W. Wright, to be postmaster at Temple, Bell County, Texas, 
vice John J. Hoke, removed. 

George 8. Stevens, to be postmaster at Catskill, Greene County, New 
York, vice Joseph F. Joesburgh, deceased, the nomination of Harry 
Hall to the above-named office having been rejected by the Senate. 

Lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy. 


William P. Randall, a lieutenant on the retired-list, to be a lieu- 
tenant-commanéer on the retired-list of the Navy, with the retired pay 
of that grade. This nomination is made in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress, public No. 22 

FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Edward A. Godwin, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, July 5, 1886, vice Randolet, promoted to the Ninth Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Enoch H. Crowder, to be first lieutenant, July 5, 140, 
it Gillmore, appointed regimental quartermaster. 

Additional Second Lieut. Stephen tT. Elliott, of the Fourth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant, July 5, 1886, vice Crowder, promoted. 

Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Capt. James F. Randlett, of the Eighth Cavalry, to be major. July 
5, 1886, vice Dewees, deceased. 

; Tenth Regiment of Cavairy. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Grierson, to be first lieutenant, July 6), 15°, 
vice Harmon, deceased. : 

Additional Second Lieut. Seward Mott, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant July 6, 1886, vice Grierson, promoted. 

First Regiment of Artillery. 

Second Lieut. Frank 8. Harlow to be first lieutenant, July 7. 1-~° 
vice Webster, deceased. , 

Additional Second Lieut. Thomas B. Mott to be second lieutenant 
July 7, 1886, rice Harlow, promoted. 

Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Colville P. Terrett to be first lieutenant, July ~. !>>° 
vice Johnson, 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. | 

Lewis Williams, of Boonville, Mo., to be a commissioner in and !o1 th« 


I-pMUNDS] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- | district of Alaska, to reside at Juneau City, vice Henry States, to be re- 


centive business, 


1 moved, 


1886. 





(The nomination of Adolph Lippman for said office, which was de- 
jivered to the Senate May 28, 1886, is this day withdrawn. ) 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF OREGON. 


Douglas W. Taylor, of Portland, Oreg., to be surveyor-general of 
Oregon, vice James C. Tolman, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Gilbert D. Williams, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Cheyenne and Arapaho agency, in the Indian Territory, 
vice Daniel B. Dyer, who was suspended in July, 1885; said agency 
having since been in charge of an officer of the Army. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Luke A. Burke, of Ipswich, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Aberdeen, Dak., vice Buel E. Hutchinson, commission expired. 

James N. Welch, of Detroit, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Detroit, Mich., vice Lyman G. Wilcox, commission expired. 

William G. Hobbs, of Cassville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Springfield, Mo., vice James Dumors, whose commission will expire 
July 26, 1886. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


W. A. Selkirk, of Placerville, Cal., to be register of the land office 
at Sacramento, Cal., vice Edward F. Taylor, commission expired. 


FOR PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore James E. Jouett, to be a rear-admiral, from the 19th 
February, 1886, vice English, retired; 
Commodore John H. Russell, to be a rear-admiral from the 4th of 
March, 1886, vice Simpson, retired. 
Capt. John Irwin, to be a commodore from the 4th of March, 1886, 
vice Russell, promoted. 
Commander Norman H. Farquhar, to be a captain from the 4th of 
March, 1886, vice Irwin, promoted. 
Lieut. Commander Edwin White, to be a commander from the 4th 
of 1886, vice Farquhar, promoted. 
Lieut. uel W. Very, tobe a lieutenant-commander from the 4th 
of March, 1886, vice White, promoted. 
Lieut. William F. Halsey, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 
4th of March, 1886, vice Very promoted. 
Ensign Charles 8. Gove, to be a lieutenat, junior grade, from the 4th 
of March, 1886, vice Halsey, junior grade, promoted. 
De Witt Coffman, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from the 
19th of April, 1886, vice Reynolds, junior grade, resigned. 
Ensign William G. Hannum, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from 
the 6th of May, 1886, vice Hunt, junior grade, deceased. 
Capt. James S. Greer, to be a commodore from the 19th of May, 
1886, vice Truxton and Mayo, retired. 
Commander Theodore F’. Kane, to be a captain from the 19th of 
May, 1886, vice Greer, promoted. 
Lieut. Commander Oscar F. Heyerman, to be a commander from 
the 19th of May, 1886, vice Kane, promoted. 
Lieut. George A. Bicknell, to be a lieutenant commander from the 
19th of May, 1886, vice Heyerman, promoted. 
Lieut. Frank A. Wilner, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 
13th of May, 1886, vice Sullivan, retired. 
ign Richard Henderson, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from the 
13th of May, 1886, vice Wilner, junior grade, promoted. 
Lieut. Frederick H. Taylor, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 
19th of May, 1886, vice Bicknell, promoted. 
Thomas D. Griffin, to bea lieutenant, junior grade, from the 
19th of May, 1886, vice Tyler, junior grade, promoted. 
Lieut. Henry Morrell, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 23d 
of May, 1886, vice Grimes, retired. 
ign Henry Minett, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from the 23d 
of May, 1886, vice Morrell, junior grade, promoted. 
Lieut, William Winder, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 23d 
of May, 1886, vice Delehay, retired. 
Richard T. Mulligan, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from 
the 23d of May, 1886, vice Winder, junior grade, promoted. 
Lieut. Mason A. Shufeldt, junior grade, to be a lieutenant from the 
26th of June, 1886, vice Bixler, resigned, 
Ensign William Braumersreuther, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, 
from the 26th of June, 1886, vice Shufeldt, junior grade, promoted. 
Francis H. Sherman, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, from 
the Ist of July, 1886, vice Nostrand, junior grade, resigned. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


S. Davis Page, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Philadelphia. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 17, 1886. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


W. Bishop, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of the United 


States at Baltimore, Md. 
XVIT——444 
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RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Alexander H. Baker, of Grand Island, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Grand Island, Nebr. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Samuel F. Wilson, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
for the middle district of Tennessee. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Owen T. Rouse, of Missouri, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Arizona. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
D. W. Taylor, to be surveyor-general of Oregon. 
POSTMASTER. 
George L. Wright, to be postmaster at Denison, Iowa. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate July 9, 1886. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
John Goode, of Virginia, nominated to be soligitor-general. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 17, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BuLLoc«k. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF A VOTE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to correct the REcoRD. I tind 
that in the REcorpD of July 10, on page 6706, I am recorded as voting 
in the affirmative upon the motion to Jay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment providing for an extra 
month’s pay to House employés was adopted. I voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the following 
titles; which were read twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1531) granting an increase of pension to William Winans; 

A bill (8. 2959) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 

A bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Price; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 


2562) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 

2598) granting a pension to James Noyes; and 

2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with an amendment, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 7480) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, requested a 
conference with the House on said bill and amendments, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. MCMILIAN, Mr. 
CONGER, and Mr. RANSOM. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill (H. 
R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message irom 
the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE rue UsItTep STaTes, July 16, 1886. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H.R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows 
To Mr. DANIEL, for two days, on account of sickness in his family. 


To Mr. WADSWOR7H, indefinitely, on account of indisposition. 

To Mr. SNYDER, for two days. 

To Mr. Houk, for eight days, on account of important business. 

To Mr, FINDLAY, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. RANNEY, for the remainder of the session, by reason of il! 
ness in his family. 

REPRINT OF A SPEECH. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. H1scock to reprint 
in the Recorp the remarks made by him on the 13th instant on the 
resolution of Mr. MORRISON to pay out the surplus in the Treasury. 
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EXPUNGING CERTAIN MATTER FROM RECORD. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I present a resolution asa mat- 
ter of privilege, as a member of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
‘Treasury Department, and ask to have it read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That all 
that portion of the ConGREssIONAL Recorp of date of July 14, 1886, beginning 
with and ineluding the first line of the right-hand column, page 7217 wn to 
the line which reads “ the previous question was ordered upon the adoption of 
the report,’’ in the right-hand column on page 7218, shall be expunged. 

Resolved, That the first line on page 7219 be corrected so as to read “* The sub- 
stitute was adopted.” 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I submit a report from the committee of conference 
on the legislative bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di eecing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and fer other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have been unable to agree. 

WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 


GEO, C. CABELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. B. ALLISON, 

HENRY L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Sencte, 


‘The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


‘The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year 1887, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the accompanying conference report. 

The conference committee being unable to agree, they report accordingly, 
which leaves the bill in the same condition as when last acted upon by the 


House. 
W. 5. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. CABELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the House will remember that there 
were three Senate amendments on which there was a disagreement, one 
in regard to the clerks for Senators, the second in to the amount 
to be appropriated for gaugers, &c., in the Internal Revenue Bureau, 
and the third an appropriation of $10,000 for inquiring into the stb- 
ject, and the compilation of statistics of marriage and divorce through the 
Bureau of Labor. While the conferees have reported a general dis- 
agreement on all of these points, the real source of trouble is over the 
first amendment, relating to the appropriation of some $30,000 for clerks 
to Senators. 

Of course the subject is open for any motion gentlemen may see 
proper to submit. I call attention to the fact that for three successive 
sessions of Congress, this being the fourth, the same question has been 
presented, the same disagreement has occurred, allowing more or less 
in some instances, and it has always been the judgmentof the conferees 
on the part of the House that this is a question peculiarly between the 


two Houses, and should be determined by the House itself instead of 


by the conferees. In the absence of any motion I movethat the House 
still further insist upon its disagreement and ask a further conference; 
aud upon that I ask the previous question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion. I understand the gentleman to say that for four successive Con- 
gresses—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is the fourth. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That the two Houses have disagreed on this ques- 
tion of clerks to Senators? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What has been the result ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The result has been heretofore that the appropria- 
tion has been made. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then a further question. Have-the Senate con- 
ferees been in the habit of insisting on the House backing down on 
their internal affairs ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It never has been done. It is peculiarly a question 
between the two Houses. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Whenever the House wants anything of the kind 
the Senate have conceded it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course, if the gentleman wishes to be heard. 
I withdraw it. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana and 
to the House, that there may be a full understanding about this mat- 
ter, that the gentleman from Indiana has stated correctly what the 
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House has heretofore done on a motion to recede. Now, I believe that 
I have made the motion ordinarily for two or three years past that tlic 
House do recede, and at some time or other the House has invaria))|y 
receded. The Senate has insisted that as to the expenditure of moncy 
for its own affairs it must determine the subject for itself, while at the 
same time conceding to the House the determination of its own affairs. 
Now, I said to the gentleman from Indiana on yesterday that to my 
mind, understanding what the temper of the Senate conferees was, tht 
if this bill was to pass the House would have to recede upon this 
matter. 

But the gentleman did not see fit yesterday to move that the House 
recede, nor does it appear that he sees it proper to do so this morning. 

I think it fair to say to the House, and I believe the gentleman from 
Indiana will bear me out in the statement, that there will be no agree. 
ment upon this bill until the House in some shape or other does recede. 
Of course the House conferees might go in and sign a conference report 
receding on thisamendmentand the House might adoptit. That would 
be one way of receding. I doubt very much whether the conferees woul 
feel like doing that, especially when the House has the power on a mo- 
tion to recede to determine this question itself. I am inclined to think 
that motion ought to be made by some one. Of course I want to defe: 
to that side of the House. I mean that the sense of the House ought 
to be taken directly, if it is tosend this thing back to a conference again, 
as to whether the House is going to stand by this agreement to the hit- 
ter end or whether the House is going to recede. If you are to recede 
at this stage of the session, the time to recede is now. If you are noi 
going to recede, the House, I suggest, should send the conferees back. 
with a yea-and-nay vote back of them if you please, that the sense 0: 
the House is not that it will assent to that appropriation for clerks o/ 
Senators. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the judgment of the gentleman from [/\i- 
nois would such a vote as that have any effect on the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. My judgment is that the Senate will insist as it has 
hitherto done to the bitter end that they will have this appropriation 


| for these clerks. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do you mean the Senate will insist until! the 
bill fails, or to the extent of allowing the bill to fail? 

Mr. CANNON. That is my opinion, although of course I can not 
know what the Senate will or will not do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not suppose they would go to that ex- 
tent in order to secure clerks for a few Senators. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. In the last session the courage of the House 
gave out at 3.38 in the morning. I hope we will keep up this time 
until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I hope we will give it up now. 

Mr. CABELL. It will be a relief to the conferees on the part of the 
House if the House will determine what they intend to do with this 
item. The Senate conferees seem determined to keep it in the bill. | 
am satisfied if we meet again without further action by the House there 
will be another disagreement with regard to this item; and I hope the 
House will decide it one way or the other. If the House means to re- 
cede, let us do it at once. If the Housedoes not mean to recede, let us 
have a vote on it and determine that. 

I do not believe we ought to recede. I never deemed it a proper ap- 
ropriation. But if we are to do as we have done bitherto, if aftcr 
ours and days of labor on the bill we are to recede and come back 

where we co I think it is due by the House to the conferees 
to let us know that fact, that we may base our action upon it. I yield 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]. 

Mr. OATES. The Senate has determined that the assistance of clerks 
is necessary to enable Senators to discharge their; duties in a prope: 
manner and with facilities.. I am inclined, sir, to believe that 
was a wise decision. And I believe that if the working members at 
least of this House, and I will not confine it to them, but will say 1! 
the members of this Hopse had a general provision made of an allow- 
ance for clerical work it would very aid them in the discharge 
of their duties and facilitate legislation. It would give them a greater 
amount of time for properly considering and maturing questions whic! 
this House is to upon. And thus believing, I move that the House 
recede from nodntasinentte the Senate amendment and agree to the 


same. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [call the previous question on the motion of the 
tleman from Alabama. ; 
Mr. WILSON. Iask the gentleman to yield to me fora few mo 


ments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withhold the call for the previous question. __ 

Mr. WILSON. I simply desire to make this suggestion: When tls 
claim was first made by the Senate in the long session of the Fort'- 
eighth Congress there were several yea-and-nay votes upon itin the How--. 
and the House by a very em ie expression of its own opinion refuse 
until almost the closing hours of the session to concur in that amen 
ment. I suppose every member of the House felt that the allowances 
of a clerk to a Senator or a member would greatly facilitate the per- 
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formance of his duties and enable him to perform those duties in a man- | 


ner much more satisfactory to himself and much more effective to his 
constituents. But it struck the House, Iam sure, as an attempt upon 
the part of the Senate to secure an advantage to itself which the House 


was not willing to take the responsibility of voting to its own members. | 
I think in view of the experience of both sessions of the Forty-eighth | 


we must come to the conclusion that in some manner or 
other the motion made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
will finally prevail, and we shall be obliged to concede to the Senate 
in one form or other their request for this clerical assistance. Butmy 
own idea is, and the suggestion I have risen to make is, that the re- 
sponsibility for this should be thrown as far as possible on the Senate 
and exclusively on the Senate. 

If we vote for this item in the form in which it is contained in the 
appropriation bill, that responsibility is equalkty shared by the House, 
and I wish to suggest to the gentlemen who are upon this committee 
of conference the question whether the amount which the Senate de- 
sires for this purpose can not be added to the contingent fund of the 
Senate, which is a fund entirely under their own control, to be used 
and expended according to their own ideas of propriety, and for whose 
expenditure they, and they alone, are responsible. In that way this 
House will avoid any responsibility for concurring in what seems to be 
a disparity in the compensation of Senators and members of the House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to makea few remarks on the 
question of clerks for Senators. 

Mr. CABELL. I will yield the gentleman the time he desires. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, one of the most lasting impressions of 
the Forty-eighth Congress left on my mind is the impression of the con- 
test which many gentlemen now present will remember over a similar 
question which arose upon the consideration of amendments to the 
legislative appropriation bill in that Congress. 

remember distinctly how, led by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], we skirmished and fought against the 
proposition to grant money to pay Senators’ clerks through one or more 
days and into and nearly through one night, this House repeatedly refus- 
ing to concur in the Senate amendment on that subject. This course was 
firmly persisted in until to my surprise the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, who as.I then supposed would never back down upon any prop- 
osition of this sort, gave up, and we who had so faithfully followed his 
leadership were compelled to witness his surrender. 

I do not recall this by way of reflection upon the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, but rather for the purpose of calling attention to the 
proposition itself. 

The Forty-eighth Congress conceded these clerks to the Senators, and 
the Forty-seventh also, says my friend from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH ]. 
For my part, while I voted against the proposition in the Forty-eighth 
Congress until the surrender came, I have since come to the conclusion 
that not only should Senators have these clerks during the sessions of 
Congress, but that every member of the House should have a clerk dur- 
ing such sessions. [Applause.] Why, sir, those gentlemen at the 
other end of the Capitol have time to be in their places in the Senate, 
and to attend upon their committees, and still have as much time as 
we for the consideration of public questions. 

Their salaries are the same as ours, their duties not much, if any, 
more laborious. If they are entitled to the assistance of clerks, as I 
concede they are in. view of the multiplicity of their public cares and 
duties, so are we. 

Every gentleman upon this floor knows that if he himself attends to 
the clerical work incident to his position as a member of this House, 
and the committee meetings, and the work that may be assigned him 
by the chairmen of the committees of which he is a member, he has no 
time left for the consideration of public questious other than those in- 
volved in his committee work, and that he must neglect either the 
public business to a considerable extent or that clerical work which is 
of so much importance to his individual constituents and which every 
faithful member feels can not be neglected with due regard to the in- 
terests of those whom he represents and who have need of and call for 
his personal labor. 
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Por three winters, and until the early part of last spring, I have been | 


without any but occasional clerical assistance. Othér members have 
had similar experience, and know what it is to undertake to meet the 
demands made by their constituents upon their time. 

It is simply a physical impossibility for one man to attend properly 
and prompily to all these matters and have adequate time to investi- 
gate the many important measures constantly before the House for dis- 
cussion and action. , 

Many of us are compelled to cast votes upon propositions of great 
consequence without that examination and reflection which might be 
had were it not for the fact that we are so crowded with work of other 
a as to find no time to devote to the examination of these proposi- 

ions. . 

This proposition may be disagreed to by the House, and that disagree- 
ment be repeated time and again before adjournment; but the House, 
in my humble opinion, will eventually, as did that of the Forty-eighth 

recede from its position and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Sir, Iam not only willing to vote for clerks to the Senators during 
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sessions of Congress, at reasonable compensation, but I go further and 
say that I am willing here and now to go on record as in favor—for 
future Congresses—of a similar proposition as to members of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. StRu- 
BLE] has not exhibited his usual fairness. He remembers only a part 
of what I said on the occasion which he characterizes as a surrender on 
my part. He well understood at that time, and I will refresh his mem- 
ory now, that I stated that the issue was whether we should allow 
clerks to such Senators as were not chairmen of committees, or should 
insist on our disagreement and compel an extrasession. I preferred to 
let them have the clerks. Now, that may have been a surrender, but 
certainly it was not much of a one when compared with the surrender 
which the gentleman from Iowa himself has just exhibited here. , He 
says that he has voted against this demand of the Senators heretofore, 
but that he has now come to believe that not only those Senators but 
all the Members of this House should be allowed clerks. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, and I mean it, too. 

Mr. RANDALL. I leave it to this House 


to determine which is the 


greater surrender of the two—the one made by me on the occasion to 
which the gentleman from Iowa has referred, which was made for the 


purpose of avoiding an extra session, or the one which the gentleman 
himself has just made upon this floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr 
mands the previous question on the motion to recede. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 would like to inquire of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN | if he proposes to let this bill fail unless the Sen- 
ate will agree with the House on this proposition 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend can answer that question just as well as 
I can, and he knows that this bill is not going to fail. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; Icannot answerit. I want to know what 
you propose. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays upon that 
proposition. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the amendments read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


HoLMAN } de- 


Amendment numbered 2: Page 1, lines lland 12, strike out “$285,141.92” and 
insert ** $304,917.52.” 
Amendment numbered 17: Page 5, after line 12, insert ** for clerks to Senators 


who are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per day during the session, $23,232." 
Mr. CABELL. What will the vote apply to, Mr. Speaker ? 
The SPEAKER. There are two amendments relating to this sub- 
ject; one which increases the gross amount, and another which provides 


that $23,232 of that amount shall be expended for clerks to Senators. 
Mr. CABELL. And it is proposed to vote upon the two questions 
together ? 


The SPEAKER. Yes; they go together. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the proposition 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. It has just been reported, but the Chair will again 
state its substance. One of the amendments proposes to increase the 
gross sum provided in the House bill, and the other provides that $23,232 
of that increased amount shall be used for the pay of clerks for Senators. 

The question was taken: and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
69, nays 143, not voting 110; as follows: 

YEAS—69. 


Atkinson, Goff, Ketcham, Stewart, J. W. 
Baker, Grosvenor, La Follette, Stone, E. F 
Bingham, Grout, Lindsley Strait 
Boutelle, Guenther, Martin, Struble, 
Brady, Hale, Millard, Swinburne, 
grown, C.F. Harmere Moffatt, Tarsney 
Buck, Hayden, Morgan, Taylor, i. H 
Butterworth, Haynes, Morrill, Van Eaton 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson,D.B. Negtey, Wade 
Carleton, Henley, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Caswell, Hepburn, Parker, Weber 
Catchings, Hiestand, Perkins, West, 
Conger, Holmes, Peters, White, A.C 
Davis, Howard Plumb, White, Milo 
Dunhan lrion, Rice, Winans 
Farquhar Jackson, Romeis, 

Foran, Johnson, F. A Smalis, 

Funston Kelley Spooner, 

NAYS—143. 

Adams, G, E. Burnes, Dunn, Hemphill 
Allen, J. M. Burrows, Eldredge, Henderson, J. 3, 
Anderson, C. M. Bynum, Ely, Hill, 
Anderson, J. A. Cabell, Ermentrout, Hitt 
Ballentine, Caldwell, Everhart, Holman 
Barksdale, Candler, Felton, Hopkins 
Barry, Cannon, Fleeger, Hudd, 
Bennett, Clardy, Ford, Johnston, J.T. 
Blanchard, Clements, Forney, Johnston, T. D. 
Bland, Cobb, Frederick, Jones, J.H. 
Blount, Comstock, Fuller, Jones, J. T. 
Bound, Crisp, Cieddes Kleiner, 
Boyle, Croxton Gilfillan, Laffoon, 
Bragg, Culberson Glass, [andes, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Curtin, Green, R. 8S. Lanham, 
Browne, T. M. Davidson, A. C. Hall, Lawler, 
Brown, W. W. Dibble, Halsell, Le Fevre, 
Buchanan, Dingley, Harris, I ehibach, 
Bunnell, Dougherty, Hatch Lovering, 
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Lowry, Peel, Skinner, Tucker, 
Lyman, Perry, Sowden, Turner, 

ahoney, Pindar, Springer, Viele, 
Matson, Price, StahInecker, Wakefield, 
McComas, Randal), Stephenson, Warner, William 
McCreary, Reagan, Stewart,Charles Weaver, A.J 
McKenna, Reed, T. B. Stone,W.J.,.Ky. Weaver, J.B 
MeMillin, Richardson, Stone,W.J.,Mo. Wellborn, 
McRae, Rowell, Swope, Wheeler, 
Milliken, Ryan, Taulbee, Wilkins, 
Mills, Sadler Taylor, J.M. Willis, 
Morrow, Sayers Taylor, Zach. Wilson, 
Neal, Scott, Thomas, O, B. Wise, 
Neece, Sessions, Thompson, Wolford, 
Nelson, Seymour, Tillman, Woodburn, 
Osborne, Shaw, Townshend, Worthington. 
Payson, Singleton Trigg, 

NOT VOTING—110. 

Adams, J.J. Dockery L* hey, Ranney, 
Aiken, Dorsey, Little, Reid, J. W. 
Alien, C,H. Dowdney, Long, Reese, 
Arnot, Eden, Lore, Riggs, 
Barbour, Elisberry, Louttit, Robertson, 
Barnes, Evans, Markham, Rockwell, 
Bayne, Findlay, Maybury, Rogers, 
Beach, Fisher, McAdoo, Sawyer, 
Belmont, Gallinger, McKinley, Scranton, 
Bliss, jay, Merriman, Seney, 
Breckinridge, W CP. Gibson, ©. H. Miller, Snyder, 
Brumm, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, Spri « 
Burleigh, Glover, Morrison, Steele, 
Campbell, Felix Green, W. J. Muller, St. Martin, 
Campbell, J. E. Hammond Murphy, Storm, 
Oampbell, T. J. Hanback, Norwood, Symes, 
Collins, Heard, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Compton, Henderson, T. J. O' Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
Cooper, Herbert, O’ Hara, Throckmorton, 
Cowles, Hermann, O' Neill, Charles Van Schaick, 
Cox, Hewitt, O'Neill, J. J. Wait, 
Crain, Hires, Outhwaite, Wallace, 
Cutcheon, Iliseock, Owen, Ward, J. H. 
Daniel, Houk, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
Dargan, Hutton, Pettibone, Warner, A. J. 
Davenport, James, Phelps, Whiting. 
Davidson, R. H, M. King, Pidcock, 
Dawson, Laird, Pirce, 


So the motion of Mr. OATES was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Brum, until July 20. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. SyMgs, until July 20. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. Lipsey, for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, for the remainder of the ses- 
sion. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Brapy, until July 20. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until Mon- 
day next: 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. Lore with Mr, O’N&ILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. Lona. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. RocK WELL. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. Hewitt with Mr. Dorsey. ° 

Mr. MULLER with Mr, Evans. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. Lirr_e. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until far- 
ther notice: 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWoRTH. 

Mr, MILLER with Mr. Houxk. e 

Mr. DowDNEY with Mr. O'HARA. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. SpricGs with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. DAWson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr, FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Riees with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. StorM with Mr. Lourttir. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr, ARNoT with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. BRADY. Iam paired with the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. SNYDER] on political questions; but not regarding this as a polit- 
ical question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the House insist on its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate, and ask for a further conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the Honse Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr, CANNON. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 9188, a bill (H. R. 9858) to authorize the Louisiana 
North and South Railroad Company to maintain a bridge across Red 
River in Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 9188 was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER, PADUCAH, KY. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3768) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Ohio River at Paducah, Ky.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whoie House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying repori, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS, TENN. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9793) to amend an act approved March 3, 
1885, to authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland 
and Caney Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HARTFORD A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. O’FERRALL (by Mr. Crisp), from the Committee on Com- 
merece, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 8350, a bill (H. R. 9859) 
to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, making 
Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry in place of 
Middletown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The bill H. R. 8350 was laid on the table. 


SERVICE OF STEVEDORE. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2313) defining the service of a stevedore as a mar- 
atime service and creating a maritime lien in his favor therefor; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the report to be filed 
hereafter, ordered to be printed. 


MINNEAPOLIS INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITON. 


Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably joint resolution (H. Res. 182) authorizing the several Executive 
Departments of the Government to loan to the Minneapolis Industrial 
Exposition certain articles for exhibit; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF WRECKED SEAMEN, 


Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9132) to credit the revenue-cutter service for 
the transportation home by United States revenue vessels of shipwrecked 
seamen from the arctic region or from the Territory of Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MEMPHIS, TENN. 


Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back ta- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 9069) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; whicl 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. IRION submitted the views of the minority ; which were ordere« 
to ve printed to accompany the majority report. 

JAMES W. KINGON. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9860) to correct the record of the military 
service of James W. Kingon, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, and Company H, Forty-second Regimen 
IHinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, wit! 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. « 

CAPT. JAMES H. BONE. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 1¢- 
ported back ey the bill (H. R. 9486) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Capt. James H. Bone, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BERNHARD STEUBER. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2155) to remove the charge o! 
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desertion from the military record of Bernhard Steuber; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF CERTAIN SWORDS. 


Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6783) to purchase of the widow and chil- 
dren of the late General James Shields certain swords; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDNANCE STORES FURNISHED COLORADO. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
pack with amendments the bill (H. R. 5215) to relieve the State of Col- 
orado from charges on account of ordnance stores furnished to the State 
and Territory ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of Mary 
E. Hopkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS, ALASKA. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9861) to secure the 
benefits of the homestead laws of the United States to the people of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OXFORD, MISS. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9758) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building at 
Oxford, Miss.;’? which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW YORK. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1618) to es- 
tablish a marine hospital at the port of New York; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LANCASTER, PA. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (S. 1163) 
for a public building at Lancaster, Pa. ; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN N. SMITH. 


Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; which 
was to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HENRIETTA H. COLE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Patents, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 380) for the relief of Mrs. Henrietta H. Cole; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate ee and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimousconsent the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 


the bill (H. R. 8149) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


SALLY W. RICE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Sally 
W. Rice; Which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

H. H. DODD. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9401) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to H. H. Dodd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. SUSAN E. BARRY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Susan E. Barry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 








House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
GEORGE HAM. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George 
Ham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports or- 
dered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to William E. Fehrenback; 

A bill (H. R. 728) to place the name of Abraham Westfall on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
T. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7613) for the relief of F. A. Sears; 

6116) granting a pension to George W. Wilburn: 
7306) granting a pension to Eli W. Cooley; 

7612) granting a pension to John Stuckey; 

4917) for the relief of Elijah W. Penney; 

153% granting a pension to James Shepherd; 

7307) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Jackson 


6720) to pension A. J. Parmer; 

6645) granting a pension to John W. Younger: 

4571) granting a pension to Isaac Smith; and 

7697) for the relief of William Church. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WINANS, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of bills of the following titles; 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4351) granting a pension to Henry Mill; and 

A bill (H. R. 4352) granting a pension to Henry Daner. 

LUCY E. ANDERSON. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 2301) granting a pension to Lucy 
E, Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1459) 
granting an increase of pension to M. Louise Butler; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MARY JANE MAGOON. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane Magoon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

BETSEY COONEY. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9426) 
granting a pension to Betsey Cooney; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE BROWN. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7716) granting a pension 
to Lizzie Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to 
Emily J. Stannard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 1494) granting a pension to 
Stephen D. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House-on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. BOULTER. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2418) granting 
@ pension to Sarah E. Boulter; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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JOHANNA SOFIA ENLIND. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a fav orable recommendation the bill (S. 2061) grant- 
ing a pension to Johanna Sofia Enlind; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1476) 
granting a pension to Joseph H. Adams; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 2096) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles C. Hill; which was referred to the Committee 


_of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 


report ordered to be printed. 
LIEUT. JAMES MORTON. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R, 942) granting a pension to Lieut. James 
Morton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH HAMILTON. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Ham- 
ilton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6674) granting a pension to Michael Dallhofer; 

A bill (H. R, 5604) granting a pension to Nathaniel Brary; 

A bill te R. 7224) granting a pension to Elizabeth Boydston; 

A bill (H. R. 6399) to pension Winnie Trammell; 

A bill (H. R. 617) granting a pension to John Ww. Hubbert; 

A bill (H. R. 5606) for the relief of ‘Henry Barton; 

A bill (H. R. 5605) granting a pension to Claiborn Callison ; 

A bill CH. R. 5601) granting a pension to Whipple Handy; 

A bill (H. R. 3380) granting a pension to Simpson Sparks; 

A bill (H. R. 125) to grant a pension to T. J. Dickson; 

A bill i R. 3926) granting a pension to Hezekiah Harney ; 

A bill (H. R. 3927) granting ion to Rowland Noble; 

A bill (H. R. 244) for the relief of Ray Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 104) for the relief of Samuel Dial; 

A bill (H. R. 7685) granting a pension to Jerome B. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 5602) nee a pension to Rebecca E. Bushey ; 

A bill (H. R. 101) ion to Alonzo Hayward Kent; and 
A bill CH. R. 4851) for te se ief of Russell Harvey. 


MARY M’CoyY. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 9863) granting a pension to Mary McCoy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FERDINAND FRITZ. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 9864) granting a pension to Ferdinand Fritz; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY K. TAYLOR. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9241) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH E. DILTS. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8832) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. 
Diltz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


FANNIE CARMAN. - 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4585) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Fannie Carman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN BR. EWING. 
Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Franklin 
Ewing; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House oy, 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to |. 
printed. 

MARY M. THOMPSON. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pension to Mary | 
Thompson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hons 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re. 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1325) for the relief of Thomas 
D. French; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, I report back from the Committ e 
on Pensions the bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to the soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war, with the recommendation that the ame: 
ments of the Senate be non-concurred in. I move that the report be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That motion can not be made in this hour. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask unanimous consent that it be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it can not be done in 1! 
hour even by unanimous consent. 

SECTIONS 4756 AND 4757 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reporte: 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1526) amending sev- 
tions 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions to 
tain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or Marine Cor; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printe: 

EDWARD R. SHUBRICE. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendments the bill (S. 2355) granting a pension to Edward R. Shu- 
brick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
printed 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr, LANDES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back ad- 
versely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on tlw 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6081) granting a pension to Joseph Bchofield and Sara! 
N. Giese 

A bill (a. R. 5474) granting a pension to Mary Ann Egan. 

W. A. LEMASTER. 

On motion of Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent thie 
Committee on Pensions was from the further consideration 1 
of the bill (H. R. 622) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; and the san: 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


QUINCY A. BALCH. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6779) granting a pension to Quincy A. 
Balch; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on tlie 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printe: 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from theCommitteecon Pensidas, also reported 
back adversely billsof the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (8. 2002) granting a pension to Betsey A. Smith; and 

A bill (5. 2569 Saati toe Harrell. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, also reporte«| 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 1a\\! 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9000) granting a pension to Malinda Lemon; 


A bill (H. R. 8361) for the relief of Elijah Martin 

A bill (H. R. 7013) granting a to Sarah Vail; 

A bill (H. R. 273) for the relief of Newton Coker; 

A bill (H. R. 3839) for the relief of Elizabeth D. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of Joseph Stanley; 

A bill (H. R. 3808) for the relief of Elizabeth Chapman 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Micah French; 

A bill (H. R. 9491) granting a pension to Corporal A. H. Battle: 

A bill (H. R. 2180) granting a pension to Lena Kebler; 

rect B. 5897) granting & pension to Jahn A. Vanderhoft; an‘ 

A bill (H. R. 8854) granting a pension to J. J. Armentrout. 

WIDOWS OF SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 2! 

versly the bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of certain gurviving widows 


of soldiers who served in the last war with Great Britain, 1812 to 151 


# 





1886. 





whieh was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 
LIFURS ROBERSON. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from theCommittee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Rober- 
son to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


| 





MILTON P. SHOCKLEY. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Milton P. Schockley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD C, RIDGWAY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN A. MERRITT. 

Mr. MULLER (by Mr. SprinGeEr), from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1278) to provide for the adjust- 
ment of certain accounts of Edwin A. Merritt, late consul-general at 
London, for ‘storage and care of archives at that consulate-general ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SEMON BACHE & CO. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred an item in the Book of Estimates relative to the claim of Semon 
Bache & Co., reported a bill (H. R. 9865) for the relief of Semon Bache 
& Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

8. H. PEARCE. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of S. H. Pearce; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims to re- 
port back with a recommendation that it lie on the table the bill (H. 
R. 4771) for the relief of William Schuchardt, and also to report back 
with a recommendation that it pass a Senate bill of the same purport— 
the bill (S. 1444) for the relief of William Schuchardt, United States 
commercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico. 

House bill No. 4771 was by unanimous consent laid on the table, and 
Senate bill No. 1444 was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

BICHARD OULAHAN. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent the Commit- 
tee on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1522) for the relief of Richard Oulahan; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. MULLER (by Mr. SPRINGER) reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Claims the bill (S. 1990) to provide for the adjustment 
of matters connected with certain judicial proceedings in Pennsylvania 
in which the United States was a party; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES R. BLAIR. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1250) for the relief of Charles R. Blair; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. FINCH. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R.'7523) for the relief of the heirs of William H. | 
Finch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


Ce 


GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 
_Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back a | 
bill (H. R. 4805) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts; which was | 
laid on the table. 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1069) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts; | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GREENSBURGH LIMESTONE COMPANY AND OTHERS. 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
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favorably the bill (S. 1829) for the relief of the Greensburgh Limestone 
Company and others; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
FRANK J. BURROWS. 

Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 3129) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 


endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MAJ. WILLIAM KENDAL 

Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5420) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Maj. William Kendall; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the : panying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

TAMES ~ Cy} LW PORD 
Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims yorted a bill (H. R. 


9866) for the relief of James S. Crawford; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


E. REMINGTON & SON 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPAN 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 3146) for the relief of Sone and Ileming 
Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of New York: 
laid on the table. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 601) for the relief of Sone and Flem- 
ing Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


rrM 
a, LMI 


which was 


THOMAS H. NORTON AND JAMES M’LEAN. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported hack fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1256) for the relief of Thomas H. Norton and James 
McLean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
be printed. 

CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE, SAINT 101 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Christian Brothers’ College, Saint Louis, Mo.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ordered to 


MoO. 


Is, 


HEIRS OF MARK DAVIS, DECEASED. 

Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2525) for ‘the relief of the heirs of 
Mark Davis, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1717) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery, cap- 
tain in the Fifth Cavalry, United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. WHITE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1835) for the relief of Joseph R. 
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BOUNTY TO DISTRICT VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 

also reported back the bill (H. R. 8152) to provide for the payment of 


| bounty to District of Columbia volanteers; which was laid on the table. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Whar Claims, 
also reported a bill (H. R. 9867) to provide for the payment of bounty 
to District of Columbia volunteers; which was yead a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

P. L. WARD. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 


also reported back favorably the bill (S. 1150) for the reliefof P. L. Ward, 


executrix and widow of William Ward, deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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TURNER C. GOODRUM. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
also reported back favorably the bill (8. 2397) for the relief of Tarner 
©. Goodrum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

0. F. ADAMS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1744, a bill (H. R. 9868) for the re- 
lief of O. F. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 1744 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

LA GRANGE SYNODICAL COLLEGE. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
Rt. 9869) for therelief of the LaGrangeSynodical College, of La Grange, 
Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. . 


THOMAS L. HIGGINS. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8221) to grant relief to 
Thomas L. Higgins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. SCHADEL, 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5744, a bill (H. R. 9570) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry A. Schadel, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE J. GILLETT. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, asa 
substitute for H. R. 5743, a bill (H. R. 9871) for the relief of Theodore 
J. Gillett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 5743 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


PEREZ DICKINSON. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 8724, a bill (H. R. 9872) for the relief of Perez 
Dickinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 7824 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of 
the minority on said bill; which were ordered to be printed to accom- 
pany the report of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The views of the minority are signed by eight 


~ of the thirteen members. I want to know whether under those circum- 


stances they will remain the views of the minority or become the ma- 
jority report? . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to decide that question 
now. ‘The Chair supposes the action of the committee which resulted 
in the majority report occurred at a regular meeting of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And perhaps a majority then voted for the report. 
Of course the Chair does not know the facts. 

MRS, LOUISA JACKMAN,. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2057) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman and 
the legal representatives of Martha Vaughn; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATHILDA VICTOR. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 975) for the relief of Ma- 
thilda Victor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LYMAN, trom the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 5375) for the relief of Ammon McLaughlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief of John Kouns. 


L. M. PEARLMAN. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of L. 
M. Pearlman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of the 
minority; which were ordered to be printed to accompany the report of 
the committee. 

FRANCIS M. MURRAY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2117) for 
the relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. L. BIVINS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Mrs. L. Bivins, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of bills 
of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Committee 
on Claims, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 6) for the relief of Mary S. Stone, administratrix; and 

A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of John Friery. 

FRANCIS DENMEAD. 

Mr. CROXTON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims to report back the bill (H. R. 1446) for the relief of Francis Den- 
mead, and to ask that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same by reason of the fact that the same bill was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and by that com- 
mittee has been reported favorably. 

The committee was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill H. R. 1446, and it was laid on the table. 

LEGAL. REPRESENTATIVES OF MATHEW SMITH. 

Mr. CROXTON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3734) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Mathew Smith; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES OF REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1587) in relation to 
the trustees of the Reform School, District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the acccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BROCK. 

Mr. TRIGG, drom the Committee on Accounts, presented a report on 
a resolution for the relief of Henry Brock; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

PATRICK DOLAN. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Accounts, presented 
a report on a resolution for the relief of Patrick V. Dolan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MONUMENT AT CRAB ISLAND. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 187) providing for the erection of a monumentat Crab Island, 
Lake Champlain, over the grave of the unknown dead who fell at the 
battle of Plattsburgh, on the 11th of September, 1814; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MANUSCRIPTS OF W. VANS MURRAY. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1084) to authorize 
the purchaseof five manuscript volumes (being letter-books) of William 
Vans Murray, formerly minister at The Hague and at Paris; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. If ther 
be no objection during the remainder of the hour the Chair will recoy- 
nize gentlemen who were not in their seats when their names were 
called. 

There was no objection. 


UNITED STATES BOTTLERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. MoMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9208) to permit 
the entry free of duty of foreign goods for exhibition at the fourth bi- 
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ennial exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ Protective Association; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SPIRITS DISTILLED FROM FRUITS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported a bill (H. R. 9873) to reduce the tax on spirits 
distilled from apples, peaches, and other fruits, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 31, a bill (H. R. 9873) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Birmingham, Ala.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
House bill No. 31 was laid on the table. 
JAMES KANE. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5454) for the relief of James Kane; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. . 


FREEDOM OF COMMERCIAL INTERCOURSE. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9210) to protect the freedom 
of commercial intercourse; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the call of committees for reports 
under the rule has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the order may be ex- 
tended to allow the remaining reports to be made. 

Mr. FORNEY: I call for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 3365) granting a pension to Jennette Dow; 

A bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Charles Wyant; 

A bill (H. R. 5866) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tucker; and 

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and for other purposes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL AND NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of courtesy to the Senate, 
as they have sent the river and harbor bill back with a request for a 
conference, I ask that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred 
‘n, and that the request for a conference be acceded to. 

Mr. RANDALL, Does that require unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I made the request as an act of courtesy to the Sen- 
ate. I now ask, Mr. Speaker, that the bill be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]}? 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it to be printed in the RecorpD? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair understands the request to be that 
it shall be ted as a document. 

Mr. DALL. Will not that be done when it is referred under 
the rule? 

The SPEAKER. When it comes back from the committee it will be 
referred under the rule, but the gentleman asks now that it be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the operation of the rule take it there? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, when it comes properly before the House; 
but the Chair has not yet laid the bill before the House under the rule. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mv. Speaker, is it in order to have the amend- 
ments read ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thenit had better go to the committee in the regu- 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects to the request 
of the from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs}. 

_ Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not ob- 
ject. It isa matter of saving two or three days’ time. 








The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
in due order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be printed, but 
will not be referred. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT}, 
who has charge of the naval appropriation bill, has requested the Chair 


The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
I withdraw the objection. 
I object to the reference of the bill until it is made 


Objection is made. 


to say that he desires to have that bill also printed, and if there be no 
objection it will be ordered printed, but not referred. 


There was no objection, and it was sc ordered. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 


self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the fortifica- 


tions appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations 
for fortificationsand other works of defense and for the armament thereof 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the first 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FORNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have an understand- 
ing as to the hour at which the general debate shall close. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, as I suggested to my friend 
from Alabama yesterday, we upon this side of the House want two hours 
for debate upon this bill. So far as I am advised that will be satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then I ask unanimous consent that general debate 
be closed at 4 o’clock; two hours to be allowed to the other side of the 
House, and the remainder of the time to this side. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr.FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take up very much 
of the time of the committee in explaining this bill. 

The bill now under consideration differs very little from the bill of 
last year or the bills of prior years. Under the bill of last year a board 
was organized known as the board on fortifications or other defenses. 
That board has made a report to Congress. The substance of it is that, 
in the opinion of the board, in order to complete the fortifications re- 
quired forcoastand lake defenses, the sum of $126,000, 000 will be needed. 
The board have also recommended that an appropriation of twenty-one 
and a half million dollars should be made this year, and an appropria- 
tion of $9,000,000 annually until the work is completed. The major- 
ity of the Committee on Appropriations did not deem it practicable to 
enter upon this great work at this time, and they have therefore pre- 
sented the bill which is now under consideration, which merely appro- 
priates $670,000; $50,000 of which is a reappropriation to pay for agun 
to be manufactured at the South Boston Iron Works. I, for one, Mr. 
Chairman, do not think it is necessary at this time to enter upon the 
extensive works recommended by the board. We are at peace with all 
the world. Our relations with foreign governments are amicable, and 
at this time it does not seem likely that we shall get into difficulty at 
an early day. The board state in their report that— 

The coast defenses, which in 1860 were not surpassed by those of ainy country 
for efficiency either for offense or defense, and were entirely competent to resist 
vessels of war of that period, have, since the introduction of rifled guns of heavy 
power and of armor plating in the navies of the world, become unabie to cope 
with the modern iron or steel clad ships of war, far less to prevent their passage 
into the ports destined for attack. 

Hence the board deem it necessary that we should commence fortify- 
ing in the way they recommend. The board alsoreport that at this time 
we have a number of heavy guns available for seacoast fortifications. 
There are over two thousand guns of large caliber, ranging from 8 to 
20 inches, and as we have those guns, as our country is at peace with 
the world, and as we have the fortifications which the board testify were 
so efficient in former years, the majority of the committee think it is not 
necessary for us to enter at this time upon the immense work which 
the board recommend. Therefore the committee have presented this 
bill, and my present purpose is merely to explain the objects for which 
appropriations are provided in the bill. 

The first item is for the protection, preservation, and repair of forti- 
fications. The sum appropriated is $100,U00. The committee deem 
that a sufficient appropriation at this time. We have upon our sea- 
coasts seventy or eighty forts or fortifications. Last year $100,000 was 
appropriated for that purpose; the committee thought we could not get 
along with less this year, and so have recommended an appropriation 
of the same amount as was appropriated last year. 

The next item in the bill is for the continuation of torpedo ex peri- 
ments and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of 
service, $20,000. Thesame amount was appropriated last year for this 
purpose, and a larger sum might perhaps be appropriated now, but 
there have been improvements going on in the making of torpedoes, 
and the committee had also before it a proposition for the purchase of 
a pneumatic dynamite gun. 
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The committee do not reeommend the purchase at this time, but it 
is said that that gun which is now ready for us can throw 100 or 200 
pounds of dynamite or other explosive with precision against an object 
at the distance of over a mile, and that the projectile can be thrown 
at least 2 miles. In view of these facts the committee have not 
thought it necessary to appropriate more than $20,000 for these torpedo 
experiments, because that gun is now being examined and investigated 
by the War and Navy Departments, and if it proves a ‘success it will 
be unnecessary to appropriate any more money for torpedoes and we 
shall turn our attention to the purchase of guns of this character. 

They say they can make a ship over 200 feet long, to carry three of 
these guns, to go at a speed of 20 miles an hour, and to throw a mis- 
sile every two minutes from each of the guns. Therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, the committee did not deem it necessary to recommend any larger 
appropriation than $20,000 for this year. 

The most important item in the bill is in section 2: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procurement of 
steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriages, project- 
iles, fuses, powder,and implements, their trial and proof,and all necessary ex- 
venses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until expended. 

The sum here appropriated is larger than the appropriation of last 
year; but the Committee of the Whole will notice that the money to 
be appropriated by this section is to be expended under the supervision 
and direction of a board of five persons, three of whom (one from the 
Navy, one from the Army, and one from civil life) are to be selected by 
the President of the United States, another of whom is to be selected 
by the Speaker of the House, and another by the President of the Sen- 
ate. So that this will be a non-partisan board. The committee think 
this is a step in the right direction, and if this board should prove a 
success a larger amount of money can hereafter be appropriated, and 
we can enter upon a proper policy of national defense. 

The only other item in the bill, Mr. Chairman, is one which reappro- 
priates $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of an unex- 
pended balance of $400,000 appropriated by the act of March, 1883, for 
armament of fortifications, to pay the South Boston Iron Works on ac- 
count of a contract heretofore entered into between the Government and 
thatcompany. In order that the committee may fully understand this 
matter I will send to the Clerk and ask to have read a letter from 
General Benét, Chief of Ordnance, to the Secretary of War. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





ORDNANCE Orrice, Warn DEPARTMENT. 
Washington, D. C., May 2%, 1886. 

Sim: L have the honor to inelose a copy of a letter received from the South 
Boston Iron Works stating, for reasons given, their inability to complete certain 
contracts for heavy guns within the present fiscal } asking that the un- 
expended balance of the appropriation made for this purpose may be reappro- 
priated for the completion of these guns. 

The appropriation was part of $400. 000 appropriated by act of March 3, 1883 (22 
Statutes, 471), for armament of fortifications, and the manufacture of these guns 
was specially provided for in said act. 

Under the provisions of the act of June 30, 1874, all unexpended balances of 
appropriations which shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for 
two fiscal years are carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury. 

The unexecuted contracts for guns with the South Boston Iron Works to be 
paid for out of the Sean of $400,000 made by act of March 3, 1883, and the 
amounts involved in each case are as follows, namely: 

(1) Contract See 1883, for one cast-iron body for a 12-inch breech- 
loading rifled gun, finished in readiness for the insertion of a steel tube, Kc., ex- 
pires June 20, 1886, $25,657.93. 

(2) Contract of June 30, 1884, for completing the above 12-inch rifle with steel 
tube, breech mechanism, &c., the parts to be supplied by the United States, $10,- 
000. 

(3) Contract of June 30, 1884, for completing one 12-inch cast-iron breech-load- 
ing rifle, hooped and tubed with steel, expires June 20, 1886, $12,961. 

king a total of $48,618.93, to which is to be added 
as additional m 


therefore recommend that Congress be requested to reappropriate $50,000 of the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation made for this purpose. 

I recommend that the following be incorporated into the fortification appro- 
priation bill for the next fiseal year : 


“The sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the unex- 


pended balance of $400,000 priated by the act of March 3, 1883, for arma- 
ment of fortifications, is made available for the 
construction and payment of the guns authorized by said act, and now being 
constructed by the South Boston Iron Works, under dated ber 


contracts Septem 
24, ane June 30, 1884, and the extension of said contracts is authorized ac- 
cordingly.” 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


8. V. BENET, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 

The Secrerary or War. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, the committee are satisfied that these 
guns contracted for ought to be ready for trial within a very short 
time, and if they should prove a success, this money should be paid. 
Hence the propriety of this rea iation. I reserve the remainder 
of my time for this side of the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; when a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate requested a 
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 5003) 
for the relief of Mary E. Casey, and the amendment thereto, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PLumMB, Mr. Van 
Wyck, and Mr. BERRY. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments numbered 2, 17, 88, 179, and 180, disagreed to by the House, 
to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
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ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal y:.; 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; had agreed to the fu,- 
ther conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the tw, 
Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate \ 
ALLIson, Mr. DAWEs, and Mr. CocKRELL. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I deem it aduty to call t) 
attention of the House, and so far as I may of the country, to what | 
regard as the gross remissness of Congress in failing to appropriate wh; 
not only this House but the country must recognize as indispensa)]e ; 
weare to have anything which is even suggestive of adequate coast an 
harbor defenses. This bill is called ‘‘ the fortifications bill;’’ but the 
is nothing in it or about it, except the title, which could possib!, 
gest that it had any such mission in the earth as providing the mn: 
for securing to this eountry proper coast and harbor defenses. 

It is fair to say that the committee did one thing in the right direc. 
tion, but I shall be greatly surprised if some gentleman, imbued wit! 
the idea of what he esteems economy, does not secure the eliminatio 
of that item from the bill on a point of order; in other words I sha! 
be agreeably and happily surprised if the best feature in the bill, pr 
vided full appropriations are made, is not thrust out of it upon a p 
of order by gentlemen who are still willing to trust the defense o! 
country to the Fourth of July oratorical pyrotechnics and vain boa 
fulness as toour power and greatnessasa people. The section to whi 
I refer is the one which was discussed briefly by my honorable fric: 
from Alabama who has charge of this bill. It looks to the appoin 
ment of a board of five members, one officer of the Navy, one of t! 
Army, and one person from civil life, the three to be selected by 11 
President, together with one person to be selected by the Speaker : 
this House and another by the President of the Senate. The five thu: 
selected to constitute a board, not merely to devise a plan, for ther 
are many plans, but to pursue the work of providing suitable aun 
proper coast and harbor defenses. 

I will not stop to discuss at any length the necessity which in t! 
judgment of the committee requires the appointment of such a boar 
I submit to the House that there can beselected in this country five men 
equal to the emergency of adopting a proper system of coastand harbo: 
defense—a board competent to determine upon the character of the en- 
ginery of wartobe used as apart of that system of defense, and to supe 
vise the expenditure of any appropriation which Congress may make { 
carrying on the work. The board, if it shall be appointed, will |. 
charged with the duty first of adopting the best plan of coast and har- 
bor defense; and next, all expenditures providing ordnance, guns, torpe- 
does, &c., will be under the direction and supervision of that board 
The only objection to this proposition possibly is that we are not able 
in this country to find five men equal to the discharge of this duty 
Everywhere else than on this floor that suggestion would be resente\ 
as an insulttotheability and geniusof our country. That sach aboard 
can and will be selected, if ample appropriations are made, I have no 
kind of doubt; and then we shall enter upon the discharge of a hi¢! 
public duty which we have neglected during all these years. 

This bill, and I want to be parliamentary, presents hardly a decen' 
apology for an appropriation to provide a proper coast and harbor de- 
fense for thiscountry. How much is hereappropriated? Half a mil!- 
ion dollars. 

Now, gentlemen, I desire to call your attention to one or two faci; 
in that connection. Statistics) are dry. While I shall, with the per- 
mission of this House, insert some statistics and evidence in my re- 
marks, I shall not read them, bezause they are dry, although instruct- 
ive. I shall state what I understand to be the logic of the statistics 
and evidence I cite, and which I would read if I had time, and let the 
House judge whether they have been cited timely and to the purpose 

Five hundred thousand dollars is appropriated to provide a suitab!e 
system of coast and harbor defense in the United States. Let me ask 
how much has been estimated by competent a, by Government 
experts in this line, to be necessary to provide proper ordinary ani 
legitimate coast and harbor defense? One hundred and twenty-six 
million dollars is the estimate submitted. What per cent. does this 
committee propose to — of the amount absolutely necessary 
to carry on that work effectually and with efficiency? Fifty per cent.’ 
Twenty-five per cent.? Ten per cent.? Five percent.? One per ceut.’ 
No, sir; but less than one-half of 1 per cent. of that which is found to 
be indispensably necessary to provide a sufficient and adequate system 
of coast and harbor defense is to be iated by this bill. 

Let me ask, what can be accompli in the direction of providing 
that system of defense with the sum appropriated by this bill? ©» 
you provide an adequate defense for the great city of New York? \o 
sir. Can you provide adequatedefense for any city or village along 00' 
whole 4,000 miles of coast? No, sir. 

What can you do according to the testimony submitted by the geu- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], aschairman of the comm''- 
tee, toinvestigatethismatter? Some could be made in securin< 
one gun; and I speak now by the record when I say you canonly make 
suitable progress in securing one gun suitable for coast and harbor |v 
fense. I say this in view of the plant and labor essential to produce 
that si 

. And t is is called economy! I want itto be understood that in mak- 
ing this statement I speak strictly according to the record, to be found 
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in the reports made to this House by the committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the subject of our present ability to provide an adequate and 
efficient system of coast and harbordefense. There is the testimony of 
the committee of this House and of the committee of the Senate that 
we are not able in this country to-day to manufacture above an 8-inch 
steel gun, and our ability to do even that is called in question. The 
concurrent testimony of every committee which has investigated this 
subject and made a report to Congress or to the President, the coneur- 
rent testimony of every engineer who has made investigation into this 
subject is that in order to make any substantial progress in the direc- 
tion of defense of the great city of New York alone it will require 
more than two years and the expenditure of a sum vastly greater than 
you propose to appropriate for the defensive works of our whole coast 


ine. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from Ohio per- 
mit me to ask him a question whether the letter of the Sage of Gram- 
ercy Park was taken into account in this matter? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have the letter of the Sage of Gramercy 
Park in my pocket and will read it. 

Mr.RANDALL. The gentleman used the word guns; he ought to 
have said 8-inch steel guns. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ejight-inch steel guns. I state it properly 
be@huse the testimony shows that we are not situated in this country 
to supply this class of guns, which it is asserted are absolutely indis- 
pensible to successfully resist attacks from across the water in case of 
war. Inother words, the meanest power on earth that floats that which 
serves as a fair apology for a navy can to-day sail inside the harbor of 
New York and place that city under tribute and compel the payment 
of a sum which would more than pay the cost of girting our whole 
land with steel and iron. Yet this House hesitates to provide even 
funds enough to supply one armored turret at the entrance of the harbor 
of New York. 

And that is accounted to them for economic righteousness ! 

What is at stake? Gentlemen, the interest left in jeopardy by your 
neglect, in case of war with a foreign nation, in property along our 
coast, and I do not speak now of our coastwise trade, but of the vast 
property along the coast of the United States from Portland coming 
down along the coast to Boston, New London, New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, Galves- 
ton and going around to San Francisco, over $5,C00,000,000, all under 
the range of the enemy’s guns, while we are as helpless to resist the 
attack or repelthe enemy as it is possible for a nation to be. 

Think of it for a moment; we have under the range of the enemy’s 
guns and without the power of offering effective resistance property 
worth over $5,000,000,000, and yet to meet the great emergency, hav- 
ing to protect these great interests, the Committee on Fortifications 
in this House, guided by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
gentleman from Indiana, in their wisdom and magnanimity, suggest 
the magnificent sum of halfa million of dollars—less even than enough 
to provide a plant to manufacture the guns which they admit to be 
absolutely indispensable to make an adequate defense against the navy 
even of dec#yed and worn-out Spain. Does some one suggest to me 
that we already havea system of fortifications all along our coast line ? 

I read from the reports of these various committees, from the officers 
of the Army and the Navy, and from your civil engineers, men who are 
competent to judge, that we are absolutely defenseless; and while our 
fortifications were able to meet the emergency that arose in 1860 and 1861, 
now as against modern artillery they are not only worthless except as 
a defense in case we are attacked by land, in which event they may 
possibly be useful, but so far as our coast defense is concerned against 
the navies of the world they are, according to the judgment of all these 
authorities, absolutely worthless. I havesaid that the old fordifications, 


a 


as shown by competent evidence, are not only absolutely worthless but | 


they are worse than useless. And why? Because, Mr. Chairman, they 
seem to serve as an excuse for men pretending to be economists to say 
to the people of this country away inland and at other places that we 
already have our seacoast lined with fortifications now, and thus the 
otherwise suspicious and impatient public are lulled into a false sense 
ofsecurity. I now call attention to the report of the board appointed 
to investigate and report upon the subject under consideration; and 
also other pertinent evidence. 


REPORT OF THE BOARD—OERDER OF THE PRESIDENT. 
Executive Mansion, Washington, May 12, 1885. 

a provision of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
fortifications and other works of defense and for the armament thereof 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pu ,” approved March 
a board, to consist of the officers and civilians hereinafter named, is ap- 
to “examine and rt at what ports fortifications or other defenses 
urgently required, the character and kind of defenses best adapted for 
reference to armament,” and “ the utilization of torpedoes, mines, 
defeysive appliances:”’ 
William ©. Endicott, Secretary of War, president of the board. 
Stephen V. Benét, Chief of Ordnance. 
John Newton, Chief of ineers. 
Henry L. Abbot, Corps of Engineers. 
Smith, Ordnance rtment. 
. T. Sampson, United States Navy. 
Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy. 
M , jr., of Pennsylvania. 
Corning, of New York. 
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rhe board convened by order of the President has the honor to submit 
following report: 

. Phe reports of the Chief of Engineers of the Army have annually laid before 
the country the condition of the national defenses, and attention is specially in 
vited to those of 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1884 

_ Without enlarging upon this subject, it suffices to state that the coast fortifica- 
tions, which in 1860 were not surpassed by ry any country for efficiency. 
either for offense or defense, and were entirely « mpetent to resist vessels of 


t 











war of that period, have, since the introduction of rifled guns of heavy powe1 
and of armor plating in the navies ef the world, become unable to cope with 
modern iron or steel clad ships of war; far less to prevent their passage into 
the ports destined for attack. 

Prior to 1860 the ! irgest gu 1 sers was the 10-inch Rodman smooth-bore 
the energy of whose projectile was 2,000 foot-tons The forts of that period 
were more than competent to resist its projecti it should form, therefore, no 
subject of reproach because at present they can not withstand the shock of 20,- 
000, 30,000, and 45,000 foot-tons of energy, without mentioning the new guns 
under construction « xpecte d to deliver 61,000 foot-tons of energy On the other 
hand, the assumption should not be made that existing fortifications may not be 
effective at short range against ul ed « rit-armored ships. At ma 
sites, also, they are of indispensabk L is citadels or keeps to securs 
position against attacks by land, and as flanking works for torpedo lines 

Some idea of the wond ul change in guns since 1860 may be obtained 
comparing the weights of the projectiles, which, during this period, have 
creased about twenty-fold. This increase in power of guns necessitates the us 
of large masses of armor in important parts of the defensive works and larg 


increases their cost compared with the old works 
It is of no advantage to conceal the fact that the poris along ou 
length of about 4,000 miles, not including Alaska—invite naval attack; nor that 
our richest ports, from their greater depth of water and capacity to admit t 
largest and most formidable armored ships, are of all the most defenseless 
The property at-stake exposed to easy capture and destruction would am 


seaconist 





to billions of dollars, and the contributions which could be levied by 
fleet upon our sea-ports should be reckoned at hundreds of millions. 

It is impossible to understand the supineness which has kept this ati 
quiet—allowing its floating and shore defenses to become obsolete and effet 


without making an effort to keep progress with the age, while other nations, bx 


sides constructing powerful navies, have not considered themselves secure with 
out large expenditures for fortifications, including armored forts 

Our nearest neighbor, though, reasoning from the past, she should have no vo« 
casion to dread a naval attack from us, has nevertheless constructed armored 








forts at Halifax and Bermuda, both as a refuge for her fleets and as outpost 
offensive operations. 
In the mean time we have acquired greatrichesand apparently drean 
i PH 


prosperity should inspire friendship and not envy in less favored peoples 
getting that riches are a temptation, and thatthe plunderof one of ou: rorts 


} 
might abundantly reimburse ses of aw mn@icted 
against us. 

Had another policy prevailed and been consistently pursued toward the fo 
mation of a suitable coast defense, we should at the present moment have noth 
ing more serious to engage our attention than a measured development 
strength of the works of defense and in the power of guns, in o: 
pace with the gradual progress in the means of attac] 

Unfortunately the immense labor of novel constructions must be undert 
under circumstances where careful workmanship is required and haste would 
be impossible. Under the most favorable conditions a long period would be 
required to place the defense upon a secure basis, and who shal! guara 
this can be effected free from complications with foreign powers’? ‘The x 
foundry board has estimated that it would require at least three yearsto establish 
proper plant for the construction of modern guns. It would in all probability 
require two years more to get out and prove the first léinch gun. Thatt 
may be no delay in mounting the guns as fast as completed, the work upon t 
extensive foundations for the gun emplacements, as well as magazines, sh: 
rooms, engine-rooms, and other constructions necessary for the servic« 
guns, should be commenced at the earliest moment 


an enemy for the exp 


ler to keep 








Extract from the annual message of the President 
* cd 5 = » 

The Secretary of War submits the report of the Chief of Engineers as to th 
practicability of protecting our important cities on the seaboard by fortifications 
and other defenses able to repel modern methods of attack. The time has now 
come when such defenses can be prepared with confidence that they will not 
prove abortive; and when the possible result of delay in making such prepara 
tion is seriously considered, delay seems inexcusable. For the most important 
cities—those whose destruction or capture would be a national humiliatio 
adequate defenses, inclusive of guns, may be made by the gradual expediture 
of $60,000,000, a sum much less than a victorious enemy could levy as a contri- 
bution. An appropriation of about one-tenth of that amount is asked to begin 
the work, and I concur with the Seeretary of War in urging that it be granted 


[Extract from the annual report of the Secretary of War 


WarR DerartT™enrt, N mber 21. 1884 


ENGINEER BUREA 

The Chief of Engineers presents in his annual report a review of th 
requirements for the defense of our important seaco: 
prehensive, but brief discussion, shows not only th 


ast cities, and in his com- 


gent necessity of t 





ning the defensive works which can not be improvised, but their smal! cost in 
comparison with our national resources. Steel forts and turrets to resist guns 
which can send a projectile weighing a ton through 60 feet of sand, and which 
must themselves have like guns, with steam machinery to load and manipulate 
them, can not be built in the short time which would be given us by an enemy 
for preparation after the cessation of diplomatic intercourse; and, as is said by 








the Chief of Engineers, “ the contribution which could be levied from New York 
alone would probably pay four or five fold the cost of ail the fortifications of th 
important harbors of the country 

I quote from Admiral Porter’s report to the Seeretary of the Navy: 
=” Our entire system of arming ships must be changed if we expect the Navy to 
be of any service in case of war with a foreign power 

It is of littie use to build ships when we are without guns roper caliber to 
mount on them. 

We possess no Government workshops of sufficient nagn tude to supply even 
the small navy we have at present with large gun 

The indifference of our Government to this matter of arming ou 


forts and ships must strike other nations with astonishment. It looks 
as if we supposed ourselves exempt from the dangers of war v 
them. A few converted rifle guns have been placed upon onr principal 
forts, but nothing of a character that would keep a single powerful 
ironclad from passing them in broad daylight, to say nothing of a night 
passage, which could be made with wooden vessels so far as the forts 
are concerned. 
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An enemy could come on our coasts to-morrow, and commencing in 
Maine could take possession of every harbor as far as Texas. Our poor 
little wooden vessels would have to run away for safety, and our old 
quasi ironclads wouid with their present armament be more than use- 
less. ‘The enemy would sink them as ‘‘ worthless after he had obtained 
possession. ’’ 

And now let me refer you to the readiness of other nations in case 
ot war to force their way into our great harbors and compel payment 
of tribute sufficient to build a dozen fleets and line our coast with steel- 
clad fortifications. 

England owns 70 armor clads, of which 13 are building; France, 50, 
of which 12 are building; Russia, 24, of which 6 are building; Italy, 
19, of which 5 are building; Turkey, 15; Germany, 14; Austria, 13; 
Denmark owns 7 armor clads; Holland, 7; Spain, 6; Japan, 3; Chili, 
3; China, 3. 

To oppose the entrance into our harbors we have no defensive works, 
and our Navy is not worthy the name. 

These citations, which are needless since ali our people are well ad- 
vised of the defenseless condition of our coast line and lake front, indi- 
cate the great necessity of large appropriations and prompt effort to 
atone for the delay of which the country with good reason complains. 

My honorable friend from Alabama, General FORNEY, says we are at 
peace with all the world. Yes; and so is every other nation at peace 
with all the world immediately preceding the condition of war. Yes; 
we are at peace. We are not only at peace with the world, but we are 
held in just contempt by the world so far as our power to resist any 
suggestion of defensive or aggressive warfare is concerned. How do you 
know that peace will last an hour? Is there anything connected with 
affairs in the Northeast where our vessels are being seized for a sup- 
posed infraction of law by the British nation; is there anything sug- 
gestive of ultimate possibilities of war in that quarter? Are the sus- 
picions of the people or their apprehensions lulled by the fact that 
France assumes to take charge of the great highway across the Isthmus 
as a matéer of right? 

Do you find any reason to believe that we can maintain peace when 
we contemplate the fact of the impulsive disposition of our people to 
manage the affairs of other nations as if we were the proprietors? I 
do not know anything so utterly humble or shrinking in the bearing 
of the American people as to suggest that we can long remain at peace 
with other nations. 

Mr. Chairman, is it necessary that I read farther from expert au- 
thority or is it so notorious that it be taken for granted that our coast 
line is defenseless? Will it be taken for granted or will some one be 
courageous enough to rise in his place, and without blushing assert 
that there is a proper condition of defenses along our coast line? I take 
it to be admitted, sir, on all hands that our defenseless condition is a 
crying shame, and should be remedied. When shall we begin, I ask 
my friends from Pennsylvania and Alabama, to put ourselves in proper 
condition for defensive warfare? Suppose war should come to-morrow, 
and the experience of the world teaches that the supposition is not 
violent, are we prepared to offer as ramparts against the enemies’ shot 
and shel! the bodies of our children? Either we will gird our lines 
with ramparts of steel and iron or we must offer to the ememies’ shot 
and shell the bodies of our citizen soldiers; one or the other must be 
furnished to resist the assault—iron and steel or flesh and blood. 

Is the time to begin this work auspicious or not? That theGovern- 
ment must provide full and adequate coast and harbor defense this 
House can not for one moment doubt. That the work must be begun 
and completed is known to the people of the wholecountry. I put the 
question to this Democratic House, controlling as it does the only means 
by which this work can be accomplished. Whydelay? What excuse 
or apology can be offered? Are the conditions upon which our judg- 
ment must be based such as prompt and justify immediate action ? 
Have we the means? Undoubtedly we have. There is small reason 
to hope that our financial condition will ever be more auspicious for 
beginning and prosecuting to completion this great work. Have we the 
skilled labor, the willing and capable workmen? Never can the con- 
ditions touching labor be more suited to the work. Throughout the 
land strong, willing men arestanding idlearound the forgesand furnaces. 
In the great mills and shops of the country mechanics and artisans ot 
rarest skill and cunning in their several fields of labor are waiting 
with folded hands to begin this labor. 

Behold our nation exposed and defenseless in the presence of ample 
revenue, unused capital, unemployed artisans, mechanics, and laborers. 
This Democratic House refuses to permit the employment of either the 
capital or labor of the country to provide defensive works sufficient to 
enable our own to cope with the weakest among the nations of the 
earth. So far from meeting and providing for the crying needs of the 
country in the matter of ships of war and coast and harbor defense, the 
effort has been in the other direction. Our Secretary of the Navy has 
used the power of the Government to crush out the only great plant 
in the country, capable of meeting in substantial degree the demands 
of the hour, to crush and ruin John Roach, who seemed to appreciate the 
needs of his country and was able and willing to meet them. This 
man, whose genius and enterprise, the admiration of every land except 
his own, enabled him to compete in building war ships with his com- 


petitors of the Old World was crushed and his business scattered to 
the winds by the Secretary of the Navy, and twenty thousand persons, 
workmen and their families, turned out on the common to starve. Not 
only have we in this country no adequate plant to provide needed en- 
ginery for offensive and defensive warfare, but such as we have it seems 
to be the especial mission of the Navy Department to stamp out. 

Is the time auspicious, I ask again, to begin this work? You do not 
know, I repeat, that our nation will be long at peace, since war may 
come at any time and find us wholly unprepared to defend the vital 
interests at stake. Our coasts areas destitute of needful engines of war 
as a meadow brook, and yet you delay. The engineers whose duty it 
is to study and suggest plans for offensive and defensive warfare, rec- 
ognizing our defenseless condition, are eager to begin the work. Our 
mines, our forests, and quarries present exhaustless supplies. Ten 
thousand skilled and unskilled workmen stand ready to engage in the 
service. The people have provided the money, but this House refuses 
to appropriate it for the purpose. 

My Democratic friends, I do not expect that my admonitions to you 
in this behalf will receive your favorable consideration. Plain as the 
duty seems to me, I can hardly hope to influence your action; then let 
me read the language of a statesman for whose judgment in the matter 
in question you ought to have great respect. 

I propose to a letter, Mr. Chairman, with which I know you 
are familiar. It is a communication from the Hon. Samuel J. Tilden. 
We Republicans are glad to profit by the wise utterance of Mr. Tilden 
in this behalf. I regret to say that there is too much reason to be appre- 
hensive that his party friends have less concern about and less interest 
in his wisdom and experience than they have in his ability to provide 
the ready cash to defray the expenses of a political campaign. [Laugh- 
ter 


| 

That Mr. Tilden has carefully studied the questition of which he treats 
in this letter is clear. His words are full of wisdom. Though not ac- 
customed to quote from Hon. Samuel J. Tilden anything that apper- 
tains to politics, [am glad in this instance to read his tistimony, be- 
cause of the careful consideration he has given the subject and in view 
of the influence his suggestions ought to have with the majority in this 
House. The letter is, in effect, addressed to the Democratic majority 
upon this floor, urging them to provide for a crying need with which 
even the schoolboys of the country have become familiar, because it has 
been forced upon their attention. 

Mr. VIELE. Do I understand the gentleman regrets Mr. Tilden 
was counted out? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I do not regret that he was counted 
out, as you term it. But I will tell you what I regret, since you force 
me torefer to the matter. I regret that there should bea man in this 
country who could feel reconciled to having the candidate of his party 
walk to the Presidential office winning his way in one part of the coun- 
try by a bloody savagery and unscrupulous fraud unequaled and with- 
out a parallel in any land where enlightened civilization has a foothold. 
[Applause on the Republican side.}] I was not proposing to discuss 
that aspect of the case, however, nor refer in any wise to a matter so 
utterly disconnected with the subject under consideration. 

But hear what the Sage of Gramercy Park, the idol of Democracy, 
says concerning the matter now being considered by the House: 


GREYsTONE, YONKERS, N. Y., December 1, 1885. 


Dear Mr. CARLISLE: As public opinion points to you as the Speaker of the 
next House of Representatives— , 


We have lived to rejoice that the probabilities in that behalf were real- 
ized. We take great pleasure in congratulating you on having selected 
a Speaker conspicuous alike for his eminent ability and thorough im- 
partiality in the discharge of his duties [applause ]— 


I desire to submit a suggestion as to one of the public objects for which an ap- 
propriation ought to be prompt and liberal. 

In considering the state and management of the public revenues the subject 
involves the questions whether we shall extinguish the surplus by reducin, 
the revenue or whether we shall apply the surplus to payments on the public 
debt, or whether we shall seize the occasion to provide for ouf seacoast de- 
fenses which have been wes neglected. Iam of the opinion that the latter is 
&@ paramount necessity w ought to precede the reduction of the revenue and 

also to precede an excessive dity in the payment of the public debt. 


Mr. Tilden, in entertaining that opinion, I regret to say, so far as the 
representatives of the people upon the Democratic side of the House 
are concerned, you stand almost solitary and alone. 


The property exposed to destruction in the twelve seaports—Portland, Port-- 
mouth, , Newport, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, New —* Galveston, and San not be Jess in value 
than $5,000,000,000. To this must be added a vast amount of property depend- 

seaports. Nor does this statement affordatrue measure 
of which might be caused to the properiy and businees of the coun- 
Oe A Deen So gaeties vaepe aanpaete Dake Duane news abtantsa, ‘ 
hey are the centers not only of foreign commerce but of most of the internal 
trade and exchanges of domestic uctions. To this state of things the ma- 
chinery of transportation of the w country has become adapted. The inter- 
ruption of the currents of traffic by the occupation of one or more of our princi- 
ee by a foreign enemy or the destruction of them by bombardment or 
the ing over them the menace of destruction for the purpose of exacting 
contribution or ransom would inflict u the property and business of the 
country an injury which can neither be foreseen nor measured. The elaborate 
acute aeeoe — — cite eee, with _. - cng ng 
i oalnyied gpl 8. are not capab resisting the attacks 

of modern lery, 
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But why repeat this? AsI said before, every school-boy in this coun- 
try has learned that our coast-line defenses are worthless. Our school 
pooks, our philosophies teach our boys the power of guns and the range 
and destructive energy of projectiles. So we are not acting in igno- 
rance of what the truth is when we refuse to provide what our country 
demands for the maintenance of its rights, dignity, and the proper pro- 
tection of its coast-line cities. But 1 read on: 

A still greater defect exists in our coast defenses. The range of the best mod- 


ern artillery has become so extended that our present fortifications, designed to | 


protect the harbor of New York, where two-thirds of the import trade and more 
than one-half the export trade of the whole United States is carried on, are too 
near to the great populations of New York city, Jersey City,and Brooklyn to 
be of any value as a protection. 

To provide effectual defenses would be the work of years. 


If my honored friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] questions 


the other authority from which I quote I know he will not question | 


the authority of Samuel J. Tilden, whose experience he must acknow1- 
edge and whose wisdom he concedes. 


It would take much time to construct permanent fortifications. 


A small pro- 
vision of the best modern guns would take several years. 


several years.’’ 

It is not only the witness borne by Mr. Tilden, but it isthe evidence 
of the officers of the Army and Navy, as well as of the civil engineers, 
that te construct even a few modern guns would be the work of several 
years. And yet this House proposes deliberately to appropriate hardly 
enough to provide for the manufacture of one gun. 


Neither of these works can be extemporized in presence of emergent danger. 
A million of soldiers with the best equipments on the heights surrounding the 
harbor of New York in our present state of preparation, or rather in our total 
want of preparation, would be powerless to resist a small squadron of war steam- 
ers, 

Thus we observe that the testimony of the Sage of Gramercy Park, 
supplementing thatof all the experts on the subject, is that the expend- 
iture of a million dollars would be inadequate even to approximately 
furnish a proper defense for the city of New York, and yet we appro- 
priate for the defense of 4,000 miles of coast and all the great cities on 


that coast but half a million of dollars, and we do that in presence of 


the faet that we can not in this country to-day make a single gun ad- 
judged suitable for use in connection with such defenses! 

I read again from Mr. Tilden’s letter: 

The state of things is discreditable to our foresight and our prudence. 


Our foresight! Has he not yet learned that his party is not guided 
by its foresight? ([Laughter.] Its gaze is fixed steadily on the hind- 


sight. ‘There is my honored friend from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] whom 
I do not see in his seat, one of the leaders in this House, who does, per- 
haps, as much if not more than any other member on this floor to shape 
what he is pleased to term its economic policy. Observe him take his 
seatin the tail of the wagon of progress, and from that point of observa- 
tion he never sees anything till it is passed; never turns his eyes to the 
waking glories of the future, or catches a glimpse of the great possibili- 
ties and opportunities that lie in front. Able and good as he is, that is 
his fixed habit, and he represents the advance thought and the peculiar 
methods of the great party which is shaping the destinies of our country. 
Te of less than one-half of 1 per cent. of the amount re- 
quired to provide that which is confessedly indispensable to the country 
is a fair measure of the capacity of that party to deal with the great 
questions that confront us. 

Mr. WILSON. And yet you said the otherday that we were always 
‘‘on the cow-catcher.”’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ah, yes, when the work is accomplished, 
when you are forced forward in spite of yourselves, then it is that you 
pose in the front and rejoice over the success achieved. When we come 
into power again and build these defenses, as we will, and show the en- 
emies of this country, ifit has any, that weare rich and powerful enough, 
patriotic enough, to provide all the means and instrumentalities to re- 
sist every attack from whatever quarter it may come, then you will 
with characteristic modesty rush frantically forward to take charge 
the admiration of the world to our wonderfal achieve- 
ments, You may then be heard to exclaim with pride, ‘‘See what we 
have done.”” [Laughter.] That is thoroughly characteristic of your 
bets coma other day te your getting on the cow-catcher 
inappropriate. 
else does Mr. Tilden say ? 

the best assurance that our diplomacy 


nst aggression, 
pacific, and that our rights and honor will be respected 
their knowledge that we are in a situation to vindicate 


B. 


it to this House, and especially to the majority side of 

to-day England should in defiance of law and 
i forcibly remove from the deck of an American vessel 
tizensof the United States, citizens whose rights our Gov- 
would be bound to protect; what would we do? Suppose we 
an apology and satisfaction. Are we in any manner pre- 
enforce a recognition of and proper respect for the rights of 
citizens or to p ly resent such an indignity to our 
flag? Certainly not. We conld adopt aseries of resolutions eondemn- 
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| hold her to a rigid accountability. 
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ing in strong language the outrage, and could also serve notice that as 
soon as we can establish a plant and manufacture the necessary guns and 
armament, and as soon as we can build armed ships and generally make 
suitable preparation, England shall hear from us further, and we may 
[Laughter.] What else could we 
do? We would be powerless todo anythiny else except engage in vivid 
verbal exercises here and on the stump, and generally on the 4th of 
July. And just hereI wish to call your attention tothe length of time 
that our Democratic friends would require to fit us for such an emer- 
gency as I have described—that is, if allowed to proceed unmolested 
at the present speed and with the appropriations they make annually. 
Itisamatter of easy mathematical solution, since we know the amount 


| required, the amount of the annual appropriations, and the work that 


| period, but I give my friends the benefit of the doubt. 


SSeS hee LE CE 


a . 7 g ; | ing of offensive war. 
Yes, Sir; the concurrent testimony of all whoare advised in the prem- | Democratic party, administering the Government, would complete the 
ises is that even ‘‘a small provision of the best modern guns would take | 


the annual appropriations will do. ‘The whole estimated cost is $126,- 
000,000; the annual appropriation, less than half a million, and we 
know what can be done with that sum. I have been at some pains, 
Mr. Chairman, to ascertain just how long it would take, at the present 
rate, to putour country in a condition for defensive warfare, to say noth- 
If allowed to continue the work unmolested, the 
work in about two centuries. It would take something beyond that 
{ Laughter. ] 
Now, what excuse is there toofferforthis? That our people are poor? 
No, sir. They are at least not so poor that they are willing to give the 
blood of their children instead of the steel and iron that are required 
for a proper national defense. 
But I read on: 


The notoriety of the fact that we have neglected the ordinary precautions of 
defense invites want of consideration in our diplomacy, injustice, and arrogance 
and insult at the hands of foreign nations. Itis no more than sixty years since 
we announced to the world that we should resist any attempts, from whatever 
quarter they might come, to make any new colonization on any part of the 
American continent; that while we should respect the status quo, we should 
protect the people of the different nations inhabiting this continent from every 
attempt to subject them to the domination of any European power, or to inter- 
fere with their undisturbed exercise of the right of self-government. This an- 
nouncement was formally made by President Monroe, after consultation with 
Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson. It was formulated by Joha Quincy Adams, 


Then he goes on to show how perfectly helpless we are to assert and 
maintain the doctrine to which the American citizen is thoroughly 
devoted—that American thought, American civilization, the American 
form of government shall be supreme to the extent at least which we 
deem necessary to the triumph and maintenance of republican ideas in 
the western continent. The Republican party was not so indifferent to 
the condition of our country in this behalf. Even when we were yet 
staggering under the blows of a gigantic rebellion, when the young Re- 
public was in fact reeling under a load which it could hardly bear, a Re- 
publican administration marched an army to the Mexican frontier and 
said to France, ‘‘ Weak as we are, shattered as we are, still we are strong 
enough, great enough, brave enough, and determined to enforce in its 
letter and spirit the Monroe doctrine, and no empire shall be planted 
on Mexican soil.’’ The Emperor of the French promptly withdrew his 
soldiers from the territory of Mexico, and Maximilian, poor dupe, was 
shot near the halls of the Montezumas by the people over whom he as- 
sumed to play the despot. 

That was what a Republican administration did when the country 
was distracted and torn, weak and exhausted. Now Democracy is again 
in power. It reraains to be seen what will be done to put the country 
in such condition as to be capable to assert and maintain the rights of 
American citizens on land and sea. Up to this hour you have done 
nothing in the direction of providing the means which Samuel J. Tilden, 
voicing the demands of experience and wisdom, points out and which 
every boy and girl in the country know to be indispensable to the main- 
tenance of the ideas which are uppermost in American minds and which 
leaven the policy of this country, whether in dealing with the rights 
of individual citizens or determining the policy and authority of na- 
tions. 

Now I desire to call the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], at whose feet I have sat at times as Paul at the feet of 
Gamaliel, to learn lessons of wisdom touching the tariff [laughter]— 
I want to call his attention to the fact that he is rebuked by the ‘‘ Sage 
of Gramercy Park,’’ Samuel J. Tilden, who fitly and most appropri- 
ately calls attention to the fact that while gentlemen are willing to re- 
duce the tax upon whisky to the consumer, they are not yet willing to 
provide a dollar, comparatively, to defend the great cities and the vast 
interests that lie exposed and defenseless along our coast. Here is what 
he says, and he has a good deal of leisure to coin his phrases: 





Second, in the questions that beset this subject, until they shal 
solution, we can content ourselves with adding but sparingly t 


They have taken that advice, Governor [addressing Mr. Currin], 
and have deemed that the country could observe with complacency the 
extinguishment of a great naval plant in your State. I read on: 

But what we do add should be the very best that science and experience « 
indicate. 

This prudential view is re-enforced by the consideration that the annual charge 
of maintaining a war vessel bears an important proportion to the original cost 
of construction. In the construction of permanent fortifications and in provid- 
ing an ample supply of the best modern artillery the annual cost of maintenance 
ie inconsiderable. 
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Nearly the whole expenditure is in the original outlay for construction. If 
we do not make the expenditure neneeaaey to provide for our seacoast defenses 
when we have a surplus and have no n to levy new taxes, we certainly will 
not make those expenditures when we have no longer a surplus in the Treasury. 


How true! Could any suggestion comport more thoroughly with the 
dictates of practical common sense? 


To leave our vast interests defenseless in order to reduce the cost of whisky 
to its consumers would be a solecism. 





So it would, and behold your partisan leaders here are not disinclined 
to do that very thing, and so proclaimit. Now, I shall insert the whole 
of this letter in my remarks, because it contains words of -wisdom fitly 
spoken—timely suggestions to a great party as to what they ought to 
do to meet the demands of this hour in the matterof national defense. 

Mr. REAGAN. And to perpetuate the national banks! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The letter of Mr. Tilden concludes as fol- 
lows: 

The present time is peculiarly favorable for providing for this great national 
necessity too long neglected. Not only doesthe surplus in the Treasury supply 
ample means to meet this great public want without levying new burdens — 
the people, but the work can now be done at a much lower cost than 
ever before been possible. almost entirely 
of steelandiron. These materials can now be had at an unprecedented low 
price. A vast supply of machinery and of labor called into oxitanes by a great 
vicissitude in the steel and iron industries offers itself to our service. 

We should have the satisfaction of knowing that while we were availing our- 
selves of the supplies which would primarily be unattainable we were setting 
in motion important industries, and giving employment to labor in a period of 
depression. With encouragement by the tee of work, or perhaps by the 
Government itself furnishing the plant, the inventive genius of our people would 
be applied to the creation of new means and improved machinery, and estab- 
lishments would spring into existence capable of supplying all of the national 
wants and rendering us completely independent ofall other countries in respect 
to the means of national defense. 

I endeavored to impress these ideas on Mr. RANDALL the last time I had the 
pleasure of seeing him. 

With my highest regards to Mr. CARLISLE and yourself, I remain, 


Very truly, yours, 
SAM'L J. TILDEN. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My honored friend from Texas is distressed 
about the continuance of national banks. I want to say to him that 
we, and he with us, owe a debt of gratitude to the national banks which 
we shall be a long time in paying. He remembers very well when 
looking across the border he saw our greenbacks depreciating in value 
until they threatened to become almost as worthless as the treasury notes 
of the Southern confederacy. He will remember that at that time gold 
and silver had hidden themselves away; they no longer formed any part 
of the currency of the country. He will also remember that it became 
apparent that unless some quickening energy could put new life into 
our financial system, and thus strengthen the nation’s credit, the young 
Republic would have staggered to its fall under the heavy blows his 
friends were dealing it all along our Southern border. At that time 
the present national banking system, the best I submit to this House 
the world has ever known, came to the rescue of the national credit, 
and upheld it until our armies battered down—— 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Nonsense! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does not follow that any proposition is 
nonsense because you can notgraspit. [Laughterandapplause.] To 
finish the sentence, until the armies of the Union had overcome all 
armed resistance to the rightful authority of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Permit me to interrupt the gentleman. 
cept all the knowledge the gentleman asks us toaccept, and I also hope 
he will accept the fact that in 1878, when we were struggling to main- 
tain our currency and to revive business in the country, the national 
banks, in order to intimidate Congress and the President and to over- 
rule the public policy, withdrew $19,000,000 in about three weeks, pro- 
ducing thereby almost a panic in the country. The national banks 
have never done anything to help the public credit. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was going on to say that my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] belongs to that class of men who believe in the 
doctrine that the ter the nation’s debt the wealthier itis. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. Each greenback represents a debt of this nation. 
It was issued as a promise to pay a hundred cents on the dollar, and 
their number represented our poverty not our wealth. Prudent, wise, 
economical business men do not entertain the idea that their wealth 
increases with the number of the promissory notes they issue. 

Mr. REAGAN. That does not refer to me, of course. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will discuss your financial theory with 
you some day when I have leisure. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No; I wish you todoit now. The gen- 
tleman seems to belong to those who pay off the public debt by keep- 
ing the moneyin the Treasury. [Laughter.] Iwould like toask him 
how his theory of paying off the public debt comports with his vote on 
the Morrison surplus resolution ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will do that in a few moments. I will 
do it now. It comes in well at this point. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think so. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There are men in this country who have 
no conception of what the national credit is. [Applause.}] They do 
not know what it is. They seem not to understand that it has any- 
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thing todo with the national prosperity, or that it is in anywise relate, 
to the maintenance of that healthful financial condition in the absen 
of which our industries and general business prosperity would be pur- 
alyzed. Touching the so-called surplus in the Treasury I know, as doc. 
my friend from Iowa, that for every dollar of gold in the Treasury, 
there are nearly $4 in paper floating around the country tothe pay mex; 
of which that hundred millions of so-called surplus in the Treasury js 
pledged, and to that pledge, which the Morrison resolution if adopted 
would break, is due the fact that the paper currency mentioned {ioats 
at par. The gentleman ought to know—of course he does not [laugh- 
ter and applause], but it is I submit none the less the fact that if it 
should please the God of the universe to blight for one season the har- 
vest by withholding the early or the latter rains so that the barns shou), 
be left empty and the resulting calamity come upon our country, the 
farmers having nothing to sell and hence being unable to pay their debts 
much less to make purchases, the life-blood that courses along the a: 
teries of trade would become stagnant; with every storehouse fu!! o; 
the products of the shops, the mills, the factories, and the mines, an( 
nobody buying, it is not difficult to see that general business paralysis 
would ensue, and all men holding a promise to pay would begin to te: 
anxious touching the real value of the written or printed promise they 
held, since in the certainty of its prompt payment must be involved 
the problem of bread and butter for those who hold them. The rey- 
enues fall off, dark clouds lower in the financial horizon, the holders o; 
the promissory notes of the Government begin to wonder if they wil! 
be paid, and particularly when they reflect that to pay the four hun- 
dred millions of paper only one hundred millions of dollars have been 
retained. I am of opinion that in the presence of such conditions 
even my friend from Iowa with the rest would be found gathering up 
his greenbacks and ambling along the Avenue toward the Treasury 
and saying, Uncle Sam you will please let me have the specie on thiese 
notes. [Laughter and applause.] I will feel safer with the money in 
my pocket. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. You must not misrepresentme. The won- 
derful thing is with these sentiments you refused to pay out over au 
above $100,000,000 in the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why? Becausetheadministration is bound 
to maintain the national credit by conducting its business according 
to business principles, and they require that the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury should hold trust funds according to the conditions of the trust and 
to the prompt dischargeof the obligation thetrustimposes. You do not 
allow the Secretary of the Treasury or the President the discretion or- 
dinarily allowed to a bank president or cashier. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Your idea of paying the debt, then, is to 
keep the money in the Treasury? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir; my way of paying the debt is to 
so conduct the financial affairs of the Government as to give the world 
assurance that we tan promptly meet our obligations at any time (e- 
mand may be made u us. And that can not be done except by keep- 
ing enough specie on d to give the world from time to time nee- 
ful assurance that the Treasury can meet promptly all demands that 
can be made upon it. The Morrison resolution not only awakens sus- 
picion that the Government may not be able to do this, but by its very 
terms invites a condition of things against which it renders it impos 
sible for the Government to provide. The s ion contained in the 
resolution touching what may hereafter be the financial policy of the 
Government will provoke a storm, and when that storm comes it wi!! 
find the Secretary of the Treasury helpless, crippled, shackled by the 
provisions of the remarkable resolution of my friend from Illinois, an: 
which was voted for by a majority on that side of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And by a great majority on that side of 
the House also. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I am not aware that our side of the 
House is required to be constantly rushing to the front to save you 
brethren from destroying ves. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And I notice they do not follow the cen- 
tleman himself always, either. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have not assumed to lead. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But to return to the subject-matter of this 
bill, from which I have been for a moment to stray. I know 
what the suggestion of my from Illinois will be touching the 
delinquency of his party inthis matter. We will hear it said, why (:d 
not you do this yourselves when you had charge of the Government ’ 
Gentlemen, that is a proper question, but the answer to it is easy 20°! 
will become ton amoment’sreflection. The Republican p:'' 
had control of the Government at the close of the war and for soi 
years ‘thereafter. While that is true, you all know the difficulties 12- 
der which the Government was laboring in settling the thousand |) 
lene out of the troubled era of the war. ‘0 

the Government was under a heavy load of debt that 
it was illy able to bear; there was a i and the ai 
was full of ies of iati You know as well as I the con- 
dition of the South touching the newly-enfranchised race, which )' 
sented a problem not of easy solution; that the blican party, cou- 
fronted by all these momentous the solution of which ws 
threatening to destroy the integrity of the Republic, and that with pus 
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sible foreign complication, all pressing for attention, there was little 
time and less ity to look after the matter of coast defenses. 
You will recognize also that it was a transition period, a period of evo- 
Jution in the matter of enginery of war. 

You know that the conflict between the Merrimac and the Monitor 
had not merely suggested but had worked a revolution in the matter 
of coast defenses; but we passed all of that, settling every question as 
it arose, and unfortunately during all of this period I regret to say to 
my brethren on the other side we had no assistance from you. While 
we were attempting to place the finances of the country upon a firm 
basis, while attempting to reach the safe harbor of resumption, you 
planted your greenback batteries all along the shore to drive us back 
into the chop-sea of inflation and financial ruin. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does not the gentleman know that if it had not 
been for the efforts of this side of the House in its action which pre- 
vented the further cancellation of legal-tender notes, and which in- 
sisted upon and secured the recoinage of silver, that resumption could 
not have been secured at all, and that the Republican Secretary of the 

so stated ? 

Mr.BUTTERWORTH. There is alwayssomething so peculiar about 
the logic and philosophy of my distinguished friend from Texas that I 
am unable to understand his doctrine. Iam aware that we were hin- 
dered in our efforts to reach resumption by the constant interference of 
our Democratic friends, who possibly thought that their efforts had the 
tendency and effect which my honored friend now claims for them. 
But just how you could reach the shore of resumption when you with 
both oars were pulling with all your might in the other direction is 
something that passes my comprehension. In the Forty-third Con- 
gress, when the question of resuming specie payment was before this 
—_ the records will show that Democratic members voted almost 

idly it. 

Mr. ° GAN. The gentleman is mistaken, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, himself a Republican, acknowledged, as I have just stated, 
that the measures I have named hastened resumption. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I think I can not yield further to my 
friend. But just how they could hasten resumption by staving it off 
will always be a mystery to practical men. The course of the Demo- 
cratic party on all the vital questions pertaining to and growing out of 
the waris matter of history; so with the bearing of the Republican party. 
And the course of neither will be determined by reference to any single 
eddy of thought or solitary action. The record is full and complete 
and will leave no doubt as to which rendered the better service. The 
course of the great Republican party, its policy and purposes were 
known to every one, and all tended in the direction of resumption; and I 
submit that the record discloses that, at every stage of that progress, 
every step forward in that direction was hampered and impeded by the 
Democratic 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the policy of the party to which he belonged had 
been perpetuated, of subordinating all the interests of this country to 
legal tender, we would not have resumed specie payments now. He 
certainly that the remonetization of silver, which arrested the 
onniiaion of the legal-tender notes, was the beginning of prosperity 
2s this country, and was so recognized by the Republican Secretary of 
t’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My honored friend states what his party 
did and then assumes thatthe resultof what it did wasall that he claims. 
It is a very strange thing that no other nation on earth ever made such 
progress, and nowhere in history is there a reeord of such progress and 

as this country enjoyed under the administration of the 
party; and it is equally strange that every measure which 
tended to add to that ity and healthful development met with 
opposition — the Democratic side of the House. I have been con- 
y friends on the other side to depart at times from the 
ght which I was 
on the other side have had control 
this Government i in the House which tes money 
years or more. It has been perfectly competent for them, 
and within their power, to provide the means for securing proper coast 

our border. The judgment of this country is and has 
e that that ought to be done. The judgment of the 
wisest and most patriotic men of the Democratic party is that there is 
a crying necessity for appropriations equal to providing for the emer- 


time and again to reduce the tax on whisky=- 

this surplus, employ the waiting idle workmen, and put 

eae, and thus win the confidence 
people of the coun 


to the request of the 


country, you present to the House an appropriation insufficient to pro- 
vide an adequate defense for the humblest harbor alongour whole coast 
line. Do you think your constituents will approve of that course? If 
you do you are mistaken, or I am greatly mistaken in the intelligence, 
tone, and temper of the American people. Instead of making these 
needful appropriations we have presented a proposition to reduce inter- 
nal-revenue taxes for which there has been no demand except upon 
this floor. Here isademand to reduce the tax upon whisky, not heard 
anywhere except upon this floor. Here is a demand that the surplus, 
so called, in the national Treasury, kept under a sacred promise, an 
express trust and indispensable to maintain the national credit, shall 
be wiped out to pay bonds that are drawing 3 per cent. interest. In- 
stead of fortifying your country on the coast so as to maintain its power 
and dignity among nations you deal a deliberate blow at the national 
credit, a blow under which it staggers to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RYAN was recognized and yielded a portion of his time to Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Instead of upholding the national credit, 
which is our source of strength and prosperity, the proposition I have 
alluded to, known as the Morrison resolution, sanctioned by my honored 
friend from Virginia [Mr. TuckER]}, is launched against it, and when 
I see these two gentlemen leave the beaten highway of their fathers and 
along which they have heretofore been ace ustomed to walk, I am 
moved to exclaim, ‘‘ Whoshall be strong if these be weak ? Who shall 
rebuke the wrong if these consent?’’ But, to my surprise, they have 
consented to the attempt to force arbitrarily from the national Treas- 
ury the reserve which has been recognized for a quarter of a century 
and by every administration, including the present, as being indispen- 
sable to the maintenance in the financial marts of the world of our na- 
tional credit, which is, I repeat again, the foundation upon which alone 
we must build the sure foundations of prosperity. That surplus is to be 
scattered from the vaults of the national Treasury. To strengthen your 
coast defenses? No. ‘To meet the crying needs of the country? No. 
But, as my friend from Tennessee would say, to quicken our industries 
by pouring into the channels of trade and commerce this vastsum. If 
the observation had fallen from other lips than those of my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. McMILLin] I would think it was intended solely for 
the gallery on the theory that there might be among the listeners some 
unemployed waiting for work, and waiting in vain, who could or would 
be induced to believe the moment the alleged surplus was paid out to 
cancel the 3 per cent. bonds new industries would start into life and a 
thousand avenues of trade would be opened up to the watching, wait- 
ing men. And that was said in face of the fact that nearly $100,000, - 
000 are lying idle in the city.of New York unemployed, but vainly 
seeking remunerative investment. The gentleman on reflection will 
admit that the matter of quickening industry has some relation to the 
question of demand and supply. It seems logical to conclude that 
when every garner is full of grain the farmer is not tempted to plow 
and sow a greater number of acres; when shoes are on every shelf and 
the supply exceeds the demand, there is no disposition to establish an- 
other shoe factory. When the millsand factories have produced more 
than is sufficient to supply the wants of the people, how will the pour- 
ing of millions into the already glutted channels of trade tend to help 
matters? ; 

It seems to me patriotic, intelligent men should seek in another man- 
ner to point out the highway to national prosperity than by attempting 
to induce the people of this land to believe thereis a power in the Gov- 
ernment, yes, in this House, which, if rightly exercised, would quicken 
every industry and give employment to every idle hand. I would it 
were so, but it is not, and all intelligent men know the power does not 
rest in the Government to do it. And yet, because the struggling 
millions of the land are anxious to get work and be about something 
to make their homes better and happier, the chosen representatives of 
the people—that is, many of them at least—stand in their plac 
denounce the Government, denounce ourselves as if we were « 
in and blocking the way of national prosperity, because, forsooth, we 
tefuse to tear out the very foundation upon which rests every possi- 
bility of business prosperity. We are assailed even here, as if we 
could if we would loosen the wheels of our locked industries by legis- 
lative enactment; asif we could by act or resolution start the health- 
ful current of trade and commerce which is now stagnant. 

I know of but one standing menace to our industries, one impend- 
ing danger that has influence to partly paralyze our vast manufactur- 
ing industries, and that comes from the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr. 
MORRISON }, who constantly assaults the tariff with bills for its great 
reduction, thus unsettling every avenue of business which weuld be 
affected by such revision. 

My Democratic friends, you make a great mistakeif you suppose for 
one moment that I desire that you should fail in the administration of 
this Government. I would to God youradministration should be char- 
acterized by such wisdom, such economy and frugality, such beneficial 
results to my country that the people of the land would be justified in 
continuing you in power, being assured that you had dealt better by 
the great interest committed to your care than my own party would 
have done. 


s here, 
anding 




























































































‘7104 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 17, 





I see nothing, however, in your course to inspire such hope or to 
justify such expectation. 

On the contrary, I submit that instead of dealing with great ques- 
tions in a manner consistent with ripe wisdom and perfect candor there 
seems to be a constant appeal to the prejudice, the passion, the appe- 
tites of men, a disposition too often to deal with them as if we ques- 
tioned the wisdom of God when he created man as having put together 
anything beyond a mouth, an appetite, a stomach, and an alimentary 
canal. , 

Mr. Chairman, I have said, and repeat it, that for the defenseless 
condition of our country the Democratic majority in this House are at 
fault, and are without excuse. You came into power with profuse 
promises of accomplishing all that the people demanded. Nobody on 
this side of the House expected you would quicken our industries or 
extend our commerce; but we hoped, with reason, that you would not 
refuse to appropriate the people’s surplus to provide needful and proper 
defense for our vast cities and coast line. 

Governments are not made great or strong by legislation. 
strength lies back of that. Our national strength will be found in the 
homes of our land. Our legislation is but the reflection of the teach- 
ing at the hearthstones of our country. There is where the decay of 
civic virtue will begin, there the foundations of our Government be 
undermined, if at all. Those who hold the guiding reins above the 
children at the hearthstones exercise a mightier influence over the des- 
tinies of the country than we who make its laws. If this Congress 
appealed more earnestly to those hearthstones, more earnestly to the 
intelligence of our people; if we sought to deserve their confidence by 
fearless discharge of duty, rather than to secure applause by serving 
merely to please those who are sup to hold our political fortunes 
in their hands, we would do better for ourselves and the country, and 
would frequently show less promptness to vote for measures that we 
do not deem wise, nor exhibit such hesitation to vote for others which 
we know to rest in wisdom and which promise ultimate good. 

I do not know what may be done touching this bill. It is my pur- 
pose to offer an amendment increasing this appropriation $3,000,000. 
That certainly is little enough. But it will enable this board to move 
in the direction of providing defenses for some of our great cities. 

Wili you adopt it, gentlemen? Ifnot,why? Itcan not be said that 
we lack the money. It can not be urged that the engineers, mechanics, 
and artisans of the country are not able, ready, willing, and anxious to 
begin the work. Nor will it be said that we are lacking in material 
resources. It can not truthfully be said that the work can be pru- 
dently delayed. The necessity is great, the time and all conditions 
auspicious to begin. It rests with the Democratic majority to vote or 
withhold the needful appropriation from the surplus revenues, and just 
here I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the talk we have heard on the 
stump during the past year or two about the vast balance lying idle in 
the Treasury was not worthy of the men who stumped the country on 
that issue. Now the promise to distribute the four hundred millions 
among the people has come home totorment you. The Morrison reso- 
lution, aimed at the national credit, is the nearest approach you can 
make to redeeming the delusive promise made in regard to scattering 
four hundred millions among the people. Iam informed that some 
persons were actually deceived by the talk about the four hundred mill- 
ions of idle surplus. You came into power and your Secretary of the 
Treasury found it absolutely neeessary to increase the surplus, so called. 
He was bound by his oath of office and by his high sense of duty to 
protect and defend his country’s credit. So he did not redeem the 
promise to scatter the hundreds of millions among the people. I am 
not criticising the administration at all upon this point. 

I have no doubt that President Cleveland and Secretary Manning 
did what they believed to be, and what was, for the best interests of 
the financial credit of this country; and I say amen to what they have 
done. But our friends upon the other side asserted that there were 
$400,000,000 lying idle in the Treasury, while the result proves that 
that was a statement made to deceive and delude the unwary. What 
was the statement made for? The thousands of idlers that gathered 
about the various stumps from which that was proclaimed said among 
themselves: ‘‘If this balance be distributed among us there will be 
employment for us all.’? Even the idler will be flush. Yetthespeak- 
ers knew that they were worse than mocking the men who listened to 
them. Not only that, but when the administration inaugurated by the 
Democracy seeks to do what is demanded ee consideration of pri- 
vate and public honor, they are slapped in the face by the Democratic ma- 
jority in this House, who promptly vote a want of confidence in their 
own administration. And I may mention that the Secretary of the 
Treasury in reference to the object, purpose, and effect of the Morrison 
resolution telegraphs to a member upon this floor, my colleague, Mr. 
McKINLEY, as follows: 


National 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 14, 
Tion, WiLLIAM McK istey, Jr., 
House of Representatives: 

In reply to your telegram of this date 
a nt @ mon shown by the ‘Treasurer’ report of June 30 last.ghould be 
enty-five m eh oi wn ‘s une 
used in pa my state that nothing would be left but trust funds 
which tw woul be Gehonstabie ont and aS to use for iD 


asking what the Treasury would have 
silver coin if the balance of sev- 


cting Secretary. 


























that I have trespassed so long upon ihe patience of the House. 
bill pertains to a matter in which there is no partisanship. 
appeals equally to both sides of the House. 
vide sufficient and adequate coast defenses, confessedly needed, and ty 
make an appropriation out of the abundance of the Treasury to do thai 
which every citizen admits to be absolutely necessary and indispensa- 
ble. 
miliation if you neglect it; and I assure you we will help you to vote 
the needed appropriation. 


this question: has he explained what good 
tion of the commission that this bill rea And further, I would 
like to ask the gentleman if in his ju 

as well done by the Army and the aaa engineers as by this new com- 
mission which it is proposed to create? 


no; I do not think it can. 
I think they were unanimous in the opinion that what we need is a little 
new blood, a little aggressive energy, some new material selected with 
wisdom, which will appreciate the wants of the country. 
ing that just and liberal appropriations will be made. 


more than an 


subject. Whenever the committee is 
ceed on behalf of the committee. 
the time desired, so far as I am concerned I shall be perfectly willing 
to concede it. 


Was ever such a message sent by a Cabinet officer to the representa. 


tives of the people? Who is right, and who is wrong? 


But all this is characteristic, and indicates that the Democratic ma- 


jority in this House deals with the finances of the country as with t! 
civil-service reform some time ago. 


We heard a t deal about civil-service reform; yet when the Dem- 


ocratic President, who climbed up to his great office on that ladder, 
begins to find himself unsteady on his perch, substantially the only 
men who fly to his support to uphold him are to be found on this sic 

of the House; and when he asks for clerks necessary to properly con- 
duct the business of the Civil Service Commission, the Democratic ma- 
jority in this House, without a ripple of dissent, votes to refuse the 
needful appropriation. 
the President; his party friends vote 


This side votes to comply with the request 0; 
against it. 
Gentlemen, what can the country think of a party that comes int 


power with a rich profusion of promises, every one of which it breaks 
before the middle of its second year of administration? 


Now, I have but this to add, and then I will take my seat regretting 
This 
Its object 
It is a proposition to pro- 


To you, gentlemen, belongs the glory if you do it and the hu- 


I confess, however, that as to you I am almost as one without hope. 


[ Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. HISCOCK. Before the gentleman closes I would like to ask him 
good reason there is for the crea- 


ent all of this work can not be 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will answer the gentleman, categorically, 


That is the judgment of the committee; and 


Tam assum- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the bill needs a little more moncy 
ing else. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 6o it does. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, what disposition has been made o! 


the time? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] was 
ized, and yielded a portion of his time to the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. ‘BuTrERWoRTH]. 


Mr. REAGAN. Is the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry AN] willing 


that I should proceed now? 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I have something to say on this 
again recognized I desire to pro- 
If there should be an extension of 


Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rav- 
DALL] wishes to go on now on behalf of the committee of course | 
have nothing to say, but if he does not, I wish to say a few words on 
this subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, Mr. Chairman, let us have a clear under- 
standing about this. We have agreed that the general debate shall 
close at 4 o’clock. ‘That gave two hours and three-quarters of debate, 
two hours of which were generously conceded to the other side. Fif- 
teen minutes I think have already been occupied on this side, leaving 
but thirty minutes more. How much of those thirty minutes | desire 
I can not say. I do not often talk at great length. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania want to vo 
on now or may I? 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time does the gentleman desire’ 

Mr. REAGAN. I may require half an hour to say what [ want to <0) 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all the time there is left. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand there is an hour and a quarter Je!t on 
this side. 

Mr. WILSON. Only half an hour. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the debate close at four o’clock ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The debate closes at that time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like then to ~-_ fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL, With the concurrence of the gentleman from A!. 
bama in charge of this bill I ask unanimous consent that the gene! 
debate may be extended fifteen maiwutes, 80 as to accommodate the geu 
tleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gontionan from Pennsylvania asks that the 
time for debate be ctandel fifteen minutes for the accommo- 
dation of the gentleman from Texas. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, there are two questions which I de- 
sire briefly to discuss, From my participation in the colloquy with the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] it might be inferred that I 
am opposed to the policy he was advocating of preparing for efficient 
national defense. I desire to say that it has been my hope that at this 
session of Congress liberal appropriations would be made to strengthen 
the Navy of the United States. Iam prepared now, and shall be at 
all times whenever a suitable plan for the fortification and defense of 
our seacoast is presented, to vote whatever money may be necessary for 
that purpose. I recognize that as our country grows older, and as its 
relations with other commercial countries grow more extensive, we be- 
come complicated with the world’s questions, and it is necessary for our 
country to be in a condition to take care of the property and lives of its 
citizens and the honor of the nation. I shall do my duty toward secur- 
ing these ends. 

If weshould lag behind and fail to do the duty which we owe to this 
country and the world by securing a transit across the Isthmus of 
Panama, the interests of the commercial world demand that transit, 
and it will be secured by some other country if not by ours; and whether 
it be secuted by some other government or by ours, it will bring the 
commerce of the world with western Europe and Asia and the islands 
of the Pacific by our doors. It will extend our commerce and business 
relations with the world, and make it necessary for us to have a stronger 
navy in order to protect our interests upon the seas and in foreign 
countries. At the same time I think a proper system of fortification 
ought to be adopted. If I had time, though I am not an engineer, I 
think I could suggest a system much cheaper than the cumbersome and 
costlygystems of fortifications heretofore adopted, and one which would 
be much more eflicient—a system of defense in the form of revolving 
turrets at proper places so strengthened that the most powerful guns 
could not break them down. 

I have thought it proper to say thus much, so as to have it understood 
that I am prepared now and shall be in the future, so long as it may be 
my duty to act here as a Representative, to take every appropriate step 
necessary to strengthen the defenses and promote the welfare of the 
country. I see that this bill which the gentleman from Ohio has criti- 
cised so severely makes provision for the creation of a commission and 
for the preparation of plans looking to secure the defense of the country 
as he suggests; but he seems to think that the work ought to be done 
at this session of Congress—immediately. That would be very well if 
we had the power: to speak a system of fortifications into existence 
without the great expenditure and labor and skill and scientific know]l- 
edge necessary to build up a system of national defense. But this work 
takes time. I agree with him that we should avail ourselves of every 
means which may promote the rapid construction of necessary national 
defenses both by land and by sea. With these remarks I leave that sub- 
ject. 

The gentleman has chosen to arraign in terms of great bitterness, and 
it seems to me great injustice, the Democratie party for its policy, for 
its failure, in his view, to meet the demands of thisc .untry. Hestands 
here as a representative of that great political party which during the 
twelve years when it had sole control of both branches of Congress, as 
well as of the executive department, voted away about 200,000,000 acres 
of the public lands to corporations, as well as passed many other political 
measures wholly unjustifiable in a moral or political sense. He stands 
here the representative of a party which undertook to reach specie pay- 
ments by what they called ‘‘ getting down tohard pan.’’ They worked 
on the problem of procuring specie payments until the country was bank- 

ruptand the people substantially ruined; their property was being sold 
in every township from Maine to California for taxes. Merchants were 
failing in business; distress spread over the commercial portion of the 
country, and labor was sunk in poverty and sorrow. That was the re- 
sult of the policy of ‘‘ getting down to hard pan.”’ 

One plan of bringing about specie payment was to redeem and cancel 
the $400,000,000 of legal-tender notes, and that party was proceeding 
to do this at the rate of $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 a month, I believe, 
when there was no specie in circulation and when the paper circulation 
wasinadequate. It is this policy of resuming specie payments by tak- 

ing currency out of the country, by a the people and making 
specie payments forever impossible, that the gentleman [ Mr. Burrer- 
WORTH] on this floor to-day boasts about. 

The country was saved from the calamity which that policy had 

t about by a Democratic majority returned to this House by the 

of the United States. That Democratic majority with the aid 
of some Western Republicans stopped the redemption and cancellation 
of the legal-tender notes, secured ,000,000 of them as a part of the 
volume of the currency of this country, re-established confidence, gave 
stability and prosperity to business. 

More than that, while our country is the largest silver-producing 
country in the world, producing about 40 per cent. of all the world’s 
silver, the Republican party, in the interest of the bondholders and 
bankers, had demonetized silver, had taken it away from the people 
as a part of their currency. 

The Democratic party represents the traditional policy of that party 
from the foundatien of the Government until the present time. The 
use of silver as money has been the policy of the commercial world 
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through allits history. It was the safe commercial policy of the world, 
until rich men in this countryand in Europe undertook, in their own 
interest, for the purpose of enhancing the value of their bonds and 
other securities, increasing the interest to be paid them on their money, 
to stop the coinage of silver. In order to enhance the interest of the 
bondholders and to increase their profits the interests of millions of 
toilers of this land were sacrificed and the fortunes of our merchants 
were wrecked. 

Now, the Democratic party remonetized silver, as I have stated, by 
the aid of a portion of the Western Republicans. They not only re- 
monetized silver, but, by the coinage of $2,000,000 a month of silver 
and by making $:346,000,000 of legal-tender notes a part of the volume 
of currency, they gave confidence to the public mind, they gave stability 
to trade, they gave employment to the poor, and, as stated by Mr. 
Sherman in his report as Secretary of the Treasury to Congress, they 
thereby enabled the Treasury of the United States to resume specie pay- 
ment. 

From that day to this, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has been 
endeavoring to enforce a policy of giving ample circulation of gold and 
silver coin and paper redeemable in coin and based on coin to promote 
the public prosperity and advance the business interests, and especially 
to protect the interests of the millions of toilers of this land. By so 
doing we have redeemed the country from the policy of being run in 
the interest of corporations, railroads, and national banks, grinding 
down the people in the interest of the money power. 

It is right for me to say in this connection that every movement of 
the Republican party on these subjects for the last twenty years has 
been to build up the strength of the money interests and the power of 
the corporations of this country. While its bids for popular favor have 
to be paid for out of the public Treasury, the Democratic party stands 
here representing the people and not the plunderers and corporations. 
Yet because they vote against extravagant appropriations, they are de- 
nounced by gentlemen on the other side for want of statesmanship, 
want of progress, want of capacity to deal with the problems involved 
in carrying on this Government. Whenever it becomes the policy of 
both the great political parties to bid the money in the Treasury for the 
votes of the populace the Government of this country will go as that 
of Rome did, into the hands of the highest bidder. 

If you would protect the rights of the people you should guard care- 
fully against the allowance of extravagant appropriations. If that be 
done, and we also preserve a proper volume of currency, we need have 
no fear as to the continued prosperity of the country and no apprehen- 
sion as to the perpetuation of our liberties. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I yield now fifteen minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DInGLEy]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in his judgment of the utter inadequacy of 
this appropriation forthe defenseof the country. He has presented that 
subject so ably and justly that I do not propose at this time to repeat 
what he has already so well said. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the great difficulty in all these mat- 
ters in reference to appropriations for objects of public importance lies 
in the disposition which there is among members of this House to vote 
in the negative simply for the purpose of preserving what they term an 
economical record. Economy is always essential, but a wise economy 
is not parsimony. 

Adequate appropriations for any object of public concern is economy 
and not profligacy of expenditure; and the withholding of necessary 
appropriations is waste and may result in injury to the public interests. 
It seems to me that the withholding of appropriations to put the nation 
in a state of defense in case of war, which is sure to come to all nations, 
is anything but statesmanship. Those who vote to withhold these ap- 
propriations to make a record of apparent economy I believe are mis- 
taken as to the public sentiment of the country. The withholding of 
a single million of dollars of expenditure in the direction of preparing 
for adequate defense of the nation may result in the destruction of 
property amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Those of our Democratic friends who look upon the record of a re- 
duction of expenditures where they are needed for public objects as 
something that commends them to popular favor overlook the fact that 
the great majority of the people are willing to support the proper em- 
ployment of the public money in furthering whatever will advance the 
prosperity and strength of the nation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] the other day took oc- 
casion in the course of a speech upon the deficiency bill to claim great 
credit for Democratic management because of what it had saved during 
the past year in the administration of theGovernment. I endeavored 
at that time to interrupt him for the purpose of making a suggestion, 
but was not permitted, and therefore take this earliest opportunity to 
make a few remarks in response to what the gentleman said. He 
stated: 


The Democrats have made a net reduction of $16,000,000 in the expenses of the 
Government during this year, and, exclusive of pensions, a reduction of $24,000,000 
have been secured during the first year of Democratic administration. 








Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois claims that the fact that 
the expenditures of the Government during the past fiscal year were 
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$16,000,000 less than in the previous fiscal year has been because of a 
Democratic administration. But why did the gentleman claim that 
this reduction had been the savings of the Democratic administration ? 
Why did he compare the expenditures of the last fiscal year with the 
expenditures of the previens fiscal year, four months of which had 
been also Democratic; for if there was extravagance in expenditures 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, it was extravagance in which 
the Democratic administration had shared. If the gentleman intended 
to be fair in his comparison why did not he select the last fiscal year 
which comprised an entire year of Republican administration, namely 
the year ending June 30,1884? If he had done that he would have 
discovered the fact that the expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, were one and one-half millions of dollars larger than they 
were in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884. The expenditures for 
the last fiscal year under the present Democratic administration were 
$245,615,745, but the expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884—the last entire year of Republican administration—were only 
$244, 126,244. 

Now, I do not make this comparison for the purpose of drawing any 
conclusions in favor of superior economy on the part of a Republican 
administration, but simply to show that the effort of the gentleman 
from Illinois to claim superior economy for the present Democratic ad- 
ministration has no foundation. I think, Mr. Chairman, and gentle- 
men will certainly concur with me, that there has been in the past as 
in the present a disposition on the part of gentlemen whether repre- 
senting one side or the other of this House to exercise at all times a 
due degree of economy consistent with the highest efficiency of the 
public service; and that there can be no well-founded claim of superior 
economy on either side. There have been, it is true, and will continue 
to be differences of opinion as to whether this or that expenditure is 
wise, or whether it will secure results that justify a particular appro- 
priation. 

I have obtained somewhat in detail a table showing in what items 
there was a reduction of expenditure in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, as compared with the preceding year of part Republican and 
part Democratic administration, an account of which the gentleman 
from Illinois lays claim to a large reduction of expenditures by a Dem- 
ocratic administration; and I will print the table in connection with 
my remarks. 

[t will be seen by this comparative table that there has been almost 
no reduction of expenditures for ordinary purposes or in directions un- 
der the control of the administration. The reductions have been almost 
entirely in directions where Congress, or the course of the administra- 
tion of the laws of Congress, happened to call for payments in the prior 
fiscal year and did not call for such payments in the last fiscal year. 








For example, the gentleman from Illinois claimed that the Demo 
crats had reduced the expenditures of the War Department $8,244,869) 
Now, of this so-called reduction, $6,868,000 was in expenditures {0: 
rivers and harbors, and was the result of the fact that at the first se 
sion of the Forty-eighth Congress a river and harbor bill was passec 
and at the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress the river ani 
harbor bill passed by the Democratic House was defeated by the Re 
publican Senate. If the Senate had concurred in passing the bill the 
expenditures under this bill alone would have covered nearly all the : 
duction claimed by the gentleman from Illinois in all departments 
Surely the gentleman will not pretend that a Democratic administr, 
tion is entitled to the credit of a saving made by the Republica: 
Senate. 

Butagain, over a million of dollars of other items of reduction claimed 
arose simply from the fact that certain States were reimbursed for wa: 
expenditures or certain payments were made for war claims and so! 
diers’ homes in the former year that were not made in the latter year. 
This surely had nothing to do with a change of administration. 

Take the Navy Department, in which the claim is set up that the 
Democratic administration has saved $2,406,585. Over one-half of this 
so-called saving arises from the fact that less work was done and pai 
on the new war vessels in process of construction in the former ye. 
than in the latter year. The fact that there has been an increase in 
pay of Navy and miscellaneous of $889,000 is hardly consistent wit! 
the claim that there has been a reduction of expenditures in items t 
a certain extent in the control of the Department. 

The gentleman claims -that there has been a reduction of over $4, - 
000,000 in diplomatic expenditures, when the fact is that the of@inar) 
expenditures for the two years were substantially the same. The so 
called reduction of expenditures is due to the fact that in the former yea: 
nearly $4,000,000 of Alabama claims and French claims were paid from 
funds placed in the Treasury by Great Britain and France for the pa) 
ment of claims against those governments, while in the latter year non 
were paid. Would the gentleman have us understand that this is « 
reduction of expenditures made by the administration ? 

Turn to the expenditures of the Treasury Department and for the cus 
toms service, and it will be seen that there has been very little reduc- 
tion in items of ordinary expenditure. But I have not time to ente: 
into details. The table which I will print in connection with my re- 
marks will exhibit them and will show that nearly all the so-called re- 
ductions have been in extraordinary payments, outside of ordinary ex- 
penditares, which happened to be larger in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885 (which, however, was in part under Democratic control), than 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 

The following is the table referred to: 


Comparison of expenditures of the Government, fiscal years 1885 and 1886. 

















[se Ts | Piss | Items of increase and decrease. Amounts. 
Customs service...............00s-ssceseeers | $27, 125,972 G7 | G24, 165, 246 BG j.......ce cece ceeee 960,726 31 on, 900,738 31 | Decrease in— 
i i yment to importers... } $1,412, 000 
| lecting the revenue and detection of fraud... 124, 000 
i Debentures or drawbacks..... 1 486, 000 
i Furniture and repairs of same for ‘public ‘buildings... | 87, 000 
' i | Fuel, t,and water for public buildings.................. 27,000 
i i Light- ans cer iencrrtenastonencenienn 223, 000 
i i Custom-houses and other buildings............................ 645, 000 
Total decrease... 3, 004, 009 
| | Increase in misceliancous items... puenitivtine 4,00 
Internal-revenue service..............| 4,550,623 21 4, 113, 319 90 1...........-receeees 437, 303 31 | Decrease in—- 38 
| | Salaries and eqpennse et odfiestem, eee, on... eaiasaeeds i 269, 000 
| Redemption of —~ Lienpsonl 125, 000 
| Miscellaneous itenis...........c.cccccscscsc0ceccsseeesesevesceeneneoeee 105, Ox 
a easnunganens 499, 000 
i / Increase in stamps and paper..............ccesecseevesseree oor 62, 000 
| et IRIE, wisnicpretreccntncgmnenrsesinainenpemtenensezens 437,000 
Diplomatic and consular service..| 5,439,609 11 | 1, 332,320 8B j........<00. .| 4,107, 288 23 | Decrease in— a 
| Supunanh of julgunante, Alabama Claims ................... 8, 301, 000 
i | pr ere 0 so Ske: NNN 504, 000 
Siiscslinasoes ews... eveseoeese 212, 000 
Quarterly salariet.cscccsscsss| 500,988 1 | 616,379 42} 17,392 BL Joeeeeeee....n...-! : — 
Treasury Department ................. | 36,854,109 05 | 33,323,749 66 |... ......ccedenss 3,530,359 39 | Deerease in— 
Salaries .. sibbidadicieain acicaasiesibintinascn 135, 000 
| | a} a nd ‘Printing .. Sie 25" on 
: } a a z i? om 
| Sinking funds, ering a te “} 4,397; 000 
i } Mail aetisoade.” 947,000 
i New Orleans. Cincinnati, and Louisville Expositions... 1,000,000 
j Building for State, War. ‘and seh hens og Te op Seseenn 139, 000 
ees 5 water supply of Wash a. BEE Wieteccsence | 455, 000 
| Payment of SrGenenay Soest. of Cite. scaeiniochied rappin 468, 000 
i Miccdisnson> & wa nhgesnued<onasenn 615, 000 
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ccleaner 
| | | | 
n Decre : 
1885, 1886. i = 1386. Items of increase and decrease Amounta. 
elicitin tta Nl | | 
; 
Treasury Department~Con'd...... vecescsesceseoesoncooses covcoes ‘ Ea 5 2h dhasetedstdleSecacvrecosecece Increase in 
. | ' Court-hor ses, post offices, and other build 
| ngs $1, 058, 000 
| Louisville and Portland Canal 400, 000 
| i Defici« in postal revenues 3. 652, 000 | 
| | i lotal increase $5, 110, 000 
| | Net decrense ; 3, 530, 000 
JUdiciary.....-recesrorrrerseresrsereereereeee] $3,945,691 37 | $3,309,689 19 ae $636,002 18 | Deer : 
{ | | Fees of supervisors of elk ‘ ‘ 55, 000 
3 | Expenses United States « miscellaneous 381, 000 
f Total decrease 635, 000 
Interior ClVil......0.0scve-----+-s-00.s00000- 8,979,266 96 | 7,306,224 44 |..........0.000-0000.} 1,673,041 92 | Decrease in 
i Salaries ar 1d miscellaneous expenses 58, 000 
| | 3uildings and grounds under Interior Department 220, 000 
i Public- lands service... 70, 000 
Surveying public lands, & 34, 000 
' i i Deposits by individuals for surveying public lands 681, 000 
' i Miscellancous items 290, 000 
| | otal decrease 1, 673, 000 
WAL cccccccoveosesssee sovees eeseeerserenesnsneees 42,670,578 47 | 34,324,152 74 |.......0-cecsseeees} 8, 345,425 73 | Decrease in— 
> | Rivers and harbors.......... 6, 868, 000 
i National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 117, 000 
i i Soldiers’ Home... : a 100, O00 
Reimbursing certain. ‘Ste ates ‘(Kz ansas) expenses in- 
| } curred i n sup pressing Indian hostilities, & 332, 000 
| } — ng to States expenses incurre« din raising vol 
| | SUIT iccetentncndiiniaitisinaainnitnaripeaienntmaneAcimnyeee , 255, 000 
} aeons and other property lost in n rilits ary service 224, 000 
| Army transportation, Pacific railroads ieiiina iat 300, 000 
° { Miscellaneous items 150, 000 
! | —_—— 
| i } IIR, ccndniiccteecnnasécensvisencenecetinn wala 8, 346, 000 
Is ibitniittrsees ccccsccccveseswrvenccnses | 16,021,079 67 | 13,907,887 74 ee 2,113,191 93 | Decrease in— 
| i Double-turreted monitors........ 290, 000 
i ! Steel cruisers, constructiog.. ; ; meta 441, 000 
Steel cruisers, ordnance pesseussens eeonnns 217,000 
| Pay, miscellaneous and contingé _ ee ; 100, 000 
| Mileage, Navy, Graham decision........ : —_— 208, 000 
j } | Steam machinery.................+.. Dileeti masta 90, 000 
| | Construction and repair... 30, 000 
j Provisions...... sedis 20, 000 
i Rounty for destruction of enemi ies’ vessels .... 85, OU0 
| | | Extra pay to officers and men in Mexican war......... 63, 000 
! | Lady Franklin Bay expedition. . sahicrireciiedinnnt 65, 000 
General account of advanceS,.................:<seeeee 1, 398, 000 
j } - 
' Ne GOR ivissemeiesescisicrcess . odéve 3, 002, 000 
| | Increase in— 
Pay of Navy and Marine Corps .................. $630,000 
} EE LEE NT 
j Teta IctORGOsecsccccee sce sec scene cocccsscescosceses wae 889, 000 
| Net Gecrease....cccccccscccess siniciptttnireaioninantinepinntmieniiniani 2,113,000 
Indian Service..............c00s00sssevereeeee] 6, 552, 494 63 PIII BD BF aiecccccecneecevccees 453,336 46 Decrease in— 
| Fulfilling treaties and treaty s mapane eevitdatenteienien 4,000 
Miscellaneous supports......... ‘ alinsieltdisiadinpehintedmaiscienal 220 000 
‘Trust-funds.. win sienna 9, 000 
/ Miscellaneous ‘expenses of Indian SN 210, 000 
| | ieee 
a Total decrease . aidassabeatnsinpdaibeevadanainnnnciedand 453 000 
Pensions... -. §6,102,267 49 | 63,404,864 03 ($7,302,596 54 |...........0....00. 
Interest on the public debt........... 51,386,256 47 | 50,580,145 97 |........ ideieanientiens 806,110 50 | 
SE iinbbinsiminipeerenscoustoncbveseds | 260, 226,935 11 242, 483, 138 50 “7, 319, 989 35 S 063, 785 96 
—SS=S=S=—— lO —loEIEIEhLSE——E——EEESESE __— OO Ee a 
Decrease in 1836....... ertihesinincemiiiegi tiles 17, TAB, T9B G1. | ccecesescersereee |17, 743,796 61 | 
j j 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. | Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, a year ago Congress passed an act 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. REAGAN took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 


entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiseal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes.’’ This act provided, among 


one of his secretaries, informed the House that he had approved bills | other things, that the President of the United States should appoint 

of the following titles: a board, of which the Secretary of War should be a member and presi- 
An act (H. ik 1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; dent, to be composed of two officers of the Engineer Corps, two from 
An act (H. R. 3463) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; | the Ordnance Corps, two officers of the lineof the Navy, and two civil- 
An 


act (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; ians. 
An act ti R. 6311) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Walker; 

An act (H. R. 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to continue the provisions of a joint 


This. board was required to examine and report at what ports forti- 
fications or other defenses were most urgently required, the character 


and kind of defenses best adapted for each, with reference to arma- 
resolution approved July 1, 1886, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide _ ment, the utilization of torpedoes, mines, or other defensive appliances. 


ly for the expenditures of the Government;’’ It was clearly not the purpose of the statute to require merely an elab 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 199) providing for printing eulogies de- | orate preparation for the effective and complete defense of our sea 
livered in ee upon the late Michael Hahn; and coast; but it was provided specially that the board should examine and 
An act (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garrett. report upon the urgent and present absolute needs of the country in 
Mr. RYAN. I yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from Cali- | the way of defensive appliances. And it was mainly to meet this 


pressing emergency that the law was passed and the board constituted. 
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neighbors, how long do you suppose it would take to prepare ourselves 
to repel an attack and maintain our rights? The able report of this 


This action of Congress was in response to the demand of the people 
that something should, be done toward protecting our exposed ports 





and harbors | board to which I have already referred informs us that it would re- 
A board was appointed as directed by the act, and in accordance with | quire five years. Let me read this part of the report. The board say: 
its terms a full and comprehensive report has been submitted to Con- Unfortunately the immense labor of novel constructions must be undertake 


gress covering the whole subject. From this report we learn that the | under circumstances where careful workmanship is required and haste woul 


yorts at which fortifications or other defenses are most urgently re- be renee Under the most favorable conditions a long period would be re- 
~ d are as follows: " ‘ gently re quired to place the defense upona secure basis, and who shall guarantee that 
i as 8: | 


: : this can be effected free from complications with foreign. powers? The gun- 
1. New York foundery board has estimated that it would require at least three years to estal- 
®. San Francisco. lish proper plant for the construction of modern guns. It would in all proba- 
*% Rost bility require two years more to get out and prove the first 16-inch gun. That 
0. OStOn. there may be nodelay in mounting the guns as fast as completed the work upon 
1. Lake ports. the extensive foundations for the gun emplacements, as well as magazines, she||- 
5. Hampton Road 
G. New Orleans. 


rooms, engine-rooms, and other constructions necessary for the service of the 
| guns, should be commenced at the earliest moment. 
7. Philadelphia. | From this statement it apears that should we to-morrow have a difii- 
8%. Washington. culty or misunderstanding with any of the leading powers of the world 
9. Baltimore. we would most likely be compelled to surrender our position or ask a 
10. Portland, Me. | suspension of the controversy for the period of five years until we could 
11. Rhode Island ports in Narragansett Bay. construct cruisers, build fortifications, and make guns to enforce and 
In the orderof the urgency and importance New York stands first and | defend our rights as‘a nation. The predicament would, of course, be 
San Franciseosecond. As representing in part the city of San Francisco | absurd. It is not with nations as with individuals. There is a sort of 
I would be derelict in the duty I owe to my constituents if I should re- | chivalry among men by virtue of which when you say to your threat- 
frain from protesting most vigorously against the action of the Com- | ening antagonist that you are unarmed he will give you a chance to 
mittee on Appropriations in refusing to provide for the construction of | procure a weapon in self-defense, but with nations the declaration of 
defensive works at the ports and places named in accordance with the | war and the first blow come very nearly together. 
recommendations of the board on fortifications or other defenses. | There is no chance for preparation. If any of our controversies with 
The board recommends the appropriation of $21,500,000 for the pres- | foreign nations should result ina rupture we would find hostile fleets 
entyear. The Committee on Appropriations proyide in this bill forthe | on our coast within twenty-four hours after the declaration and every 
expenditure of only $620,000 for but little more than continued experi- | dollar’s worth of property of our citizens at exposed points would be 
ments and investigations. The board recommends an aggregate ex- | at the mercy of the enemy. This is the position in which we would 
penditure of $126,000,000 for the twenty-seven principal portsand har- | be. And now I ask is it the spiritof American manhood and American 
bors of the United States in annual appropriations of $9,000,000 each | statesmanship that continues us in this faltering attitude? I do not 
year afler the first, until the work is completed. The Committee on | thinkso. And yet the Democratic party, representing the Government, 
Appropriations gives no heed to this recommendation. | comes before the country with the proposition that only $620,000 shal! 
The amount of property in the city of San Francisco exposed to the { be appropriated for the year 1887. And whatisthissum for? To com- 
guns of any hostile vessel that may see fit to come within reach of the | mence the building of fortifications in a feeble way? No. It is to en- 
city has been estimated for the year 1884 at $181,000,000. Is it right | able the committee representing the party in power to continue to think 
or just that a community paying its taxes and cheerfally bearing its | upon this subject. 
share of all the burdens of the Government should be allowed to re- For five years the leaders of the Democratic party have been refusing 
main with the lives of its citizens and the greater portion of its wealth | to make appropriations for this purpose, telling us that they wanted time 
exposed to the mercy of the first marauder thatmay come along? Cer- | to considerwhat they should do. They wanted to determine what kind 
tainly the cities of San Francisco and New York are entitled to the | of gans we should have and ascertain the best system of defensive work. 
protection of the General Government, and they ought not to be al- | And now that they have the information they propose to appropriate 
lowed to remain longer without defensive works. the sum of $620,000 more, simply that they may make the pretense o! 
In a paper entitled The Policy of the National Defense, written by | doing something. . 
D. M. Taylor, captain of ordnance, I find the following very plain state- | 1 submit the time has come for practical results. The country is pre- 
ment of the necessity for fortifications in the harbor of San Francisco. | pared to accept the best judgment of this Congress upon the able reports 
He says: and recommendations that have been made from time to time by the 
ai _— nas ‘ j i i ia ie various committees and boards appointed to consider the question of 
pile CiciTen of {ie engineers Jn an able paper showing our luck ot | defenses. Weought todo something; and Ifor one am prepared to vote 
monetary value of property there lying so defenseless as almost to court an in- | for an appropriation in accordance with the recommendation of the 
vader, and moust —aat pees nent it — to ae upon gene ona for- | board on fortifications. If not the $21,500,000, then I favor the appro- 
tentione gna defensive digpontions., Thesame Tine of argument wou1d2P- | priation of $3,000,000 as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
the financial aspect of the case both as to what is to be protected and as to the | BUTTERWORTH], but let us do something in response to the demand 
cost of such protection, I state the uoeed fact that if ee Poste sl ute > that the country shall be properly defended. tenes 
main an integral part of the United States the national honor demands that its | Another statement made by the gentleman having this bill in charze 
grace of its loss, with the probable consequent loss of the whole of the Pacific | is that there are now two thousand guns in our fortifications, and the 
ne —e time = yn . a ~~ = a * the ew of | intimation he threw out was that these two thousand guns were avail- 
ieaiaumioaeeone tenes especie dontlioians ‘ee our apany &F | able as a means of defense and could be relied upon in an emergency. 
The question here is, or should be, not one of cost but simply of what will be Now, what is the actual condition of these guns? Some of them are 
most eBective and bow soon it can be euuses, - it as Se aa that = too small to be effective against modern war ships. It is true that there 
Ceres or Une nent eee oe Cee aie temceterog ant enIiny | are a few large guns mounted indifferent partsof the country. Some o! 
the parable of the unjust judge, give their fellow-Congressmen no rest in House, | these are in the fortifications at San Francisco, and I desire to call the 
a oe So Pocus - pom par ete appro- attention of the committee to a statement concerning these the largest 
Pata ae bean nade ana he business of properly aya amply protecting San | and mosteffective guns we havein our fortifications. "Tagain read fron 
|.a paper written by Captain Taylor. The article is entitled ‘‘Are we 


Weare following these suggestions with all the vigor and earnestness | protected?’’ He says: 

we can command, but so far we have had but little to encourage us in The 15-inch smooth-bore, which will ever remain as a monument to General 
the hope of success | Rodman’s skill and knowledge as a worker in metal, was a most formidab' 
pe . * “ 7 | weapon against wooden ships or stone fortifications, but against armor-clad< 
I call the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VIELE], was classed as a gun of the “racking” rather than of the “ punching” schoo). 
who is a military man, to the fact that the great city of his State, the —— is ‘ my, eee re 7 _? ~ — to jar, oe, = " me the 
et ci i Thi : ; whole side o © vessel, aking off bolt-he and cracking plates, than to 
large: t city in the United States, 18 exposed to the shot of almost any penetrate the armor, and this gun, while useful against the light armor-clac-, 
gun carried by almost any war vessel afloat on the ocean to-day. which were contemporaneous with its introduction, is almost innocuous against 

What will you do when an enemy’s vessel shall menace your city? a ed = a Se-or. eal thin tates) 
; . nt ex: ments, however, have shown that owing to the admirab'e cvn- 
As the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BUTTERW orTH J has eo eloquently struction of this gun, it is possible to fire it with largely increased powder 
said, you will place your young men upon your improvised fortifications | ¢ and o the very respectable penetration in wrought iron of 10 
to defend your lives and property and expose them to certain slaughter | inches at 1,000 yards’ distance. But in order tq fire it with this charge—19) 


i 7 nds of powder—it is necessary to have an entirely different carriage from 
or you will meekly surrender at the sound of the first gun. ts present ant und-efthe tow Sitios carriages in existence there is not one on 


Sir, the people of this country demand that we shall provide the nec- | this (the Pacific) coast. A few months ago an attempt was made to fire one of 


essary fortifications for a proper defense, and with the information now | these igune in this (San Francisco) harbor with a charge of 100 pounds of pow 


. "s der, 30 pounds less than that needed to produce its maximum penetration 0! 
before us we have no excuse for further delay. ‘ . | 10 inches; and the gun was at once dismounted, and lies on the ground to-day 
I understood the chairman of the sub-committee who reported this | a melancholy witness to the inefficiency of our present defense. 


bill to give as one of the reasons for the action of the committee in re- That is a sample of one of the best guns you have in the fortifications 
fusing to make larger appropriations for fortifications that we are at | to-day. The firing of a heavy charge of powder will dismount the gun 
peace with the whole world. Soweare. But suppose, as has been sug- and render it useless for a time atleast. In the case cited we will have 
gested, that a controversy should arise between us and some of our ! to wait until Congress in its wisdom shall appropriate enough money 
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to build a derrick and a gun-carriage before that gun can be again got 
into place. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Those guns appear to be as dangerous at one end 
as at the other. [Laughter. } 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, with the present worthless gun-carriages they 
art so. I venture to say that there is not a gun-carriage on any of our 
fortifications that will carry one of these heavy guns loaded and fired 
properly. Now, Mr. Chairman, isit treating the country fairly to bring 
forward this bill appropriating only $620,000 for 1887 when it is known 
that the work to be accomplished requires over twenty millions? It 
is not economy; and it is not enough to say that everything is all right, 
because we are at peace with all the world and have got ‘‘two thou- 
sand guns ’’ in our fortifications. 

It appears to me that this question ought not to be one of political 
controversy. 

The national security is a matter in which there should be no di- 
vided opinion and no delay in action, and yet it seems that gentlemen 
on the other side of the House are not in accord with the sentiment of 
the country even in their own party upon this important subject. You 
have not only disregarded the advice of Mr. Tilden, although he spoke 
as one having authority, but you have ignored the warning of your 
leading newspapers charging you not to neglect your duty in this respect. 
And in this connection I beg leave to commend to your consideration 
the following editorial from the New York Sun of July 15, 1886: 


THE FORTIFICATIONS BILL. 


Considering the great amount of preliminary work performed by a great 
ae persons with a view to preparing the Forty-ninth Congress for final and 
intelligent legislation on the important subject of coast defense, the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations wil! hardly startle the country by the magnitude of 
the expenditure it proposes. 

For many years past the annual fortifications bill has been one of the easiest 
of the lar appropriations to prepare and hurry through Congress, because 
it did little more than provide for taking care of the forts without attempting 
new construction. But the present Congress not only assembled with a quite 
unprecedented public call for immediate and liberal outlays upon the protec- 
tion of our seaports, stimulated by the letter of Mr. Tilden on this subject, but it 
has had a remarkable series of committee investigations to guide its legislation. 
It has had,in the first place, the very elaborate report of the gun foundry 
board, representing years of the labor of experts. It has also had the reports of 
the House Select Commission on Ordnance and Gunnery, sometimes called the 
publie defense commission,and the Senate's Select Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships, both representing months of labor in taking testimony and in 
visiting foundries and navy-yards by some of the ablest men in Congress. It 
bas also had the very elaborate report of the board on fortifications and other 
defenses. Finally,on the subject of heavy guns and harbor-defense batteries it 
has had the important report of the House Naval Committee. Perhaps there 
never has been in any Congress such a collection not only of documentary cvi- 
dence as to the needs of our coast defense, but so specifica statement of the pre- 
cise metho of beginning the work and the exact appropriations required. But 
more remarkable still, if possible, bas been the substantial unanimity of these 
reports in describing the foundation-work needed for providing heavy gunsand 
impregnable forts. 

Perhaps there may have been an impression that the long delay this year in 
reporting the fortifications bill was due to the magnitude of the scheme thus 

posed, and to the necessity of great care in providing the money for carry- 
ing out the system ot works and guns described with so much detail in these 
various reports. Mr. Tilden, indeed, in his famous letter of December 1, 1885, to 
Mr. CARLISLE, had pointed out that the appropriation for seacoast defenses should 
be prompt as well as liberal. being ‘‘a paramount necessity.’’ But delay fora 
few months could be ascribed to careful study of the details of this vast project. 
Now, however, after more than seven months of the session are gone, in its last 
days the great fortifications bill is reported to the House and proves to be a 
measure proposing to expend $620,000, which isa full sixth less than even last 
year’s appropriation. 

The P ain truth seems to be that, with the annual pension biil necessarily in- 
© “i this year to $75,000,000, being $15,000,000 more than last year’s; with 
$5,000,000 and eventually $6,000,000 a year added by a bill for a general increase 
of pensions; with unknown millions possibly to be called for by the Mexican 

vension bill, now under consideration; with a river and harbor bill of over 

15,000,000 passed by the House, and increased to $18,000,000 by the Senate against 
no bill at all passed at the last session, an “appropriation prompt and liberal”’ 
for coast defense, such as Mr. Tilden urged, had no chance whatever this year, 
at least at this stage of the session. Possibiy, also, when so much of the year 
had been expended in passing little pension bills for the benefit of individuals, 
which the ident no Jess laboriously vetoed, it was thought that a great 
national project of protecting our seaports could not possibly receive suitable 
attention from either Congress or the administration in the few weeks of mid- 
summer heat, already largely preoccupied, with which the session wil! close. 

So we get, instead, a proposition for one more board to look into the coast-de- 
feig.e question, with half a million dollars devoted to its expenses.and experi- 
ments, 

Itis inadequate. The delay is a mistake. 


Tn my judgment it is a very grave mistake. I think it is the duty 
of Congress to proceed at once with the preparations necessary to place 
the country in a proper position of defense against attack, from what, 
ever direction it may come. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have | remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
yan [Mr. CurcnHEoN], and the remainder of my time to the gentleman 

rom New York [Mr. VIELE]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, what I shall say at this time will 
be upon the subject of fortificationsand our coast defenses. I shall not 
diseuss the silver question, or the national bank question, or the gen- 
eral question of Government expenditures, or any other question except 
that of fortifications. 

I think that the title of this bill ought to be ‘‘A bill to provide how 
not to doit.” It comes so far short of what seems to me to be the 
emergency and the demand of the hour, that it can be in no sense 
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called a fortification bill. At the very best it is a bill to get ready to 
prepare to begin to fortify. But beyond that it does not go. 

The gentleman from Alabama who has charge of the bill said in his 
opening remarks as excusing the meagerness of the measure that we 
are at peace with all the world. Thatistrue; and for that very reason 
we ought to be utilizing the present opportunity to get ready fora dif- 
ferent state of affairs. As has been said by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. ButreErwortH], when the hour of danger comes it is too late to 
make preparation for war. Human nature, Mr. Chairman, is the same 
to-day that it hasever been. International intercourse is the same it has 
always been. Human selfishness, human greed, and human ambition 
have not changed with the lapse of years. And asin ages past one nation 
has ever stood ready to take advantage of the unpreparedness of another, 
so to-day our great commercial and political rivals stand ready to seize 
the opportunity of our nakedness to fall upon us and destroy us. The 
millennium has not yet come; and until it does come, it will never be 
safe for a great commercial nation, a rich nation like the United States, 
to be unprepared for war. 

As to when war may come—soon or late—that is a mere question of 

years; it may be a mere question of months. At all events, it is only 
a question of time when this nation shall again be plunged in war. 
It is as certain as any future and contingent event can be; and when 
it comes where is it going to fall? With the present military power 
of this nation, its strength in men, its command of resources, no great 
foreign army will ever again be marched into the interior of this country. 
No foreign flag will ever be borne across our territory. But the war 
will be waged on our sea borders. Upon the great commercial centers 
on the seacoast the blow will fall. 
s; Therefore it is, Mr. Chairman, that we need to provide not interior 
defenses, not great standing armies, but adequate defenses along the 
sea margin. Ithink it was Talleyrand who said that nothing happens 
but the unexpected. War never yet, or very rarely, came to a nation 
when that nation was fully prepared, armed, equipped, and expecting 
the assault. In 1871, when the matter of a submarine tunnel to con- 
nect France and England was under discussion, Colonel Maurice of the 
English army undertook an investigation of the manner in which great 
wars have originated. He commenced his investigation with the year 
1700 and brought it down to the year 1871, covering a period of one 
hundred and seventy-one years 

He found as a result of his investigation that during those one hun- 
dred and seventy-one years one hundred and seven wars had com- 
menced without any previous declaration of war or announcement of 
hostilities. He found that during that time there has been forty-one 
cases of war commenced without the declaration of hostilities, not only 
evidently, but in many cases avowedly for the very purpose of gaining 
the advantage that was to come from a blow for which the enemy was 
unprepared. Ile found that of those one hundred and seven wars com- 
menced without previous declaration sixty had occurred in the present 
century, and that in thirty cases important fortresses had been seized 
by sudden movements because of no previous declaration of hostilities 
and inadequate preparation on the partof the enemy. ‘This is thehis- 
tory of modern warfare. It almost always comes in a day, as did the 
Franco-Prussian war and as have other wars of recent date. Weknow 
not, therefore, when war may come; but when it doescome it will come 
suddenly ‘‘as a thief in the night.”’ 

Now, what preparation have we for war at the present time? In 
the report of the commission on fortifications, to which reference has 
been made several times to-day, the commission state that in 1860 this 
nation was as well fortified and as well prepared for war as any nation 
in the world in the then state of the art of war. But what is our con- 
dition to-day? We are absolutely helpless; we are wholly deficient 
in aby modern armament; we are absolutely stripped of any navy; we 
are totally without the best modern guns of heavy caliber. In other 
words, we are not prepared to cope with the meanest European power. 

Even the ‘‘sick man,’’ Turkey, to-day could send a fleet of war ships 
into New York Harbor that the United States of America with all its 
armaments could not withstand, and which could dictate terms to that 
great commercial metropolis and lay it under contribution for hundreds 
of millions of dollars. We have not the means for capturing or de- 
stroying any one of those which they could send against us. ‘The lit- 
tle South American republic of Chili has more than one and more than 
two ships of war which could steam through the Golden Gate into the 
harbor of San Francisco and lay that great Western metropolis in ashes 
in spite of all that we could do. 

This is the deplorable and disgraceful condition we are in. The 
board, composed of the Secretary of War, of the Chief of Ordnauce, of 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, of two able ordnance officers, of 
two well-known naval officers, and two distinguished citizens from 
civil life, say in their report to this House, under date of January 23, 
1886: 

It is impossible to understand the supineness which has kept this nation 
quiet—allowing its floating and shore defenses to become obsolete and effete, 
without making an effort to keep progress with the age, while other nations, 
besides constructing powerful navies, have not considered themselves secure 
without large expenditures for fortifications, including armored forts 

That is what their report says; that is what the Secretary of War 
subscribes to, because his name is appended to the report 
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The new navy which we have not built and have made no appropri- 
ations to build is the coefficient of coast defense, goes along with it, 
and is a part of the system. The Navy is the movable factor and the 
coast defense the permanent factor. 

It is said we have no present need of thesedefenses. I said amoment 
ago the time when we have no present need is the time when we must 
prepare for the time of need. As the board says, it would take three 
years to create the plant and then two years more to fabricate the first 
great gun—five years before we can begin to turn out our armament. 
{t would take fifteen years with the utmost expedition we can make to 
carry out the system of fortification this plan has evolved. Not less 
than fifteen years will suffice to put our 4,000 milesof coast in a condi- 
tion of sufficient defense. 

Along the Atlantic coast, along the Gulf coast, and along the great 
Pacific coast are the great entrepdts and depots of the nation, through 
which its vast wealth goes out to the world and the wealth of the world 
comes tous. Close these great ports—Portland, Boston, New York, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, Hampton Roads, Charleston, Savannah, and 
the mouth of the Mississippi River—and the commerce of this nation 
is absolutely paralyzed until the blockade is raised; and we have not yet 
the first ship, the first gun, the first battery with which to raise the 
blockade. We would have to go to work to create the ships, to create 
the guns, to create the armament before we could raise the blockade of 
the first of these ports. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak especially tor one inoment on the 
condition of our lake frontier. We not only have this great Atlantic 
coast fronting Europe, the great Gulf coast fronting South America, 
and the great Pacific coast fronting China, Japan, and the Orient, but 
we have a great lake coast of a thousand miles from Rouse’s Point, on 
Lake Champlain, to Duluth, on Lake Superior. Right across the bor- 
der we have a flourishing, strong, and vigorous young nation of five 
millions of people, with the British Empire back of it, with the St. 
Lawrence open to them so that British iron-clad gunboats could be 
sent to them through the canals on the Canadian territory, while we 
have not a ship-canal or water way on American soil through which 
any war vessel could pass from tide water to the lakes. 

On these lakes are more than a thousand millions of property within 
range of any one of a fleet of gunboats that can get access to them. On 
Lake Michigan alone is approximately a thousand millions of property 
within range of any gunboatthat can reach that lake; and as you come 
down along the lakes there are Detroit, Toledo, Sandusky, Cleveland, 
Buffalo, and Oswego, with hundreds of millions more of property liable 
to destruction by gunboats that could come up through the Welland 
Canal. 

sy the treaty of 1817 we are forbidden to maintain more than one 
revenue-cutter upon Lake Ontario and two upon the upper lakes with 
one 18-pound gun on board. That is the only protection that is now 
afforded to this vast amount of property. But you say there is no dan- 
ger on our northern frontier because we could walk over and take Can- 
ada any morning before breakfast. 

Gentlemen do not remember perhaps that we have to cross this great 
water boundary first. Canada has control of the canals, and it would 
not take over twenty-four hours for a British gunboat fleet from Kings- 
ton to come up through the Welland Canal and reach the upper lakes, 
and once there we would have no means to stop them. Fort Wayne 
is little better for this purpose than an earth bank with a popgun on it. 

Once there they would have ‘‘the world before them where to choose. ’’ 
There would be nothing to prevent their devastating the shores and lay- 
ing their great cities under contribution at will. 

The board of fortifications in its report places the lake frontier as 
fourth in point of urgency of all the great fortifications required; only 
New York, San Francisco, and Boston taking precedence. 

The board recommends the construction of four principal works on 
this northern frontier: 

First. A work at the outlet of Lake Champlain, to prohibit the en- 
trance of naval vessels of an enemy into that lake. 

Second. A work with heavy armament upon the St. Lawrence to 
command the entrance into Lake Ontario. 

Third. The strengthening and supplying of modern guns to Fort 
Wayne upon Detroit River, which commands the entrance to the three 
upper lakes, with all their populous and opulent cities. , 

Fourth. The construction of works at the Falls of the Sainte Marie 
for the purpose of protecting the great ship-canal through which passes 


the vast commerce of the new Northwest. For these purposes the 


board recommends an expenditure of $4,136,800. 

If it is said that Great Britain will never declare war against us be- 
cause we have a mortgage on Canada, I would ask if we are 
to surrender our vast seacoast of 4,000 miles to be ravaged and deso- 
lated for the sake of an ultimate possibility of the aquisition of Canada? 
Will not a great iron-clad fleet off New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
and Baltimore be quite as likely to dictate terms to us as we would be 
to dictate the terms of settlement to them with a hundred thousand 
men on Canadian soil? They would have us by the throat while we 
have them by the heels. 
The idea that the proper place to defend New York city from an iron- 
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clad fleet is beyond the Canadian border is, to say the least, a novel and 
striking one. 

The great seaport towns, Portland, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, and San Francisco, are the nerve-centers o; 
ganglia at which national life resides. Here the great railroad lines 
internal water lines, foreign commerce, and coastwise trade concen- 
trate. 

The possession or destruction of these by an enemy would paralyze 
the entire commercial system of the country. 

This is so clearly pointed out in the letter already read by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTrERWortTH] from Samuel J. Tilden to the 
Speaker of this House, on the 1st of December last, that I need not 
again repeat it. He says: 

The property exposed to destruction in the twelve seaportsof Portland, Ports 
mouth, Boston, Newport, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, New Orleans, Galveston, and San Francisco can not be less in value 
than $5,000,000,000. Tothis must be addeda vast amount of property dependent 
for its use upon these seaports. 

The distinguished writer whose voice and counsel should at least be 
potential on the Democratic side of this Chamber, advises the imme- 
diate application of the surplus in the Treasury to our seacoast defenses. 

The board of fortifications most emphatically re-enforces that counse). 

The President in his annual message says: 

The board on fortifications or other defenses appointed in pursuance of the 
act approved March 3, 1885, will in a short time present their report, and it is 
hoped that this may greatly aid the legislation so necessary to remedy the pres- 
ent defenseless condition of our seacoast. 

This is a substantial indorsement of the report of the board. So we 
have both the intellectual head and the political head of the Demo- 
cratic party urging them in one direction and yet they hesitate to go. 
They are deaf to their own Secretary of War. 

But what is the plan of the board? It is the construction of a sys- 
tem of iron and steel armored forts; some with revolving turrets, others 
consisting of metal casemates, and others yet with barbette emplace- 
ments, and all armed with the best modern breech-loading rifled guns 
of heavy caliber. 

These works are to be supplemented by floating batteries and subma- 
rine mines and torpedo boats. 

It is hardly needful to say that all these should be the correlative 
of a first-class armored navy, prepared to contest the approach of a 
hostile fleet to our coast. 

COST OF THE PROPOSED DEFENSES. 


The next question is what is the estimated cost of this system. 
The following is the estimate of the board: 


CONSOLIDATED ESTIMATE. 





SR I GID sctcictcvincenitnecnemaniticsattinenccennetncsequnceesccone $31, 863, 000 
ST icitinfllendieslinted Ulaceendentnnanceeineusepaitiitalintisdninaheainenommennnnediguessovubinininentinan 20, 300, 000 
Structural metal............ os 3, 320, 000 
Guns and mortars............. 28, 554, 000 
Carriages for armament 9, 411, 000 
Floating batteries and armamen . 18,875,000 
Submarine mines, &c.................. ee 4,384,000 
etc iriAlintsnttipisesusshitdhabesintiedvemscutabiiereneubetbcesesmecmessens: SEU OOe 

Total proposed cost................... esseseeceeeee 126,377,000 


This seems like avery large sum. But let us not forget that it is to 
be spread over not less than thirteen years, and will amount to less 
than $9,000,000 per year. Our present population is estimated at 60,- 
000,000, and averaging the population for the period of expenditure and 
it would beyond doubt average upward of 63,000,000, or the average 
annual expenditure per capita would be only 14 cents. 

In 1840, when our population was but 17,000,000, we inaugurated a 
system of fortifications that cost us $57,131,000. This in like manner 
spread over thirteen years would average $4,394,000 per year, or 25 
cents per capita upon the population of 17,000,000. So that we see 
that though the sum is large it is not relatively so large as that ex- 
pended for a like purpose in the last generation. Of the total cost the 
board recommends the following initial and annual appropriations: 

Appropriations recommended. 


Annual 











——* | thereafter. 
Guiciien * “ - = F 
.| $8,000,000 .......... 
4,000, 000 | $2, 000, 000 
2,000,000 | 2. 000, 000 
1,000, 000 | 1, 000, 000 
3, 000, 000 2, 000, 000 
1,000, 000 500, 000 
1, 500, 000 1,500, 000 
Total......... caiios tasaijistieelidinainte eecicienerenentbiieninraniati 21,500, 000 | 9, 000, 000 


This is the recommendation of your administration through your Sec- 
retary of War. 
The board conclude their report in the following words: 


After mature consideration, and with all the information before it, the board 
is of the opinion and recommends that the above-named amounts should be 
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appropriated without delay forthe purposes mentioned, and it further states 
that nothing less will suffice, even for a beginning. 
W. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Ss. V. BENET, 
Chief of Ordnaace. 
JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers. 
HENRY L. ABBOT, 
Lieulenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
CHAS. 8. SMITH, 
Captain of Ordance. 
W. T. SAMPSON, 
Commander, United Stales Navy. 
©. F. GOODRICH, 
Commander, United States Navy. 
JOS. MORGAN, Jr. 
ERASTUS CORNING. 
And what a lame and impotent conclusion is this bill, with its paltry 
$600,000, where $21,000,000 were asked. But, Mr. Chairman, aside 
from the urgent need of this great system for the protection of the na- 
tion’s commerce and aggregated wealth, there are certain 


INDIRECT BENEFITS 


which should be taken into account. Weare passing through an in- 
dustrial convulsion the cause of which lies in the insufficient employ- 
ment of our industrial population. A great number of men are said to 
be out of work, or unable to make living wages. It is but rarely that 
the Government can create work. In this case it can. 

Almost every dollar of these $21,000,000 would go for wages. It 
would be expended in the mines, in the furnaces, in the forges and the 
machine shops, in ship-yards and gun founderies, in building forts and 
furnishing armament. These $21,000,000 put in circulation in wages 
would furnish employment for thirty-five thousand men ataverage wages 
of $600 per year, and estimating that each of these would have four de- 
pendents, it would provide a living for 175,000 of our industrial popu- 
lation. 

It is hardly possible to estimate the effect that this creation of work 
would have upon the industrial situation. 

I regret for this reason, as well as for the greater reason growing out 
of our defenseless condition, a sense of national insecurity and anxiety 
for the national honor, that the Committee on Appropriations has ~ ot 
responded more patriotically to the urgent appeal of their greatest leader, 
their political head, and the recommendation of the Secretary of War 
and board of fortifications. What we expend for the honor of the Re- 
public is never wasted. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask leave to extend my remarks. 

There was no objection. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I yield the remainder of my time tothe gentleman from 
New York [Mr. VrexR]. 

Mr. VIELE. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that in the disposi- 
tion of the time alloted to this debate there is not sufficient allowed to 
me for a discussion of the question in a manner which I conceive its 
importance merits. As a representative, sir, of that profession which 
has made for its study the science of war, and as a representative of 
that great city which has more at stake in this question than all of the 
rest of the country together, I enter my solemn and earnest protest 
against the whole tone and tenor of this bill. 

I do not impugn in the slightest degree the motives of the members 
of this committee; but, sir, I am satisfied that they have allowed the 
tentative policy to get the better of their judgment. What is this 
question? It is simply a practical question of national defense. Itis 
not a question of policy. It is not a question with which any political 
party has any essential connection; nor does the question of politics 
enter into its consideration; but it is simply a question, pure and sim- 
ple, of our national defense and of national intelligence. 

What is the position to-day? On the 3d day of March, 1885, Con- 
gress passed an act precisely similar in all for the accomplish- 
ment of precisely the same purposes for which this bill provides a 
commission of three civilians and two military officers. That board 
appointed under the act of March 3, 1885, was composed of the most 

i i men in this country upon the question which they were 
called upon to discuss; and I am free to say that you might search the 
whole country over, you may search the whole of Europe, and you will 
not find a board of more intelligence than that which composed the 
board whose report is now upon our desks. What is more, they made 
the most valuable report upon this subject that has ever been made 
upon any subject submitted to this or any other Congress. It is full, 
complete, and ample in every respect, and has all the plans, almost the 
specifications of a complete system; and as a truthful statement of the 
condition of our fortifications to-day, that they are of no use whatever. 
Why, sir, if this bill began by appropriating a sufficient amount of 


money to pay for the dynamite that would blow every fort that we have 
into the Atlantic, it would have more common sense than anything 
else it now contains. These forts are worthless, shams, and most <e- 
ceptive. They are good for no purpose and must be substituted by 
something that is necessary and adequate for our defenses. 

New, what is necessary ? We have now all the information that can 
possibly be obtained on this question. If the new board composed here 
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were to sit fifty years and discuss the matter it could not add to it. 
We, by the advance and through the inventive genius of the age in the 
manufacture of projectiles and in the construction of guns, we to-day 
find ourselves where the Chinese’"were when the European powers took 
their determination to acquire possession of their country, and did it 
with the slightest possible resistance. We are in the same condition 
that China was in when the English and French nations determined to 
throw open their ports against their will 
defenseless. 


We are utterly and entirely 


Th estion is, what shall be done ? 
It is a fact that there exists, as defenses of the ports of England and of 
France, a species armored works which is recognized as the most com- 
plete system in existence and the most effective. These are known 


generally as monitor turrets. England has put them up at her sea- 
ports and France has done the same. This report tells us that is what 
we want; that our stone forts are of no use whatever; that the millions 
of treasure they have cost has been thrown away so far as their pres- 
ent usefulness is concerned. 

We are asked to make an appropriation of halfa million of dollars 
both for the purpose cf paying expenses and to provide another board 
to take the facts which have been collected by the old board and re- 
port some years hence—1889—and then, we are told, we will go to work 
to do something. 

Why, sir, what has been the policy of the intelligent nations of the 
earth in this respect? England has spent more money in the construc 
tion of ships for experiment that never went to sea than this Govern 
ment has ever spent upon herentire Navy. What we want isto recognize 
the fact that the intelligence of the age has placed before us all the 
knowledge that we want. 

Have we read this report or not, as a collective body or as individuals ? 
Do we know what it contains? If we do we should not hesitate one 
hour, one moment, before we appropriate at least $10,000,000 to carry 
into effect the recommendations of that board. If we do not do it we 
doawrongtothiscountry. We fail torecognize the necessity. Ifthere 
is any necessity for further discussing the question, if there is any ne- 
cessity for another board, it is for the purpose of gaining information. 
But they can not gain any information that is not already presented in 
the report before us. 

Are we to throw this into the fire? Are we to say these men knew 
nothing? Read the list of them. There were two eminent civilians. 
Talk of new blood; there was new blood there. Two of the most em- 
inent civilians were selected. There are the facts; and I give it as of 
my own personal knowledge that this report is even with the age. It 
tells the story up till to-day; and we have no reason to hesitate for one 
hour to go foward and carry out the recommendations of that board 
and make the necessary appropriations. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will allow me to interrupt 
him I call his attention to the fact that the bill on page 3 authorizes 
the board not merely to investigate but also to purchase. 

Mr. VIELE. Butit gives no money wherewith to purchase. 
do you want them to purchase? A stick of candy? 
chase guns. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
to purchase guns. 

Mr. VIELE. I hope that will be inserted. 
about what is not inserted. I am talking for the insertion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose my colleague will be willing to compro- 
mise and give the committee this legislation if they will give $3,000,- 
000 ? 

Mr. VIELE. No doubt. 

Mr. RANDALL. But he wants $10,000,000. 

Mr. VIELE. What I want to impress on the committee is this, that 
all the facts are before us on which to act; that it is net necessary to 
delay another year or two years in this matter. We have got all tho 
information we want and can go right on. And it will bea glad day 
for this country when it recognizes that Congress has understood the 
situation and made the appropriation. The men and women of this 

country will go to bed with calmer hearts and more contented souls 
when they know the property of this country is not at the mercy of any 
freebooter that may come along. I assure you we must be always ready 
for these great questions that present themselves. Of the antagonisms 
of peace have always come the horrors of war, and it is against those 
antagonisms of peace that we must protect ourselves. 

It is a well recognized fact that England and Germany and France 
are expending enormous sums of money for the purpose of increasing 
their trade with foreign countries. They are absolutely appropriating 
countries all over the world and constituting colonies of their own where 
they can send their surplus products. And it is this strife among the 
industries of the world that is to bring about the next war we are to 
have, and we know not how soon it may come. 

We have the materials in this country to construct these turreted 
monitors. They have the plans in the War Department. They can 
construct them to-day as readily as they could a chicken-coop from the 
plans made for it. There is no occasion for thedelay. It is absolutely 
necessary we should recognize the facts before us and act upon them. 

Mr. RANDALL addressed the committee. [See Appendix. | 

The CHAIRMAN. If no farther general debate is desired, the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs. 


What 
We want to pur- 


I propose to insert an amount toenable them 


But I am talking now 







































































































































Ah Ee Re Say: 


a tik ce a 


ee es 


— 


AN, eT Ol PER A A it Satya 


7112 








Mr. RANDALL. I have agreed to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reply briefly to the re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] in regard 
to the statement furnished by the Treasurer of the United States and 
printed in the Recorp of July 10 in connection with remarks sub- 
mitted by me on the day previous. That statement of the Treasurer 
of the United States, which is published on page 6699 of the Reconp, 
shows that the expenditures of the Government for ordinary purposes, 
for pensions, and for interest for the year ending June 30, 1885, were 
$260,226,935, and for the year ending June 30, 1886, $243,480,941, the 
net decrease being $16,745,993, which net decrease would have been 
$25,346,179, but for an expenditure of $8,600,186 for pensions. The 
Treasurer on the next page itemizes the expenditures for ordinary pur- 
poses, this itemized statement disclosing the fact that the decrease in 
the War Department was $8,344,869. This isin part accounted for by 
the table presented by the gentleman from Maine, showing that there 
was a decrease of $6,868,000 in theexpenditure for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, this reduction resulting from the fact that Congress 
failed to make any appropriation for that service. 

In the diplomatic service this report of the Treasurer shows a de- 
crease of $4,107,288. In connection with this it should be stated that 
there was paid during the year 1885 for judgments of the Court of 
Alabama Claims $3,301,000, and for awards of the French and Amer- 
ican Claims Commission $594,000. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has still 
seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I yield to the gentleman from Illinois the 
remainder of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I concede that the items to which I have re- 
ferred—the river and harbor appropriations, the judgments of the Court 
of Alabama Claims, and the awards of the French and American Claims 
Commission—are not properly chargeable to expenditures of the year 
1885; but if I had opportunity to analyze the ordinary expenses for 
1886 as the ordinary expenses for 1885 are here analyzed, I presume the 
analysis would show that in all other respects there had been an equal 
amount of extraordinary or accidental expenses for that particular 
year. So that, giving the most liberal construction on account of the 
matters to which I have referred, I maintain that these two tables will 
show that, leaving out the item of pensions and the other items men- 
tioned, there has been a net reduction upon the ordinary expenditures 
of the Government of $14,583,000 during the year 1886 as compared 
with the year 1885. Now, I will not claim that this reduction is en- 
tirely attributable to the fact that there was a Democratic administra- 
tion; but I do claim that most of these items of reduction are directly 
traceable to that fact. I want to call attention to two of these items. 

The honorable gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] took occa- 
sion a few days ago to refer to the fact that there was a great increase 
during last year for expenses of United States courts. 

This table shows when we get at the expenses of the United States 
courts there was a decrease in the year 1886 as compared with the year 
of 1885. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘That was because a deficiency was carried over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I will show what 
it was. The decrease was first in the fees of supervisors of elections— 
$255,000. That was what the gentleman’s party expended, through 
partisan agents, to help in electing their candidate for President in 
1884, 

Mr. HISCOCK. All right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You say it is all right. If we were to spend that 
much in the Congressional elections this fall you would say it would 
be all wrong. I would say it was all wrong, too. It will be seen that 
$255,000 was expended in the election of 1884 through partisan agents 
of the Republican party to aid them in electing their President. The 
amount of that expense was cut off during the year 1886. 

There was a decrease in the expenses of the United States courts 
and in miscellaneous items to the extent of $381,000. These items 
went to the ordinary expenses of the courts. 

There are a number of items to which I would like to call attention 
if opportunity was afforded to show that the present administration is 
economizing in the ordinary expenses of the Government. I would 
cite the discharge of a large number of useless officials in the Internal 
Revenue Department. I might cite also a great reduction in supplies 
for the Indian service. The reduction in other like items discloses the 
palpable fact that in carrying on the Government the present adminis- 
tration has been reducing expenses. That reduction is creditable to the 
Democratic administration, because it was predicted by gentlemen on 
the other side of the House in the last Presidential election,that the 
election of a Democratic President would result in a large increase of 
the expenditures of the Government, that it would pay a large amount 
of rebel claims, that it would pay off the rebel debt, that it would in 
effect result in the general bankruptey of the Government. None of 
these predictions have turned out to be true. On the contrary, they 
have not only turned out to be untrue, but the present administration 
of the Government has been carrying it on with great efficiency, while 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 17, 





at the same time the expenses of the Government have been reduced 
to an economical basis and are much lower than they have been und: 
preceding Republican administrations. [ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired, and the Ck 
will now read the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the following sums be,and the same are hereby 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for ¢ 
fiscal year ending Juné 30, 1887, and for other purposes, namely: 

For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other wo: 
of defense for which there may be no special a available, $100,‘x 
the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should iike to have some explanation as | 
the necessity for this appropriation. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is the same amount that was appropriated la 
year, and it is supposed to be sufficient for the protection and preserv:- 
tion of the fortifications we have, between seventy and eighty. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If these fortifications are gond for nothing 
what is the necessity for repairing them? 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘That is what the other side say. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the object of repairing them? 

— FORNEY. Some one should be there to take care of the pu)li: 

perty 

"The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. For the armament of sea coast fortifications, including the pro 
ment of steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriag: 


projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, their trial and proof, and all ne: 
sary expenses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until awe 


Mr. VIELE. I move tostrike out ‘‘ $500,000 ”’ and insert ‘‘ $3,000. - 
”? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. During the course of my remarks I indi- 
cated a purpose to move to increase the amount to $3,500,000, and | 
offer that amendment now. I only desire tosay that while we believe 
it is a ridiculous sum, nevertheless it is a move in the right direction 
and the provision for its expenditure is one which ought to commend 
it to the fair consideration of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the amen 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

In the interest of historic accuracy I want to say a word or two upon 
a subject which, although not’exactly germane to the bill, is, Ithink, as 
much in order as the argument of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bvi- 
TERWORTH ], to which I wish simply to reply for a moment. 

The gentleman from Ohio said that when the war was flagrant i 
the land the national banks sprang to the defense of the country. | 
want now to call his attention to a table which I hold in my hand, an«! 
which gives the circulation of the national banks from their first organ 
ization down to the present time. 

The national-bank act was passed on the 23d of February, 1863, anc 
not one dollar of national-bank circulation was issued during that yea 
During 1864 there were issued only thirty-one and a quarter millions 
of this kind of paper, and during the next year, 1865, which is the yea: 
the war closed, there were only one hundred and forty-six millions 0! 
national-bank notes outstanding, one hundred and fifteen millions 0: 
it being issued during that year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, how the national banks could have sprung to 
the defense of the Government under the circumstances I am stating 
I can not perceive. They were not authorized until February, 1863, 
and did not commence issuing notes until 1864, and then only in sma! 
quantities. Iam only speaking now in the interest of historical a 
curacy. The springing they did was after the soldiers had sprung into 
line and saved the Government and showed that the Government bon:|s 
and Government notes were good fat investments. 

They had been made good by the blood and sufferings of the soldiers 
of the country, and then the national banks sprang into the financial 
breach, but not before, and then only to plunder the people. From 
that hour to this they have speculated upon public and private mis!or- 
tune, and their attitude has been one of hostility toward the peop! 
They have occupied a hostile attitude toward the Treasury and tlc 
whole country when Congress has dared to thwart their plans. 

So faras the personal remarks of the gentleman are concerned | wis!) 
only to say that he was undoubtedly provoked to say what he did |)y 
a remark that Imade. I neversqueal. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I may have seemed a little hasty in the . 
ply to my friend from Iowa; but certainly there was no intention 0! 
offense. There were no barbs upon the shaft I sent, and such sallie- 
never find their place in the RecorD. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Put them right in. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; it was not intended. Sometimes 
we say things in the heat of debate—many times indeed—which are 
not always well-considered. 

But, touching this matter to which my friend from Iowa referred. 
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still insist, and the truth of history will affirm the fact, that Iam 
correct in saying the national-bank system came to the rescue of the 
Government and strengthened it by taking its bonds, currency, &c., in 
its hour of need, but I do not care to discuss that question now, but 
will leaveit to another occasion, when I may have something to say upon 
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| tion of defense and prevent war by n 
| another occasion soon approaching to present s 


the subject at a time when it is more fitting to the bill under considera- | 


tion than it is to the present one. 
question. bs , : ; 

Now I want to ask my friend from New York what is the point of 
order against this section? 

Mr. VIELE. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment 
for the purpose of saying a word or two, and that not by way of any 
special criticism on thebill. Representing as I do one of the large cities 
that would be subjected to naval invasion, and thus aware of the dan- 
ger, I would be unfaithful to my trust if on this floor I did not call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this is not a local question. I 
have often observed that when matters relating to the Navy or to our 
system of seacoast fortifications are under discussion here some gentle- 
men seem to suppose it is an Eastern or local question. 

There are $5,000,000,000 worth of property in round numbers from 
San Francisco to Portland, Me., around our coast, as shown by careful 
estimates based on assessed valuations, which to-day is endangered by 
any foreign naval invasion. That property is the common wealth of 
the Union. Its destruction by a foreign invasion does not fall solely as 
a loss on any locality, but it comes from the pockets of all of the people 
of the United States, and not, as some seem to suppose, from New York, 
Brooklyn, Jersey City, San Francisco, Charleston, New Orleans, or Port- 
land, Me., but from the common produce, wealth, industry, and com- 
mon labor of the whole people of the entire United States. Besiege 
New York, and the wheat-growers of Minnesota and the cattle-raisers 
of Texas, whose products come to and go in part from that great port, 
will pay the greater part of the damage. 

I do not desire now to criticise this bill, although it is not to me en- 
tirely satisfactory. It is in wise, cautious, and conservative hands; 
but I do hope that when the Congress of the United States, represent- 
ing the various States and sections of this great country, shall come to 
deal with the Navy and the fortifications of this Union, it will do it 
in the proper spirit of defending the interests of all the people and all 
our territory and not specially the people along the coast. 
rowmindedness is unbecoming and unjust. As a very high and patri- 
otic officer said to me the other day, the coast ports are the mouth and 
the interior the stomach. As well might the human anatomy begin 
unnatural contention as this great question become sectional. 

I agree with all that has been so well and eloquently and frequently 
said on this floor, that the United States was able to defend itself suc- 
cessfully against any nation on the face of the earth. So long as we 
are a united people—which I thank Heaven we are, and put the accent 
on ‘united ’’—there never will be an invasion of our soil, and no for- 
eign nation, however powerful and great and warlike, that has trouble 
with the United States will ever undertake to land an army on our 
shores. The armies of Napoleon and Wellington combined could not 


Then I may pay my respects to the 


invade the United States with its sixty million free people and its | 


enormous territory and great wealth. 
harbors are in peril. 

A navy and a proper fortification of our coast is not in the line of 
monarchical government. A standing army affects our own people, 
but the navy and seacoast defenses only menace foreign powers. I am 
opposed to paternal government and for the man against the State just 
as much as the upright defender of the Constitution from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] or the able gentleman (Judge Ho_MAN) from Indiana. But 
a government ceases to be a government when at its border lines it 
is not, as against foreign interests and foreign arms, protective, defen- 
sive, and paternal in the broadest and most sacred sense in guarding the 
lives, liberties, rights, and properties of its citizens and in upholding its 
own dignity and honor. 

That is the very essence of government—to protect its citizens; and 
as against foreign nations or foreign interests I would provide the strong- 
est defenses that can be produced by the energy and skillof man. Full 
freedom within, but unyielding, determined, undying, and eternal 
protection and defense against foreign interference in whatever form it 
maycome. I do not advocate wild and extravagant navies and forts 
looking to foreign intermeddling and conquest, but sufficient to assert 
our rights and defend our coasts. Let the robber governments of 
Europe maintain tremendous military establishments. They need 
them; free and contented people do not. 

The importance of this question of the defense of our coast can not 
be exaggerated. Its only defense to-day is in the shallowness of the 
waters ofour harbors and in the growing draught of the great war-ships 
that are being constructed in the Old World. In my opinion it is not 
& matter of speculation as to what kind of defense we can make. It 
is demonstrated, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
says, that the old fort is obsolete, and that the old smooth-bore muz- 
zle-loading gun is likewise obsolete. But it is also demonstrated that 
turreted forts and vessels and rifled cannon show the high-water mark 
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in the rise and progress of naval skill and modern science, and we are 
bound to take a step in advance, that we may put ourselves in a posi- 
inviting attack. 
ome 
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I hope on 


facts and tables on 
this important question. 


[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to say a fortifications 
on the Northern frontier. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] made light of the idea that any danger could by any possi- 
bility threaten us from that direction. In accordance with the act of 
March 3, 1885, the President of the United States appointed the com- 
mission already spoken of, which consisted of the Secretary of War, the 
Chief of Ordnance, the Chief of Engineers, Lieutenant-Colonel Abbot, 
of the Engineers; Capt. Charles S. Smith, of the Ordnance Corps; Com- 
mander Sampson, and Commander Goodrich, of the United States Navy; 
and from civil life Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Erastus Cor- 
ning, of New York. ‘Their report is before us. They have made their 
report in regard to the objects of fortitications, as they say, in the order 
ofurgency. They place firstin the order of urgency the harbor of New 
York; secondly, San Francisco; thirdly, Boston; and, fourthly, the lake 
ports; and they recommend an appropriation for the fortifications of the 
lakes of $4,131,000. And this is the language in which the commission 
urges the appropriations in the conclusiog of its report: 


word on] LO Lhe 


After mature consideration, and with all the information before 
is of the opinion and recommends that the above-named amounts shou 
preprinted without delay for the purposes mentioned, and it furthe: 
nothing less will suffice even for a begin: 


ld be ap 


Sstutles that 





ing 


This is signed by W. C. Endicott and the other members of the board. 
Now, if l am foolish, Mr. Chairman, I am foolish in good company, 
Mr. RANDALL. I did not say you were foolish. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I know you did not. That is merely an infer- 
ence. If this is an unreasonable fear that we may ever be attacked or 
approached from the northern frontier, I share it with the Secretary of 
War, with the Chief of Ordnance, with the Chief of Engineers, and 
with these other distinguished gentlemen. And they recommend an 
immediate expenditure of more than $4,000,000 for the protection of 
that frontier. 

It may be that we have taken securities from Great Britain, and that 
we hold a mortgage on Canada which we can foreclose any morning 
But while we are foreclosing our mortgage they can 
do well-nigh infinite mischief to our ports on the lakes. And although 
in the fullness of time Canada may fall like a ripened pear into our 
hands, yet while it is ripening, and until it falls, these frontier States— 
Wisconsin, Dlinois, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York 
suffer the greatest damage. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman recollect the treaty stipula- 
tion between Great Britain and the United States as to the armament 
on the lakes? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By the treaty of 1817 it was provided that each 
power might maintain on each of the lakes one revenue-cutter of 100 
tons burden, carrying one gun and no more. 

Now, while Great Britain can muster a squadron of any dimensions 
in the St. Lawrence and have her gunboats ready to cross the frontier 
through the canals which are under her contro], we can not muster one 
single gunboat, nor have we, one single canal through which we can 
pass a gunboat into the lakes. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will first report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. VIELE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


may 


I offer the amendment which I send to 


Insert after the word 
** $500,000." 


Mr. BURROWS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood both sections were to be read. 
sire to make a point of order against the section. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I inquire whether the Clerk is not reading the sec- 
ond section by paragraphs, and whether as each paragraph is 
point of order or an amendment can not be made to it ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLount). That is the opinion of the present 
occupant of the chair. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the Chair to say the Clerk would read 
the bill by sections. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order was made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. VIELE] and was withdrawn, and there have been 
amendments adopted since. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no point of order pending on this para- 
graph. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Stone]. 


thereto,’ in line 5 &3.000.000 nstead of 


Has the second section been read ? 
That paragraph has been read, and is subject to 


I de- 


read a 
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Mr.RANDALL. Iam unwilling te have this section considered ex- 
cept as a whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on that question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make the point of order that it has been 
ruled in this House always, that when a section contains a number of 
paragraphs each paragraph as it is read is subject to amendments and 
points of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so ruled and will enforce the 
ruling unless the committee reverses it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The 
point of order was made against the entire section and after that dis- 
cussion was had. Now, when the point is made upon the entire sec- 
tion, and admendment and debate intervene, is it competent to make 
a point of order against the paragraph after that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the several paragraphs or 
subd i visions of the section are considered separately, and are subject to 
point. of order as they are reached. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will be read. 

The Cierk eead as follows: 

Amend section 2 by inserting after the word “ proof,” in line 4, the words “ and 
the testing of improvements of the same.”’ 

Mr. FORNEY. There is no particular objection to that. 

Theamendment was agreed, to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
genticman from New York [ Mr. ViELe]. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 38, noes 72. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all money appropriated by this section shall be expended under the 
direction and supervision of a board composed of five persons, one of whom 
shall be an officer of the Army and one an officer of the Navy ; both of said officers 
shall be designated by the President; three members of said board shall be ap- 
pointed from civil life; the Presidentshall appoint one, the President of the Sen- 
ate one, and the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall appoint one ; the 
five persons so designated and appointed shall constitute said board; members 
of Congress shall ba ineligible to serve onthe board. The necessary and proper 
expenses of said board and the compensation of the three civilians, at $10 ow 
while so employed in the discharge of said duty, shall be paid from the sum 


herein appropriated. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that par- 
agraph that it changes existing law. If the bill should be passed with 
only the first paragraphs which we have already considered, the ex- 
penditure of the money appropriated would fall within the jurisdic- 
tion and control of the War Department. But by adding the para- 
graph upon which I now make the point of order we take the control 
of the expenditure of this money from the War Department, where the 
existing law puts it, and place it in the hands of a board which is to be 
appointed under the provisions of this paragraph and the paragraphs 
following. 

It is unnecessary for me to read the statute to show that this author- 
ity belongs to the War Department. It grows out of the incidental 
powers of the Department under the law, and also, I believe, out of an 
express provision in the statutes (section 1164) that the Ordnance Bu- 
reau shall make the purchases and contracts for munitions of war. Thé 
paragraph is also new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
point of order. If he does, he willonly make necessary an effort to re- 
duce the amount very considerably. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The amount now in the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. Weare not willing that this money shall 
be expended under the control of the department. 

Mr. BUCK. It is perhaps not germane to this question to allude to 
the paragraphs that follow, but there is another paragraph on the next 
page which takes a very radical step forward in the line of enlarging 
the powers given to boards. Itauthorizes this proposed board not only 
to investigate, but to make purchases of guns and to establish a plant 
for the manufacture of guns. 

Mr. RANDALL. To the extent of this appropriation. 

Mr. BUCK. To the extent of this appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, that is the direction in which we want to go. 
We want fresh intelligence, fresh energy, fresh blood. 

Mr. BUCK. I want no intelligence any more fresh than that which 
is furnished by what is called the ‘‘ Randall board,’’ which has made 
a report to this Congress on all the questions that are covered by this 
paragraph and the following paragraphs with the exception of the pur- 
chase of the guns and war materials. We already have all the infor- 
mation on these subjects necessary for intelligent action. : 

Mr. RANDALL. We want somebody to direct in that line. The 
present Ordnance Bureau does not direct in that line. 

Mr. BUCK. Permit me to say that the fittest persons to do that are 
William C. Endicott, the Secretary of War, and General Benét, Chief of 
Ordnance. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have nothing to say about Secretary Endicott, 
but he is not a manufacturer of guns. 

Mr. BUCK. They are both entirely qualified to control the expend- 
iture of this money wisely. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not know how this par- 
agraph stands with reference to the statute, but if the amount to be ap- 
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propriated is to be insignificantly small, and that seems to be the tem 
oz the House, I apprehend that it is not very important whether w, 
have a board or whether we have not, as there will be nothing for th: 
to expend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. That takes all out of the first section of the | 
after the paragraph stating the amount appropriated ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, can I move to amend t 
amount in the first paragraph of this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is not in order, as th 
paragraph has been passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will move to recommit the bill, if I ha 
an opportunity, in the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. DolI understand that the whole section is rule 
out? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so rule, because the succeed- 
ing paragraphs of the section had not been read; but if there is no 0} 


jection to the Chair ruling upon those paragraphs before they are read 


with the view of saving time, they will be considered as read and ruled 
out. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of | 
unexpended balance of $400,000 appropriated by the act of March 3, 158 
armament of fortifications, is hereby reappropriated and made available for t|, 
construction and payment of the guns authorized by said act, and now |x 
constructed by the South Boston Lron Works, under contracts dated Septen:! 
24, 1883, and June 30, 1884; and the extension of said contracts is authorized 
cordingly. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise and report the )) 
as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (1/ 
R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 0! 
defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, and for other purposes, had directed him to report the same 
back with an amendment and to recommend its passage. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that the naval appropria 
tion bill, which has been returned from the Senate with amendments 
be referred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed 

The SPEAKER. Thebillhasalready been ordered tobe printed. |: 
there be no objection, it will he referredtothe Committee on Naval A! 
fairs. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that this afternoon’s se- 
sion be extended after 5 o’clock until we can dispose of this bill. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before we decide to extend the session, I desire to 
inquire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it is the inten 
tion to withdraw this bill or to press it to passage. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not charge of the bill; but I will say it 
the intention to try to change it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In that case, the final disposition of the bill might 
take longer than we would be willing to stay this afternoon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Prior to the gentleman from Alabama demanding 
the previous question, I desire to move to amend the second section |) 
striking out ‘‘$500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$100,000,’’ which is the 
amount given at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. I w:nt 
to test the sense of the House on that proposition. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You do not propose to ask a vote of want o! 
-onfidence in another Department of the Government without giving 
some reason for it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that amendment shou: 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Itought to be considered in Committee oi tie 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It is a reduction; it does not propose to make «0 
additional appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the paragraph has already received its ur! 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we ought to have discussion belore 
voting to condemn the War Department. 

Mr. RANDALL We do not know that the War Department 1s op 
posed to our suggestion. No communication has been received trou 
that souree. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thisseems to mea proposition to vote a wan! 
of confidence in the constituted authorities. [Cries of “ Regul 
order !’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, has consent been given to extend t!1\ 
afternoon's session ? 
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The SPEAKER. Objection was made by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 76, noes 35. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hiscock and Mr. FORNEY were ap- 
pointed. Ce 

The House proceeded to divide again; but before the tellers had re- 

rted 

The SPEAKER said: ‘The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the 
House, in accordance with its previous order, takes a recess until 8 
o'clock, the session of this evening to'be devoted exclusively to the con- 
sideration of reports from the Committee on Printing. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The session of this evening is to be devoted, by 
order of the House, exclusively to the consideration of bills and reso- 
jutions authorizing public printing, reported from the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of bills and joint resolutions embraced in the order for this 
evening’s session, so that they may be considered in the Honse as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill on 
the Calendar under this order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 598) to provide for the distribution of the statutes of the United 
States and the ConGREsstonaL REcoRD to designated incorporated bodies and 
associations within the several States and Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the order of the 
House these different measures are not necessarily to be taken up in 
the order in which they stand on the Calendar, but the committee may 
designate such as they desire to have considered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Then [ ask that the bill just read by title be 
passed over for the present. 


NAVIGATION AND CUSTOMS COLLECTION LAWS. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I call up the concurrent resolution (report 612) 
for printing 5,000 copies of the navigation and customs collection laws. 

The resolation was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 copies of the navigation and customs collection laws relating to 
vessels, including the laws relating to merchant seamen, and the regulation of 
steam-vessels, compiled by the Bureau of Navigation in the Treasury Depart- 
ment; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the 


use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Bureau 
of Navigation. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT OF GREELY EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that concurrent resolution (Report No. 
834) to print the report of the Greely expedition to Lady Franklin 
Bay be taken from the Calendar and laid on the table, for the reason 
that a "79am covering the same subject-matter has already been 

of. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


REPORT OF INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCES. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask to call up House joint resolution No..87, 
providing for the printing and distribution of documents of the mon- 
etary conferences of 1878 and 1881. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

ved, That there be printed and bound in cloth thousand copies each 
of the rts of the International Monetary Conferences of 1878 and 1831 ; —_— 
a of each for the use of the House of Representatives, and 


copies of each for the use of the Senate; and that the Public Printer 

hold the remaining thousand copies of each for sale, at 10 per cent. ad- 

vance on cost-price, to any person applying for the same, a notice stating the 

ce of each report to be inserted in the daily edition of the ConGRressionaL 
ORD until the edition be disposed of. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 

In line Sinsert before the word “thousand” the word “five;" so that it will 
read “* five thousand copies "’ 

Also in line 6 insert *‘ three,’’ so as to read ‘‘ three thousand copies.”’ 

Tn line 7 strike out the word “thousand” and insert “‘ fifteen hundred.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “thousand” and insert “ five hundred.” 


ee out all in line 11 after the word “same’’ down to the end of the reso- 
n, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
i third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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Mr. FARQUH AR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





REPORT GOVERNMENT DIRECTORS UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I now call up Miscellaneous Document 42, of 
March 2, a concurrent resolution relatiug to the reports of the Govern- 
mend directors of the Union Pacific Railroad 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows 


Resolved by the S f House of R esent res cone? ing), That in addition 
tothe usual number t be printed of the letter of the President of the 4th 
instant, communicating the Senate copies of the reports of the Government 
directors of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, together with said reports 


#000 copies; 1,000 for the use 


of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to 
Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the con 
corrent resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 


consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to 


ASTRONOMICAL AND METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATION 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I now call up the resolution of March 2, pro 
viding for printing the annual volumes of the astronomical and mete- 
orological observations of the Naval Observatory for 1883, 1884, and 
1835. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives rCurrited 
That the annual volumes of the astronomical and meteorological observations 
of the Naval Observatory for 1883, 1884, and 1885 be printed, and that 1,300 addi- 
tional copies of each report be printed ; of which 300 copies shall be for the'use of 
the Senate, 700 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 800 copies 
for the use of the Navy Dpartment 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask a question in reference tc this 
resolution. I observe that the word “‘ printing’’ is used in the report. 
I desire to ask 2 member of the committee if this is understood to in- 
clude binding also? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It does include the binding. If only the usual 
number of copies was printed, which is 1,900, it would not include 
binding; but in all other cases where additional copies are ordered 
these books are bound. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I call up the resolution providing for printing 
the last annual report of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed of the last annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution 
and of the National Museum, in two octavo volumes, 16,000 extra copies of 
each ; of which 3,000 copies shal! be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the 


use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


a 
cD 


DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Icall up the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) di- 
recting the Public Printer to forward the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to 
our legations abroad. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, autherized and di- 
rected to forward, free of charge, through the Department of State, on 


* cop ti 

| the daily CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD to each of our legations abroad, « aaemnoum - 

at the beginning of the present session 

| The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

| time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS ON CATTLE-BREEDING AND DAIRY-FARMING. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I now call up the coneurrent resolution to au- 
thorize the printing of the reports of the United States consuls on cat 
tle-breeding and dairy-farming, my object being to move to lay it on 

the table, as the matter has been already disposed of. 

There being no objection, the resolution was laid on the table 

AWARDS UNDER TREATIES WITH FRANCE AND SPAIN 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I call uptheconcurrent resolution of the Senate 
provided for printing 5,000 additional copies of the statement relative 
to the awards unger treaties with France and Spain. 
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I will state, Mr. Speaker, that there are two dates to this resolution 

as it appears on the Calendar. There is one of date of March 23, and 
> last resolution that was passe d by the Senate was on the 5th of 
April. The latter res slution is the one the committee desires to pass 
to-night. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the revised list of papers touching unpaid clai: m account of 
French spoliations prior to July 31, 1801, transmitted by the dent of the 
United States on the 17th instant, be printed; of which 1,000 cop.es shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 2,000 for distribu- 
tion by the Department of State. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the concur- 
rent resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY in the chair). Without 
objection the concurrent resolution of March 23 will be recommitted to 
the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BULLETINS OF THE BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask now to call up the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of the Bureau of Eth- 
nology. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed at the Government Printing Office 10,000 
copies of any matter furnished by the Bureau of Ethnology relating to researches 
and discoveries connected with the study of the North American Indians, the 
same to be issued in parts, andthe whole to form an annual volume of bulle- 
tins; 4,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 4,500 copies for the use of the Bureau 
of Ethnology. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Retp, of North Carolina) is as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res, 120) to print the annual bulletins of the Bureau of Ethnology, have duly 
considered the same, and recommend its adoption. 

This printing will be in addition to the 15,000 copies of the annual report of 
the Bureau of Ethnology, and will be different in matter. 

It will bea report, in detail, of the operations and researches of the bureau, to 
be published in pests as bulletins, as the said operations and researches trans- 
pire. There will be from three to six parts per annum, costing about $500 for 
each edition, or from $2,500 to $3,000 per annum, the whole to form an annual 
volume of bulletins. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, who is on the Printing Committee, what 
year this report is for, and how far the printing already ordered in con- 
nection with ethnology has been advanced? In other words, whether 
we now need to authorize this printing in advance of the year not yet 
completed ? 

fr. RELD, of North Carolina. In response to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania I will say that as I understand it this is for the current 
year. It has been issued in pamphlets, and the cost as I have esti- 
mated it, and as the estimate was furnished by the Chief of the Bureau 
of Ethnology, Major Powell, is about $2,500 to $3,000 a year. Ashe 
collects the material he proposes to issue it as a bulletin. We went to 
the office and made an estimate. He exhibited to the Committee on 
Printing specimens of one of the bulletins and the way he proposes to 
issue it from month to month. It will cost from $2,500 to $3,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. RANDALL. For which year? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. For the present current year. 

Mr. RANDALL, How far back has the ethnological report been 
printed ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I do not know. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I recollect aright not later than 1884. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Not later than 1883. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think we ought to authorize the printing 
of reports for 1885 until we know how far advanced and what is the 
result of the printing of the report for 1883. 

This is one of the abuses, as I think, in connection with the scientific 
bureaus of the Government. It will be remembered that in the sun- 
dry civil bill we have endeavored to restrict this matter. While we 
have given every dollar that is essential to the bureau, we ought to re- 
. rict the printing, which has come, as the commission showed, to be an 
abuse. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will withdraw the consideration 
of the joint resolution for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is for data not yet collected. We are pro- 
viding for the printing of matter that has not yet come from the hands 
of those people who are being sent to the field to gather it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Carolina 
withdraws the joint resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can that be done without unanimous consent? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me say that the report of the bureau for 1884 
is now being printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. And this is to authorize the printing for two or 
three years in advance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not the annual report. 
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Mr. RANDALL. This is for prining bulletins which are the a 
vanced copies of the matter contained in the reports. I hope the ( 
mittee on Printing will not suppose for a moment that I wish to int 
fere with their getting their business through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentle. 
from North Carolina proposes to withdraw the joint resolution ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is it the understanding that every bill objected to 
by any one member, although the rest of the House might wish j: 
passed, is to be withdrawn? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from North Carolina does not |ay 
this aside on my objection, but on an objection which might atiract the 
attention of the House and be confirmed by the House. Here is a proyo- 
sition to print or authorize the printing of a report away in advanc 
the collection of the facts. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I wi! 
say that I proposed to withdraw the joint resolution because I th 
he would make the point of no quorum on it. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will not do that. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Then I will not withdraw it. | do 
not wish to postpone the consideration of it; but I do not wish, hy 
pressing it, to defeat the object for which we are assembled this night 
as there are other measures to be considered to which I think there \ 
be no objection. 

I wish to make this statement: There wiil be from three to six part: 
of this bulletin issued each year. It will be in addition to the 15,000 
copies of the annual report of the Bureau of Ethnology, and wil! be 
entirely different in matter. It is areport of the operations and re- 
searches of the bureau, and will be more in detail than the annual re- 
port. The bulletin will consist of the reports from the members con- 
nected with this department sent out in different parts of the country 
to collect ethnological matter, and will be issued as that is gathered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that. The joint commission in con- 
nection with the subject of the scientific bureaus reported a recommen- 
dation that the printing be abridged. I want to show the gentlem 
what has been thecost of printing these reports. There is work chai 
for 1881 in connection with the Bureau of Ethnology amounting ~ 
$9,955.14. For 1882 the work charged amounts to $55,137.12. Por 
1883 the work charged amounted to $9,123.27. In 1884 the work 
charged amounts to $41,152.66. In 1885 the work charged amounted 
to $4,110.44. The whole aggregated $119,478.63 charged but not yet 
completed. And yet we are asked to go on and make further charges 
and authorize further printing in this.connection when the work is no! 
yet completed for 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, and 1885. 

I do not think these facts could have been in the possession of tl. 
Committee on Printing, or that the recommendation of the commission 
appointed to examine into the expenditures of this department cou! 
have been fully examined. They recommend not to proceed furthe: 
with the printing until there is a completion of the prior work. 

Now, what arethese bulletins? They arescrapsthatare subsequent; 
to make part of the report. Now it is asked that these scraps shall bv 
printed as they come in. If they are printed as scraps they ought nut 
to be reprinted in the regular report, and if they are printed in the rez- 
ular report they ought not to be printed as scraps. I think that they 
would be of more service to science if they were brought together, au: 
not printed separately in this disjointed way. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I have just this to say: 
This report was made on March 25, 1886, when the joint commission 
referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania had not yet made their 
report, and the Committee on Printing was in possession of hone of tlic 
facts reported by that commission as the result of their inquiries con- 
cerning the printing done for the Geological and Ethnological Bureav-. 

I will state, however, that this printing is in addition to the regular 
annual bulletin issued by the bureau. As the persons who are sent 0 
hy the bureau to make researches make their reports it is propo~ dt 
isswe those reports in pamphlet form, thus giving the scientific wo rid 
the benefit of those researches as they are made. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Something like the Patent Office Gazette ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Something in that order. The~ 
are not intended to be published in the annual reportsat all. We went 
over the matter very carefully with the chief of the bureau, and «- 
cording to the best estimate we could make they will be printed in 
from three to six parts annually, and the cost will be from $2,500 to 
$3,000 per annum. That would be in addition to the regular aunu:! 
bulletin printed by the bureau. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I call the previous question 
ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed and vead the third tin 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw the demand for the previous «jue- 
tion. I did not know that the gentleman from Pennsylvania des) 
to further on this subject. 

. RANDALL. Mr. er, I am glad to hear the gentlema! 
from North Carolina [Mr. Rerp] say that when this report was 
the Committee on Printing were not in ion of the recommend 
tions of the joint commission in relation to the scientific bureaus of the 
Government. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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[ Mr. RANDALL] will remember that it has been only a few weeks since 
that commission reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that, and I desire to say now that in any- 
thing I have said on this subject it has not been my wish, purpose, or 
intention to reflect in even the slightest degree upon the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee on Printing. On the contrary, without making 
an invidious distinction, I might say that the present Committee on 
Printing of this House has been perhaps more assiduous in its efforts 
to save money than any of its predecessors. At the same time I think 
the committee ought to stop right here, and not ask us to appropriate 
for the printing of these bulletins in view of the state of facts I have 

resented. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I will add, Mr. Speaker, that if we 
send out these employés to make these researches and to report upon 


them, I think the scientific world ought to have the benefit of their re- | 
rts. As I have already said, these bulletins are not to be published | 
in the annual report, and therefore the only way in which the scien- | 


tific world can get the benefit of them is by printing them in the form 
here proposed. 

Mr.RANDALL. Ifthey are printed in this form they ought not to be 
subsequently republished at great additional cost in the annual report. 
Can the gentleman inform us when these bulletins will reach the pub- 
lie? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Just as soon as the order is made to 
print them. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. That is my informasgion from the 
bureau. 


Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman from North Carolina please tell | 


us how much money the bill carries for this purpose? 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Twenty-five hundred or three thou- | 


sand dollars; the highest limit will be $3,000 per annum. 


Mr. RANDALL. Each of these bulletins costs about $2,500 or $3,000, | 


but when you aggreyate the cost it comes to a great deal more. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. No; that is the aggregate cost per 
annum. Mr. Speaker, I now call the previous question. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman does that, I wish to make an | 


inquiry with reference to the issuance of the reports of the Bureau of 
Ethnology. I think the report that is now being distributed is the one 
for 1882—’83; that is, three years behind the present date, and the in- 
quiry I wish to make is (if the Committee on Printing have investi- 
gated the matter) why it is that these reports are so much delayed. 

Mr.RANDALL. I cananswer the question. It is because the men 
who are engaged in the field service for any particular year do not re- 
port in full in time to make their work a part of the report for that 
year. We are now two or three years in advance in the authorization 
of printing the reports of the Bureau of Ethnology. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The gentleman speaks of the annual 
bulletin. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; theannual report. The report on the min- 
eral resources of the United States is a different matter. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time—ayes 26, noes 13. 


Mr. RANDALL. Ido not call for a quorum, Mr. Speaker. I am 


satisfied with the statements that have been made. 


The joint resolution, being engrossed, was read the third time and 


passed—ayes 22, noes 14. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 


consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr, REID, of North Carolina. I call up for consideration the joint 
resolution (H. R. 130) to distribute copies of special memoirs and re- 


ports of the United States Geological Survey. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That there shall be dis- 
tributed from the number of special memoirs and reports of the United States 
Geological Survey now authorized by law one copy of every such publication 

which shall be <otguated to the Secretary of the Interior 
as follows: Two public libraries to be designated by each of the Senators from 
the States presentative in Congress 
from every Congressional district, and two public libraries by the Delegate from 
additional to those to which the 


to every public li 
respectively, two public libraries by the 


every Territory ; such public libraries to 
said publications are distributed under existing law. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. Rerp, of North Carolina}, was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Printing, to which was referred joint resolution (H. Res. 
ial memoirs and reports of the United States Ge- 
ological oe haveduly considered the same, and recommend its adoption. 
By the act ‘March 3, 1879, 3,000 copies of the memoirs and reports of the 
U States Survey were authorized to be printed for scientific ex- 


Geological 
and for sale to the public. Of this number the annual publications on 
that have aceumulated since 1879, and which have not nor will be disposed 


130) to distribute copies of 
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Mr. RANDALL. This is a book which was authorized to be sold to 
those who might apply for it. There have not been a sufficient num- 
ber of applications. If I remember rightly, the printing of this book 
cost the Government $10 for each copy. This case simply shows the 
folly of this sort of printing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. We did not do it 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; it was done by somebody else, prior to 
this Congress. Now we have to give these volumes away. That is the 
whole story. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a¥reed to 


REPORT OF GREELY EXPEDITION, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution (Report 
1634) providing for printing the report of the International Polar Expe- 
dition to Lady Franklin Bay be taken wp and Jaid on the table, the 
matter having been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The Chair will state 
that asto measures coming from the Senate it is customary where action 
is not desired that they be recommitted rather than laid on the table. 
| If there is no objection the order will be made in this case that the 
resolution be recommitted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


° 
EDUCATIONAL REPORT. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that House concurrent resolution ( Report 
| No. 1635) providing for printing the report of the Commissioner of Ed- 
ucation for 1884-’85 be taken up and laid on the table, as the subject 
| has already been acted on. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
be made. 
There was no objection. 


If there be noobjection, that order will 


sINDING OF CENSUS SCHEDULES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution (Report 
No. 2206) be taken up for consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized to have bound, at the Government 
Printing Office, the schedules of the second, third, fourth, and tenth censuses of 
the United States 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Iask that the report of the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which is appended a letter from the Secretary of the Interior on 
this subject, be read. 

The report by (Mr. BARKSDALE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution, 
to wit 

‘Resolved by the Senate the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized to have bound,at the Government 
Printing Office, the schedules of the second, third, fourth, and tenth censuses of 
the United States’ 
report that the same has been duly considered, in connection with the letter of 
the honorable Secretary of the Interior, printed in Senate Ex. Doc. No. 86 of the 
| present session, which is hereto annexed and made a part of this report, and to 
recommend the passage of said resolution without amendment. 

The estimated cost is $3,000. 





Letter from the Secrelary of the Interior relative to binding census schedule 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 2, 1586. 

Sir: The schedules of the second, third, fourth, and tenth censuses of the 
United States have never been bound,and,from constant use,are fast belng 
worn and defaced to such an extent that they must soon become valueless. The 
Public Printer estimates that to bind them uniformly with those of other cen- 
suses would cost about $2 per volume. The volumes would aggregate nearly 
fifteen hundred in number, thus making a total cost of about $3,000. 

The matter is respectfully submitted for the consideration and action of Con- 
gress, 

Very respectfully, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE pro tempore 

Mr. BARKSDALE. As I presume the report just read explains this 
resolution sufficiently, I ask a vote on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. RASDALL. Does that complete the printing in connection 
with the last census? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It is my understanding that it does. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON ALASKA. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I call up Senate concurrent resolution (Report 
No. 3060) to provide for printing the report on Alaska by L. M. Turner. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
on Alaska, by L. M. Turner, be printed, with the necessary illustrations, and that 


of under the provisions of said act, are sufticient to make the distribution pro- | 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of 


vided in the 


. A complete set of said memoirs and reports comprise the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 


ceend volumes, 3 bulletins, and 2 atlases. No appropriation of money is | copies for distribution under the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of the 


United States Army. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know the cost of printing this re- 

ort 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask that the report of the committee be read. 

The report (by Mr. FARQUHAR) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing,to whom was referred the accompanying Senate 
concurrent resolution, providing for printing the report on Alaska, by L. M. 


Turner, respectfully report the same back to the House, and recommend its 
e 


age. 
The value of the report recommended to be printed is evidenced by the fol- 


lowing extract from an official communication from Professor Spencer F. Baird, 
of the Smithsonian Institution : 

* By the courtesy of the Signal Office, the natural history labors of these gen- 
tlemen (L. M. Turner and EW. Nelson) were prosecuted under the direction of 
the Smithsonian Institution. 

* ”~ . ~ * - 


* 
‘The results obtained are of exceptional interegt and value, as furnishing the 
only accurate and reliable information at our inane upon the vegetable, 
animal, and mineral resources of the region, the productivity and character of 
the soil, and other points of great interest in conneetion with the future 
of that country. Detailed notes of habits and life characteristics were secured 
by these gentlemen, with collections of specimens in such great magnitude and 
variety as to have made the National Museum pre-eminent by their possession. 

** The publieation of these reports is therefore extremely desirable, as repre- 
senting the only detailed and extended information at our command ofa large 
region belonging to the United States.” 

The estimated cost of printing 4,000 copies and illustrations is $4,556. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] whyit is necessary to furnish the Signal Office 
with 1,000 copies of this report. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In cases of this kind there is a general distribu- 
tion, independently of the copies givey to the Senate and House, to 
all these scientific departments. Very often members and Senators, 
after exhausting their own reports, can only obtain copies by sending 
to one of the departments (as, for instance, in this case the Signal Of- 
fice) for any overplus copies that may be at command. This is the 
plan, I understand, now adopted, in lieu of the old system of laying by 
volumes forsale. The surplus copies are put at the disposal of the bu- 
reau that is concerned in sending the report to Congress. . I can not 
give any special reason why there should be a greater or less number 
given to these bureaus. 

Mr. MILLS. They have to furnish copies of their reports to a great 
many correspondents all over the world, from whom they receive infor- 
mation of the same character. I have talked with some officers of the 
Government in reference to this matter, and in many cases these docu- 
ments are distributed all over Europe, and documents of similar char- 
acter are received in return. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the Signal Office been instrumental in get- 
ting up this report? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As the report of the committee states, it was 
through the courtesy of the Signal Office that these two officers, Mr. 
Turner and Mr. Nelson, gathered all the matter for these reports. It 
is stated at the Signal Office, and also by Professor Baird, that the re- 
ports of these two gentlemen are the most complete ever made on Alaska; 
and they were made with the sanction of the Signal Office. They were 
made in connection with the Signal Service. 

Mr. RANDALL. Within the scope of the Signal Service duty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in ordinary cases I would object to 
printing any report of this kind. In the case of Alaska it seems to me 
almost any valuable information to be had should be printed for circu- 
lation among the people. It has come to the knowledge of one of the 
committees of the House that the publications on this subject hereto- 
fore have not been reliable; that there were persons in Alaska and else- 
where in the United States interested in giving out incorrect informa- 
tion in regard to that Territory. 

I have been informed by reliable authority that Alaska is destined 
to be one of the great empire States ia the Union in the future, and 
when the means of securing accurate information is provided I am in 
favor of printing that information.. I met a gentleman who spent the 
winter there, and he told me he never spent a milder winter in his 
life; that the climate was almost tropical in its character; that, while 
he said nothing of bananas growing there or big sunflowers blooming, 
he did say that the winter in its mildness was extremely enjoyable. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from Illinois state that the 
climate in Alaska is tropical and that sunflowers and bananas ripen 
there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know what the report of the committee 
states inregard to these productions, but Ido hopethe report contains re- 
liable information concerning the Territory of Alaska, which has been 
so much misrepresented. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman say sunflowers bloom there ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was merely stated that while sunflowers did 
not bloom there and bananas did not ripen there, nevertheless the 
winter was a mild one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that oats do not ripen there at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am willing to spend $4,000 for the publication 
of this report. 

The fish industry of Alaska is exceedingly important. It is said that 
a gentleman wishing to cross the mouth of a river in Alaska was unable 
to do so in his canoe because the salmon were so thick. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. After this most voluminous exposition of the 


report I have no doubt the House is willing to vote. I therefore de. 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereo/ 
the concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso} )- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be |aid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DIGEST OF INTZRNATIONAL LAW. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I call upa joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing 


5 


the publication of an edition of A Digest of International Law, edit 
by Francis Wharton. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed the usual number of copies of A Digest o; 
the International Law of the United States, taken from the Opinions of President, 
and Secretaries of State and of Attorneys-General, and from the Decisions of F « 
eral Courts and of Joint International Commissions in which the United States 
was a party; and that there be printed, in addition to said usual number, | (0) 
copies for the use of the State Department, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives; said digest to 

rinted under the editorial supervision of Francis Wharton, and the editing ; 
—_ for at a price to be fixed by the chairman of the Committee on Forcigy 
Relations of the Senate and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign A t!4irx 
of the House of Representatives, acting with the Joint Committee on Printing 
not to exceed $10,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report by Mr. FARQUHAR was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing,to whom was referred the joint resolution (s 
R. 62) authorizing the publication of an edition of A Digest of Internationa! |. 
edited by Fran@is Wharton, haveconsidered the same,and respectfully repo: 

As this digest can only be published under executive and Congressional! sa 
tion, the executive permission has been given through the Secretary of Si. 
who strongly indorses the importance of the work and urges its publica 
The Chief-Justice and the judges of the Supreme Court also coneur in its use! 
ness and great — value. The editor, Mr. Wharton, has spent the grea! 
portion of his life in the preparation of standard legal works. 

The following extract a the report of the Senate Committee on Prin! 
will give the House an intelligent view of the scope of the work : 

“ The digest is a compilation, arranged analytically, of all the decisions of tle 
several departments of the Government on international law. Itisdrawn { 
the following sources: 

“1, Manuscript records of Department of State. Of these 400 volumes hia\ 
been examined, and the pertinent portions, only a small fraction of which ha; 
been published, extracted. 

“2. Documents published by Congress. Down to 1830 these were in the mai: 
incorporated in the American State Papers (folio), published under the di 
tion of Congress, but now outof print. Between 1830 and the present date (|: 
have been no such republications, though in 1861, 1862, 1863,andfrom 187! to thi 
present date, certain portions of the diplomatic correspondence of the Gove: 
ment have been published by the Department of State, but of the documents 
published by Congress, as such, with the exception of those of the las! fey 
years, no copies are now obtainable. 

“3. Letters and papers of Washington, John Adams, Jefferson, Madison, ‘ 
roe, Marshall, Gallatin, Edward Livingston, J. Q. Adams, Clay, Webster, aii 
Seward, published in their works. or obtained in manuscript from privat 
sources. The unpublished letters of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Mo: 
roe, on file in the Department of State, have n largely drawn on, and are of 
great value in filling up gaps caused by the destruction of records in 1815, «s 
well as for other pur \ 

“4. British Blue Books, and British and Foreign State Papers, which conta. 
many documents obtained by the British legation at Washington, or otherw i- 
but of which the records were : 

“5. Papers obtained from our legations abroad, which likewise fill up ga) 
our own records. 

“The editorial labor in this work has been in the examination, analyzing, a 
indexing of the vast mass of material thus grouped, and in the collection, i) 
some instances by the labor of years, of a portion of it; in supplying historica 
memoranda to explain the text, and of legal notes to sustain and apply it.’’ 

The compilation will fill two quarto volumes, and the estimated cost of print 
ing is $4,500. 

The committee report back the joint resolution and recommend its passage. 


Mr. RANDALL. I want to say in connection with this matter there 

is no copyright asked for by the gentleman who has during his life pre- 

these papers, and who recently came into official station in th: 

State Department. He isa wonderful man so far as information on t!1is 
subject is concerned. He has almost exhausted it. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being e , it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BENNETT. I should like to hear the resolution read again 

The resolution was again read. 

The joint resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsi(e! 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL BEPORT. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iceall upa joint resolution (H. Res. 201) ‘vo: 
printing the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, éc., That there bo pointed 370,000 copies of the annual report of ti 
—<. Represe r the year 1886; 250,000 copies for the use of incm 
orth Ss ntatives, and 120,000 copies for the use of members 


Src. 2. That the sum of —— thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may | 
ov lo detre the , out of any money in the Treasury not ot): 
y 


wise appropriated, eost of the publication of said report. 
The of the Committee on Printing (by Mr. BARKSDALE) ws 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing,to whom was referred resolution for printing ' 
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report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1886, have considered the same, 
and instructed me to report the same back with the following amendments: 

In line 3 insert the words “four hundred" instead of ‘three hundred and 

n dollars. 

one 8, —welns oe after the word “Senate,” “and 3,000 copies for the use of 
i line 1, section , insert the words “two hundred” preceding the word 
*“*th le 
As. amended, the committee recommend the passage of the joint resolution. 


Mr. DUNHAM. By the act of 1884 the members of the House of 
Representatives had something less than 900 copies each for distribu- 
tion of this Agricultural Report. For 1885 they received less than 600 


copies. . 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. About 590. 


gate was 400,000 copies—and give to the House membership 300,000 
copies. The Senate then, instead of giving them as they propose here 
a hundred thousand copies—— 

Mr. BARKSDALE. One hundred and twenty thousand copies. 

Mr. RANDALL. Give them the same number, 70,000. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 4s bearing on what the gentieman from Pennsyl- 
vania has just read to us, [ will state that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Hatcu], the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
early in this session offered a resolution which would divide to the 
members of this House and of the Senate the same number of copies 
of the Agricultural Report for 1885 as we had for 1884: I understand 
the Committee on Printing are not prepared to present that resolution 













Mr. DUNHAM. According to this resolution the committee are fur- 
nishing to the members of the House some 750 copies for 1886. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It is not quite so much; it will be abapt 700 
copies. 

Mfr. DUNHAM. There are 250,000 copies provided for the use of 
the House? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There is no document that is more valuable to the 
members than this Agricultural Report. 

Mr. RANDALL. y not give the increased number of copies en- 
tirely tothe representatives of the people rather than to the bureau ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. This is the number that has been allowed the 
bureau heretofore in the preparation of this bill. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. And the increase is entirely for the 
H 


ouse. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The bureau is always ready to supply mem- 
bers of the House, when they request it, after their own supplies are 
exhausted. I ask that the resolution be put upon its passage. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The members who get them from the bureau would 
have to pay for them. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. No, sir; they are furnished without charge. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear the reading of the report, or 
rather of the joint resolution, as it will stand if the amendments shall 
be adopted. 

The joint resolution was again read as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. PRICE was recognized. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the law before me here—— 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I was only about to suggest that I think 
there is no place where such a small amount of money will accomplish 
so much as in the publication of these agricultural reports, nor where 
such a small amount of money will provide so much useful and valua- 
ble information. 

The cost is only about 50 cents a copy; and I think we could well 
expend @ little more money so as to give the members of the House 
more copies for distribution. None of us want to keep them; theyare 
— among the people, who read them and who prize them 
highly. 

There is much valuable information in them; and I therefore move 
to amend by providing instead of 250,008 that it be increased to 400,- 
000 copies for the use of the House. The estimated cost can be easily 
made up by a little computation and inserted at the proper place. I 
shall not press the motion for the purpose of blocking business, but 
will leave it to the House and hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Without discussing the amendment now, I wish 
simply to state that it has been the custom, and on a review of the last 
year’s proceedings in the Senate it will be seen, that while the House 
was anxious to add to the number of copies of the annual report on 
agriculture, yet the Senate demanded, and will demand out of the extra 
copies when it comes to their consideration, a part of whatever the in- 
crease may be. That was the trouble last year when the number was 


1885, and that bears exactly upon the point of the gentleman’s in- 
quiry, we find that instead of being 300,000 copies, the House has only 
and the Senate is put at 80,000 and the Department of 


RANDALL. No, the law reads 200,000 copies for the use of the 
that I think then we had better go back to the law of 
1884 and give to the House—and, mark you, in both years the aggre- 




























to the House to-night. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. We have incorporated that in this 


resolution. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I think not. 
Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better go back to the law of 1884, 


which gave members of the House 300,000 copies. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to say further, as bearing on the suggestion 


of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price], that under this resolu- 
tion, as here presented, the House will receive about 750 copies per 
member, but the Senate will receive over 1,600 for each Senator. Now 
it seems to me that is not exactly the way the House would like to 
have this matter placed. I join with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania in suggesting we put this up to 300,000. 


Mr. PRICE. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


and to my friend from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] that this is a progres 
sive age, and that we ought not to take a back track. If the number 
in 1884 was 300,000 and that was sufficient, the increase of population 
and the increase of the agricultural interest wonld certainly require a 
greater number now than were required then. 


Mr. DUNHAM. We do not propose to take a back track 
Mr. PRICE. If we shall add 150,000 copies to the number now pro- 


posed by the committee, when that proposition gocs to the Senate if 
they object on the ground that they are not getting their usual share, it 
will be easy to divide them on some basis satisfactory to both sides, 
while in any case we will have accomplished the main purpose of pub- 
lication and will get a valuable work before the people at a cost of 50 
cents per volume. We will be presenting that work in large quanti- 
ties to the people of the United States giving them information which 
they need. I want the additional number voted now, and if the Sen- 
ate will not let us have them for distribution, then in the name of com- 
mon sense and agriculture let the Senators distribute them themselves. 


Mr. RANDALL. If you go back to the law of 1884, giving 300,000 


copies to the House and 70,000 copies to the Senate, there will be 900 
copies to each Member and each Senator. That will be quite fair, | 
think, and in either case the Department of Agriculture will have 30,000 
copies. The arrangement of 1884 gives exactly the same number of 
copies for distribution by each Member and each Senator alike. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated 


correctly that, by the act of 1884, 300,000 copies were given for the use 
of members of the House of Representatives and 70,000 copies for the 


members of the Senate. By the act of March 3, 1885, there were given 
200,000 copies for the use of members of the House and 80,000 for the 
use of members of the Senate. I was not connected at that time with 
the Committee on Printing. But on investigation I learn that the 
House passed a resolution in 1885 similar to that which was adopted 
in July, 1884, but the Senate disagreed to it. The Senate insisted 
that it was not a fair and just distribution to have 300,000 copies for 
the House and but 70,000 for the Senate. 

Thedifference led to a conference, and the result was the adoption of 
the resolution in the form in which it has been read by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. To avoid this difiiculty the House Committee on 
Printing of this session have not returned to the figures of 1884, but 
they have proposed what may be regarded as a compromise in the shape 
of the resolution that has been reported, namely, to give 250,000 to the 
members of the House and 120,000 to the members of the Senate. 

I will add, Mr. Speaker, that the distribution usually made between 
the House and the Senate of documents which are ordered to be printed 
is one-half as many for the Senateas forthe House. We have departed 
from that custom in this case by giving the House a larger proportion 
than that. In other words, Mr. Speaker, under this resolution each 
member of the Senate would get about 1,000 copies, whereas the mem- 
bers of the House would receive about 700. 

Mr. RANDALL. The one-seventy-sixth part of 120,000 would give 
a greater number to each Senator than the gentleman from Mississippi 
states. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It is something over 1,000. Now, in order to 
avoid the necessity and the trouble of a difference between the two 
Houses and a committee of conference, we hoped to make a report 
which would be acceptable to the Senate, and that the resolution would 
be passed in the form in which it is reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi pardon me 
when I say to him the proposition to give the Senate 120,000 copies 
gives each Senator nearly 1,600? And if itisa matter of compromise 
I think we can make a better compromise than that. 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. Judging from the report of the committee of con- 
ference in 1884, I would say these terms are much better than can be 
obtained by a committee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want you to go back to the figures of 1884—— 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I meant 1885. 

Mr. RANDALL. Soas to give to the House 300,000 copies. And I 
really think they are more generally distributed by members of the 
House, and more intelligently distributed than by the Senators—at least 
equally so. 

Mr. PRICE. Better; a good deal better. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The Senators have each much larger constitu- 
encies than the members of the House. For instance, take my own 
State; I represent one-seventh of the State, while one of the Senators 
represents half of the whole State. In view of this fact I insist that the 
distribution proposed is not unfair to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the Senators look rather to the Legislatures 
that elect them, while we look to the great mass of the people who sent 
us here. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Very true, Mr. Speaker; but, after all, the 
people elect the Senators through the Legislatures. 

Mr. RANDALL. lIonly wish they did. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] 
will withdraw his amendment which proposes to increase the number 
of copies to be printed, and let us have the amendment submitted which 
is proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that 
is, the law of 1884. Thatlaw gave each member of the House and each 
Senator about the same number of these reports for distribution. The 
Senators from each State have the same constituencies that the aggregate 
representation in the House from that State has, and it frequently 
happens that copies of these documents sent out by Senators are sent to 
the same persons who get them through members of the House. This 
duplicate distribution results in the loss of a great many of the books, 
and the more of them you give to the Senate the more you increase 
the probability of this wasteful double distribution. 

The aggregate representation in this House from each State covers 
the whole population of the State, and I have known a great many in- 
stances where a person was getting the same book or document both trom 
the Senators and the Representatives. I amsurethatthe Senators donot 
claim these documents as a matter of advantage to themselves. The 
distribution of them imposes much labor upon both Senators and Rep- 
resentatives. The books do not belong to us; they are intended for the 
benefit of the people at large, and our object hete should be to adopt 
such a mode of distribution as will cause them to reach the largest 
number. Inother words, such a distribution as will place them where 
they will do the most good. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would suggest to my colleague that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] is intended toac- 
commodate the increased population in the different districts since the 
last census. ‘That increase has been great. Take, for instance, the 
district that I represent. When the apportionment was made it con- 
tained about 150,000 people, whereas to-day it contains 300,000. 

The same is true in large measure of the gentleman’s own district in 
Central Illinois and of many other districts represented here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; but the district of my colleague is a city 
district, while mine isan agricultural one. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. My district con- 
tains thirteen towns besides the city. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the act of 1884 Senators and members of 
the House received each about the same number of copies; Senators get- 
ting 921 copies each and members of the House 900. Under the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Printing, taking the membership of 
this House and the Delegates at 333, each Member and Delegate will 
get 751 copies, while each Senator will get 1,578. That is, each mem- 
ber of the Senate will get about twice as many copies as each member 
of the House. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. But, Mr. Speaker, a Senator in some cases has 
thirty times as large a constituency as a membér of the House, and 
that is especially true of the Senators and Representatives from the 
State of Pennsylvania. However, believing that the House is now pre- 
pared to vote on this resolution, I have risen’ not to continue the dis- 
cussion but to call for the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the previous question is ordered, I would 
like to have the privilege of moving a substitute in the language of the 
law of 1884, which gives to each Senator and each Member about 900 
copies. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I will accept that as a substitute. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Gentlemen should remember that the 
population of the country has increased largely since 1884, and the num- 
ber of farmers has greatly increased. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink theincreased population will be best taken 
care of by lodging the distribution in the Representatives rather than 
in the Senators. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the previous question. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion if the gentleman from Wisconsin desires to speak, 
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Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I wish it to be understood that my puv- 


pose in proposing the amendment which I have proposed was not to 
determine which end of the Capitol should have the larger part in the 
distribution of these documents. My sole object was to get more copics 
printed, and my amendment provides for 150,000 additional copies 


Mr. FARQUHAR. For the House, or for each body? 
Mr. PRICE. Ihave put itsoasto give the distribution to the Houy 


without caring whether it is left there or not. I think the better way 
would be to have them al] distributed by the House, because then ther 
would be no duplication of copies; but of course we can not have it that 
way. 


The estimate made by the committee as to the cost of these books 


is 50 cents per copy, because they provide for publishing four hundred 
thousand volumes, and propose to appropriate $200,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


MraBARKSDALE. The cost will not exceed 50 cents a cops 
Mr. PRICE. Iam informed by gentlemen on this floor who « 


to know, and I presumedo know, that the actual cost isabout 32 cents 
per copy. Now, can you tell me how the same amount of money can 
be better appropriated than in publishing additional copies of this 
work? There is noother class of people who can be as much benetited 
by this small expenditure as the people for whom these volumcs are 
intended. They circulate among a class of persons who have not a 
great deal of literature at command, and among these people there is 
I know, a universal clamor for these volumes. Therefore I hope th: 
Ifouse will provide for the publication of one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand additional copies. If we can not at once determine how these 
copies are to be divided between Senators and Representatives for pur 
poses of distribution, that matter can be arranged in a committee 

conference. 


Mr. RANDALL. - I desire to move an amendment to insert 300, (0 


copies for the House instead of 250,000. 


Mr. PRICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Did the Chair en- 


tertain the amendment I offered, providing for 150,000 copies in ai 
dition to the 250,000? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is pending. 
Mr. PRICE. Then I apprehend it takes precedence of the amen 


ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have moved to strike out the 250,000 copies to 


be distributed by the members of the House and insert 300,000. 


Mr. PRICE. But my proposition, which was first offered, is to in 


crease the number to 400,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I donot wish to raise any parliamentary issue with 


the gentleman. Let his amendment he voted on, and then I wil! move 
mine. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PRICE to strik: 


out ‘‘250,000" and insert ‘‘400,000,”’ it was agreed to; there being 
ayes 31, noes 6. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing to the 


amendment of the committee as amended on motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Price}. 


The amendment as amended was adopted. 
Mr. RANDALL. I now move to strike out the entire section an 


substitute what I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That there be printed 440,60 copies of the annual report of the Commission: 
of Agriculture for the year 1886; 333,000 copies for the use of members of the 
House of Representatives, 76,000 copies for the use of members of the Scnat« 
and 31,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, 


Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to give 
31,000 copies to the Department. Why not make the number 38, (00, 
which would be 1,000 for each State ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the number I propose is about right, being 
1,000 for each Senator and member and 31,000 for the Department. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that the second section of the resolution 
be read. 

The second section, as proposed to be amended by the Committee on 
Printing, was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 


hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise app" 
priated, to defray the cost of the publication of said report. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. My object in having that read is to show tha‘ 
while the gentleman from Pennsylvania increases the aggregate nun 
ber of copies to be published he does not increase the amount 0! the 
appropriation. - 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand, the amount expended {or tls 
publication for the first session of the last Congress was $165, 0), an 
for the second session $200,000. If the expenditures for the last (ov- 
gress are any guide, I really believe $200,000 will cover the expense °! 
printing these 440,000 copies. ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state that the secon’ 
section is not now under consideration. The question is now on the 
substitute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PRICE. I hope it will be voted down. 
The substitute was agreed to, there being—ayes 33, noes 10. 
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The second section of the resolution was read, as follows: | Mr. BENNETT. Has this report been published heretofore 


Sec. 2. Soom of —— Soment dollars, or so much thereof asmaybe | Mr. FARQUHAR. It has not been published. That is the object 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury notother- | of presenting this resolution to-night 

; riated, to defray the cost of the publicati i “po a aes ie 
wise approp ’ y © publication of said report. 1 now move the previous question 


| 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was read, as 
follows: 
| 





The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was concurred in: and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


In line 1, before the word “thousand,” insert “two hundred; so as to make 
the appropriation $200,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | ainreeaiieh hae ‘ ae ‘ 
i [ENT Of RDS—FRANCE ) SPAI 
time, an ° : >VTT > sak 4) ‘ ia ill 
Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint | . Mr. FARQUHAR. I now report back from the Committee on Print- 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | !"* the concurrent resolution of March 2, and ask its adoption 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. | 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Printing the following: 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United Stat the House of Representatives - 
ring), That the statement relative tothe payment of awards under treaties with 
France and Spain,transmitted by the President of the United States in response 
to Senate resolution’‘of February 9, 1886, be printed, and that 5,000 additional 
copies of said message and statement be printed; of which 1,000 sopies shall be 


. for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 6, 1886 tives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the State Department 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the third an- | rhe concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


nual somert of tee Waleed Siates ivi Serview Commission be printed, andthat | Mr. FA RQUHAR moved to reconsider the last vote taken, and also 
26,000 additional copies rinted ; of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- | move ‘ > motiol econsider be lai » table 
ate, 4,000 for the use of the Touse, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the com- noved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


mission: Provided, That appendices 8 and 9 of the report as published by the The latter motion was agreed to. 

House of Te Executive Document No. 140, Forty-ninth Congress, a : ‘ . _—" 

first session, be omitted by the Public Printer in printing this edition. REPORT ON ALASKA BY E. W. NELSON, 
Mr. RANDALL. What is the nature of this report? Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to report back from the 
Mr. BARKSDALE. It is the usual report of the Civil Service Com- | Committee on Printing the Senate concurrent resolution with refer- 

mission. I demand the previous question. ence to the report of E. W. Nelson on Alaska, and ask its adoption. 
The previous question was ordered. The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Mr. BENNETT. I would suggest to my friend from Mississippi and Resoleed by the Senate the House of Representatives concurring), T' at the repo 

. ‘g ; ‘ . aa wa on Alaska, by FE. W. Nelson, be printed, with the necessary illustrations, anc 

my friend from North Carolina that perhaps it would be as well not to that 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use 
this report to-night. of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A wink is as good as a nod | copies for distribution under the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of the 


to a blind horse [ Laughter. ] United States Army. 
Mr. BENNETT, I demand a division on the resolution. The report (by Mr. Rerp, of North Carolina) was read, as follows: 
The House divided ; and there were—ayes 16, noes 11. on agg ye eee to —— wee seteares = — oe re a 

of May 25, 1886, that the report on Alaska by E. W. Nelson be printed, with 

Mr. BENNETT. No qeum. : ° . . . the necessary illustrations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed, have con- 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that this resolution be laid aside for the | sidered the same, and I am instructed to make a favorable report thereon and 

present. to recommend its passage. The estimated cost of printing 4,000 copies will be 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. — 
Mr. BENNETT. How long does the gentleman propose to lay it Phe concurrent resolution was adopted. ; 

aside ? Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the last vote 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana in- | taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

sist on his objection ? table. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I have objected. rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

__ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on his ob- INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 

jection ? : fax iaaited a 7 ; one 
Mr. JOHNSTON. of Indiana. Is the gentleman from North Caro- Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to take from 

lina going to insist upon @ quorum ? - | the table the House joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies 
Mr. BENNETT. Does the gentleman address his question to me ? | of the Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture on the International 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes. '- | Sheep and Wool Show held in Philadelphia in September, 1880, and 
Mr. BENNETT. Dead certain. [Laughter. ] | put it upon its passage. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


| 
| 
| Resolved, &c., That there be printed 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool Show held in Phila- 
| delphia, Pa., in September, 1880; of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of 
| 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. As the gentleman, a friend of the 
administration which went into power pledged to civil-service reform, 
proposes to call a quorum, I will withdraw my objection. 

By unanimous consent the resolution was passed over for the present. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL REPORT. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I now call up for consideration the resolution 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


by thé* Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of Mr. Menocal on the interoceanic 
canal, Senate Executive Document No. 99, first session Forty-ninth Congress; of 
which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 


members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; the 
work to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agricuitur« 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
table, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 





House, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy Department; and such addi- Mr. REID, of North Carolina, movgd to reconsider the last vote 
tional number shall contain the plates, maps,and photographic illustrations. | taken: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

Mr. BENNETT. What is this going to cost? | table. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The estimated cost is $3,175. | The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PARQUHAR. Iask for the reading of the letter of the Secre-| Reporr OF BOARD OF FORTIFICATIONS AND COAST DEFENSES. 
"Te Clerk 2028 as foliows: | Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I now report back the resolution of 


| the Senate of May 25, 1886, relating to fortifications and other coast 
defenses, and ask to put it upon its passage. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 23, 1886. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2ist 
instant, requesting to be informed as to whether the recent report upon the pro- 
posed route for an interoceanic canal by way of Nicaragua, made by Civil Kn- 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representai 
gineer A. G. Menocal, United States Navy, and called for by resolution of the 


That 7,500 additional copies of the report of the Board of Fortifications or other 

Senate, contains data of sufficient value to make its publication necessary or of | coast defenses be printed ; 2,000 for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the 

interest to the public. House of Representatives, 500 for the War Departinent, and 1,000 for the Navy 
In reply I have to state that the report, which was prepared from surveys by | Department. 

naval officers in 1885, contains the latest information upon the subject of canal Ty : t (bv Mr. RErp. of North Carolin: as read. as follows: 

transit across the American isthmus by way of Nicaragua, and as there seems He report (by Mr. MELD, OF NOrth Carolina) was read, as follows 

to be ee interest in the successful solution of this problem, I The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the Senate cone 


urrent reso- 


am of the opinion t the report is of sufficient value to render its publication | lution of May 25, 1886, that 7,500 additional copies of the report of the Board of 
— Fortifications or other coast defenses be printed, have considered the same, and 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, > its adoption is recommended. 
rn ‘ W. C. WHITNEY, Secretary of the Navy. The estimated cost of the proposed printing is $10,577.50. 
‘o Hon. E. BARKSDALE SAWYRE +k : sme af the chairman of the Cor 
Chairman of Commitice on Printing, Mr. SAWY ER. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
House of Representatives. mittee on Printing, not with reference to this particular resolution, but 
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I have a great many letters of inquiry regarding a work by Dr. Sheldon 
Jackson about Alaska. Has anything been done in reference to print- 
ing any copies of that ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. We have passed to-night several re- 
ports on Alaska. 

Mr. SAWYER. But in reference to this particular matter? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Not with reference to that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Having called the attention of the committee to it 
I shall not pursue the subject further at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I hope some member of the Com- 
mittee on Printing will tell us how many copies of that report have 
already been printed, and whether there is a scarcity of copies. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The report is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I do not think that any extra copies have 
been printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask what number has already been printed ? 
This proposes to print an extra number. I think the gentleman had 
better let this lie over. I do not object to it, but I would like to be 
fully informed. This is a large sum of money to expend. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Iask for the reading of a letter which 
gives all the information the gentleman asks. [After looking for it. ] 
I find I have mislaid the letter. I think only the usual number have 
been printed. This is the additional number to the regular number 
of 1,900. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have accurate knowledge of what 
has already been printed before forty or fifty members authorize the 
printing of extra copies. I have some copies at my disposal of that re- 
port, and if there is ascarcity I will offer to supply a copy to somebody. 
i think we should have some more information before we venture upon 
printing any more copies. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Iask that the concurrent resolution 
be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that is the better course. 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. RELD, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the following concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate; which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for 1885, with its appendices, be printed in the 
usual octavo form, but that the eight accompanying be printed in 
quarto form,and that 4,500 additional copies of the report and memoirs be 
yetates ; of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the House of 

Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the National Academy of 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the Senate concurrent reso- 
lution of March 31, 1886, that the re of the National Academy of Sciences for 
1885, with its appendices, be prin’ in the usual octavo form, have duly consid- 
ered the same,and have directed it tobe reported favorably and recommend its 
passage. The estimated cost of the proposed printing is $13,249. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask what particular scientific sub- 
ject this report from the Academy of Sciences embraces. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Isend to the desk aletter to be read 
for the information of the House. It contains all the information we 
have got. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ustrep States Sexatr, Washingion, D. C., April 13, 1886. 

Dear Sie: I inclose herewith a communication from Professor O. C. Marsh, 
president of the National Academy of Sciences,in reference to the printing of 
their annual report for 1885, together with an estimate of the cost of printing the 
report, prepared by the Government Printing Office. 

Section 8 of the act to incorporate the National Academy of Sciences, approved 
March 4, 1863, is as follows: 

“That the National Academy of Sciences shall hold an annual ing atsuch 
place in the United Statesas wae , and the academy , when- 
ever called upon by any De tof Government, in 
experiment, and report upon any subject of science or art,the actual expense 
of such investigations, examinations, experiments, and reports to be paid from 
appropriations which may be made for the purpose; butthe academy shall receive 
no compensation whatever for any services to the Government of the United 
States,”’ 

Under this provision the academy have annually reported to Congress, and its 
reports have always been printed, some of them being upon subjects of 1 
interest,and others of them being in answer to Gounete made by the Bepart 
inents of the Government. 

Respectfully, yours, 


’ 


JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


Of the Senate Committee on Printing. 
ifon. EB. BARKSDALE, 


Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAP OF THE UNITED STATES AND TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Com- 


JULY 17, 


missioner of the General Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of the ia» 
of the United States and Territories to be printed. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, d&c., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and |, 
hereby, directed to cause to be printed, under the existing contract, ata rate not 
exceeding $1.35 each, 15,000 additional copies of the map of the United Staf. 
edition of 1885; and the sum of $20,925, or so much thereof as may be necess,; 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury 1,5: 
otherwise appropriated. . 

* The report of the Committee on Printing was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printisg, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 1t-, 
160), have considered the same, and have instructed me to report it with the ( 
lowing amendments: 

In line 8, after the word “ five,”’ insert “ 4,500 copies of which shall be for ‘lio 
use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, snd 
500 copies for the use of the Commissioner of the General Land Office.”’ 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out “‘ $20,925’ and insert ‘* $20,250."" 

The adoption of the resolution as so amended is recommended. The estima‘: 
cost of the proposed printing is $20,250. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move the adoption of the amendments. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ‘ : 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the following concurrent resolutio: 
which was read: . 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in tx 
United States for the year 1885 be printed, and that 6,000 extra copies be printe: 
4,000 copies for the use of the House and 2,000 copies for the use of the Sena‘ 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying reso! \:- 
tion, that the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precios 
metals in the United States for the year 1885 be printed, and that 6,000 extra copics 
be printed—4,000 for the use of the House and 2,000 for the use of the Senate—!:.\» 
considered the same, and instructed me to report favorably thereon and re: 
mend its passage. The cost of printing the report is estimated at $3,000. 

The resolution was agreed to. . 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the re~) 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. A 

Mr. BENNETT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


REPORT ON THE PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I report back from tlie 
Committee on Printing with a favorable recommendation the conc. - 
rent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask that it |< 
put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Toe Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, June 7, 15° 
Representatives Senate concurring), That the Com- 
a Peintinn ted rected to cause ~ rinted for ditribution by the 
Senate and members of the House in the us roportion 5,000 copies of (\10 
int report, by Lieutenant Kim and Naval Cadet (a 
United States Navy, upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 
1885, which report was to the House by the honorable Secretary o 
the Navy on May 20, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The estimated cost of the proposed printing is $3,437.50. * 

Mr. BENNETT. What report is this that is to be printed ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. It is the report of Lieutenant Ki1- 
ball and Naval Cadet Capp upon the progress of the Panama Cana! 

Mr. BENNETT. When was it made? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The i ion was made in 188° 
Mr. BENNETT. Why, Mr. Speaker, Mr. John Bigelow, of \ 
York, and the chief engineer in the French service have made repor' 
this year on the Panama Canal. 

Mr. RED, of North Carolina. If my colleague will permit mo | 
will have a letter read which will explain the character of this repo’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REPORT OF LIEUTENANT KIMBALL. 
Navy DerartMest, Washinglon, D. C., June 28, 15 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the -'-: 
aes ths Spec baperd apom ton poepase of Ui werk on the Foname (2¢: 
ee eniy oeneh to tno Hepantanint by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cac«' 


Capp. 
in reply, 1 have to state that the report in question was made from perso)! 
inspect of the work during the past winter, and that in view of the pecu!'' 
interest which the isthmus transit possesses for the people of the United Sta' + 
I am of the opinion Ses itis — ie to print the report in question. 
vi respectfully, your o' nt servant, 
a >? W. C. WHITNEY, Secretary of the No 
Hon. E. BARKSDALE, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, 
House of Representatives. 
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Mr. ae ese co = the date of that letter? REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
Mr. REID, of Nort rolina. June 28, 1886. Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I call up fi sent conside 
: “ ; ’ ; as Mr. WELD, i ar a. all up for present consideration 
Mr. BENNETT. W ell, I think there can be no possible utility to | Senate concurrent resolution for printing extra copies of the report of 
the people of the United States in printing a report as old as this. the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
- Mr. REDD, of North Carolina. I will have another letter read which ; 
will throw additional light on the subject and show the value of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repre ial 





. ; ives co ring), That there be 

report. ‘ Z : printed 3,000 extra « opies of the report of the Superinten nt of the Coast and 
Mr. BENNETT. If the report was made last vear it has been super- Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in such survey during the year 
led by more recent reports : ending June 30, 1885, for distribution by said Superintendent 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. It was made during this last winter. 

Mr. BENNETT. Well, it has been superseded by more recent per- 
formances. It will be remembered by the House that within the last 
three months the chamber of commerce and other bodies in New York 
city sent Mr. John Bigelow especially to inspect the Panama Canal, to 
report upon the condition of the work, the probable time that would 
be consumed in its construction, and the probable output of money 
necessary to build it. Mr. Bigelow made a report on the subject, which 
is doubtless known to every member of this House. That report comes 
from a gentleman of very great ability, and is the most recent and 
most thorough of all the reports that I have seen respecting that great 
enterprise. 

I am therefore unwilling to agree that the Government shall spend 
$3,000 or $4,000 in printing a report which, however scientific if may 
be, has been”superseded by others more recent and more thorough. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. In response to my colleague [Mr. 
BENNETT] I ask that the letter which I send to the Clerk’s desk be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed t 
















COMPILATION OF REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The resolution Iam about to call up 
is the last measure the consideration of whith I shall ask this evening 
I call up joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authcrizing the preparation of a 
compilation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. The Committee on Printing have reported back this 
joint resolution with a substitute. I ask that the substitute be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after fhe resolving clause and insert 

‘** That there be prepared, under the direction of the Joint Committee on Prin 
ing,a compilation of the reports of the Senate and House of Representati: 
from the Fourteenth to the Forty-eighth Congress inclusive, classified b 
mittees, arranged, indexed, and bound in suitable volumes, for the use of th 
standing committees of the two Houses of Congress And the sum of $7,750 





so much thereof as may be found necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
2823 Q Srreer, WASHINGTON, June 3, 1336. money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, ! e preparation of snid 
- ek ay é - + . . : + " 
. : y ; ; work, which sum may be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the « 
Sim: Learning that the honorable Secretary of the Navy has transmitted to the | o¢ the chairman of said joint committee as additional pay or compensat 


House @ report on the Panama Canal, referred to your committee, I beg leave 
to submit an earnest request for its printing. This report, made by Lieutenant 
Kimball, United States Navy, under orders, has been placed before me in con- 
sequence of my frequent duties in the past on the problem of interoceanic com- 
munication, in connection with which my report on the Suez Canal and its 
relation to our own isthmus transit was made to the Department. (Senate Ex- 


any officer or employé of the United States.’ 

Resolved further, That the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the Senate 
be, and they are hereby, directed to procure and file for the use of their re 
ive Houses copies of all reports made by each committee of all succeeding 
gresses; and that the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the Senate be 


i 





: : : and they are hereby, authorized and directed, at the close of each ses 
ecutive Document No. 198, Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession.) Of this] have the Congress, to cause said reports to be indexed and bound, one copy to be depos 
pleasure to send from the Department to you two Copies. . ited in the library of each House, and one copy in the room of the committee 

An attentive reading of Lieutenant Kimball's report will, I believe, show an - 


shich the re ated. 
impartial account of the Panama scheme, its present status and possible pros- from which the report emanated 


pects, his investigations having been conducted for more than two weeks over 
the whole line of the perqaate route, While offering no conclusions as to the 
cost or the time of possible completion of the work, he furnished new matter of 
high value, including the detailed plan and calculations for the proposed “ bar- 
*’ to control the floods of the ° 

he secretaries of several chambers of commerce have expressed their desire 
for the printing of the report. I believe that the Government Printer will say 
that it would make an octavo of not more than thirty to thirty-five pages, and 
that the illustrations would be inexpensive, being those only which are expli- 
cative of the history of the scheme, what it has accomplished and what it has 
not. The illustrations in colors can be reproduced more simply. 

Allow me to add that the officer in charge at the Department, Lieutenant Rod- 
gers, is especially qualified to superintend the printing, as he was himself on 
duty on the isthmus. 

lof which is respectfully submitted, and with the approval of the lieutenant, 
except the last suggestion, which is my own prompting and unknown to him. 
lam, sir, very respectfully, yours, 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that the re 
port accompanying this joint resolution be printed in the Recor», for 
the information of the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. Rein, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Printing, having had under consideration the joint res 
tion (H. Res. No. 22) providing for a compilation of the reports of committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, make the following report 

The origin of the proposed compilation dates back to the Forty-sixth Congress, 
at which time a number of persons connected with both branches of Congress 
suggested the utility of such a work. In order to bring the subject before Con- 
gress, at the first session of the Forty-eighth Hon. C. N. Bruram, of Pennsylva- 
nia, introduced the following resolution : 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to inquire into the expediency of procuring a compilation of the House re- 
ports of committees for the use of the several committees of the House." 

Near the close of the session the committee reported as follows 

Mr. Smith, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the followi: 
to accompany H. Res. 2385: + 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to inquire into the expediency of procuring a compilation of the House re- 
_— of committees for the use of the several committees of the Hous« 

nave had the same under consideration, and respectfully report 





J. E. NOURSE, 
Professor, United States Navy (retired-list). 
Hon. E. BARKSDALE, 
Chairman Commitlee on Printing, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. This report has been prepared and 
sent in by the Department; it is very recent, very elaborate, and very 
full; it is accompanied with full illustrations and is just ready for the 
Printer’s hands. It has been asked for, as is stated in that letter, by 


ig report 


ifferent chambers : ae The reports of committees from the First to the Fourteenth Congress were 
d t . 6 of commerce, and will be very valuable to the coun- not numbered in order as reports, but were intermixed with the documents and 
try. [Cries of Vote! Vote! ] : numbered with them. The reports of committees for this same period are very 
The question was taken on the adoptionof the resolution; and there Fare, as there is not even a comp ete file of them in the Congressional Library 
were—ayes 12, n0es 3. _ So oo oe 
| MIMI US Ett our ti ongress to th rresent l 
Mr. BENNETT. No quorum has voted. | ports have been numbered in the order in which they w reporied i ich 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has | Congress, and, including the Forty-seventh Congress, are bound in 212 volumes, 
voted in numerical order, making in all more than 26,000 printed reports. In the pres- 
Mr. PRICE. I that the H d ii | ent arrangement these reports are not practically available vant of classi- 
rr. move e house do now adjourn. | fication and proper indexing. 
The motion was not agreed to. | The committee find that none of the rooms in which th ttees of the 


* * : | House meet are supplied with files of the reports made by them And it does 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- appear expedient ne each standing « cnuntiien to have at hand a complete file 

sent that this concurrent resolution be laid aside. of the reports made by them, arranged, indexed, and bound in suitable volumes 
I 


Mr. DUNHAM. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. —_ @ compilation . ne e about Se d volumes, and will require 
BENNETT] will withdraw the point of no quorum in the interest of his | Oe ee eere ee ee een eso tion end ina 





j 
' . . . *4 . 
The estimated cost of such a compilation and index will be, for preparing, 
colleague Mr. REIp]. compiling, and indexing, about $10,000; for printing and binding, $——— 
Mr. BENNETT. I will do anything in the world to gratify my |, Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of the accompanying 


joint resolution 


friend from Illinois but that. [Laughter.] 





A. M. Sf LES, Chairman 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being madethat no quorum \ HERR SMITH 
has voted, the Chair will appoint the gentleman from North Carolina, WM. F. ROGERS 
Mr. BENNETT, and the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. REID, to| =“ Mr. Smith, from the Committee on Printing, reported the following joint reso 
act as tellers. lution : 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to with- | « Joint resolution providing for the collection, classifying, and indexing the 
draw the resolution. ports of committees. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Did I understand the gentleman from North Car- | _ “Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Anw 
olina [Mr BENNETT] to say that he would do anything for me except in Congress assembled, That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and they are 


° > . hereby, authorized to contract for the collating, classifying, and indexing the 

that one thing which I asked him to do? reports of the standing and select committees of the two Houses of Congress 

Mr. BENNETT. Well, I would have done it when I answered the | from the Fourteenth to the Forty-seventh Congress, both inclusiv - = on = 

£4 ¢ s : that each committee-room in both Houses may be supplied with one bound copy 

gentleman, but it isa different question now. {Laughter ] of the reports made by each committec, respectively : Provided, That the cost 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was withdrawn. * of the same shall not exceed the sum of 310,00 
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The committee have carefully considered the design of this work, and upon 
investigation find that none of the committees are supplied with a complete set 
of their own reports; and they concur in the report made by the Committee on 
Printing in the Forty-eighth Congress, * That it does appear expedient for each 
standing committee to have at hand a complete file of the reports.made by 
them, arranged, indexed, and bound in suitable volumes.” Such a compilation 
as is here proposed will remove all the uncertainty concerning the facts re- 
ported on any given subject by any past committee, and also save much of the 
reduplication of costly and useless printing. 

It is apparent to the committee that thoroughness under the present system 
of searching for a given report, is a matter of impossibility, from the fact that 
more than 28,000 House reports, scattered through 223 volumes, having 98 separ- 
ate indexes, each of which must be consulted in order to determine ail that may 
have been reported on any one given subject. In order to illustrate this fact 
each Congress from 1800 to the present time have reported upon the question of 
French spoliation. Consequently, to determine all the reports that have been 
made upon this one question, these 98 indexes must be consulted arid these 23,000 
reports handled. 

With the proposed compilation this great waste of time and laborious search- 
ing in the fields of uncertainty is completely overcome, as by a single reference 
to the report of the committee to which this subject-was referred all the infor- 
mation extant upon that subject can be commanded in a moment oftime. We 
therefore call the attention of the House to the proposed plan of the work, 
which is as follows 





COMPILING. 


The purpose is to separate the reports as they are now found in the old vol- 
umes, distributing them to the committees from which they came, or classify- 
ing them by committees so that all the reports made by one committee will be 
found together under the new classification. The order of classification is first 
chronological and then numerical, beginning with the Fourteenth Congress, 
All the reports of the special and select committees will constitute a separate 
series and be bound together. 

Chis compiling necessitates having one complete set of these printed reports. 
Many of the older reports are very valuable, as some of them are not to be found 
even in the Congressional Library, and it is hard to estimate their value. 

There can be no question involved as to the thoroughness of this work when 
the reports are first collected and compared, showing that there are no omis- 
fiona, 

INDEXING. 


The reports of each committee will require a separate index, averaging about 
fifteen pages each, being one for each standing committee, or seventy-two in- 
dexes, requiring more than 100,000 index entries. These indexes will be bound 
in each volume, so that any given volume of any committee will contain an 
index of all reports made by such committee. 


BINDING. 


The compilation when complete will consist of about three hundred volumes 
for the House and two hundred volumes for the Senate. The greatest number 
for any one committee will be for the Committee on Claims, of the House, which 
will make about thirty fair-sized volumes; but the average number to each 
eommittee will be about seven volumes. These volumes will be arranged in 
ebronological and numerical order, beginning with the Fourteenth Congress 
and including the Forty-eighth. A sample set for the Committee on the Judiciary 
has already been prepared, which shows the entire plan and scope of the work. 


PRINTING AND BINDING. 


The estimated cost for printing and binding as furnished by the Public Printer 
is $10,365.58; said estimate was made from samples submitted by the conimittee, 


COMPILING AND INDEXING, 
The estimated cost of preparing said work : 


Material and compiling............. endeonincamenianemmnd cesceeeres $2,550 
Indexing ; ; ptilciatiines setemeniitemamvainien cccteveuce “Oy aee 
I canciisin nacesininndianenannenbitninsseiie nieierpabitctionsaneeanienitlitntealattat inte inal tate cso aaa 7,7 


it ought to be provided for at once, while the material is available, so that Con- 
gress may have the benefit it will afford at the earliest possible date. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying joint 
resolution as a substitute for joint resolution 22, 
The following statement shows the condition of the printed reports of the 
two Houses of Congress: 
SENATE REPORTS. 


From the First to the Thirtieth Congress the Senate reports are numbered 
and bound with the executive documents. From the Thirtieth to the Forty- 
ninth Congress they are numbered and bound in numerical order, and bound 
in separate volumes. The number of these volumes in existence is about cleven 
copies to each volume, scattered through the rooms of the Senate. 

The following is the number of reports made by the Senate and the number 
of volumes in which they are now bound: 


















i “ we 
i 8 2 
Congress. | 5 z 
s S 
-_ 
j | 
Woorrbaate the ..ccce:ceveecesscssincensensepsneeiesh otcmpunmnnsnaeenigheiaditingitianbescaee ees } 2 
Fifteenth......... sail 139 4 
Sixteenth ‘ 233 9 
DORR RRIER.0 200000000 eceteemnsestninnesremniinn 113 5 
SIE cdacsheesconepeotibeamonstseateptnn ‘ 7 7 
Nineteenth... 81 8 
Twentieth.... Se ‘ 86 7 
Peete BaGB...0c<creecvecccsvecceccen ese sieesi costes a 62 4 
OG a ov ce cence sreedevaiveteveccvcscese 66 4 
Twenty-third a 155 16 
‘Twenty-fourth..... oil 217 9 
Twenty-fifth........... coal 195 il 
Twenty-sixth.. , ae 179 13 
Twenty -Se Vent... .....0s0seeceeereees 336 10 
OIE cs vcinis taviinalbeienenheoteucdene covcsenbiitedeaiede 247 18 
Twenty-ninth ........ aul 309 ll 
Thirtieth........... — 331 2 
Thirty-first... meee 320 3 
Thirty-second...... ooo | 432 3 
Thirty-third ......... . 551 4 
Thirty-fourth eeee 450 3 
Thirty-fifth.... ese 396 3 
Thirty-sixth.... eens 311 3 
Thirty-seventh.......... secs . 107 6 
Thairty-clgtetia ..........00:.secvewcorcscetenseoennsce sonupettns ;enessounduenbenesentees i M2). 5 
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Congress. 


Forty-first 
Forty-second.. 
Forty-third......... ...:ss00+ 
Forty-fourth............. 
eae 
Forty-sizth............0. 
Forty-sevent,....cc0c.cscsesee sees 
Forty-eighth.............0000 


Total 


HOUSE REPORTS. 


From the Fifth Congress to the present time the House reports are numbered 
and bound in a separate series in numerical order. 

The number of these volumes in existence is very hard to estimate, as the 
books in the Library have never been catalogued, and the exact number is not 
known. 

The following table shows the number of reports and volumes of the House 
in each Congress from the Fourteenth to the Forty-eighth, inclusive : 
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The question being taken on the adoption of the substitute, it was 
agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICIAL REGISTER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I am directed as a privileged matter 
to report back, with the amendments of the Senate, the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 89) providing for the distribution of the Official Register 
of the United States. I move thatthe House non-concur in the amen(- 
ments of the Senate, and ask a conference. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY) avnounced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. BARKSDALE, Mr. Rerp of North Carolina, and Mr. 
FARQUHAR as the conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 2) 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





: PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of J. B. Rogers and O. L. Wyley, 
heirs of Lowry Williams, deceased, and of Mrs. W. A. Bray, widow 
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of W. A. Bray, deceased, of Gordon County, Georgia, asking reference 
of his daim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Patrick Mansfield, for payment of war claims—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of citizens of Dinwiddie County, Vir- 
ginia, against the internal-revenue system—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. g 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Thoburn Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in favor of the passage of the Romiser pension bill over the 
President’s veto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George J. Adams, executor of David Schlosser, de- 

ceased, asking payment for his war claim—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the international arbitration and 
peace federation of the Pacific coast, recommending the establishment 
of a permanent international tribunal for the equitable and peaceable 
settlement of all international questions—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the case of James H. Hamilton for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ~* 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: House resolution to expunge certain por- 
tions of the Recorp—to the Committee on Rules. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
tosettlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Pablic Lands: 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of B. J. Hughes and 45 others, of John 
Dwyer and 144 others, of S. K. Hooker and 119 others, of Charles E. 
Paine and 42 others, of B. R. Goodwin and 54 others, and of J. B. 
Badgers and 90 others, citizens of the seventh district of Texas. 

By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of M. M. Crawford and 166 others, of 
Thomas Pagett and 244 others, of James Young and 101 others, of J. 
H. Harris and 88 others, of H. A. Sims and 80 others, and of A. H. 
Ried and 1,053 others, citizens of the sixth district of Virginia. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of William Hogan and others, citizens 
of East Saginaw, Mich. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, July 19, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
CENSUS REPORT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The presentation of petitions and 


‘ memorials is now in order. 


Mr. CULLOM. A communication has, I understand, been addressed 
to the President of the Senate from the Secretary of the Interior in ref- 
erence to a report of Fred. H. Wines, who was one of the persons en- 
gaged in taking the census of 1880, éalled for by a resolution submitted 
by me and adopted by the Senate on the 15th instant. Iam informed 
by the messenger who brought it here that the material is in the office 
somewhere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has received the letter of 
transmittal, but not the accompanying documents. 

Mr. CULLOM. The accompanying documents are in the building. 
I do not know where exactly. I wish to have the report referred to the 
Committee on the Census and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will present the letter of 
transmittal. The documents to accompany it have not been received. 

Mr. CULLOM. The gentleman who brought them over told me he 
left them in the office some place, I do not know where. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
jution of the 15th instant, a report of Fred. H. Wines, special agent of 
the Tenth Census, on the defective, dependent, and delinquent classes; 
which was read. 

Mr. CULLOM. The documents referred to are the work of that 


officer in that branch of the census report for publication. 
I ask that communication and the documents be referred to the 


Committee on the Census and printed. 

Tke PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is usual to refer this class of doc- 
uments to the Committee on Printing to ascertain whether they should 
be printed or not. 
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Mr. CULLOM. It will be impossible for that committee to know 
anything about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, when received, will be re- 
ferred to the Select Committee to make Provision for taking the Tenth 
Census and ascertaining the results thereof, without printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have received a communication in the nature of a 
petition, stating that at a regular meeting of the Woman’s National In- 
dustrial League, held pursuant to notice, the following preamble and reso- 
lutions were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas it has come to the knowledge of this league that colored children 
work in the mills and factories in the South sixteen and seventeen hours per day 
at wages ranging from 10 to 15 cents per day, the said children, male and female, 
being under ten years of age: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we deem it just and right that the colored wage-workers 
of the South should be properly represented in the present Labor Bureau 

Resolved further, That a committee of this league be appointed to wait upon 
Hon. Rosert SMALLS, M. C., and James E. O'Hara, the colored members of the 
House of Representatives, and urge them to ask hat two colored men and two 
colored women be appointed as agents of said Labor Bureau to compile statis- 
tics of the colored wage-workers of the South, who compose a large majority of 
the laboring population. 

Be it further resolved, That copies of this preamble and resolutions be sent to 
all colored organizations, the colored press and clergy, asking them to petition 
their respective State Legislatures to pass laws against the system of child labo: 
and strictly enforcing the law where it already exists against the same 

I will state in thisconnection that there has been during the lastand 
the present Congress a bill introduced, I do not know but both times, 
certainly in the present Congress, by the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LoGAN], who is not present, providing that an investigation of the 
condition of the colored population and its progress made in civiliza- 
tion, industry, and the arts of life be made, extending over the whole 
period of time from emancipation until the present. The bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. That committee 
has never reported the bill, as there seemed to be objections in the 
way of undertaking so vast a work; but the suggestion that there be 
representatives of the colored population employed in the Labor Bureau, 
so that statistics relating to this subject may be collected in connection 
with the other statistics bearing upon other portions of the population 
of the country, seems to me to be a good one, and I hope that it may 
be acted upon by the powers that be. 

This petition may as well be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. I do not know what we can do with it, but I make 
these suggestions hoping that something may come of the suggestions 
if there be no legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

. Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of dairymen and butter-makers, 
citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the oleomargarine 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented nine petitions of citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public 
lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement 
of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition of the Octoraro Farmers’ Club, 
of Pennsylvania. I should like to have the petition read, so that it may 
| go into the REcoRD, as it is very short. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be read, if there be 

no objection. 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

, 
ATGLEN, PA., July 13, 1886, 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 

Ata late meeting of the Octoraro Farmers’ Club, composed of progressive and 


representative farmers and dairymen of Chester and Lancaster Counties, Penn 
syivania, it was unanimously 

Resolved, That,in view of the great wrong of the bogus-butter traffic, a commit 
tee be a to impress upon that honorable body, the Senate of the United 
States, the importance of protecting the dairy. 


This pretended butter is often an unwholesome hash,a gross fraud upon the 
consumers, and an unfair and injurious competitor of the old and legitimate in- 
dustry of the dairy. 

And the committee earnestly hope that the Senate,in its wisdom, will see fit 
to pass without amendment, so that its enactment may not be retarded, the oleo- 
margarine bill of the House of Representatives. It is believed that nine-tenths 
of the people through all the States will approve legislation which protects them 
from imposition, &e. 

DAVID H. BRANSOM, Committee. 

Mr. CAMERON presented eleven petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a memorial of the Starlight Association of 
Yonkers, N. Y., with a mixed membership of 500; a memorial of the 
Lite Association of Verplanck, N. Y.; a memorial of the Confec- 

’ 3 
tioners’ Protective Association, No. 5705, of New York city, with a 
membership of 4,000; a memorial of the Machinists’ and Blacksmiths’ 
Union, No. 12, of New York city, with a membership of 1,200; a me- 
morial of the Mixed Labor Niagara Association, No. 93, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., with a membership of 1,000; a memorial of the Robert Barrett 
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Assembly, No. 1074, of Brooklyn, N. Y., with a membership of 1,500; 
and a memorial of the Advance Labor Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y. , with 
a membership of 500, remonstrating against eopemnge of the oleomar- 
garine bill; which were ordered to lie on the tabl 

He also presented the petition of C. N. Bowne and 28 other citizens 
of Delhi, N. Y., praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present evidence in the form of affidavits in 
support of the bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to John Dennert, here- 
tofore introduced by me. I move the reference of the papers to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I present three petitions. They purport to be, one 
from the seventh Congressional district of Georgia, signed by A. W. 
Jordan and 99 others; one from the eighth Congressional district of 
Georgia, signed by John Hodges and 54 others, and one from the fourth 
Congressional district of Georgia, signed by Julia 8. Roberts and 173 
others. Numerous others have been sent to other Senators, judging 
from what I have heard here, by Mr. Beaumont, chairman of the na- 
tional legislative committee of the Knights of Labor, Washington, D. 
C., who sends these to me stating that they are from constituents of 
mine. I therefore present them. I will remark that there is great 
similarity in the handwriting ofall the petitioners. However, I present 
the petitions, ind move their reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of A. J. Session and 39 other citi- 
zens of the third Congressional district of Texas, the petition of W. E. 
Wilson and 100 other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Texas, 
the petition of J. T, Cornelius and 60 other citizens of the seventh Con- 
gressional district of Texas, the petition of Samuel Muller and 60 other 
citizens of the seventh Congressional district of Texas, the petition of 
James E. Moore and 138 others, citizens of the seventh Congressional 
district of Texas; the petition of E. M. Harris and 128 others, citizens 
of the tenth Congressional district of Texas; the petition of B. F. Dew- 
sitt and 54 others, citizens of the eleventh Congressional district of Texas; 
and the petition of W. H. Ogden and 94 others, citizens of the first Con- 
gressional district of Texas, praying for the passage of certain bills in 
relation to the public lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, 
and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY presented eight petitions of citizens of Texas, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presiden- 
tial and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the 
Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented three petitions of citizens of Mississippi, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in regard to the public lands, Pres- 
idential and Congressional elections, and the dishursement of a part 
of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented four petitions of citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation ¢> the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a 
part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present three petitions, sent me by acitizen of this 
District, purporting to come from the people of Tennessee, asking for 
the passage of sundry bills. I move the reference of the petitions to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present seven petitions from different Congres- 
sional districts in Michigan, purporting to contain the names of 1,219 
citizens Of Michigan, praying for the passage of sundry bills mentioned 
on the back of the petitions, which I move may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Repub- 
lic, Mich.; a memorial of Knights of Labor of Ishpeming, Mich.; a 
memorial of E. A. Johnson and 11 others, citizens of Ishpeming, Mich., 
and a memorial of Peterson & Linden and 24 citizens of Esca- 
naba, remonstrating against the of the bill relative to the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LOGAN. I presentsix petitions purporting to come from Illinois, 
and requesting the passage of eight different bills, the titles of which 
are pasted on the outsides. I will mention that they all seem to bein 
some two or three handwritings, and I do not know where they come 
from, but I move that they be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, te whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2855) to authorize achange of location of a certain 
Indian school building in Washington Territory, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2862) to provide for the entry of a certain tract of 
land for town-site purposes, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (S. 2864) to return the tax on 
cotton collected by the United States in 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1843 
from the people of certain States of the Union, to be held and used by 
said States for educational purposes; which was read twice by its tit! 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move that the bill lie on the table, ani i I 
shall ask the courtesy of the Senate within a day or two to submit 
some remarks thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2865) granting a pension { 
Morgan Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and peiered to 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2866) to amend sections { 5191 
and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was: 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2867) to grant leaves of absence i 
employés of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to {| 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. LOGAN, Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. VOORHE! 
submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectiy: 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 submit an amendment to the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 126) directing payment of the surplus in the Treasury on the pub- 
lic debt, providing that before the payment of any part of suchsurp! 
or balance there shall be reserved and set apart thesum of $79,000,000, 
which shall be known as the common-school fund, which shall be paid 
from year to year next after the passage of this resolution, and provii- 
ing the terms of the common-school bill enacted by the Senate at the 
present session, simply changing them so as to correspond to a joint 
resolution instead of a bill. 1 move the reference of the amendment ‘ 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Concurrent and other resolutions 
are now in order. If there be none such, the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. MILLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera! 
of the oleomargarine bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 832s 
defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufa 
ure, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. The questi: 
is on the motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senate to lay that bill aside informally, 
and I ask unanimous consent to pass a bill providing for a bridge }: 
tween the towns of Menominee, Mich., and Marinette, Wis. 

Mr. MILLER. Let the oleomargarine bill be first taken up. 

Mr. CONGER. _I thought it was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York to proceed to the consideration of the bil!. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a quorum present, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairis of the opinion that there 
is not a quorum present within three or four members. 

Mr. CONGER. Probably there will be a quorum by the time the 
bill which I ask to have taken up is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing is in order until the roll 
is called under the rule. The attention of the Chair being called to 
the fact that there is not a quorum present, the rule makes it impera- 
tive that the roll shall be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 

Allison, Dawes, 
Beck 


ta 


Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 


i Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Berry, Edmunds, io. Vance, 
Biair, Evaris, MeMillan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Frye, Maxey, Vest, 
Chace, Gorman, Miller, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gray, Platt, Whitthorne, 
Colquitt, Harrison, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa 
Conger, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sherman, 


Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’sS name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is detained from tle 
Senate by sickness. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators have answe' ed 
to their names. The question recurs on the motion of the Senator fr 
New York to proceed to the consideration of the oleomargarine bi! 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does’ the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Michigan 

Mr. VANCE. What is it that the + from Michigan desire s? 

Mr. CONGER. I had asked unanimous consent to take up a bridz« 
bill, which had been passed by the House, for a bridge over the Menom- 
inee River, a wagon-bridge between two villages there. I should like 
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to have it passed here as it has passed the House, and they are waiting | The Cuikr CLERK. After paragraph 7, and after line 31, it is pro- 
| posed to add: 


to contract for the bridge. 
Mr. VANCE. I weld for that purpose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks | 


unanimous consent, pending the consideration of the oleomargarine bill, | put the words “ 


to proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

jection? ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. INGALLS. 


Is there ob- 


Subject to a call for the regular order. | 
And subject to the reading of the bill for informa- | 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask unanimous consent that we have until half 
»ast 12 o’clock to devote to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
regular order. 

| 


The bill is before the Senate. 

The bill is not objected to. 

I understood the Senator from Vermont to object. 
No; it is only taken up subject to call for the 


MENOMINEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8023) to give the assent of Con- | 
gress to the construction of a bridge by the municipalities of Menom- 
inee, Mich., and Marinette, Wis., over Menominee River. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT POLICE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. CHACE. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 


the consideration of the bill (S. 2600) to authorize the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to make police regulations for the govern- 
ment of said District. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection ? 


Mr. CHACE. I reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia an amendment as a substitute for the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The CuHrer CLERK. 
ing clause and insert: 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be,and they are hereby, 
authorized and empowered to make, modify, and enforeg usual and reasonable 
police regulations in and for said District as follows: 

First. For causing full inspection to be made, at any reasonable times, of the 

laces where the business of pawnbroking, junk-dealing, or second-hand cloth- 
ng business may be carried on. 

Second. Concerning the observance of Sunday in the carrying on of business 
inthe District of Columbia, to designate what places may be kept open or shall 
third, To regulate Sein to fhighly inf le sut 

. To e storage of highly inflammable substances in the thickly 
populated portions of the District. : 
‘ourth. To locate the places where licensed venders on streets and public 
places shall stand, and change them as often as the publicinterests require, and 
to make all the necessary regulations governing their conduct upon the streets 
in relation to such business. 

Fifth. To make needful regulations for the orderly disposition of carriages or 

other vehicles assembled on streets or public places, and to require vehicles upon 


The amendment will be read. 
It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 


such streets and avenues as they deem necessary to pass along on the right side | 


thereof. 
Sixth. To establish and regulate the charges to be made by owners of hacks 


and ae eases of any kind whatsoever. 
Seventh. To prohibit conducting droves of animals upon such streets and ay- 


enues as they may deem needful to public safety and good order. 

Eighth. To prohibit the deposit upon the streets or sidewalks of fruit, or any 

ee thereof, or other substance or articles that might litter the same, or cause 
a toor impede pedestrians. 

th, To regulate or prohibit loud noises with horns, gongs, or other instru- 
ments, or loud cries, upon streets or public places, and to prohibit the use of any 
fireworks or explosives within such portions of the District as they may think 
necessary to public safety. 

Tenth. To regulate the movements of vehicles on the public strects and ave- 
nues for the preservation of order and protection of life and limb. 

Eleventh. To prescribe reasonable penalties for the violation of any of the reg- 
ulations in this act mentioned; and said penalties may be enforced in any court 
inthe District of Columbia having jurisdiction of minor offenses, and in the 
same manner that such minor offenses are now by law prosecuted and punished. 

Sc. 2. That the regulations herein provided for shall, when adopted, be printed 
in one or more of the daily newspapers published in the District of Columbia; 
and no ity prescribed for the violation of said regulations shall be enforced 
until days after such publication. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. [I ask the Secretary to reread the clause about | 


conducting animals on the streets. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Seventh. To prohibit conducting droves of animals upon such streets and 
avenues as they may deem needful to public safety and good order. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like very much to have added to the 
bill, if it does not exist somewhere, as this is probably the proper bill, 


it being a police regulation, a provision to regulate or prohibit the | 


The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
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ro regulate or prohibit the keeping of dogs. 
Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska consent to strike 
or prohibit,’ and simply leave it ‘‘to regulate? It 


We should not give such 
arbitrary power as the Senator proposes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Perhaps the Senator can suggest some other word 
to meet the point My object is this—— 

Mr. McMILLAN.» Let the bill go over for the present, until I have 
an opportunity of seeing it. 
The PRESIDENT pro ¢ 

over. 


Objection 1s made, and tl il goes 


i 


cca ' ut : — 
it GE FI [E HOUSI 


from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ¢ 


A message LARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed without amendment the 
joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the publication of an edition of 
A Digest of International Law, edited by Francis Wharton 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
have bound the schedules of the second, third, and fourth censuses of 
the United States: 


A concurrent resolution to print the report on Alaska by L. M. ‘Tur 
ner; 

A concurrent resolution providing for printing the annual vo 
of the astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval Ob 
servatory for 1883, 1884, and 1885; 

A concurrent resolution to print the statements relative to the pa 
ments of awards under treaties with France and Spain 

A concurrent resolution to print additional copies of the ** Kevised 
list of papers touching unpaid claims on account of French spo! 
prior to July 31, 1801;” 

A concurrent resolution to print extra copies of the message of the 
President communicating to the Senate copies of the reports of the Gov- 
ernment directors of the Union Pacific Railroad; 

A concurrent resolution providing for printing extracopies of thie last 
annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Mu 
seum; 

A concurrent resolution to print extra copies of the report of Mr 
Menocal on the interoceanic canal, Senate Executive Document No. 
99; and 

Aconcurrent resolution to print the report of E. W. Nelson on Alaska. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of the 
Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distribu- 
tion of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to forward 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to our legations abroad; 

Joint resolution (H. R. 130) to distribute copies of special memoirs 
and reports of the United States Geological Survey; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the Report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool 
Show held in Philadelphia in September, 1880; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 5,000 copies of the navigation and cus- 
toms-collection laws relating to vessels, including the laws relating to 
merchant seamen and the regulation of steam vessels, compiled by the 
Bureau of Navigation in the Treasury Department. 

OHIO VALLEY RAILROAD BRIDGI 

Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to take up another bridge bill. 

The Senator from Michigan desired to call it up, but had not time. I 


. 


| ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 2800) to authorize the construc- 


tion of bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the 
Ohio Valley Railway Company. 
By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 


Mr. BECK. I have only to say that the bill meets the approval of 


| the Engineer Department and of the Secretary of War, and is the 


keeping of dogs. I propose that as an amendment, to follow right on | 


after the clause which has just been read. 


I tiust the Senator in charge 


| the bridge on both ends and it will be completed by December. 


of the bill will not object to that. There should be some power lodged 
somewhere the officers of this city to provide for that, which is | 


an intolerable n I think all over the city. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 





unanimous report of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I did not pay very strict attention to the reading of the 
bill, but I did not hear any provision in the bill that if the bridge should 
not be commenced and built within a certain time then the charter 
should be void. I think that ought to be put in all these bridge bills. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not sure that it is in, but the road is finished to 
They 


are only waiting for the bridge. The road is finished on both sides 


| from Jackson, Tenn., to Aurora, and the bridge will be up by Decem- 


ber. There will be no trouble about it. 
Mr. VEST. I find that there is no such provision in the bill. 
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Mr. BECK. I did not observe it. I suppose the reason why it was 
omitted is because the road has been built on both sides and they are 
only waiting for the bridge. 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert those words. 

Mr. BECK. There will be no objection tothat. It will be finished 
in time. 

Mr. LOGAN. Simply insert a proviso that the bridge shall be built 
in a certain time. 

Mr. VEST. I move to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the bridge authorized to be constructed by this act shall be 
commenced within twelve months from the passage of this act, and completed 
within three years from the same date. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ARMY CLERKS AND MESSENGERS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to take the time of the Senate for just a mo- 
ment to call up the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and 
pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘‘ general-service clerks”’ 
and ‘‘general-service messengers’’ in the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MILLER. I reserve the right to object if it leads to any de- 
bate. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will lead to no debate. 

$y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the 
word ‘‘ headquarters,’’ to insert the words ‘‘at headquarters general 
service, at recruiting depots, and at West Point, New York;’’ and, in 
lines 8 and 9, to strike opt ‘‘one hundred and forty-eight’’ and insert 
*‘one hundred and seventy ;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
to be enlisted and mustered into the service of the United States, for clerical serv- 
ice and messenger duty atthe headquarters of the Army and at the several divis- 
ion, department, and district headquarters, atfheadquarters general service, at re- 
cruiting depots, and at West Point, N. Y., in the Army, a corps of men not to 
exceed one hundred and seventy, who shall be subject to the Articles of War 
and Army Regulations the same as enlisted men on duty in the line, but shall 
not be subject to be assigned to any other than clerical and messenger duty, as 
hereinbefore specified ; nor shall this number be computed asa part of the num- 
ber at which the Army is now limited by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, to strike out ‘‘ one 
hundred and three’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty-five;”’ in 
line 3, tostrikeout ‘‘sixty-six’’ andinsert ‘‘ ninety ;’’ and in line 11, to 
strike out ‘‘ bi-monthly ’’ and insert ‘‘ monthly;’’ soas to read: 

Sec. 2. That of the men so enlisted one hundred and twenty-five shall be 
*‘ general-service clerks,’ who shall be classified and paid as follows: Class 1 
shall consist of ninety clerks, at $1,000 per annum; class 2 shall consist of 
twenty-five clerks, at $1,100 per annum; class 3 shall consist of ten clerks, at 
$1,200 per annum; and the remaining forty-five of such men shall be “ gen- 
eral-service messengers,’ who shall be paid at the rate of $60 per month ; and 
all of such men shall be mustered for pay monthly the same as. enlisted men, 
and shall receive no other compensation, pay, or allowance, except when on 
duty, when necessity requires, they shall each be allowed for subsistence one 
ration in kind, to be issued by the Commissary Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I offer an amendment suggested by the War Depart- 
ment. I move to strike out section 3, in the following words: 

That the provisions of law relating to the retirement of enlisted men shall be 


construed to include “ general-service clerks” and “ general-service messen- 
gers.” 
And to insert: 

That the provisions of law relating to the retirement of enlisted men shall be 
construed to include “‘ general-service clerks” and “ general-service messen- 
gers,’ and for the purposes of retirement they shall rank as follows: General- 
service clerks of class 3 with first sergeants of the line, general-service clerks 
of class 2 with sergeants of the line, general-service clerks of class 1 with corpo- 
rals of the line, general-service messengers with privates of the line. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Illinois what pay they will 
get? 

Mr. LOGAN. They will get the pay that is allowed now by law to 
that class. 

Mr. SEWELL. The sergeants and corporals? 

Mr. LOGAN. The sergeants and corporals. 

Mr.SEWELL. Notin proportion to their present pay as clerks and 
messengers ? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; that was suggested by the War Department 
so as to give them the grade that will be recognized. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 








HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following joint resolutions from the House of Representatives 


were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the printing and distri- 


bution of documents of the monetary conferences of 1878 and 1881; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to forward 


the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to our legations abroad; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 130) to distribute copies of special memoirs 


and reports of the United States Geological Survey; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the report 0: 


the Commissioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Woo! 
Show held in Philadelphia in September, 1880; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to print the annual bulletins of th: 


Bureau of Ethnology; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing the report of the Commis- 


sioner of Agriculture. 


NAVIGATION AND CUSTOMS COLLECTION LAWS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 


printed 5,000 copies of the navigation and customs-collection laws relating to 
vessels, including the laws relating to merchant seamen, and the regulation of 
steam-vessels, compiled by the Bureau of Navigation in the Treasury Depart- 
ment ; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Bureau 
of Navigation. 


BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 
The Senator, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
oleomargarine. ° 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President,of all dangerous legislation that has 


been enacted or attempted to be enacted since I have had the honor 
of being a memberof this body, it strikes me that this bill, commonly 


called the oleomargarine bill, is the most dangerous. It strikes me 


that it is the most violative, outrageously violative of the Constitution 


and of the safety to individual and personal rights which the Constitu- 
tion is intended to preserve. It is literally protection gone to seed. It 


is literally the doctrine that the taxing power of the Government may 
be used for private Purposes carried to its logical and legitimate extent. 


Some years ago, while I had the honor to be governor of my native 
State, it became my province to inaugurate fish-culture in that State 
for the purpose of restocking its exhausted streams with fish. Of course 
I consulted the‘scientific men and the experts, and having expressed a 
preference for the introduction of the black bass rather than any other 
foreign fish into our waters, I was reminded by an eminent scientist in 
that department that that was a most dangerous experiment. I wanted 
to know why. ‘‘Why,’’ said he, ‘‘ the first thing that the black bass 
do when put into a stream is to clean out every other fish in it.”? ‘‘So 
much the better,’’ said I. ‘‘No,’’ said he, *‘ but wait; after they have 
cleaned out every other fish in the stream, and every frog, and every 
eel, and every tadpole, and every living thing in the water, then they 
will begin with one another, and they will soon clean each other out.’’ 
[ Laughter. } 

Now, sir, the doctrine of protection is the black bass of American 
politics. 1t began on this article and that article and the other to ex- 
clude foreign competition, and having succeeded in imposing a protect- 
ive tariff upon more than four thousand articles, and raising the price 
of every one known to human wants or to human consumption that 
comes at all in competition with anything made in this country, it has 
now begun to devour its own species. Having exhausted the foreigner 
and utterly annihilated him, and having piohibited by taxation the 
last item in the long-extended list of articles competing with our Ameri- 
can labor, it now begins on American labor itself. Having exhausted 
the English language in eulogy of the legislation which encourages 
American industry, for lack of a foreign aliment it now begins to eat 
up American industry. 

I have taken occasion several times to express my admiration for what 
I have always regarded the stalwart, practical business sense of the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. MILLER}. I now have to add to that ad- 
miration my extreme gratification of his candor, for he is the first “en- 
ator I have ever heard on this floor openly proclaim in his advocacy 0! 
a bill of this sort that he wanted no revenue. He says, ‘I have no de 
sire to introduce such a bill for taxation; I want no money from this 
bill in the Treasury; I want protection to the dairy interest of New 
York; I want the taxing power used not to raise revenue but to pro- 
mote the interests of my people in New York; and I want it, and I say 
that I want it to go so far as to exterminate this rival industry if nec- 
essary.’’ That is an extremity of candor on which I congratulate the 
Senator. 

The bill is very harmless on its face so far as its constitutionality is 
concerned. It is entitled ‘‘A bill to define butter’’ and I do not re- 
member what else, but the provision is to raise revenue by taxing al! 
imitations of butter. The Senator availing himself thus of the const!- 
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tutionality of a revenue bill comes before us and repudiates the revenue 
feature and that he does not want a dollar and that all his pur- 
poses are ul . Hesays that it is the duty of the Government to 
protect all its people against fraud and against such foods, &c., as will 
be injurious to the public health. Where is that to stop if we once in- 
augurate that ? If we once invade the police powers of the 
States and undertake to go down into private and domestic life and reg- 
ulate all the relations of the people one with another and take charge 
of ev ing that is fraudulent or everything that is injurious to the 
public health, where shall we stop? 

The very first blow would be one directed at one of the prime inter- 
estsof New England. We are now invited and urged as far as possible 
to enter into a quarrel with Great Britain and if necessary to fight her, 
to turn our splendid Navy upon our rival and drive her from the sea! 


What for? In order that New England Yankees may catch in Cana- 


dian waters Canadian red herring with which to make French sardines . 
What would become of that fishing interest if we were to apply the doc- 
trine of the suppression of fraud in that way? What would become of 
the New England fisheries if judgment were to begin at the house of 
the Lord, and every man was required, as the citizens of Jerusalem 
were, to keep the street clean by sweeping before his own door? Next 
we should have to interfere with a very considerable and enormous in- 
terest by forbidding the use of sulphate of baryta, which is extensively 
used for the purpose of adulterating white lead. Next we should have 
a lick at kaolin and forbid the use of those extensive beds of that article 
in South Carolina, which are so largely applied by the sugar refiners in 
New York in the adulteration of the candy on which our children feed. 

“Next we should have to invade regions where the glucose is made, 
which is used for the purpose of adulterating molasses. Then weshould 
have to forbid wines of all kinds that have any kind of mixture or 
adulteration in them. We might then turn our attention to the hotels, 
and, with long-delayed justice, arrest every landlord who deceives trav- 
elers with coffee adulterated with chicory. Again, we should haveto in- 
vade every manufacturing establishment of tobacco in the country and 
arrest every one who adulterated or mixed his tobacco with licorice; and 
then we should have to invade every fertilizer manufacturing establish- 
ment in the United States and investigate the frauds—and they are very 
extensive ones—perpetrated in the manipulation of commercial fertil- 
izers, 

Finally, we should have to get down to the inexpressible and in- 
scrutable mysteries of boarding-house hash and link sausage. There 
would be no stopping short of that. And on the score of health we 
should have to forbid the manufacture of pickled pork or the use of pork 
in any way for fear of trichinosis. We should even have to go into all 
the towns and villages of the United States, including this great dis- 
franchised village of Washington, and forbid the sale on the market of 
stale vegetables, n apples and green watermelons, which so afflict 
the juvenile population oF this country at certain seasons of the year. 

That is the task which is now proposed to this great Government by 
principles of this bill. This is the initial step; but weshould not stop 
there. Having exhausted all of the catalogue of rival competitors 
against whom there could be made any allegation of fraud or unwhole- 
someness in their products on the general principle of the public good, 
attempts would be made to extinguish any product in the world that 
competed with another that was not exactly of the same material. 
For instance, the woolen interest of the country might take it into 
their heads to combine and secure the passage of a law by Congress for- 
bidding the use and manufacture of any goods that were part wool 
and part cotton, on the pretense that they were retailed as all wool, or 
any goods that were part silk and part linen, as poplin. 

Any pretext whatever to show that an article was being put on the 
community for one thing when it was not, but was really something 
else, would be sufficient to invoke iegislation and the power of Con- 
gress to suppress it, notwithstanding that something else was just as 
good and a great deal cheaper. 

And then the greed of men would not let them stop. The black bass 
must still be fed. Wherever an industry could combine sufficient 
strength to crush out its rival on any pretext, or without any pretext, 
there is no reason to say that it willnot be done. If we set this prece- 
dent, it is to result in the crushing of all business that competes with 
another stronger business, not by manufacturing the same product but 
by manufacta products which were used as substitutes therefor. 
In other words; it would result not in Mr. Darwin’s doctrine of the 
survival of the fittest, but the survival of the strongest and the un- 
fittest; because any business that comes to this Congress and invokes 
the arm of the law to keep it alive at the expense of another honest 
business is, in my opinion, unfit to live, so that this would result in 
the survival of the unfittest. 

There is no limit to this doctrine of protection when you once fairly 
embark upon it and get away from the Constitution, which prescribes 
that no tax.can be levied except for public purposes. 

Protection's battle once begun, 
ueathed by howling sire to son, 


can be fought and won 
every son of a gun, 


. By 


in the name of “‘American labor !"’ 


—— 


There is no safety, sir, I repeat, except within the doctrines of the 
Constitution; and whenever you once depart from the plain principle 
that taxation can only be levied on a free people for public purposes, 
then the only limit that there is upon taxation for private purposes 
will be in the power or want of power necessary to accomplish that 
legislation; and we have seen how that power can be gathered by com- 
binations of one interest and another asking for the same thing. 

They say the States can not do this. I do not believe it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. There is, however, this to be said, that if the States can not doit, 
the Government of the United States can not do it rightfully, because 
what the States have the power to do rightfully and can not do, the 
Government of the United States can only do wrongfully, if at all. 

The State of North Carolina was for many years imposed upon very 
greatly by fraudulent commercial fertilizers until the ills and abuses 
got to be so great that the matter was taken in hand by the Legislature. 
There was no appeal to the Congress of the United States; but the Leg- 
islature of the State itself enacted laws upon the subject, and they re- 
quired every manufacturer who sold goods ii the State to take out 
license and to submit a sample of all his products to a chemist em- 
ployed by the State, whose duty is was to analyze them. And it was 
enacted that all the goods should be branded, specifically designating 
what they were or purported to be, and if upon analysis by the State 
chemist the goods did not come up to what was written upon the label 
purporting to be its contents they were forfeited to the State. 

There never was amore successful law enacted in any State than that 
has been. It completely threw out all improper fertilizers from the 
market, and again and again we have had the happiness of congratulating 
ourselves upon the complete success of the State in preventing frauds 
and impositions upon our people. Why can not that be done in any 
State that feels aggrieved by the manufacture and sale of this oleomar- 
garine? Surely if the State can not do it the Government ought not to 
be able to do it. The very fact that the Government would be unable 
to enforce a law is evidence that that law ought not to be enforced. 
The fact of its refusal to be enforced ought to be taken as a protest of 
political economy against the violation of one of her laws which such 
legislation is. 

Another very great objection, as it seems to me, to this bill is the in- 
troduction of still more Federal revenue officials into our homes. One 
of the greatest abuses and oppressions that my people have ever ex- 
perienced since their reconstruction and restoration to the Union of their 
fathers has been the presence and the conduct of the internal-revenue offi- 
cers of this Government, as I have had occasion more than on# on this 
floor to speak of. Now itis proposed in addition to having a store- 
keeper and a gauger or a revenue official in every orchard and in every 
little still-house mashing three or four barrels of corn per day, to have 
the additional officers necessary to carry out this butter law. 

It is proposed to leave all these regulations to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, and what they will be we can judge by the existing 
regulations with regard to the tax on spirits and tobacco. We should 
have every door in the country guarded by a revenue official. We 
shall have on every hearth-stonein the land a Governmentspy; and the 
shadow of governmental interference would blacken every home in the 
land if this principle is carried out. I am opposed to it, sir, not only 
on account of its unconstitutionality but on account of its inexpediency 
and the oppression which it will bring about. It seems to me that 
every old woman’s churn in the land would have to be watched lest 
oleo oil or butterine should be mixed with the product, and every 
spring-house on every homestead would be subject to be raided by rude 
officials armed with six-shooters, by United States marshals and war- 
rants, in search of ‘‘crooked’’ butter! 

The Senator from New York, as if conscious of the extraordinary, if 
not outrageous, character of this bill, prefaced his advocacy of it by 
many apologies. Hesaid the dairy interest was declining, and he read us 
figures to show us howit wasdeclining. He said that ruin stared them 
in the face and something must bedone. The exigencies of the case, he 
said, absolutely required that something should be done. What was 
thatsomething? Legislation ofcourse. The Government ofthe United 
States is to be made a hospital for decayed and diseased industries, and 
every man who starts an enterprise and finds that by reason of competi- 
tion or from some other cause it can not be successfully carried through, 
instead of abandoning it and undertaking something else that he can 
carry through successfully, falls back upon the Government and calls 
for legislation to help him. He calls for taxation upon his neighbors 
to supply his want of business tact or his want of success generully. 
Legislation is to be the remedy for every business failure. Every enter- 
prise which can not walk is to be carried. 

A hundred things during your own lifetime, Mr. President, and mine 
have been invented and brought into general use that conflicted seriously 
with some established product of manufacturers or have absolutely 
driven it out of existence. That has been the result of what we call the 
advancement of science. If now every time that science makes an im- 
provement in our condition or adds anything to the common comforts 
and support and civilization of mankind, the industry which is sup- 
planted by that improvement has to be supported and carried along by 
public taxation, in defiance of economical principles, had we not better 
abandon all attempts to promote science and be done with it? Had 
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we not better abolish our Patent Office and all of its laws and institu- 
tions? Had we not better abolish ourGeological Survey? Had we bet- | 
ter not abolish our Coast Survey, our Agricultural Department, and all | 
the other methods of pursuing and promoting science which we now 
spend so much money upon, if the result is to be that every disabled 
and diseased and broken-down product the manufacture of which is 
supplanted by advancing science is to be supported by public taxation ? 
It seems so tome. If we carry our dead with us we shall travel neither 
far nor fast. 

But as the Senator from New York was so candid as right in the face 
of his printed bill to assign an entirely different motive from that 
named in the bill, would he not be candid enough to goa little further 
and make an acknowledgment to the Senate in relation to those ‘‘ ex- 
igeucies*’ which call for such a bill? Is not that ‘‘exigency’’ chiefly 
found in the necessity of providing a measure by which they can carry 
New York in the next Presidential campaign? It seems so to me, and 
if the Senator’s candor would not forsake him I would calculate upon 
having an affirmative response. That is one of the exigencies which 
surround this case and demand this extraordinary measure, I am quite 
Sure. 

Now, when the example is set that all competition is to be suppressed 
by law and the demand for such laws is almost universal, what wonder 
that other men who can not procure this legislation undertake to sup- 
press competition in their own way, and become strikers, who not only 
refuse to labor, but who go to the doors of the shops and manufactories 
which they have abandoned and refuse to let any other men enter and 
labor in their places. What difference is there between this kind of 
legislation, brought in here by the dairy interests of the country at the 
expense of all other interests, and the club and revolver of the striker, 
who stations himself at the door of the workshop and refuses to let a 
non-union man earn his bread? I confess thatas much as I abhor both, 
[ have infinitely more respect for the club of thestriker than I have for 
the legislative sneak of the protectionist. One is manly and open and 
acknowledges itself to be a violation of the law and takes all the con- 
sequences. The other isan attempt by a perversion of law and the Con- 
stitation of the country to secure an advantage over its rivals that noth- 
ing can justify. 

Mr. President, pursuing the usual course in such cases, we have been 
told here a great deal and very eloquently by the Senator from New 
York about the magnitude of this interest, about the greatness of the 
dairy farms of the country, about the great amount, so many billions 
of gallons of milk each year, so many hundreds of millions of pounds 
of butter and cheese manufactured and shipped abroad, and the part 
each had played in keeping up the balance of trade ia our favor, and 
so forth, and so forth, and so on. What has that to do with it, Mr. 
President? The greatness and magnitude of an interest involved has 
nothing whatsoever to do with the legality and constitutionality of 
crushing by law a rival interest. It has much to do, I acknowledge, 
with that ‘‘ exigency ’’ to which the Senator referred, as demanding this 
kind of legislation, but it has nothing to do with either the justice or 
constitutionality involved in this question. 

[ acknowledge the greatness of the cow. I acknowledge my indebt- 
edness to the cow, which was one of my first acquaintances, and I must 
say to the Senate that great as she is, and wonderful as her products 
are, and beneficent as she has been to the human family, I can not be 
made to violate the plain principles of the Constitution and the plainer 
principles of political economy for the sake of protecting her products. 
It is suggested, why should we protect one end of the cow at the ex- 
pense of the other ? 

Mr. GRAY. Why should we protect the udder of the cow at the 
expense of her ribs? 

Mr. VANCE. Very well put. Why is the product of her udder 
any more entitled to our respect and protection than the product of her 
ribs when it comes in the shape of a beefsteak? In other words, why 
is not the cow as great and useful when deadas when living? It seems 
that she is greater, for if the Senator from New York is to be believed, 
like Samson her death has caused greater destruction than all her life- 
time wrought—the more cows slaughtered the worse the chance of the 
living, or rather the less the value. Those Senators over there know 
quite as well as I do that this bill is an outrage. Then why do they 
not do their duty by voting against it? The reasons are ‘‘exigencies’’ 
and butter! Butter, like conscience, ‘‘doth make cow-herds of them 
all.’’ [Laughter.] The necessity of grease to New York two 
years from now is what makes cowards of them all. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, I do not believe this interest is declining, but if it is 
declining I do not believe that itis any more entitled to help than any 
other interest that is declining; for there is hardly a product known to 
our production in this country exhibited upon our markets but that 
has declined in the same ratio that the product of the cow has declined. 
But let the Senator from New York console himself with the thought 
that his favorite animal, the cow, is so great that no other interest in 
the world could injure her but herself or her own progeny. Let him 
take comfort in the boast of one of the ancient panegyrici, who, in ad- 
dressing the Emperor Theodosius about the greatness and power of 
Rome and reciting her struggles with rivals and triumphs over enemies, 
closed with this burst of gratulation: 


To whom the party madness of thy own children had wrought in every age 


heavier woe than the Carthagenian thundering at thy gates, or the Gau) qu. 
mitted within thy walls; on whom Emathia, more fatal than the day of 4). 
lia—Collina, more dismal than Cannse—had inflicted such deep memorials ,/ 
wounds, that, bitter experience of thy own valor, no enemy was to thes 
so formidable as thyself. 

Let the Senator reflect that the glories of his favorite animal, thow,), 
waning in the pastures of New York, are waxing mightier day by day 
in the wider prairies of the West; and that no enemy to her has heey 
so formidable as herself. Let him commemorate the virtues of his }ost 
New York love and bewail the coming of the Western charmer by ; 
citing the touching lines of the great poet, Byron, upon the lesser op 
but purer and better man, Kirk White: 

Oh! what a noble cow was here undone, 

When Brindle’s self destroyed her favourite son! 
Yes, she too much indulged thy fond pursuit, 

She sow’d the seeds, but death has reap’d the fruit. 
*T was thine own genius gave the final blow, 

And help’d to plant the wound that laid thee low : 
So the struck milker stretch’d upon the plain, 

No more through waving grass to browse again, 
View’'d her own tallow on the fatal dart, 

And wing’d the shaft that quiver'd in her heart. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Yes, sir; it was her own tallow that brought her togrief. Mr. |; 
dent, is it possible that the American Senate is called on to declare : 
there must be no competition between the product of the living cow 
the product of the dead cow? Must the Senate of the United Stat 
take sides with the very limited portion of the farming interest of thi. 
country which raises cattle for the purposes of milk and butter against 
all that great and wide and expanded and ever-increasing interest whi! 
rears cattle for the purpose of feeding mankind; and must it decree 1! 
loss of $3 per head on every one slaughtered for food in order to increas 
to something like the same extent the profits of every one kept 
milk? If that is not an economical question great enough to rive 
world asunder, I should like to know what is. I approach it with 
and trembling. There is no use inattempting to appeal to Senators 
this side on the ground that the bill is in the interests of the fa: 
There are ten farmers raising cattle for food to one raising for m 
The farmer owns the live cow and the farmer owns the dead one 
owns the milk, the other ownsthe flesh. All questions of constitut 
ality and expediency aside, and fair play says to me hands off 
hands off it is with all true friends of the farmer. 

I will not go into the statistics. We all know that so long as hu 
prejudices imbibed in childhood are continued pure butter never wil! 
be interfered with by artificial butter. We all know from reading th 
extended report of testimony taken before the Committee on Agricult- 
ure of the Senate that not one man in ten of all those who use o!co 
margarine would be able to purchase high-priced butter if there we: 
no competition. With them it is a question as to whether they s! 
have artificial butter or whether they shall have no butter. 

We know the fact also, as we are bound to know, that it is not 
unwholesome product. We know the fact that nearly every one of 
scientific men who appeared before this committee testified that the sim 
ingredients which are found in the one are to be found in the other, ani 
that oleomargarine butter was both cheap and wholesome. 

We know all these facts. So there is not a single question of rig! 
or justice, there is not a question of expediency, there is not a question 
of constitutional law but what when fairly stated militates against this 
bill, and the only appeal that is made or can be made by its advocates 
is simply to protect an interest that has been damaged by competition 

So, sir, it seems to me that it is not safe to embark on this kind o! 
legislation. That it is safest to leave these questions of what peo)! 
shall eat and what they shall drink and what they shall wear to th 
regulation of their own States, if any regulation be necessary, ani |! 
the Government of the United States should confine itself to ques 
strictly within its power as granted by the Constitution of the U 
States, to the great questions of national import, and not undertake to 
follow up these little fragmentary matters such as regulating the com- 
petition of one man with anotheror giving one business by Jaw an ii 
vantage over another. To do so we might as well abclish State | 
at once and destroy their autonomy forever. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment as new sections vjiat | 
to the desk. 


The Secretary read the words proposed to be inserted, as fol!oy 


Sec. —. That for the purposesof this act the words “ pure wines”’ sla 
derstood to mean the juice of grapes, apples, or other fruits fermented, | 
perfected, preserved, or fortified for use as beve according to methods 

ized by competent authority as legitimate and approved by the («) 
rof Internal Revenue; and wines produced under such approved | 
ods shall, for the purposes of this act, be held to be pure according to t! 
ard of the United States. 

Sec. —. That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured liquors 1 
certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixturesand compotn |= \ 
pure wine, shal! be known and designated as ‘‘ compounded liquors,” a1" 
All articles, except pure wines, in the nature of beve known as wines: 4 
articles, except pure wines, in the nature of beverages known by names w)' 
in the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, indicate that th) 
intended to be sold as or for wine, or that they are to be compounded wi!) 
uors intended to be so sold; all articles in the nature of beverages, excep! | 
wines and malt liquors, containing alcohol produced by fermentati nm; «!! 
cles in the nature of beve containi 


rages ng alcohol obtained by distillation. «* 
Ri eee wines, and also except distilled spirits, cordials, bitters, and medi: 
which are popularly, as well as commercially, known and intended for sa'c '” 


y. aa 
consumers as such under names or brands which shall not cause them, 1m ‘uc 
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opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to be recognized as wines, 
ob'to be used as or for wines, or for compounding with wines or imitations 
thereof; all compounds in the nature of beverages, or intended, in the opinion 
of the dsceumiestoner of Internal Revenue for use as beverages, of preserved 
fruit-juices with substances not produced from fruits ; all compounds of preserved 
fruit-juices with substances not produced from fruits, intended, in the opinion 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, for use in the fermentation or prep- 
aration of liquors to be used as beverages; all articles in the nature of bever- 
known as wines, or imitations of wines, or liquors calculated or intended 
to be sold as or for wine, which are made in whole or in part from dried grapes 
or other dried fruits not grown in the United States, or from imported foreign 
fruit-juices which are admitted into the United States at a less rate of duty than 
still wines; also all such articles made in whole or in part of any dried grapes 
or other dried fruits, or from any preserved fruit-juices, except condensed must ; 
the juice of tr ay apples, or other fruits fermented, prepared, perfected, pre- 
served, or forti' as beverages with the use of materials intended, in whole or 
in part, as substitutes for fruit, or with the addition of aniline dyes or any color- 
ing matter not produced from the fruit during a legitimate process of wine- 
making, or compounded with coloring fruit-juices of foreign production which 
are at arate of duty less than that imposed on foreign still wines, or 
containing salicylic acid or other anticeptic, or containing other adulterations 
or in ents deleterious to the health of consumers, or with the use of any 
sugar except refined crystallized sugar for the sole purpose of perfecting the 
wine, or with the use of- distilled spirits, or any liquors compounded with dis- 
tilled spirits, to increase the alcoholic strength of wines for domestic consump- 
tion, for the purpose of enabling water to be used in enlarging the volume of 
such wines, or with the use of any distilled spirits in fortifying or mixing with 
wines for domestic consumption, except topreserve the wines, and except within 
the limitations and under the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Src. —. That for the purposes of this act the word “ beverage,” as applied to 
wines, shall be understood to mean a liquor for drinking as distinguished from 
a medicine, such as wine of antimony, wine of colchicum, which may be admin- 
istered in the treatment of disease: Provided, however, That where a physician 
prescribes a wine by name as medicine, such as vinum portensis (port wine), the 
wine bearing that name,defined by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as 
pure, shall be furnished by the pharmacist. And any apothecary, druggist, 
pharmacist, or other person who shall sell on a physician’s prescription, or who 
shall sell as a pure wine for medicinal use, any wine other than a pure wine, 
shall affix to each bottle or package containing the medicine so prepared or 
compounded, or upon each bottle or package of wine so sold or offered for sale, 
a stamp in the form prescribed in section — of this act,to be furnished and af- 
fixed under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revy- 
enue may prescribe. Any person failing to use the stamp herein required shall 
be deem: ilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than $50 nor 
more than $2,000,and imprisoned not less than ten days nor more than two 
years. Collectors of internal revenue shall have power todemand of manufact- 
urers and dealers in wines claimed to be exempt from tax under this act such 
samples as may be needed in determining the truth of such claim; and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may require manufacturers to furnish with 
samples a sworn statement or formula of all the materials and processes used 
in the manufacture of such wines. Such statements or formule to be filed in 
the confidential archives of the Commissioner’s office and preserved in secresy. 

Src. —. That compounders shall pay a special tax of $96. -Every person who 
manufactures, compounds, or imports compounded liquors shall be deemed a 
compounder. Wholesale dealers in compounded liquorsshal! pay a special tax 

of $96. Every person who sells or offers for sale articles subject to tax under this 
title, in quantities of not less than five win llons at the same time,shall be 
Senesded as a wholesale dealer in compounded liquors. But no compounder, 
as defined by this act, who has paid the special tax as such,and who sells only 
articles subject to tax under this act at the place of manufacture or importation, 
in the original kages, on which the tax-stamps are affixed, shall be required 
to pay the special tax of a wholesale dealer in compounded liquors on account 
of such sales. Retail dealers in compounded liquors shall pay a special tax of 
$24. Every person whosells or offers for sale articles subject to tax under the pro- 
visions of this act, in less quantities than five wine-gallonsatthesame time, shall 
be regarded as a retail dealer in compounded liquors. And the provisions of 
chapter 3, title 35, Revised Statutes of the United Statutes, concerning special 
taxes,as far as applicable, are hereby made applicable to the special taxes cre- 
ated by this act. 

Sec. —. That every person who carries on the business of a compounder with 
out having paid the special tax therefor as required by law @hball, Costdes being 
liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not less than $1,000 nér more than $5,000; 
and person who carries on the business of a wholesale dealer in com- 
pounded noes without having paid the special tax therefor as required by law 
shall, besides being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not less than $500 
nor more than $2,000; and every person who carries on the business of a retail 
dealer in compounded liquors without having pan the special tax therefor as 
required by law shall, besides being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined 
not less than $50 nor more than $500 for each and every offense. 

Sec, —. That every compounder shall file with the collector of internal rey- 
enue of the district in w) his manufactory is located such notices, invento- 
ries, and bonds, shall k such books and render such returns of materials and 
products, shall put up s signs and affix such number to his factory, and con- 
duct his business under such surveillance of officers and agez:ts as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
nev regulation require. But the bond required of such compounder shall 
be sureties satisfactory to the collector of internal revenue, and in a penal 
sum of not less than $5,000; and the sum of said bond may be increased from 
time to time, and additional sureties required, at the discretion of the collector 
or under instructions of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. That every 
wholesale dealer who offers for sale compounded liquors which are subject to 
tax under the provisions of this act shall be required to keep such booksas will 
plainly show as to such liquors the date of each purchase and each sale, the 


| 
| 
| 


quan pu or sold, as the case may be, and the name of the person from 
een eee or to whom sold; and such books shall at all times be open to 
in by any officer of the internal revenue. 


Sec.—, That all pochogns, of whatever size or kind, held by any producer, 
wholesale dealer, or retailer, containing pure wines, whether foreign or domes- 
tic, intended to be offered for sale, whether they are denominated as wine, cider, 
or are known by any other name, shall be plainly stamped, branded, or labeled, 
in ce with regulations which shall be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, with words indicating that they are pure according to the 
standard of the United States: Provided, however, That collectors of internal 
revenue, under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
=i exercise due vigilance in detecting fraudulent representations, 

have the right to inquire whether such brancis, labels, or marks cor- 
rectly indicate the contents of the package to which they are affixed : And pro- 


Surther, That such collectors shall be required to inform themselves as 


to methods of practice in producing any and all domestic liquors affected by 
this act and shall have the right to demand explicit information as to such 
methods, from any or all producers, when such wines or liquors are of domestic 
production, and asto the origin of such liquors, whether foreign or domestic, 
when in possession of dealers, and shall report on the same upon the demand 
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of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. All packages bearing brands, labels, 
or marks indicating that their contents are exempt from taxation under this 
act, but which contents are subject to such taxation, shall be forfeited to the 
United States; and any person who ghall brand, label, or mark, or cause to be 
branded, labeled, or marked, as free of tax under this act, any package, know- 
ing the same to contain liquors liable to tax thereunder, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and be punished by a fine of not Jess than $50 nor more than 
32,000, and by imprisonment not less than ten days and not more than six 
months, for each offense ; and any liquors containing alcohol, other than malt 
liquors, distilled spirits, cordials, bitters, and medicines, as defined herein, the 
packages of which are not stamped, branded, or labeled in accordance with the 
provisions of this section, shall be deemed to be taxable 
under the provisions of section — of this act. 

Sec. —. That on all compounded liquors there shall be levied and collected a 
tax of 40 cents on each wine-gallon, and for each fraction thereof at the same rate 
per gallon, to be paid by the manufacturer, compounder, importer, or owner, or 
person having posession thereof, before removal from the place of manufacturs 
or compounding, or in the case of imported articles taxable under this section 
before removal from the 




































































and sha © taxed 


C custody of the proper custom-house officers rhe tax 
levied by this section shall be represented by coupon-stamps when the taxabl 


article is contained in packages holding five or more wine-gallons, and by st 


stamps suitable to be affixed to bottles when such article is contained in pack 
ages holding less than five wine-gallons ; and the provisions of existing law gov 
erning the engraving, issue, use, accountability, cancellation, effacement, and 


destruction of stamps relating to distilled spirits, as far as applicable. are here 
made to apply to stamps provided for by this section : Provided, ‘That any frac- 
tion of a pintshall be taxedasapint: Provided further, That the taxable quantity 
in each package containing not less than five wine-gallons shall be determined 


by an internal-revenue gauger; and all existing laws governing the employ 
ment of gaugers in the ganging of distilled spirits, as far as applicat ay 


hereby made to apply to their employment under the provisions of this 
And provided further, That the tax so levied and collected shall not releas« 
tax otherwise levied by law on any distilled spirits used in the preparation 
such liquors: And provided further, That the tax herein provided for shall b 
addition to any customs duty levied on such liquors when imported from f 


eign countries: And provided further, That under regulations prescribed by t 
Secretary of the Treasury collectors of customs shall cause to be examined 
importations of liquors taxable under this section, and all importations of 


liquors claimed to be pure wines, and shall promptly notify the collectors of ir 
ternal revenue within whose districts such goods are landed fr 
countries, whenever any liquors liable to tax under this i 
and shall report quarterly to the Secretary of the Treasury full informat 

to the quantities of such taxable liquors and pure wines which may b« 
ported. Collectors of customs shall also cause to be examined all importat 
claimed to be pure wines under this act, and shall exercise due vigilance io « 
cover any false representations which may be made as to the character of su 
goods; and in case of the discovery of any facts which may cause it to be know 
that fraudulent representations are being or have been made, due notice of the 
same shall be given by collectors of customs to the proper collectors of interna 
revenue, and information of the same shall be reported to the Secretary of th 
Treasury. The reports of the proper customs officers appointed to make su 
examinations of imported liquors and wines shall be prima facie evidence « 
the true nature of such importations ; and in the absence of other competent 
formation such importations shall be treated as taxable or exempt from ta 
under this section in accordance with such reports, subject, however, to seizu: 
and forfeiture if fraud has been practiced and discovered. 

Sec, —. That all packages containing liquors taxable under section — of i) 
act shall bear stamps indicating briefly the nature of their manufacture, and t! 
name and place of the manufacturer, compounder, or importer, so affixed as to 
be plainly seen by any purchaser; and in case the holders of such liquors sha 
desire to empty any package so stamped, all new packages, of whatever size « 
character, shall have similar stamps likewise plainly affixed; and the Commii- 
sioner of Internal Revenue shal! make all regulations necessary to provide f{ 
such change of stamps, as in the case of rectifiers, and for the proper identifica 
tion of such goods to all holders or purchasers thereof. All packages contain 
ing such taxed liquors shall, under regulations of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who is hereby authorized to prescribe the size of the letters, be leg 
and prominently labeled, stamped, or branded also with the word ‘*< 
pounded.” 

Sec. —. That there shall be in the office of the Commissioner of Internal R 
enue an analytical chemist, who shall be appointed by the Secretary of t! 
Treasury, and shall receive a salary of $3,000 per annum; and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may, whenever in his judgment the necessities of the s 
ice so require, employ chemists, to be paid such compensation as he may < 
proper, not exceeding in the aggregate any appropriation made for that | 
pose; and the Commissioner is authorized to decide, for the purpose of taxati: 
what substances enter into the composition of liquors which may be submitted 
for his inspection in contested cases. The Commissioner may also de 
whether any liquor containing alcohol and intended for human consumptic 
contains adulterations or otheringredients deleterious to the public health: bu 
in ease of doubt or contest his decisions in this class of cases may be appeal 
from to a board hereby constituted for the purpose, and composed of t! 
geon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-Genera! of the Navy, and the C 
sioner of Agriculture. 
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Sec, —. That all packagesof liquor subject to tax under this act that shal 
found without stamps and marks as herein provided, and all liquors intended 
for use as beverages which contain adulterations or other ingredients known to 
be deleterious to the public health, shall be forfeited to the United States. Az 
person knowingly violating the provisions hereof, or whoshall willfully remove 


in this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shal! be punished by a fine of 
not less than $100 nor more than $2,000, and by imprisonment for not less than 
thirty days nor more than six months. 

Srec.—. That if any manafacturer of compounded liquors, any dealer thereii: 
or any importer thereof shall knowingly or willfully omit, neglect, or refuse to 
do or cause to be done any of the things required by law in the carrying on o1 
conducting of his business, or shall do anything by this act prohibited, if t! 
be no specific penalty er punishment imposed by any other tion of this 
for the neglecting, omitting, or refusing to do, or for the doing or causing t 
done the thing required or prohibited, he shall pay a penalty of $1,000; 
the person so offending be the manufacturer of or a wholesa ! 


or deface the stamps or marks on packages containing liquors taxed as provided 








caler in « 
pounded liquors, all the compounded liquors owned by him or in which } 
any interest as owner shall be forfeited to the United States 
Sec. —. That whenever any manufacturer of compounded liquor sells, or 1 


required to be paid by stamps, without the use of the proper stamps, it shall b: 
the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, within a period of not 
| than two years after such sale or removal,upon satisfactory proof 


| moves for sale or consumption, any compounded liquors upon which the tax 


to estimate 





the amount of tax which has been omitted to be paid,and to make an assess 
ment therefor and certify the same to the collector. The tax soa sed shall 
be in addition to the penalties imposed by law for such sale or remoyal 
Sec. —. That all fines, penalties, and forfeitures imposed by this act may be re 
covered in any court of competent jurisdictior ‘ lf of such fine or penalty, 
| when paid, to go to the informer 
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Src. —. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may make all needful regulations for carrying into 
effect the provisions of this act, 

Sec, —. That section 3328 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

Sec. —. That on and after the thirtieth day after the passage of this act the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall have power, for the purposes of this 
act, to define pure wines, which may be so stamped, branded, or labeled in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of section — of this act; and on and after the six- 
tieth day after the passage of this act said section — shall be operative, so that 
the holders of pure wines may cause all packages of such wines in their posses- 
sion to be plainly stamped, branded, or labeled with words indicating that they 
are pure according to the standard of the United States. 

Sec, —. That on and after the ninetieth day after the poe of this act all 
of such portion thereof as is embraced in this title shall bein full force and effect ; 
and all packages containing liquids in the nature of beverages known as wines, 
or known by names which, in the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, indicate that they are intended to be sold as or for wine, shall, on and after 
said ninetieth day, be deemed to be taxable and shall be taxed as compounded 
liquors under section — of this act, unless stamped, branded, or labeled as pro- 
vided in section — of this act; and for the purpose of securing the affixing of the 
stamps, marks, and brands required by sections — and — of this act, com- 
pounded liquors shall be regarded as having been manufactured and sold, or 
removed from the place of manufacture for consumption or use, on or after said 
ninetieth day; and such stock on hand on such ninetieth day may be stamped, 
marked, and branded under special regulations of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, approved by the a of the Treasury ; and the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may authorize the holder of such packages to mark and 
brand the same and to affix thereto the proper tax-paid stamps. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I learn from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee that if the bill now under consideration shall be disposed of to- 
day the Senate can complete its work regarding the appropriation bills 
so that Congress may finally adjourn next week. I hope to get a vote 
on this measure to-day, if possible, not of course cutting off any proper 
debate if anybody desires to debate it. It is very evident that we can 
not dispose on this bill of amendments of the importance of those now 
offered, and therefore I move to lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that motion will not be made. It cuts off 
debate. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator offering it desires to speak, of course 
I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. That motion cuts off debate entirely. 

Mr. MILLER. Only on this amendment. If the Senator from 
South Carolina desires to debate the amendment, of course I will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is quite likely I shall desire to debate it before 
the bill is disposed of. Iam notpreparedtodebate it now. There are 
other gentlemen who wish to take the floor. 

Mr. MILLER. I withdraw the motion until later on if any Sena- 
tor desires to speak on the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the motion is not debatable. I ask the 
Senator from New York to withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion has been withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to inquire whether the amendment that I 
proposed on Saturday to the pending bill is the pending amendment, to 
strike out all after section 2 and insert as a third section what is printed 
in the RecorD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not remember that 
that amendment wasoffered. If it was, it properly should be the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I desire to offer an amendment to this 
bill. In section 3, line 1, I move to strike out all after the word 
*‘that’’ and insert-—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That amendmentisnot in order now. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in rising to address the Senate on this 
question I could not hope toadd anything of value to what has been 
so ably said by the Senators from Texas and by the Senator from North 

Carolina [Mr. VANCE] this morning, but the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture appeals so strongly to what is seemingly the in- 
terest of large numbers of very worthy people whose well-being and 
prosperity I am anxious in every proper way to promote, that I am con- 
strained to state very briefly the reasons which prevent my voting to 
make this bill a law. 

It is hardly necessary for me to say that inasmuch as the legislative 
powers conferred by the Constitution on Congress are specific and 
enumerated and limited in their seope, many things which may be de- 
sirable of accomplishment are outside of the domain of Federal legis- 
lation, and remain as the proper subjects of the ungranted powers of 
legislation of the States. Among these powers ungranted to the Gen- 
eral Government are unquestionably what have come to be known as 
the police powers, remaining in and rightfully exercised by the several 
States. These have been well defined as to their character and scope 
in the citations from Cooley on Constitutional Limitations and the ju- 
dicial opinions read by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coker] on Satur- 
day, and I will take the liberty of referring to them again. 

Jwige Cooley, on page 572 of his work, says: 

The police of a State, in a comprehensive sense, embraces its system of internal 
regulation, by which it is sought not o: ly to preserve the public order and to pre- 
vent offenses against the State, but also to establish for the intercourse of citi- 
zen with citizen those rules of good manners and good neighborhood which are 
calculated to prevent a conflict of rights, and to insure to each the uninterrupted 
enjoyment of his own, so far as is reasonably consistent with like enjoyment of 
rights by others, 

Says another eminent judge: 


This police power of the State extends to the protection of the lives, limbs, 
health, comfort, and quiet ofall persons, and the protection of all property within 





the State. According to the maxim, Sic utere tuo ul alienum non ledas, whi | 
being of universal app 

tive action to define the mode and manner in which every one may so use his 
own as not to injure others. 


lication, it must, of course, be within the range of legis! ,- 


And again: 
By this eral police power of the State persons and property are subjected 


to all kinds of restraints and burdens in order to secure the general comfort, 
health, and prosperity of the State; of the perfect right in the Legislature to «,, 
which no question ever was, or, upon acknowledged general principles, ever 
can be e, so far as natural persons are concerned. 


In the American constitutional system,the power to establish the ordina: 


regulations of pence has been left with the individual States and can not lx 
sumed by the 

through any of its departments or officers assume any supervision of the po! 
regulations of the States,so long as they do not invade the sphere of nation! 
sovereignty and obstruct or impede the exercise of any authority which ti 
Constitution had confided to the nation. 


ational Government. Neither can the National Governmey 


Now, what is the object and purport of this bill? For by the char- 


acter of that object we must test our power to make the billa law. [1 
is not hard to find. It is notdisputed. The advocates and opponents 
of the bill alike state thatitis to regulate, if not to destroy, an industry 
already established in this country within the jurisdictionof the States, 
and to prevent one manufactured product from competing with another, 
and incidentally to restrain the use of what isasserted to be an unwhole- 
some food. The very title of the bill sufficiently indicates this. It is, 


“An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating t! 


manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine.’’ 


And the Senator from New York, with great frankness, states that 


Doubtles; this is a new species of legislation, or largely so, in this country 


and under our system; that the exigencies of the case seem so great that ths 


body can not afford to ignore them. 


And further on he says: 


I resort to no subterfuges in this case, Mr. President. My object in bringing 
forward this bill and supporting it is not to secure a large increase to the rey e- 
nue of our Government, but I have sought to invoke the taxing power of the 
Government in order that under it the Government might take absolute contro! 
of this manufacture, might properly regulate it, and so regulate and contro! it 
that it should be carried on in a legitimate way and that the product should be 
sold to the consumer in all cases for what it is; and it is for that purpose that the 
friends of this measure have invoked the taxing power of the Government. 


The object, then, of the friends of the bill is, by the confession of the 
author of it and the principal supporter and promoter of it on this floor, 
not to raise revenue for any public or other purpose, but to contro! the 
manufacture of an article within the jurisdiction of theStates, to regu- 
late if not to entirely suppress it. 

It may be pertinent right here and in opposition to the views of tho 
Senator from New York to cite the opinion of the Supreme Court of thie 
United States im a case often referred to, the case of the United States 
vs. De Witt, upon what are the powers of Congress in regard to the con- 
trol of an industry within the jurisdiction of the States, and I read from 
9 Wallace, page 41, the case of the United States rs. De Witt: 


The twenty-ninth section of the internal-revenue act of March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes 
at Large, 484), which makes ita misdemeanor, punishable by fine and imprison- 
ment, to mix for sale naphtha and illuminating oils, or tosell or offer such mix'- 
ure for sale, or to sell or offer for sale oil made of petroleum for illuminatin, 

urposes inflammable at less temperature or fire-test than 110 degrees Fabren- 

eit, is in fact a police regulation relating exclusively to the internal trace of 
the States. 


Chief-Justice Chase, in delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

As a police regulation, relating exclusively to the internal trade of the Statc< 
it can only have effect where the legislative authority of Congress excludes 
territorially all State legislation, as, for example, in the District of Colum))ia 
Within State limits it can have no constitutional operation. This has been so 
frequently declared by this court, results so obviously from the terms of tl 
Constitution, and has been so fully explained and snpecetet on former occasions, 
that we think it unnecessary to enter again upon the discussion. 


The question then is, have we the power to legislate for the purpos: 
set forth by the Senator from New York in the following propositions? 
I read from the record of the Senator’s speech where he says: 

I base my support of this bill chiefly upon the four following reasons: 

First. It is necessary in order to protect the people from fraud and imposition 
in having a counterfeit article sold to them for the genuine. 

Second. It is necessary to protect the public health, for if it be admitted that 
oleo when made according to the process known as the Mége process is who! 
some, yet I hold that the best of it, made as it is made to-day, is not as who | 
some as butter and that it may be the means of communicating disease to tl 
human system. 

Third, It is necessary to protect the chief farming interest of the country 
which is the dairy, from unjust and fraudulent competition and consequent lo-- 
if not absolute ruin. 

Fourth. This legislation is necessary, because the States have not been able 
thus far to either suppress or properly control the great evil of which | have 
spoken, and as sufficient remedy can be found nowhere, in my judgment, sa\« 
under the Federal Government. 


Now, if we have the power to legislate for the purposes set forth in 
these four propositions I shall be glad to co-operate in achieving some 
of them; but if we have not the power, then no temptation presented 
by the desire to benefit a worthy industry or to suppress an unworth) 
one should for a moment swerve us from our manifest duty. 

With this admission of the objects and purposes of this bill, the ad- 
mitted fact that the Treasury of the United States is overflowing wit! 
money taken by taxation from the pockets of the people, and that an 
increase of revenue would be-an increase only of embarrassment to the 
finances of the Government, the advocates of this bill still say that they 
can rightfully use the taxing — of the Government to accomplish 
these objects and purposes. They do not deny that Congress has ne 
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power to legislate directly on these subjects, or that they belong to the 
police powers of the States. 

So the question is, can a legislative power be used to accomplish by 
indirection an object clearly beyond the scope of any express orimplied 
power granted to Congress? The power to lay and collect taxes in or- 
der to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States is the first of the enumerated powers 
granted to Congress. Wide and plenary as this grant of power is, it is 
still limited in its exercise to the purpose declared by the Constitu- 
tion, to wit, “‘to pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
end general welfare of the United States;’’ and this power and the 

urpose for which it was granted can not be divorced. 

It is true that no court could look behind the law which laid the tax 
to question the motive that actuated Congress in its passage, and there- 
fore no court could declare such a law as is proposed by this bill to be 
unconstitutional. But are not constitutional restraints as binding on 
Congress as upon courts? How can Senators satisfy their minds and 
conscience to vote for a bill to lay and collect taxes for any other pur- 

than that which the Constitution declares shall be the only purpose 
for which Congress shall lay and collect taxes, to wit, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States? 

Cooley in the Principles of Constitutional Law, on page 57, says: 

Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of a revenue 
for public pu s,and whatever governmental exaction has not this basis is 
tyrannical and unlawful. A tax on imports, therefore,the purpose of which is 
not to raise a revenue, but to discourage and indirectly probibit some particular 
import for the benefit of some home manufacture, may well be questioned as be- 
ing merely colorabie, and therefore not warranted by constitutional principles, 

Surely we are trifling with our obligations when we say that the 
avowed and real object of this bill is not to lay a tax in order to pay 
the debts or defray the expense incurred in providing for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States, because the taxes al- 
ready laid are more than sufficient for that purpose; but under color of 
laying a tax we intend to suppress one industry for the benefit of another, 
and, if you please, to restrain the manufacture of a noxious food prod- 
uct, or to protect the people from fraud and imposition, or to protect 
the public health. 

We know that the power todo any of these things has not been granted 
to Congress, and that it is an invasion of the police power reserved to 
the States; but we will accomplish them all the same by the use of the 
taxing power for a purpose different from that for which it is declared 
by the Constitution to have been granted. 

This, of course, is a misuse and an abuse of a constitutional power, 
a violation of constitutional obligations resting on us as Senators; but 
the bill, on its face, is a bill to tax and as the title does not declare its 
true object no court can set it aside. This, it seems to me, is the posi- 
tion to which we bring ourselves by the argument made by the advo- 
eates of this bill. 

It would be in vain to call this a government of limited powers if 
the powers granted for one purpose could be perverted to another pur- 
pose not contemplated in the Constitution. Something else is needed 
besides the specification and enumeration of the powers of legislation, 
and the definition of their scope and purpose toinsure the maintenance 
of the constitutional scheme of government devised by our fathers, and 
that was and is an absolute fidelity to the great trusts of power con- 
ferred by the Constitution on the part of those who administer and ex- 
ercise them. 

It is a doctrine full of peril to our liberties, that we may seize upon 
any weapon we please out of the great armory of Federal powers, and 
wield it for a purpose for which it was never intended. 

I lay down, then, the proposition as one of binding force, at least to 
regulate my own action, that a power of legislation granted in the Con- 
stitution for a purpose there declared can not be rightfully exercised 
for any other purpose. 

The Senator from New York, with great candor, says this is a new 
species of legislation for Congress. I trust it may never become accus- 
tomed or old. Just now the agitation is in behalf of the dairy inter- 
est. Inthe constantly changing moods to which the desire for class 
legislation is subject, other and different demands will with increasing 
frequency, if this bill becomes a law, be made upon Congress to use 
the taxing power to protect first one and then anotherinterest. Those 
who for the time being can by clamor and importunate appeal gain the 
attention of Congress will not be slow to invent plausible reasons why 
the interests they represent should receive the protection of this power 
to lay and col#&ct taxes, and a door will be flung wide open by which 
we can a enter and usurp all those powers of internal regu- 
lation w were so carefully and by express words reserved by the 
framers of the Constitution to the States and to the people. 

_ Itis said that this article called oleomargarine is a fraudulent one, 
inasmuch as it is often sold for what it is not, to wit, dairy butter. It 
18 most desirable, I admit, that this should not be; and many of the 
States have already jaws to prevent it, and they may have to 
enact and doubtless wiii exact still more stringent ones to accomplish 
the object. I shall with pleasure support the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from to prevent the sale of oleomargarine in the Terri- 
tories and in the District of Columbia except uncer iis own name, I 





shall be glad to go further and provide for the inspection of all oleo- 
margarine to be exported out of the country, so that itshall be branded 
with its proper name, because I believe that it is competent for Con- 
gress to do that under the power to regulate foreign commerce. Just 
as far as my convictions of duty will permit, I will go in devising legis- 
lation to prevent the fraudulent sale of t «1 article for what it is not; 
but I can not gain my own consent as a legislator to attempt to pre- 
vent one fraud by committing another. 

So far, then, as the object of this bill is to compel the sale of oleo- 
margarine under its tyre name I sympathize with it, but say that it is 
clearly a matter for the police power of the States alone and for Con- 
gress in respect to the District of Columbia and the Territories. Its 
wholesomeness or unwholesomeness is a question not for Congress, ex- 
cept in the District and the Territories, but for the States. The regu- 
lation, suppression, or restraint of the manufactare of adeleterious sub- 
stance within their own limits belomfs to the States exclusively. 

But what are we to say as to the object of this proposed legislation 
as avowed in the third of the principal reasons stated by the Senator 
from New York upon which he based his support of the bill? That 
object is to protect the dairy interest of the country from competition 
with an artificial butter. 

Mr. President, it is the old ery of protection the world over, protection 
of one producing class at the expense of all others and of the great body of 
consumers. Hereis acheap food product not shown by the evidence pro- 
duced by those mostinterested in suppressing it to be unwholesome. but 
only at the most not quite so good or digestible as first-class butter, which 
it is proposed to tax, not for the purposeof raising a revenue, but for the 
purpose of enhancing its price to consumers for the benefit of the produ- 
cers of another food product. This is paternalism and communism com- 
bined in their most insidious forms. What right has the Government 
to go into partnership with people who are engaged in one industry to 
the detriment of those engaged in another? Suppose one State is pe- 
culiarly a cattle raising State, in which the oleomargarine manufacture, 
honestly conducted, we will suppose is the dominant and principal in- 
dustry, what would be thought of a proposition to tax all dairy butter, 
the manufacturing of which happened to be the dominant and principal 
industry in another State, for the benefit of the former? Could the 
vice of protection be more clearly portrayed, or the prostitution of the 
powers of government be more clearly exposed? What sort of concep- 
tion of government is that which allows the hand of governmental power 
to go down into my pocket to take out the dollar there, not for the pur- 
pose of putting it in the Treasury of the nation, but to transfer it to 
the pocket of my neighbor? 

Against this monstrous claim of power I have been protesting during 
all my political life. No class of our people have so suffered from the 
exercise of this power as the farmersof ourcountry. Compelled tosell 
in an open market and to buy in a protected one, they have borne upon 
their bowed backs for many years the burden of a protective tariff. 

I have no public ambition greater than that I may be permitted in 
some humble way to aid in removing some portion at least of that bur- 
den. I should be ashamed to go home to my farmer constituents and 
say that all that I had urged before them these many years as to the 
iniquity of governmental protection of one industry at the expense of 
all others was heresy and hypocrisy, that the doctrine that they and I 
had all along been denouncing as false in theory and ruinous in prac- 
tice was after all the orthodox one, and that we now propose to turn 
around and apply it for our own benefit, to use the power of internal 
taxation as the tariff taxation has been used, though it was true that 

the power might some day be wrested from our hands and turned 
against usand our interests hereafter. Should I be so false to their in- 
terests and my own convictions, I know that their honesty and intelli- 
gence would repudiate with scorn such a proposal. 

It may be that it is the cue now of the protection-by-taxation party 
to seek favor with a class who have heretofore been the victims of their 
policy, but they ought never, nay, they can never deceive those whoare 
intelligent enough to perceive a principle and honest enough to main- 
tain it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the only power that Congress has to 
pass a law such as is proposed by this bill is derived from that clause 
of the Constitution which delegates to Congress the power to levy taxes, 
imposts, and excises, This bill is upon its face and in its terms a tax 
bill, and can not be constitutionally rested upon any other ground. 
Yet, it is not and will not be pretended by any one of its advocates that 
there is at this time the slightest necessity for an increase of revenue 
¢ ‘theslightest excuse for increasing taxation. Upon the contrary, they 
admit that revenue is not the object or purpose and that revenue will 
not result from its passage. 

They admit that the object is to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine throughout the country. That being the object, it is 
an undisguised and admitted prostitution of the taxing power toa puf- 
pose wholly different from the one for which that power was delegated 
to Congress. 

I am safe in asserting that there is not a Senator upon this floor who 
will assert the constitutional power of Congress to prohibit by direct 
legislative declaration the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine in 
the States. It being admitted, as it must be admitted, that this can 
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not be constitutionally done directly, who will undertake to justify, 
either in morals or in law, the attempt to accomplish it by indirection ? 

The bill in its present form is a false pretense. It professes to seek 
revenue, when in fact revenue is neither desired nor expected as a result; 
and its passage will be a much more far-reaching, dangerous, and seri- 
ous fraud upon the Constitution than all the frauds that have been, or 
ever will be, practiced upon the people by falsely representing oleo- 
margarine to be butter. I have never voted and will never vote to ex- 
ercise the taxing power for any purpose other than that of raising such 
revenues as are actually necessary to the Government. 

To use that power for the purpose of enriching one class of citizens 
at the expense of another—for the purpose of transferring a portion of 
the earnings of one class to increase the profits of another—is a usurpa- 
tion of power, a great wrong, not to say a crime. 

With a large surplus in the Treasury for which the Government has 
no present need, and which oughtmever to have been exacted from the 
people, but allowed to remain in the channels of commerce, and with 
an existing revenue system which will from year to year increase that 
surplus, withdrawing more and more from the earnings of the people 
and the business and trade of the country to be locked up in the vaults 
of the Treasury and lay there idle and useless, why should new ob- 
jects of taxation or an increase of taxation in any form be thought of? 

But, Mr. President, as I said before, it is not pretended that revenue 
is the object of this bill. It is too plain toadmit of argument or doubt 
that the purpose is to prostitute the revenue power to the accomplish- 
ment of an object that Congress has not the semblance of power to ac- 
complish in any other way; or, in other words, has no legitimate con- 
stitutional power to accomplish in this or in any way. 

This legislation is demanded by the dairymen of the country because 
they say that oleomargarine is a cheap substitute for dairy butter, and 
therefore they demand that its manufacture and sale be prevented bya 
prohibitory tax. 

If oleomargarine is a pure, healthful, and nutritious food, as I under- 
stand it to be, its manufacture is as legitimate and as laudable as the 
making of butter, and the more cheaply it can be furnished the con- 
sumer the better. 

Why should the Government exert its power, or in any manner in- 
terfere with the competition which exists between two lawful and legit- 
imate home industries? 

The dairy interest is an important one, I grant, and I will go as far 
as any other Senator to secure to it absolute fair play; but I will not 
consent to tax out of existence another industry to free it from compe- 
tition. 

The amendment that I have proposed goes as far as Congress can 
constitutionally go in respect to this question.. It provides that it 
shall be unlawful to sell or offer for sale in the District of Columbia or 
in any of the Territories of the United States oleomargarine unless the 
purchaser is informed of its true character. It forbids all false pre- 
tenses. It forbids its assuming the name of butter to compete with 
butter, but compels it to sail under its own flag and in its own name. 

Congress, having legislative jurisdiction over the District of Columbia 
and the Territories, may, with propriety and justice, go this far, and I 
hope it will, and then I shall be glad to see every State that has not 
already done so pass a similar act. 

This will leave butter to the full enjoyment of all the prestige and 
good-will thatattaches to its name and character, and gives oleomarga- 
rine an open field in which to make a name and a market for itself. 

What right has the Government to say to the producer of either of 
these food products, you shall not compete with the other? What 
right has it to say to the citizen we will put it out of your power to 
vonsume this cheap food however much you may need and desire it ? 
If this principle is to be adopted, why not tax corn-meal out of exist- 
ence because it is a cheaper food and competes with flour? 

Why not tax pork out of existence because it competes with beef ? 

Why not adopt a sumptuary code in the interest of certain classes, 
and prescribe to the people specifically what they may and what they 
shall not eat or drink? 

For these reasons, sir, I shall vote in favor of the amendment striking 
out all after the first and second sections (the first of which defines but- 
ter and the second defines oleomargarine), and to insert as the third 
section the amendment which I have already offered, that being as far 
as I think legislation, either Federal or State, has any right to go or 
ought to go in the premises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. MILLER] moved to lay the amendment on 
the table, as the Chair understands? 

Mr. MILLER. I withdrew that. I would just as soon take a direct 
vote on the amendment as to take it upon laying on the table. If the 
Senator offering the amendment prefers to have the vote taken that way 
let the vote be taken directly on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SzcreTaRy. It is proposed to strike out all after section 2 of 
the bill and to insert: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful to sell or offer for sale within the limits of the 


District of Columbia or any of the Territories of the United States oleon, 


rine as defined in section 2 of this act, unless the package containing tlic sa: 
be clearly and distinctly marked or branded with the word “ oleomargar);, 


and in addition the purchaser informed of the true character of the art 


Y, 


a. 


ulbe 


offered for sale. Any person violating the provisions of this act shall be yy te 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not more than $100 or jy, 


prisoned not more than six months, or both, in the discretion of the cour 
one-half of the fines so imposed shal! go to the informer. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
am-:ndment of the Senator from Tennessee which has been read. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to ¢,)| 


the roll. 
Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called.) Iam pairei 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] who is absent. 


ith 


Mr. MILLER. I think I know the sentiments of the Senator {roy 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] upon this question, and I am very sur 
that he would not vote for the amendment. I think the Senator fron 


Kentucky is at entire liberty to vote on this question if he desires 


do so. 


to 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I will simply say that I have taken every op. 
portunity that I could, even telegraphing to the absent Senator, to 
know. I have had no answer from him, and I have had no assurance 


from the other side of the Chamber. If the Senator from New Y 
is satisfied, and will assume the responsibility, I shall vote. 


Mr. MILLER. I will assume the responsibility so far as this amend. 


ment is concerned. I am very sure as to that. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon the assurance given by the Senator fi 


New York I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay”’ on this amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Onthis question a 


om 


} 
10 OD 


all questions pertaining to the bill I am paired with the Senator from 


New Hampshire [Mr. Prkr]. If he were present, I should vote fo: 
amendment and against the bill on the question of its passage. 
The roll-call was concluded. 


4] 
Lue 


Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the sen 


ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. Sabin] is absent fiom th 
Chamber on account of illness, and is paired with the Senator from 


West Virginia[Mr. Kenna]. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay 
were here. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. My colleague [Mr. MORRILL] is absent on accoun' 


of ill health. He is paired generally with the Senator from Delawa: 


(Mr. SAULsBuRY]. If my colleague were present, I have no dou)t hw 


would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Beck, Colquitt, Hearst, Voorhees, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Brown, Gray, Maxey, Whitthorne 
Butler, Hampton, Vance, 
Coke, Harris, Vest, 
NAYS—32, 

Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Riddleberg: 
Blackburn, Edmunds, +. Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Meo. " Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Miller, Sherman, 
Chace, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., a: 
Cockrell, Harrison, Palmer, er 
Conger, Hawley, Payne, Van Wyck ; 
Cullom, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa 

ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Manderson, Ransom, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Call, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Stanford, 
Dolph, enna, Pike, Wilson of Md 
Fair, McPherson, Plumb, 
George, Mahone, Pugh, 


So the améndment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question now is on the amen: 


ment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let it be read. 
Mr. MILLER. It has been read. 


‘Mr. GEORGE. Itisa very long amendment. I hope the vote 


+1) 
Waid 


not be taken without Senators having an opportunity of knowing wt 


is in it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been rea 
Mr. GEORGE. Can we not have it read or explained so th.‘ 
may understand it ? 


we 


Mr. MILLER. It was read a short time ago. It would take ‘1 


fifieen minutes to read it. 


Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator give us the substance of what 1' |: 


Mr. MILLER. The Senator from South Carolina will explain 


Mr. BUTLER. It is substantially the bill which is before the («" 
mittee on Finance in regard to spurious compounds, imitations 
wines, impure wines, and which has been presented in another !)r.\' 


of Congress the same subject, proposing a tax upon bev«! 
adulterated with qumpoundoef various kinds. It is in addition to 
t bill, and puts the whole question under the supervision 
of the Internal Revenue Bureau, and makes provisions 

regulations for the enforcement of the act. 
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I shall vote for the amendment of course, as I think if the provision 
of the bill is to become alaw it might be extended in its scope so as to 
protect some other industries in this country besides mere butter, but 
I give notice that if my amendment shall pass I shall vote against the 
bill. Iam opposed to the spirit of the bill as unconstitutional and 
unwise. 

? Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not know exactly what the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina is. It can not be much worse 
than the original proposition. I suppose it is in the same general line. 

We have hada good deal of discussion before the Committee on Finance 
on sumptuary laws, and this sounds like one we had before us. I be- 
lieve, however, that the committee has not so far thought it consisten- 
with its duty to urge the passage of any of them. 
cause it has not done so that it was thought best now to allow the oleo- 
margarine bill to go before that committee. But after the vote cast by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Iowa 

[Mr. ALLISON] and other gentlemen on that committee, I think they 
have lost faith in themselves as to their capacity to deal with subjects 
relating to taxation, therefore they have determine to have a general 
scramble in the Senate, and we might just as well vote for one thingas 
another, the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina along with 
the others. 

Questions of this sort have been up time and again. None of them 
have so far become laws. The Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
has been the champion of most of them. Three years ago when we 
had the long discussion on the tariff bill of March, 1883, the Senator 
from New York undertook to tax or legislate white-wine vinegar fac- 
tories out of existence in order to protect the products of the orchards 
of New York and elsewhere. He piled petitions mountain-high before 
the committee and made speeches before the Senate urging the meas- 
ure in order to protect apples with as much zeal and earnestness, and 
with as much plausibility, and upon as strong grounds as he is now 
urging the passage of the pending bill to protect those who deal in 
butter. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BECK. I will. 

Mr. MILLER. TheSenator, I think, is scarcely correct in his state- 
ment. The vinegar bill to which he refers was not a tax on vinegar, 
but itsimply provided that distilled spirits or whisky used in the manu- 
facture of vinegar should be taxed the same as any other distilled spirits 
used in any other of thearts. The argument that I made at that time 
was so convincing to the Senate that even the Senator from Kentucky 
voted for it, and it was carried through by the assistance of his vote, 
and then after a very few days by some very curious operation, I scarcely 
then knapy-how it was done, the vote was reconsidered, when I think 
the Senator from Kentucky voted the other way. 

Mr. BECK. TheSenator from New York came then, as he does now, 
with a great clamor that frauds were being committed and that the cider 
men were surreptitiously using alcohol without paying any tax; he 
found a few cases in Brooklyn where frauds were committed, and for 
the time he induced a good many of us to vote with him in order to stop 
those frauds. We all desired to prevent the makers of vinegar from de- 
frauding the Government. A motion was made to reconsider the vote 
the next day. It was made I believe by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS]. The charge was investigated. It was found that only the 
ordinary frauds that occur in any sort of business at isolated points were 
committed; the vote was reconsidered, and the proposition was rejected 
after full debate. I have the Recorp beforeme. I will read a few ex- 
tracts so that there will be no mistake about the facts. Let me state 
first, on page 2478, volume 14, part 3, the proposed amendment was re- 
jected by a vote of 33 to 16. The Senator from New York at once in- 
troduced a bill. I will read from the REcoRD so that there will be no 
mistake about what he said: 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted tointroduce a bill (S. 2477) to repeat 


an act to vinegar factories established and operated prior to March 1, 
1879, June 14, 1879; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. of New York. I ask to have the bill referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and I desire to call the attention of that committee toit. We have 
had several di read here this morning s' that all the vinegar mannu- 


facturers are on their way to Washington, and I desire to call the attention of 
the Finance Committee to any hearing that may be given them. Of course the 
million farmers will not get here in timeto be heard, but nevertheless we shall 


try to represent them. 


Just before that vote was taken the distinguished gentleman, who 
has championed, as I said, all that class of measures, said: 

The results are as I have stated, that it has destroyed and confiscated prop- 
erty to the value of millions of dollars in the great fruit-growing States, and it 
has the honest business of manufacturing cider vinegar. In the State 
of New York there are over 2,500 cider-vinegar manufacturers; they are men 
of moderate means located all over the State a few milesapart. There are many 
accumulated a little capital, erect large buildings for the 


ae and they buy up the applecrop from their neighbors 
about, paying from 10 to 25 cents a bankel fer the apples. 


Again, he says: 


My own neighbors, I know, have not thought their apple crop to be of suffi- 


cient value to gather the of it suitable for vinegar. They have given 
the apples away to who would come and carry them off. 
s * * * * * 
Bat BGs that to select but just one industry, represented by only ninety 


country,and to give them a monopoly of this thing and put them 


| 
| 
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in a position where they can destroy the fruit-growing interest of the United 
— is certainly not giving equal and exact justice to allour people before the 
aw. 

That was the tone of his whole argument. The Senator from Iowa, 
who seems now to be an advocate of the dairymen, was a zealous op- 
ponent of the proposition of the Senator from New York when the 
vinegar factories were attacked; he maintained, and the Senate was 
satisfied, that the white-wine vinegar made in those factories was made 
by as innocent a process and was as healthy a product as cider made 
from apples; that there was 2 per cent. alcohol in white-wine vinegar 
was admitted, and there was at least that much in cider vinegar was 
conceded, the one being produced from the fermentation of corn and 


I suppose it is bet | the other from apples; alcohol was shown to be the ingredient which 


preserved them both. Congress saw that it was a contest on the part 
of the apple producers to stop the manufacture of it, or tax it so as to 
enable them to sell their cider at a higher price. The argument made 
then by the cider-vinegar men was the same as is made now in regard 
to butter; when forced to tell the grievances, it was that their product 
was excluded by a cheaper article. The effort to force consumers to 
pay 2. higher price was made as earnestly then as it is now. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me just a moment? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; as longas youlike. I happen to have that 
record before me. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam very glad to have the Senator bring out the fact 
that I have been consistent in advocacy of the interest of the farmers 
of this country; but he will certainly remember that contest and the 
discussion well enough to remember that the chief claim for that legis- 
lation was based upon the ground that the whisky-vinegar manufact 
urers succeeded in distilling spiritsand putting them upon the market 
without paying the tax, thereby gaininga great profit out of their frand- 
ulent transactions, and were making a great profit out of the distilled 
spirits thus put upon the market without paying the tax, and they were 
able of course to sell their vinegar for much less than the real cost if 
they had paid the tax onit the sameasonwhisky. That was the basis 
of the argument. 

Mr. BECK. That was the first pretext, and it was proven abundantly 
that with the exception of a few cases in Brooklyn nothing of the sort 
was perpetrated. The Senator from Iowa showed that in his State, and 
the then Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Cameron, in his, and in many 
parts of the country it was shown abundantly that there was no legit 
imate ground for complaint. At last it settled down to the proposition 
I have stated, which was merely to prevent one set of manufacturers 
from underselling another under the pretense that the production was 
dishonest and the product unwholesome. The real trouble was that the 
white-wine vinegar could be made for from 4 to 6 cents a gallon, and 
that the cider vinegar could not be made profitably for less than 10 or 
12 cents a gallon, and that the cheapness of the article, although it was 
admitted to be of superior quality, and that pickles and the thousand 
other things that are put up in vinegar could be carried across the tropics 
to South America in white-wine vinegar, and could not be carried be- 
cause of the fermentation that continued to go on, in cider vinegar, the 
principle objection was that they were underselling their apple-vinegar 
competitors, and the argument made and the petitions filed all urged 
that view. The Legislature of New Jersey sent resolutions here, the 
farmers of New York and Pennsylvania were excited; petition after pe- 
tition came, a numberof which I hold in my hand, all based upon ‘the 
idea that the cheapness of the article was destroying the value of ap- 
ples and the apple trees in the orchards, and that they could not com- 
pete, and therefore they must be protected against a bogus product. 
As I said, many gentlemen who first voted for the measure when they 
understood what it was refused to sustain it and reconsidered the action 
first taken in regard to it when they found that the charges of fraud 
were only made to secure the destruction of fair competition. I am not 
going to read the whole record of the debate, but some of the gentle- 
men who are so zealous for this measure took the true position then. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] said: 

Let me see what the Senator is trying to get at. I agree with him that cider 
vinegar is much the best. I do not believe that the other is nearly as good. I 
do not know for what it can be manufactured. I do not know what sort of a 
business it is that resultsin its being sold for 4,5, or 6 centsa gallon. But sup- 
posing that the people of the Western States get a good table vinegar manufact- 
ured here that they are satisfied with at 4, 5, or 6 cents a gallon, does the Sena- 
tor believe that we ought to insist, by imposing a heavy duty, upon their buying 
his vinegar and my vinegar, the vinegar of New York and of New England, 
simply because we believe it is a better vinegar and can be made cheaper? 
Would the Senator interfere with this market in the West and with this price 
of a product that they are satisfied with? If he would, he would do different 
from whatI would. This is not a question of the production of foreign labor. 
Ido not want anything upon this bil! that obliges the people of the West, if 
they prefer to use a poor vinegar at 4 or5 cents, to take our better vinegar. I do 
not believe it is a part and parcel of a tariff bill. 

That statement pretty much exhausts the argument in this case. If 
the object is to guard against fraud or imposition, the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] which has just been voted 
down gave every man a chance to know what he is buying. That is 
all Congress ought to be asked todo. If there are men who prefer to 
buy and eat oleomargarine or butterine, knowing what it is, why should 
they not do so? We can have it branded, as far as the United States 
has authority to do so, as we have in the District of Columbia and the 
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Territories, that may be supplemented by State authority in the sev- | 
eral States, and will be, if needed, fy the several State Legislatures. | 
Why should men be obliged to pay to the butter dealers or New York 
or the butter dealers of Kentucky or the butter dealers ot any other 
State twice as much as they can get another article for that they pre- 
fer? 

I repeat, the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] exhausted the argument 
in the statement I have read, yet I assume that he too will now vote 
for this bill thinking it may have some effect on the farmers’ votes in 
some election. Aspiring Senators are all anxious to push this bill 
through right or wrong to show what friends they are to the farmer. 

Kentucky makes butter, and has perhaps as good cattle and as good 
grass as any other State, but I do not believe that any of the people of 
my State or any dairyman living in it wants to be protected against 
any body else in this country who manufactures anything that anybody 
wants. This proposition is protection run mad. Ido not know, as 
was said fire other day, why we should not as well protect the breed of 
horses by prohibiting the raising of mules, why we should not protect 
the coal-miners against the natural gas, as was said by the Senator from 
‘Texas the other day, or the gas-men against the ligntof the sun. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was equally pronounced 
when that debate was going on. He said: 

Mr. HAwiey. I am one who is going to change his vote; because we have 
nothing to do with rival processes of manufacture or cutting each other out of 
the market, and allthatsortofthing. If the revenue lawsare evaded by the se- 
cret selling of alcohol developed in these establishments, the existing laws give 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue full power to follow and prosecute these 
men, 

That is what is proposed now. ‘This case was then well stated by 
the Senator from Connecticut. If any law is needed to enable men to 
know what they are buying or restrictions are needed to prevent fraud 
or to prevent the imposition upon the people of an article as being a 
thing that it is not, to the extent of the power of Congress I propose to 
give all the people that security; but when it comes to the question, and 
that is the only one really before us, disguise it as you may, I repeat, 
as the Senator from Connecticut then said: 

We have nothing to do with rival processes of manufacture or cutting each 
other out of the market, and all that sort of thing. 

Nobody denies that the bill is a tax bill, and on its face it is a con- 
stitutional bill, because it professes to do what Congress has a right to 
do; but when gentlemen rise in their places and avow that they do not 
mean to do what the bill proposes, then their action and vote come 
within the denunciation so well stated in the argument made in the 
report which I had read the other day, written, as I said, by one of the 
ablest men in the country, Hon. JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER, of Vir- 
ginia. No man has answered that argument, and, as I can not improve 
it, I will adopt it and read part of it again to see if any Senator will 
attempt to answer it. He says: 


Second, It remains to inquire whether oleomargarine or any other product 
ay be subjected to an internal-revenue tax. 

If the power to lay taxes (Const. U.S., Art. I, secs. 8 and 9) involves the power 
in Congress to select any article for excise or other tax,as seems to be now set- 
tled by the practice of the Government (and no doubt properly so settled), then 
the right to tax oleomargarine is undoubted. 

But your committee are constrained to add that thisis arevenue power. The 
right “ to lay” isconjoined with that “ to collect taxes,” and the righttolay and 
collect is conjoined with the purpose “to pay the debts and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare.”’ The poweris coutereet in order to the duty 
imposed on Congress. It is a trust power, and becomesa right only when used 
for the purpose in view. The tax is the meansto the end, and is only legitimate 
and rightful when needful for the end. 


It is distinctly avowed by the advocates of this bill that they do not 
propose or desire to raise revenue by the taxation imposed in this meas- 
ure for public purposes. It is almost admitted to be an indirect method 
of striking down a business which is obnoxious mainly because it is 
cheapening products. They do not ask to prohibit its manufacture. 
As I said the other day, when the Senator from Texas was speaking, 
they admit upon the face of the bill that the product is one which can 
be legitimately made, one which can be properly used. There is no 
sanitary reason against it. They admit that if a tax of 5 cents a pound 
is paid to the Government it is wholesome. They will hardly venture 
to say that it is not wholesome if it is made freely and cheaply. The 
report I read from continues—I hope Senators will listen and answer 
it if they can: 

To use the tax when needless for revenue, merely to strike down a product or 
an industry, is to abuse a constitutional trust; and while the power may be con- 
ferred, the right to use it in such case can not be asserted. Al power underour 
system is trust power; to use it for the trust makes it a rightful power; to use 
it diverso intuitu is wrongful perversion and abuse of power, and is contrary to 
the Constitution. In other words, as Congress can not forbid the production of 
an article in a State by direct legislation, it can not use a power conferred for 
another — to destroy and prevent such production. To do by indirect 
means what it could not do by direct legislation would bean unworthy evasion 


of constitutional limitations, which can not be sanctioned by an enlightened 
construction of the Constitution. 

It is true that in such cases the judicial power may not be able to declare such 
taxation void, because the judge dare not look into the intents of the legisla- 
tor’s breast; but the legislator who so abuses his trust and wrongfully misuses 
power can not avoid responsibility to his own conscience, bound as it is to sup- 
port the Constitution; for by introspection he will find his motive not 
to be a tax for revenue to the Government, but a tax as a means of destruction 
to the product subjected to it; that is, tax used as an instrument of destruction 
and not as a means of revenue. 


There is not a Senator who proposes to vote for that bill who does 


not know that every word there uttered is true, and that his motiv; 
what Mr. TUCKER says in that report is subversive of all good levis 
tion and contrary to all true constitutional principles. 

I had intended to read more from the debate in 1883 on the vinega; 
bill, but I believe I shall not do so. The Senator from Illinois | \1, 
LOGAN] took part in it, and the then Senator from Wisconsin, Mr, 
Cameron. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in his incisiyg 
way said among other things: 

Mr. President, if I understand the effect of this amendment it will prevent the 
manufacture of what is known as white-wine vinegar, an article of almost u 
versal consumption in the West, which is sold now at an average of 4 or 5 « 

a gallon, and compel all those who use vinegar west of the Alleghany Mount. 
ains to purchase an article of cider vinegar manufactured in New England o; 
New York or Pennsy!vania that will cost at least double that price to every r 
taileonsumer. In addition to that, it will result in the practical destruction of 
a great many hundreds of thousands of dollars that are now invested in t} 
legitimate enterprise of the manufacture of white-wine vinegar. 


I made a short speech, in which I admitted that when -the questio: 
was first presented by the Senator from New York and he claimed th 
existence of such extensive frands I thought the business had better be 
stopped, but upon looking into it, when I found that fraud was only a 
pretext and that the whole object then, as it is now, was to strike down 
and cut off a cheap, wholesome, competing product in order to force men 
to pay more for another product which they do not want, and that was 
not, in many instances, as good for their purposes, I reversed my vote. 
I could not sustain a measure upon the ground that if the people of th: 
whole country were not compelled to pay higher prices for vinegar the 
orchards of New York and New Jersey and Pennsylvania would not be 
valuable, and the apples that they used to make into cider could not 
be sold to advantage. Nor will I now vote to make the people buy 
anybody’s butter at a high price if they do not want it, nor will I de- 
stroy under pretense of taxation a cheap substitute which they like and 
want in order to force them to pay what any butter dealer demands. 
There is neither justice nor decency in such legislation, in my opinion. 

The petitions that are now said to be piled up mountain-high from 
the dairymen are no higher than the petitions that I have been piling 
up and every other Senator has been piling up from men who neve 
heard of the bills whose passage they asked for. They are all in the 
same forms; I suppose I shall present half a dozen more to-morrow from 
people claiming to come from Kentucky. They ask for the passage of 
the following bills: 


1. House bill No. 7887, repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-!and 
acts; 

2. House bill No. 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants 

3. Bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have no! 
been strictly complied with ; 

4. House bint organizing the Territory of Oklahoma; 

5. Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation to settlement 

6. Bill prohibiting aliens from holding fand in the United States ; 

7. Bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holidays, ani 
prohibiting bribery ; 

8. Bill directing disbursements of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and 
substituting Treasury notes for bank notes retired. 


These are wholesale petitions coming by the hundreds to all of us, 
manufactured, as nine-tenths of the petitions that come here are manu- 
factured. I have had petitions sent to me to vote for this bill and | 
have had letters sent to me from people to whom they have been written 
begging them to sign and forward these petitions to Senators and lep- 
resentatives. Here is one [exhibiting] from one Joseph H. Reall, the 
president of the American Agricultural and Dairy Association, 16 
Chambers street, New York. ‘That israthera remarkable place for the 
president of an agricultural and dairy association to live. There is not 
much of a farm around Chambers street, as I understand. It reads as 
follows: 

AMERICAN AGRICULTURAL AND DAIRY ASSOCIATION‘ 
169 Chambers Street, New York, June 8, 18% 


My Dear Sir: We have succeeded in passing our bill through the House of 
Representatives after a most desperate struggle. We had 177 votes for us ani 
101 against us, but the enemy fought our measure for ten days and exhausted 
every means to defeat it. We have now to work upon the Senate, aud | ask 
your best aid toward success with that body. Will you please write your Sen- 
ators, and have all the leading men you can do the same, urging the adopt 
of the House bill regulating the sale of bogus butter and taxing it 10 cents pe! 
pound? The House reduced the tax to 5 cents, but we hope the Senate ww)!!! 
store it. This measure is of the utmost importance to the dairy industry o! | 
United States. 

Our chief opponents in the House were the Southern members, and we fear | 
the Senators from that section will oppose us. Will you, therefore, please « 
municate at once with your sister societies in the South,and urge them to use 
their strongest influence with their Senators in behalf of our bill. Addre-s me 
No. 22 Grant Piace, Washington, D. C. 

Yours, very truly, 
JOS. H. REALL, Presid: 

P. 8.—Please have resolutions adopted by your organization in favor of ' 
bill and send me. 


At an earlier date I find this distinguished president of the Amer an 
Agricultural and Dairy Association wrote other letters. He may be ® 
great farmer. I have heard of most of the great farmers; I have known 
some of them; I have been on the Dalrymple farm in Dakota; | know 
John Alexander, in my own State, and other great farmers; but | never 
heard of Joseph H. Reall, of 189 Chambers street, New York, as being 
the guardian of the great dairy interest of this country till this bill came 
up. He maybe. I do not know him and have nothing to say against 
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him. I do not think he is known in my part of the country. On the 
13th of April, 1886, from the National Hotel at Washington he writes: 


NATIONAL Hore, Washington, D. C., April 13, 1886. 

My Dear Sir: We have just closed a three days’ hearing before the commit- 
tee of Congress, to whom our bill regulating the manufacture gnd sale of imita- 
tion butter was referred, There were present during its sessions representatives 
of the butter trade of New York, Chicago, and Baltimore, over thirty members 
of Congress, and the leading dairymen from several States, The bill was ear- 
nestly advocated and the interest of the committee thoroughly aroused. The best 
measure that can be passed will be reported, and we have assurances of favora- 
ble action by Congress. Over fifty Senators and Representatives have already 
P their support, and we are getting new accessions to our ranks all the 
time. The question is attracting more attention and interest than any subject 
that has been before Congress in twenty years. 

‘As there are thousands of bills in Con, awaiting action, and every mem- 
ber of the Senate and House is engrossed with his multiform duties, it is neces- 
sary thatthe ow coe! measure should be followed up personally to secure 
prompt action, I therefore remain in Washington with some able assistants 
for the purpose of keeping our bill in line. The success of our work means the 
most important results to the dairy industry of America ever accomplished, as 
it will save itfrom ruin and restore it to prosperity. Its importance can not, 
therefore, be overestimated, nor can we do too much for success. 

We have been engaged in the effort now culminating, that of securing na- 
tional J} nm, for many months, and it has involved much expense, in- 
eluding holding of the national convention in New York at a cost of nearly 
$500, besides a vast amount of correspondence, traveling, &c.,and there is much 
to be undergone yet. 

We are in urgent need of funds to pay the remainder of the expense already 
incurred and to cover the work that remainsto be done. I am giving the work 
my whole time and attention, of course free of charge, but I must have help in 
the ex , as I can not afford it myself. I therefore earnestly appeal to you 
for such contributionas youcan make. Please send me here, by check or other- 
wise, as much as you can spare yourself, and collect from others for the cause. 
Any sum will be acceptable and appreciated. 


Then, after giving names of some who are interested, he says: 


Please also circulate the inclosed petitions and get the names of everyfarmer, 
dai n,and factoryman you can reach at once,and return to me as soon as 
I toabove address. Write to each Senator and Member of Congress from 
your State the passage of our bill, and request everybody to do the same; 

that the bogus article be taxed at least 10 cents per pound. 
‘ow is the time for prompt, effective work. Aid us all you can,and we will 
win the great battle for honest nes 

We have succeeded in interesting Congress far beyond my most sanguine 
ex Our bill is the only practicable way of controlling the bogus- 
butter fraud, and it will assist in making our State laws effective. By a long 
pull and a strong pull and a pull all together we sball succeed, and in succeed- 
ing a lasting blessing on the dairy interests of our country. 

will send you a copy of my address, delivered before the committee, if you 
desire it and will so advise me. 


Please favor me with an early response, at the above address, and oblige 
Yours, very truly, 
JOSEPH H. REALL, 
President American Agricultural and Dairy Association. 


P. S.—If you can not do more, send $ fora membership in the association, and 
getall you can to do likewise. This wil] be but a small sum to you in propor- 
tion to the it will do you and all concerned. As showing the interest our 
movement is exciting, I inclose copy of articles from the Washington Star, one 
of the leading journals of the country. 


Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky to read 
again the designation by the writer of himself. 

Mr. BECK. He claims to reside at 169 Chambers street, New York. 
He writes ffom the National Hotel, Washington, and signs himself 
‘President American Agricultural and Dairy Association.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I had not the least idea before that the agricult- 
ural interests of the country were confided to 169 Chambers street. 

.Mr. BECK. I had not the least idea of it before, but strange things 
happen. I read these letters, sent to me by gentlemen, to illustrate 
how petitions are manufactured, just as the other petitions I read were 
manufactured in regard to Oklahoma land grants, &c. ; just as the cider 
vinegar interest got up an excitement in 1883 in the States of New 
York and New Jersey, and all sorts of people petitioned for the passage 
of the Miller vincgar amendment. At last it comes to this 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to inquire what the criticism was upon these 

titions and upon Mr. Reall and upon the mode of obtaining petitions. 

suppose the Senator does not wish to curtail the right of the Ameri- 
ean to petition Congress. 

Mr. Oh, no; I do not pretend to curtail anybody’s rights. 
The active managers have all found out how todoit. Whether Mr. Reall 

is president of the American Association or whether he is the patentee 
of a butter , or whatever he may be, he has a right to get all 
the help he can, and all the petitions he can. He hasa right to hum- 
bug the American Senate if he can, and if he can make us believe that 
itions are genuine, when he may have gotten them up himself 
ae, them outof the money he received from the millions 
were backing him, he has aright to doit. If he got $5 
from all his friends he may be well paid for all the trouble he 
undertaken. I do not say anything against the man’s right nor his 
He is an enterprising citizen, undoubtedly. 
MILLER. Do I understand the Senator to state that the peti- 
which have come here in favor of this bill are bogus and have been 
manufactured by Mr. Reaill? 
Mr. BECK. I do not know whether they are bogus or not. 
Mr. MILLER. I understood the Senator to use that langnage. 
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send petitionstohim. Is Mr. Realladistinguished farmer of this coun- 
try? I do not know him. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Reali of course can take care of himself. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator does not know him—— 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. Reallisa respectable farmer. 

Mr. BECK. Do you know him? 

Mr. SEWELL. 


He is a citizen of New Jersey, a respectable gentle- 


man. 
Mr. BECK. Living in Chambers street, New York. 
Mr. SEWELL. He hasan office in Chambers street, as a great many 


people have who reside just across the river. 

Mr. BECK. Is he a butter maker? 

Mr. SEWELL. 

Mr. BECK. 
arator? 

Mr. SEWELL. 

Mr. BECK. 
against him. 
niunications. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the Senator used Janguage which perhaps if 
he had considered it he would not have employed. If I understood 
him correctly, he stated that these petitions which have come in in favor 
of this bill were bogus and had been manufactured. All I can say about 
it is that those which I have received from my own State have almost 
always come from gentlemen whom I personally know, living in various 
parts of the State. Undoubtedly the heading of these petitions or the 
paper upon which they were written was sent out from the central or- 
ganization, as such things are always done; but I have not presented 
any petitions here from the State of New York that have not been en- 
tirely genuine. In nearly every case they have been forwarded to me 
and vouched for by gentlemen of high character, nearly all of whom | 
know personally. 

As to the other petitions which have come here I know nothing 
about them at all, but as the farmers of this country are scattered over 
a vast territory, and are not thoroughly organized, it is undoubtedly 
necessary that some gentlemen having an interest in the matter should 
undertake to communicate with them and to bring out their views by 
petitions and by letters. That is what has been done in this case, and 
I think d®ne quite correctly and very properly. That is all I desire 
to say about the petitions. 

Mr. BECK. I did not reflect upon any one any further than to give 
the facts. They are before the Senate. A Chambers street merchant 
in New York is here in Washington begging for money and having pe- 
titions sent to him and urging everybody to get up petitions and let- 
ters to Senators and Represenatives, and we are all to believe that they 
originated at home because of the intense interest our people took in the 
matter. It looksa good deal as if there wasa strong effort made to put 
a pressure upon Congress that the people themselves were not trying 
to do. 

ut I have said, and I repeat, I care nothing about these things. I 
believe the amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] goes as far as Congress can go in dealing with the subject. I 
never yet ate any oleomargarine or butterine in my life that I knowof. 
I amso prejudiced against it that I never will eat it unless I change my 
mind; but I do not propose to prevent anybody else from using it if he 
wants to. The Senator from Delaware says if I have eaten it without 
knowing it, it has not hurt me. 

I do not think it has, and I know that a good many people believe 
that it is a substitute for butter more wholesome than much of the but- 
ter that is made in the country. I have eaten butter, I am sorry to 
say, that was not as good as I should like to have it. I assume that 
there are others who like butterine and oleomargarine. Thatis not the 
question. If it ought not to be made at all let us say so, if we think 
we have the power. Taxingit does not makeit any better. Pretend- 
ing to tax it for the purpose of raising revenue (which is the only 
ground on which we can impose a tax) when we do not mean any such 
thing is by indirection to strike it down unjustly and illegally under 
the guise of imposing a tax. I insist that is not good legislation, and 
therefore I oppose this bill in its present shape. 

I am willing to have the article branded and marked and to punish 
all evasions of the law which imposes brands and marks. I am willing 
to make men tell the truth in regard to what they are selling and give 
people who want to buy a chance to know what they are buying, es- 
pecially in regard to what they propose toeat. Noone would go further 
than Lin that direction, but I will not by indirection do what I can 
not do directly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to make a brief contribution to the litera- 
ture of this debate, and will ask the Secretary to read from the second 
annual report of the chief executive viticultural officer to the board of 
State viticultural commissioners of California within the lines marked 
in the document I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


He is engaged in the sale of dairy products. 
He is a butter seller. Has he a patent for a butter sep- 


I do not think he has 
I care nothing about that 


I have nothing to say 
I have said nothing against him 


I have read his com- 


| We have reason to welcome the efforts of viticulturists in States east of the 


Rocky Mountains to establish their industry, In many cases they have made 
notable progress. The vine-growers of the East, whose ambition is to aub- 
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stitute pure wine of native production for spurious compounds, now foolishly 
permitted and indirectly encouraged by the Government, will not only assist in 
enlarging the field of American industry, but will be a powerful ally to his 
brethren in California. We should appeal to him to unite with us in perfecting 
legislation to check the abuses of adulteration and imposition, and to demon- 
strate that, while the Government wisely fosters viticulture, it does not intend 
to overlook fraud and deception. 


SPURIOUS AND ALULTERATED WINES. 


There is a law which provides for the taxation of spurious and adulterated 
wines, It has been nullified by a construction of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment. Our commission has authorized its president to take steps toward ob- 
taining a new ruling. If the law proves ineffective, it is the duty of Co 
to make it operative in such a manner that consumers may be protected from 
imposition and producers against ruinous competition. 

To illustrate the magnitude of this evil, I will quote a portion of a letter 
which I have recently received from a wine dealer of New York. He writes 
under date of August 7, 1884: 

* * © Ast have tasted here some very good Burgundy wine made in Cali- 
fornia from the Pineau grape, I don’t doubt for a moment that your State will 
produce in a few years as good wine as is produced in France. The greatest 
enemy you will have to contend with is the spurious wines. As long as they 
are permitted to be manufactured the wines of the country will linger under a 
cloud, as much of the wine sent here from California is ‘‘ doctored,” and con- 
sequently its quality is spoiled. 

I know two manufacturers of this kind of trash, one with the name of 
on Second avenue, and the other Messrs. , Broad street, New York. They 
each manufacture over 15,000 gallons a month. The former sells it as it ismade 
to the wine dealers throughout the city and country, and also mixes some him- 
self; but the latter are all] using it for mixing with California wines, and send it 
to every State in the Union. Is it to be wondered then that California wines do 
not gain reputation as rapidly as they should, and as their fair quality deserves? 

Iam pleased to see that you will try to influence members of Congress in re- 
spect to enforcing the law. Al! the grape growers of the country and the honest 
wine dealers should petition to have the manufacture of this vile stuff prohibited, 

The essential features of these spurious wines are corn spirits, glucose, acids, 
and flavoring matters,all of which can be put together very cheaply. When 
mixed with pure wines dishonest retailers use the compounds to enable them 
to undersell those who sell pure goods, The consumers are imposed upon, 
money obtained under false pretenses, and our producers are prevented from 
enlarging their markets by reason of the unpopularity which commercial 
swindling causes. The stamp of the internal revenue should follow and iden- 
tify these goods throughout the trade upon all forms in which they reach the 
actual consumer. Such a law would be more effectively enforced than one pro- 
hibiting spurious manufactures- 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish toenlarge thescope of this bill with the view 
of enablingour friends who are in favor of it to correct some other evils 
in this country besides that alleged to exist in regard to butter. 

It was announced by the Senator from New York [Mr. MrLLeR} that 
this was a government of compromises and that the producers of one 
commodity and one section of the country ought to consent to the pro- 
tection of different commodities in the different sections of the country, 
and soon. I do not agree to that view. I do not agree to the princi- 
ple of this bill, but I was asked for an explanation of my amendment, 
and I do not know that I can give a better explanation than by having 
a little more literature read. 

I ask the Secretary to read a letter from Mr. Charles A. Wetmore, 
chief executive viticultural officer of California, to T. H. Sherley, esq., 
of Louisville, Ky. Mr. Wetmore does not appear to have been so 
enterprising as Mr. Reall, who resides in Chamber street, New York, 
and therefore has not flooded Congress with quite so many stereotyped 
petitions as have come in under the head of bogus butter. I should 
like to have that read by way of throwing light on some frauds in this 
country, with a view to giving our friends on the other side an oppor- 
tunity to vote to suppress those. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 








Lovisviie, April 15, 1836. 

GENTLEMEN: Permit me to refer again to the ae of our interview of this 
morning,and to explain briefly the substance of the legislation demanded of 
Congress in the interest of genuine wine producers. 

Our most pressing needs are, namely : 

First. Legislation to prevent fraud and imposition in the wine trade, com- 
pelling the products which are known as imitation, bogus, or compounded wines 
to be sold under stamps which shall identify their true character to all pur- 
chasers, and suppressing entirely all such as contain adalterations known to be 
deleterious to the public health; wines that are pure to be so marked that pub- 
lic eee in them may be established, with stringent penalties for 
markings. 

Second. In the making of genuine sweet wines, the privilege of distilling a 
portion of our grape products, free of tax,to obtain pure wine spirits to fortif, 
such sweet wines according to commercial standard with limitations to su 
privilege as follows: The wines so fortified not to contain after fortification, in- 
cluding the natural strength of the wines as produced by fermentation, more 
than 24 per cent, of absolute aleohol. No wines to beso fortified, free of tax, ex- 
cept such as are positively sweet and showing not less than 4 cent. of sugar 
according to tests made with Balling’s must scale after the distillation of the 
spirit; this privilege to be limited to the original place of wine-making and to 
apply only to pure wines made from grapes rey to wine-makers who distill 
their own wine spirits. 

In case of wines intended for exportation, however, fortification with wine 
spirits, free of tax, withdrawn from bond, for any kind of wine and to any ex- 
tent demanded by foreign markets, under supervision of internal-revenue serv- 
ice, ie ee against fraud and to prevent the reimportation of dry 
wines without payment of the tax on the spirits used in fortification. 

In connection with this brief statement I refer you to the printed copy of res- 
olutions adopted at the last meeting of the State Vitieultural Commissian of 
California, of which I am a member and the authorized executive officer 

We have recently been informed that an effort has been made to obtain con- 
sent of parties interested to the support of a bill permitting the use of any 
spirits, withdrawn from bond, in fortifying any kind of wine to the limit of 24 
per cent. of absolute alcohol, free of tax. Such a bill would be fatal to the 
duction of genuine wines, would destroy the sweet wine n of vine- 
growers while fostering the production of imitation goods, and would lead to 
unlimited stretching and adulterations of dry wines; moreover, it would 
vent the use in wines of the genuine wine spirits of the vi and w 
tax. 


In other words,such a bill might be advocated by those who desire to 


couraging us by your sym 









vine-grower 
makers on account of the ull mipka ke price of other spirits when free of 


compel wine-makers to use grain spirits in sweet wines instead of the pro 
of the vine and by compounders of artificial wines, but could never }. 
advocated by the vine-growers. : 

We know we have to contend against the selfish interest of the latter . 
spurious wine-makers; but we do not believe that distillers of grain spiri 

re to extend the use of their products by sacrificing the interests of the |, 
growers. It has been reported, nevertheless, that some one professing to r-),, 
sent distillers of grain spirits has a: the demand of the sweet-wine 1...) 
ers, th cn of distillers unless the privilege of fortification, free oy 
tax, be extended so as to include their products. We believe that this co}|isio 
has been the result of a misunderstanding of the question. The interes: ,; 
grain distillers are not antagonized by the genuine wine-makers; on the oo 

, our sympathies are with them in respect to many important points. },, 
ing in view relief from oppressive laws and the improvement of the qu. f 
goods on the market. 

Such antagonism as has been reported to be threatened would, if the report 
be true, lead to resistance that would surely be unfortunate for all concere 
The vine-growers will resist with all their influence any effort to permit t!:¢ 115. 
of grain ts, free of tax, in fortifying wines. The reason why we nee: ti, 
free use of wine rits in fortifying sweet wines, and why we would 0) ).0- 
such use in dry wines for domestic trade, have been fully explained to yo 

This letter is addressed to you to ascertain whether in making the dem.:.\\, 
which are set forth there is any reason why any distillers should oppose us, »:, | 
with the hope also that it may elicit from you some expression itively « 
thy. If we have your sympathy and influe: 
these matters we shall confidently hope that the relations between our ind \-tr)c. 
will be such as to secure by harmonious action other laws in which we s!i.!! | 
more mutually interested. 

Respectful ly, yours, 


; 


CHAS. A. WETMORE 
Chief Exeentive Viticultural Officer of Califo 
T. H. SHer.ey, Esq., 
Chairman Committee on Manufactures Board of Trade, 
and Vice-President Kentucky Distillers’ Association, Louisri!!c, ! 
Gro. T. Stage, Esq., 
President Carlisle O. F. C. Distitleries, Frankfort, Ky. 
Caruiste & O. F. C. DisTirLieries 
Frankfort, Ky., April 16, 1336 
Sin: After duly considering your written communication addressed by 5 


to our Mr, Stagg, in which you set forth the legislation desired by the vine- 
growers and brandy distillers in the interest of pure, healthful wines and !)r1: 


dies and for protection against spurious imitations and poisonous adulteration. 
and compounds, we take pleasure in saying we heartily wish you succe<s 
your efforts and will cheerfully lend you any aid in our power to that « 
Genuine wines, brandies, and whiskies aré pure. Pure wines, brandies a 
whiskies, when matured by age, are healthful, and their use, to the exclusion « 
bogus, manufactured compounds sold as wines, brandies,and whiskies, will \» 
more to prevent drunkenness and its attendant evils and to promote tempers)» 
and its attendant blessings than can ever be attained through prohibition, |<! 
option, or high license. 

If Congress would make a law prohibiting the adulteration of all kin«; 
wines and spirits, intended for consumption as beverages, or use as medic: 
it would be a deserved protection to the interests of honest vine-growers 
distillers, and a much-needed protection to the health of all consumers, w! 
as beverages or as medicines. . 

Distillers of fine whiskies geveneliy will indorse your proposed mea : 
and we think they should assist you by their influence with their Represe::! 
tives and Senators in getting early and favorable action on them. 


Yours, truly, 
EB. H, TAYLOR, JR., COMPAN \ 
By GEO. T. STAGG, President. 
Cuas, A. Wermore, Esq., 
Vice-President and Chief Executive Officer, 
State Viticultural Commission of California, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have had these letters read with a view of exp)ain- 
ing to the Senate the object of the amendment I haveoffered. I stated 
a while ago that I was opposed te this bill in principle, and I shal! vote 
for this amendment with the understanding that if the amendmen! 
shall be adopted I shall then vote against the bill. I believe that this 
whole system of legislation is not only unconstitutional, but vicious in 
the extreme. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER. If this amendment which is proposed were now 
fore this body as a distinct bill would the Senator from South Carolinas 
support it? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. I announced distinctly that I was oppos! 
to all this class of legislation as vicious and unconstitutional. ° 

Mr. MILLER. I can hardly see the object then of the Senator 0 
ing it as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. My object is to test the sincerity of the advocates 0! 
this bill. They announce that they want to suppress a fraud by using 
the taxing power of the Government to destroy a legitimate, bona fic, 
honest industry; that they desire to suppress what they call a fraud; an 
I simply want to call their attention to the fact that there are other 
grievances and other evils of farmers in this country, grape-growe'. 
viticulturists, and wine-makers; that they also would like to have the 
in ition of Congress to prevent fraud. I merely desire to give the 
friends of this bill an opportunity to vote for that also to suppress 2s 
great an evil, or, as I think, a greater evil than the one of which the 
Senator complained the other day in his speech. That was my object 
Later on in the debate I may have something to say, but for the pres- 
ent I shall content myself with this explanation of the amendment. 

Mr.MILLER. Mr. President, I dislike very much to have the =«1- 
ator from South Carolina vote in favor of an amendment to which he | 
opposed in principle, and I know that a great many of the Senators he'« 
are in favor of the principle contained in that amendment. I did no! 
listen to it carefully and can not say whether I would approve of all i 
provisions or not; but of the principle I am decidedly in favor. There 
fore, in order that the Senator from South Carolina may not feel con- 
strained to vote for a measure which he does not approve and thinks 
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unconstitutional, and in order that other Senators may not be compelled 
to vote against proposition which they believe to be right in itself but 
think it would be unwise to put upon this bill, as it might endanger 
its final passage, I move to lay this amendment on the table, and ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator to withdraw that. Let us have 
the courage of our convictions. 

Mr. MILLER. I can not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will not cut off debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from South Carolina that the motion of the Senator from New York is 
not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not debating it. I simply asked the Senator 
from New York to withdraw it so as to let us have a fair, honest, even- 
handed vote on the amendment, and not dodge the question. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator having stated that he was against his 
own proposition, I want to save him from that sort of vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be able to take care of myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. CALL. * Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CALL. I did not wish to debate it; but as the amendment is 
a long one and can not be reported without consuming time, I wish to 
ask the Senator from South Carolina if his amendment proposes to do 
anything more than require these articles to be labeled and stamped? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; it imposes a tax. 

Mr. CALL. What is the amount of the tax? 

Mr. BUTLER. I forget the amount now. 

Mr. HARRIS. It proposes to apply the principle of the bill to adul- 
terated wines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for on 
the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. ALpRIcH] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when Mr. McPHERSON’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] is absent on account of sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. MoRRILL’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. MORRILL] is, as I have often said, absent sick, and is paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], but if my col- 
league were here he would vote “‘ yea’’ on this motion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr] on the passage of this bill. I do not 
know how he would vote on this amendment if present, and I there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll-ca]! was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE, Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Prke]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON ]}. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALprIcH], who is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote, =. announce my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SABIN }. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Platt, 
Blair, Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Evarts, Logan, Sewell, 
Chace, Frye, McMillan, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mahone, Spooner, 
Conger, Hale, Miller, Teller, 
Cullom, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg. Vest, 
Dawes, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—16, 
Beck, Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, 
Brown, Gray, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hampton, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Whitthorne. 
ABSENT—23. 
Snes, Fair, eevee, Ransom, 
George, anderson, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Bowen, Hearst, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Ingalls, Morrill, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Eustis, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I thinkit rightto occupy ten minutes or so of the 
time of the Senate in trying to correct the impression which Senators 
te this bill seem to have that we are taxing one legitimate and 
honest industry of the country of our own citizens for the benefit and 
of another legitimate and honest industry. Ido not un- 
it that way atall. If I did I should vote against it. 
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I suppose, Mr. President, that out of every hundred people who eat 
these compounds called oleomargarine and butterine and whatever, at 
least ninety-five, and I believe ninety-nine, eatthem supposing them to 
be butter in the sense in which our grandfathers and grandmothers, 
and we when we werechildren, understood that term; that the work- 
ingman and the laborer and the small village shopkeeper, everybody 
that keeps house and everybody that has anything to do with the 
social progress of this Republic of ours, when he gets this commodity 
gets it supposing it to be butter in the sense in which I have defined 
it, and he eats it on that supposition; and if when he bought it he 
knew that it was another and adifferent thing and did not contain any 
butter at all, he would not have bought it. And I think that is just 
as true of the poorest of the poor laborers as it is of the richest of the 
rich, whoever they may be, because no man is so poor, no man is 80 
weak, no man is so feeble, no man is so debased as to like to becheated 
Whether a man be atruth-telling man himself and a true-dealing man 
himself, he wishes every other man to tell him the truth and to deal 
truly withhim. When therefore I can do anything to repress a fraud 
upon this class of people I think I am doing them a service, and I am 
sure they will believe that I am doing them a service 

Thesame on the‘other hand is true of the farmer, the butter-maker 
of the country. When he sells his butter he wishes it to be sold as 
butter, he wishes to get the benefit of it, and he has a right to get the 
benefit of manufacturing and selling the thing that he produces for 
what it really and truly is; butif he undertakes to sell butter for some 
thing that is finer than that, if he melts it up and turns it by some 
contrivance into an imitation of salad oil, he would be called a cheat 
who ought to be repressed, so far as the power of the law-making part 
of the Government can go to repress him. 


Nobody disputes that in the abstract, I suppose. If anybody does 
dispute it, then we have this simple proposition: The fact exists over 
this immense Republ’« that into every household that does not make 


its own butter, and therefore knows what it is doing, there is brought 
a fraud and a cheat, and amen I say ‘‘every household ’’ I allow for 
the very small percentage Of people who eat this commodity knowing 
it to be whatitis. In that state of things I should suppose we would 
all agree that whatever constitutional power a State may have, or the 
United States may have, ought to be exerted to repress it. I take it 
nobody can deny that. 

Then we come to the constitutional difficulties presented by theSen 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and other gentlemen who have pre- 
sented them with great ingenuity, the Senator from Texas | Mr. Coke} 
in particular, I now remember, about the bill being itself something 
like oleomargarine; that is to say, a fraud and a humbug, a pretense. 
I deny it. The taxing power of every civilized community from the 
time taxes in a systematic way began down to this day, of every State 
of this Union, of every civilized country upon the face of the globe, has 
always been exerted by discrimination of burdens, by selections, by ex- 
emptions, in order to promote the general welfare of that community 
as it appeared to the persons who had the power to make its laws. 

I do not believe there is an instance in the whole history of civiliza- 
tion of a systematic tax law that did not on the face of it show that the 
taxing power was exerted not merely with an eye to getting money into 
the treasury, but also with the distinct and avowed purpose, proper, 
wholesome, beneficial to the community, of taxing by discrimination 
against employments and objects which were not so beneficial to the 
whole community as others—some of them may be deleterious—and 
by exempting, which is the same thing, some things which were so uni- 
versally for the general benefit, as churches and charities and school- 
houses and so on from taxation entirely, which involves precisely the 
same principle. 

The Congress of the United States by the Constitution, as everybody 
agrees, has power to impose customs taxes called duties, and if you 
turn to the standing customs laws of the United States from the begin- 
ning of the Government down to this day, you will find in those tax 

laws prohibitionsagainst the bringing into this country of sundry things 
which are supposed by the lawmaking power to be deleterious to its 
general welfare. ‘There is one section of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States which embraces an enumeration of those things. 

Upon what principle does it go? It goes upon the principle that the 
Constitution has expressed in terms that taxes, &c., are to be imposed 
to pay the debts, to provide for the common defense, and to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States; thatis, toexert the taxing power 
in such a way, by such exceptions, by such prohibitions, by such differ- 
entiations of burdens as shall promote the general good of the whole 
body of society. That is the express purpose of the taxing power, as 
much as it is the express power to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense of the people of the United States 

The taxing power of the United States is just as extensive, just as 
supreme, just as illimitable as the taxing power of every State is; and 
will anybody stand up and deny that it is within the just competence, 
in the legislative sense (Iam not now speaking of the judicial sense 
at all, because everybody gives up that and admits that this measure 
is constitutional in court, so far as I have heard), of any State to make 
such a provision? In every State of this Union, I repeat, discrimina- 
tions of this kind, involving precisely the same principle, have been in 
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operation by common and univeral consent from its foundation down 
to now. 

I happen to have here an instance of it which I have taken simply 
because my honorable friend from Texas assailed the constitutional 
principle in its legislative sense of this bill as making a discrimination 
against one kind of manufacture and one operation of business and in 
favor of another—the statutes of the State of Texas. I turn to their 
tax laws,and I find that special and onerous taxes are laid, just as I 
have said, in general, upon a great variety of operations which are sup- 
posed some of them to be less beneficial to the general welfare than 
others. Some of them are supposed, I imagine, as they would be in 
most States if carried on at all, to be rather injurious to the general 
welfare, and yet not so injurious as to require the sovereign power to 
prohibit them altogether, but if they are to go on at all they are to go 
on bearing a burden out of proportion to the value of their operation, 
and they are to pay this burden of taxation because they ought to be 
discouraged. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator mean to have the Senate under- 
stand that the State of Texas authorizes a tax for any other purpose, 
than that of raising revenue to support the government of the State of 
Texas? kr 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I do not. I do not mean to say that the 
Congress of the United States authorizes a tax for any other purpose, 
or that any State does. There is a difference between purpose and 
motive, as I understand. The purpose of this bill on its face and.in 
its effect is to put a certain amount of money into the Treasury of the 
United States, which will be paid out under appropriations made by 
law, and not otherwise, and for objects that the Constitution author- 
izes, and not other objects. That is tRe purpose and effect of the bill. 
The motive which leads us to support it is the same motive which 
leads every State; and, as I say, I only take Texas to illustrate, for it 
is just so in Vermont, although we prohibit some things that Texas 
allows; it is just so everywhere. The motive which leads the taxing 
power to discriminate in favor of one opermtion of society or one species 
of property and against another is the mofive of intending to promote 
in the best way it can the general good of the whole body of the com- 
munity. 

Otherwise, as my friend [Mr. DAweEs] suggests, the simple mission 
of every taxing power would be merely a horizontal proposition to tax 
everything according to its appraised value, and to deny the right of 
any State and of Congress to tax any special employment or calling of 
any kind; you could not require a license for anything, for that is a 
special and peculiar affair; you could not have any State to raise rev- 
enue except simply to say there shall be an appraisal of everything 
that can be felt or seen that is property, and levy a uniform rate upon 
it for carrying on the operations of the society of a State as well as of 
the United States; for I repeat, as it is important in my mind, that 
the taxing power of the United States is just as complete, just as illimit- 
able, just as sovereign as‘is the taxing power of every State; and I 
never heard anybody deny it. 

Now, let me take Texas, just to illustrate, because, as I say, Ver- 
mont is just the same, except that we prohibit some thiags that Texas 
allows;- but that is a question of internal discretion. Texas, for in- 
stance, lays a very heavy tax upon liquor dealers, a less heavy tax upon 
lager-beer sellers, a still less heavy tax upon merchants, a heavier tax 
than upon merchants on drummers, a still heavier tax upon patent- 
medicine peddlers, as it is generally supposed that most people can get 
along without patent medicines, I presume; and upon every fortune- 
teller a tax of $200 a yearis laid. A man who tells one single fortune 
is taxed $200. Why’? Whatisthe principle upon which that is done? 
I can run down through a great list of other things, but I do not wish 
to take up the time. It is upon the solid and just principle that the 
business of fortune-telling is not necessary to the welfare of a State, 
and while the State chooses for the time being not to prohibit it alto- 
gether, as it is an innocent delusion or whatever, the men who tell 
fortanes or the women who tell fortunes are to pay for every year of 
their occupation $200; and so on. 

As I said, the principle upon which that rests is (and I could run 
through a long list of other things) that the taxing power of the State 
of Texas, like the taxing power of every other State and of the United 
States, is exercised wisely and judiciously by imposing extraordinary 
taxes upon those occupations and employments which are not so use- 
ful to the community as others, and still heavier taxes upon those oc- 
cupations and employments which are of no benefit to the community, 
even if they are sufficiently innocent in themselves to be tolerated at all. 

That being the principle, Mr. President, when you come back to its 
application to this instance we find the fact to be—at least I do—that 
while the manufacture of oleomargarine as such may be admitted to be 
a perfectly legitimate performance, and as such may be admitted for the 
purpose of this argument to be just as legitimate and worthy as the 
manufacture of butter (for the purpose of this argument I say), its ef- 
fect upon society is a fraud and a cheat upon ninety-five one-hundredths 
of the people who eat it, and a wrong and a fraud upon the people who 
make the honest thing and sell the honest thing that it pretends to be 
when it is sold to the man who has to eat it. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Simply with aview of understanding his position, 
because I really should like to understand it. Do I understand the 
Senator to say that the taxing power of Congress has no limitation 
whatever upon it, and that it may go on and tax, we will say, bogus 
oil or bogus sugar or bogus candy or bogus wine or bogus vinegar with- 
out limit—I understand the Senator to take that ground—without re- 
gard to the requirements of the Treasury for revenue? DolI understand 
that to be his position ? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not what I said, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. But does not the Senator agree to that propcsition ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I do not agree toit for the purposes of the ar- 
gument that Iam now making, whether it is right or wrong in the ab- 
stract. My proposition now, which is enough for this bill, is that the 
purpose of the bill as distinct from its motive or a part of its motive 
is to put money into the Treasury, and that is its effect. That is the 
tax. The motive which leads me and others to vote for it is that we 
are discriminating and levying a tax upon the people of the United 
States in such a way as that while it brings money into the Treasury 
to be spent on appropriations made by law for legitimate objects it dis- 
courages fraud and encourages truth. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whether the Treasury needs the money or not ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a question for the Senator and for me. | 
think the Treasury needs the money. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ah! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to take the taxes off from some 
other present objects of taxation and increase them upon this so long 
as it is the mere instrument of fraud, and so keep the revenues within 
a proper bound. I do not know that they are yet. As to these tales 
we have heard told about an enormous surplus of the revenue in the 
Treasury, when we come to examine the obligations of the United 
States as they would be if they were the obligations of a private banker 
or a financial institution we shall find, I suspect, that we have not any 
such enormous surplus of money as many people seem to suppose. But 
that is apart from this question. 

I have never heard the constitutionality of a tax yet attacked upon 
the ground that the tax was unnecessary. That is a question of reason, 
a question of discretion, a question of judgment, but it is not a ques- 
tion of constitutional power. Supposing the United States did not 
owe a dollar and that every one of its officials and servants, including 
Senators, served without pay, as the members of the Parliament of 
Great Britain do, I believe, and that there was nothing due from the 
United States to any human being, I take it that nobody would deny 
the constitutionality of a bill which should say that a direct tax should 
be raised of $10,000 over the whole United States and put into the 
Treasury, without saying what it was for, as no proper tax law ever 
did say what a tax was for, only to provide the Treasury with the 
means that the law-making power should afterward use for the com- 
mon benefit and general welfare. 

Mr. BUTLER. I of course do not desire to place my opinion against 
that of the Senator from Vermont, but for fear that he might think by 
my remaining silent that I agreed to that proposition, I will say that 
I am not able to sce that it is constitutional. Congress has no such 
power under the Constitution whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say in the case | have 
supposed that the judicial department of the Government, which was 
organized for that purpose, would hold that it was an unconstitutional 
tax, and that he and I could resist the payment of our share ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not undertake to say what the judicial de- 
partment of the Government would hold, but I do not believe that 
Congress has any power under the Constitution to levy a tax for any 
purpose except for revenue; and not requiring revenue, I think that 
the exercise of that power would be clearly in violation of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Taking that then as the Senator states it, it would 
be a clear defense for him and me, if the Congress of the United States 
to-day, on his statement that we do not need any money for revenue, 
should impose a tax per capita according to population upon the States, 
a tax of $1 apiece, that we could resist the collection of that tax in the 
courts of law of the United States by proving that Congress had not 
any present need for the money, and would not know what to do with 
it if it it. I can not agree to that p ition. I never saw any- 
thing of that kind in any of the innumerable tax questions which have 
been raised in the courts. I never saw such a thing hinted at eithe: 
in the judgment of the courts or in the arguments of counsel. 

There is one very interesting instance of motive and purpose that has 
been drawn in question in the act that taxed 10 per cent. per year on 
the circulation of State banks, State institutions created by a State, 
carried on under its authority by a franchise only derived from the sov- 
ereignty of theState. A bank called the Veazie Bank ina case reporte( 
I think in eighth Wallace: resisted the payment of this tax upon the 
ground, among others, that the purpose, intent, and motive, taking 1t 
fore and aft, as sailors would say, from beginning to end, of Congress 
was to abolish and destroy the circulation of State banks. Everybody 
knows that that was itspurpose. Yet the Supreme Court of the Unite! 
States held, as they were bound to hold, that they had nothing to de 
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with the motive of the legislative power in exerting a function which 
the Constitution had directly reposed on it, and that if the effect of the 
tax, as it was admitted to be, would be to absolutely destroy and put 
out of existence all the circulation of the State banks, it was a per- 
fectly legitimate exercise of the constitutional power of Congress, and 
it would be for the people to say whether Congress had exercised the 

wer of taxation in a just way or not; that there was no question of 
law about it at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Wasnot that decision upon the principle that it was 
the duty of Congress to provide a uniform currency for the United 
States? Was not that the leading principle in that case? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it was a tax principle. It wasa tax law. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a tax law and a tax principle. 

Mr. BUTLER. By Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thenwecome back to the simple proposition that 
in the judicial sense a judicial court can neither inquire into the object 
or purpose to which the money is to bedevoted when it comes into the 

, nor into the motive of the legislative power in laying such a 
tax. When you come back to our constitutionallduty as legislators, 
bound by the same Constitution to proceed upon just principles for the 
common welfare of the United States, which in terms, I repeat, we are 
authorized and required to look to in the levying of taxes, we come 
back to the proposition that here is.an instrumentality of revenue car- 
ried on, the effect if not the object of which is to cheat and defraud 
every consumer of that commodity, and in ninety-five instances in a 
hundred it does cheat and defraud him, whether he be poor or whether 
he be rich. 

That being the case, acting upon the principles that every taxing 
sovereignty has acted upon, every State in the Union, South Carolina 
and Vermont alike, we discriminate against frauds and tax them 
heavily, while we do not undertake to tax the honest and useful em- 
ployments in which everybody may engage and which everybody knows 
the truth of. There is the distinction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say that Congress 
has not the power directly to suppress these frauds by criminal statute. 
I should like to know his opinion on that subject, if Congress has the 
direct power to suppress these frauds he speaks of by criminal statute, 
making it a penal offense to commit such a fraud? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot think it has, except in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories. — - 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As aregulation of commerce I have no doubt that 
Congress would have the power to say that no false and fraudulent com- 
modity of this kind should be transported from one State to another 
except upon regulations which would operate in effect to prevent its 
being gotten out of one State and intoanother. ‘That may be, but that 
does not touch the question. To go back to the tariff laws, Congress 
has no right to say that no obscene publication shall be sold in the streets 
of New York, but it has the right to say, as it has from 1789 down to 
now, that no obscene publication shall be brought into the State of New 
York from any foreign country. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is under the postal clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a regulation of commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So we come back tothe simple proposition-—— 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Vermont? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont yield 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Vermont spoke of the case of the 
Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, and stated very correctly that that was an ex- 
ercise of the taxing power to destroy the circulation of the State-bank 
notes. I should like to call his attention to the ground upon which 
the court placed the exercise of that power. They say that Congress, 
inasmuch as it has the control over the circulation of its own notes, ‘‘may 

by suitable enactments, the circulation of any notes, not is- 
sued under its own authority.’’ Without this power its attempts to se- 
cure a sound and uniform currency for the country would be futile, and 
upon that ground the court decided that Congress may either by the 
taxing power or in any other way suppress the circulation of a compet- 
ing currency. But they do put it upon the ground that Congress has 
the power to forbid the circulation of a currency that competes with 
that established by Congress. Here there is no pretense of course that 
i has the power to suppress the industry which is aimed at by 

is 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that was one of the grounds, and the Senator 
will find the other I have stated, and still a third one. ‘The courthad 
three or four very good reasons for deciding as it did. But we do not 
stand upon an implied power to protect the circulation of the United 
States in that case as applied to this. We stand upon the express 
power that the Constitution in terms reposes in Congress to levy taxes 
in such a way as to promote the common welfare of the people of the 
United States, and if it is not to promote the common welfare of the 
people of the United States to protect fifty millions of consumers who 
suppose they are eating butter when they are cheated into buying what 
not butter then I do not know what the common welfare is. 
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I had supposed that the common welfare even in this day was to re- 
eress, so far as we had the power to do it, frauds and cheats, just as it 
was true at the conrmon law in England from whence we came that the 
man who sold this very thing, if it had existed, under a false label as 
pretending to be one thing when it was another was guilty of a misde- 
meanor at the common law, and he could be indicted and punished for 
it, just as we know as between private citizens that the man who un- 
dertakes to sell his goods under a trade-mark that pretends they are the 
goods of somebody else has committed a wrong which a court of equity 
will enjoin. So we have here the express letter of the Constitution re- 
quiring us to so levy our taxes as to provide for the common welfare of 
our people. I propose to levy them in this instance so as to provide for 
the common welfare of the fifty million or sixty million people who 
every day (and I do not know but that I am the victim of it now that 
I have to take my meals at a hotel) are given what is supposed to be 
butter and what they ask for as bytter when it is not that at all; and 
I suppose it to be providing for the common welfare of the people of the 
United States when I guard the most universal and the most funda- 
mental of its industries and the best of its people against being made 
the victims and sufferers by the fraud that is committed upon the con- 
sumer. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator if that might not have been 
obviated by the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee requiring all these manufactures to be branded? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Far from it, only here in the District of Columbia. 
It might protect me while here, but on my way home it would not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Secretary to read the language of the 
honorable Senator from Vermont the other day when he was discussing 
the riverand harbor bill. His language was so in accord with my views 
upon such questions, and was so wise and statesmanlike, that I want 
to contrast it with the utterances he has just given upon this floor. IL 
will ask the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I can imagine that the people of the interior of New Engiand, which has as 
many good streams in proportion to its size as any other part of the country, 
would be glad to have their little streams cleaned out; the floatage of logs and 
of timber would be vastly helped; but somehow or other the New England Rep- 
resentatives and Senators have not in general, or in particular so far as I know, 
felt at ~~ time in the history of this Government that it was a part of the mis- 
sion of the national Treasury to do that thing, or that it was a part of our 
mission to ask the national Congress to do it or to help ustodoit. Perhaps we 
were wrong, but I have been brought up in that idea, 

Therefore, without enumerating, as we have in the debates, two or three mere 
sample instances—it would take until December to go through with them all in 
detail, of course—I have felt and feel now that the totality of this business, in- 
stead of being beneficial in this extreme way to the public interests at large, is 
injurious, and that it is teaching the people of the United States in its remotest 
interior districts, of Vermont or of Illinois or of Mississippi, or wherever, to be 
looking to the national Capitol and the national Treasury for everything that 
is to be done instead of depending upon themselves for their local prosperity, 
their local progress, and their local improvement. 

I do not believe that it is a good thing for a republic, and I believe the sooner 
we begin to be taught by the people of the United States and to teach them so 
far as they need it that the man who is to prosper in this world and the com- 
munity that is to prosper must in respect of its immediate objects be taught to 
take care of itself, will have done a good work for the welfare and happiness 
and prosperity of the whole people. 

_ When it comes to wide national objects, what is a real commerce and naviga- 
tion between States, or a real commerce without navigation (because naviga- 
tion is only a mere incident and part of commerce), a real and necessary inter- 
course between States that cover a continent from the Atlantic to the shores of 
the tranquil sea, then whatever is necessary to promote intercourse, exchange, 
travel, and products, unifying and solidifying the oneness of feeling that beiongs 
to a common people, reserving their separate and independent local State rights, 
ought to be encouraged. 

Now, where are you todraw the line? Our fathers began by drawing the line 
at a point that would take, I think, more than 50 per cent. out of this bill, that 
for all the objects which forty years ago by men as intelligent and patriotic as 
we are and by a people as intelligent and patriotic as we are would be thought 
to have been within the competence of Congress,can be reached and accom- 
plished with less than half the money there is in this bill. 

_ But it is in the Senate as it is everywhere else in this world, I suppose, as it is 
in tax bills, and tariff bills, and everything else that affects the people. If I 
find that a tax isto be imposed upon some particular product of the commu- 
nity where I happen to reside and with whose special and local interests I am 
identified, I fee! that an equal and asimilar tax in some way should be imposed 
upon the products and industries of the rest of my brethren in the United States 
for the common purpose of us all. When some product of one State or com- 
munity is to be protected I naturally feel,and every other Senator naturally 
feels, that in some just and equal relation the products and industries that need 
it of the communities with whom he is specially identified ought to be protected. 
That makes equality; and in general it is supposed you can not have it in any 
other way. 


Mr. BUTLER: My object in calling attention to the utterances of 
the Senator from Vermont, which I repeat I think were words of wis- 
dom, was to show that the Senator has just had an opportunity of vot- 
ing for the protection of another industry which has been clamoring 
for protection in this Congress, and has cast his vote against it. I 
simply desire the Senate and the country to look on that picture and 
then on this, and judge for itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What have I cast my vote against? 

Mr. BUTLER. Against the amendment I offered. I do not know 
whether the Senator was in the Senate Chamber or not. The amend- 
ment I offered was to protect the wine interests of the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not, thanks to the wise prudence of my 
friend from New York, cast my vote against it at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Practically. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not practically, because I assure the Senator froma 
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South Carolina that I should be willing to join him, either at this ses- 
sion or any other session, on a properly matured and carefally guarded 
bill, to provide for taxing every species of frandulent manufacture that 
there is in this country, and, if I can, taxing it out of existence. Oleo- 
margarine is only one, wine is another, drugs are another. Even the 
soap that we wash our hands and faces with every morning, and partly 
as a consequence of using the beef fat that ought to go into soap for 
making what is called butterine, &c., is a fraud and humbug, part of 
it, and injurious. My friend will find in me a humble but a devout 
follower in his crusade against all manner of lies and cheats and frauds. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am glad to hear it, Mr. President. 

Mr. VANCE. What is before the Senate now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The oleomargarine bill, so called. 

Mr. VANCE. Have all the amendments been di of so far? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ali the amendments offered have been 
disposed of. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is an amendment pending which 
I have offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware of it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the shadow even of a pretense that this is 
a revenue bill has been effectually removed not only by the history of 
the bill since it came into Con but by the open and undisgui 
declaration of the Senator coins dem of it upon this floor. The 
bill came into Congress not from the Finance Committees of either body, 
but from the Committees on Agriculture. 

In the closing sentence of his elaborate argument here the Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER] distinctly and emphatically declared 
that he was proud to array himself as an advocate ‘‘of protection with 
incidental revenue.’’ The Senator from Vermont supplements that dec- 
laration by putting the right to enact this legislation under the general 
or common welfare clause of the Constitution. The logical and inev- 
itable result of the argument just made by the Senator from Vermont 
is to absolutely eradicate the police powers of the States and to put into 
the hands of the General Government the right to control and regulate 
the health and food products of the people of the United States with- 
out regard to the State governments. 

With great respect for that eminent jurist, I proclaim this a mon- 
strous doctrine. It teaches the people of the United States that there 
is no necessity for their State governments. It says to them you must 
go to Washington city and to the General Government for all legislation 
inside your States and as to your domesticand police affairs. If hisar- 
gument amounts to anything at all, it teaches this logically and noth- 
ing else, for under the general-welfare clause of the Constitution there 
is no use for the States, and Congress can do anything. 

The power to tax is the power to destroy, and while the Senator ad- 
mits that Congress can not say in so many words that a certain avoca- 
tion or a certain production shall not exist within a State, in the same 
breath he declares that by using the taxing or revenue power we have 
the right to destroy any product inside of any State in this whole Union. 
If that does not destroy all the ideas that the fathers of the Constitu- 
tion had when they created that document, if that does not reverse 
every decision of the Supreme Court of the United States from the case 
of Gibbons vs. Ogden, in 9 Wheaton, down to the last session of that 
tribunal, I can not understand constitutional history or judicial dec- 
larations. 

The first question that meets us in the discussion of this bill-is its 
purpose. Is ita revenue measure? The Senator from Vermont says 
that he believes there is a necessity for collecting more revenue and 
placing it in the Treasury of the United States, and he seeks to evade 
the argument by simply declaring that to be his opinion. How any 
intelligent legislator can come to the conclusion that this country needs 
more revenue to-day passes my comprehension. 

I have here an estimate and statement in regard to the revenues and 
expenses of the Government. Of course we are compelled for the fiscal 
year to make simply a conjectural estimate, but we can arrive ata very 
near approximation to the real state of the case. We have revenue 
from customs duties, $190,000,000; we have revenue from internal rev- 
enue taxes, $115,000,000; we have revenue from miscellaneous sources, 
$30,000,000; making the total revenue for the year $335,000,000. 
Against this we have ordinary expenditures, $160,000,000;.interest on 
the public debt, $45,000,000; pensions, $80,000,000; leaving for the 
sinking fund, &c., $50,000,000. 

It has been said here and elsewhere that Congress intends to take the 
= from some —— — in the future, some other article that is now 

ing taxed under the general legislation of Congress. Both parties in 
the last canvass declared that their mission here during this session of 
Congress was to reduce taxation upon the people; and yet with this sur- 
plus in the Treasury existing there as we know beyond any sort of ques- 
tion, we are called upon now to indulge in the most odious form of tax- 
ation, that of collecting additional excise duties or internal revenue. 
We are called upon to add to this system which has been odious to the 
American people since the days of Mr. Jefferson. 

I believe that if this bill is enacted and becomes a law the Supreme 
Court of the United States would declare it to be constitutional, be- 
cause every intendment would be made in favor of the motives that 
actuated Congress in passing the bill. Under the general constitu- 
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tional power to impose taxes the Supreme Court would make « 
intendment in favor of the constitutionality of the law; but that < 
not relieve us as legislators. I am asked here now, not as a judy: 
as a legislator, to exercise the great constitutional power of taxat 
and I have no doubt that if by my vote I put one dollar upon any 
zen of the United States in the shape of tariff taxation or interna] 
enue taxation over and above the necessities of the Government, | 
late my oath of office palpably and distinctly. 

If the Senator from Vermont is correct in his position then the » 
to tax is a police power, and as a matter of course you eradicate a 
quiry as to whether the taxes are necessary to carry on the Govern: 
or not. Under the general-welfare clause, which, asSancho Panza - 
ofsleep, ‘‘ covers one all over like a blanket,’’ you can exercise the p 
powers of the State through the legislation of the General Go, 
ment and you overturn every precedent and every decision of the s 
preme Court of the United States from 9 Wheaton down to the 
session of that tribunal. 

I have no question but that the Supreme Court would assume that 
Congress had discovered the necessity for this tax if the bill becomes a 
law, but that does not relieve me from the primary inquiry which | 
must make as an honest legislator, have I a right to take this money 
out of the pockets of the people unless it is necessary to carry on the 
Government? Judge Miller said in a recent decision: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of tlic 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid privat. 
enterprise and build up private fortunes, is none the less robbery because |: 
done under the forms of the law and is called taxation. 

Judge Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, says: 

Constitutionally.a tax can have no other basis than the raising of rev: 
for public om pes and whatever governmental exaction has not this basi. 
tyrannical and unlawful. 

The party of which I am a member declared in its national platform 
in Chicago: 

We demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public purposes 
and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically administered 


** Public purposes ’’—not to build up one industry at the expense oi 
another, not to go into the States and outrage the police powers whic! 
are given by the Constitution to the State governments alone. 

Every honest man within the sound of my voice and in this who 
land knows that the bill is not to raise revenue, but that it is to |e 
passed because of the clamor raised in the name of the dairies of the coun- 
try and because all sorts of prejudice and passion are sought to be « 
cited against the oleomargarine manufacturers as monopolists who ; 
making enormous fortunes by fraud and outrage upon the people. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri for a moment to the legal question raised by the Senator fro 
Vermont. By the exercise of the taxing power, or the power to lay ani 
collecttaxes, duties, imposts, and excises, we havealready raised enous): 
and more than enough, for the needs of the Government, and now we 
are called upon to further exercise that power by raising a large «:- 
ditional amount. I ask as a legal proposition whether the exercise 0! 
a power that is unnecessary does not by the very reason that obvious|y 
was not a necessity make it unlawful? In other words, if there be 1) 
lawful necessity for the exercise of the power, can there be a law!u! 
reason for its exercise? 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that it is an unlawful exercise of t! 
power. We have no right to vote one dollar of tax upon any cit 
of the United States unless it is necessary to pay the expenses ani 
ligations of the Government. 

I know that one of the popular and ordinary methods of me:' 
this argumeiit from any one in thisChamber is to point to certain \«\«- 
that have been given when there was some doubt as to the constit 
tionality of the measures for which we voted. Under the appeals of 
humanity, under the solicitations of friends and constituents, [ have 
given during my public service votes here about the constitution: :\) 
of which I had very great doubt at the time, and which I ceria’ 
would not give again. That is no argument against the position | 
sume now. 

To convict me of having given mistaken votes or bad votes docs 1\' 
meet the proposition as I undertake to lay it down now in regard to th: | 
before the Senate. -The best evidence that I intend todo right is th. | 
do not propose to give another vote where I haveany doubt in regar | 
theconstitutionality of the measure proposed. In thiscaseI have not | 
slightest doubt as tomy duty. I have examined this bill carefu!'y, 
and have taken my position. So help me Heaven, I would leave ' 
Senate to-morrow and close my public career before I would vote ‘or 
bill that I believe to be in its spirit unconstitutional and a gres' 
fraud oo taxing power of Congress than oleomargarine can ') 
among products. 

If the position of the Senator from Vermont be correct, tear up t'° 
Constitution, take the general-welfare clause and let Congress (0: 
that it wants to do in any way it pleases. . I have always underst” 
and I have been taught to believe, that the Constitution as a writ! 
instrument had certain specific limitations of power upon the Nat: 
Government and upon the States. I have always believed and ex)’ 
God willing, to die in the belief, that the Congressof the United States |5 
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limited in its fanctions by the express law and spirit of the Constitution 
itself. 
If there is one principle dearer to the American heart than all others | 
combined it is the idea of local self-government. It is the safeguard of | 
the rights and liberties of the people. All history shows that every 
vernment which has ignored the great doctrine of home and indi- 
vidual right and responsibility and local self-government and has be- 
come a great, splendid national centralized power has been numbered 
among the failures in governmental history. 
The doctrine which is sought to be taught here to-day ignores sel f- 
ment, wipes out the rights of the States, gives to Congress all the 
functions and powers that I have been taught to believe belong to the 
= polity and government of the respective States. 

A great deal of incoherent and idiotic literature has been sent all over 
this country and especially into the Halls of Congress attempting to 
draw a parallel between this bill and the tax upon whisky and tobacco 
and the tax of 10 per cent. imposed by Congress upon the State bank's 
in the interest of the national banks. possesses only that 
degree of power, call it police or otherwise, which is necessary to pre- 
vent a fraud upon or the destruction of a power given to it by the Con- 
stitution. If Congress has not this power, then the right of self-pres- 
ervation would be denied to the Government. If this bill becomes a 
Jaw and a tax be imposed upon oleomargarine, then it is the duty of 
Congress to defend that taxation. The tax on whisky and tobacco was 
levied in a great war and to preserve, as many patriotic citizens thought, 
the life of the Government. As incidents to laying that tax, which 
Congress had the constitutional right to impose, come the gauger, the 
collector, the supervisor, and all the machinery necessary in excise tax- 


ation. 
The first question in regard to a revenue law, as I believe and as the 


- party to which I belong believes, is simply, is the tax necessary to carry 


on the Government or to pay its obligations? If it is not necessary, I 
have no more right to impose that tax upon the humblest citizen of the 
United States than I have to enter his family circle and take from him 
the property he has acquired by hisown industry. I must first answer 
to myself and to my conscience without regard to what the Supreme 
Court may afterward say, whether the necessity for this tax exists or 
not; and just as soon as my deliberate judgment tells me that the tax 
is not necessary, and that there is already a surplus in the national 
Treasury, my functions cease, and I have no right to impose that tax 
within the domain of the Government. 

It is true that after Congress has come to the conclusion that this tax 
is necessary, then the details of the taxing Jaw should be wisely and 
justly arranged. The legislator who does not make the distinction 
between a useful article and a simple luxury in the collecting of taxes 
is derelict in his duty. The power of taxation, the most enormous, 
the most potent for good or evil that has been put into the hands of 
mortal man, should be so exercised as to make it operate as equitably 
and justly as possible upon the objects of taxation and the owners of 
property. 


Some years ago in discussing the tariff bill I announced the proposi- 
tion this floor, which I have never retracted and never will, that 
I never vote one dollar in any tariff law above the necessities of 
the General Government, but that when I became convinced that a 
tariff tax was necessary, I believed that the tax, with its incidental and 
necessary protection and its incidental and necessary burden, should 
be equitably distributed over the wholecountry. I believed then and 
believe now that neither the protection which, in some cases, is abso- 
lutely inevitable from the imposition of a tariff tax nor the burdens 
whieh come from it should be placed upon one section or class alone, 
but should be equitably and properly distributed over the whole coun- 
try. 

No one seeks to deny the proposition of the Senator from Vermont 
that the wise legi looks to the object of taxation, the property to 
be taxed, and equitably imposes the burden upon the people through- 
out the whole country. But that isan evasion of the question in this 
case. Jam first to determine whether the tax is necessary or not, and | 
if I believe it to be unnecessary and that there is a surplus of money 
oan in the national Treasury, I can not vote the tax of a single 

dollar without violating my official oath. 

Mr. President, I have hardly patience to discuss what is called the 
revenne 


sion, and I come to the salient 


people. The question of the limitation of the taxing power 
has been submerged in the clamor about bull butter, counterfeit butter, 
and we are asked now to abandon the constitu- 
legal aspect of this question and to use the taxing power 

simply awa ol as a police regulation against a fraudulent food product. 
President, it is not my purpose to enter in erienso into the argu- 
whether oleomargarine is a counterfeit or not. I read the other 


an baum eaten that the Congress of the United States had as | 


to the counterfeiting of honest butter as to punish 
the of national money. The brain which conceived this 
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of this bill. That proposition is so flimsy, that pretense | 
is so and bald, that it is not seriously urged now in this discus- | 
point and the only argument that has | 
induced honest Democrats to advocate the pending bill. It is the ap- | 
peal to the fair-mindedness, the hatred of fraud and counterfeits by the | 
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utterly ignored the fact, the plain, patent fact, that the power to issue 


| money is expressly yranted by the Constitution to the Government of 


the United States, ar id that the right to make butter is an individual 
right. In the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, from which the Sen stor 
from Delaware read, the power to place a 10 per cent. tax upon the 
issue of the State banks was expressly defended by the Supreme Coart 
in these words: 


Congress having undertaken, in the erercise of undisputed constitutional 
power, to provide a currency for the whole country, nay constitutionally se 
cure the benefit of it to the en by *PProk ris ate legi slation, ain d o that end 
may restrain, by suitable enactments, th reulation of any notes ‘not issued 


ul nde its own authority. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Was not that under the general-welfare clause? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that was under the doctrine which has 
been conceded by all parties, so far as I know, from the beginning of 
the Government, that the grant of an express power carries with it 
necessarily all the implied powers to its safe and proper execution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But would not that all come dewn to the funda- 
mental proposition that this discrimination is made for the general wel- 
fare ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, when the Constitution gave to Congress 
the power to create a national money it gave to Congress that implied 
power necessary to defend the grant, to prevent fraud, and to see that 
the power granted was fairly and justly executed. I do not propose 
to be drawn into any discussion of the general-welfare clanse, of which 
we have heard so much on this floor. I think that if any p: ropes tion 
is settled in the light of history, logically settled, it is that the - 
eral-welfare clause of the Constitution is not a separate and distinct 
grant of power, but is simply an incidental power, to be executed as 
auxiliary to the other powers which are expressly granted and within 
the limitations of the Constitution. It is not a separate and distinct 
grant of power, as has been so often claimed, but merely an auxiliary 
power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Shall I disturb the Serator if I ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. VEST. Notat all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I should like to know on what constitu- 
tional principle it was that Congress in very early times, when our 
fathers who made if were expounding it by legislation, provided grants 
and gratuities to patriotic refugees from Nova Scotia, &c.; upon what 
principle it was that we provided donations for people who suffered 
from an earthquake at New Madrid by payments out of the public treas- 
ure. We paid out in those instances the public treasure that had been , 
got in by taxation. Insome instances we paid out land, which was the 
common property of the people, but in other instances we made grants 
of money, and that money was raised by taxation, as does all the money 
that comes into the Treasury except for land; and that comes in as a 
separate item. On what principle could we constitutionally appropri- 
ate money for these objects unless we could appropriate a tax? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, I could supplement the statement 
of the Senator from Vermont by a long list of votes that have been given 
since I have been in the Senate, some of which I have given myself, as 
I said a few moments ago,.on the appeals of humanity where there 
were overflows, and Senators rose here and described their constituents 
starving to death, and asked Congress to meet the emergency that was 
upon us by the donation of a few dollars. In my judgment there was 
no constitutional power for any such grant if closely and critically ex- 
amined; but the benefit of the doubt was given to the side of humanity 
and the money was voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But would not my friend acknowledge the force 
ofa contemporaneous construction, a practical application of that clause 
of the Constitution for a century, beginning with our fathers and com- 
ing down to now? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I know that there has been a difference 
of construction as to that clause of ihe Constitution. Answering for 
myself I believe in the construction given it by Mr. Jefferson, not by 
Mr. Hamilton, and we know very well that Jefferson left the Cabinet 
| of George Washington upon the ground that Hamilton in his report on 
manufactures when Sec retary of the Treasury put the right to lay a 
protective-tariff tax on foreign imports upon the ground that the general- 
welfare clause of the Constitution authorized it. Mr. Jefferson pro- 
tested and stated to the President of the United States, then General 
Washington, that he would be compelled “* under this new and strange 
doctrine which had been advanced by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
Jeave the Cabinet rather than to submit tothe constitutional construc- 
tion ‘* which absolutely destroys the rights of the States and makes Con- 
| gress absolute.’’ Washington finally prevailed upon him to remain in 

the Cabinet until the 1st of the next January. But the difference be- 
| tween Hamilton and Jefferson was so marked, so irreconcilable as to 
| this very general-welfare clause that Jefferson finally retired from the 
Cabinet on account of it. 
| Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask a question? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under what clause of the Constitution did Mr. 
Jefferson find the power to ~~ the Territory of Louisiana and to 
levy taxes upon it and perform a variety of legislative acts in conse- 
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quence of the cession? Taxes to pay the fifteen million were levied on 
the whole United States, and then the people of that Territory were 
taxed without representation. And where did he get power to do va- 
rious other things all for the general welfare as all the world ad ‘ts 
now; but a great many people disputed it then? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Jefferson believed that under the treaty-making 
power he had a right to acquire that territory, and of course he was 
compelled to pay for it. He defended it upon that ground. 

Mr. MAXEY. With the consent of the Senator from Missouri, I 
will state that when that direct question came upas to the acquisition 
of Florida, the United States Supreme Court in Insurance Company vs. 
Canter, in 1 Peters, decided that under the war-making power or the 
treaty-making power Congress had the undoubted right to acquire ter- 
ritory. That settled the question, and it has been regarded as settled 
ever since. 

Mr. VEST. It has been brought up here repeatedly and flung at 
those of us who denied this sweeping general-welfare construction that 
is now sought to be put upon the Constitution. I never had any doubt 
myself about the right to acquire Louisiana or to pay the money of the 
people of the United States for that territory, not only under one clause 
of the Constitution but more than one. 

Here in the pending bill is a naked, bald assumption of the taxing 
power in order to protect one American industry against another. If 
I were forced to meet the issue between a high protective tariff and this 
bill, I should take the tariff because that at least has the patriotic de- 
fense of being a tax against foreigners, while this is a tax against our own 
people. If the taxing power of the country can be used between two 
American citizens, what is the result? The power to tax, as Chief- 
Justice Marshall said, is the power to destroy; and while the Senator 
from Vermont admits that Congress can not go into any State and tell 
its people, ‘‘ You shall not manufacture oleomargarine,’’ yet Congress 
can fraudulently—for it is nothing else but fraud upon the Constitu- 
tion—use the taxing power so as to effect the same thing. In other 
words, Congress can do indirectly what it can not do directly. We 
evade the Constitution. We might just as well take that instrament 
and tear it to pieces and throw it to the winds of heaven. 

We are in this bill using the revenue power of the Government as a 
police power, and the conclusion is irresistible, and no mortal man can 
answer it, if we can do that we can then make the General Govern- 
ment assume the functions and take the place of the States; there is no 
longer any necessity for local self-government or for any State govern- 
ment. The State of Missouri immediately occupies the relation to the 
General Government that a county in that State occupies toward the 
State government. If this assumption here to-day, that this taxing 
power can be used to put down a fraud, is true, it immediately becomes 
a police power, and the health and quarantine and inspection laws of 
the States all pass into the General Government, and the limitations 
of the Constitution are utterly ignored. ° 

I have here the opinion of a very eminent jurist upon this question, 
my friend from New York [Mr. Evarts]. Here is an opinion given 
by Mr. Evarts which I thoroughly indorse upon the constitutionality 
of the law prohibiting the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine in 
New York. That was on thestatute of aState prohibiting the manu- 


facture and sale of oleomargarine and I will read the provision of the 
law: 





No person shal! manufacture out of any oleaginous substance or substances, 
or any compound of the same other than that produced from unadulitcrated 
milk or of cream from the same, any omenoeenpie to take the place of but- 
ter or cheese, produced from pure, unadulte milk or cream of the same, or 
shall se!l or offer for sale the same as an article of food. This provision shall 
not apply to pure skim-milk cheese, made from pure skim milk. 


Upon the constitutionality of this State statute, not an act of Con- 
gress, the eminent jurist who wrote this opinion said as follows: 


Upon the whole, then, I am of the opinion that the just judicial interpretation 
of the sixth section of this act will impose its penalties on the manufacture and 
sale therein prohibited only when the manufacture and sale of oleaginous sub- 
stances for food when they are so manufactured, exposed for sale, or sold and 
designed asa ‘‘ deception in sales in dairy products,” as used in the title of the 
act. 

If, however, this section of the act shall be construed not as ans Se 
public against "deception in sales of dairy products,” but as protecti iry 
producers in a monopoly of human food, against the manufacture and sale of 
the genuine products of other oleaginous substances suited as wholesome human 
food, in greater or less degree, to compete with or take the place of dairy prod- 
nets, I am of — that such legislation is repugnant to our constitution. 
Legislation in this sense no longer adheres to the protection or ranteeing a 
lawful product against simulation and deception, or protecting the public 
against fraud and imposition, but stands upon the avowed and unlimited dis- 
crimination in favor of monopoly, to the injury of other honest and useful pro- 
ducers, and the oppression of the public. It is quite plain that the moment that 
this legislation departs from the theory and justification of this act as limited, 
“to prevent deception in sales of dairy products,” no proscription on the mere 
ground of protective monopoly of one industry can be limited by any rule of 
discretion in this lineand style of discrimination among the ple of this State 
and their pursuits. Hitherto, until recently, the maxims ond bubieas of public 
liberty have discountenanced all such methods of legislation. I am unwilling 


to tolerate the pretension that the provisions of our constitution offer no barrier - 


to such an innovation upon freedom and equality as the creation of monopolies 
at the discretion of the Legislature. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a question? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
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New York which was afterward set aside by the court of appeals who 
held in the same way that the opinion of Senator EVARTs was, and for 
other reasons which they state—suppose that instead of being a pro 
hibitory statute it had been a statute imposing a tax of 10 cents a pound 
on those commodities, does the Senator think that Mr. EVARTS would 
have given that opinion or that the court of appeals would have sus- 
tained it? 

Mr. VEST. I have undertaken in my feeble way to draw a distinc- 
tion between the functions of a judge passing upon the taxing power 
when exercised by Congress and the duty and function of a legislator 
creating a tax. If my friend from Vermont can not see it, undoubt- 
edly it is my fault and not his. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do see it, but I only wanted to keep clearly in 
our minds the discrimination. I infer, then, that my friend from Mis- 
souri would agree that if this had been the exertion of a taxing power 
of 1 cent or 10 or 20 cents—because the court can not go into the 
quantity of the tax—it would have been held constitutional; and that 
his argument, that being vonstitutional, is addressed on this bill (which 
is a taxing bill) to the impropriety of levying a tax for the purpose, as 
he puts it, of discriminating in favor of one industry against another. 
Stated in that way, I should agree with him, but it is not an industry 
that is honest. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator does not state my position. I am not dis- 
cussing the propriety or the impropriety of levying thistax. Isay that 
this bill absolutely ignores the limitations of the Constitution as to the 
power of Congress in regard to taxation. I say that this bill is itself 
a fraud and a monstrous fraud. It pretends to be a revenue bill, and 
its advocates here show that it is not a revenue bill. It is a police bill, 
and Congress has no such police power as is sought here to be exercised. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that in the suggested 
case he has just spoken of it would be held unconstitutional by a court, 
or only as an appeal to our constitutional duty not to do that sort of 
thing with that sort of motive? 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking as one legislator to his colleagues in legis- 
lation. If I were a judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and this bill came before me, I would decide in favor of its constitu- 
tionality because I would assume that Congress had not violated their 
oaths but had levied a tax because it was necessary to carry on the 
Government and pay its obligations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis fair. That brings it right down to tlic 
legislative power. 

Mr. VEST. But Iam not here now as a judge passing upon the 
constitutionality of a law already enacted. I am here acting under niy 
oath of office and I say that when I know this Government does not 
need this tax I have no right to rob any citizen of one single cent. | 
have no right to say that I will take money out of any man’s pockct 
when there is no public necessity for it. 

There is not the shadow of a pretense in this discussion that this 
revenue is necessary for the Government. All disguise has been thrown 
off. It was thrown off when the bill came into the Senate from the 
House and when the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Nebraska stood here and said it ought to go to the Committee on Agri- 
culture because it was intended to protect an agricultural product, 
butter, that it onght not to go to the Committee on Finance, that it 
was not a matter of finance or revenue but aquestion of simple, naked 
protection of one agricultural product against another—a broad, naked 
act of prohibition and that alone. 

As I said, the real defense of this bill before the public and here is 
that it is intended to suppress a fraud, and we have hada ghastly array, 
equal to that which is given of the witches’ banquet in Tam O’Shanter, 

resented by the Senator from New York—corruption, death, decaye: 
Caaek dogs, and cats, all put intothe stomachs of the people by the veu- 
ders of oleomargarine. No Senator left this Chamber with anything like 
an appetite for dinner after listening to that ghastly speech, and yet 
the Senator from New York, with a full knowledge of the deadly com- 
pound, with the certainty that it was making a charnel-house out o! 
the stomach of every American man, woman, and child, is willing to 
poison the whole population for 5 cents tax on a pound. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the Senator must be mistaken in his refer- 
ence. I said nothing about dead cats, dogs, or any other dead animal 
except dead cattle and hogs. He is referring to some one else. 

Mr. VEST. I listened tothe Senator until my stomach rebelled and 
I left theChamber. [Laughter.] I presumed that he was putting a!! 
the offal and refuse in the country into oleomargarine. 

It isa most remarkable fact, and yet it is glaring all through this 
discussion and in all these petitions and affidavits and chemical analyses, 
and all the arraignment of figures from learned authorities, professors, 
and presidents, and physicians, and divines, and eminent farmers, not 
one solitary word is heard from any poor devil whocontracted dyspeps'4 
or any other disease by eating oleomargarine. The poisoned people 
seem to be the happy people. 

Mr. MILLER. They do not know it. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not, and yet it is deadly. Where does the 
complaint come from? Where is the human being that complains 0! 
it? This bill is a part of this sumptuary system in which some peop!¢ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask him, supposing that the statute of | are so good and wise and pure and holy that they want to take care of 
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all the stomachs as well as the morals of everybody else. Weare to be 
told what we shall drink and what we shall eat and what we shall wear 
and how we shall worship God. And the doctrine of the commune is 
being taught now all over this country—that the individual is nothing 
and the Government is everything; that I belong to the Government, 
with my fanpily: and if I do not treat my wife and children asthe Gov- 
ernment thifks right it shall interfere; and if I want to eat anything 
that suits me I can not do it, because it is not good for my stomach; and 
if I wanttodrink I can not doit, because I am destroying my usefulness 
and impairing my private fortune so that I can not pay taxes to the 
Government. It is the doctrine of the commune, and there are certain 
people in this country who are never happy unless they practice it. 

Here now is the Senator from New York catching every pour fellow 
who can not pay 26 cents a pound for butter and can pay 12 or 14 for 
oleomargarine, and chokes the very life out of him because he will not 
takehis butter. He can not have oleomargarine because it would put 
him into the hands of a doctor, and if he protests and says, ‘‘ I likeit,”’ 
he istold, “‘ But youdo not know what is good for you; ~ am the judge, 
and Congress,’’ and we shall set ap a general dispensa:y, and physic 
through our laws the entire population of this country. 

I do not wish to discuss the question whether it is healthy or not. 
I have nothing to do with that. As I will undertake to show directly, 
I think beyond the possibility of cavil, that is a question for the States 
and not for Congress, and as a member of Congress I have nothing to 
do with that police power at all. 

But in passing I will ask the Secretary to read one article so that the 
Senator from New York can see that there is very good authority on 
the other side of this question as to the healthfulness of oleomargarine. 

Mr. MILLER. I stated that it was a disputed question. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Secretary read the article I have marked. I 
will say before the article is read that I went to the Senators from Con- 
necticut and inquired in regard to the gentleman who is the author of 
it. He isa chemist in the Wesleyan University, the largest Methodist 
educational institution in this country. He is a chemist, and the lady, 
Miss Palmer, isa lady of as high character and of as much intelligence as 
any in this whole land. Now I want the Secretary to read that article. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE CONSPIRACY AGAINST CUEAP BUTTER. 
To the Editor of the Nation : 


Str: In Boston, by a combination of municipal appropriation and private be- 
nevolence, cooking schools have been established in which girls attending the 
public schools, many of them from families of very limited means, are not only 
taught the art of cookery practically, but are told about the composition and nu- 
tritive values of foods, and how to select as well as use them most economically. 
‘The teachers are not merely ladies of large general intelligence and skill in 
household affairs, but have had especial training in the scientific principles that 
underlie the right exercise of the art they teach. One of these schools is in 
North Bennett street, a quarter inhabited by the poorer people of the city. Miss 
Palmer, the teacher in this school, in referring tothe efforts made to instill right 
ideas of economy, or: 

“Ido not find much difficulty in getting my girls to see that inexpensive foods 
are really wholesome, nutritious,and good. * * * The children are much in- 
terested in learning the price of oleomargarine (the best is 14 centsa pound here 
now) as compared with that of butter. * * * No butter has been used atthe 
North Bennett street cooking school during the past year, and, had it not been 
for oleomargarine, I should have rejected, on the ground of extravagance, 
dishes which we were ero to cook. Thechildren buy the food they 
prepare, if they so desire, at the cost of the materials, and it has been my object 
to keep the price of even the most attractive articles so low that even the poorest 
girls might take them home and reproducethemthere. * * * I visiteda poor 
family yesterday (who have lately become comparatively prosperous), * * * 





and asked about the butter they used, and learned that they allowed themselves 
for cooking and table use for five persons but a pound a week at 2° cents per 
pound, which 


is thelowest price, even at this season (June), at which butter is 
palatable. How much better it will be for her (her mother) to use oleomargarine 
at l4cents in the future! * * * When the directors of the school held their 
meetings there they wanted a noon lunch. I had no butter to give them, so 
they ate on their bread much more chéerfully than they would 
have eaten poor butter.” 

Miss Palmer cites other instances of the use of oleomargarine in places where 
oleomargarine is used with greatest satisfaction among well-to-do people, and 
considers its feneral use, especially for cooking, very advisable. 

While the ine bill, which, instead of poeweivs for regulation of 
the manufacture and sale of imitation butter in such ways as to prevent use of 
unwholesome materials, and to insure its sale on its merits, proposed to tax it 
so high as to bring the price up to that of butter, and render the manufacture 
and sale unprofitable, was pending in the House of Representatives at Washing- 
ton, the Connecticut Farmer called upon its readers to keep close watch upon 
their en renee Congress, and by their future votes to “ strike down any 
man, be he Republican or Democrat,”’ who should not vote for the bill. Three 
Connect Representatives sup 
proval of journal. The sing 
of the threatened opprobrium. 

Now notice the contrast. Science has shown how an excellent food product 
may be brought within the reach of that large mass of people of limited means 
who make up the bulk of our population—a product to whose nutritive value 
specialists bear unanimous testimony, and with whose flavor even the critical 
are content. In the exercise of an especially useful charity, a school, supported 
by public and private benevolence, teaches daughters of families in moderate cir- 
eamstances and of the worthy poor in Massachusetts how to work toward ele- 
vation of their home life, by more refined and judicious economy in selection 
and use of food the cost of which makes more than half of their whole living ex- 
penses. With other thi this food product is wisely commended. But an- 
other class of the people, the dairymen, regarding this food product as interfer- 
ing with their own profits, ask, not that its improper manufacture and sale, of 

justly complain, shall be regulated in accordance with the principles 
of that and experience have approved, but that it shall be sub- 
toa tax will not only put its price beyond the poor man’s reach, 


eee the manufacture. Is this the fairness and the wisdom 
which American people will approve? 


W. O. ATWATER. 
CiremicaL Lanonatrory, WesLevaN UsIversity, 
Middletown, Conn., July 2, 1886. 


rted the measure, and received the warm ap- 
one who opposed it received a full measure 
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Mr. VEST. I did not have that read in order to go into a discussion 
of the question whether oleomargarine be a healthy food or not. | 
simply want to show that there is an honest difference of opinion about 
it; but if this be the most deleterious and unhealthy compound ever 
invented by mortal man either for greed or malice, we have nothing to 
do with it. Unless we can satisfy ourselves that we are legitimately 
exercising the taxing power in this case, we have nothing to do with 
the question of the health or the deleterious nature of this much-abused 
product. Iffrauds be perpetrated upon the citizens of the United States 
by inducing them to eat this oleomargarine when they suppose they 
are eating dairy butter, when it is marked and branded falsely as but- 
ter, that is within the cognizance of the States alone. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has so decided in an unbroken chain of au- 
thorities from Gibbons vs. Ogden, decided by Chief-Justice Marshall in 
9 Wheaton, down to the term before last of the Supreme Court. 

I have taken the trouble to collate these authorities, and | assert 
now that in Gibbons vs. Ogden, in 9 Wallace, in 7 Wallace, in 11 Wal- 
lace, in 16 Wallace again, in 92 United States, in 97 United States, in 
5 Wallace, in 9 Wallace, and in 97 United States the Supreme Court 
through different judges has over and over again in one unbroken line 
of authorities declared that health, quarantine, and inspection laws 
were given by the Constitution to the States alone. Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall said, in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, speaking of inspection 
laws: 

They form a portion of that immense mass of legislation which embraces 
everything within the territory of a State not surrendered to the General Gov- 
ernment and which can be mostadvantageously exercised by the States them- 
selves. Inspection laws, quarantine laws, health laws of every description, as 
well as laws for regulating internal commerce of a State and those which re- 
spect turnpike roads, ferries, &c.,are component parts of this mass. No direct 
general power over these objects is granted to Congress, and consequently they 
remain subject to State legislation. 

Mr. President, to make this thing so clear to a lawyer that there can 
be no mistake about it, in the case of Patterson rs. The State of Ken- 
tucky, where the opinion was a unanimous one and delivered by Mr. 
Justice Harlan, the facts were these: Patterson brought into the State 
of Kentucky, as he had a right to do, an oil called ‘‘Aurora Illuminat- 
ing Oil,’’ and it was held by a Kentucky court that the sale of it inside 


| of the State was in violation of a Kentucky statute, and he was fined 


$250. He had a patent for this oil, and he came to the Supreme Court 
of the United States claiming that his patent gave him the right to 
sell the oil anywhere within the domain of the General Government, 
ignoring the police power of the States, ignoring the fundamental legal 
axiom that a citizen has a right to take any product of one State to 
another and that State into which it is carried can not prohibit its im- 
portation, yet if he undertakes to sell that product within the terri- 
torial limits of the State he becomes subject immediately to its police 
power. I may take any of my property from the State of Missouri to 
the State of Illinois, but the very minute that my foot presses the soil 
of Illinois the police power of that State attaches to me and to my 
property; and if this were not so the State would be destroyed abso- 
lutely and without the right to protect its own citizens. Said Judge 
Harlan, in delivering this opinion: 


It is not to be supposed that Congress intended to authorize or regulate the 
sale within a State of tangible personal property which that State declares to be 
unfit and unsafe for use, and by statute has prohibited from being sold or offered 
for sale within her limits. It was held by Chief-Justice Shaw to be a settled 
principle, *‘ growing out of the nature of well-ordered society, that every holder 
of property, however absoiute and unqualified may be his title, holds it under 
the implied liability that his use of it shall not be injurious to the equal enjoy- 
ment of others having an equal right to the enjoyment of their property, nor 
injurious to the rights of the community.”” (Commonwealth rs. Alger, 7 Cush., 
(Mass.) 53.) In recognition of this fundamental principle we have frequently 
decided that the police power of the States was not surrendered when the Con- 
stitution conferred upon Congress the general power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and between the several States. 


It is claimed here by the advocates of this bill that this police power 
is within the authority of Congress to regulate commerce between the 
States. The Supreme Court answers that identical proposition and says; 

Hence the States may, by police regulations, protect their people against the 
introduction within their respective limits of infected merchandise. ‘A bale of 
goods upon which the duties have or have not been paid, laden with infection, 
may be seized under health laws, and if it can not be purged of its poison may 
be committed to the flames.’ (Gilman rs. Philadelphia,supra.) So may the 
States, by like regulations, exclude from their midst not only convicts, paupers, 
idiots, lunatics, and persons likely to become a public charge, but animals hav- 
ing contagious diseases, (Railroad Company vs. Husen,supra.) This court has 
never hesitated, by the most rigid rules of construction, to guard the commer- 
cial power of Congress against encroachment in the form or under the guise of 
State regulation, established for the purpose and with the effect of destroying or 
impairing rights secured by the Constitution. Ithas,nevertheless, with marked 
distinctness and uniformity, recognized the necessity, growing out of the fun- 
damental conditions of civil society, of upholding State police regulations which 
were enacted in good faith, and has appropriate and direct connection with that 
protection to life, health, and property which each State owes to ler citizens. 

These considerations, gathered from the former decisions of this court, would 
seem to justify the conclusion that the right which the patentee or his assignee 
possesses in the property created by the application of a patented discovery 
must be enjoyed subject to the complete and salutary power with which the 
States have never parted, of so defining and regulating the sale and use of prop- 
erty within their respective limits as to afford protection to the many against 
the injurious conduct of the few. The right of property in the physical sub- 
stance, which is the fruit of the discovery, is altogether distinct from the right 
in the discovery itself, justas the property in the instruments or plate by which 
copies of a map are multiplied is distinct from the copyright of the map itself. 


If my strength permitted I could stand here and read by the hour a 
line of unbroken decisions by the Supreme Court of the United States 
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that the police power is prohibited to Congress within the respective 
States and given to the States alone. I have searched thoroughly from 
the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden down to the last term of the Supreme 
Court, and there is not a dissent. I say that the assumption here in 
this debate that the Government of the United States can go into any 
State and interfere with its internal domestic police regulations is the 
most monstrous political heresy that ever was announced in the Ameri- 
can Senate. It is an absolute and utter abrogation of all the limita- 
tions of the Constitution and of the construction put by the highest 
judicial tribunal of the land upon that instrument. 

It is worse than the most extreme federalism that Alexander Ham- 
ilton ever taught in the whole of his extraordinary career. It is the 
essence of centralization. If the General Government can, under the 
guise of exercising the revenue power, interfere to prevent a fraud, no 
matier how glaring that fraud may be, if the Congress of the United 
States can go into any State of the Union and usurp the functions of 
the ‘ tate authorities, and set that State with all its power aside until 
its purposes are carried out, what is left of the States? With my 
whole heart and soul I denounce any such assumption. The Constitu- 
tion never intended that Congress should act as a police instrumental- 
ity; and to say that the power to regulate commerce among the 
States carries with it any lawful police power is just as monstrous as 
the naked and bald annunciation of the doctrine itself in all its enor- 
mit, 

Mr. President, it is hardly necessary for me to notice one or two as- 
sum tions that are made by the advocates of this bill. This power is 
claimed under the general-welfare clause, claimed under the power to 
regulate commerce between the States, and at last it is claimed upon 
the broad ground that it is the duty of Congress to legislate for the ben- 
efit of the people at large in thiscountry. Ican have noargument with 
any Senator who makes that assumption, because he ignores the writ- 
ten limitations of the Constitution and says that Congress can do all 
that it wishes to do without let or hinderance. 

I know, Mr. President, as we have been told so often by the advo- 
cates of this bill, that there is an enormous influence behind this legis- 
lation which public men must beware of. I know how easy it is to 
array the prejudices of a great class like the farmers of the country, es- 
pecially when supplemented to that bill is the denunciation of the mo- 
nopolies and the great gigantic capitalists of the country. I have no 
acquaintance even with a manufacturer of oleomargarine.: I represent 
one of the largest agricultural States of this Union, but neither the 
agricultural interests nor any other interests can induce me to trample 
upon the principles of the Constitution and to violate my oath to sup- 
port it. And if I should condeseend to notice such appeals as that, I 
have one other thing to say. 

Great as is the dairy interest of this country, there is another interest 
even greater than that, putting aside our obligations to support the Con- 
stitution. I want Senators to understand that the laboring and poorer 
classes of this country understand full well what this means when you 
tell them that they shall not buy what they please, that they shall not 
purchase oleomargarine at 12 or 14 centsa pound, but must go and buy 
dairy butter at 25 or 30 or 40 cents a pound. Why, sir, we see all over 
the country immense fortunes made by selling this dairy product, not 
by the farmer, but the city dealer. Mr. Armour says that his best cus- 
tomers are the dairymen. He says his largest trade in butterine comes 
from the gentlemen who are engaged in the sales of pure Alderney 
dairy butter! 

But there are interests in the country besides this dairy interest. It 
is asserted by the cattle-men—and the cattle interest is the largest in- 
terest west of the Mississippi River—that the passage of this bill will 
decrease the value of every head of beef-cattle from two to three dollars 
at the lowest estimate. In my own State alone we have one million 
six hundred and forty thousand beef-cattle; and take off $1 even from 
each one of these animals and you can easily see the enormous loss that 
falls on this interest alone. 

The cattle-men of the country have been compelled to meet with the 
assertion of their ewn interest the advocacy of this bill. I have herea 
letter addressed tothe Senator from IUinois [ Mr. LoGAn], which I ask 
the Secretary to read. This comes from a gentleman interested in cat- 
tle, and the statement I make here I derive from acommittee of cattle- 
men who called upon my colleague and myself, representing the large 
cattle interest in Missouri, and who simply ask us not to pass a law in 
the interest ef the dairy people which strikes down the value of their 
property, and they have a right to ask it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Dean Sie: [ notice that the cleomargarine bill, having passed the House, 
has now been reported to the Senate without amendment. The general ex- 
pectation seems to be that your honorable body will adopt it also with the idea 
of placing the responsibility on the President if he should seo 
There is no justice or right in this oleomargarine measure, and Se 

the United States should never permit it to reach the President for his signa- 


ture. 

Let me call your attention po 0 Sat font negeeess the bill: In the first place 
the bill is alleged to provide for a tax upon oleomargarine, when in fact it calls 
for a tax upon all the cattle raised in the United States. It ostensibly cuts down 
the profits upon the manufacture of o! . but in fact cuts down the 
selling price of every steer raised in this country. The tax of 5 cents per pound 
upon oleomargarine, as provided for in this bill, would not place one penny 
into the pockets of the dairymen of the country, but it would take $2 per head 
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off the market price of every steer raised in the American Union, and | y |); 
tell you why: 
also the heaviest buyers of cattle ip the United States. I refer to the three ¢ 
firms comprising the dressed-beef monopoly of the Union Stock Yards of « 
cago. An interested people know this trinity of dressed-beef, cattle-buy |. 
monopolists have thrived and waxed fat financially by reason of cut rate- i 
rebates wu . 
back the Grand Trunk road of Canada, has been enabled to slaughter one 

of all the fat cattle arriving in Chieago; the others of the trinity are ¢ 
similar advantages by roads leading to the same Eastern markets, but ru 
managers who believe in underhand and sub rosa rebates. 

these te i 
grip this, the greatest cattle market in the world, and are in a position to pxy 
the farmer for his cattle whatever price may best please their sweet m > 
olistic wills. 


The heaviest makers of oleomargarine in the United Stat, 


railroads running to the seaboard. One of them, having a 


The result is : 
w makers of cleomargarine and buyers of cattle hold within thei: 


iat 


Now, in case this bill is passed these makers of oleomargarine will ha) ) 


pay a tax of 5 cents per pound on every pound they make. How will they 
even? i 
every steer brought to this great Union Stock Yards cattle market—a ma 
which makes the price for all cattle markets throughout the Union. 
tor, will this state of things help the farmer or cattle producer’? 
not. Will it help the dairymen? 

than tallow a ¢ 


By simply paying the farmer and cattle-raiser just $2 less per ste: 


Mr. 
Most certs 
Let ussee. Thereis much more neutra! |4r:) 
in this country in the manufaeture of butter; all dairyme: 
neutral lard in greater or less quantities in butter making. Our finest crean 
butter receives its share of neutral lard. Indeed, where ene pound of tallow j. 


used in the ——s of butter at least four pounds of neutral lard are used 


being the case, why tax the steer, as, in plain English, this bill will do ai! | t 


the hog go free. 


Oleomargarine is largely exported and is not so generally used in this co: 


as neutral lard. Another thing, the placingof this tax upon oleomargarine \ 


not stop in the least its manufacture. The tallow from the steer must be use 
in some direction, and as the great production of petroleum in this country |... 


caused that product to almost wholly replace tallow as a jubricator, and in «|| 
channels, the only opening left for its use is in the manufacture of oleomargs 


rine. Even with a 5-cent tax the = of tallow would still permit t! 
large manufacture of oleomargarine. othing less than a I5-cent tax would 
benefit the dairymen in the least, and in case a 15-cent tax was imposed it woud 
fall. as I have shown, upon the cattle-raiser, and not upon the maker of 0! 
margarine. The bill you are about to pass, in the very best light you can ))! 
it, is a tax wpon one of the great industries in the West—cattle-raising—to !x 
fit a large Eastern imterest—the dairymen. It is not against common hw: 
to tax one great agricultural interest in favor of one no lessimportant, but fa 
ered, perhaps, and protected by a larger representation in the Congress of | 
Union. 

Respectfully, 


8S. W. ALLERTON 


Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, putting it in the most conservative 
shape, I decline to exercise what every Senator must admit to bea 
doubtful constitutional power in order to strike down one interest {0 
another; I will never give any vote which discriminates between one 
interest and one class of producers in favor of another, for it is to 11s 
the Government for private and not for public purposes. Statesman 
ship, honesty, my oath to support the Constitution as an individual 
Senator forbid. ‘The laws of the United States should apply alike 'o 
the protection of all its people in all the parts of this great Union. | et 
them be free to apply their own industry, free to follow their own in- 
clinations, provided those inclinations and pursuits do not militate with 
the just rights of others. 

If L vote for this bill I subvert the fundamental principles of | 
government and use the machinery of Government out of the sphere 
where the Constitution has placed it in order to forward and advance 
the interests of one set of producers at the expense of another. [1 ti 
advance in invention, in machinery, in the wish and aim to meet tlic 
increasing wants of civilization result in the discovery of a new {00d 
product, it is my duty as a legislator to protect that industry and tli! 
product as farasIcan. If fraud is committed under it the States are 
the only instrumentalities that can take charge of those frauds «ni 
punish and prevent them. 

The State of Missouri in 1881 pass<d a law virtually prohibiting t! 
manufacture or sale of oleomargarine within its limits, and that !aw 
has been three times amended, but the miserable argument and i!!0-- 
ical sequence is put before me that the State has not the machinery (0 
enforce its own laws. What is the result of that doctrine? It is to 
teach the American citizen to look away from his State government, is 
the Senator from Vermont has said here over again, from the State at 
thorities to the Congress of the United States and beg protection |: 
them. The whole result, not of that argument, for it is no argue! 
of that appeal is to teach the people of the United States that tie 
State governments are powerless for good and that Congress alon: 
protect their persons, their property, and their constitutional ry) 
I shall not be a party to any such teachings. When theStates can no! 
protect their people with their own police power, this Government «+ 
free Government has ended, and the imperial centralized system !\:\- 
taken the of constitutional limitations which our fathers inten“! 
to establi 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT profiempore. If the Senator will pause a mon 
the Chair will receive a message from the House of Representati\«- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLark, | 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to furnish ' 
House of Representatives an engrossed copy of the bill (S. 1042) to) 
B. S. James for transporting the United States mails. 
The message also announced that the House had non-concurre:! | 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 89)» 
viding for the distribution of the Official Register of the United 5\.'\- 


y 
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asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BARKSDALE, Mr. REID of | nance. 


North Carolina, and Mr. FARQUHAR the managers at the conference | 
on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had passed aconcurrent 


Mr. HAWLEY presented three petitions of citizens of Connecticut, 


praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 


resolution for the printing of the report of the Director of the Mint on | of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 


the production of the precious metals in the United States for the year 
1885; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
following resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution for the printing of 4,500 additional copies of the report 
of the Academy of Sciences for the year 1885; 

A resolution to print 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Super- 
intendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year ending June 
30, 1885; and 

A resolution to print 26,000 copies of the third annual report of the 
United Statés Civil Service Commission. 

The message also »nnounced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolutions, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a compi- 
lation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United 
States and Territories to be printed. 


MINT REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (ihe Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the 
United States for the year 1885 be printed, and that 6,000 extra copies be printed ; 


4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate. ‘ 





B. S. JAMES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
request of the House of Representatives: 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish the House 
of Representatives an e' copy of the bill (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for | 
transporting the United States mails. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the request of the House be 
granted? 

The request was granted. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, is not that an unusual request from 
the House, that the Senate be requested to furnish them with a copy 
of an engrossed bill? I should like to have that resolution read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. The Chair under- 
stands the engrossed bill was lost. 

The Chief Clerk read the request of the House of Representatives, as | 
follows: 
nt. Fnet the Clerk be directed to RS Sonate to furnish the House 

Represen ves ane co . 2) t y 5S. 5. c 
transporting the United States mai z ae _— eer 
on PLATT. The engrossed bill furnished has been lost by the | 

ouse ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sothe Chair is advised. 
allegation in the House. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I have no objection. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following joint resolutions from the House of Representatives | 
were severally read by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 
Printing: 

_Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a com- | 
pilation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United 
States and Territories to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 9798) sagt appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WELSON, of Iowa, it was 


Pg oan | ‘That J. M. Hiatt have leave to withdraw his papers from the files of 


That is the | 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. PLUMB presented four petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 


| expense of another, I agree with him. 


nance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented four petitions of citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to public lands, 
Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part 


of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 
BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon 


and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
oleomargarine. 


ga 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I should probably not have tres- 
passed even for a few minutes on the time of the Senate except for the 
allusion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEst] to suggestions made 
by myself at the time this bill was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture which might have placed me in a wrong position as to what I 
assumed in regard to this matter. 

There seems to be but little difference on both sides of the Chamber, 
or rather between the friends and opponents of the bill, as to general 
principles; but the difficulty is as to the state of fact, and then as to the 
application of principles thereto. 

There is no attempt made by this legislation to trespass on the police 
regulations or laws of any State, and hence when theSenator from Mis- 
souri was reading the last decision which he read, that a State might 
prohibit the introduction of goods infected with disease, I should like 
to have propounded a question tohim. If on the Atlantic seaboard in 
different ports goods were lying, upon which duties had been paid, which 
were infected with the germs of disease, and Congress knew that fact, 
and there might or might not in the different States of this Union be 
laws prohibiting the introduction of goods of that nature, I ask him if 
he believes it would not be within the power of Congress to provide 
that goods of that character should not be introduced into any of the 
States of this Union? Does he believe Congress has no power to doan 
act of that kind, whether there may or may not be a law of the State 
on the subject ? 

So to announce general principles is one-thing and the application of 
general principles is quite another. My friend from Missouri says we 
are seeking to protect one industry at the expense of another. I beg 
leave to say that that is a statement of fact upon which there is not an 
agreement. When he says we ought not to protect one industry at the 
I stand as firmly and as broadly 
upon that proposition as the Senator from Missouri or any other Sen- 
ator; but that is not this case. The question is whether one honest 
industry shall be protected against the fraud of another industry. That 
is the question—not to‘tear down one to build up another. That is 
not the point. 

Before there was any legislation proposed in Congress on this matter 
men who are engaged in the manufacture of oleomargarine were per- 
petrating what, I trust I may be allowed to say, is a fraud, a pretense 
upon the people of the United States. One of the greatest manuifact- 
urers of oleomargarine is the firm of Armour & Co., in Chicago. Noone, 
I suppose, will question their honesty or integrity; and so what I say 


| of them will not be taken as meant in an offensive way of’as a areflection 


on them. Whatever this manufacture may be—you may call it a fraud 
or whatever it may be—it is an imposition upon the people to manu- 
facture one product of honest industry and then palm it off upon the 
people and upon commerceas another. Shall that be protected? That 
is the point; not striking down one industry to baild up another, but, 
as I have suggested, protecting one industry, if you please, from the 
injustice of another. 

Why is oleomargarine put up in the shape of butter if it is not in- 
tended to deceive? Before there was any bill introduced into Congress 
Messrs. Armour & Co. came here and they now come and tell us they 
brand their goods, they label them so that nobody can be deceived, and 
yet the very brand which they make and put upon this production 
shows an intention to deceive. Here is their own brand [exhibiting]: 
** Armour & Co., Pure Dairy Butterine.”? Why ‘‘dairy?’’ Will some- 
body tell me why put in “* dairy”’’ if not intended to deceive? ‘' Pure 
dairy butterine.’’ Thenanother brand they have. If they can get on 
the racket of that, as the boys would say, they have another brand: 
** Armour & Co., Finest Creamery Butterine.’’ Why ‘‘creamery?”’ 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to suggest that I think 
he was present in the committee at the time Mr. Webster produced 
that brand and said to the committee that, at the request of a cus 
tomer, they would leave off ‘‘butterine’’ and ‘‘oleomargarine’’ en- 
tirely and put on any fancy name as ‘‘ Oakfield Creamery”’ or anything 
else anybody might want. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Exactly. That was being done before any bill 
was introduced into either House of Congress. Gentlemen say they 
have a right to make oleomargarine or butterine. Certainly they 
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have; and if it had been kept as oleomargarine and butterine and so 
had been placed on the market the first word probably never would 
have been uttered in the legislation of Congress on the subject. 

This oleomargarine you say is alegitimate product. Certainly. Then 
sell itas alegitimate product; but when you brand it as something else, 
the intention is to deceive and to impose a fraud upon the commerce 
and upon the people of the country and nothing else. There is the fact, 
and that fact will answer all the theories that may be started. No 
matter about State rights. That has nothing to do with it. No mat- 
ter about the Constitution that is brought in on every convenient oc- 
casion—no matter about that. Here is the point. Here is a legiti- 
mate product branded as a fraud. Whatthen? Then they say police 
regulations. Certainly. Your State of Kentucky may have a regula- 
tion in resrrd to the danger of burning-fluid and provide against it; 
your State may have a law providing against the introduction of goods 
infected with disease. Certainly, if Congress should assume, in viola- 
tion of your State Jaw, to insist that inflammable material should be 
sold in your State, if Congress should undertake to assume that goods 
infected might be sold in your State in violation of your statute, then 
we could understand the decision. But here Congress is only doing 
what by the Constitution it is authorized to do, regulating commerce 
between the States. Whatis commerce? It is too late in the day to 
discuss that. This isa branch of it. Transporting cattle alive from 
Chicago to New York is commerce. That is conceded. Transporting 
cattle dead iscommerce. Transporting a production made from cattle, 
oleomargarine, branded as it is with a falsehood, is commerce, and the 
power to regulate that seems to me to be the beginning and ending of 
this matter. 

When gentlemen speak of this production being legitimate, I agree 
with them as far as the facts will excuse it; but look at this brand of 
the manufacturers, the great producers of this production, and they 
brand a falsehood upon it and set it afloat through the channels of com- 
merce to wend its way from Chicago to New York and other portions 
of the country. 

Mr. President, I doubt very much whether the passage of this bill 
will be as much in the way of suppression as is supposed by some. I 
hope it will. Mr. Armour buyscattlecheap. Mr. Armour doctors his 
goods, brands them, and the object of that is what? That the price 
of these goods may reach in the market the price of genuine butter. Is 
not that what he does it for? The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
PALMER] a few days ago said Michigan butter was 8 to 10 cents a 
pound. Gentleman go farther west, and find it selling for 6 or 8 cents 
n pound. Absolutely pure butter in some parts of the United States 
is selling for less than this manufactured article branded as itis. I 
Woubt very much whether the passage of the bill will raise the price of 
butter, probably not much more than it will affect the price of milk. 
Milk has access to the market which my friend refers to; and yet that 
industry is depressed in New York. 

‘There is fraud in all these pursuits. If they could manage to wring 

the water out of the milk, undoubtedly milk could be profitably pro- 
duced, and so if we could manage to get the g@@ase out of butter as well 
as the water out of the milk. Fraud exists everywhere. That is the 
misfortune at this time, and the question is how to reach it. We think 
we can reach it. There is no reason why we should not do it. 
1 I wanted to make myself right on the question of the power which 
the Senator from Missouri says we are seeking to exercise of protecting 
one industry to the injury of another. This power has been frequently 
exercised to prevent and regulate adulterations. We have done it in 
the case of medicines. We have done it in the case of whisky. Con- 
gress has done it, you may say, for a different reason, but yet it has 
been done. The power of protecting one industry at the expense of 
another is not assumed by this bill, but it is, as I have stated, to pre- 
vent one industry from defrauding another. 

This oleo ine has been assuming the guise and fraudulently 
masquerading in the color of butter. Oleomargarine is white; that is, 
the natural product of the legitimate industry; butit is in the guise of 
butter in color and then in flavor, though the original on has 
neither the color nor flavor of butter. en that is all done as far as 
they can do it, they give it the name and brand it ‘‘ dairy ” and brand 
it ‘‘creamery.’’ This bill is only to restrict that and compel it tostand 
on its own merits, and Congress deems this the best way to accomplish 
that object. It isa matter of commerce, Adulterations are made, and 
that subject is within the power of 

On one branch of that point I find right here in the District of Co- 
lumbia that Congress passed a law that flour should be inspected. True, 
it was restricted to the District of Columbia; but there are two branches 
to the argument against this bill. First is it the duty of the Govern- 
ment to undertake to late a legitimate industry, and next is it a 
constitutional exercise of power? As to the first, Congress has jegis: 
lated in the District of Columbia that flour shall be and that 
2» tax shall be imposed on every barrel of flour to pay for its inspection. 
Congress has exercised that power of controlling a legitimate industry 
by requiring right here under the shadow of the Capitol that every 
barrel of flour shall be inspected by an inspector who shall after he has 
inspected it brand it. You may ask what right is there to brand any 

goods in the market the product of a legitimate industry, and then ir | 


any man shall sell them without their being inspected and branded he 
is to pay a fine of adollar a barrel. There isa tax ona barrel of flour. 
That answers one point as to the absurcity of taxing an industry. 

Now Congress desires to reach this other matter, because the very 
promoters of it have made it necessary that Congress shall reach it, 
How shall they do it? I desire to say now and here for myself that 
whatever is imposed is not to raise money to put in the Treasury, | 
agree with the Senator from Missouri that we do not need it. We 
have money enough in the Treasury. It is not for that purpose, and 
it is not to build up one industry to the injury of another; but the 
best way to provide against a fraud is to regulate the manufacture of 
the article, and then we can protect commerce and protect the people 
from using it. It is said people use this because it is cheap, that poor 
men use it only because it is cheap. Are they benefited by the manu- 
facturers of this thing branding it as butter and obtaining the price o/ 
butter for it? 

Congress undertakes to say ‘‘ We will deal with this qnestion as a 
matter of commerce,’’ and how shall we deal with it?» We provide 
this machinery for itsinspection, for its examination, and in order to 
pay the expense of this machinery we put a tax upon the article. The 
manuiacturers of it have rendered it necessary by the frauds they re- 
sort to to impose upon commerce, and therefore all that Congress does 
is to place a tax upon it sufficient to defray the expense of its inspec- 
tion. If there is more received than is necessary, Congress can relieve 
by reducing the amount. 

The Senator from New York says very properly that Mr. Webster 
said they branded this according to the wants of the people. I read 
from his examination before the Committee on Agriculture: 

The CHarrRMAN. Do not all the manufacturefs in branding it leave out the 
words * oleomargarine” and “ butterine,’’ and simply brand it “dairy’’ or 

Mr. Wuseren. Possibly so. Sometimes they put on a single name without 
8 ‘ying whether it is dairy or creamery. 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by that? 

Mr, Wesster. Sometimes they will put on the name with the word “ oleo- 
margarine”’ under it. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does your house ever brand it without using the words * but- 
terine”’ or “ oleomargarine *” 


What? You say it is a legitimate article of commerce! 


Mr. Wessrer. Yes; but not to any great extent, We do that on aw orde: 
because customers ask it. 

Why do they ask it? What is the objection to this article being 
branded as it is, and showing just what it is? Here one of the great 
manufacturers, a firm without reproach, states these facts, and they 
show sufficient in them to induce Congress to interpose and protect 
commerce, and to protect honest and fair dealing, and if they have ren- 
dered it n that something shall be done, Congress must detet- 
mine what that shall be, and they have determined to deal with it as 
commerce, and in order to furnish the machinery they put this tax on 
that article and declare that this much shall be done for protection. 

My friend says that west of the Mississippi River they are interested 
in raising cattle. Certainly I partake of that feeling with my friend 
from Missouri, but I desire tosay to him that whether some of the suet 
is made into oleomargarine and butterine or not has not a feather’s 
weight in the price of the cattle. It is the great commerce, it is the great 
market which gives the value—the price in the market. There are 
only about thirty establishments engaged in the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine. ‘There are only a few localities in the United States where 
itis made. Do you pretend that Mr. Armour and these men are those 
who fix the price of cattle? No; in a thousand other places they buy 
this beef for food and can only use it for food, and there you get the 
market price. 

Do Mr. Armour and the thirty other manufacturers of oleomargarine 
by their purchases settle the price of cattle? Do they make the cattle 
more valuable by converting a portion of the animals into this article 
and then branding it fraudulently, thereby getting a higher price for it’ 
Do Mr. Armour and the other t manufacturers raise the price of 
beef one penny a pound? I can not believe it and I think dealers geu- 
erally do not believe it, because there are thousands of others who buy 
and slaughter cattle. The price must be regulated by the great mass 
of and the great consumption of the article. 

ile I agree to much that has been said by the opponents of tlic 
bill as to matters of principle, I only rose to explain ‘how these princi- 
ples do not apply, and that the er Congress is seeking to apply is 
not of a doubtful character and is not only proper in itself but a judi- 
cious ication of it. 

Mr. LER. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate long. 

Congress since the foundation of the Government has taken a good 
many liberties with the Constitution. There have been times in its 
history when it confessedly camped outside of the Constitution. Very 
prominent statesmen have denounced the Constitution as ‘‘a covenant 
with death and an t with hell.’ True, that charge was made 
in times of great excitement, immediately on the heels of a gigantic civi! 
war, before the passions of the people had subsided, and therefore may 
be partially excused on that ground. But, sir, I had hoped that there 
was reverence enough for that instrament to have saved it from the as- 
saults which we now see being made upon it. 
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The Senator from Nebraska who has just taken his seat [Mr. VAN 
Wyck] sneered at those who chose to rely upon the Constitution for 
their guidance as ‘‘hiding behind the Constitution,” and said in terms, 
almost, that the Constitution was not in his way, he would brush that 
uside, and he would pass this act without regard to its provisions or 
limitations or restraints. 

Why, Mr. President, it is painful in this forum at least to hear lan- 

like that from a distinguished Senator from a sovereign State. 
Throw the Constitution aside as something unworthy to be considered, 
and allow Congress or a majority of it in its own sweet will to do what- 
ever it thinks right; ignore the Supreme Court of the United States; 
ignore precedent, trample upon the fundamental principles of the Gov- 
ernment, and establish upon the ruins an unbridled parliamentary gov- 
ernment to do as it pleases. That, sir, is the position; and of all the 
violations that have been shown to it, I submit that this bill, in my 
judgment, is the most flagrant, unblushing disregard of the principles 
of the Constitution that has ever been introduced into the Congress of 
the United States. 

It is not pretended by the advocates of this bill that the purpose is 
to raise revenue, and I submit to any constitutional lawyer upon this 
floor or elsewhere that that, and that alone, is allowed by the Consti- 
tution. Why, sir, we are not permitted under our consciences to ac- 
complish by indirectness that which we have not the power to accom- 
plish directly. We surely shall not-attempt to usurp the reserved 
powers of the States in the regulation of their police affairs or their 
quarantine affairs by using the taxing power to suppress them and blot 
them out of existence. That is in effect what this bill proposes to do. 

I shall not attempt to go over again the arguments which have been 
so ably presented by the Senators who have preceded in opposition to 
this bill in the constitutional or legal aspect of the question; but I 
will put my objections solely on the groand that it is in itself not only 
unwise legislation, but that it is unjust and is in itself a frand. 

We have heard a good deal on the subject of fraud to-day, fraudulent 
oleomargarine, butterine, and various frauds. I confess that I have no 
accurate knowledge upon that subject. I doubt very much if I would 
recognize oleomargarine when I saw it or tasted it. I know nobody 
who manufactures it or sells it. I have never heard, it has never been 
asserted upon this floor, that it is not a perfectly legitimate industry, 
that any citizen of the country may not manufacture oleomargarine if 
he pleases; but the gravamen of the complaint is that after he manu- 
factures it he does not label it ‘‘oleomargarine,’’ and that seems to me 
to be about all that is complained of. Now, if it be true that it is 
healthful, that it is what it purports to be, I submit that Congress has 
no power under the Constitution,’or, as I said a while ago, in the exer- 
cise of its own conscience, to suppress it in the interest of another in- 
dustry. 

I have said that this bill itself wasa fraud, and I should be very glad 
if the chairman of the committee would explain to me and to the Sen- 
ate the meaning of the first section, for perhaps he is more familiar with 
the manufacture of dairy butter than myself. The very first section is: 


That for the purposes of this act the word “butter” shall be understood to | 


mean the food product usually known as butter, and which is made exclusively 
from milk or cream, or both, with or without common salt, and with or without 
additional coloring matter. 

I should be very glad if the chairman of the committee would ex- 
plain to me why that reservation was put into the first section of this 
bill if it was not to enable the so-called dairymen to perpetrate a fraud 
upon be of this country. Will any honest man who makes 
butter it necessary to put coloring matter into it unless he intends 
to perpetrate a fraud upon the consumer of that product, and if he does 
not intend to perpetrate a fraud why give him the right by act of Con- 
gtess purporting to suppress a fraud? Why give him the power and 
the right under the law to perpetrate a fraud himself? 

Mr. MILLER. What is the frand? 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘ With or without additional coloring matter.”’ 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator ought to know that in the manufacture 
of the dairy in the ordinary process from the milk of the cow color- 
ing matter has been used from time immemorial. 

Mr. BUTLER. Coloring matter? Why, will the Senator inform 
me? Why use coloring matter? A great deal has been said about the 
fraud of oleomargarine. If the dairyman is honest and is going to 
give to the consumer what he claims to make, why put coloring mat- 
ter init? Why interfere with the laws of nature, and take the nat- 
ural product of the cow and put coloring matter into it? What color- 
ing matter? Has anybody vonchsafed to tell us what that coloring 
matter is, whether it is wholesome or unwholesome ? 

Mr. MILLER. Iassume, ofcourse, that the Senator is familiar enough 
with the manufacture of the dairy in the old-fashioned way to know 
what the coloring matter used is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not. 

Mr. MILLER. It is perfectly wholesome. 
matter, and it is what is called annotto. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the Senhtor. 

Mr. MILLER. It undoubtedly has been used for a great many 
years, how many years I do not know. But it is well known to the 
dairymen that the different kinds of foods given to a cow will produce 


It is always a vegetable 
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some difference in the color of the butter, and in order that the manu- 
facture may have a uniform color from one end of the year to the other 
the coloring matter contained in annotto is used, and has been from time 
immemorial. Itis perfectly harmless, and has always been so declared. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the object of putting in that coloring mat- 


| ter? 


Mr. MILLER. I have just explained that by stating that different 
kinds of food to cows produces butter of different degeees of color, the 
natural ordinary color being light yellow, cream color. That is where 
we get the term ‘‘cream color,’’ from cream; and some kinds of food 
produce a lighter or less yellow color than otkers; and in order that it 
may be all of one uniform color it is customary to color butter in the 
dairy. It has been done, as I stated before, from time immemorial. 

Mr. BUTLER, The object of the coloring matter is evidently in- 
tended for the purpose of practicing a frand upon the consumer. 

Mr. MILLER. How a frand? 

Mr. BUTLER. Why put it in? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from South Carolina really desires 
information upon that subject, and will permit the interruption, I have 
a vial of what is commonly known as butter coloring here in the origi- 
nal package, with the instructions for use on the chromatic envelope, 
and a statement of the purpose for which it is employed. I dislike to 
interrupt the Senator, but if he will consent 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be very glad to have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will present the facts as they appear. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be very glad to hear, for I really want in- 
formation. 

Mr. INGALLS. 1 hold in my hand a vial of ‘* Wells, Richardson & 
Co.’s Perfected Butter Color,’’ which, the envelope assures us, ‘‘ gives 
to white butter a beautiful dandelion color; price 25 cents,’’ and, asa 
commentary on the suggestions made by the Senator from Vermont this 
afternoon that this bill was intended to prevent one man from cheat- 
ing another, I will state that this preparation pretends to be manufact- 
ured by ‘‘ Wells, Richardson & Co., Prop’s, Burlington, Vermont.’? 
{ Laughter. ] 





Open this end. 
Keep the 
bottle 
in this box at all times 
to protect from 
the 
action of the light— 


says the label. ‘This vial, so the manufacturers assure us, put up in 
Burlington, Vt. [laughter], for dairy purposes is— 
Warranted to color 


300 Ibs. 
winter butter. 


In using our Perfected Butter Color it must be borne in mind that no two 
dairies will often require the same amount of color. Cows fed on poor hay, and 
kept with only ordinary care, will make whiter butter than when well cared 
for and fed on fine hay and grain; also young cows give less color than old, 

Different seasons also make much difference. Care should be taken 


Say these friends of the dairymen— 


to get just the right amount, and never overcolor. 
Coloring butter nicely is an art, and one must expect to learn something by 
practice and experience. 


| 
| 


CAUTION! 
In large letters and with an interjection point after it— 

This preparation is made by a process entirely New and original with us. No 
other process can produce so pure and harmless nor so uniform and reliable a 
color, and consumers should be careful to use only the genuine, which is always 
put up in boitles,and each bottle in a box bearing our dandelion trade-mark. 
Beware of preparations sold in bulk or under similar names, for you will find 
them but poor imitations. 

This is somewhat protracted, but the advice to the dairymen of 
| America is so important and they have been presented in the light of 

a long-suffering class of afflicted people engaged in their bucolic hon- 
esty in Vermont and elsewhere in a struggle with the herculean efforts 

of the manufacturers of oleomargarine to put a spurious article on the 

market, that I feel that perhaps the Senate will bear with me, and the 

Senator from South Carolina also, while [ continue to give the country 

information as to the methods in which butter-color is prepared and 

the purposes for which it is employed. 
| Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. INGALLS— 


We take pleasure in offering to the dairymen of America— 


I shall be delighted. 


Not to the oleomargarine men— 


this preparation as the perfect result of our }ong-continued experiments in the 
preparation of an artificial color for their use. In our Perfected Butter Color 
we have succeeded in combining the same bright ycllow coloring principle found 
in the dandelion blossom with our previously well-known “Golden Extract’'— 


Now notice this— 
thereby securing a bright golden tint so exactly like the highest grade of Jersey 
butter that no expert can detect it [laughter|,even by actual comparison of the 
artificial color with the natural. 

We claim for it every point wanted in a perfect butter-color, namely 

First. Perfect color. The butter never turns toa reddish tinge, but always 
keeps the bright golden color. 

Second. Perfect freedom from any taste or smell that can be imparted t 
butter. 
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Third. Perfect keeping qualities. 
Heat or cold have no effect on it. 


It does not mold, sour, or spoil in any way. 


It is apparently one of the unchangeable elements of nature— 
It hasa decided tendency to preserve butter, whereas butter colored with car- 
rots, annatto, &c., will often spoil— 


Notwithstanding the statement of the Senator from New York, who 
is supposed to be an expert in these matters— 
will often spoil or turn to a dull reddish tint, 

Fourth— 

And here comes the aes this whole matter. The Senate is now 
about to learn why this bitter-color is used, the purpose for which it 
is employed, the reasons why it is put onto the market, and why these 
innecent, unsophisticated countrymen in the valleys of the streams of 
New England that have nv knowledge whatever of the plumber, whose 
products have become synonymous with purity and excellence—why it 
is that manufactories turn out barrels of butter-color, and why it is, as 
the Senator from New York says from time immemorial, so long that 
the memory of man runneth not back to the contrary, the innocent 
dairyman has colored his butter. 


FOURTH.—PERFECT ECONOMY IN USE. 

It requires no labor, as it is a fluid that is put in with the cream in the churn. 
It is cheaper than any other coloring, being put up in three sizes, selling at 25 
cents, 50 cents, and $1 each, which color, respectively, 300, 750, and 2,000 pounds 
of butter. 

I almost hesitate to read the last paragraph: 

We warrant it to add at least 5 cents per pound to the value of white butter, a 
return of $1 for every cent it costs. 

This is the preparation, Mr. President [exhibitinga vial]. It looks 
like tincture of iodine. It is manufactured in Burlington, Vt. [laugh- 
ter] by Wells, Richardson & Co, for the use of dairymen, and is war- 
ranted to add 5 centsa pound to every pound of white butter they make 
in the winter time, or from the milk of cows that are fed on poor hay 
and cheap food, and to give to the butter manufactured from the Texas 
stock, or the poor cows that wander on those rocky hill-sides, a color 
that will prevent even the most astute expert from being able to detect 
it from the “highest grade of Jersey butter.’’ 

I mayadd that this auxiliary of the dairy came into my possession in 
rather a peculiar way. Wehadabill before the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for preventing the sale and adulteration of foods, and 
a gentleman who carries on a small dairy in the suburbs here with a 
few cows came to the committee-room one morning and said that he 
was brought into competition with the proprietors of Alderney and Je- 
sey dairies in this city in a way that rendered it impossible for him ‘ 
continue his business, and he said that there was a preparation sold in 
the market, kept in all the drug stores, manufactured in Burlington, 
Vt., and that the use of a single drop of it in a quartof skimmed milk 
would change it into the appearance of the finest Alderney beverage 
with the cream in it, and that some of these great dairymen in the 
vicinity here, who furnish Alderney milk.of the highest grade and the 
most opulent description, gathered in from#everywhere the products, 
skimmed milk, low-grade milk, and in the cans and vats and tanks and 
reservoirs of their laboratory poured in a drop or teaspoonful of this 
product and, presto, it was changed into the richest productof the dairy; 
and he performed the experiment before mein my presence. He had 
with him a can of genuine milk from his own dairy with the cream in 
it and he had a can of the most watery and cerulean material, I sup- 
pose, that ever went by the name of milk. He took two goblets and 
ito one he poured the milk with the cream in it and into the other 
this skimmed material, and out of this vial he putone single drop into 
the goblet of skimmed milk, and it became, so far as the eye or the ap- 
pearance was concerned, in every particular equal to the other; and-he 
stated that the innocent dairymen, who now desire to be protected 
against fraud, who are struggling to furnish the people of this city and 
elsewhere with pure products, and who are inflamed against tallow and 
lard and the other products of the same animal, were engaged in using 
this same material for the purpose habitually of imposing upon their 
customers and obtaining inordinate prices for their product. 

The usual method— 

Say Wells, Richardson & Co., of Burlington, Vt., for using “‘per- 
fected butter color’’— 
is to add the color to the cream in the churn. The rule is one ful for 
four gallons of cream, but the amount may have to be varied somewhat accord- 
ing to circumstances, as stated on the outside of the box. This method is the 
simplest and easiest and gives good satisfaction. The objections are that the 
buttermilk is slightly colored, and the shade of color will be somewhat injured 
by contact with sour cream, especially if it is quite acid. The method which 
we consider to give the best color to the butter is the ae: The buttermilk 
must first be all washed or worked out. Then mix the color with sufficient 
powdered white sugar to absorb it and make a paste; spread the butter out 
thin and spread the colored sugar over it; work it in partially and then add the 
salt and work as usual. This is the method employed by some of our most ex- 
pert butter-makers, who get the best color and flavor. 

Coloring butter nicely is an art, and one must expect to Jearn something by 
practice and experience. Our color will surely give you a beautiful June tint 
when properly used. Be careful not to use too much of the color, as a h 
color is not desirable in winter. 

Cavtion.—The genuine will always bear the fac-simile of our signature, thus: 

WELLS, RICHARDSON & CO. 

As I stated before, of Burlington, Vt. 

Mr. BuTLer and Mr. MILLER rose. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 

Mr. MILLER. I trust the Senator from South Carolina will yic|q 
to me a few moments, as he has yielded so much time to my distin 
guished friend here. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I am not sure whether this |i; 
tragedy which has been enacted upon this stage was all prearran ge: 
‘‘comedy ’’ a friend suggests; I stand corrected—this burlesque was });, 
arranged and rehearsed in the committee-room of the Committee on t}). 
District of Columbia or not, but certainly there seems to have been , 
perfect understanding between the two Senators, who quite likely |) 
been sitting up of nights of late in order that they might produce th), 
little play here to our delectation. Certainly I am very much oblige 
for it. 

If the constituents of the Senator from Vermont are at all generou- 
if they have any gratitude for a kind act, they will make the distin. 
guished Senator from Kansas rich for all time to come. This ad 
tisement given to their goods could not be printed on as many pay, 
and ¢'reulated as wid'sly over this country for $50,000 in ready cash 
He tells us how he came by it. I was thinking perhaps that so 
rosy-cheeked dairymaid of Vermont had come down here to give it to 
him and to tell him how good it was and to seek this indorsement here 
on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I know nothing about this coloriag matter which | 
distinguished Senator has dilated upon. When he was going ove: 
wonderful character I was carried back to my boyhood days, whe: 
general trainings, I used to see a man standing in a wagon auctioning 
off bogus goods, bogus jewelry, offering to the people some elixir: 
life which would eure all the pains that flesh was heir to. Whethic: 
the Senator ever had any experience in that kind of work I do 
know; but he has shown a great aptness for it here, and if he shou! 
ever fail in this calling, or any other, he certainly could succeed at ths 
sort of work. 

Mr. President, if he or any other Senator wants to decry the farme 
and dairymen of this country, he may have a monopoly of that busi 
ness. It is a well-known fact, and always has been known, that mo 
or less coloring matter was used in the manufacture of butter, jus: 
salt is used in its manufacture, and nobody has complained of it, and 
nobody has heretofore denounced it asa fraud. Why, Mr. President, 
the Senator from Kansas usually comes here with a flaming red n 
tie. Why color the natural silk? Why not wear it in the color tha 
it came from the cocoon? Because he admires some other color 
is silk all the same; it is no fraud and no pretense whatever, I thi: 
And that is true of everything we wear and of a great portion of t 
food that we eat. We find our cake sugared over and colored on ¢! 
top with white sugar, or if we go back to our boyhood days we ma) 
remember when we rejoiced in yellow gingerbread, made yellow | 
New Orleans molasses and ginger. It was not the natural color 0! t! 
flour, but if anybody had told us it was a fraud then, there w 
have been a contest on the spot. And, Mr. President, those of us w! 
are not able to wear patent-leather shoes or fine kid boots usva!!) 
our shoes at the door at night to have them nicely blacked in +! 
morning. Is there any fraud about that or any pretense of fraud ’ 

Mr. President, there is nothing whatever in this bill to prevent 1 
manufacturer of oleomargarine from coloring his oleomargarine 
color he pleases—yellow, pink, black, or green; there is no pretense 0! 
any attempt to do that; and the scientific gentlemen who came }):! 
that committee when they were asked why the oleomargarine was «0. 
ored, said it was colored to imitate butter because mankind havin 
been accustomed to eat butter of a yellow tint would find that it \ 
not so pleasant to eat oleomargarine if it was white as if it was yellov 
and Dr. Chandler and Professor Morton, the two great authorities. | 
sisted that it would be a great wrong upon mankind to prevent t!) 
oring of oleomargarine yellow, that it would not be so pleasant t 
taste or so sweet in the stomach if it were colored pink or green or re 
or any other color. 

Mr. President, I do not think much can be made out of the « 
that the dairymen have colored and do color their butter either | 
natural process of feeding carrots to their cows or by putting an cx'' 
of annottointo it. It is well known that it is done, and I am surp 
that the Senator from Kansas, knowing that he is a strong defen! 
this measure, one of its earliest advocates, should join hancs wit) |! 
Senator from South Carolina in this attack. 

Mr. President, I send a document to the desk and ask to have it | 
in order that we may know precisely the position of the disting™ 
Senator from Kansas on this question. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator to allow me a few moments 
that is read. 


Mr. BUTLER. I want to make a statement. I did not yie!d | 
floor to enable the Senator from New York to have letters printed 
the Recorp. 

Mr. MILLER. Send it back and I will read it myself. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
will be read by the Secre 
Mr. RUTLER. I have no objection to the Secretary reading it. 


If there be no objection, the pape! 
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, Mr. MILLER. I did not intend to encroach on the time of the Sen- 
‘ld ator from South Carolina, but as he yielded so much time to the Sena- 
in- tor from Kansas I asked the same privilege, and supposed I had received 
*% ey if [ have trespassed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly have been generous to the Senator from 
tie New York. 

o The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
of no objection. . 

he The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ve THE RIGHT KIND OF TALK-—-A TRUE FRIND OF THE DAIRYMEN AND OF CORRECT 
PRINCIPLES. 


ed CoMMITTEE ON THE DisTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 

Unrrep STatTes SENATE 

Washington, D. C., 4-20, 1836. 
Dear Sir: Iam opposed to bogus butter as well as bogus politics, religion, 
in- and money, shall do all I can to keep counterfeits out of circulation. The 
er. tax ought to be so heavy as to prevent the production and destroy the sale of the 
stuff you describe. It issurprising to me thata market can be found in Kansas, 
; , Robes person who buys it, however, is equally guilty with him who sells, 
nh Yours, 


. To J. P. Bapen, Esq., 

3 Winfield, Kans. 
Mr. INGALLS. I think the Senate will bear me witness that in the 

he observations that I made I did not make any personal attack or make 


JOHN J. INGALLS, 


3 any 1 allusion with reference to the Senator from New York. 
at If any Senator thinks I did, I pauseforareply. Will any one say that 
ng I alluded to him in any particular, to his course, or his conduct, or his 
of argument? Isimply presented what I believed to be a legitimate ar- 
eI gument in this matter, and the Senator from New York saw fit in his 
0! reply to descend into the arena of personality. His humor was very 
ld much like the attempt of a hippopotamus to dance on a slack rope 
lat [laughter], but of that I do not complain. 


I pause now merely for the purpose of saying that I indorse every 

word that is contained in that letter which he has had read at the desk. 

Si- Iam opposed to bogus butter, whether it is made by a dairyman or an 
D oleomargarine man. I do not know that ever I saw any oleomargarine. 
as Ihave stood in the presence of confessedly genuine products of the dairy 
nd with awe and terrer at their strength and with reverence for their an- 
nt, tiquity [laughter], and if there be anything worse even in the imagina- 
k tion of the Senator from New York than many of the products that have 
Lat been placed within hailing distance of me in this city and elsewhere, to 
It which my memory reverts with a shudder, all I have to say is that I 
ak should be in favor, if oleomargarine be worse, notonly of a heavier tax 
the on that, but of a prohibitory tax. But I have one thing further tosay, 

the Mr. President. 

ay The Senator saw fit to allude to my youthful avocations, and pre- 
by sented the spectacle of a peddler at a country muster dealing in elixirs 
the and selling compounds for the benefit of the populace. ‘I have thisremark 
ld to make in reply to that: Whatever I may have done, I never stood before 
‘ho the Senate of the United States advocating a measure in which I had 
Set the strongest personal interest, as the Senator from New York has. 
he He is in the dairy business; he owns a dairy farm; he has a herd of 
dairy cattle; and he puts his products on the market in New York 

he and elsewhere as the product of the Oak Hill or Oakleaf Creamery, and 
ny uses the whole power of his official station as a member of this body 
of and as chairman of a committee to get this measure, in the first place, 
yre out of the committee where it belonged to his own, and then stands 
ol hereon this floor day after day advocating a measure that is to increase 


ng . directly the price of his own product. 

ras Mr. President, as I said, I did not invite this controversy; I did not 
w make any reference to the Senator from New York; but if he desires 
iu- or thinks it advisable in a matter of this kind to pursue this subject 


upon personal grounds, he will find that I never decline the invitation. 
he I say that a more shameful spectacle was never presented to the Amer- 
ed ican people than this measure supported in the other House under the 
leadership of the chairman of a committee who is himself engaged in 
ge the dairy business, who has a herd and a farm whose product he sells 
in the market and upon which he relies for his support, and re-enforced 
A in this body by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, who is 
engaged in the same business, and who is to profit, if this bili can by 
‘ any means whatever be passed through this body, directly by the leg- 
he islation that he is seeking here to promote. 
We have heard, Mr. President, something about attorneys at law in 


od the United States in cases where land-grant railroads were involved; 
and the im ety and the indecency of a member of this body avail- 

g hi of his position to take fees and swell his income as an at- 
at law saint the interests of the United States have been 

t upon, afid dwelt upon properly. But, sir, if that is improper, 
much more improper is it, how much more indefensible is it, for 
of the committees of the two Heuses to present measures 
they have direct personal interest, and whenever any ar- 
is made against them to descend into the arena of vulgar per- 
and denunciation in order to make the passage of the measure 
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lina yield to the Senator from New York? 


ator says, refer to any calling of the Senator in his early life. 
rect report of my words will not bear out the statement. 


ure. 
on a farm. 
a farm. 
horses, and other domestic animals. 
periods of the year make butter upon that farm and other periods of 
the year cheese. 
ments to improve butter and cheese and the products of the farm to 
every om that I have received in return; but I make no claim for that 
here and I seek no legislation to recompense me for my losses. 


ing to any profit that I can possibly receive. 
upon my farm sells to-day for a price so high that it is in no way af- 
fected by the competition of oleomargarine or butterine or any other 
bogus stuff that may be put upon the market. 


not here honestly represent the interests of the class to which he be 
longs even if he does have a few dollars of interest in that spec 
dustry? 


dl, this body not being permitted to take fees against the Government of 
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Mr. BurLer and Mr. MILLER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
(‘* Yes!’ ‘*Yes!’’)} 

I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. President, I did not in my remarks, as the Sen- 
The cor- 


Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. MILLER. 


The Senator charges me with being directly interested in this meas- 
Mr. President, I am proud of the fact that I was born and reared 
[ am also proud of the fact that [now make my home upon 
It is true that I do for my own delectation keep a few cows, 
It is true, sir, that 1 do at some 


I have expended, however, ten dollars in my experi- 


Mr. President, whether this bill passes or not, it adds not ene farth- 
Whatever butte: is made 


Shall it be said that no man havingany material interest in this coun- 
try shall hold aseat here to represent the industry orthe class to which 
he belongs? I know that to-day three-quarters or more of all the n 
tional legislators are lawyers; but shall it be said, because a man hap 
pens to belong to the class of farmers or of manufacturers, that he can 


al in- 
Mr. President, I think not; and I have no answer to make to 
the implication of the Senator from Kansas that I was actuated by base 
and corrupt motives in my support of this measure. 

Sir, having been born and having lived among the dairy class all my 

life, seeing them to-day being driven out of their farms into bankruptcy 
and their farms going into the hands of the sheriff, I have felt called 
upon to raise my voice here in the national Legislature for their pro- 
tection; and no sneers at the dairymen of this country, no implication 
that I am actuated by base and corrupt motives, will close my mouth 
here. I appeal from this infamous charge to my constituents through 
all the great rural districts of New York. Igo for judgment to.them 
and not to any man upon this floor-who ventures to charge me with 
corruption. 
Mr. President, those are words that neither the Senator from Kansas 
nor any other man dare to speak out of this body to me. Men here 
may shield and seek refuge behind the Constitution and behind parlia 
mentary law; but I go to my constituents upon that base and infamous 
charge, and there I leave it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I had not the slightest idea of pro- 
voking this controversy between my two friends on the other side of the 
Chamber, I can assure them; and [ do sincerely hope that when their 
angry passions have subsided they will think better of what has passed 
between them. I have nothing whatever to do with the personal issue 
between the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from New York. I 
was proceeding to discuss this bill in a perfectly legitimate parliament- 
ary manner. I put a question to the Senator from New York which | 
think I had a right to propound to him. I asked him to explain why 
certain words were in the first section of the bill. 

I believe I did say that the effect of this bill if it should becomea law 
would be practically to legalize a fraud. I was not at all aware of the 
existence of the advertisement of the coloring matter to which the Sen- 
ator from Kansas has referred, and if I was permitted to let my temper 
tise I might be disposed to say something pretty hard to the Senator 
from New York, but I will not. He was perhaps not conscious of the 
effect of his language when he charged that there must have been a con- 
spiracy between the Senator from Kansas and myself, that we had re- 
hearsed this tragedy. I hope it will not result in a tragedy. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator, I hope, knew that was a pleasantry. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do sincerely hope it will not result in a tragedy. 
So far there have been a good many comic features in this debate, a 
good many things said in a Pickwickian sense which I have no doubt 
each one of the Senators will consider fully when he gets on the out- 
side of the Chamber, which has been referred to. 

So, Mr. President, I will not retort upon the Senator from New York 
in reply to that charge that I had formed a conspiracy with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. I desire to assure him that I had never heard be- 
fore of this coloring matter from Burlington, Vt. I really was not 
aware of what the object of that provision of the bill was. [ thought 
it was a little remarkable that a bill purporting to have for its object 
the suppression of a fraud should contain language which had the ap- 
pearance of being a fraud itself. 

But let that pass. Therefore I was, Mr. President, justified in say- 
ing that ifthis bill becomes a law it legalizys a fraud upon its very 
face, the introduction of coloring matter into what is claimed to be 
genuine butter. 


And now a word to the Senator from Vermont. He said with great 
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emphasis that he for one would not permit the poorest man in this 
country, if he could help it, to be cheated by a fraud. I say to himin 
the light of recent developments that if he votes for this bill he not only 
permits the poorest man in thjs country to be cheated, but he justifies 
that act by his vote if he votes for this bill. 

I have said that the legislation, in my judgment, was unwise and 
vicious in its consequences. I do not want any man, poor or rich, in 
this country to be cheated by oleomargarine or Burlington (Vt. ) color- 
ing in butter either. The poor man in this country does not desire to 
be cheated himself. Still less does he desire that himself and his family 
shall be starved as the result of this special sumptuary legislation of 
Congress. 

Sir, it is on a lime, it is of a piece with the legislation of this Con- 
gress for twenty-five years, passing laws the effect of which is to put 
money into the pockets of the rich dairymen of New York and to de- 
prive the millions of poor men in this country of buying in oper market 
a cheap food for themselves and their families. 

If the object of this legislation is simply to procure votes, if demagog- 
ism is at the bottom of it, and the farming element of this country is to 
be enlisted by these appeals for the ‘‘ poor farmer,’’ let me say to Sena- 
tors there are more butter consumers in this country than butter pro- 
ducers. There are more people in this country who can not afford to 
give more than 14 or 15 or 20 cents per pound for a wholesome article 
than there are otherwise. 

The effect of this bill will be, as I said, to legislate money into the 
pockets of the rich man, to widen the breach between the rich and the 
poor in this country, all under the guise of protection te American in- 
dustry. You profess to protect the American laboring man by depriv- 
ing him of the right to buy cheap food, assuming the guardianship over 
him, as if he were not a free American citizen able and competent to 
take care of himself. An artificial public opinion is created by stereo- 
typed petitions sent from Chambers street, New York city, ostensibly in 
the interest of the farmers of the country, the practical effect of which 
means a blow at the poor man, to add to his burdens, to add to his dis- 
comforts, to deprive him and his wife and his children of the ability to 
buy cheap food, under the guise of protection to American labor. God 
save the mark! 

Well might the laboring man exclaim, ‘‘ Save me from my friends,”’ 
if this is to be the evidence of their kindness. Under the progress of 
scienge a cheap article of food, perfectly wholesome food, is pnt at his 
command, and the rich dairyman of New York State comes to Congress 
and invokes the strong hand of the Government in his behalf to strike 
down this article of cheap food which has been placed at his door. 

Mr. President, we all have great contempt for cheats and frauds, but 
the greatest of all is the cheat and frand which comes to Congress to 
invoke its strong arm to oppress the weak and the poor men in this 
country. 

Your high protective tariff, your labor bureaus, are given to the la- 
borer when he asks for bread. You widen the breach between capital 
and labor by this class of legislation, and when the laboring man re- 
sponds, through the ingenuity, I might say the deviltry of science, and 
when theanarchist responds to this legislation with dynamite and arson 
and murder and plunder, the bayonet is invoked and ball and car- 
tridge used to suppress hjm. 

I would not be understood as tolerating for one instant anarchy, or 
anarchists or socialists, but when we, intrusted by the people, exercis- 
ing a high trust for their benefit, pervert the objects for which we were 
sent here so as to subvert the rights of the very people who require the 
protection of the law more than others, I must say that I listen with 
some impatience to the demand all over this country for armed soldiery 
to put down and suppress the freemen of the country for protesting 
against this class of legislation. 

I do not believe that any appreciable number of farmersin this coun- 
try have demanded this legislation. I believe it has been procured by 
interested dealers in this fraudulent article, made fraudulent by the 
use of the coloring matter referred to by the Senator from Kansas. I 
do not believe that if this question were submitted to-morrow to the 
honest farmers of this country, who love this country and love its liber- 
ties, they would in any appreciable numbers approve of this kind of 
legislation, which comes in under the pretense of being a bill to raise 
revenue, at the same time sustaining a fraud in the bill while pretend- 
ing to strike down another. 

Such a billcan never have my support, sir. As I said in the beginning, 
in my experience in this Government, in my knowledge of the history 
of legislation in this Government, I have never known a measure 80 
entirely untenable as this is. I have never known a measure which 
flies so completely and squarely in the face of the fundamental law as 
does this bill; andif it should pass, I now predict that nothing will come 
of it except oppression and disaster and calamity to the best interests 
of the people of the country. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I rise to speak to this bill. I have 
been delayed by the progress of the discussion to this hour. If itis 
the desire of the Senate to proceed to a vote to-night I do not wish to 


delay that vote being taken; but I imagine that I should not meet | be 
with a very indulgent hearing at this hour, after meeting at the hour | it would take everything else out of the way. 
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of eleven and it is now six, if I should occupy even a brief time, which 
is all the time that I expect to give to this bill in any remarks, and 
therefore I leave it for the Senate to say whatever they wish a majority 
will do. 

Mr. CAMERON. With the consent of the Senator from New York 
I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania withhold the 
motion for a moment ? 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. On Saturday I gave notice that I should ask the 
Senate to finish the consideration of the bill to-day. It has run much 
longer than I anticipated, and I am not disposed to burden the Senate 
by keeping them here beyond a reasonable hour. Notice was given 
last week of calling up another important matter to-morrow, and if the 
Senators interested in that would now by an arrangement consent to 
let it go over, and if we could have an understanding to vote on this 
bill absolutely to-morrow, or at 2 o’clock to-morrow, say, not before 2 
o’clock—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; do not fix an hour. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall not attempt to fix the hour, but I do not pro- 
pose to have the vote taken before 2 o’clock, so that everybody de- 
siring to vote may be here. I understand that some Senators have to 
go out of town to-night and can not be back before 1 o’clock to-mor- 
row; and therefore it would not do to vote previous to that time. My 
colleague has a speech for to-morrow, but I know of no other Senator 
desiring to speak. There may be a few other short speeches, which | 
do not think will take any long time to-morrow, and if the Senators 
having the other matter in charge, of which they gave notice, although 
there was no agreement that they should have to-morrow (but as it is 
a matter of high privilege I suppose they might not be inclined to waive 
it otherwise), will consent that that may go over until we can have a vote 
on the bill to-morrow, I shall be entirely willing to have the Senate 
adjourn now. 

Owing to the condition of the public business, the ne pman 
bills, and the Jateness of the session, it is very important that a]! these 
measures should be considered and brought to a final determination 
one way or the other; and asI hear no objection from the Senators who 
gave notice of calling up another matter to-morrow, if I can have an 
understanding that we shall go on with the bill in the morning and 
complete it and then that the other matter may come up, I shal! be 
entirely willing now to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. To vote at what time to-morrow ? 

Mr. MILLER. To vote to-morrow not before 1 o’clock and as soon 
after 1 as the discussion is closed. It is suggested that an agreement 
might be made to fix the hour for voting at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. PUGH. I intended to make the call for the reports in the Payne 
case at 2 o’clock to-morrow. If that will suit the Senator from New 
York I will delay it until that hour. 

Mr. MILLER. That will suit me if—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do. We can not agree to take that 
matter up at that hour, because this bill must be finished first. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the Senator from Alabama had better con- 
sent that the matter go over until this bill is finished, whether at | 
o'clock, 2, 4, 5, or 6 o’clock, whatever the hour may be. 

Mr. CAMERON. I must insist on my motion that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that before we adjourn this evening we shall 
have some understanding in respect to the time when a vote shall be 
taken upon the bill to-morrow. I think that can very easily be ar- 

. Lhopethe Senator from Alabama will postpone any action in 
the matter he has in charge until this bill can be disposed of. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam willing to give until 3 o’clock, but I shal! insist 
on asking the Senate to consider the Payne case at 3 o’clock. It is a 
matter of privilege. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not intend to consent to take up any other 
business until this bill is disposed of. The matter of privilege, as it is 
called, is no more a matter of privilege in the judgment of the Senate 
by its votes than any other matter. It is a privileged question in the 
sense that it is one that belongs to the privileges of the Senate, but no‘ 
in the sense that anybody has a right to insist upon its being considered 
at one time rather than another. It is just like the veto messages 0! 
the President of the United States, where the Constitution says we s))a!! 
proceed to consider them. That means in our own time and in our ow1 
way. 

So I object to any understanding by which any limitation is put upon 
the consideration of this bill until it is ended. I do not object to !x- 
ing an hour if I can have five minutes to reply to my friend from Kans“ 
and to the distingui Senator from South Carolina on two topics 
which they have presented; but I am going to object™to everything 
that does not give me five minutes to say my say. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to say that I hae becn 
told to-day by older Senators and those more accustomed to parliament: 
ary law and to the rules of the Senate that the question of privilege t’ 
ted by the Senator from Alabama is of sucha high order that 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the least. | 





Mr. MILLER. After the explanation of the Senator from Vermont 
1 do not ask for any agreement, because I shall move to take up the 
pill the first thing in the morning, and I shall not yield to anything 
else until it is finished. 

Mr. CAMERON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that we shall have some understanding as to 
the hour when the vote shall be taken on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 

ield ? 
, Mr. LOGAN: I should like the Senator to yield for just one mo- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 

ield ? 

Mr. CAMERON. For a moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say but one word. I do not very often 
ask courtesies of the Senate, but I am going away, ard before I leave I 
should like to have the question of privilege disposed of. It will cer- 
tainly come up soon, and I prefer to have it come up before I leave. 
The Senator from Vermont objects to everything, but of course his ob- 
jection is not made with a view of preventing the question of privilege 
from coming up. However, when a bill has been discussed as long as 
this has been, it does seem to me asif an agreement might be made by 
the Senate that we would vote on it at 2 o’clock or 3 o'clock or some 
time to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree to that, if I can have five minutes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Five minutes! You can have forty minutes. No- 
body objects to your speaking, and if he did it would not make any 
difference; you would speak anyhow; and so it is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. VOORHEES. Ask for 3 o’clock. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think an agreement might be reached and that 
everybody might be at least satisfied, Ido not think there are very 
many Senators who want to discuss the question any further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks the 
nupanimous consent of the Senate that at 2 o’clock or 3 o’clock 

Mr. LOGAN. Three o’clock. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I have a word to say 
on this subject. If the bill can be taken up after the morning work, 
as early as a quarter past 11 or half past 11 to-morrow, I will agree 
that the only space of time that I shall occupy will enable me to finish 
my remarks, and the vote could be taken, if there were not other speak- 
ers, very soon after 12. IfI can begin at a quarter past 11 I shall be 
through before 12. The Senator from Vermont has claimed a very brief 
period for his address to the Senate. I am not advised that on this side 
of the Chamber other speakers are expecting to take part. 

Mr. CULLOM, There may be two or three others. 

Mr. EVARTS. There maybe. I had learned that as my colleague 
did not desire to close the debate, I was proposing to close it on our side, 
and I had inquired to find out if there were others going to speak. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then let us come to an agreement to vote at 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. EVARTS. If it is true that there are other speakers, I can not 
say so distinctly as to the time that will be occupied. 

Mr. MILLER. Having the bill in charge, I know of no one on this 
side of the Chamber who expects to speak except my colleague. I in- 
quired on the other side and was told, of course not positively, but that 
the general understanding was the speeches had been finished. I sup- 
pose that other speeches, such as the Senator from Vermont proposes to 
make in reply to two Senators, will be very short. I desired to have 
my colleague close the debate on this side, if it were convenient to all 
the Senate. There might be speeches I know nothing about, but if we 
take two or three hours of time I have no doubt we shall give every 
one an opportunity to be heard who desires. I do not want to shut off 
anyone. I ask that 3 o’clock be fixed as the time to take the vote to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. 
minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. If we vote at 3 o’clock it will give every one an 
opportunity to speak who wishes to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will submit the request 
to the Senate. The Senator from New York asks the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate that at 3 o’clock to-morrow the vote upon the pend- 
ing bill shall be taken. Is there objection? 

Be EDMUNDS. I do not object if itis subject to my five min- 
u 

The PRESIDENT pro tempge. 

Mr. CALL. I object. 

Mr. CAMERON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 20, 1886, at 11 
o’cloek a. m. 





I wish to say that I expect to occupy about ten 


Is there objection ? 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 19, 1886. 


The House met at1l o’clocka. m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedimgs of Sat- 
urday last, when 

Mr. PAYSON said: Mr. Speaker, the entries in the Journal with 
reference to reports from committees are lengthy, and I therefore move 
that the reading of that part of the Journal be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend in 
the REcorD his remarks on the fortifications appropriation bill. 


WITHDRAWAL A BILL. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds to withdraw the bill 1404) to authorize 
the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 
406 of the city of Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Office 
Department building, and to provide accommodations for the city post- 
office. 


OF 


3. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. WINANS, after to-morrow, for the remainder of the session, 
on account of important business. 


COPY OF ENGROSSED BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed copy of Senate bill 1042, to pay B. 
S. James for transporting the mails, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, but has been mislaid. If there be no objection the Chair will 
direct an order to be made requesting the Senate to furnish the House 
another engrossed copy of said bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9798) making ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, in order that 
we may pass it to-day so as to send it over to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up the fortifi- 
cations appropriation bill. The question on Saturday when this bill 
was last before the House was upon ordering the previous question 
upon an amendment submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. RANDALL] and upon the engrossment and third reading of the 
dill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. At that time we were dividing on the demand for 
the previous question, I having made the question of no quorum. I 
will withdraw my demand for a quorum, and hope the gentleman will 
yield to me five or ten minutes for discussion. 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. That arrangement, then, is agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Alabama has yielded the time 
to the gentleman from New York, but before he proceeds I want to ask 
consent to modify the second section of the bill by inserting after the 
word ‘‘implements,’’ in the fourth line, that part of the section stricken 
out on the point of order relating to the use of materials of American 
production. What I ask is to insert what the committee originally 
had in at the place I have indicated. In other words, to make it dis- 
tinct, I ask consent that after the word ‘‘implements’’ these words be 


added: *‘ the materials for which shall be of American production; ’’ so 
that this section will read, if amended as I suggest— 

Sec. 2. For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procure- 
ment of steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriages, 
projectiles, fuses, powder, implements, the materials for which shall be of 
American production, and their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses 


incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until expended 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
words — 

Unless in the unanimous opinion of the board the interest of the Government 
will be better subserved by making purchases elsewhere— 

The word “‘ board’’ should be stricken out and ‘‘ Department’ 
serted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not willing to have those words in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But having stricken out the provision in reference 
to the board you will want to leave it tothe Department to determine. 

Mr. RANDALL. No;I1 want it just as I have stated the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
no point upon it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point of order was made upon the provision 
of the second section, which provides fur the creation of a board that 


Let me suggest to the gentleman also that in the 


in- 


I only call attention to the matter; I desire tomake 
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shall have the expenditure of the money for fortifications and their 
armament, and it was raled out in committee. 

When we went back into the House the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania proposed to amend the bill by reducing the appropriation from 
$500,000 to, $100,000, and I raised the question of no quorum, pending 
a division upon which question the House adjourned. I wanted an op- 
portunity tocall the attention of the House to this fact, that the provision 
of the Constitution in reference to the appointing powerof the President 
is in the following language: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and he shall 
nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, 
and all other officers of the United States, whose a niments are not herein other- 
wise provided for, and which shall be established ; but the Congress may by law 
vest the appointment of such inferior officers, as think proper, in the President 
alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 

Here, sir, was a provision reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this House which proposed to create a board to take charge of 
the whole system of fortifications and expend the money; and that 
board under the provisions of this act would be appointed not by the 
President, under the Constitution but would be created in part by the 
Speaker of the House and in part by the President of the Senate. 

The point I desired to make is that a provision of this kind is prob- 
ably unconstitutional, as an encroachment upon the powers of the Ex- 
ecutive.and is without precedent in the history of our country. I de- 
sired to call the attention of the House, especially of the other side, to 
the fact that this provision was reported here coming from a committee 
in sympathy with the present Executive. There may be some legi 
tion somewhere in the past in which Congress has been allowed to cre- 
ate a commission, appointing it also, to examine into some matter or to 
expend some paltry sum of money, where the act has been approved by 
the President; but I appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, if in your experience 
ever before it was attempted to take the expenditure of the money for 
the fortifications, to take the charge of a great, vast system of work, from 
the President, through the War Department, and give it to a commission 
to be created by the legislative branch of theGovernment? I will ap- 
peal to my friend from Texas, Judge REAGAN, if in his experience he 
has ever secn the like? And, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, after we had gone back into the House, made his motion 
to reduce this $500,000 to $100,000, as I understood him to make the 
motion because the gentleman from Connecticut had made a point of 
order against this proposed legislation, and because he had not suc- 
ceeded in having the expenditure of this money and the control of the 
work in part taken from the present administration, when he made his 
motion to reduce the amount carried by the bill as I then supposed for 
that purpose, I desired to emphasize his position before the country and. 
before this House. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot want to do the gentleman injustice. 
derstand his object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will state what wasmy object. It was not that 
I might have my way, but that the House might have its way by a vote 
on that proposition, which the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Buck] prevented. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
entirely willing the bill should remain at $500,000 provided the material 
is to be purchased in the United States; but he proposes to reduce it to 
$100,000 if the provision for the purchase is stricken out of the bill. 
But Isympathize with that purpose. At the time I understood it to be a 
threat to the House that you shall not have thisa priation of $500,- 
000 unless you allow us to take the expenditure of the money from the 
administration—which of course we have no great feeling about—un- 
less we would allow the creation of a board, which we seriously think 
unconstitutional. To that I forone have decided objection. If we have 
the power to take from the President and the War Department the work 
and to create a commission to take charge of it, of which one member 
is to be appointed by yourself, Mr. Speaker, and one member by the 
President of the Senate, we have the power to provide that every mem- 
ber of that commission shall be appointed by you. The result would 
be an encroachment upon the power and prerogative of the Executive; 
and we are all interested in seeing that the lines between the powers of 
the executive and the legislative branches of the Government are main- 
tained and strictly observed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have only one word to say. The House and the 
Senate every year indicate by a joint resolution the managers of the 
Soldiers’ Home. Now, if the gentleman from New York his 
opinion as a lawyer that this board is unconstitutional, that is one mat- 
ter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

Mr. RANDALL. But why not let the House pass upon that ques- 
tion whether it is constitutional or not, and not prevent it by a point 
made by a single member in the manner in which it was done? The 
board is a mere auxiliary to the ment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Are the managers of the Sol- 
diers’ Home officers of the United States? 
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Mr. RANDALL. They are officers of an institution organized by tho 


United States. 


Mr. HISCOCK. When before did Congress ever attempt to take th. 


expenditure of money for the fortifications of our coast away from the 
President and the War Department? 


Mr. RANDALL. I have stated the reasons we had for the propos 


tion in the bill. 


Mr. REAGAN. If the purpose was to take from the War Depart 


ment and the President the power to control the expenditures on the 
fortifications of the country, perhaps the gentleman from New York 
is right in his position. 
as an auxiliary to aid the President and the Secretary of War in tlie 


But this seems to have been merely propose! 


formance of the work. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I beg thegentleman’spardon. It was an absolute 


condition imposed upon and affixed to an appropriation for fortific.- 
tions. 


Mr. RANDALL. At the solicitation of the gentleman from A|!:- 


bama I withdraw the amendment toreduce the amount from $500,(0') 
to $100,000. 


Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question on the bill and 


amendments. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The following amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union was read: 


Amend section 2 by inserting after the word “ proof,"’ in line 4, the wor. 


‘and the testing of improvements of the same.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would be glad to hear the amendment of the 
Ivania read in its connection. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] on Saturday has been withdrawn, and 
this morning by unanimous consent words have been inserted whic): 
require the material to be of American production. 


Mr. RANDALL. That was in the bill, but went out on the point 


of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ implements,” in line 4of section 2, insert “and the materia!s 


shall be all of American production.’ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that it read ‘‘ the materials (0: 


which,’’ &c. 


There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir 
it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question on the passage 0! 
the bill. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereo 


the bill was passed. 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa; 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. : 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a question of order. On Saturday even- 
ing the House had under consideration a resolution providing for the 
printing of the third annual report of the Civil Service Commission 
and the previous question was ordered on it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks that the House 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution he has indicated, on whic! 
the previous question was ordered on Saturday evening. The Clerk 
will report the concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UnrTEep STATEs, July 6, 1885 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of tatives concurring), That the third an- 
nual report of the United States Civil Service Commission be speeuiad, and that 
26,000 additional copies be ted ; of whieh 2,000 shall be for use of the Sei- 
ate, 4,000 for the use of the House, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the con- 
Hous of Roprecotaiives Racouiive Document Re ios Forgaiain Con" 
eedan omitted by the Public Printer in printing this edition. 

Mr. RANDALL. My recollection is that the previous question w. 
not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that it was. The Recor! 
shows the previous question was ordered and that afterward the resolu 
tion was over. 

Mr. RANDALL. The resolution was withdrawn, if I recolle 
aright. What does the Journal show? @ 

Mr. DINGLEY. The previous question was ordered, and then t!) 
consideration of the resolution was passed over by unanimous consen' 

Mr. DOCKERY. That isa correct statement of thecase. The pre 
vious question was ordered, but the Chair understood that the request 
to lay the resolution aside disposed of it, and that was the understan« 
ing of the House. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The record shows that the previous question was 
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ordered, and that after that, by unanimous consent, the resolution was 
passed over. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Passed over for the present. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After the previous question was ordered the ques- 


tion came up on the passage of the resolution and a quorum was de- | 


manded, and that would have broken up the session. ‘Therefore, when 
the point that no quorum had voted was insisted upon, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. BARKSDALE] in charge of the resolution asked 
to have it passed over in order to take up another matter. That was 
agreed to. As to the effect of that order, it may not have been clearly 
understood by the House at the time, and the parliamentary effect of 
it is of course to be now decided by the Speaker. It was understood, 
however, by most of the members present, especially by those who ob- 
jected to the resolution, that it was withdrawn from the consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was simply understood and stated that it was 
passed over for the present. That is the language as reported in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. The understanding of the committee 
was that the resolution was withdrawn; and this morning I was directed 
by the chairman to request our associate, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR], to introduce it at the proper time when there was a 
full House. The committee understood that it was withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question as to the 
understanding of the House. ‘The House did not understand that the 
previous question was ordered upon this resolution with the expectation 
that it would come up again to-day. They understood that the effect 
of the order was the withdrawal of the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was not the understanding of many of the 
gentlemen present. If they had so understood it they would have ob- 
jected. As appears from the REcoRD the request was for unanimous 
consent that the resolution should be passed over ‘‘ for the present,’’ 
and that was agreed to. If the request had been for unanimous con- 
sent for the withdrawal of the resolution, certainly objection would 
have been made. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I made objection to the 
laying aside of the resolution and afterward withdrew my objection, 
with the understanding that the resolution was to be passed over—not 
that it was to be withdrawn, but that it was to be passed over for the 
present, the previous question having been ordered upon it. I should 
not have withdrawn my objection had I understood that the resolution 
was to be withdrawn, and the withdrawal of my objection was based 
upon the understanding that the resolution was merely passed over for 

the time. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will state that it was not the understanding of the committee that the 
resolution was totally withdrawn from the consideration of the House, 
but that it was to be called up when there was a full House. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understood that it was to be simply 

over. 

Mr. REID, ef North Carolina. It is a privileged resolution, which 
can be called up at any time, and it was the intention of the chairman 
when he withdrew it to call it up again at the proper time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has a right to call it up now. 

The SPEAKER. The REcorpD shows the following proceedings on 
the subject: 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that this resolution be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. Jomnston, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. Bexnetr. How long does the gentleman propose to lay it aside? 

_ The aaa pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his ob- 
ection 
’ Mr. Jomneron, of Indiana. I have objected. 

The SPRAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on his objection ? 

_Mr. Jommston, of Indiana, Is the gentleman from North Carolina going to in- 
sist upon @ quorum ? 

Mr. Benwerr. Does the gentleman address his question to me” 

Mr. Jounston, of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. Bexwsetr. Dead certain. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. Jomnsron, of Indiana, As the gentleman, a friend of the administration 
which went into power pledged to civil-service reform, proposes to call aquorum, 
I will withdraw my objection. 

By unanimous censent the resolution was passed over for the present. 


The Journal also shows that the resolution was passed over for the 
present, the previous question having been ordered uponit. The Chair 
supposes that under the practice of the House that would bring this 
resolution up for consideration this morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It isa privileged resolution, anyway. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; it is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then it can be called up now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the concur- 
rent resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be again read. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read; butif there be no objection the 
Clerk will again report the resolution. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE SEXATE OF THE UNITED Strares, July 6, 1536. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), That the third an- 
nual report of the United States Civil Service Commission be printed, and that 
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26,000 additional copies be printed ; of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 4,000 for the use of the House, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the com 
mission: Provided, That appendices 8 and 9 of the report as published by the 
House of Representatives, Executive Document No, 140, Forty-ninth Congress 


first session, be omitted by the Public Printer in printi 


ve this edition. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I call for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, and the reading of the re 
port is in the nature of debate. ‘The House does not vote on the re 


port, but simply on the resolution. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution, there were— 


ayes 111, noes 28. 
Mr. BENNETT. No quorum. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The veas and nays were ordered, 58 voting in favor thereot! 


So the resolution was adopted. 





The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
187, nays 46, not voting 89; as follows 
YEAS—187 
Adams, G. E, Ford Lore Singleton 
Allen, C. H, Frederick Louttit “ina 
Allen, J.M Fulle1 Lovering, 
Atkinson Funsto Lowry, ' 
Baker Gay, Lyman, Mahlnecker 
Barksdale Geddes Markham, Stewart, J. W. 
Bayne, Glass, Martin Stor 1 
Bingham, Glover McAdoo, Stoue, W.0.. Ky 
Blanchard, Goff, McComaa, Stone. W.J.. Me 
Blount, Green, R.5S. MeCreary, Strait 
Bound, Grosveno! McKinley Strubl 
Boyle, Guenther MeMillin, Swinburne 
Breckinridge, C.R. Hale, Merriman, Symes 
Breckinridge, W CP. Hal) Millard, Parsney 
Browne, T. M. Harmer Millikn, ra ‘ 
Brown, C. E. Hatch, Mitchell, ravior, 1. H 
Brown, W. W. Hayden Moffat, laylor, Zach 
Buck, Haynes, Morgan, Thomas,.O. B 
Bunnell, Henderson,D.B. Morrill Thomps 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Morrison, Townshend 
Burrows Hepburn, Morrow, Pm 
Bynum, Herbert Murphy, Turne 
Campbell, J. M. Hiestand, Neal, Van Fator 
Candler, Hill, Neece Vie 
Cannon, Hires, Negley, Wad 
Catchings, Hiscock O' Neill, Charles Waketield 
Clardy, Hitt, Osborne, W ‘ 
Cobb, Holmar Parker, Ward, J. 
Conger, Holmes Payson, Ward, T. B 
Cowles, Hopkins Peel, Warner, A. J 
Cox, Hudd, Perkins, Varner, William 
Curtin, Hutton, Peters, Weaver, A. J 
Cutcheon, Irion, Pirce, Weaver, J.B 
Dargan, Jackson, Plumb, Wels 
Davidson, R. H. M, James, Price, Well» 
Dibble, Johnson, F. A. Reagan, Wes 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T. Reed, T. B, Wheele 
Dockery, Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. White, A. ¢ 
Dunham, Jones, J. T. Rice, White, Milo 
Dunn, Kelley, Rockwell, Wilkins 
Eden, Ketcham Romeis, Willis 
Ely, La Foliette Rowell, Wilson 
Everhart, Laird Ryan, Winans 
Farquhar, Landes, Sawyer, Wolford 
Findlay, Le Fevre Scott, Woodburi 
Fisher, Lindsley Scranton, Worthington, 
Fleeger, Long Seymour, 
NAYS—46. 
Ballentine, Davidson, A.C. Laffoon, Sayers, 
Barry, Dougherty Lanham, Seney 
Bennett, Eldredge Lawler, Shaw, 
Bragg, Forney, Matson, Skinner 
Cabell, Halsell McRae, Sayder 
Carleton, Harris Mills, Stewart, Charles 
Clements, Henderson, J.S. Oates, Swope, 
Compton, Henley, O’ Ferrall, Taylor,J.M 
Comstock, Howard, O'Neill, J. J. Trigs 
| Crisp, Johnston, T. D. Randall, Wis 
Croxton, King, Richardson, 
| Culberson, Kleiner Sadler 
NOT VOTING—3%) 
| Adams, J.J. Coope Hermann, ita v 
Aiken, Crair Hewitt Reuse 
Anderson, C. M. Daniel Houk Riggs 
| Anderson, J. A. Davenport Lehibach, Robertson 
Arnot, Davis Libbey Rogers 
| Barbour Dawso Little Sessions, 
| Barnes, Dorsey Mahoney, Sowden, 
Reach Dowdney Maybury, Spriggs 
| Belmont Elisberry McKenna, Stecle 
| Bland Ermentrout Miller, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Evans Muller, St. Martin, 
| Boutelle Feltor Nelson, Storm 
Brady, Foran, Norwood, Taylor, E.B 
Brumm, Gallinger O’ Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Buchanan, Gibson, C. H, O Hara, Phrockmorton, 
|} Burnes, Gibson, Eustace Outhwaite, r 
| Butterworth, Gilfillan Owen, Van Schaick, 
| Caldwell, Green, W.J. Payne Wadsworth, 
\ Campbell, Felix Grout, Perry Wait 
| Campbell, J. E. Hammond Pettibone, Whit 
| Campbell, T. J. Hanback Phelps, 
Caswell, Heard Pidcock, 
Collins, Hemph Pindar 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I am now informed that my colleague, 
| Mr. OUTHWATTE, relies on our pair of Saturday continuing through 


| this vote, and therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 
| firmative. 


I voted in the af- 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Symes, until July 20. 

Mr. Snyper with Mr. Brapy, until July 20. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for thisday: 

Mr. Hewitt with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Fe_rx CAMPBELL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Brum™. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this 
vole: 

Mr. LitrLe with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BuTTER WORTH. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. CoopEr. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. DOWDNEY with Mr. O’HaRa«. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. SpriaGcs with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. DAwson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. RiaGs with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. StoRM with Mr. Louttir. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN SCHAICK, 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. Arnot with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. RoGEears with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LipBEy. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to 
make the following privileged report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Resolved, That on Tuesday afternoon next, at 5 o'clock p. m., the House shal} 
take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively 
to the consideration of bills authorizing the construction of bridges reported 
from the Committee on Commerce; that on this day at 5 o’clock p. m. the Honse 
shall take a recess until 8 o'clock p- m., the evening session to be devoted 
exclusively to measures presented by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
aaa that the sessions herein provided for shall not extend beyond 11 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will not. do 
that, as I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that mean to-night? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What committee does this come from ? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Rules, the resolution having 
been sent to that committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Is it not subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the previous question isordered. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
that demand, as I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is the evening session for to-night? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, to-night. 

The question recurred on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 42. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No quorum. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, ' 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let the resolution be again reported. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 
The proposition is to set apart this evening from 8 to 11 o’clock for the 
consideration of bills coming from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and to-morrow evening from 8 to 11 o’clock for the 
consideration of bills authorizing the construction of bridges reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
162, nays 69, not voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—16€2. 
Allen, J. M. Routelle, Burrows, Catchings, 
Ballentine, Boyle, Butterworth, Olardy, 
Barry, Bragg. Cabell, Clements, 
Bennett, Breckinridge, C. R, Caldwell, Cobb, 
Blanchard, Buck, Campbell, T. J. Comstock, 
Bliss, Burleigh, oO ler, Cowles, 
Blount, Burnes, Carleton, Cox, 
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Crisp, Henderson, T. J. Mills, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Croxton, Henley, Mitchell, Swinburne, 
Culberson, Herbert, Moffatt, Swope, 
Curtin, Hermann, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Dargan, Hill, Morrill, Taulbee, 
Davidson, A. C. Hiscock, Morrison, Taylor, I. HT. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Holman, Murphy, Taylor. J. M. 
Dockery, Hopkins, Neal, Taylor, Zach 
Dougherty, Howard, Neece, Townshend, 
Dunham, Hutton, Oates, Trigg, 
Dunn, Trion, O’ Ferrall, Tucker, 
Eden, Johnston, T. D. O'Neill, J.J. Turner, 
Eldredge, Jones, J. H. Pee), Van Eaton, 
Elisberry, . Jones, J.T. Perry, Viele, 
Ermentrout, King, Randall, Wallace, 
Felton, Kleiner, Reagan, Ward, J. H. 
Findlay, Landes, Reid, J. W. Ward, T. B. 
Fisher, Lanham, Richardson, Warner, A. J. 
Foran, Lawler, Ryan, Warner, Williar 
Ford, le Fevre, Sadler, Weaver, J.B. 
Forney, Leblbach, Sayers, Weliborn, 
Frederick, Lare, Scott, West, 
Gay, Louttit, Seney, Wheeler, 
Geddes, Lovering, Seymour, White, A.C. 
Glass, Lowry, Shaw, Wilkins, 
Glover, Markham, Singleton, Willis, 
Green, R. 8. Martin, Skinner, Wilson, 
Guenther, Matson, Snyder, Winans, 
Hale, McAdoo, Sowden, Wise, 
Hal), McComas, Springer, Wolford, 
Halsei), MeCreary, Stewart, Charles Woodburn. 
Harris MeMillin, Stewart, J. W. Worthington. 
Hatch, McRae, St. Martin, 
Henderson, J. 8. Merriman, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
NAYS—69. 

Adams, G. E. Everhart, Little, Rockwell, 
Allen, C. H. Fleeger, Long, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Lyman, Rowell, 
Baker, Grosvenor, McKinley, Seranton, 
Bayne, Harmer, Millard, Smalls, 
Binghan, Hayden, Negley, Spooner, 
Bound, Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, Charles Stone, E. F. 
Browne, T. M. Hiestand, Osborne, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Hires, Parker, Struble, 
Brown, ©. E. Hitt, Payson, Thompson, 
Bunnell, Holmes, Perkins, Wade, 
Campbell, J. M. Jackson, Peters, Wakefield, 
Cannon, James, Pettibonc, Weaver, A. J. 
Caswell, Jolinson, F. A. Pirce, Weber, 
Cooper, Johnston, J.T. Plumb, White, Milo. 
Cutcheon, Kelley, Price, 
Dingley, La Follette, Reed, T. B. 
Ely, Laird, Rice. 

NOT VOTING—41. 
Adame, J. J. Davenport, Houk, Ranney, 
Aiken, Davis, Hudd, Reese, 
Anderson, C. M. Dawson, Ketcham, Riggs, 
Anderson, J. A. Dibble, Laffoon, Robertson, 
Arnot, Dorsey, Libbey, Rogers, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Barksdale, Evans, Mahoney, Sessions, 
Barnes, Farquhar, ee: Spriggs, 
Beach, Funston, McKenna, Stahinecker, 
Belmont, Gallinger, Miller, Steele, 
Bland, Gibson, C. H. Milliken, Stephenson, 
Brady, Gibson, Eustace Morrow, Storm, 
Breckinridge, WCP, Gilfillan, Muller, Symes, 
Brumo), Goff, Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Green, W. J. Norwood, Thomas, J. R. 
Bynum, Grout, O’ Donnell, Thomas, 0. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, O Hara, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. E. Hanback, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Collins, Haynes, Owen, Van Schaick, 
Compton, Heard, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hemphill, Phelps, Wait, 
Crain, Hepburn, Pidcock, Whiting. 
Daniel, Hewitt, Pindar, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
On motion of Mr. JAMES, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 


names was dispensed with. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was 


agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 


bate, fifteen for and fifteen minutes against the resolution. 


If no gen- 


tleman desires to be heard the question is on agreeing to the resolution 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not care particularly about debatin. 
this question, but I should like to say a word on the general subje«' 


involved. 


As I understand this resolution comes from the Committee on Rules, 


and assumes the magnitude of fixing two nights for the consideration 
of bills. In all the years that I have been here I have never seen 
proposition of that kind coming from the Committee on Rules belore. 
I never saw a rule reported from the committee of such a character «s 
that—a rule whose only purpose is to serve a temporary object and to 
serve some particular committee whose bills are to be considered. | 
have no objection in the world to the consideration of bills reported 
the Committee on Commerce, nor to the consideration of those bills re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

But if the rules of the House are to be converted into machines for 
the purpose of effecting tem objects of this kind, if the powers o! 
the Committee on Rules, with its special prerogatives and special pow- 








1886. 
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ers, are to be perverted to the mere object of fixing a night or a day for | practical way of getting evening sessions than the one proposed in this 


the consideration of special bills to be reported from some particular 
committee—I say if that plan is to obtain there soon will cease to be 
any respect for the rules of the House at all. 

Rules, as Iunderstand them, are to serve general purposes and ob- 
jects, and are to be made to meet classes of objects. They are not to 
be prepared and passed merely for the purpose of effecting some special 
object, some particular subject, or some merely temporary purpose; and 
T think it is placing in the hands of the Committee on Rules a power 
which should be denied to it by the members of the House. It will 


come to this, if this sort of plan is to obtain here in the House, that | 
soon the fixing of a day for the consideration of bills, or the fixing of | 


a time for taking up some special measure, will simply lie in the hands 
of the Committee on Rules. 

The Committee on Commerce having jurisdiction over bills relating 
to bridges, and the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads having 
jurisdiction over the affairs of that Department, will not be able to call 
up their measures, but will be compelled to bow obeisance to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and that committee, by special favoritism, or at least 
by a preference which will be expressed in the way of some temporary 
expedient of this kind, will come in and say we report a rule, which isa 
privileged question, and we will fix next Friday night, or next Satur- 
day night, or any other night they see proper, for the consideration of 
theasures reported from these committees. 

I say I have no antagonism to the measures to be proposed by these 
committees, but I do protest against this prostitution of the principle 
upon which the rules of the House were founded and upon which the 
measures of this House are to be considered; and I want every com- 
mittee to stand upon a fair footing of equality h2re, with the right to 
come in here with its measures and have them considered on the days 
on which they may properly be considered. I do not think it is right 
in any respect, and I think it will lead to the overthrow of all rules. 
It will do more, Mr. Speaker; it will generate a disrespect for the very 
rules which are intended to be equal in their effect and applicationand 
to serve all the members and all the committees of the House alike. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a suggestion or two 
in response to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I agree with him 
that it is unfortunate the Committee on Rules should be called upon 
to exercise this power; but, sir, in the last days of the session we al- 
ways find the calendars crowded with an immense amount of legislation 
to which there is no objection, and yet we have not the time to reach 
it. We have invented rules that bills should be considered if there 
were not ten objections to them or five objections to them, in some way 
attempting to get rid of the power of one man to defeat all of this sort 

of legislation; and that practice, or the practice under those rules, has 
really not effected anything in the way of giving relief in the passage 
of this character of bills. The motive of the Committee on Rules in 
this matter is this: To get before the House in these last days of the 
session that legislation to which there is practically no opposition and 
utilize our evenings in the passage of bills to which there is no objec- 
tion; and if there is any gentleman here who is able to invent a better 
method or more effective method than this I have no doubt it will be 
adopted by the Committee on Rules, of which lama humble member 
and in the minority. But I desire to say that this thing has not been 
done with reference to running the House, grasping power, or creating 
an abuse. We have adopted this method as the only one by which we 
can get before the House and pass bills to which there is no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois so much 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, all that the gentleman from 
New York has said amounts simply to this: That under the rules which 
exist we find it inconvenient or difficult at this part of the session to 
transact the public business. That is all of his argument. Now, my 
opinion of a rule is that it is a law of general application to the class 
which before it; and we have in the book of rules provisions for 

the rules, but the rules provide that motions to suspend 
o- only be made on particular days and under particular regula- 
ons. 

Now, I insist that where we have a rule that the House shall adjourn 
at 5 o’clock until the next day, arule, or a so-called rule, thaton a par- 
ticular evening the House shall not adjourn, but shall take a recess for 
an evening session for the particular business of a particular committee— 
that is nothing more nor less than a proposition to suspend the rules. 
And I think my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] would find it 
rather difficult to point out a logical distinction between a rule which 
applied to a particular committee on a particular evening iu regard to 
particular sort of business and a suspension of the rule. 

Therefore this alleged rule, as it is called, amounts simply to this: 
that although the members of this House can not move to suspend the 
i the mode provided in the book of rules, yet the Com- 
on Rules shall have the power to suspend the rules at any time; 
doubt whether that is a power which ought wisely to be given to 
committee whatever. 
. MORRISON. After the very clear and candid statement of the 
= from New York [Mr. Hiscock] I hardly need to say more. 
nder our rules fixing the adjournment at 5 o’clock there is no other 


suf 
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resolution, and if we provided for an evening session without deter- 
mining the business to be considered, gentlemen very well understand 
committees would contend for precedence with each other and there 
would be nothing done. Gentlemen know, too, how very improbable 
it is that any measure will pass at an evening session to which there 
isany objection; for it has seldom, if ever, occurred, and probably never 
will, that on any of these occasions, or night sessions, we have a quo- 
rum; so that any member can prevent the passage of any measure which 
is objectionable to him by his single objection. Still much useful leg- 
islation may be, and frequently is, accomplished at these evening ses- 
sions. 

I do not need to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] to 
the fact that it was only a short time ago when the Committee on Rules 
made a rule to apply to one bill only and providing how it should be 
voted on, and both those gentlemen supported it. And I have already 
said how very improbable it is that any objectionable measure would 
be passed at an evening session with but few members present. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague admit that that very 
instance he has cited met with very general criticism inside the House 
and outside the House? And will he point out the distinctions between 
such a ruleas this and suspending the rules? 

Mr. MORRISON. It met with no criticism from the gentlemen who 
complain of this. I suppose the trouble about this, and the apprehen- 
sions of my two excellent friends comes from the fact that at Saint 
Louisa very enterprising citizen, a man who is chief in many valuable en- 
terprises, owns a bridge, and there are people who want to build another. 
This seems to have excited the apprehensions of other cities and of gen- 
tlemen along the line of some roads that go over the old bridge. I do 
not know if the two things have any connection with each other, but 
it is very improbable the evening session will result in the passage of 
that new bridge measure if one of those excellent gentlemen is here to 
say ‘‘I object.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The last remarks of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ] induce me to say this: He has intimated 
that probably the objection to the building of another bridge at some 
point was the cause of this trouble. I want to say simply this to the 
House, that I have not objected this morning to this resolution passing, 
nor do I object to the construction of another bridge at the city of Saint 
Louis. But I do represent thousands of people and millions of dollars 
in the Mississippi Valley that are apposed to the construction of a low 
bridge at the city of Saint Louis which will interfere with the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi. I am prepared here and now, as I have re- 
peatedly said to the friends of the low bridge at Saint Louis, to favor the 
construction of another bridge, and still another if they want it, pro- 
vided it is made a high bridge so as not to interfere with the naviga- 
tion of that stream. I have no antagonism to granting every facility 
which the city of Saint Louis may desire; but I do object to handi- 
capping or jeopardizing the interests of the Mississippi Valley for the 
interests of a few who want to build a little cheaper bridge at Saint 
Louis. Neither do I represent, nor do those who are with me repre- 
sent, any of the elements that are interested in the present high bridge. 
I understand statements of that kind have been made here by gentle- 
men in this House. Thatis notso. We know nothing of those inter- 
ests there in the present high bridge; but we simply protest against 
the construction of another bridge with a draw to it below the mouth 
of the Missouri River,which would jeopardize and interfere with the 
navigation of the Mississippi River. 

We are opposed to millions of dollars being expended for the im- 
provements of the Mississippi and then putting clogs and interruptions 
in the way of the free navigation of that river after these improvements 
are made. All I had desired in my amendment was to confine the even- 
ing session under the operation of this resolution to the consideration 
of those other bills to which, as the gentleman from New York has said, 
there is practically ne opposition. 

Mr. CLARDY. Ido not know that the Saint Louis bridge bill isa 
proper subject of discussion now; but I will say one word in reply to 
the gentleman from Iowa. He tells the House he is in favor of build- 
ing a high bridge at Saint Louis, or if need be two, or as many as are 
needed to subserve the intérests of commerce. 

When the gentleman says that he is opposed to this bill and in favor 
of a high bridge he says, in substance, that he is opposed to the con- 
struction of any bridge there. Itis proposed by those having this proj- 
ect in charge to build a bridge, either a high or a low one, which, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of War, will not interfere with the unin- 
terrupted navigation of theriver. Itis proposed to build a bridge that 
will be practically a free bridge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
lection of tolls? 

Mr. CLARDY. It provides that no higher rate of toll shall be 
charged on the bridge than is charged on the roads leading to the 
bridge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; but it is a toll-bridge. 

Mr. CLARDY. The tolls will scarcely amount to enough to keep 
the bridge in running order. 


Does not your bill provide for the col- 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Weare perfectly willing that you shall 
make it a free bridge, for that matter. Cries of “Vote!” ‘ Vote! ae 

Mr. CLARDY. Now Ido not know but what gentlemen who sur- 
mise that there will not be aquornta here to-morrow night are correct. 
I had supposed that there would not be a quorum, and that we would 
not call up this bridge bill, which we knew would be antagonized. I 
do not suppose that this resolution was presented to this House in order 
to accommodate the proponent of that measure; in fact, I am sure it 
was not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Your Saint Louis papers have said for 
ten days past that this was to be done in the interest of that bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I am not altogether responsible for what the news- 
papers state. I want tosay thisin addition to what the gentleman from 
Ulinois [Mr. MorRIson] has said in reference to the opposition to this 
bill: There are some gentlemen who live in the districts represented 
by my friend from Iowa and by certain other gentlemen who occupy 
hundreds of acres of land for which they pay an annual rental and who 
are interested in getting that land at a cheaprent. But if this bridge 
be built the value of those lands will be enhanced, and instead of rent- 
ing them by the acre these gentlemen will be compelled to buy them 
by the foot or else move their lumber yards. That is how this project 
will affect their interests. But the people of Saint Louis, the people of 
Missouri, and I think I may add the people of Illinois, are more inter- 
ested in cheap transportation than they are in cheap rents for these gen- 
tlemen, who have already made their tens of thousands and their mill- 
ions of dollars out of the people of that city and of those States. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And the cost of transportation on the 
Mississippi River, compared with the cost of transportation on the rail- 
roads that run beside it, is as one dollar to five. We can deliver our 
lumber there for $1 a thousand, when your railroads would charge $5 a 
thousand. ‘ 

Mr. CLARDY. And the transportation on the river is trifling in 
amount compared with the transportation by rail. 

Mr. MORRISON. We built a bridge across the river just 20 miles 
from the point where it is proposed to build this one, and the gentle- 
man from Iowa sat in his seat and never said a word. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPE R. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 

of the Stateyfand Territories for the introduction of bills. 
REPEAL OF THE PRE-EMPTION LAW, ETC. | 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d 















pvatee of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill o the I “to repeal all laws 
providing for the pre-emption of the lands, ‘nine allowing entries for 
timber-culture, and all laws aw ng the sale of and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and ius conference "= ae — to agree. 
W. J. 8TO 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
- ¥ DOLPH 
PLUMB, 


etd COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on accepting the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief statement in con- 
nection with this report. ‘The conference committees of the two Houses 
had a meeting and quite an extended conference, but failed to agree. 
The main point of difference is upon the first and eighth sections, the 
Senate amendments, which would confirm all the fraudulent titles or 
entries that have been made heretofore. The committee on the part 
of the House believe that, that ought not to be done. Ido not now de- 
sire, however, to take up more of the time of the House, and I yield to 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. Pay- 
SON ], reserving my remaining time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the pending question, as I 


it, is on the motion to insist upon the disagreement between the House 
and the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has not been made. 

Mr. PAYSON. Assuming that it will be made, I address myself to 
that. Of course on the general question I do not care at present to 
occupy any time or to tax further the attention of the House. For the 
purposes of this motion it is enough to say that upon the question as 
to the repeal of the pre-emption and the timber-culture law the Sen- 
ate and House agree, and the conferees have informally to con- 
cur with reference to that. But the point of difference the 
two committees of conference may be briefly stated to be this: The 
Senate has amended the House bill by inserting in the first section of 


pre-em 
verse c 


to those made 
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The avowed object of the insertion of that validating clause on { 


affected by these entries for honest settlers. 
amendment to undo everything which has been done by the Land 
partment during these years, and present to these people who claim ¢. 
be purchasers from these entrymen a bill of peace. 
Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner oi 

General Land Office have both expressed themselves earnestly. | 

the Clerk to read, as the sentiment of the Secretary of the Interior, a ; 
tion of a letter which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


9. I also disapprove of the provision in section 1, lines 16 to 22, confirmi 


It condones all such fraudulent claims in the 


frauds ais the future by pro 
prior tot 


vision; but in fact they are numerous, and 
almost wholly on the speculators 


part of the Senate conferees is to wipe out every question connect 
with the fraudulent entry where the entryman has sold his land p: 
to that date—as one of the Senate conferees expressed it, 
a new | 
For the past four years, as is well known, this House has passed a). 
propriations of $95,000 or $100,000 each year for the purpose of de: 
ing these frauds, having the entries canceled, and preserving the |: 


“to turn o 


It is proposed b: “th 


On that quest 


oS entries heretofore made on proof of sale and in the absence « 


, even those where th« 


tion has been adjudicated and the entries legally canceled, and it invites 
viding such a precedent. 
t act, but invites every fraudulent pre-emptor to p 
a swift conveyance of his claim, pretended or otherwise, an 
of the law. Its evident purpose is, however, notso much the relief of cubes 
as of their assignees, of whom, it is notorious, there is a large number who |: 
got into their hands great tracts of lands by means of the 
perjuries, which they yas aided and abetted. 
to sales made before final ent 
frauds in both vendor and ven 


It does not limit the s 
evade the pe: 


i) 


ee. If the cases to be affected by it were few 
number, or of unexpected hardship, there mist ht be some excuse for such a } 


e hardship rests deservedly 1 
who have evaded the law by inducing i: 


it a validating clause as to all entries which may have been maie 
where there has been a conveyance by the entryman and a sale of his 
interest made prior to the 1st day of June, 1886. 


grossest frauds and 
If the provision is made tos A] 
, it would be a condonation of another clas 


rant men or their own servants * settle on lands under a pretense, to swear 
falsely to their bona fides at date of entry, and theretofore or thereafter to con 


to them. 
Mr. PAYSON. 


terior 
bill. 


Such a provision is, in my ju 


dgment, wholly indefensibie. 


Mr. Speaker, the concluding clause of the extra 
just read by the Clerk expresses in clear terms the judgment of the In- 

ent with reference to the Senate amendment to the Hou~ 
The Secretary says: 


Such a provision is, in my judgment, wholly indefensible. 


So the House conferees believe, and so does the ea os Publi 


Lands; and the necessity for such a provision nowhere ap 


In the last 
practically with 


I include as a 
the General 


a bill 


both Houses which 2 Fdentical 4] 


bill which we sent over to the Senate at this ses- 
sion, and which has had these provisions i 
conferees have endeavored to the best of their ability to secure from th: 
Senate conferees the adoption of that proposition, pure and simple. 
of my remarks a letter from the Commissioner o/ 


uponit. The Hous 


senting clearly the objections to the Senate amendments: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ——— GewsERat LAND OFFIcr, 


ashington, D. C., June 30, 18 


Sire: In — to your request for a am statement of objections t» 
o the Bill for the repeal of the pre-emption laws, &c., I respect ally 


_ ee the followin, 
second clause 
oan the 


Ott the firstsection, confirming all entries heretofore 1:1 
pre-emption laws and which may have been sold to “bona fide | ) 


chasers,” must have the effect, if any, to validate and confirm all illega! 

fraudulent entries so made under that act. 
This provision, and a similar provision in the ia section in resp< 

final estead 


contravention of 


well-settled princip! } 
law of equity. I think that neither under the civil law nor the common !1\ 


nor in an 
it or has Sorte 


asserted 
buys of one who does not own the 
is no reason why it should. 
the owner of on Detanety fe 
from one w 


cases, and there 


In private 


a person against loss who 
title be but not the legal 


the pre-emption and hom 


acts, are 


les of the law of real property and 0! 


an 


nor in any decision under the public land law 
that a can be an innocent purchaser \ wi! 
title. Equity never relieves in + 


itself. 


is not expected to indem: 


has merely a claim to a |e 
The doctrine of caveat emptor is as 00! 
against a purchaser of property claimed to be derived from the United State 


as against the purchaser of property claimed to be derived from any o 
source. 


of the United States in its public lands is as sacred as the p: 


Office on this subject, carefully prepared, and pre- 


fy 


ert: febiunde, and oo. geen penaes weosen oguene te exist why legal pt n- 


should be ee ee eee 
fraudulent 


purchasers of 
either absolutely void 
The classes of 


have that thei 
a claim to it, and that the 
are charged with a know 


! 
: 


if ts come Sontviden! anita ioe: 0 in- 
misfortune which appeals to personal sym ps 
it would be far better 


if such cases were a proper subject for public 


and 
SremBulont chalens dheabd be racked 


should be made than 


to make good t: 


— in them, titles which :n) 
whe willehiefls be benefited b the proposed legis!a‘ 
who have covered A e 


grazing and timber !ands 


rsuaded by ! 
ations of t 


the United States. T! 


United States had noi! 
knew, or m 


who have taken worthless mor! 
Doubtless individ ral 


} 


: 


a horde of false a1 
through to patent by force of Congreso» 
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confirmation in order to save certain pvrsons from the consequence of their own 
i 

In my letter to Mr. Cobb of March 12 last, I cited authorities running from 1836 
to the t time, uniformly sustaining the legal propositions above set forth. 
There been no break in the long tine of decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the supreme courts of the several States, the opinions of Attor- 
neve General, and the decisions of this office and Department upon the point 
involv 

A recent decision by Judge Deady to the contrary is in contravention of all 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and of the principles 
of the decisions cited in its support. 

In the case of Harkness vs. Underhill, 1 Black, 316, the court specifically over- 
ruled the precise points raised by Judge Deady, and in the case of Barnard’s 
Heirs vs.Ashiey’s Heirs, 18 Howard, 43,the court explained certain decisions 
which had been misconstrued, which misconstruction is carried into Judge 
Deady’s opinion, and showed conclusively that said decisions did not bear the 
construction put upon them. 

The case of Carroll vs. Safford,3 Howard, 460, cited as sustaining the opinion 
of Judge Deady, was a case arising in 1836, of a purchase of land at private cash 
sale, where the only conditions of entry were that the land should be subject to 
sale and should be paid for. In that case, as in others in which the effect of a 
certifieate of purchase has been regarded as entitling the purchaser to a patent, 
the court expressly said that if the lands were not subject to entry the entry 
would be invalid. The principle of the decision was that the validity of the 
certifieate depended upon the legality of itsissue. There was but one point upon 
which its validity could be questioned, because there was but that one condition, 
besides payment, attached tothe purchase. Where other conditions are attached 
to the making of an entry, necessarily those other conditions must also be sat- 
isfied. | There is therefore no conflict in decisions of the Supreme Court upon 
pd ay: raised, and the tases cited in support of Judge Deady’s opinion are all 
of the two classes above named, being either those overruled by subsequent or 

higher decisions, or those which have been misinterpreted and the misinterpre- 
tation corrected by the court itself, or apparent on the face of the record. 

No honest entry needs a confirmation by Congress. It is the history of this 
office and Department that liberality to claimants under the public-land laws is 
carried to extreme lengths, and only those cases in which illegality or fraud are 
conclusively shown by record facts and testimony taken upon formal hearings, 
or by failure of interested parties to attempt to controvert the evidence in pos- 
session of the Government, are canceled. Consequently it is only these cases— 
the undeniably illegal or flagrantly fraudulent cases—that will be affected by 
the amendment, and these are confirmed out of hand, the frauds condoned, and 
more frauds invited by the nature of the amendment. 

2. The last clause of the first section of the Senate amendment provides for the 
location of soldiers’ additional homestead entries by assignees. This provision 
is not in the interest of soldiers, their heirs or legal representatives, by whom 
the location may now be made, but is exclusively in the interest of the specu- 
lative holders of such claims. I think legislation in the interest of any char- 
acter of speculation in public land unwise, inexpedient, and contrary to good 
policy. 

These claims are sold in the market, as I am advised, for $16 per acre, but the 
soldier receives no benefit from that price. Under the present law the claims 
are not assignable, but the location must be made by the soldier or in hisname. 
The bill makes them assignable, which is in aid of speculation in them. 

3. The last proviso in the second section of the Senate amendment repeals the 
existing requirement that timber-culture entrymen, in making final proof, must 
show that the specified number of trees were planted on each acre. This re- 
quirement is one of the conditions upon which all timber-culture entries have 
been made. Its repeal changes the contract in favor of the entryman, and en- 
ables proof to be made upon natural trees, when they may exist, instead of cul- 
tivated ones. 

4. In a letter to Senator CocKRELL, dated 21st instant, from which extracts are 
made in this letter, it was stated in reference to the third section of the Senate 
bill as follows: 

“The section amends the desert-land act in some meritorious particu- 
lars, but embraces other provisions of a different character, the principal of 


which is the incorporation of a right of assignment of the unperfected entry. 
This feature c fundamentally the underlying principle of the public-land 
laws that entries be made for the exclusive benefit of entrymen, and not 
for the benefit of persons, and it practically abrogates existing restrictions 


of the act ene sas toone entry of 640acres. By the proposed amend- 
mentany purchaser of desert entries may obtain as great a quantity of land 
which has been heretofore entered or which may be hereafter entered under 
this act as he may be able or may choose to pay for. That it is the purpose of 
the amendment to entries in single or corporate hands is shown by 
the clause or association of entrymen and the filing of joint maps, 
coupled the of assignment. In Wyoming, Montana, and elsewhere 
great bodies of land have been covered by consecutive desert-land entries, em- 
bracing the water privileges of manysquare miles of territory. To legalize the 
—— and consolidation of these entries as proposed by the Senate amend- 
ment is to create a land monopoly of vaster proportions than any against which 
publicists have warned the ene os political conventions have denounced. 

“Another objection to the amendment is that the provisions ofthe desert-land 
act are extended to another State (namely, Colorado) than the States to which 
it was confined by the original act. The public injury already done under this 
act, which, as stated by my predecessor, operates not to the reclamation of land 
but to its misappropriation and the prevention of reclamation, should not be 
extended to em additional territory. Legislation clamored for by monop- 
olists is not legislation presumptively in the public interests.” 

The — of p' ings in the Senate shows that the words ‘or his assign- 
ors,” in 18, page 4, and the words “or his assigns,”’ in lime 67, page 6, were 
strtok: en out, and that the Senate subsequently refused to restore said words. 
Yet those words appear in the bill as passed. 

5. The fifth section extends the homestead privilege to single females between 
the ages of teen and twenty-one. As young girls are not expected, as aclass, 
totake up land for the purpose of a home, and to live alone upon isolated 
claims, there would seem to be no utility in this provision, at least not for any 
purpose of promoting actual settlements. 

6, The sixth section authorizing the transfer of any portion of a claim under 
the settlement laws for church, cemetery, er school purposes, or for the right of 

for railroads, canals, or ditches, adds to existing law (section 2288, Revised 
Statutes) the words *‘ canals = oo Ranta or ee As the right 
way latter purposes is already secu by gene aw (sections 2339, 2340 
pone yan emg occasion for this susendment is not evident. The objec- 
apart from its t want of utility for any necessary purpose, is 
the liability of its use dretinacomminmnahinn of frauds upon a great scale. “Any 
portion” of anentry may besotransferred. The words “ any portion” include 
the whole. Entire claims may therefore be transferred under the proposed 
amendment for the ostensible purpose named. It is not necessary that any ca- 
nals or ditches should actually be constructed. The claims can be transferred 
for the alleged purpose of constructing them, and the amount of Jand that may 
be thus by corporations or individuals may be limited only by the ex- 
tent of desired to be dominated. 
It be suggested that the above objections would equally apply to the pro- 
visions Bonuses Waste for cemetery or school purposes, but this is not the fact, 
because ulent entries are not presumed to be sought for those purposes, 


Be 


but are known to have been largely made in the special interests for which the 
amendment would naturally be available. 

7. The seventh section provides a new form of entry, to wit, ‘ mountain home- 
steads”’ of 320 acres. No cultivation of the land is required. It opens up the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington 
Idaho, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Arizona,and New Mexico to an easy form of 
fraudulent entry, which, falling under the provisions of the eighth section of the 















Senate amendment, will be protected and validated by the enforced confirma- 
tions of that section. 

8. The eighth section is the germ and essence of the entire amendmen his 
section practically cuts off adverse claims and effectually | ts tests 
against invalid entries, also rendering impossible an official investigation of 
fraudulent ones; confirms all entries that may be sold, however false or base- 
less, unless knowledge of the fraud is brought to attention with n impossible 
period; deprives the Land Department of its jurisdiction to det e the valid- 
ity of claims against the United States under the public-land law ansfers ex 
ecutive functions to the judiciary ; imposes upon the courts duties which if the 
could be performed would require a quadruplication of the judicial esta . 
ment, and makes an absolute confirmation after two years of all entries not 
otherwise confirmed in fact or effect by other provisions of this section and 

I regard this section asa nullification of all guards and restrictions in the 7 
lic-land laws; as a reversal of the whole policy of legislation in respect to t 
acquisition of individual titles to public land; as a repu the pled 
of political parties and conventions to preserv he p i ra al 
settlements, and,in short,as the cestruction of t public-land system of t 
United States. And I perceive that this radical change can have no ot! effect 
than to promote the interests of speculation and monopoly 

9. The ninth section, providing that suits to vacate paten ‘ 
brought after seven years from the date of the passag: th five 
from the date of the issue of patents hereafter, would h he « tov ale 
both void and voidable patents even in the hands of the patentees, 1 s 
should be brought within the time fixed, which is wholly impossib! 
larly in respect to patents issued to corporations when the bringing of t 
may depend upon the settlement of questions that may not even be consid i 
within the term of five years. 

It is said that some limitation of time is necessary within which publ nd 
entries shall be liable to attack by individuals or to inquiry by the Governme 
in order that certainty in land titles may be assured, it may be replied that t 
same reason would apply to claims for money out of the Treasury, since such 
claims, equally with claims for public land from the treasury of the publi: 
main, are the subject of sale and assignment; that unless the public-land s 
should be changed to favor speculative proprietorship instead of actua 
tancy there is no substantial reason for anticipating the regular and orde: 
mination of cases; and, further, that anotherand better method exists by 1 
a final adjudication of. claims can be facilitated. This is by a simple repeal of 
laws under which the most extensive frauds have been committed, thus p 
venting their future perpetration, and by increasing the facilities of this off 
for the examination of existing claims so that the work can be speedily pe 
formed, false claims discovered and suppressed, and good ones confirmed «a: 
patented, 

10. The tenth section of the amendment retains the provision that abandoned 
military reservations shall remain subject to sale as provided by the act of July 
5, 1884. The reasons why such lands should not be sold at public sale as pro 
vided by said act are set forth in my annual report, page 75, as follows 


““RELINQUISHED MILITARY RESERVATIONS 

** By the act of Congress of July 5, 1884, providing for the disposal of abandoned 
military reservations, the lands are required to be appraised and soid at public 
sale for cash. Settlersentering upon such reservations after January 1, 1854, are 
not protected against these cash sales. Petitions and memorials have been re- 
ceived by this office representing that the effect of the law is disadvantageous 
to settlements, and urging executive recommendation for its modification o1 
repeal. It is alleged that settlers can not compete with rich syndicates in the 
purchase ofsuch lands, and that the result will necessarily be that the large bodies 


of land embraced in these reservations will pass into single or corporate posses- 
sion, to the disadvantage of the settlement and prosperity of the country. 
“Thirty-seven reservations have been turned over to this Department under 


this act, the majority of which contains area ranging from 5,000 to 100,000 acres 
each, and aggregating about 627,000 acres. 

“The amount of land embraced in existing reservations that have not been re- 
linquished by the War Department is estimated at about 2,500,000 acres 

** These reservations are chiefly in the Territories. They were selected by the 
military authorities for their advantages in respect to grass, wood, and water 
and for these reasons invite settlement. It has not been the experience of this 
office that public cash sales of lands augment the revenues of the Government 
to a degree to make that form of disposal desirable as a matter of economy or 
of public policy. I know of no public reason why relinquished military reser- 
vations should be sold at public cash sale asa specialclass of lands. The build- 
ings on the land are of little valueto the Government after their use has ceased, 
and can be sold to as good or better advantage by the War Department before 
the reservations are relinquished than by the Land Departmentafterward. Cus- 
todians have to be appointed and paid, and this expense, with the cost of ap- 
praisal and sale, is likely to amount to as much or more than the buildings are 
worth.. Their rapid deterioration after abandonment is another element to be 
considered, The past experience of this office is not favorable to this method 
of disposing of abandoned buildings. 

“Interested parties desiring to secure large bodies of land naturally seek to 
hasten the extinction of reservations, but in myJudgment the time is rapidly ap- 
proaching when people needing homes will rejoice if Government reservations 
shall have saved any considerable amount of public lands frora present indis- 
criminate appropriation. If, however, these reserved lands are to be disposed of 
at or soon after their abandonment for military purposes,I do not think a mo- 
nopoly of them should be allowed tocash purchasers, but that an honest attempt 
at least should be made to enable bona fide settlers to obtain them.”’ 

In brief, I may say in general terms that the objections to the Senate amend- 
ment are to all those respects in which it adds to the House bill matters not 
necessarily connected with the repeals proposed, and which, as radically chang- 
ing the theory, policy, and purpose of the public-land laws, should receive delib- 
erate and independent consideration. 

If it is the will of Congress to destroy the public-land system and turn over 
what is left of the public domain to speculators and spoliators, the pending 
amendment should be concurred in. If it is the intention to keep the public 
faith that has repeatedly been pledged to the people that the remaining public 
lands should be disposed of only for actual settlement and be subject only to an 
honest appropriation for that purpose, the amendment should not receive ap- 
proval. 

Your attention is called to my report, May 6, 1886 (Senate Ex. Doc. No. 134), 
showing that, with the increased force asked for, the pending cases of final entry 
ean reasonably be expected to be closed within a year and a half. 

I also respectfully call your attention to marked paragraphs in my predeces- 
sor’s annual report for 1484, pages 15, 16, and 17,and in my report for 1585, pages 
61-67, relative to examinations of entries, and to other marked paragraphs in 
reports for 1883, 1884, and 1885, relating specifically to different classes of entry. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. A. * . ' jomer. 

Hon. L. E. Payson, House of Representatir 
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As to the propriety of the repeal of the pre-emption law, the Senate 
conferees agree with us; as to the propriety of the repeal of the timber- 
culture law, they agree with us; but they insist upon ingrafting upon 
these repealing enactments a provision validating and condoning these 
frands—whether of greater or less degree I am not here to argue, for it 
is utterly immaterial—but they insist as a condition precedent that this 
provision shall be inserted, or the repea] remain inoperative. 

Nr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is there in the bill any saving provis- 
ion whatever ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is. The House bill as sent to the Senate pre- 
serves the right of every bona jide settler and purchaser under the gen- 
cral land laws down to the time when the bill shall become operative. 
I read for the benefit of the gentleman the first proviso of the first sec- 
tion of the bill: 


Provided, however, That this repeal shall not affect any valid rights heretofore 
necrued or accruing under said laws, including the right of such persons as have 
entered contest, to make entry of the land the subject of such contest, as now 
provided by existing law ; and all bona fide claims, lawfully initiated upon either 
surveyed or unsurveyed lands before the Ist day of October, 1866— 


The provision being extended for the benefit of those who may go in 
during the entire season, until the Ist day of October, 1886— 


may be perfected upon due compliance with the law in the same manner, upon 
the same terms and conditions,and subject to the same limitation, forfeitures, 
and contests, as if this act had not been ; 


That is the House provision which we sent to the Senate. 

Now, the next item of disagreement between us the House conferees 
regard as important. It is well known to those whe are familiar with 
the public-land laws that there are vast areas of land in the country 
known as “‘ offered lands;’’ thatis to say, where land has been once offered 
at public auction and has not been purchased when so offered it there- 
after becomes subject to what is known as private entry at $1.25 an 
acre, and in such quantities as the purchaser may desire to acquire. 

3y proclamation of the President, most of the valuable lands in the 
Northwest have been withdrawn from that condition; but over the 
South and in the Southwest large areas of this land stillremain. The 
great proportion of it is timber land, valuable only for the timber which 
is upon it. In anticipation of the passage of the House bill, which is 
in substance the same as the bill of the Senate at the last session, large 
areas of this land are now being taken, notably in Louisiana and Mis- 
sissippi. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an extract from one of 
the current newspapers showing what is being done with reference to 
this class of lands in the Southwest. 

The Clerk readas follows : 


Southern pine lands—Chicago and Michigan men have bought much of them 
up—A total of 1,446,300 acres purchased in the States of Louisiana and Missis- 
sippi— Yellow pine and cypress to supersede white pine—The South hereafter 
to be the region to which the country must look for its supply—Figures as to 
cost of cutting and getting to market, 


[Special.] 
New ORLEANS, LA., April 9. 

Louisiana and Mississippi wake up suddenly to find that Chicago and Michi- 
gan men have purch all their best pine lands. This city has been swarm- 
ing with Northern lumber barons for the last few days, who are happy over 
aa —_ of 1,446,300 acres of ae ~— at Dinas ee 

1,800,000. ‘Three years agosurveying parties and experts oring 
States, locating accurately all of the long-leaf pine lands, and writing out 
data on their location and proximity to water and other transportation. en 
the information was all secured at an expense of about $15,000, the desirable 
lands were taken with hot haste. The lands thus purchased from the Govern- 
ment run 10,000 feet to the acre, and hold 15,000,000,000 feet of standing lumber. 

The list of purchasers is as follows: 

In the Calcasieu district Southwestern Louisiana, a Chicago syndicate, com- 
rising Messrs. Wirt Dexter, N. K. Fairbank, F. H. Head, H. B. Perkins, and 
Robinson & Lacey, of Grand Rapids, Mich., have taken 100,000 acres. 

The Caleasieu Lumber Company, comprising Benton Hanchett, Louis Pen- 
oyer, W. 8. Green, Ezra Rust, and Mr. Harden, of Saginaw; N. B. Bradley & 
Sons, and B. E. Warren, of Bay City; W. ©. Yawkey, E. M. Fowler, and 8. 
Chapman, of Detroit; E. A. & F. Brakenridge, of New Orleans, has 130,000 
acres, 

Other purchasers in the Caleasieu are: Grand Rapids—Hon. C. C. Comstock, 
35,000 acres; E. F. Uhl, Robinson & Lacey, and Dr. Geo: K,. Johnson, 32.000 
acres; G. W. Gay, 15,000 acres; N. W. Northrop and feeiianens & Lacey, 8,500 
acres; A. B. Watson and Robinson & Lacey 2,800 acres; Penoyer , Os- 
coda, 14,000acres; E, A. & E. F, Brakenri (formerly of Saginaw), 20,000 acres ; 
M. R. Gay, Detroit, 5,000 acres; Charles Winchester, Ashburnham, Mass., 16,000 
acres; William E. Rice, New Jersey, 40,000 acres; Lutcher ee 
Tex., 56,000 acres; G. E. Wasey, Detroit, 15,000 acres; Pack & Woods, d, 
26,000 acres; H. Lamport, Victoria, Ont., 16,000 acres; H. & B. Biers, New Or- 
leans, 8,000 acres; 8. R. Prentiss, Oakland, Cal., 25,000 acres; Berkett & McPher- 
son, Howell, Mich., 20,000 acres. Total, 577.300 acres. 

The purchasers in the Red River district of Louisiana are as follows: Governor R. 
A. Alger, Detroit, 10,000 acres; G, E.Wasey, Detroit, 10,000acres; Grattick, South 
& Friar, Detroit, 30,000 acres; John L. Woods, Cleveland, 64,000 acres; A. B. Wat- 
son ,I. M. Weston, of Grand Rapids, and M. B. Hull, of Chicago, 18,000 acres (runs 
20,000 feet to the acre); William Hake, Grand Rapids, 8,000 acres. Total, 140,000 
acres, 

In the northeastern district of Louisiana the purchasers are: W.D. Mo’ °° 
Marine City, Mich., 40,000 acres; E. A. cht, Weatheld NY. 4 Henry and B. D. 

nm 


Hamlin, Southport, Pa.,and R. W. Wrigh! N. Y., 45,000 acres; L. D. 
Wetmore, Warren, Pa., 9,000 acres; J. P. Jefferso E. Wetmore, Warren, Pa., 
8,000 acres; Charles Parmalee, Warren, Pa., 3,000 acres, Total, 110,000 acres. 
Total for Louisiana, 827,300 acres. 

The sales in Mississi are as follows: 


Pearl River district—On the eastern bank, D. A.and J. W, of Grand 
Rapids, have 85,000 acres, which they have recently purchased of I. M. Weston 
and Robinson & Lacey, of the same ee They can travel miles on 
a north and south line without leaving their ownland, A it the Missis- 
sippi Later Comeeee, comprising J h Heald, Grand ids ; John C. 

H. E. Staples, M. B.and ©. E. Covell, and W.F. Nufer, of Whitehall, own 16, 


acres. and Adam Hafer, of the firm of Weston, Hafer & Whitehall, 5,000 acres, 
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Lying betwean Pearland Wolf Rivers, J. M. Weston, Grand Rapids ; R. T. Wilson, 
Ogden, and Robert Goelet, of New York, own 50,000 acres ; adjoining these lands, 
Charles Bewick, Andrew and William Comstock, and Edward Kanter, Detroit, 
have 100,000 acres, and B. F. Southworth 7,000 acres. Total, 263,000 acres. 

On streams tributary to the Pascagoula River in Eastern Mississippi are: On 
Leaf River, I. M. Weston, A. B. Watson,Grand Rapids,and M. B. Hull, Chicago, 
38,000 acres; Watson, Weston & Stanton, Grand Rapids, 8,000; Pascagoula Lum- 
ber Company, Grand Rapids, comprising A. B. Watson, I. M. Weston, Osterhout 
& Fox Lumber Company, White, Friant & Co., H.T. Stanton, O. R. Wilmarth, 
and E. Ware, 50,000acres. President Watson and Treasurer Weston, of this com- 
pany, are now at the mouth of the Pascagoula River locating grounds for mills 
and boomage. On Black and Red Creeks, Senator T. W. Palmer, Detroit, ex - 
Congressman Jay Hubbell, Houghton, Mich.; Col. F. B. Stockbridge, Kalamazoo; 
Paul Blackmar, Big Rapids; G.C. Wetherby, and Mr. Randall and associates, of 
Indianapolis, have 90,000 acres. West of these lands, F. Henry, Warren, Pa., has 
8,000 acres; Henry Hamlin, Smithport, Pa., 21,000 acres; John McEwen, Brad- 
ford, Pa., 30,000 acres; I. L. Lyon, Detroit, 5,000 acres; William Solomon, Grand 
Rapids, 6,000 acres; Otto Plock, New York, 100,000 acres. Total, 356,000 acres. 
Total for Mississippi, 619,000acres. Total for both States, 1,446,300 acres. 


Mr. PAYSON. Without reading the whole list I will ask leave to 
insert it. It shows in anticipation of this proposed legislation these vast 
areas of land are being taken up, lands worth anywhere from five to ten 
and fifteen dollars per acre, as soon as transportation may be furnished, so 
soonas they shall be made accessible, are being taken up in great quanti- 
ties, 1,600,000 acres having been taken up in a few days at two offices; 
and while this is the condition in reference to these lands being taken up 
in these large quantities the House bill provided that hereafter no pub- 
lic lands of the United States heretofore offered for public sale, includ- 
ing the abandoned military and other reservations, should hereafter be 
taken at private entry at $1.25 per acre. The Senate take that pro- 
vision, change the phraseology by inserting a word or two, so that it 
shall read as follows: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore offered at 


publicsale, excepting abandoned military and other reservations, shall be offered 
at public sale. 


Thus leaving it open as to all lands subject to private entry and public 
entry to be up for sale and open to private entry. 

And the evil we attempted to abate still goes on. 
wholly in reference to that provision in the Senate bill. 

Section 8 of the bill is another validating provision; it provides in no 
instance shall there be any contest in reference to any fraudulent entry 
of any public land unless it is instituted within nine months of the date 
of the entry. At first the entry was thirty days, but afterward it was 
thought proper to make it six months, and finally without objection it 
was made nine months. It goes without saying in the great territory 
in the extreme West and Northwest, where these areas of public lands 
are, contests can not be instituted; that it is practically impossible, 
either for special agents of the Government or those who may desire to 
settle on the lands out there, to reach them and institute contests within 
nine months of the entry. 

On that question the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Lamar, has also 
expressed himself fully in reference to it. I ask the Clerk to read his 
expression in reference to this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


7. The poets in section 8, lines 17 to 22, requiring judicial proceedings to 
cancel a final entry, I totally disapprove of for the following reasons: First, it 
is a radical departure from the letter and the spirit of all former land laws; sec- 
ond, it assumes that title passes out of the United States by an entry or location, 
whereas both the De ent and the courts have almost invariably held tothe 
contrary; third, it divests the Land Department of a jurisdiction over entries 
which it has always exercised, which does and of right ought to belong to it until 
the issue of patent, and for the exercise of which adequate quasi-judicial ma- 
chinery has been or may be devised ; foyrth, it will provokea multiplicity of suits, 
since it contemplates a complete trial in the Land De mentand another in the 
courts, with the result of an increase of expense both to the claimant and to the 
Government; fifth, it will prolong controversies over the issue raised, often for 
several years, whereas the prelimin trial, with the appeals, must also usually 
consume one or more years, and it will thustie up the land for an unnecessari!y 
long period in the hands of persons adjudged by the Department to have en- 
tered by , and to the great and often weapenen damage of other and 
bona fide adverse claimants; sixth, it will result in flooding the courts with the 
already quantity of contested entries, whose number will be vastly aug- 
mented by the resistance of those fraudulent entrymen who now never take an 
cpeene w their wrongdoings have been exposed; seventh, it will discourage 
the institution of contests, for it will create delays and finally take the conduct 
of the cases away from the contestants, who are under existi 
safeguards against fraudulent entries, which are so readily re 
ings at final proof; eighth, it is op: A 

the surest guarantee of bona fide settlement and entry is facility 
followed by a swift, sure trial, and a summary cancellation upon 


proof of fraud. 

I am of opinion that this provision, which would be an incentive to and a pro- 
tector of should be eliminated, and that instead thereof the following pro- 
vision inserted: “The Commissioner shall suspend the issue of pat- 
ent and hold the entry or location for cancellation, with right of appeal to the 
Secretary of the Interior; and if appeal be not taken as bed by the regu- 
lations, or if the Secretary should affirm the decision of the Commissioner, tc 
entry shall be canceled and the land and all moneys paid therefor shall be for- 
feited to the United States.”’ A 

ision in section 11 ing the act of 


8. I 
March 8, 1879 act, by providing for public notice of inten- 
tion to make and entry, is almost the. check upon the consum- 
mation of secret and fraudulent claims. Its enactment was the result of long 
Sea I believe it to be in every sense effective, while it is not ordinarily 
detri: to the interests of persons who are acting in good faith. 


Mr. PAYSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, an examination of section 8 in 
the Senate bill will show the most casual observer that the criticisms 


made by the Secretary of the Interior should be respected by the House. 
It does not need a lawyer to determine that question. Any one upor 
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reading the section and perusing the criticism would come to the same 
conclusion. It comes to the House with his recommendation backed 
by the experience he has had here; and I may say without any breach 
of confidence between him and myself that I know he has given the 
matter diligent attention and speaks advisedly in reference to it. 

Section 8 of the Senate law provides: 

Sec. 8. That in all cases under the pre-emption and homestead laws, and under 
this act— 

Not only the homestead and pre-emption laws, but in reference to the 
desert-land act-and the amendments here— 
all contests or protests on the part of the Government, or any individual, con- 


cerning the land entered, shall be instituted within nine months after final entry 
and issue of the duplicate receiver's receipt, and not afterward. 


Then follows a proviso introducing a new provision of law, introduc- 
ing a new method, a regulation, a procedure which has never obtained 
in the Department before: 


Provided further, That after final proof of the claimant and the issuing of the 
duplicate receiver's receipt, if it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner that fraud has entered into the title so acquired by the claimant, un- 
less it shali oe that the land has been sold or conveyed to a bona fide pur- 
chaser for a valuable consideration, the Commissioner shall suspend the issuing 
of the patent for the same,and file with the United States Attorney-General 
notice of such suspension of the patent, with his reasons therefor; and it shall 
be the duty of the Attorney-General to commence proceedings at once in the 
proper court to set aside such title, if in his judgment such proceedings can be 
maintained. 


Recognizing, as will be seen, for the first time in the history of the 
public-land law, and for the government and guidance of the Interior 
Department, that the receiver's certificate is title as against the United 
States. That has never been held to be the rule before. There has 
never been a decision of any inferior or superior Federal court that 
embodied such a proposition as is contained in this provision to which 
I have referred; and it is proposed in this case to enact into law that 
the receiver’s certificate is tithe, which can only be set aside by judicial 
proceedings, and taking from the Interior Department a power which 
it has always had since 1834, and has exercised uniformly and without 
question down to the present time, and which it has exercised without 
dispute as to its right to exercise it, namely, the power to investigate 
alleged frauds in the original entry after the receiver’s certificate is 
issued and prior to the issuing of the patent. I assert that there never 
was @ decision of a Federal court which established a contrary doctrine 
except in the one single individual case decided by Judge Deady in 
Oregon—a case which has been asserted as collusive, and it so appears, 
for no appeal was prosecuted. 
Mr. PETERS. It has been held by the State courts that a mortgage 
after the final fee is paid and before the patent is issued is valid. 
Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir, it istrue; and ithas been held by the Fed- 
eral courts that the entryman may have the final certificate, provided 
the entryman came with clean hands and had done nothing inconsist- 
ent with the public land laws. Precisely the same as the condition 
would be of a transaction as between you and myself; I holding from 
you a bond for the purchase of a piece of land which had been assigned 
to the gentleman from Kansas, and a bill in equity would lie in his be- 
half for a specific performance of the contract to compel the execution 
of the bond as between you and me, and the question of fraud as be- 
tween the contracting parties could be set up. So it has been held in 
reference to these land matters in the Interior Department. The pro- 
vision for a mountain homestead is a new departure, gncalled-for, and 
we do not agree to it; but I do not take time with reference to it. 
These, Mr. Chairman, are the points of difference between us. 
are vital and go to the root of the whole question. 
shal] become a law you might as well stop legislation with reference 
to protecting the public lands asagainst fraudulent acquisition of title, 
and close the doors of the Committee on the Public Lands and shut up 
the General Land Office, for this would all be useless if this bill should 
become a law. ‘There is no demand for it, and it is against what | re- 
gard—I do not know whether other gentlemen have noticed the fact— 
but it is against what I regard as the overwhelming expression of pub- 
lic sentiment in favor of the passage of the House bill pure and simple. 
a people of this country are alive to the importance of the House 
ill. 
House bill No. 7887 has been printed in nearly every newspaper North 
and West; wherever there isa trades union, wherever there are Knights 
of Labor organizations, wherever there is a farmers’ grange or any society 
of laboring men and industrial classes in this country efforts have been 
made to express sentiment and opinion, and resolutions are upon every 
day’s record of our proceedings day after day asking us to use every ex- 
ertion to secure the passage of that bill, the House bill; and I call the 
attention of the gentlemen about me to the fact, and doubtless there is 
not one who dees me the honor now to listen to me who has not received 
petitions signed by these citizens all over the Union asking their assist- 
ance and in securing.the passage of that bill. Itisa matter 
of daily occurrence. The Recorp isfilledwiththem. I turn toapage 
of the and find: 

The se bill 7887, 
tinbereultures preemption and desertiand acta; of Howse bill 702 for the nde 
jetmens of ualizend and other land-grants; of the bill forfeiting all railroad land 
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Mr. Speaker, page after page of this Recorpn is filled and day after 
day such petitions as that, signed by the industrial classes all over the 
country, may be found. Thousands upon thousands of voters of this 
country have taken occasion to sign the petitions and forward them 
here. They come from different parts of the Union, so that since the 
days when petitions came here from the North and East with reference 
to the abolition of human slavery there has never been an occasion upon 
which the petitions and memorials have come to this Chamber or to 
the Chamber at the other end of the Capitol in such numbers asking 
for legislation, or that compare in dignity to this. 

Mr. PLUMB. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment to cite an 
instance that has come under my own observation ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly; I yield to my friend. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that I hold in my hand a resolution 
passed by a State convention of Knights of Labor held in Illinois, in 
my own district, representing sixty thousand knights, and the first 
resolution adopted is in these words: 

They ask that the public domain be reclaimed from all who hold it unjustly, 
and that laws be passed militating against the individual or corporate owner- 
ship of large tracts of land. Also, that the tendency of taxation shall be to dis- 
courage the holding of unprofitable lands for speculative purposes, and to en- 
courage the return to the Government of the “unearned increment of land”’ 
sought to be obtained by such holding. 

Mr. PAYSON. Inglancing over the page of the RecorD before me, in 
reference to these petitions, I see in their order they came from Massa- 
chusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, New York again, Virginia, Maine, 
Maryland, Ohio, in fact all of the States. Petitions equally numer- 
ous, and representing as intelligent a class of citizens, come also to the 
Senate asking for the passage of House bill 7887. They ask this Con- 
gress respectfully to give them bread in the shape of the House bill, 
and the Senate gives them a stone by the bill proposed; a bill which 
will validate these frauds which stand as a stench in the nostrils of 
anybody who has taken occasion to investigate the subject. 

I believe that is about all I care tosay at present. The motion, which 
will doubtless be made in a moment, that the House further insists on 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate ought te be voted by 
this House unanimously as an instruction to these conferees when an- 
other conference is appointed, that this House represents astate of opin- 
ion that ought to be and shall be respected. 

Mr. PERKINS addressed the Chair. 

Mr.COBB. Imovethat the House further insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The first thing to be done is to accept the report. 

Mr. STRAIT. The amendments have not been read to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House but the confer- 
ence report, reporting a disagreement, which will be accepted, and then 
if the gentleman from Indiana makes a motion that the House further 
insists on its disagreement to the Senate amendments, it will be a mo- 
tion having priority to move that the House recede. Oneither of these 
motions the amendments can be read. 

Mr. PAYSON. That the matter may be before the House, I move 
that the House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has been submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cops]. 

Mr. PERKINS. | intend at the proper time to move that the House 
recede from its disagreement. 

Mr. COBB. I yield to my colleague on the conference committee, 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. How much time have I 
remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. 
remaining. 

Mr. COBB. I will allow my colleague on the committee to take the 
floor in his own right, and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on the first Monday in June 
last this House passed the bill, reported from the Committe on Public 
Lands, repealing the pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land laws, 
and sent it tothe Senate. That body returned the bill here mate- 
rially changed by amendments. The House refused to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate, and appointed a conference committee to 
meet a like committee from the Senate. The representatives of the 
two Houses have had a conference, but failed to reach any agreement. 
The Senate conferees insist on retaining the bill as it passed that body, 
to which the managers of the House emphatically dissent. gAs one of 
the representatives of the House in that conference I desire to empha- 
size one or two of the objections I have to the Senate amendments, and 

to give some brief expression to the reasons that induce me to advise 
the House to adhere to its former action. 

The difference between the bill as it passed the House and as it passed 
the Senate is broad, radical, and vital. The House bill simply repealed 
the pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land laws, and the commu- 
tation clause of the homestead law, without impairing any existing 
vested right. The bill as amended in the Senate also repeals the pre- 
emption and timber-culture laws and the commutation feature of the 
homestead law. It does not repeal the desert-land law, but amendsit. 
If that was all it did, if that was the only difference—though not sat- 
isfactory—we might agree to it as being better than nothing. But it 
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goes further than that. There are some provisions in the Senate amend- 
ments that I do not think this House ought to agree to or will agree to. 

The eighth section of the Senate amendments provides in substance 
that whenever any claimant who has made an entry under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws makes final proof of his entry and receives 
a receipt from the receiver of the proper land office, he acquires title 
to the land entered, and if he then sells or conveys it to a bona fide 
purchaser for value, no matter how dishonest or fraudulent the claim 
may have been, or how false the proof upon which his receipt was ob- 
tained, the title is forever gone trom the Government, and the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office has no recourse but to issue a patent, 
though at the time he may be conscious it is but the crowning triumph 
of a crime. 

I imagine it would never be a difficult task for any man who would 
participate in perjury in order te commit larceny upon the public do- 
main to find an ‘‘innocent purchaser.’’ They are both numerousand 
accommodating. But under this section, even in the absenceof a white- 
winged ‘‘ innocent,’’ the original claimant who has made his final proof, 
though every affidavit may be a lie, and who has received his dupli- 
cate receipt, no matter under what fraud or false pretense obtained, can 
demand his patent of the Commissioner, and the Commissioner must 
issue it, unless on his suggestion the Attorney-General should see 
proper, in the exercise of his discretion, to institute proceedings in the 
name of the United States to set aside the fraudulent title of the en- 
tryman. Such a statute would overturn the long-established practice 
of the Department, and materially change the established law of the 
land. As the law now stands a claimant who has entered upon land, 
made his final proof and got his receipt, if his claim is based upon a 
substantial and honest compliance with the law, has a good equitable 
title to his land, and a right toa patent conveying to him the legal 
title—which right he can enforce, if it becomes necessary, by proper 
proceedings in the courts. The relation existing between the claimant 
and the Government is analogous to that of vender and vendee, where 
the latter is in possession under contract of purchase, having performed 
on his part can enforce performance, if refused, on the part of the 
former. ‘This amendment of the Senate to the pending measure pro- 
poses to reverse the existing order of things in this respect. The peo- 
ple of the United States have offered homes to those who need them 
upon the public lands of the country; but they require those who 
seek the benefits of this great privilege to comply with certain con- 
ditions before they can receive title to the lands. They must take the 
lands for the purpose of actual settlement. They must go upon the 
lands, cultivate, improve, and subdue them to the uses of practical 
agriculture. The policy of the Government is to furnish free homes to 
honest men. The existing laws were enacted with an especial view to 
prevent speculations in the public lands, or a diversion of them to any 
other use than that of actual settlement in strict accordance with the re- 
quirements of the law. The laws were intended to preserve the public 
domain as homes for the men who would brave the perils of frontier life 
and lay the foundations of prosperous communities and great States, 
and to guard them against the encroachments of that less reputable 
class who would seek to speculate on the bounty of the Government 
and build up fortunes at the expense of the people. Now, here isa 
proposed statute which would throw its protecting wing over the most 
hardened land-shark on the continent. A man who has entered or pro- 
cured the entry of public lands in open fraud of the law, and whose 
proof of compliance with law is the rankest perjury, could demand his 
patent and the Commissioner would be cémpelled to deliver it, unless 
he could persuade the law officer of the Government to sue him, and 
that suit would have to be brought within two years after final proof, 
or else the fraud would be forgiven by limitation. 

Mr. Speaker, I should regard such legislation as unwise and improvi- 
dent, as furnishing an inducement to the commission of fraud, and as 
giving it, when committed, an advantage over the ways of honest men, 
even if it had only a prospective ion. But inasmuch asit is pro- 
posed to repeal the pre-emption law, and as the opportunity and in- 
ducement for committing frauds under the homestead law with the 
commutation clause eliminated would be small, it is altogether prob-. 
able no great harm would result if the proposed enactment looked to 
the future only. But in the light of all the facts before us I have ab- 
solutely no patience with the proposition when it is proposed to give 
to it a retroactive as well as a prospective effect. If this Senate amend- 
ment should become the law it would practically perfect every entry 
heretofore made, condone every fraud, and forgive every crime com- 
mitted against the existing land laws of the country. 

With all due respect to those who may favor such a scheme, I can 
not regard it as otherwise than outrageous and scandalous. That the 
pre-emption laws have been enormously abused in recent years, and 
that gross frauds frequently on a large scale have been perpetrated by 
the thousands and the public domain plundered almost at 
there can be no sortof doubt. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office gives it as his opinion that 90 per cent. of the pre-emption and 
timber-culture entries made in many, perhaps a majority, of the land 
districts of the West are fraudulent; ont that opinion is not merely a 
vague speculation on his part. His’ judgment is based on reliable in- 
formation coming to him from a multitnde of both private and official 


sources. The registers and receivers of the land offices and speci,) 
agents sent out to investigate the facts alike report that great: bodies o; 
the public lands throughout the West have been taken by syndicate, 
and speculators in bold violation of law and in fraud of the publ 
right. 

I know there are many gentlemen in both Houses of this‘Congress \;},, 
for some reason seek to discredit these reports and to belittle and dix 
grace the Commissioner of Public Lands. There is not a lobbyis: 
land-shark in Washington who does not denounce the Commissioner, 
a filthy sheet published in their interest that is not filled with murder 
assaults upon his character, and upon the floor of this House he ha 
subjected to a fusillade of unjust imputations, criticisms, and «: 
tions. No one has been bold enough to assail his personal integri: 
That he is a thoroughly upright and honest man both friend ani 
agree. In that respect at least he is beyond the range of criticism 
has represented a constituency upon this floor with honor and 
tiov, and at home in the great State of Illinois—a State which 
behind no other in the intellectual and progressive character « 
people—he ranks as one of the first citizens of the Commonweal! 

This is the man who has been and is being denounced for doin r | 
simple duty as he understands it—for throwing himself across the | 
way of plunderers and calling a peremptory halt. That he ma: 
mistaken and overestimate the number of frauds that have becn 
mitted is possible; but that he is grappling with a great public : 
and struggling against odds to destroy it is beyond doubt, and he ou): 
to be encouraged and sustained by every man in this country who | 
lieves in honest methods and the enforcement of thelaw. What mo 
could General Sparks have in intentionally misrepresenting the ‘1c: 
with a view to deceiving the country? Such a course would argue hii: 
a scoundrel, when we all know he is an honest man. What mo’ 
could induce the sworn officers of the law, the officials in charge of t 
land offices, and the special agents of the Department, both Democr:: 
and Republicans, to report the prevalency of these frauds if they ( 
not exist? Special Agent W. H. Goucher reports from San Franc: 
November 17, 1884, as follows: 


I would estimate that but 5 per cent.of the entries made under the tin 
culture and desert-land laws are in faith and with the intent of 
plishing the purposes contemplated in those acts. 


Special Agent Prichard reports from Gunnison, Colo., November » 
1884, that the frauds are in proportion to the bons fide entries as one t 
ten. Special Agent Jaycox reports from"Aberdeen, Dak., that i 
opinion— 

Not more than 30 per cent. of the land in this district entered under th 
visions of the pre-emption and homestead laws is occupied by actual settlers 
Fully 75 per cent. of the entries made under the provisions of the pre-em)t 
laws are made for qpecuintive purposes and not for a home and for culti\ 


The register and receiver at Miles City, Mont., reports substanti 
the same state of affairs to exist in his district, and in speaking o! | 
the claims are proved has this to say: 

The parties who make the declarations and affidavits seldom appear 
office, but appear before the deputy clerk of the district court in this very 
and make their affidavits belore him. We seldom have the opportun 
questioning the as to the character ofthe land or to learn from t! 
what manner company obtains control “offthe land, and have to re! 
tirely upon the papers nd caall maps furnished or presented. 

Such is the tenor of the reports that come into the Land Ofiice ! 
hundreds. These are the official reports of the sworn officers 01 


law, especially appointed for the purpose and charged with the (1) 


of the estimates made are exaggerated, but unless we pesciaim t! 
whole Land Office force from the Commissioner down a set of 10: 
knaves, there can be no escape from the conclusion that the public 
have been misappropriated on a large scale in gross violation and :\' 
of the law. Shall this Congress now by solemn enactment co 
validate, and perfect these fraudulent and invalid titles, coveri: 
know not how many hundreds of thousands, and maybe milliv 
acres? 

On what theory of good morals, good business, or good states!::.: 
can such legislation be justified. Sir, it isan outrageous and shame!" 
proposition, and I aouudeentie® that itfinds countenance with v« 


official integrity. I have heard it excused on the ground that tie: 


to issuethe patents and let it go as itis. Such an argument wou! 
surprise me if it came from the lips of the beneficiaries of these ': 
but it does astonish me when it comes as the deliberate judgmer 


duty it is to insistuponobedience to it. Theassertion that these lan' 

fraudulently entered, are now or soon will beinthe handsof actu!» 

fide settlers is a purely speculative statement, and I do not belic\: 
In the next place I do not believe that any man who makes a frau 

ulent pre-emption acquires any title, before the issue of patent, W': 

is the subject of conveyance to the prejudice of the Government. 

do I believe there can be, in contemplation of law, any such thine 


son, being the head of a family,’’ &c., “‘who has made, or hereat' 


overseeing the public lands of the country. It is possible that i. 


men in this Congress whom we all esteem for their high person:! 25 


lands have largely passed or soon will pass into the hands of innocen' 
purchasers and actual settlers, and that it will be better inthe lon: 


men whose aim it should be to inspire respect for the law, and w 
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makes, a settlement in person on the public lands subject to pre-emp- 
tion, and who inhabits and improves the same, and who has erected or 
shallerecta dwelling thereon 7". authorized to enter a hundred and sixty 
acres upon paying the minimam price of such land. But before any 

can the benefit of that law he must make oath that he 
< never previously exercised his right of pre-emption; ‘‘that he is 
not the owner of 320 acres of land in any State or Territory; that he 
has not settled upon and improved such land to sell the same on specu- | 
lation, but in good faith to appropriate it te his own exclusive use; and 
that he has not, directly or indirectly, made any agreement or contract, | 
in any way or manner, with any person whatsoever, by which the title 
which he might acquire from the Government of the United States 
should inure in whole or in part to the benefit of any person except 
himself; and if any person taking such oath swears falsely in the prem- 
jses, he shall forfeit the money which he may have paid for such land, 
and all right and title to the same.’’ 

Now, weare informed by reports from the Land Office that there are 
thousands of cases where men liave been employed by speculators to go 
upon lands, erect thereon the p-etense of a house, stir up a few shovels- | 
ful of dirt, and then go off and file their declarations, :nake the required 
oath and proofs, pay for the land with moneys furnished by their em- 
ployers, get their duplicate receiver’s receipts, and immediately trans- 
fer their claims to their employers, receiving the agreed consideration 
for their rascalities and perjuries. The employer, who is of course an 
‘innocent purchaser,’’ takes possession of the land and looks after the 
subsequent issue of the patent. Can the laws be thus evaded? Can 
the Government be defrauded and the people cheated by this sort of 
jugglery? Does such a proceeding vest any title inanybody? Did 
the pre-emptor acquire anything hecould convey tohisemployer? His | 

| 





deed would be but a quitclaim at best;,the title remains in the Gov- 
ernment, The man who comes fora patent must bring a clean record, 
or else he may be lawfully denied. 

Section 2263 of the Revised Statutes provides that ‘‘ prior to any en- 
tries being made under and by virtue of the provisions’’ of the pre- 
emption law ‘‘ proof of the settlement and improvement thereby re- 
quired shall be made to the satisfaction of the register and receiver of 
the land district,’’ &c., ‘‘ and allassignments and transfers of the right 
hereby secured prior to theissning of the patent shall be null and void.”’ 
I maintain that a pre-emptor before the issue of a patent can pass 
nothing by his conveyance to the prejudice of the Government unless 
his entry was honestly made in compliance with the law, and that doc- 
trine is sustained by the decisions of the Supreme Court. No, sir; I 
repeat, there is nothing in law, equity, or good morals that can justify 
or excuse this legislation which proposes to legalize rascality and offer 
a premium to perjury, and the proposition should be promptly and in- 
dignanily rejected by the House. 

There is another proposition embraced in section 7 of the Senaje 
amendments to which I could not agree without great reluctance-and 
misgiving as to its wisdom. That is, the proposition to make another 
classification of the public lands, to be designated as ‘‘ mountainous 
land,’’ and to authorize the appropriation of 320 acres as a homestead. 
The section provides that whenever three-fourths of any 40-acre tract 
of the surveyed public lands is so mountainous and rough that it can 
not be plowed and cultivated it shall be deemed mountainous land 
within the meaning of the section. It is proposed therefore to give a 
homesteader 240 acres of land he can not cultivate, in order to induce 
him to accept 60 acres that he can cultivate. In the first place I do not 
believe the real honest homeseeker—the man who expects to reside 
upon the land and support his family out of the products of the soil— 
needs any such inducement. I can not see to what beneficial use a 
small mountain farmer could devote 240 acres of yawning chasms and 
towering mountain peaks. I can see how it is possible for men of am- 
ple means who desire to control large water fronts to realize some ad- 
vantageoutofsuch anenactment. Butasidefrom all that, Iam strongly 
opposed to giving away the public lands in large tracts to single indi- 
viduals. There are two policies touching the disposition of our public 
lands which have their respective advocates upon this floor and else- 
where throughout the country. One contemplates a rapid disposition 
of the publicdomain, while the other seeks to husband and preserve it 
with jealous care. Oneisa policy for the present only, while the other, 
not unmindful of the present, looks down into the long future before 


i 


Gentlemen who live in Western States and Territories, ambitious to 
outstrip their neighbors and full of the dashand inspiration of Western | 
enterprise, welcome whatever will quicken their growth, hasten their | 
development, and increase their local prestige and importance. They 
are burning with anxiety to have their waste lands occupied, and grow 
impatient at whatever they imagine is calculated to delay their prog- 
ress in this respect. I know that is very natural, Mr. Speaker, and 
perhaps commendable; but in so faras that progress depends on a 

donation of public lands as an inducement to emigration, I 
the better part of wisdom to make haste slowly in that dires- 
believe the true policy of the Government should be to pre- 
lands for small holdings for many people, rather than bestow 
lavishly upon a few. For that reason I regard the proposed 
as an unwise one, and for the same reason have felt anxious 


HM 
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to repeal the desert-land law, under which 640 acres may be taken by a 
single individual. The desert-land law affords no immediate advantage 


to men of small means, for no man can enjoy its benefits who has not 
capital enough to construct canals and ditches so as to distribute water 


over it and irrigate it. Those who are benefited by the law are men 
able to organize irrigation companies with ample capital at their back, 
and thus control the water privileges of the country. I know it is 


claimed that unless this is allowed what illed the arid or desert 
regions will never be redeemed, and we are told that time will eventu- 
ally make all things even; that when the lands are ultimately sub- 
’ eof time be bought up 
and distributed among the masses. That may be, but I see no neces- 
sity for hurry about this. It would be far better if in the processes of 
time these lands could be taken up in small quantities by the masses 
of the people themselves as the demand for 





them shall arise. 


[ am aware it is contended that that is practicable, for the reason 
that those desert lands can not be utilized for agriculture without the 
employment of water through expensive artificial means. That is meas- 
urably true to-day, buat I believe that those « maditions will eraduall y 
disappear until in the not distant future beneficent nature will showe 
upon the dry lands of the West whatever is necessary to m them 
useful and productive. Ten years ago I was familiar with South- 
western Kansas. Even then that section of that magnificent young 
State was regarded as a part of the great desert. Millions of acres of 
land were lying waste and idle, except in so far as they were used as 


grazing lands for cattle-herders. Occasionally some pioneer would vent 
ure out into the Southwest beyond the confines of civilization, locat 
a homestead, and plant a crop, which was sure to perish under the 
withering blight of the rainless summer, and that would be the end of 
him. When I first traversed that country ten years ago ight years 
ago—I saw frequent evidences of those fruitless and abandoned effort 
at settlement. 
Whatever may have been the cause, certain it is great 


changes have occurred in that section. The rainfall there now is am; 


sufficient, and as the climate is healthful, the soil fertile, and the 


| try beautiful thousands of homeseekers have emigrated there, and it i 


developing into one of the most prosperous agricultural sections of the 
Union. As a matter of fact I know that these same changes are man 
ifesting themselves farther to the West, and I believe, in the providenc: 
of God, the time is not far distant when the fertile plains of all the great 
West will be adapted by natural means to all the uses of mankind. 
But if that should not be, it might not be unwise for the Government 
itself to make the irrigation of our public lands a national work. At 
all events it will do no harm if we proceed only as there is necessity 
for advancement. 

There is little of our public domain left to us outside of what is em- 
braced in the mountain and so-called desert regions. The homes of the 
future must be found there if found at all. The whole world is pour- 
ing iis population in upon us. We are growing too fast. Already we 
are unable to furnish employment to our laborers. Everywhere there 
is unrest and discontent. In the great centers of population we are 
daily confronted with evidences of social conditions and industrial dis- 
orders that excite the gravest apprehensions. It takes no prophetic eye 
to see the day when we must meet the dangers of an overcrowded 
population. 

Sir, our experiment at self-government—our capacity for self-govern- 
ment—has never yet been put to the test. There was no question of 
self-government involved in our civil war. From our earliest history 
there had been differences of opinion as to the organic nature of our 
Government and the constitutional relations existing between theStates 
and the Federal Government. . Those differences were the basis of politi- 
cal parties and the fruitful source of political agitation. The contro- 
versies which grew up out of those antagonisms were intensified by 
social and industrial conditions which finally provoked a bloody 
disastrous war. But at notime did anybody ever question the capacity 
of the American people for self-government, or consider that question 
at stake in the issue. But the time is fastapproaching when that great 
crucial test will force itself upon us. Every year we add millions to 
our population, not only those who are born and reared in the faith of 
republican institutions but of those who come to us with strange no- 
tions from abroad. 

In a little while we will be face to face with that dangerous problem 


; which now confronts the older countries of the world—what are Wwe 


going to do with the people? ‘Then the test will be upon us As long 
as we have public lands which we can offer as homes to these people 


| as long as they have some place to go and toil and live—the dangew I 


speak of will be delayed; and when it comes, the more people we have 
upon farms engaged in agriculture and owners of the land the bettci 
will we be prepared to meet it. The very day a man becomes a laud 
owner, sheltered under his own roof, with the means of living at h 
command, he becomes personally interested in maintaining order and 
preserving intact the institutions of his government. 

It is in this view I say wise statesmanship urges the adoption of that 
policy with reference to our public lands which makes them most use- 
ful to the largest possible number, and it is because I am so deeply 
impressed with this conviction that I can not willingly support any 
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measure having a contrary tendency, and for the same reason I would 
rejoice if the desert-land law could be obliterated from the statute-book. 
These are the two chief objections I have to the Senate amendments. 
Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Hovse recede from its disagree 
ment to the Senate amendment to the first section of the House bill, 
and agree to the same. I ask to have it read. 


The Clerk read the first section of the bill as it passed the House, as 
as follows: 


That chapter 4 of title 32,excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2283, 2286, 2288, and sec- 
tion 2299 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,and all other laws allow- 
ing pre-emption of the public lands of the United States,are hereby repealed : 
Provided, however, That this repeal shall not affect any valid rights heretofore 
accrued or accruing under end tanve, but al! bona fide claims lawfully initiated 
before the passage of this act may be perfected, upon due compliance with law, 
in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject tothe same 
limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been ed: And pro- 
vided further, That any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
pre-emption law,and who has failed, from any cause, except by sale or disposal 
of his right thereto, to perfect title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him 
under the homestead laws,may make a second homestead entry in lieu of the 
pre-emption privilege hereby repealed. 


The Clerk read the amendment of the Senate to the first section of 
the House bill, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

** Be it enacted, &c., That section 2299 and section 2301, and chapter 4 of title 32, 
excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2283, 2286, and 2288, of the Revised Statutes, of the 
United States, are hereby repealed: Provided, however, That this repeal shall 
not affect any valid vights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, in- 
cluding the right of such persons as have entered contests to make entry ofthe 
land the subject of such contest, as provided by existing law; but all bona fide 
claims lawfully initiated upon surveyed or unsurveyed lands before the Ist day 
of October, 1886, may be perfected, upon due compliance with law, in the same 
manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the same limita- 
tion, forfeitures, and contests as if thisact had not been d; that all entries 
made under the Sonn er homestead laws, on which final Pa and pay- 
ment may have been made and certificates issued, and to which there are no 
adverse claims originating prior to final entry, and which may have been sold 
prior to the 9th day of June, 1886, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers, 
for a valuable consideration, shall be confirmed and patented upon presenta- 
tion of satisfactory proof to the Land Department ofsuch sale: And provided fur- 
ther, That any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the =i 
law, and who has failed, from any cause, to perfect title to a tract of land here- 
tofore entered by him under the homestead law, may makea second homestead 
entry in lieu of the pre-emption privilege hereby repealed; but this provision 
shall not apply to persons who shal! perfect title to lands under the pre-emption 
or homestead laws under proceedings already initiated: And provided further, 
That all outstanding certificates of deposit on account of surveys heretofore 
issued under the provisions of sections 2401, 2402, and 2403 of the Revised Stat- 
utes,and acts supplemental! thereto, shall be receivable as cash (except for fees 
and commissions) in the sale and disposal of public lands, at the land-offices at 
which such certificates are now receivable in commutation of homestead ard in 
a for pre-emption claims: And p further, Thatall certificates here- 
tofore issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office to soldiers, or 
their widows, or their minor children, under section 2306 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, may be located by the original beneficiaries, their heirs, legal representa- 
tives, or assigns; and upon such location patent shall issue in the name of the 
locator.” 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call the attention of the House briefly 
to the amendments that are to be found in this first section of the Sen- 
ate bill. And as it has been exceedingly fashionable of late to traduce 
and defame those men who are settling those prairies of the West and 
converting them into thriving communities, and as it has been fashion- 
able to impugn the motives of every man who stands on this floor and 
who speaks for them, I desire to say briefly, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I have no personal interest in this bill. I do not know of 
a single foot of public land remaining in. my Congressional district, 
and I have not now and never had any pecuniary or other interest with 
any man engaged in securing from the Government of the United States 
a foot of public land, and hence I have no personal or political interest 
in the contest growing out of the proposed report of the pre-emption 
and other statutes pertaining to our public domain. 

But I know the importance of this legislation to the people of the 
West, and I am fatigued and tired of the accusations that are made 





here against men who are reclaiming that territory from the desert that | 


has heretofore dominated there. And I am fatigued at theinsinuations 
and accusations made here against men at the other end of the Capitol 
who have framed and brought into being these Senate amendments; 
men who have participated in the growth of these Western common- 
wealths, and who from personal experience and observation know the 


working of the different statutes, and the difficulties those frontiersmen | 


have to contend with. 

The Senate bill is largely the product of the Senators from those 
Western States who know the necessities of their peopleand who know 
the practical working of the present land laws; and to stand here to 
impugn their motives is, it seems to me, rather audacious at least for 
. men who know nothing from personal experience or practical observa- 

tion of that section and the working of these land laws. And I have 
no hesitancy in saying that I have as much confidence in their integrity 
and have much more respect for their intelligence than I have for the 
integrity or intelligence of the men who make these accusations against 
the settlers on those frontiers and the man who presides as Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 

The first amendment to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House is to be found in line 7 of section 1 of the Senate bill. It re- 
serves from the operations of this bill section 2283 of the 1 stat- 
utes. That section pertains to the Osagetrustand ceded lands. Should 
the House bill pass, there is no provision in it pertaining to those lands; 
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and I desire to call attention to the fact that those lands were obtained 
from the Osage Indians upon condition that they should receive 4 
dollar an acre from the Government forthelands, This Senate amend- 
ment preserves the present statute onthatsubject. Thatstatute I wi|] 
send to the Clerk’s desk and have read, and then I shall beglad to have 
some gentleman here who advocates the House bill tell us why the sec- 
tion should not remain as a part of the public statutes of the land. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2283. The Osage Indian trust and diminished reserve lands in the State 
of Kansas, excepting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each township, 
shall be subject to disposal, for cash only, to actual settlers, in quantities not ¢ x- 
ceeding 160 acres or one quarter-section to each, in compact form, in accorda: c« 
with the general principles of the pre-emption laws, under the direction of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; but claimants shall file their declar- 
atory statements as prescribed in other cases upon unoffered lands,and s)ha)| 
pay for the tracts, respectively, settled upon within one year from date of set- 
tlement where the plat of survey is on file at that date, and within one year 
from the filing of the township plat in the district office where such plat is not 
on file at date of settlement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Those who have listened to the reading of that sec- 
tion will observe that under its provisions actual bona fide settlers are 
the only persons who can obtain a title to any of these lands, and that 
in consideration of the lands which they acquire by their settlement 
they are required to pay to the Government $1.25 per acre, and the 
Government is required to pay the Osage Indians $1 per acre. If that 
provision of law be stricken down by the action of Congress we will 
still be obligated to pay the Osage Indians $1 an acre for those lands, 
| but we shall have no provision for the sale or disposition of them to 
actual bona fide settlers except such as may take them under the home- 
stead law; and if the lands are taken under the homestead law, the 
obligation will still rest upon the Government to pay the Osage In- 
dians the $1 per acre. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him, 
because I know he desires to be accurate about this. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. The section of the statutes, 2283, to which the gen- 
tleman refers, and which he says should be kept on the statute-book, 
is expressly reserved in the House bill. It is not affected directly or 
indirectly by the bill, but is expressly reserved from repeal, and the 
gentleman is, therefore, entirely in error in his criticism upon the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee. They agree with him in what he says, and have 
reserved that section from the operation of the repeal. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is 
correct in his statement, and it may be that he is, although in the hasty 
examination that I have been able to give the House bill, comparing 
it with the Senate bill, I got the impression that it repealed this sec- 
tion of the statutes—— : 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, let us understand each other. I not 
only may be accurate but I am accurate; for I hold in my hand a print 
of the bill as it passed the House, certified by the Clerk on the 7th 
day of June last, and the first three lines of it read: ‘‘ That chapter 4 
| of title 32, except sections 2275, 2276, 2283,” &v., thus expressly ex- 
| cepting section 2283 from the repeal. 

Mr. COBB. It is excepted also, I think, in section 5 of the bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, since the gentleman has called my 
attention to that part of the House bill, I am satisfied that he is cor- 
| rect; but, as I have stated, I had marked that as one of the amend- 
ments, and had overlooked the fact that the exception was made in 
the House bill. I, of course, agree with the gentleman and with ‘he 
committee that that section should not be repealed, and hence there is 
no objection to co much of the Senate bill as preserves that section. 
|__ The next amendment which I desire to call to the attention of the 
House is the one commencing on line 20 of the Senate bil], which pro- 
vides that— 

All entries made under the pre-emption or homestead laws on which final 
proof and payment have been made and certificates issued,and to which there 
are no adverse claims originating prior to finalentry, and which may have been 
sold prior to the %h day of June, 1886, and after final entry to bona fide pur- 
chasers for a valuable consideration, shal! be confirmed and patented upon pre- 
sentation of satisfactory proof to the Land Department. 

All that there is in that Senate amendment is to protect the honest, 
bona fide purchaser in the title that he supposed he was securing from 
the settler of the land. It provides that where there is no adverse 
claim and where the land has been sold by the settler to an hone‘t, 
bona fide purchaser the entry shall be confirmed and approved and the 
patent shall issue to the present owner. Is that wrong? Should ‘his 
House become a party to any other declaration-or to the assertio. o! 
any other principle? Is it to be the policy of this House? Shali tls 
body declare that if a man, in good faith and with honest purposes, 
goes upon those Western prairies and buys 160 acres from tke settler 
his purchase shall not be approved, a patent shall not be issued to hi" 
for the land so purchased ? 

Some one may suggest in opposition to this that the original settler 
may have been a fraudulent one; that he may not have conformed in 
all particulars to the requirements of the land laws. Concede for the 
purposes of the argument that that is trne; should the honest, dona fi’ 
purchaser suffer in consequence? The Senate amendment does not pro- 


pose to those who were parties to the fraud, if frauds were 
prcticed. It proposes only to protect the honest, bona fide purchase:. 
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The declaration is that where there are no adverse claims originating 
prior to entry, or where the land has passed into the hands of honest, 
bona fide purchasers prior to the 9th day of June of the present year, 
the entries shall be confirmed, and in the course of time the patent shall 
issue to such bona fide purchaser. 

If that is not to be the law, if some other practice is to be inaugu- 
rated and justified by this body, what will be the result? Will this 
body become a party to the wrong that might be practiced, the great 
injury that might be done to the honest purchaser, if after he has in- 
yested his money in the land, has moved upon it and taken possession 
of it, all his right is to be stricken down, all his interests destroyed, his 
home taken from him, because, forsooth, the original occupant, in the | 
judgment of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, was not there | 
in good faith and for honest purposes? 

If, in the judgment of the Commissioner, the original occupant was 
not there in good faith and for honest purposes and did not conform to 
every technicality of the land laws, his entry is to be set aside, the pur- 
chaser in good faith is to be stricken down; and for what purpose? The 

ntleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] or the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. Copp] may suggest, for the purpose of permitting an honest occu- 
pant to go upon the land. But there is an honest occupant there now; 
there is a man there who has invested his money in good faith and is 
doing what he can for the cultivation of the soil. He it is who by the 
Senate amendment is to be protected and only he. 

This is an important amendment, and one which, it seems to me, if 
we desire to do justice, should be ratified and adopted by the unan- 
imous declaration of this House. If thatis not to be the law, then, as I 
suggested a moment ago, what is to be the effect? Shall it be the law 
of this land that someone seeking a home upon the public domain may 
come along and settle upon the 160 acres of land which a man has pur- 
chased in good faith, upon which he has established a home, which he 
has been cultivating, and in which at the purchase and since he has in- 
vested his money ? 

Shall all that be taken from him by a settler who has not invested a 
dollar and who has no prior right? Yet that will be the effect if the 
Senate amendment is not accepted, because it is the decision of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office that if the original occupancy 
was wrongful or unlawful, if the law was not conformed to in all its 
vigor, then the purchaser in good faith gets nothing by the investment 
of his money, and his right can not be recognized -by the subsequent 
action of the Land Office. The Senate amendment is one which I sub- 
mit should secure the commendation and approval of this House. 

Another of the Senate amendments provides: 


That all outstanding certificates of deposit on account of surveys heretofore 
issued under the provisions of sections 2401, 2402, and 2403 of the Revised Statutes, 
and acts supplemental thereto, shall be receivable as cash (except for fees and 
0! ) in the sale and disposal! of public lands, at the land offices at which 
such certificates are now receivable in commutation of homestead and in pay- 
ment for pre-emption claims. 


Under the sections of the Revised Statutes mentioned in that Senate 
amendment certificates have issued to men who organized themselves 
into bodies or companies and deposited money for the purpose of secur- 
ing a survey of the public lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. It may save time for me to state to the gentleman 





that there is no disagreement beeween the House and the Senate con- 


ferees with reference to that provision. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, that is one of the Senate amendments; and 
I ask that the Senate amendments to this entire section shall be rati- 
fied by this House. As I understand now from the gentleman from 
Illinois, he consents that the House should accept that amendment. 
It is an important amendment, because, as I was about to suggest, 
settlers who go in advance of the surveyor, in advance of railroads, in 
advance of civilization, find themselves occupying public lands not sur- 
veyed, and they organize themselves into little bodies or parties and 
deposit money to meet the expenses of surveying their lands, and upon 
such deposit certificates are issued to them. 

In the bill as by the House no provision is made for them; 
no protection is given to them. The Senatein considering these ques- 
tions found it proper and deemed it necessary to make some provision 
for them; and I am glad to hear the gentleman from Illinois say that 
in the judgment of the Committee on Public Lands of this House that 
amendment 


is a good one. 
Another amendment embraced in the first section is: 


That all certificates heretofore issued by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to soldiers, or their widows, or their minor children, under section 
2306 of the Revised Statutes, may be located by the original beneficiaries, their 
heirs, legal tatives, or assigns; and upon such Jocation patent shall issue 
in the name of the locator. 

As the bill passed the House, no provision of this kind was made. 
I do not know whether in the judgment of the Committee on Public 
Lands this amendment should be accepted or not. It is embraced in 
the first section of the bill as passed by the Senate, which I ask shall 
be accepted by this body as a substitute for the first section of the 
bill as passed by the House. Under the section of the Revised Stat- 
utes here indicated, certificates have issued to soldiers, their widows, 
or minor children, and being thus held, they should be validated and 
protected by this Government; yet if the House bill is to be 
adopted as the law of the land, if this House is to persist in non-con- 
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currence in the Senate amendments and the bill is to be enacted as 
passed by the House, no provision is made for this worthy class; and 
it must stand as the settled policy of this House that these soldiers, 
their widows and orphans, are not deserving of consideration or protec- 
tion at the hands of this body. If that is the position in which this 
House is to place itself, I do not desire to take from it the credit or the 
glory of such legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall perhaps have occasion to speak of the other 
provisions of the bill as this discussion proceeds; but I desire now in 
connection with this first section to yield twenty minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Myr. Speaker, no one can condemn more severely than 
Ido the acquirement of any portion of our public domain by cattle 
syndicates or by aliens. If I had the power 1 would prevent any alien 
from owning a foot of land in the United States. I believe the time 
is coming, even if it is not now at hand, when every foot of land we 
possess will be required for the use and occupation of our own popula- 
tion. 

So that when persons get up here and say that those who are opposed 
to the passage of the House bill, are favoring large corporations and 
aliens, are favoring the giving of any portion of our public domain to 
aliens or cattle syndicates, they are mistaken at least so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House for a few moments to 
what I consider one of the crucial matters connected with this bill. I 
care not what may be said in relation to the amount of land which has 
been held by these cattle syndicates or by these aliens for cattle ranches, 
not one foot of it can be held under the Senate bill. 

Let me refer to the affidavit required to be made by the pre-emptor. 
I will only refer to that portion of the section of the Revised Statutes 
which particularly bears upon the point I am about to make, that is 
section 2262, one of the sections which is repealed by the preposed bill. 

Section 2262 provides: 

Before any person claiming the benefit of tais chapter is allowed to enter 
lands, he shall make oath before the receiver or register of the land district in 
which the land is situated that he has never had the benefit of any right of pre- 
emption under section 2259; that he is not the owner of 320 acresof land in any 
State or Territory; that he has not settled upon and improved such land to sell 
the same on speculation, but in good faith to appropriate it to his own exclusive 
ute; and that he has not, directly or indirectly, made any agreement or contract, 
in any way or manner, with any person whatsoever, by which the title which he 
might acquire from the Government of the United States should inure in whole 
or in part to the benefit of any person except himself. 

That is the substance of the affidavit which the pre-emptor must 
make before he can enter upon and obtain a quarter-section of land 
under the pre-emption law. 

How is it claimed these cattle companies obtain title? It is well 
known to those familiar with these matters that a man sends his herder 
out to settle on 160 acres of the Government land. He furnishes him 
with the money to make the entry and proveit up. He lives on it for 
six months. He is furnished with the money to make payment with 
the understanding after he obtains title to it, that he shall transfer it to 
the party who furnished him with the money. Is there any man who 
will say that an alien obtaining a quarter-section of land in that method, 
can obtain a valid title as against theGovernment? I assert he has no 
title, that it is not worth the paper upon which it is written if the offi- 
cers of the Land Office do their duty. Under the amendment proposed 
by the Senate bill, a title obtained under such circumstances is abso- 
lutely null and void. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Suppose this bill passes ? 

Mr. PETERS. I say if this bill passes the title of such a man is 
pot worth anything, because he is not a bona fide purchaser and can not 
be. He can not claim to be a bona fide owner when he has sent his 
herder to guupon the public land, make an entry, and prove it up. Is 
there any court in Christendom. though a land court, which would 
hold he was a bona fide purchaser? 

I beg you to notice in the Senate bill, in line 20, first section, it is 
provided: 

That all entries made under the pre-emption or homestead Jaws on which 
final proof and payment may have been made and certificates issued, and to 
which there are no adverse claims originating prior to final entry,and which 
may have been sold prior to the 9th day of June, 1836, and after final entry— 

To whom ? 
to bona fide purchasers 

And for what? 
to bona fide purchasers, for 2 valuable consideration, shall be confirmed and 
patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to.the Land Department of 
such sale. 

Title is to be confirmed simply to bona fide purchasers for a valuable 
consideration. Everybody else is cut out. The cattle syndicate is cut 
out. Every man who is a speculator is cut out. Hecan not be a bona 
fide purchaser, for the Senate amendments say he must notonly be a 
bona fide purchaser, but he must be a bona fide purchaser for a valuable 
consideration. ‘The whole matter is placed under the control and ju- 
risdiction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office will take care that the 
man who is not a bona fide purchaser obtain no title under this law? 
Mark the language of the proposed law. It says: 


Shall be confirmed and patented upon satisfactory proof to the Land Depart- 
ment of such sale. 
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What kind of sale? Why, sale toa bona fide purchaser for a valuable 
consideration. And unless it is shown to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, or ‘‘of the Land Department ’’ are the words used 
here, that it was for a valuable consideration, and that the sale was 
made to a bona fide purchaser none of the provisions of this act apply 
and no title passes. 

Unless that proof is made to the Land Department all provisions of 
law in relation to ferreting out of frand, just as they now exist, will 
continue in force. The Land Commissioner can under that act send 
out his detectives, examine the condition of the public lands, look into 
the question wherever fraud is supposed to exist, and can suspend the 
entries and refuse to issue patents if fraud shall be discovered. 

You will see, then, Mr. Speaker, that under the Senate amendment 
it is only the bona fide purchaser, it is only the innocent and honest 
pre-emptor that is protected, and the land rascal, the land-shark, the 
land speculator is the one that is punished by the Senate amendment. 

There is the difficulty with the House bill. It punishes the innocent 
man with the guilty. It takes the pre-emptor, whoin good faith en- 
tered upon a quarter-section of land, complied with all the provisions 
of law, improved his claim, obtained a final receipt, and paid his money, 
and puts him upon the same footing, subject to the same penalty, sub- 
ject to the same peculiar delays, annoyances, and expensive litigation, 
that it does the land-shark, the land speculator, or the alien who is 
trying to obtain a ranch. It is to that provision Lobject. I am will- 
ing that every man who has obtained land for the pu of getting a 
cattle ranch and who has obtained it fraudulently shall be deprived 
of it. 

I want him to be deprived of it. I want every quarter-section of that 
land to go to the pre-emptor who complies with the law honestly and 
in good faith. I want the honest pre-emptor rewarded and the dis- 
honest pre-emptor punished, but I will not quietly submit to have the 
honest pre-emptor, who has entered upon land in good faith and com- 
plied with the law, placed in the same category as the dishonest pre- 
emptor who has possession of the land but who has never complied with 
the law, or with the dishonest purchaser who is an accessary to the at- 
tempt to defraud the Government. 

Mr. BROWN, of Penasylvania, I want to suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that it may be difficult sometimes to tell who the honest 
purchaser is. May it not be well to say that it shall be to the honest 
purchaser and settler also, so as to combine the two. 

Mr. PETERS. Hecannot be an honestsettler if he does not comply 
with the law. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The statute says purchaser, not settler. 

Mr. PETERS. And it is not necessary for the purchaser that he 
should be a settler, because he purchases from thesettler. But let me 
illustrate this point: Suppose you go upon a piece of land I will say 
with the intention of complying with the pre-emption law so as to get 
the title, and that you had, as you thought or ded to think, com- 
plied with the pre-emption law and attempted te sell that pre-emption 
tract to another man. Would that man buy it without looking at it to 
see whether you had complied with the law or not? What would he 
de? He would go and look at the land; he would see whether you 
had built upon it, whether you had made certain improvements upon 
it required by the law, if he wasabusiness man. If he wasa man who 
desired to protect himself he would undoubtedly make careful exam- 
ination, and if he could see that you had not complied with the law 
and purchased with his eyes open with fall knowledge of those facts, 
could it be claimed that he was a bona Jide ? Would he be 
entitled to the elaim with full knowledge of the fraud that you had 
committed upon the Government? Such a person would not be a dona 
fide purchaser. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But the idea is that the purchaser 
himself should become a settler upon the land. That would be a pro- 
tection. 

Mr. PETERS. But that is not the idea of the law. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman whether im the 
case he suggests where the person did not exercise that business caution 
and by his carelessness, without going upon the land to see whether 
the pre-emptor had complied with the law or not he had made the pur- 
chase, whether the Senate amendment protects him ? 

Mr. PETERS. It does not. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. For of course it might be a case of col- 
lusion between the parties, and that is what I had in mind in asking 
the question. 

Mr. PETERS. If there was collusion between the pre-emptor and 
the purchaser to defrand the Government, then such*purchaser would 
not be protected by the bill. He would not be a bona fide purchaser 
within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The question of collusion — exist 
where the purchaser did not choose to exercise that caution ought 
to be exercised in regard to the compliance with the law on the part of 
the pre-emptor; and I wanted to know, in a case where the 
Gesiined See See weee ae > eee ee ee 
had complied with the law, whether he would be protected by the Sen- 
ate amendment? 

Mr. PETERS. 





That, of course, is a question which the courts would 
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have to pass upon, being a question of Jaw and depending upon thie 
facts in the case. I believe if the purchaser was guilty of such gross 
negligence; if the fraud of the settler was apparent; if the purchaser 
had not taken any pains to see whether there had been a compliance o; 
not, his ignorance might be of such a character that he could not be re- 
garded as a bona fide purchaser. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Would he not get his patent from the J.a« 
Office? Would the burden of proof be on the Land Office to show 
whether he had been in collusion or not? Suppose the pre-emptor 
goes on and does not comply with the law, and, after having partially 
complied with the law sells to a man, and that man does not investi 
gate the fact, but takes the receipt, or whatever title the pre-emptor hac, 
who goes to the Land Office to get the patent. Is it not the purchaser 
who gets the final receipt ? 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; it is the settler. He must make the proo; 
to the Land Office of having complied with the law and he must inake 
that proof before he can sell. He can not sell before he gets the tina! 
receipt. He may, but it is in violation of law and ft! 2 sale would be 
invalid. 

But in order to obtain this final receipt the pre-emptor must make 
certain proof that he has complied with the law; that he has made cer- 
tain improvements; and all that proof must be made to the land oflices, 
and they must pass on the question and determine whether he has con- 
plied with the law. They take the proof and send it to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. And then this law says if this proof 
is satisfactory to the Land Department it is all right, but if not satis- 
factory then the entry can be suspended. 

There is one other provision to which I desire tocali attention. That 
is in connection with the eighth section. The eighth section provides 
that nine months after the issue of the final receipt—it is not title: 
some gentlemen in arguing this question have spoken of it as title; it 
is simply prima facie evidence of a man’s right to a title, that is al!— 
within nine months of the issuance of this final receipt, that is, within 
nine months after he has made all the proofs required by the local lan 
office of compliance with the law, all protests must be made and con- 
test instituted, otherwise they can not be instituted after that. Now, 
that is nothing more than right and fair. The gentleman from |/\i- 
nois [Mr. PAYSON] says it would be impossible to do this. It r- 
quires at least six months living on the land before the pre-emptor can 
obtain title under that law; then it requires the nine months, whic! 
make fifteen months that that title is under inspection by the neigh 
borhood. At any time within that period it may be brought to the at- 
tention of the local land office, of the Land Department, or to the atten- 
tion of anybody, and anybody can file a protest against that man’s 
obtaining a title to that land. Certainly that period of fifteen mouths 
gives ample time, and to extend it longer is an injustice to the man 
who honestly goes upon the land and endeavors to obtain title under 
the pre-emption law. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does not very much depend on the quality of tle 
land as to that being sufficient time—whether it is desirable on the 
part of others to seek it? 

Mr. PETERS. It does to some extent. 

There is one other provision to which I desire to call attention, 
the provision arraigned so severely by one of the gentlemen who have 


spoken, I believe the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]. It is . 


that which provides that all these proceedings shall be instituted by 
the Attorney-General in the United States courts. Now, what are the 
facts in relation to these contests before the land offices? They are a: 
expensive as a trial would be in the United States district court, be- 
cause these men who pre-empt the lands are not in the vincinity of th: 
land office; they are often many miles distant from it; they are o!te. 
required to go miles and take their witnesses many miles to 
reach the land and have to bear all the incident to a 
contest of that kind before the local land office; and the contest before 
the local land office settles nothing, because an appeal is almost always 
taken to the Commissioner of the General Office, and very fre- 
quently from the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Sec 
aa Interior, involving a Jarge and enormous bill of expenses. 
The 


decision can only be obtained by an appeal to the highest 
authority, the of the Interior. 


ty 

Tt would be less expensive therefore to have the proceedings to ( 
termine the right to the land instituted in the United States court 
where judgment will be final. 

TheS The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield my four minutes more. 

Mr. PETERS. There is another fact about it in this connection ‘0 
which I desire to call attention. These land officers, the register «1 
the receiver, take the proofs in all these contested cases. They are 
usually lawyers,and their judgments as to the questions of law «0! 
questions of fact involved, as I said before, are not considered of si"! 


But if these proceedings are instituted in the United States dis!':' 
court, then the party who is contesting knows he will have an able and 
an efficient judge to pass upon the question of law and that he w'' 
have a jury of his countrymen to pass upon the questions of fact, eit! 
inks im the land office. And wherever a man has gouc 
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upon a piece of land and complied with the law honestly and faith- 
fully, where his very home is at stake, he is entitled to have his right 
to that land tried before a judge who is versed in the law and before a 
jury of his peers. : 

It is nothing more than fair and just. 


e Therefore I claim that upon 
the question 


expense, as well as upon the question of justice and 
right, the provision that all of these proceedings should be instituted 
in the United States courts is a proper one and constitutes a weighty 
ment in favor of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Dakota [Mr. Grrrorp]}. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to impugn the 
motives of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It is his pub- 
licacts and the matters that are of record in his bureau, so far as they are 
connected with this bill, with which I desire to deal. Weare told by 
those whoare opposed to the adoption of the Senate amendments to the 
House billthat the purpose of the House bill is to prevent frauds upon 
the publicdomain. Weare told that the repeal of the pre-emption and 
the timber-culture laws is essential to prevent frauds upon the public do- 
main. Now, this pre-emption law has been in existence nearly half a 
century. Itistrue thatit has notat all times required settlement and 
continued evidence in order to perfect a title under it, but so far as 
the law is concerned, and so far as acquiring title under the law in 
some form is concerned, that right has been extended to the people for 
a great many years, and a great portion of the West has been settled 
under its i 

Mr. Speaker, in what manner does the exercise or attempted exercise 
of rights under these laws permit fraud to enter into the acquiring of 
titles under them? Our friends tell us that the fraud is perpetrated 
in the matter of settlement, alleging settlement when there is in fact 
none. It oceurs to me that whatever fraud enters into the acquiring 
of title to the public domain under these laws comes through the pro- 
cedure under the laws in making proof of settlement or compliance 
with them. Now, what is that procedure? What sort of proof do 
parties introduce when they wish to acquire titles under these laws, 
and where and how are those proofs taken? They are taken before 
persons who are appointed without any regard to their knowledge of 
judicial rules or of the rules which determine the weight to be given 
toevidence: The same proof is presented before another tribunal npon 
appeal or review, and whatis the result there? What sort of a tribunal 
or board is it, and how is it constituted? I charge it upon the General 
Land Office, without fear .of suceessful contradiction, that there is an 
absolute lack of discrimination between the honest and the dishonest 
settler or claimant. 

Look at the record of appeals from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior, and look at the reversals of 
the decisions of the Commissioner. Why, sir, the cancellations of final 
proofs made by the General Land Office and overruled or suspended 
upon appeal are in the proportion of three honest to five dishonest claims. 
What other Department, judicial or otherwise, could stand a moment 
with that record? It is unnecessary, I say, to impugn the motives of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It is sufficient for us to 
know that either the laws by which the rights of claimants and others 
are determined are either miserably defective or else many of the officers 
charged with the administration of these laws are miserably incompe- 
tent. One thing is beyond dispute, the decisions of the General Land 
Office are scoffed at and looked upon with contempt by nearly all par- 
ties who are acquainted with its practice and work. It certainly does 
not possess the confidence of the litigants whose matters are there de- 
termined. 

If there is any defect in these laws as to the manner of acquiring 
title to the public domain, then correct the law and correct the proced- 
ure, but do not slander and vilify the honest settlers who are attempt- 
ing to with the law. Mr. Speaker, I say again that there isan 
utter lack of distinction or discrimination between the rights of the 
honest and the dishonest settler in the General Land Office, and the 
intention of the Senate amendment is to settle and determine the rights 


That is the purpose of the amendment. These gen- 
tlemen tell us that the issuance of patents should be stopped, that no 
patents should issue at all. I believe this was recommended in one of 
the communications read, why should not the honest settler receive his 
patent ? should he be forced to have his rights determined by a 
tribunal can not, as we know from the records, safely be trusted 
to weigh evidence or to determine the rights of parties in these cases ? 

J represent as many people who are interested in these ques- 
tions as any gentleman upon this floor, and I know the sentiments of 
those people. I know the hardships they have undergone in reference 
this matter. I say it is the purpose of the Senate amendments to 
and to settle these cases under and in accordance with the 
Tules of law, by courts that are competent to hear and weigh the evi- 
in these contests and cases of final proof. 
of the Senate amendment, and it is one thatshould 
who desires to secure title to any por- 
or who desires to see the rights of settlers 


i 


upon the public domain protected. It is proposed to determine the dif- 
ferences between the party seeking to obtain title and the Government 
in a court of justice, the decisions of which parties have some respect 
and in which they have some confidence. If the Government desires 
to set aside a title after final proof and before a certain lapse of time, 
let it come into court and do it the same as private parties in like cases. 
Let it begin its action; then cite its witnesses, bring them into court, 
and have the weight of their testimony passed upon by that tribunal 
and under the established rules of evidence. 

What is the rule or procedure when a party desires to obtain title to 
& portion of the public domain? He has to advertise his intention of 
making final proof in certain newspapers that are prescribed by the 
officers of the local land office. That notice goes forth to the world. 
It is furnished to the officers of the Government. It is furnished to 
other persons who desire to contest or object to the proof and, even af- 
ter the proof is taken, months elapse within which time contestants 
may file their contests or objections to this final proof. This is a com- 
plete answer to the argument that a fraudulent proof may be made 
without notification to the Government and parties who desire to ob- 
ject toit. Ample notice is given to the Government and to all parties 
of the time and place when the proof will be taken, that they may ap- 
pear and object if they choose. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman will permit me to say that the Sen- 
ate amendment abrogates the very provision which he is now indorsing, 
and by a repeal of that provision of the law provides that no such pub- 
lication need be made in any newspaper. 

Mr. GIFFORD. That is not a provision of law; it is a rule of the 
Department. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; it is a provision of law, to which I will re- 
fer the gentleman before he sits down. Section 11 of the bill as passed 
by the Senate repeals that provision which the gentleman is now in- 
dorsing. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Well, if I have understood correctly, it is a rule 
of the Department, and the Department is daily making rules in refer- 
ence to matters of this kind. At one time it allowed parties to make 
their proofs before ministerial officers, such as clerks of courts, &c. Now 
the party desiring to make final proof must appear in person before an 
officer of the General Land Office. The rules in reference to these mat- 
ters have varied repeatedly during the last fifteen years, since my atten- 
tion has been called to them. 

But the simple fact is, that the Senate amendments in their purpose 
and scope seek to change the procedure under existing law so as to de- 
termine more fully the respective rights of honest and dishonest claim- 
ants. 

So far as the notice required to be given by parties desiring to make 
proof is concerned and the statute governing it they are excellent pro- 
visions and I am opposed to the repeal of the statute. But what the 
settler justly complains of is, that after he fully complies with the 
law, bears the Wurden and expense incident to making proof, then he 
feels that his title is far from being safe. No matter how sufficient and 
complete may be his evidence, his proof is liable to be canceled years 
after it is made, and himself, heirs, or assigns put to the expense and 
annoyance of employing counsel and conducting an appeal. Theclaim- 
ant seldom has confidence in the board or tribunal which passes upon 
and decides his case. 

The experience of thousands upon thousands forees every claimant 
to the above conclusion. 

This isa notorious fact beyonddispute. It is these defects and these 
evils in our land system which the Senate amendments are designed in 
part to correct. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The ten minutes of the gentleman from Dakota 
[Mr. GIFFORD] have expired. The gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PER- 
KINS] is still entitled to the floor for thirteen minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr 
LAIRD] for eight minutes. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, the misfortune of this debate seems to 
be that it expends itself principally upon the charge and countercharge 
of fraud alleged to exist in the suspected Territory and does not bring 
up a discussion of the provisions of the bill. I desire to make one sug- 
gestion to gentlemen who hold that the entire section of country rep- 
resented by the Western members here is penetrated and poisoned with 
fraud. It ought to be true, if fraud exists, that there should be some 
visible motive for that fraud. Take theState of Nebraska, and the sup- 
position advanced is that the motive for fraud rests in the desire of the 
cattle-men to acquire title to land. Let us examine that in the light 
of the facts which surround these men. 

In the first place, to acquire title to land by anything like a compli- 
ance with the provisions of the law costs the cattle-man or any other 
man in that State or any like country twice as much as it will cost him 
to acquire title to land by purchase from a railway company. This 
proposition is equally true in Kansas, Dakota, or any State or Territory 
in the neighborhood of the great railway grants. Land embraced within 
thegrant of the Union Pacific Railway can be purchased to-day for $1.75 
anacre. The first cost of land from the Government is $1.25 an acre; 
and this land is no better in point of quality, no better in location with 
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respect to a railroad. Now, what motive is there for a man to blacken 
himself with perjury, to conspire against the laws, when he can with- 
out any trouble as to lapse of time and compliance with the provisions 
of the law in respect to settlements walk over upon a railway grant 
and buy the entire tract, if he wants it, for $1.75 or $2 anacre. I 
undertake to say that the title of land can not be acquired from the 
Government for so low a price as it costs to acquire title to the same 
charaeter of Jand from a railway company that is within the region of 
the railway grants. 

One other thing: Gentlemen labor under the supposition that the 
cattle syndicates, as they are called, have entered into a great conspir- 
acy to commit robbery of the public domain. Letussee. Gentlemen 
who are at all acquainted with the West understand it to be true that 
in the region of agricultural lands so soon as the lands are suitable for 
agricultural purposes that is the high-water mark of the possibility of 
their being available for grazing purposes. The moment the land is 
available for agricultural purposes there is such a rainfall as leaves no 
subsitance in the grasses upon which the cattle must maintain them- 
selves, and that area is marked by a change in the nature of the grasses; 
instead of the buffalo-grass you have the blue-stem and the blue-joint; 
and when that day has dawned the business of the cattle-men in that 
eountry is done. That is now the case in the State of Nebraska. 

Now, if these frauds exist, if that whole country is rotten and honey- 
combed with fraud, how happens it that by the report of your Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office there were investigated up to the time of mak- 
ing his annual report in 1885 only sixty fraudulent enéries out of 
thirty-seven thousand six hundred and eighty entries made in thatState? 
In view of this showing, how comes it that gentlemen stand here and 
condemn thatsection and bundle off the whole body of citizens as frands 
and thieves, although we are confronted by the fact appearing of record 
in the report made by the special agent of the Land Office that 
the States of Arkansasand Louisiana, the frauds in one State are I think 
double, and in the other more than equal, those charged against my own 
Btate 


Now, what is under consideration here? A provision, or series of pro- 
visions, of law which will make it pessible some time to quiet the title 
of these settlers. Is there any gentleman on this floor who is opposed 
to a state of things whith will make it possible for these settlers some 
time to acquire the right to use their own property? That is the ques- 
tion which is now put to Congress, as I understand. The controlling 
provision of the Senate bill is that when two years shall have 
after the issuance of the receiver’s receipt wpon the final entry of any 
tract of land under the homestead or ion }aws-or under this 


pending contest or against the 


title he shall be allowed the privilege, which 
of law already under thedecisions of all the courts, of havingihis patent? 

J certainly trust, speaking for the interest of the settlers of the West 
as I know them to exist, the amendments offered by the Senate will be 
adopted by the House. 

Mr. COBB. Has the gentleman from Kansas finished ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not yet. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY | desires to be heard on the third section; and, if there be no ob- 
jection I will reserve the time remaining to me to yield to him for that 


urpose. 

Mr. COBB. We have not yet got to the third section. 

The SPEAKER. The géntleman from Kansas bas only four min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am willing to vote on the second section with the 
understanding I shall reserve my time to yield it to the gentleman from 
Wyoming on the third section. 

Mr. COBB. No further time is to be taken up. 

Mr, PERKINS. I will yield with that understanding. 

Mr. COBB. I now desire to yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. PAYSON. If there be no objection I should like to make a cor- 
rection. I stated when the gentleman from Dakota had the floor he 
was in error in regard to the Senate bill, and I cited him to a provision 
in section 11 to show that the Senate bill provided for the repeal of the 
statute he was advocating, and he insisted I was mistaken. 

The repealing section to which I referred is as follows: 

Seo. 11. That an act entitied “An act to provide additional regulations for 
homestead and pre-emption entries on pubiic lands,” approved March 3, 1879, 


and section 2 of an act entitled “An act relating to the pu lands of the United 
States,” approved June 15, 1880, are hereby repealed. 


I hold in my hand chapter 192 of the Statutes at Large, in the first 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, which statute is the statute to which 
the gentleman from Dakota refers and which he favors, and which sec- 
tion 91 of the Senate bill repeals. Upon my showing him this statute 
he agrees with me that he was mistaken and that my statement was 


accurate. 


one dey ee 5, sr 
a title to their homestead as soon as van, goinated. cones ing to 
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Mr. COBB. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from Ney 


Jersey [Mr. McApoo]}. 


Mr. McADOO. | I regard this bill as a part of other pending legis},. 


tion on the land question. There are, as everybody knows, two othe; 
important bills in relation to the public lands. One in regard to open. 
ing up to settlement the Oklahoma Territory, and the other to the set- 
tlement of the great Sioux reservation. I wish to say as one meme; 
of this House in reference to this great question of public lands that | 
think it would be well advised not to give way in favor of opening 
these immense tracts of the best remaining public territory until wy, 
have perfected our land Jaws in reference to the settlement of the pub- 
lic domain. 


Mr. GIFFORD. So far as the great Sioux reservation is concerned 


it is provided it shall only be opened to settlement under the home- 
stead law. 


Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. And the Oklahoma bill provides five years’ 


actual settlement. 


Mr. McADUO. We should not pen these large tracts of the pubiic 


lands so long as we have upon the statute-book laws which according 
to the report of gentlemen who have investigated the subject have heen 
the cover of immensefrands. That great frauds have been perpetrated 
under the timber-culture, 
proven. I think the great Indian reservations are to-day answering a 


, and desert-land laws is, I think, 
purpose in preventing the near approach of land famine. 1t is 


useful 
the misfortune of the gentlemen who represent the section where these 
frauds have been perpetrated that impartial witnesses are against them. 


article of Mr. Gill, a member of thé British Parlia- 


The 

ment, which has frequently quoted in this House, shows that thse 

laws have been made the vehicle by speenlators, land-sharks, and |ani- 

grabbers to take.great portions of the public territory dishonestly .. 

eee i as against American citizens and in favor 0! 
i jects and 


other aliens. Mr. Gill in his article speaks of the 


effeet of the lawe under discussion, as follows: 


The of the n -lender is fast on the American farmer. His gilt le- 
gend,* * with too significant frequency in every Western 
town. these farms that you no during your day’s ride, 
with their through whose _unglazed windows the prairie 


w 
wind sings? land agent, who is almost invariably the person that tran:- 
Setemnpomes let of *? ingress farms in which he 


acts 
recommends you to invest rather than in the virginsoil. Heownsthem. \\ hu 


has beeome of their former proprietors? ‘Oh, various things; they were a 
shiftiess lot for the most part; some went back East again and became tenant- 
; pre-empted new land; some quit the 


> west 
ante the middle of the night when an interest was coming due—ran away 
from honest Pe 


the 
it of these he omits to tell you—signed an agreement in his oflice 
euaemice , to hand over to him for a sum 


” farms upon the market. In towns like 
, and Saint Paul; and even in towns no bigger 
.. there are publications specially devoted to adve'- 


ting” ; 
“improved ” farms for sale. 


During the entire discussion of these bills we have had elaborate (c- 
and the original settlers, as if we were 


the storm and the terror timc a _ all ne 
difficulties and “hardships of pioneer life have been to tender 
mercies of thé loan agent, whoseon, under infamous bargains and usury, 
entered into possession of their claims to sell them to those who occupy 
them to-day. In other words, a great number of the enterprising peop!« 
of the older States as well as immigrantéférom Europe go out upon this 
virgin soil, go out into the new Territories, exist as long as they can, 
toiling, braving, saving, slaving, and enduring, until finally the Joan 
agent strikes them down with the shylock of his blood-sealed 
bond, and the land they have improved, as it were with sacrifice of 
blood and tears, goes into the magnificent lists of improved farms for 
sale until the man comes along for speculation, profit, or settlement, 
and with the cash in his pocket to make the purchase, and he takes 1t 
up and holds the land they have redeemed at so much sacrifice from the 
savage and the wilderness. 

Mr. PETERS. Does not the gentleman from New Jersey know that 
all such titles are perfectly fraudulent and good for nothing; that they 
have no value whatever, and are not worth the paper they are writte! 
on? 

Mr. McADOO. Iam not talking of the titles. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, every law on the statute-book that keeps a great 
public domain out of the market until we can perfect the land laws 0! 
the country is a great blessing to the people of the United States. + 4" 
glad that the Indian Territory exists for this reason. We no Jonze! 
need stimulative legislation to induce settlement. We must call a hail: 
repeal and enact new laws to meet changed conditions. Wecan bar") 
now rather than let down. : 

Iam glad that the great Sioux reservation, useless as it is to the In- 
dians, is kept out from settlement and is still a part of the heritace °! 
the American people. Let us these laws unconditionally as th«, 

the House. ‘The honest people of this land who are not biased 
local circumstances favor this bill as it passed the House. ; 

No appeals came to this House this bill, but the yeomanry ©! 
the land, the honest, toiling masses of the United States, are sending "? 
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wyraids of petitions, signed by thousands of enterprising, honest citi- 
zens on behalf of the repeal of these laws as the bill passed the House. 
The House will be unjust to itself and dishonest to the interests of the 
people of the United States if there is a single recession on this ques- 
tion. 

In my limited time I simply want to close by saying this: that it is 
my honest and sincere conviction that one hundred years from now, if 
the public domain is not saved, if farmer tenancy be not discouraged, 
if the land grants to these powerful syndicates be not stopped, if alien 
ownership be not abolished, the same question will be asked in the 
United States that is now being asked by the great land reformers in 
England, namely, how came these men to occupy this vast possession 
of territory? Who peopled this great continent with serfs and tenants ? 
Joseph Kay, esq., of Trinity College, Cambridge, one of the ablest 
writers upon the important questions of land reform in England, look- 
ing at the handful of men in possession of the lands of England, Ireland, 
and Scotland, asks this very pertinent question: 

It would be a most interesting subject of inquiry, had we only the means of 
following it out, to ascertain how each of the great estates came to be formed. 
How many were created by the industry and persevering efforts of some an- 
cestor; how many were the grants of sovereigns to their favorites; how many 
amassed by successive marriages of convenience; how many 
by ambitious statesmen in the troublous times of our rough 
island story the attainder and death of rivals; how many were either created 
or immensely increased by grants of immense ions of the religious houses 
and of the Roman Church; how many were the results of our fierce and bloody 
civil wars and s les? It would indeed be a curious and instructive study. 

But they exist, and no one wishes to interfere with the just rights of property. 
The only question we all desire to have answered is, is it for the common weal 
that the laws which affect land, and which, as I and many others affirm, have 
the same here that similar laws used to have on the Continent of Europe, 
namely, to keep the land tied up in great tracts and to prevent it from going 
into the market as much as it otherwise would do—should be retained upon 
the statute-book of Great Britain and Ireland ? 

“ Just rights of property,’’ indeed! Let us see to it that no such 
unjust rights of robbery ever find a foothold in ourownfairland. An 
evil institution like land robbery comes in time to be backed by all 
the social, commercial, and political forces of the stricken and enervated 
state, and a slight profit of the evil system too often wins the voice of 
press, forum, and even pulpit, as now seen in Great Britain, defying 


the ty genius of the great and brave Gladstone to clip it of its 
most 0: ing portions. 
Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. Is there not a marked difference in the manner in 
which the large landed estates have been accumulated in Great Britain 
as com with this country? There, by the law of primogeniture, 
the land descends from father to son; and in this country, as a rule, 
the larger estates on the death of the original proprietors are divided. 

Mr.McADOO. Iam glad thegentleman asked thatquestion. There 
will, of course, be under our institutions a vast difference in the pro- 
cesses by which these estates will arise. They will not have the same 
conditions, owing to the fact that, thank Heaven, we have no primogen- 
iture and feudal-entailment laws. But they are drifting toward cor- 

which are immortal, as the gentleman from Alabama knows, 
though they have no souls, and the same object will be attained; and 
ne which the immortal Jefferson secured when he and 
his hastened, as they did in Virginia as the gentleman will 


remember, to i upon the statutes of that State as the very 
first fruits of the Revolution the suppression of the feudal system and 


the laws of primogeniture, will be lost tothe American people and im- 
perial estates passed over to these great corporations, which will acquire 
them for base purposes at variance with our institutions and contrary 
to the best interests of the people of this country. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 


ee namely: 

A (H. R. 8023) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a bridge by the municipalities of Menominee, Mich., and Marinette, 
Wis., over the Menominee River; and 

A bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and to define the 
— general-service clerks and general-service messengers in the 

y: 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was — namely: 

A bill (8S. ) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railroad Com- 
pany. 

REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION AND OTHER LAND LAWS. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PERKINS] said 
he had four minutes, which I understood he wanted to yield to one of 
his friends. 

Mr. PERKINS. I reserve what time remains to me so that the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] may take the floor in his own 
right to speak to a motion with reference to the sections from 3 to 8. 
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Mr. COBB. I would rather not extend the debate so far as that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the gentleman that his side has occu- 
pied considerably more than ours. We will be content with twenty 
minutes more I think. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming, however, desires to 
discuss another proposition in reference to amendments which have not 
yet been reached. If there be no objection he can now do so. 

Mr. COBB. I will resume the floor when the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming gets through. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to make the 
get it before the House—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order at present, but the gentleman 
can state it. 

Mr. CAREY. The motion is that the House recede from its diagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments from section 3 to section 8, both inclu- 
sive, and that the House concur in said amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, as every gentleman on the floor of this House acquainted 
with our land system is aware, it had been the custom until twenty 
years ago on the organization of a Territory to offer a certain amount of 
lands at public sale. Jn case such lands were not sold they became 
subject to private entry at $1.25 per acre, or if within railroad limi(s at 
$2.50 per acre. In this wise lands could be purchased by those who did 
not desire to avail themselves of the settlement laws. No inducement 
to settlement of this character has been made in Wyoming. No op 
portunity is afforded to purchase an acre of land of the Government at 
public or private sale. 

By way of preface I desire to repeat what I have already said upon 
this floor, that I am opposed to the repeal of the land laws unless some 
laws are substituted that will be applicable to the arid regions of the 
country. With the homestead law as it is left in this bill and the re- 
peal of the pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land law there will 
be no opportunity whatever in the Territories and the States of the 
arid region for a man to obtain one acre of land and strictly comply with 
the law. The homestead law as it will exist will be inapplicable to 
our country. We must have a desert-land law of some kind. 

Assertions are made with reference to climatic changes, particularly 
the increase of rainfall on the great plains of the United States. 

It is easy to make statements of this character, but if you investigate 
the matter you will find there has been no perceptible change in the 
rainfall during the past twenty years in the aridregions. Civilization 
has reached the plains. Cattle herds have spread through the valleys 
and on the mountain sides, large irrigation ditches have been cut, and 
railroads have been built, but the predicted increase of humidity has 
not come. So far as the cattle men and the cattle syndicates are con- 
cerned it would be to their advantage to have every land law repealed. 
What the cattle-men need and must have to successfully manage their 
herds is a free, open, unfenced country. Realizing this, they have re- 
moved and destroyed many miles of fences. The fences have proved 
a failure. 

The man who has attempted to carry his herd inside of inclosures with- 
out hay and grain to feed in winter has lost in many instances a large 
partof his herd. If you repeal all the land laws you take away all the 
means for the settlement and reclamation of the land. It will remain 
for a long time in the control of these men you call cattle-kings and 
cattle-herders and cowboys. 

It is estimated that the arid regions of the United States that will 
not produce a crop without irrigation are equal in area to four-tenths of 
the entire country, exclusive of Alaska. We have arrived I believe at 
that condition of public sentiment in this country when it may be said 
that Congress will not make appropriations for the development and 
reclamation of the country in question. The time for voting large sums 
of money for internal improvements seems to have passed in this coun- 
try. While I believe it would be wise for Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of irrigation canals, it is not probable that the people would 
justify the voting of money or lands for such a purpose. The plains 
and the valleys of the mountains are very fertile and productive when 
irrigated; without irrigation these lands will not produce a crop. The 
minimum rain-fall needed to produce a crop is 20inches. The average 
rain-fall in the Rocky Mountains is 7 to 14 inches. 

If we would therefore have crops produced in that country we must 
furnish some means or some encouragement for the cutting of these 
irrigating ditches. As I have heretofore stated, it costs from five to 
twenty dollars an acre to get the land into a condition to plow. It 
takes large sums of money to maintain these ditches. I believe in op- 
posing the repeal of the land laws I am working for the best interests 
ofmycountry. It is trueasa Western man I am anxious to see my Ter- 
ritory grow in populution and wealth. All menare ambitious for their 
country, or should be. I want to see the Territory prosperous. To 
make it so we must have land legislation applicable toourcountry. If 
you do not pass the right kind of laws now you will be compelled to do 
so hereafter, or the lands will remain unoccupied and unproductive. 

You ask how much of it can be reclaimed? All of the land that 
can be irrigated will amount to only a small percentage of the totai area 
of that region. The great body of the plains and mountain sides must 
remain for years as grazing land. The water is not available for theiz 
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reclamation. The farmer will live in the valley, and will turn his 
herds out to graze on the plains and mountain lands, which will be 
held in common unless the United States chooses to part with its title. 
You should do something to assist the people in that country in the 
reclamation of these landa. 

Are the provisions of the bill as amended by the Senate liberal? 
They are very illiberal when you take into consideration the amount 
of labor that it requires to reclaim any portion of the lands. The bill 
requires the man who proposes to reclaim the land to go to the land 
office with a map showing the plan of his canals, flumes, dams, &c., file 
his declaration, and pay 25 centsan acre for the land, which is certainly 
four times what it is worth; then, at the end of the first year, he must 
go and show by good and reputable witnesses that he has expended dur- 
ing the year at least $1 an acre in the construction of the works necessary 
for the reclamation of the land; he must repeat this at the end of the 
second and third years, and within four yearsmust make his final preof 
of actual reclamation and farther show that he has cultivated at least 
eighty acres of the land, and pay the Government an additional sum 
of $1 an acre. In other words, the Governmentis to receive its $1.25 an 
acre, and at the same time it must be shown that the claimant has ex- 
pended at least an amount equal to $3 an acre in the reclamation of the 
land. It certainly can not be said that the Government does not re- 
ceive a fair price for the land. If there is any unfairness it is to the 
men who propose to reclaim the lands. 

There is a great deal of dread expressed here about corporations ob- 
taining possession of these lands. Can the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McApoo] tell me of any corporation in the United States to- 
day that is engaged in obtaining large bodies of the public land for the 
purpose of introducing the English tenant system in the United States ? 
Can he tell me of any capitalist who is anxious to invest his money in 
the lands either of Virginia or Pennsylvania or the West. Investments 
in lands that are not productive has been found to pay very small in- 
terest. 

There is a very different condition of things in this country from that 
which exists in England. The early lawmakers of this country very 
properly did away with the laws under which estates could be built 
up and entailed as they have been in Great Britain. It has not been 
possible in any conceivable way to attain those ends in this country. 
Lawyers have not been ingenious enough to draw deeds or write wills 
whereby great landed estates could be preserved in families for any con- 
siderable length of time. 

The tendency in this country is toward the division of estates and 
the distribution of the land. We find that the great estates of the 
South are being rapidly divided; that the great estates which existed in 
Pennsylvania a century ago are to-day in the hands of small owners, 
and that the large farms which men undertook to cultivate in Illinois, 
in Dakota, and in other parts of the West brought bankruptcy upon the 
owners. The tendency of the country is to small farms and better 
farming. : 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman permit me a suggestion? Is it 
not also a fact that the class of tenant farms in the United States has 
been largely and rapidly increasing every year? 

Mr. CAREY. There is no doubt about that. Tenants are increas- 
ing in this country because the farmers are increasing in numbers; but 
the tendency of the tenant system is not to increase the size of the 
farms; it is rather to divide them up. Anyone can buyland. There 
are lands for sale in every State and Territory in the Union. Nolaws 
prevent the sale. There are more lands for sale than buyers. Lands 
in the West are only valuable when made so by settlement. They grow 
in value asthe settlers increasein numbers. I rode over different parts 
of my Territory for twelve years; I went up and down different streams, 
and at the end of that time very few entries had been made; and the prin- 
cipal land office did not pay but little more than the salary of $500 per 
year. When immigration began tocome in and men began to settle in 
the valleys, then the lands increased in value—and the more desirable 
tracts grew in value each year—in proportion to the increase in the pop- 
ulation. 

‘The same has been the history throughout the entire West. I have 
been told that at one time a purchaser went to a land office in the rich 
prairie country of Illinois and entered 500,000 acres of that land at 
$1.25 an acre on his own account, and that neither he nor his heirs own 
an acre of it to-day. It has passed into the hands of small owners. 
There is no tendency in this country to hold land in large bodies. 

Mr. McADOO. But does not the gentleman think that we have ar- 
rived at a period when there is no longer any need of stimulants to the 
settlement of the land? Does he not think that the pressure of popu- 
lation from the seaboard and the thickly settled East will cause those 
lands to be settled naturally without any artificial stimulant, and there- 
fore is it not time to call a halt? 

Mr. CAREY. I haveno doubt that the land will be settled if proper 
laws are made, but the gentleman must bear in mind that we have 
more land left than all that has been settled; and what is left is 
largely arid. 

Mr. PAYSON. But not the available lana. 

Mr. CAREY. -I will come to that. 
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Mr. PERKINS. If it is not available, how can it be settled under 


the homestead act? 


Mr. CAREY. This land is not available under the homestead law, 


and even if it were, it would be unwise for the Government to hold it 
against its own citizens when the tide of emigration is moving from the 
crowded East and going out to the Western country to build up homes 


Mr. FELTON. What do you mean when you speak of ‘‘its own 


citizens?’ 


Mr. CAREY. I mean that the great bulk of the people who are go 


ing West to-day come out of the Eastern and Western States. 


Mr. FELTON. Is it not a fact that people come here from othe: 


countries, declare their intention, and locate land when they have not 
been in the country more than six months or a year? 


Mr. CAREY. I say that you leave your homestead law in such 4 


condition that I can bring from Italy one thousand or five thousand o; 
any number that may be willing to come, of Italian immigrants, an‘ 
within five minutes after landing at New York city I can have them 
qualified to make settlement under the homestead law. 


Mr. FELTON. They are now qualified tosettle under the pre-emp- 


tion law? 


Mr. CAREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FELTON. Now, if we should adopt the repealing measure here 


proposed, even though some other legislation be needed to make ou: 
laws what they should be, does not the gentleman think if would he a 
good thing for the country ? 


Mr. CAREY. I agree fully with the gentleman that we need new 


legislation; but, as I understand it, during the last ten years Congres 
has been discussing this question, and the Public Land Committe: 
have never framed a bill to cover the new condition of things in the 
West. 


Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir, there has been indecent haste to get rid 0! 


every acre of the public domain—to give it away, no matter to whom 
or for what purpose. 


Mr. CAREY. In reply to that suggestion I will say that I believe 
the land policy of this Government, under which it has disposed of its 
public lands, is the wisest policy the Government could have adopted 
I believe it has contributed more to the glory and the strength of this 
Government than any other measure. The result of that policy has 
been the same in all the States. Take Illinois, settled under that sys 
tem in the time of this country’s greatest need; she sent forth from he: 
prairie farms more than one hundred complete regiments to do battle 
for the preservation of the American Union. 

Now, I wish to ask gentlemen who are so much opposed to our land 
laws what they are going todo with the great tracts of unsettled land 
what disposition they propose to make of the arid regions. Do they 
believe in allowing le to settle there? Do they believe in letting 
the people own the or should the Government own it? I know 
some political economists contend that thisGovernment should become 
a great landlord owning all the houses and lands and leasing them to 
the people. But it is the very opposite of this policy which has made 
our people proud of their Government, made them love their country; 
because it has been possible for every man who had the money to go 
into the market and buy a piece of Jand, or if he wanted to goout West, 
to buy public, land at $1.25 an acre, or make settlement under the home- 
stead law. Our theory has been that it is best for every man to con- 
trol and own his home. 

This policy has caused the people of these United States to love their 
country, to take a deep imterest in its welfare, because they are a part 
and parcel of it. Much of the land in England, Scotland, and Ireland, 
I believe, is inalienable; it is tied up under the policy of the English 
law. Under that policy men who are not fit toown land, fien of weak 
minds (though they probably have what is ealled royal blood in thei: 
veins), are able to control vast bodies of land, while in this country i! 
a man buys or inherits a piece of land he can not keep it unless he has 
sense enough to take care of it himself. This is the true and the right 
policy. Under this policy we have grown to the condition in which 
we are to-day. Under this policy we give every man a chance. If | 
has the will and ability he can accomplish something. If he has no! 
he goes to the bottom, while the man with will and ambition goes to 
the top. 

There is no ground for the statement that the lands are being accu 
mulated in few hands for the establishment of a foreign land system 
The opposite is the fact. With the exception of a few families in tlic 
United States, we see no tendency whatever to tie wp large estates in 
one family for any great length of time. Happily the few large estates 
have not been invested in land, but principally in speculative stock 
and bonds. 

The desert-land Jaw as amended by this bill is a fair and profitable 
one to the Government. It is liberal to the Government if not to th: 
Western people. It will bring about the development of the countr) 
and if you keep such a law upon your statute-books it will accomplis! 
much 

With reference to what has been said about land frauds, I will only 
say at this time that I have no doubt there has been an amount of 
money expended in the reclamation of lands in Wyoming equal to $1° 
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for every acre patented under the desert-land law in that Ter- 

ritery. About all this money has gone into the pockets of labor. It 

takes labor with the pick, shovel, plow, and scraper to cut the irri- 

gation ditches. It is not like building a railroad, where much of the 

cost and expense is in the wood, iron, and steel consumed. It takes 

muscle, and nearly the entire cost of reclamation goes directly into the 
ets of those who perform the labor. 

It will take thousands and millions of dollars in the States and Ter- 
ritories of the arid regions to accomplish very much; and when the 
work has gone on for fifty years under the desert-land law, there will 
still be millions and millions of acres in that country waiting for means 
to-be devised and for capital to turn them from their desert character 
to that condition which will make the growing of crops thereon possible. 

There can be no objection to the Government parting with its title 
to these lands if the title passes to its own citizens. The citizens of 
the Republic whoacquire title to the land make the Republic richer by 
the acquisition of that title. ‘They make the country wealthier by the 
crops which are produced from the land they acquire. 

If thetime shall ever come in this country as predicted when millions 
of hungry people shall be crying for land and we have no land to give 
them,-let me tell the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] there 
will rise up in this Hall men wise enough and broad enough in states- 
manship to find a remedy. Not unlike the Roman statesman, they can 
drop from the folds of their togas samples of the well-ripened cereals 
that grow to the north of our borders and the delicious fruits that mature 
south of us, and thereby incite the surplus millions to go both to the 
mane cn the south and occupy, possess, and cultivate thelands. [Ap- 
P 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. If gentlemen on the other side are done I will now 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] for ten minutes. 

Mr. CAREY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COBB. I prefer to have gentlemen on the other side get through, 
if it will suit them just as well. 

Mr. CAREY. If that be so I will yield, then, ten minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Kansas, if he desires to go on at this time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I had thought I would make some suggestions con- 
cerning the eighth section when it was reached in its logical order. 

Hence in my opening remarks I did not devote any attention to that 
section of the bill. As the debate has assumed a general character, per- 
haps at this time I can with propriety examine briefly that eighth sec- 
tion. 

I desire to say to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo}], if I 
understood him correctly, I might with propriety make the same charge 
he makes in the remarks addressed by him to the House—that is if I 
understood him correctly, that no honest man would advocate these 
Senate amend ments—I might with the same propriety say to him that 
no honest man would oppose these Senateamendments. My statement 
would be just as true ashis. If his statement proves anything I would 
take exception to it, but hisstatement is not true. And if I impugned 
the motive of cvery man on this floor who opposes these Senate amend- 
ments my statement would not be true. 

If [ impugned the honesty and motives of every man on this floor 
as the gentleman from New Jersey impugns the honesty and motives 
of every man who favors the amendments of the Senate, if I impugned 
the motives of every man who opposes them, my statement would be 
as erroneous and false as his. I concede, sir, that men do differ and 
differ honestly concerning these matters. I am willing to acknowledge 
that he is honest in his position and in the statement he has made be- 
cause he knows no better. [Laughter.] I question whether he ever 
was upon a prairie in his life. I doubt whether he ever met in their 
homes the people of the West whom he defames. 

Mr. MCADOO. Yes; I have. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then you should have learned better than to im- 
pugn their motives in the way which you have done. 

Mr. McADOO. I understand them and their sentiments in reference 
to the Se question as well as the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman knows but little of their wishes or 
sentiments, judging from the suggestions which he made impugning 
their motives and integrity. 

Mr. McADOO. I did not say so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood you to say that no honest man would 
favor these Senate amendments. 

Mr.McADOO, That wasa misunderstanding on the part of the gen- 
tleman altogether. I think the gentleman is mistaken about the whole 
question, 


an acre 


Mr. PERKINS. Gentlemen around me state with unanimity they 
understood you to say that no man of honesty would advocate the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think the gentleman said that he hoped no honest 
man would be found going for the Senate bill, or something to that 


_ Mr. McADOO. I have no recollection of my exact words, but I be- 
lieve I said that so far as I understood this question the honest senti- 
ments of impartial men would be found to be in favor of the House bill. 
The gentleman wants to hurry up the settlement of the country. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Not at all; but, on the contrary, I am asking for 
legislation that will protect the settlers in their rights. I am notask- 
ing for legislation here or elsewhere that will unnecessarily or reck- 
lessly dispose of the public domain. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not in the interest of representatives of the 
Western communities and Common wealths to favor the fraudulent occu- 
pation of the public lands. We want legislation that will give that 
territory to honest occupation and settlement. We want legislation that 
will protect the settler in the honest cultivation of the soil and the 
quiet possession of his home. 

We want legislation that after the settler has occupied the land will 
confer title upon him and protect him in his rights; not legislation to 
reserve these lands to great cattle syndicates or companies, or that will 
reserve as a waste that great unoccupied domain to be traveled over 
possibly by no one claiming title thereto. 

For that reason we oppose this proposed legislation. I have no hei- 
tation in saying that I am opposed to the repeal of the pre-emption law, 
and I am opposed to its repeal because I believe it would be unwiso 
legislation todo so. It is not the pre-emption law which is at fault. 
Under the pre-emption law mainly have our Western communities been 
built up, and through the agency of that law their growth and progress 
have been simply wonderful. 

It is not one settler out of twenty-five who goes West for the purpose 
of acquiring a home who desires to avail himself of the homestead sys- 
tem. There is not one out of twenty-five who does not desire to take 
advantage of the pre-emption law, because by so doing ina few months 
he is able to secure a title to his home, and then of course it becomes 
subjecttotaxation. Then itcontributes to the growth and development 
of the community. Then the settlers can build school-houses; then 
they can build roads, and irrigating ditches, secure railroads, construct 
bridges, and contribute to the growth and development of the country. 
Without this pre-emption law this country of which I speak is greatly 
paralyzed. 

As suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, much of that territory 
is not availabie under existing conditions. Butif it is not available 
now what will be its condition if all of these statutes are stricken down— 
the timber-culture act, the desert-land act, and the pre-emption law— 
and the homestead law is alone allowed to remain? That law exists 
now, and yet the gentleman confesses that much of the land is not avail- 
able under the present law and existing conditions. If the desert-land 
act be repealed and these other laws be all stricken down and all but 
the homestead law abrogated, how will that make all of your territory 
available? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.CAREY. I yield ten minutes’ additional time to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. And hence, Mr. Speaker, we who know the exist- 
ing conditions and necessities of these great Commonwealths oppose 
this proposed legislation. We believe we understand what is required 
and know the needs of the people better than those who never saw a 
prairie or took part in the settlement of new communities, 

The gentleman from New Jersey says that no demand has come up 
in opposition to this legislation. Why, every breeze that comes from 
the West is freighted with remonstrances and protests in opposition to 
this proposed legislation; and I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read in this connection a letter received a few days ago, not 
from a fraudulent occupant of the public lands but from an honest 

bona fide settler of my own State, who but speaks the feeling and sen- 
timent existing in all of these communities. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SHOCKEYVILLE, HamittTon County, KANSAS, June 11, 1886 


Deak Str: By request of very many settlers on public lands in Southwestern 
Kansas I write you concerning the probable repeal of the pre-emption and tim 
ber-culture laws. I have traveled considerably through Southwestern Kansas 
this season and have talked with very many of the best citizens upon the pros 
pect of a repeal of the present land laws, and the universal opinion is that it 
would be the worst thing that could be done the country. Men have come and 
are still coming here to get pre-emptions and tree claims who do not want to 
make homestead entries, and their reasons are good ones. Nine-tenths of the 
settlers want the land a!l deeded as soon possible, so the lands can be taxed, so 
we can raise money to build school-houses and make other public improve- 
ments. 

People are bound to have bridges across the Arkansas River, which y can 
not get until the land becomes taxable. We want this country developed as 
soon as energetic men can develop it,and any legislation that would retard the 
deeding of the land would work great injury to the settlers. We are having a 
hard time trying to improve the country, and we look to our delegation in Co 
gress for protection, and we do pray Congress not to throw any obstacle in the 
way of the development of this Western country. Do not repeal any of the 
land laws. Let the land be deeded as soon as possible and become taxable, then 
we can have school-houses, bridges, railroads, irrigating ditches, and other pub- 
lic improvements, and this country will soon blossom like the rose, and we wil! 
be a prosperous people. A repeal of the present land laws would be the most 
injurious legislation Congress could enact to the settiers on this high, dry prai- 
rie. We say let us alone and we will be happy. 

Yours, truly, 


pene - ere —— 


the 


J.G. PENIX, 
Hon. B. W. Perrys, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PERKINS. That letter expresses the views and voices the sen- 
timents of nine-tenths of the settlers upon the public lands. 1 know 
the facts to be as stated. If there are fraudulent settlers upon these 
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public lands we are not asking for their protection. If the cattle com- 
panies have been organized and have taken violent possession of the 
public domain remove them, evictthem. You have the power todrive 
them off. Let that power be exercised. If great corporations have 
gathered and possess that which does not belong under the law to them, 
take it from them; dispossess them; leave the lands for the benefit of the 
honest settlers. No opposition tosuch legislation comes from the West- 
ern prairies. But weask that these men who have gone to make homes 
under the existing law shall be protected in their rights and granted the 
privileges existing under the public statutes. 

Instead of 90 per cent. of the settlements being fraudulent, as has 
been stated more than once in the discussion of this question, not 10 
per cent. are fraudulent. Fraudulent occupants of the public lands 
do not convert them into thriving communities or great common- 
wealths. If these occupations had been fraudulent we would not have 
seen the wonderfully rapid development of the States and Territories 
west of the Mississippi River. It is because they have gone there in 
good faith and are devoting their best efforts to the reclamation of the 
prairies, building up homes, establishing thriving communities, that 
we have been enabled to witness that wonderful development, and 
such men are entitled to the fostering care and protection of this great 
Government rather than abuse and defamation. 

The present Commissioner of the General Land Office says that to 
investigate eighteen thousand alleged fraudulent entries that he hassus- 
pended with his present force will take five years. If it will consume 
five years to investigate eighteen thousand suspended entries, how much 
time will be necessarily consumed to investigate the one hundred odd 
thousand that were made last year, to say nothing of all of the great 
number suspended by him when he came into office on the 27th of 
March of last year? 

It is in opposition to this that we are contending. We say there 
should be legislation that will give security to these people, that will 
protect them in their homes, that will quiet their titles, instead of leg- 
islation which will precipitate upon them a contest that will be waged 
and prosecuted for years, and which will render uncertain during all 
that period the tenure of their possessions and bring bankruptcy and 
ruin to these pioneers of our Western prairies. 

As is suggested by the writer of the letter which was read a few mo- 
ments ago, they want a title to their lands so that they may be taxed, 
that they may build houses, that they may educate their little ones, 
and so that they may secure the conveniences and comforts of the old 
and civilized communities of our country. Take from them this legis- 
lation and for five years there is no title to the land they occupy. For 
five years it can not be taxed; for five years you paralyze the community 
and take from the people all opportunity of revenue and credit except 
the little that may be obtained from their personal property, and with 
that it is apparent, or should be, to all that these advantages can not 
be obtained. Hence we hear those protests in opposition to this pro- 
posed legislation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] says that petitions have 
come here by thousands asking for this legislation. And yet the gen- 
tleman from Illinois well knows that in those petitions, coupled with 
this, are several other propositions; and I have no hesitancy in saying, 
as a matter of fact, that those petitions that have come from my own 
country—and what is true of my own country I presume is true of 
others—that those petitions are very largely signed because of the other 
propositions, and not because of any desire to have the pre-emption 
and desert-land laws repealed. It is because some of them want this 
$200,000,000 that is spoken of put in circulation; it is because they 
want aliens prevented from obtaining titles to public lands; it is be- 
cause they want the Oklahoma country opened to settlement; it is be- 
cause they want the unearned land grants to railroads forfeited. It is 
because of these reasons that these petitions come here signed by thou- 
sands, rather than because they want the desert-land law or the pre- 
emption law or the timber-culture law repealed. 

I can understand how gentlemen living on the Atlantic coast, not fa- 
miliar with the conditions existing in the West, not familiar with the 
practical working of these statutes, can favor the repeal of all laws per- 
taining to the public land except the homestead law; but we who are 
familiar with the experiences of the frontiersmen and who know the 
necessities existing there are, in my judgment, better prepared to speak 
on this subject, and I know we speak with as much ity and with 
as much integrity as those who hail from other sections; and I say this 
legislation pertaining to the desert-land act and the pre-emption law 
should not be stricken down by this Congress or any other. 

If fraudsare practiced, let us amend the law, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from California or legislate anew; let the Committee on Publi 
Lands report a bill which is calculated to protect the public domain 
against fraudulent occupation, and every man who haiis from the West 
will favor it, and no man will support it more earnestly than I; no 
man will advocate it more earnestly than my co and these gen- 
tlemen who represent Western constituencies. But do not take 
us the opportunity of reclaiming those mountains, those prairies, those 
deserts, use, as has been confessed by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. PAYson], the lands in those regions are not available and never 
can be available under the homestead law. 
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Mr. Speaker, as we vote upon these different propositions I hope that 


this House will recognize the fact that these Senate amendments are 
meritorious and wise, and instead of longer insisting upon our disagree - 
ment thereto let us concur therein. If the pre-emption law is to be 
repealed, if the timber-culture act is to be stricken down, let us repea| 
them with provisions that will protect the honest occupants of those 
lands and shelter them from long, weary, and exhaustive contests 0; 
litigation. 


Mr. COBB. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 


WEAVER]. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There are two theories touching our pub- 


lie-land policy, or rather two distinct theories struggling for supremacy, 
One is presented by this bill as it passed the House and the other hy 
the Senate amendments to the bill. 


The House bill proceeds on the theory that all the remaining public 


domain should be held for settlement under the homestead laws in par- 
cels not greater than 160 acres. Following and in harmony with that 
theory is the other bill, passed by the House, which appropriates money 
to enable the Land Department to discover and unearth the frauds that 
have been heretofore perpetrated in relation to the publicdomain. And 
following along third in order is the bill now on the Calendar, reported 
favorably to the House, making appropriations for digging irrigating 
ditches in what are known as the arid regions of the public domain. 


Now these three measures are in harmony, and constitute a well- 


defined theory upon which the House proposes to proceed. First, pre- 
serve the public domain to actual settlers; next, unearth the frauds 
that have been perpetrated and appropriate money for that purpose; 
third, when you reach the arid region appropriate money for irrigating 
ditches, so that when our population becomes crowded and there is no 
longer arable land within the rain belt you may enable the settler to 
go upon the arid region and raise crops by means of irrigation. This 


is the true and wise theory. 

Now what is the theory répresented by the Senate amendment? It 
is this: Validate the frauds that have been ted upon the public 
domain; allow what is known as the arid region to be taken up by 
cattle speculators and syndicates, and strike down the appropriation 
for the investigation of frauds, so that the Land Office will be power- 
less to protect the inheritance of the people. Can this House hesitate 
which theory to adopt? Here are the two theories, one represented 
by the Senate, the other by the House. There should not be a dis- 
senting voice. This House will never abandon its position or agree to 
the policy of the Senate—never. 

The gentleman from Wyoming [ Mr. CAREY] says there is no danger; 
the tendency in the United States is toward the division of Jand into 
small holdings. Ido not know where the gentleman gets his informa- 
tion. The census report of 1880 shows that the tendency is just the 
reverse, and every man’s observation must teach him that the tendency 
is toward large holdings and tenant farming. The tendency of ou: 
population is away from the country and toward thecity. The census 
also shows another fact, namely, that the number of tenant farmers in 
this country has increased enormously of late years. The tenant 
farmers now outnumber the freeholders of the country. It is so in my 
own State and every other; the tendency is to large holdings; whereas 
in a healthy condition of our land laws and of the Republic the tend- 
ency ought to lead from the city to the country, and the result shouki 
be small farms and high cultivation. The House bill will not inter- 
fere with the title of any bona fide entryman, nor with the title of any 
purchaser from a bona fide entryman. 

Another departure in the Senate amendment is this: For a hundred 
years it has been the policy of this country to settle the validity o! 
land entries before the proper officers within the land district with the 
right of review by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
the Secretary of the Interior, and finally, if necessary, by the courts. 
These Senate amendments propose to take this matter out of the hands 
of the land officers and make it the duty of the Attorney-General to 
proceed by suit in a Federal court to settle the good faith of all those 
alleged fraudulent entries. If this provision were adopted I venture 
to say that the Federal courts during the next centnry would not be 
able to investigate properly the frauds that have been committed upon 
the public domain. 

Let us stand, then, by the House theory. Letus repeal all these land 
laws except the homestead law. Let us appropriate money to expose 
these frauds. Then let us pass a law for the construction of irrigating 
ditches in the arid regions and preserve those lands for the future {or 
the homeless and the poor. The House says, away with speculation. 
The Senate says, give the ape a chance, validate his frauds, and 
sanction hiscrimes. The House says, appropriate money to unearth tlc 
gigantic frauds upon the public domain, and hold up the hands of our 
faithful Commissioner in the grand a is doing _ —. 
The Senate replies by striking down the House appropriation so tha‘ 
the Commissioner can not proceed. The House says, hold the arid lanc's 
for the fature and make provision for their reclamation. The Senate 
says, turn them over into the hands of speculators and cattle sync: 
cates. Here is the issue well defined, so that he who runs may rea. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. er, I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. 0’ NEILL). 





1886. 








Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, addressed the committee. [See Appen- 
dix.] 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, as it is now quite late I shall not long oc- 
cupy the attention of the House. I do not care to discuss now the legal 
propositions involved in this bill, as they have been so fully discussed 
on both sides. It has been stated, however, that the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office has not been looking into the question of frauds 
jn the South. I want to let gentlemen understand that they may be 
mistaken in this regard. I send to the desk to be read a letter from the 
chief of division who has charge of that subject to the Commissioner of | 
the General Land Office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 17, 1886. 
Sm: During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, legal proceedings were insti- 
duted on recommendation of this department against parties in the Southern 
States for timber depredations upon the public lands, as follows: 
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While in the same States during the previous fiscal year only twenty-two crimi- 
nal suits and twenty civil suits were instituted, involving $148,713.92. (See Land 
Office report, 1885.) 

Very respectfully, 
ARCHIBALD YOUNG, 
Acting Chief Special Service Division. 
Hon. W. A. Sparks, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


Statement showing number of entries in the Southern States reported by special agents 


and numbers canceled or held for cancellation during the fiscal years ending June 
30, 1835, and June 30, 1886. 
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64 31 30 | 38 
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221 325 122 | 260 


ARCHIBALD YOUNG, 
Acting Chief Division P. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the letter just read shows that the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office is vigorously exercising his official 
power to protect the public lands everywhere—as well in the South as 
elsewhere in the country. I think it the duty of all good men to sus- 
tain him in this effort. As to the charge that he is exceeding his legit- 
imate powers and duties, I submit the charge can not be sustained. I 
shall say no more in defense of the Commissioner. 

But it is said that these land frauds do not exist to the extent which 
the Commissioner would have us believe. Indeed, from the arguments 
of some gentlemen here we might suppose that no frauds at all exist 
in their ities. I wish to say to such gentlemen that the records 
of the General Land Office are crowded with the evidence of parties 
living in the localities from which they come, showing the frauds in 
the entries of the public lands to be numerous. I send to the desk an 
official letter; and I ask gentlemen tolisten to it and determine whether 
the facts therein stated are consistent with the views which they have 
ex on this floor. 

Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 19, 1886. 
Sin: During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, there were canceled or held 
for cancellation for fraud two hundred and eighty-five entries in Nebraska and 
one hundred and fourteen in embracing about 63,000 acres of land. 
There are still a large number of cases not yet acted on for the want of sufficient 
foree. A rity of these entries were made in the interest of cattle com- 
panies or by uals for cattle and sheep ranches. 
entries of land lying within the Brighton and Finlin ranches in the ; 
Platte district, Nebraska, ve been canceled or held for cancellation upon 
or testimony taken at hearings, showing that all of the entries 
members of the companies or by-their emp! for the com- 
claimants neither improved nor resided upon their claims. 
entries of land within said companies’ ranches are await- 
same character as those examined. 
Platte districts, Nebraska, one hundred and sixty- 
ent of one Arnold in the interest of cattle- 
= been canceled or held for cancellation, and Arnold 
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Alleged claimants have relinquished during the last year about nineteen hun- 
dred entries in the Wa Keeney office, Kansas; six hundred in the Larned office, 
Kansas; sixteen hundred in the McCook office, Nebraska, and eighteen hun 
dred in the Valentine office, Nebraska, embracing in all about nine hundred 
thousand acres of land. 

It is estimated that during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, at least six 
thousand entries were relinquished in Nebraska, 

The greater portion, if not all, of these entries were made solely for specula- 
tion and with no intention of complying with the law, and the relinquishments 
were undoubtedly caused by the investigations that were being made by special 
agents. 

Very respectfully 





’. B. SIMMES, 


if Special Service Division. 


Hon. WiiitaM A. J. SPaArks 
Commissioner of the General Land Office 

Mr. COBB. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, these facts from the rec- 
ords of the Land Office show a state of things requiring an amendment 
of the law so as to preserve, if possible, our public lands from spolia- 
tion. We have now before us a bill, which in its original form was 
passed in this House by a vote of nearly 5 to 1. The Senate has 
stricken out all after the enacting clause and inserted a new bill, the 
provisions of which have been to-day fully discussed. Without going 
further into that discussion, I will say that if this Senate amendment 
should be adopted all the frauds mentioned in the letter just read 
would be confirmed, and the titles of the lands in question would be 
perfected. I submit, therefore, it is important that the amendment ot 
the Senate should be defeated. I trust that this House, in its wisdom, 
in its desire to protect the public lands in the future from spoliation, 
will concur with the recommendation of the House conferees and insist 
on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. Let us have a 
further conference, and see whether we can not convince those gentle- 
men at the other end of the Capitol that the provisions of the bill as 
passed by the House should be sustained. 

It has been intimated here that those of us who do not live in the 
extreme West do not know much about this question. I suppose that 
there are gentlemen here from other portions of the country who have 
familiarized themselves with the frauds which have been committed 
and which are being committed every day. ‘To say that a gentleman 
who has served upon the Public Lands Committee for four or six years 
does not know anything about the public lands would be attributing 
to him great weakness of intellect or want of industry in the discharge 
of his duty as a member of Congress and a member of that committee. 
Gentlemen who live in those localities where these frauds exist know 
no more about this question than we do who have studied the matter 
carefully from the records, which are full and complete upon all these 
questions, as they well know. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the first section of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make a point of order against that motion for the 
reason that the Senate amendment is a proposition to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert a single measure as a substitute. That 
proposition, I submit, is not divisible. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are, as the Chair will observe, several sec- 
tions in the Senate bill. My motion relates merely to the first section. 
The House voted in the first instance to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. I nowmove that the House recede from its non-concurrence as 
to the first section of that amendment, and agree to the first section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amendment 
of the Senate having been adopted by that body in the form of several 
sections, the motion of the gentleman from Kansas is in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the Chair finally decides, let me make another 
suggestion. Upon the return of the bill to this House from the Senate 
the proposition was made to non-concur in the Senate amendment, 
which motion was carried, and a committee of conference appointed. 
The conferees have met, and they report that they are unable to agree. 
Now, the Senate amendment isa single amendment. Itcan not, I sub- 
mit, be taken up by sections to determine whether we will insist or 
recede as to each section. It seems to me there is no question about 
this. If there is the least doubt in the mind of the Chair, I would 
like to be heard on the point of order. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition now pending is not to 
be treated as if it were a bill originally before the House for considera- 
tion. The Senate has adopted an amendment in the form of a substi- 
tute; and the House having non-concurred in that amendment, the con- 
ferees appointed have failed to agree. There is noindependent prope- 
sition reported by the conferees, favorably or unfavorably. We report, 
as the Chair will see from the written statement accompanying our re 
port, that the conferees have been unable to agree upon any item—upon 
anything connected with this Senate amendment. 

It stands as an amendment in the House bil! striking out everything 
after the enacting clause and inserting the entire bill proposed by the 
Senate as a substitute for the House bill. Itstrikes meit goes without 
saying you can not take up one proposition after another. It is pre- 
sented as an entirety; we agree or we do not agree. Ido not knowar- 
gument can make it plainer. 
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Mr. RYAN. Is it competent for a conference to agree to a part of the 
Senate amendments? 
Mr. PAYSON. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. RYAN. And disagree to another? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The House is not controlled by the confer- 
ence 

Mr. SPRINGER. It occurs to me this is but one amendment. To 
recede from the House disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree 
to the same is one proposition. But we can recede from our disagree- 


ment to the Senate amendment and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment thereto to leave out any of thesections. There are but two propo- 
sitions now before us: First, to insist on our disagreement, which is the 
proposition of the conference committee. The second, to recede from 
our disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same with 
an amendment. These three are the only propositions in order in par- 
liamentary course of procedure. 

These are the propositions: First, the motion proposed by the com- 
mittee to insist on our disagreement; second, the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kansas to recede from our disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and agree to the same with an amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Theproposition of thegentleman from Kansas is not 
the proposition stated by my colleague. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’’] Itisthat 
we recede from our disagreement as to one section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That isthe point lam making. You can only re- 
cede from the disagreement of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. PERKINS. For the purpose of saving time I am willing so to 
amend as to recede from our disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate to the House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the only way in which it can 
be reached. The other motion is not divisible. 

The question recurred on Mr. PERKINS’s motion to recede from the 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 142. 


i the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. Copp’s motion to insist on the disagreement of the House tothe 
Senate amendment was adopted; and the House asked for a further con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of said conference 
on the part of the House, Mr. Cops, Mr. Stone of Missouri, and Mr. 
PAYSON. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MORRISON submitted the following resolution; which was're- 

ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resoived by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine die at 3.0’ clock p. m., July 28, 1886. 


[Great applause. | 
MRS. R. E. WARD. 

Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 9875) 
granting a pension to Mrs. R. E. Ward; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT PHILIPS. 

Mr. HATCH also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
9876) for the relief of Robert Philips; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HATCH also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 203) providing for the printing of the third annual re- 
port of the Bureau of Animal Industry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARRACKS, NEWPORT, KY. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, by unanimous 
consent, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6066) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to improve and enlarge the barracks at 
Newport, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


- House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 


ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL AHR AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R, 6167) to remove the charge of desertion against Michael Abr, 
Jacob A. Sisson, and John Hill; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Military Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 882) toregulate the pay of graduates of the Naval Academy; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

JOHN POTTS. 


Mr. HITT. LIask by unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
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tee of the Whole from the further consideration of the joint resoluti 
(H. Res. 118) relative to certain papers in the State Department depo, 
ited there by error, and put it upon its passage. This resolution pr) 
vides for the withdrawal from the State Department of these pape: 
and was reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last C 
gress as well as in this unanimously. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read subject to o}) 
tion. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of State be,and he is hereby, directed to. 
liver to the person justly entitled to the possession thereof the papers in the clair 
of the late John Potts,a British subject residing in Mexico, presented to ‘ 
United States and Mexican Claims Commission through the agency of a Mr. Ma 
Manus, also a resident of Mexico, said papers containing certain original do 
ments issued by the Mexican Government on the collectors of customs at sund) 
= for the _—— of moneys to said John Potts, and which moneys he haj 


oaned to the Mexican Government; the said papers having been deposit««| 
the State Department by error. 


The report (by Mr. Hirt) is as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
relative to certain —— in the State Department by error, have considered | 
same and recommend its passage. 7 » 

It appears that when the United States and American Claims Commission w , 
appointed to examine the papers that would be presented to them for the p 
pose of settling the claims of citizens of both countries, Mr. John Potts (a Britis 
subject), residing in Mexico, through the agency of a Mr. MacManus, also a res - 
dent of Mexico, laid before the commission certain original documents issu! 
by the Mexican Government on the collectors of customs at sundry ports for t!: 
payment of money to said John Potts, and which he had loaned to the Mexic 
Government. 

The Claims Commission, on examining the papers in question, rejected then 
on the ground that being a claim of a British subject they could on no accou:' 
be adjusted among the claims to be upon by the said commission, ai 
consequently the papers were handed over to the State Department, at Was) 
ington, for safe keeping. The Secretary of State states to the agent of the exe - 
utrix of the said John Potts, Mrs. Florence Graham Hardy, that he is not au 
faa to deliver up said papers without a special act of Congress to that c 

ect 

The papers are in the State Department by error, and should be returned :1: 
accordance with the joint resolution, which follows the precedent of joint res. 
lution No. 17, of June 28, 1879(p. 54, vol. 21, Stat. L). All safeguardsare throw: 
around the joint resolution by providing that the papers shall only be returne:! 
to the person justly entitled to the possession thereof. Asan act of justice th- 
papers should be returned at once. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House wa; 
discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and 
it was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being en 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


COST OF PRINTING PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consent to submit a resolution for present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to inform the House as to the 
cost of printing the private bills (including what is known as the *‘ Calendar 
print") of the House of Representatives during the present session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
bills or resolutions to present may send them up to the Clerk’s desk 
for reference by the Speaker under the rule. 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen will indorse their names upon the bills, 
and the Journal and Recorp will show the introduction and reference 
as soon as they can be prepared. 

And then (the houy of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived) the House, 1 
obedience to its former order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolutions were introduced, severally 
read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed and referred as 
indicated below: 

By Mr. Compton: A bill (H. R. 9877) for the relief of Mrs. Victoriu» 
R. Hughes, of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9878) for the relief of Edwards Owens, of Anne Arun 
del County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9879) for the relief of Samuel Queen, of Charles 
County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. im 

By Mr. Stonsz, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9880) for the relief 0! 
John H. Roberson—to the Committce on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9881) granting a pension to Isaac Kitterman—‘ 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a H. R. 9882) granting arrears of pension to Dennis M.- 

—to Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McRae: A bill (H. R. 9883) to lay a graduated income tax. 
and to provide for the manner of ing the same, and for othe! 
Tposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. Lore: A bill (H. R. 9884) granting a pension to Elleu 
Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. Writs: A bill (H. R. 9885) for the relief of G. D. Hamil- 
ton, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9836) for the relief of C. C. Spiller 
and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9887) forthe relief of Mrs. Susan Fletcher, widow 
of Dr. Nathan Fletcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9888) for the relief of C. G. Fennell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 9889) for the relief of Elizabeth Shrake, | 
widow of Adam Shrake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Kiva: A bill (H. R. 9890) to provide for the construction of | 
steel-clad rams without guns—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9891) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia to extend and widen certain streets and avenues of | 
the city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9892) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for purposes of a park, 
to be = Rock Creek Park—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbi 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 204) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McMIL1in: A bill (H. R. 9893) for the relief of Arthur B. 
Jackson, of Clay County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9894) for the relief of Hester J. Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LArroon: A bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey: A joint resolution (H. Res. 205) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Caleb W. Spofford 
and his associates to erect a hotel upon the lands of the United States 
on the main beach at or near Horseshoe Cove, New Jersey —to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 9896) authorizing the transmission 
of weather reports through the mails free of postage—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 9897) for the relief of Zemia Shepherd — 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. Witkins: A bill (H. R. 9898) for the relief of Anna B. 
Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCreary: A bill (H. R. 9899) granting a pension to W. 
L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Norwoop: Joint resolution (H. Res. 206) permitting public 
building authorized by act of Congress approved July 1, 1886, at Sa- 
vannah, Ga., to be located not less than 40 feet from any other building, 
instead of 5U feet, as provided in said act—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WARNER, of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. Res. 207) author- 
izing the compilation and printing of the laws relating to loans, cur- 
rency, coinage, and banking—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9900) granting a pension to Joseph Chapman, late 
of Company IF’, One hundred and ninety-sixth Ohio Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER, of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 9901) to place the name 
of George W. Hollis on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GuENTHER: A bill (H. R. 9902) to pay Gabriel Wick the sum 
of $700 for destroyed by the burning of a Government lock- 
house—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. Davis: A bill (H. R. 9903) for the relief of the owners of 
the schooner Mary Mershon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHaw: A bill (H. R. 9904) for the relief of Cyrus Gault— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. Gipson, of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 9905) for the relief of 
William C, Spencer, late lieutenant Second Infantry and captain Sev- 
a. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mf. Van Eaton: A bill (H. R. 9906) for the relief of Mrs. Isa- 
bella McSwain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARD, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9907) for the relief of Peter 
Casey—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. Borie: A bill (H. R. 9908) granting a pension to Henry 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Atkinson: A bill (H. R. 9909) for the relief Henry S. Wis- 
hart, late captain Company F, Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. Nexce: A bill (H. R. 9910) granting a pension to George 
Murfin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Price: A bill (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Julius C. 
Monson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Perxtys: A bill (H. R. 9912) for the relief of T. B. Stearns, 
of Cherokee County, Kansas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. Hotman: A bill (H. R. 9913) granting a pension to Clara I. 
Worstell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9914) granting a pension to Thomas F. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. Morrarr: A bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Levi 
Tresige—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9916) to authorize the 
Omaha Southern Railroad to construct and operate a railroad through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE 





Whereas great anxiety exists throughout the nation with refere to what is 
termed hydrophobia, asthe result of the bites of rabid dogs and other animats 
and 

Whereas a difference of opinicn existsamong scientific men as rat- 


ure of this disease: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Surgeon-General be, and he is hereby, autho dand di- 
rected to formulate and send through the mails, as far as possible, to every phy 
sician and medical board in the United Statesand Territories a printed « 
for the purpose of obtaining from each a statement of how many, 
of hydrophobia or tetanus (lockjaw) have come under their know! 
edge, what the symptoms, time as to recovery or death, mode of treatment 
such other particulars as he may deem of value to the public and to scien a 
that he be directed to submit the results of his investigations to Congress onthe 
opening of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress 


cular 
il 
personal 


any, Cases 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 
ated, such moneys for clerical hire and printing as may be deemed necessary by 
the Surgeon-General in carrying out these resbdiutions 

To the Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. SWINBURNE: 

Whereas the question of the disease among cattle as reported by the Depart 
ment of Agriculture is causing great apprehension throughout the country and 
creating an anxiety toarrive at some definite means of treatment; and 

Whereas the subject has been treated in various forms and recommendations 


made in reports to Congress by the Commissioner of Agriculture: Therefor 

Be it resolved, Thatthere be printed for distribution by members of the House of 
Representatives 60,000 copies of Public Document No. 41, first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, together with Miscellaneous Document 127, and reports 
718 and 1234 (two parts) submitted to this Congress, and also H. R. 3550, 7238, 
and 8043. 

To the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: 

Whereas in the last report of the Commissioner of Agriculture submitted to this 
Congress of the bureau of animal industry it is stated that the time of 
mitting the report four hundred and forty-five herds of cattle, aggregating sixty 
thousand animals, were exposed to a disease called pleuro-pneumonia, and that 
seventeen hundred animals were then sick; and 

Whereas it has been learned since the making of the report that the disease 
does not exist in localities where it was reported to exist: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to submit to 
Congress within ten days a detailed statement of the names of the owners of 
such herds and infected cattle and the town, county, and State in which such 
cattle are located, and also what proportion of the seventeen hundred reported 
infected cattle has died and what proportion has recovered. He is further 
directed to state what means, if any, have been taken to suppress the disease or 
prevent the spread of the contagion by quarantine or otherwise, and if by qua: 
antine a specific statement of the method pursued; and also what number « 
the sixty thousand animals exposed became infected with the disease, and how 
many of these have died and how many recovered 


To the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: 

Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the Digest for the second session of the Forty 
ninth Congress be printed for the use of the House 

To the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HERBERT: 


Resolved, Thatthe Clerk of the House be authorized to employ for a period 
not exceeding two months a clerk, at the rate of $6 per diem, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House, to complete the index of Southern Claims 
Commission reports and cases referred to the Court of Claims under the ‘‘ Bow- 
man act,”’ heretofore authorized by the House. 


To the Committee on Accounts. 


at 
mah 


¢ 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o'clock p. m. 
its session. 


MODIFICATION OF POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5878) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to modify the postal 
money-order system, and forother purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1883; 
and yield to my colleague on the committee, Mr. JongEs, of Texas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the first section of the act entitled “‘An act to modify 
the postal money-order system,and for other purposes,”’ be amended so as to 
read as follows : 

“That for the transmission of small sums under $ through the mails the Post- 
master-General may authorize postmasters at money-order offices, or at such 
other offices as he may designate, to issue money-orders, without corresponding 
advices,on an engraved form to be prescribed and furnished by him; and a 
money-order issued on such new form shall be designated and known asa “ pos- 
tal note,”’and a fee of 3 cents shall be charged for the issue thereof. Every post- 
master who shall issue a postal note under the authority of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall make the same payable to bearer, when duly receipted, at any money- 
order office; and after a postal note has once been paid, to whomsoever it has 
been paid,the United States shall not be liable for any further claim for the 
amount thereof; but a postal note shall become invalid and not payable upon 
the expiration of three calendar months from the last day of the month during 
which the same was issued ; and the holder, to obtain the amonnt of an invalid 
postal note must forward it tothe Superintendent of the Money-Order System, 
at Washington, D.C., together with an application, in such manner and form as 
the Postmaster-General may prescribe, for a duplicate thereof, payable to such 
holder; and an additional fee of 3 cents shall be charged and exacted for the 
issue of the duplicate: Provided, That all provisions of iaw applicable to the 
issue of l-notes at money-order offices, and to postmasters’ cierks and other 
employés therein, shall be equally applicable to officers authorized to issue pos- 
tal notes under this act.”"’ 


resumed 
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Suc. 2. That section 5463 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
follows, to wit: 

"Sec. 463. Any person who shall, with intent to defraud, falsely make, forge, 
eounterfeit, engrave, or print,or cause or procure to be falsely made, forged, 
eounterfeited, engraved, or printed, or willingly aid or assist in falsely making, 
forging, counterfeiting, engraving, or printing, any order in imitation of, or pur- 
porting to be,a money-order or postal note issued by or under the direction of 
the Post-Office Department of the United States, or of any foreign country, and 
payable in the United States, or any material signature or indorsement thereon; 
any poses whosha!! falsely alter, or cause or procure to be falsely altered, or will- 
lingly aid or assist in falsely altering any such money-order or postal note; any 
person who shall, with intent to defraud, pass, utter, or publish, or attempt to 
pass, utter, or publish, as true, any such false, forged, counterfeited, or altered 
money-order or postal note, knowing the same, or any signature or indorsement 
thereon, to be false, forged, counterfeited, or altered, shall be punishable by a 
fine of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at hard labor for not less than 
two years and not more than five years.” 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. JongES, of Texas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4677) to authorize the payment of postal notes at any money-order of- 
fice,and for other purposes, beg leave to submit the accompanying substitute 
therefor and recommend its . 

Section 1 of this bill amends section 1 of the act of March 3, 1883, which author- 
ized the issue of postal notes, by adding a provision that postal notes shall be 
payable at ony money-order office authorized by the Postmaster-General to pay 
such note, and an additional provision empowering the Postmaster-General, in 
his discretion, to designate post-offices for the issue of postal notes only, inde- 
pendently of money orders. These provisions will widely extend the useful- 
ness of the postal note, and in the opinion of the Post-Office Department, after 
an experience of nearly two years and a half, will render them more conven- 
ient and give greater satisfaction to the public. 

The first provision will obviate all the difficulty now encountered through the 
mistaken payment at one money-order office of a postal note drawn upon an- 
other (payments which néw occur in considerable numbers), and would fur- 
thermore save the clerical labor now required in post-offices of designating the 
office of payment on the face of the note, of recording the name thereof on the 
corresponding stub, and of reporting the same to the Post-Office Department in 
the postmaster’s weekly statement of money-order business. It would like- 
wise facilitate the payment of postal notes, inasmuch as it would no longer be 
necessary for the paying officer to examine carefully each note presented to see 
that it is properly drawn upon the money-order office of which payment is de- 
manded, This provision was recommended by the Superintendent of the Money- 
Cosee Syren in his last annual report, and by the Postmaster-General in these 
words; 

“The argument he (the Superintendent) adduces in support of his further 
recommendation that tal notes should be made issuable to bearer and pay- 
able at any money-order office so satisfactorily enforces it that addition is un- 
necessary, It is to be hoped that the public will not long be forcad to wait the 
grant of this improvement in their service.” 

The second provision extends to post-offices situated in the smaller towns and 
villages where, for lack of post-office capital,a general money-order business 
can not be maintained,a medium of exchange greatly needed, and in many lo- 
calities urgently demanded. Sparsely settled communities where there are no 
banks will thus be supplied with a convenient means of remitting small sums 
to business centers. The responsibility of the postmasters at such offices will be 
inereased simply in the face value of the small number of blank postal notes 
intrusted to their charge, a responsibility which itis thought can be readily pro- 
vided for by means of smal! additional bonds. The Post-Ofiice De ent will 
not need to undertake to supply such smaller offices with funds, use they 
are simply to be granted the privilege of issuing postal notes, not of paying 
ihem, the only privilege which the business necessities of their communities 
require, 

Section 2 of the bill re-enacts the existing statute (section 5463, Revised Stat- 
utes), and extends its provisions to postal notes as well as to money-orders issued 
in a foreign country for payment in the United States. 

The necessity for this legislation lies in the fact that there is nothing specific 
in existing law that subjects a person who forges the signature upon a money- 
order issued in a foreign country for payment in this country to trial, and if 
found guilty, to punishment. A case of this nature occurred in the late part of 
1883, at Bay City, Mich., where the United States attorney decided that th eforger 
of a Canadian money-order was not punishable under United States statutes and 
where it was necessary to make complaint and prosecute the forger under State 
jaws. A similar case (of a British order) occurred later in New York city. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. I am directed by the committee to offer the 
following amendment: In line 13; after the word ‘‘thereon,’’ insert 
‘*or any material signature upon any receipt or certificate of identifi- 
cation thereon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. There is also a typographical error which 
has crept in the bill, and the committee direct me to move its amend- 
ment. 

It occurs on the second page in line 32, after the word ‘‘ postmasters.”’ 
An apostrophe has been inserted improperly. It changes the sense of 
the sentence by putting it in the possessive case when it should be in 
the objective. This apostrophe should be stricken out and a comma 
inserted after the word ‘‘ postmasters.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire, without making any 
motion for the present, whether the committee have considered the pro- 
priety of permitting these —s notes to extend to $5. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, sir; they extend now tosums below $5. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To $4.99. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, if my friend from Texas will consent, to 
strike out the word ‘‘under’’ where it occurs in the sixth line of the 
first section of the bill and insert the same word after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ in the @eventh line; so that it will read: 

That for the transmission of small sums, $ and under, &c. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman from Texas will allow 
me, I will state that the reason for making it licable tosums under 
$5 is that in issuing the postal orders the numbers representing the 
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dollars and cents are punched out, and it would be difficult without 
changing the present system to extend that to$5. It allows the trans- 
mission of any sums now up to $4.99.. Above that amount the money 
orders come in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where is the trouble in using the same system in 
regard to $5 and under? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It would require a new series to begin at 
$5; and if you do not want to run above $5 you do not want to begin 
at thatsum. It would require an entirely new series. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is quite an unimportant item, it seems to 
me, in view of the value of such a service where it extended to sums 
of even $5 or less. 

cree value of the postal notes will be greatly increased by extending 
it to $5. 

Mr. PETERS. In order to obtain the 1 cent difference between $5 
and $4.99 there would be required a large amount of expense to re- 
print the postal notes now prepared by the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _I do not insist on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill as amended 
to be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer an amendment to come in at line 22 of 
section 2. 

Mr, JONES, of Texas. I have not yielded the floor, and demani 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. 1 move the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

On ordering the previous question there were—ayes 67, noes none. 

So (further count not being called for) the previousquestion was or- 
dered; and under the operation thereof the bill was 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call up the bill (H. R. 7536) to extend the free- 
delivery system of the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes, 
and yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERy ]. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps there would be no objection to considering 
the bill in the House. 

Mr..DOCKERY. I prefer to insist on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAtcH in the chair), and proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R.'7536) to extend the free-delivery system of the 
Post-Office Department, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That letter-carriers shall be employed for the free delivery 
of mail-matter, as frequently as the public business require, at every in- 
corporated city, village, or borough containing a population of 50,000 within i's 
corporate limits, and may be so employed at every such place containing a popu 

m of not less than 10,000 within its corporate limits, and at any post-office 
which produced a gross revenue fer the preceding fiscal year of not Jess than 
$10,000; and cities, villages, and bo: in convenient proximity, whose ag- 
gregate population equal 15,000, or whose ffices together produce: 
a gross revenue for the preceding fiscal r of 000, may be consolidated in 
one post-office delivery, and the ce located where it shall be deemed 
most serviceable to the public convenience. 

Src, 2. That there may be in all cities which contain a ulation of 75,000 or 
more three classes of letter-carriers, as follows: Carriers of first class, whose 
salaries shall be $1,000 per annum; of the second class, whose salaries shal| be 
$850 per annum; and of the third class, whose salaries shall be $600 per annum. 

Sec. 3. That in —— containing a population of less than 75,000 there may 
be two classes of rs, as follows: Carriers of the second class, whose 
salaries shall be $850 per annum, and of the third class, whose salariés shal! he 
$600 perannum. This act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1886. 

Sec. 4. That all laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads recommended tlic 
following amendment: 


Tu section 1, commencing at.line 9, strike out the following : aa 

“And atany post-office which produced a revenue for the preceding fisca! 
year of not less than $10,000; and cities, villages,and boroughs in convenicn' 
proximity, whose aggregate population shall equal — or whose post-offices 
be in - post-offi yo and the el py ela pare we it 

one ce very, oca where | 

shall be deemed most serviceable to the public convenience.” 

And insert as follows: m 

‘According to the last general census taken by authority of State or Unite: 
States law, and at which place the post-office produced a postal revenue 
coz San ponenting Senet of not less that $10,000: Provided, This act shall not 
affect the existence of free delivery in places where it is now established: 
And provided further, That in offices where free delivery shall be established 
under the of this act, such free deli shall not be abolished by 
reason of below 10,000 in lation — im gross postal reve- 
nue, except in the discretion of the Postmaster-General. " 

In section 2, line 5, strike out “ $850" and insert * $8u0,”” 
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Mr. DOCKERY. This is a bill to extend the free-delivery system 
and to classify the carrier service. The free-delivery service was orig- 
jnally established by the act of March 3, 1863, and went into operation 
July 1, 1863, with sixty-six offices, and cost the first year $317,061.20. 
The original act has been amended by the act of February 21, 1879; 
and the law now authorizing the free-delivery system constitutes sec- 
tion 5 of that act. And that the House may be fully advised as to its 
terms I will read section 5, which authorizes the present system. It 
provides that— . 

Letter-carriers shall be employed for the free delivery of mail-matter as fre- 
quently as the blic convenience may require, at every place containing a popu- 
lation of 50, within the delivery of its post office, and may be soemployed 
at every place containing a population of not less than 20,000 within its corporate 
limits, and at post-offices which produced a gross revenue for the preceding 
fiscal year of not less than $20,000: Provided, That this act shall not affect the 
free delivery in towns and cities where it is now established. 


That is the present law authorizing the free-delivery system. This 
bill proposes to amend that law so as to extend the service to cities 
having a population of 10,000, ascertained according to the last general 
census taken by authority of State or United States law, and at which 
place the post-office produces a gross postal revenue for the preceding 
fiscal year of not less than $10,000. 

In other words, the committee propose to extend this system to all 
cities having 10,000 population, the post-oflices of which for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year produced a gross postal revenue of $10,000 or more. 
This provision of the pending bill will extend the free-delivery system to 
forty-three cities at a cost—provided that the law had gone into opera- 
tion at the beginning of the present fiscal year and provided that it shall 
be established at every one of these forty-three cities—of $115,558.20. 
But, as is well known to members who have investigated this matter, 
there are some of these cities that perhaps will not apply for the serv- 
ice. ‘Then again there are others of these forty-three cities that will 
not have what has been heretofore considered requisite by the Depart- 
ment, such as properly-numbered houses, lighted streets, and paved 
or planked sidewalks; so that the committee estimate that the appro- 
priations for the first year to carry into effect this provision of the bill 
will not require to exceed $75,000, and I think a reasonable estimate 
would be $50,000. 

Mr. BRAGG. . Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me to call 
his attention to section 2, where the committee has stricken out of the 
salaries provided for carriers of the second class the words ‘‘ and fifty,” 
making the salary $800? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will come to 
the second and third sections ina moment. Iam only addressing my- 
self now to the first section. The Clerk suggests tome that a number 
of bills improperly printed are in the hands of members. ‘The original 
bill was incorrectly printed and a reprint of the bill was ordered. The 
correct bill is here, and if some page will take charge of it members 
can see precisely what it contains. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish toask the gentleman from Missouri « ques- 
tion, thatthe House may thoroughly understand his position, which I 
fully understand, but by virtue of the misprintin the handsof many gen- 
tlemen is not understood. What I want gentlemen to distinctly un- 
derstand is this proposition. The bill that the committee recommend 
is that the letter-carrier service shall be established at cities containing 
a population of 10,000 as well as producing a gross revenue of $10,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania states the pro- 
visions of the bill correctly, as I endeavored to do afew moments ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me to explain the 
second and third sections of the bill I will then yield to the gentle- 
man for a question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is the section to which my question relates. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr.McMILLIN., How many towns are there in the Union that will 
be entitled to this increase of service that would not otherwise have it ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Forty-three, as I said a little while ago. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, if the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
DOCKERY } will allow me, I will call his attention to this bill. Since he 
stated that some of the bills have been incorrectly printed I have sent 
and got another, and I still find stricken out the provision which au- 
thorizes the Postmaster-General to extend the free-delivery system to 






















towns or cities having a population of 10,000 and a gross revenue of 


$10,000. 
Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will turn his bill over he will 
find the amendment on the other side. 


Mr. DOCKERY. The correct bill will be found at the conclusion of 
I do not think there is any trouble about the matter. If 


my report. 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will examine the bill, he will 
find the amendment on the second page. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the second and third sections of the bill simply 
on the letter-carrier service. They make no changes whatever in 


account of that service, but simply classify the carriers. As 
the law stands at present there are first and second class carriers and 


auxiliary carriers. These sections of the bill provide for first, second, 
and third — earriers, the third class taking the place of the auxiliary 
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carrier is appointed there must be a principal, either a first or a second 
class carrier; so that the effect of this bill, if it has any effect at all (and 
it does affect the salaries to this extent), will be that for the first year of 
a free-delivery office the Postmaster-General wili be authorized to in- 
augurate the system with third-class carriers, thus saving the difference 
between the salaries of first class and third class carriers. 


law there are letter-carriers who go into the service without pay and 
are kept there learning the routes and the various duties, sometimes for 
five or six months acting as substitutes without pay. Do I understand 
that these third-class carriers are to be substituted for that class of car- 
riers ? 


for his question. 
to substitute carriers. 


upon this bill providing that where the post-office takes one of these 
men and keeps him four or five months learning the business, so that 
in case of a vacancy there will be a carrier on hand to do the work, he 
shall have some remuneration while he is discharging those duties and 
shall not be kept there doing duty and supporting himself? 


which I have never heard objection made by any one. 
law : 


ized to appoint one or more substitute letter-carriers ,whose compensation shall 
be $1 per annum and the pro rata compensation of the Ietter-carriers whose 
routes they may be required to serve. 


forms service as a carrier he gets the pay of the carrier whose substi- 
tute he is. 


times three or four or five months, and perhaps they do get a dollar 
once in a while, but not often; and after all they are often driven out 
of the service because they can not remain without compensation. 


no use for their services. 
by resignation or accident or something of that kind, they may succeed 
to the places of carriers. 


by their title. 
absent from my duty a day or a week, the substitute is the only man 
authorized to do the work, and he gets my pay during the time I am 
absent and he is on duty. 


that ‘‘ hope deferred maketh the heart ache,’’ 
substitutes to stay in the service three or four months, until they had 
become thoroughly acquainted with the duties of the position, and after 
all be compelled to give it up in disgust. 
occur a new and untrained man had to be taken up who was unable to 
perform the service as it ought to be performed, and that was the result 
of allowing these trained substitutes no compensation. 
$400 per annum were allowed to these substitutes there would be some 


Attorney-General has decided that where an auxiliary 
























































































Mr. SCOTT. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, under the present 


Mr. DOCKERY. I am obliged to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
This bill makes no change whatever with reference 
It leaves the existing law intact. 


Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow an amendment to be put 


Mr. DOCKERY. I will read the present law on that subject, to 


This is the 


Provided, however, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, author- 


The gentlemen will see that when one of these ‘‘substitutes’’ per- 


Mr. SCOTT. But that class of substitutes remains on duty some- 


Mr. DOCKERY. If they are driven out it is because the office has 


They take these positions in the hope that, 


Mr. BINGHAM. They are in the service in the position indicated 


They are ‘‘ substitutes,’’ and if I am a carrier and am 


Mr. SCOTT. I remember that there is an expression to the effect 


and I have known these 
Then when a vacancy did 


If a salary of 


inducement for them to remain in the hope of promotion; but when 
they receive no pay at all it is not to be wondered at that, growing 
weary of waiting, they leave. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Thesalaries of substitute letter-carriers, like those 
of all officers under the Government of the United States, ought to be 
based on the service rendered; and if these substitute carriers render 
no service to the Government they ought not to receive any compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman answer me one question? Insec- 
tion 2 the pay of second-class carriers is fixed at $800, and in section 
3 the pay of second-class carriers is fixed at $850. I desire to know 
whether this is purposely done. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is purposely done, and it is the present law. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to know whether it is intended to have in 
this service a sort of training-school; whether a set of substitutes are 
to be kept under pay with a view to the contingency of their services 
being required. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the purpose of the law. The gentleman 
will remember that under the existing law the letter-carriers receive 
thirty days leave of absence, during which time these substitutes come 
in and perform the work, and whenever a vacancy occurs one of the 
substitutes is appointed to such vacancy. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that general debate may 
close, and that we may now proceed to consider the bill by sections. 

Mr. CRAIN. That does not cut off amendments? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery ] 
asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be now closed. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the 
bill by sections for amendment and debate under the five-minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That letter-carriers «hall bé employed for the free delivery 
of mail matter, as frequently as the public business may require, at every incor- 
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pornied city, village, or borough containing a population of 50,000 within its 
corporate limits, and may beso employed at every such place containing a popu- 
lation of not less than 10,000 within its corporate limits, and at any post-office 
which produced a gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year of not less than 
$10,00); and cities, vilages,and boroughs in convenient proximity, whose ag- 
gregate population shall equa!) 15,000, or whose post-offices together produced a | 
gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year of $15,000, may be consolidated in one | 
post-office delivery,and the post-office located where it shall be deemed most 
serviceable to the public convenience. 











The amendment reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads was read, as follows: 
Strike out from the words “and at any post-office,” in line 9, down to the end 
of the section, and insert the following 

“According to the last general census taken by authority of State or United 
States law, and at which place the post-office produced a gross postal revenue 
for the preceding fiscal year of not less than $10,000: Provided, This act shall not 
affect the existence of the free delivery in places where it is now established : 
And provided further, That in offices where the free delivery shall be established 
under the provisions of this act, such free delivery shal! not be abolished by rea- 
son o: decrease below 10,000 in population and $10,000 in gross postal revenue, 
excep’ in the discretion of the Postmaster-General.” 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 17 and all of line 18 down to the word “law,” and after line 8 
insert the following: 

“And within the limits of adjacent blocks which not being within such cor- 
porate limits and are immediately adjacent thereto, and are occupied by those 
who receive their mail matter at the post-office within said corporate limits.”’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve a point of order on that amendment to 
hear a statement from the gentleman. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment is to ex- 
tend the provisions of this bill not only to those cities having within 
their corporate limits 10,000 inhabitants, but to cities which, failing to 
meet this requirement, would be brought within the benefits of the sys- 
tem by including as part of their population adjacent and thickly set- 
tled territory, the inhabitants of which receive all their mail matter at 
the post-office of the adjoining city. I know of many cities of this 
character where for various reasons the adjacent population is not in- 
cluded within the corporate limits, but is to all intents and purposes a 
part of the population of the city, and just as much entitled to the 
benefits of the letter-carrier system as though within the corporate 
limits. It is to meet the requirements of such communities that my 
amendment is offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this bill, which has been. 
carefully prepared under thesupervision of the Post-Office Department, 
will be passed as nearly as possible in the form in which it has been 
reported. The bill provides that the population necessary to entitleany 
city to the benefits of the free-delivery system shall be ascertained by 
the Federal censusor aState census. When you adopt any other stand- 
ard you must resort to the estimates of persons residing in the locality, 
sometimes the postmasters, always persons interested in making as large 
a showing of population as possible. The only way to avoid an exag- 
gerated statement of population is to adopt the method indicated by 
the bill. I trust that theamendment jast offered will not be agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desireto ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
there is any definite information as to what this bill will cost. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The report shows that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Theexperience of the Department furnishes a pretty 
good guide in making an estimate. 

A MemBerk. What is the estimate? 

Mr. BURROWS. The estimated expense to be incurred under this 
bill is $115,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, and debate has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave a further amendment. I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘and,’’ in the eighteenth line, and insert the word *‘or.’’ 
I think if that is done the object of the gentleman from Illinois will be 
accomplished. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to suggest that there are two amendments 
pending at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Consequently a third amendment would not be in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer it in the way of a substitute, or rather I 
make a motion to amend the text which is proposed to be stricken out, 
and suggest to the geatleman from Illinois that the words “according 
to the last general census taken by authority of State or United States 
law ’’ had better be allowed to stand, and insert after the word “‘law’’ 
‘or a census duly taken under authority of such city, village, or bor- 
ough.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. L accept the suggestion and will so modify the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest, therefore, that the gentleman 
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withdraw his motion to strike out the seventeenth and eighteenth | 
and substitute what I have suggested after the word “‘law.’’ 


Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I accept that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest that this is not a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the amendment, as the Chair understa: 
has been withdrawn and presented in form as now modified. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the amendment had been debated and it cay 
not be withdrawn without consent. 

TheCHAIRMAN. There was no objection, as the Chair understo 
to the modification. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now offer the amendment which I have 
gested as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, strike ont the word “and” and insert the word “or;"’ sot 
will read: 

“According to the last general census taken by authority of State or U 
— law, or at which place the post-office produced a gross postal reve: 

ce. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be heard on the amendment and the 
substitute. 

I sincerely hope this House will not adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. This systemand every other system that in 
volves an expenditure of the people’s money ought to rest upon a solid 
and stable fonndation, and we all know how unreliable these census 
«eturns are which are taken simply by the authorities of a city or vi!- 
lage. 5 

I know, sir, of a city within the State of Missouri where a census 
was taken for a purpose that exhibited a population of 4,500 people 
while by the Federal census the city had a population of only 3,00) 
and there was no growing business or population which would indicate 
that there had been an increase of 1,500 people in five years. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment or substitute of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will not prevail, for the reason 
that it involves an expenditure from the public Treasury that this House 
can not now afford to make. Iam, sir, an earnest advocate of this {ree 
delivery system. It was organized on the Ist day of July, 1863, and 
up to the Ist of July of the present year, twenty-three years, only one 
hundred and cighty cities of the United States had been brought within 
its provisions. This bill proposes to extend that system to forty-three 
additional cities in one year, which, in my opinion, is progress su{i- 
cient for this Congress to make. If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa be adopted it extends the system to one hundred and ten 
other cities at an expenditure to the people of $330,000. 

Now, while I most heartily favor the system I am not at this session 
willing to go to that limit in its behalf. Let us passthis bill. Let us 
go to the limit of forty-three cities, and in the next year if thought 
best we can extend it still further and take in the remainder of the 
one hundred and ten cities covered by the substitute of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HerBuRn]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know—the Chair has now in possession 
the amendment of the gentleman frem Iowa—if in the opinion of tlic 
Chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not completed my inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee submitted an amendment to t)) 
first section, to which the gentleman from Illinois on the left offered 
a further amendment, and afterward modified it on the suggestion 0! 
the gentleman from Indiana on the right. The gentleman from Iowa 
offered an amendment as a substitute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Which is no substitute at all. I desire to make m) 
parliamentary inquiry, which I had not finished. On examination 0! 
the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa it does not relate to (! 
amendment pending, and it could not be, as a matter of course, a 
stitute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis evident the chairman of the Committe: 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads has not examined the amendment, 0 
he would not make that statement. It does refer to the amendme' 

Mr. BLOUNT. It relates to another subject, and I hold it is not in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of or: 

inst it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do make it; I have already made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That it is not in order as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman 1101 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. I am in favor of the bill and shall votc 
it in any shape; but, if 1 understand, under the present system t! 
ternative is so much ion or so much receipts? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The present law is 20,000 population or tw: 





thousand revenue. This bill provides for 10,000 population an’ (4 


thousand revenue. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Now, then, when wecome down in population w')) 
should we not have an alternative of receipts? 
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Mr.DOCKERY. Forthe reason that that involves an expenditure of 
$45,000. 
’ Mr. FELTON. That is in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, | 
is it not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The establishment of offices everywhere in cities | 
with a population below 50,000 is within his discretion: What is now 
proposed involves an expenditure that I feel we are not warranted in | 
making. I am willing to give the free-delivery system to cities having | 
a population of 10,000 which produce $10,000 revenue. 

Mr. CANNON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word of the substi- | 
tute. 

A Member. There is only one word in it. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to strike out the last letter of the sub- 
stitute. 

| want to talk a minute about the effect of this bill. I am for an | 


amendment of the law touching free-delivery cities. I have sat here 
year after year and seen this law amended from time to time and have 


seen the cities that had the population prescribed by the law get the 
free delivery that did not deserve it one-half as much other cities with | 
less population, that yielded double the revenue, until I got tired of 
that kind of thing. 
I undertake to say the best proof that a city needs the free-delivery 
system is the amount of revenue it produces. If you take this list of 
offices you find some cities of 13,000 or 14,000 people producing far less 
revenue than other cities of 7,000 or 8,000. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has said if you include cities with 10,000 inhabitants or $10,000 
gross revenue you will make the service cost $400,000 more instead of 
about half or less than half that amount according to the system pro- 
vided in this bill. Suppose itdoes? Youare but doing simple justice 
to all the people and all the cities of this country. 
If you adopt this law giving the free-delivery system to cities of 
10,000 populationand producing $10,000 gross revenue you cut out one | 
hundred and ten cities of the United States that ought to have this 
service with less than 10,000 population, most of them needing the | 
service more than many cities that would get it under this law. Let 
me call your attention to two er three cases. 

Here is the city of Alexandria, containing at the last census 13,600 
population, and producing $12,000 gross revenue. Now turn to my 
own city of Danville, lil, with 7,700 population in 1880, and produc- 
ing nearly $15,000 of gross revenue. ‘Then drop down to Freeport, I1l., 
with 8,000 population in 1880 and producing $19,500 of gross postal | 
revenue. 

And so it runs to the cities in Kansas, in Ohio, in Indiana, and in | 
California. If gentlemen will take this list they will find it runs all | 
over the United States. Now, where isthe propriety of taking the city 
of Freeport, Ill., producing a gross revenue of $19,500, and because it 
only had 8,000 pgpulation in 1880 saying it shall not have a free-de- 
livery service, while Alexandria—it is true two hundred years old— | 
with a population of 13,000 and barely $10,000 of gross revenue, re- 
ceives the service free. 

I want to see this bill amended so as to give this service to every city | 
with 10,000 population or producing $10,000 gross revenue, and I am | 
going to offer that amendment if somebody else does not, so as to test 
the sense of the committee. 

Mr. MILLARD. Idesire to say a single word as to this bill. I | 
think there is a misunderstanding on the part of some members of the | 
committee as to what the bill really is. 
Under existing law this service must be established in cities of 
50,000 inhabitants and it may be established in incorporated cities or 
villages of 20,000 inhabitants and also in places where the postal rev- 
enue is $20,000. 
Mr. McKINLEY. But both are not required. 
Mr. MILLARD. Both are not required in the existing law. 
this bill goes a step further, and says you can establish the service in 
incorporated vi or cities with a population of 10,000 where the 
Tevenue produced is $10,000. 
This thatter has been carefully considered by the present Postmaster- 
General and the First Assistant Postmaster-General. It was carefully 
considered and investigated by the last Postmaster-General; and they 
both recommend just such a bill as we have before us to-night. Now, 
supposing you adopt the amendment offered. Here we will say is a 


townor borough which extends over 10 miles of territory and that town | 
or borough has the requisite population to entitle it to this service; but | 
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| now move to strike out, in line 18, the words 


| and insert the words ‘‘ or at any place where.’’ 
j 


by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], it will increase the 


| expenditure by $300,000 and make it almost impossible to establish 


the service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to correct my own 
statement I will say that instead of extending the service to one hun- 
dred and ten it extends it to one hundred and twenty-two cities, and 
makes the total increased cost resulting from the amendment $366,000; 
which, with the amount carried by the bill, $115,000, makes the total 
cost $481,000 
ture? 

Mr. MILLARD. know that my friend from Illinois { Mr. CaAN- 
NON } desires to be right on every occasion, I am very confident that if 
he will examine the bill carefully he will come to the conclusion that 
this is the best bill that can be presented under our present circum 
stances. 

Mr. CANNON. I have examined the question carefully in years 
gone by, and I have always found that cities in the older parts of the 
country get the free delivery, though needing it less than the younger 
and more progressive cities in the West which yield more revenue. 

Mr. MILLARD. LI yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Buck]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, in that one minute I wish to say that 
in my opinion to make the gross revenue the standard to regulate the 
giving of this privilege would be an unwise step. Because you have 
a large amount of gross receipts at a certain post-office it does not nec- 
essarily follow that by giving that office free-delivery service you would 
accommodate the greatest number of people. In my own city of Hart- 
ford I have no doubt that three-fourths of the annual revenue comes 
from a few firms and corporations whose offices are located within 30 
rods of the post-office, but the free-delivery system is more for the benefit 
of citizens generally who live in more remote parts of the city and who 
can not afford to have letter-carriers of their own as many of the corpora 
tions do. I would be glad to vote for the free delivery in the city of 
Danville, Ill., or in any other place where it seems to be required, but 
I do say that it is a mistake to argue that because an office has a large 
revenue therefore it should have the free-delivery system 

Mr: BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is ended on this amendment 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move tostrike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out the last two words 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I move to amend so as to require 12,- 
000 population instead of 10,000, Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentis notin order. The Chair has 
already stated that there are two amendments pending. The Chair 
understands the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON | to withdraw 
his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. lIask unanimous consent to perfect that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I renew the pro forma amendment withdrawn by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from lowa 
{[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


Is the House willing to vote this enormous expendi- 


As | 





All right. 
In lieu of the amendment that I have offered I 
**and at which place,’’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 


But | by the gentleman from Illinois onthe left [Mr. PLUMB] to the amend- 
| ment of the committee. 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. HOLMAN. ILask that the amendment be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 11, noes 91. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


that debate on this paragraph and the amendments thereto be closed in 
| ten minutes. 


No, no. 
I move that the committee rise. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery ] 


Several MEMBERS. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


you require two dozen carriers to carry the mail over the territory of | asks unanimous consent that all debute upon this section and amend- 
10 miles. Therefore we say this bill comes squarely within what is | ments be closed in ten minutes. 


recommended by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CANNON. But all the time there runs the discretion on the 
part of the Postmaster-General not to put the service over a territory 
of 10 miles square. But you propose to deprive him of his discretion 


= an fast-growing Western cities and villages unless they have the 
Mr. MILLARD. In reply to that Iwant to say that under the pres- 


ent law we have one hundred and seventy-eight letter-carrier offices. 


Mr. FELTON. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 


I object. 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to know whether the amendment that I 
have offered is now pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, and will be put to the House at the proper 
time. 

The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise, it 


This bill will extend the service to forty-three more offices at an ex- | was agreed to. 


Pense of $115,000, but if we adopt the amendment, as has been stated 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
>, i a 
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the chair, Mr. Harcn reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7536) to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the farther 
consideration of House bill No. 7536; and pending that motion I move 
that all debate on the paragraph last under consideration in Committee 
of the Whole and all amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman had better make the time a little 
longer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment, and to be 
heard five minutes upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee has a number of bills to bring before 
the House and only a limited time this evening in which to do it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move toamend the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] by striking out ‘‘ten minutes’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ thirty minutes.’’ 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. HEPBURN). Say twenty minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I modify my motion so as to name twenty min- 
utes instead of ten, as proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN it was 
notagreed to; there being—ayes 40, noes 58. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. DocKERY to limit de- 
bate to ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. Does that cover only pending amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. All amendments pending or which may be offered 
under the rules. 

The motion of Mr. DocKERY to limit debate was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. DocKrry that the 
House again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, it was agreed 
to 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee.of the Whole 
(Mr. HatcnH in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7536) to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office De- 
partment, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the section now under consider- 
ation and all amendments thereto has been limited by order of the 
House to ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I offer an amendment to be pending, and 
I wish to be heard upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “ten” and insert “ fifteen,” so as to read ‘‘a population 
of not Jess than 15,000,” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point that the amendment just read is 
not in order at this time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is simply read as part of my remarks, 
that it may be pending when the proper time comes. 

Mr. Chairman, I have found myself unable to agree with the major- 
ity of my colleagues on the committee as to the propriety of this bill. 
Whenever the people of a town or city find it economical to employ a 
carrier for themselves, instead of each family or each business man go- 
ing or sending to the common post-office for mail matter it would be 
good economy, probably, for the Government under such circumstances 
to establish a public letter-carrier system. I think that is the rule 
which ought to govern. I am not at all certain, however, that it would 
be good economy for the’citizens of.a town of 10,000 populationfto em- 
ploy at their own expense, if they were authorized to do so, a public 
letter-carrier, or perhaps two or three such carriers, 

But that is not the principal reason which will govern my vote on 
this bill. We have been reducing the revenues of the Post-Office De- 
partment right along by reducing the postage on letters and newspapers 
and by other means until we find the annual revenues falling short of 
the expenses by something near $5,000,000. Iam therefore opposed 
to increasing the expenses of the Post-Office De ent in any direc- 
tion whatever, unless that expense be provided for by an increase in 
the postal revenues in some way so that we shall not be obliged to tax 
the whole people in order to supply deficiencies incurred in affording 
accommodations in which, as in this case, only a few of the whole people 
are concerned. If this bill could be accompanied with some provision 
increasing the general revenues of the Post-Office Department by an 
increase in the postage on some classes of matter upon which I think it 
is now quite too low I should not object to the measure. But under 
present circumstances I think that if we extend this letter-carrier system 
to towns or cities of 15,000 population we are going quite far enough. 
We must provide for this expenditure in some way out of the general 
Treasury, because it is certain that the postal revenues this year will 
—_ fall short of the expenses of the Department by several million 
dollars, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman’s proposition reaches to only one 
town. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The Postmaster-General has now author- 
ity under the law to extend the free-delivery system to cities not al- 
ready provided with it. But I state the principle which gov- 
erns me. I am not willing to increase the expense of the Post- 


Department when that expense must be provided out of the genera) 
Treasury instead of heing provided by the postal revenues of the country. 
If you will make provision for the expense out of the postal revenues, 
I will not object to the bill or vote against it. At the proper time | 
wish to have my amendment voted on. 

Mr. MORRISON. Is there any town or city of 10,000 inhabitants 
where the revenues do not pay more than the expenses? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The revenues of such offices very likely 
do pay, but not including free delivery. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We can not separate cities or towns of 
10,000 and count their revenues alone and say they pay. You have to 
take these in connection with the whole service. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Will the gentleman yield to me for one question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. If you propose to make your basis population with- 
out reference to revenue of cities ——— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Fifteen thousand population and $10,000 
revenue. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. If you make the basis 15,000 population and if you 
say ten thousand postal revenue, there must be a population of 15,000 
no matter what the postal revenue may be. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ten thousand dollars is the amount of the 
postal revenue. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, among the early days of this ses- 
sion.of this Congress I introduced a bill covering in language exactly 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PLuMB]. In the 
wisdom of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads it was de- 
termined the basis of the extension of the letter-carrier service should 
be to cities of 10,000 population and $10,000 revenue. Iam free to say, 
while I did not or do not fully agree with that proposition, so willing 
am I that general postal facilities should be extended to the people of 
the country, I accept it as a step in the direction of wise legislation. 

However, in view of the amendment of the gentleman from I]linois, 
I desire to state that I believe it would be in the interest of the body 
of the people in what we might call the smaller cities, if the facilities 
of letter-carrier service could be extended to them, making the basis 
the same as is now the Jaw to-day. The statute reads simply that the 

Postmaster-General may extend the letter-carrier service to cities con- 
taining a population of 20,000 or having a gross revenue of $20,000. 

I would rather, when we are making a step to convenience the pco- 
ple, extend the limitation and amend the statute, which is as it has 
been. There I accord with the gentleman from Illinois when I state 
I believe I would have this enactment put in to read 10,000 population 
or $10,000 of gross revenue. 

Itis nota question, to my mind, whether the Post-Office Depart- 
ment pays or not. This whole letter-carrier service renders $1,290, 000 
clean, clear profit to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr WARNER, of Ohio. In how many cities does free delivery pay? 

Mr. BINGHAM. And in that number, I say it with pride, my own 
city contributesa largeamount. In that number not more than twelve 
cities pay what is called local-delivery work or letter-carrier service. 

But I do not propose to enter into a general discussion of what does 
or what does not pay in the Post-Office Department. I ask the man 
of the West and the man of the South, long distances from the great 
central thoroughfares of the North, what makes your deficiency of 
$5,000,000? Itis not the letter-carrier service, but the convenience of 
what is called second-class newspaper matter and what is called fourth- 
class merchandisematter. Your first and third class matter contributes 
largely to the service. You do that which the people require when 
you build up what is called home correspondence. 

In the great cities, where this revenue of $1,290,000 comes to the 
Post-Office Department as a net profit, it does not come from mai! mat- 
ter sent from San Francisco to Philadelphia or New York; that is car- 
ried gratuitously; it is all carried without charge; but this great reve- 
nue is made up of your letter to your friend within the confines and 
the limits of the city wherein it is delivered. That is the*source of 
this revenue. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that inasmuch as the re- 
marks of the two gentlemen who have just addressed the House have 
been in opposition to the bill and consumed all of the time allowed for 
debate the chairman of the committee be allowed five minutes in reply. 

Mr. CANNON. I will consentif you will extend the same courtesy 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will not ask consent for debate if further time 's 
asked on the other side. Gentlemen have consumed all of the time oD 
that side already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendmen! 
submitted by the committee to the first section. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thecommittee’s amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is nottheamendmentof the gentleman from lowa 

the pending amendment? 


— —_— _ — - 


1886. 


The CHAIRMAN. That offered by the gentleman from Illinois on 
the left (Mr. PLUMB], as modified by the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN],was voted down. There is an amendment 
now in the nature of a substitute for that amendment, offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa, pending. The first section, however, has an 
amendment submitted by the committee, which the Clerk will read. 

The amendment of the committee was again read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If this amendment is adopted will this section be 
still subject to further amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments to the text will be in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But will not the amendment to the text offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa be first in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. - If it isan amendment to the text. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iso understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that it was a substitute 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was offered as a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois; but as the Chair held it to be not in order 
as an amendment at that time, as there were two amendments pend- 
ing. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois having been voted 
down, I offered mine as an amendment to that submitted by the com- 
mittee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Upon thatstatementof the gentleman from Iowa 
the Chair will submit that amendment to a vote. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18 strike out the words “and at which place” and insert “or at any 
place where ;” so that it will read, if adopted : 
“According to the last general census taken by authority of State or United 


States law, or at any place where the post-office produced a gross postal revenue 
for the preceding fiscai year of not less than $10,000.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 51, r o¢s 








Mr. LOUTTIT and Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; if that is the issae—— 
Mr. BLOUNT. That will block the business for the rest of the even- 


ing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from California can make the point 
ofno quorum. I believe there is a town in his own district which isa 
beneficiary of this bill. ; 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Yes, sir; [have atown in my district of 10,000 pop- 
ulation which turns in a net revenue of $14,000 every year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Lourtit and Mr. DocKERY were appointed tellers. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, | 


noes 74. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. I withdraw the demand for a quorum. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [I insist upon the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The tellers again reported—ayes 43, noes 74. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. I renewit. - , 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
in order at this stage to move that the committee rise ? 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not inorder. Thecommittee is 
dividing, and the point of order has been madethat no quorum is pres- 
ent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the regular order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the call of the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names : 


Is it 


Adams, J.J. Catchings, Gay, Jackson, 
Aiken, Clardy, Geddes, James, 
Allen, C. H. Clements, Gibson, Eustace Johnson, F. A. 
Anderson, C. M. Cobb, Gilfillan, Jones, J.T. 
Anderson, J. A. Collins, Glass, Kelley, 
Arnot, Compton, Glover, King, 
Atkinson, Cooper, Goff, Kleiner, 
er, Cowles, Green, W.J. Laffoon, 
Rallentine, Curtin, Grosvenor, Laird, 
Barbour, Daniel, Grout, Landes, 
Barksdale, Dargan, Hale, Lawler, 
Karnes, Davenport, Hammond, Le Fevre, 
Beach, Davis, Hanback, Libbey, 
Belmont, Dawson, Harmer, Lattle, 
Bennett, Dorsey, Hayden, Lovering, 
Blanchard, Semaine y, Heard Lowry, 
Bland, Dowdney, Hemphill, Mahoney, 
Boyle, Dunham, Henderson,D.B. Markham, 
Browne, T. M Dunn, Henley, Martin, 
Brown, C. E. me, Hewitt, ' Maybury, 
Brumm, Elisberry, Hill, McCreary, 
Bunnell, Ely, Hires, Miller, 
Findlay, Hiscock, Mitchell, 
. Fisher, Hitt, Morrill, 
Campbell,Felix Foran, Holmes, Morrow, 
€ I.E. Ford, Houk, Muller, 
c e Frederick, Hudd, Negley, 
Caswell, Gallinger, Irion, Nelson, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


781 


Norwood, Riggs, Steele, Van Schaick, 


O'Donnell, Robertson Stephenson Wadsworth, 
O'Hara, Rogers, Stewart, J. W. Waite, 
O’ Neill, Charles Rowell, Stone, E. F. Ward, J. 
Outhwaite, Ryan, Stone, W.J., Ky. Warner, William 
Parker, Sadler Storm, Weaver, A. J. 
Payne, Sawyer, Strait. Weber, 

| Payson, Seranton, Struble, Whiting, 
Perkins, Seney, Swinburne Wilkins, 
Phelps, Sessions Symes, Willis, 
Pideock, Shaw, Taylor, E. B Wilson, 
Pindar, Singleton Thomas, J. R Wise, 
Ranney, Smalls, rhomas, 0. B Wolford, 
Reid, J. W. Sowden Throckmorton, Woodburn, 
Reese, Spooner rillman, Worthington. 

| Rice, Spriggs rrige, 


| The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7536) and 
finding itself without a quorum he had directed the roll to be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. It appears from the roll-call that there are present 
146 members—not a quorum. The Chair will cause the names of the 
absentees to be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. SKINNER. My colleagues from North Carolina, Mr. COWLES 
and Mr. BENNETT, are detained at their rooms by sickness. 

The SPEAKER. This is not the time for receiving excuses. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
sy Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of George W. Marlar, of Tishomingo 
| County, Mississippi, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of 
| Claims—to the Committee cn War Claims. 
| By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of A. M. Hunt and 276 others—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Paper in the case of Joel Cross, of 
| County, Georgia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 
ty Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of John Williams, dependent 
| father, asking for pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. IRION: Papers in the claim of John Kelley, of Alleghany 

County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

' By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Eastland County, Texas, 
for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition asking arrears of pension for William S. 

Staley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, petition of A. S. Galvin, late postmaster at Jamestown, Ohio, 
praying reimbursement for lost postal notes— to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, in favor of Senate bill 2157—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Isaac Kitterman, to 
accompany bill granting pension to Isaac Kitterman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of S. J. Burnett, favoring 
Senate bill 1886 and Mexican pension bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Anna B. Kerr, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
| 
| 


Dade 


i 


to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. C. M. ANDERSON: Petition of John J. Hanrock and 350 
others and of J. H. Root and 69 others, citizens of fourth Congressional 
district of Ohio. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of R. R. Brown and others, citizens 
of the seventh district of Mississippi. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of W. T. Douglas and 72 others and of 
William Hendrie and 77 others, citizens of twenty-third Congressional 

| district Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of George G. Kleok and 24 others and 
of Frank Green and 111 others, citizens of first Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Hugo Frank and 70 others and of William 
Schroeder and 24 others, citizens of the fifth district of New York. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Andrew Leary and 241 others; of W. 








ct RPT IE AT 


6: CR ESE EEE rr? 


if 
: 
Aa 
ay 
7, 
+ 


, PILE eer EES A 





7182 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 20, 








©. Lee and 110 others; and of Joseph Straub and 66 others, citizens| The resolutions were read, ordered to be printed, and referred to tho 


of the fourteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of James Geiser and 108 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of A. Linkeand 28 others, and of J. 
E. Borens and 26 others, and of A. A. House and 58 others, citizens of 
seventh Congressional district of Michigan. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Stanley Kliendest and 20 others, 
of Allen Buskirk and 88 others, and of V. E. Dennis and 120 others, 
citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Michigan. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of John Brown and 33 others and of W. 
E. Smith and 500 others, citizens of the tenth Congressional districtof 
Michigan. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of John Scott and 60 others and of Orin 
H. Byran and 45 others, citizens of the twenty-sixth Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of W. A. Johnson and 82 others, of R. Dean 
and 300 others, and of John Griffen and 74 others, citizens of the first 
Congressional district of Iowa. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of G. H. Shelp and 184 others, citizens of 
Rockford, Il. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of C. B. Robt and 111 others and of L. 
8. Drane and 74 others, citizens of fifth Congressional district, Diinois. 

By Mr. HUTTON: Petition of Bernent Hayner and 21 others, of 
John C. Egley and 52 others, of W. O. Kreigler and 40 others, and of 
Thomas M. R. Riffle and 10 others, citizens of seventh Congressional 
district of Missouri. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of F. B. Moore and 13 others, of J. 
vy. Harris and 73 others, of William Boon and ~6 others, of James D. 
Danes and 65 others, of A. J. Sessions and 39 others, of J. B. McBain 
nad 75 others, of C. H. Bernotzand 128 others, and of Henry Craig and 
28 others, citizens of the third district of Texas. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Ed. Dortch and 22 others, of George R 
Buck and 81 others, of W. F. Petty and 102 others, and of B. F. Dew- 
sitt and 54 others, citizens of eleventh Congressional district of Texas. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of William Allen and 38 others, of J. L. 
Hansan and 41 others, and of James Hayes and 52 others, citizens of 
first Congressional district of Delaware. 

By Mr. MARTIN. Petition of J. P. Lynch and 105 others, and of 
7 — Bernes and 35 others, citizens of sixth Congressional district of 

abama. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of W. S. Frantz and 65 others, and of 
L. S. Harbaugh and 44 others, citizens of the twenty-second district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of John Brand and 25 others, and of 
= H. Stiles and 48 others, citizens of first Congressional district of Rhode 

sland. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of James Sanford and others, citizens 
of the thirteenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of L. C. Buckland and 
others, citizens of Houston, Tex. 

By Mr. TARNSEY: Petition of John A. Cotter and 19 others, of J. 
K, Fredericks and 96 others, of O. C. King and 21 others, and of W. 
H. Baker and 72 others, citizens of eighth Congressional district of Mich- 
igan. 

By Mr. J. H. WARD: Petition of George G. Mains and 82 others 
and of George Nelson and 22 others, citizens of the third district of Illi- 
nois, 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of 88 citizens of Independence, Mo. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 20, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry B. Cnapry, D. D., of New York, secretary 
of the United States Evangelical Alliance. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that an appropriation 
be made in the sundry civil bill for the construction of a supply steamer 
and tender for the fourth light-house district, a light-ship to be 
off Ram Island Reef, Long Island Sound, and a light-ship to be placed 
off Grosse Point, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan, authorized by House bill 
No. 2627; which, together with the accompanying papers, was 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a preamble and 
resolutions adopted by the constitutional convention of Dakota, in ses- 
sion at Sioux Falls July 13, 1886, favoring the admission of South Da- 
kota into the Union and the organization of a Territorial form of gov- 
ernment for North Dakota. The resolutions will be read. 













Committee on Territories, as follows: 


Sioux Faris, Dax., July 14, 183 
Sin: I have the honor herewith to transmit to you certain resolutions pass. 


this day by the constitutional convention reassembled as by previous ord« 
the convention. 


I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
A. J. EDGERTON, 
President of the Constitutional Convent \o 
Tothe PREsipEnt of the Uniled States Senate, c 
WwW ,aa Ss 


Preamble and resolutions unanimously adopted by the constitutional con, 


tion for (South) Dakota, in session at Sioux Falls, on July 13, 1886. 
Whereas a fundamental principle of our system of government, both | 


eral and State, is the right and capacity of the people for self-government ; 


Whereas under the Federal Constitution the Territorial organization w»- 


signed only as a temporary and provisional government to prepare the 0. 
t 


ing dominion of the United States for admission to the Union as States o: 
equal footing with the original States; 

Whereas under any and every proper test South Dakota has largely o1: 
grown the Territorial condition and by right her people are now entitled (.: 
management of their domestic affairs, to relief from burdensome taxation {., | 
support of her public schools,now maintained by direct levy upon her ini. 
tries, to a more complete and efficient judiciary system, and generally to th 
session and exercise of the right of citizenship enjoyed by every other peo; 
the United States. with like qualifications ; 

Whereas the e of that portion of Dakota Territory lying south of | 
forty-sixth parallel, having adopted the constitution framed by this conven 
and having proceeded bouncer lawfully to establish a provisional State ..\ 
ernment, the active powers of which are held in abeyance; and 

Whereas the early adjournment of Congress holding out no promise of a 
legisiation favorable to the admission of the State of (South) Dakota as esta) 
lished by her people, or to the division of Dakota, so urgently demanded by th» 
people of the entire Territory : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we, the members of the constitutional convention for || 
State of (South) Dakota, do most solemnly reaffirm the doctrines and princi; |: 
enunciated in the bill of rights of the constitution framed by this convent 
and declare it to be the unalterable wiil of the people of South Dakota, for wliom 
we are delegated to speak and act, that the State of Dakota, unestablished, a1: 
awaiting admission into the Union at the hands of Congress, should he so 1: 
ognized and admitted asa State of the United States without further delay ; 41: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that the division of Dalia 
Territory, and the creation out of its vast agricultural area of two States of | 
Union, is imperatively demanded in the common interest alike of North and 
South Dakwta; and. 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the members of this convention a duc a: 
just regard for the well-known and oft-repeated wishes and petitions of the }« 
ple of the northern halfof the Territory should secure them in their right to | 
name of ** North Dakota,”’ and that Congress should give to that portion of t) 
Territory seen the admission of the State of (South) Dakota or upon the div). 
ion of the Territory the name of North Dakota; and 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished the President of (\ic 
United States, the President of the Senate of the United States, and the Speak 
of the House of Represeutatives. 

A true copy. 

JOHN CAIN, Secreiar: 


Mr. MILLER. Mr President, I hold in my hand a memorial of tiic 
Evangelical Alliance of the United States relating to the Chinese qu: 
tion, or rather to the troubles upon our western borders during t! 
past few months, in which great outrages have been perpetrated upo. 
Chinese who were legitimately within our borders. 

This memorial from the Evangelical Alliance of the United Stat: 
has been brought out by the fact that the branch of the Evangelic::' 
Alliance in China has forwarded to the alliance of the United States « 
letter setting forth that the outrages perpetrated upon the Chinese i: 
our country affect very injuriously Americans particularly, and al. 
Christians who are in China or otherwise connected with the cause 0: 
education there. 

In presenting this memorial, I may say that I present it thoroug)|y 
indorsing the sentiments contained in it. My position upon the im- 
portation of Chinese labor and of any other contract labor into this 
country is well known in this body. I have voted for the exclusion 0! 
Chinese laborers under the provisions of a treaty now existing wit! 
China, and I have voted for the exclusion of the importation of «|! 
labor under contract. That is my position. I believe it to be the co: 
rect position; but I hold that the Government of the United States is 
bound in honor toitselfand by its treaty obligations to China to sc 
that equal and exact justice is done to all the people of that race who 
are within our borders under the treaty and according to law; and i: 
has given me pleasure here this winter to be permitted to vote for an 
appropriation to make good to the Chinamen upon our western borders 
who were despoiled of their property by the illegal acts of men who 
although they were not citizens of the United States, yet were here 
under our protection and under our laws. 

Mr. President, I ask that this memorial and the accompanying !«'- 
ter from the Chinese branch of the Evangelical Alliance may be read 
at the desk. 

By unanimous consent the memorial and accompanying letter were 
read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows 
To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives 

in Congress assembled : 


The Evangelical Alliance of the United States respectfully shows to your ho! 
orable bodies that it embraces Christians of every name who rest their f0: 
upon the Bible; that its chief objects are the promotion of religious liberty ai! 
€0-0) in Christian work; that it is in harmonious correspondence w'''! 
similar alliances in Great Britain, France,Germany and various other col!- 
tries, including China; and that from the Chinese branch this body has rc- 
ceived the letter hezeto aes against the outrages and ma=sa- 
cres which have been perpetrated upon the Chinese resident on our Pacil> 
coast and in some of the interior States. 
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The American Alliance is asked to call the attention of our Government and | that acts of violence will with difficulty be restrained. Already in Canton the 
people to the thus done, to the scandal caused thereby to the American | names of Chinese who have been maltreated or killed in the United States are 
character, and to tendency of the said wrongs if not duly rebuked and | placarded day by day, and threats of reprisals have been made, The ill-feeling 
atoned for by the National or State Governments to prevent or impair, espe- | will increase and spread to other places unless the outrages are stopped. 
cially in the Chinese Eny confidence in the truths of Christianity, in the We beg you, therefore, in such ways as shall seem most effective, to bring these 








justice of the American ie, and in the fidelity of the Government to its { things before the people of the United States, using your influence also with the 
international obligations. . Government if necessary, and urge them by every motive of justice, honor, and 

This all responding to that appeal, submits to the favorable attention of | right, and by their regard fer the property and lives of their fellow countrymen 
Congress the of the Chinese branch, expressed in its own words and on | and the citizens of other Western nations resident in China, to put astop to such 
its own responsibility. wrongs. We beg you to use every effort to secure just and equal treatment for 


In further fulfillment of its own duties and responsibilities as representing | the Chinese in America, They are our fellow-men, let them be treatedas such, 
millions of loyal American citizens who hold to. the truths of Christianity as | Let those who trample on their rights or destroy their lives be punished accord- 
revealed in the o Bible, and who believe those truths to be the historic basis | ing to law and justice. Let ample indemnities be promptly paid. The United 
and only sure wark of our civil and re ous freedom, this alliance protests States and European Governments have demanded a received indemnities 
against the said wrongs (the repetition of which is threatened), as crimes which | from China for wrongs committed by her citizens ; it would ill become the United 
the National Government should treat as violations alike of humanity, Chris- | States when wrongs are committed within her jurisdiction against Chinese sub- 
tianity, and national faith, as tending to retard throughout the world the prog- | jects to shield herself by saying the local courts are open to them to sue for 
ress of Christianity and to endanger the reciprocal international rights and | damages. They are practically not open to them. Besides, the Government of 
safety of American citizens in the Chinese Empire. China can only deal with the Government of the United States. If she holds 

Rejecting the vain attempt to justify or extenuate these crimes on the ground | that Government responsible for the violence committed within her jurisdic- 
of jealousy of race, difference of religion, or rivalry,in the labor market, and | tion is it not just what England or France or Germany would do? 
looking beyond the reciprocal obligations of Gociieand the provocation to Whatever course the laws concerning Chinese immigration may take, let such 
retaliate which these crimes offer to the Chinese at home, to the whole duty of | Chinese as are permitted by law and treaty to live in the United States at least 
Congress in the premises, we respectfully ask your honorable bodies to view | be treated with the fairness and humanity which becomes an enlightened peo- 
this matter in the light of the fact engraven in our history and recorded in judi- | ple to exhibit. We most earnestly desire that those who go to Christian lands 
cial decisions that is a ~hristian country, and that its Constitution and laws | should see the light and feel the warmth of Christian love. 
were made by a Christian people. By the venerable custom of Congress in- HENRY BLODGET., 
herited by the fathers of the Republic from their colonial ancestors and rever- President China Branch Evangelical Alliance. 
ently continued by their descendants, your honorable bodies, the Senators and JOSEPH EDKINS, 
Representatives of the American people, are daily reminded that vou are legis- J. L. WHITING, 
lating for a Christian people ; and the prayers offered in the two Chambers are 
responded to throughout the length and breadth of the Republic, that by your s ane ee a se = 
endeavors peace and happiness, truth and justice, religion and piety may be Mr. SAULSBURY. I present a petition of M. F. Nickerson and 34 
ap nt yay Se ec other citizens of Delaware, praying for the passage of certain measures 
Eee aaa nen oe ake eee —— pending before Congress; a similar petition of William Allen and 38 
meet, providing for the reparation for the past and the security for the future other citizens of Delaware; also another petition of James Hayes and 
which under similar circumstances we should demand, and which shall befitour | 52 other citizens of Delaware on the same subject, and a petition of 

Patrick Haggerty and 24 other citizens of Delaware to the same effect 


character as a Christian people, enhance the dignity of republican institutions 
and advance the beneficent progress of Christian civilization. . . ane . : - 
I move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The alliance is encouraged to believe that these wrongs will receive the at- 

tention — ha in — i the ground ee by the aeanne in pie proc- 

lamation on the subject and in his message to Congress bearing upon the same, TTR é s 4s ° » Bieewen « 25 —" a 

and also from the favorable consideration which the indemnity bill hasalready Mr. I UGH presented the petssion of Henry Bernes and 35 othe —_ 
zens of the sixth Congressional district of Alabama and the petition 
of B. Edwards and 35 other citizens of the first Congressional district 
of Alabama, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the 


from both your honorable Houses. But the alliance is constrained to 

urge that the influence of such action as Congress may take will be greatly en- 
public land, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disburse- 
ment of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the 


hanced by its early consummation. 
All of which is respectfully submitted on the part of the Evangelical Alliance 
Committee on Finance. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I hold in my hand for presentation to 


of the United States. 
JOHN JAY, 
W. E. DODGE, 
MERRITT HULBURD, 
Committee of United States Evangelical Alliance. 
the Senate alarge number of petitions from different Congressional dis- 
stricts of Missouri, all of them I believe asking for the passage of the 
eight laws. I wish to make a statement in regard to these petitions, 
and I think it my duty to do so. 

These and similar petitions which have been received by the Senate— 
and I have presented a great many of them myself—come to me from 
Mr. Ralph Beaumont, ‘* chairman of the national legislative commit- 
tee of the Knights of Labor.’’ I have examined these petitions, and I 
find that I am not acquainted with any of the parties whose names 
purport to be signed to them, and I am very strongly of the opinion 
that the petitions have been prepared by one and the same person. I 
am confirmed rather in this opinion, and I think it is my duty to state 
it, because among these measures the passage of which is asked by this 
chairman of the national legislative committee of the Knights of La- 
bor is one for organizing a Territorial government in Oklahoma. | 
have had put in my hand a communication from the representatives of 
the Cherokee, Chickasaw, and Creek Nations—Chief Bushyhead, Mr. 
Porter, and John Chambers, of the Cherokee delegation; Pleasent Por- 
ter, of the Creek Nation; D. W. Bushyhead, principal chief of the 
Cherokee Nation—in which they call the attention of Mr. Powderly, 
who seems to be at the head of the Knights of Labor in the United 
States, to these petitions, and remonstrate against their being pre- 
sented to Congress as an invasion of the rights of the five civilized 
tribes. In response to that communication Mr. Powderly addressed 
these gentlemen the following letter: 


Secretaries 











New York, June 28, 1886. 


APPENDIX. 
Vetter from the Chinese branch of the Evangelical Alliance. 
‘ PEKIN, April 6, 1836. 
To the Secretary of the Evangelical Alliance in the United States of America. 

Dear Brorser: In view of the outrages recently committed upon the Chi- 
nese on the Pacific coast, and also in some of the interior States and Territories 
of the United States, wherein from many towns all the Chinese residents, with- 
out distinction of age, sex, occupation, or character, have been driven from their 
homes by threats and violence, with loss of property and life; and learning 
that continued threats of further violence and expulsion of the Chinese are 
openly made, being countenanced even by some who hold offices of public 
trust, we feel called upon in behalf of the China branch of the Evangelical! Al- 
liance to lift up our a such shameful and flagrant crimes, com- 
mitted against a quiet and y people, who had as much right to the posi- 
tions they occupied and protection in their lawful call as had those who 
have so unjustly and cruelly driven them away or taken ir lives. 

1. We protest against such treatment of the Chinese asin contravention of law 
and treaty stipulation. The Burlingame ente gensttes that the Chinese shall 
have the same privileges as to residence and as are granted to the citizens 
of the most favored nations. It is therefore the right of the Chinese to be treated 
with kindness and fairness, as are the citizens of other countries. Shall a people 
who boast of a conscientious regard for their word and for justice between man 
and man, and of their hatred of the oppression of the poor and weak by the rich 
and powerful, remain silent while such violent men disregard and break the 
— faith of the nation, and thus tarnish the fair name of their country, in 

hen as well as in all Christian lands? 

2. We protest such treatment of the Chinese as inconsistent with those 
principles of hospitality, and justice which belong to all mankind, and 
which, implanted in the natural conscience of all,are binding upon all. 
Still more are they exalted and enforced by the law of Christian charity. 

_3. We protest against such treatment as deleterious to the interesis of Chris- 
tianityin China. Several hundred citizens of the United States, representatives 
of the Christian churches in America, are as missionaries, seeking the 
conversion of the Chinese to the Christian faith. But how can the Chinese look 
with any favor upon a so which fails to restrain the people professing it 
from such inhumanity? w can they fail to contrast such conduct with the 
ae of their own which enjoin hunianity and kindness in the treat- 
ment of strangers from nations? If the Chinese do not read our Bible, 
they read our conduct and mark it carefully. The Roman Catholics are fore- 
most in mission work in China. What effect must it have u their missions 
when the Chinese read in their newspapers translations of paragraphs from 
American journals detailing the crimes committed against their people in the 
United States, and learn that the adherents of the Roman Catholic faith are fore- 


SCRANTON, PA., July 12, 1886 

Dear Sim: The petitions you speak of were never sanctioned by me and were 
never presented to the executive board @f the Knights of Labor. Youareright 
in what you say regarding the duty of members of the Knights of Labor. Itis 
not the intention or teaching of that order to rob any people of their lands. 

I have forwarded your communication to our agent at Washington with in- 
structions to look into the matter and act for the general order in the matter of 
adjusting this matter on the basis of justice. The address of the chairman of 
our committee is Ralph Beaumont, 204 Pennsylvania avenue, Washington, D. 
C. I would be pleased to have you meet with him for the purpose of explain- 
ing the whole affair. 

Assuring you that no steps will be taken by the general order of the Knights 


most in these ? After all they have suffered at home from Chris- | of Labor that will injure your people, I remain 

tian nations war and the opium traffic, if they now learn that their coun- Very truly yours, eae ee 

trymen abroad are chased out of Christian lands as if they defiled the very soil _T. V. POWDERLY 

by their what hope can there be of their conversion to Christianity ’ , 3 General Master Workman Knights of Labor. 
Although we eueaives inner well it is the want of Christianity that opens the | D. W. Busnymeap, Esq., aha . 

way for such wrongs, the Chinese people ean not be expected to make this dis- Principal Chief Cherokee Nation, Washington, D. C. 

tinction. The nataral course for them will be to look upon the treatment they = : 

receive in Christian lands as the proper fruit of Christianity. About the merits of this controversy or these statements I know 


4. We protest such violence and wrong as endangering the persons i it . : son i wart 
cad peOaan aE Remavlons and enopenn See ae. oe nothing, but I deem it my duty to state my impression in regard to 


pect Americans and to enjoy their present liberties, kind treatment, | these petitions. I express no opinion as to the merits of the legislation 
sd oftcal protection in China while Chinese in America are hunted down | which is demanded, but I have simply to say that I donot know any of 


a8 wild beasts? It is not in human nature not to resent such injuries and re- iti iti i rriting of one 
taliate i ee eter en eens Ee ~% these petitioners and the petitions seem to be in the handwriting of one 


ment that of nationalities will be made, but rather that a | 224 the same person. I present them to the Senate for such action as 
common hatred will spring up against all who bear the Christian name, and ' they may deem proper, together with this correspondence, which ought 
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in justice to the gentlemen who have corresponded with Mr. Powderly 
to be made public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions with the accompany- 
ing communications will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY. I present two petitions from citizens of Arkansas, 
praying for legislation of various kinds similar to those presented by 
the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Alabama. I move 
the reference of the petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL (for Mr. McPHERsON) presented the petition of John | 
L, Suess, brevet major United States volunteers, praying to be allowed 
an additional pension for the limited period of three years; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE OFFICIAL REGISTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the distribution of the Offi- 
cial Register of the United States, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

On motion of Mr. sI ANDERSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House 


of Representatives to said joint resolution, and agree to the conference asked 
for by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to | 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8738) to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and section 3363, as makes a distinction in the 
mode of packing and selling cut tobacco, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The joint resolution (H. Res. 181) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Southwestern 
Towaand Northwestern Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association, at Beth- 
any, Mo., and to the Tri-State Veterans’ Association of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Michigan, for reunion purposes, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. That committee has instructed me, in accordance 
with its well-established and oft-published action for the last two ses- 
sions of Congress, to report the joint resolution back to the Senate ad- 
versely and to recommend that it be indefinitely 

There are no tents, and there have been no Yenahe which could be 
loaned for any purpose. If the War Department is directed to loan 
these tents we must make an appropriation for their purchase, for with- 
out their purchase there can be none to loan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary Ann Dougherty, praying to be allowed a 
pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2868) 
granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; which was read twice by 
its title. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred t?:c 
bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Holloway, reported it witi- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to Ann Kinney; 

A bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. vias for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) to grant a pegsion to James Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F’. Salyers; 

A bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton ; and 

A petition (H. R. 8334) for the relief of Jacob Nix. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (HH. R. 6278) granting a pension to Margaret O’Connor, 
submitted an adverse report eeseeny which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

oan (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. De 


A bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas 8. Duvall; 

A bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; 

A bill (H. BR. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. 

A bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover. 

















| to print certain papers for that committee. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 2790) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee, reported ; 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re! rye, 
the following messages of the President of the United States vetoing 
certain bills, submitted reports thereon recommending the passage of the 
bills, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstan(ing 

A bill e . 1025) granting a pension to Jane Butler; 

A bill (S. 15845 for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (8. 1290) granting a pension David W. Hamilton; 

A bill (8. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck; 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahr; 

A bill (8. 789) granting a pension to John 8. Williams; 

A bill (8. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S. 327) grantigg a pension to James E. O'Shea; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 1199) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 

A bill (8. stags for the relief of John D. Ham; 

A bill (8S. 2186) granting a pension to Louis Melcher; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth =. be 
Krafft; and 

A bill (8. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit these reports by the direction of a majority 
of the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from theCommittee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2701) for the relief of Felix Marcinkowski, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bi] 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2682) granting a pension to Thomas W. Egan, re 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of Moses B. Walker, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the veto message of the President of the United 
States on the bill (H. R. 1059) granting a pension to Joseph Romise 
reported it back with the recommendation that the bill do pass, the 
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of <eser- 
tion from the record of Martin Murphy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the fortification appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask an order of the Senate to have printed 
the testimony taken by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
relative to the investigation ordered by a resolution of the Senate on 
the gas question in this city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky, from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, reports favorably a motion 
If there be no objection 
the order will be made. The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House farther i insisted upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all 
laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allow- 
ing entries for timber culture, the laws authorizing the sales of «lesert 
lands, and for other purposes; asked a further conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Cops, Mr. Stone of Missouri, and Mr. PAYSON manage! 
at the further conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the tollow- 
ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 0! 
the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5878) to amend the act entitled “An act to rd 
the postal money-order system, and for other purposes,’’ «ppr 
March 3, 1883; and 

_Joint resolution (H. Res. 118) relative to certain papers in the stat 
Department by error. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. “EVARTS and Mr. SEWELL submitted amendments iutcuded 
to be proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency 2))p" 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘“‘concurrent 0° 0!" 
resolutions ’’ the Calendar is in order. oe, 
Mr. CHACE. Iask unanimous consent to take up Senate bil) 200. 





0 


1886. 


—— 


Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? I have a telegram from 
the Interior Department which renders it necessary for me to ask unani- 
mous consent for the passage of a small bill which was reported yes- 
terday morning. 

Mr. CHACE. Can you not wait for me? 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 2600, which was read in full yesterday. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to take up the oleomargarine bill first, and 
then I will waive the consideration of that bill informally. 

Mr. CHACE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending, the request of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, the Senator from New York moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

The motion was agreed tu. 

DISTRICT POLICE REGULATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
oleomargarine bill the Senator from Rhode Island asks the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2600) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make police regulations for 
the government of said District. 

Mr. MILLER. This is brought up by unanimous consent, subject to 
objection, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending question being on 
the edema reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. MILLER. The amendment was read at length yesterday, and 
went over when an amendment to it was offered. It need not be read 
again. If the bill can be passed now without objection, let it be 
amended and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I proposean amendment to the bill. Beginning 
with line 11 of the proposed amendment reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, I move to strike out all down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘ day,’’ in line 14, as follows: 

Second. Concerning the observance of Sunday in the carrying on of business 
in the District of Columbia, to designate what places may be kept open or shall 
be closed on that day. 

Mr. CHACE. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move to add at the end of clause 7 of sec- 
tion 1— 

To regulate the keeping and running at large of dogs and fowls. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

INDIAN SCHOOL BUILDING. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill to which I alluded a moment ago is the bill 
(8. 2855) to authorize a change of location of a certain Indian school 
ee Washington Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
agks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. Is there objection ? . 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to the bill. I think, however, 
when it is disposed of I must ask the Senate to go om with the oleo- 
margarine bill. 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


_ Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to erect the school build to be furnished Tonasket and his people, un- 
der agreement made with him July 7, 1883, and ratified in the Indian appropri- 
ation act for the fiscal year 1884 (23 Stat., page — at some suitable place in what 
is called Antoine Valley, Washington Territory, instead of at Buonaparte Creek, 
as provided for in said agreement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES D. WOOD. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood. It is a House bill reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and it is all right. 

Mr. MIELER. If it leads to no discussion I shall not object. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay James D. Wood, late 
captain and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers in the war of the 
rebellion, $133.50 cents, being the value of a horse and equipments lost 
in action at the battle of Chancellorsville, as found by the Court of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others; 
and 

A bill (S. 2800) to aethorize the construction of bridges across the 
Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railway Com- 
pany. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HERBERT, 
Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. HARMER the managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the 
enlistment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘* general- 
service clerks,’’ and ‘‘ general-service messengers’’ in the Army. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8023) to give the assent of Congress to 
the construction ofa bridge by the municipalities of Menominee, Mich., 
and Marinette, Wis., over the Menominee River; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

BRIDGE AT SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 2589) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Yississippi River at 
Saint Louis, Mo. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the motion 
can not be entertained. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make a parliamentary inquiry, please. Under 
the rule under which we are proceeding now I can not move, as I under- 
stand, to take up the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill can only be taken up by 
unanimous consent, as another bill is pending. 

Mr. MILLER. The time will come, I suggest to the Senator, ina 
day or two when the Calendar will be in order. 

Mr. VEST. I give notice that as soon as I can make a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill I shall certainly do it. 


BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. LOGAN. The other day when the bill (S. 2516) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tenn., was reached on the Calendar I objected to its consideration, but 
since that time I am told by the Senator from Kansas and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. EVARTS], whose constituents are interested in 
the bill, that there will probably be some agreement about it. So I 
withdraw the objection I made in order to give those gentlemen an op- 
portunity of making whatever arrangement they can to take the bill 
up when it is reached, and that my objection may not obtain further 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place on the 
Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. EVARTS. I can hardly say that I concur in the bill, but Iun- 
derstand the point 

Mr. LOGAN. Ian not proposing that the Senator shall concur in 
the bill. Ido not mean that. I mean that I allow my objection to 
be withdrawn for the present, so that the Senator from New York, whose 
constituents are interested, and the other Senators who are interested, 
can make arrangements in reference to the bill, if they can agree. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now on the Calendar and 
is subject to motion at any time. The oleomargarine bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 





DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes, to report it with 
sundry amendments. I give notice that unless the sundry civil bill is 
called up to-morrow morning, I will seek to call this up. 


BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
oleomargarine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EVARTS. My friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], 
in accordance with a suggestion which he made near the adjournment 
last evening, has said he would now address the Senate, and I yield for 
that purpose. 
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Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, while the power of taxation conferred 
upon the Government of the United States by the Constitution is un- 
limited in its terms it is very clear to my mind that the Government 
of the United States has no right to collect more money by taxation 
than the amount necessary to an efficient and economical administra- 
tion of the Government. 

This necessary tax may be raised exclusively by a tariff upon im- 
ports, or it may be raised by an internal-revenue law, or the Govern- 
ment may, a8 at present, use both means of taxation to raise the amount 
actually necessary for the proper administration of the Government. 

lor almost half a century prior to the commencement of the late un- 
fortunate civil war our fathers collected the necessary revenue, not by 
internal taxation but by laws imposing a tariff upon imports. 

This, in my opinion, is the better mode of raising the necessary rev- 
enue, and this has been the judgment of the American people during 
the greater portion of the existence of the Government. 

The internal-revenue system has been used in emergencies, as in case 
of the war of 1812, when a system very similar to the system adopted 
during the late war was put into operation, but the law was repealed 
within about three years after the termination of the war. 

The present internal-revenue system was adopted on account of the 
necessities of the Government during the Jate war, and as a war meas- 
ure. In my opinion, it should have been discontinued before this time, 
and it should now be discontinued atthe earliest practicable period. I 
will not vote for the present bill, because it increases the classes of prop- 
erty made subject to the internal-revenue system. I will vote on all 
proper occasions where the vote is likely to availanything to repeal the 
internal-revenue system in whole, and if that can not be done, in part. 
I favor tariff legislation to raise the necessary revenue so adjusted as to 
protect American Iabor and foster American industry by discriminat- 
ing in favor of American productions and labor as against foreign pro- 
ductions and labor. In other words, I would raise the revenue byim- 
posing a tariff upon such imported articles as are raised in this country, 
so as to foster American industry and protect American labor while 
raising revenue for the support of the Government. And I would put 
upon the free-list, wherever the revenue could be spared, such articles 
as are raised abroad which can not be raised in this country. This 
much for the general and safe rule as I understand it on this question. 
Now a few words more as to the measure before theSenate. object 
of this bill seems to be to impose a tax on oleomargarine of 5 cents a 
pound for the purpose of protecting the butter which is the product of 
the dairy. 

But judging from all the publications with which members of Con- 
gress have been flooded for months past the true object is to tax oleo- 
margarineor butterineout of existence. Tencen caper pane was asked 
for. Five cents is in the bill as itcame from the Why should 
this be done? We are told that it is necessary to pass such a law in 
order to save the dairy interest from ruin, as that interest can not bear 
the competition of the oleomargarine. I will not undertake to discuss 
the question whether oleomargarine isa healthy article of food. Chem- 
ists and scientific men of ability and integrity have pronounced it so. 
By taxing it instead of exterminating it the Government recognizes it 
as a wholesome article of food. Then why attempt to tax it out of ex- 
istence? It is said it is necessary to pass the act to tax it for the pro- 
tection of the farming class, so as toraise the price of butter in the et. 
This will also raise the price of oleomargarine. The 5-cent tax im- 
posed upon it will be added to its present market price when it is offered 
for sale, and the dairymen will raise their butter in like proportion, or 
probably in much proportion. 

Now, Mr. President, what will be the effect of this? It is said it 
will be an act of justice, as it will protect the farming interests of this 
country. 

There are now, say, sixty millions of people in the United States. I 
think it has been stated here that there are fifteen thousand dairies or 
creameries, but suppose we say that there are four times that number, 
or sixty thousand persons or companies having creameries or 
butter for sale. That would be only 1 per cent., or one in every hun- 
dred, of the population of the country who would get the benefit of the 
protection under the bill. One person would benefit of the pro- 
tection, the other ninety and nine would have to bear the burden by 
paying the increased price for their butter. In other words, there isa 
vastly larger number of people in this country who buy butter = 
there is who sell butter. Now, Mr. President, notwithstanding th 
rules I have laid down, which I believe to be sae if there i Ganyens 
where I would vary from the rule to protect anybody it would be to 
protect the farming class of this country. But I can not violate a 
sound principle or a sound rule to protect a small fraction of the farm- 
ing class at the expense of the great body of that class; in other words, 
I can not violate a principle to protect one in a hundred of our fellow- 
citizens of that class at the expense of the remaining ninety and nine, 
who are also our fellow-citizens. This is very different from the pro- 
tection of our home labor and our home industries against labor 
and foreign industries, If this bill is passed, the creameries of this 
country, of which many proprietors may not be practical farmers, will 
get all the benefits of the act. It will protect the butter of the pro- 
prietors of the creameries, and if they are farmers, that number of 


farmers will receive the benefits of the act, but the farmers who rai«.. 
beef-cattle forsale will rezeive nv benefit from it. In fact, the eviden, 
shows that all farmers of that class will be injured to the extent of tw, 
to three dollars a head on their cattle, as the cattle will sell for tha: 
much more in the market on account of the use that can be made o; 
partof the animal by manufacturing it into eleomargarine, which woi:\ 
be of but little value for any other use. It will be no protection to t}. 
farmers who raise sheep, and it will be no protection to the farmers w}ho 
raise hogs. A hog would be worth less in the market if no portion o; 
his lard could be used as an ingredient in the manufacture of ole. 
margarine. 

The act will be no protectjon to the very large class of our farmers w)\, 
raise corn, wheat, rice, rye, oats, and barley for sale, and the class 0; 
farmers who raise beef-cattle, sheep, hogs, corn, wheat, rice, rye, oats, 
and barley is vastly larger than the small class who maintain cream. 
eries and make butter for sale. Then thisis not an act to protect th 
farmers as a class, but it is an act to protect a small class of farmers a: 
the expense of a vast number of farmers, to protect one farmer of t) 
creamery class at the expense of probably one hundred farmers who dy 
not belong to that class, but raise other productions for the market 
Mr. President, I have received a great many communications throug) 
the mail on this subject, and so far as I have been able to judge of them 
they came from a few interested parties, who are conducting large cream- 
eries, and who have combined their efforts to bringan immense pressure 
to bear upon the Congress of the United States to foster and protect thei: 
interest by a heavy tax on a wholesome article of food, to increase thei 
own gains at the expense of a vastly larger number of farmers. Th 
bill, then, as I understand it, is not a bill to protect the farming clas 
of this country as a class. If it were, I should tly sympathize 
with it, but it is a bill to protect a small fraction of the farmers of this 
country at the expense of the vast majority of them, and against all other 
classes of the population of this country who use the productions of the 
dairy, by an increase in the price of butter which benefits only those 
who make butter for sale, at the expense of all who use it. 

It is estimated that if this bill becomes a law it will yield a revenue 
of probably $10,000,000 or more to the Treasury of the United States 
which will be that much collected out of the honest working peop! 
of this country, and out of all classes of people who use butter or oleo 
margarine as food. The tax on the oleomargarine will raise the price 
of both butter and oleomargarine, antl the consumer will have to pa\ 
more for it than he now pays. It is a tax, as already stated, upon one 
American production for the benefit of another American production 
It taxes those who use oleomargarine manufactured of American m: 
terial, and by American labor, for the benefit of those who make buite 
for sale out of American material and by American labor. This is in 
violation of every known rule or practice adopted by the Governmen' 
in raising its revenues. If the additional .ten millions of revenue 
were n to the support of the Government there would be : 
better reason for the passage of the act. But it is not pretended tha! 
such is the case. 

We now have a surplus in the Treasury, and it is not pretended tha’ 
we need more revenue. Congress may in its wisdom take ten million, 
off of articles now taxed and put it on oleomargarine as a simple rev- 
enue measure, butit is not proposed todothat. There isno proposition 
now pending upon which any action is expected at this session of Con 
gress to reduce the present revenues of the Government. No more 
revenue is needed, and this is a simple proposition to increase the rev- 
enue say ten millions of dollars that is not needed, and all for the pu: 
pose of protecting one American industry against another. The cla-- 
in whose favor the discrimination is made is comparatively a small clas 
The class against whom thediscrimination is made is a very large clas; 
It is not the protection of American commodities or articles produce: 
by American labor as against foreign commodities produced by foreigu 
labor, but it is the protection of one class of American production ani 
labor to the detriment of another class of American production .0( 
labor. 

It is a discrimination between American productions and America: 
labor for the benefit of the few against the many. It is said that the 
oleomargarine is manufactured of such material and so colored that it 
is very difficult to distinguish it from butter, and that this close imit.- 
tion of butter operates as a fraud upon those who buy it, as it is often 
sold for butter. Iam willing to vote for stringent laws applicable \ 
the District of Columbia and the Territories, where Congress has jur-- 
diction of such questions, and I would like to see laws passed and «11 
forced in all the States to compel the manufacturers and venders of 0’ 
margarine to label it as such, so as to inform every purchaser of ‘! 
fact that it is such when he makes the ‘But I am not wi! 
ing to attempt to tax one wholesome article of food out of existen 
because it may sometimes be sold for another and different artic!« 
food. The proper remedy, in my opinion, is to compel the mant!. ' 
urer and vender of the imitation article to sell it for what it really: 
and not attempt to tax it out of existence. 

The same rule would apply to inferior butter which by the use 

matter appears to belong to the higher grade of butter, wh: 
in fact it is of the lower grade. It seems to me that he who by 2: 
ficial coloring of a very inferior article of butter sells it in the mark 
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for the finest article is as much guilty of fraud as he who colors oleo- | 
margarine in like manner and sells it for butter, when it is so close an | 


imitation that those who use it can not tell the difference. I should 
think there would be as much propriety in requiring the manufacturer 


and vender of inferior butter, which by the coloring appears to be the | 


superior quality, to label it as ‘‘Second class butter, colored,’’ as there 
would be in requiring the vender of oleomargarine to label it as such. 

The law against fraudulent imitations should, I think, be the same 
in both cases. 

For these and other reasons which I might mention I can not vote 
for this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the invention of thisnew substitute 
for butter is working a revolution. It is not one of the ordinary com- 
petitions of trade. It is a complete revolution. The new product is 
said to be nutritious and as good as butter. I suppose that it is, in 
most cases, at least, harmless; I suppose that in most cases it is nutri- 
tious. But the patents as recorded in the Patent Office are not agreea- 
ble reading. There is a great variety of them. There are chemicals 
used in the processes in many easesthat we certainly do not look upon 
with favor when we reflect upon their use in compounding a substance 
that is put on our tables to eat. As nearly as I can judge from the re- 
ports of various chemists, it is not less digestible and wholesome than 
butter tothe extent to which stearine is found in it in excess of the degree 
in which it is found in ordinary good butter. 

The be oe to make and sell this new substitute when it is honestly 
made y doubts, nobody denies. If the straightforward, honest 
manufacturer of it produces a wholesome article, nobody denies the right 
of manufacture, and we do not desire to suppress it. I know the de- 
mand is made in some places that legislation be such as absolutely to 
suppress the manufacture and sale. That is an unreasonable and ex- 
cessive demand to which Congress has no right to yield; it has no con- 
stitutional or moral right to so yield. 

As to the farther request that is made for the protection of the dairy 
interest, I respectfully beg leave to say that is not entitled to so much 
consi as some of our farming friends seem to think, because they 
must run the risk and bear the burden of an honorable competition in 
their business as all other manufacturers must. 

The true issue is to a considerable extent evaded in this discussion. 
Itis often misstated. Let us, for the sake of the argument, lay aside all 
consideration of the manufacturer of oleomargarine, all consideration 
of the dairymen. 

I hold that the rest of mankind, the remainder of the population, 
the 58,000,000 out of the 60,000,000, have a right to know what they 
are buying. You say the same applies to a great many other things, 
that it applies to coffee and sugar and spices, &c. So it does. But if 
this were not what I call it, a revolution, a most extraordinary and ex- 
ceptional case, I should not be in favor of legislation of this sort, and 
I confess that the pending propositions did not at first blush recom- 
mend themselves unreservedly. 

The manufacturer of oleomargarine sells it to the wholesale dealer. 
There is no deception or fraud there. The wholesale dealer buys for 
distribution to the retailers, knowing precisely what he buys. He is 
not overreached in the matter of price, because he goes from Mr. 
Armour to somebody else—from manufacturer to manufacturer—until 
he gets oleomargarine at a satisfactory price and of a satisfactory qual- 
ity. The retailer, the grocer who buys for retailing to the customer 
and consumer, is in no danger of being defrauded. He knows what 
he is buying from the wholesale dealer, and he can go directly past 
him, if he chooses, to the great manufacturer. He knows precisely 
what he is buying. 

Where, then, does the wrong come in? It is impossible to suppose 
that every grocer in the United States will sell oleomargarine for what 
it is. I hear of grocers who will not keep it at all. There are those 
who frankly tell their customers what itis. It is a painful thing to 
say, but fam afraid it is a fact, that a large proportion of those who buy 
it to sell at retail sell it as butter. 

The wrong comes in, then, not in the competition above the retailer 
and the consumer, but in the fraud committed upon the American citizen 
at him who is the final purchaser and the consumer. He 
has the righ 
of the argument in favor of this bill. The practical effect of this inven- 
tion is to offer a premium of 100 per cent. above the cost of the article— 
an enormous premium—tempting to dishonesty, and the inevitable effect 
of it is dishonesty. It is not a petty and contemptible fraud like that 
committed often as we suppose in markets to the extent of a penny or 
two a pound, but it is a fraud of 100 per cent. in the cost of the article, 

a universal fraud all over the country. 
_ I do not deny the right to make it and to sell it, but no man has a 
right to tell a lie. To make a profit of a lie is to swindle. 

If this article is really an honest article and a great benefit to the 
cou I think the manufacturer and consumer of oleomargarine ought 
to rej over thisbill. We require him to advertise; we seek to make 
the product perfectly familiar to every citizen of the nation. At pres- 
ent the manufacturer is not anxious to inform all people precisely what 
he is and precisely where the citizen can obtain it. He does 
not advertise that the best and purest and freshest oleomargarine is to 
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Nothing of the sort. You 
| do not hear men calling it as they do in the street ‘‘strawberries,"’ 
“fresh fish,’’ ‘“‘oranges’’—‘‘here is the latest and best oleomarga- 
rine.’’ 
| The man who carries the oleomargarine tomarket is as secret about 
itas possible, and he is very much offended if we require a sign to be set 
up in the grocery, ‘‘ oleomargarine sold here,’’ or if we require a label 
| to be put on each individual package, ‘‘oleomargarine’’ or *‘ butter- 
ine.’’ He differs from all the restof the dealersof the country. Now, 
| we simply compel him or attempt to compel him by this legislation to 
| advertise his business. 

The consumers are the victims; the men who purcha 
quantities for actual consumption are the victims 

I think this bill will have a tendency to reduce the price of oleomar 
garine to the poor who, we are told, are to be blest by its cheapness and 
its nutritious qualities. Against the bill itis argued that it interferes 
with the right of the poor to have a wholesome article of diet at a rea 
sonable price. I think it will work in the other direction. I think 
that, even after paying the 5cents tax, theodds are that the article will 
be offered more cheaply to the consumer than it is now. 

It is said that we are attempting to discourage an honest industry. 
I think not. But the discouraging effect of a tax is often recognized, 
is often welcomed, as a legitimate element of a tax. 

The power to tax is practically unlimited save by the common sense 
of the legislator and the judgment of the people back of him. It is 
one of the first requirements of the economist, in studying taxation, 
that it should be levied first of all upon articles, not of necessity, but 
articles of luxury, or articles whose use and consumption are of doubt- 
ful value, or, some say, positively pernicions—for example, whisky and 
tobacco. 

Outside of the actual producers themselves, among the great 
the people, I do not know who grumbles about the tax on whisky and 
tobacco. Those of us who smoke a cigar reflect that we pay perhaps 
the third of a cent or a trifle over one-third of a cent upon each cigar 
to the Government of the United States. Whocomplains? Would 
the tax of 90 cents a gallon—a tax of 300 per cent. on whisky and 
alcohol—be submitted to as cheerfully as it is now if it were laid upon 
some wholesome and altogether nutritious, useful, and honest article? 

The tax upon whisky is in reality too high. I say this nut with any 
sympathy for the manufacturer, but because any tax so high as to give 
a temptation to and provoke fraud, to afford a constant incentive to 
fraud and crime, isa tax too high. The judgment of this country 
would not permit a tax of 90 cents a gallon on whisky were it not 
for the moral sentiment that comes in there and colors the whole tra 
action. Whisky has no friend. They say let it be taxed, it is not a 
necessity for the poor man or the rich man, save to the comparatively 
limited extent to which it is needed as a medicine. 

We are told that State legislation should care for these matters. I 
confess that is a very strong argument to me. I wish it were possible 
to believe that State legislation could do it, but some States legislate 
very imperfectly, and if I am not mistaken a majority of them do not 
legislate at all. I ask the chairman of the committee 

Mr. MILLER. About twenty States have legislated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. About twenty States have legislated more or less 
imperfectly. It affords me satisfaction, as it always does | am happy 
to say, in speaking of the legislation of Connecticut, to say that that 
State appears to have done vigorously and reasonably all that is possi 
ble, not to destroy entirely what is called an honest manufacture, but 
to protect the consumer, which I insist is the strong point to be held in 
view here constantly. 

Various acts have been passed in Connecticut. They have all been 
revised and condensed in an act that was passed at the last January ses 
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be obtained at such and such a grocery. 


n small 
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sion of the existing Legislature. Its language is in the introduction 
similar to that of this bill: 

Any article resembling butter in appearance and not mad ind 
coloring excepted, from the milk of cows, shal! be imitat the 


meaning of this act. 


None shall be sold except under these conditions—I do not read the 
act fully: ‘*‘The seller shall maintain in plain sight, over’’ the door o1 
his grocery a sign bearing in plain, black, Roman letters, not less than 
one-halfinch wide and 4 inches long, on a white ground, the words ‘‘sold 
here,’’ preceded by “‘ the name of the imitation article,’’ and if it is sold 
from a *‘ wagon, or other vehicle, such vehicle shall conspicuously bear 
such a sign.’’ Upon every package shall be a similar label, and, more- 
over, ‘‘ the seller shall orallyinform each buyer at each sale that the 
article he buys is not butter, and shall give the buyer the name of the 
imitation article;’’ and ‘‘no baker or vender of food shall sell any ar- 
ticle of food containing imitation butter unless ’’ he shall maintain the 
same sign I have previously described. ‘*‘ No keeper of a hotel, board 
ing-house, or restaurant, temporary or permanent, shall furnish any 
guest with any imitation butter’’ without having it made known by 
a sign “imitation butter ’’ or ‘‘ oleomargarine used here.’ 

The State further provides for the appointment of a dairy commis 
sioner, and gives him a salary and the right to appoint deputies, who 
shall have.the right to examine all places suspected of dishonest deal- 
ing in this article. The State agricultural chemist 


for we have an ex- 
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periment station such as it is sought to establish in all the States by a 
pending bill—is required to examine all samples duly presented, and 
proper penalties are inflicted upon dishonest dealing. But this legis- 
lation does not fully protect the consumer in Connecticut, nor do I see 
that any will unless we resort to our power under the national Con- 
stitution to tax the article and provide ‘for an inspection similar to that 
imposed on tobacco and whisky. I am willing to vote for it. 

There has been a singular movement made lately in this vicinity, a 
very determined and energetic—not to say desperate—attempt to couple 
with every pension act a tax that shall provide the money for paying 
that pension. It seems to me there is a curious analogy and a curious 
comparison to be made between that bill and this. It is very singular 
indeed if a tax is intended to discourage a production that there should 
be a tax provided for each pension case, as if to discourage the pay- 
ment of pensions. 

I am not exceedingly troubled by the constitutional question which 
has been raised here, because my reading shows me that the power of 
the Government to tax for the common defense and general welfare is 
virtually unlimited save by our responsibility to the citizens who sent 
us here, 

I am perfectly well aware that there may be wild and foolish con- 
structions of the expression ‘‘ for the common defense and general wel- 
fare,’’ and that Congress may attempt to bring within the purview of 
Federal legislation nearly all that is attempted, and rightfully, by 
State Legislatures. This is a matter for the discretion and the judg- 
ment of the legislative body and of the courts and of the people. If 
there bean obviousevil, ageneral, universal evil that can not be reached 
by the States within their own limited jurisdiction—a jarisdiction com- 
plete within their own territorial limits for many purposes—if it can 
not be reached by the several States, and isoneof universal interest and 
importance, I shall, with care and hesitation, to be sure, but I shall in 
many cases (and I think this is one of them) be willing to have the 
Federal Government take it in charge, not by way of depriving the 
States of their control, not by way of interfering (as in this case we do 
not) with any legislation the States may see fit to enact, but for the pur- 
pose of carrying out and perfecting and acting in harmony with them. 

There is nothing new whatever in concurrent jurisdiction in the 
matter of taxation—in the imposition of taxes, if you choose—upon the 
very same identical article. There is no lack of harmony between the 
standing Federal legislation concerning whisky and tobacco and the 
legislation of those States that heavily burden intoxicating liquors. 
So a majority of the States—I know best about my own—have burdens 
imposed upon the retailer of ardent spirits, taxation concurrent with 
the taxation of the Federal Government, and they feel no embarrass- 
ment in that respect. 

The strong appeal to the popular judgment that this bill makes is be- 
cause it is plainly and obviously in the interest of common honesty, a 
protection of the great mass of the people against an almost inevitable 
frand, a fraud that without legislation is certainly altogether inev- 
itable. 

That is all I care to say. I shall vote for the bill, not as enthusias- 
tically as I have for some bills, but because I believe it to be necessary, 
justifiable, and constitutional protection against dishonest practices, 
toward which there is a most extraordinary temptation. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the bill imposes a tax on property and 
requires a license to be obtained in order to pursue the business of sell- 
ing or disposing of that property. The questions which arise in con- 
nection with it are certainly important ones and ought to be carefully 
considered. Before I give my vote upon it, I desire to state the ques- 
tions which have impressed me with regard to it. 

These questions are first whether or not the power to lay this tax is 
conferred on the Congress of the United States, and as to the effect it 
will have on the State governments and the powers conferred upon them. 
To my mind the Constitution is quite plain on the subject of the power 
and authority of Congress. Its language is that Congress shall have 
power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excise.’’ This is 
a tax, and can not be regarded as otherwise than a tax. The power of 
Congress is plain and distinct. 

The object for which the tax is provided is a very different question 
and one which does not concern the exercise of the power of Congress 
to levy and collect a tax. The appropriation of the money when col- 
lected will be in the hands perhaps of a different Congress. In the con- 
templation of the Constitution, the act of appropriation and the act of 
levying and collecting are manifestly distinct and have no direct rela- 
tion to each other. 

The objects for which public moneys may be appropriated after they 
are collected have been the subject of great discussion and great con- 
troversy. But this does not concern in any manner the subjects of tax- 
ation. The power of Congress to levy and collect taxes, imposts, and 
excises is not limited in reference to the subjects of taxation or the kind 
of property which may be taxed. There can be-no question in regard 
to that. Hence to my mind there is no ground to doubt the entire con- 
stitutional power of Congress to levy and collect a tax upon this prop- 
exty or to require a license for this pursuit any more than any other. 
Indeed this proposition is quite fairly admi in the report which was 













read by theSenator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] made by Mr. RANDOLPH 
TUCKER, which says: 


To use the tax when needless for revenue, merely to strike down a produ: 


or an industry, is to abuse the constitutional trust. 


This is quite as true if we leave out the words ‘‘ merely to strike 


down a product or an industry’’ as with them. It is certainly an 
abuse of the trust to use the taxing power when needless for revenue, 


without any other qualification. It is certainly an abuse of the tax- 
ing power to use it to strike down or to suppress or deal injuriously 
with any property interest whether or not the money is required for 
revenue. This quality attaches to every exercise of power granted un- 
der the Constitution, and no more to this than to any other. All of 
them are subject to abuse and misuse, but this fact is no argument 
against the existence of the power. 

The distinguished gentleman who is the author of this report in the 
House which was read by the Senator from Kentucky further says: 


If I could bona fide vote for this tax in order to raise needed revenue I would 
feel justified in doing so under constitutional sanction. But if my purpose is 
to strike down this business, and seeing I can not do so without an invasion of 
a clearly reserved right of the States I should use the tax to destroy the product 
and not to make it bring revenue, I should feel I had violated the Constitution 
by a disingenuous method which could not delude others nor successfully quiet 
my conscientious reproaches, 

a o ~ ~ . 


I concede that Congress, as all other political bodies having the tax power, 
may among the infinite variety of taxable subjects Gamteinete as to those 
which a wise public policy indicates as best fitted to bearthe burdens. Between 
luxuries and necessaries, between articles owned or consumed by all and those 
owned or consumed by a few, between useful and useless, healthful and hurtful 
objects, we may discriminate when we need revenue and come to lay a tax to 
raise it, But no author of legal merit has ever said that when we do not need 
revenue at all we have the right to tax a man merely to reform his life or sup- 
one his business. The power to tax sleeps until the need for revenue awakes 
t to action; and when it acts, it may wisely discriminate, as already shown. 

These propositions made by the distinguished gentlemen who oppose 
the passage of this bill admit fully and entirely the constitutional 
power to levy and collect this tax. Theyadmit also the expediency of 
discriminating between one species of property and another in the im- 
position of a tax. The power to tax exists quite as much when the 
revenue is not needed as when itis. The existence of a power can not 
in any sense depend on the necessity for its exercise. The right use of 
the power depends on the necessity for its exercise or public advantage 
to result from its use. 

Upon these points, therefore, I think there need be no controversy. 
The power to levy and collect this tax is very clear. There is no lim- 
itation in the Constitution. It is not provided that Congress may lay 
and collect taxes provided they are not oppressive to one industry more 
than another, provided they do not interfere with the law or the policy 
of the States is this or that respect. These words can not be interpo- 
lated in this grant of power and as to these questions they are ques 
tions of expediency and not questions of constitutional power. 

Mr. President, I am of the number of those who believe that it would 
be expedient, if any discrimination is made between subjects of taxa- 
tion, to discriminate against those things which are hurtful and in favor 
of those which are beneficial. But I have no doubt that the provision 
of the Constitution requiring taxes and excises and imposts to be uni- 
form throughout the country was intended to provide that there should 
be no discrimination between the values of the country, that each and 
all should bear its just proportion of the burden of taxation. But the 
language of the Constitution refers alone to the uniformity of the tax, 
not to the uniformity of its effect. It would have been wise, and it is 
wise no doubt in every system of taxation, to impose its burden in re- 
lation to value, to make the tax a burden upon property according to 
the value of the property, to make it rest most heavily upon those who 
own most largely and are best able to pay. 

But these are not the provisions which are called in question here. 
We are asked to consider the effect of this tax and that it is a question 
entirely within the competency and a proper subject for consideration 
by Congress. The inexpediency of a tax, the hurtful character of a tax 
may be equal toa constitutional inhibition; and the great point in the 
imposition of taxation is to consider how far the tax may be an injury 
or a benefit, how far it may be unequal and ive upon one class 
of values, or how far it may be destructive of otger powers and othe: 
rights created by different departments and organisms of the Govern- 
ment—rights created under and by the States which have complete and 
exclusive power over the subject. 

Mr. President, this tax can not be justified by the argument that it 
will promote the healthof the people in the States; for that isa subject 
upon which power is reserved in express terms to the States, and has 
always been so decided; and the reservation of this power exclusively 
to the States is an essential and chief feature of the Constitution an‘ 
the form of government under which we live. 

We therefore can not properly, we can not expediently exercise tle 
power of taxation with the effect of exercising the function of promoting 
and protecting the health or the property of the people of a different 
government, a government under our form of government, equal to our 
National Government, and subordinate to it only in respect to the spe- 
cific powers granted tous. And if there be any objection to the tax:- 
tion imposed by this bill in this respect, it is to its effect, not its purpose, 
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not the mo%ve of the legislator who may vote it—for the powers granted 
have no concern with the motives of those who have charge of the duty 
of exercising them—that is an objection which is within the forum of 
individual conscience, and from the nature of the constitutional or gov- 
ernmental power it can have no concern with the motives of those who 
exercise it, or with the purposes of a majority or a minority of those to 
whom it is intrusted, but it relates to its effect. Its exercise is a mat- 
ter of expediency. But the power being conferred in terms, it must be 
exercised within the terms of the grant; and as to its effect, what- 
ever effects may follow from the exercise of the power are intended. 
But as to the expediengy of exercising the power of taxation to the 
end and with the effect of discharging a function exclusively conferred 
upon the State governments, surely if this Government is worth any- 
thing, if the principle of a general government with certain powers and 
State governments with certain other powers is of value to the pros- 
perity and happiness of this people, certainly if it be a great feature of 
government important to the protection and growth of all industries 
and of all personal rights, it would be an extraordinary anomaly that 
the taxing power can be justified in its exercise with the effect of per- 
forming a function exclusively committed to another and a different 
authority, that is, to the States. That is, a tax should be collected by 
the General Government not to be used as revenue, but with the effect 
of regulating the business and protecting the morals and health of the 
people of the States. 

It can not be that this Government can be of any value, that it can 
perform the great purposes which have been assigned to it, that it can 
hold the destinies of hundreds of millions of people safely in its hands, 
and yet it be true that this Government of the United States may prop- 
erly exercise the taxing power to the end and with the effect of perform- 
ing a duty intrusted to the State governments or of displacing the 
functions of the State governments and substituting the laws of the 
United States or the action or effect of the laws of the United States in 
place of the action or effect or influence of the laws of the States. 

Then it is true that all questions of promoting and protecting the 
health of the people of the different States are committed exclusively to 
the people of those States, and that it is no part of the proper function or 
proper effect of legislation by the General Government that it shall per- 
form any duty intrusted exclusively to the people of the States, nor can 
it do so, because the policy which they alone are authorized to establish 
in regard to the protection of any interest may constantly vary and is a 
matter of discretion with them; and therefore this effect can not be at- 
tached to any power exercised by this Government without interfering 
with that authority and that power on their part. It is no answer to 
this objection that the people of the States desire this action by the Gen- 
eral Government. This would be to affirm that the people of the States 
desire to change this form of government and give power to the Gen- 
eral Government over the health and business of the people of theStates. 

So, Mr. President, as a matter of expediency we are asked to con- 
sider how far the imposition of this tax will have that effect, and wher- 
ever it shall come within that limitation, wherever the tax is beyond 
the purposes of revenue, beyond a just and fair equality with other 
subjects of taxation, wherever it shall have the effect of prohibiting the 
existence of a property ora right the creation and protection of which 
is the exclusive function of the State government, it is asolid and sub- 
stantial reason equal in potency to any constitutional inhibition of the 

‘exercise of power to that extent and in that manner. 

Therefore the arguments and propositions upon which this bill is de- 
fended, that it will promote the general health, that it will protect a 
useful industry necessary to the public convenience, are arguments that 
in themselves, assuming that the preservation of our present form of 
government with its distinctions is important and valuable, are the 
most powerful argument that can be addressed to us, that can be con- 
ceived and urged against the passage of the bill. 

Ishould myself vote, in adopting a system of taxation fora tax upon 
liquor and tobacco and oleomargarine, a reasonable and just tax appor- 
tioned to the respective values of these articles, and I should 
be willing to increase that tax within the limit of revenue purposes 
and make it as has been the custom of the Government an unequal tax, 
because I conceive the one to be better for the public than the other. 
But the moment you transcend the point of necessary and proper rev- 
enue in the collection of the tax, that moment in my opinion you as- 
sume — not hostile to the letter, not hostile to the power con- 
ferred, but hostile to the existence of these two governments and as- 
sailing the principle of a dual government, each sovereign in its own 
functions and for its own declared and specific purposes. 

Mr. President, if this bill could be made a part of a general system 
of taxation within the purposes, within the limits of the amount needed 

by the Government for its revenue, I should be very willing to vote for 
& tax oleomargarine and to exempt from tax butter, the product 
of a widely diffused industry in which a great majority of the farming 
interests of the United States, not in my own but in other States, are 
an ind in which a very large number of people of mod- 
erate means are most y interested. 

I conceive that the argument urged by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER] in reference to the fact that this manufactured product 

is one easily concentrated in the hands of a few persons, and more or 














less in the nature of a monopoly, would enable it to bear, and it would 
be a wise public policy to impose upon it an amountof taxation greater 
than on other products, and that an exemption which would be in the 
nature of a discrimination might be made in favor of that product and 
that property which belongs to the great mass of the people and is nec- 
essary to them. 

But, sir, by what argument can you justify the exercise of the 
taxing power in an oppressive manner to one industry or pursuit with 
the effect of destroying it or imposing unnecessary and very onerous 
burdens uponit? You tax spirits and you tax tobacco as articles of 
luxury and not of necessity, as articles hurtful to the general health, 
and, therefore, the subject of your discrimination; and you tax them 
unequally, you impose a tax three or four times as great, according 
to value, as upon other things; but these articles are the most profit- 
able subjects of taxation. You might very well, within the limit of 
the preservation of any industries, tax any other product or any 
other property with the same effect and to the same extent. but 
when you propose to impose a tax, and when the tax will have the 
effect—for it matters not as to the purpose—of destroying an indus- 
try or of oppressing it beyond the limits which it can reasonably bear, 
then we shall have committed a grave error of public policy and com- 
menced a system of legislation which is a substitute for the exercise of 
the powers of the State governments over the business and the health 
and property of these people. The taxing power may be so exercised 
as to destroy any man’s property, or any particular kind of property, 
or to enrich any particular man orany class of men. Certainly every one 
will condemn such a use of the taxing power. Yet this is the evident, 
the admitted and intended effect of this bill, and the policy of it is justi- 
fied on the ground that it will promote the health and advance the fort- 
unes of the class of farmers who own cows and sell butter. 

If you can do that, having the power, which I admit, to do it, if you 
can justly do it, if we are to exercise the lawful pojvers conferred upon 
Congress to the end that a function vested exclusively in the States may 
be superseded and an industry allowed and created by law in these 
States shall be injured and another benefited, and the question as to 
what shall be the policy to promote the public health in the States or 
the contrary be determined by an exercise of the taxing power here, 
then surely that taxing power, that protection vested elsewhere, that 
right of discretion as to how the public health shall be promoted, what 
property shall exist and what shall not exist reserved to the States, is 
of no importance in our scheme of government and can be best dis- 
charged here, and if by the exercise of any power committed to us we 
may perform the function which is theirs to the exclusion of their au- 
thority, it results beyond a question that we attach no value and no 
importance to this principle of vesting power for certain ends and over 
certain objects in one authority and a power for other ends and other 
objects in another authority. We declare by this action that we have 
no faith or confidence in the principles on which our Government is 
founded, and our distrust of its usefulness and efficiency. 

Mr. President, this is a conclusive objection. I think it would be 
wise in the different States to impose a tax upon this manufactured 
product, to let it bear a higher tax than the native product, than the 
product which is in the hands and is the property of much the greater 
number of the people, which seems to be the more healthful of the two. 
I think that in the General Government, when we impose a revenue 
tax, we might very well discriminate against this industry, not to the 
extent of destroying it, while we exempted some that were innocent 
and more healthful and better. Within that extent and with that 
limit we might discriminate that this product and this property would 
justly and properly be the subject of a system of taxation; but is this 
the bill? The bill imposes a tax of 5 cents to the pound. The bill re- 
quires a license. The bill extends the revenue system with all its 
guards and with the view and with the effect of making it onerous and 
oppressive upon this industry, upon this property. It is nota bill with 
the effect of raising revenue; it is a bill excessive in its imposition of 
burdens upon this property and surrounded with unnecessary guards 
and restrictions in the nature of license and of a tax for license, a tax 
for the pursuit of the business, all with a designed effect and having the 
effect of destroying a property which the State alone has the right to 
create and the exclusive right to protect or discriminate for or discrimi- 
nate against. 

For that reason I shall vote against this bill, because it is inexpedi- 
ent, because its policy interferes with the right and the exclusive power 
and authority of the States, because it destroys and is intended to have 
the effect to destroy a particular industry, and is intended to have no 
other effect, and can have no other effect than of destroying a property 
created under State authority, which the States have the right to create; 
and for that reason, and that alone, I shall vote against this bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, for several years before legislation by 
Congress was contemplated or invoked, the topics that are here consid- 
ered and the interests of the community that are involved were largely 
discussed and weighed in the communities and before the Legislatures 
of many of the States. Whatever may be thought of the wise and 
just and expedient solution that shall be given to this matter here, it 
will not, I think, be gainsaid that great advantage has been gained by 
the discussion to which the subject and the interests have been sub- 
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mitted. Naturally when a great intcrest, a permanent interest, an ex- 
tensive interest that touches perhaps the most vital and valuable por- 
tion of our common community under our equal laws and under our 
system, was invaded for whatever reason by such an encroachment upon 
what was thought to be as stable as the culture of the land, as necessary 
as the power of labor, though only in the humble sphere of the com- 
mon milk dealer and the plain farmer—when he was exposed not only 
to a diminution of his crop, not only to a cloud upon his prospects, but 
toan invasion of the little property that heowned, an exclusion not only 
from the employments to which he had been brought up, but from the 
land which he had inherited or that which he had slowly paid for by 
the labor of his hands—when this happened, by whatever cause, it 
could not but excite great attention, cause great distress, and give rise 
togreateralarm. And for myself in advance I should have supposed that 
upon the mere statement of that existence of things among us all over 
this land, whether as affecting farmers who were interested in dairy 
products or in the cereals or in the fattening of cattle for market or in 
the raising of any articles for human use, if there could have been 
some preference of individual rights and interests, everybody would 
have sympathized with such an interest as this that was thus exposed 
to danger and to ruin. 

I can not think that in the sober reflection of the Senators they or 
any of them can deem it right or wise to draw a geographical line as to 
the different profits of farming in different portions of this great and 
happy land. I do not think that whatever exuberance of wit may 
belong to any orator or whatever brilliance of rhetoric, heon reflection 
will wish to aim a shaft of ridicule at so vast an interest, so simple, so 
honest, so necessary, and so historical in the facts and circumstances 
of this nation. 

So, too, if the progress of science, if the advantages of communication, 
if all the strenuous rights and interests of this vast nation shall crowd 
upon, shall degrade, shall embarrass, and shall endanger either this great 
interest or any other great interest, North or South, East or West, on 
the Pacific coast or on the Northeast portion of the Atlantic, wherever 
this body-politic of ours is vital and sensitive, and whatever adjustments 
may be made, they should be made justly and not by impertinent or 
intrusive consideration. 

Now, the dairy farmers and all that groups around this vast industry 
would desire, perhaps did desire at the commencement of these discus- 
sions—before the country, I mean; not discussions here—that there 


should be an extirpation of this evil by all the of legislation that 
belong to the States and ail the regulations eee 
the General Government. In their minds the interference, the disturb- 


ance, the simulation, the deception, the fraud was so inseparable from 
the pmduct itself that it should stamp and contaminate the product it- 
self and it should be proscribed as no longer tolerable under the inter- 
est of our community, that the of them, the detecting of them, 
the punishment of them was greater 
unless there should be an of the product itself. 

On the other hand the manufacturers and the venders of 
this product desired to be let alone. They wanted to themselves 
upon the lawfulness of trade by the arts and contrivances that should 
press and promote their sales and be put upon the footing, therefore, of 
all honest employments, and on the of the common law of 
caveat enpler, that every one must look out for himself in his purchases, 
and the general propositions of our free system of government that 
equality before the law and under the regulations of the law should 
be recognized and enforced, they demanded that they should be left 
alone, that if the traffic in the fraud and the profit of the fraud, if the 
injury from fraud to theother competing interests, was inseparable from 
their advantage of being able to create and make sale of this article, 
it must stand for this competition, and the fraud must triamph, be- 
cause there was no power, forsooth, to repress it or redress its mis- 
chiefs. 

Sheltered under a notion that it was a domestic question for the 
States to deal with, and feeling the i of the States to deal 
with it, knowing that they are ham on sides by intercom- 
munications with other States, it belonged to the Federal t 
to control, and with the foreign market ea 
dominion of the General Government they were willing to — 
and seek over the counters of the groceryman with the ee 
and the prosecuting attorneys, and they expected to ride triumphant 
over these restraints and these rectifications of the frauds. 


in their national tion was to avoid discouragement nnd give 
and general encouragement to all the octieedaed pursuits of 

dustry. Thus they were willing to try conclusions with these two sur- 
veillant and controlling powers, knowing that in this contest each must 


ground of fraud which one is to perpetrate to the detriment and disas- 


the benefits to come from it a 


*tween buyer and seller. 
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ter of the other is the point and is the subject over which these ¢o:),- 
batants expect to fight and to have their warfare made and disposed «; 
by the powers of government both of the State and of the United Stat-< 

Efforts were made in the States to deal with this, and my honora})|:. 
friend the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has enabled me to re/, 
following his instance, to an opinion which I had occasion to give as , 
lawyer, not on the retainer of either side, for I was never engaged in « 
controversy under the retainer of cither side, but as a lawyer—iny 
opinion of the constitution of the State and of the character of the })j| 
then under consideration in its Legislature. That opinion I may now 
ask to be treated with some respect, not only because the Senator fron 
Missouri has seen fit togive his encomium to it, but because afterwari 
the high court of appeals of the State of New York unanimous! 
adopted the conclusion. 

What was the debate there and what was the conclusion to whic): t); 
court arrived, and which I had reached in the passage which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri read? The bill was long; its title gave it the ap- 
pearance of an interference by fraudulent simulation and deception in 
the uses which were to be condemned and suppressed; the clauses : 
ored that construction; and the views I took of it were that if it could 
be construed (and I thought it might be construed) as limiting in «!! 
its severest clauses and most exhaustive methods to the extirpation 0: 
the fraudulent simulation, however rigorous and pungent the measu 
of the islature might be, it was constitutional; that no court coul: 
impose a limit to the magnitude or the reach of its methods to extir- 
pate the simulated and fraudulent sales and corruption of the mar|..’ 
but if the court must come to the opinion that a certain section of that 
bill was meant to be, and should be construed as, a proscription and s\:| 
pression of the manufacture of oleomargarine in its own name an wun- 
wholesome product and put on the market in that name, it was uncon- 
stitutional, and the court arriving at the conclusion that the construc‘ i» 
I had sought to give to a statute which had passed, what every law y ye 
should choose to give possible interpretation, was constitutional ; 

I so limited that construction as in itself, upon the conclusive propos: 
tion that it was a proscription, and that thus it was subject to the de- 
nunciation of the provisions of the constitution. The idea had been 
and was that the powers of government directed to and confined within 
——— of fraud was constitutional, but if it wer 
beyond and undertook to extirpate by discrimination between hone 
and honorable and open methods, it was unconstitutional. 

On that discrimination I stand here to-day in maintenance of this 
bill, which is confined and limited, however severe people may thin'. 
as to the methods and the sanctions, to extirpating this fraud from th: 
market of this country at large, in its dealings in foreign commer 
in the exchanges between the States of the Union, and in the simu!:- 
tion of dealers here and there promiscuously in the land, although 
within the States, that this regulation is for that extirpation of the fra’ 


of the fraud. 

think the dairy farmers and those who espouse and promote tli 
most intelligently and the most wef their interests are disposed to 
——— this limitation of the thing; and I am glad to think too that 
the oleomargarine manufacturers and venders are unmasked from any 
ions that they have a right to encroach upon the rights of dairy 
by simulation and fraud, and they must expect, and they mu:' 
feel that rightfully they must expect, that the law shall pursue, sha!! 
expose, shall punish, unless its arm is shortened effectually to that 

end. 


Mr. President, we come a little nearer now to the intervention, an! 
the rightful intervention, of Federal in restraint and extir- 
pation of this fraud. It is not the ordinary matter of the buyer and tli 
their arts to the disadvantage on the one side 0: 
the other of such persons. The wise man has said, how can there be 
honesty between buyer and seller? Ido not propose by Federal }cz'-- 
lation, or by State legislation, or by any other means other than re! 
ee eee eee of interests be- 
Whether the encomiums may be upon thir 
dairy butter and its flavor and its color, or, on the other hand, of oleo- 
margarine in to its sincerity, its wholesomeness, and its equality 
with butter in uses of the human body, these are not matters wi 
can be controlled bylaw. But the law, either as enacted and executc'! 
in England or in this country, in the States or in the General Gover 
ment, has never short of an attempt to regulate - ged ing 
were pernicious to public not in the dealing 
between A B and C D in the sale of a tub of butter but in the busin’ 
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that trade-marks are protected now, and ¢0: 
SS here. You may invent anything that you ca n 
ee nn. but you 


can not put the name of another it, and you can not put the ar 
ticle eee the pretension that it is the pro‘- 
uct of another, not a but of another indusir:. 


and legal, and as well constitutional, ap)!" 
methods and by such faculties as are at tie 
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command of wise people governing wise and honest nations; and this 
is the principle, and the only principle, that we need to invoke here. 
As to these competing interests my colleague has greatly I think to 
the advantage of the Senate as of myself expanded and truthfully, with 
research, and with statistics, and with analytic and illustrative com- 
ison, the vastness of these interests. I shall not restate them much, 
andIshall not recount them. What they areeverybody knows. They 
can not be belittled. There is no interest in this country which can 
compete with it in sincerity, in importance, or in any single respect. I 
now of the dairy product. ‘It is one of the contributing exports 
to our balances of trade with Europe, although it can not compare in 
that market, I agree, with the magnitude of thecotton or of the grains. 
Yet it isan important element, and one which if stricken out of the 
list of our foreign commerce will not only affect the interests of those 
immediately producing and selling but in our exchanges with Europe. 
Now, as to the magnitude of the fraud is it one of detail? No. Is 
it between buyer and seller? Not in the aspect that we are to look at 
it, not in the interest that invokes us as dealing with the general inter- 
ests of this country, that we are to hunt up and to punish in police 
courts these particular frauds. The question is whether by means of 
fraud on the one hand one great and honest pursuit, one great and hon- 
est production, one great and honest trade, one great and honest ele- 
ment in foreign commerce isin its body and its substance attacked by 
fraud, reduced not only in its gains but threatened in its existence, be- 
cause unless by vigorous and efficient means the fraud is checked the 
fraud will take its effect and its effect in all the ways I have indicated. 
What, then, is the fraud, on the other hand, besides this new project 
and this new trade raising itself to a competition that threatens, this 
great and established industry? How does it do it? How does it get 
its price that it can comport in price and can comport in uses, and in 
simulative and deceptive methods in competition with this other? 
Does it do it on its own merits, and because its cost brings it up to that 
competition? Is it by the fact that its reasonable profits added to its 
cost make it a competitor at these prices? Not by any means; if it 
were put at the low rate of a reasonable and honest butter, worthy of 
consumption as such by the common consumer, not merely by the 
wealthy or the well-to-do, but those who make up the population of 
our country everywhere, the common people, not paupers, not poor, 
not mendicants, not on the level of the disgraced and degraded popu- 
lations that make up in great proportion the masses of other nations, 
but honest, respectable, cleanly, ambitious—ambitious of their own 
conduct, of their own treatment of others, of their own respect every- 
where, 


These masses of ours are those who are to be the patrons. If they 
can not command two pounds a week or one pound a week of honest 
butter they will have it at such meals as they can afford it and on such 
feast days as they can keep, but it shall be their butter as they knew it 
and as they desire it and they are not to bedeprived of it. Butif you 
put 20 cents a pound as a reasonable price for honest and worthy but- 
ter, whether it shall be tinged by a color that is agreeable or left to its 
own unaffected tinge, they do not care or know aboutthat. They know 
that annotto hm into butter does not change it from being butter or 
make it simulate anything that it is not. They do not need instruc- 
tion. They understand that the butter and not the color is what they 
mean to eat and what they expect to digest, and they are not deceived, 
nor is it of importance enough, except for the passing agitation and 

debate, that we should give attention to that. It isas well 

as if to the lowly on every pound of butter there were 
printed nimium ne crede colori, or in the vernacular, that itis the butter 
and not the color that feeds the eater. 

How does the article come up to be worth and salable in 
the market at 20 cents, or a near approach to it? Six cents by mak- 
ing, 2 cents by profit, 2 cents by sale, and 10 cents by the simulated 
form. If it did no more than this it should be suppressed by any wise 
government that had powers to repress it. But when the measure of 
this fraudulent simulation goes to the extent of breaking down a sober 
and slowand regulated industry, that step by step and dollar by dollar 

cent by cent, and toil by day and toil by night, by intelligent and 
men and women, must make up in this slow and frugal 


i 


fraud they sell and reap the benefit of. 
I do apex harshly of this business on the part of those who 
ine, except in this very form that the market 
for them is out of the simulated purchase and the deceived con- 
sumer. I do not go through the steps, I strike at the fact that if you 
make the oleomargarine and make it honestly, wholesome and useful, 
if please, and sell it as such, then you must sell it at the same 
a that other honest productions under honest sales can 

from the community. 

If this 10 cents between the fair value of this commodity and the 
market Sy ore under the simulated pretension of being dairy but- 
ter be divided, 5 cents to destroy the butter and 5 cents to defraud 
the consumer in his estimate that he is paying a fair value for the but- 
ter he buys, there is 
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estimate and under an honest sale of this oleomargarine product, with- 
out the common butter being prejudiced in the market and without 
its being able to exclude and destroy the rights of oleomargarine dealers. 


The attempts by the States were a failure. I do not speak of these 


contrivers, or manufacturers, as monopolists. It is not because they 
manufacture on @ large scale, it is not on the principle that their man- 
ufacture admits of this aggregation. [I enter into no crusades against 
any of the combinations that belong to manufacture for the benefit of 
the consumers. Every man, rich or poor, is to stand in regard to in- 


tegrity upon hisown conduct. Before the law, thank God, in this coun- 
try, all stand alike; and thus far the law has been able to regulate the 
diversities of human affairs by this great principle that the haw is equal 
and the law is just for all. 

I have presented remonstrances on one hand and petitions on the 
other with an equal hand, and it was the right of the petitioners and 


remonstrants, and my duty to them. So far as any one may stand, | 
think, equally in these great interests, the city of New York competes 


even with Chicago in the magnitude of its production of oleomargarine. 
Certainly the great mart of New York desires for its trade the honest 
production, that which swells its profits and aggregates itswealth. As 


the port of exportation it desires all these methods and all these prod- 
ucts which swell that trade. I have no interest, and I have no dispo- 
sition to draw lines of comparison between honest competitions of hon 
est productions, each sold and each competing with the other on its 
own merits. 


Now, about the Constitution. I ought not to occupy much time 


upon what must be rather a moot controversy, when on all sides it is 
agreed that the bill as it now reads, if it becomes a law, is constitu- 
tional in the eye of the courts. Why should we debate either the doc- 
trines, or the dogmas, or the history, or the traditions, or the divisions 
between sections of the country and large bodies of political persuasion 


with rhetoric and with logic that have marked the history of those eve1 


since the Constitution wasframed? I understand that when the taxing 


power was taken away from the States, as it was upon foreign imports, 
it meant to carry from the States collectively, contributing all that be 


longed to them in that use of taxation. Does anybody doubt that if 


New York had remained an independent State, and Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania and South Carolina had remained independent States, 


their power of laying foreign imposts, covered by the uses that they pos- 
sessed in that province, would have remained? Well, they renounced 


itall. Whatthey renounced and what they contributed did not change 


in the process of its passing from the States into the Federal Govern- 
ment. 


I have already debated the general doctrine in a former discussion 


early this session; but, for myself, I have never been able to under- 
stand how when the States, possessing all the methods and uses and 
choices that belong to the imposition of foreign imposts, surrendered 
them to this rfation once forall and forever, the nation did not acquire 
all that was thus given. I have known—and we pride ourselves upon 
it—that there has been a division between the Federal and the State 


powers, but I have never known and have never been ready to admit in 
logic or in debate that the sum of powers put together did not ntake usa 
nation able to contend over the stormy sea of human interests with for- 
eign nations. Ido not understand that either of these powers, State 
or nation, proceeds halting, limping, and laggard in its race with for- 
eign nations in the dominion of the world. There is a particular ex- 
ception, an extraordinary exception, which has been obliterated from 
the whole compass of authority of the State and Federal Governments 
in regard to foreign trade, and that is the export trade. Any export 
tax is prohibited. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like, for my own information, to get 
the opinion of the Senator from New York as to taxation. I under- 
stood him to say that the General Government upon the formation of 
the Constitution obtained from the States all the power which was in- 
herent in the States over the subject of taxation. 

Mr. EVARTS. As regards foreign imports. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to inquire whether or not there was any 
limitation upon the power of the States in reference to foreign importa- 
tions before the formation of the Constitution? 

Mr. EVARTS. Not the least. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I want to understand the position of the 
Senator, and I wish to ask this question, whether he now insists that 
there is no limitation upon the power of the General Government in 
reference to taxation? 

Mr. EVARTS. Astothe power overimports. It has no power ovér 
exports; and in regard to excise it occupies common ground with the 
States. 

My point was asimple one, that each State among nations and toward 
the rest of the world had the full discretion and the full power to use 
its import tax for the benefit of itself on all considerations that build 
it up as toward the rest of the world. Now, when they brought it and 
laid it at the feet of the common nation, surrendering all their power 
over imports to the whole nation for the good of the whole people so 
that this might be a great nation ab extra and toward the rest of the 


that ty of room for the 5 cents of this tax to ! world, the power of the nation is complete in this regard. 
come in without decrying or reducing the market price at an honest | 


I do not discuss with those of other opinions how far the right of laying 
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taxes includes, for other reasons than those I have now stated, the right 
of raising money for the general welfare. I discussed that subject in a 
previous debate some months ago. Bnt here we are all agreeing that 
this tax bill is constitutional in the eye of the law. There is no other 
test of its constitutionality. If it be constitutional in the eye of the 
law it is constitutional in the eye of the Constitution, and the Supreme 
Court is the judge of what is constitational. I am not disposed to dis- 
parage the importance of not invading or transcending the principles of 
discrimination between the authority of the State and the authority of 
thenation. Within therule of Senatorial and of Congressional authority 
in the other House and the power of the President within the range of 
his inspection over legislation, there may be reasons of good argument 
and reasons of good decision why you should not crowd upon or trespass 
upon the debatable region of what attacks the principles of the Consti- 
tution or may endanger it too far in this or that direction or going too 
far in another may predjudice the adjustment and jostle the prosperity 
of the combined Government; and we look at this bill now to see whether 
that comes within that contemplation. 

I ask attention as to this generality of the power of taxation to asingle 
passage which I will read from section 965, being the first volume of 
Story on the Constitution: 

The absolute power to Jay taxes includes the power in every form in which it 
may be used, and for every purpose to which the Legislature may choose to apply 
it. This results from the very nature of such an unrestricted power. A fortiori 
it might be applied by Congress to purposes for which nations have been accus- 
tomed to apply it. Now, nothing is more clear, from the history of commercial 
nations, than the fact that the taxing power is often, very often, applied for 
other purposes than revenue. It is often applied as a regulation of commerce. 
It is often applied as a virtual prohibition upon the importation of particular 
articles for the encouragement and protection of domestic products and industry; 
for the support of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures; for retaliation upon 
foreign monopolies and injurious restrictions; for mere purposes of state policy 
and domestic economy; sometimes to banish a noxious article of consumption ; 
sometimes asa bounty upon an infant manufacture or agricultural product; 
sometimes asa temporary restraint of trade; sometimes as a suppression of par- 


ticular employments; sometimes asa prerogative power todestroy competition 
and secure a monopoly to the government! 


I am not therefore talking at large or outside of the book in the gen- 
eral observations I make. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
whether Mr. Justice Story in the chapter from which he read a section 
was not attempting to give and professing to give what he states to be 
the three views of this constitutional power of laying taxes, imposts, 
and excises, and whether the section from which the Senator read was 
not a part of the exposition of one of those views rather than the com- 
mentator’s own opinion. 

Mr. EVARTS. The subsequent sections—— 

Mr. GRAY. I donot know that it was so; I ask more for informa- 
tion; but I do know that the commentator in that chapfer undertakes 
to give a statement of what he calls the three views of this power. 

Mr. EVARTS. He states the argumentative views and then states 
the conclusions. 

I only say that this shows that this large and general view I have 
presented is founded upon a clear interpretation supported by author- 
ity, and the action of this Government goes more and more in this 
direction, that it is a nation, that as towards foreign nations it is not 
crippled, that it commands powers which belong to Government, at- 
tributed and accorded in the Constitution; and then the lines of de- 
markation are drawn by inhibitions on the States and by restraints on 
the General Government and the prohibition of common and perfect 
liberty taken from the substance and mass of powers communicated to 
the States or to the nation or to all together. 

But I wish to say this as a general proposition of constitutional con- 
struction, that when what belongs to the general pu and rights 
of government and control is looked for, and it is found that the State 
is incompetent to deal with the actual situation by reason of its being 
hampered and restricted and thwarted by its being inclosed in the 
group of States, by what it has parted with to the General Government, 
the primary argument is that what is needed there for good government 
you are expected to find in the power of the General Government and 
its exercise. Andinthis matter, if the State is restricted and hampered 
by what is called the police power and the police duty of the State, not 
by its own institution, for that belongs to itself—not by the fault of its 
execution, its magistracy or its laws, but where it finds that the domain 
of its authority is curtailed in its legislation, curtailed in its courts, eur- 
tailed in its execution, curtailed in its duties for the protection of what 
belongs to it by its being surrounded by these other States, held by the 
trammels of the Constitution, are not freed from limitation and not 
free toward foreign nations, then I say that the presumption is that the 
General Government is to be appealed to u::4er the presumption that 
it can meet the case. It is a difficulty that does not spring out of the 
execution of the peace powers and the domestic security, but it grows 
out of the inability of the State by its sovereignty (because it is ope of 
a group which hassurrendered the power) and the Federal Government 
is to be appealed to for its security and its universality. 

As a matter of regulation towards our foreign trade, confessedly it is 
not only without the power of the States but it is within the power of 


the nation. As regards the communication between the States confes- 
sedly it is not within the power of the States but is within the power 
of the United States. This being so, it is useless, a mere fiction and a 
mockery, if each State inside itself is to be permitted to undertake to 
regulate the matter by the means I have stated. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a bill only last Saturday reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations in regard to our pork that is 
to be reinstated if possible as one of the commanding interests and com- 
modities in foreign consumption, relieved from the injury that it has 
suffered by the repulsion of foreign nAtions; and what is its first clause 
and what is the principle, and pnrpose, and rationale, and method of 
the bill? 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may cause to be made a careful inspection 
of all salted pork and bacon intended for exportation, with a view to ascertain 
and determine whether the same is wholesome and sound for human food, and 
may authorize the proper officer of the customs to give an official certificate 
clearly stating the condition in which such pork and bacon is found ; and no 


clearance shail be given to any vessel having on board salted pork or bacon 
found, on such inspection, to be unwholesorfe for human food. 


By the Constitution, the matter of packing and inspection, as matter 
of values, as matter of domestic export, is not for the States. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator pardon meagain? Can nota law pro- 
viding for the inspection of commodities that are to be exported be re- 
ferred to the commercial clause of the Constitution? If commerce is 
defined to be the interchange of commodities between people and States, 
then the commodities that are to be exported are as much a subject of 
foreign commerce as the commodities that are imported; and it does 
seem to me, and I suggest it to the Senator, that the power to provide 
inspection for this article, as well as for other articles that are exported 
as well as imported, is within the plain and unmistakable power of the 
Federal Government. So far I should understand the position of the 
Senator. 

Mr. EVARTS. We agree so far. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. Perhaps if my learned friend had awaited the ap- 
plication I proposed to make of that case he would see not only that | 
understood his question but that I had not overlooked the very intelli- 
gent proposition that he had made in his remarks yesterday. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will understand me that I wish to learn 
his views of the Constitution. 

Mr. EVARTS. I unfortunately can not take the position of a pro- 
fessor now. When the question comes up as to the intervention of the 
Federal Government eo nomine in the domestic health and peace of a 
State, it is a very serious matter; but the learned and honorable Sena- 
tor understands perfectly well that what is admitted to be in a State 
for that degree and to that purpose is not communicated to the Fed- 
eral Government but belongs to the State; but when you come to deal 
with this matter of pork exported or with this matter of oleomargarine 
to form part of the foreign trade, the regulation for that purpose is 
within the power of Congress. 

1 only cite this as a case where there was no concession of the right 
to tax; it had nothing to do with it; we merely had a right to look out 
for our commerce, and we had a right to look out for it in the large 
measure of that we wish to find for the good of the whole United 
States, a market for honest goods and the credit that belongs to honest 
goods, Then, as to oleomargarine, this Federal Government in the 
execution of its admitted power and duty as to foreign trade, must in- 
tervene not only because the article finds a market abroad, but because 
it darkens and confuses all the integrity of our exports of these prod- 
ucts if this curious and this unrestrained and unregulated export takes 
place. So, too, when you come to it in the comparison between I/li- 
nois and Missouri and the neighboring States and the distant States, 
there you have an instance on every principle of the Constitution, an 
illustration of the right and the duty or Federal action. 

Then two out of the three cases are surely within our comprehension 
on the principle of regulation and construction, and in the third we infer 
the authority under the commercial power in the regulation of our 
foreign trade. Then if we find it necessary, if we find it proper, if we 
find it expedient, if we find it judicious to take hold of the whole mass 
we can say that when it becomes a constituent of value and energy in 
our foreign commerce we will take it and regulate it, and require that 
there must be a stamp upon it for all the uses of the market or of sale. 
and with a setting forth that shall show its elements, and that our 
foreign trade shall not be abused and shall not be corrupted, and that 
the General Government shall not be deprived of the power to regulate 
the matter, and that moreover it shall not be left to a petty, a contiu- 
ual, an unending, and an undefinable controversy over the article sold 
as butter by the pound in the groceries and by the small dealers. We 
do what we think proper in regulating it and from the source, and i! 
it be corrupted afterward it must be corrupted, not by our assent, not 
by our acquiescence, not by our inadvertence, not by our supineness 
or our mi jon or misinterpretation of the great duties that hay: 
been confided to the General Government by the people of the Unite: 
States. 

These tax laws are constitutional. Whatever I might think as to 


whether for permanent stability a different rate of taxation or a differ- 


ent rate of license might be more beneficial to answer the purposes 
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which justly are within the control of the Government or not, here we 
are. By the Constitution, the origin of taxation rests with the House 
of Representatives. They have sent us this bill, I believe I am allowed 
to say, by a large majority after a full discussion; and these are the tax 
rates that the immediate representatives of the people have made, and 
the time has come when there is proposed to the intelligence and integ- 
rity of these Senators this question: Will you pass now a law graduat- 
ing the tax differently from the law passed by the House of Represent- 
atives? You are now to confront the question, whether this mischief, 
whether this injury, whether this stigma, whether this danger upon 
our trade abroad and at home shall be suffered to exist by reason of a 
difference of opinion between the two Houses as to the rate of taxa- 
tion. I shall myself forego any judgment of my own as tohow I would 
accommodate differences of opinion. I must choose now and here 
whether I will pass this bill as it is under the necessity of justice to 
the farmer, justice to the manufacturer of oleomargarine, justice to the 
consumers of both, justice to our trade before the people, justice to our 
commerce abroad, or whether I shall go into a struggle and a contro- 
versy a8 to rates. Often in the affairs of life, often in the affairs of leg- 
islation we must decide how we will deal with the situation as it is, 
and not fold our hands and wish and wish for a better time and a better 
way, not reflecting all the while that if action is not had dangers and 
disasters are brewing and growing and threatening. 

And now, Mr. President, if any apology be needed for the time I 
have consumed, I can only say that I trust I have not exceeded a rea- 
sonable limit of my share of the dehate. I think every Senator, in 
whatever walk of life he may have been placed, however he may be 
affected by some circumstance of the evidence regarding this product 
of oleomargarine, and whatever may be said about the farmers and the 
milkmen and all the industries and competitions of petty life that may 
have entered into this debate, will understand that there is no greater 
practical question known that, perhaps, touches more of heart as well 
as more of property than this question of the dairy—farmers that are 
to tarn their backs upon their little farms as honest men and leave them 
for wider pastures and for different pursuits. If there isany home and 
root that is fastened in a family and in a neighborhood and in all that 
belongs to poetry and real life that can be diffused through a mass of 
men, it is in these little farmers that have been able by advancement 
of combination to reap, perhaps, a little benefit from the painful and 
toilsome process by which at the close of every season it was a doubt- 
fal question between penury and gain. 

I then ask that we shall have at least no ridicule and no belittling 
of this topic; that if this great breadth of land, if this great mass of 
population, if these great neighborhoods of families and sober men that 
make up at the ballot-box the sturdy voters who see that no detriment 
shall come to the Republic, and in the time of war the mother sends 
the son and the young wife her husband and the aged father that they 
may bear the brunt of war and save the Republic, and have saved it in 
war—they are the people. There are others, and many of them, thank 
God, in other pursuits, but in this you find none that are-more in num- 
ber nor more worthy in their character. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, toward the close of the debate yes- 
terday afternoon, exasperated by what appeared to me unjustifiable 
personal allusions intended to be offensive, I made some observations 
that upon reflection I am persuaded exceeded the limits of propriety 
in debate, and I avail myself of this first public occasion to express my 





Undoubtedly, Mr. President, every citizen of the United States holds 
his property of whatever description it may be, and however absolute 
its title may be, and not only his property but his life and his liberty, 
under the obligation and liability to so use it as not in any way to in- 
jure the equal rights of any other citizens, and to so employ it that it 
shall not detrimental to the general welfare of the whole people; 
and I have no doubt of the power of Congress to enforce this limitation 
upon the enjoyment of property, and, what is more valuable, of life 
and of liberty, by such legislation and such regulation as are warranted 
and authorized by the Constitution. 

This is what understand by the police powe of the nation, and I do 
not subscribe to the doctrine which asserts that Congress or the nation 
has parted with the police power, that there is no function anywhere 
except in the States to exercise police power, that the General Govern- 
ment has stripped itself and denuded itself so that in cases of great 
emergency ordanger or peril, if the States are torpid and inactive, if they 
are negligent, Congress must sit here without any capacity 
or power to interfere with whatever may be detrimental or injurious to 
the rights of the people or the safety of the nation. There is a police 
power in Congress as well as a police power in the States, and I repel 
and that narrow and restricted idea of the national authority 
which declares that there is not somewhere sleeping within the pro- 
found recesses of the Constitution a potential energy that can be in- 
voked wherever there is a right to be enforced or a wrong to be re- 


And therefore it has appeared to me from the outset and beginning 
that this whole subject was being treated inversely, that we were be- 
ginning at the apex and considering it downward, and that the funda- 
mental question for us to consider was not whether there was power in 
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Congress, even under the police authority, exercised through taxation 
or otherwise, to interfere with the production of oleomargarine as a sub- 
stitute for butter, but whether oleomargarine was a product detrimental 
and injurious to the public health and the general welfare, for I do not 
assume that the most latitudinarian interpretation of the Constitution 
will claim that there is any power to prevent fraud simply as fraud. 
The Government of the United States does not deal with that subject 
in this connection in that way. The fundamental question in this 
topic is whether or not oleomargarine is a safe, healthful, nutritious 
food product, and if it be, oleomargarine has exactly the same right to 
ask for a tax on butter that butter has to ask for a tax on oleomarga- 
rine. 

It is not a question whether or not there is cheating, whether or not 
there is imposition by one man upon another. It is the question 
whether or not this product is effecting a permanent injury upon the 
health and welfare of the country; and if it be not then this bill is not 
a bill to tax, it is a bill to spoliate and despoil, If it be a healthful 
product, then this bill is not for revenue, but it is for confiscation and 
destruction; and if it be a healthful food product, then if this bill 
passes, this Government from this time henceforward has no obstacle 
to its entrance upon a career of unrestrained depredation. 

Why, Mr. President, gincose, a low grade of sugar, is manufactured 
from corn. It is notdenied that it is healthful; it isnot denied that it 
is a legitimate industry. If oleomargarine be healthful aud we can de- 
stroy it because it interferes with some other industry, why can not the 
cane-sugar men demand that there shall be a penalty imposed upon the 
manufacture of glucose? A German chemist has recently discovered a 
substance known as saccharine from coal oil, as vile, I suppose, and of- 
fensive a substance as anything that can ever be introduced into oleo- 
margarine, that is of such an intense sweetening power that a single 
teaspoonful will change a barrel of water into syrup. It is now pro- 
duced at an expense of somewhere about ten or twelve dollars a pound. 
What shall be said of that? What shall be said of the discovery of this 
substance by chemical analysis and synthesis by which, if all that is 
reported is true, the whole sugar industry is to be uprooted and de- 
stroyed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
to his question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Sell it as coal-oil sirup. 

Mr. INGALLS. Sell itas coal-oil sirup! ‘That is very true, and I 
shall come to that subject shortly. But if it is to be pursued by the 
imposition of burdens like those which are imposed in this bill upon 
oleomargarine we shall simply be called upon by the sugar-refiners and 
the cane-growers to declare that it is unsalutary and dangerous to the 
public health, and therefore must not be permitted to enter as a com- 
petitor with that product. 

Mr. President, we were told the other day by one of the Senators 
from Maine in speaking about the delinquency of this administration 
and its incapacity to know when the country was insulted by a third 
rate colonial power that down on the coast of Maine a very important 
industry had been destroyed by the interposition of the Canadians; 
that the citizens of Maine were wont in their dories and skiffs and 
wherries to cross over the river that divides those two countries, and at 
Eastport to purchase small herring, which were put up in cotton-seed 
oil in tin boxes, properly labeled in the French language, and sold for 
sardines. The Senator from Maine spoke of that as one of the indus- 
tries of Maine, a legitimate industry, that was being harassed and im- 
periled by this interference with the American shipping industries by 
the Canadian men-of-war. 

Mr. President, while I should prefer the sardine in salad oil under 
the imprimatur of Phillipe & Carnaud, I do not know that it would ap- 
pear that the herring of Maine, properly imbedded in cotton-seed oil 
and inclosed in a tin receptacle picturesquely labeled and decorated, is 
not healthy, salutary, and nutritious, although it may interfere with 
the sardine industry. I should question very much whether either 
under the police power of this Government or under the taxing power 
of this Government we have any right whatever to prevent the impo- 
sition. 

I allude to this for the purpose of saying that so far as I know the 
bill that is now before us is an innovation. Macaulay describes a cer- 
tain class of people as preferring to perish by precedent rather than be 
saved by innovation. This is where we are in danger of perishing by 
innovation, if I understand the principles involved in this bill, and 
while I know nothing whatever about oleomargarine—I never saw a 
pound of it or a particle of it to know it, and I would not eat it except 
upon compulsion, and I do not know that I would upon compulsion, 
though ‘reasons were as plenty as blackberries,’’ and I want nobody 
else to eat it unless he desires to eat it—I must admit that having read 
with something of minuteness and attention and care the volume of 
testimony taken by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry in re- 
lation to the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy products, if there 
is any confidence to be placed in human testimony, un!ess we are toas- 
sume that men of the very highest character, men of the loftiest attain- 
ments and science and scholarship, without temptation to crime, have 
conspired with one consent to lie, and put their names to the lie, with 


Will the Senator allow me to give a brief answer 


Yes, sir. 
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date and place, without motive or reason for it, that oleomargarine is 
a healthful, nutritious, and cheap product; and there is not in this vol- 
ume from the beginning to the end, from its a 
its Genesis to its Revelations, one 

or implied, positive or indirect, that by the eee eomarga- 
rine was ever one single human being injured in his health; and this 
committee was “‘ organized to convict’’ oleomargarine. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. INGALIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. He alludes to the committee. I suppose I may be 
allowed to state the fact that, after all the evidence was in, the Agri- 
cultural Committee, by a majority of two to one, voted that this was 
not a hurtful substance to the health of the country and was not un- 
wholesome. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then so convincing was this evidence that upon a 
committee—I perhaps should not say ‘‘organized to convict’’ oleomarga- 
rine; that is too strong; I should say that I believe that committee did 
not sit with any prejudice in favor of oleomargarine—and yet so con- 
vincing was the evidence from men of every kind and degree, public 
and private, that as the Senator from Mississippi, who was himself, I 
believe, a member of the committee, informs us, the committee, by a 
majority of two to one, declared that it was not a hurtful food product. 

Now, Mr. President, where does the police power of the nation, 
where does the police power of the Statecomein? The junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. EVARtTs] appealed with touching pathos for the 
protection of the dairy interests of this country. Hedrew a picturesque 
ligure of the situation and dwelt upon the hardy virtues and the patri- 
otie valor of the farming population. Mr. President, I do not yield to 
the Senator from New York in my devotion to their welfare. But upon 
what theory of the Constitution or of natural justice or of the law of 
precedent that ever has before been invoked am I called upon to say 
that this product, admitted by the evidence and confessed by the com- 
mittee to be salutary, nutritious, cheap, desired by many, shall be bur- 
dened with proscription and pursued as it is by this bill with pains and 
penalties, with the obvious purpose not of collecting revenue, because 
that mask has been dropped, not fomthe purpose of preventing the 
poisoning of the people of the United States by an unwholsome food 
product, but to protect the dairy farmers of this country from the fur- 
ther deterioration of their stock in trade? 

Mr. President, the best types of butter are not permanent; they are 


not persistent. Butter is a compound that has many tran- 
sient, and fugitive elements liable to rapid chemical change when ex- 
posed to the heat and the here. The Senator from Massachusetts 


{| Mr. Hoar] suggests that it often melts in the mouth. Itis liable to 
decomposition; it is liable to sudden change; it rapidly becomes unfit 
for human consumption; and the evidence is here that this product does 
not in any sense whatever interfere or compete with the higher class of 
butter. Nobody claims that it does. It is not insisted that it does. 
Tho:e who manufacture the higher grades of butter confess that they 
do not care anything whatever about this bill. Yet here is a product 
that is adapted for the consumption of these who go down to the sea 
in ships, who are cngaged in long voyages, especially in the tropics, 
where butter can not be carried because it would soon become rancid 

and dilute inte oil, adapted for the consumption of the loggers in their 
camps and the miners in the mountains, for consumption by 
Go ee ee ee products are scarce, 
consumed by multitudes voluntarily and Necmbeke on tclidew ae 
this volume, and we are called upon, confessedly in the interest of one 
class of our people, to destroy this industry for their benefit, for I say 
it is destruction. Nobody denies that destruction is intended. 

I wish I had time to read, as I would have if the session were not 
so late, from the statements which this volume contains upon the sub- 
ject of the character of this product; but I have only time to refer 
briefly toa few. Upon 47 of this volume is the statement of Pro- 
fessor Henry Morton, who ibes himself as of the Stevens Institute 
of Technolegy, Hoboken, N. J., in which he describes the constituents 
of this product, the process of its manufacture, and declares that it is 
a wholesome and nutritious article of diet. To the same effect is the 
statement of Charles F. Chandler, of Columbia College, New York, who 
states that he has prepared which have been submitted to the 
board of health of New York city and tothe State senate of New York, 
in various years from 1880 down to the present. This is followed by 
the reports of Mr. Chandler, president, and Emmons Clark, secretary, 
to the senate of New York in 1878, a report by Mr. Chandler to Hon. 
M. R. Wise, chairman of the committee on manufactures of the house 
of —— amg gy y. oe bet the University of 
Pennsylvania; Henry A. oh eee — consulting chem- 
ist, 117 Wall ‘street, New York 8. C. Caldwell, of Corhell 
University, New York; 8S. W. Schusun, oft of the Sheffield scientific school 
of Yale College, New Haven, Conn.; C. A. Goessman, professor of 

Massachusetts; 


chemistry at Amherst College, Professor Morton, of 
the Stevens ees Charles P. director and 
of the Missouri school of mines, State University, who writes 


professor 

from Philadelphia; W. O. Atwater, from Wesleyan University, Mid- 
dietown, Conn.; J. W. 8. Arnold, professor in the medical 

of the University of New York, and so on, from men of the very highest 
professional and personal attainments. 


So I think it may be fairly assumed that the declaration of the Co, 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry that this product is deleterioy; ;,, 
human health and is to be restrained upon that ground must be a), .). 


express | doned. There is not a shadow of evidence left upon which that re), 


can 
Mr. Lawrence J. Callanan, of New York city, representing the re: 
grocers, appeared before the committee and d declared, on page 163, t 
he Sane 
Not to oppose the manufacture of oleo or imitation butter, for I think 


be made in such a way and of such materials asto make it a healthy substitut 
for butter. 


He continues: 


Now, the retailers of New York, and, I think, of the country, do not \ 
prohibit the manufacture of o or butterine; they simply w 
trade in such a way that it Sonsb be aed for what it is. 


Mr. W. 8. Truesdell, vice-president of the Mississippi Valley |) 
and Creamery Association, says: 


We admit that oleomargarine is healthful, and if these gentlemen wil! « 
themselves to the manufacture of oleomargarine alone there would be 1 
tion about the healthfulness of it. 


Mr. George W. Slade, of Fall River, Mass., a wholesale grocer, s:\ 


The firm has been in existence a little over twenty years. We deal Ja: 
cream butter and oleomargarine and butterine. We commenced the - 
butterine about twelve or thirteen years ago, when it was first introdu:~ 
New England. Our business in these goods, at first small, has gradua 
creased, Our city has a of about 60,000, 17,000 of which are « 
factory operatives, whe. with their families, number "35,000 to 40,000 px 
These people consume oleomargarine almost exelusively. The goods are s 
in 16-pound tubs, with the full knowledge on the part of the consumer of ‘he 
character. These tubs are all marked and sold in accordance with the Mass 
chusetts law, being stamped with the word ‘‘oleomargarine” or “ butt: 
upon the top and sides in one-half inch Gothic letters. 

One of our retail grocers constantly advertises these goods unde | 
true name and in the daily rs, price $1.10 per 10-pound tub. I have 1: 
heard any complaint as to ye character of the goods or of any sickness « 
sioned by their use 

We should regard it as a calamity to the poor people if they were to be 
upon an article which now costs them all they are able to pay for it. 


So says Mr. William B. Clark, of Worcester, Mass., wholesale proc 
dealer: 


We make a specialty of handling oleomargarine and have done so for «:. 
7. So far as I know, the Massachusetts law is rally complied wit! 
I recently saw in the hands of a party engaged in collecting oleomar: 
tubs from families for packing lard sixty-oneempty 10-pound tubs, all of w! 
had regular ine ae oy them as required by statute. A 


sales consumers in the original marked pac: 
ages, mostly 10-pound tubs. 
ers ese in Worcester and vicinity do not altogether be! 
to the poorer c' uumber of them do. I am persona! 
acquainted with several farmers in our who sell their milk «: 
do not make butter, who ly purchase butterine to use upon their ta!) 
Our firm is interested in several creamericsin Vermont, and we have not - 
that the sale of ine interferes or loavers the price of fresh-1) 


creamery butter. 


Mr. J. Merrill Carrier, of Lawrence, Mass., a retail dealer in gro- 


ceries and provisions since 1850, says: 
Within the last five years we have dealt in oleomargarine. 
ae 


the sale of these goods 
we did not su 


We comme « 
een ber gene 


because our 

them we found that they w povepetiness, a0 
we thus {wen for other is. We eka the for Tete 
to constantly increase, and that they give satisfaction. We ha 


nt from them than from our of prime quality. Weacco.: 

for from its uniform and quality. We have never heard that. 
pamnen wan eadees Wy Bere 5 ee he 

ee ee peaeedibtcatia enateale 

people with families, and I underst: 

ee main at saving money with which they are able to pro 


If a person calls for butter he butter, and f he calls forcleomargarin: 
gets that. We desire and to continue our business in this way. We 


not wish to be to l0cents per poun 
o* tat we can not ferninn because Fecetieniies cat enh a tax uj 
biden and all for the benef of those whioare beter off than those 0) wi 
the burden would come. So far as I know, the in the community 
in which I live is unanimous in the opinion that any tax would be unjus' « 
bear heavily upon those who are the least able to sustai 


Mr. HOAR. Who is that? 
Mr. INGALLS. That is Mr. J. Merrill Currier, of the firm of J. \! 


much more. Our customer 


article on the rich man'stabieis exempted from |: - 


ul. Many of our custom::- 


Currier & Co., of Lawrence, Mass., who says that he has been in \~ 


retail business. dealing in groceries and provisions since 1850. ‘| 
Simpson, one of the witnesses, who was called in this matter, who: 
himself a manufacturer of dairy butter, says: 

I believe that the population of the country has inereased very mucli |v 


a witness who ved in Chicago whe testimony had marked, but whi 


nny ees cothat Tean not immedi! 
nae nate the product manufactured by Armow 
kept only as butterine and at the grocery stores, thou 
sands and thousands of pounds were sold every day to the operati\: 
in the various factories and mills and establishments about Chicago, \\- ; 
preferred it to any other form Ss Ad thal meatarial ann bo presented. 
If the object then of the Seen ae ae eeapey to Prov ide 
that the United States shall aequire jurisdiction over this prodi 
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be no interference with the genuine products of th: 
a desire to burden this manufacture with unnecessary 
the tax that is imposed here is out of all proportion to the 
results which are desired to be attained. It is admitted that not less 
than 200,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine are now manufactured and 
sold yearly, which at a tax of 5 cents a pound would produce, aside 
from the licenses, not less than $10,000,000 per annum. I doubt very 
much whether the most stringent regulations which could be adopted 
under the excise system of the United States would cost $500,000, be- 
cause we are informed that there are not more than thirty places where 
these are manufactured. 

I therefore move to strike ont, in line 3 of section 8, upon page 6 of 
the bill, the words “*five cents’’ and to insert ‘‘one cent; ’’ so as to read: 

There shall be assessed and collected a tax of 1 cent per pound. 

Aside from the license taxes of $600 upon manufacturers, and $480 
upon wholesale dealers, and $4© upon retail dealers, that would bring 
what appears to me to be an ample sum to pay all the expenses which 
could possibly be incurred in placing this product under the supervis- 
ion of the internal revenue officials of the United States Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAtmer in the chair). The Chair 
will inform the Senator from Kansas that there is an amendment al- 
ready pending, and that his amendment is not in order at the present 
time. 

Mr. FRYE. Before the Senator takes his seat I desire to call his at- 
tion to a few remarks which he made touching the statements made by 
a Maine Senator in regard to the sardines of Maine. I ask him to what 
Maine Senator he referred. 

Mr. INGALLS. I referred to the Senator’s colleague [Mr. HAL¥]. 
It occurred in a debate here a few days since, a public debate. 

Mr. FRYE. As my colleague is now absent in the Committee on 
Appropriations of course he can make no reply in relation to that. I 
was not present at that debate, and I certainly myself would not like 
to be charged by my silence with saying what the Senator reports my 
colleague to have said. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was a matter that occurred here in public debate. 
Ido not recollect the bill which was before the Senate. I think there 
were many around me who heard the Senator from Maine speak about 
the fact that there were large quantities of small herrings packed by 
citizens of Maine in cotton-seed oil and sold as sardines; and he spoke 
of it in debate as one of the important industries of that State which 
was being imperiled by the depredations of the Canadian privateers 

our fishermen. : 

Mr. FRYE. It is an important industry, but whether or not the 
gentlemen who are engaged in the business admit that they put up 

sardines in cotton-seed oil, and in tin boxes, and in imitation of the 
French, and sell them under the French name as French sardines is 
another matter. I doubt very much indeed whether this statement is 
justified by anything which takes place in the State of Maine. 

Mr. INGALLS. Whatis the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate 

The PRESIDING ig apa The Senator from New York will 
suspend a moment while the pending amendment is read. 

Mr. MILLER. ae . 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. As the amendment is only two or three 
lines long I hope the Senator from New York will allow it to be read, 
and as it honestly sets out the objects of the bill I have no doubt he 
will accept the amendment. 





The P. IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The SecReTary. In section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,”’ it is 
_ proposed to insert: 


For the purpose of discouraging the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
or imitation butter, and to increase the price of genuine butter. 


So as to read: 


Sec, 3. That for the purpose of discouraging the manufacture and sale of 


° or imitation butter, and to increase the price of genuine butter, 
special taxes are imposed, as follows: 


Mr. MILLER. As the time has nearly arrived when I gave notice 
that I should ask for a vote, I do not propose to continue the discussion 
now, but simply to iy to what I understand the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GkorGE] stated as having taken place in the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. The question as to the wholesomeness or 
unwholesomeness of oleomargarine was never properly before that com- 
mittee and was never properly considered by it, but the members of 
the committee in their consultations did express their opinions regard- 
ing it. However, those opinions were based upon the genuine article, 
upon the article manufactured under the process of Mége, a pure arti- 
de, and it in no way had anything to do with the article as we find it 
im commerce. It was never properly before the committee, and any 
expression or statement here as to how the committee divided itself 
upon that question or any other question outside of the bill is, I think, 
outside of this debate and outside of this whole question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me to call 
his attention to what occurred on that subject? 





— nm 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield ? 

Mr. MILLER. Ido notunderstand that it is parliamentary or prope: 
to bring into this body the votes or the conversations or the consulta- 
tions that take place in a committee. The Senator of course is at 
liberty to state anything that he sees fit. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state, and J do not think it violates any 
parliamentary rule, that at the very initiation of our consideration of 
this bill a motion was made before the committee, upon which the com- 
mittee voted by yeas and nays, and the result of that was an affirma- 
tion on the part of thecommittee that oleomargarine was not a noxious 
article of food. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will undoubtedly qualify that by say- 
ing that that referred to oleomargarine, and not to any compound of it 
or any adulteration of it, or any mixture of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course it meant properly-made oleomargarine 

Mr. MILLER. I am prepared to show, and could show here if I 
would spend the time, that there is to-day probably not a pound of 
oleomargarine made in the United States of America. I have a letter 
from a man who introduced the Mége process in this country, who first 
manuiactured it, and who followed it from the beginning to the end 
He does not hesitate to say that allthe compounds which are made to- 
day are not pure oleomargarine; that they are combinations of oleo oi! 
of lard, of cotton-seed oil, of sesame oil, and of various other fats; and 
that the genuine article is entirely unknown. So whatever may have 
been the opinion of the committee upon the genuine article, or what- 
ever may be the opinion of the scientific gentlemen who have been 
quoted here upon that question, it has nothing whatever todo with the 
question of the wholesomeness of the article as we now 
the public. 

This book of testimony which has been read here to-day, and I shal! 
not go into that again, for at great length and in great detail I read 
the opinions of scientific men whose standing is as high as that of any 
others who have been quoted here, who show that as to-day made it is 
not as wholesome as butter; that it does frequently contain the germs 
of disease; and that it is always liable to be the medium of conveying 
disease to the human system. I showed that the Academy of Medicin« 
in Paris had so declared against it and had forbidden its use in the 
public hospitals of Paris. 

But in order that I might know semething about the article which 
is now being sold in nearly every grocery store in this country unde 
the name of butter I sent to the assistant dairy commissioner o! W 
York to have him send to the Microscopist of the Agricultural Depart 
ment samples of as many different kinds of oleomargarine as he coul«| 
find in the market, and he sent here some ten or tweive different sam- 
ples. I had them-examined by Doctor Taylor, whose ability as a mi- 
croscopist will not be questioned I suppose by any one, who has been 
for several years making a very careful study of this thing, and who 
was the first scientific man in this country or elsewhere to make the 
discovery that by the use of the microscope he could detect every dif- 
ferent kind of fat known, of every different animal and of every differ 
ent vegetable. He has undoubtedly succeeded in carrying his experi 
ments to such a point that to-day he can take any of these fats and tel! 
in a very short time precisely what kind of fat has been used in the 
combination. 

Let me call the attention of the body for a moment only to some of 
the samples which were taken in the market of New York only a few 
weeks ago and sent here for examination. Here 
Dr. Taylor: 


Does the Senator from New York 


find it befor 


is the statement of 


U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURI 
Washington, D. C., Jun l 
Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
Chairman Senate Commitiee on Agriculture: 

Dear Srr: Herewith I respectfully submit an analysis of the 
oleomargarine, so called, received June 12, 1886, from B. F 
assistant New York State dairy commissioner, 
York city, N. Y. 

Sample No.1 is anoleomargarine. Viewed umler the microscope as received 
this sample exhibits crystais of lard. On boiling it gives off fumes of a very 
disagreeable acid odor and also that of decomposing cheese (caseine), showing 
the presence of butter. It is unfit for human food, being in a highly decom- 
posed state. The sample is marked L. Aarensburg, N. Y. 


ten samples of 
. Van Valkenburgh 


330 Washington street, N 


Here was something pretending to be oleomargarine, which instead of 
being made of oleo oil was only made of lard and had mixed with it 
ehough of milk or of butter to leave in it what is known as the cheesy 
flavor given to butter: 


Sample No. 2.—This specimen is full of fangi, mycelium, and the spores of the 
same. Dark bodies, foreign to pure butter or oicomargarine, are also observed 
On boiling a very sour odor is given off,and also that of decomposing cheese 
(caseine), indicating the presence of butter, although no odor of butter was per 
ceived. This sample was too much decayed to detect in it the crystals of beef 
fat. Hasaslight taste of butter. Is unfit for human food, being in a state o 
fermentation. The sample is marked H. &D., June 12,1 Probably Richard 
& Muny’s goods. 

Sample No. 3.—This sample is an oleomargarine 
scope it exhibits crystals of lard. On boiling gives off a slight odor of butter 
alsoa sour and cheesy odor. Is unfit for human food, being high); 
posed. This sample is marked P. H. Riper, N.Y.; made by him in New 
old goods. 


I might go on and read the entire list of ten, but I see the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is in his sea 


886. 
Viewed under the micro- 
decom 


York; 


ind he told 1 


3 the other day 
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that the details which I brought out were so sickening that he was 
compelled to leave the Chamber. I do not desire to drive him or any 
one else from the Chamber, and I will allow him to read this article 
for himself. The whole ten samples show the fraud that is being per- 
petrated in making oleomargarine. 

Mr. President, it is a doubie frand. Oleomargarine itself is a bogus 
imitation of butter. The article put upon the market to-day is a bogus 
imitation of oleomargarine, made out of all the compounds that can be 
gotten together, because they are cheap. I do not care to go further 
into the question either of its wholesomeness or of its cleanliness. 

A good deal has been read here regarding the desirability of this food 
as a cheap product for men laboring in factories and ordinary laboring 
men. Thus far these efforts to supply the laboring man with a cheap 
food have resulted in trying to cheat him out of his money by charg- 
ing him substantially the same price for the bogus article as he would 
have paid for the genuine article. I could read the testimony of Mr. 
Harris, from some point in Massachusetts, in which he said he was 
selling oleomargarine honestly for what it was worth, and that it was 


usually used for cooking purposes and not upon the table. I asked 
him what he charged for it. He replied 17 centsa pound. I asked 
him what he paid for it, and he said 10} cents a pound. In the ex- 


amination it came out that upon the finer quality of butter he charges 
a profit of 4 cents a pound. So in this case if he had been willing to 
content himself with the ordinary price of the retail dealer he would 
have furnished these goods to his customers for 144 centsa pound. In- 
stead of that he charged them the price of ordinary butter, 17 cents a 
pound, and he said he could not afford to do it for less, and still he 
thought it was a good food for poor laboring men in this country. I 
do not care to go into that. I am not asking the laboring men of this 
country to use any bogus article or any other because it is cheap. I 
think they can take care of that. 

We have heard a good deal about the laboring men and about the 
Knights of Labor and the various organizations organized throughout 
the country as opposed to this bill. There have been some petitions 
coming in here pretending to come from that source, and they have been 
sent to the Senate in order that it might exert its proper influence. I 
have been furnished with an original letter from Mr. Powderly upon 
this question. I will ask that it be read at the desk in order that it 
may go into the RecorD, and let us see whether there is any organiza- 
tion among the laboring men against this measure. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Scranton, Pa., June 16, 1886. 

Dear Sir: Neither the general assembly nor the general executive board of 
the Knights of Labor have ever indorsed or in any way meddled with the oleo- 
margarine question, and all representations to the contrary are false. I have 
never heard (only through you) that our order was accused of interfering in this 
matter. We telegraphed from Cleveland when in special session that we had 
taken no action. It would seem that that would be sufficient. 

Individual members of the Knights of Labor may have favored the oleomar- 
garine bill or opposed it. «If so, they have a right to their opinion. As an or- 
der, however, we have not touched the question at all, 

I remain, very truly, yours, 
T. V. POWDERLY. 

Joun Livineston, Esq., 

New York, N. Y. 

Mr. MILLER. I submit that simply as an answer to some things 
which have been said here during this debate in regard to the position 
of laboring men on this question. I shall not repeat my argument on 
that question, but simply say that the laboring men of this country, 
and by that I mean those laboring in manufacturing establishments, 
producing manufactured articles for sale, know full well that they can 
not afford to buy the product of any labor for less than its real cost to 
the producer. They know full well that they can not afford to buy 
the products of the farm at such a price as will bring ruin to the farmer 
any more than the farmer and the farm laborer can afford to buy the 
manufactured article for less than it costs, for if they do it must event- 
ually come out of the wages of the laborer. The laboring men of this 
country stand together upon questions of that kind, and they know 
their interests well enough to do it. 

There is simply one other question to which I wish to call the atiten- 
tion of the Senate for a single moment. It was alluded to and fully 
brought out by my colleague in speaking of the influence of the dairy 
industry of this country upon our foreign commerce, that it furnished 
no inconsiderable portion of our exports and performed its fair share 
in producing to-day a balance of trade in our favor, and maintained, 
therefore, a healthy condition of our finances. 

The bill which has been reported here by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations in regard to the inspection of our hog prodacts is simply in- 
tended to give such a guarantee of their purity that they will no longer 
be rejected by the governments of Europe, and in order that by that 
method we may find a wider market for those products. Up tothe time 
that oleomargarine began to be made in this country a very consider- 
able portion of our butter found a market in Europe; but within the 
last few years it has declined at least 50 per cent. initsamount. Why 
has this been? Not that less butter is being consumed in Europe, but 
because of this uncontrolled and unlimited fraud by which these imi- 
tation goods are put upon the market as though they were original and 
genuine, it has brought discredit upon all our product, and to-day we 





can scarcely find any foreign market for the best made American but- 
ter. I have no doubt if we had the power under our Constitution to 
enact the law of the Dominion of Canada, it would be greatly to the 
interest of the whole country that it should be done. — 

Canada hasa very simple law upon this question. It is scarcely nore 
than ten lines long. It forbids either the manufacture or importation 
of oleomargarine into the Dominion of Canada under heavy tines and 
penalties. What has been the result of that legislation in Canada’ 
It has transferred one-half of our existing trade in the dairy products 
across the border into Canada. Her exports of butter, as the figures 
of the produce exchange show, have grown as ours have diminished, 
and to-day she alone is able to hold her hand and control in the mar- 
kets of Europe, because the Canadian brand is a guarantee of honesty 
and genuineness, and no matter how good our butter may be to-day it 
finds either an uncertain market or no market at aJi in Europe. 

I have here a letter from one of the leading produce dealers and ex- 
porters of New York city bearing directly upon that question. | send 
it to the desk and ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

New Yoru, June 26, las 

Dear Sir: I suppose you know the Canadian Government have passed a law 
to prohibit the manufacture, importation, or sale of any imitation oradulterated 
dairy products in the Dominion. By this act she secures a preference over us 
in the foreign markets on her dairy products. One of the partners of a foreign 

yroduce exporting house here,and who also have an agency in Montreal, has 
just told me that they had orders for Canadian butter at 75 shillings per hun- 
dredweight, but could not get orders for American at 65 shillings. 
I remain, yours very respectfully, 
JOHN 8S. MARTIN 


Hon, WARNER MILLER, 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 


P. S.—Seventy-five shillings sterling means about 16 cents per pound here, aud 
at this price large quantities of fine, pure, June-made creamery butter could be 
bought in our market now. 

Mr. MILLER. There is the evidence that our best dairy butter to- 
day is so discredited in the markets of Europe that if sent there at al! 
it sells at 20 cents less than the Canadian article, which of course is no 
better. Take this then in every consideration, and it seems to me we 
do find sufficient reason for the legislation asked by the bill. 

Mr. President, I appeal to the friends of this measure to see to it that 
it shall not be amended in a single section, that not asingle line or let- 
ter or figure of it shall be changed by this body. 

Mr. BECK. Why? . 

Mr, MILLER. Any change at this stage of the session may be fatal 
to the bill. As I said the other day, the mea.ure does not go into el- 
fect until ninety days after the passage of the act, which will be neat 
the Ist of November. If the bill shall become a law and if it shal! be 
found that there is any injustice in it, or that there are any mistakes 
made in the bill, Congress will be in session within thirty days and ca: 
rectify them. But I trust that the friends of this measure will see to 
it that it passes this body as it came from the other House. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With the consent of the Senate I will 
withdraw the amendment which I offered to the bill a few moments ago, 
for the purpose of allowing the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas to be voted on directly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Arkansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 3 of section 8, I move to strike out ‘‘five™ 
and insert ‘‘two’’ before the word ‘‘cents;’’ so as to read: 

That upon oleomargarine which sball be manufactured and sold, or remov« 


for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 2 cents pe! 
pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof. 


The amendment of the Senator from 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend the bill as he has stated, and demands the yeas and nays ou 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABLIN] is detained from the Senate by sickness, and is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If my 
colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. On this bill and on the amendments I am paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pike]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Catt]. If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘nay.” _ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am authorized toannounce that the pair o! 1 
colleague [Mr. SABIN] is transferred to the Senator from Florida | Mr. 
CALL] from the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. ‘The 5en- 
ator from Florida would vote ‘“‘yea,’’ and my colleague would vole 
“na 2? 

Mr. TELLER. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’? 


Iam paired with 
If he were here, I should 








The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 
Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 


Aldrich, Coke 


Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Berry, Eustis, Manderson, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hampton, Platt, Waithall, 
Chace, Harris, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—28. 
Allison, Dolph, Hawley, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Logan Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarte, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Gorman, Miller, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Dawes, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—I6. 
Bowen, Tlearst, McPherson, Pike, 
all, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
ir, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
George, Kenna, Morrill, Van Wyck. 
So the amendment was to. 


Mr. BUTLER. In line 6 of section 1 I move to strike out the words 
“ with or,”’ before the word ‘‘ without,’’ where they occur the second 
time in the line; so as to read: 

That for an nerd this act the word “butter” shall be understood to 


mean the food sually known as butter, and which is made exclusively 
from milk or cream, or both, with or without common salt, and without addi- 


tional coloring matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
=e proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER]. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The ae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 
he were present. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] would vote ‘‘yea”’ 
if he were present. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILv]. 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ought, perhaps, to announce that the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] is paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. BowEN]. The pair was originally between the Senator from 
Alabama and myself, with the privilege on my part to transfer it, which 
Ihave done. I make this announcement now, and will not repeat it 
hereafter. The Senate will understand that the pair continues to exist 
on all the votes on the bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 26; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—36. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, ine Sawyer, 
Blair MeMilian, Sewell, 
Camden, Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, 
Chace, Hale, Miller, Stanford, 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, er, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—26, 
Beck, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 
Berry, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall, 
Batler, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Call, Hampton, m, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, b Riddleberger, 
Coke, Ingalls, Vance, 

ABSENT—l4. 

Bowen, Jonesof Florida, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Pair, MePherson, Pike, Van Wyck. 
George, Mitchell of Pa., Pugh, 
Hearst, Morgan, Sabin, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 
Mr. INGALLS. In section 6, line 15, before the word “‘ sells,’’ I 
move to insert the word ‘‘knowingly;”’ so as to read: 
Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers to 
oleomargarine i 


deliver, any nm any other form than in new wooden or paper 
packages as above described, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine 
any manner contrary to law, or who falsely brands any kage or affixes a 
stamp on any g a less amount of tax than uired by law, 
shall be offense not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, and be 
iwprisoned not less than six months nor more than two years. 


clause imposing a penalty for the selling of a Jess 
is to be required by law. 
in any event, and as the has been amended I suppose there will be 


no to this amendment. It is the customary limitation upon 
the act whenever a criminal intent is to be charged. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I should vote ‘‘nay ”’ if 


TL97 


Mr. BECK. Perhaps the Senator from Kansas does not agree with 
me, but I ask him whether 1t would not be well to strike out the min- 
imum punishment? There may be technical violations of this law by 
very ignorant people, and if the court has the discretion to fix a maxi- 
mum fine it ought not to fix so severe a minimum in some cases as 
seems to be fixed here for the very smallest offense. If the maximum 
is right I think the minimum could be dispensed with. I suggest this 
to the Senator from New York as well, because persons may buy these 
things, and you may prove some knowledge, and yet in a matter like 
this very many ignorant people deal in this article, and when you give 
the court a discretion ta fix the punishment according to the offense it 
is very hard to make six months’ imprisonment or a fine of $100 the 
very least it is authorized to impose. 

Mr. INGALLS, I propose as soon as this amendmentis acted on to 
add the necessary amendments in lines 21 and 23, so that the offense 
may have a maximum punishment, striking out the minimum. 

Mr. MILLER. I can not accept any amendmenttothe bill. I trust 
the Senate will before the bill leaves it reverse its action upon the rate 
of taxation. It is impossible if the bill becomes a law that any per- 
son shall deal in this article in any other way than knowingly and 
willfully, and therefore no such words are necessary. At all events I 
should fail of doing my full duty in this matter if [I consented to any 
amendment whatever, unless it is put in by an absolute vote of the 
Senate. 

I move to lay the pending amendment on the table, and I give notice 
that I shall do that in every case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York moves 
that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas be laid on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before that motion is put, I ask the Sen- 
ator from New York whether he meant to say that every amendment 
shall be laid on the table-on his motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But I understood the Senator from New 
York to say that he would give notice that all amendments shall lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Virginia will please 
hear the Chair. The motion is to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas on the table, and that motion admits of no debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I understood the notice of the Sen- 
ator from New York to be that he would ask to dispose of all other 
amendments in that way. That is what he said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motions can be treated as they 
come up, but this motion admits of no debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. He said it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. MorRRILv]. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Prke]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness, as I have before announced, and is paired. He 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABrIN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 


Allison, 


Edmunds, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Miller, Sewell, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Dawes, Logan, Payne, Wilson of lowa 
Dolph, McMillan, Platt, 

NA YS—30 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Harris, Vance, 
Beck, Coke, Hoar, Vest, 
Berry, Colquitt, Ingalls, Voorhees, 
Brown, Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Butler, Eustis, Kenna, Whitthorne 
Call, Gibson, Maxey, Wilson of Md. 
Camden, (iray, Ransom, 
Chace, Hampton, Riddleberger, 
4 BSENT—19. 

Bowen, llearst, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sherman, 
George, Jonesof Nevada, Pike, Stanford, 
Gorman, McPherson, Pugh, Van Wyck, 
Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 


So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to insert the word ‘* know- 


It probably was an omission | ingly’’ in line 15 of section 6. 


Mr. HOAR. I hopethe Senator in charge of the bill will allow this 
amendment to be made, and also allow another amendment to be made 
striking out the minimum punishment at the end of the section, which 
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it seems to me, except in cases of crimes of great aggravation, like mur- 


der or burglary with violence to the , ought never to be in crim- 
inal legislation. The Senate for the last few years has, I believe, in- 
variably, when its attention has been called to the matter, stricken out 
the minimum legislation; that is, the compulsory imprisonment in all 
cases without regard to accident or extenuating circumstances, and so 


on. 

If the bill is to be amended at all, it seems to me that the pending 
amendment and the amendment which I have indicated would help the 
bill rather than hurt it. 

Mr. MILLER. TheSenatorfrom Vermont [Mr.EpmuNDs], with the 
law before him, informs me that the present internal-revenue law is 
precisely like this, only that the minimum punishment is greater than 
this. So that certainly is not in accordance with the statement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, as I understood it. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I said that for the last three or four years, when- 
ever the attention of the Senate had been called to this matter of mini- 
mum punishment it had invariably adopted the policy of striking it 
out. 

I wish to say that one of the great blots upon our legislation is the 
existence of the very provision to which the Senator from Vermont has 
called attention in the revenue laws. LI had this case brought to my 
attention when I was a member of the other House. 

An Irishman who was a man of standing and character among those 
who knew him, and whose wife I had known very well as a domestic 
in a family where I had lived, was convicted in Boston of violating the 
internal-revenue laws by selling some article; I have forgotten now 
what the article was, very likely liquor. He had applied to the col- 
lector of internal revenue in the district to know whether it was neces- 
sary for him to take both a wholesale and a retail license. The col- 
lector said that he was not himself certain under the circumstances, but 
he would apply to the Department for direction; that in the mean time 
the man might keep on. He took out the license which the collector 
required of him, and he was indicted for a violation of the other pro- 
vision in the interval before the reply came back from Washington, 
and was convicted. Thejudge, Judge Sprague, said there was no power 
under the law which would prevent his sentencing that man to im- 
prisonment. He happened to be in a condition of health in which im- 
prisonment for six months or twelve months would have been his 
death, and it was with very great difficulty that the administration 
here were induced to interfere. 

Mr. MILLER. So far as the amendment in line 15 inserting the 
word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ is concerned, it may as well be accepted now as to 
have another vote upon it, because the vote just taken indicates that 
it will carry, but I shall reserve the right of course when the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate to have a separate vote upon it, if I then think it 
wise to doso. Therefore, I suggest that the word “‘ knowingly ’’ be 
inserted by unanimous consent at present, in order to avoid another 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryrin the chair)... Without ob- 
jection it Will be so ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Insection 6, line 21, after the word ‘‘not,’’ I move 
to strike out the words “‘less than one hundred dollars nor;’’ and in 
line 22, after the word ‘‘not,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘less than six 
months nor;’’ so as to read: 


Shall be fined for each offense not more than $1,000, and be imprisoned not 
more than two years. 

I do not know whether that can be properly offered as one amend- 
ment, but I suppose by unanimous consent it may be so treated. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Withoutobjection it will besotreated. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I voted to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas inserting the word “‘knowingly’’ on the table, not on the 
ground that I should object to its insertion per se, but upon the ground 
that thinking the clause to be perfectly safe as it stood I did not wish 
to amend the bill at all. But as that is put in, we now come to the 
question of penalties, and to illustrate that as well as the penalties 
under the internal-revenue system I will just read a section that I open 
at random in the internal-revenue chapter and title in the Revised 
Statutes, which illustrates both the absence of “‘knowingly’’ as a phrase 
and the amount of penalty. It is section 3268: 

Every person who destroys, breaks, injures, or tampers with an 


lock or seal 
which may be placed on any cistern-room or building by the duly authorized 
officers of the revenue, or opens said lock or seal, or the door to 


cistern- 

room or building, or in any manner gains access to the contents ace in the 
absence of ee officer, shall be fined not less than nor more 
$5,000, and imprisoned not less than one year nor more than three years. 

There is an instance in which one would suppose on the theory of 
the argument of the proposer of this amendment of ‘‘ knowingly ”’ that 
it would be necessary and pi to put it in, because the being 
once put on does not show on the face of it that it isa Government lock 
put on that building by a proper Government officer duly authorized 


to do it. But the word is not in, and if anybody to be prose- 
cuted under that section, and he showed that he not know that 
that was a revenue-lock building, or a revenue lock, and he supposed 


it was perfectly right te go into the building for some purpose, and he 
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broke the lock, he could not be convicted, because it would be im) ied 
that the essence of the offense after all was doing it with an intent to 
do wrong. 

Therefore I voted to lay the amendment inserting the word ‘* know. 
ingly ’’ on the table, while if this were a Senate bill I should not, o; 
course, have the slightest objection to it, because it would mean {! 
same thing in such a case whether in or out. 

When you come to the penalty there is great force in what the Sen. 
ator from Massachusetts says, and if the bill is to be amended at |! | 
have no objection to striking out the minimums, although it is not dis. 
ferent from but more mild than the present internal-revenue law about 
distilled spirits, &c. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York mo 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from Kansas on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

a yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded to ci! 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. Prke]. 
vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit1.]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 28, nays 33; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—2s. 
Allison, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Miller, Spooner, 
Conger, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Cullom, Hale, Palmer, Teller, 
Dawes Kenna, Payne, Wilson of Iowa 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hearst, Vance, 
Beck, Colquitt, Hoar, Vest, 
Berry, Eustis, Ingalls, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Butler, Gray, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Call, Hampton Plumb, Wilson of Md 
Camden, Harris, Pugh, 
Chace, Hi n, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Riddleberger, 

ABSENT—15. 

Bowen, Jonesof Nevada, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Fair, McPherson, Morrill, Sherman, 
George, Manderson, ke, Van Wyck. 
Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 


So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘not,’’ I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘less than one thousand and not ;’’ in line ‘, 
after the word ‘‘not,’’ to strike out the words “‘less than five hundred 
nor ;’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘‘not,’’ to strike out the word: 
“less than fifty nor ;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That every person who carries on the business of a manufacturer of oleom 

ne without having paid the special tax therefor, as required by law, sha! 
Fesides being liable oe the payment of the tax, be fined not more than ‘$5.00: 
and every person who es on the business of a wholesale dealer in olecmar- 
garine without having paid the special tax ae as required by law, sha 
besides being liable to t — of the tax, be fined not more than $2,000 ; a1 id 
every person w e b of a retail dealer in oleomargari: 
without having ates the edad tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides 


being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not more than $500 for each and 
every offense. 


As I do not propose to make any debate, I suggest that the vote may 
as well be taken on the amendment as on a motion to lay on the table 
the object of that motion being I suppose only to stop debate. 

Mr. MILLER. If the vote can be taken without debate I have no 
objection. I simply want to call the attention of the Senate to the di!- 
ference. Section 4 relates to the people who are carrying on the }us'- 
ness of manufacturing. There can never any question arise as to wa! 
they do, whether they doit knowingly and willfully; and therefore the 
reason which may have actuated the Senate in changing the other se- 
tion can not apply here, certainly not with the force that it did in the 
other case. This applies only to the manufacturers of oleomargar 0: 
and it fixes a minimum as wellasamaximum. I hope the amend me"! 
will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HO.“ R. Mr. President, it seems to me that the principle (ors 
not apply to this particular section, but it is one where there ouy!:t | 
be a minimum punishment, although I am generally opposed to thos se 
a because, as the Senator from New York says, the perso! 

who persists in carrying on a business which may be extremely pro'''- 
able ought not to have the chance of getting off and retaining the profits 
of his poinen Uo wear eet It seems to me it is not unre. 


sonable as this is a fine and not imprisonment. 
Mr. INGALLS. no wish at all to retard final action on ()! 
bill, I withdraw the t; and in section 3, line 15 on pace 


after the word “‘ pay,’’ I move to strike out the word ** forty-eig 
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and insert ‘‘ twelve,’’ fixing the license for retail dealers at $12 instead Mr. GEORGE. I was paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 


of $48. , : Hey [Mr. Prke], but that pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of | Rhode Island [Mr. Cacr] for this vote, and I therefore vote “‘ nay.”’ 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word ‘‘pay,”’ it 


The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 28, as follows: 











. : ; TEAS—29. 

: strike out “‘ forty-eight ”’ e re;?? ‘ , ' + 

is proposed to y-eight” and insert “twelve; so a8t0 | 4 nison, Edmunds, McMillan, Sewell, 

read: Blackburn, Evarts, Mahone, Sherman, 
Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $12. ae, Frye, Manderson Spooner 

Jameron, Hale, Miller, Teller, 

Mr. MILLER. I move to lay that amendment on the table. Conger, Hawies Mitchell of Geen, Wien ef lowe, 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to a point of order. Cullom Hoar, Payne, 


Dawes, Kenna, Piatt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point of 





dim Dolph, Logan, Sawyer, 

0 L a 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from New York has not com- , es anes eae 
plied}with one of the rules of the Senate, which requires that a Senator =. een ee — 
shall rise from his seat and respectfally address the Chair. [Laugh- | Berry, Colquitt, [learst Vest, 

ter.] That is the only chance I have or any other Senator here has to | Brown, Eustis, Ingalls, Voorhees, 


get ina or a reason why he is for or against this bill. The Sen- 
ator from New York has spoken three hours or more on this bill, and 
has searcely left his seat to-day. Now, the rule which requires that he 
shall rise from his seat also requires that the Chair shall recognize him, 
and him only, who thus rises and respectfully addresses the Chair. I 


submit that t. Otherwise there are no rights here, and we yield 
to these e called ‘ rs of bills.’’ 
The P. ING OFFICER. The Senator from New York [Mr. 


MILLER] moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. IDLEBERGER. I ask if the Chair will recognize my point 
of order. I want the Senate, if necessary, to pass upon the question as 
to whether a Senator here can hold the floor from time into eternity, 
and even not measure space or eternity. 

I have some reasons for opposing this bill, with which, possibly, the 
Senator from New York is not very well acquainted. I know from my 
association with him here that heis coequal with infinity itself, omnipo- 
tence, omniscience, omnipresence, but there may be some reasons which 
I might be permitted to assign why I do not go for this bill. 

I ask now whether the Chair is going to recognize two or three men 
on this floor all the time. I want to give my own reasons if the Chair 
insists that the Senator from. New York has the right to make that mo- 
tion standing as he was upon his feet, and then I will appeal from the 
decision of the Chair if the Chair will allow that a motion not debat- 
able in itself is debatable now on an appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Virginia to the fact that he rose and proceeded to speak 
without having the recognition of the Chair at the time. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If I did that, I did not mean it, but I 
thought the Chair did not hear me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not recognize the Sen- 
ator from Virginia at all. , 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I noticed that the Chair did not. That 
was a most evident thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not vote on theamendment directly? There 
is to be no debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to make a further inquiry, why it is 
necessary for the Senator from New York to apply the gag law to this 
bill or to amendments to this bill. I can not understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While a motion to lay on the table is pending we 
had better not have any debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand what is pending as well as the Senator 
from Vermont. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and I do not pro- 
pose for one to be corrected by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IcalltheSenatortoorder. He is addressing him- 
self to this question while a motion to lay on the table is pending. 

Mr.BUTLER. I am not addressing myself to the subject of laying 
on the table atall. I rose for the purpose of making an inquiry of the 
Chair. It is done here every day of the year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the parliamentary inquiry 
the Senator desires to make? 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted to knowif theSenator from New York pro- 


posed to the gag law to amendments to this bill? 
‘Phe ING OFFICER. That is a question which it is not for 
the Chair to answer. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator from New York can answer it, or 
perhaps the Senator from Vermont will answer it for him, as he seems 
verbo le we of the bill and of the Senator from New York and 

Mr. . Teall the Senator to order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is tolay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. MILLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The and ‘were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. - The Senator from Nevada { Mr. JoNES] asked me 
to pair with him at one time on the passage of the bill, but I did not 
et ee extended totheseamendments. Iam advised 

so 


it, and I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 








Butler, George, 
Call, Gibson Maxey, 


Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Whitthorne, 


Camden, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md 
ABSENT—19 

Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sabin, 

Chace Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Saulsbury, 

Fair, McPherson, Pike, Stanford, 

Gorman, Mitchell of PR, Plumb, Van Wyck 

Harrison, Morgan, Pugh, 


So the amendment was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to announce in regard to the last vote, as 


I have announced before, that I am paired with the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Fark] on the passage of the bill. He is opposed to the bill 
and I am in favor of it. I withheld my vote on the amendment be- 
cause I did not know how he would vote on it. 


Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH]. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea’’ 
if he were here. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 


the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 


to bythe House of Representatives, and agree tothe conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the pari of the Senate be appointed by the 


President pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HAL; Mr. LoGaN, and 
Mr. BECK. 


PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives further insisting on its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all 
laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands; the laws allow- 
ing entries for timber culture; the laws authorizing the sale of desert 
lands, and for other purposes, and asking a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to submit a conference report on the part of 
the Senate conferees on the bill just announced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

J. N. DOLPH, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

T. R. COBB, 

W. J. STONE, 

L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the further conference requested by the House of 
Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Do_rn, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5878) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to modify 
the postal money-order system, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 3, 1883, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 118) relative to certain papers in the 
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State Department by error, was read twice by its title, and referred to | be manufactured if need be, the one from the carcass of the hog an 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Rules, submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
oleomargarine. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in line 3 of section 11, page 8, I 
move tostrike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 11, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
‘' fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 11. That every person who knowingly purchases or receives for sale any 
oleomargarine which has not been branded or stamped according to law, shall 
be liable to a penalty of $10 for each such offense. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does she § tor desire to speak ? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, this is the only opportunity 
I believe that has been afforded to express an opinion of this bill other 
than such as has proceeded from its friends or its opponents based on 
the dairy system or the right to manufacture anything, and I desire to 
express my hostility to the bill, coming as I do from a farming com- 
munity, because it is to all intents and purposes an internal-revenue 
tax. Ido not believe that there is a farmer in the western, north- 
western, or southwestern part of Virginia who does not despise the 
suggestion of internal revenue. I know that when I cross the James 
River and get into the tobacco country where we have people upon 
whose product so much per pound, 8 cents, for instance, is levied, they 
hate the idea and they reprobate the internal revenue. It begins wrong. 

I do not love oleomargarine. I do not eat it knowingly, and will 
not have it ifI can help it. Itisafraud. I would not take it under 
a law enacted here. If it be such a fraud as the Senator from New 
York says it is, I would not have anything to do with it; I would not 
license it. I would not say with the Senator from Kansas that you 
should pay the Government a cent a ome for it, any more than I 
would license any other fraud. But when it comes to the question of 
whether we ought to permit its manufacture and sale in this country, 
then I am with the farming community and say I would prohibit it 
entirely. I desire that to be understood. 

I desire it to be understood, moreover, that in opposing this bill I 
think that I am opposing the most obnoxious law that to-day staads 
upon the statute-books of the United States, that which says that to- 
bacco shall be taxed, that liquorshall be licensed, and the manufacturer 
of oleomargarine shall have the right to sell it if he shall pay the rev- 
enue tax on it. I am opposed to that, and I am opposed to this bill. 
I ask that the farmer whe makes honest butter shall be put a little bit 
above the whisky distiller of the mountain counties. I ask that we 
shall proceed in this matter in some other way and say if this be poison- 
ous food, if Chicago furnishes hogs that die of disease out of which 
there shall be made hog butter or butterine or oleomarganine that en- 
ters into the physical system and destroys the life of man, woman, or 
ehild, that we wil! not license it; we will not permit it. That is the 
simple way in which the question suggests itself to me. 

Here we have been day after day trying to determine between the 
Senator from Kansas and the Senator from New York whether one 
makes good butter or the other buys cheap oleomargarine, whether the 
laboring man wants the oleo: ine or the laboring man does not. 
Perhaps the laboring man would prefer the oleomargarine in some sec- 
tions, as we see resolutions coming here against its taxation. How easy 
it is to teach him that as he destroys the cow he abridges the number 
of the calves. He can not reduce the price of his butter as he in- 
creases the price of thecow. So we find these men coming up in their 
State organizations and telling us that they prefer honest butter because 
it is made by honest men. 

I say give us no more internal-revenue taxes. Let us have this as it 
ought to come from the Congress of the United States. Deal with it 
as heroically as the surgeon would with the knife with a man on the 
field, where it must be promptly applied or the subject woulddie. We 
are treating this thing here childishly. It does not become us, it does 
not become the Congress. The country does not want such treatment. 

If this be a fraud, do not let Congress license it. The States may do 
it; give them the opportunity of correcting it themselves; butfor God’s 
sake do not let the Congress of the United States set the example of 
licensing a fraud. Rather let the frand go on. Let every fraud go on; 
let your gambling-houses go on; let every unlicensed institution that 
the country ought not to tolerate go on rather than the Congress of the 
United States even by indirection should pass a bill here recognizing 
the thing and say that it is licensed. Let be manufact- 
ured if need be, but do not let us tax it and license it; Jet butterine 


the other from the steer, but let us Jeave it out of the legislation of the 
great American Con 

I appeal to those of the Senate who recognize that when they do this 
thing, Democrats or Republicans, they are adding to the internal-rey- 
enue taxation the most distasteful to all sections of this country and 
to all the people of it. I am not afraid to staed right here and vote 
against every feature of this bill and every amendment that is added 
to it to help to pass it, and go home to a mountain conséituency, a con- 
scientious constituency, and tell them that I stood on the two princi- 
ples, first, that we ought not to Merease and give addition to the in- 
ternal-revenue system by taxing these articles; and next, that if the 
manufacture of oleomargarine or butterine be a fraud we ought to deal 
with it heroically, and say that it shall not be manufactured or sold in 
this country, and that we ought not to be putting a tax on it. 

It has been said that Legislatures have made laws that you could 
drive a four-horse coach through. Did you ever read a statute where 
it was said that a man who knowingly commits murder shall be pun- 
ished so-and-so? Did you ever read a statute in which the word 
“knowingly ’’ was affixed tothecrimeitself? Ineverdid. Theintent 
must be proved. That belongs to the books without being written, it 
is apart of the common law that we accept and never think of inserting 
here; but in the interest of the oleomargarine manufacture we must 
insert the word ‘‘knowingly!’’ You mightas well try the devil before 
a court in his own dominions and expect a conviction of him as to ex- 
pe a conviction of a manufacturer or seller of oleomargarine under the 

w which is made ostensibly to protect the dairymen, the farmer, the 
consumer of the product, if you insert the word ‘‘knowingly.’’ What 
lawyer here would undertake to go before a court on a contingent fee 
to prove that a man knowingly sold oleomargarine ? 

You have had it under discussion here. Is there a Senator on this 
floor who can tell me whether he knows the distinction between eleo- 
margarine, butterine, and butter? Is there one? Then take the Sen- 
ators themselves who undertake to make this law, go into court, and 
you could not convict one of them even for eating it, much less selling 
it. 

I took some little pains to try to find out and I was told that there 
was such a thing as cutting the one with a knife and the other with a 
fork, or one with a sharp instrument and thé other with a dull instru- 
ment; but if you cut them both alike with the same instrument, the 
little water that we know belongs to butter would appear on the butter 
and it would not on the other. I have been told that if you take a 
lump of butter as it comes wrapped around with a linen rag and lay it 
on the table, and then by the side of it take a lump of butterine and 
lay it down in the same way, the butter would melt in one-third of the 
time that the butterine would. Does that help you to a conviction of 
the man who would sell outside of the law when you say that he shal! 
do it knowingly? He does not wait for the sun to shine on it to de- 
termine whether it is butterine or anything else; he sells it before the 
sun gets at it. 

I say that this bill is one that will do no earthly good; its only effect 
is to give the sanction of the American Congress to a fraud. Therefore 
I shall vote against it. That is my only reason, as I stated. 

Now, Mr. President, if I have been a little anxious to make this state- 
ment I know it will be excused by Senators on the ground that I first 
mentioned that I have a constituency of butter makers and that I think 
I owe some explanation to them when I cast my vote against the bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment y the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. BuTLer). 

Mr. .MILLE Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 11, line 3, after the words ‘‘ penalty 
of,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
make the ion read: 

Sec. 11. That ev rson who knowingly purchases or receives for sale a0) 


oleomargarine whic not been branded or stamped according to law shall 
be liable to a penalty of $10 for each such offense. 


Mr. MILLER. Let the yeas and nays be taken directly on the 
amendment without a motion to lay on the table if the Senator pre- 
fers. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pike]. If he were presevt, | 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). 
amendment with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced — yeas 
22, nays 35; as follows: 


Iam paired on this 
If he were 


YEAS—22. 
Beck, Coke, Sate . ees 
Berry, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, ’ 
Brown, b Whitthorne. 
Butler, Gibson, Ranson, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, Vance, 
Camden, Hampton, Vest, 








NAYS—35. 

Aldrich Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Logan, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, MeMilian 4 Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chace, Gorman, Miller, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Hale Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
: Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
© 3 Toar, Payne, 

ABSENT—19. 
Bowen, Jonesof Florida, Morgan, Sabin, 
Pair, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
G i Kenna, Pike, Stanford, 

n, McPherson, Pagh, Van Wyck. 
Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Riddleberger, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am in favor of the bill and will vote for its final 

but I think thereought to be one or two amendments made, and 

the first oneis in line 5of section 3onpage2. Iseeno occasion forthe tax 

upon a wholesale dealer in oleomargarine being put at $480. I think 

that is exorbitant and I think it is unjust. Ido not think that it 

ought to be over $120, and therefore I move to strike out ‘‘ four hun- 
dred and ”? and insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty.”’ 

Mr. M Does the Senator desire to discuss it ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. Then I want to make another amendment 
to the section, and chat is that the retail dealer instead of paying $48 
shall only pay $18. I think these two amendments very proper and 
just. They will make the bill, in my estimation, much fairer and 
more just than it is now. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will remember that in line 15 the Sen- 
ate has already declined to change the sum from $48 to $12, which was 
the amendment offered. 

i HARRIS. The Senate has declined to change it to $12, but not 
to $18. 

Mr. MILLER. shall not discuss it, but simply move to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Several Senators. Vote on it straight. 

Mr. MILLER. I would assoon have the votes directly on the amend- 
Ment as on laying the amendment on the table if the Senator will call 
for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote on this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 5, after the word ‘‘ pay,’ it 
is pro to strike out ‘‘ four hundred and eighty’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘one hundred and twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $120. 


Mr. MILLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
= and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
t ls 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called.) I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 


26, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, Chace, Hampton, Vest, 
Beck, Cockrell, Harris, Voorhees, 
Rerry, Coke, Ingalls, Walthall, 
Brown, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Eustis, Maxey, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gibson, Ransom, 
Camden, Gray, Vance, 
NAYS—32. 

Allison, Edmunds, I n, Platt, 
Blackburn, Evarts, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Mahone, Sewell, 
Caen, — nee, Sherman, 
Songer, . 2 er, Spooner, 
Callom, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, Teller, 
Dolph, Kenna, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—18. 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Sabin, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Sanisbury, 
iene : MePherson, Plumb, Van Wyck. 
} by Mitchell of Pa., . 
Hearst, Morgan, Riddleberger, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MILLER. I think the Senator will not care for another vote. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the vote be taken by sound on the next | 


amendment. 
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- Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the commitiee to what I consider to be an omission in the bill. 

I see from looking over the bill that there are certain duties required 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the collection of the tax, the 
preparation of stamps, and he is authorized to employ a chemist and 
other persons to carry out the provisions of the bill, but there is no ap- 
propriation. There is no authority given to him to employ any addi- 
tional assistance in the way of clerks, nor is any money appropriated 
for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner to carry out the require- 
ments of the bill. Itseems to me that we ought not to require addi- 
tional duties of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue without provid- 
ing some means by which he can carry out the provisions of the bill. 

As I have not said anything on this bill, I will avail myself of the 
opportunity to make one or two remarks on some of the features of the 
bill. 

I concur fully with every one who desires to prevent any fraud being 
committed upon the people of the country in the use of any article of 
food, and I would adopt any measure which, in my judgment, was 
within the power of Congress to prevent the practice of fraud in placing 
oleomargarine upon the markets of the country; but without going 
into any discussion of the authority of Congress by the power of taxa- 
tion to prevent the perpetration of frauds in the use of this article, 
without entering into that question, and conceding all that is claimed, 
for the sake of the argument, by the friends of this bill, I believe it will 
be wholly impotent for the purposes for which it is designed. 

The cost of oleomargarine is about 8 or 9 cents per pound, according 
to the testimony taken before the committee. If you add 5 cents tax, 
it will still be below the price at which any ordinary butter sells for in 
the market. So this article could be sold and a profit made upon it 
without coming in competition with the butterofthe country. I there- 
fore do not think that it affords any protection to the dairy interest 
of the country. The tax imposed is too small to prevent the manufact- 
ure and sale of this article. 

That being the case, the question arises, what necessity is there for 
this proposed law ? Suppose you have the power of taxation, is there 
any necessity pressing upon the country to-day for taxation upon this 
subject? It can accomplish no good for the purposes for which it is 
designed of benefiting the dairymen of the country, and there is no 
necessity on the part of the Government for the increase of taxation in 
any shape with an overflowing Treasury and a measure pending before 
the Senate for the purpose of relieving the Treasury from the balances 
that are now in the Treasury not needed for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment. 

If a bill was here simply requiring that every manufacturer of oleo- 
margarine or butterine should so brand and mark the article before it 
left his factory that the community that was to use it should not be 
deceived, and that every man who undertock to sell it in the markets 
of the country shanld make known what he was selling, I am not 
sure but that I would go to that extent for the purpose of preventing 
the people of the country being inveigled into the use of an article un- 
der a deception. While it might be a question of very doubtful power 
as to whether the Congress of the United States could go to that extent, 
yet I am not sure but that for the purposeof getting clear of any fraud 
in that which enters into the consumption of mankind I might not 
even strain a point to protect the community against imposition in this 
regard. But when you add to that taxation merely for the purpose 
for that is the design—of using the taxing power of the Government to 
protect one interest against other interests without accomplishing any 
beneficial effect to the interest sought to be protected, to that feature 
of the bill I am utterly opposed. 

If I would vote for any tax it would be a tax to the extent that would 
accomplish the object which was proposed to be accomplished, but we 
ought not in my opinion to exercise unnecessarily the power of taxation 
for any purpose. It seems to me that we are departing far from the 
original ideas of the taxing power as conferred upon the Government. 
Whatever taxation is required for the maintenance and support of the 
Government is a legitimate object for which the taxing power may be 
exercised, but I do not concur in the views expressed this morning by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EvVARTs] that the taxing power has 
been conceded in the most ample manner by the States of this Union 
to the General Government. I believe that the objects for which it 
should be used are specifically defined in the Constitution, and that we 
ought to maintain the Constitution asit was made in letter and in spirit. 

I did not rise to enter into any discussion of this bill. I am paired 
upon it and can not-vote on it, but I wanted to have it understood and 
let it be known where I stand upon this as upon all other questions. | 
will net, however, detain the Senate with any further remarks. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall ask for a yea-and-nay vote upon what I think 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Senator was the first amendment made as in Committee of the Whole in regard 


from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word “pay,’’ it 
Sao to strike out ‘forty-eight ’’ and insert ‘‘eighteen;’’ so as 
to : 


Retail dealers in oleomargarine shal! pay $18. 
The amendment was rejected. 


XVII 451 





| to the rate of taxation, and then see as to the rest. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CierK. In section 8, line 3, the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, struck out the word ‘‘five’’ and inserted the word 
**two;’’ so as to read: 

Sac.8. That upon cleomargarine which shall be manufactured a: 
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moved for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 2 
cents per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof; andany fractional part 
of a pound in a package shall be taxed as a pound. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in this 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator to say that he would ask a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that in my judgment this bill will be 
more effective and more likely to last and remain a permanent protec- 
tion to the interest that it is designed to protect and a permanent ob- 
struction to the fraud that it is designed to extirpate with the lower tax. 
I am in favor of the tax of 2 cents rather than 5, and although a friend 
of the bill I have entertained that opinion from ‘the beginning. If the 
reduction to 2 cents, however, were to depend upon my vote, if the al- 
ternative were presented to me of having the bill go through without 
any amendment or run the risk of sending it back to the House, I would 
hesitate to take the responsibility; I think I would follow the commit- 
tee; but I am very clear that if the amendment is to be adopted I shall 
vote for it according to my opinion. 

Mr. HALE. I rise now, as I may have no other opportunity, to cor- 
reet the Senater from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], whose attention I desire 
for a moment. 

I have been informed that the Senator from Kansas, in the course 
of the debate upon this bill, alluded tosome remarks which I had made 
in the Senate with reference to the sardine industry prosecuted in the 
State of Maine. I am told that hereferred to those remarks as if I had 
stated that it was the practice of the people in the State of Maine en- 
gaged in catching small fish to put them up and label them with a for- 
eign label, thereby. making it a cheat and a fraud. 

The Senator from Kansas was mistaken if he so stated. No such 
thing occurs in this trade, and of course I made no such statement with 
reference to it. 

These small fish are caught in Canadian waters largely by Canadian 
fishermen; they are sold to the American manufacturer from the boats 
by the fishermen upon the other side, are bought upon this side of the 
line to Eastport and are there put up regularly and openly as an Amer- 
ican product and not as a French or Italian product. In fact it would 
add nothing to them or their value, because I estimate, and ethers who 
have tried them both estimate the American sardine as a better article 
of food than the European article, and it is sold in the market as an 
American product and labeled as such, and I never heard it claimed or 
suggested that fraud was engaged in by puttingany foreign mark upon 
the production or the box, for such is not the case. 

I do not know that I have been correctly informed as to what the 
Senator from Kansas said. I was not here. My attention has been 
called to what he said, and I wish simply, without engaging in any con- 
troversy, to put this industry right, and that it shall not go upon the 
record as having been said or admitted here by not denying it that there 
is any fraud in this industry. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Maine to state that 
in a debate which occurred here some weeks ago—— 

Mr. HALE. June 3. 

Mr. INGALLS. That'the action of the Canadian authorities had in- 
terfered with an important industry at Eastport, which I understood 
him to say consisted in buying the small herring that were taken in 
Canadian waters and put up and sold as sardines. I may be mistaken, 
but if I am it was anerror of my hearing. Ifthe Senator has it,here I 
should be glad if he would repeat his statement. 

Mr. HALE. Thestatement is as follows: 

Under the ruling of the Treasury Department, that these fresh fish brought 
into our market for immediate use or consumption are not sub; to duty, they 


eome in free and the New Brunswick fisherman gets the t of our market 
duty free. He sells his fish to our citizen who puts up the herring or sardines. 


That is all. It is an article, as I said, well-known in the market as 
an American sardine, so put up, and it is not claimed that it is a for- 

ign product. 

Mr. INGALLS. Put up as sardines? 

Mr. HALE. Sardines or herring. It is a great question whether 
the fish are not precisely the same. It is put up as an American prod- 
uct purely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pree]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
FAR] on the passage of the bill. As I do not know how he would 
“— har this amendment I withhold my vote. 

HARRISON. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
fone Nevada {Mr. Jones]. If he were here, I should vote “ 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [ Mr. Basin} is paired with te Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. PvGH]. My colleague would vote “nay” if 
present. 
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The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Coke, Ingalls, Vance, 
Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Berry, Eustis, Manderson, Voorhecs, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall, 
Butler Gray, Payne Whitthorne, 
Call, Hampta: Platt Wilson of Md. 
Camden, Harr: Ransom, 
Chace, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Cock rell, Hoar, Stanford, 

NAYS—2s. 
Allison, Dolph, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Logan, Sawyer, 
Biair, Evarts, McMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Gorman, Miller, ner, 
Cullum, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., ‘eller, 
Dawes, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Towa, 

ABSENT— 15. 

Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Sabin, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Morriil, Saulsbury, 
George. McPherson, Pile, Van Wyck 
Harrison, Mitche!l of Pa., Pagh, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on the remain- 
ing amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, which will be put 
together unless a separate vote be demanded. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MILLER, and others called forthe yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to ca|! 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from a, _ Hampshire {Mr. Prxe]. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘ 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I have been paired 
on some of the amendments to this bill with the Senator from Neva ® 
[Mr: Jones]; but I understand in the present shape of the bill he 
would vote for its passage. I therefore vote “‘ yea.’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], who is absent il!. 

The Senator from Minnesota, if present, would vote “‘yea’’ and | 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I avn paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrii1j. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr] on the passage of the bill. Ile 
is opposed to the bill, and I favor it. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— yeas 
37, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—3;. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Logan. Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Mahone. Sherman, 
Blair. Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Camden, Gorman, Miller, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Orcg., Teller, 
Chace, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Towa. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Payne, 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 

NAYS—2. 
Beck, Colquitt, Hearst, Vance, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Hampton, Ransom, Whitthorne. 
Coke, Harris, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—15. 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Frye, Kenna, Morrill, Van Wyck. 
George, McPherson, Pike, 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. MILLER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the Hows of Representatives on the disagree- 
ing votes. 

The motion was to; ‘oll by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was aythorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 

, and Mr. ER, Mr. VAN WYCK, and Mr. GEORGE were «)- 
pointed. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. _I desire to call up for consideration House bill 917° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated 

The Carer Cieek. A bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations {0 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 





1886. 
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OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. PUGH. I move thatthe consideration of that bill be laid aside 
temporarily with a view of asking that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
in relation to the election of Senator PAYNE, of Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Alabama moves that 
the pending bill be laid aside informally with a view to proceed to the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
in the case of Senator PAYNE, of Ohio. The question is on that mo- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Does that lay aside the bill? 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Nobody can understand what is going on. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will again repeat the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HALE. What is that motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the pending bill be laid aside informally with a view to proceed 
to the consideration of the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in the case of Senator PAYNE, of Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. That requires unanimous consent, of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘To lay it aside informally does, but to postpone it 
does not. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion is in 
order; it is for a majority of the Senate to decide. 


Mr. HOAR. What is the effectof laying aside a measure informally ? 
Mr. HALE. That can not be done except by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senate unanimously agree some- 
times to have a matter considered as before the Senate and take up an- 
other matter informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that if a 
measure is in that way it is the pleasure of the Senator hav- 
ing the bill in charge to call it up at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that requires unanimous consent. 
tion in the book is—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. Does the Senator from Alabama modify his request 
se as to ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the report referred to? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Did not the Senate votea while ago and was not 
the vote announced to postpone the consideration of the sundry civil 
bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that un- 
der a request of that kind the Senator from Iowa could at any time call 
up the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, if the effect of that motion be not to post- 
pone the consideration of the appropriation bill until the matter pro- 
posed to be taken up is disposed of, the motion was wholly out of order, 
and certainly it could have no such effect as to give the right of way 
at the call of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that to be 
the effect of it. A mere request to lay aside a bill informally allows 
the Senator having that bill in charge at any time to call it up. 

Mr. HARRIS. That requires unanimous consent; it is never done 
by a vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. LOGAN. As I understand it when the reports were made from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections last week the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Pucu] gave notice that on this morning he would call 
up as a privileged question the resolution reported by the minority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections pertaining to the seat of the 
Senator from Ohio. There was no objection made. It was agreed by 
the Senate that that should be done. If there is any question that 

to be at all times ready to be considered by a Senate or a House 
of ives it is that pertaining to the seat of a member against 
whom charges have been made such as are made in this and many other 
instanees. I did not dream then that there was going to be opposition 
to taking this questionsup. I did not dream that there would be any- 
thing interposed that would in the slightest degree defer it for a mo- 
ment. ‘There have been quite a number of cases discussed here, but I 
have never before known opposition made in the Senate to the taking 
up of acase that pertained to the seat of a Senator—never before. 

Istated yesterday that I was going away and that I was very desirous 
to have this case disposed of before I left. I am desirous that it shall 
neialiees of for many reasons. In the first place, I believe that the 

of the committee is correct. In the next place, any 
man with an offense in obtaining his seat in the Senate has the 
right to be heard. Further, the three Republicans who had the temer- 
ity, if I may use such a term, to make a report here saying there was 
no evidence of a legal character to justify an investigation, have a right 
to show before this country that they have reported the facts and that 
they have been guided by the rules of the Senate and precedent after 
precedent that has been settled. 


The mo- 
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Now, sir, I do not believe in this attempt to postpone this case, so 
that men who have been charged before this country for the reason that 
they made a report which they believed to be just shall be prevented 
at this late day of the session expressing themselves and have no oppor- 
tunity of being heard before the Senate and before the country. 1 de- 
mand that we shall be heard. I donot make that demand in any spirit 
except that which is guided and governed by the rules of the Senate in 
cases of a similar character; but just at the time when a Senator has 
notified the Senate that he is under obligation to leave the Senate 
Chamber within, perhaps, forty-eight hours this attempt is made to 
prevent this case from coming before the Senate. 

Sir, lam ready to meet thischarge that has been made against Senators 
here on legal grownds and on the grounds of the evidence that has been 
furnished to the Senate, and I challenge gentlemen to the controversy, 
and we will see whether or not we have maintained ourselves under 
the law and the rules of the Senate and the evidence that has been 
produced. I ask the gentlemen who desire a postponement—tor what 
reason I do not know—to let this case come before the Senate and be- 
fore the country, and let us see who has been guided by the law and 
by the evidence; or if anybody has been guided by any other motive 
than that which is to do justice in the premises, let it demonstrate 
itself. Now, sir, I ask that this case shall not be postponed, but that 
it may be discussed and decided by the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I was informed that it. was the wish of 
the Senator from Iowa who has charge of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill to get it before the Senate, and that he would yield to me to 
make a motion to lay aside the bill temporarily and take up the reports 
that I have mentioned. I am very much surprised that there is any 
opposition to having these reports placed before the Senate for consid- 
eration, and that they should be the order of business. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should not the Payne case be now here in its own 
right in regular order, so as not to stand with any single Senator in 
this whole body having a right to come down upon it and thrust it out? 
It seems to me that the true way is to move to proceed with this highly 
privileged question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I moved to take up the sundry civil 
bill with the understanding and expectation that it would be inform- 
ally laid aside for the purpose of allowing the Senator from Lllinois 
[Mr. LoGAN], who [ understand desired te go away to-morrow morn- 
ing, to address the Senate. That was my understanding. Now it 
seems that itis the desire of the Senator from Illinois and other Sena- 
tors that this case shall be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; that is my desire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I do not object to that if it can be dis- 
posed of in any reasonable time. 


Mr. HOAR. Disposed of to-morrow. 
Mr. LOGAN. Ido not mean to dispose of it to-night; I mean to 
take it up. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understood that the Senator did not desire to go 
on this evening, and I supposed we could make considerable progress 
with the appropriation bill to-night, and that to-morrow a motion 
would be made to informally lay it aside. I am perfectly willing that 
the election case should be disposed of, but Senators will readily seo 
that if this case be interposed and occupy any very considcrable length 
of time it will greatly inconvenience Senators in reference to the ap- 
propriation bills. That is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. PUGH. I have a reasonable expectation that it will be disposed 
of to-morrow and not take longer than that. 

Mr. HARRISON. MayI ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 
Is it his intention to proceed with the matter that he has now called 
up to-night? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. If so, I see no objection to gqing on with it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall have an understanding that this 
matter will be concluded to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire tosay that there are nine members of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and I have been informed as to six 
of those members that they desire to speak on this question, counting 
myself as one of the six. I have been informed that one other mem- 
ber of the Senate desixes to speak, and it is desirable to have the reports 
read. It seems to me, therefore, that probably it would occupy, in ad- 
dition to reading the reports if we can do that to-night, all of to-mor- 
row. I have no choice whether the reports are read to-night, but I 
suppose it would be more convenient to the Senator from Illinois to 
have that done to-night, so that he may have the way clear to-morrow 
if he wishes to get away to-morrow night. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I do not want to put it on the ground of theSen- 
ator from Illinois. Iwant it put on the ground of the right of the case, 
because the Senator from Illinois is going to remain here if this case is 
taken up until it is disposed of unless 

Mr. HOAR. I was speaking only of the question of reading the re- 

rts. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill correct that. I said until itis disposed of. I 
mean by that if it is disposed of in any reasonable time. I expect to 
leave here to-morrow, but I shall not do so, and shall postpone going 
until the next day. We can certainly get through with it to-morrow 
if it is taken up. 
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Mr. HOAR. It seems to me if we read these reports to-night—— 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. And then we can go on. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The reports are on our table. Why take up the 
time of the Senate in reading the reports in full? 

Mr. PUGH. We can have the three reports read this evening, and 
I suppose that would take us to the hour at which we usually adj 
and the debate can take place to-morrow. So far as I am concerned I 
do not believe it will take longer than to-morrow to reach a final vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire what the Senator means by re- 
ports. Does he mean all the testimony and everything of that kind? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; only the three reports signed by members of 
the committee. We can not take up time to read the exhibits. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator, that he ask 
unanimous consent, or I will, that the reports be printed in the REcoRD 
of to-morrow and dispense with the reading of them. If we start in 
now with an agreement that the reports shall be read and nothing else 
done to-night there will be a general emptying of the Senate. No- 
body will stay here to hear the reports read, the time will be consumed, 
nobody will get any benefit from it; and it is much better if there is 
anything to be said upon the case as it is going on, and there are before 
the Senate nine speeches, to begin to-night. Otherwise the Senate 
may just as well know and realize that with this matter started out 
and Jaunched on the sea of general debate the whole of this week will 
be taken up by this case. Therefore let the reports go into the Rec- 
ORD and let the discussion begin to-night. Iask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PUGH. I have no authority to make any such arrangement. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. To what extent did the Senator from Maine in- 
tend that discussion should proceed to-night ? 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent, first, that the reports pre- 
sented by the different members of the committee, three in all, be 
printed, without the testimony, in the RecorD of to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VOORHEES. To that I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I presume there will not be any. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now as to the next proposition for the debate to- 
night, what was that? 

Mr. HALE. That the Senator from Alabama, who has charge of the 
matter, must take care of it. , 

Mr. VOORHEES. I thought the Senator had made a proposition 
about to-night. 

Mr. HALE. Let this proposition be settled first, so that we get the 
reports out of the way. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. That will save an hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not see why the reports need be read in full. I 
think the suggestion of the Senator from Maine is a wise one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the three made by members of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in this matter be printed 
in the REcorD. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that the reading be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that the reading be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Now I wish to make a request for another unanimous 
consent in connection with that. I made to the committee a report 
upon a document referred to the Senate by the Ohio house of repre- 
sentatives, which was in writing. That report is referred to by the 
Senator from Alabama, and he supposed it would be printed with the 
minority report; I supposed that it would be printed with my remarks 
when I came to make them in the Senate; but it will be more conven- 
ient undoubtedly to all the members who have not got a copy of this 
in their possession to have it printed. I ask leave that this paper may 
be appended to my report—may follow it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the printing in the Recorp? 

Mr. HOAR. In the Recorp. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to make an inguiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Let this be settled first. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
please repeat his request. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrequest that the document whichI hold in my hand, 
which is a report made by me to the Committeeon Privi and Elec- 
tions in regard tothe testimony furnished by the Ohio ture, may 
be appended tothe minority report signed by myself the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Fryr], may follow that in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts that the paper referred to by 
him may be added as of his minority report ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is nothing but the report made to the 
committee ? : 

Mr. HOAR. The report I read to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, when consent is given that the reports be 
printed in the RecorD, I want it understood by the persons who print 
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the RecorD what ‘‘the reports” are, what is meant by ‘‘ the reports.”’ 
I presume it does not mean that all the matter that has been thown i), 
there which does not belong to a report at all, unsigned, is to be printed, 
but merely the reports signed by the different Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood it to be only 
that part of this document which is signed by respective members of 
the committee. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what I wanted understood. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems tome that a document referred to, though not 
signed, which is made an appendix and part of the report, should he 
printed with it. It is part of the case. 

Mr. TELLER. It is on the table of every Senator. 

Mr. LOGAN. The objection to that is that it is composed of speeches 
made before the committee, and I do not know that the Government 
necessarily is required to pay for the printing of speeches of gentlemen 
made before the committee to go into the Recorp and put in as part of 
this report, when it is no part of the report at all, and is merely thrown 
in as a kind of makeweight. The reason I asked the question was that 
the reports should be printed and not the mass of matter that is thrown 
in at the tail end, having no connection with the report whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not construe the orde: 
except in the way he has done. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understood the original motion and the agreement 
was that the three reports down to the signatures, with the signatures, 
should be printed and nothing more. Now the chairman has asked 
that a certain memorandum, which is referred to in the report of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], may be appended as a part of his. 
To that I think there is no objection. ‘That, I believe, is all. I think 
that is understood. 

Mr. HOAR. There has been no such qualifications as that referred 
to by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. I so understood it to be made at the time. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not deny that the Senator sé understood it. | 
only say that it was not so stated by the Chair, and no such qualitica- 
tion has been made anywhere in any unanimous consent that I have 
heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to cal! 
his attention to the fact that either the Senator from Alabama asked 
the Senator from Maine, or the Senator from Maine asked the Senator 
from Alabama to what extent this proposition to print would go, and 
the answer was distinctly made, ‘‘the reports down to and including 
the names of the signers.’’ : 

Mr. HOAR. I didnot hearthat. It may beso. Then the Senator 
from New York is right. 

Mr. TELLER. There was a limit to the order of the Senate; and it 
was to print the reports and only the reports. The reports consist 
simply of what has been signed and not what somebody may have added. 
There is much stuff added here that never ought to have been added 
to any public document. It may be possible that the Senate wants to 
print a great lot of newspaper clippings. That could not have been 
the suggestion, even if it had not been confined to the documents 
signed. The order of the Senate itself is confined to those. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that when a report is submitted to the 
Senate with exhibits or appendices, with papers marked A or B, the; 
are a part of the report, and that it is not customary to put the signa- 
ture at the bottom of those papers. The signature is put at the bot- 
tom of the report proper in every election case, and in almost every re- 
port that is made to the Senate, in every case of a claim, the commit- 
tee sign the report, and the decuments which they refer to in the re- 
port come in and are printed as a part of it as a matter of course. 

Now, if one reason among others for ordering an inquiry into a public 
question is the unanimous opinion of the press of a great State, I differ 
with the honorable Senator from Colorado in thinking that that should 
not be brought to the attention of the Senate. I think it is a very 
pregnant and important fact. That we will debate before we get 
through. 

I wish to say, however, that it does not seem to me, as this has been 
printed in this document which is on every Senator’s table, that it is « 
question of the smallest earthly consequence whether this addenda be 
or be not printed in the Recorp, and therefore if any single Senator 
states, as the Senator from New York has stated and as one Senator 0!) 
the other side of the Chamber has, that they the unanimous 
consent to apply only tothe part of the report which is signed, | hope 
it will go so and be so printed and understood without any furthe: 
question. 

Mr. HALE. That is the better way. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood distinctly tha‘ 
the order applied to the reports signed by members. 

Mr. PUGH. The submitted by the Senator from Mas-acli- 
este tnseatiehiote tke ann signed by four members of the majority 
as having been copied in minority report, and I desire the report 
made by the chairman to the committee to become a part of the m'- 


nority and to be printed in the Recor. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT There is no question before the Se0- 


pro tempore. — 
ate except the report of the committee. 





1886. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.—SEN ATE. 





The reports of the Committee on Privileges and Elections ordered to | 


be printed in the Recorp are as follows: 


Mr. Pveu, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submitted the fol 

wing report: 
eThaommnittes on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred the resolu- 
tionsof the senateand of the house of representatives of the General Assembly of 
the State of Ohio, asking an investigation into the charges affecting the election 
of Hon. Henry B. Payye as a Senator from that State, report : 

(1) On April 27, 1836, the Senate referred to your committee— 

“ The testimony taken before the select committee of the house of represent- 
atives of Ohio, and the report of said committee, as to charges against the offi- 
cial integrity and character of certain members of said house of representatives, 
in connection with the election of Hon. Hexry B. PayNE as United States Sen- 
ator.” 

(2) On May 20, 1886, the Senate also referred to your committee the following 
copy of the resolutions of the house of representatives of the State of Ohio in 
respect to the election of Hon. Henry B. Payne asa Senator from that State, 


namely: 

= Whereas it is the precedent in the United States Senate that charges of brib- 
ery must be directly made to warrant a committee of said body in proceeding 
to investigate the title of any United States Senator to his seat: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved by the house of representatives of Ohio, That in the investigation 
made under house resolution No. 28 ample testimony was adduced to warrant 
the belief that the heretofore made by the Democratic press of Ohio are 
true, to wit, that the seat of Henry B. Payne in the United States Senate was 
purchased by the corrupt use of money; and 

‘Further resolved, That the honor of Ohio demands, and this house of repre- 
sentatives request, that the said title of Henry B. PaAyNeEto a seat in the United 
States Senate be — investigated by said Senate.” 

(3) The Senate also referred to your committee the following resolution of the 
senate of Ohio: 

“Whereas by common report, suggested and corroborated by the public press 
of the State without respect to party, and by arecent investigation of the house 
of representatives, the title of Henny B. PAYNE to a seat in the United States 
Senate is vitiated by corrupt practices and the corrupt use of money in procur- 
ing his election; and 

“Whereas it is deemed expedient, in order to secure a thorough investigation 
of his said election as Senator by the United States Senate, that the belief of the 
General Assembly in this regard be formulated in a specific charge: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, in the opinion of the General Assembly, and it so charges, 
the election of Henry B. Payne as Senator of the United States from Ohio in 
January, 1884, was procured and brought about by the corrupt use of money 
paid to or for the benefit of divers and sundry members of the Sjgty-sixth Gene- 
ral y of Ohio, and by other corrupt means and practiM@s, a more par- 
ticular statement of which can not now be given. 

‘Resolved, That the Senate of the United States be, and the same is hereby, re- 
quested to make a full investigation into the facts of such election, so far as per- 
tains to corrupt means used in that behalf.’’ 

(4) The Senate also referred to your committee the following resolutions of 
the Republican State central committee of Ohio: 


REPUBLICAN STATE CoMMITTEE Rooms, 
Columbus, Ohio, May 5, 1885. 

Whereas it has been shown to our satisfaction by the testimony taken by thc 
committee of the Ohio house of representatives, under house resolution No. 28 
and from other sources so sirongly as to induce us to believe and charge that 
the election of Henry B. Payne to the Senate of the United States was secured 
by bribery, fraud, and corruption; and 

Whereas the testimony so taken has been by the house of representatives re- 
ported to the Senate of the United States for such action as that body may sec 
fit to take on account thercof; and 

Whereas the facts so established reflect upon the good name of the State of 
Ohio, and affeet in morals, as wel as in law, the validity of the title of Mr. 
PAYNE to his seat in the Senate: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Republican central commitice of Ohio. Thatin the name of all 
honest people in the State of Ohio, and for the credit of the hitherto unsullied 
name and reputation of our State, the Senate of the United States be, and hereby 
is, respectfully requested to prosecute such investigation into the matters sug- 
gested by said report, and the charges herein preferred, and to take such action 
thereon as may be necessary to relieve our State from the disgrace which it now 
rests under, and to do equity and justice to all concerned; and 

Resolved further, That the chairman of this committee is directed to forward 
an authenticated copy of this resolution to Hon. GrorGce F. Hoar, chairman of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the United States Senate. 

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the preamble and reso- 
lution adopted bythe Republican State central committee of Ohio, at a regular 
meeting held in the city of Columbus, Ohio, this 5th day of May, 1886. 

JAS. E. LOWRY, Chairman. 


Josuva K. Brown, Scerctary. . 


tives of Ohio was taken under the authority of the following resolution adopted 
by the house January 15, 1886 : 

“ Whereas the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette of January 12, 1886, contains a 
printed statement,on the authority of S. W. Donavin, alleging grave charges 
against the official integrity and characters of members of this house, namely, 
Hon. D. Baker, Hon. P. Hunt, Hon. W, A. Schultz, and Hon. Mr. Ziegler, so deti- 
nite and precise in statement as to call for immediate action in order to vindi- 
cate the tation of members of this house: Therefore, 

* That a select committee of five be appointed to inquire into all the 
facts ofthe charges so alleged, and report their conclusions to this house at as 
early a date as possible; and in the prosecution of this inquiry said select com- 
mittee are empowered to send for persons avd papers and toexamine witnesses 
under oath.” 

The extent and character of the investigation made by the select committee, 
under the above house resolution, is described by the select committee in their 
reportas : 
eo but four persons, and they members of the present house, are named 
in the ution, and the committee is ired by its terms to investigate and 
atten them only, it was found necessary to extend the inquiry be- 
yond this limit, in order to gain something like a comprehensive view of the 
situation pertaining to said election.” 

* * 


> * 


* * : 

“ Whenever our attention was called to anythinz which indicated the proba- 
ble employment of improper means to gain support, we followed the clews pre- 
vented, on the that we were not only authorized, but in duty bound, to 
pursue any matter promised, even remotely, to show the use of such means 
im connection with the election, because the discovery of one important fact, 
al having no immediate bearing upon the charge against the person 


in the resolution, might lead to the discovery of facts having such bear- 
ing. And furthermore, and upon the same theory, our inquiries were not con- 
fined to the technical rules of legal proof, but the committee availed itself of any 


source of information—admitted hearsay statements, and even the opinions of 
Witnesses. But we consider in making this report no facts should be stated 


| 
| 
| 
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which are not sustained by testimony upon which a legislative body might base 
further action. 
e 


. . + 


* 

The conclusion reached by the select committee after the examination of the 
fifty-five witnesses, is also stated in their report as follows: 

“Although. as stated in the outset, the testimony developed nothing of an in- 
culpating character concerning the members of this house named in the resolu- 
tion of inquiry, we believe that circumstances surrounding the election of HENRY 
B. Payne, as one of the Senators to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress 
of the United States, as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant us In 
recommending that an authenticated copy of the testimony and report be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States Senate for the information of the 
body of which Senator PAYNE is a member, and for such action as it may deem 
advisable.”’ F 

Upon the presentation of the above report the house of representatives of Ohio 
adopted the following resolution, on the 16th of April, 1886: 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the Sixty-seventh General Assembly of 
the State of Ohio, That the clerk of the house be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit a copy, duly authenticated, of the testimony taken by the select com- 
mittee appointed in pursuance of house resolution No. 28, and of the report of 
said committee, to the President of the United States Senate, to be by him pre- 
sented to that body.”’ 

The testimony taken by the select committee is contained in Senate Miscel- 
laneous Document No. 106. It is not denied that the investigation was had, and 
the testimony taken in secret session of the select committee with closed doors, 
and that the house of representatives refused to print the testimony. If any 
examination was made of the testimony by the members of the house, except 
those on the select committee, no expression of any opinion, conclusion, or 


* 


judgment thereon was made by the house, by resolution or otherwise, and it 


was resolved by the house, in accordance with the recommendations of the 
select committee, to transmit the testimony to the Senate for its consideration 
and action without the formulation of any charge. 

On May, 18, 1886, over a month after the adoption of the resolution directing 
the transmission of the testimony without any conclusions thereon,and re- 
questing nothing but the consideration of the Senate and such action as it 
thought proper, the same house of representatives, composed of the same mem- 
bers, after recitisig that— 

** Whereas it is the precedent in the United States Senate that charges of brib 
ery must be directly made to warrant a committee of said body in proceeding 
to investigate the title of any United States Senator to his seat: 

** Resolved, That in the investigation made undcr house resolution No. 25 am- 
ple testimony was adduced to warrant the belief that the charges heretofore 
made by the Democratic press of Ohio, that the seat of Henry B. PAYNE in the 
United States Senate was purchased by the corrupt use of money, are true.” 

The select committee who had confronted and examined the fifty-five wit- 
nesses failed to discover that the testimony was “ample” or strong enough to 
create the “belief” that any such charges were true; and all the committee 
could say, and all the house could concur in saying, on the testimony, when it 
was fresh in their recollection (if it had ever been read by any member), was, 
““we believe that circumstances surrounding the election of Henry B. PaAyNr 


| as United States Senator, as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant 


us in transmitting to the Senate an authenticated copy of the testimony, with- 
out recommendation, or the expression of any opinion or belief as to what the 
festimony established. 

The charge made by the house for the first time on the 18th of May, 1896, nearly 
two years and a half after the election of Senator PAyNr, that his seat was pur- 
chased by the corrupt use of money, is founded expressly and solely on the testi- 


| mony taken under house resolution No, 28. 


The resolution of the senate of Ohio adopted on May 14, 1886, states 

* That in the opinion of the General Assembly, and it [the General Assembly] 
so charges, the election of HENry B. PAYNE as Senator of the United States from 
Ohio, in January, 1884, was procured and brought about by the corrupt use of 
money paid to or for the benefit of divers and sundry members of the Sixty- 
sixth General Assemby of Ohio,and by other corrupt means and practices, a 
more particular statement of which can not now be given.” 

The above resolution was not a “joint,” buta “senate,”’ resolution, although 
it undertakes to express the opinion of the General Assembly of Ohio four days 
prior to the passage by the house of its own resolution on the same subject. 
The resolution of the Ohio senate is based expressly and solely on “ common 
report suggested and corroborated by the public press of the State without re- 
spect to party,and by a recent investigation of the house of representatives.” 
It nowhere appears that the testimony taken by the select committee of the 
House was ever reported to the Senate, or otherwise subjected to its examina- 
tion. 

The Republican State central committee of Ohio,ata regular meeting held 
in the city of Columbus on the 5th day of May, 1886, preferred the charge ** that 
the election of Hexry B. PAYNE to the Senate of the United States was secured 


by bribery, fraud, and corruption,” and such charge is made on * the testimony 


| taken by the committee of the Ohio house of represcutatives under louse reso- 
| lution No. 28, and from other sources.” 


The testimony given before the select committee of the house of representa- | 


Your committee are fully aware of the transcendent importance of throwing 
around the Senate of the United States the highest safeguards against seating 
or allowing any man to occupy a seat in that body whose title thereto was pro- 
eured by bribery, fraud, or corruption. It is an undeniable public fact. causing 
general and serious apprehension among patriotic and thoughtful! people, that in 
all representative governments founded on popular suffrage the indiscriminate 
and frequentiy the corrupt use of money by political parties, without exception, 
and their candidates, has become one of the most powerful and dangerous in- 
strumentalities in elections. In the United States especially the power insepa- 
rable from great wealth in the hands ofindividuals and corporations has been, 
and we fear will always be, improperly and often corruptly exerted to produce 
successful results in elections. All parties invite, and as a rule demand, the 
contribution of money tocontro! elections, and its influence has been found to 
be so potential that its use is generally accepted by public opinion as being in- 
dispensable and permissible to insure the success of parties and their candidates, 

The charge in the case before us is niade by the two houses of the General As- 
sembly of Ohio, acting separately, and by the Republican State central coinmittee 
of Ohio. that Henry B. Paysye obtained the seat he now oceupies in the Senate 
of the United States by the corrupt use of money, or, to be more specific, by 
bribery of members of the Legislaiure. The gravity of the charge und the re- 
spectability and responsibility of those who make it are conceded, aid your com- 


| mittee are deeply sensible of the obligation they are under to examine and de- 


cide the question referred to them as one of momentous public importance: 

Itis manifest that the charge as it comes to the Senate has its origin and sup- 
port in the testimony taken by the Ohio house, under resolution No. 23, and 
forwarded to the Senate and printed in Miscellaneous Document Ne. 106 

It is equally manifest to a majority of your committee that no consideration 
of duty, law, justice, public policy, or propriety requires the Senate to authorize 
an examination into the title of a Senator to his seat upon the naked charge of 
the Legislature of his Statc that his clection was procured by bribery of the mem- 
bers by whom he was elected, without informing the Senate of any fact or 
dence or witness to establish or create reasonable grouad to support the cl 

It would be unprecedented and inexplicable if any Legisiature 
such a grave charge without any pre iminary examination inte 
tification,and your committee fec! constrained to by that 


evi- 
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certain that no such charge will ever be made by any Legislature without an in- 
vestigation and without evidence to verify the charge; and that it is equally 
certain that no Legislature would request the Senate to enter upon such exam- 
ination without furnishing the facts and witnesses to create a reasonable belief 
that the charge could be established by legal evidence if the Senate were to 


order an investigation. The sitting member was seated on credentials under 
the seal of liis State showing that he had been legally and regularly elected by 
the Legislature of his State. These credentials were read in the hearing of the 
Senate and remained on the files of the Senate sufficient time to allow those 
who now assail the validity of the election to make their charges and ask for 
an investigation by the Senate. 

The main facts and circumstances to which so much importance has been at- 
tached to create belief and excite suspicion that money was corruptly used in 
the election, and that the Senate should make the investigation, were as public 
and well known when Senator Payne was seated as they are today. Why 
were two years and over allowed to pass without question or action by those 
who seem now to be so confident and persistent in charging foul play in the 
election of Senator Payyr’? The Legislature of Ohio exercised its constitu- 
tional power of electing Henry B. Payne to the Senate of the United States. 
The Legislature that elected him had unquestioned jurisdiction ofthat subject, 
and when the evidence of that election in the manner preseribed by the law 
and the Constitution is presented in the credentials under the seal of the State 
oor presumption in favor of the validity of the election must be indulged by 
the Senate. 

But it may be, and has been, urged that the two houses, acting separately, of 
another Legislature of Ohio, send us resolutions, in due form, in which the 
specific charge is made that the members of Legislature that elected Mr. 
PAYNE, or some of them, were bribed with money by his friends, and that his 
election was produced by the ——- use of money. It must be conceded that 
the two houses of the Sixty-seventh General Assembly of Ohio had no power 
or authority over the election or the title of Henry B. Payxe as United States 
Senator. The two houses having no jurisdiction over the subject, it is manifest 
that as a matter of right or authority they had no more claim upon the consid- 
eration of the Senate as to the charge contained in their resolutions than the 
State Republican central committee. The only difference isin the number and 
position of the members of the several bodies who present charge and re- 
quest an investigation. The Sixty-sixth General Assembly io had power 
and jurisdiction to confer upon Henry B. Payne his title as a United States 
Senator. The only power that exists anywhere to try the ~~ of that title 
and to annul it is vested in the Senate of the United States. Would the Senate 
order an investigation of the title of a Senator to his seat on a charge made by 
any body of men, whatever might be their dignity or respectability, wholly un- 
supported and unaccompanied by any fact, evidence, or reason to make out the 
charge or to create a reasonable belief that the charge can be established and 
the sitting member deprived of his seat by an investi n? 

A majority of your committee are constrained to eve that if such naked, 
unsupported charges by one man or any number of men could involve the Sen- 
ate and any Senator in a trial of his right to his seat, such a precedent and prac- 
tice would become an ney of ion by the political and personal ene- 
mies of any Senator, and seriously impair the independence and standing of the 
Senate. No expectation was entertained by those who make the charges in the 
present case that they would receive a moment’s consideration if presented 
without being accompanied by the testimony upon which the charge is founded. 
Then the question is, has enough proof been adduced to justify the Senate in 
going intoa trial of the right of Senator Payne to his seat? 

In the case before your committee an investigation was ordered as to charges 
against four members of the Ohio house of representatives, and although the 
authority of the select committee was limited to the four inculpated members, 
yet the select committee enlarged the scope of its examination and explored 
the whole field of inquiry the Senate is now requested to enter for the discovery 
of evidence of which your committee bas no information upon which they can 
act,as baving any real existence or legality, to make out reasonable ground for’ 
belief that the charge can be sustained by authorizing another investigation. 

Your committee are of the opinion that to deprive a sitting member of the 
Senate of his seat, the Senate must be satisfied by legal evidence that he was 
personally guilty of bribery, or that he was personally connected with the brib- 
ery or the corrupt use of money to procure his election, or that he had personal 
knowledge of such corrupt use of money and oes, sanctioned or encour- 
aged such use thereof to insure his election. The legal effect of such mal 
guilt of the sitting member on his election your committee do not d e, some 
members being of opinion that whether it extended tothe corruption of the ma- 
jority of the nominating caucus or the majority of the re of the State 
which secured his election is immaterial on the trial of the validity of his title or 
on the question of his expulsion, as the single personal act of bribery or 
corrupt use of money by the sitting member, as ey mee: rocure his election, 
would be sufficient in the opinion of some of us to inva the title he claims 
to have acquired, and would justify his expulsion from the Senate. 

Your committee are also of the opinion that, if the evidence fails toshow that 
the sitting member was guilty ot the bribery of any member of the caucus or 
the Legislature, or had any personal newlelas or agency in the bribery, or the 
corrupt use of money to secure his election, then the Senate must be satisfied 
by legal evidence that a sufficient number of the members of the 
were bribed by the friends of the sitting member to secure the votes of enough 
members of the Legislature to insure his election, and that without the votes 
thus corruptly obtained the sitting member would not have been declared 
elected 


It is conceded that the Democrats had a majority in the Sixty-sixth General 
Assembly of Ohio of thirty-six members,and that Hexry B. Paywe was the 
only Democrat voted for by the members of the Legislature when he was 
elected to the Senate. 

The charge was preferred against Hexry B. PAYNE by the senate and house 
acting separately in the Sixty-seventh Legislature of Ohio, which was a different 
Legislature from that which elected Henry B. Payne, and was composed at the 
time the charges were made of a majority of Republicans in each house. 

It is also conceded that prior to the day when the law required the Sixty-sixth 
General Assembly of Ohio to vote for the election of a United States Senator a 
caucus of the Democratic members of the Legislature was held to nominate some 

rson for whom the Democratic members were to vote in the General Assem- 

ly,and in such caucus Henry B. Paywe received 46 votes, Durbin Ward re- 
ceived 17, and George H. Pendleton received 15 votes; and that Mr. PayNE hay- 
ing received over a majority of the 79 Democrats in the caucus, he was declared 
nominated. The charge is that money was corruptly used by being paid to or 
for the use of divers members of the caucus to secure their votes, in the caucus, 
for Mr. PAyNr’s nomination. 

When your committee met to consider the matter referred to them, the first 
act of the committee was to comply fully with the first request of the Ohio 
house, and that was to make an eunentnation of all the testimony taken by the 
select committee of the Ohio house of representatives under its resolution No. 
28, the report of that select committee we all that was then before your com- 
mittee. After several days’ examination of the testimony the chairman of your 
committee, at our next meeting, made his report as copied in the min re- 
port, which is, in effect, after careful reading of the testimony contained in Mis. 

. No. 106, no evidenee, opinion, or statement whatever was found personally 
ineulpating Hexry B. Payxr in any way in any bribery or the use of 
money in his election to the Senat- Neither did such examination w that 
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JULY 20, 


enough had been found in the testimony to justify the charge that the elect 

of Mr. PAYN® was procured by the corrupt use of money, or that there was a: 
thing in the testimony taken under the Ohio house resolution No, 28 to justi/y 
your committee in reporting in favor of a further investigation by the Sena: 
On the contrary, it was agreed that the testimony was insufficient to supp 
the charge and insufficient to justify the committee in reportiug to the Sen):.. 
that the title of Senator Payne to his seat ought to be investigated. This action 
met the entire demand first made by the Ohio house of representatives, 

About the time that your committee considered its labors terminated, the s 
plemental resolutions of the two houses of the Ohio Legislature and of the I. 
publican State central committee made their appearance in the Senate and w. 
referred to your committee, and soon after this last reference a request was 1)\:\-- 
by Hon. Mr. Lirrre, an able and distinguished lawyer and Representative «( 
Ohio in Congress, that he be permitted to appear in person before your com- 
mittee in behalf of the State Republican central committce to make known to 

your committee by argument and evidence that the title of Senator Paywnr t,, 
his seat in the Senate ought to be investigated. Permission was granted a: 
full time allowed for the hearing of Mr. Lirrie. Then came another requcs| 
from Hon. Mr. BUTTERWORTH, another able and distinguished lawyer and Ke), 
resentative from Ohio in Congress, that he be permitted to appear before yo: 
committee for the same purpose, which was granted, and full time given for thie 
hearing of Mr. BurrerwortTnH. These distinguished Representatives explore: 
all the sources of information that promised any supply of fact, argument, or 
speculation, whether the evidence was |} or mere rumor, or hearsay, found 
in the report of the special committee or elsewhere, to convince your com niitt ee 
that another investigation of the right of § enator Payye to his seat should be 
authorized by the Senate. 

The able and plausible arguments of Mr. Lurie and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were 
founded confessedly and almost entirely upon the evidence taken by the select 
committee of the Ohio house of representatives, which had been pronounce: 
by the select committee itself as wholly insufficient to establish in the least de- 

any cha’ that had been made against the four members of the Obio 

use named by the correspondent of the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette, 11 

which your committee had also decided was insufficient to support the charg: 

preferred by the two houses of the Ohio Legislature on that testimony, no'- 

withstanding the confident opinion exp in their supplemental resolution 

that the ony taken by their select committee was “ ample’’ to establis! 
the charge as to how Senator Payne's election was procured. 

A majority of your committee report that the testimony taken by the select 
commitiee, under resolution No. 28, was not supplemented or strengthened !)) 
any additional legal evidence, and no new information, not contained in Mi.- 
cellaneous Document No. 106, was brought to the attention of your committe: 
that any court would not hold to be merely cumulative and speculative and of 
like character yjth that taken by the select committee of the Ohio house, ani| 
insufficient by if, or in connection with the other testimony, and all treated 
as true, just as it might be shown to be if another investigation were ordered 
by the Senate, to justify poe committee in reporting in favor of directing a trial! 
by the Senate of the right of Mr. Payne to his seat. 

Your committee having made a protracted and exhaustive examination of 
matters referred to them, report. : 

First. That Henry B. Paynehas not been charged with having anything to do 
personally, or with having any personal knowledge of, connection with, or par- 
ticipation in any act, or anything that may have been done, or chargedas having 
been done, that was wrong, criminal, immoral, or reprehensible in his election 
that no member of your committee, and no witness, representative, or other pe: 
son, has expressed the opinion or intimat<:) any belief or suspicion that Henny 
B. PAYNE is or was con in the remotes: degree, by act or knowledge, wit! 
Sos that was or may have been wrong, or criminal, or immoral in his elec- 
tion. 

Second. A majority of your committee report that on the whole case as pr: 
sented to them they recommend that the Senate make no further investigatio: 
of the charge involving the right of Henry B. Payne to his seat. 

Your committee ask to be discharged from further consideration of the .\' 
ters referred to them, and that the whole subject be indefinitely postponed. 


JAMES L. PUGH. 
ELI SAULSBURY. 
Z. B. VANCE, 
J. B, EUSTIS. 


VIEWS OF MR. TELLER, MR. EVARTS, AND MR. LOGAN. 


Upon undisputed facts it appears that of the General Assembly of Ohio, as in 
session and constituted in January, 1884, each house contained a majority of 
members of the Democratic party ; that at a joint cancus of that party held on 
Tuesday, January 8, upon the first ballot, votes were cast, for Mr. h, L vote 
for Mr. Pendleton, 15 votes; for Mr. Ward, 17 votes; and for Mr. Payne, 45 
votes ; thus showing a m: in the caucus of 13 for Mr. PAYNB over the united 
vote of all the other candidates. In regular conduct of the election of Senator 
by the Legislature, Mr. PAYNE was elected, and his credentials were receive: 
by the Senate of the United States at the session of March, 1885, and Mr. Pay»: 
since then has held, and now holds, a seat as Senator from Ohio in this bod, 
No action was taken by or before the Legislature which elected Mr. PAYNE ca!!- 
ing in question the validity of his election or the conduct of the same in t!:c 
canvass, the caucus, or the siature itself. 

Anew Legislature, asin session and constituted in January in the present year, 
showed a majority of the General Assembly of the Republican paw. and on the 
13th day of January the house of representatives adopted the following resol\'- 
tion : 


“* Whereas the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette of January 12, 1886, contains « 

printed statement, on the authority of 8. K. Donavin, alleging grave charges 

st the official ney and characters of members of this house, name|y, 

on. D. Baker, Hon. P. Hunt, Hon. W. A. Schultz, and Hon. Mr. Zeigler, so deti- 

nite and precise in statement as to call for immediate action in order to vin«'- 
cate the on of members of this House: Therefore, 

7 That a select committee of five be appointed to inquire into all t!:c 
facts of the charges so alleged,and report their conclusions to this House at «> 
early a date as possibie; and in the prosecution of this inquiry said select con 
mittee are empowered to send for persons and papers, and to examine witnesscs 


taking of testimony, under this inquiry 
the same on the 6th April last. Two re 
the house, one presented by a majority of 3,and the othe 

y the minority of 2. On April 16 the House adopted the following resolution — 

* Resolved of representatives of the Sixty-seventh General Assembly 0! 
the State of , That the clerk of the house be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit a copy, duly authenticated, of the testimony taken by the select com- 
mittee appointed in pursuance of house resolution No. 28, and the report of said 
—, to the President of the United States Senate, to be by him presented 
to body.” 

The President pro tempore of the Senate laid before the Senate the testimo'y 
and reports, and the same were referred to the Committee on Privileges 20: 


‘Fes majority report of the committee of the Ohio house presented as tlicir 

2 " the following statement . 
“ Although, as stated in tue outset, the testimony ques nothing of an io- 

ewpsting character concerning the members of this house named in the res¢!" 


were = - 


—rr 





1886. 
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tion of inquiry, we believe that circumstances surrounding the election of Henry 
B. Payne as one of the Senators to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress 
of the United States,as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant us in 
recommending that an authenticated copy of the testimony and report be trans- 
mitted to the ident of the United States Senate for the information of the 
body —= Senator PAynNu is a member, and for such action as it may deem 
visable. 
—~ minority report presented as their conclusion the following statement : 
“The minority of your committee therefore find, in conclusion, that there has 
been no testimony going to show that any unusual or improper methods were | quate to his election 
resorted to by any person with any member of the Sixty-sixth General Assem- | or bribery, ! 
bly to induce them to support, or that any member was unduly influenced to | 
support, Hon. Hawry B. Payne for either his nomination or election to the 


passed. If the élection is thus vitiated, the member's seat can not be Saved by 
his personal exculpation and vindication. The integrity of theelection, and not 
of the member, is in question under this clause of the Constitution 

But, on the same reason, the investigation, which gow deals with the election 
as Vitiated, and not the memberas innocent, must reach the proof that the fraud 
corruption, or bribery embraces enough in number of the voting electors to have 
changed, by these methods, the result of the election 
gave the innocent mem! 
cates his seat, howe 


If these corrupted votes 
ver his seat, the deprivation of these corrupted votes va- 
er innocent he is. But,if the uncorrupted votes we 
and he is purged from complicity in the fraud, 
1is seat is not exposed to any question of val { 
Upon a reference to the testimony presented by the Oh 








re ade- 


lit 


ruption, 
aity th elheotion 


» house of represent 


| atives, and sifted and emphasized by the select committee's majority and minor- 

United States Senate.”’ ity reports, we are able to ascertain the number of members of the General As- 

Itappears that when the select committee of the Ohio house of representa- | sembly of Ohio that haye been brought into ineulpation, the degree aud weight 

tives was entering u the inquiry before them the following correspondence | of evidence affecting each of them, and the conclusions of these two committees 

took place between r. PAYNE and Mr. Cowgill, the chairman of the select com- | as to what had been prov ed, or could be exp -cted to be prov ed, as bearing upen 
mittee, and that Mr. PAYNE was never advised by the committee that ‘‘any tes- | each of these members 


timony tending to inculpate him in any degree with any questionable transac- 


tion”’ had been received or any opportunity was afforded him of appearing 
before the committee: 


Asto four members, namely, Messrs. Baker, Hunt, Sehultz,and Ziegler, being 
the members of the house of representatives of 1886 upon charges against whom 
the general investigations were set on foot, we find the committee, by the ma 
jority report, declare that “the testimony developed nothing of an inculpating 
character concerning the members of this house 






























Unrrep Sratrs SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1836. 
Sim: As one branch of the General Assembly has appointed a special commit- 
tee, of which you are the chairman, to investigate the conduct of the Demo- 
cratic caucus which in January, 1884, nominated a candidate for United States 
Senator, and as the matter is thus raised to the plane of respectability, and 
placed in charge of intelligent and honorable gentlemen, I propose to give it 
a attention. For myself, I invite and challenge the most thorough 
and scrutiny. My private correspondence and books of account will be 


named in the resolution of in 
quiry."’ The minority report express their conclusions to the sam 


effect, as 
follows: 


“That there has been absolutely nothing found inany way compromising the 
four members charged, and they are wholly exonerated from the charges made 
and stand to-day without the shadow ofa suspicion attaching to then 


nmre ‘ rd 
to conduct unbecoming members of this house.’ 


As to two members of the house, namely, Mr. Kahle and Mr. tl the ma- 
cheerfully submitted to your inspection if you desire it. I only insist, in case | JOT ty report names them as ** two instances in which attempted bribery in the 
any testimony is given which in the slightest degree inculpates me, I may be | Se?#torial canvass was reported by members of the Sixty-sixth General Assem 
ntheded on eppareunity of appearing before the committee. bly,” and sets forth, as the report expresses it, ‘‘ the testimony taken as to what 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, those members reported” “in brief.”” Both Mr. Kahle and Mr. Hull wer ive 


H. B. PAYNE. and earnest supporters of Mr. Pendleton in the canvass, and so conti d to the 

oO end, voting for Mr. Pendleton in the caucus and in the Legislature Phe evi 
dence respecting these two members, as given or commented upon !by the ma- 
jority and minority reports, we refer to, conformably to our declared purpose, 
without attempting any observations of our own upon the testimony. For the 
immediate consideration now presented, it is sufficient to say, that no diversion 
from Mr. Pendleton’s support to Mr. PAYNE’S was effected as to these tw: 
tors, 

The select committee names in the majority report two »s 
representatives, and speaks of them as follows: 

‘Rumors as to suspected bribery with which were connected the names of 
Messrs. Mooney and Roche, members of the house, and Messrs. White and 
Ramey,membersof the senate, of the Sixty-sixth General Assembly, ail of whom 
voted in caucus for Henry B. Payne for United States Senator, were traced by 
the committee until developments, which were regarded as 
reached, as follows’’— 

Giving the testimony bearing upon each, as viewed by the majority of the 
committee. The minority report takes up the case of each of these members, 
and comments upon the evidence which it adduces from the testimony, and 
declares as to each of them that the testimony justifies no imputation upon any 
one ofthem. We again, without any observations of our own on the evidence, 
refer to the majority and minority reports on this topic. 

It is proper that we should call the attention of the Senate to the very explicit 
and candid statement of the majority report, as to the reach and scope which 
were given to the investigation, and of the distinction drawn between the tes 
timony at large and the report itself, as the latter containing *‘ no facts 
are not sustained by testimony upon which a legislative body might bas 
action.” This report says: 

‘Whenever our attention was called to anything which indicated the probable 
employment of improper means to gain support, we followed the clews pre- 
sented, on the theory that we were not only authorized but in duty bouud to pur- 
sue any matter that promised even remotely toshow the use of such means in con- 
nection with the election, because the discovery of one important fact, although 
having no immediate bearing upon the charge against the persons named in the 
resolution, might lead to the discovery of facts having such bearing And fur- 
thermore, and upon the same theory, our inquiries were not contined to the 
technical rules of legal proof, but the committee availed itself of any source of 
information—admitted hearsay statements, and even the opinion of witnesses 
But we consider that in making this report no facts should be stated which are 
not sustained by testimony upon which a legislative body might base further 
action.” 

The minority report thus speaks of the completeness of the investigation in- 
stituted by the committee: 

‘** Your committee, in its anxiety that nothing, however trivial and remote, 
that might have, either directly or indirectly, any possible bearing on the mat- 
ter under consideration, have exercised the greatest liberality possible in the 
taking of testimony, which has extended the seope of its inquiry far beyond 
the limits that could be given the most liberal construction df the resolution.’ 

As the result of this wide investigation it does not appear that the select com- 
mittee recommended any action by the Legislature looking to a further investi- 
gation, or tothe incriminationor punishment in the courts of law of any persons 
named in the report, nor that the Legislature itself has proposed any action in 
such directions or either of them. Indeed,the whole recommendation of the 
committee tothe House of Representatives is in these words: 

“That an authenticated’ copy of the testimony and report be transmitted to 
the President of the United States Senate for the information of the body of 
which Senator PAYNE is a member, and for such action as it may deem advis 
able.”’ 

In pursuance of this recommendation the house of representatives commu- 
nicated to the Senate the testimony taken and the reports of the committee, 
which are before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, The y action 
understand that the house of representatives of Ohio presents any case upon talon bp citer house of the General aay of Ohio sin tee tee tone 
the testimony taken or imagined to be accessible to any investigation by the | brought to the attention of the Senate or of its committee, is shown in a reso- 
Seah OF. coon one. allegation of the existence of facts s ed, though not | lution of the senate of Ohio, and one of the house of representatives, as follows: 

as would affect Mr. PAyxe with such personal delinquency or turpi- 
tude as would invite or tolerate his e ion from the Senate for his participa- 


Hon. Tuomas A. CowGILr, 
Chairman, Columbus, Ohio. 


CoLumsBus, OnI0, January 25, 1836. 

Sm: I acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 22d instant, wherein you 
note the fact that a special committee of the Ohio house of representatives has 
been appointed to renee the conduct of the Democratic caucus which 
in January, 1884, nomi a candidate for United States Senator, and you also 
declare that you propose to give the investigation eee attention. 

In reply, I have to say that the resolution to which you refer recites the fact 
that all jons of bribery, published on authority of 8S. K. Donavin, are of so 
grave and positive character as to call for immediate action in order to vindi- 
cate the reputation of members of the present General Assembly. It directs the 
special committee to “ inquire into all the facts of the alleged bribery, and re- 
port their conclusions thereon to the house.”’ 

If in the prosecution of this inquiry any testimony tending to inculpate you 
in any degree with any questionable transaction be received, I assure you that 
your request to appear before the committee in such event will be most cor- 
dially and fully acceded to. 

Very respectfully, 


»eclec- 


enators and two 


mportant, were 


THOMAS A. COWGILL, 
Chairman. 


Hon. H. B. Payne, 
United States Senaie, Washington, D. C. 


Instead of attem: a selection or summary of the testimony transmitted to 
the Senate by the Ohio house of ere. for the illustration or support 
of our views and conclusions as to t roper disposition of the matter referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, we have thought it eminently 
just to as the basis of our observations the two careful and intelligent pres- 
entations of the testimony to the Ohio house of representatives by the majority 
and minority reports of the select committee. : 

Your committee were addressed by two honorable members of the House of 

tatives from Ohio, Mr. Lirrim2and Mr. Burrerworts, in exposition 

and enforeement of the testimony, and of the just rules and principles which 
govern your committee in their disposition of the matter before them. 
—ea: and while the committee was deliberating upon the case, as sub- 
i to them, these honorable gentlemen placed before your committee cer- 
tain suggestions in the nature of corroborative or cumulative evidence, which 
we append, with the majority and minority reports to which we have referred, 
to accompany our report. These supplemen suggestions we have justly 
given this inence to, asindicating in nature, if not in substance, what might 
be shown in testimony if an investigation should be entered upon by the Senate. 

The only constitutional rights, ers, and duties which can sustain, or prop- 
erly induce, an investigation such as is presented for the consideration of the 
Senate by the honorable house of re mtatives of the State of Ohio, arise 
from two separate and independent clauses of the Constitution : 

By the first clause of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution each House of 


: —— is made the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 


whieh 


further 


the second clause of the same section cach House may, “ with the concur- 
rence of two-thirds, expel a member.”’ 

As these two ends alone limit the basis and object of any investigation pro- 

either for invalidating the election of a Senator or expelling from the 

a duly elected and qualified member of it, a scrutiny of the grounds, in 

fact, upon Ww such action is demanded, in any case arising, from the Senate, 

requires an ascertainment whether the ae of the proposition and the testi- 

mony, presented or reasonably assured, would justify the ultimate action of the 

Seuate under one or the other of these clauses of the Constitution. We do not 


Senatorial election in Ohio. 
tion in the transaction which resulted in his election. The examination of the bil aiediadinl ns Nail Seb 
testimony suggests no support for such an imputation, and the course of the se- Senate resolution—Mr. Hardacre—No. 53. 
lect committee in not giving Mr. PAYNE an opportunity tobe heard before them Whereas by common report, suggested and corroborated by the public press 
precludes any intimation that such a notion was entertained for a moment by | of the State without respect to party and by a recent investigation of the house 
that committee or the Ohio house of representatives. 


3 of representatives, the title of Henry B, Payne toa seat in the United States 
We do not understand that any member of the Committee on Privileges and | Senate is vitiated by corrupt practices and the corrupt use of money in procur- 
Elections has harbored or aueneeae the idea that the testimony taken, or sug- | ing his election; and 
Fe ree a pont , touches the subject of this personal inculpation Whereas it is deemed expedient, in order to secure a thorough investigation 
of Mr. Payye. We I, therefore, confine our further diseussion of the matter, | of his said election as Senator by the United States Senate, that the belief of 
a8 presented for the investigation or action of the Senate, to the question arising 


i ; : the General Assembly in this regard be formulated in a specific charge : There- 
upon the validity of Mr. PAYNE’s election and the declaration of his seat in the | fore, 
Senate vaaent for such cause 

It is, no doubt, 


/ d ~s Beit resolved, That in the opinion of the General Assembly, and it so charges, the 
oon that an election may be vitiated by fraud, corrup- | election of Henry B. PAYNE as Senator of the United States from Ohio, in Jan- 

the member unseated being accused even of personal | uary, 1884, was procured and brought about by the corrupt use of money, paid 
in the fraud, corruption, or bribery, by which his election was com- ! to or for the benefit of divers and sundry members of the Sixty-sixth General 
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Assembly of Ohio, and by other corrupt means and practices, & more particu- 
lar statement of which can not now be given. 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States be, and the same is hereby, re- 
quested to make a full investigation into the facts of such election so far as per- 
tains to corrupt means used in that behalf. 

Resolved, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to forward a copy 
thereof to the President of the Senate of the United States, 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of said resolu- 
tion, as the same appears upon the senate journal of Friday, May 14, 1886, after 
being changed from a“ joint’ to a “senate” resolution, and adopted by the 
senate 

Cc. N. VALLANDIGHAM, 
Clerk Ohio Senate. 


H. R. No, 89.--Mr. Brumback. 


Whereas it is the precedent in the United States Senate that charges of bribery 
must be directly made to warrant a committee of said body in proceeding to in- 
vestigate the title of any United States Senator to his seat: Therefore, 

Be it vesolwed by the house of representatives of Ohio, That in the investigation 
made under house resolution No. 28 ample testimony was adduced to warrant 
the belief that the charges heretofore made by the Democratic press of Ohio are 
true, to wit: That the seat of Henry B. Payne in the United States Senate was 
purchased by the corrupt use of money; and 

Further resolved, That the honor of Ohio demands, and this house of represent- 
atives requests, that the said title of Henry B. PAYNE to a scat in the United 
States Senate be rigidly investigated by said Senate; and 

Further resolved, That the governor of Ohio be requested to forward a copy of 
this resolution to the President of the United States Senate. 


In Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES. 
Adopted May 18, 1886. 


Attest: DAVID LANNING, Clerk. 


Upon the whole matter as presented, in evidence and argument, to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, we are of opinion that there is no evidence 
which purports to prove that fraud, corruption, or bribery was employed in the 
election of Mr. Payne affecting the votes, given either in the caucus or in the 
Legislature, whereby the election was carried by corrupt votes to the effect of 
his election. Nor, in our opinion, is there any allegation that proof exists or 
would be forthcoming to the extent that would vitiate the election of Mr. PAYNE 
by reason of the necessary votes, in caucus or in the Legislature,for his elec- 
tion, having been obtained by fraud, corruption, or bribery. 

We are of opinion, therefore, that under the first clause of the fifth section of 
Article I of the Constitution the testimony and other considerations placed be- 
fore the Senate do not warrant the Senate in instituting by itself an investiga- 
tion looking to the unseating of Mr. PAYNE as a member of the Senate. 

We have, in our conclusions, made no distinction between the use of fraud, 
corruption, or bribery in a caucus vote or in the legislative vote for a Senator. 
Although a caucus, or what proceeds in it, has no constitutional or legal relation 
to the election of a Senator, yet, by the habit of political parties, the stage of de- 
termination as to who is to be elected Senator, and the influences, proper or 
improper, that produce that determination, is that which precedes and is con- 
cluded in the caucus. So far as the question of personal delinquency or turpi- 
tude is concerned, no moral distinction should ee taken between corrupt pro- 
ceedings in caucus and those in the Legislature. How far any such distinction 
would need to be insisted upon, in any case, on the question of unseating a 
Senator, where he himself was not affected with any personal misconduct or 
complicity with the misconduct of others, we have no oceasion, in the imme- 
diate case or present attitude of the subject, to consider or suggest. 

At the outset of our observations we stated the limits which properly should 
control the action of the Senate, under the applicable clauses of the Constitu- 
tion, and by the same reason the ends which should be proposed in its investi- 
gations and to which they should be confined. It is obvious that the province 
and duty of a State, in its investigations of fraud, corruption, and bribery in an 
election of Senator, are much more extensive. A State is not confined at all to 
the question whether the actual election brought in question involves the Sen- 
ator personally in misconduct, or whether enough votes for him were affected 
by fraud, corruption, or bribery that would require his seat to be vacated, al- 
though himself free from imputation. 

The State should execute its laws respecting the purity of Senatorial elections, 
by the indictment and conviction of a single person who bribes or is bribed, 
whether the election isaffected or not. The State should investigate as well to 
the end of betterlaws and surer execution of the laws. The State, too, isc 
with the maintenance of “the honor of Ohio,” and its vindication rests with its 
own legislation, its own judiciary, and its own people, but it can not demand 
this vindication at the hands of the United States Senate, except as that may flow 
un Savepnene by that body within the limits of its constitutional powers 
and duties, 

That State has conducted and concluded its investigations into the election of 
Mr. Payne, and has placed the result before the Senate of the United States. 
It has attempted no further investigations either by the plenary power of its 
Legislature, or through the functions of the courts of tant. If, upon further ex- 
aminations made by the State, through its Legislature or its courts, a case 
should be presented for renewed consideration by the Senate, within the rules 
and principles we have stated as governing the action of the Senate, the further 
action of the Senate will be governed by what maythen appear. As the whole 
matter now stands before the committee, we concur in its judgment that an in- 
vestigation should not be instituted by the Senate, and the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the subject, and for the reasons which 


we have thus given, 
H. M. TELLER. 
WM. M. EVARTS. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 


VIEWS OF MR. HOAR AND MR, FRYE. 


The undersigned can not concur with the report of the majority. 

The senate and house of representatives of the State of Ohio and the Repub- 
lican State committee, representing the political party which for much the larger 
portion of the last thirty years has contained a rity of the voters of that 
State, have each addressed a memorial to the Senate charging that the election 
of the sitting member was procured by bribery and corruption and praying the 
Senate to cause an investigation into said charges. Two tlemen of high 
character and position, Messrs. LrrrLe and BurTeER WorTH, h now members 
of the other House from the State of Ohio, the former lately attorney-general 
of that State, appeared before the committee, declared their personal belief in 
the truth of the charge, asserted that in their opinion the belief is entertained 
by a large majority of the ple of Ohio of both political parties, and asked to 
be permitted to lay before the committee evidence to support it. Besides Messrs. 
LirrLe and BUTTERWORTH eight of the Ohio de’ ion in the House add their 
earnest request to the same effect, affirm that the op is demanded b 
a large majority in number and influence of the press of the State, say that addi. 
tional testimony is in the po of Messrs, LirtLe and Burrerworrtn, and 
ex om their belief that “if opportunity is offered the charges of the Ohio senate 
will be sustained by testimony to your full satisfaction.” 

Before the memorials above referred to were ted, there had been pre- 
scented to the Senate for its information the evidence taken by a committee of 
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the house of representatives of Ohio, who were directed to investigate charg.< 
of corruption in said election against four members of the present house of re 
resentatives of Ohio, being the only members of the Legislature who made t)). 
election against whom allegations of bribery were made who have been co))- 
tinued in the public service,and the conclusions of the committee upon sai: 
evidence. Messrs. LirrLe and Burrerworts also produced certain affiday it, 
and letters stating confessions of persons implicated,and pointing out other 
sources where evidence would probably be obtained if lawful authority shou! 
be given by the Senate to procure it. 

We think this presents a case where it is the duty of the Senate to permit t} 
petitioners to present their evidence and to authorize the issue of proper proc- 
ess to aid them in procuring the attendance of witnesses. 

The Constitution declaresthat “ eacn House shal! be the judge of the electioi<, 
returns, and qualifications of its members.”” The Senate is the only court which 
has,or under the Constitution possibly can have, jurisdiction of this questio 
There can be no trial, inquiry, or adjudication anywhere else to which this i:- 
quiry is not totally foreign and immaterial.”” The courts in Ohio may exerc ix 
jurisdiction of the offense of bribery of or by an individual, But the question 
whether the result of an election of Senator was thereby changed can never |< 
before those courts. Either house of the Legislature may inquire as to the per- 
sonal turpitude of its own members. But the action which may result from 
such investigation must be precise! y the same, whether other persons also wer: 
or were not comstgied,ant whether the choice of Senator were or were not 
affected. 

As the Senate i: the only court that can properly try this question, so the 
charge is made, if .ot in the only way it can be made, yet certainly in the way 
beyond all others iu which it can be made with most authority. The Legisla- 
ture of Ohiv is the nypresentative of the dignity, interest, and honor of the State. 
It appoints the Sens\tors of the United States, and if a vacancy in the office ex- 
iste it must fill it. It is supported in this charge by the committee who are 
under our political customs, the organ of more than half the voters of the State 
concerned, 

For the Senate ‘io refuse to listen to this complaint so made would, it seeims 
to us, be, and be everywhere taken to be, a declaration that it is indifferent to 
the question whether its seats are to be in the future the subject of bargain an: 
sale,or may be presented by a few millionaires as a compliment to a friend 
No more fatal blow can be struck at the Senate or at the purity and permanence 
of republican government itself than the establishment of this precedent. 

But the case does not rest alone upon the charge and the character of the par- 
ties who make it, and who ask to be permitted to produce evidence in its su, 
port. If it did, it in our judgment would be enough. It is surely a strange 
answer tobe given by a court to a suitor to say that it has already considered 
the question and decided the case before it is presented. 

But the petitioners adduce strong reasons to show probable cause that they 
ean establish their case. The testimony taken by the committee in Ohio has 
been referred to us. Our attention has also been called to evidence pointing tv 
a large mass of additional testimony. The committee of the Ohio house hai 
power only to inquire into the conduct of four members of that body. They re- 
port that— : 

“A number of clews furnished were not followed, because we were convince: 
that they could lead only to points at which further pursuit would becon: 
necessary, but which could not be passed without authority to reach beyond t): 
limits of the State for witnesses, and much anonymous information was ignore: 
by the committee chiefly for the same reason.”’ 

We have examined the evidence taken by that committee. It does not su; 

rt the charges as to the four members implicated; it does not connect Mr. 

*"AYNE with the transactions; it does not show that the result was changed or 
effected by corrupt means. But it does show that Mr. Payne's name was 1: 
publicly suggested as a candidate for Senator until after the State election ; tha! 
it was not very prominently apes until shortly before his election in Ja. 
uary; that many persons who had been supposed to favor Pendleton voted for 
PAYNE; that there was a widespread belief that corrupt means were used to 
procure the result; that one member was offered a large sum of money by a:- 
other member to vote for PAYNE; that there were hearsay statements chargi: 
corruption as to several others; that two members of the Legislature receive: 
large sums of money about the time of the election, of which they, being called 
as witnesses, gave no satisfactory account; that the prominent man rsof M: 
PAYNE’s Canvass, namely, Paige, Mclean, Huntington, and Oliver H. Payne, did 
not testify before the committee. There was no evidence tending to show th: 
bribery of any particular member, except as above stated. 

When we say it was not shown that the result was changed or effected by co: 
rupt means we are speaking of direct testimony. But the consideration shou |:! 
not be forgotten that where persons familiar with the whole case would be qui!: 
sure to know whether such means were needful to change the result, or whethe: 
their candidate would be elected without it, if they are found expending lary: 
sums of money corruptly the fact alone affords strong reason for the inferen:« 
that the result was thereby controlled. Butthe resuit of the investigation i: 
Ohio seems tothe undersigned absolutely unimportant. That committee whi! 
they took a wider range of inquiry than the matter committed to them, neit!icr 
had, nor conceived they had, any power to inquire into Mr. PAYNE’s title to |)i- 
seat. TMey issued no process extending beyond the limitsof Ohio. They report 
no conclusion, except as to the four members. When witnesses refused to 1: 
swer they did not press them. They went beyond the scope of the resolution 
appointing them only, as they say, “‘to gain something like a comprehens:\: 
view of the situation.” 

‘The Ohio senate of 1883-81 contained 33 members. Of these 22 were Dei 
crats and 11 Republicans. The house contained 105 members, of which 60 were 
Democrats and 45 Republicans. The members entitled to vote on joint ballot 
were 138 in all, 82 Democrats and 56 Republicans. Eighty-two persons were «::- 
titled to vote in the Democratic caucus, of whom 42 were a majority. Seventy- 
nine persons actually attended that caucus, of which 40 were a majority. |+ 
there fair reason for instituting an inquiry whether the result of the election 
was a bribery? We think that the character of the persons makin: 
the duntye is of itself sufficient to require the Senate to listen to it. But they 
produce a great body of evidence all pointing in the same direction. 

We are not now to consider whether the case is proved, or even whether there 
be a prima faciecase. There hasas yet been no evidence laid before us a:- 
dressed to either of these considerations. That can not be done without tic 
issue of process for the attendance of witnesses. Messra, Lirr_e and Burtr! 
WORTH now offer, on their personal responsibility, to establish to the satis! 
tion of the Senate, largely by witnesses who were not within the reach of (!c 
Ohio committee, and partly by evidence which strengthens, supplements, a"! 
confirms that which was before that committee, the fo'lowing among other pr): 


ositions : 

First. That of the Democratic members elected to the Sixty-sixth Genera! A>- 
sembly more than three-fourths were itively 4 to Mr. Pendleton ani! 
General Ward, and more than a majority pled to Mr. Pendleton. This the) 
SS by Mr. Pendleton himself, by Col. W. A. Taylor, and others 

. That in these pledges these members represented the opinion an! 
desire of their constituents. ; : 

Third. That Mr. Pays was nowhere spoken of or known as a candidate |: 
ing the popular election or until a very short time before the appointment of 
Senator 


Fourth. That just before the legislative caucus, where the nomination w:* 
made, which was one week before the election, large sums of money were place! 
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by Mr. PAYNE’'s son and other near friends of his at the control ef the active 
of his canvass in Columbus. This they allege can be shown by the 
books of one or more ; : 

Pifth. Mr. Payxe’s near friends declared that his election has cost very large 
ougentleman whose name is offered to be given will testify that David R. 
Paige declared to him that he had handled $65,000. 

Oliver B. Payne stated to the same person that it had cost him $100,000 to elect 

is father. 
eee That the members of the Legislature who changed from Pendleton to 
PayseE did so after secret and confidential interviews with the agents who had 
the disbursement of these moneys. 

Seventh. That members of the Legislature who so suddenly changed their at- 
titude ean be proved to have, at about the time of the thange, acquired large sums 
of money, of which they give no satisfactory account. 

Eighth. Respectable Ohio Democrats affirm that just before the caucus the 
room of Mr. PAYNE'S manager, Paige, ‘‘ was like a banking house,” that “ the 
evidence of large sums of money there was abundant and conclusive,’ that 
Paige’s clerk declared in the presence of a gentleman of integrity that ‘ he had 
never seen so much money handled in his life.’’ 

Ninth, That the public belief that the choice of Senator was procured by the 
corrupt use of money prevails almost universally in Ohio among persons of both 
parties, which finds very general expression in the press. . 

Tenth. That there is specific leading with great foree to the conclusion 
that each of ten members will be shown to have changed their votes corruptly, 
and thereby that the result was changed. 

The Senate has also recently referred to the committee certain resolutions 
adopted by a convention of the Republican editors of Ohio, held at Columbus 
July 8, 1886, praying the S-nate to investigate these charges. The newspaper re- 
ports of the convention, w that the governor of the State was present at the 
convention and declarea .is concurrence in said prayer. There have also been 
communicated to us extracts from the Democratic newspapers of Ohio, showing 
that a majority of those papevs have declared their opinion that the election was 
procured by corruption. Copies of these extracts are appended. 

What is the effect upon an election of Senator of bribery of voters in a caucus 
of tie legislators who are to make the choice, is a question upon which we 
prefer not to form an opinion until the evidence is before us. The members of 
a caucus ordinarily deem themselves bound in honor to vote in the election for 
the person whom it nominates, by the vote of a majority, on condition that 
such person belong to their party. and is fit for the ofice in point of character 
and ability. Bribery, therefore, which changes the result in the caucus, would 
ordinarily determine the election. 

If B,C, and D have promised to vote as A shall vote, if A be corrupted four 
votes are gained by the process, although B,C,and D be innocent. In looking, 
therefore, to see whether an election by the Legislature was procured or effected 
by bribery, it may be very important to discover whether that bribery procured 
the nomination of a caucus whose action a majority of the Legislature were 
bound in honor to support. Seventy-nine persons attended the Senatorial can- 
eus and voted on the first ballot. Of these Mr. PAYNE had the votes of 46, Ward 
17, Pendleton 15, Booth 1. If 6 only of Mr. PAyNe’s votes in the caucus were 
procured by bribery, the result of the election of Senator was clearly brought 
about by that means. Now, Messrs. Lirr.e and Buorrerworrn tender specific 
proof, part of which was before the Ohio committee and part here offered for 
the first time, directly and very strongly tending to create the belief as to each 
of 10 of the members of the Ohio Legislature that his vote for Mr. PAYNE was 
purchased, and that proper process and inquiry will establish the fact by com- 
petent and suflicient evidence. 

One member, after the caucus, deposited $2,500 in two amounts, and being 
charged that it was the price of his vote did not persist in a denial. 

Another, who changed to PAYNE, just before the caucus stated to a colleague 
that he was offered $5,000 to vote for Pay Nr, and intended to accept it, and tried 
to induce his colleague todothe same. That person’s wife just afterward de- 





posited $2,500 in a bank in Toledo, took a certificate therefor, which she trans- | 


ferred to her husband. 

Another who is claimed to have changed suddenly from Pendleton to PAYNE 
is found making, soon after, expenditures amounting to $1,600 with his own 
money on land, the title to which was taken in the name of his father, who paid 
$2,000 for it about the sametime. The father and son lived together in the same 
house, The son testified that he did not know where the father got the money 
to pay the $2,000. The father refused to state where he got his $2,000, and said 
he did not know where the son got the $1,600, and if he did he would not tell. 
The same member also made other large payments of money about the same 
time, 

Another, who had to borrow money when he went to Columbus, and changed 
suddenly from Pendleton to PAYNE, was shown just after the election to be in 
possession of ener to purchase property, refurnish his house,&c. He was 
denounced by another member as having sold his vote. He turned exceed- 
ingly sick, made no denial, and was taken away. Two others, elected as 
anti became supporters of Mr. PAYNE and were heard discussing 
together amount of money each had received. Another, who had before 
been for another candidate, but voted for Mr. Payne, received from Oliver B. 
Payne $3,500, which he said was a loan. Another, according to affidavits pro- 
duced by Mr. Lrrr.e, was declared bv a fellow-member to be claiming $3,500 for 
his vote. Another, who had been very earnest in support of Pendleton, visited 
the room of Mr. PayNr’s managers, where the large sums of money are alleged 
to have been seen, and immediately afterward voted for Mr. Payne. 

The committee received this communication from Messrs. Little and BuTTER- 
WorrtH in addition to the statements made by them at the hearing: 


Dear Sim: Since our appearance before your committee the last time, we 


have information, deemed by us important, bearing upon the question 
of iny ion, and desire to indicate its general character. 
Pirst. We have information, regarded trustworthy, that a member of the 


Sixty-sixth General Assembly, one of the sudden converts to PAYNE, with meager 
means and without financial credit prior to January, 1884, was able to and did 
deposit in bank to his own credit shortly after the election, to wit, February 13, 
1884, $1,350, besides showing other signs of prosperity not acccuntable for in or- 


dinary 

Second. cen show by a witness whose credibility will not be questioned 
that just prior to the meeting of the caucus at which Mr. PAYNE was nomihated 
he (witness) was, in the interest of PAYNE, summoned by telegraph to Colum- 
bus. He went, and was asked by PAYNr’s managers what sum of money would 
be required to withdraw the vote of the representative of his (witness’) county 
from and give it to PayNE. The question was squarely and seri- 
ously aparensed to witness: “Iiow much money does he (the representative) 
want? 

Third. We have from reliable sources additional information of a convincing 
nature ng to bribery. consisting of conversation, statements, and admis- 
sions of im members and others, which we are not at liberty to state 
more €xplicitly in this communication, owing to the conditions under which 
the information is im , but which, with the other matters referred to, we 
— aie to you in more a form ees ; 

a matter heretofore submitted we deem it worth while togive this 
additional instance ; — . 
_ Fourth. We quote from a letter in our possession from a responsible person 
in Ohio, omitting names : 
Our representative, 





, had been elected asa Pendleton man,and had 
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agreed ——— to support Pendleton. A few days before the caucus it was whis- 
pered that ‘ had been seen, and that he would vote for Payne. A telegram 
was at once sent from here to ——— (the member) by leading Democrats, warning 
him against such a course, and ——— and others at once went to Columbus and 
saw the member. He hooted at the idea that he would vote for PAYNE. 
assured Pendleton that the member would support him. then came home 
feeling confident that the member would not disappoint him.” 

This member was interviewed in the presence of a friend of Mr. Pendleton, 
and asserted his devotion to him, but was suspected and watched. As the hour 
of the caucus approached it was noticed that he was not present. The friend of 
Mr. Pendleton went to his room forhim. We quote further 

“ He found him in company with one of the men who handled the *‘ boodle,’ 
and he was much embarrassed by ———'s presence. But he went to the caucus 
with - , and on the way again asserted his allegiance to Pendleton. If I re- 
member correctly, said they had printed ballots for both candidates, and 
that he gave the mémber) a Pendleton ticket. But when the vote was 
taken (Pendleton’s friend) observed that —— the member) wrote some- 
thing on a piece of legal-cap and then tore itoff. He afterward discovered that 
— (the member) put in the hat the same piece of paper; and then 
(Pendleton’s friend) went to ———'s (the member's) desk and tore off a piece of 
the legal-cap large enough to include the smal! piece torn off by ——— (the mem- 
ber). I think ——— (Pendleton's friend) was one of the tellers. At any rate, he 
got the ballot which fitted the piece of legal-cap id which — ~ had v 
and found that Pay Nr’s name was on the ballot 

This member was thereupon charged by the Democrat 
county with betrayal, &c 

Wedo not question that the facts can b 
respect to the nember referred to 

Should this information not be used names and means of identity placed on 
record would or might lead to annoyances for no purpose. They are, therefore, 
not here given. 

Your committee, we will venture to add in conclusion, will not overlook the 
fact that our showing, made in the face of a most persistent and powerful oppo 
sition of unlimited means and expedients, has been one furan investigation, and 
not final action following an inv 























oted, 


county paper of his 


show bstantially as indicated with 


estigation 


Very respectfully, JOHN LITTLE 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
lion. GkorGe F. Hoar, 
Chairmen of the Commniittes Privil and Elections 


United States Senate. 


It is said that much of this is hearsay and that taken together it is insufficient 
to establish a case which will overcome the presumption arising from the cer 
tificate of clection. Weare not now dealing with that question. The Senate 
is to determine whether there is probable cause for an inquiry. Any man who 
lays a claim to any property, real or personal, may institute his process at 
pleasure, and compel the courts to hear and try the cause. Even acriminal ac- 
eusation requires only the oath of the accuser, who is justified, if he have prob- 
able cause. 
| it will not be questioned that in every one of these cases there is abundant 

probable cause which would justify a complaint and compel a grand jury or 

magistrate to issue process and makean investigation. Is the Senate todeny to 
the people of a great State, speaking through their Legislature and their repre- 
sentative citizens, the only opportunity for a hearing of this momentous case 
which can exist under the Constitution? We have not prejudged the case, nor 
do we mean to prejudge it. We sincerely trust that the investigation, which is 
as much demanded for the honor of the sitting member as for that of the Senate 
or the State of Ohio, may result in vindicating histitle to his seatand the good 
name of the Legislature that elected him. 
But we can not consent to be accomplices in denying justice to eithe We 
do not believe the American people will be satisfied that the Senate shou'd re 
| fuse to hear this case either on the ground that some other tribunal has tried 
some other case, or on the ground that it hasalready been decided without hear- 
ing or evidence, or on the ground that a bribe paid for a vote in a legislative 
caucus is not understood by both parties to inelude a vote in the Legislature for 
the candidate of that caucus, 

How can a question of bribery ever be raised or ever be investigated if the 
arguments against this investigation prevail? You do not suppose that the 
men who bribe or the men who are bribed will volunteer to furnish evidence 
against themselves. Youdo not expect that impartial and unimpeachable wit- 
nesses will be present at the transaction. Ordinarily, of course, if a claim like 
this be brought to the attention of the Senate from a respectable quarter that a 
title to a seat here was obtained by corrupt means, the Senator concerned will 
hasten to demand an investigation. But that is wholly within his own disere- 
tion, and does not affect the due mode of procedure by the Senate. From the 
nature of the case the process of the Senate must compel the persons who con- 
ducted the canvass and the persons who made the election to appear and dis- 
close what they know; and until that process issue, you must act upon such 
information only as is cnough to cause inquiry in the ordinary affairs of life. 

The question now is not whether the case is proved—it is only whether it 
shall be iaquiredinto. That hasnever yet been done. It can not be done uatil 
the Senate issues its process. No unwilling witness has ever yet been com- 
pelled to testify; no process has gone ont which could cross State lines. The 
Senate is now to determine, as the law of the present case and as the precedent 
for all future cases, as to the great crime of brinery—a crime which poisons the 
waters of republican liberty in the fountain—that the circumstances which here 
appear are not enough to demand its attention 

It will hardly be doubted that cases of purchase of seats in the Senate will 
multiply rapidly under the decision proposed by the majority of the committee. 
The first great precedent to constitute the rule under this branch of law 
this: 

Heid, by the Senate of the United States, thata made by the Legislature 
of a State,and by the committee of the political party to which the larger num- 
ber of its citizens belong, and hy ten of its Representatives in Congress, that an 
election of Senator was procured by bribery, accompanied by the offer to prove 
the fact, does not deserve the attcntion of the Senate, and this, although it also 
appear— 

That there isa general and widespread public belief in the truth of the charge ; 
that there was a sudden and unexpected and unaccounted for change to the 


is to be 


charge 


siting member from another candidate to whom a majority of the electing body 
had been previously pledged ; that large sums of money were brought to the 
place of election just before the choice by the managers of the canvass for the 
person clected; that there is evidence tending to show the bribery of several 
members, and the acquisition by others, who so changed their support, of con 
siderable sums of money immediately after such change, aiTect at least ten mem 
bers of said legislature; that a change by corrupt means of the votes of six per- 
sons would have changed the result in a legislative caucus, and thereby bound 
and committed the vote in the Legislature of eighty-two persons, who wer a 
large majority of such Legislature. 

Provided it also appear that one branch of a subsequent Legislature of the 
| same State have, in investigating charges against four of their mem!, 
dentally inquired into charges against other persons so far as they could without 

compelling unwilling witnesses to answer, without use of process extending 
i beyond their State, and “‘ without following ont many clews which they did not 
follow because they were convinced that they would lead only to points of 
which further pursuit would become n« 
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YEAS—3, 
Allison, Frye, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Gorman, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gray, Manderson, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Hale, Maxey, Sherman, 
Conger, Harris, Miller, Seeonee, 
Cullom, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., lier, 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Pagh, Wilson of lowa. 
Evarts, Kenna, Ransom, 
NAYS—20. 

Blackburn, Cameron, Gibson, Plumb, 
Brown, Cockrell, Hampton, Vance, 
Butier, Coke, Hawley, Vest, 

Call, Eustis, Mahone, Walthall, 
Camden, George, Piatt, Whitthorne. 

ABSENT—21. 

Aldrich, Hearst, Morgan, Stanford, 
Beck, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 

Dolph, McPherson, Sabin, 

Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Saulsbury, 
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7210 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





We recommend the adoption of the accompanying resolution : 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized to investigate the charges affecting the title to the 
seat of the Hon. Hzewry B. Payne, and to send for persons and papers, admin- 
ister oaths, and employ a clerk and stenographer, and to sit during the recess of 
the Senate; and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the con- 


tingent fund of the Senate. 
GEORGE F. HOAR. 
WM. P. FRYE. 


Report made by Mr. HoAr, chairman of the committee to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 
on have examined the evidence forwarded by the house of representatives of 
iio 
The investigation was undera resolution directing an inquiry as to the charges 
that four members of the present Legislature, being also members of the last, 
were guilty of being induced by corrupt means to vote for Mr. PAYNE. 
These charges were not sustained, and the committee so report. 
But the inquiry took a wider range. There was evidence tending to show— 
That Mr, PAyyr’s name was not publicly suggested as a candidate for Sena- 
tor until after the State election ; 


That it was not very prominently suggested until shortly before his election 
in January ; 


a. many persons who had been supposed to favor Pendleton voted for 
AYNE; 

—— a was a widespread belief that corrupt means were used to procure 
the result; 

That one member was offered a large sum of money for his vote by another 
member; 

That there were hearsay statementscharging corruption as to several others ; 

That two members of the Legislature received large sums of money about 
the time of the election, of which they being called as witnesses gave no satis- 
factory account; 

That the principal managers of Mr. Payne's canvass, namely, Paige, Mc- 
Lean, Huntington, and Oliver H. Payne, did not testify before the committee, 
but there is not evidence tending to show the bribery of any member unless as 
above stated ; 

There is no evidence to connect Mr. PAYNE, the sitting member, with these 
transactions; 

And none tending to show that the result was changed or affected by such 
means ; 

Informed that Mr. Little wishes to be heard ; 

That these persons kept out of State and reach of process. 


RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, if this matter is disposed of, I move that the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock, and that this evening we devote 
what time is possible to the examination of the sundry civil bill, so 
that to-morrow may be devoted to this matter of which gentlemen have 
spoken, as I suppose there is no desire to go on with the Payne case 
to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I appeal to the Senator not to force a night ses- 
sion. We can readily transact all the business in proper time without 
night sessions. Night sessions are not productive of good results. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motionis not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask what the proposition before the Senate is? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 35, 
nays 20; as follows: 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. : 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate resumed its session at 8 o’clock p. m. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. [ask that the sundry civil appropriation bill be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
purposes. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations 


amendments. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal readi, 


of the bill may be dispensed with, as is the usual custom, and also that 
the amendments may be considered in their order, first consideriny 
the amendments reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that 


the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the bil! be 
proceeded with and the amendments of the Committee on Approp 
tions be considered as reached in the reading. That order will be mac 
if there be no objection. The Secretary will read the bill. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the intention of the chairman of the co 


mitteeconcerning this bill to-night? I ask for information to ascertain 
whether there is any design of proceeding farther than the Committee 
of the Whole. 


Mr. ALLISON. No,sir. I will say thatI do not expect to finish the 


bill to-night in the Committee of the Whole. I have agreed with some 
Senators who desire to debate at some length one or two amendment 
to pass them over. 


Mr. INGALLS. There are some amendments which are of consid- 


erable importance, and about which there is likely to be debate, and if 
they are all to remain open, notwithstanding the action of the Senate 
to-night, of course the discussion will not be concluded. 


Mr. ALLISON. Of course the amendments will all remain open { 


action in the Senate. 


Mr. INGALLS. Everything will remain open. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not expect to finish the bill as in Committee 


of the Whole to-night. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Bill. 
CALL OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, what has been done, I should 
like to ask? No quorum is here. I should like to find out what we 


have done. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is being read now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. AsI have come here, I should like to have the 
rest come here too. I ask for a call of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senators will come in in a few mo 
ments. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist on a cal! of 


the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is not fair nor right totransact important busi- 
ness without a quorum. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa has just advised me, be! 
the Senator from Missouri came in, that this is a purely formal pro 
ceeding. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, ineffectitis. Hesaid that the amendments 
are all to remain open, and that this is a reading of the bill for the pu: 

of going through the amendments pro forma as in Committee of 
the Whole, and that there is no design of finishing the bill at all as in 
Committee of the Whole this evening. So I suppose that nothing wil! 
be lost by proceeding in the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it the right way to transact public business 
with only eight or ten Senators? I have heard the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] so often appeal to the Senate not 
to do business unconstitutionally and out of order, and without having 
notice that he had omitted that duty which he has always been in the 
habit of performing I involuntarily called attention to the fact that 
there ismo quorum here, and that I did not think we ought to transact 
business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We probably, for aught the Senator knows, liad: 
quorum when we began, and perhaps Senators have gone out to smoke 
We did not have the presence of my friend from Missouri when t)ic ve- 
cess expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I only missed two or three minutes. If we had 
a quorum when we commenced, a call of the Senate will bring Senators 
back out of the cloak-rooms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object to the call, and there must be one 
now that the Senator says there is no quorum, and it is the duty of the 
Chair to order the call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the rol! 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allison, Cockrell, Hoar, Teller, 

Beck, Edmunds, Ingalls, Vance, 
Berry, Evarts, MeMillan, Whitthorne. 
Blair, ° a, Palmer, Wilson of Md 
Brown, ‘ Sherman, 

Butler, Hawley, Spooner, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the names of those present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think in a moment Senators will be in. 

The Secretary read the list of those present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Twenty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Noquorum ispresent. Call the list of absentees. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The list of absentees will be called. 
The Secretary read the list of absent Senators, as follows: 

Messrs. Aldrich, Blackburn, Bowen, Call, Camden, Cameron, Chace, 
Coke, Colquitt, Conger, Cullom, Dawes, Dolph, Eustis, Fair, Frye, 
George, Gibson, Gorman, Gray, Hale, Harris, Hearst, Jones of Ar- 
kansas, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kenna, Logan, McPherson, 
Mahone, Manderson, Maxey, Miller, Mitchell of Oregon, Mitchell of 
Pennsylvania, Morgan, Morrill, Payne, Pike, Platt, Plumb, Pugh, 


Ransom, Riddleberger, Sabin, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sewell, Stanford, | 


Van Wyck, Vest, Voorhees, Walthall, and Wilson, of Iowa—54. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is not in the city. He 
is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], who is also 
absent from the city. 

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon, appeared, and answered to his name. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jonegs, of Arkansas] left a few 
moments before adjournment this evening, and I think he does not 
know there is a session to-night. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My cclleague [Mr. HARRIS] was called down 
the city on some important business and requested me to say that he 
would be here by 9 o’clock. 

Mr. CuLLom, Mr. Cotquitr, Mr. MAnonr, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 
SewELL, and Mr. WALTHALL appeared, and answered to their names. 
Mr. ALLISON. May I ask how many Senators are now present ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be requested to notify the absent Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That he be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. That is the phrase. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. If there is no objection that order will be made. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. PAYNE entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. : 

Mr. VANCE. Would it be in order to inquire where those patriots 
are who moved. for this recess ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quiry. 

Mr. VANCE. Whether it isaparliamentary inquiry oran unparlia- 
mentary one, I voted against the recess myself, because I thought I 
knew the frame of Senators and remembered that they were dust; and 
sure enough we are here now waiting half an hour after the time, and 
we have not a quorum. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is very obvious that we shall not have a 
tet) to-night, and I move that the Senate adjourn. [‘‘No!”’ 
“No ! ”? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not insist on the yeas and nays at this mo- 
ment. Let us take a division first. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 3, noes 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many do we lack of a quorum? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-one Senators have responded 
to their names. 

Mr. CHACE, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. PLATT, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, 
and Mr. MILLER entered the Chamber and answered to es. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the chairman of the C on 
Agriculture in charge of the oleomargarine bill that passed so suctess- 
fully is present. That makes a quorum I know, and I think we can 
now proceed to the consideration of business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not do it now until the record itself dis- 
closes the ofa quorum. Until that time we can not go on. 

Mr. SAWYER entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe there is a quorum now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr, GORMAN and Mr. Kenna entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Thirty-nineSenators having answered 


That is hardly a parliamentary in- 


to their names, the Chair will receive a message from the House of Re- | 


presentatives. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 


Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill fe 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning; 

A bill (8. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank; 

A bill ¢ 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy; 

A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; 
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A bill (S. 2759 
Lee: 

A bill (S. 2160 

A bill (S. 2113) 

A bill (S. 1853) 

A bill (S. 1766) 

A bill (S. 1625 
phreys; 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to Pheebe H. Meech; 

A bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis. ; 

\ bill (8. 2322) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 
of Kansas with certain sums of money on its ordnance account with the 
General Government; 

A bill (S. 582) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourth 
Brigade of South Carolina Volunteer State Troops; 

A bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de- 
fine the duties and liabilities of ‘‘ general-sevice clerks’’ and ‘‘ general- 
service messengers’’ in the Army; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 62) autherizing the publication of an edition 
of A Digest of International Law, edited by Francis Wharton. 


to remove the political disabilities of William H. F. 


granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman; 

granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 

granting a pension to William Brentano; 

granting a pension to Rebecea Hollingsworth Hum- 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the fortification appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortification appropriation bill; which, with the aecompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported two amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying paper, vas referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingen}#Xxpenses of the Senate. 

JAUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The reading of the bill will! proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ public buildings,’’ after the words ‘‘ New 
York,’’ at the end of line 19, to strike out ‘‘for approaches complete, 
exclusive of iron fence, $5,000’’ and insert ‘‘ for repairs to building and 
sidewalk, $16,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For custom-house and post-officeat Buffalo, N. Y.: 


For repairs to building and 
sidewalk, $16,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 23 to line 
25 inclusive, as follows: 

For post-office at Brooklyn, N. Y 
limit, $165,000, 

Mr. MILLER. I should be glad to have the chairman of the com- 
mittee give the Senate the reasons for striking out the appropriation 
for the Brooklyn post-office. It may be all right, but I desire to know 
the views of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. This appropriation for the Brooklyn post-oftice 
stands as several other appropriations do with reference to the limit of 
cost. The original limit of cost of the Brooklyn post-office was $500, - 
C00. They have already expended $462,000 for a site. That may not 
be the exact sum, but as I remember it it is $462,000 for asite. Itis 
manifestly impossible to complete a suitable building at Brooklyn with 
the remaining appropriation. It is equally unnecessary to begin the 
erection of that building until a suitable law is passed with reference 
to the limit. This hundred thousand dollars if appropriated could not 
be expended until the limit is removed, and so the committee report 
to strike it out. 

Mr. MILLER. Was not the work commenced? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the foundation has been laid for the build- 
ing, but they desire, I think, to purchase a still further piece of ground 
to enlarge the foundation, and the building can net progress further 
without an additional appropriation and the removal of the present 
limit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 26, after the word 
strike out: 

That the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $20,000 made by the act 


For completion of building under present 


‘Tllinois,’’ to 
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approved March 3, 1885, for “ filling and onting’ is here a made available for 
completion of the approaches and completion the buildings 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

























For completion of the approaches and buildings, $4,279.63. 
So as to make the clause read: 
For marine hospital at Cairo, Tll.: For completion of the approaches and 


buildings, $4,279.63. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether the amendment is a reduction of the amount appropriated by 
the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the exact sum remaining unexpended. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had that impression, but I was not sure of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 33, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Carson City, Nev. : For approaches and heat- 
ing apparatus complete, $17,000. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to inquire whether any amendments to the 
amendments of the committee are now in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Amendments are not in order until 
the amendments of the committee are acted upon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 37 and 38, as follows: 

For custom-house at Charleston, S.C.: For completing wharf, $40,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. I trust that that amendment of the committee will 
not beadopted. I should be very glad if the chairman of the commit- 
tee would consent to have it non-concurred in, and I move without far- 
ther remark that the Senate do not concur in the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word as to the reason which oper- 
ated upon the committee in striking outthis item. This is for the com- 
pletion of a wharf at this point. It so happens that the custom-house 
at Charleston is near the harbor, and I believe, what I did not thoroughly 
understand before, that the Government owns not only the building and 
the grounds about it, but also has purchased the open space between 
that and the harbor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now this is an appropriation for the building of a 
wharf. 

Mr. BUTLER. For the completion of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, it is for the completion of a wharf, and an ap- 
propriation of $35,000 havi ing already been made, the committee did not 
believe it a wise thing for the Government to undertake the building 
of wharves, because there will be difficulty respecting what shall be 
charged for the use of those wharves. They will have to be maintained 
in connection with private wharves, and it seemed to the committee 
wiser for the Government to dispense with this wharf rather than to 
build it, maintain it, and dredge out the harbor in front of it, and be 
at a continual expense with reference to it. 

That was the motive which the committee had. It may be wise or 
otherwise; I do not know. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is not correctly informed as to 
the situation of the wharf, for I have been there personally and have 
seen its very lamentable condition. The custom-house faces the harbor 
of Charleston, and I do not suppose it is more than 40 or 50 yards from 
the front of the custom-house to the water. All the Government ves- 
sels land there, or should land there, the revenue-cutter and the tugs 
for the completion of the jetties, and in fact every Government vessel, 
and it is in a very dilapidated and unsightly condition. A part of the 
improvement has been completed. It was repaired by palmetto logs 
after destruction by a storm some years ago. The storm of 1880 and 
1881 very seriously damaged that again. 

The proposition now is to put a concrete wharf there, so as to he free 
from the effect of the toredo, the worm which was destructive of former 
structures. A great deal of the material is lying there. Some of the 
granite has been gotten out, and really the Government is suffering 
great loss by not having the work completed. 

The House after a full investigation put the appropriation in the bill, 
and I submit that there is every reason in the world why this wharf 
should be completed. I therefore make the motion that the Senate do 
not concur in this amendment. I do not know exactly what form of 
motion is the proper one to make. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The form of the question is, Will the 
Senate agree to the amendment reported by the committee? The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. There are some estimates in regard to this improvement 
which I should like to see. The estimate of the Department is only 


10,000. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have a letter addressed to a colleague in the 
other House by Mr. Bell, Supervising Architect of the Treasury, which 
I will read. It is as fellows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
16, 1886, 

Sia: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the llth 
inst int in relation to the appropriation asked for the completion of the eustom- 
house wharf at Charleston, 8. C. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


practicable to 
plated. The crib foundation upon which it was proposed to place the gra), 
superstructure is found to be insecure and can not be made permanent ex. 
atsuch an expense asto exceed the 
as it should be, with a concrete-bloek foundation that will secure a depth of wa:,., 
at the wharf of not less than 12 feet at mean low tide, an appropriation of $40 0 
will be required instead of $10,000,as contemplated by the estimate of appro), 

tion submitted in November last. I feel assured that a continuation of {). 
work under the original plan of operations would result unsatisfactoril y. 4); 
that a permanent piece of work can be secured only by the use of a concret; 
biock foundation. 











JULY 20, 


The latest examination of the work established the fact that it will no 
with the construction of the wharf as originally conte 


nt limit of cost. To construct the w - arf 


M. E. BELL 
Supervising Archi 


Respectfully, yours, 


Ifon. SAMUEL Dreier, 
Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of Representatives. 


I have before me, but I will not detain the Senate by reading thew 


letters from the collector of the port of Charleston and others calling 
attention to the dilapidated condition in which the wharf has been 
placed by the storms which have occurred there in recent years. | here 
have been no improvements on the wharf since 1871, and there wi)! 
be no difficulty in the world in securing any depth of water, for the 
whole water frontage of Charleston in that portion by the Coast Survey 
is 43 feet. The w 
having been destroyed. 


frontage fills up by drift on account of the whart 


I have here also a petition from the chamber of commerce, wom 


the cotton exchange, and the merchants’ exchange, or rather « tele- 
graphic dispatch, saying that a petition has been mailed and is on th 
way here, asking for the completion of the wharf. I think that it is 
a matter of great consequence tothe Government that this wharf should 
be put in proper condition. The Signal Service, the revenue-cutter 
the light-house service, and the jetty service all land there, or oug)it to 
land there, and the collector writes to say that itis impossible for them 
to land there now in the condition of the wharf. 


A large amount of money has already been expended, and I think it 


would be true economy to go on and make this small appropriation : 
complete the work. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. [Putting the «ves 
tion.] The noes appear to have it. 


Mr. ALLISON. I can not permit this to go without saying one word 


further. The estimate is $10,000. The House appropriated $40, (V0). 


It is not a question of building this wharf precisely. It is a question 


of maintaining it, whether the Government of the United States shal! 


maintain wharves in harbors, because the Government has no use {01 
this wharf except as was said a tug now and then may land there ora 
revenue-cutter may now and then land there. 

In addition to building this wharf, the moment it is built ther 
must be a large amount of dredging done for the purpose of preparing 
this slip or harbor for use, and that dredging must be done in connev- 
tion with private parties and private owners of wharves. 

I submit this statement to the judgment of the Senate that it may 
determine whether this is a wise thing for the Government to go into. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator is mistaken about that. If the Gov- 
ernment does not complete this wharf it must pay wharfage elsewher: 
at private wharves. I know there is the greatest depth of water rig) 
in front of the custom-house. Perhaps immediately along the shore 
there may be some dredging required, but the private wharves have 
nothing to do with it. The Government has nothing whatever to do 
with privatewharves. The Senatorisentirely mistaken. Istated upon 
my own information that I have been there myself and have seen t!): 
condition of thewharf; and therefore I trust the Senator will not insis! 
upon the amendment when the House after full investigation have pu 
the t of $40,000 in the bill. 

IDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit tl: 
quests e Senate. 

. PTON. I was just calling the attention of the chainuan 
of the committee privately to the fact thatin the estimate which came in 
from the Architect only yesterday the amount required for dredzivg 's 
$3,000. There is no private wharf that will be at all concerned so 1 
as this one is. There is plenty of water within a few feet of this whi 
as it now stands, and it has only been filled up because it has been so 
neglected that the débris of the wharf and the washings of the streets 
are carried down into it and have filled it up. But the report of t! 
Coast Survey will show that along that whole front there is from 40 t' 
43 feet of water. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly there is; there is 40 feet of water right )) 
front of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tue 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ©! ‘'° 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 41, to insert: 

For custom-house and post-office at Chicago, Ill.: For extraordinary 








The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from line 46 to line '~. 5 
follows: 
For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For completion of bu 4 


under present limit, $97 C00. 
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Mr. TELLER. I desire to correct the text and to offer an amend- 
ment to that clause. I suppose it is the proper time to do that now. 
I move to strike out the words in line 47, ‘‘ for completion of building 
under present limit’’ and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CuteEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ for com- 
pletion of building under present limit’’ and to insert after the word 
* dollars: ”’ 

That the act entitled “ An act for the erection of a public building at Denver, 
Colo.,” approved May 8, 1882, be amended by making the limit for said building 
$575,000, and that sum is serene Boos as the limit of cost thereof. And the Su- 

Architect and the officers of the United States Government having 
e the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be gov- 
poe the limitation hereby prescribed in making plans and contracts for the 
erection of said building. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. If the Senator 
will allow me one moment, as it may have some significance, and it is 
an entirely different proposition from the clause proposed to be stricken 
out by the committee, | hope the Senator wil: allow the committee 
amendment to be agreed to now and go back to the clause afterward. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What committee? 

Mr. TELLER. Of course it is an entirely different amendment irom 
what is proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, which is to 
strike outthe appropriation altogether. The amendment I have offered 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
reported favorably from that committee. Consequently the point of 
order, as I understand, does not lie against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It changes existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. It is indorsed by the proper officers of the Depart- 
ment in addition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isof opinion that it is not 
in order at this time, at any rate. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations are alone to be considered in this reading of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. If the amendment of the committee is adopted and 
the whole clause goes ont, I should have to move hereafter to restore 
that which is stricken out by the Senate. That can not be. I do not 
know much about parliamentary rules, but it seems to me that it can 
hardly be possible that before the Senate votes on the question to strike 
out it will not be in order for me to move to perfect the text. I think 
lam entitled to perfect the text before the Senate votes on striking out. 

Mr. ALLISON. It changes the existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado is not in order under the rule. 

Mr. TELLER. In the first place I want tosay that the amendment 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
so is brought strictly within the rules. Besides that, it is indorsed by 
the Treasury Department, which brings it within the rule. If it is not 
within the rule it is not possible to make any amendment of this char- 
acter to an appropriation bill. I have seen this done a hundred times 
in the Senate, and I am confident it is not out of order. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and the Senator from Colorado that both the amendment of 
the committee and the other amendment be passed over for the present 
until we get to the end of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will agree to that. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that.« 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
informally. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 49 and 50, as follows: 

For eourt-house and post-office at Detroit, Mich.: For continuation of build- 
ing, $50,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that may be passed over for the present. 
I want to see further in respect to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 50, to insert: 

For custom-house and post-office at El Paso, Tex.: For procuring site and 
commencing the erection of building, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 56, to insert: 

For ecourt-house and -office at Fort Smith, Ark.: For approaches and 
heating apparatus complete, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 59, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Fort Wayne, Ind.: For heating apparatus, 
elevator, and approaches complete, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ane amendment was to strike out from line 63 to line 69, as | 

: 

For custom-house at Galveston, Tex.: That the sum of $25,000 appropriated 

wa sundry civil appropriation act approved July 7, 1884, for continuation of 


court-house and , be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and 
made available for completion of the cnstom-house at Galveston, Tex. 
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Mr. COKE. I hope this amendment will not beconcurredin. The 
act of August 7, 1882, provided for the erection of a custom-house 
building at Galveston, Tex., and appropriated $62,500. The act of 
March 3, 1885, appropriated $37,500 for this purpose, making in all 
$100,000. The limit prescribed by the act of 1882 providing for the 
erection of the building was $125,000. One hundred thousand dollars 
has been properly appropriated of that amount. An attempt was made 
in 1884 to appropriate the other $25,000, bat there was a mistake, and 
it was designated ‘‘For court-house and post-office; continuation of 
building $25,000.’’ It was intended to be for this custom-house, because 
there was no court-house and post-office being built at Galveston. The 
custom-house building was the only building being constructed there. 

I have before me the correspondence of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, calling on the Attorney-General, stating this mistake, and 
asking to know if he could use this $25,000 for the construction of the 
custom-house, that being evidently and certainly the building for which 
it was intended. ‘The Attorney-General replies that hecan not. ‘The 
House, in view of these facts, makes the appropriation in these words: 

For custom-house at Galveston, Tex.: That the sum of $25,900 appropriated by 
the sundry civil appropriation act approved July 7, 1884, for continuation of the 
court-house and post-office, be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and made 
available for the completion of the custom-house at Galveston, Tex. 

It is simply the correction of a mistake made in 1884, when Congress 
instead of making the appropriation for the custom-house made it for 
the court-house and post-office. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was a mistake in the name of the house; that is 
all. 

Mr. COKE. That isall. Now this appropriation is stricken out by 
the committee. I hope the committee amendment striking it out will 
not be concurred in. All I desire is an appropriation of the money for 
the building. 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator from Texas would get along better 
to let this money, which was wrongly appropriated, remain in the Treas- 
ury, as it now is, and let the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations striking it out stand, and insert: 


For the completion of the custom-house at Galveston, Tex., $25,000. 


Making a clean appropriation and letting the whole matter correct 
itself. 

Mr. COKE. That is the amount needed for that purpose, and that 
form would suit just as well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to make a brief explanation before that is 
done. There are two public buildings at Galveston, a custom-house 
and a court-house and post-office. In 1884, or whenever it was done, 
an appropriation was made for one of these buildings. Then Congress 
authorized the construction of an entire new building at Galveston, and 
limited the cost to $100,000. If this appropriation can be switched over 
upon the new building Galveston will stand in a better relation in ref- 
erence to this bill than other people who have appropriations without 
alimit. The object of this transfer of an appropriation which has gone 
into the Treasury is to add to the limit of the Galveston building $25, - 
000. It should be done directly, if doneatall. I think the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kentucky is the true suggestion. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? There isa 
court-house and post-office building at Galveston. It has been there 
many years. No appropriation has been asked for it; no work has been 
done on it; no work is contemplated being done on it. All that has 
been asked for since 1882 has been for the new custom-house now in 
process of erection. In 1882 the law provided for the erection of that 


| custom-house, fixing the limit for the site of the building at $125,000. 


It was in 1884, two years after that, that this $25,000 appropriation was 
made in which the mistake occurred. It makes it exactly. Without 
that $25,000 there is $100,000 appropriated for the custom-house at 
Galveston. With it there is $125,000 appropriated, which is the limit 
fixed by the act of 1882. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator say that when this appropriation 
is transferred, with all the other appropriations which have been made, 
the limit then will only be reached ? 

Mr. COKE. That is what appears from the letter of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is true, then the point I make world not 
lie. 

Mr. BECK. It was because I believed that to be true that I made 
the suggestion I did. 

Mr. COKE. It was $62,500 in one appropriation and $37,500 in 
another, making $100,000, and this $25,000 now asked for simply comes 
up to the limit of the law of 1882. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When was the first appropriation for the custon- 
house at Galveston ? 

Mr. ALLISON. In 1882. 

Mr. COKE. The law was passed August 7, 1882. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Texas that the com- 
mittee was fortified somewhat in this view of the question from the 
fact that there is $89,000 of the appropriation still unexpended 

Mr. COKE. Here is a letter to the Solicitor of the Treasury from 
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the date of that letter? 
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Mr. COKE. February18, 1886. He put down the limit for the site 
and building under the act providing for the erection of the building 
at $125,000. He says. 

The actof Angust7, 1882,appropriates $62 500 for custom-house and other Gov- 
ernment offices. The act of July 7, 1834, appropriates for court-house and post- 
office, for continuation of building, $25,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator is correct in his statement, I should 
have been obliged if he had handed me that letter, because it is new. 

Mr. COKE. Do you desire to see the letter ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Idonotdesiretoseeitnow. I ask that the amend- 
ment may be passed over in order that I can examine it. I call the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that the reason why we struck the clause 
out was because we understood the limit had been exceeded. Now that 
he says the limit is not exceeded I am in favor, and I think the com- 
— would be in favor, of appropriating specifically $25,000 more for 
this work. 

Mr. COKE. I am willing to let the amendment go over, because I 
am satisfied that it is just as I have stated, and*the committee will find 
it so. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 69, to insert: 

For post-office at Hannibal, Mo.: For approaches and heating apparatus com- 
plete, $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘’ fencing,’’ at the end of 
line 74, tostrikeout ‘‘seven thousand five hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ eleven 
thousand; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 






























































I ask that the amendment be passed over for the 
The amendment will be passed over 
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For court-house and post-office at Jefferson City,Mo.: For approaches com- 
plete, exclusive of iron fencing, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
i The nextamendment was, in line 90, afterthe word ‘‘ fence,’’ tostrike 
+ out ‘‘ five thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ four thousand five hundred;’’ and 
after the words ‘‘in all,’”’ at the end of line 92, to strike out ‘“‘ five 
thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ four thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Leavenworth, Kans. : For approaches con- 


—— of iron fence, 4,500; for connection to city sewer, $14.03; in all, 
514.08. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the following 
item: 

For post-office at Minneapolis, Minn,: For continuation of building, $125,000. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Would an amendment to the text in this instance 
be in order now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be in order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘ fence,’’ at the end 
of line 107, to strike out ‘‘seven thousand five hundred ’’ and insert 
‘‘five thonsand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Nebraska City, Nebr.: For approaches com- 
plete, exclusive of iron fence, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 109 to 
line 112, inclusive, as follows: 

For marine hospital at New Orleans, La.: For laundry building and apparatus, 
$2,500; and approaches complete, $7,500; in all, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 112, to insert: 

For mint building at New Orleans, La.: Forextraordinary repairs absolutely 
necessary, $23,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 115, to insert: 

or etn at New Bedford, Mass.: For the purchase of land adjoining 
and aac 


itional to that authorized to be purchased by theact of February 20, 1885, 
$30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 127, after the word ‘‘complete,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘exclusive of iron fence, five ’’ and insert “‘ten;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 
a tepernsnees and post-office at Pensacola, Fla.: For approaches complete, 

0,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 131, to-insert: 

For custom-house and post-office at Port Townsend, Wash. : For approaches 
and heating apparatus complete, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 138, after the word ‘ 
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to make the clause read: 
For post-office and court-house at Quincy, Il. : For approaches complete, $9,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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of the Treasury to rehase the ground, 
United States nations 

the State of Minnesota, fronting not to exceed 100 feet on Wabash street aid ¢,. 
tending back to the depth of the said lots, $40,000, or so much thereof as may },. 
necessary. 


street is wrong. 


plumbing, sewerage, ahd 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


12 of the subdivision of 
the city of Washington, bounded north by South B street, east by New J crs) 
avenue, and west by South Capitol street, $275,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary; said purchase to be madc by the Secretary of the Treasury, fo 
the use of the Treasury Department. 


to strike out ‘‘exclusive of iron fence, five,’’ and insert “nine;’’ so as | 
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The next amendment was, after line 145, io insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Saint Paul, Minn.: To enable the Secre}.,y) 
consisting of two lots, adjoininy {),, 

and post-office building in the city of Saint Pai| ;,, 


Mr.McMILLAN. The Senator from Iowa hasan amendment whic}; 


I submitted to him that had better be added there. 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘The committee authorize me to move to insert, a; 


ter the word “‘lots,’’ in line 152: 


Or in his discretion ground adjoining the said premises of the United States 


and fronting not to exceed 100feeton Fifth street,and extending back the dep, 
of said Government premises. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It issuggested that the name of t}y. 
It should be ‘* Wabashaw.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, Wabashaw. 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made. Thy 


question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 


‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, afte: 


line 153, to insert: 


For post-office at Springfield, Ohio: For approaches and heating apparaty: 


complete, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 178, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
in 


insert ‘‘ for approaches and heating apparatus complete, $13, 00) 
all, $93,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For court-house and post-office at Winona, Minn.: For completion of buildin, 


under present limit, $80,000; for approaches and heating apparatus complet: 
$13,000; in all, $93,000. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 183, to insert: 


To put the Treasury building in a proper sanitary condition by improved 
drainage, $67,000, to be expended under the directio: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 187, to insert: 


For the purchase of land, and buildings thereon, being lots numbered 11 and 
square numbered 689 on the original plat of lands i: 


Mr, ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be passed ove: 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will bepassed over 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tlic 


Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘light- 
houses, i 


and fog-signals,’’ after the word ‘‘for,’’ in line 20 
tostrikeout ‘“‘continuing’’ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ and in line 21( 


after the word ‘‘ Florida,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty 


so as to make the clause read: 

Mosquito Iniet light station, Florida: For completing the construction 0/ 
the light-house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida, $50,000: Provided, That the entire 
cost of this work shal! not exceed the original estimate of $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 221, after the word ‘‘California,’' 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred ;’’ so as to make th 
clause read: 

Northwest Seal Rock light station, California: For continuing the construc 
tion of a light-house on Northwest Seal Rock, off Point Saint George, California 
$100,000: , That the entire cost of this light-house shall not exceed 
$450,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 238, to insert: 

Dutch Gap Canal light station, Vi ia: For the purchase of addition! 
land for the Dutch Gap Canal light station, James River, Virginia, $150 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 248, to insert: 

San Luis Obispo light-house and i , California: For the establishunent 
and completion of a light-house and fog-signal, ther or on separate 3, 
us may be found most advantageous, ator near San Luis Obispo, at the entrance 
to Port Harford, San Luis Obispo Bay, California, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 254, to insert: 

Point Sur light-house and fog-signal, California: For commencing the con- 
struction of a light-house and foz-signal at or near Point Sur, on the coas! 0! 
California, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next.amendment was, after line 258, to insert: 

Castle Hill light-house and fog-signal, Rhode Island: For the establishmcn! 
and completion of a light-house and fog-sigaal on Castle Hill, Rhode Islan. «| 
Harbor, $10,000: Provided, That a suitable site for the 





the entrance to N: 


same can be obtai without expense to the Government, upon terms and con- 
ditions to be agreed upon by the Light-House Board with the owner of the !vod 
at Castle Hill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 266, to insert: 

Whitehall Narrows light station, New York: For the establishment and com- 
pletion of a light above pit Point, Whitehall Narrows, New York, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The next amendment was, after line 270, to insert: 

Light on the bridge between New Bedford and Fairhaven, Mass.: For the 
establishment and SS of a light on the bridge between New Bedford 
and Fairhaven, Mass., . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is already in. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment should be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, after line 274, to insert: 


Gull Rocks light-house and fog-signal, Rhode Island: For the establishment 
and com: 


ion ofa enous and fog-signal on one of the Gull Rocks, oppo- 
site the United States Naval Training-School, in Upper Newport Harbor, Rhode 
Island, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed. to. 

The next amendment was, after line 279, to insert: 

Crabtree’s Ledge light-house, Maine: For the establishment and completion 
of a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge (so called), between Bean Island and the 
mainiand of Crabtree’s Neck, in hman'’s Bay, Hancock County, Maine, 
$25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 284, to insert: 

Deer Island light-house and fog-signal, Massachusetts: For the establishment 
and completion of a light-house and fog-signal at or near Deer Island, in Boston 
Harbor, husetts, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 289, to insert: 

Lubec Narrows light-house, Maine: For the establishment and completion 
of a light-house at or near Lubec Narrows, Maine, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 292, to insert: 


Cape Orford light station, Oregon: For the enw of a right of way from 


Cape Orford light station to the town of Cape Orford, Oreg., $2,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. That amendment should be disagreed to. 
which was passed covers an appropriation for that service. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, after line 296, to insert: 


Two Harbors light-house, Minnesota: Forthe establishment and completion | 


ofa light-house at Two Harbors, Minn., $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 299, to insert: 


Gould Island light-house, Rhode Island: For the establishment and comple- 
tion of a light-house on Gould Island, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 303, to insert: 


‘orth Point light station, Wisconsin : For the establishment and completion 
of a light station at ornear North Point, to take the place of the old one near 


Milwaukee, on Milwaukee Bay, Lake Michigan, Wisconsin, $15,900. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 308, to insert: 


Cape Meares light-house, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and completing 
the constructio — at Cape Meares, Tillamook 


nm Of a first-order coast light- 
Bay, Oregon, $60,000. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I move to strike out “‘sixty,’’ before 
“thousand,” and insert ‘‘seventy-five.’’ I will say to the chairman 
of the committee that that is the recommendation of the Department. 
Unless my friend is satisfied, I will ask to have the amendment go over 


until to-morrow, when I shall produce the papers. 


Mr. ALLISON. We have inserted a large number of lights here in 
view of the fact that Congress recently passed a law directing these 
lights to be constructed; and for Cape Meares, Tillamook Bay, Oregon, 


the law limits the cost of construction to $60,000. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is true, but at the same time | 
the Department insists that it oughtto be $75,000; that is, $15,000 


more. 
Mr. HALE. Congress has settled that. 
Mr. ALLISON. The law must be changed next year, if at all. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 


+ line 312, to insert: 
Steam-tender for the fourth 
& new steam-tender for service in the fourth light-house district, $68,300. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The ing of the bill was continued to line 326. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to call the attention of the chair- 


man to line 322, about life-saving stations: 

On the coasts of Rhode Island and Long Island, one, at $1,300. 
That means one each, I suppose. They are separate coasts. 
Mr, ALLISON. No, sir; that is one superintendent for both. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How can that be? 


Mr. ALLISON. Rhode Island and Long Island are very closely al- 
lied. These are superintendents; they are men who have charge of a 


number of these stations. 
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One person has charge on the mainland ard on 





Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Long Island also? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not work. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has werked for many years, I will say to the 
Senator. He has an assistant superintendent provided for right below. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, well; that may be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say with reference to these life-saving sta- 
tions that they are the stations which have been in existence for a num- 
ber of years, and it is found to work very well in the service in which 
they are engaged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hargis in the chair). 
ing of the bill will be proceeded with. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
under the head of ‘‘ Revenue-cutter service,’’ after line 388, to insert: 


The read- 


_For the construction or purchase of a steam revenue-vessel for use on the Mis- 
sissippi River between New Orleans and the passes, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, in the appropriation for '‘ Engraving and 
printing,’’ after the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ in line 429, to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter receipts for miscellaneous work performed by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the several Departments of the Govern 
ment, and the amounts properly chargeable to national banks for « owe ing 
their plates, shall be deposited and covered into the Treasury as misce 
receipts. 


IMneouUs 


So as to make the clause read: 


For engravers’, printers’, and other materials, except distinctive paper, and for 
miscellaneous expenses, $141,820, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: Provided, That hereafter receipts for miscellaneous 
work performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the several De- 
partments of the Government, and the amounts properly chargeable to national 
banks for engraving their plates, shail be deposited and covered into the Treas- 
ury as miscellaneous receipts. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like toask the chairman to explain what 
classes of miscellaneous work other than the regular work of the bu- 
reau are lawfully performed at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
for the several Departments of the Government, as distinguished from 
the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are quite a number of things which the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printingdo for the Government, such as printing 
Treasury drafts, Treasury checks, that are not enumerated in this list 
The practice hitherto has been to pay for this work outof different ap 


propriations, but the present Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
| Printing asks for a single appropriation covering all the work to be done 
| in the bureau. He stated in his letter, which will be found in the re- 
port of the House committee, that he would continue to do this mis- 
| cellaneous printing or engraving as hitherto, and would collect the sums 


from the various Departments and would cover the money into the Treas- 
ury under the head of miscellaneous receipts. But on examination of 
the law we found there was no law requiring him to do that, and so 
we thought we would take him at his word and give him the necessary 
authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I agree to the propriety of that, only I am alittle 
afraid that this language would authorize that bureau to set up a rival 
establishment in some respects to the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, there is no conflict; these are small items; for 
instance, engraving post-office cards, engraving drafts of the Treasury 
and various others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You think the law now authorizes that to be done 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of it. 
a good many years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


It has been done there for 
Then in order to be sure that we are not enlarg- 


where else, I suggest to amend in line 430 by inserting, after the word 
**work,’’ the words “‘authorized by law to be,’’ so as not to enlarge 
the ar.chority. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be no special provision authorizing some 
of this special work. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there is any provision providing for the 
finer engraved work. It is net athing that has given rise toany abuse. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have heard of some abuses in the way of print- 
ing, &ec., that have been going on in that Department, and with the 
language of the clause, without my amendment, it would seem to bea 
general authority for all Departments of the Government to have any 
amount of engraving and printing done that they chose to have done, or 
printing without engraving, at the bureau rather than at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, where the law now requires them to have it done 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will turn to the Book of Estimates, 
page 283, he will see a detailed statement of the character of work that 
is done, pension checks, interest checks, transfer checks, drafts, or war- 
rants, é&c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all right, and that I have no doubt the 
law does authorize. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I do not think it does specifically. 
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Mr EDMUNDS. I think you will find in respect of all this proper 
‘Treasury work, in the way of fixing up their own work, they may do 
that; but my point is to prevent the implication that arises from this 
language of general authority to any of the Departments to have print- 
ing work done there because they may think it may be done a little 
nicer or finer than at the Government Printing Office. I want to keep 
it within the present limits of practical application. 

I hope my amendment will be agreed to, and then if found between 
now and the time we get into the uate that there is any trouble about 
it we can take it out of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. There is no need of it whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 430, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘ authorized by law to be;’’ so as to read: 


That hereafter receipts for miscellaneous work authorized by law to be per- 
formed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, &c. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The amendments from line 435 to line 454, inelu- 
sive, relating to the silver question, I ask may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC ER. The amendments will be passed over 
if they be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 464, after the word ‘‘there- 
with’’ to insert the words ‘‘and erecting necessary structures for em- 
ployés at existing light stations;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Repairs of light-houses: For repairing, rebuilding, aud improving light- 
houses, and buildings and grounds connected therewith, and erecting neces- 
sary structures for employés at existing light stations; for establishing and re- 


pairing pier-head lights; for illuminating apparatus and machinery to replace 


that already in use, and for incidental expenses relating to these various objects, 
$300,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 481, to increase the appropriation 
** for expenses of establishing, replacing, and maintaining buoys, spin- 
dies, and day-beacons, and for incidental expenses relating thereto,”’ 
from $300,000 to $320,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 485, to increase the appropriation 
“‘ for establishing, replacing, duplicating, and improving fog-signalsand 
buildings connected therewith, and for repairs and incidental expenses 
of the same,’’ from $50,000 to ‘$60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 494, after the word ‘‘ Georgia,’’ to 
insert the words ‘‘ Saint John’s River, Florida; Columbia and Willa- 
mette Rivers, Oregon;’’ and in line 497, after the word “ rivers,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one hundred and seventy ”’ ‘and insert “ two hundred ;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

L | 
on the Hudson River, New York ; Oape Fear River, North Oaroling ; Savannat 
River, Georgia; Saint John’s River, Florida; Columbia and Willamette Rivers 


Oregon; at the mouth of Red River, Louisiana ; Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio 
Rivers, $200,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the ‘‘ Coast and 
Geodetic Survey,’’ after the word ‘‘ authority,’’ in line 523, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ and including traveling expenses of officers and men 
of the Navy on duty ; for actual subsistence to officers of the field force 
while on field duty, at not exceeding two dollars per day each;’’ so as 
make the clause read. 


For every expenditure 


uisite for and pe petoos tothe survey of the Atlantic, 
Gulf, and 


c coasts of the United Stat: es, including the survey of rivers to 
the head of tide-water or ‘ship nav igntion; temperature 
and current observations along the coasts and throughout the =~ aaa a 
Japan Stream eae = the said coasts ; 

surveys; the preparation of the Coast Pilot; Saeed en ka, 
and including compensation not otherwise appropriated for of persons em- 
eget on the ——— in none Ste the he Fogulations for Sees 


of the Coast and Geodetic Surv ey of the Treasury; for 
special examinations that may be reduired byt ie Board or other 
proper authority; outfit, equipment, and weed in the Leaver ond 


also the repairs and maintenance of the ae of vessels, to 
under the following heads: Provided, Ke no advance of money 3" of 
tield parties under this appropriation ‘shall be made unless to a commissioned 
officer or to a civilian officer, who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may direct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ party expenses 
of Coast and Geodetic Survey,’’ in line 539, to increase the appro: 
tion ‘‘for examination of reported dangers and changes on the eastern 
coast ’’ from $500 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 545, to increase the ——— 
‘for continuing examination of changes and resurveys on 
of New Jersey’ from $1,800 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 553, to increase the iation 
** for continuing the survey of the western coast of Florida Estero 
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Bay southward and from Saint Joseph’s Bay northward, and hydrog 
raphy of same,’’ from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 560, to increase the appropriati 

‘‘to make off-shore soundings along the Atlantic coast and current =i 
temperature observations in the Gulf Stream’’ from $6,000 to $9,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amen@ment was, in line 567, to increase the appropriatioy 
‘for determinations of geographical positions (longitude party (ron, 
$2,000 to $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 569, to increase the appropriation 
**to continue the primary triangulation from Atlanta toward Mobile’ 
from $2,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 569, to insert: 

To continue the primary triangulation between Charleston, 8.C.. ; the 
ua of the State, to connect with the oblique are along the B 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 577, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing an exact line of lev as from the Gulf to the transcon. 
tinental line of levels between the Atlantic and Pacifie Oceans, and for 
continuing the transcontinental line of levels,’’ from $1,000 to $2,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 600, to increase the appropriation 
** for continuing explorations in the waters of Alaska, and making hy- 
drographic surveys in the same’’ from $4,000 to $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, after the word ‘‘ For,’’ in line 602, to strike 
out the words “‘ traveling expenses of officers and men of the Navy ou 
duty, and for any;’’ so as to read: 

For special surveys that may be required by the Light-House Board or othe: 
proper authority, and contingent expenses incident thereto. 

Mr. ALLISON. That and the following amendment in the sun 
clause should be disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why? I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House provision is the correct one. ‘Tiiis is to 
cover traveling expenses of naval officers who are connected with the 
survey and who travel from one awe to another, and it is the only 
method whereby they can be pa 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That y~ see forcible, but I see on line 523 an 
amendment striking out a similar clause was agreed to. I «lo not sce 
the distinction. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very wide distinction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will explain it. 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 523 the words stricken out were intended 
to limit the subsistence of officers toa certain amount, $2 per day 
They now receive, under the Treasury regulations, $3 per day; «nd the 
committee did not think it wise to disturb that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But striking it out does not seem to make avy 
provision for their traveling expenses at all. In this appropriation {or 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey you strike out the words *‘inc)uding 
traveling expenses,’’ which is distinct from the limit of $2 per day— 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Treasury regulations, which are referred to 
above, cover all these items. It is not necessary to repeat them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the committee is sure of it, very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision just above is in conformity with the 
regulations for the government of the Coast and Geodetic Survey adopted 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Those are specific things well understood. I will say that the a- 
counting officers have decided that officers of the Navy assigned to the 
Coast Survey can not receive traveling pay as they can while on duty 
in the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment o! the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the same clause after the worl 

” in line 605, to insert ‘‘including traveling expenses 0! 0!l- 
cers.and men of the Navy on such duty.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought not to be agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ot tle 
Committee on Appropriations was, at the end of the same clause, 10 
line 605, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three © 2 dit 

sert ‘‘ five; *? so as to make the clause read: 

_ quatdiinn aumasanel officers and men of the Navy on duty, and for any 
special surveys that may be required by the Sane Board or ot! oper 
authority, and contingent expenses incident thereto, $5,000. 

The next amendment was, in line 609, to increase the appropr'atioD 
“ for continuing fide observations on the Pacific coast’ from $°.\ 
to a 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, inl line 610, to increase the approp':ao2 
“for magnetic observations on the Pacific coast ” from $1,000 to $2.00". 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 611, to insert: 

For traveling expenses of the superintendent and his party on duty of in- 
spection, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 615, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘for objects not hereinbefore named that may be deemed urgent”? 
from $1,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 618, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation *‘for party expenses of Coast aud Geodetic Sur- 
vey ”? from $95,300 to $125,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 619, to insert: 

For furnishing points for State surveys, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 627, to insert: 


For continuing physical hydrography of New York Bay and Harbor, includ- 
ing East River to Throg’s Neck, 38,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ pay of field offi- 
cers,’? Coast and Geodetic Survey, to strike out from line 639 to line 
664, inclusive, and in lieu thereof to insert from line 665 to line 707, 
inclusive. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be treated as one amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The striking out and insertion of a long list there 
should be treated as one amendment. I desire to say that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations found a very considerable reduction of the 
number of officials hereand also a considerable change in the pay, some 
increased and some reduced, and the committee have carefully exam- 
ined the whole subject and inserted the number and pay allowed in 
Jast year’s appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without any change? 

Mr. ALLISON. Without any change as to number or as to pay. 

Mr. HALE. With the proviso on page 30. 

Mr. ALLISON. That provides that when vacancies occur there 
shall be no new appointments until the number of assistants, Xc., is 
reduced to fifty-two, the number now being sixty-one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after line 638, to strike out the 
following: 

For pay of the Superintendent, $6,000. 

For pay of three assistants, at $3,500 per annum each, $10,500, 
For pay of three assistants, at $2,500 per annum each, $7,500. 
For pay of five assistants, at $2,250 per annum each, $11.250. 
For pay of four assistants, at $2,000 per annum each, $8,000. 
For pay of six assistants, at $1,800 per annum each, $10,300. 
For pay of eight assistants, at $1.500 per annum each, $12,000. 
For pay of two assistants, at $1,400, $2800. 

For pay of five assistants, at $1,200 per annum each, $6,000. 


For pay of twelve aids, at $900 per annum each, $10,800. 
T pay in field, $85,650. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Yor pay of Superintendent, $6,000. 

For pay of two assistants, at $4,000 per annum, $8,000, 

For pay of one een oe annum. 

For pay of one assistant, at 3 

For pay of t-vo assistants, at $3,000 per annum, $6,000. 

For pay of two assistants, at $2,800 per annum, $5,600. 

For pay of four assistants, at $2,400 per annum, 99,600. 

For pay of three assistants, at $2.300 per annum, $6,900. 

For pay of six assistants, at $2,200 per annum, $13,200. 

For pay of six assistants, at $2,000 per annum, $12,000. 

For pay of ten assistants, at $1,800 annum, $18,000. 

For pay of nine assistants, at $1,500 per annum, $13,500. 

For pay of three subassistants, at $1,400 per annum, $4,200. 

For pay of two subassistants, at $1,300 per annum, $2 600. 

For pay of four subassistants, at $1,100 per annum, $4,400. 

For pay of six aids, at $900 per annum, $5,400. 

For of one aid, at $720 per annum. 

T pa oe ee 120: Provided, That nonew appointments shall be made 
to the force until the whole number of assistants, subassistants, and aids 
shall be reduced to fifty-two. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 671 I will add the words ‘‘ per annum;”’’ so 
that the clause will read: 


For pay of one assistant, at $3,200 per annum. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. And those words should be added in line 665, | 
of Superintendent, $6,000,”’ as well, to make it harmonious. | 


“a For 

Mr. IN. Ido not know that that is necessary, but it may as 
well be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The ameadment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the same rule prevails from bine 709 
to line 809, inclusive, and then from line 810 to 984. I wish that to 
be treated as one amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. Under the head of ‘‘Pay of office force, Coast and 
Geodetic ,’’ it is proposed to strike out from line-709 to line 809, 
inelusive, as 

Por one auditing clerk and one accounting clerk, at $2,000 each, $4,000, 
XVII—452 
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For one librarian, at $1 800 

For one general oftice assistant, at $2,000. 

For three clerks, at $1,600 each, 4,800 

For two clerks, at $1,400 each, $2,800. 

For three clerks, at $1,200 each, $3,600. 

For one clerk, at $1,000, 

For one clerk, at $900. 

For two writers, at $340 each, $1,670 

For seven writers, at $720 each, $5,040 

For two computers, at $1,850 each, $3.7 

For one computer, at $1.500, 

For two computers, at $1,400 each, $2,800, 

For two computers, at $1,300 each, $2,600, 

For two computers, at not exceeding $1,000 each, $2,000, 
For two engravers, at $2,000 each, $41,000, 

For one engraver, at $1; 800. 

For two engravers, at $1,500 each, $3 (1% 

For one engraver, at $1,200, 

For one engraver, at $900. 

For one draughtsman, at $2,400 

For one draughtsman, at $2,200. 

For two draughtsmen, at $2,000 each, $4.00 

For three draughtsmen, at $1,800 each, $5 4 
For one draughtsman, at $1,500, 

For three draughtsmer , at $1,400 each, $4,200, 
For two draughtsmen, at $1,300 each, $2,600. 
For one draughtsman, at $1,200, 

For one draughtsman at $1,100, 

For one draughtsman at $900. 

For one electrotypist and photographer, at $1,600 
For two electrotypist’s helpers, at $550 each, $1,100, 
For one janitor, $1,200 per annum. 

For two watchmen, at not exceeding $894 per annum each, $1,780, 
For two messengers, at $840 each, $1 680. 

For three messengers, at $820 each, $2,460. 
For one driver, at $840 

For one packer and folder, at $820 per annum. 
For one packer and folder, at $620. 

For two laborers, at $620 each, $1,240. 

For two laborers, at $550 each, $1,100. 

For one laborer, at $l per working day, $319. 
For one laborer, at $1 per day, $365. 

For one fireman, at $720. 

For one fireman, at $550. 

For one map-mounter, at $1,000. 

For one map-colorist, at $720. 

For one carpenter, at $1,500. 

For one carpenter, at $700. 

For one mechanician, at $1,600. 

For one mechanician, at not exceeding $1,400. 
For two mechanicians, at $1,200 each, $2,400. 
For one mechanician, at $900. 

For one mechanician, at $600. 

For three copper-plate printers, at $1,300 each, $3,900. 
For one copper-plate printer’s helper, at $700. 
Total for pay of office force, $108,236. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For one disbursing agent, at $2,000. 
For one accountant, at $1,800, 
For one accountant, at $1,400. 
For one general office assistant, at $2,200. 
For one draughtsman, at $2,350. 
For one draughtsman, at $2,100. 
For one draughtsman, at $2,050. 
For two draughtsmen, at $2,000, $4,000. 
For one draughtsman, at $1,800. 
For one draughtsman, at $1 ,500. 
For three draughtsmen, at $1,400, $4,200. 
For one draughtsman, at $4.25 per working day, $1 
For one draughtsman, at $1,260. 
For two draughtsmen, at $1,200, $2,400. 
For one draughtsman, at $3.50 per working day, $! 95.50. 
For one draughtsman, at $3 per working day, $939. 
For two computers, at $1,850, $3,700. 
For one computer, at $1,420. 
For one computer, at $1,300. 
For one computer, at $1,260. 
For one computer, at $1! ,100. 
For one tiaal computer, at $2,000. 
For one tidal computer, at $1,250. 
For one engraver, at $2,060. 
For one engraver, at $6.39 per working day, $2,000 
For one engraver, at $6.25 per working day, $! 6.2 
For two engravers, at $9.75 per working day, $3,600 
For one engraver, at $ per working day, $1,565. 
For one engraver, at $4.75 per working day, $1,486.75 
For one engraver, at $4.50 per working day, $1,480.50 
For one engraver, at $3 per working day, $939. 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed $2,400 per annunas, 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed $2,100 per annum, 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed $1,800 per annum, 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed $800 per annum, 
For one electrotypist, at $2,000, 
For one electrotypist’s helper, at $3.75 per working day, § 
For one copper-plate printer, at $5.50 per working day, 
For two copper-plate printers, at 4.25 per working day, 
For one copper-plate printer, at $4 per working day, $1,252. 
For two plate-printers’ helpers, at $2.25 per working day, $1,410.59, 
For one chief mechanician, at $2,000. 
For one mechanician, at $ per working day, $1,565 
For one mechanician, at 4.25 per working day ; 
For one mechanician, at $4 per working day, $1,252 
For one mechanician, at $3.75 per working day, $1,173.75 
For one mechanician, at $2.82 per working day , $552.66 cents, 
For one mechanician, at $1.75 cents per working day. $17.75, 
For one carpenter, at % per working day, $1,565 
For one carpenter, at $2.25 per working day, $704.25. 
For one carpenter, at $1.82 per working day, $69.66 cents. 
For one map-mounter, at $3.3 per working day. $!1.017.25,. 
For one librarian. at $1,800. 
For one clerk, at $1,650. 
For two clerks, at $1.500. £3.000. 
For one clerk, at $1,400, 


1),.29, 










































































Sg ere 


Ra ag 








FRESCO GAT 


: 


A SEI 
Pee PO 


sit 


a 


ELIE Ge TUT SLE OEE 





For one clerk, at $1,350. 

For two clerks, at $1,200, $2,400 

For one clerk, at $1,000. 

For one clerk, at $900. 

For one clerk, at $3.75 per working day, $1,173.75, 
For one map-colorist, to 

For one writer, at $900. 

For one writer, at $840. 

For six writers, at $720, $4,320 

For one writer, at $600. 

For one messenger, at $2.40 per day, $876. 

For one messenger, at $840. 

For three messengers, at $2.25 per day, $2,463.75. 
For three messengers, at $1.75 per day, $1,916.25. 
For one fireman, at $2 per day, $730. 

For one fireman, at $1.50 per day, $517.50. 

For one packer and folder, at $2.25 per day, $821.25. 
lor one packer and folder, at $2 per working day, $626. 
For two laborers, at $2 per working day, $1,252. 
For two laborers, at $1.75 per working day, $1,095.50, 
For one laborer, at $1 per working day, $313. 

For one laborer, at $1 per day, $365, 

For one janitor, at $1,200. 

For three watchmen, at $2.45 per day, $2,682.75. 
Total for pay of office force, $127,178.82. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘ office expenses,’’ 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, in line 991, after the word “ 
ing,’’ to strike out “‘ engravers’ and printers’ ’’ and insert “‘and photo- 
graphing; engraving, electrotyping, and photographing;’’ in line 994, 
after the word ‘‘charts,’’ to insert ‘‘and printing from stone;’’ and in 
line 995, after the word “‘use,’’ to strike out “‘ten thousand ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘eleven thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For copper-plates, chast-paper, printer's ink; copper, zinc, and chemicals for 
electrotyping and photographing; engraving, electrotyping, and a 
print- 


ing supplies; forextra engraving; and for photolithographing charts an 
ing from stone for immediate use, $11,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 1004 I ask consent to offer an amendment. 
‘Twenty-eight thousand five hundred dollars”? should be struck out as 
the total amount of the appropriation for general expenses of the office 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and ‘‘ $30,000” inserted, to make the 
totals correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that correc- 
tion will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1017, after the words ‘‘ pub- 
lishing observations, ’’ to strike out: 

For one computer, $1,800; one computer, $1,600; and three copyists, at $720 
each; in all $5,560, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For continuing the publication of observations and their discussion, made in 
the progress of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, including compensation of 
civilians engaged in the work, the publication to be made at the Government 
Printing Office, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed. to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘ miscellaneous objects under the Treasury De- 
partment,’’ in line 1040, after the word “ superintendent,’’ to insert 
‘counters; ’’ and in line 1041, before the word “‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause reau: 


Paper and stamps: For paper for internal-revenue stamps, freight, and sala- 
ries of superintendent, counters, messengers, and watchmen, $60, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 1041 to insert: 


Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and bring- 
ing to trial and punishment persons guilty of v the internal-revenue 
laws, or conniving at the same, including payments for information and detec- 
tion of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
make «# detailed statement to Con; once in each year as to how he has ex- 
pended this sum, and also a detailed statement of allm laneous expenditures 
in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropriation is made in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 1053 to 
line 1076, inclusive, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to sell 
* pattie oem, - ~- — or , to the _ hest a — 
thirty days’ notice in four of the prince’ newspapers pu in city o 
Philadelphia, in one or more lots, the land and premises known asthe old court- 
house and post-office in said city, lying upon Chestnut street and extending back 
to Library street, and between Fi and Fifth streets, and adjoining the pres- 
ent custom-house site in said city; the time and place of said sale in said city to 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury at a date not later than 
after the passage of this act, and at a price not less than $300,000, with power to 
reject any or all bids, and to readvertise and offer the said property in man- 
ner as often as may be necessary to secure the value and the cost to be 
paid from the proceeds of sale; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause inquiry to be made as to the value of this 
shal! appear that the price above named is inadequate he is authorized and 
directed to appoint a board of three persons in the employ of the United States 
to assess the value of the said pee) and report the same to the of 
the Treasury, when the sum fixed by this board shall be the minimum price 
at which the property may be thus sold. 


Mr ALLISON. The same provision is im the law passed in 1884 and 
is a continuing provision. It is not necessary to repeat it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the clause from line | | |» 
to line 1124, inelusive, as follows: 


Mint at Philadelphia: For the removal of the steam-power plant io the 1.,), 
west corner of the mint property, locating the boiler-room outside of the w,)). 
of the main building, for underpinning, new walls,girders, brick-work , 1¢,, 
boilers, engine, steam pipes, and ng, $54,639.20; and for constructio:, 
vault for the storage of silver doliars out of the present boiler-room , $60,((.) 
all, $114,639.20; to be expended under the immediate supervision of the s)1).,. 
intendent ofthe Mint at Philadelphia, on contract, subject to the approval! o/ | 
Director of the Mint. 


Mr. ALLISON. [I ask that that amendment may be passed ove: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over if there } 
objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of t 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1164, after the word ‘car. 
pets,’’ to insert ‘‘and awnings where necessary; and in line 1168, he. 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out “ fifty’’ and insert “‘seventy. 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Furniture and repairs of farniture: For furniture and repairsof furniture, j»- 
cluding carpets, and awnings where necessary, forall public buildings under {)). 
control of the Treasury Department, including marine hospitals, and for furn 
ture, carpets, chandeliers,and gas-fixtures for new buildings, $175,000. And « 
furniture now owned by the United States in other buildings shall be used as ;, 
qe whether it corresponds with the present regulation plans for {); 
niture or not. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1209, to insert: 

Fish-hatchery at Duluth, Minn.: For the estabiisment of a fish-hatchery |; 
Lake Superior, at or near Duluth, Minn., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1226, to insert: 

Steamer Albatross: For the construction and introduction of new boile:. | 
the steamer Albatross, and other general repairs, $20,000; for expenses 
of journey from New York to San Francisco, including cost of coal and 
necessary supplies, $7,500; in all, $27,500. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to strike out the word ‘‘journey, 
line 1230, and insert the word ‘‘ voyage.”’ 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not know but they might want to go across 
some canal. [Laughter. ] 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 1259, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and F 
insert ‘‘ forty ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Compensation in lieu of moieties: For compensation in lieu of moiet 
certain cases under the customs-revenue laws, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1286, after the word ‘‘ Alaska to 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert “‘thirty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the protection of sea-otter hunting-grounds and seal-fisheries in Alaska 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to use revenue-steamers for the prot: 
tion of the interests of the Government on the seal-islandsand thesea-otter !1\::.\- 
ing-grounds, and the enforcement of the provisions of law in Alaska, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1287, to insert: 

National Board of Health: 

For salaries and expenses of the National Board of Health, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was resumed and continued to the end of the clause 
from line 1291 to line 1299 inclusive, as follows: 

Prevention of epidemics: : 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threat: 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the uuexpended balan ec 
the sum i therefor by the actapproved March 3, 1885, in aid of State 
and local or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and suppressinz 
the spread of the same and for maintaining quarantine and maritime inspect:ons 
at ponte of danger. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire how much balance there 
is unexpended that is put at the command of the President respecting 
the prevention of epidemics ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount is $275,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He has plenty then. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have an amendment to offer at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Senator 
from Louisiana that an amendment is not in order until the commitice 
amendments have been disposed of. be. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tc 
Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriations ‘‘ under the 
Navy Department,” in line 1303, after the word “‘dollars,’’ to inset! 
‘for completion of iron crane, $22,000; in all, $213,595;’’ so'as to make 
the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Mare Island, California: For completion of stove dry-dock. *' 
595 ; for completion of iron crane, $22,000; in all, $213,595. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1306, to insert: 

Navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y.: For repairing and preserving granite éry~! 
$125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 1309, to insert: 


Naval Sreining station, Coaster’s Harbor Island, Rhode Island: For extend- 
ing wharf and dredging, repairs to main causeway, sea-wall, roads, buildings 
and and the necessary labo 

preservation of the same, $10,000. 


Tite amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1315, to insert: 


For repairs and improvements on buildings: Heating, lighting, and furniture 
for same; books and stationery; freight and other contingent expenses; facing 


building with Portland cement; purchase of food and maintenance of horses, 
and abana. and attendance on same, $8,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that mean the naval training station at 
Coaster’s Harbor Island ? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1324, to insert: 

STATE DEPARTMENT. 

French spoliation claims: To enable the Secretary of State to complete the 
prelim search already made in France for records and other cocuments 
affecting the rights or claims of American citizens under the act of Congress 
ae January 20, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ascertainment of 

ims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to 
July 31, 1801,” and to make a similar search in Spain or elsewhere, and to pro- 
cure the and documents already found or that may hereafter be found, 
or certified copies or abstracts thereof, to be used by the claimants or the At- 
torne: of the United States before the Court of Claims, $10,000, or so 


much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of State. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1341, to insert: 


Statue of “ Liberty Enlightening the World:”’ To defray the expenses inci- 
dent to the landing, housing, protecting, and inaugurating upon Bedloe’s Island 
of Bartholdi’s statue of ‘‘ Liberty Enlightening the World,” and for construction 
of platforms, repairs of wharf, clearing grounds of unsightly structures, and other 
—e expenses, and for incidental expenses of the ceremony of inaugura- 

ion, $56,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inthe appropriations ‘‘ Under the Depart- 
ment of the Interior,’’ after line 1351, to insert: 

Interior Department building: For reconstruction of the east wing of the In 
terior Department building, $160,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1354, to insert: 

For constructing a passenger and freight elevator in the west wing of the In- 
terior Department building, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1364 to 
line 1377, inclusive; as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to expend from any 
balance of the appropriation for ‘‘ Contingent expenses office of the Secretary 
of the Interior,” and so forth, for the fiscal year 1886, that may not be required 
for other pur S$ or remain unexpended, not, however, to exceed $20,000, or sc 
much thereof as may be necessary. for the introduction in the Interior Depart- 
ment building of an electric-light plant, including dynamos, engines, boilers, 

mu wires, lamps, and such other material, and also labor, as may be required 
or introduction of said plant; and the said sum of $20,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated and made available for the 
purposes herein specified. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


r and implements required for the proper 


The next amendment was, in line 1379, after the word ‘‘ building,” 


to strike out: 


For occu cy by the Pension Office, the General Land Office, Indian Office, 
Bureau of Education, Office of the Commissioner of Railroads, Bureau of Labor, 
the office of the agent for the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, 
and Office of the Geological 
around the whole building, to extend the wrought-iron gallery, and to provide 


light, heat, and ventilation for the new fourth-story rooms, for record-rooms, and 
for clerical work, $61,000. . 


Mr. HAWLEY. It would strike one who did not know so much 
about this subject as the Committee on Appropriations that this was a 
very reasonable provision of the bill, so that the already overcrowded 
buildings in the Interior Department may be relieved. 
to hear the objections to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator will observe that we do propose to com- 
plete the building by the remaining portion of this paragraph, but not 
toenlargeit The proposition just read is a provision to build another 
story on the Pension building, and it so appears on its face, to make a 
fourth story. It is in fact a proposition to cut the third story in two, 


urvey, namely: For extending the fourth floor | 


I should like | 
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ords, when we get it finally completed. It is a story 31 feet high, with 
a circuit of windows around it, and it can be utilized for public records 
because it is a fire-proof building. The committee think it would be 
a waste of money to put another story there with a view to having it 
occupied by a clerical force. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why is it 31 feet high? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the height the architect thought necessary 
to give the building the beautiful appearance it now has. I submit to 
the Senate that it would not be wise to divide this story into two parts 
in the way proposed. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that no Senator will ask any questions about 





| that remarkable and wonderful monstrosity that stands on the north 








and make a story above the present third story, which will be lighted | 


from the roof by little circular holes just under the roof. It is perfectly 


manifest, it seems to me, that such a place would be uninhabitable | 


during a portion of the year at least in this city. 


Mr. HALE. Would it not be exactly as if the top of this Chamber | 
wascut offand another story made around the lower part of the gallery ? | 


_ Mr. ALLISON. It would be, I think, a great deal worse than that, 
if an could be worse. 

Mr. E. But that is the idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. And therefore the committee believed, after a thor- 
ough examination so far as they could make an examination, that this 


scheme was wholly impracticable, and the Secretary of the Interior, | 


| to make a show of the foundation walls or of the cellar. 


after very careful examination, coincided with us. 
The third story of this building ought to be utilized as a hall of rec- 


side of Judiciary Square known as the new Pension Office building. 
The ingenuity of man, that has heretofore been devoted to the erection 
of structures that offend the eye and result in a total failure in almost 
every particular, has never gone as faras has been done in this building as 
it stands to-day before our eyes. It is a reproach in every way. It is 
unsightly and inconvenient. The room in it is wasted, and it is a total 
as mn + } 
and complete abortion and failure. The less that is said about it the 
better. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And it has no right to be on Judiciary Square 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
1395, to strike out: 

In all, $150,000. And as soon as completed as herein provided for the Seer 
tary of the Interior shall, within the fiscal year 1887, cause to be rem yved to the 
said building the General Land Office, Indian Office, Bureau of Education, Office 
of Commissioner of Railroads, Bureau of Labor, and the office of the agent for 
the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, and office of the Ge gical 
Survey, and vacate the buildings rented for and now occupied by said offices 
and bureaus, or portions thereof; and the said Pension Office building shall be 


under the control of the Secretary of the Interior and subject to such rules and 
regulations as he may prescribe, 


So as to make the clause read: 


Pension building: For completing the Pension office building, renewing roof 
covering injured during construction of superstructure, and painting inside and 
out, plastering and decorating walls of hall and office rooms, wood flooring in 
office-rooms, tiling and other pavements, vault lights, hall and cellars, sky-lights, 
ventilating towers, entrance gate and gateways, supervision, fore:nen, superin- 


tendent, office expenses, and contingencies, $59,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
the words ‘‘ Capitol terraces,’’ in line 1416, to strike out: 


For continuing the work upon the terraces of the Capitol, sections marked K, 
D, and J,as shown on printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury (Executive Document No.9, first session Forty-eighth Congres 
including wages of mechanics and laborers, and for reconstructing boiler-vaults 
connected with sections C and K, $150,000. 

That the unexpended balance of the appropriation for continuing the con 
struction of the terrace and grand stairways of the Capito] made in the act en- 
titled “‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,”’ is hereby 
reappropriated or rendered available for the continuation of that work during 


the fiscal year 1887. 


And in lieu thereof to insert 

All work upon the Capitol terraces shall be suspended till a further plan shall 
be submitted to Congress providing for committee-rooms upon the western 
front of said terraces, with proper ventilation and light from windows in the 
outer western wall. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest tothe chairman of the committee that we have 
this document I hold in my hand printed in the REcoRD 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. 

Mr.SEWELL. What document is that? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Olmsted’s letter to the chairman 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. If it was before the Committee on Appropriations [ 
want it read to show how weak a case it makes 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be printed in the REecorD. 

Mr: HALE. Yes; let it be printed where it will be seen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed in the Recorp if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The paper is as follows 
Hon. WiLLIA™M B. ALLISON, 


i the Committee 


Chairman of Com of Appr« priations, 
United States Senat 

Dear Str: I respectfully ask that the attention of your commitiee may be in- 
vited to certain considerations affecting the question of opening windows in @e 
outer wall of the terrace of the Capitol 

The essential purpose of the Capitol is provided for in a range of halls for leg 
islative assemblies with connecting corridors, ante-rooms, and side rooms, and 
this range is manifested exteriorly by colonnades and other decorativ« slures 
carried around the entire building. It is set well above ground, and is d up 
and made more conspicuous and notable by a very plain basement stor) 


Below this. basement siory there are foundation walls,and between these 
foundation walisa cellar. It is not customary in buildings of any importance 
It would detract from 
the dignity of such buildings to do so. That the cellar may be lighted and ven- 
tilated it is usual to make what in common city buildings is called an area 
within which windows are opened through the foundation walls into the cellar 
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in such a manner that they can not be seen ina general view of the building 
from the outside. 

This is essentially what has been done in building the Capitol, the area on the 
west side being a very large one, There are rooms of some importance in the 
cellar story, but these rooms are not designed to be presented to view, nor can 
they be presented to view with propriety any more than the coal vaults or any 
domestic offices in the cellar of ordinary fine, large town houses, 

The original design of the Capitol has thus been sufficiently explained. Now, 
as to the construction that is being added to it, called the terrace, it must not be 
supposed that this has been designed with the slightest ideaof amending or re- 
organizing or overruling the original design of tho building. It has not been 
intended to make a more important feature of the cellar part of the building, 
to bring it out of ground or to light it. Had there been any such purpose, had 
Congress asked for a plan for any such purpose, a very different plan would 
have been devised for it from that of the terrace. Nothing whatever of what 
has thus far been built of the terrace would have been proposed. 

What, then, was the object of the terrace? The answer may be given in this 
way: 

Here is a great and costly building, the greater part of the cost of which has 
been directed to the purpose of producing a certain impression on the minds of 
those looking toward it,and an impression that should be associated with ideas 
of the strength and majesty of a great nation. 

There is nothing more necessary tc a successful realization of such a purpose 
in a building than that it should seem tostand firmly; thatits base should seem 
to be immovable, There is a difficulty in making as strong an impression in 
this respect as is desirable when an extraordinarily massive structure is placed, 
as in the case of the Capitol, hanging upon the brow of a hill. 

The object of the terrace was to more effectually overcome this difficulty. 
How was it to be accomplished ? 

It was proposed to be accomplished by setting a strong wall into the face of 
the hill in front of the foundations of the building; that is to say, in front of its 
cellar walls. Such an outer wall. it was calculated, would have the effect upon 
the eye of a dam holding back whatever on its upper side looked liable to set- 
tle toward the down-hill side. Every dollar thus far spent on the terrace, and 
on the grounds in connection with it, has been spent on the supposition that 
this calculation was soundly made. If it was soundly made, then it will appear 
that the opening of holes in this wall would leave the same effect as the open- 
ing of holes inadam. It would make the building behind it look less secure in 
its foundations, less firmly based on the down-hill side. 

Another way of stating the intended effect of the wall is that it would seem 
to overcome all tendency of the upper part of the hill to be squeezed out by the 
weight of the great mass of masonry above it. 

Now, such a wall being seen a short distance in front of the cellar wall of the 
Capitol, it is of no consequence, with reference to the purpose stated, whether 
the space between the two is occupied by solid carth, or whether the earth is 
excavated, and in its place cross-walls built, by which any tendency of the cellar 
walls to slip out would be resisted. The result must be the same, a firmly re- 
inforced base. In this case the arrangemeut of cross-walls has been adopted, 
and ithas been thought that an advantage would be gained by making the spaces 
between these cross walls available for storage vaults, and in those parts where, 
under the old arrangement, a sunken area had beep provided for the lighting of 


the cellar of the main building, that the spaces so gained should be pre in 
& manner making them equally suitable with the best of the present.cellar 
rooms in respect to the requirements of light and air. But the advant to 


be gained in this way have always during the ten years in which the scheme 
has been under discussion been presented as incidental advantages simply, not 
as the main purpose. 

With reference to this incidental puepote, and more specially to the require- 
ment of additional committee-rooms, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was asked to say how many additional well-lighted and ventilated 
rooms were desirable. The answer was thattwenty would be enough. As the 
plan stands now, twenty-eight rooms are provided for. Their average area is 
25 by 15 feet. Kach has at least one window opening upon the area,and the 
smallest of these windows measures 8 by 11 feet. There is a large door oppo- 
site the window of each room opening from a spacious corridor, through which s 
thorough draught can be carried. The rooms would be large, lofty, airy, and 
well lighted. 


Respectfully 
ed FRED K LAW OLMSTED, 


Landseape Architect. 
WASHINGTON, July 15, 1886. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriation was, under the head of ‘* Hot Springs Im- 
provement,’’ in line 1444, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike out ‘‘con- 
tinuation’’ and insert ‘‘completion;’’ soas to make the clause read: 


For completion of improvement of Hot Springs Creek, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1463, after the word “‘lands,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘sixty ;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 


Depredations on public timber; To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $60,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. I asked that lines 1462 to 1467, inclusive, be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments in those lines will 
be passed over without action, if there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1476, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ and in line 1481, 
after the word ‘‘exceeding,’’ strike out ‘‘two dollars and fifty cents”’ 
and insert ‘‘three dollars;’’ so as to read: 


Settlement of claims for swamp land and swamp-land indemnity: For sala- 
ries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp lands and 
for indemnity for swamp lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for * depredations on public timber” 
and “protecting public lands,"’ while travelling on duty, shall be allowed per 
diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual 
necessary expenses for transportation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1487, after the word “‘same,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Reproducing plats of surveys: To enable the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to continue to reproduce worn and defaced official plate of surveys 


on file, and other plats constituting a part of the records of said office, and a!s., 
to furnish local land officers with the same, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1493, to insert the word ‘‘ of”’ } 
fore the words ‘‘the sum;”’ after the word “‘ appropriated,’’ at the en 
of the sane line, to strike out ‘‘as far’? and insert ‘*$10,000, or < 
much thereof;’’ in line 1496, after the word ‘‘field,’’ to insert ‘* made 
under this appropriation; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For surveying the public lands, $50,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 
mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for section lines- 
and of the sum hereby appropriated, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, may be expended for the examination of surveys in the field made under 
this appropriation, to test the accuracy of the work and to prevent payment fo; 
fraudulent and imperfect surveys returned by deputy surveyors, and inspecting 
mineral deposits, coal-fields, swamp-lands, and timber districts, and for makin, 
such other surveys or examinations as may be uired for identification of 
lands for purposes of evidence in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United 
States, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that lines 1489 to 1503, inclusive, be passed 
over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was just going to ask that myself; and I want 
to give notice of an amendment which I ask to have printed in the 
ReEcoRD. 1 shall move at the proper time at the end of line 1488, on 
page 61, to insert these words: 


And the moneys received at the General Land Office as fees for furnishing 
transcripts of records and patents, shall be deposited in the Treasury and be 
deemed an appropriation to pay for making such copies ; and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall be authorized to use any portion of this appro- 
priation for piecework or for temporary clerk-hire, by the day, month, or year 
at such rate or rates as he may deem just and fair, not exceeding a thousand 
dollars a year. e 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, alter line 1503, to insert: 


For surveying the public lands in the State of Nevada, $30,000, at rates not ex- 
ceeding $9 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and 
$ for section lines, except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may 
allow, for the survey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily tin 
bered, mountainous, or covered with dense undergrowth, a sum not exceeding 
$13 per linear mile for standard lines, $11 for township, and §7 for section linc- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether the provision in line 1490, appropriating $50,000 
“* for surveying the public lands,’’ is the sum total of ‘the appropria- 
tions for surveys of the public lands, except the special appropriations ’ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is, but that amendment has been passed over fo: 
farther consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1522, after the word ‘‘ for,” 
to strike out “‘ necessary expenses of survey, appraisal, sale, and pay 
of custodians’’ and insert ‘‘care and preservation;’’ and in line 1527, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ two; 
so as to make the clause read: 


For care and preservation of abandoned military reservations transferred to 
the control of the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of an act «/ 
Congress approved July 5, 1884, $2,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the clause from line 1522 to 1527, inelu 
sive, be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments in that part of the 
bill will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tlic 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1527, to insert: 

For the survey of the grant known as the Hanson grant, in the State of Flor- 
ida, $400, the sum to be expended under the direction and discretion of th: 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that by putting before the word 
‘grant’? the word ‘‘alleged.’’ I have been trying tolook that matte: 
up in the records of the Committee on Private Land Claims, and I au 
not absolutely sure that thereis any such valid grant, and I do not want 
any implication that there is. I want to put the word “alleged ’’ be- 
fore ‘‘grant,’’ in line 1528; so as to read: 

For the survey of the alleged grant known as the Hanson grant, in the Stat 
of Florida, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tl: 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1533, after the words ** pro- 
tection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park,*’ to strike 
out: 

Fo# the construction and improvement of suitable roads and bridges wit! 


th: rk, under the supervision and direction of an engineer officer detailed | 
of War for that purpose, $20,000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
For eve! and object necessary for the protection, preservation, 2) 
provement of the 


a 
J 






improvemen: Yellowstone National Park, including compensation 
superintendent and employés, $10,000; $2,000 of said amoynt to be paid annus: > 
to a superintendent of said .and not exceeding nually to each of ten 


assistants, all of whom shall be appointed by the of the Interior and 
reside continuously in the park, and whose duty it shall be to protect the game 
timber, and objects of interest therein; the balance of sum appropriated to 
be expended in the construction and improvement of suitable roads and brid 
within said park, under the supervision and direction of an engineer officer de- 
tailed by the Secretary of War for that purpose, 











1586. 


Mr. HOAR. Is the effect of that language to make a permanent 
appropriation ? SE aot ; 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; it is not so intended. 

Mr. VEST. That is the language of the former appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Forty thousand dollars is the amount of the appro- 

iation. 

Mr. HOAR. But the language is ‘‘$2,000 of said amount to be paid 
annually to a superintendent.” Does not that involve a continued 
appropriation of a particular amount to be paid annually? If you 
said “$2,000 per annum to be paid to the superintendent ’’ it would 
not be, but you say ‘‘ to be paid annually.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I accept the criticism of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and move to insert the words ‘‘ per annum ”’ instead of *‘ an- 
nually ’’ where the word ‘‘annually’’ twice occurs in that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, to strike out “‘ annually” and insert ‘‘ per annum’’ 
in line 1541. 

Mr. HOAR. That would be the same thing. Strike out the words 
‘‘of said amount to be paid annually’ and put in ‘‘ $2,000 per an- 

um.” 

Mr, ALLISON. That is what I proposed. 

Mr. EVARTS. Would not this be the proper amendment: 

* ‘Two thousand dollars of said amount to be paid as a year’s compensation for 
a superintendent of said park 

Mr. HALE. Or “‘ for the fiscal year.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. If Senators will agree on it I shall be satisfied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1541, after the word “‘ paid,’’ it is pro- 

to strike out ‘‘ annually ’’ and insert ‘‘ as a year’s compensation.”’ 

/The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Line 1543 ought to be amended in the same way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The change will be made there if 
there be noobjection. Thequestion ison the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
1585, to the close of the provision relating to the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey. . 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that here 
isa poor, forlorh branch of the Government that seems to have, no 
friends in either House; nobody has even offere@%tn amendment for it; 
and that it be allowed to go over until to-morrow. The Geological 
Survey nobody seems to take any interest in, and no amendments have 
been offered. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean the amendments we propose ? 

Mr. HALE. I ask that they go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theamendment beginning on line 1586? 

Mr. HALE, Yes, sir, the whole part of the bill in regard to the 
Geol Survey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the amend- 
ments to that part of the bill will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Thenext amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘* miscellaneous objects,’’ in the appropriations for ‘‘ Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane,’’ after line 1619, to insert: 
ae the erection of a hospital building for convict and homicidal insane, $50,- 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Columbia Institution 
forthe Deaf and Duinb,’’ in line 1627, after the word ‘‘improvements,”’ 
to strike out the words “‘ fifty-two thousand five hundred’’ and to in- 


sert ‘‘fifty-five thousand;’’ in line 1628, after the word ‘‘than,’’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘twenty-five thousand’’ and insert the words 


“twenty-six thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Current expenses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For 
support of the institution, including salaries and incidental expenses,and for 


books and illustrative apparatus, for general repairs, and improvements, $55,000: 


, That no more than $26,500 of said sum shall be expended for salaries 


and wages, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1640, after the word ‘‘ building,”’ 


to strike ont the word ‘‘five’’ and insert the word ‘‘eight;’’ so that 


the clause will read: 


viding additional school-room accommodation, and also room for the instruc- 
tion of the in industrial labor,and for furnishing and fitting up said ad- 
ditional $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Freedmen’s Hospital 
and Asylum,”’ in line 1654, after the word ‘‘ surgeon-in-chief,’’ to in- 
sert the werds ‘‘not to exceed $3,000:’’ in line 1665, after the word 
mangle,” to strike out the words ‘“‘two hundred’’ and to insert 
-five;’’ in line 1667, after the word “* hun- 
and fifty;’’ and in the same line, after the 
” to strike out the words ‘‘ four hundred ’’ and insert 


dred,”? to insert the words © 
‘five hundred and seventy-five; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 






























For the extension of the buildings of the institution for the purpose of pro- 


Por subsistence, $22,000; for salaries and compensation of the surgeon-in- 
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chief, not to exceed $3,000, two assistant surgeons, engineer, clerk, matron, 
nurses, laundresses, cooks, teamsters, watchmen,and laborers, $13,600; for rent 
of hospital buildings and grounds, 4,000; for fuel and light, clothing, bedding, 
forage, transportation, medicines and medical supplies, repairs and furniture, 
and other absolutely necessary expenses, $10,500 ; erecting one two-story build- 
ing, to be used as bath-rooms and water-closets for wards 1 and 2, $900; one man- 
gle, $325; two washing-machines, $850; in all, $52,575 


The amendment was agreed tc. 
The next amendment was, in line 1672, after the word ‘‘ Museum,’ 
to strike out the word ‘‘ building;’’ so asmake the clause read: 


Heating and lighting the National Museum: For expense of heating, lighting, 
and electrical and telephonic service for the National Museum, $11,000 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is this the appropriate time to call for an explana- 
tion in relation to the expenditures for the National Museum as con- 
nected with the Smithsonian Institution? I have yet to know under 
what committee of the Senate these expenditures are arranged. I ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations whether any com- 
mittee of the Senate has any jurisdiction over these expenditures? 
Here is a large appropriation of $106,500. 







For the preservation, exhibition, and increase of the collections received from 
the surveying and exploring expeditions of the Government, and from other 
sources, including salaries or compensation of all necessary employés. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that any special committee has 
charge of these expenditures, unless it be the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. They are very carefully estimated for in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. SEWELL. The National Museum and Smithsonian Institution 
seem to report their proceeding directly to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and their appropriations are granted as estimated for in that 
way without going through any committee of the Senate, as all other 
expenses of the Government de. 

Mr. HALE. What committees do the salaries of the employés of 
the Departments come under in any case except the Committee on Ap- 
propriations ? 

Mr. SEWELL. They come regularly to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but the interests of the Treasury Department are in charge 
of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HALE. The Finance Committee do not deal with the salaries of 
employés. 

Mr. SEWELL. But here isa lump sum for the preservation, exhi- 
bition, and increase of collections in the National Museum amounting 
to $106,500. 

Mr. HALE. It is the same as the Fish Commission. 

Mr. SEWELL. I grant the Fish Commission is of the same charac- 
ter. 

Mr. HALE. 
kind. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are very few others, ifany. Thereis a Com- 
mittee on Fisheries of the Senate to-day that has not a particle of con- 
trol over the expenditures of the Fish Commission, as it ought to have. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far asthe National Museum is concerned, for the 
number of employés and the character of work done the compensation 
of the persons who perform the work is less than in any other depart- 
ment of this Government. They are employed at very small compen- 
sation and are generally highly intelligent and educated men. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not find any fault with the compensation or 
with the intelligence of the gentlemen employed in those bureaus. | 
merely criticise the mode of doing business. Take the Army matters; 
they are referred to the Military Committee, and naval matters to the 
Naval Committee, and finance matters to the Committee on Finance. 
It seems that the Smithsonian Institution, the Fish Commission, and 
the National Museum deal directly with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, without supervision on the part of any other committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Smithsonian Institution is not a Government 
institution. It is controlled by regents appointed, two by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and two by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, and the others are ex ofigio members; and the expenditures of 
the Smithsonian Institution are not even under the control of Congress, 
I think. The Smithsonian fund is perpetually in the Treasury, draw- 
ing a fixed rate of interest, and the income is under the control of the 
regents. 

Mr.SEWELL. Doesthe chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
say that no appropriation is made for the Smithsonian Institution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Mr. SEWELL. Are none of the officers’ salaries paid by Congress? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not that I know of. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it might be very well at the be- 
ginning of the next session of Congress to have a slight amendment to 
the rules by which all questions relating to the National Museum and 
the Smithsonian Institution, and perhaps some kindred matters, so far 
as a change in their work is proposed, should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. But Ido not say that that would justify the 
present criticism, because I suppose that committee would no more 
look into the question of the number of clerks to carry out the ordi- 
nary work than the Committee on the Judiciary would look into the 
same question in regard to the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 


























There are thirty other items in the bill of the same 
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I did not intend to make any criticism at the present time; but atsome 
future time I shall ask that matters in relation to the National Mu- 
seum and also the Fish Commission shall be referred to or-placed under 
the jurisdiction of the appropriate committees of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. That would require a change of the rules. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from New Jersey desires that some 
other committee shall overhaul these bureaus in respect to their appro- 
priations, of course I have no objection to that. If the Committee on 
Appropriations have not carefully scrutinized the amounts of these ap- 
propriations, I trust the Senator will point out where the committee 
has been negligent. 

Mr. SEWELL. I did not intend to makeany reflection of that kind. 
In the end we all have confidence in the Committee on Appropriations 
for running the Government, but I did intend to call theattention of the 
Senate to the fact that these bureaus were being run without any super- 
vision by a committee of Congress. I shall take occasion hereafter to 
bring the matter before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask theindulgence of the chairman of the committee 
to introduce an amendment to this bill to be referred t> the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received and so referred. 

Mr. EVARTS. I offer an amendment to this bill, to come in after 
line 1349, in connection with the control of Bedloe’s Island, and ask 
that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST. I submit an amendment to this bill to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received, printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. The reading of the bill 
will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1684, to insert: 

Growth of Industrial Art: 

That the provision of the act of March 3, 1885, authorizing the reproduction of 
the Growth of Industrial Art, hertofore repared by and under the super- 
vision of Benjamin Butte rworth, be modified and amended to the extent and 
as herein provided; that the said ‘Growth of Industrial Art may be repro- 
duced of a size not lessthan 13 by 17 inches, and bound in one volume. Such 
reproduction shall be under the direction or supervision of the said Benjamin 
Butterworth, and he is authorized to add any additional statistics and historical 
matter which may have >een prepared for said work, ided the same can be 
done and the entire cost of such reproduction, incl the binding, which 
shall be done by the Public Printer, shall not exceed the amount heretofore set 
apart and designated for that purpose by the aforesaid act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that explained. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a matter already provided for in the act of 
March 3, 1885, and it is proposed to reduce the size of these illustra- 
tions and to print them in one volume instead of two. We have in our 
committee-room illustrations of the system. 

Mr. TELLER. Congress made an appropriation for the Interior 
Department to make an exhibit at New Orleans. The then Commis- 
— of Patents gathered what he called a ‘‘growth of industrial 

’ showing the various improvements in all kinds of machinery. 
Taking for an illustration the machinery for cutting grass and grain, 
he started in the upper corner of a large volume with a man with a 
scythe mowing grass. Then the next machine that was patented for 
the cutting of grass and grain, which was a crude affair, followed, and 
so on down to the improved harvesters and binders, and the same with 
the printing-press and various other things. 

It is ore of the most in publications that can be i 
It shows all the industrial art growth in this country, as cnemntited 
by the patents in the Patent Office. Ten thousand dollars, I think, is 
the appropriation to duplicate a large number of them. I do not re- 
member the expense that the Department went to. The work attracted 
a great deal of attention at New Orleans, not only from the people of 
this country but from foreigners. It is the most complete exhibit of 
the growth of this country, with all the statistics that can be 
made; and there is nothing, I think, tat would go so far to give the 
people a ready and comprehensive idea of the growth of industrial art 
in this country as the publication of this work. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘* Under the War ? in the appropriations for 
armories and arsenals,’’ in line 1717, elon the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For general care, preservation, 
for ones and preserv: witen afte Saye power: for painting a tokens ee 


vation of permanent —— the island; for building 
fences, grading grounds, and repairs and Se Straiivond. $15 000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to submit an amendment to this bill to be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and referred to the Committee on 
for Springtield 


The next amendment was, in the 
arsenal, Springfield, Mass., after line 1727, to insert: 

For construction of a fire-proof building to be used as a milling-shop, $30,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


It will be printed and referred to the 
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grounds in and around Washington,’’ 
lars,’’ to strike out: 


ings and grounds, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economi und 
advantageous to the Government. 


namely : t 
north of monument, office expenses, including rent of necessary office room. 
and for each and every purpose connected with the completion of the mon 
ment, $57,000, to be expended under the direction of the joint commission > 
ated by the act of August 2, 1876. 


reference to the Senator from New York 
in a matter of this kind to pursue this subject upon 
find that I never decline the invitation. 


fees and swell ——. ~ —L,— 
ea and 
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The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Frankford 


nal, Philadelphia, Pa., after line 1739, to insert: 


For building a boiler-house, dry-house, and coal-shed, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ buildings ang 
in line 1818, after the word *‘ do! 


To be expended under the direction of the officer in charge of publi 


So as to make the clause read: 

For care, repair, and refurnishing the Executive Mansion, $16,009. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 1- 


line 1869 inclusive, as follows: 


Washington Monument: For completion of the Washington Monuny 


‘or earth filling and grading around the monument, filling pond 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Why do you strike that out? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think we have made substantial progress to-night 


It is now 11 o’clock, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock p. m.) the Senate a 


journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 21, 1886, at 11 o'clock a. » 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 20, 1886. 


The House met at 11 0’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLO 


Washington, D. C. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 


— 


have read from the Clerk’s desk the paragraph in the REcoRD which 
have marked. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. President, as I said, I did not invite this controversy ; I did not make any 

; but if hedesires or thinks it advisab): 

personal grounds, he wi 

I say that a more shameful spectac'e 

resented to the American — than this measure supported | 

ouse under the leadership of Se Ss Sees who i: 
in the dairy business, who hasa herd anda farm whose prod 


he sells in the snguieet and upon which he relies for his support, and re-enfo: 
in this body by the 
in the same business, 

ever be passed through this body, directly by the legislation that he is seek 
here to promote. 


chairman of the Committee on a. who is engag: ed 
and who is to profit, if this bill can ee rat 


We have heard, Mr. os somethin co attorneys at law in this bod 


see eee a Government of the United Si.\« 
in cases were involved; and the impropriety a i 
the ind of a member of this body availing himself of his position to take 


at law against the interests of th 
welt upon properly. But, sir, if‘ 
roper, how much more improper i is it, how much more indefensible is i 
- ae cal hairmen of the committees of the two Houses to present measure 
here in which they have direct personal interest, and whenever any argumc: 
is made against them to descend into the arena of vulgar puaemnlity and di 


nunciation in order to make the passage of the measure less obnoxious. 


Mr. HATCH. Every gentleman upon this floor will agree with 1: 
that this reference to myself as chairman of the Committee on Agricul! 
ure in the House of Representatives by a Senator in the discussion of 
a bill that passed this House is a violation of every parliamentary ru: 
as well as of every manly and decent instinct that ought to eon a 
member of either House. The respect I have for this House ani its 
members alonedeters me from characterizing this attack as it ought 
be characterized. 

I simply desire to say, when this gentleman connects my name w! 
that of the Senator from New York, who was present, had the rig chts 
and privileges of the floorof the Senate, and could defend himsel! 
Sica bade Secniinesh mer uesen wil teh Of the Maneter fr07: New 
York in the statement that I am personally interested in the passge 0! 
that bill, or that I derive my support orany part of it from the _—— 
of a herd of cows upon my farm, it is simply a complete and gratuito 
falsehood. There is no truth in it, and mo foundation for it. 

As a farmer, I am the owner of a little herd of Jersey cows that I raise 
for the profit of the increase, and I would be proud of owning » da: ry 
farm in the State of Missouri and of being a dairy farmer. I wish | 
had had the good fortune to have saved enough in my past life to have 
been classed among the dairy farmers of Missouri. But when the cc"- 
attempts in my absence to insinuate, and in a forum wher: | 
¢hat bill than the ten millions of farmers and sixty millions ge of 
that the ten millions of farmers and sixty millionsof cons™- 

in the United States, he si utters a falsehood. An‘ 
when the linen ame further, and says I have in any part of th's 


1886. 





discussion descended into the arena of vulgar personality and denun- 
ciation, he utters the greatest falsehood of his life; and that is the hard- 
est thing I can say about him. I have never on this floor descended, 


and I am not in the habit of descending, to personality and vulgarity. | 


I leave that to flow from the mouth of the Senator from Kansas, “‘that 
teeming gangrened womb of slander and detraction.”’ 


HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House bills with 
Senate amendments; which were referred as indicated: 

The bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


The bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to 
define the duties and liabilities of the general-service clerks and gen- 


eral-service messengers in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


BRIDGES OVER THE TENNESSEE AND THE CUMBERLAND. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2800) to author- 


ize the construction of bridges over the Tennessee and Cumberland 
Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railway Company. 


7 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the House Committee has 
reported a bill similar to that, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate bill be now considered. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Ohio Valley Railway Company, organized under act 
of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and is hereby, 
authorized to construct and maintain bridges, and approaches thereto, over the 
Tennessee River at any point below Aurora, in the State of Kentucky, and the 
Cumberland River at any point below Canton, on said river. Said bridges shall 
be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the option of 
the corporation by which they may be built, may be used for the passage of 
wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passen- 

Sxc. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-rgads in the United States. 

Sxc. 3. tall road companies desiring the use of said bridges shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the app thereto, upon the payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
ee and the several railroad companies,or any of them, desiring such use, 

fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid,and upon rules and condi- 
tions to which each shall conform in using said bridges, all matters at issue be- 


i 
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the resolution of the House of Representatives calling for the number of special 
act pensioners and the amount required to pay such pensions 


Very respectfully 









Ht. L. MULDROW. Acting S 
lion. J. G. CaRLIsit 
Speaker of the House o 
| 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ‘NTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE 
Washington, July 10, 1886 
Sir: 1 have the ior to retur erewith a copy of the resolution of the 
House of Representatives, dated June 22, 1886, which was referred to me for re 
port by Department reference of the 23d ultimo, as to the number of persons 


now drawing original persions from the Government of the United States, by 





reason of special pension acts passed in their behalf,and what amountof money 
is required annually to meet the obligations incurred by the Government to 
this class of pensioners 

A careful examination of the records of the various pension agencies shows 
that there are now upo pension-rolls one thousand four hundred and 
seventy-four persons by rtne of special acts passed in thetr ned that 
there is required to pay said p s sum of $359.39 

Very respectfu 
IOHN C. BLACK. ¢ 
Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAI 
Secreta the In 
rRUS!I NDS IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 


the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House, 
furnishing a full and complete schedule of all trust funds held by the 
chiefs of bureaus in the Department of the Interior; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed 


RICHARD C. RIDGWAY & CO 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [ilinois [Mr. Sprincer] 
asked the other day te have the Senate bill (S. 1839), an act for the re 
lief of Richard C. Ridgway & Co., put upon its passage, and the bill 
was read, after which objection was made. The Chair thinks the gen 
tleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] called for the regular order. 
If the objection is not insisted upon, the Chair now desires to dispose of 
the bill in some way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I called for the regular order at that time merely 
for the purpose of getting at the regular business 
stand in the way of the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? If not, the question is on ordering the bill to be read a third 
time, unless some gentleman desires to have it again read in full 

There was no objection. 


I did not wish to 


tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the alle- The bill was ordered to the third reading; and it was accordingly 
a ee —S a ae ioe Seeders a , read the third time, and passed. 
. any ges al o construc under this act shall be r ~ 4 -@ consider » vote by whic e bill w 
built located under and subject to such lations for the security of navi- Mr. KELLEY moved i aaa nen — - bY le 7 » & - a 
autem af euke shennan the Gorettery of War ¢ I prescribe and to secure that —' and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ta- 
e company or corporation s submit to the Secretary of War, | ble. 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridges, and a The latter motion was agreed to 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one mile above and one mile below 
the pro location, the topography of the banks of the rivers, the shore- 


lines at h and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all 


stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the loca- 
tion of any othes bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as 
fora full and sat 


=e —— isfactory understanding of the subject; and 
the plan and location of the bri are approved by the Secretary of 


War the bridges shall not be built, and should any change be made in the plan 


of said bridges during the of construction, such changes shall be sul 
ject to the approval of the Gocnctaxy of War. - 


Ssc.5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONERS ON THE ROLL BY SPECIAL ACTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior in response to a resolution of the House stat- 
ing the number of original pensioners on the pension-rolls placed there 
by special act; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the House 
will consent that that statement may be printed in the Recorn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The statement is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 12, 1586. 
Sm: In response to a reso! of the House of Representatives, under date 
of the 22d ultimo, requesting information as to the number of persons now 
dra’ from the Government of the United States by reason 
of acts passed in their behalf and the amount of money required annu- 
ally to meet the obligations incurred by the Government to this class of pen- 
sioners, I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from the Com- 
as of Pensions, dated the 10th instant, containirig the desired information. 

respectfully, 

pet ” L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
The Sreaxer of the House of Representatives. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 19, 1386. 
Sm: In compliance with the request contained in your letter of the 17th in- 
stant I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of the letter of this Depart- 
ment, dated the 12th instant, and the inclosure therein referred to, in answer to 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8023) to give the 
assent of Congress to the construction of a bridge by the municipalities 
of Menominee, Mich., and Marinette, Wis 
the Speaker signed the same. 


over Merominee River: when 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to report back the 
bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, with the recom- 
mendation that the Senate amendments be non-concurred in, and that 
the House ask a conference. 

The SPEAKER. 
ments of the Senate. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 

ments read ? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 


The question is upon non-concurring in the amend- 


Mr. Speaker, is it in order to have those 


amend- 
It is. 
Well, let us have them read. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this is the unanimous report of the 
committee. There are quite a number of amendments, in several of 
which we shall probably ask the House to concur; but the committee 
think it desirable to have a conference with the Senate conferees in 
order to ascertain what their views are. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HERBERT. By instruction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I move that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in 

Mr. HOLMAN. It occurs to me that at this stage of the session it 
might be advisable that the amendments be considered in detail upon 
their merits by the Committee on Naval Affairs and by the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am satisfied we can arrive at a conclusion much 
more readily in the manner proposed by the committee. As to quite 
a number of these amendments the Committee on Naval Affairs would 
doubtless concur; but we think it desirable, in order to expedite busi- 
ness, that there be a consultation with conferees on the part of the Senate 
as early as possible, in order to ascertain the motives with which some 
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of these amendments were adopted. I hope therefore the House will 
non-concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are some of those amendments—3, 5, 11, 22, 
and several others—which I think ought to be concurred in. But I 
will waive the point. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama [ Mr. HERBERT], that the House non-concurin the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask a conference with that body thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HERBERT, Mr. 
Hewitt, and Mr. HARMER as conferees on the part of the House. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a privileged question. By the unanimous 
instruction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors I report back the 
bill known as the river and harbor appropriation bill, and ask that the 
House non-concur in all the amendments of the Senate and agree to 
the request of that body for a conference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, should not these amendments re- 
ceive their first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, if the point is raised. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make that point. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point. 
I will state to him that there are only seven or eight amendments of 
the Senate embracing new matter, the remainder consisting merely in 
sealing down matters which have been already fully considered in com- 
mittee and in the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I understand the situation. I desire to 
make the point that the bill must go tothe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS. But I am appealing to the gentleman to withdraw 
that point. Of course I know he understands the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] insists 
on his point of order. Under the twentieth rule of the House these 
amendments must have their first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; and the bill and amendments 
will be so referred. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will call the matter up, then, as soon as possible. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 
1730, with amendments, and that it be put on its passage. 

Mr. HENLEY. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS. This will take buta moment. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist. I think he will agree with me as to the importance of 
promptly passing this bill. It is im regard to the yellow fever com- 
Mission, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California insist on the 
regular order? 

Mr. HENLEY. I have no volition in the matter, because I am act- 
ing under the instructions of my committee. 


RECIPROCITY CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back favorably a resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolve1, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
this ttouse, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public interest, copies of 
any correspondence, reports, or other information in possession of any Depart- 
ment or the Executive, relating to the probable advantages or disadvantages to 
acerue to the United States by the operation of the reciprocity commercial con- 
ag signed between the United States and Mexico on the 20th of January, 

Mr. HEWITT. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report that the infurmation which this resolution proposes to 
call for is deemed desirable, and the committee recommend the adoption 
of the resolation. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. 1 ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon, which cuts off 
ail requests for unanimous consent. The regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 





SAMUEL NOBLE. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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GENERAL SERVICE CLERKS AND MESSENGERS. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with a recommendation that the amendments of the Senate be con- 
curred in, the bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay 
and to define the duties and liabilities of general-service clerks and gen- 
eral-service messengers in the Army. 

The SPEAKER. Do these amendments require that the bill go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. BRAGG. They do not. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, with the amendments, will be referred to 
the House Calendar. 

MENRY EAST. 


Mr. FINDLAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8922) for the relief of Henry East; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES ROACH. 


Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach; whic|: 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FOURTEENTH KANSAS CAVALRY. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 387) to define the status and for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits of the Fourteenth Kan- 
sas Cavalry Volunteers, who were killed at Lawrence, Kans., August 21, 
1863, by guerrillas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN A. AYRES. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6142) to correct the military 
record of Alvin A. Ayres; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be prifited. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7525) for the relief of Alvin A. Ayres 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the I’ri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK GATES. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of Frederick 
Gates; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ASHER W. FOSTER. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5180) for the relief of Asher W. Foster: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEVI GUY. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 359) to relieve Levi Gay from the charge 
of desertion; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HIRAM A. BENEFIELD. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
favorably, as a substitute forthe bill H. R. 3798, a bill (H. R. 9917) 
for the relief of Hiram A. Benefield; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 3798 was laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; whic! 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompany ing 1c- 

printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 5898) for the relief of Richard Facion; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) for the relief of J. H. Thornburg; 

A bill (H. R. 6435) for the relief of Silas D. Bailiff; and 

A bill (H. R. 2708) for the relief of Catherine Brennan. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, AVOCA, IOWA. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5608) granting condemned cannon to U. *. 
Grant Post, No. 123,Grand Army of the Republic, at Avoca, Iowa, for 
monumental purposes: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
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NATIONAL CEMETERY, DANVILLE, VA. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re~ 
ported favorably, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 2510 a bill (H. R.- 
9918) to provide for grading and paving the approaches to the national | 
cemetery at Danville, Va.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, N. J. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 228) for the erection of a public 
puilding at Camden, N. J.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


GRANT E. Q. LATHERMON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Grant E. 
Q. Lathermon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
ta be printed. 

HENRY MERICBE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry Mericle; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
pripted. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of Thomas Russell; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CLARA M. TANNEHILL. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9672) granting 
a pension to Clara M. Tannehill; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

“DAVID B. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7390) granting 
a pension to David B. Caldwell; which was referred to the Commi tee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET CASHIN. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5398) 
granting a pensicn to Mrs. Margaret Cashin; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY CANODE. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1903) 
granting @ pension to Henry Canode; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SETH WELDY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8227) 
granting @ on to Seth Weldy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the le House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1950) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordcred to be printed. 

H. B. WILSON. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 19) for the relief of H. B. Wil- 
son, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


POST & M’CORD. 
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with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2414) for the relief of 
Miss Eula E. Henry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2335) for 
the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose, and tue same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensiors. 


OF 


JAMES. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missotri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1042) to pay B. 8. 
James for transporting the United States mails; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


B. 8. 


R. G. HUSTON, 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (®. 2529) for the relief of R. 
G. Huston & Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE HORWITZ. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 618) forthe relief of Orville Hor- 
witz, assignee in trust of C. D. De Ford & Co.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SURETIES OF DENNIS MURPHY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4811) for 
the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SNOWDEN & MASON. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5759, a bill (H. R. 9919) for the relief of Snowden 
& Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


House bill No. 5759 was laid on the table. 
LUTHER BLACKMAN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2350) for the re- 
lief of Luther M. Blackman; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


M. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF RICHARD IF. WASSON. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. Rk. 4732) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Richard F. Wasson, deceased ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with report hereafter to be filed, ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES A. TORBERT. 

Mr. ELY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3856) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of James A. Torbert, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motionof Mr. TRIGG, the Committee on Accounts was discharged 


from the further consideration of the claim of Henry Brock; and it was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WILBER H. GRAEF & CO. 
Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. 9920) for the relief of Wilber H. Graef & Co.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whele House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TALLAPOOSA SUFFERERS. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
























































Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4130) for the relief of Post 
& MeCord; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
MISS EULA E. HENRY. 
Mr. SPRINGER, from tlie Committee on Claims, also reported back 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE AT NEBRASKA CITY. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, trom the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1411) to amend an act authorizing the 


construction of a bridge across the Missouri River opposite to or within 
the corporate limits of Nebraska City, Nebr., approved June 4, 1872; 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GENERAL-SERVICE CLERKS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill 7191, to provide for the en- 
listment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘‘ general- 
service clerks’’ and ‘‘ general-service messengers’’ in the Army, be 
concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A Member. I hope the demand for the regular order will be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HENLEY. 
few moments. 

Mr. PRICE. I renew the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California pro- 
posed to make a report from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. 
from California. 

Mr. HENLEY. 

Mr. PRICE. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Heniry] 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] both withdraw the de- 
mand for the regular order, and the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BraGG] can now be considered. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House concur in the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 7191) 
to provide for the enlistment and pay and to define the duties and lia- 
bilities of ‘‘ general-service clerks ’’ and ‘‘ general-service messengers ’’ 
in the Army. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report theamendments, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

Mr. BRAGG. Unless some gentleman desires to hear the amend- 
ments in detail I think I can state their substance very briefly. The 
amendments ef the Senate simply conform the bill to the provisions of 
the Army appropriation bill, in which the appropriation of the money 
has been already made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it increase or diminish the expenditure pro- 
vided for in the law ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Neither. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I withdraw the demand for the regular order for a 


e 
The Chair perhaps misunderstood the gentleman 
What was his statement? 
I do not antagonize the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I withdraw the demand for the regular order, Mr. 


UNITED STATES JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and compensation 
of a district judge for the southern district of Alabama with the rec- 
ommendation that the Senate amendments be non-concurred in and 
that the request of the Senate for a conference be agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that the report be consid- 
ered now. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. WILLIS. 


I object. 
Mr. Speaker-—— 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The report which was withdrawn’? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 86) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Portland, Oreg.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, EAST SAGINAW, MICH. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public ne oe Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1224, a bill (H. R. 9921) for the 
erection of a public building at East Saginaw, Mich.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the river and harbor appropriation bill with the Senate 
amendments thereto. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Hatcu in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Who}, 
for the consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the river ap, 
harbor bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the first section be coy. 
sidered as read. Asa preliminary to that, I will call attention to ¢}, 
fact that there is but one amendment of the Senate in which, under th, 
instructions of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I ask that t};, 
House non-concur. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand the chairman of the Coy. 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to say that there is butone amendmen; 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the report from the Senate. If the » atl. 
man will refer to the bill he will find it stated: 


July 16, 1886. Passedthe Senate with an amendment. 


That amendment consists in striking out the enacting clause and 
serting matter in the form of anew bill. Now, I am instructed 
the unanimous action of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to a 
that the House non-concur in that amendment and agree to the conte; 
ence asked by the Senate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My recollection from an examinati 
of the RecorD is that there were various amendments by the Senat 
increasing the amount of the bill some $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 
after these amendments had been separately acted on another amen 
ment was adopted by which the aggregate amount of the bill as amen( 
was reduced 25 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwill state to the gentleman that after that was do: 
the Senate adopted one amendment striking out all after the enacting 
clause and inserting a new bill. Therefore the final action of the Sen- 
ate was— 

July 16,1886. Passed the Senate with an amendment. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But is it not true that this ‘am 
ment ’’ adds many items which do not appear in the bill as it left 
House ? 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no question about that; but the unani: 
recommendation of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is that tly 
House non-concur. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is to say, you want us to vote on 
the one amendment covering about one hundred pages. 

Mr. WILLIS. I shall be very much obliged if the House wil! co | 
I think it will facilitate matters. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I should be very glad to consider tl. 
amendments in the ordinary way, inthe hope that we might not reaci 
the end of their consideration before Congress adjourns, so that the }i! 
itself might ultimately fail. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not share that hope with the gentleman. | 
the purpose of raising the question, I move non-concurrence in tli 
amendment of the Senate striking out all after the enacting clause an‘ 
inserting certain new clauses and sections. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I riseto a question of order. We are now in Cou 
mittee of the Whole for the consideratiom of this Senate amendment 
and each paragraph of the amendment of the Senate is, as we reach it 
open for consideration. The fact that the Senate adopts as a subst 
tute for the House bill a measure containing a large number of par:- 
graphs does not make the case different from what it would be if tle 
Senate had simply amended each successive paragraph of the House i)! 
Here is an amendment sent from the House to the Senate, containing 
many paragraphs. Under the rule of the House these paragraplis a 
subject to consideration in the first place in Committee of the Who): 
I submit that it is notin orderto move tonon-concur in all these amend 
ments in a body, but each of them comes before the House separate!) 
for consideration. Each successive amendment may be concurred iu 
or non-concurred in. For the purpose of raising the point more «is 
tinctly I call for a division of the question. That raises the qwestion 
on each successive paragraph of the entire body of amendments. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But, Mr. Chairman, the House bein:: 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this ‘‘ amendment 
must not the ‘‘ amendment ’”’ be read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Any member has tie right to call for the 1. 
ing of the amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it not the regular order of proceed 
ing without a call from any member? We are in Committee of th 
Whole; these amendments have not been read; the gentleman ‘rou 
Kentucky has asked to dispense with the reading. The Chair did no 
put that request for unanimous consent, and it has not been grante(! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the request of the ceo 
tleman from Kentucky for unanimous consent, and did not put the ™ 
quest to the committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I submit the first thing in orde! 
is for the Clerk to read the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ReAc\ 

on the question of order. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the position of the gentleman from [n«ian:. 
that because the amendment embraces several items those items re‘? 
be treated as separate amendments, is not tenable. We have beivr’ 
us one amendment. When the necessary are taken to bring about 
a conference upon the bill before the House then the items of the amen" 
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ment can be considered, but not now. No division of the question is| Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield to me 
admissible. There is but one question. A single amendment is pre- | for a question? 
sented; and the question is whether we shall concur or non-concur. | Mr. DIBBLE. I will. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor~mMAn] has | Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from South Carolina has cited a de- 
asked for a division of the question. I call the attention of the Chair | cision in 1853, at a time when the rule was not in existence which we 
to page 333 of the Manual. now have requiring the Senate amendments to have their first consider- 

Mr. RANDALL. Nota division of the question, but a division of | ation in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
the amendment. just as an original bill would have to go tothat committee. The gentle- 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment of the Senate is an entirety. It is | man’s citation is not applicable, therefore, to the present case. 
to strike outall after the enacting clause and insert certain words. I Mr. DIBBLE. The principle is precisely the same. The object of 
call the attention of the Chair to the decisions heretofore rendered. It | the conference which the Senate asks on this bill is not to defeat it but 
has been decided that upon a Senate amendment no division of the | to facilitate legislation. The Senate have made an amendment to this 
question is admissible. The single amendment is tostrike out allafter | bill. They have sentit here. They have asked for a conference on that 
the enacting clause and insert certain other clauses, making a new bill. | amendment. Those who are hostile to this bill and do not desire to 
This is sent here as an amendment, not as amendments. [ grant that | send it back at all and are willing that the great works of public im- 
if the Senate had taken up each item of the House bill, one after an- | provement in this country shall not be carried on by the Government 
other, and thus scaled it down or otherwise changed it, the motion of | but left as they are—in effect, that all the money heretofore expended 
the gentleman from Indiana would have been in order. But the Sen- | upon them shall be lost—of course those who are opposed to this and 
ate, instead of doing that, has presented the amendment as an en- | all like meritorious bills would naturally antagonize any mode for the 
tirety—an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause and | purpose of bringing the two Houses into conference and agreement 
inserting a new bill. It is this singleamendment which the gentleman This bill, as the committee will remember, occupied a long time in 
now asks to have divided. its first discussion. The Senate amendment, while it strikes out the 

Mr. RANDALL. Rule XX provides: original bill and substitutes another bill, really contains only a few 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point | items of difference. The general substance of the billis the same, and 


of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House | embodies the same general principle that is applicable to the House bil! 
on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to Of course, as I have said, there are some few other items of change, but 


— t! t such ch ire the H t this stage of tl 
Retin b : - ps . hey are not such changes as require the House now at this stage of the 

I maintain in obedience to that rule this bill has gone to the Com- | ““*Y* ge a ee ; nao gpa 
session to go over again, as it has already done inthe Committee of the 


a = wel Nit) stale th be ecementiiiie of diuinten he Whole, this whole question. The rule is a salutary one. This very 
cause it contains man - $e} rate and distinct eo itions ~*~ | ease is an illustration of its being a salutary rule. All the require- 
Several MEMBERS i soar enee ies et ments of the rule of the House will have been complied with, and leg- 
a : : : a was . | islation will be furthered, and the interest of these great public im 
cam ad whieh. tt tea unlebed ented in dana, wenld te Caan to provements will be advanced by a decision in accordance with the 
’ “ ’ s - s » Tes is ~3t} 

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for its apne omen Rag = oer nena is a cardinal principle in 
first consideration. It contains many propositions which never yet have oe ee er 
been : . the construction of the rules of a parliamentary body which is sought 
on a anar why Ane phage tp ae ce 5 a te to be violated by the assertion of this point of order. ‘The principle 
to canaunte and Mletines dincuesien. to amendment. to in eahatl to which I allude is that the rules of a parliamentary body shall be 
~ mab. arte caneurrence or amn-eomenrsence so construed as to carry the business of such body forward and not 
It is, Mr ‘Chnlemen in all respects like an ori inal bill coming here backward. This construction is in the interest of the dispatch of 
oni aiteeh és the yeles of the House eum B public business and not in the direction of the obstruction and defeat 
Mr DIBELE T would enll ties attentios of the Chair to the Joar- of business, and all doubtful questions ought to be construed” by the 

: % ; ; : aa Chair in the light of that principle. 
ait of the House, a fon Thely aa Congrem, page 401: Here it is sought, in support of this question of order, that the Chair 


ae Speaker Saving again tated the question to beow agrecing to the said | 310) insert language into this rule that is not already there. In oppo- 


amendment— ee . : . “-— : . 
Mr. Alexander H. Stephens asked a division of the question, so that a separate | sition to this point of order it is claimed, upon the other side, that the 
Chair shall give only a literal construction to the language. Therefore 


aa be a the different sections comprised in the amendment. 
Speaker decided that the question was indivisible, and that the vote must | W. are asking a construction based upon the literal language without 
interpolation or addition when our construction is in the direction of 


be taken upon the entire amendment. 
Mr. RANDALL. Was not that in reference to the Kansas and Ne- progress and an intelligent solution of the pending question. They 
ask upon the other side for the introduction into this rule of language 


braska bill? 
Mr. DIBBLE. No; it was a bill making appropriations for the na- | which is not there, but to be put there by the Chair by inference or by 
val service. That was the bill. Mr. Chairman, shall I proceed? construction for the purpose of doing a vain thing, and for the purpose 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the floor, and will proceed. | of making the rule an impedement rather than a facility to the trans- 
Mr. DIBBLE. The Speaker decided the question was indivisible, | action of business. 
and the vote must be en on the entire amendment. From this de- In the consideration of this rule of the House the Chair will look at 
cision of the Chair an appeal was taken, and on motion of Mr. Dean | the whole bill. This bil! has been considered heretofore item by item 
the appeal was laid on the table. z in the House, excepting that it is said upon the other side that there 
The amendment consisted of several sections. It was the forty-sec- are certain items which have been introduced into it by the Senate and 
ond amendment of a bill providing for the reorganization of the Navy. | which were not specifically, one by one and item by item, passed upon 
I have only the Journal of the House before me, and therefore am not by the House in Committee of the Whole, as its rules require. Now, 
able at this moment to present the items in the Various sections. what have we before us? A single amendment to the bill. And it is 
Mr. Alexander H. Stephens asked for a division, so that a separate | said that the House ought not to be compelled to vote upon that single 
vote might be taken upon the different sections comprised in the bill. | amendment to the bill because there are certain other items in that 
It was precisely such a case as the present one. This amendment has single amendment which change the whole attitude of the bill itself, 
several sections. The question was whether that could be divided, and | and that while a member of the House might be willing to vote for the 
bill without the new item he would not be willing to vote for it with 


the Speaker decided it was indivisible; that the vote must be taken on 
itasanentireamendment. It is a case exactly like this. I found it | the new item, and therefore the House ought to be permitted : 
: awe S . oe ; oa us g permitted at this 
oe a. - a —_ as one of the authorities | stage of the bill to examine the items for the purpose of striking them 

last edition of the Rules and Digest. | out. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give the | But thisis not all their argument; it is only a partof it; and in point 
of fact that is not what they are claiming. ‘They are claiming to go 


Chair the of the Digest? 
Mr. DIBB It is page 333. It is there cited as one of the au- | over the items one by one, not only those which have been inserted by 
the Senate as an amendment to the bill, but those which have already 
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thorities in reference to the division of questions. It is there cited as 
an authority against a division on a Senate amendment, Journal 2, 32, 


| heen passed upon by the House as well as by the Senate. Now, my 

page 401. - i : i : ; | proposition is that so far as there are new items in the bill they go to 
aaa Mr. Chairman, here is the information coming to us from the | settle the question pro or con whether or not we will agree to the amend- 
itself. | ment of the Senate or refuse to agree to the amendment of the Senate; 
Passed the Senate with an amendment July 16, 1886. but that by no possibility of means affects the parliamentary question 
PP omy nia) sees ® cansarence with the House of Represent- | a. to whether this is one or several amendments. Now, I will not claim 


to be as familiar with the rule as the gentlemen who make the point 
of order, and I would not be apt to put my judgment against theirs, for 
, | necessarily there is involved a‘history of the adoption of the rule, the 

. are Se. McMiti.ax, Mr. Concer, and Mr. Ransom be the conferees | construction which has been given to it and the scope of its applica- 
eae quate. bility through the parliamentary proceedings of the House from time 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Secrefary, | to time in years past, and on the ground of familiarity with the rule I 


The amendment is put in the singular number. Then we find the 
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would not undertake to argue the proposition; but in the light of the 
general principle involved I submit, as being a cardinal point, as being 
a canon of construction in all questions of this kind, that the business 
of parliame ntary bodies is intended to be carried forward not backward, 
and there is no construction of this rule to justify the reconsideration 
of the items of this bill which have been already passed upon by the 
Honse. 

Let us take a single item by way of illustration of this point. Take 
the item ‘‘A,’’ for instance. It appropriated when it left the House 
$100,000 for a specific purpose. By the Senate amendment the appro- 
priation is $75,000. Does anybody undertake to say that the original 
question shall be passed upon by the House again in Committee of the 
Whole because of this change? Most certainly not. Nobody would 
undertake to say that. We have passed forward, if the principle of par- 
liamentary constraction is to be held, to another stage. The bill has 
stages to it under the rules. We are not to go backward to retrace our 
steps, but constantly forward and meet the new aspect that is presented 
and that only. 

I have no doubt in considering this question—that is to say, the ques- 
tion whether or not the House will agree to the Senate amendment or 
refuse to agree—that it would be perfectly competent to demand the 
reading of any item which makes up the amendment, which reading 
could be called for by any gentleman who desired to discuss, on that 
basis, the propriety or impropriety of concurrence in the light of that 
particular amendment to show if he could that the amendment would 
change the condition of the bill. But to undertake to say that here 
is not one amendment but a whole series of amendments, each of which 
must have separate consideration, would be ruling in the direction of 
restriction; it would be a retrograde movement in legislation; and in 
my humble judgmeni—for I can not fally illustrate the point—but in 
my humble judgment would tend to wholly defeat progress in the 
House of Representatives upon any one of these bills. 

The other day there came back here not one amendment, not an 
amendment to strike out the entire bill and insert another, but a bill 
with two hundred and fifty-seven individual amendments. Nobody 
denied that each was a proper item of consideration, because it was in- 
dependent and stood upon its own merits. It was but one step in the 
many changes made by the Senate to the House bill. 

So my proposition is this, Mr. Chairman, that originally we have _ 
amined all the items that were in the House bill. The Senate 
the bill, and without seeking to aménd any one of the items alone; ma ~ 
a new bill, and submits it to the House in the form of an amendment; 
and the question whether it ought to be adopted or not turns upon the 
question as to how each individual item in the bill stands. I agree to 
that; but I think, in the interest of going forward and not backward, 
the Chair ought to rule it is one amendment and subject to the same 
question that could be made on a single item of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I see the Senate amendment has reduced the appropriation for 
improvements on the Wabash River from $80,000 to $60,000. That is 
an item’ which is in the original bill. Now, the Senate adds new feat- 
ures to this bill and inserts improvements that were not in the original 
bill. Under those’ circumstances does the gentleman say they are all 
one amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can nutanswer the gentleman’s question more 
fully than I have done already. If I have not answered it my remarks 
have been a failure. 

Mr. RANDALL. In every parliamentary body designed for intelli- 
gent legislation the organization of the Committee of the Whole House 
is to give greater latitude of discussion and amendment. Now, can it 
be possible that the Senate proposition, which is inevery item an altera- 
tion from the bill that was considered in the House, can be considered to 
be a single amendment and the House have no opportunity to discuss 
or amend any proposition involved, when it is perfectly well known that 
many of those ee were notconsidered in the House? In other 
words, it is asking this House to delegate to three of its members not 
only the adjustment of differences between the two Houses, but the 
whole consideration as to matters which have never been discussed in 
the House, 

I am at a loss to conceive how it can possibly be held that a division 
is not allowable in such a case. Now, suppose that the question of 
pnon-concurrence in thie amendment as it is described is negatived. 
That vote is equivalent to concurrence and immediately the bill; 
passes a bill in fact containing matters which the House never even 
considered. 

Mr. BAYNE. There are two principles of construction which dom- 
inate our rules; whether they are right or whether they are wrong is 
not the question now. What the practice of the House has been under 
them is the question. 

One principle is that there are certain bills that have to be considered 
by clauses and by paragraphs, and all other bills are subject to con- 
sideration by sections. The bills which are to be considered by clauses 
and paragraphs are enumerated on page 314 of the Digest: 

General appropriation, tariff, and tax bills are considered by clauses; other 
bills by sections. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This is not a general appropriation bill. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to pag 
441 of the Digest: 


The river and harbor bill not being a general appropriation bill its paragrap), 
or clauses are treated and considered as sections. ° 

The bill which we have now before us, however, comes from the Sen 
ate, and in what form? I ask the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to page 137 of the bill. Immediately under line 8 are these 
words: 

Passed the Senate with an amendment. 


Not with amendments but ‘‘ with an amendment,’’ thus showing the 
construction which the Senate itself put upon the amendment which it 
has passed to the river and harbor bill that went from the House to the 
Senate. That is in the singular number; and what has come to us from 
the Senate is not a number of amendments but an amendment, ani 
only an amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is plainly laid down by numerous decisions 
that an amendment coming from the Senate to the House is not <ivis- 
ible; I care not what the subject-matter may be, how multiform it may 
be, it is not divisible, and I call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to page 333 of the Digest: 

But it has been decided on appeals that on motions to commit with instruc- 
tions or on the different branches of instructions—on a Senate amendment ’ 
an amendment reported as asingle amendment from a Committee of the Wholc, 
on a series of resolutions proposed to be inserted in lieu of other matter— 

Much like this amendment coming from the Senate. A series of res- 
olutions containing a variety of subjects is analogous to this amend- 
ment which comes from the Senate with a great variety of subjects 
embraced in it. And with reference to every one of those cases I have 
enumerated— 


a division of the question can not be had. 


My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says he does not 
see any good reason why this should not be divisible, because it con- 
tains a variety of subjects. His logic may be good; his reason may be 
good. But the fact is the parliamentary law excludes the theory upon 
which he advocates a division of the amendment, because we have here 
a single amendment from the Senate, and although it does embrace, as 
set forth here, a variety of matters, it is not divisible and must be voted 
on as an entirety. 

Now, is there any logical reason for that? There is. The whole 
conference system grows out of that. The House is protected. The 
theory upon which my colleague proceeds is that if this entire amend- 
ment be disposed of by one vote many individual items might go 
through to which the House might dissent. But as the House in- 
trusted the preparation of this bill to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, so it intrusts to that committee the management of it; and 
if the bill is sent to a conference committee, and that committee 1 
ports, separate votes may be had on the items on which they disagree. 
So there is a perfect protection; and there is no reason for assuming 
that the House may do that which it ought not to do if this amen:- 
ment of the Senate be voted upon as an entirety. It would be a vio- 
lation of parliamentary law and of correct principles to divide the 
question, and would lead to endless complications, while the theory 
of parliamentary law, which is clearly applicable to this case, entit!e 
us to have one vote upon the entire Senate amendment, and thus dis- 
pose of the bill and send it to a committee of gonference. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the com- 
mittee but a few moments. There is no question but that Rule X X 
provides that an amendment which if it had been in the nature of a 
bill would have required its first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole must, when the point is made, be considered in that commit- 
tee. It is assumed that this entire revision of the bill of the House by 
the Senate is but asingle amendment. Why isitsoassumed? Simply 
because the Senate has said so. I apprehend that it will be the duty) 
of the Chair to look at what has been returned to us from the Senate 
and determine by inspection whether it is an amendment or a series 01 
amendments. For instance, we sent to the Senate a bill containing 
divers sections. That which is returned in the shape of an amendment, 
as is assumed, contains a great number of sections, or, if you please, 
a great number of independent clauses, each of them having reference 
to a separate subject-matter. 

Suppose the two bills are entirely dissimilar in their provisions, wil! 
it be insisted that this legislation, treating of a large number of har!ors 
and rivers and creeks and streams, is but a single indivisible amen(- 
ment? Then, if any of the propositions contained in the amendment 
have been considered i in the first instance in the House, and we may 
not now have a division of those questions, that constitutes the com 
mittee of conference, the congress, the supreme legislative body. Th 
committee of conference absorbs the entire power of giving original cor 
sideration to a series of amendments or clauses that were never consi’! 
ered in the House of Representatives at all or in Committee of the Whole 
I want to make myself understood. If it be true that these amend- 
ments, these clauses in this bill, in whole or in part, have never been 
considered in the House of Representatives at all, and if we are coni- 
pelled now to vote upon them as a whole, upon a mere motion tor 
ject or approve, and then to commit the bill to a committee of confer- 
ence, there is no use in the rule which requires the consideration of 
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| 
them in the first instance in the Committee of the Whole, because the | 


whole power of original consideration is given to a committee of con- | 


ence. 
wor BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? If this | 
amendment is one and indivisible, so that the House can not divide it, 
how can @ committee of conference divide it? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I can not answer the question. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, it is said, in the next place, that this amendment is but 
a small departure from the original bill. I ask the Chair how this com- 
mittee knows that to be true? How does the Chair know it? How 
can it be ascertained, except by reading each clause and comparing what 
has been sent to us by the Senate with the original bill passed by the 
House? The very statement of the proposition involves the necessity 
of reading all these amendments and the consideration of each separate 
elause. It seems to me that in the interest of the expedition of busi- 
ness these amendments ought to be considered separately, and if we 
come to any clause upon which we concur in the action of the Senate, 
then as to that there is no necessity of a conference, and by eliminating 
from the conference such of the amendments as are in accord with our 
judgment we facilitate the final consideration and disposition of the 
pill. As I said before, I hope we shall be compelled to consider it by 
paragraphs, for the purpose of climinating from it a number of obnox- 
jous provisions that have been interpolated by the Senate into the bill 
as it the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the committee 
for three or four minutes. Let us stand face to face with the proposi- 
tion involved here. ‘The House passed a bill with so many paragraphs 
and sent it to the Senate. The Senate could have taken those para- 
graphs and amended them separately one by one. Had that been done, 
then I grant that it would have been the right of any member on this 
floor, had he seen fit to exercise it (although it would have been a de- 
parture from the usage that prevails here), to call for a vote upon each 
andevery paragraph. But the Senate did not deal with the bill in that 
way. Upon other appropriations the Senate has taken that action, but 
not upon this. When, this morning, the naval appropriation bill was 
reported to this House with a motion to non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senate, I did not hear my friend from Indiana [Mr. BrowNE] 
lift his voice in indignation because he was not aware what those amend- 
ments were. ae bill after appropriation bill has come here 
in that way, and my friend has made nocomplaint. Whenacommittee 
of the House have reported back a bill with a unanimous recommenda- 
tion to non-concur in the amendments of the Senate, the House, look- 
ing to the right and the courtesy of the matter, has usually accepted 
their statement and united with them in non-concurring in the action 
of the Senate, reserving to itself the right to vote upon the propositions 
when the committee of conference come in with their report. 

Now the on}y difference between this bill and other bills which have 
come before this Con is that it stands: in a peculiar position not 
occupied by them. It stands in the position of being brought before 
this House as a single amendment, not as twenty, or thirty, or forty 
different propositions. Waiving the question of courtesy, waiving the 
question of right, we are shut up to the conclusion that the House can 
act only on this single proposition. 

‘‘But,’’ says some gentleman, ‘‘ Rule XX provides that we shall con- 
sider all these appropriations in the Committee ofthe Whole.’’ Where 
are we now? .Wearein thatcommittee; and the sole proposition urged 
by gentlemen who oppose this measure is that the majority of this 
Houseshall be deprived of its right to do what it desires to do—to dis- 
pose of this question by one vote, instead of having three or four gen- 
tlemen by having each distinct matter embraced in the bill 
voted on separately. That is the whole proposition. 

_ vay says the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
“does the House intend to abdicate its rights?’? Whencan a majority 
abdicate its rights? If we pass this vote of non-concurrence, who does 
it? Is it the Senate that does it? It is the House of Representatives 
acting by a majority vote—ay, acting, I undertake to say, by a four- 
fifths vote. Is that an abdication of our rights? Do we thereby sur- 
render any of our privileges? If we want to do this, we shall do it 
by our own voluntary votes, and we shall do it under the rules. 

But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] says, ‘‘I want a 
division.”” The attention of theChair has been called to the decisions 
affirming that a Senate amendment can not be divided. Only aslately 
as yesterday when a House bill in regard to the timber-culture law 
came from the Senate with several new sections—a new bill—the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] moved to take up the first section 
and dispose of it separately; and his motion was promptly ruled out 
by the Chair, because the measure as an entirety was a single Senate 
amendment and could not be divided. So that as lately as yesterday 
from that very chair this point was decided. And no evil can result 
from the course which I am advocating. The House by a majority 
Vote, accepting this action of the Senate as an entirety, rejects it and 
_— it into conference. I respectfully ask the Chair to put the ques- 
D, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
W118] who has just taken his seat cites a ruling which, I take it, is 
the same rnling cited by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Drp- 
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BLE]. I ask the attention of the Chair to the case cited by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina from the House Journal, second session Thirty- 
second Congress. It appears from an examination of the Journal that 
when this question was raised this forty-second amendment had al- 
ready been considered in Committee of the Whole and had been reported 
to the House. There had been a motion to suspend the rules and limit 
debate in Committee of the Whole upon it. After the measure had got 
out of the Committee of the Whole, and before the demand made by 
Mr. Stephens, there was a motion to suspend the rules so as to omit even 
the reading of the proposition. It was being proceeded with in the 
House, having actually passed from the committee under a special order 
fixed by a suspension of the rules; and the House was not at that time 
considering it under the rules. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will ask the gentleman whether that amendment 
of which he is speaking was not an entire bill, containing nine sections? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatis true. But the question which we are now 
discussing is as to proceedings in Committee of the Whole.” It does not 
appear from the record whether or not the bill was considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole by paragraphs: there is no light upon that ques- 
tion. When it came into the House it came as the torty-second amend- 
ment, and the rules were suspended so as to omit the reading of the 
whole of that amendment, and it was in the House that this ruling was 
made; therefore it has no application to proceedings in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. DIBBLE. If the gentleman will permit a further interruption, 
I will state that I have examined the Globe, and found that the meas- 
ure was considered in Committee of the Whole as an entirety; and the 
question raised was not whether an amendment coming from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole should be 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now the gentleman is undertaking— 

Mr. DIBBLE,. I will not take the gentleman’s time if he objects. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend has had his time, and I am now occupy- 
ing mine, 

Mr. Chairman, I ran over the record with the gentleman at the Clerk’s 
desk, and it did not appear, so far as I could see, that there was any 
question raised such as is raised here. 

But we need not go back to those times when the rules were different 
from our present rules. Atthat time debate in Committeeof the Whole 
was limited under a suspension of the rules. It would seem that what- 
ever was done in Committee of the Whole was preceded in the House 
by a motion to suspend the rules. We have now no such proceedings. 
I have not before me those old rules, but it is very manifest that the 
mode of procedure at that period was entirely different from our pres- 
ent methods of proceeding. Since the war we have adopted a rule in- 
tended to prevent the bad results which had followed from too hasty 
consideration of Senate amendments. A rule has been adopted declar- 
ing that Senate amendments containing appropriations shall receive 
their first consideration insCommittee of the Whole. 

Now, here is a measure coming from the Senate, containing not one 
proposition involving a single expenditure, but scores of propositions 
relating to different public works and each requiring special investiga- 
tion, the consideration of different classes of facts—propositions just as 
different as they possibly can be. Now, because the Senate sees fit for 
its own convenience, or perhaps for the very purpose of preventing 
proper consideration under the rules of the House, to adopt language 
declaring these various propositions to be one amendment, is it possible 
that this House will violate its own practical common sense and declare 
that these scores of amendments, these scores of paragraphs containing 
different propositions, shall be considered as a single proposition be- 
cause the Senate sees fit to treat them as such? 

It seems gentlemen need but look atit. Here is House bill 7480, mak 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. After 
the bill has been sent to the Senate it has been returned to us with an 
entirely new scheme. I donot imagine any one will say that the House 
bill as it was passed was one proposition. By the Senate amendment 
that whole bill has been stricken out. In that Senate amendment are 
used about the same terms. It provides in the beginning just as the 
House bill did: 


That the following sums of mouey be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be ex 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, « 
pletion, repair, and preservation of the public works herein named. 


The next paragraph is for improving the harbor at Rockland, Me. ; 
and the next for improving the breakwater at the mouth of Saco River, 
and so on through that State. 

The amendment is divided into paragraphs identically as the House 
bill was, and when that House bill was under consideration in the com- 
mittee it was considered paragraph by paragraph, and not in its entirety. 
Now, a bill constructed on the same principle, precisely as the House 
bill, you will undertake by the use of the language of the Senate to 
avoid the purpose of the House that these paragraphs shall be consid- 
ered separately. 

Gentlemen say the House is not taken advantage of by this vote; 
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that the majority of the House may refuse to do it; that is, refuse to 
substitute the Senate amendment for the House bill. The House has 
not thought it right to get the attention of the House in that way. It 
has thought it te be wise and prudent to prescribe a rule for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, so that no strong impulse of the House shall be 
able to turn it away from that wise course of procedure. 

I trust this House, when we consider this House originates the ap- 
propriations to pay the expenditures of this great Government, will not, 
prompted by a desire to pass this bill in this hurried way, evade a 
rule which has been observed for years and sanctioned by the wise 
judgment of every House from the time when it was first adopted until 
now. Let us make no temporary expedient. Let us adhere to the 
mode of procedure we have adopted in reference to every other like 
proposition. Do not let us sanction such a deviation from the well- 
known rule of this House simply because the Senate has chosen to offer 
a single amendment to the House bill, when it is from beginning to 
end constructed of separate sections precisely like the House bill itself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to Rule XX: 


Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to 


that point. 

The Chair, in sending this amendment to the Committee of the Whole 
House, held this proposition if it had originated in the House would 
have had to go there. 

Let us inquire for a moment why should it go there. Why should 
this proposition be sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union? We find an answer to that in the third clause of 
Rule XXIII: 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or author- 
izing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability 
to the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be g0od at any 
time before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 

Mr. WILLIS. If my friend will permit me I will say this motion 
does not come exactly withinthatrule. It is only aquestion of a lump 
vote or a separate vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will try to show it does. This proposition is 
required to go to the Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of 
consideration. If considered, how is it to be considered? It is to be 
considered as every other appropriation bill is to be considered, and in no 
other way. We have had ruling after ruling on this proposition. The 
action of the Houseitself hasestablished the rule. How have we consid- 
ered every otherappropriation bill? Always byparagraphs. We have 
always considered an appropriation bill in that way and in no other. 
Each paragraph has been read. No one has claimed it should be con- 
sidered by sections, but by paragraphs, each one open to amendment 
and discussion. 


not to the Committee on Appropriations of the House, not to the {i (je, 
gentlemen who compose that committee in the House and the gent}. 
men who compose the committee at the other end of the Capito}, },,, 
to six gentlemen selected from the House, and allow them to enyay. 
indiscriminately in this important legislation. The purpose now js ;, 
take this matter out of the hands of the House and put it in the;, 
hands. I do notregard that as wise. To my mind it would be a mos; 
obnoxious procedure, and I hope the conclusion of the Chair wil! he jy 
opposition to such a dangerous principle in legislation. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, the rules of the House provide that t}. 
Senate amendments to these appropriation bills may be required unde, 
the point of order to have their first consideration in Committee of th, 
Whole. But, as has been well said by the chairman of the Committe. 
on Riversand Harbors, the House is now, in Committee of the Whole 
dealing with one amendment, and it is certainly within the proving 
of the committee to determine just how it will deal -with that one 
amendment, and the chairman should allow the committee to do it 

The question pressed by the opposition to this bill is that the con. 
mittee should not determine for itself how it will deal with that amend. 
ment of the Senate, but that the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole shall determine for the committee how the committee shal! de! 
with it. 

Now the gentleman from Iowa says that he is opposed to allowing y 
committee of conference to deal with so important and momentous , 
question as this; that it ought not to be allowed that liberty. I wan: 
to congratulate him and the gentleman from Indiana and others on their 
recent reform, if it be true that they are opposed to trusting a commit. 
tee of conference with thatpower. Iremember, sir, in the Forty-seventh 
Congress that the House was called to consider a tariff bill. A litt) 
bill to amend the internal-revenue Jaws went front this House to th 
Senate. The Senate struck out the House bill and sent a tariff bill back 
here as an amendment with seven times seventy distinct items. Tha: 
bill was never read in the House or in the Committee of the Whol 
The whole tariff with its schedules annexed, all of the items, hundreds 
and thousands of articles, and it never was read in this House, but was 
licked into form in the conference by these virtuous and careful gen- 
tlemen who are straining so at this gnat but who swailowed that came! 
without oiling at one great gulp, and it was fully and perfectly digested 
by them. While the distinguished gentleman from Pennsy]vania [ Mr 
RANDALL], though he may not have approved of the process by which 
the progeny of that conference was brought forth, yet he was so de- 
lighted with the measure that he has voted steadily and uniformly agains! 
all interference with it from that day to this. Why, if a conferenc 
committee can be trusted to coddle and nourish and fix up such a won- 
derful young one as that progeny proved to be, might it not be also 
trusted with a little river and harbor bill? 

May it not be trusted to deal with these questions of improvement 
of public works which the people believe to be of great importance 1 
the interest of cheap transportation. That went tothe extreme length o! 
We have here an amendment, so called, a single amendment. Ad- | the power of taxation, while this only involves a moderate measure of 
mit for the sake of argument that it is; but it is made up of more than | appropriations? The Committee of the Whole refused there, with the 
three hundred distinct clauses, each one providing an appropriation of | sanction of the chairman, to consider all those’ items of a tariff bil! and 
money. Is it not true then that this should be considered now just as | sent it into conference; and those gentlemen have “‘ pointed with pride’ 
it was originally? Does it change its status in any manner to call ita | to that delightful piece of wark ever since. Consistency is indeed ‘ 
single amendment? When we were considering the original bill one | jewel.’’ 
single section contained hundreds of clauses. No gentleman then con-| Now, the question simply is: Shall this committee be permitted to 
tended that the entire section should be considered as a whole. All | do what it has the righttodo? Iam gratified that the gentleman from 
admitted that it was to be considered in separate and distinct clauses, | Indiana [Mr. BrowNe], who is always frank and straightforward and 
and that was done. who has no concealments, has served such prompt notice on the friends 

Now, what is there in the rules of the House, what is there in our | of this measure that it is to be lost. We know it has been an open ¢e- 
mode of procedure here, that changes the character of this amendment | cret here for more than three weeks that this bill is to be lost. [t is to 
in gross, if you choose to call itso? It seems to me that thisisanim- | be adjourned upon. That is understood. 
portant question, one that the Chair ought to give grave consideration Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am credibly informed it will be !os' 
to. Wespent weeks of time in the consideration of this bill, and the | whether we adjourn upon it or not. 

Senate has done the same thing. It has carried at different times| Mr. DUNN. “I do not know when the gentleman became the con'- 
$18,000,000. Now itis proposed that this new bill, for it is new in view | dant of the President, nor how far he is authorized to speak for him: 
of its various clanses—not one of them appears before the House now | but let me inform the gentleman that if my voice can reach the friends 
as when we considered it; not one of them was before the Committee | of this measure, the enemies of it will have to find some way to 1‘- 
of the Whole when we considered the bill some two or three months | journ this Congress without the consent of a majority of this House 1! 
ago —but it is pro that all the legislation with regard to this new | it be done before this bill goes into conference and is finally voted upon 
and important bill shall be turned over to six gentlemen, members of | by each House. I call upon the friends of the measure here and now 
this House, in order that they may engage in trade and traflicin regard | to serve notice upon the managers who have preordained the defea' 
to their different measures, or those of which theyapprove. Isay, sir, | of this bill that no adjournment resolution can be voted upon in this 
it is not a wise procedure. There is no propriety in taking from the | House nor carried by a majority of this House till this bil! is finally 
aggregate membership of this House their power and vesting itin three, | acted upon. 

or four, or six other gentlemen, no matter how wise or judicious they I am ready to sit here all summer; and we will promise you a better 
may be. ‘Their wisdom and judiciousness is not equal to the aggre- | piece of work, too, than that monstrosity of the tariff of the Forty- 
gate wisdom of the entire House, and it is infinitely better for usin the | seventh Congress which you swallowed whole without the oiling fro 
consideration of this important measure that it should be before the | aCommitteeof the Whole. It will be a much better piece of work thn 
House in its aggregate capacity rather than turned over to two, or three, | that; and I hope the friends of this measure will stay here and fir'y 
or any other number of gentlemen, where in their haste, in their anx- | demand fair play. 

iety to secure some kind of action, they will be prevailed upon to give 
— assent to things their better judgment at other times would con- 

emn. 

I am utterly opposed to that kind of legislation. We might just as 

well remit the whole duty of making appropriations of this character, 


determine whether it will consider this amendment as an entirety 1" 
send it to a conference, instead of being compelled to go throuc!h '' 
item by item, for every item in the bill is in dispute. 


P 
I hope the chairman of this committee will permit the commiticc © 


The CHAIRMAN. | If the proposition raised by the point of orler 
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was an original one the Chair would have no hesitation in deciding upon 
it. But the precedents and rulings of the House to which the Chair 
will adhere are to the effect that this amendment of the Senate is one 
amendment and must be so considered by theHouse or the Committee 
of the Whole. 
The amendment will be read at length; and after it is read, pending 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WiLu1s] to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment, the Chair holds that a motion by any 
member to amend the amendment in any particular, to concur with an 
amendment, or to concur by striking out any paragraph in the amend- 
ment, is in order and takes precedence of the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to non-concur. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. What will be the rule of debate governing the consid- 
eration of those propositions ? 





The CHAIRMAN. The ordinary rule of debate, five minutes for 
and five minutes against. 4 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Idesire toask a parliamentary question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The Chair, as I understand, holds this 
is one amendment and must be treated as anentirety. But before the 
question is put on the motion to non-coneur and ask a committee of 
conference the Chair will entertain amotiontoamend. I want to know 
if the right to offer amendments will be extended to each independent 

ition in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Each and every paragraph in the bill the Chair 
thinks is subject to the motion of any member to concur with an 
amendment, or to concur in the amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment striking out any paragraph. | 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the Chair stated that general debate is cut off? 

The CHAIRMAN. No limit to general debate has yet been fixed. 
The debate which has been allowed has been on the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to limit general debate to 
one minute. 

Mr. McADOO. I wouldlike toamend that by making it two hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. In Committee of the Whole debate can be limited 
only by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILuis] to limit general debate to one 
minute? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. What timedoes the gentleman from Indiana propose? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am willing to agree to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApDoo}]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise for the purpose of speaking on the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill has not yet been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first read the Senate amendment, 
a, i; the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 

ILLIs]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the bill be now read through will another reading 
be necessary ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. It will, I should think, unless dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BAYNE. 

ight be necessary. 

t. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill bedispensed with, so that it may be read by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from Texas, 
in the judgment of the Chair there will be but one reading of the 
amendment. Itis one amendment; but when it has been read once it 
will not be necessary to again read it by paragraphs. But it is open 
and subject to amendment by paragraphs. 

Mr. DUNN. As the reading proceeds? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 


ment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Did I under- 
stand the Chair to refuse to put the request for unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with ? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair did not. 

_ Mr. REAGAN. Then are we to understand that when it is read once 
it is to be indiscriminately open to amendment everywhere? 

The . After the amendment of the Senate has been 
read it will be competent for any member of the House to offer an amend- 


ment to 
ean’ Clerk el ona concluded the reading of the Senate amend- 
ent. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to occupy more than 
& minute or two in the statement of the status of this bill. The Sen- 


That is what I apprehended—that another reading 


ate has amended the House bill in only five or six important particu- 
lars. It has, however, applied a scaling to the remaining par- 
of the bill as it left the House. Now, all the paragraphs.of 


this except some half a dozen have already been considered, first 
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by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this House, second by 
the Committee of the Whole of this House, and third by the House 
itself. Then on the passage of the bill and its transmission to the 
Senate, these various paragraphs have received full consideration in 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, then in the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and finally in the Senate itself. The final vote 
in the Senate as to all of these paragraphs except some half dozen re- 
sulted, as I have stated, in scaling down the House appropriations some 
25 per cent. 

The House committee upon receiving the Senate bill has thought 
proper, pursuing the customs and usages which have always prevailed 
in this House, to report in favor of a formal non-concurrence in each 
and every one of the Senate amendments, with a view to having a con- 
ference thereon. This is the sole question now pending before this 
Committee of the Whole—whether we shall non-concur in the whole 
of the Senate amendment or not. 

Now, I submit in good faith tothe members of this Committee of the 
Whole that even disregarding the fact that the Senate has adopted but 
one amendment, and has coupled with that a request for a conference, 
which it was hoped could be acceded to at once without referring the 
bill again to the committee of this House—waiving that, I say, in view 
of the usages which have prevailed and in view of the lateness of the 
hour at which this bill comes to us from the Senate, I think good judg- 
ment and good parliamentary proceeding will require that we take the 
same steps in reference to this bill that we took in regard to the naval 
bill, and which, I presume, we shall take in regard to the sundry civil 
bill, which may soon be over here with probably one hundred and fifty 
amendments, the fortification bill, and other general appropriation bills 
In other words, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors respectfully re- 
quest this House to have enough confidence in them to believe that they 
will protect the House, and allow a vote upon matters which have been 
put on by the Senate and which may be in dispute between the two 
Houses. 

With this view, Mr. Chairman, after this brief statement I now ask 
the Committee of the Whole to agree to some time within which gen- 
eral debate may be limited, if any gentleman has any suggestion to 
make upon that point. [A pause.] If no one desires general debate 
I ask unanimous consent that general debate be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that general debate upon the Senate amendment may be now 
closed. Is there objection ? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have nothing further to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate amendment is now before the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to amend by substi- 
tuting for the first section of the Senate bill what I send to the desk, 
which is simply the first section of the bill asit passed the House. My 
object is simply as each section comes up to introduce as an amend- 
ment exactly what the House adopted on the same subject, so that we 
may get back to our original bill and let the matter go into conference. 
This amendment covers over one thousand lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas moves to amend 
section 1 of the Senate amendment in the manner which will be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that 
the proposition be submitted to a vote without being read. It is sim- 
ply the corresponding provision of the House bill which we have already 
adopted. [Addressing Mr. Writis.] Do you want to make a motion? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
sition. 

Mr. WILLIS. As the gentleman from Arkansas withdraws his 
amendment, I now renew my motion for non-concurrence in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend the Senate amendment by strik- 
ing out lines 1195 to 1234 inclusive, being what is known as the Hen- 
nepin Canal provision. I make this motion because the House in Com- 
mittee of the Whole 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the amendment reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Then I withdraw my propo- 





Strike out the following: 

“The grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, its rights of way and all its ap- 
a and all right, title, and interest which the State of Dlinois may 

ave in any real estate heretofore ceded to the State of Illinois by the United 
States for canal purposes, made to the United States by an act of the general 
assembly of the State of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, be, and is hereby, ac- 
cepted on the terms and conditions specified in the act of the General Assembly 
of the State of Illinois. 

“* For the construction of a canal from the Illinois River at or near the town of 
Hennepin, in the State of Illinois, to the Mississippi River, at or above the mouth 
of Rock River, in said State, together with such feeders and other works that 
may be necessary to supply said canal with water, $225,000. Said canal shall be 
known as the lllinois and Mississippi River Canal, and shall be constructed on 
such route as may be determined by the Secretary of War: Provided, That it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to secure the right of way for 
such canal and feeders, to acquire the title to such lands as may be necessary 
by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance from the owners, if it can be 
done on reasonable terms; but if that shall be found impracticable, then the 
Secretary of War shall apply at any term of the circuit or district court of the 
United States for the northern district of Illinois to be held thereafter, at any 

neral or special term held in said district, and in the name of the United States 

nstitute and carry on proceedings to condemn such lands as may be necessary 
for right of way as aforesaid; and in such proceedings said court shall be gov- 
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erned by the laws of the State of Illinois, so far as the same may be applicable 
to the subject of condemning private property for public use: Provided further, 
That aaid canal shall be 80 feet wide at the water-line and 7 feet deep, with a 
capacity for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, with guard-gates, wasie-weirs, 


locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all other erections and fixtures that may 
be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said canal and feeder as spe- 
cified in said survey.” 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I make the point of order that it is 
not proper for the House to strike out a Senate amendment. It is in 
order to amend a Senate amendment, provided the amendment offered 
be strictly germane to the Senate amendment. A motion to non-con- 
cur or to concur is the motion properly in order; but an amendment 
germane to the Senate amendment may be submitted. Now, what 
would be the effect if the House should strike out the amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It would not be there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The amendment was.put there by 
the Senate; it would be there just as much as it is now, even if the 
Honse “Mould adopt the gentleman’s motion to strike out that portion 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state tothe gentleman from IIli- 
nois that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was not to 
strike out the Senate amendment. The Chair has already held that 
the amendment upon which the committee is acting is an entirety. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] simply moves to strike 
out a single paragraph in that amendment. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Chair will not rule on that for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to know just what position that 
ruling would leave this billin. Here is a Senate amendment that comes 
to us asan entirety. There is but one way to disagree to a Senate 
amendment, namely, to non-concur, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
| Mr. WILLIs] has made that motion. If the House refuses to non-con- 
cur, then concurrence necessarily follows. I read from the Digest, 
page 318: 

The question which first arises on a resolution, amendment, or conference re- 
port ison concurrence, And, as the negative of concurrence amounts to the 


affirmative of non-concurrence, no question is afterward put on the latter mo- 
tion, 


Now, suppose this House refuses to non-concur, then it concurs. I 
fail to see how this motion can be in order on a Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to take the position that the House has not the 
right to non-concur in a Senate amendment with an amendment ? 

Mr. CANNON. No; the House has a right to non-concur or rather 
concur in a Senate amendment with an amendment, but a motion to 
non-concur is the proper motion by which to disagree with the Senate. 

Mr. ROWELL. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. RANDALL] is made as an amendment to the motion to non-con- 
cur, and the substance of it would be to non-concur in all the amend- 
ments of the Senate, but especially to non-concur in this Hennepin 
Canal amendment. It is simply adding non-concurrence in the whole 
and non-concurrence in a part, and that certainly can not be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know any way except non-concurrence in 
which you can disagree to an amendment of the Senate. I will grant 
that if this whole matter went to conference upon a motion to non- 
concur in all the Senate amendments when it returned upon the report 
of the conference committee it would be in order for the House to re- 
cede or to insist as it might determine. But I will ask the Chair to 
think a minute and see what shape this bill will be in when it returns 
to the Senate. Suppose it were amended by striking out this part of 
the Senate amendment, will the Chair tell me how the report would 
be made to the Senate, or, in the first place, how it would be made to 
the House from the Committee of the Whole? ~ 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the matteris plain. I makea mo- 
tion to amend the amendment of the Senate, which takes precedence of 
the motion to non-concur. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if we give this 
matter a moment’s impartial examination we shall have no difficulty 
in arriving at a correct, and, as I believe, a true conclusion. The Rep- 
resentative from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I grant you, may make 
® motion to non-concur, but he does not seem to draw the distinction 
between a motion to non-concur and a motion to strike out. Let us 
Jook at the effect. If I make a motion that we do not concur and it 
prevails, that is one thing; but if I make also a motion to strike out, 
what istheconsequence? There is nothing then to be considered. The 
bill is absolutely killed. It is disposed of. We would take up then 
this river and harbor bill and commence at the first appropriation and 
move to strike that out. Very well. We would goto the and 
we would move to strike that out. Very well. So we would go on 
unti] we had strnck out each and every one of these provisions; and 
then what would there be to concur in ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nothing. 
Mr. MURPHY. Nothing. Then I ask, in all candor and sincerity, 
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what are we here for [laughter] if it is not to accomplish somethin, » 
I admit that some gentlemen here have just expressed, perh tps for the 
first time in their lives, a candid truth, but I am frank to say that | 
believe that my people sent me here for something, and did not send 
me here to be a nobody, for a nothing. I rose to call attention to the 
distinction between the motion to strike out and the motion to non- 
concur, and I hope the-Chair. will see the point. 

Mr. CANNON. A word more, Mr, Chairman. 

The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS} covers 
every line of this amendment and is a proposition on the part of the 
House to dissent entirely from the amendment of the Senate and ey ery 
part of it. The gentleman from Pennsylvania comes and makes a mo- 
tion, as my colleague well said, which in effect, if sustained, will non- 
concur by striking out this part of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House sent the bill to the Senate and th 
Senate non-concurred in every part of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you undertake to say when that amendment 


comes back it is not competent for this Committee of the Whole to 


amend that amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly it is competent to amend. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all I have done. 

Mr. CANNON. But your motion is of the same effect to that part 
of the Senate amendment as the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion to amend is prior to the motion to non- 
concur. The motion to non-concur is a mere recommendation to the 
House at best. 


Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is the House that non-concurs, it is the Com 
mittee of the Whole that amends. 

Mr. CANNON. I may be mistaken about this matter. Let me in- 
quire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania what will be the effect if the 
gentleman’s motion prevails? 

Mr. RANDALL. It will leave out this part of the amendment of 
the Senate 

Mr. CANNON. But would not this part of the amendment of th: 
Senate go nevertheless back to the Senate? 

Mr. RANDALL. It would not., 

Mr. CANNON. Would it not be in conference? 

Mr, RANDALL. It would be left out and it would be equiva- 
lent—— 

Mr. CANNON. Equivalent to what? 

Mr. MURPHY. The conference would have to consider the whole 
Senate amendment just as it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. When gentlemen get through and will talk one 
at a time I will try to answer them. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will allow me I will proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman 
from Illinois when the committee comes to order. 

Mr.CANNON. The effectof the amendment of the gentleman ‘10m 
Pennsylvania, or that which he calls an amendment, to strike out 
would be a disposition of this provisionof the Senate so as not to place 
it in conference, as he states. I undertake to say there is no mode of 
action by the House that would have that effect unless we concur wit) 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
House. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly we are in the Committee of the Whole: 
but what is competent to be done in the committee by way of recom- 
mendation to the House is competent to be done in the House when 
the bill is reported back. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no rule of the House which debars th 
Committee of the Whole amending the Senate amendment, whether in 
entirety by a single amendment or by a number of amendments. 

Mr. CANNON, What rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. Whether this is a single amendment or many 
amendments, each one of these appropriations is a distinctive, substan- 
tive proposition which the committee has the right to pass upon. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, but the Chair has just held that this Senate 
amendment must be treated asa whole. Su it is a single propo- 
sition. The Chair takes that view of it, and his decision stands. Lt 
us see how that works. The gentleman from Kentucky proposes to 
non-concur in theSenateamendment. Then the gentleman from |’en1- 
sylvania moves to strike out a part of that Senate amendment. *)- 
pose it pleases the committee to strike out and also to sustain the mot 00 
to non-concur and the House agrees to the amendments recommended. 
That lets in a motion not known to parliamentary law, and we wou! 
have non-concurrence in the whole of the Senate amendment ani 10 
effect non-concurrence in a part of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not know much about parliamentary Jaw, )u' | 
am interested in this bill. As I understand, it originated in the House 
and contains some thirty or forty pages. It was passed in this body 
and sent over to the Senate. It was returned from the Senate to ths 





We are in Committee of the Whole and not in the 





1886. 


House with the enacting clause stricken out. The Chair has decided 
what the Senate putin, which in substance is the entire House bill 
scaled down, is in fact but one amendment. 
ow, sir, as I understand parliamentary law as embodied in the rules 
of this House, if we should amend that amendmentof the 
Senate in any particular way it would not go to theSenate again. That 
fs to say, I do not understand that by an amendment we can send it 
pack to theSenate. On the other hand, if it was referred to a commit- 
‘re of conference, and thus pass out of the control of the House, when 
that committee reported it back again whether it would be in our power 
to amend it or not is a question; and what I want to know is whether, 
if the bill gets to a conference committee, and the committee of the 
House and Senate, having met, shall to report the bill back to the 
House—whether any gentleman on this floor will have an opportunity 
to disagree with that committee by offering the amendments he deems 
necessary to the bill ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I take it for granted that no one will assume we are 
considering this bill now as we were considering the original bill in the 
House, whereitis competent to move to strike out any particular clause 
of the bill. This bill already passed the House and has been sent 
to the Senate, where it was amended. We can not now strike out a 
clause of the bill, because if we strike it ont we have nothing to return 
to the Senate in lieu of it. It drops the whole matter out of the bill 
and leaves no mode of conferring between the two Houses upon the 
disagreement. Anamendment would be in order, of course, to move to 
non-concur with an amendment; but a motion to strike out would vio- 
late parliamentary law and the usage of the House, and would leave 
the bill, if it could be tolerated here, in such a shape that a member of 
either the House or the Senate could reintroduce the proposition in 
either body, and so the two Houses might be interminably striking out 
and putting in. There would never be a conclusion upon any legisla- 
tion. 

But what would be the effect of this motion to strike out if adopted ? 
You could not expect the Senate to accept our work without question, 
to strike out the amendment without giving them the privileges of a 
conference; and so I take it we are not going to commit the folly of 
striking out the clause when the question, and the only question, is 
upon concurrence, non-concurrence, or concurrence with an amend- 
ment. : 

These are the only three motions, as I suppose the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania knows, in this condition of the bill that can be enter- 
tained at this time—that is, to non-concur, to concur, or to concur or 
non-concur with an amendment. 

Now in relation to the inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Scotr] last on the floor, as to whether if this goes into conference 
it would be in the power of the House to control the question as to 
the shape in which the bill shall finally pass, let me say to him that 
the conference reports as they are submitted to the House are always 
subject to its control; and I am very free to say if upon a conference a 

ion of the amendment of the Senate is not stricken out I will not 
vote for the bill. While I am anxious to have a proper bill, yet I do 
not propose to engage in the folly of undertaking here in this manner 
to strike out an amendment of the Senate, the result of which would be 
that the Senate would put it in again, if indeed (the House acting in 
such adiscourteous manner), the Senate would consider the action of the 
House at all. And they would be perfectly justifiable, because if we 
strike this out and then send the bill back to the Senate with such an 
amendment as that, I take it they will treat it as a discourtesy, and in 
that respect further proceedings between the two Houses on this question 
would terminate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why, the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union might strike out various paragraphs so as to make the Sen- 
ate amendments acceptable to the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
treats this as one amendment, and that his motion would be an amend- 
ment to the amendment. Now, I believe the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania himself and certainly some other gentlemen on the floor contended 
that we must consider this bill in Committee of the Whole by clauses as 
we did theoriginal bill, but not with the power to strike out the particu- 
lar clauses. I do not think we could do that. I defer, of course, to 
the superior parliamentary knowledge of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania, but I do not wish to take a course which, in my opinion, is un- 
justified by parliamentary law, and which will induce the Senate to 
regard as ore discourtesy this action on the part of the House, an 
action w I apprehend they will not be likely to tolerate. If there 
is an amendment to a clause, why that amendment to it; but 
do not undertake to strike out the whole clause inserted by the Senate, 
for it seems to me that is not the way in which we ought to proceed; 
and I have no doubt if we attempt to do so it will lead to unpleasant 


I think all these questions should go into conference, and that is the 
“ee to dispose of them. 
. ER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this contro- 

























versy is more as to the form of expression than as to the substance of 


the matter. Byreference to Jefferson’s Manual, page 273 of our Digest, 
XVII——453 


ment; the Senate insist on it; 
ate adhere to their amendment; the House adhere to their disagreement. 


a motion to agree or disagree. 
other with an amendment. 
with an amendment. 
ment, that being only in the second and not in the third degree, &c. 


bor bill andj sent it to the Senate. 
enacting clause and inserted practically a new bill. 
gards this as one amendment. 
upon, must predicate its amendment on the fact that we agree to some- 
thing the Senate has done with an amendment thereto. 
motion of thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is to move 
to agree with the Senate amendment with the following amendment 
thereto, to strike out the lines he has indicated. 
tion before the Senate. 
agree to the amendment of the Senate with an amendment thereto 
striking out so many dollars and inserting so many dollars, being an 
intimation to the Senate that we want to raise or lower the amount in 
their amendment. 
get is an expression of the opinion of the two Houses as to each of these 
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it will be seen that this subject of amendment between the two Houses 
is very simple and easily understood. 


For instance: 
When either House, the House of Representatives for example, sends a bi}! 


to the other, the other may pass it with amendments, 


That is just what has been done here, The chairman holds that it 


is but one amendment. 


The regular progression in this case is: that the House disagree to the amend- 


the House insist on their disagreement; the Sen- 


Which, of course, produces a disagreement between both Houses and 


a consequent loss of the bill. We have not reached that stage yet. But 
further: 
A motion to amend an amendment from the other House takes precedence of 


A bill originating in one House is passed by the 
The originating House agree to their amendment 
The other may agree to their amendment with an amend- 


Now the condition is just this. The House passed this river and har- 

The Senate struck out all after the 
The chairman re- 
The House, to have a text to build 


The proper 


That brings the ques- 
Another amendment will be offered that we 


It is simply a matter of form. What we want to 
items. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the gentleman how many times can 
we agree to the Senate amendment with an amendment? Can we do 
it three hundred times? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We are now in Committee of the Whole House. 
When our report is made by the chairman of the committee it will be 
that the Committee of the Whole recommend that the House concur 
with the Senate amendment with the following amendments thereto; 
and that brings the whole subject before the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit that we have to follow the rules. Accord- 
ing to the theory of the gentleman from Illinois you can attach three 
hundred and odd amendments to a single amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. What I have submitted provides a plainer and 
more direct mode of arriving at what is desired. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairis ready todecide. The motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is the ordinary motion 
to amend the Senate amendment. The Senate amendment is open to 
amendment under the rules of the House, and if it be amended, either 
by striking out certain words or by inserting certain other words, that 
sends the entire proposition toa conference if one be ordered, including, 
of course, the amendments of the House to the amendment of the Senate. 
It is simply an expression of the House for the first time on the new 
matter inserted in that amendment which has been sent to the House 
by theSenate. The Chair holds the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not wish to detain the committee with debate 
on this proposition. All of us understand what it is for, what it means, 
and the amount involved. So far as I am concerned Iam content with 
asking a vote. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iespecially ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania not 
to make this motion. The motion I have made, I think, with all due 
deference to him, includes that motion; the whole includes the part. 
The motion I am instructed unanimously by the committee to make is 
that we non-concur; and I respectfully request him to allow this mat- 
ter to go with the others non-concurred in to the committee of confer- 
ence, and the House will ata later period have a better opportunity 
than now for a fair and full expression of opinion. I hope he will not 
press that motion at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House by a very marked vote declined to in- 
sert this paragraph. Now if the House has changed its mind in this 
particular I do not know why it should not have that right of expres- 
sion which a vote on this amendment will give. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is laboring under a mistake, The House has not declined to insert 
this paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee did. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The House refused to consider the prop 


. Osition. 


Mr. WILLIS. I will state that this was not in the river and harbor 
bill. . The gentleman from Pennsylvania is thinking of the action ina 
prior session. 

Mr. RANDALL. . Perhaps. 

Mr. WILLIS. Atthissession the proposition was brought in by the 
Committee on Railwaysand Canals, and had a day for its consideration. 
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Mr. MURPHY. And received a majority of 14. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Only a majority for consideration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I raised the question of consideration 
myself on the Hennepin Canal bill. 

Mr. MURPHY. That vote showed it had a majority on this floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us see whether it has now or not. 

Mr. BAYNE obtained the floor. 





Mr. NEECE. I rise to a question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. NEECE. The gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. WILLIs] moves 


to non-concur in the entire Senate amendment. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] moves to strike out acertain item, which 
in effect isanon-concurrence. Therefore the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania does not have priority over the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. I insist the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky has priority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Theattack made upon the Hennepin Canal is the at- 
tack made upon the bill. It is intended to involve the bill in difficul- 
ties and prevent its passage. It is perfectly known to my colleague 
from Philadelphia who has made this attack that he can have an oppor- 
tunity of voting on the Hennepin Canal. When this bill comes from 
the conference it is perfectly well known if it be the desire to strike 
out the Hennepin Canal it can be stricken out. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. When it comes from a conference com- 
mittee it is voted upon as a whole. 

Mr. BAYNE. It comes back here and the items of the report of the 
committee of conference will be taken up and considered seriatim, and 
a vote can be taken upon this if the House chooses to take it. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, the purpose is to attack this bill and to involve 
it in difficulties so as to prevent the passage of any river and harbor 
bill. Therefore, in my opinion, the friends of this bill should stand 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The committee intend to 
ask for a vote of non-concurrence in the Senate amendments thereto, 
then put the bill into the hands of a committee of conference, and let 
that committee report to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; and when that committee reports you will 
have to take the report as a whole. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. If the Hennepin Canal is objectionable 
to a majority of the members of the House they can vote the report 
down; or the conference report can be sent back to the committee by 
a vote of the House with instructions to strike out the Hennepin 
Canal. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are other objectionable items in the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘Thereare other ways by which a vote can be reached 
if that be the purpose in view, but the real purpose is to involve this 
bill in difficulties and prevent its passage. ‘Therefore I again ask the 
members of the House who are in favor of a river and harbor bill to 
stand by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which is going to move 
to non-concur, put the bill into the hands of a conference committee, 
and get it back here upon their report within afew days. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr, Chairman, I have only to say that this is the 
only time I see when we can have a vote upon the Hennepin Canal dis- 
tinct from other propositions. The result of the action that is proposed 
here is to put this in with the rest of the propositions in this bill and 
make the others carry the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman has no more authority to make that 
statement than he would have to make a like statement about the items 
in any other appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, it is generally so with these appropriation 
bills. Whatlwantistogeta distinct vote upon the Hennepin Canal, and 
I do not see any other mode of getting it than the one I have suggested. 

Mr.WILLIS. There is a mode provided by the rules which has been 
already suggested. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iwish toask my colleague whether 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has jurisdiction over canals. 

Mr. BAYNE. We have, over a number of them. 

Mr. MURPHY. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his ques- 
tion? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURPHY. 
bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The River and Harbor Committee 
have no jurisdiction over that subject, and they did not put the Hen- 
népin Canal into the bill, because they had not jurisdiction. Now, I 
believe the sense of this committee is to have a direct vote upon such 
propositions as this one, but I do not see how we can ever get a vote 
upon the Hennepin Canal unless we get it now. 
vored the river and harbor bill, but I have always voted against the 
Hennepin Canal scheme, and I propose, if I can get a chance, to vote 
against it again; and if it goes into this bill in this way, and weare 
obliged to vote ay or no upon the bill as a whole, although for years 
{ have voted for river and harbor bills, yet I may feel it in my conscience 
a duty to vote against this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


Yes, sir. 
There are only nine canals in this river and harbor 


I move tostrike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
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man, I am very much surprised at the attitude of the opponents of the 
Hennepin Canal. I donot count the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. RANDALL] as specially an opponent of the Hennepin Canal, be- 
cause he did all he could to defeat this bill when that project was not 
in it at all, and therefore I assume that he assails this outwork because 
he thinks that is the easiest way to breach the main line of the bil! 
I say I am very much surprised that members here are afraid to vote 
in favor of the proposition submitted by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. That motion is a motion against the Hen- 
nepin Canal; it is a motion to non-concur. is not that enough? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh, yes; but we know what it means. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; we know what all the other schemes here 
mean. We know what the scheme means to throw this bill into gen 
eral debate, and, strangely enough, it happens to be proposed and sup 
ported by gentlemen who opposed the bill all the way through. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman I am not attempting 
to embarrass this bill by debate. On the contrary, I ask for a vo 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand; but if the gentleman’s propos 
tion be agreed to, it at once alienates a large vote upon this floor from 
the proposition of the chairman of the committee to non-concur and 
send the bill to a committee of conference; not that it will ultimate!) 
harm the bill. 

I am glad to see gentlemen who pride themselves upon their record 
at home, and who put into their platform upon which they seek 1 
election to Congress the high proposition that they have voted always 
against this river and harbor bill, now suddenly interesting themselves 
in trying to bring the bill back to the same place where it was when 
they voted against it. 

The proposition of the Committee on Riversand Harbors is to let tis 
whole proposition—without committing the committee at all, for the) 
have not considered the Hennepin Canal, have had nothing to do with 
it one way or another—to let the whole subject of this bill go to a com 
mittee of conference. For what purpose? That we may get along 
with our business, that we may not project the question here into 
debate in Committee of the Whole, which may last for the next two 
weeks. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, at this time, under the five-minute 
rule and with debate soon to be cut off, I do not propose to discuss the 
merits of the Hennepin Canal; and I should not have said one wor 
but for what struck me as the unkind and uncalled-for words of th 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEImLL]. Of course I have de- 
cided views about the propriety of the Hennepin Canal improvement 
I believe that no friend of this bill can make an argument for it that 
will not apply in every respect in favor of this proposed improvement 
There is but one ground on which to place these river and harbor im 
provements, and that is that they are instrumental in affording the 
necessary competition to secure a proper regulation of freight charges 
upon the products of the West and the East, the North and the Sout!) 

Ata proper time, if I should have opportanity, I will discuss th 
merits of that question. I desire only to say now to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, representing in part that great commercial au 
manufacturing center Philadelphia, who has appealed to me as well as 
to all other members on behalf of the interests of his State in favor 0! 
wise and statesmanlike legislation affording appropriations for the wa- 
ter ways and other improvements of this country and for the merchant 
marine and for the Navy of the nation, that in my opinion he does not 
do himself justice when he rises here in his place and instead of seek- 
ing to produce argument showing the unwisdom of this appropriation 
uses that stale, common, ordinary term, which anybody can cry out 
against any measure, by denouncing it as a ‘‘steal.’’ The cheapes' 
man who pretends to statesmanship, or would even make a vain essay 
toward it, can daily and hourly indulge in that kind of characteriza- 
tion of any or all appropriations. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this bill with these amendments wil! 
take theordinary course. Whatisthat? That the House at this stage 
of the session non-concur in the whole of this Senate amendment in «!! 
its paragraphs; let the conferees meet and see wherein they can agree, 
and so far as they can agree, with or without amendment, make report 
to this House for approval or disapproval in whole or in part. All we 
ask for the Hennepin Canal proposition is the same treatment that othe: 
portions of the bill receive. If the enlightened representatives of six‘) 
million people do not believe that this is a wise proposition, then |«' 
it be rejected; but let it be accorded the poor courtesy which is ha!) 
ually accorded to every other measure. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON} wi! 
allow me to call his attention to the fact that if my amendment shou! 
prevail in Committee of the Whole there is no reason why a vote shou!! 
not be taken upon it in the House. .. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, my friend from |!!! 
nois [Mr. Cannon] has been talking about something that he did 10 
understand. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I listened to the gentleman carefully 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If he or any other member of ti 
House ever heard me use such a word as ‘‘steal’’ in any discussio" 
in which I have taken part in this House I should like to know it. ! 








1886. 


spoke of this ition as a ‘‘scheme;’’ and I did not in that mean 
anything offensive to the friends of the proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to say that I was close 
to him when he spoke, and understood him to use the other word. I 
am very glad to learn that he did not, and withdraw all that I said 
touching that point. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am very glad the gentleman has 
withdrawn it. Now, if he is so anxious to have the sense of the House 
upon the question of appropriating money for the Hennepin Canal, let 
him have the vote hereandnow. Thatis the statesmanlike way to meet 
thequestion. Ifthe majority of this House should vote that this prop- 
osition is properly in the bill, let it remain there. I am sure I will 





yield to the decision of the majority. But, sir, it is not for the gentle- | 


man to give me a lecture as to what I should or should not do as a rep- 
resentative of the commercial city of Philadelphia. I represent a com- 
mercial city; he represents an inland community of a great and powerful 
State. Ido not know whether by voting for the appropriation for the 
Hennepin Canal he is helping to solve the question of freights from the 
West totheseaboard. Another proposition involving that question will 
come up in a few days, and he can then be heard. Why, sir, this day 
the water ways of the country settle the question of the freight on rail- 
roads. That is a well-known proposition. 

Mr.DUNHAM. Theliberality ofthe gentleman’sconstituentsshould 
induce him to vote for this proposition. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Weshall see how that is when we come 
to a vote. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the pro forma amendment 
of the gentleman fiom Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] as withdrawn. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I renew the proforma amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, ithas been confidently asserted that if the House 
non-concur in the Senate amendment and the bill goes to a committee 
of conference, when the same is reported back to this House we can have 
a separate vote upon this proposition. This isa mistake. We can not 
have a separate vote upon it. It will be too late. My colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has stated the mattercorrectly. In the 
Thirty-ninth Congress it was decided that a separate vote could not be 
taken upon different propositions contained in a conference report, but 
that it must be adopted or rejected as awhole. (Congressional Globe, 
volume 1, Thirty-ninth Congress, page 4287.) The only way out of 
this dilemma isin the manner suggested by my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and therefore I ask for a vote on his amend- 
ment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SOWDEN, by unanimous consent, withdrew his pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, addressed the committee. 
pendix. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. RANDALL’s amendment. 

Mr. RAND \LL demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 93. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL and Mr. HENDERSON, of 
Illinois, were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 109. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sothe amendment is rejected. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the paragraph beginning with 
line 1098 and ending with 1120. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage Lake 
and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal 
Railway and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
oe way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan, and to 

e the same « free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and navi- 
gation, $262,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That before 
said moneys shall be expended the Secretary of War shall cause an examination 
to be made by a board of three engineers to ascertain and report upon the im- 
portance and value of the free use of said two harbors of refuge and the water 
communications across Keweenaw Point to the commerce and navigation of 
the Lakes, and the reasonableness of the price thereof,and shall have received 
from said board a report favorable to such purchase by the United States, and 
also upon full and absolute conveyance to the United States of said two harbors 


of refuge, canals, easements, rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of 
every nature belonging to and connected with said works, or either of them. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the canal here designated as the 
Portage Lake and River Improvement Company, or rather the Portage 
Lake and Lake Michigan Canal, was a work constructed under an act of 
Congress which was passed in 1865, by which 200,000 acres of land were 
= to the State of Michigan with which to construct the 
work, 

The canal was constructed and the other enterprises named in the 
pending amendment. It was equivalent to a grant, as estimated at that 
— of a million dollars for the construction of the canal alone. Itis 

W proposed, inasmuch as the purposes of the work have been ina 
large degree accomplished, as I understand, to transfer it back to the 
Government at a cost of $265,000; a work constructed by a public 


[See Ap- 
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grant, a private estate in the State of Michigan, and yet itis now pro- 
posed, notwithstanding its origin, that the sum of $265,000 shall be 
paid out of the public Treasury, and the Government shall go on and 
take charge of the work. Ido not think, sir, that this ought to be 
done. 

The State of Michigan, I should have said, transferred these lands 
to a corporation; the corporation constructed the canals and now owns 
the works. Whether this subject was considered by the House Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors I am not able to say. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me inform the gentleman that it was considered 
and was not put into the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam glad to hear it. Iam informed by the chair- 
man of the committee that the subject was considered and not deemed 
proper to be inserted in the bill. It is a barefaced transaction, where 
a work constructed principally by the Government, with its resources, 
is to be made the source of large profit to the gentlemen to whom the 
bounty of the Government was transferred. 

Mr. MOFFATT. Mr. Chairman, I do not wishat thistime to go into 
a discussion of the merits of this question. If the gentleman from In- 
diana would ask the committee to pursue the same course with this prop- 
osition that was pursued with the other, namely, to let it go into con- 
ference, then when it comes back before the House I shall be perfectly 
willing to go with him in detail over the subject and point out what [ 
believe to be its merits. I shouid be glad to have an opportunity to 
give to this House, as I believe I can, a full statement of what I regard 
as the most meritorious proposition in this bill as embodied in this 
clause of the Senate amendment. But I donot wish to detain the com- 
mittee at this time; and I think that upon further investigation, in fact 
I have nodoubtof it, the gentleman will agree to take that position him- 
self. Iask the committee now, without deiaining it further, not to 
strike out the provision, but to give it fair play and let it take its course 
in the committee of conference with the rest of the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I object, Mr. Chairman, to these motions to strike 
out particular portions of the Senate amendment, for the reason that 
they are subject to the objection that they do not take these things out 
of the conference one way or the other. The motions are misleading; 
and I shall vote against motions to strike out. And yet I may be per- 
mitted to say that if this provision is retained in the bill, or the one 
which was just voted upon a few moments ago, I should vote against 
the whole bill when it comes back to the House. But because these 
propositions to strike out are misleading and make men vote against 
their judgment one way or the other [am opposed to them. The 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors proposes to non- 
concur in all of the amendments. That brings the whole subject into 
a conference. If there is a separate motion upon each item it simply 
means non-concurrence, and I do not think it is the proper way to get 
at the consideration of the subject. 

Mr. WILLIS. The Senate put some four or five very important 
amendments on this bill; and I am sure that I express the unanimous 
opinion of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors when I say that they 
have no desire, and if they had the desire they would not dare to ex- 
ercise it, to accomplish through a conference committee anything that 
could not be accomplished formally and openly upon the floor of the 
House. We not only will not decline a vote on these several matters, 
but I believe I express the opinion of every member of the committee 
when I say we will invite a vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the House? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. When? 

Mr. WILLIS. After the conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When did I understand the gentleman to say ? 

Mr. WILLIS. After we have reported the result of the conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But then the gentleman knows a separate vote 
could not be had. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman understands the fact that the com- 
mittee can come back into the House and a separate vote be taken upon 
each one of these propositions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We have no other purpose in view. 

Mr. WILLIS. We want a majority of the House to act upon these 
matters in detail. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors would not 
dare to put anything into the bill or take anything out except by a 
fair untrammeled vote of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will you consent toa separate vote as to the Wash- 
ington flats? 

Mr. WILLIS. There will be no objection to a separate vote as to all 
of these four or five Senate amendments. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How as to the changes in reference to the 
Mississippi River Commission? 

Mr. WILLIS. As to that I am not prepared to speak. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that as to all the new mat- 
ters put in this bill by the Senate, the Portage Canal, the Hennepin 
Canal, and the other three measures which are the most important— 
with the understanding they are to be all reported to the House for 
action as separate and independent measures, so that votes can be taken 
in the House instructing the conferees on the part of the House, it seems 
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to me the better plan would be to acquiesce in what is desired by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DUNN. Does not that result necessarily follow anyhow? Even 
if you strike out the item here, it goes into conference anyhow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is an instruction to the conferees. 

Mr. DUNN. Then when the committee of conference reports an 
agreement or disagreement the House must pass on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no legislation so subject to severe con- 
demnation as that forced on the two Houses of Congress by conference 
committees. It is the most pernicious of all species of our legislation; 
and I am always glad to see conferees distinctly instructed. And I 
am surprised that so old and wise a legislator as the gentleman from 
Texas (3 Mr. REAGAN] should not himself have seen the importance of 
a frank expression on the part of the House as to each one of these im- 
portant Senate amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want that expression; but I want it to be ina 
form that would be effective. I do not want it to go through a blank 
form that does no good and takes time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would do good to instruct the conferees as to the 
sentiment of the House in regard to the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. You have done that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You have not. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] voted against striking that out, but says he would vote 
against the bill if it finally contained that proposition; and other gen- 
tlemen have acted on the principle by which the gentleman from Texas 
is governed. These votes are misleading. They do not represent the 
sentiment of the House, and do a vast amount of injury to the confer- 
ees on the part of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Itis for that reason I wish the question taken on non- 
concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that each of these several 
important amendments attached to the bill by the Senate shall come 
back to the House in the only way they can properly come—upon re- 
ports from the conference committee showing disagreement between the 
two Houses, so that a vote can be taken here—I suggest the true plan 
is to adopt the motion of non-concurrence. Otherwise the conferees 
would be put at a disadvantage 

Mr. KING. The motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
covers that. That is what we have been wanting to do all the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I renew my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to understand if any agreement has been 
arrived at. Ifso, I want to except one proposition. It was understood 
we were going to pass separately upon each of these propositions and 
settle them so far as the conference was concerned between the two 
Houses. We have now acted upon one of them and settled it by re- 
moving it from conference. If the action of the committee is ratified 
by the House that takes Hennepin out of the conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then what is the use of this vote? I thought 
we were testing the sense of the committee and of this House so as to 
instruct the conferees when they went to deliberate. If that is not 
what we are doing, what are we doing ? 

Mr. WILLIS. We are trying to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the House has agreed to that much of the 
Senate bill and taken it out of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as the Hennepin Canal matter is concerned 
the battle has only begun. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
[Mr. HoLmMAN]. 

I have not occupied the attention of the House or the committee for, 
I believe, a single minute in the discussion of the river and harbor bill, 
and I now renew the amendment of my colleague that I may have the 
opportunity of talking upon this subject only for the brief term of five 
minutes. It strikes me that this legislation is anomalous. It ts 
some extraordinary features. The House the river harbor 
bill appropriating for a very large number of rivers and harbors and 
breakwaters, and I believe for the improvement of some existing canals. 
‘That bill went totheSenate. It has been returned from the Senate with 
an amendment striking out every line of the original bill and returning 
to us, in the shape of an amendment, an entirely new proposition. The 
Senate has added some subjects not contained 4 the original bill. 

It has added something to the amount of appropriations contained 
in the bill. It has taken off, I believe, in some instances a portion of 
the appropriations made in ‘that bill.’ And after it has considered 
patiently, considered maturely, deliberated upon the necessities of this 
kind of service, only appropriating in each instance so much 
as that body supposed was demanded by the exigency of the case—for 
I take it for granted that in the judgment of that body Stappropriated 
ne more for any particular river or harbor than by it for 
the purpose of making the proposed inquevenent—-beh after having 
fone over this whole field, embracing three hundred and fifty-five a 

ects, it then _ roposes to reduce the whole lump by reducing the ap- 
weonistions per cent. It is an acknowledgment, it seems to me, 


I renew the amendmentof my colleague 
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that in the original appropriations as they were considered there is ay 
extravagance of at least 25 per cent. 

And it is becanse of these extravagances that I have at all times re- 
fused to vote for river and harbor appropriations. I have, however, an- 
other serious objection to this bill. It proposes to buy from private 
corporations some old canals that have ceased, I presume, to be profit- 
able to their ee it proposes to buy breakwaters from private cor- 
porations. It not onl fare to improve the three hundred and fifty- 
five subjects of the bill, natural water ways as I suppose, but it proposes 
to enter into the purchase of old improvements and also to inaugurate 
some new ones. I do not mean the inauguration of improvements upon 
the natural water ways, but the inauguration of a system of interna! 
improvements. Gentlemen talk about the necessity of having a com- 
petitor with the railroad corporations in the matter of freight. I re- 
member that a few years ago Indiana entered upon asystem of internal 
improvements which came very near bankrupting the State, and, rich 
as this nation is, great as are its revenues and its sources of wealth, you 
are entering upon a system which, if not arrested, may bankrupt this 
magnificent Republic of ours. You are introducing that system upon 
this bill. This is the beginning of it, and what we do here is to be used 
as a precedent for what is to come hereafter. 

It is not the Hennepin Canal that I am opposed to; it is the system 
under which it is to be built; it is the precedent that will be estab- 
lished; for when you have made the Hennepin Canal, Indiana wil! come 
here and ask that its old canal across to the Ohio River shall be pur- 
chased and that the contents of the national Treasury shall be emptied 
out to pay for the construction of that important highway for the com- 
merce of that State and of the Northwest. And so with other States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] withdraw his 
motion? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the committee seem to acquiesce in 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] in re- 
gard to the important amendments put upon this bill by the Senate, 
which are entirely new propositions; but as to the propositions which 
are not new, but simply amended by the Senate, they seem to stand upon 
a different ground. Now, the Senate has made very important changes 
in the provisions of the House bill in regard to the improvements of th» 
Mississippi River from the head of the passes to Cairo. It seems to 
me, therefore, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or rather the 
conferees on the part of the House, will wish instructions upon that sub- 
ject, and I hope that they will have the benefit of instructions. I think 
the sentiment of the House is that the Mississippi River Commission 
shall be dispensed with, and that a part of the works oe on the 
river shall be completed so as to test the efficiency of the plan. |, 
therefore, submit an amendment to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is proposed to concur in the Senate amendment with the following amen.- 
ment,to wit: Strike out all of the Senate amendment after the word * war,” in 
line 1405, down to and including the word “ banks,” in line 1435, and insert the 


following : 
‘Improving Mississippi River from the head of the tothe mouth of the 


Ohio: ‘Continuin improvement, $2,250,000; which eum shail be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of war.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that the meaning of this amendment may 
be fally understood, I ask that the portion of the Senate amendment 
which it is proposed to strike out be read for the information of the 
H 


ouse, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman state whether it lea, es 
the proposition just as it stood in the House bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does, except in this: The House expressly pro- 
Mescnle that the work should not be done under the supervision of the 

ississippi River Commission, while the Mississippi River Commniission 
ie entirely omitted from the amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman’s statement 
will obviate the necessity of reading the portion of the amendment that 
is to be struck out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not atall, because the committee will see when it 
is read that the Senate have gone entirely away from anything that was 
germane to that of the bill. 

Mr. KING. Senate have simply restored the clause as it has 
always been in the river and harbor bill. 

The portion of the cneniment poop to be struck out was read, : 
follows: 

In sasautanee with the lans. specifications, and recommendations of the 


Mississippi ae : Provided, That no portion of this appropriation 
event ary to hands build le for the purpose of reclaiming |: ands 
or preventing injury to la vees 


= vate property by overflows: Provided, how 
ever, rized to repair and build levees if, in their 
j Sank: Teed Roden nat attire niin toateed eiubena sadsty 10 1° 
and commerce of the river and to dee moe channel: And provided 

cepgn tines of 50 math of an ropriation as may be re- 

quired’ to ee the improvement of Plum Po nt al Lake Providence 
reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and maintenance of the levees 
Sacco as aye © the height of 2 feet above the flood of 1882, and to 
required to bring the le works of contraction to such extent as may be 
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Commission and adopted by Congre™* 
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me 2, part 3, page 2733: And provided further, That no works of bank pro- 
ae or revetment shall be executed in said reaches or elsewhere until after 
it shall be found that the completion of the permeable contracting works and 
uniform width of the high-water channe! will not secure the desired stability of | 
the river banks. 


} 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested that this prop- | 
osition of mine is not in proper form, and I therefore withdraw the | 
proposition ** to concur with the following amendment,”’ and offer what 
I now send to the desk as an amendment, simply striking out and in- 
serting. I ask that the amendment be read as modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of the Senate amendment after the word “ war,” in line 1465, 
down to the word “ banks,” in line 1435, and insert the following: 

Byte That the money appropriated by this act for the improvement of 
the M ppi River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, except so much thereof as shall be necessary to expend in preventing 
the works in on other portions of the river from waste and injury, shall 
be expended in the continuation and completion of the works on the Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches of the river now in progress of improvement, as 
established by the Mississippi River Commission, to the end that the proposed 
im ent of said two reaches of the river on which the works are in progress 
shall be completed at an early day and the plan of said commission for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river fully tested.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen that the last provision inserted by 
the Senate is not interfered with by the proposed amendment; the im- 
seg! ta for at Vicksburg, Memphis, Columbus, Ky., New 
Orleans, other points are left as proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, it is strange to me that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN] and others who are opposed to this bill 
and who are seeking to destroy it, after they have found they were 
about to be “‘hoist by their own petard”’ on the plan of procedure 
which they had adopted, should have surrendered everything else to 
the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors except this item in relation to the Mississippi River. I do not 
know whether the Mississippi River is too little for improvement or too 
big for improvement. Itis clearat all events that it is to be strangled. 

Now, the committee is a little confused as to the effect of these votes 
which we are ee We must keep in mind that we have but one 
Senate amendment before us; that if all these different items are amend- 
ments, then a failure to change one or a vote of the House agreeing to 
it, as we voted on the Hennepin Canal, takes that out of conference. 
The gentleman from Indiana { Mr. HOLMAN] shakes his head. I think 
perhaps it will go to the conference anyhow; and then the vote amounts 
to nothing. 

The gentleman from Indiana says that he wants the committee of con- 
ference instructed. That would violate all the proprieties of a confer- 
ence. Senators coming to confer with the managers on the part of the 
House would refuse to confer in such a case, because by instruction the 
freedom of conference is destroyed. Our managers should go into con- 
ference free, untrammeled, uninstructed. They should meet the Sen- 
atorial managers in a free conference. 

The House a bill with certain provisions; the Senate amended 
it. All that is to be done is to concur or non-concur with or without 
amendment; and this effort here to throttle and strangle and smother 
the Mississippi River item is not fair or just or right. The motion of 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to send the whole 
mass into conference non-concurred in is the only proper, logical, sen- 
sible course. I call upon the friends of the bill to stand by the chair- 
man of the committee and absolutely vote down any and all amend- 
ments, thus sending the whole bill into conference. 

Ihave confidence in the chairman of the committee and those who may 
be chosen as managers with him on the part of the House. I know that 
they understand, after the ten days or two weeks’ consideration which 
we had of this bill, what the sense of the House is; or if they have for- 
gotten it, all they have to dois to refer to that debate; for substantially 
all the items sent here by the Senate as amendments were considered 
in Committee of the Whole in the form of amendments offered to the 
House bill. The House voted upon nearly or quite allof them. There 
is but one logical course; and that is to stand by the chairman of the 
committee and vote down every amendment offered, and send the whole 
measure into conference. I have no doubt that the chairman of the 
committee and his co-managers will bring back to the House al! that 
they are satisfied does not meet the concurrence of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move pro forma to amend by striking out 
the last word. The Senate has amended materially the biil as it went 
from the House. It has made a radical change in the provision relating 
to the Mississippi River. Now, in order that the bill may get into con- 
ference as soon as ible, Isuggest that this amendment take the same 
course with reference to other amendments. 

_ I want an opportunity to vote upon it. I may be mistaken, but my 
impression and belief are that if the work of constructing these levees 
could be done for nothing it had better not be done at all. It will 
cost at least $100,000,000 to construct them, and probably $10,000,000 
—— thereafter to maintain them. 

Mr, DUNN. 
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derstanding that we shall have an opportunity to vote upon it when 
the question comes back. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Withthe understanding that this subjectshall come 
to the House in such a form as to give the House a vote on this prop- 
osition, I do not insist upon a vote now. 

Mr. WILLIS. The great body of this amendment of the Senate— 
two thirds of it—is identical with what the House passed. It there- 
fore does not stand upon the same footing with the four or five other mat- 
ters which have been mentioned. I beg the gentleman to let the mat- 
ter go, assuring him that the committee will endeavor to reach an 
adjustment satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] mustsee 
that here there is a proposed application of money directly and imme- 
diately to the building of levees. 

Mr. DUNN. For the improvement of navigation. 

Mr. WILLIS. So there is in the House bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; bat that is conditional; here it is direct. 
It is this new matter which I am proposing to strike out; I am not 
proposing to interfere with the remainder. If the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. ‘WILis] will consent that this subject be reported back 
in such a form that an expression of the House can be had upon it, | 
will of course withdraw my amendment with great pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think the gentleman, on examining the bill, will 
find that he is entirely mistaken; that this proposition in regard to 
levees is identical, ‘‘ upon all fours,’’? with the proposition as passed 
by the House. I ask him to turn to page 46 of the bill as passed by 
the House and compare it with page 121 of the bill as sent from the 
Senate. If Iam not mistaken he will find that the two bills in this 
respect are indentical. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The words to which I desire to call the gentleman's 
attention are these: 


That the expenditure of so much of said appropriation as may be requiredto 
continue the improvement of Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches shal! 
be confined to the complete repair and maintenance of the levees throughout 
said reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 1882, and to the comple- 
tion of the permeable works of contraction to such extent as may be required 
to bring the high-water banks of the river to the comparative uniformity of 
width contemplated in the first five paragraphs of the plan of improvement 
recommended by the Mississippi River Commission and adopted by Congress 
in 1880, and more fully set forth in the report of the Secretary of War for 188}, 
volume 2, part 3, page 2733. 


It is this portion of the amendment to which I especially object and 
which I am seeking especially to strike out. 

Mr. KING. You object to everything that improves the Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have more interest in the work than you have 
and my constituents have more interest than you have. 

Mr. KING. I movetostrike out the last word. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’ ] 
I wish to correct the statement made by the gentlemon from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER], and I call his attention {Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] He says 
to get these new banks would require one hundred millions of money. 
There are no official figures to that effect in any report made by the 
Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think General Comstock has so reported. 

Mr. KING. Allowmeamoment. The highest figure of any commis- 
sion having this matter in charge is $11,000,000. Why do you thentry 
to prejudice the minds of the House by making these extravagant state- 
ments when there is no foundation for them ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Did not General Comstock report that it 
might cost that ? 

Mr. KING. No; he does not state anything of the kind. 

Mr. DUNN. Nowhere can anything of the kind be found. 

Mr. KING. It comes from your own mind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It has been stated it might 
cost $7,000,000. I would also correct the statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] that $8,000,000 have already been spent. 
It should be less than $2,000,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it not understood that this is submitted 
to the conference committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the gentleman from Kentucky declines to have 
this go before them. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Kentucky neither declines nor 
accepts the proposition. 

Mr. KING. It will be governed by the rules of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not force us to a 
which may instruct the conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When conference reports come in during the last 





vote 


days of the session there will be no difference. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Mr. WILLIS. 


Let this take the same course. 
Does he want a vote on the Hennepin Canal to be 


There is no authority for that estimate of their cost. | considered as an instruction to the conference committee as it is by the 


No estimate ever exceeded $20,000,000. 

Mr. W. of Ohio. I have only stated my opinion. I want 
a chance to vote on this question, and I prefer that it take the same 
course that has been adopted with the other amendments, with the un- 


friends of that measure? 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is an instruction to the 
ence and is so regarded, and rightly so regarded. 
Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman wil! not force another ve 


committee of confer- 
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which may embarrass the committee by its being insisted upon as an 
instruction to the committee of conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read again. [Cries of ‘““No!’’ “*No!’’] 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 106. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 30 only voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT. I move to strike out of the Senate amendment the 
following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement to se- 
cure a 30-foot channel at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the 
harbor, upon such plan as the Secretary of War may approve, $750,000. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, the estimates contain the recom- 
mewlation of $42,000,000. Among them I do not find any recommen- 
dation for improvement of the depth of water in the Sandy Hook 
channel. If the engineers had known of any practicable mode by which 
that improvement could be executed there is no question when they 
recommended $42,000,000 they would have put in a loose million for 
New York Harbor. But the truth is, they did not know how to do it, 
and they did not recommend it. The New York delegation, when this 
was under consideration, made no recommendation of any amendment 
on that subject. 

The Senate haye inserted an amendment in the bill providing an ex- 
penditure of $750,000, with a single provision that it shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Two years ago when I brought this matter to the notice of the House 
I secured, or rather the House adopted, an amendment by which $30,- 
000 was appropriated to survey the harbor of New York. In this bill 
as it left the House $8,000 is appropriated in order to complete that sur- 
vey. Until that survey is done no living man can tell how or where to 
spend the money in the harbor of New York. It is a problem that 
must be determined in advance. Of course we want a 30-foot channel. 
The steamboats built during the last year could load down 4 feet 
deeper than they do now if we had a 30-foot channel for that harbor; 
but the only effect of devoting this money at this time in the manner 
contemplated by the Senate amendment will be to put it in the hands 
of men to be expended without any definite plans or without any posi- 
tive knowledge of the needs of that great harbor. 

This is the view taken by the Chamber of Commerce of the City of 
New York. They do not ask for the money. They do ask that the 
channel be deepened, but first that a competent board shall be created 
to determine how the amount of money shall be expended; how the 
improvement may be best made, and then they will come and ask an 
appropriation to carry it out. 

Such a bill is now pending or has actually passed the other body and 
is coming to the House; and I entreat the House not to put this amount 
of money at the disposal of officers who are not clear as to how they 
would expend it, although they would be compelled, under the terms 
of the law, todoso. ‘Therefore I have moved to strike out this portion 
of the Senate amendment and trust it will be concurred in by the House. 

Mr. BAYNE was recognized. 

Mr. KING. May I ask the gentleman from New York a question ? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. HEWITT. Has my time expired ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought that the gentleman had 
yielded the floor. He has one minute of his time remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then I yield cheerfully for a question. 

Mr. KING. Is it not contemplated that the present appropriation 
shall not go into effect until that commission has reported on the plan ? 

Mr. HEWITT. On the contrary, there is no such commission what- 
ever. If there had been such a commission it would have changed my 
views as to the character of the proposition. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Has not the gentleman confidence in the Secre- 
tary of War and his ability to spend the money to good advantage ? 

Mr. HEWITT. TheSecretary of War doesnot know anything about 
the best mode of improving the harbor, and without the report of such 
a hoard would not know how to expend the money. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I think he is as competent to give an opinion upon 
the matter as the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HEWITT. Ido not pretend to be competent. Do not make 
any mistake. No, Iam not competent; and do not assert that I am. 
But to put that money in the hands of the present officers, who have 
not submitted to this House any definite plan for its expenditure, 
would in my opinion be just a waste of so much money. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the harbor of New York belongs to 
the whole country. All our people are interested in it. The ple 
of the Far “Vest and the Middle States and all over the world in fact 
are interested in the great harbor of New York. Complaint came be- 
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fore our committee of the inefficiency of the water channel for vesse|s 
of large draught floating into that harbor. It was made manifest t) 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that there should be an improyu 
ment of the harbor. It was doubtless made manifest also to the Con, 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate that an appropriation should |). 
made to give a 30-foot channel into that harbor. That is the reaso) 
the appropriation was inserted. We put in as well as we knew hoy 
in the bill as it passed the committee, a large appropriation for \. 
York Harbor. The Senate saw fit to go a step farther and appropriat, 
$750,000 upon a plan to be approved by the Secretary of War; and it 
is to be presumed, with the assistant engineers of the Army and with 
responsible and trustworthy officers, and with such an official at the 
head of the Department as the Secretary of War, that the money wil! he 
judiciously expended in the interests of the commerce of the country) 

I am surprised that a Representative from thecity of New York should 
undertake, by objecting to such an appropriation, to do away with an 
improvement in his own State for the benefit of his own city as well as 
for the benefit of the commerce of the whole country. I do not know 
what it means unless it be to relieve the President of the United States 
from an obligation which this would impose upon him when he comes 
to consider this bill. The President himself is likely to realize the im- 
portance of the harbor of New York. He is likely to know that a 30- 
foot channel there would afford sufficient draught of water for large 
vessels, and that it is a matter of importance to the people of this coun- 
try; and I am disposed to think if he came to considerthat proposition 
it would probably influence favorable action upon this bill, because 
this appropriation, if any appropriation in the bill is justified by the 
facts, is warranted by the importance of the harbor on account of the 
commerce that comes in and out of it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee informally rose, and the Speaker resumed thie 
chair. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the 
public lands, all laws allowing entries for timber culture, and all laws 
authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other purposes, disagreed 
te by the House of Representatives, agreed to the further conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. DoLpH, Mr. Pump, and Mr. CocKRELL the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also furnished the House of Representatives, in comp]i- 
ance with its request, an engrossed copy of the bill (S. 1042) to pa) 
B. 8. James for transporting the United States mails. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2600) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to make police regulations for the government of said District; 
and 

A bill (S. 2855) to authorize a change of location of a certain Indian 
school building in Washington Territory. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the joint resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for the dis- 
tribution of the Official Register of the United States disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GoRMAN as the con 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval! 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. LoGAN, and Mr. Beck to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that tlic 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7191) to provide for the enlistment and pay and to de 
fine the duties and liabilities of general-service clerks and gener'- 
service messengers in the Army. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that tlie 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: : 

A bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 582) for the relief of the board of field officers of the Fourt! 
Brigade of South Carolina Volunteer State troons; 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to Phaebe H. Meech; 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 

A bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to Edward Corning; 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a-pension to Rebecca Hollingsworth Huv:- 
phreys; 
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A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano; 
A bill (S. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 

A bill (S. 2113) grantinga pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

A bill (S. 2160) granting a peasion to Mary J. Hagerman; 

A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; 

A bill (8. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank; 

A bill (8. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy; 

A bill (S. 2332) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the State 


of Kansas with certain sums of money on its ordnance account with the | | 


General Government; 
A bill (S. 2759) to remove the political disabilities of William H. I. 
Lee; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the publication of an edition 
of A Digest of International Law, edited by Francis Wharton. 
CHARLES D. SWIM. 


Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 9922) 
for the relief of Charles D. Swim; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISLANDS IN PLATTE RIVER, NEBRASKA. 
92 


Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 9923 
to provide for the sale of islands in the Platte River, in Nebraska, con- 
taining less than 80 acres of land; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY WENHOLZ. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
9924) for the relief of Henry Wenholz; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

T. D. SCHOFIELD. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
9925) granting a pension to T. D. Schofield; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. HETTIE K. PAINTER. 


Mr. LAIRD,’ by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
9026) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; which was read a 
lirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be pfinted. 


MISS JULIET G. HOWE. 


Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
9927) granting a pension to Miss Juliet G. Howe; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HEWITT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says he is not able 
to understand how a member from New York could get up here in his 
place and refuse to take money which is to be expended in his district 
and in his State. I can understand how the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania comes to such a conclusion; for he was never known to resist avy 
measure which proposed to spend money in the State of Pennsylvania 
and in his district. When I rose in my place in this House and resisted 
his proposition to buy out the Monongahela navigation he denounced 
me then for going into his district and interfering with the interests of 
the State of Pennsylvania. Now he has come into my district and is 
interfering with the interests of the Stateof New York and of the people 
of New York. He proposes to thrust $750,000 down our throats, which 
may ruin our noble harbor by the expenditure of that amount in igno- 
rance of all the conditions of the problem. 

This is no new matter. Itisacurious fact that nature has been more 
powerful than man in preserving the entrance to the harbor of New 
York. There is to-day in the channel 1 foot more water than there was 
in the time of the Revolutionary war. 
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by a board composed ot 
| engineers of their day. 


It is due to the fact that three | 


great currents have steadily scoured out the channel, in spite of the | 
shoaling in spots produced by the dumping of garbage in places where | 


it is forbidden by municipal law. 

But nature has not kept up with the size of the steamships. 
30 feet. There are three channels: Gedney’s, the longest; the Swash 
Channel; and the third, the East Channel. No man can say to-day 
which of those channels can be best improved to accommodate ships 
carrying 30 feetof water. Itis that information we want. We donot 
want to stop the improvement. It is necessary for the interests of the 
gentleman’s constituents; it is necessary for the commerce of this coun- 
try. But in view of the fact that great harbors have been ruined by 
injudicious expenditures, I think I voice the opinion of the Chamber of 
Vommerce and the shipping merchants of New York not to allow in- 
judicious appropriations to be made before we get the knowledge that 
13 for the improvement of the harbor, and then put the work 
under a competent board, as was done thirty years ago when the works 
now in existence for New York Harbor were devised and carried out 


We want 


here a letter from the 
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rotten, Bache, and Davis, the most eminent 


I have 
Navy which states the whole 


This meets with the approbation of the Navy Department 
Secretary of the 


ease, and which I read as a portion of my remarks 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Jul) S85 

GENTLEME> ter of June 22, concerning the | S, 2157 
now before Cong preservation of New York Harbor, and re sting 
in expression of opinion from me on that important subject 

The Navy Department naturally takes a great interest in questio 
fect the port of New York, be Ving these questions to be national th 

lin their charact« rhe commerce of the port of New York is ir 


1, and what ve r affects that port 
feit by that Department of the General Government whose ships and flee 
must in peace and wa ind defend its channels and entrances 

In 1855, tosupply a need similar to the present, a board of harbor comm 
ers, appointed by the President the United States, served with great efliciency 





ire the commerce of the nati 


to be 





ssion- 


f 
o1 th 


at New York. This! rd was composed of Totten, of the United States Engi- 
eers, Davis,of the Navy,and Bache,of the Coast Survey. Its decisions, made 
after careful examination and deliberation, gave thorough satisfaction to those 


interested in the future of New York, and have been the principal guides in the 
managementof the physical features of the harbor during the thirty years which 
have elapsed since that board was dissolved. Asa result of their careful 
sideration of harbor questions, these eminent office record this signifi 
cant declaration, as follows: 

* Accordingly we unite with the memoriali Merchants’ 
and the majority of the committee on commerce and navigation in condemn 
ing the irresponsible course which has hitherto been pursued in relation to the 
harbor, and in approving the appointment of a responsible body like the pres 
ent commission, to the end that what remains of the harbor may be preserved 
for the benefit of the increasing commerce of the port 

Time has only shown the justice of this board’s conc! Phe port 
ing constant improvement to accommodate more and larger vessels, has 
contrary, been steadily injured by the various artificial causes, against which 
nature has struggled in vain. Tidal lands have been unwisely reclaimed, in 
dicious dumping laws have succeeded others as injurious,and even these 


con- 


a left or 
cit on 


Exchan 


sis of the rs 


s 


onthe 


iions 


ju- 


nl 
wise laws have been largely evaded by the lazy and dishonest 

The Army engineers in charge of the improvements of the harbor have dur- 
ing these thirty years worked with their well-known ability; the pilot com 
missioners have striven earnestly to arrest the downward progress of affairs 
while the merchants of New York have on more than one occasion sought relief 


from Congress; but the divided jurisdiction of the harbor, t! 
sional interest, and, above all, the absence ofany perma: 
have rendered all efforts useless. 

The Navy Department, having kept itself advised at all times of the maritime 
value of New York Harbor, is convinced that the only hope for maintaining and 
increasing that value lies inthe immediate establishment of a harbor board 
which shall combine the expert knowledge of the Army engineers, the Navy 
and the Coast Survey, together with a proper representation of the New York 
and New Jersey citizenship. This board, established permanently, would have 
a weight with the cities and States bordering upon New York Bay and 
Congress the importance of which can not be overestimated 

The Navy Department, therefore, heartily concurs in the wish of New York 
citizens that the bill! (S. 2157) reported from the Committee on Commet 
Senate by Senator MILLER should become a law. 

Iam, gentlemen, with much respect, yours, very truly, 
Ww. C. WHITNEY 


Ne ctary of the Nar. 


ie lack of Congre 


ent board or commission 


with 


‘ s} 
ce tothe 


Hon CORNELIUS N. Biss 
Hon. A. Foster Hicains, 
Of the Chambe 


New Yi 

So I stand here on behalf of my constituents. I think they know 
what they want, and I think I know what they ought to have. They 
have not asked for this money. I do ask that it be withheld, but I 
ask the House to pass the bill which has come over from the Senate to 
give us a competent board todetermine what we need and what it will 
cost and how it can best be expended. [Applause.| After that is 
done, we shall hope to get all the money we need. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I deem it proper to say in one sen- 
tence, that when this matter came before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors we had a communication from the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York stating that all they wanted was a sufficient sum to survey 
these three channels, and that sum to the last cent the committee al- 
lowed. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is true. 

Mr. WILLIS. ButI am informed that after the bill went to the 
Senate the Chief of Engineers preserited there some facts and views which 
had not been submitted to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
upon his statement that he had arrived at a plan which would give New 
York a better harbor this appropriation was put in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onthe motion of the g 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] tostrike out this provision. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman stated that the ayes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. BAYNE. IL ask for a division 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 61. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepoint being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair'will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have not time to divide 
hour for adjournment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee do n 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Ma HaAtcu, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that 
they had had under consideration the Senate amendments to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
Mr. Chairman, I report from the Committee of 
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of Comme 


entleman 


by vefore the 


tellers |} 


Mr. MORRISON. 
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Ways and Means a privileged sesltbettions giving notice that I shall call 
it up to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine dic at 3 o'clock p. m. July 28, 1886. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not adopt that 
resolution. It is very clear that we can not be ready to adjourn at the 
time named. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Oh, yes, we can. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have been very auxious to secure action upon the 
interstate-commerce bill, and I desire to call it up as soon as this bill 
is completed. 

The SPEAKER. There is not time to consider the resolution now, 
and it will have to go over till to-morrow morning. 

INCREASE OF THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Rules, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 22d day of July, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be set apart for consideration of H. R. 6664, entitled **A bill to 
increase the naval establishment ;” and if the consideration of said bill shall not 
be completed on that day, then Saturday ne xt, immediately after the ae of 
the Journal, is hereby set apart for the urther consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is no time to read the resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will call it up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House 
stands in recess until 8 o’clock p. m.; the evening session to be devoted 
exclusively to the consideration of bills for the construction of bridges, 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 








EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the session of this evening 


is to be devoted exclusively to the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Commerce authorizing the construction of bridges. 


RAILROAD BRIDGES ACROSS WILLAMETTE RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (8S. 901) to grant 
the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad Company the right to construct 
bridges over navigable water courses. 

The bill was read. 

The following amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce 
was read and agreed to: 


After the word “ that,”’ in line 3,insert “the consent of the Government is 
hereby given to.” 
In lines 5 and 6 strike out “ be authorized and permitted.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS FLINT RIVER, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9654) to authorize the Americus, Preston and Lumpkin Rail- 
road Company to erect and maintain a bridge across Flint River, in the 
State of Georgia, and that the bill be now considered i in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered ly. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third edinen and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the ‘bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT NEBRASKA CITY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1411) to amend an act authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River opposite to or within 
the corporate limits of Nebraska City, Nebr., approved June 4, 1872, 
and that the bill be now considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and — 

Mr. WIEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 


of the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration «; 
the bill (H. R. 9858) to authorize the Louisiana North and South Rai!- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River 
in Louisiana; and that the bill be now considered in the House. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the }i)! 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t} 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT OR NEAR CHATTANOOGA. 
Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the con- 


struction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Chattanoog: 
Tenn. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGES OVER WILLAMETTE RIVER, OREGON. 
Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 


Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bil! 


(8. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company of Oregon 
the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette River in the vicinity 
of Ray’s Landing, Oregon; and that the bill be now considered in the 
House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and beiny 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bi!) was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge across 
the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon, and that the House now 
proceed to consider the same. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa: 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on th: 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS SAINTE MARIE RIVER. 


Mr. GILFILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee o: 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6104) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Sainte Marie River, and that the House now proceed to con- 
sider the same. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. CRISP. Unless some gentleman desires the reading in fu)! 0! 
each of these bills, I suggest that they might generally be passed upon 
a reading of the title. While they are not of course identical in terms, 
the committee in each case has sought to protect the interests of nav- 
igation and to avoid monopoly by permitting all railroad companies 
to use the bridge upon reasonable terms. We are not now calling up 
any bill to which, so far as we know, there is objection. These are 
bills which, according to the understanding of the committee, are un- 
objected to. 

* every case, Mr. Speaker, where a bill will be called up under this 
order the are approved by the Secretary of War after report 
thereon by the De t. I only make this suggestion in 
the interest of economy of time and to save the clerks in the reading 0! 
the bills. 

Mr. ae of Iowa. I see no objection to that. Let that 
rule, however, be applied to each bill as it comes along. If no objev- 


en eee ee 
Mr. CRISP. I desire to be understood if any gentleman desires ‘0 
have any bill read he can do so. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears noobjection, and unless the rea‘ 
= bill is requested it will only be read by the title. 
Chair will state there are several weno cama posed to this 
bill. At least one is a new section, which perhaps the Clerk had bett™: 
read 


Mr. GILFILLAN. There is one substantial amendment, and one 
formal amendment simply changing the number of a section. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments proposed as 
a new section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That whereas Congress by an act to authorize the construction of a 
railroad across the Sainte Marie River, approved July 8, 1882, did acthor- 
ize the Sault Sainte Marie Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Michigan, to build a bridge across the said Sainte Marie 
River at or near the rapids in said river, in said Chippewa County, in the State 
of Michigan, therefore the provisions of the said act of July 8, 1882, as well as 
the s of this act, are hereby amended and qualified by the followin 
provisions of this act, namely: At any time after the passage of this act the saic 
Sault Sainte Marie Bridge Compan aor peseses, under said act of July 8, 1882, 
or the said Minneapolis, Sault Sainte Marie and Atlantic Railway Company 
may proceed, under this act, or both of said companies may 80 pr , to pre- 
pare and submit to the Secretary of War for his approval a drawing and descrip- 
tion showing the plan and location for its bridge, but the Secretary of War shall 
in the first instance approve but one such location and plan; and if the com- 
pany whose location and plan shall be so approved shall proceed with due dili- 
gence to enter upon and prosecute to completion the construction of such bridge, 
no other location or plan shall be approved by the Secretary of War and no 
other bridge shall be built under either act; but if such construction shall not 
be so entered upon and prosecuted, then the Secretary of War may withdraw 
and cancel such approval and approve a second location and plan; it being the 
intention of Congress that the interests of commerce, including the transporta- 
tion by water as well ason land, shall be kept in view, and to that end only one 
bridge shall be constructed at or near said point. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. With regard to that bill I desire to ask 
whether my colleague [Mr. DUNHAM] was consulted in reference to it? 

Mr. GILFILLAN. He is a member of the committee, and gave his 
consent to it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes;I was consulted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move, in section 3, lines 12 and 13, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ except when trains are passing over the same;’’ so it 
will read: 

And the said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the 


passage of boats and vessels, but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in 
opening said draw during or after the passage of trains. 


The bill as drawn provides for the erection of a draw, and that it 
shall be opened upon reasonable signal ‘‘ except when trains are pass- 
ing over the same.’’ Until the Arthur Kill bill was passed by the 
House those words have not occurred in any bill passed by this or any 
other Congress. - The example there set seems to have been imitated in 
this bill. Itis, inmy judgment, a pernicious example. I believe nav- 
igation should have the right of way; and therefore I have moved to 
strike out these words, which have not been included in any other bill 
this evening. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. You can not open a draw when there is a 
train upon it. 

Mr. REAGAN. 








I wish to say the commerce passing through the 


Sault Sainte Marie Canal is very great and grows greater every year. | 


The Secretary of War objected to putting bridges there on account of 
detriment to commerce. He said provision should be made that the 
draw should be open except when trains are passing. This provision 
has been embraced on the recommendation of the Secretary. We all un- 
derstand that it occupiessome time toturnadraw. The train dispatch- 
ers will always know when trains are approaching. It has been in- 
cluded in the interest of navigation. A very great number of vessels 
are passing at all times. Therefore I believe it would be a mistake to 
strike out the words referred to. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. GILFILLAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES, CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Commerce I ask unanimous consent to take up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 9793) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee. I ask unanimous.consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from its further consideration and consider it 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state briefly, so as to save the time occu- 
ied in reading the bill, that the object of this bill is to correct an error 
the title of the road to which this privilege was granted by the orig- 
nal bill. The gentleman who wrote me at the close of the last session 
f Congress failed to give the exact title of the railroad company. This 
ll amends the former act in that respect. It also authorizes that 
company, or other company with which it may consolidate, and 
also the Nashville and Knowille Railroad Company, to construct and 
maintain a bridge over the Cumberland River, near Carthage, Smith 

Tennessee. 


“Hale 
Ft also allows the railroad company, or either of them at its option, 
to construct a wagon, horse, and foot-passenger bridge, whereas the 
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The committee report unanimously in 





former act made it mandatory. 
favor of the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and it was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider tie last vote taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSSSAINT AUGUSTINE AND LAZARETTO CREEKS, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 8967) to authorize the 
building of railroad bridges across Saint Augustine and Lazaretto 
Creeks, in the State of Georgia. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also moved 
thet the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, MONTANA, 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7851) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River in Montana. I ask 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of this bill and put it upon its passage, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 32 of the second section, after the word “spans,” strike out the words 
“shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above extreme high- 
water mark,as understood at the point of location, to the bottom chord of the 
bridge, nor shall the spans of said bridge be less than 200 feet in length, and the 
main spans shall be over the main channel of the river and not less than 200 
feet in length.” 

And insert the words: 

Shall be of such elevation 2nd the spans of said 
Secretary of War may direct. 

Also, in the same section, in the forty-fifth line of the printed bill, strike out 
the words “ not less than one hundred fect’ and insert the words“ such width,” 

Also, in line 47, after the word ** draw,” as the Secretary of War may 
direct.”’ 


bridge of such length as the 


insert * 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (S. 63) from the House Calendar 
to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across that part of 
the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the towns of North Hero 
and Alburg, in the State of Vermont. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BELLINGHAM BAY RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY, 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (S. 236) to authorize the Bel- 
lingham Bay Railway and Navigation Company to build certain bridges 
in the Territory of Washington. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG’S BAY, 

Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the 
county of Clatsop, in the Stateof Oregon, the right to construct a bridge 
across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in said county and State, with 
Senate amendments. 

I am directed by the committee to move concurrence in the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 1 of the printed bill strike out after the word ‘“ Oregon,” in the third 
line, the words “ (1) and its court and duly authorized officers and agents, in 
the name of said county and under the authority of said court, are.” 

Also, in line 7 of the first section of the bill insert, after the word “' State” the 
words “ (2) at such point as said county may select and may be approved by 
the Secretary of War.”’ 

Also, in the same section, in the thirteenth line, after the word “ prescribe"’ 
insert “‘(3) and also to construct, establish, and maintain a bridge acroxs Skip- 
anon Creek, in the county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, by permanent em- 
bankment or otherwise, as the Secretary of War may approve.” 

Also, in the twenty-first line of the first section, strike out after the 
“said” the word “ bridge’ and insert “ bridges.” 

Also, in the second section, in the eleventh and twelfth lines, strike out the 
word “ bridge” where it oceurs in each line and insert 


OREGON, 


word 


the word “ bridges.” 
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Also, in line 14, in the same section, after the word “ bay 

Also,in line 18 of the same sectior 
Young's Bay 

Also, in the same section, line 31, after the word “ floats" 
ing the Skipanon Creek to the head of usual navigation."’ 

Also, in section 3,after the word “ bay,” insert the words ‘‘and said creck,” 
and strike out in the same line the word “ bridge” and insert “ bridges.” 

Also, strike out in line 5, of section 3, the word “its” before the word “ac- 
cessory;"’ and in lines 6 and 7 of the same section strike out the word “* bridge” 
where it occurs in each line and insert the word “ bridges.” 





" insert “and creek.” 
1, insertafter the word “ bridge"’ “ across 


insert “also show- 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate an:end- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT SHEFFIELD, ALA. 


Mr.CRISP. 1 call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8978) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near 
Sheffield, Ala., and for other purposes. I ask that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing e grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
be mr moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE AT PADUCAH, KY. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3768) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at Padu- 
cah, Ky. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
what is the height of the bridge provided by this bill. 

Mr.CRISP. This isan act authorizing the construction of this bridge 
under the general law for bridging the Ohio River, which prescribes the 
heights, with an amendment to that general law. The only change 
made in the general law is as to the cities in which the advertisement 
shall be published of the approval of the plans by the Secretary of War. 
Gentlemen who are familiar with the general law will recollect and 
know it provides for an advertisement in the newspapers having a cir- 
culation in certain cities of the approval of the plans by the Secretary 
of War, This reduces the number of cities in which the publication 
is to be advertised. I am not certain whether the reduction is from 
six to three or not, but it can be ascertained from the report. That is 
the only change. There is no change in the general law as to bridging 
the Ohio River 

The Committee on Commerce recommended the following amend- 
ment, 

In line 15, after ‘‘1872,’’ insert ‘‘and the act amendatory thereof, 
approved February 14, 1883.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TRADEWATER RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the con- 
straction of a bridge across the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley 
Railway Company. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE AT CAIRO, ILL. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9728) to au- 
thorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company 
and the Illinois Central Railroad Company, or either of them, to con- 
structa bridge over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, Ill. I ask unan- 
imous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from 
its further consideration, and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. PRICE. Before we consent to that I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman what is the height of this bridge? 

Mr. CRISP. I was about to make a statement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the bill had better be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee 
of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TownsuEenD] 
asks for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read in part. 





[ wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
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| I desire to give my reasons. 











JULY Y 2\ ), 


Mr. TOWNSHEND (interrupting the reading). Asthe remainder o; 
the bill consists of details that are not important I withdraw the d 
mand for the further reading of the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask the attention of the House for a moment to t))). 
bill. The Engineer Department in reporting upon its provisions reco, 
mended that the height of this bridge be fixed at 53 feet above hiv}, 


| watermark. Thecommittee authorized me to report the bill some tine 


ago with a provision for a bridge 45 feet above high-water mark and the 


| bill is so reported. On yesterday at a meeting of the committee | \ 


instructed to submit an amendment fixing the height at 53 feet, th. 
height recommended by the engineers and by the War Department 
I therefore move to amend in the second section at the ninth line | 
striking out ‘‘ forty-five ’’ and inserting ‘‘fifty-three.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the height I believe that is prescri}ed 
by the general law. 

Mr. CRISP. And recommended by the Department in this part 
lar case. 

The SPZAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN). The question is on agre: 
ing to the amendment proposed by the gentleman trom Georgia 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to that amendment, «nd 
It is true, as the gentleman from Georvia 
{Mr. Crisp] has stated, that the engineers’ report upon this propose: 
bridge was that it should be 53 feet above high-water mark. The Com 
mittee on Commerce decided to report in favor of 45 feet above high 
water mark, and I will read an extract from the committee's report 
They say: 

The act above mentioned requires that all bridges over the Ohio below |! 
mouth of the Big Sandy should be 53 feet above the highest water mark, ani 
this case the committee have concluded that 45 feet above the highest wat: 
mark is sufficient to accommodate the commerce of the Ohio River,and is a 
that should be required of the commerce going over the bridge, for the follo 
ing reasons. 

Then they go on and speak of the lands that have been granted by 
the States of Kentucky and Illinois for the construction of bridges, rai! 
roads, &c. 

According to the engineers’ report there are now only ten boats run 
ning on the Ohio River which can not at any stage of water pass uncer 
a bridge 45 feet above the highest water mark at Cairo. Those ten 
boats can pass every day, except, on an average, twelve days in th 
year. That has been the case for the last eighteen years; that is, there 
have been but twelve days ov an average in each of the last eighteen 
years when those ten boats could not have passed under a bridge 4 
feet above the highest water mark, and those ten are the only boats 
running on the river that require so great a height. 

For twenty-four days inevery year, on an average, for the lasteighteen 
years, these boats could not pass under the bridge at Louisville, which 
shows that the Louisville bridge is much lower than this proposed 
bridge at Cairo. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And yet the Louisville bridge is 53 feet. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. All bridges below the mouth of the Big Sand) 
are required by the general Jaw to be 53 feet above high-water mark 

Mr. DUNHAM. I see by reference to the report that the Lonisv i! 
bridge is 39.56 feet. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That bridge is at the falls; but they have « 
canal through which the boats go. 

Mr.DUNHAM. Thatistrue. Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
no boats are being built at this time to run on that river of the height 
of the ten to which I have referred, and it is reasonable to expect, « 
cording to all past experience, that within the next ten years those ten 
boats will disappear. They will be sunk, or will explode their boilers 
or will disappear in some way, and when that comes to pass there \ 
be no boats upon that river that can not go under a bridge 45 feet abo 
the highest water mark. 

I am told by good authority here that the difference in cost between 
building this bridge 45 feet above high-water mark and making it 5! 
feet will be in the neighborhood of $500,000. Those gentlemen hc! 
who know anything about Cairo know that it is a very bad place to 
build a bridge, one of the worst places anywhere on theriver. ‘The I!!! 
nois Central Railroad Company are very anxious to build there for tl: 
benefit of the western, the southwestern, the northwestern country, 2nd 
necessarily also for the benefit of the whole eastern country, but they 
do not wish to be compelled to construct a more expensive bridge than 
is necessary. As to the business, every man who has examined |! 
question knows that the tendency of the commerce upon the rivers 
to decrease and that the tendency of the commerce upon the railrou’ 
is to increase. There is no doubt about that. To show how the co: 
merce carried on the railroads is increasing and how the commerce ‘: 
ried on the water is decreasing I will read another extract from ‘ 
report of the committee. They say: 

In the year 1881 the number of all craft touching at Cairo (including the ” 
River craft) was 3,583 with a tonnage of 1,469,151 tons; in 1885 the number \ 
1,583 with tonnage of 970,702 tons —aaans < Ohio Rive River tonnag<). In 1885! 
Ohio boats of 482,000 tons landed at Cairo, and d without landing 
showing a tremendous decrease in the haif pn ma he railroad tonnage | 
creased from 1,134,507 tons in 1881 to 1,346,151 tons in 1885. (Wharf-masters 
ports, Cairo.) In 1884 the Ilinois Central Railroad transferred by boat at Cairo 


61,728 loaded it cars and 8,000 passenger cars. These res show to yo! 
committee that commerce of the Ohio River is fast and steadily decreas'0s 
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and the commerce of the railroad as fast and as steadily increasing ; the one de- 
manding less and the other greater facilities. 


The Secretary of the Senate, Mr. McCook, appeared with a message 
from that body. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois will sus- 

nd to receive a message from the Senate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [rise toa point of order, Mr. Speaker, and I ask 
the Chair to decide it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. My point is that, under the order of the House pro- 
viding for this evening session, nothing is in order but to act upon these 
bridge bills, and that therefore the receipt of a message from the Senate 
is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the reception of a message 
from the Senate or from the President is not the transaction of busi- 
ness; and this has heretofore been held very frequently in the House. 
For instance, even when the House is operating under an order for a 
call of the House, no motion being in order except a motion to adjourn 
or for some matter connected with the call, it has always been held that 
these messages could be received. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8328) defining but- 
ter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, 
importation, and exportation of oleomargarine; that the Senate re- 
quested a conference with the House on said bill and amendments, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. MILLER, Mr. 
VAN WYCK, and Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur 
in the amendments—— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that could not be done now. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. HATCH (to Mr. DuNuAM). I supposed you would object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You may depend upon it I will. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT CAIRO. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Now, for the reasons which I have stated, on ac- 
count of the extra expense to which this railroad company would be 
subjected in building this bridge in accordance with the amendment of 
the committee, and in order that the bridge may be built as soon as pos- 
sible, I hope that the House will vote down the amendment of the com- 
mittee and accept the report as first made by them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think it is only necessary 
for the House to understand the situation of this case in order that this 
amendment shall be adopted. A general Jaw applying to the whole of 
the Ohio River below the mouth of the Big Sandy requires that all 
bridges be built at a height of 53 feet above high-water mark. I under- 
stand an argument was made before the Committee on Commerce, which 
was designed to convince them (and did convince them so thoroughly 
that they made this report), that 45 feet above high-water mark at 
Cairo is equal to 53 feet above high water at any other point on the 
Ohio River. That was the most singular argument I ever heard ad- 
dressed to intelligent men. Ido not see how any man could undertake 
to convince another that a height of 45 feet is equal to a height of 53 
feet; yet a railroad attorney actually went before that committee and 
attempted to convince them that this was the truth. 

Now, Cairo, as gentlemen here understand, is located at the mouth 
of the Ohio River. Gentlemen are well aware that millions of dollars 
have been spent in improving the Ohio River and the navigable waters 
emptying into it. After appropriating money to remove rocks and 
other obstructions to the navigation of that river, we are now asked to 
pass a bill authorizing the construction of a bridge across that river 
which will practically shut it up. This the Congress of the United 
States can not afford to do, because the owner of every single pound 


} 
its 


not afford to authorize the construction of a bridge which will be 
than 53 feet above high-water mark 

I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be adopted, and that Con 
gress will not countenance any effort to place any obstruction on the 


Ohio River or in any way to hinderits navigation. The gentleman said 
that the bridge at Louisvil which is only 39 feet above high-water 
mark, interferes with navigation. If that is true, why should we be 


guilty of the folly of authorizing another low bridge across the Ohio 
River, especially at its mouth, obstructing the ition of that ri 
and its tributaries, and very largely injuring the commerce of the riven 
below. It would cut off to a verv great exten l 
would otherwise go out of the Ohio River and down th 
hope there will be no further objection to the amendment, 
will be adopted without further discussion 

Mr. TOWNSHEND Mr Speaker, I rise to 
sent counties -fronting on the Ohio River I 
money has been expended on the ¢ Rin 


st navig ve 


which 


t the commer 


Mississippi I 
and that it 


say a word, as I repre 
informed that 
rin the improvement of its 


am more 


nio Nive 


navigation than upon any other river in the Union, not even excepting 

the Mississippi River. The Ohio River bears more commerce upon its 

bosom annually than any other river west of the Alleghany Mountains 
except the Mississippi River. 

The general law has forbidden any bridge to be constructed below 

| Cincinnati less than 53 feet high. The bridges below Cinci: have 

conformed to that general law with the exception of the bridge at the 


of freight upon the Ohio River and every river emptying into it is in- | 


terested in having the navigation of the river unimpeded. 

We have been told by the gentleman from Illinois that there are only 
ten boats which can not pass under a bridge 45 feet above high-water, 
and these ten boats are unable to do so, on the average, only twelve 
days in the year. He tells us also that the commerce of the river is 
gradually being reduced. Well, sir, if you build a few more low 
bridges across the Ohio River and some other rivers of this country, 
you will practically stop water transportation, and the whole transpor- 
tation of the country will be in the hands of the railroads. That is 
exactly what we do not want. So far as I am concerned, I want tosee 
& bridge builtat Cairo. It is anticipated that a bridge across the river 
at Cairo will very largely benefit the people of my district. For this 
reason I wish to see the bridge built, but I do not wish to see it built 
at any height which will interfere with navigation. 

There is now a bridge, 53 feet above high-water mark, at Henderson, 
Ky.; yet for nearly a month during this last spring the navigation of 





Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville 

If this bridge is allowed to be built at Cairo at a height of 4 t 
will seriously obstruct the navigation of that river and will do injustice 
to those who have been compelled to construct at greatly increased cost 
high bridges above Cairo at Henderson and other points below Cincin- 
nati. Iam as desirous as my colleague can possibly be to 
thrown across the river at Cairo, but I am not willing any 
be constructed at the mouth of the Ohio which will ivterrupt the na 
gation of thatriver. For that reason I wish the adoption of the amend 
ment reported by the committee. That amendment, as has been stated 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill, is one which the engineers re« 
ommended to be embraced in the bill, so as to avoid all danger of ob 
structing the important navigation of that river. 

Mr. BYNUM. I simply desire, Mr. Speaker, the Honse shall fully 
understand this question. I have no special feeling myself in regard 
to the passage or non-passage of the measure. The gentleman from 
Kentucky did injustice in stating the committee had been led to be 
lieve a bridge 45 feet above high water was as high as one 53 feet abo 
high water. The flood of 1884 was the greatest known, and a bridge 
constructed 45 feet above the high-water mark of that year would be 
almost as high as one constructed 53 feet above the bigh-water 
previous to the flood of 1883 or 1884. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That flood was phenominal. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes; it was phenominal. I was influenced by that 
statement of facts. The bank on either side of the Ohio Rive: 
As the gentleman from Illinois has said it will require greater expense 
I can say to the House I know this company would rather have this 
amendment adopted to fix it at 53 feet than the bill should fail 

Since the bill has been reported the committee have received a com 
munication from the chambers of commerce of New Orleans and Mer 
phis protesting against the construction of this bridge. That is the i: 
fluence which caused the committee to change its mind. 

The Ohio River is the only great river running east and west I 
floods in spring are much more likely to raise the water in that 
than in rivers running north and south, as the flood enters the river at 
once. We know as the land is cleared up and drained floods becom: 
more frequent and of greater volume. We may not have floods often 
as great as that of 1883 or 1884, still they will be more frequent 
heretofore. : 

Mr.CLARDY. Iagree with the gentleman from Illinois in the state 
ment that while the river traffic has been decreasing the railroad trafli 
has been increasing. I regret that the information did not come to him 
before he presented the views of the minority against the Saint L 


a bridge 


bridge shall 


mar} 


is low. 
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bridge bill. Itis said he wants a high bridge at Saint Louis and a low 
bridge at Cairo. Yes, he wants a high bridge at Saint Louis where we 
want a low one, and a low bridge across the Ohio where we ought to 


have a low one with a draw. 


I wish to say a word in regard to high bridges. We have a high 


| bridge at Saint Louis 50 feet above high water, and for three n and 
frequently for four months steamers from New Orleans and Memphi 
can net pass under the bridge by letting down their smoke-stack Phe 
almost universal sentiment among river-men is that 2 low bridge with 


a draw is preferable to a high bridge without one. 
There are three low bridges on the Missouri Riv« 
Kansas knows something about them. They hig 
I assert that they are positive obstructions to the commerce, or at 
that they were obstructions when there was any commer 
river. Now, unless a bridge is in fact a high bridge 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Like my bridge that I want to get through 
Mr. CLARDY. I repeat it would be muc 
bridge with a draw of 160 or 200 foot span, and that is the oy 


are ov It 


h better to have a low 


river wis very seriously interfered with by that bridge. We can | sentiment of the men who are engaged in navigating the ri 
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’ Mr. DUNHAM. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, in reply to what the 
gentleman from Missouri has said, thatif 1 recollect aright, in the first 
place the report which I made, the minority report, on the Saint Louis 
bridge, was written before the report on the Cairo bridge. 

Mr. CLARDY. Of course it was; it was before you got your infor- 
mation. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is all right; Iam stating the exact facts in 
the case. 

I want to say further, that I am advocating a bridge of 45 feet in 
height above the highest water ever known, and you want a bridge 
only 10 feet above. 

Mr. CLARDY. I favor a draw. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is all I wanted to say. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
if the words ‘‘ninety-five’’ ought not also to be changed to ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and three.’’ 

Mr. CRISP. In what line? 

Mr. BAYNE. In the second section, eighth line. * 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That would necessarily follow. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘These words, as now in the bill, might lead to some 
confusion and would depend altogether upon what construction was 
given to the words high and low water. It would become necessarily 
@ matter of construction. The height at low water as well as at high 
water mark should be raised to make the bill correspond in that par- 
ticular. 

The river interests in Pittsburgh, and about it, have spoken to me 
about this bridge. They have no objection to its going up, but they 
want it constructed at least 53 feet above high water and the span not 
less than 500 feet inwidth. I see the bill provides for that, and if the 
amendment be adopted making it 53 feet above the high-water mark 
and 103 above low-water mark there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There can be no objection to it in that 
event. 

Mr. BAYNE. The allegation of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DuNHAM] that the tonnage on that river is diminishing may be true; 
or it may be true that the number of craft that touch at Cairo have 
diminished in the last two or three years. 

But the tonnage that is shipped from Pittsburgh, the quantity of coal 
which has gone down the river, has increased year by year. I do not 
know where these figures wereobtained; I do not know where the com- 
mittee got that infermation; but I do know that the quantity of coal 
running down the Ohio River is increasing each year and year after 
year, and that it is likely to increase te many more millions of bushels 
than are now annually sent. 

The quantity of coal and coke sent down the Ohio River last year 
was about 84,000,000 bushels, and the quantity that will probably be 
sent this year will reach 90,000,000 bushels or upward, and this in- 
crease seems to run at from four to five or even as muchas eight million 
bushels a year. It seems to be practically uniform in its increase. There 
is no doubt that it will send down over 100,000,000 bushels soon, and 
the best quality of coal there will supply those sections of the country 
bordering on the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers for centuries to come. 
There is no reason in the world why that immense body of coal, being 
a heavy product, should not be shipped exclusively by water, and it 
will be so shipped as long as there are water ways to transport it. 

I take it therefore to be the bounden duty of Congress to protect the 
navigation of that river, and to require that all bridges constructed 
over it shall be built with sufficiently wide spans and height above the 
water to allow craft to go through safely. 

I therefore will insist upon the amendment, and hope the chairman 
of the committee will also amend line 8 by in ing it from 95 to 103 
feet, so as to make the two provisions of the bill harmonize with each 
other in reference to high and low water, 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not care to discuss to the House the question as 
to what the height of this bridge should be. In the report is all the 
information the committee have. You have heard gentlemen who are 
particularly interested in the matter on both sides of the question; and 
I take it the House is prepared to vote on the amendment. 

I think though the suggestion of the tleman from Pennsylvania 
is a proper one. The amendment of committee is to raise the 
height 8 feet more than the bill provides above local high water, and I 
see no reason why the same number of feet should not be added to 95, 
making it 103 feet above low water. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why require a given height above both 
Jow and high water? That presumes that the difference is constant. 
There is no harm, of course, but I think when you have fixed a given 
low-water mark or high-water mark alone, it would give all that is 
needed. 

Mr. CRISP. If no gentleman desires to discuss the amendment fur- 
ther I will ask the previous question on the amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I hope the gentleman will not do that. I wish to be 
heard for a little while. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That does not shut off other amendments? 

The SPEAKER. It would not prevent other amendments, as the 
Chair understands it is only applicable to the pending amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin a short time, 
if he wishes to be heard. 
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Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I do not apprehend that many of us are 
so much interested in the height of this particular bridge as in the gey- 
eral principle involved in the construction of low and high bridges oy 
Western waters. 

Statements have been made to this House which if uncontradicted 
would lead to misapprehension. The gentleman from Missouri | \,. 
CLARDY ] told us on yesterday that the opposition to another and a |ow 
bridge arose chiefly or materially from the fact that certain individua)s 
were hiring land ata cheap rent for lumber-yards, and thatif the bridge 
was built they would be compelled to remove their lumber-yards or pay 
a higher price for their land. I beg to say the gentleman is deceive; 
in his information and his statement would deceive the House if un. 
contradicted. It is not the case. 

We have been told steamboat men, who ought to be considered jy 
this matter, prefer a low bridge to a high bridge unless it be very high. 
That is barely possible. But I hold in my hand a list of protests by 
fourteen steamboat companies, running in the aggregate about sixty 
steamboats, all of them protesting in vigorous and unmistakable terms 
against the construction of any bridge below the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River unless it be a high bridge so that steamboats may pass un- 
der them by merely putting a joint into their smoke-stacks. 

It is not true, as the information comes to me, that the steam |)oat- 
men on the Upper Mississippi River prefer a low bridge. It is true w: 
have above the mouth of the Missouri River seventeen low brides, 
and it is true also that every boat or raft that runs below either o; 
them is damaged from $10 to $100. It is one of the inconveniences 
which commerce must submit to. 

If you come to the question of abstract constitutional right no bridge 
can be authorized on any of the navigable streams of the Northwest. 
But it is true new interests have arisen which have to be subserved, 
and the Supreme Court, to meet the exigencies of the times and the 
altered conditions, decided a bridge was not an obstraction unless it 
was an impassable barrier; that it was only an impediment to )e over- 
come by additional timeor caution or prudence or skill or expenditure. 
Therefore we all consent to these seventeen bridges where the channels 
are not shifting and where, by a reasonable outlay of skill or money, 
we may pass them and thereby the tide of commerce is permitted to 
flow through. But when you come to the mouth of the Missouri- 
some havesaid the month of the Ohio—men familiar with these streams 
know when you come te the mouth of the Missouri the conditions are 
all changed. The river rolls out great mountains of sand and grave! 
and débris which deposit themselves anywhere, and no engineering skil! 
can prevent it shutting up any channel at any draw which engineering 
skill may establish. The whole matter of the construction of these 
bridges below the mouth of the Missouri River is destructive of any 
principle which justifies any man in voting a dollar for the improve- 
ment of these water ways. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from !]Iinois 
[Mr. DunHAM]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I donot wish to detain the House. I simply wish 
to repeat this: That I believe asmuch as any gentleman in a high 
bridge. I believe a bridge 45 feet high above the highest water eve: 
known in the Ohio River at Cairo is enough, especially when the eu- 
gineers say, as I have stated before, there are but twelve boats on this 
river that can not go under a 45-foot bridge; and according to al! the 
traditions of the river these boats after a very little time are sure to 
disappear, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. What particular height do the engi- 
neers recommend in this particular case ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. They recommend 53 feet for this bridge. The 
Committee on Commerce differed from the engineers and reported the 
bill, giving their various reasons for it, providing that this bridge 
should be but 45 feet above high-water mark. That was done for rea- 
sons which the gentleman from Nebraska understands and which it is 
not necessary for me to repeat. The committee have thought [it to 
recommend an amendment to make the height 53 feet. as 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. That would be in accordance wit! 
the recommendation of the engineers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Sol stated. ButI say that is unnecessarily high 
for in ten years’ time there will not be a boat on the Ohio River that 
will not be able to pass under a 45-foot bridge. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. And what are they going todo durrg 
those ten years ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. It will probably be as in the past ten years. Tlie!e 
are only twelve days in the year that they can not go under a 40-10" 
bri 


Me WEAVER, of Nebraska. And are you going to stop them cn 
those twelve days? as 

Mr. DUNHAM. We hope not to have those floods which wil! stup 
them. I do not think it is necessary to compel the railroad company 
that seeks to develop the business of the North, the West, the East, iu! 
the South at an outlay of $3,000,000 to pay out $500,000 of unneces2-y 


expenditure. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me one (\"¢> 
tion ? 
Mr. DUNHAM. Yes, sir. ; 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would the Illinois Central Railroad 
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Company rather be authorized to build this bridge with the amend- 


ment requiring it to be 53 feet high than to have the bill defeated? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes, sir. The-Illinois Central Railroad Company 
want to build this bridge, and they propose to build it even if it must 
be 53 feet high, but it is not reasonable to ask them to make it so 
high. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. You would rather injure the boat-owners. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Why, there are not boat-owners enough to injure. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] has the 
floor. 


Mr. CRISP. How much time does the gentleman from Missouri de- 
sire? 

Mr. GLOVER. Five minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 


souri, and then I shall ask a vote. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to notice in a few words the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. Those 
remarks were really a side blow ata proposition not now before the 
House, but we have met that gentleman heretofore upon these proposi- 
tions before the Committee on Commerce, where he had a full hearing, 
and where it was decided, notwithstanding the objections urged by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, that the interests of the world at large would 
not be prejudiced by the construction of the bridge in question. At 
that time the gentleman urged an objection on account of the lumber 
interest, and it transpired that of the lumber which starts at points up 
the river in Minnesota and Wisconsin and other portions of the North- 
west, only 4 per cent. would ever pass under this bridge if it were 
erected, and I take it that the gentleman from Wisconsin will remem- 
ber that Mr. Stout, of the Knapp, Stout & Co. company, who appeared 
before that committee, admitted, in response to a question of mine, that 
if they would move their lumber-yard up the rivera short distance the 
lumber interest would not be affected at all. 

At any rate, gentlemen who set up an objection like that in opposi- 
tion to the vast interests which would be benefited by relieving the 
transcontinental commerce which centers at Saint Louis from the ar- 
bitrary tax levied on it by Jay Gould—a tax which he levies on the 
commerce of that whole Western country as the robbers of the Rhine 
once taxed the commerce of the free cities of the Rhine—gentlemen, I 
say, Who oppose such a measure of relief on such grounds should hardly 
be considered. I regret very much the misfortune that has happened 
to the Knapp & Stout lumber company—no man can be pleased to 
have another suffer—but it is a matter of fact that since the hearing be- 
fore the committee that lumber-yard has been burned, so that now the 
owners of it would not be required even to move it up the river a little 
distance in order to avoid inconvenience from the bridge. So much 
for the lumber traffic concerned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the great mass of commerce that crosses the river 
at that point and that now passes over the bridge which is owned by 
Jay Gould—and we all know that whatever Jay Gould owns he makes 
the most of—that great mass of commerce is in magnitude like the vol- 
ume of the Mississippi itself, and the steamboats that would pass under 
this bridge are like a few stray geese floating down the stream from 
time to time, perhaps one or two or three a week. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin knows that not a hundred thousand 
tons of merchandise of any kind go up that river annually by water. 
The question, then, is simply whether or not the people of that whole 
country west of the Mississippi shall be taxed arbitrarily at that point 
on everything they buy and sell. I have always noticed that the gen- 
tleman who owns that bridge and who confiscates the property of the 
oe (for it is nothing less than confiscation) by what he calls his 
bridge “arbitrary ’’—I have always noticed that, like Proteus, he can 
disguise himself and appear in may different shapes; that he appears 
now in the shape of a steamboat transportation company, in which per- 
haps he owns an interest; that he appears agdin in the shape of a lum- 
ber-yard, and at other times in other shapes, but never with his own 
face or form or feature, and the truth is-—no doubt without suspicion 
on the part of agreat many gentlemen here, for I impugn nobody’s mo- 
tives—the truth is, that the objections to this bridge spring largely 
from the fact that Mr. Gould owns the existing bridge over which ali 
this commerce has to pass, and that he hesitates to let go. 

Mr.§$ , how much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute. 

Mr. GLOVER. In that one minute I desire to say that any gentle- 
man who will read the majority report of the committee on the pro- 
rmecbaes: and then the minority report, and then the answer of the 
: Exchange to the latter, will have all his doubts on the sub- 
ject removed. I have said so much at this time, Mr. Speaker, simply 
because I did not want to see a proposition which is not now before the 
House prejudiced by the ingenious and eloquent blows aimed at it by 
the guetenian fom Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. 

-CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I now ask a vote on the two amendments, 
one to strike out ‘‘ninety-five’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and three,’’ 
the other to strike out “‘ forty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-three.’’ 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. CRISP. I move a further amendment, to insert after the word 
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“*notice,’’ in line 2 of section 4, the words ‘‘of the proposed construc- 
tion of said bridge.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to propose an amendment to sec- 
tion 2, where it reads ‘‘said bridge shall have its axis at right angles 
to the current at all stages.’’ That implies of course that the current 
is not the same at all stages. It can hardly be proposed that the axis 
of the bridge is to be changed to conform to the varying current. I 
move that the words ‘‘at all stages’ be stricken ouf. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That amendment is open to debate, 
I believe, and I would like to make one or two remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to participate in this debate which has 
been indulged in by my friend from Wisconsin and the gentleman from 
Missouri; but as it touches the underlying principlesof this bill I want 
to say one or two words. I will skip the *‘ robbers of the Rhine”’ and 
the erudite tendencies of my friend from Missouri; but when it comes 
to his robbers of America I want to say a word. He intimates that the 
Mississippi River interests, the rafting interests, the towboat interests, 
and the ice interests, which are opposed to low bridges below the 
mouth of the Missouri, are here in disguise, representing Jay Gould. 
I want toresent thatimputation. It is as small an insinuation as could 
possibly come from a small source and has no foundation in fact. It 
only belongs to the fancy that can go and revel with the “ robbers of 
the Rhine.’’ 

In opposing low bridges, we are not here at the dictation of Jay 
Gould orany other money king. We are not opposing the construction 
of properly constructed bridges on the Mississippi or on the Ohio, and 
when not the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Louis but a little bevy 





‘of gentlemen who are struggling for a charter which means tens of 


thousands of dollars in their pockets desire to strangle the navigation 
of the Mississippi River, we do not wait for Jay Gould or for the gen- 
tleman from Saint Louis to tell us what our rights on this floor are. As 
for the gentleman fastening his little fangs in the smoking ruins of the 
lumber-yards of the Knapp, Stout & Co. company, if his great soul can 
enjoy that, let him enjoy it. True it is that $400,000 or more of their 
property have gone up in smoke; but like the plucky menthat they have 
been, growing up with the West and helping to build up its business 
enterprises, they will plant their lumber there again, and they will 
carry their rafts, too, in spite of this little bevy of gentlemen from the 
Chamber of Commerce of Saint Louis. 

Mr. CLARDY. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With great pleasure. 

Mr.CLARDY. If, becauseof the calamity which has overtaken these 
gentlemen, you propose to give them cheap rents, what will you do fox 
the insurance companies that have had to pay their losses ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, That question, Mr. Speaker, comes 
with bad grace from one of the broad-minded, kind-hearted men of 
this House; and I will let the man who asked it answer it. He ought 
to know that the insurance which is paid to these men is but a baga- 
telle as compared with their loss. If the gentleman intimates that the 
insurance brought on the fire, let him say so like a man and I will an- 
swer him like another. Until he does so I leave him to answer his 
own question. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have not intimated anything of the kind. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not think you would. 

Mr. CLARDY. The idea I meant to convey is this: If you propose 
to give these people cheap rents, what will you give the insurance com- 
panies, that have at least paid some of the losses? The object of that 
question was to show the absurdity of the argument. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We are not asking for your rents; we 
get our grounds ourselves. We have our leased grounds; our rights are 
assacred as those of any member of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Louis. 

Mr. CRISP. I regret, Mr. Speaker, a discussion should arise on the 
bridge at Cairo in reference to the Saint Louis bridge. That will come 
up directly, when we dispose of the pending bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman will bear me out that 
I did not bring on that discussion. But for the insinuation made I 
would not have said a word. 

Mr. CRISP. I wish to get through with this bill and get to others. 
I send up an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] moved 
to strike out the words ‘‘ at all stages.’ 

Mr. CRISP. I thought that amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, It was pending at the time the discussion arose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I now move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 4, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “ 


in newspapers having a wide 
circulation.” 
In line 4, after the words “ Saint Louis,” insert the word “ Cairo 
In line 5, after the words “ New Orleans,” insert the words “having a wide 
circulation.” 
Mr. CRISP. That amendment is merely for the purpose of correct- 
ing the language. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





BRIDGE OVER BIGBEE RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (H. R. 9725) authorizing the 
construction of abridge over the Bigbee River at or near Jackson, Ala., 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the reading of the bill is demanded the 
Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the sixth section of the bill, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“Src, 6. That the right to ater or amend this act so as to prevent or remove 
all material obstructions to the navigation of said river is hereby expressly 
reserved, and all changes and alterations so required shall be made at the ex- 
pense of the parties owning or controlling said bridge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS WEST PASCAGOULA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 6114) to require the New 
Orleans, Mobile and Texas Railroad Company to construct and main- 
tain a suitable draw in said company’s bridge across the West Pasca- 
goula River, in the State of Mississippi. 

The reading of the bill was not demanded. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Spesker, I wish to submit a motion to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Commerce, and desire to state to the House 


the reason why I make that motion. This is for the construction of a | 


bridge and draw across the west branch of the Pascagoula River, Mis- 
sissippi; that is the western mouth of that river. 

There is now across that branch a substantial iron bridge, withouta 
draw, authorized by Congress and by act of the Legislature of the State 
of Mississippi. Across the eastern branch or the eastern mouth there 
is a railroad bridge containingadraw. That branch has been improved 
by appropriation of money by Congress. Nearly all of the commerce 
of that river passes along the eastern branch. There are several towns 
and cities on that branch. There is ne village on the western branch 
above the railroad bridge. There is nothing in the shape of commerce 
there except one saw-mill. There is at most only 3 feet of water in it, 
and just below the bridge it is almost impassable by an obstruction in 
the shape of an immense sand-bar. The commerce of the western 
branch amounts to little or nothing more than the lumber from this 
saw-mill. 

There is then no necessity for putting the railroad company to the 
expense of erecting a bridge at this point in lieu of the one already 
there. The little commerce that floats along the western branch, or 
which would go along there if the bridge had a draw, is put to only a 
slight inconvenience by having to go a greater distance along the eastern 
branch of the river. 

Again, it seems that it is not quite fair to this railroad company, in- 
asmuch as an act of Congress authorized them to construct the bridge 
in the first instance which they are now using across that western 
branch; and it was also authorized by an act of the Legislature of Mis- 
sissippi. 

This bill seeks to compel them to destroy that bridge, to lose it en- 
tirely, and to put a new bridge there with a draw init. I think the 
statements contained in the petitions which are being forwarded here 
by citizens in the county, and the only county which would be inter- 
ested or benefited by a draw in the bridge across this western branch, 
are in opposition and show that there is no necessity for it. 

[ will state as a further reason for the motion that I derive my in- 
formation from Gaylord B. Clarke, esq., a most reputable gentleman 
and an able lawyer of Mobile, who is the attorney for this railroad 
company. He desired to appear before the Committee on Commerce 
for the purpose of presenting the other side of the question. He wrote 
to a member of the House, who failed to get for him the information 
which would have enabled him to appear before the committee in 
time. He then wrote to me, and when I received the letter I applied 
to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and was informed by him that the bill had been 
already reported to the House. So that but one side has been heard, 
and the railroad company, through Mr. Clarke, representing them, de- 
sire an opportunity to appear before the committee and show the reason 
why the bill ought not to pass» 

I think it is but a reasonable request, the gentleman having failed 
to get that opportunity through no faultof hisown. It is acase where, 
in view of the facts, I trust the House will adopt the motion I submit, 
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and recommit the bill to the committee merely for the purpose of allow- 
ing the railroad company to present its side. If it is not a good pres. 





entation, the committee can report .the bill back and it can then pass . 
the House. - of 
Mr. CRISP. I merely wish to say, in behalf of the Commitice on 
Commerce, that this bill, as is the case with all bills that the com. of 
mittee report for this purpose, was referred to the War Department fo, ci 
its approval. It is a bill requiring a certain railroad company to con 
stract a draw in its bridge overariver. The Department recommended ne 
the passage of the bill in the interest of commerce, and we favors 
reported it to the House. After it was so reported my friend from Ala- a1 
bama spoke to me as he has said, but it was then too late. C 
Speaking for myself and not for the committee, for I have no 1i; 
to speak for them, I have no objection to its recommittal. If any i a 
justice has been done or is likely to be done, I think the bill ought to C 
be recommitted for further consideration. P 
Mr. OATES. I wish to say that no fault whatever attaches (o the B 
committee. It is one of those misunderstaniings that is likely to hap 0 
pen to any person. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. OATES, it was ay I 
to; and the bill was recommitted to the Committee on Commerc: ¢ 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. , 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman if h 
through with the bills to which there is no objection? 0 
Mr. CRISP. I will state to the gentleman that the next bill I pro 
e to call up is the bill for the erection of a bridge at Saint Louis 9 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House do noy 
journ. I 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock and |? } 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
( 
PETITIONS, ETC. ] 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: s * 


By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Memorial of the Evangelical 
Alliance of the United States, by John Jay (chairman), W. FE. Dod; 
(president), and Merritt Hulburd, committee, asking the protection o! 
Chinese residents in the United States, and transmitting protest of Chi- 
nese branch of the Evangelical Alliance against outrages committed on 
the Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Thomas B. Gregory, Company | 
Forty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers, asking for the passage of an «| 
granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Thomas J. McElhenie, of Eas! 
Ohio, for an appropriation of $202.83 to be paid him for services r 
dered as postmaster at Easton, Ohio, as readjustment of salary fro: ‘ 
April 1, 1868, to July 1, 1874—to the Committee on Appropriatio: 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Aaron Schwenk, of Frederick Town 
ship, Pennsylvania, for reimbursement for substitutes furnishe: 
said township during the late war. Also for compensation for ser\ 
rendered and information given leading to the surrender of General |: 
E. Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution adopted and referred to Conz: 
by claimants having bills on the Private Calendar of the House—to ‘! 
Committee on Rules. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7°~7 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of Hou~ 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bil! fo: 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Ok): 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservat'o: 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the Un 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election « 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursemen: 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury 10! 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of William Leonard and 264 others 
Charles N. Fargous and 50 others, of J. E. Noel and 20 others, 0 
A. Weton and 20 others, of D. J. Regan and 77 others, and of Ile: 
O. Walker and 84 others, citizens of eighth Congressional district 
Massachusetts. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of L. F. Armburst and 78 others an.! 
Sdmuel McCay and 83 others, citizens of twenty-third Congressi0! 
district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Henry Lawton and 14 othe, ©! 
F. W. Santen and 32 others, of S. C. Cook and 175 others, of Owe 
Benson and 14 others, of J. F. Donnelly and 28 others, of J. =. \\''- 
kinson and 84others, of John Maguire and 98 others, of George J. lo * 
inson and 19 others, of A. M. Smith and 26 others, of Charles \\ 
Sparks and 71 others, and of Samuel Tomlinson and 145 others, © 
zens of the second district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of Reuben Harris and 209 others, citize- 
of fourth Congressional district of Missouri. 
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By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of George 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of G. H. Geddes and 94 others, citizens 
of the third district of Nebraska. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of 5. W. Stephens and 110 others, 
of M. J. O’Brien and 19 others, and of Edward Bushot and 138 others, 
citizens of fourth Congressional district of Minnesota. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Louis J. Marrow and 65 others, citi- 
zens of the twenty-second district of New York. 

By Mr. PIRCE: Petition of Daniel Laughlin and 55 others, N. Clarke 
and 24 others, and of W. J. King and 68 others, citizens of second 
Congressional district of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of R. Donnelly and 75 others, of J. H. Maloney 
and &5 others, and of George Stevenson and 90 others, citizens of tenth 
Congressional district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of J. R. Brown and 225 others, of W. B. 
Bethel and 160 others, and of W. H. Cutcheon and 150 others, citizens 
of fourth Congressional district of Arkansas. 

ty Mr. RYAN: Petition of T. A. Cunch and 270 others, of J. Me- 
Donough and 7 others, of John Richardson and 322 others, of N. Beau- 
champ and 95 others, of E. 8. Thompson and 60 others, and of O. W. 
Meacham and 44 others, citizens of fourth Congressional district of Kan- 
sa 





By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of W. H. Ogden and 54 
others, citizens of first district of Texas. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of George A. Picard and 
295 others, citizens of the fifth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition of J. W. Taylor and 54 others, of 8. 
B. Hunter and 84 others, of W. P. Blake and 111 others, and of W. 
H. Willbank and 387 others, citizens of the sixth district of Texas. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of John A. Hebbell and 71 others, of J. 
A. Hamilton and 67 others, of J. E. Holding and 63 others, and of J. 
0. Rogers and 27 others, citizens of the sixth Congressiozial district of 
Michigan. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Richard Moore and 49 others, citizens of 
the third district of Virginia. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 21, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. . 

Mr. FRYE. I see by the Recorpthat I am reported as absent when 
the vote was taken yesterday on the oleomargarine bill. I was present 
and voted ‘*yea.’’ I ask that the Journal be corrected accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Journal will be corrected. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Journal may not need correction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair is advised that the Sena- 
tor’s name is not recorded as voting in the Journal. The correction 
will be made; and as corrected the Journal stands approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting and asking favorable 
consideration of a letter from the Director of the Mint, requesting the 
printing of 3,000 copies of his report on the production of the precious 
metals for the calendar year 1885; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Republican central committee of Franklin County, Ohio, favoring in- 
vestigation of charges relative to the election of Hon. Henry B. PAYNE 
ro er States Senator from Ohio; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 
He also presented a petition of dairymen and butter-makere of Mil- 
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Peck and 23 others, | 


ford, Pa., praying for the passage of the oleomargarine bill: which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented two petitions of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of certain billsin relation to the public lands, Presidential 
and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the 

jus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DA I present a number of petitions from different Con- 
gressional districts of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of eight 
bills which have been set forth from time to time. I move the refer- 
ence of the petitions to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON et thirteen petitions of citizens of Pennsyl- 


for rad y ve of certain bilis in relation to the public 
Congressional elections, and the disbursement 


vania, 

lands, tial 
of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, pray- 
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ing that Mrs. Julia D. Howe, of York, Nebr., be placed on the pension- 
roll for her service as nurse in the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER presented ten petitions of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Pres- 
idential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to {he Committee on Finance, 

KNIGHTS OF LABOR PE 

Mr. VANWYCK. Idesire to prese 

of Labor and others in different pat 


rITIONS. 
it sundry petitions of the Knights 


ts of the State of Nebraska. 
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In that connection I crave the indulgence of the Senate for a few 
moments while I make some suggestions with regard to this subject, 
because on several previous occasions some allusion has been made to 
these petitions and the manner of their being signed or presented. In 
order to show why I do this, I desire to read the following letter 

Orrice Kw rs oF LAnor, NATI tr. LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, 
Wa agton, D. C., July 20, 1886 

My Dear Sir: I notice on reading the Recorp of to-day, andI am further in- 

formed by reading the city papers, that Senators Vest, Brown, LoGaN, Beck, 


and others have taken n by remarks upon the floor of the Senate to cast 
doubt and suspicion upon the numerous petitions recently laid before Congress 
emanating from the Knights of Labor and other citizens of the United States 

These petitions, I assure you, are all genuine, and were sent to me signed either 
directly or by authority of the persons purporting to sign them, and furthermore 
the petitions are expressly authorized and sanctioned by the gen ve 
board of the order in the United States. 

I respectfully request that you correct the misrepresentations that have bee 
made to the Senate and tothe country. Ialsodesire tocall your attention to the 
remarks of Senator Vest in the Senate to-day, during which he read a portion 
of a correspondence between Mr. D. W. Bushyhead, of the Cherokee tril I 
dians, and Mr. T. V. Powderly, grand master workman of the Knights of Labo 
In the interest of truth and justice I ask you to have reac the con« 
of Mr. Powderly to Mr. Bushyhead, herewith inclosed, showing 
deceive Mr. Powderly on the part of Mr. Bi 
of the Oklahoma bill. 

Respectfully, yours, 
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The letter referred to from Mr. Powderly is as follows 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., July 17, 1886 

Dear Sin: When I wrote to you on the 12th I also wrote to Mr, Ralph Beau 
mont, at the same time placing in his hands your communication of the 7th 
requested of him to make an investigation and ascertain whether the state 
ments made in your letter to me were correct so far as the petition which ema- 
nated from the congressional committee of the Knights of Labor was concerned 
Mr. Beaumont has complied with my instructions and has made his report; he 
has also procured for me a copy of the bill in question, House bill No.7217 
known as the Oklahoma bill. A careful examination and comparison of the 
bill and your letter of the 7th has dispelled any doubts I might have had regard 
ing the interference of this bill with the rights of the Cherokee Indians. | find 
that the very things which you claim are so essential to the welfare of the Chet 
okee Nation are embodied in the bill, and if it becomes a law it will not only 
protect the Indians themselves, but it will protect the lands in question from 
the cattle thieves who have intruded upon them. 

You have either been misled into making the statements as contained in your 
letter of the 7th to me, or else it was your intention to mislead me intocondemn 
ing one ofthe measures ad vocated by the congressional com mittee of the Knights 
of Labor. Ican not find anything in the bill but what every honest man and 
friend to the Cherokee Nation can approve of most heartily. 

I am told that you have exhibited to public gaze my letter of the 12th, in which 
I told you that I would cause an investigation to be made. It would have been 
as well to have awaited the result of thatinvestigation before making known to 
the public the contentsof my communicationto you, Isecinaspecial tothe Phil 
adelphia Times of this date that ‘‘ those who were interested in the matter madc 
some investigations at the instance of Mr. Powderly.” Ido not know the au 
thor of that statement, but take this opportunity of saying to you that I author 
ized no person to make an investigation except Mr. Beaumont, and at the time 
when the investigation mentioned in the Times of this date was being made Mr 
Beaumont was in my presence in this city making his report. Iam pleased to 
say that his report meets with my hearty approval, and I have counseled him 


I 


to continue in the good work of protecting whites and Indians alike against 
those who would steal the land from both 
Very truly, yours, 
r. V. POWDERLY, G. 
D. W. Busuyueap, Esq., 
Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation, Washington, D. ¢ 


Mr. President, it seemed necessary that this le 
ten— 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there an allusion made to me in the letter ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the letter which Mr. Beaumont wrote me he 
says: 

I notice on reading the Recorpof to-day, and I am further informed by read 
ing the city papers, that Senators Vest, Brown, LOGAN, Beck, and others have 
taken occasion by remarks upon the floor of the Senate to cast doubt and su 
picion upon the numerous petitions recently laid before Congress emanating 
from the Knights of Labor and other citizens of the United States 

Mr. Beaumont is chairman of what is known as the legislative con 
mittee of the Knights of Labor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt hi: 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have nothing to say about the bringing of letters 
that character into the Senate to read about Senators, but I deny that 
I have said anything reflecting on the Knights of Labor or their peti 
tions. I said the other day in presenting some petitions, quite a num 
ber of which I had in my hand, that I had looked at two or three of them, 
and that they seemed to be in the same handwriting. That isall the re- 
mark I made in connection with the matter. I cast no reflection upon the 
Knights of Labor or anybody else, except that I made that remark; 
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and any one who will notice the petitions will find my statement veri- 
fied from the fact that one of them was signed in pencil and in the 
same handwriting, and others were signed in ink in the same hand- 
writing. All the remark I made was that some of them seemed to be 
in the same handwriting. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But Senators made those assertions and their 
statements appeared in the Recorp. It was deemed by them neces- 
sary that attention should be called to the matter, and therefore it was 
that Mr. Beaumont very properly wrote the letter and forwarded Mr. 
Powder] y’s letter. : 

The nature of the remarks of some Senators was such that at least 
the impression has gone abroad that there is some reflection cast upon 
the manner in which these petitions were circulated or signed. ‘The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], in alluding to the petition signed 
by Mr. Reall, the president of the National Dairymen’s Association, 
alluded to it purporting to come from headquarters in the city of Wash- 
ington, as if thereshould be something remarkable about that; and an 
allusion was also made to the fact that the headquarters of Mr. Beau- 
mont, who is chairman of the legislative committee of the Knights of 
Labor, were at Washington. The inference would be drawn from the 
general tenor of the remarks that there was some doubt at least, if not 
suspicion, attached to the manner of the signing of these petitions, be- 
cause one of the Senators alluded to the fact that the object of -the pe- 
tition was pasted upon the back of these petitions, whereas that was | 
done for the convenience of Senators and Congressmen, so that when a | 
petition is sent they shall not be compelled first to ascertain its con- | 
tents and then make the necessary indorsement upon the back. It | 
was for the purpose of preventing that labor that the indorsement was | 
printed. It was printed upon paper and spread with mucilage so that 
it could be moistened and pasted upon the back of the petitions; and 
certainly there was nothing suspicious in that. 

Some gentleman has stated, and it was stated yesterday, that the pe- 
titions appeared apparently in the handwriting of one or two persons. 
That is a matter capable of explanation. These petitions are in du- 
plieate. One copy is intended to be sent to the Senate and the other 
to the House of Representatives, and when the petitions are drawn up | 
the originals as these are—these are the originals [exhibiting ]—instead 
of asking the persons signing them to stop in their pursuits to sign a 
second petition a copy is sometimes made of the petition, and the du- 
plicate is obtained in that way. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why could they not sign a duplicate petition ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That might be done, but all these gentlemen 
are not skilled, as you see by reading their letters; they are not clerks, 
they are not skilled in parliamentary tactics. I want to have it un- 
derstood in that way, that the original is made and then it is copied by 
one or two persons, and the original is presented in one House and the 
copy in the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Nebraska that debate is not in order beyond a simple statement 
of the contents of a petition when it is presented. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I asked permission tomakeastatement. I sup- 
posed that leave was granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in accordance with the rule. 
The Chair will not interrupt the Senator but remind him of the rule. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood three or four times that these peti- 
tions were attacked—I do not mean attacked offensively but I mean 
alluded to, and this is the only time they are defended; and I make 
this statement at the request of persons who think their good faith has 
been impugned in this matter. Three hundred thousand of these peti- 
tions have been presented in both bodies. If it is out of order now, I 
will seek an occasion at another time to state what the petitioners de- 
sire me to state. I shall have the right to be recognized on some sub- 
ject before the Senate, and then talk upon that or any other subject as 
I may think best.. But no one has been questioned in attacking these 
petitions; I mean in speaking of them before. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has a perfect right on the question of the 
reference of the petition to say anything he wishes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would rather not havea contest with the Chair 
on that subject. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Chair will not insist on the enforcement 
of the rule against the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say nothing farther 
about it except to remind the Senator of the rule, which will be read. 
The rule authorizes a simple statement of the contents of a petition 
upon its presentation. 

Mr. HOAR. This is on the question of reference. 

Mr. INGALIS. It is on the question of reference. 

oo ys PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Nebraska will pro- 
Cc . 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I suppose I shall continue, although I 
would er not to rest under the imputation of violating a rule of 
this body in doing so. But as these gentlemen prefer not to rest under 
the imputation of committing a fraud on the Congress of the United 


States in presenting these petitions, I shall ; 
Here are petitions from the State of Nebraska, and when I open them, 
although the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] discovered none in his 
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petitions from Missouri whose names he knew, I discover persons w })o», 
I am acquainted with, and I venture to say that my colleague js a). 
quainted with some of the names of these petitioners, as they are fro; 
Omaha. The petitionsare here in theoriginal, and were signed in go.) 
faith, and, as I have said, as copies were to be presented to the othe 
House, the copies would necessarily be in the handwriting of whoeye; 
should copy them. 

That explains those two points, first, as to the handwriting, aud j, 
the next place as to the indorsement, which is a very intelligent state. 
ment of what the petitions contain. 

In addition to that I will add that this is sometimes done in 1}, 
semblies of the Knights of Labor, and it is sometimes the case t\jat ; 
the meeting of an assembly, when a large number are gathered to. 
gether, it is done by a resolution, and the members of the assem), 
ask that thesecretary may sign theirnamestothe petition. That issome 
times done. I know in some sections where a person can not sign hi: 
name to a petition, where the $80,000,000 bounty of our friend trom 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has not yet reached—where he can no) 
sign his name, is he to be denied the right of petition because he asks 
his neighbor or friend or the presiding officer or the secretary to su) 
scribe hisname for him? It is true that these petitions which | present 
from Nebraska are in the proper handwriting of the petitioners, })ocause 
fortunately we rank at the head on the score of education, and we }y,\¢ 
less of illiteracy in Nebraska than in any other State of the Union 

Mr. ALLISON. Except Iowa. 

Mr.VAN WYCK. No, sir, not even excepting Iowa. We are alia 
of Iowa, whereas in Georgia, which my friend from Georgia [\M: 
BRowN ] represents, and possibly in Kentucky, a great proportion of the 
men who form the Knights of Labor, and who do drudgery upon the 
farms, may not be able to read and write and therefore can not sig: 
their names to a petition, they necessarily have to ask a neigh)or o: 
friend to do it for them. I take it the Senator will not deny the right 
of petition to the white or colored laborers or the Knights of Labor in 
Georgia because they have been unable to learn even so much of the 
rudiments as to write their names. 

I think I have touched upon all the three points which have been 
alleged and charged against the right of these petitioners, and it seems 
and I think these people thought, and some of the people of the cou: 
try thought, that it savored, not in kind, possibly not in degree, o/ that 
which happened at the time when John Quincy Adams presented in the 
other end of this building petitions from citizens of Massachusetts in 
regard to the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. Ther 
it was boldly asserted that he had no right to present the petitions, au‘ 
here seemingly—not intentionally, I grant—seemingly it is done by 
suspicion cast upon these petitions by one and another and another Sen 
ator rtsing in his place and arraigning and casting suspicion upon the: 
and questioning really by their act and some of them in their de:! 
tion whether the petitions are properly here. 

Mr. President, three hundred thousand of these petitions have come 
to both branches of this Congress, and very nearly three hundred thov- 
sand more are on their way, and it would seem a little strange when 
this is open, notorious, when it is known in the States where these pe 
titions are being gathered and sent here, that they should be ues 
tioned. 

Senators are startled when they see the heading of the petition,‘ )icad- 
quarters at Washington,’’ and they say that Mr. Beaumont, the chair- 
man of this committee, has his headquarters at Washington. It scemed 
to startle the Senator from Kentucky that the dairymen had a * head- 
quarters at Washington.’’ My friend from Kentucky asked, *‘is this 
man’s farm at Washington?’’ No; but your tariff men gather a 
Washington, from which they frame and formulate petitions and scai- 
ter them to their friends and ask for signatures. Are they manufact- 
ured.at Washington ? 

The great railroad presidents of the country will come to Was)ine- 
ton. They do not carry a petition of three hundred thousand. A! 
they need to do is to send an attorney, and he knocks at the dour 0! 
your committee and it flies open and hats off, and in he walks. The 
Mississippi River improvement has headquartersat Washington. [hey 
do not send petitions here, but they bring a huge convention wit! hea‘: 
quarters in Washington. Does the Senator from Missouri rise i) 
place and say that the Mississippi River interest has come to WVas!uve 
ton? This is the headquarters of the Mississippi River convention 

But sane ees farmer seeks > be heard = _— —_ : ry to nave 
an agent at ington for this purpose, or nights of Labor, then 
Senators become very sensitive about it, and they marvel and they 
wonder what it means, and they think there is to be an invasion po" 
the rights, the — and the powers of the great Congress 0! th¢ 
United States, farmers who have no money to send attornes- 
because the Knights of Labor who have no funds to send skillful, is’ 

lawyers, must employ themselves and must content themsel’ es 

y merely putting their manuscript before For doing that 
are they to be arraigned, and is suspicion to be cast upon their igh'. 

and is the sacred right of petition to be called in question ? ; 

No scandal will be connected with that, Iam free to say; but why 
there trouble about this matter? These men petition for what the nati 
desires, They publicly present their petition throughout this who'¢ 


as 
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country. They ask all men who agree to it to sign, and they ask for 
what? Repealing the timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land 
acts, which apparently the whole nation is desirous to have done; for 
the adjustment of railroad and other land grants, which both bodies of 
Congress are seeking to do; bills forfeiting all railroad land grants the 
cone. tions of which have not been strictly complied with. That nom- 
inally we are all in favor of; theoretically we all say that. Both polit- 
ical parties say that in their platforms. It is true when we get here 
sometimes it is a very difficult thing to do; but at the same time they 
petition for it and they ask it of us. 

Then the House bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma. That 
seems to be the trouble. 1 judgeso, because Mr. Bushynead has inter- 
posed in the matter. Then for the Senate bill opening a portion of the 
great Sioux reservation to settlement, and the bill prohibiting aliens 
trom holding land in the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSioux bill has been passed twice by the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Sioux bill has been passed twice. I am 
stating that these petitioners publicly present their petitions and ask 
for what the nation demands and what Congress admits is a just de- 
mand. We passed the bill twice, but itis not done. The Sioux ter- 
ritory is not open to settlement, and the probability is it will not be, 
and that is just what ordinary people do not understand. They do 
not understand parliamentary tuctics. The three hundred thousand 
citizens who signed these petitions and the three hundred thousand 
more on their way do not understand why, when both bodies of the 
American Congress are in favor of the passage of a proposition, it can | 
not be done, and they seem to think that there is something strange 
about that. They ask for the passage of the bill prohibiting aliens 
from holding lands in the United States. That we are all in favor of, 
and that we have done, and the other House has done it. 

The bill making Presidential and Congressional election days holi- 
days and to punish bribery. That we all say is a right and proper 
measure to pass. . 





The bill directing the disbursement of at least two hundred million | 


Treasury surplus. Thatis demanded. Theother House passed such a 
bill nearly unanimously and the Senate will probably do the same thing. 
My friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] ought to know. He is on that 
committee. I say that they are asking that this disbursement of $200, - 
000,000 shall be made; the House has passed it nearly unanimously, 
and I queried whether the Senate would not probably do the same thing 
after it gets to my friend’s committee; and to substitute Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired. That is the only proposition on which there 
— be some difference or dispute. There may be some question about 
that. 

This ie whatthese peopleask. Three hundred thousand citizens ask 
this, signing in their own proper persons, and yet when these petitions 
come here they are questioned by what seemed to be, though not in- 
tended, aspersions cast upon them, but questions as to good faith con- 
nected with them. They are asking for these important measures. I 
do not propose to discuss the matter of the Indian lands except to say 
that Mr. Bushyhead and other people can have their headquarters here, 
railroad men, and bank men, and tariff men, and even the Indian can 
come down here and have his headquarters at Washington. My friend 
from Missouri has read Bushyhead’s letter. He has his headquarters 
here at Washington, and he did notobjecttothat. He writes from head- 
quarters in Washington. It is all right for this Indian to come here and 
have his headquarters, but when eight hundred thousand Knights of 
Labor have their headquarters in Washington, there seems to be censure 
cast upon theminalludingtoit. Whenthegreat farming interest of this 
country has its president here and he signs his papers at headquarters, 
then my friend from Kentucky feels that it is alarming and that they 
should not have headquarters in Washington, but Bushyhead can have 
them all the same and it is all right. 

Mr, President, I meant only to refer to this matter. Probably the 
Senator from Missouri did not know these people. They are exercising 
the American’s privilege to petition the American Congress. They ask 
what nine-tenths of the American people demand, and they can present 
their petition in only two forms, first, as they have presented it, and the 
only other petition they can make will be at the ballot-box, and if it 
becomes necessary they will exercise the other, the most powerf'! peti- 


tion which they can present. That undoubtedly they will do, and at 
that time emen will begin to know who they are, and where they 


belong, where they come from, and what their rights are. 

In regard to this O) matter, the men have been characterized 
very . Ishall not use those terms for it is not necessary, but 
they been denounced as men who have invaded that country, and 
the Cherokee strip of 6,000,000 acres can be rendered to six men, and 
Oklahoma can be used by cattle-men who intending to drive cattle start 
them farther west than where they are, and the chances are they do 
not go far enough west to get out of the Indian Territory. Yet Amer- 
jeans On the eastern border are kept off, white men who go with the 
principles of the Christian religion and who seek to disseminate educa- 
tion, et be to keep them out, and I take it that is 
the most point about it. 

The desire and the want is that we should keep what there is now left 
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of public land for settlement, or even of Indian land which probably 
should not belong to the Indians or which we should probably obtain 
fromthem. Is the Sioux reservation kept for hanting-grounds? Ob, 
no, there is no talk about that. There is no deer, nogame, in Dakota 
on the immense Sioux reservation. My friend from lowa says the bill 
to open that reservation has passed both Houses, and yet the exclama 
tion comes again, Why are not those lands opened to settlement? 

I ask the pardon of the Senate for having said so much, but I felt it 
to be my duty in order to show the good faith of these petitioners, first, 
in what they ask, and, secondly, in the manner in which the petitions 
are prepared and have heen presented to this body. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the third and 
fourth clauses of the seventh rule of the Senate in regard to petitions. 
The Chair simply presents the rule for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


3. Every petition or memorial shall be referred, without putting the question, 
unless objection to such reference is made; in which case all motions for the 
reception or reference of such petition, memorial, or other paper shall be put in 
the order in which the same shall be made,and shall not be open to amend 


ment, except to add instructions. 

4. Before any petition or memorial shall be received, it shall be signed by the 
petitioner or memorialist, and a brief statement of its contents made by the pre- 
siding officer or Senator presenting it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That was a question I omitted. I was afraid I 
was omitting something. I should have ascertained, if possible, to 
what committee these petitions properly belong, so as to know what 
order should be made in regard to them. That was the real point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. The Chair had the rule read, not to reproach 
the Senator from Nebraska, but simply to show by the rule that if the 
morning hour is to be interrupted by discussion on the merits of a bill 
of course it would be impossible to get through with the ordinary 
business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to make one remark only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to make a remark. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope that the Senator from Nebraska will hear me. 
After this remarkable tirade—I can characterize it by no other name— 
a part of it reflecting upon myself, I desire to say in response that I 
have never refused to present a petition for any citizen of the United 
States on any subject. I have presented hundreds of petitions of the 
character mentioned by the Senator. The other morning in present- 
ing some of these petitions, which he now explains and shows I was 
eorrect, I made the remark that the signatures to some of the petitions 
seemed to be in the same handwriting. Thatisall I said. Now the 
Senator says they were in the same handwriting because some of them 
were copies. What criticism does the Senator think ought to apply to 
me if I made a statement that is absolutely correct? I made no reflec- 
tion upon these men; I merely made that remark; and here is a half 
hour’sspeech now. You would think the country was on fire, or some 
revolution had taken place, or some great calamity had befallen some 
community or other. The Senator seems to take advantage of things 
of this kind for the purpose of boosting himself by characterizing other 
Senators here in a manner which is not very seemly ina body like this. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I made no sort of allusion or in any way referred 
to the Senator from Illinois or any other Senator. I stated what had 
been alleged in regard to these petitions, and the impression in the 
public mind, and the impression in the mind of the persons who sent 
them here. 

I made the remarks which I did at the request of the gentleman 
whose letter I read, and the Senator from Illinois or any other Senator 
must make his quarrel with him and not with me. He stated what 
had been alleged against these petitions and desired me to make the 
explanation, which I have done without intending to reflect upon the 
Senator from Illinois or any other Senator in this body. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have nomisunderstanding whatever 
with my constituents on the subject-matter presented here by the Sen 
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLER. Is it not in order to present morning business? 

Mr. BROWN. I rose to a question of privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia rose to 
what is in the nature of a personal explanation. 

Mr. BROWN. A personal explanation. It will not be lengthy. 

Since I have been in the Senate I have never refused in any instance 
to present a petition of even the humblest citizen of my State when he 

has sent it to me in any shape, even in the shape of a letter, if he in- 
formed me that he desired it laid before the nenate as a petition or to 
bring his grievance before the Senate. 

I have received repeatedly petitions from the Knights of Labor in my 
own State, sent to me directly by them, and have in every instance, 
when requested, presented them to the Senate. They know very weil 


I move that the petitions be referred to the 


They will be referred to the Com- 












































































































































3 MEALS woe EES 
A rR ANA OER, 


PO LS OR RENIR NE Fi Bo 


—— 


RE nel ne ree Dee TIE 


mi 


mae am ants Lae BAST rca Soe 
wee yy — 


PE GO 


0 eth 4 metas EM 
Mar gear 


ody em ert 
ag pee 


<= 
an 


ee i 


tn, as nae Si aa 


<n Si a 


(EERO DE Pn TN 


7250 


that I will do sowhenever I am requested. I do not a their right, 
however, to send the petitions to some intermediary in Washington 
city, or some officer of their order, to be forwarded to me by him, in- 
stead of having them come directly to me through the mail, and in 
every instance where they have reached me in that shape I have pre- 
sented them to the Senate. 

The other morning, however, on looking over the petitions and seeing 
that they all seemed to be in the same handwriting and not knowing 
the reason why they were sent through some other person instead of 
coming to me directly by mail, I simply stated the fact to the Senate 
and called attention to the fact that the signatures appeared to be in 
thesame handwriting. Nobody questionsthat. And the Senator from 
Nebraska now admits that they are all in the same handwriting. This 
was allI did. I did nobody any injustice. 

Mr. HOAR. Will theSenator from Georgia allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. to him right there? 

Mr. BROWN. I would rather close. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in aid of the Senator’s position, and I think he 
would like to have me make it. The rule requires that— 

Before any petition or memorial shall be received, it shall be signed by the 
petitioner or memorialist, and a brief statement of its contents made by the pre- 
siding officer or Senator presenting it. 

Now, therefore, under the rule of the Senate if a petition be not 
signed by a single petitioner it is the duty of the Senator presenting it 
to call the attention of the Senate at the time, so that there may be 
unanimous consent implied to the waiving of the rulein that particular. 

The Senator from Georgia therefore did what he was imperatively 
bound to do by the rule, called the attention of the Senate, so that for 
presentation there should be the unanimous assent of the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts for the sug- 
gestion, and the rule as he reads it fortifies me, as he well states, in 
the course I took. 

I meant no disrespect certainly for anybody. I feel that I havedone 
nothing wrong, and I have nothing whatever to apologize for. 

As far as creating any prejudice against me with my constituents is 
concerned, I leave any Senator who thinks proper to take his own course 
in that regard. The people of Georgia understand very well that Iam 
not the enemy of the laboring man. I have on various occasions in 
my life as a candidate gone before the people of my State, and where 
the popular vote was cast at the ballot-box I have always been sus- 
tained. I was known to be the friend of the laborer, or I should not 
have met with this response at the ballot-box. I never was defeated 
as a candidate in a popular election by the people, and I am not afraid 
of anything that is said or done here creating a prejudice in their minds 
against me, or shaking their confidence in my fidelity to them. I 
know J am their friend, and they know I am their friend. 

| will lay their petitions before the Senate whenever they come to 
me in any shape that I consider authentic; but if they come in any 
shape that is not in accordance with the rule, or where there is any 
peculiarity about them, I shall feel justified, asin the past, in calling 
the attention of the Senate to the true condition of things. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tation of petitions and 
memorials is still in order. If there be no further petitions to be pre- 
sented reports from committees are in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 512) to repeal certain sections of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the appointment of 
civil officers, to report the same without amendment, and I am directed 
by the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EpMuUNDSs], to communicate to the Senate his dissent from the report. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I merely wish to state that I dissent from 
the report of the committee, and when the matter comes before the 
Senate will give my reasons. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 509) to repeal certain provisions of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1875, reiating te the purchase of arms for the use of 
the States, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments o 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, 
in the State of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s 
Bay, a navigable stream in said county and State. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

— bill (S. 63) to authorize the construction of ahighway bridge across 

rt of the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the towns of 
Nor Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont; 

A bill (8S. 236) to authorize the Bellingham Bay Railway and Navi- 
gation Saekaed to build certain bridges in the Territory of Washing- 
ton; 

A bill (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon; and 
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A bill (8. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Compa, , 
of Oregon the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette River |) 
the vicinity of Ray’s Landing, Oregon. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the }(!! 
(8. 901) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad Company |). 
right to construct bridges over navigable water courses with ame 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The mesage also announced that the House had passed a reso) tin 
directing the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House o 
Representatives to declare their respective Houses adjourned sine :/, 

3 o'clock p. m. July 28, 1886; in which the concurrence of the Senato 
was requested. 
TERRITORIAL LAWS. 


Mr. HARRISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Chegresing votes of the two Houses 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5179) entitled “An act to pro 


hibit the of local or special laws in the Territories of the United State 
after a full and free conference have to recommend and do recom me 
to their re: ve Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert a: 
the end of section 3 aS “cums that in addition to any indebtedness creaied { 
such purposes the Legislature may authorize a loan forthe erection of pen 
charitable, or educational institutions for such Territory if the total indebt« 
ness of the Territory is not thereby made to exceed 1 per cent. upon t\y 
ar value of the taxable property in such Territory as shown by the !ast 

neral assessment for taxation, and nothing in this act shall be construe: | 
prohibit the refunding of any existing indebtedness of such Territory or of : 
political or municipal corporation, county, or other subdivision therein :' 


the Senate to thesame. 

That the a recede from its di 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike «1: 
the word “two,” in section 4, and insert “four ;" and at the end of section 4 j 
sert the following: “‘ That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed 
as to affect the validity of any act of any Territorial Legislature hereto/ 
enacted or of any a existing or contracted thereunder, nor to pre: = 
the issuing of bonds already contracted for in pursuance of express provision- 
of law, nor to prevent any Territorial Legislature from legalizing the acts of au 
county municipal corporation, or subdivision of any Territory as to any bod. 
heretofore issued or cont to be issued; and the Senate agree to the sam: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the senat: 
numbered 7,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Se:at 
numbered 8, and agreeto the same with an amendment as follows: Insert after 
the word “law,” where the same occurs the second time in section |, th. 
words “of Congress; ” and the Senate 0S to the same. 

HARRISON, 
a c BUTLER, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON. 
Managers on the part of the Sena! 
WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
WILLIAM D. HILL, 
Managers on the part of the ITous 


Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate concur in the report o 


the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in. 


BILIS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2869) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Rail w: 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (8. 2870) for the relief of A. B. Mul- 
lett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


ment to the amendment of the Ss; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there is no further morning })u- 
ness the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 0! 
the Payne case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama niove- 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the report of the (om 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in the case of Hon. HENr\ !.. 
PAYNE. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 wish to ask unanimous consent to take up a i! 
which very materially affects some sureties in my State in a matter o! 
indebtedness to the Government arising some twenty years ago, 10\! 
the Department with whose officers I have conversed recommend t!i:! 

relief in the case. The report of the committee is ver) 


f | positive and the Senate has acted in that way. In order that the !)!!! 


may get to the House and save a continuance of the prosecution |) 
tween now and next session I ask the Senate to pass the bill. 

I do not like to interfere with the Senator from Alabama, but we !::\\: 
no morning hour now, and this is a matter of very vital importance \» 
the heirs and widows of various citizens there. 

Mr. PUGH. nee ad mee to accommodate gentlem«: 
but I moved the consideration of this order of business, and it is 10 
before the Senate. There seems to be a general desire that it sha!! | 
finished to-day, and in order to do so we must have an early beginn- 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe Senatorwill allow me to ask unanimous cv" 
sent that we may have to-morrow morning the usual calendar hou! 
until half past 12, I think we can of it and probably of a lars: 
number of bills to which there is no objection. I ask that unanimows 
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consent be given now that to-morrow after the routine morning busi- 
ness we have until half past 12 o’clock for unobjected cases on the Cal- 


endar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEwe tt in the chair). Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. PUGH. I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Alabama will not object to 
taking for the Calendar whatever time there may be after the routine 
business to-morrow morning until half past 12 o’clock. There is nota 
Senator here who has not some matter on the Calendar to which there 
can be no.objection. It is for to-morrow morning, not this morning. 

Mr. CONGER. I asked for to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PUGH. If it is for to-morrow, I make no objection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the order sug- 
by the Senator from Michigan will be made. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. PUGH. The report of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions is before the Senate, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the single question presented to the Sen- 
ate by the three reports on the election of HENry B. PAYNE as Sena- 
tor from the State of Ohio is, whether the Senate, on the whole case, as 
reported, shall order an investigation of the charge that his election 
was procured by bribery. There is no charge or pretense that HENry 
B. PAYNE had any participation or connection, by act or knowledge, 
with any bribery or wrongdoing, if any were committed, to secure his 
election. ‘There is nothing, therefore, upon which to base a motion or 
resolution for his expulsion. 

I call the special attention of the Senate to the language of the mi- 
nority report, in which Senator HoAR, the chairman of the committee, 
and Senator Fry, formulate the only question, in their opinion, to be 
decided by the Senate. On page 35 of the report of the minority is 
found these words: ‘‘ We are not now to consider whether the case is 
proved, or even whether there be a prima facie case.’’ ‘‘ There has as 
yet been no evidence laid before us addressed to either of these consid- 
erations,”’ 

Mark the admission of the minority, that as yet there has been no 
evidence addressed to the inquiry whether the charge of bribery is true, 
or addressed to the inquiry whether a prima facie case for reasonable be- 
lief that the charge is true has any existence. What, then, do the mi- 
nority claim to be the question before the Senate? They answer for 
themselves—‘‘ Is there fair reason for instituting an inquiry whether the 
result of the election was procured by bribery?’’ What the difference 
is between evidence that makes out a prima facie case and evidence that 
**there is fair reasor for instituting an inquiry whether the election 
was procured by bribery’’ the minority must explain. 

In the report signed by three majority members of the committee the 
following language is found on page 12: 

The — of the election and not of the member is in question, * * 
The inv ion, which now deals with the election as vitiated and not the 
member as innocent, must reach the proof that the fraud, corruption, or bribery 


embraces enough in number of the voting electors to have changed, by these 
methods, the result of the election. 


In the report signed by the four majority members the following lan- 
guage is used: 

The Senate must be satisfied by legal evidence that a sufficient number of the 
members of the Legislature were bribed by the friends of the sitting member 
to seeure the votes of enough members of the Legislature to insure his election, 
and that without the votes thus corruptly obtained the sitting member would 
not have been declared elected. 


Or that the evidence must make out the charge or create a reason- 


2 


able belief that the charge could be established, and the sitting mem- | 


ber deprived of his seat by an investigation. 


in the report of the minority is the following: 
As the Senate is the only court that can properly try this question, so the 


5 


charge is , if not in the only way it can be made yet certainly in the way 
beyond all others in which it can be made with most authority. * * * For 
the Senate to refuse to listen to this complaint so made would, it seems to us, be, 
and be everywhere taken to be, a declaration that it is indifferent to the ques- 
tion whether its seats are to be in the future the subject of bargain and sale, or | 
may be presented by afew millionaires as a compliment to a friend. 
a = ~ 7 * 
But— 
Say the minority— 


the case does not rest alone upon the charge and the character of the partics 


who make it, and who ask to be permitted to produce evidence in its support. | 


If it did, it,in our judgment, would be enough. 


Enough simply to make the charge. Such a startling proposition 
was never before announced in the Senate, and never received a mo- 
ment’s consideration. 

Tn the case of Lapham and Miller, reported in Senate Election Cases 
by Taft, page 643, the committee say through their chairman that— 

The last ground alleges — 


Tn a memorial by members of the New York Legislature— 


that there were rumors of bribery in procuring the election of these gentiemen. 
The allegation of mere rumors of bribery is not sufficient, unaccompanied with 
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vestigation at the hands of the Senate or of its commit- 


evidence, to require in 
tees. 


In the case of Senator Simon Cameron, found in the same report, page 
185, the Committee on the Judiciary say in their report that— 

The third ground of protest is signed by members of the house of representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania, but not by the members of the senate of that State. 

It is a general allegation ‘that the election of the said Simon Cameron was 
procured, as they are informed and believe, by corrupt and unlawful means, in- 
fluencing the action and votes of certain members of the house of representa- 
tives,’’ and the Senate of the United States is asked to investigate the charge 

The committee can not recommend that this praver be granted Che allega- 
tion is entirely too vague and indefinite to justify such idation. Not 
a single fact or circumstance is detailed asa basis for the general « Neither 
the nature of the means alleged to be corrupt and unlawful, nor the time, place, 
or manner of using them, is set forth, nor is it even alleged thatthe sitting mwem- 
ber participated in the use of such corrupt means or, indeed, had any knowledge 
of their existence. Under no state of facts could your econ 
sistent with propriety, or with the dignity of this bo 
commission in search of proofs of fraud in order to dep 
of a seat to which he is, prima facic, entitled 
such a course when the parties alleging the fraud and « 


1 recomim 


irge 


mittee deen con- 


iv, to send out a roving 
ve one of its members 


still less can they recommend 


srruption are themselves 


armed withample powers for investigation. If it be, indeed, trne that members 
of the house of representatives of Pennsylvania have been influenced by corrupt 
considerations or unlawful appliances, tlie means nvestigation and redress 


are in the power of the very parties who seek the aid of the the United 


Senate ol 


States. Let their complaint be made tothe house of which thev are members, 
and which is the tribunal peculiarly appropriate for conducting the desired in 
vestigation. That their complaint will meet the respectful consideration of ihat 
house your committee are not permitted to doubt If upon such investigation 


the facts charged are proven, and if they in any manner involve the chm 
of the recently elected member of this body from the State of Pennsylvania 
Constitution of the United States has not left the Scnate withou 
for protecting itself against the presence of unworthy members ts mid 

In the mean time your committee see no reason for initiating any pro 
on the subject, and submit the following resolution 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dischar 
consideration of the subject. 


How does the opinion of the Judiciary Committee then, on this 
identical question, agree with the opinion of the minority now expressed 
as follows in their report : 


acter 
the 
atnpl cans 


ged from the further 


K 


The Senate is the only court which has, or under the Constitution p bly 
ean have, jurisdiction of this question. There can be no trial, inquiry, or adju 
dication anywhere else to which this inquiry is not totally foreign and imma 
terial. 

But I desire to call the attention of the minority, and especially of 


, 
ilew 


peCi 
the Senate, to the undisputed action of the Committee on Priv 
and Elections, as reported by the four members on page 7. 

When your committee met to consider the matter referred to them, the first 
act of the committee was to comply fully with the first request of the 


Ss 


Ohio 


house, and that was to make an examination of all the testimony taken by the 
select committee of the Ohio house of representatives under its resolution No 
28, the report of that select committee being all that was then before your com 
mittee. After several days’ examination of the testimony the chairman of your 
committee, at our next meeting, made his report as copied in the minority re 


port, which is, in effect, after careful reading of the testimony contained in Mis 


Doc. No. 106, no evidence, opinion, or statement whatever was found personally 
inculpating Henry B. PAYNE in any way in any bribery or the corrup! use of 


money in his election to the Senate. Neither did such examination show that 
enough had been found in the testimony to jastify the charge that the election 
of Mr. PAYNE was procured by the corrupt use of money, or that there was any- 
thing in the testimony taken under the Ohio house resolution No. 28 to justify 
your committee in reporting in favor of a further investigation by the Senate. 
On the contrary, it was agreed that the testimony was insufficient to support 
the charge and insufficient to justify the committee in reporting to the Senate 
that the title of Senator PAYNe to his seat ought to be investigated. 

The chairman has had the report he made to his committee in writ- 
ing read to the Senate. I have stated its substance and effect, and if 
I have done so incorrectly my inaccuracy can be corrected by reading 
the report itself, which is in possession of the Senate. 

It is an indisputable fact that on the case made by the Ohio house of 

z ‘ 
representatives, after over three months’ examination of‘fifty-five wit- 
nesses, the Committee on Privileges and Elections heard no suggestion 
from any member that there was enough testimony found to report to 
the Senate in favor of an investigation. The select committee of the 
Ohio house, after hearing the witnesses, made no charge and admitted 


One of the most extraordinary statements to be found among the | ‘eit inability to frame one on the proof. 


The Ohio house of representatives could then frame no charge, but 
they followed the advice of the select committee and sent an authen- 
ticated copy of the testimony to the Senate for examination and such 
action as the Senate thought proper. After the Committ Privi- 
leges and Elections finished the examination and made its decision on 
the testimony referred to them, somehow or other the Ohio house and 
the Republican state committee heard that the Committee on Privi 
had been 
made by the Ohio house or its special committee on the testimony, and 
that the Senate committee had come to the conclusion that no 
was made and none supported by the evidence. 

So the Ohio house determined as an afterthought to renew the 


eon 


} 
large 


effort 


| to get an examination by the Senate, and did so by making the specific 
| charge that the electionof Henry B. PAYNE was procured by the cor 


| rupt use of money or by bribery. 


But having no hope that the Senate 
would order an examination on the naked, unsupported charge, the Ohio 
house based the charge solely and expressly on the testimony taken by 
their select committee, and which had been forwarded to the Senate 
The formulstion of the charge of bribery by the Ohio house has caused 
to be presented to the Senate of the United States the singular spec- 
tacleof one report by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to his committee that the testimony taken by the Ohio house 
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was insufficient to justify the Senate in making another examination; 
but as soon as the Ohio house differed with bim and declared that the 
testimony was “‘ample’’ to sustain the charge of bribery, we have 
another report by the chairman to the Senate that the testimony is not 
only sufficient tosatisfy ‘‘ fair reason,’’ but that the mere unsupported 
charge by the Ohio house and senate should be treated as conclusive on 
the qaestion whether another investigation should be made by the 
Senate of the United States, 

Another remarkable feature of the minority report is that after de- 
claring the Senate to be a court possessing the only judicial power to 
ascertain the truth of the charge and pass upon the title of Senator 
PAYNE to his seat, and themselves being two of the judges of this court, 
they dump upon the Senate for its consideration and digestion all the 
trash and filth that could be scraped up from Democratic newspapers 
and anonymous letter-writers in relation to the means employed to se- 
cure the election of Henry B. PAYNE to the United States Senate. 
Can it be possible that such stuff had any weight in the minds of the 
minority in coming to a judicial determination of the momentous ques- 
tion referred to them, or did they expect that such wholly irrelevant 
matter that was never heard of by the committee, and if it had been 
was well known never to have been permitted to receive any considera- 
tion, would have a feather’s weight in the Senate or be allowed to stain 
the records of the Senate? Why was this newspaper gossip and specu- 
lation rehashed and spread before the Senate and the country? How 
did the select committee of the Senate treat such testimony in the case 
of Powell Clayton, reported by Taft, on page 389? 

If it should be asked, why not now submit all the testimony? we answer: 
First, because we know that much of it can have no possible bearing upon the 
question before us and the Senate, and its publication would involve a large and 
most unnecessary expense. Second,no useful end is to be gained by givingto 
the country a mass of testimony which only serves to show the bitterness of per- 
sonal feeling existing between those prosecuting and their friends on one side, 
and the party accused and his friends on the other, which had its birth in the 
zeal of opposing political factions, to blacken and disparage the party integ- 
rity of those opposing them ; which would only tend to still further disturband 
distract the citizens of the State where they reside and render more difficult the 
restoration of that peace and quiet so essential in all the States, and especially 
those so we in insurrection. And this course is the more justified from a con- 
vietion, which we can not now escape, that not a little of it was offered by the 
parties more with the view of making political capital against each other than 
in the hope or belief that it could have any influence upon the committee, or 
throw light upon the subject-matter under investigation. We do not propose to 
be the instrument of a purpose so foreign, and we most respectfully submit that 
the Senate should not and will not lend itself to the pubtlasthen in advance of 
a mass of testimony which in no manner tends to elucidate the real question 
before them, and which, if published, while it might gratify the malevolence of 
parties, could not possibly serve any usefulend. It would be worse than waste 
papor. 

Mr. President, I simply desired to present to the Senate the question 
involved in these reports. In the name of seven out of nine members 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections I move that the commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is unlikely that any graver topic will 
ever arise, even here, than that presented by the three reports from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. We shall not be held by the 
American people to exaggerate the importance to them of the question 
whether they have somewhere under their Constitution a defense against 
the usurpation of seats in the Senate through bribery in a State Legisla- 
ture. A great State, larger than many kingdoms, third in power and 
population among American Commonwealths, demands at our hands 
the vindication of her honor, and the assertion of her title to sit here 
among her peers in a free and unbought representation. What can 
concern the Senate more than the measure and the rule of its authority 
to judge of the election of its own members? 

The office of Senator, to which the foremost of your countrymen have 
aspired as the highest object of their ambition, will be cheap and base 
if the credential under which you sit does not imply beyond all ques- 
tion or cavil that you are the true representatives of your States by law- 
ful and unsullied election, It is due to the sitting member himself to 
have that inquiry which alone can make it appear that the suspicion 
which we are all so eager to testify does not rest upon him personally 
ought not hereafter to rest upon the friends who are nearest to him, or 
the State which has so honored him, or upon his title to his great 
office. 

I am not apt te pay much attention to mere clamors coming from the 
ene the disappointments, or the excitements, or the ambitions 
0 itics, 

» The air hath bubbles, as the water hath, 

And these are of them, 

But it is one thing to disregard idle-clamor, and another to encounter 
the disapproval of the aroused moral sense of the country. We must 
not confound slander with public opinion, or accept the accusations of 
scandal and malice instead of proof. But we shall make a worse mis- 
take, if, because of the multitude of false and groundless charges agai 
men in high office, we fail to redress substantial grievances or to deal 
with cases of actual guilt. The worst evil ting from the indis- 
criminate attack of an unscrupulous press upon men in public station 
is not that innocence suffers, but that crime escapes. Pure and stain- 
less lives are the sufficient shield against scandal and malice. Letcor- 
ruption and bribery be exposed and punished. The conscience and 
judgment of the country govern, and havea right to govern, thecountry. 
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The Senate in all its actions, especially in exercising its discretion. 
must respect them or cease to be respected itself. 

The question now before the Senate is not how a case shall be e- 
cided, but only whether an inquiry shall be instituted. One thing, | 
suppose,will be conceded by everybody. The power,wherever it be. 
which should make this inquiry must be one which can compel the at- 
tendance of unwilling witnesses. It must be a power having jurisdic. 
tion to hear and decide the case after the inquiry is made. It must be 
a power which can issue process and compel obedience to process ¢o- 
extensive with its jurisdiction. It must be able to search this wh 
nation, interested to know who shall be its rulers, for the evidenc 
which is to establish their title. From the nature of the case, as I have 
said, such an inquiry must search the knowledge of unwilling wit 
nesses. ‘The men who know the truth of the ultimate fact will not dis 
close it if they can help it. Especially they will take no part in that 
voluntary disclosure which alone could establish the case in advance of 
the Senate’s decision. Men who bribe and men who are bribed, men 
who are accomplices or spectators of bribery, men who are the coi- 
panions of those who commit this offense .or are familiar with their 
affairs, will not ordinarily volunteer to aid in the detection. 

The process which must bring into judgment the title to a seat in th, 
Senate impeached for this cause must not wait for the establishment of 
the case in advance, or it will never issue. All that should be re- 
quired, as it seems to me, is a charge from aresponsible complainant— 
from a person or public body of sufficient weight to assure the Senate 
that it will not be made lightly or without reason. It is not necessary 
to define exactly by a rule which will cover all cases what should be the 
qualificationsofsuch complainant. But certainly the Legislature of the 
State chiefly concerned is sucha complainant. Certainly the governor 
of the State 1s such a complainant. Certainly the members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States are entitled to make 
such complaint. Certainly the majority of the conductors of the press 
of both political parties, or even of one great political party of a State 
of four millions of people, constitutesuch complainants, But when, as 
here, these are combined, it is impossible that there can ever be a suitor 
who may rightfully bring this cause into judgment if these may not. 
But there is a great deal more in the case than the character of the 
complainants. I shall show presently that they state grounds and rea- 
sons for the inquiry which I think any court or magistrate under the 
sun would hold as matter of law to constitute probable cause. I wish 
first, however, to speak briefly of the proceedings of the committee of 
the Ohio house on which so much stress has been laid by the Senators 
who are in the majority. The majority of the committee base the ar- 
gument by which they support their position wholly upon those pro- 
ceedings. ‘The following extract from the report of the Republican 
members of the majority states their opinion very clearly: 

At the outset of our observations we stated the limits which properly shou): 
control the action of the Senate, under the applicable clauses of the Constitu- 
tion, and by the same reason the ends which should be proposed in its investi- 
gations and to which they should be confined, It is obvious that the province 
and duty of a State, in its investigations of fraud, corruption, and bribery in an 
election of Senator, are much more extensive. A State is not confined at al! to 
the question whether the actual election brought in question involves the xc:- 
ator personally in misconduct, or whether enough votes for him were affected 
by fraud, corruption, or bribery that would require his seat to be vacated, al- 
though himself free from imputation. 

With that proposition, as I understand it, I wish to join direct issue 
I deny it altogether. I deny what it expressly affirms, and | deny 
what it implies. I deny that “‘ the province and duty of a State in its 
investigations of fraud, corruption, and bribery in an election of Sen- 
ator are much more extensive ’’ than thoseof the Senate. On the con- 
trary, I affirm that its province and duty are to be confined to the pun- 
ishment of individual guilt, and that with the question what was its 
effect on the election, or even whether the election was accomplished 
by it, ithas nothing to do. So far from agreeing that ‘‘a State is not 
confined at all to the question whether the actual election brought in 
question involves the Senator personally in misconduct, or whether 
enough votes for him were affected by frand, corruption, or bribery (hat 
would require his seat to be vacated, although himself free from impu- 
tation,’’ I say that the State can never by any possibility have anything 
to do with thosequestions. So far from ‘‘ not being confined ”’ to those 
limits, it never can enter those limits at all. I deny also the limit o! 
the power and duty of the Senate which is stated by the majority of the 
committee. It is this misconception, as it seems to me, that has misled 
my associates, if they have been misled. The only reason I hear urged 
anywhere for denying the prayer of the State of Ohio is the supposed 
effect to be given to the proceeding before the committee of her house 
of representatives. Let us look into this matter a little more carefully. 
Besides the provision I have already cited which makes the Senate the 
judge of the election and returns of its own members, the Constitution 
provides in its first article, section 4: 

Senators and Repre- 
soeeneeen area ont man ee ees eet ihture thereof; butt “— 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except “* '" 
the places of choosing Senators. 

In the matter of the ele ction of Senators Congress has taken into!” 
own hands and exercised its power to make these regulations. 

The Revised Statutes of the United States, sections 14 to 19, cover the 
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whole subject, which I wil ask the Secretary to read, in order that the 
very familiar process may become still more familiar to the Senate for 
the purposes of this debate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TITLE I, 
THE CONGRES®. 


CHAPTER 1. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS, 

Sec. 14. The Legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the ex- 
piration of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State 
in shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

Src. 15, Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each house 
shall openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, name one person for 
Senator in from such State, and the name of the person so voted for, 
who receives a majority of the whole number of votes cast in each house, sha!! be 
entered on the journal of that house by the clerk or secretary thereof; or if either 
house fails to give such rity to any person on that day, the fact shall be en- 
tered on the journal. At 12 0’clock m., of the day following that on which pro- 
ceedings are required to take place as aforesaid, the members of the two houses 
shall convene iu jointassembly, und the journal of each house shall then be read, 
and ifthe same person has received a majority of all the votes in each house, 
he shall be declared duly elected Senator. But if the same person has not re- 
ceived a majority of the votes in each house, or if either house has failed to take 
proceedi as required by this section, the joint assembly shall then proceed 
to choose, by a viva voce vote of each member present, a person for Senator, and 
the person who receives a majority of all the votes of the joint assembly, a ma- 
jority of all the members elected to both houses being present and voting, shall 

declared duly elected. If no pe.son receives such majority on the first day, 
the joint assem shall meet at 12 o’clock m., of each succeeding day during 
the session of the re, and shall take at least one vote, until a Senator is 
elected. 


Spc. 16. Whenever on the meee of the Legislature of any State a vacancy 
exists in the representation of such State in the senate,the Legislature shall 
,on second Tuesday after meeting and organization. to elect a per- 
son to fill such vacancy,in the manner p hed in the preceding section for 
the election of a Senator for a full term. 
Sec. 17; Whenever during the session o! tlie Legislature of any State a va- 
eancy occurs in the representation of such State in the senate, similar proceed- 
ings to fill such vacancy shall be had on the second Tuesday after the Legisla- 
ture is organized and has notice of such vacancy. 

Sec. 18, It shall be the duty of the executive of the State from which any Sen- 
ator has been chosen, to certify his election, under the seal of the State, to the 
President of the Senate of the United States. 

Sec. 19. The certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be counter- 
signed by the secretary of state of the State. 


Mr. HOAR. These provisions, Mr. President, were intended, among 
other objects, to prevent either house of the Legislature of the State 
whose majority might be in the minority on joint ballot to defeat or 
prevent an election. After the vote has been cast, the majority of the 
two houses concurring, or on joint ballot, everything else is ministerial. 
The clerk records the viva voce vote of the members on the journal of 
the two houses. The journals of the two houses are compared, the 
concurrent choice is announced, or the vote goes on in joint assembly 
until a result is reached; the executive certifies the election; the secre- 
tary of state countersigns the certificate; the credential comes to the 
President of theSenate. The State can not insert anywhere the sharpest 
razor’s edge of jurisdiction to inquire into the validity of the election. 
When the credential is presented here under the almost unbroken prac- 
tice of both houses, the Senator takes his seat upon the prima facie case 
made by the credential, subject to the inquiry which the Senate alone 
ean make into his title upon the merits. 

It is truce that if the seat be declared vacant the Legislature must 
make a new election. But that can not happen until the Senate has 
declared the vacancy. 

It was, then, never possible under the Constitution that the Ohio 
Legislature, or either house thereof, could inquire into Mr. PAYNE’s 
title to his seat as affected by his own misconduct or by that of any other 
person. It would hardly be expected that such an inquiry, if it were 
possible, would be undertaken during the life of the Legislature alleged 
to be corrupted. One branch of a subsequent Legislature undertook 
the inquiry, limited by the express terms of its order to charges against 
four of its members. 

Whereas the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette of January 12, 1886, contains a 
printed statement, on the authority of 8. W. Donavin, alleging grave charges 
onae the official in ty and rs of members of this house, namely, 

ion. D. Baker, Hon. P. Hunt, Hon. W. A. Schultz, and Hon. Mr. Ziegler, so defi- 
nite and precise in statement as to call for immediate action in order to vindi- 


cate the of members of this house: Therefore, 
Resolved, a select committee of five be appointed to inquire into all the 


facts of the charges so alleged. 

Mr. President, even the constitutionality of that inquiry has been 
doubted in very high quarters. It has been claimed by a very large 
number of persons in this or the other House of Congress that no House 
could inquire into the turpitude for purposes of expulsion or discipline 
of a person for acts which occurred before his taking his seat in the 
bedy. But I donot share that doubt myself. I merely make that 
observation in 


passing. See 
Now, it is well settled that no legislative body can compel obedience 


process in su’ of an inquiry which does not affirmatively appear 
to be within its jurisdiction. That matter has been very recently be- 


fore the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Kilbourn 
vs where the court held—I will only read a very few sen- 
tences from the opinion of the court, which is quite long: 

Sugh an enlargement of jurisdiction— 
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Which was claimed by the House of Representatives in that case— 


Would not now be tolerated in England, and it is hoped notin this country of 
written constitutions and laws; but it looks very like it when, upon the allega- 
tion that the United States is a creditor cf a man who has an interest in some 
other man’s business, the affairs of the latter can be subjected to the unlimited 
scrutiny or investigation of a Congressional committee. 

We are of opinion, for these reasons, that the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives authorizing the investigation was in excess of the power conferred 
on that body by the Constitution; that the committee therefore had no lawful 
authority to require Kilbourn to testify a8 a witness beyond what he voluntarily 
chose to tell; that the orders and resolutions of the House and the warrant of 
the Speaker, under which Kilbourn was imprisoned, are in like manner void for 
want of jurisdiction in that body, and that his imprisonment was without any 
lawful authority. 





There is a case upon the same general subject decided by the supreme 
court of Massachusetts, from which I will extract also a single passage, 
the opinion given by Judge Hoar. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the case? 

Mr. HOAR. The case of Burnham rs. Morrissey, 14Gray. The ex- 
tract is from page 238. This passage is cited in Kilbourn vs. Thomp- 
son, with strong expressions of commendation, by the Supreme Court of 
the United States: 

The house of representatives is not the final judge of its own powers and 
privileges in cases in which the rights and liberties of the subject are concerned, 
but the legality of its action may be examined and determined by this court. 
That house is not the “cgislature but only a part of it, and is, therefore, subject 
in its action to the laws, in common with all other bodies, officers, and tribunals 
within the Commonwealth. Especially is it competent and proper for this court 
to consider whether its proceedings are in conformity with the constitution and 
laws, because, living under a written constitution, no branch or department of 
the government is supreme ; and it is the province and duty of the judicial de- 
partment to determine in cases regularly brought before them whether the 
powers of any branch of the government, and even those of the Legiclature in 
the enactment of laws, have been exercised in conformity with the constitu- 
tion; and if they have not been, to treat their acts as null and void 


So that an order to inquire into facts made by a State Legislature, 
and especially made by one branch of a State Legislature, as in this 
national legislative body, unless it is as to a matter within the juris- 
diction of that body, confers upon the House or the committee who 
are its organ no power to put questions to witnesses, to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, or to compel the answers of witnesses. 

Not only could no process issue from this Ohio house of representa- 
tives beyond State lines, but no process to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses to testify to anything which may be in issue here in this trial. 
Every such process would be totally void, whether within or without 
the State. The witness could neither be compelled to appear norcom- 
pelled to answer. The marshal who undertakes an arrest or commit- 
ment for contempt would be a trespasser and liable for false imprison- 
ment. 

The Ohio house of representatives neither had nor conceived they had, 
any power toinquire into Mr. PAYNE’Sstitleto his seat. Theresolution 
is limited to charges against four, persons, members of that body, in 
order, as it declares, ‘‘ to vindicate the reputation of members of this 
House.*’ The committee completed its work and vindicated the four 
members. They say that they went beyond the scope of the resolution 
only ‘‘ to gain something like a comprehensive view of the situation.”’ 
But they also say that they report no conclusion whatever except as to 
the four members. They say: 

A number of clews furnished were not followed, because we were convinced 
that they could lead only to points at which further pursuit would become nec- 
essary, but which could not be pressed without authority to reach beyond the 
limits of the State for witnesses, and much anonymous information was ignored 
by the committee for the same reason. 

When witnesses refused to answer, as they did in several cases, they 
did not press them. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me the most amazing legal and con- 
stitutional proposition ever utteredin this Chamber, is that this great 
court should be ousted of its jurisdiction, or affected in the smallest 
degree in its exercise by the failure of acommittee toexhaust evidence in 
regard to an issue which they had no jurisdiction whatever to try, to wit, 
the inquiry as to the sitting member’s title to -his seat, a committee 
who were never directed to do it, who did not do it, who did not try 
to do it, who did not conceive they had a right to do it, and who had, 
in fact, no power, constitutional, legal, or physical, to enable them to 
do it. 

There has been, I believe, but one case in our history where such an 
inquiry has been refused. In every other case, so far as I remember, 
which has been presented to the Senate the inquiry has been had cither 
at the request of the sitting member or by order of the Senate. 

In the Pennsylvania case in 1857 a minority of one house only of the 
Legislature of that State made a protest against the election of the Sen- 
ator, in which they charged that the election was ‘* procured by corrupt 
and unlawful means.’? Members of the Senate joined in that protest 
upon other grounds, but not upon this. The Judiciary Committee in 
denying the prayer of these members in the Pennsylvania case for an 
investigation treated the charge all through as not affecting the Sen- 
ator’s title to his seat, but only as against the personal misconduct of 
members of that Legislature as a ground of expulsion. 

Now I wish te call attention to a few words from the report of the 
Judiciary Committee in the Pennsylvania case in 1857: 

The committee can not recommend that this prayer— 
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The prayer for an investigation on the ground of bribery— 

The committee can not reeommend that this prayer be granted. The allega- 
tion is entirely too vague and indefinite to justify such a recommendation. 
Not asingle fact or circumstance is detailed us a basis for the ., 
Neither the nature of the means all to be ae and unlawful nor the 

8 i that the 


time, place, or manner of using them is set forth, nor teven 

sitting member participated in the use of such corrupt means or, , had 
any knowledge of theirexistence. Under no state of facts could your commit- 
tee deem it consistent with propriety, or with the dignity of this , to send 


out a roving commission in search of proofs of fraud in order to deprive one of 
its members of a seat to which he is, prima facie, entitled; still less can they 
recommend such a course when the parties alleging the fraud and corruption 
are themselves armed with ample powers for inves jon. If it be, indeed, 
true that members of the house of representatives of Pennsylvania have been 
influenced by corrupt considerations or unlawful appliances, the means of in- 
vestigation and redress are in the power of the very parties who seek the aid of 
the Senate of the United States. 

If the committee mean by ‘“‘redress’’ the punishment of those par- 
ticular inculpated persons, this is a proposition to which we should all 
agree; but it is impossible that the committee meant to say that if the 
State of Pennsylvania was represented by a sitting member not law- 
fully entitled to his seat because of the method of his election the 
Pennsylvania Legislature could redress that or had any authority to 
do it. 

Let their complaint be made to the house of which they are members, and 
whieh is the tribunal peculiarly aggucerete for conducting the desired investi- 
gation. That their complaint will meet the respectful consideration of that 
house your committee are not permitted to doubt. If upon such investigation 
the facts charged are peenene if they in any manner invoive the character 
of the recently elected member of this body from the State of Pennsylvania, the 
Constitution of the United States has not left the Senate without ample means 
for protecting itself against the presence of unworthy members in its midst. 


That is by expulsion. If this Pennsylvania case be claimed or con- 
ceived by anybody to announce the doctrine that the proper place to 
try a title to a seat in the United States Senate is theState Legislature, 
and not the court which under the Constitution is the sole judge, then I 
think the doctrine of the case will find very few supporters here. But 
if, on the other hand, the committee treat this as a vague charge of un- 
worthiness made against the then sitting member, not calling for his 
expulsion, or a charge against the conduct of members of the State 
Legislature calling for their condemnation and proper punishment, the 
committee are right in saying that that investigation belongs solely to 
the State. 

The proposition which lies at the foundation of the report in the Penn- 
sylvania case, if it have any broader meaning, is expressly contradicted 
by the report of the majority of the committee here. 

The only power— 

Says Senator PuGu, in behalf of the majority of the present commit- 
tee- 
that exists anywhere to try the validity of that title and to annul it is vested 
in the Senate of the United States. 

The only power, say the committee in the Pennsylvania case, to make 
the investigation then sought was in the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 
Therefore it is obvious that they did not conceive they were speaking 
in regard to a proposition to investigate the title of that Senator to a 
seat, or if they were the judgment is clearly and manifestly wrong. 

But the proceeding of the Ohio committee makes but a very small 
part of this case. Theconstant effort of my friends who differ with me 
is to confine the attention of the Senate to the portion of the facts of- 
fered to be shown which appeared there. The offer now before the 
Senate is to prove another and far different case—a case much stronger 
than that incidentally developed by that committee. 

The evidence taken in Ohio was sent here by the house of represent- 
atives merely for our information and accompanied by no charge or re- 
quest whatever. It was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, but the testimony taken in the course of an inquiry as to 
whether four Ohio men were guilty of something took a wider range, 
and they sent it here for our information. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections and by them referred to the chair- 
man for examination, and I made the following report which I desire 
to read; itis very brief: 
at have examined the evidence forwarded by the house of representatives of 

0. 

The investigation was under a resolution directing an inquiry as to the charges 
that four members of the present Legislature, being also members of the last, 
were guilty of being induced by corrupt means to vote for Mr. Payne. 

These charges were not sustained, and the committee— 

That is the committee of the Ohio house— 
so report. 


But the inquiry took a wider range. There was evidence tending to show— 
That Mr. PAYNr's name was not publicly suggested as a for Sena- 
tor until after the State election ; . 


That it was not very prominently suggested until shortly before his election 
in January ; 


That many persons who had been supposed to favor Pendleton voted for; 
sit there was a widespread belief that corrupt means were used to procure 
My member was offered a large sum of money for his vote by another 

That there were hearsay statements charging corruption as to several others ; 
Rr bo 
oenek ce uaieniesh managers of Mr, Paywe's canvass, namely, Paige, Mc- 
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Lean, Huntington, and Oliver H. Payne, did notjestify before the commitic.e 
but there is not evidence tending to show the bribery of any member unless 9. 
above stated ; 

There is no evidence to connect Mr. PAynNe, the sitting member, with thes, 
transactions ; 

And none tending to show that the result was changed or affected ) 
means; 

Informed that Mr. Lirr.e wishes to be heard ; 

That these persons kept out of State and reach of process. 


The charges from the two houses of the State of Ohio, from the ?,. 
publican State committee, from the convention of editors, from the tey 
Ohio members of the national House of Representatives, the comm nj 
cation from Messrs. LirrLe and BUTTERWORTH, their appearance }e- 
fore the committee, their offers of new and largely additional proo*. +}, 
production of the extracts from the Democratic papers of Ohio | 
all taken place since that report was made. 

Besides, when that report was made there was no request before t} 
Senate for an investigation. It was not offered in support of a req ues: 
for further proceeding or to be allowed to submit further proof. 11 wa. 
then the whole case submitted or offered. Then what is this whole 
offer taken together? The Senate will remember that it is not a state- 
ment of the evidence to establish a case. It is a statement of reas 
for an inquiry. 

Let us see if these reasons ought to be satisfactory to the Senat: 

Mr. PAYNE, the sitting member, in his remarks in the Senate on t), 

7th of April, 1886, states the vote in the Democratic legislative caucus 
to wit, 1 for Booth, 15 for Pendleton, 17 for Ward, 46 for PAYNE, makin: 
79inall. Sothatif that statement were correcta transfer of seven \ ote. 
from the successful candidate would be required to defeat him. | 
seven of his votes were obtained by bribery the result would have |, 
thereby changed. I relied on that statement in making my minori' 
report to the Senate. But itsince appears that there was also one vo! 
for Mr. GeppEs besides those stated, so that the vote steod: Greppr-. | 
Booth, 1; Pendleton, 15; Ward, 17; Payne, 46; total, 80; Payy: 
majority, 12. The deduction of 6 votes only from Mr. PAYNE woul: 
change the result. The bribery of 6 votes would have affected his 
nomination. 

I do not understand that the Republican members of the majority 0 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections now make any distinction 
between a result in a caucus secured by bribery and one so secured i 
the convention. The Senate would scarcely, I think, refuse an i 
quiry on this ground. Itseems hardly probable that the cas 
turn on this distinction; but I will state a little more fully. 


The vote in the Legislature was: 
Senate. | House Tot 
SININIDL conthlidriciicaccnien Seannitepeditanind exaniacesittcaiibeiinedhabhanpase 2 i] 
Biank: ........ na 8 39 
Foster........ oe i panne 2 
30 % 


Or 127 in all, of which Mr. PAYNe’s majority was 29. If there had 
been a joint ballot a change of 15 votes would have defeated P\\\: 
A change from PAYNE of 8 votes in the senate or of 7 votes in the lous: 
would have prevented the election by concurrent vote, as it was in {10 
made. In other words, supposing the election had come to a joint bs 
lot, 15 votes procured by fraud would have changed the result; ani 
taking the election as itis, 8 votes procured by fraud in the senate wou! 
have changed the result in that body, and 7 votes by fraud ot 
bribery in the house would have changed the result in that body 

Now let us see whether there be not abundant probable cause fo: (1: 
belief that inquiry would show that more than enough to change t) 
result, whichever of these numbers be required, were unlawfully an‘ 
corruptly obtained. 

I have here an analysis of the offers of proof made by the gentle 
who appeared io represent the Ohio Legislature and the other cow 
plainants. I have the cases depending on the evidence in the (L0 
testimony and other cases presented and ing on evidence whic! 
is offered by these gentlemen before the committee for the first tm: 
and I wish to say that of course acase of this kind grows. An atten)" 
to ferret out by legal process a transaction such as is charged to 11 
taken place in the Legislature of the State of Ohio begins when « © 
“persons have made disclosures. They are heard of in the public pres 
other persons communicate facts that they have known. = [hi' + 
universal history of the detection of such things. Here-is, 11 ‘ 
place, the case of Elmer White. He was the president pro ‘e™)’ 

io senate. He made a sudden change, having been pledec' 
Pendleton and changed to Mr. PAYNE. 
his father were living together in the same house, as appe+> 
testimony before the Ohio investigation. He is one of the po: 


rpece 


E 
E 
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after the election a piece of valuable real estate, for which $1,2\"' ©: 
$1,500 was paid, was purchased in his father’s name, and White }'- 
self on that real estate a considerable sum of money 12 1" 
provements, and the father and son being called, living together, 20° 
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know where his father got the money to make the purchase. 
swore that he did not know where the son got the money to make the 
improvements, and the father said he would not tell where he got his 
own money, and the committee conceived themselves without power to 
compel him. 

Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. HOAR. 
isfactoryone. Astothat Messrs. LiIrrLEand BurrerwortH ofler some 
important new evidence. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
man White ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any proof before the committee as to what 
White's opinions were on the Senatorial question before the Legislature 
met? . 

Mr. HOAR. It is my opinion that there is, but I will look to see. 

Mr. TELLER. He announced i: his paper that he would not vote 
for Pendleton, some weeks before te Legislature met. 

Mr. HOAR. My eyesight is not very good, and I will not stop to 


Did the son explain where he got his ? 


search through this volume to answer more definitely the question of 


the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. TELLER. Yon will find it on page 255. 

Mr. HOAR. That particular fact which the Senator stated ? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; he said: 

Q. Now, I will ask you whether or not you had gone to Columbus with the 
intention of supporting Henry B. PAYNE? 

A. I did, sir. Iso announced several weeks before in my paper. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that White’s own statement? 

Mr. TELLER. That is White’s statement. 

Mr. HOAR. His story. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not contradicted. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, but on the other hand he is also proved 
to have received thislarge sum of money. It will be found that there 
is evidence that, while this gentleman swore he had a very warm side 
to Ward, but had not pledged himself to him, he was elected on the 
understanding by the people that he would vote for Mr. Pendleton. 

Mr. TELLER. That he denies very positively. 

Mr. HOAR. AH these considerations will have their due weight 
when the proper inquiry is made. 

Here is the case of Senator Welsh, in regard to which there is also 
very strong evidence to show a change of position and I think the re- 
ceipt of a sum of money. My eyesight does not permit me to hunt 
these things out. Then there is the case of O. B. Ramey, the case of 


W. B. Tierce, each of whom was shown to have a large and unaccounted- | 


for sum of money. Mr. Tierce was charged with bribery by a person 
who testified before the committee, and he did not deny it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is Mr. Pennington’s statement, which he 
denies. 

Mr. LOGAN. He denies it in toto. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very strange reason for refusing an inquiry when 


there is a prima facie case, to say that some one comes in and denies it. | 


Mr. LOGAN. He denies it himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Very likely he himself denies it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Would he not be a proper witness? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, he ought to be. The inquiry ought to be 


before a committee that has power to make him and other witnesses | 


answer. 
Mr. LOGAN. There is no power to do it. 
decided that that can not be done. 
Mr. TELLER. None of these witnesses refused to answer. 
Mr. LOGAN. Not one of them. 


The Supreme Court has 


Mr. HOAR. ‘Then these cases which were before the Ohio house | 


committee, the case of Mooney, the case of Roche, the case of Brunner, 
and the case of Hamilton. In each one of these cases there is abun- 
dant evidence, in my opinion, to warrant a magistrate to issue his proc- 
ess for an inquiry. It is true that in some of these cases the person 
implicated comes in and makes a denial, an extremely unsatisfactory 
denial in some instances, and in others perhaps it would be satisfac- 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. Mooney states emphatically that he was not there | 
at the time mentioned when he and the other man were said to have | 
quarreled about the money; that he was in the room of another person, | 
and that other person, who was a member, states that his statement is | 


correct. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand it as the Senator’s proposition that in a 


question where a man testifies that he heard these two men comparing | 


notes about the money they had received, the Senate of the United 
States, the only court that can inquire into this matter, is to be pre- 
eluded by the man’s denial. Is that the proposition the Senator states ” 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will find out my proposition when I 


Mr. HOAR. But if the Senator interrupts me when I am speaking, 
I am entitled to find ont his proposition. 
Mr. LOGAN. I did not intend to interrupt the Senator, but he said 


his sight was bad and he could not see and I called his attention to the | 


fact that Mr. Mooney had contradicted that statement. 
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Mr. HOAR. I remember the tact now. Those two members, as 
testified by an impartial and a respectable witness, were heard in their 
room quarreling about the money they had received. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no pretense that they were comparing notes 
about money that they had received in the Senatorial contest rhe 
witness swore positively that he did not know where they got money 
and they never mentioned the Senatorial contest. He says that posi- 
| tiv ely. 

Mr. HOAR. But it was about that time isked to take 
their denial as a reason why tlie Senate should not put this ea 

Inaddition to these eight persons, Messrs. LITT. 
who appeared as counsel in this matter, 
before the Senate evidence since obtained by them, tending tg show a 
case in regard to eight others, making sixteen in all, in regard to whon 
they present testimony or 
this charge and desire to lay before th 

In addition to these eight I addressed a verbal inquiry to 

| asking him what number of persons in all he was al t 1 

been corrupted, anc 
formerly attorney-general of 

their desire for an inquiry, 


Now 
eon trial 
Ru 


asked to | ™» {ted to iay 


ie information on w h they 





estimony 


who is a me! 


} taé } renr n ++) + tit 
e State, who repres ect these 1 Mer 


replied 

Answering your verbal inquiry nd 
forwarded and received by me and deemed by Mr. I] 
reliable mention twenty-or 1embers of the Sixty-six 
name as having received mone | 
is our conviction that a searching in 
vould show the number to be gre 

Mr. TELLER. Does he give you the n 
Mr. HOAR. He does not; of course he does not 
dent, it seems to me, I will not say a desire to make an ! 
futile, but a suggestion that when a grand jury or a magist i 
with making a preliminary inquiry is considering the quest 
process should issue, a demand that the names of 
the details of what they would testify to, the strength of the 
should be advertised before the public, should go betore a co 
| and before the Senate where the debates are to be public 
| investigation would wholly evaporate or would be likely to 
| I put this proposition upon this ground, that a demand made from a 
| respectable quarter like this, accompanied with the statement that the 
party has in his possession information from a reliable source to estab 
lish the proposition, ought to enable him to have the process 
magistrate who should refuse it would be impeached; a district attor- 
ney who would refuse process to bring such witnesses before a grand 
| jury would go pretty rapidly out of office; and is the Senate in any 
different position in determining upon this question ? 

In addition to this general statement of Mr. LirTLe and Mr. Bur- 
TERWORTH, here are statements as to particulars in regard to eight 
cases. Here is Messrs. LITTLE and BUTTERWORTH’S verbal proposition 
before the committee: 

1) It will be testified by the Hon. Joseph Hughes, that 
caucus that senator— ; 


When I said my eyes did not permit me to find this Mooney thing I 


of Saturday I 










wes * 


the wit 


o that the 


and a 


mimediateliy atter the 


| looked for the page I had reference to but inthe wrongdocument. ut 
after stating the sudden changes of these persons— 

| Jt will be shown in regard to one senator that though he «fiected loy to 

| Ward the latter was compelled to withdraw his confidence from him just before 


i 

the caucus; that he was suspicious that he was being betrayed 
(1) It will be testified by Hon. Joseph Hughes that immediately after the 

| cus that senator deposited $2,500 in two different sums in two different ba: 


ikS 


| and that Mr. Hughes told him distinctly to his face that he had sold out and that 
| he knew the amount he received and where he had deposited the money ; that 
| while there was an attempted denial at first there was ultimately no denial of 


| the charge. 


Mr. LOGAN and Mr. TELLER. What senator was that? 
| Mr. HOAR. One senator; he does notspecify. Now let us under- 
stand the purpose of these constant interruptions, what they mean, 
what they amount to, what they are based on, what gives them any 
practical point at all. I say to the Senate thatin my judgment when 
| a respectable man, representing a State Legislature, the two Houses of 
it, representing ten members of the other House, hi lfa member of 
the other House, comes to the Senate and says, ‘‘ I have in regard to one 
man whom I do not name now the evidence in my possession which 
will be given by a respectable man, whomI do name, that at the time 
| of this proceeding he deposited $2,500 in two different banks, and was 
told he had sold out, and did not deny it,’’ that is reason, so far as that 
one case is important, counting that as one of the number to be affected, 
| why the Senate should issue its process and make its inquiry; and that 
it is not necessary, in addition to that, to advertise the name to the 
public and have the thing go out that the investigation may be baffled 
It would baffle every inquiry an offense like this to undertal 
this course. 
Mr. TELLER. I desire to say that I asked the question, as I thoug! 
I had a right to do, because the testimony shows clearly that M: 
Hughes, if he ever made a statement of the kind, referred to Mr. Rare 
and other testimony shows that if Hughes did make this statement 
| referred to Ramey. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not object to the Senator’s question, but I say he 
can oniy make it material by stegding on a position which is wholly 
| untenable. 
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(2) Another senator who was known to be for Ward or Pendleton immediately 
before the caucus, stated to one of his colleagues that he was offered $5,000 to 
vote for PayNgr and intended to accept it, and tried to persuade his colleague to 
do the like, explaining to him how it could be paid. It also appears that soon 
afterward the wife of that senator who is said to have received the $5,000 de 
ited $2,500 in the bank in Toledo and took certificates therefor, which she after- 
ward turned over to her husband. That this was done, although in the town 
where the senator lived there were two banks, and at which the parties trans- 
acted all their business. This senator appealed to Senator Pendleton for aid in 
his campaign and got it, 

That is Ramey. The onethe Senator from Colorado says was Ramey 
is Elliott. I find “ Elliott’ written in the margin. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps it is. 

Mr. HOAR— 

(3) Another senator who had been a pronounced supporter of Ward and 
Pendleton, and in the event that if one could not receive the nomination the 
other should, from a state of impecuniosity preceding the nomination and elec- 
tion of Mr. PAYNE became thrifty, being able to pay off a number of thousands 
of dollars of incumbrances and make purchases of property involving several 
thousands of dollars, so that the sudden and extensive thrift was matter of re- 
mark in the commubpity. 

There are three 

Mr. EVARTS. Was that White? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not call to mind. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will allow me a moment. My point 
of inquiry is to identify the person referred to in the observations the 
Senator makes. Certain witnesses are named and discussed; of others 
the names are not Lnown. Then you goon to comment very properly 
upon the evidence touching them, and you do not name the person, 
and our desire is to identify him, at least on the question whether he 
is among those named or among those whose names are not given. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state in regard to these persons, there are sixteen 
men who are named or identified. Eight of them are referred to in the 
evidence taken before the Ohio committee. But there issupplemental 
evidence offered by Messrs. LITTLE and BUTTERWORTH in regard to 
several of those. The other eight of the sixteen who are named—fif- 
teen, remember, would change the whole result—the other eight of the 
sixteen who are named are pointed at by evidence adduced by LITTLE 
and BUTTERWORTH in their offer to the committee for the first time; 
and in regard to five more they say they have evidence coming from 
persons whom they know and deem to be reliable which will establish 
the facts about the other five whose names they do not disclose. 

I did not wish to be impatient of the interruptions of the gentlemen 
on the other side, but I wish to say that it seems to me totally imma- 
terial for the purposes of the point I make whether these men are 
named or not. If I were in the place of Messrs. LirrLEe and BuTrTEr- 
wortH, I doubt whether I would have named one of them, because it 
is not a time, when you are determining whether the proper authority, 
whatever it is, shall investigate an offense attended with turpitude, to 
advertise to the world all the evidence you have got and whom you 
are aiming at until the process has gone out. 

That is my pre~osition. I put this case to the Senate. I put my 
own conviction upen it on this ground among others, that when com- 
plainants of this character come and say that they have investigated 
and find for the persons that they represent and are possessed of evi- 
dence tending to show these facts in regard to at least twenty-one per- 
sons, that if the Senate will issue its process the Senate shall not say, 
‘*We will see what you know already and try the case on that, and re- 
fuse if you do not make out acase,’’ or ‘‘ We will compel you to disclose 
everything you have got in your mind or otherwise, or the process shall 
not issue,’’ If that is an erroneous proposition, I am wrong. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. Is not that the man the title of whose land was in his father, 
the land being under mortgage, and the mortgage immediately paid 
off and purchases made for the farm part by the father and part by the 
son, and both father and son refused to say where they got the money. 

Mr. TELLER. There is nothing of the kind there. 

Mr. FRYE. That is one case. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no such case. 

Mr. FRYE. There is such a case. 

Mr. TELLER. There is not. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I can find it. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is only to identify the person that the inquiry is 
put. 

Mr. HOAR. Here are nine gentlemen on the other side on this ques- 
tion. They have insisted that I shall make the first speech, and I un- 
derstand that they insisted they would have to close the whole case also. 
I hope they will have a reasonable forbearance in the matter of inter- 
ruptions as I go along. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator does not count me among the nine. 

Mr, HOAR. No; I am quite sure of that. 

(4) Another senator, a thoroughly pronounced Pendleton man, was aggres 
sive and devoted to Pendleton until after an interview with Mr. Paige. His 


conversion was said to have been sudden and attended with thrift, which found 
expression in the purchases and the expenditure of quite a large sum of money. 


That is the person to whom the Senator from Maine refers, I under- 
stand, 
(5) Another member, from having to borrow money togoto Columbus, whither 


he went as an earnest supporter of W r Pendleton, who had aided him in 
his campaign, became a violent Payne man after an interview with PAyxr’s 
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party managers; and he, too, immediately afterward, was enabled to purchas, 
property, furnish a house handsomely,and gave substantial evidence of thrift, 
which was irreconcilable to any known means he had of acquiring money. He 
was denounced openly to his face for having sold out, and on being arraigned 
was unable to make defense. 

(6) Two other members, although elected to represent opposition to monopo- 
lies and the influence of monopolies, became supporters of PAYNE; and as said 
on returning from the caucus— 


That is the matter about which I was interrupted just now— 


were heard discussing the difference in the amount of money they received, 
each one, as the witness avers, having a certain sum of money. (Page 153; also 
Boyle, 184.) 

(7) Still another who had been hostile to Paywe, and had criticized with great 
severity the proposition to permit the Standard Oil Companyto slaughter Pen- 
dleton, became, on an interview with the representatives of Mr. PAYNE, an ad- 
vocate of the latter's election. He,too,gave evidence of great thrift immedi- 
ately after the election,and stated that out of gratitude, Oliver H. Payne had 
advanced him or loaned him $3,500. (Pages 57 to 203.) 

(8) Another member, according to a statement of one who was conspicuous in 
his activity in promoting the candidacy of PAYNE in opposition to Pendleton, 
stated that a member whom he named was demanding that he be paid for his 
vote $5,000, which he alleged was too much, stating at the time that the fellow 
knew they would have to have his vote and had run the price up; that it was 
too much and that he was going to see one of the Payne men about it, saying 
that he didn’t want to pay so much, 


There is an affidavit which was in the hands of Mr. Litre, which 
is now on the table before me, furnished by him to these facts: 


(See affidavit in hands of Mr. Lirriz.) The same gentleman—it was Hon 
Allen O. Myers—on the floor of the house distinctly pointed out the member as 
having been purchased in the Senatorial fight, &c. 

Another member— 


Which makes nine— 


Another member who had been very loud in his pretensions in the support of 
Pendleton, just before the caucus, after a visit to the room in which the indica- 
tions of the banking-house had been seen by gentlemen, went back with his 
hand in his pocket to Mr. Pendleton, shook hands, congratulated him and wishe: 
him success, and immediately went to the caucus and voted for Mr. Paynr. 

Mr. LOGAN That is in the original ? 

Mr. HOAR. That is in the original. Here are three other letter 
which I should like to read, letters addressed to the President of th« 
Senate: 


MANCHESTER, On10, May 14, 1886. 
Dear Sir: In aconversation a short time ago with John C, Rineheart, a neigh- 
bor of mine, and an intimate acquaintance of John B. Young, who was a mem.- 
ber of the Legislature when Henry B. Payne was elected to the United States 
Senate, hesaid that John B. Young to!d him that John P. Leedom, now Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives, approached him and asked him if v0 
would be any inducement for him to change his ballot, knowing that he was 
pledged to Mr. Pendleton. He answered tuat it would not, as Mr, Payne had 
no following in Adams County, and that it was the understanding before and 
after the State election that be wasto support Mr. Pendleton. John P. Leedom 
then asked him if $1,000 would induce him to change his vote and support Mr 
Payne. He answered as before that it would not. He was then told by the 
same party toname his terms in writing and leave it in his room so that John 
P. Leedom could get it. He answered that he would not write anything in re- 
gard tothe matter in hand. He stated that after the caucus was over he founda 
note on his desk that had been previously left there but not seen by him request- 
ing him to meet J. P. L. at the door before going into the caucus. Should tle 
investigation in the Senate proceed, this man, J. B. Young, may be a valuable 
witness, as he also stated that he knew as much about Mr. Paynn’s election us 
any witness that was before the Ohio investigating committee. 
will say that my informant is areliable gentleman and will not misrepre- 
sent. You can makesuch use of this as you think best. 


Here is a letter addressed to this gentleman who says he told him 
this. It is from John B. Young himself: 


Your letter received. Just got home from a two weeks’ canvass, and found 
your letter and hasten to ly, a8 it is so long since I received it, will not send 
the letter to Governor Hoadly, as it would do no good and possibly might injure 
me in the October election. I am having a bitter fight here, but believe will 
pull through, What I told you on the train was on the square, and not to be 
revealed, Such revelations could possibly do you no good, but would injure 
others and the party at large. If I can assist you in getting your position back 
will gladly do so, &c. 


Mr. EVARTS. What is the date of that? 
Mr. HOAR. The date of that is September 30, 1885. Here is a 
letter relating to another case, the case of Elliott: 


Your favor of the 18th instantis received. It has been rumored bere for soe 
time that Mr. Joseph B Eiuges— 


He is employed in the service of the country politically, a consul— 


is expected to visit the Unite’ States sometime this winter, but I am unable 
to obtain any definite information as to when. There are many gentlemen 
here who have heard the consul to Birmingham tell what he knows about the 
matter you have under invest n, and especially the connection therewit! 
of the then senator from the Butler-Warren district, among whom I would 
mention Mr. David Sheehanand T. V. Howell, of this city. Ascore of witnesses 
from here can be produced to testify that Mr. Hogue has aed, stated 
that from Pendleton to bear ex- 
while doing alleged work for Pendleton; that after the capture of the 
Vegialsture and senate by Payxn, he, Hughes, called Elliott into his room atthe 
Neil Hi Elliott with taking PAyNg’s money and 
ving $2,500 from the Payne men as the price 
his treachery; that Elliott at first attempted to deny it; that Hughes faced 
him down with the.statement that he knew exactly where he got the muncy, 
fferent in which Elliott had plac ed it 
; and that he compelled Hier there to admit the fact. If these 
ughes’s can be put in the record Hughes will never deny that 
made them, eitner on oath before the committee or in the public print. 


Mr. LOGAN. Elliott denies that in his evidence. 

Mr. EVARTS. To whom is it addressed? 

Mr. HOAR. It is addressed to Hon. Thomas Cowgill, Columbus, 
Ohio. 

Mr. EVARTS. What is the date of it? 

Mr. HOAR, The date of it is February 19, 1886. 
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Then here is the case of Zeigler, No. 12, a member of the house from 
Crawford County. It comes from Mr. Cowgill: 


Information comes tome from C. Ewing, a banker of Ottawa, Putnam County, 
Ohio, that one H. E. McClure, of Ottawa, and a reputable cilizen, will testify, if 
prought before your commnittee, that the member of the house from Crawford 
County at the time of Paywe’s election to the United States Senate stated to him 
at various times and eee that he had received money for his vote in caucus 
for Mr. PAYN®, that while he came to Columbus a Pendleton man and knew that 
his constituents were largely in favor of Pendleton’s re-election ; that he became 
convii that Payne would carry the Democratic caucus anyhow and that 
money could be had for his vote for Paynz and that he concluded to and did 
take it. A pere not been able to learn that the amount of money received was 

er stated. 

“This statement will be eeutinly the same as to conversations with and 
admissions made by Cuff, the then and now representative from Henry County. 

McClure is willing to respond to a subpoena by telegraph, &c. 


Mr. TELLER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. LOGAN. Is that in reference to Zeigler ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is in reference to Zeigler. 

Mr. LOGAN. You know that Zeigler is one of the men whom Mr. 
Cowgill himself exonerated. 

Mr. HOAR. This is new evidence. 


Mr. TELLER. It is proved that Zeigler did not vote for PAYNE. 


Mr. LOGAN. Zeigler did not vote for PAYNE. That is the evi- 
dence here, and you know it. 

Mr. HOAR. hat does the Senator mean by interrupting me to say 
“you know it?” 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean that you know what the evidence is here. 


Mr. HOAR, I did not recall that particular fact, but it makes no 
difference; the question is, Is this case to be ever tried? That is the 

int. 

o LOGAN. TheSenator need not get excited about it; but I will 
state what I meant. It was this: If Mr. Zeigler was one of the parties 
who was tried before the Legislature and the evidence showed he did 
not vote for Mr, PAYNE and he was entirely exonerated by the Legis- 
latare, I ask what effect could it have to prove anything when he did 
not vote for him? 

Mr. HOAR. The vote in that caucus, and it is a pretty significant 
suggestion, was by secret ballot. The Payne men against the earnest 
remonstrances of the members of the other party insisted on having 
that vote by secret ballot. 

Is it enough, when a new piece of evidence from a man certified to 
be respectable is brought here to the only court which can ever try 
this case, to say that they did not have evidence enough to prove this 
on this man before the committee in the State of Ohio, who were not 
dealing with Mr. PAYNE’s title, and that he said on that secret ballot 
he did not vote for Mr. PAYNE? Is that any answer to this proposi- 
tin ? That seems to be the attitude of my learned friends who belong 
to the majority of the comniittee. When you want to have a case 
which the State of Ohio ask you to try they say the men inculpated 
deny it. They say that if you try it it will be decided so and so be- 
cause somebody else who did not have the evidence that they now pro- 
duce came to a certain conclusion. Who ever heard before of refusing 
to try a case because there was evidence on both sides ? 

My proposition once for all is (and if it does not stand the resolu- 
tion reported by the committee does not stand): Here is the Senate of 
the United States, the constitutional court which tries the title of its 
members. There is no other court in the land that is not an invader 
ora usurper which undertakes to meddle with that question. Now, 
when a respectable complainant interested in the question, not an ir- 
tesponsible person but a complainant like the Legislature of a State, 
like the whole of the delegation of one party in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States from that State, like the governor of 
that State, like a convention of the representatives of any respectable 
calling, whether it is farmers or workingmen or editors of newspapers, 
bot interested in the public affairs of that State, come and say, ‘‘ We 
wish to ask you to p@rmit us to lay our evidence before the court,’’ 
and say the persons whom they select to present their request 
and advocate it, ‘‘ We have here in our hands evidence from reliable 
sources which will show to your satisfaction that twenty-one in this 
particular case were changed by corrupt means,’’ when six only were 
necessary, if you take one view of the matter, to deny them by saying 
why this man contradicts it, and that other man looked into it and did 
not find it so, seems to me perfectly preposterous. 

If this thing is not true, then the sitting member will be vindicated 
by the Senate of the United States. If all the things supposed in these 
constant interruptions by the other members of the committee turn out 
to be the case, still the more ought this process to be issued, still the 
nore ought the vindication not only of the personal character of the 
honorable Senator who holds the seat but of public order, of repub- 
lican government, of the Legislature of a great State, of all these in- 
dividuals on whose good name this now rests—all the more ought that 
Vindication to be made. This trial is as much due to the vindication 
of innocence as it is to the true and due and orderly and constitutional 
ascertainment of the title to a seat in this body. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator what is the date of the letter? He 
Teads these letters without the dates. It would be more satisfactory 





to me if he would give us the date. 
read the whole letter. 

Mr. HOAR. This letter has no date whatever. 
Swigart. 

Mr. TELLER. 
mittee ? 

Mr. HOAR. 


I shall not interrupt him if he will 
It is signed J. R. 
Is it not a letter that was before the Cowgill com- 


I do not know; I suppose not. 

Mr. TELLER. It was; that is the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot know whether it was or not. 

Mr. TELLER. [I assert that it is a fact. 

Mr. HOAR. Then you did not want the date. 

Mr. TELLER. I did. You object to interruptions, and therefore 
I did not ask to interrupt you, but to read the date. 

Mr. HOAR. Here is another case, No. 14. Here is a telegram from 
Mr. J. R. Swigart dated June 11, 1886, and read before the committee, 
relating to the Akron case. The Akron case is a telegram received by 
me on the 15th of July: 


Chairman Committee on Elections 


Democrats here tell of man who personally saw money paid upon PAYNE 
Senatorial purchase; just heard of it; your committee only could compel him 
to testify. Reference, Representative MCKINLEY 

rHOMAS C. RAYNOLDS, 
Editor Daily Beacon, 

That is the Akron case. 
Mr. LOGAN. Who is the man? 
Mr. HOAR. It does notsay. Isuppose the Senator will claim that 

: Pi 
a good reason for not sending for him. 
Mr. LOGAN. The Senator does not claim anything about it. 1] 
merely asked for the name. 

Mr. HOAR. I read the whole telegram just asitis. Then here are 
two additional new cases given in Mr. LITTLe’s and Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH’S letter, page 37 of our report: 

Dear Sir: Since our appearance before your committee the last time, we 
have received information, deemed by us important, bearing upon the question 
of investigation, and desire to indicate its general character. 

First. We have information, regarded trustworthy, that a member of the 
Sixty-sixth General Assembly, one of the sudden converts to PAYNE, with meager 
means and without financial credit prior to January, 1884, was able to and did 
deposit in bank to his own credit shortly after the election, to wit, February 13, 


1881, $1,350, besides showing other signs of prosperity not accountable for in or- 
dinary ways. 


is 


I do not know whether it is necessary to repeat over and over again 
that it does not prove a case even against the man pointed at that he 
was found at a particular time just after the change of attitude or giv- 
ing a vote to have a sudden and a considerable increase of property; 
but it does, in my judgment, taken with the other facts in this case, 
which I shall come to presently, make a proper case for instituting an 
inquiry to see what the facts were. 

Second. We can show by a witness whose credibility will not be questioned 
that just prior to the meeting of the caucus at which Mr. PAYNE was nominated 
he (witness) was,in the interest of PAYNE, summoned by telegraph to Colum- 
bus. He went,and was asked by PAYNE’s managers what sum of money would 
be required to withdraw the vote of the representative of his (witness’) county 
from Pendleton and give it to Payne. The question was squarely and seri- 
ously addressed to witness: ‘‘ How much money does he (the representative) 
want?” 

Third, We have from reliable sources additional information of a convincing 
nature pointing to bribery, consisting of conversation, statements, and adinis- 
sions of implicated members and others, which we are not at liberty to state 
more explicitly in this communication, owing to the conditions under which 
the information is imparted, but which, with the other matters referred to, we 
can verbally communicate to you in more particular form if desired. 

In the line of matter heretofore submitted we deem it worth while to give this 
additional instance : 

Fourth, We quote from a letter in our possession from a responsible person 
in Ohio, omitting names: 

“Our representative, 





. had been elected asa Pendleton man, and had 
agreed to support Pendleton. A few days before the caucus it was whis- 
pered that * had been seen.’ and that be would vote for Payne. A telegram 
wasat once sent from here to ———- (the member) by leading Democrats, warning 
him against such a course, and and others at once went to Columbus and 
saw themember. He hooted at the idea that he would vote for PAYNE 
assured Pendleton that the member would support him 
feeling confident that the member would not disappoint him.”’ 

This member was intervieweti in the presence of a friend of Mr. Pendleton, 
and asserted his devotion to him, but was suspected and watched, 
of the caucus approached it was noticed that he was not present. 
Mr. Pendleton went to his room for him. We quote further: 

* He found him in company with one of the men who handled the *‘ boodle,’ 
and he was much embarrassed by —s presence. But he wenttothe caucus 
with ,and on the way again asserted hisallegiance to Pendleton. If I re- 
member correctly, said they had printed ballots for both candidates, and 
that he gave (the member) a Pendleton ticket. But when the vote was 
taken (Pendleton’s friend) observed that ——— (the member) wrote some- 
thing on a piece of legal-cap and then tore it off. He afterward discovered that 
— (the member) put in the hat the same piece of paper; and then —— 
(Pendleton’s friend) went to —'s (the member's) desk and tore off a piece of 
the legal-cap large enough to include the smal! piece torn off by the meni- 
ber). I think (Pendleton’s friend) was one of the tellers. At any rate, he 
got the ballot which fitted the piece of legal-cap, and which ——— had voted, 
and found that PAYNE’s name was on the ballot.” 

This member was thereupon charged by the Democratic county paper of his 
county with betrayal, &c. 

We do not question that the facts can be shown substantially as indicated with 
respect to the member referred to. 

should this information not be used names and means of identity placed on 
record would or might lead to annoyances for no purpose. They are, therefore, 
not here given. - 

Your committee, we will venture to add in conclusion, will not overlook the 
fact that our showing, made in the face of a most persistent and powerful oppo 
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sition of unlimited means and expedients, has been one for an investigation, and 
not final action following an investigation 
Very respectfully, 





JOHN LITTLE. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH. 
lion. Gronag F, Hoar, 
(hairman of the Committee on Privileges and Eleetions, 
United States Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, we have, then, these charges from several dis- 
tinct quarters, all of the highest responsibility, accompanied by state- 
ments upon which any magistrate or grand jury would issue process 
showing amplest reason to believe that a change of vote was procured by 
bribery and corruption in each of twenty-one cases, or if there be any 
particular deduction still largely in excess of the number required to 
change the result on joint ballot. 

sut this is by no means the full strength of the case. It is abun- 
dantly proved that Mr. PAYNE was not acandidate at the popular elec- 
tion. The offer is made by Messrs. LITTLE and BUTTERWORTH to show 
by Mr. Pendleton himself, and by other witnesses, that a majority of 
the Legislature were pledged to him. Credible witnesses are offered 
to be produced to the Senate who will testify that one of the managers 
of Mr. PAYNE’S election, Mr. Oliver H. Payne declared that it cost him 
$100,000 to elect the sitting member, and that Paige, the most active 
inanager of the canvass, declared he had handled $65,000. 

In addition to that they offer to produce witnesses who, they say, 
will testify that the room of Mr. PAYNr’s managers was like a banking- 
house. One witness declared he never before saw so much money to- 
gether in his life. They offered to produce the books of a bank show- 
ing that this large sum of money was transferred by one of these man- 
agers to another just before the vote in the caucus; and in addition to 
that that new fifty-dollar bills were so rife about Columbus after this 
proceeding as to become a subject of comment and ordinary remark. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think the United States Senate 
would ever receive that kind of evidence? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; I think they would. 

Mr. TELLER. That fifty-dollar bills were in circulation ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Was Mr. Oliver H. Payne or Senator PAYNE either 
examined before the legislative committee? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. It is stated that these gentlemen were all ab- 
sent from the State, that one or two of them, I think certainly two of 
them, communicated to the committee of the Ohio house of represent- 
atives that they were ready to go before itand be examined if the com- 
mittee desired, and it is well known that Mr. PAYNE made the same 
offer to disclose his own books, and so on. 

Here comes this case, which the Senate is to hear or to refuse to 
hear. 

First, That of the Democratic members elected to the Sixty-sixth General As- 
sembly more than three-fourths were Niodes oo, d to Mr. Pendieton and 
General Ward, and more than a eee, . Pendleton. This they 
offer to ~ e by Mr. Pendleton himself | re Col. Ww A. Taylor, and others. 

Second. That in these pledges these members represented the opinion and 
desire of their constituents. 

Third. That Mr. PAYNE was nowhere spoken of or known as a candidate dur- 
ing the popular election or until a very short time before the appointment of 
Senator 

Fourth. That just before the legislative caucus, where the nomination was 
made, which was one week before the election, } sums of money were placed 
by Mr. Payye’s son and other near friends of his at the control of the active 
manegers of his canvass in Columbus. This they allege can be shown by the 
books of one or more banks. 

Fifth. Mr. Payxgr’s near friends declared that his election had cost very large 
sums 

A gentleman whose name is offered to be given will testify that David R. 
Paige declared to him that he had handled $65,000 

Oliver B. Payne stated to the same person that it had cost him $100,000 to elect 
lis father. 

Sixth. That the members of the Legisiature who changed from Pendleton to 
Payne did so after secret and confidential interviews with the agents who had 


the disbursement of those moneys. 
Seventh, That members of [the Legislature who so suddenly changed their at- 


titude can be proved to have, at about the time of the , acquired large 

sums of money, of which they gave no sati unt. 
Eighth. Respectable Ohio ocrats affirm that just before the ee ~ 
that “the 


room of Mr. PAYNE'S manager, “was like a 
evidence of large sums of ia ae ciundions om couabiaie ” that 
Paige's clerk declared in the presence of a of integrity that “he had 
never seen so much money handled in his 

Ninth, That the public belief that the choice of Senator was procured by the 
corrupt use of money prevailsalmost universally in Ohio among persons of both 
parties, which finds very general expression in the press. 


There is specific proof leading with great force to the conclusion orig- 
inally that each of ten members could be shown to have 
votes corruptly, and now extended by these ~ew offers to the number 
which I have stated. 

Now, if these things be true who can doubt that an any armed 
with the power of the Senate to search the of all the partici- 
pantsin this transaction will disclose many other like cases? ‘The man- 
agers of this Ohio canvass well knew what was needed for its success. 
They did not spend their money without anobject. ‘Thepresumpti 
not, perhaps, enough to prove a case, is surely enough to sade 
quiry that they never would have expended these sums except 
to change a result and an election. Yet, in of all these 
probabilities the majority of the committee ask the Senate to shut the 
door in the face of the State of Ohio when she asks your process to en- 
able her to bring her witnesses, and tell her to resort for justice to a 


| 
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tribunal which has neither jurisdiction, power, nor duty in the prey 

ises. 
The majority of the committee seem to go on the ground that a 
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must first be proved before a State Legislature, or otherwise no inyest 
| gation can be had here. So far as I remember, and if any other ge, 
tleman remembers any other case I should like to have it referre {, 
there has been but one investigation in the Senate of the United State 
where a State Legislature has requested it. 
well, I think. 

It is a very different thing to say that a State Legislature is 9 pa: 
of sufficient weight to entitle its request to a hearing, to be respect 


and to say that no inquiry can be had without it. 


That is the case of (alq 


It may be said that this case has increased in the number of 
pointed out by these offers. 


Of course it grows. 


It is in the nature of the case thatthe evid 


should develop more and more, but it is not a question how it has ¢ 
It is no matter, in my judgment, what was before the } 
committee, or what was in the beginning before us. The quest 


veloped. 


what is before the Senate now? 


persons 


who demand inquiry ? 


What is now offered in behalf « 
The case is be made up as it 


when the Senate vote, and not as it stood when the committee . 
house of representatives of Ohio expressed their judgment. 

I have read already the letter of Mr. LirrLe in which he declar 
he and Mr. BUTTERWORTH have in their possession evidence deem! 
them entirely reliable, mentioning twenty-one members of the Sixt 
sixth General Assembly by name as having received money for 


support 


of Mr. PAYNE. 


It is our. conviction that a searching investigation under authorit) 
Senate would show the number to be greater. 


Now, as to this contemptuous statement that if the State oi 
shall make a new investigation perhaps we will act upon that, » 
is found in the reportof my bretheren of the Committee on Priviley: 
and Elections, I do not understand the law upon which that proposi- 
tion is based. Undoubtedly the Legislature of Ohio are within th 
jurisdiction the guardians of its honor and its interests and its rights 
and their jurisdiction is coextensive with the State of Ohio; but they 
are not the guardians of the honor of the Senate; they are not th 


judges of the title to the seats here. 


They are beyond their jurisdi 


tion when they have gone further than to make a respectful and pro) 
request to be permitted to lay the evidence before you. 
Some of these witnesses are in the forei 


service of the count 
Others are in service, I understand, out of the State. 


It is said that they did notexamime Mr. PAYNE himself or the 
ticular gentlemen among his managers who expressed their desire to 


appear. 


If Mr. PAYNE were charged with 


any personal knowledze « 


these affairs or connection with them it might have been very wel!, « 
their inquiry was taking this wide range beyond their jurisdiction ani 
beyond their commission, that they should have afforded him the oppor- 


tunity to be heard. 


It would have been proper at any rate, but (| 


question of the propriety or impropriety or wisdom of the proceeding: 
of that committee seems, if my view of the case is correct, totally sui 
utterly inferior. 


Mr. President, I have stated this case as an im 


one. I lhiay 


stated it as it seems to me, as a question of the propriety of making 


an inquiry; and of course whatever may be said upon 
may perhaps 


and overthrow all these 
Mr. President, I would not willingly utter a word that should | 
unpleasant to the ambiable and venerable 


this contested seat. 
kindliest character. 


My relations with 


the other sid 


on inquiry and it is to be hoped will absolutely answe 
charges. 


who now occupies 


im have ever been of tl 
I think this inquiry is demaaded for his sake «s 


well as for that of the State and of the Senate. I think it a mistaku: 
kindness which, holding him, as we all do, personally unstained, an 
denying, as the majority do, that his title is brought into reasonable 
question, refuses to him and to his claim to lis office the vindic.' 


which the instructed j 
But this surely is an impersonal question. 


t of the Senate alone can give. 
It is vital to that ir 


T 


and pure government withont which no republic can endure. (0 
other forms of rule men of rank or men of wealth may corrup' | 


poor and the strength of the State remain unim 
The history of England and France 


has for long periods preserved the sense of 
ing class who bought their constituentsas they bought their shee): B 
& corrupt _& corrupt people, governor and governed both. © 
and from among the nations like Lucifer, 50" 
the The greatest, you may almost affirm the only davz: 


that menaces the fature of our country is that of indifference to the ire« 
dom and purity of elections, whether by the people or by their! ro 


bow its 


sentatives. Other perils we have successfully 
wild beast, 


foreign war, domestic 


paired. 
has shown that the pride «! 
honor in a gov 


—the savag 


Our fathers prov« ‘ 


pestilence, 
equal to the great task of constructing institutions of government u! 
der whose models the framing of constitutions and statutes comes > 
natural to every company that makes a new settlement on the fron 


as the 


its nest to a bird. 


We have taken into our body politic the foreigner and the {reed 


But none of these things threaten our safety like the recent grow!) 0! 
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this sentiment of indifference to the purity of elections. This is the be- 
setting danger of menef wealth. The imitator of the Englishman, who 
so much anxiety to rescue the civil service of the country from 
the dominion of party, hears with great indifference of the crime and 
fraud and corruption by which the will of the people isovercome. We 
can stand bad laws. We can correct bad administration. You may 
debase the currency; you may enact into law the worst heresies of 
finance. The poor will suffer and the speculator prosper for a time. 
But the people will learn from experience and return again to the path 
of safety. 
We can endure to have communism sweep over the land. 
years the laws of business will resume their sway. 


In a few 


and abandon old maxims. But it will learn its rights and its duties, 
and in the end nothing but good will come to that state whose pro- 
ducers are its rulers. It will respect the rightsof capital. It will tol- 
erate these vast properties, but only on condition that their owners keep 
off their hands from our system of free, equal, ard honest-elections. 
All these things we can anticipate without dread. But a purchased 
and corrupted ballot, whether cast by the people or by their represent- 
atives, will bring sure decay and death. The precedent of this case, if 


the committee be sustained by the Senate, will render that corruption | 


easy hereafter where its example will be most pernicious and its effects 
worse. 
Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, the smoke of the lamp will not be dis- 
covered on any peroration that I may deliver here by way of appeal to 
carry & proposition that I may make. My appeal will be based upon 
the law and the facts. 
I sympathize as fully with the proposition that this land shall be rid 
of corruption as any Senator in this Chamber. I am ready now, and 
eve? have been, to vote to vacate a seat or expel a member if I feel I 
am justified in doing so by the law and the facts. 
But while an appeal is made to us in this particular instance based 
upon garbled evidence, garbled extracts from and perversion of testi- 
mony, to do an injustice to a man or to the reputation of a man, it can 
not control my vote. 
There are many considerations which should weigh in matters of this 
kind. While I may be appealed to on the one side for the benefit per- 
haps of my associates to do an act that I am not warranted by law and 
the facts in my judgment in doing, yet on theother hand I am appealed 
to by the knowledge I have, that which presents itself before me, of 
age, of honesty of purpose, of good character, and not only that, but of 
as deep a devotion to this Government (although opposed in political 
action to myself now), as any man whose voice may resound within the 
walls of this Chamber. 
Knowing that to be the case, when I am asked to deal with the rights 
of that individual I want to take all into consideration the same as I 
would in reference to a man who belonged to my own political party, 
and there is no power in this land which can be brought to bear upon 
me, either from newspapers or political parties, which will cause me to 
do an injustice to a man, Democrat or Republican, where I am required 
under my oath to base my action upon the evidence and the law and 
where in my judgment the charges are not sustained. 
I propose to investigate this case from the bottom, and if the Senate 
will give me their attention I shall demonstrate that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has mistaken the testimony and has made, not inten- 
tionally, improper use of it, and has used garbled extracts insuch a way 
as may be calculated to cause prejudice and an unfair judgment in this 
case. 
Let me take his first proposition, whieh is that because this Senator 
was not known to be a candidate until late in the canvass, therefore a 
suspicion is to be cast upon the manner in which his seat was obtained. 
That is one of the Senator’s propositions. For a suggestion of that 
kind to come from an able man, to come from a lawyer and a Senator, 
reminds me of the suggestions of children when they are making mud 
pies by the side of a ravine; it is no higher. There are Senators hold- 
ing seats in this Chamber to-day who were not known as candidates 
up toa very short time before they were elected. There are one or two 
on our own side of the Chamber. Does the Senator suggest that sus- 

icion shall be cast upon Senators sitting here now who were so elected ? 
that his proposition? If so, it is a proposition which can not be sus- 
tained either in morals or logic. 

Another proposition is that men must not have money unless they 
tell everybody how they get it. Somebody discovers that certain mem- 
bers of the Legislature have a bank account. Therefore they are cor- 
rupt. Now, let us put that case a little differently. Let me put it 
this way: A member of the Legislature not known to be wealthy after 

is over, if somebody finds that he has a few dollars of 
corrupt. If a man is elected to Congress when he is poor 
here a great many years and becomes well to do, therefore 
Is that the argument of the Senator? If he will apply 
some friends whom we may all know it would put them 
bad position before the country. That kind of argument is 
this floor, that a man because everybody does not know ex- 
his money was acquired is therefore a thief. 
HOAR. Do you think that was my argument? 


Labor may take | 
the scepter into its own hand, even if in so doing it dethrone old parties 






Mr. LOGAN. If that is not the logic of the Senator’s argument I 
can not understand it. I may be incapable of understanding the Sen- 
| ator, but that is my understanding of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but it seems to 
me that if you take, for instance, a vote on some measure in the House 
of Representatives, we will say, suppose a man had suddenly changed 
his mind from being an active opponent to an active supporter of a 
railroad bill, and it was shown that he was a poor man before that time 
and that the friends of that railroad bill had carried a large sum of 
money to Washington to be spent, and that they declared the passage 
| of that railroad bill cost 


them a large sum of money, and then it-was 
shown that the member who changed his vote had suddenly acquired 
a large sum of money, having been poor b« 
would not account for it, I think that al 
or otherwise, putting all those four would tend 
in regard to whet should have an inquiry or not; 
be a little different from what the Senator states. 


fore, just at that time, and 


vument, whether it is weighty 


things together, to prove 


’ ; 
ner we and it wor 


Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator will just allow me I will answet 
| bim. I have noticed that however amiable the Senator may be he will 
} not allow himself to be interrogated, but he injects a speech into th 
| bowels of every speech that is made in the Senate by others if he can 
| get the opportunity, and at the same time he becomes very irritab! 
if anybody asks him a question. I shall not treat him that wa 


¢ 
} 
Ba 


shall answer his questi 
I have never had the heart to believe that members of Congr 
Senators, who were trusted by their people, could be bought like catt! 
as some are wont to believe. There may have been instances, perh 
there have been; but I have not been trained in that school of 
picion which places every man’s shadow before me and causes me t 
interpret his conduct in the direction of dishonesty, instead of giving 
him the benefit of the presumption that ought to be in favor of every 
honest man and every man who has been honored by his country 

I shall not go into the discussion further than to say that the ar 
ment of the Senator, even if good, would prove nothing. It only d 
this: It is an argument before the country that every poor man in t! 
land, if he should fortunately become possessed of a few dollars, 
house, or something of the kind, is to be set down as athief. That 
the argument of the Senator. Every man who comes into Congres 
with his millions is expected to have money, but every poor man is to 
come here with suspicion cast upon him. Therefore he must go 
through the world a beggar, and if he comes here a poor man he must 
remain a poor man, no matter what his business may be outside of Con- 
gress, or be accused of being a thief. 

That is the argument, sir, and as I said a while ago, you would ha 
to apply it to some of our friends here to-day, men who have acquired 
fortunes in a few years whom no man charges with dishonesty, yet they 
were as poor as you or La few years ago. Why then should you say 
they were dishonest? I commend them for their ability to acquire 
wealth, if they desire to do it, so they do it honestly, instead of charg- 
ing that they are dishonest forthe simple reason that they do not go to 
every neighbor and explain how they got their money. 

Passing from that, I desire now to take this case from it 
the present time and examine it. 

I find here to-day men ready to be heard and to hurl their javelins 
against the rights of this Senator to his seat who have been silent 
here for two years without charging this man with a solitary wrong 
How is it that just now, within a few weeks or months, we find such 
excitement in the country with reference to this matter, when it has 
slept so long and the men who are foremost in stirring up the excite- 
ment, not only against the seat of this Senator, but against thei 
friends, yet remaining dumb as an oyster during this time ? 

The proposition I lay down is (and the Senator then will see what 
my position is) that you are not merely to take suspicions and ima 


i. 
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5 origin to 


ror 


Se 


gine 
that there is a probable cause, but I lay down the doctrine that in or- 
der to inquire as to whether a man’s seat has been obfained corruptly 
or whether you will expel him from this body oa account of corrupt 


action on his part, it must be as fully proved as would be necessary be- 
fore a grand jury in order to procure an indictment against a person 
for the offense. In other words, the evidence must show that there is 
guilt; the evidence must show that there is not only probable cause, 
but that there is evidence to rebut the presumption of his seat in 
Senate having been acquired honestly before it is competent for you to 
deal with this right in this or any other legislative body where the Con- 
stitution provides as it does in this case. 

Therefore I say that the rule has been laid down by the Senate in 
every case that it has ever investigated as broadly as I lay itdown now 
and the Senate has uniformly required that there should be evidence 
produced, not by Blank, not by saying that if Mr. Blank can be sum 
moned there might possibly be something got outof Mr. Blank that would 
prove that some Other Mr. Blank knew something that he told some 
Mr. Blank that he would swear to. No, sir, that is not the kind of 
testimony, but it must be testimony that would be legal evidence pre- 
sented before a court and which would be received 
examination of any case. 

Now, what is this case? 
State of Ohio. 


the 


by a court in the 


In 1884 the Democratic party carried the 
They elected their Legislature. They had a majority 
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of 26, I believe, on joint ballot. There were three candidates of the 
Democratic party for United States Senator, Durbin Ward, Mr. Pendle- 
ton, and the present Senator, Mr. PayNe. The Republicans of Ohio 
(and perhaps there is something in connection with this that my friend 
from Massachusetts has not observed) had no chance whatever of an 
election, but some of the Republican papers of the State of Ohio sug- 
gested the name of Senator PayNe. Yet the Senator say ist was not 
known that Mr. PAYNE’s name would be pressed until at the time of 
the caucus. Republican papers suggested the name of Senator PAYNE 
to beat Senator Pendleton on the ground that Senator PAYNE was a 
protectionist and Senator Pendleton a free-trader. Did not the Senator 
know that? If he did not, let me give him some facts in reference to 
it sworn to and to be found in the very book from which he has been 
reading. 

General C. H. GRosvENOR, who is a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, one of the petitioners for this investigation, one of the Repre- 
sentatives who may have been, for aught I know, forced into this thing 
upon the ground on which it has been attempted to force three Repub- 
licans to make a report that they could not conscientiously do, by as- 
saults made upon them, was called before the committee. Let me 
read his testimony: 


General C. H. Grosvenor, called by the committee, being duly sworn, testi- 
fled as follow: 

By the CoATRMAN 

Question. General, you will please state to the committee your residence and 
business. 

Answer. I reside at Athens, and am a lawyer. 

Q. Itis known that you have been an active participant in Ohio politics for a 
great number of years, and a leader of the party, and as such a close student of 
the politics of the State. There isa good deal in connection with the Senatorial 
election of 1884,and antecedent to that, that we desire to get whatever informa- 
tion you give us on that. I would like you to take this up in your own way 
and discuss it at some length. The first interrogatory I desire to ask is, about 
what time in the campaign of 1883 did, to your knowledge and belief, it become 
known that Mr. Payyg would become a candidate for United States Senator 
before the coming Democratic cancus, or in the event of the election of a Dem- 
ocratic Legislature, that he would be a candidate for the United States Senate ? 


Now, the Senator from Massachusetts will please listen to the answer: 


A. Well, Mr. Chairman, I can only answer what I gathered myself from cur- 
rent history, and can give you a little of my own participation in some of the 
preliminary stages of that contest. I did not hear that Mr. Payne was a candi- 
date during the canvass. I had no knowledge of his being a candidate or that 
any person was proposing him. When I first heard about it, some time, per- 
haps, in December—I think it must bave been as late as the middie of Decem- 
ber—I met a number of gentlemen in Cincinnati—Republicans. I metthem one 
at a time, and then finally we had a meeting in the evening of three or four 
of us, 

We decided then that somebody was making a serious effortto nominate Mr. 
PAYNE, and we volunteered to endeavor to defeat Mr. PAYNr’s election because 
of the supposed perils that we thought would result to the Republicans in Ohio 
by his election. And I maysay wherein that existed as we understood it. We 
had made the campaign largely on the question of protective tariff and free 
trade. We had lost the State, nevertheless. We thought—that was the opinion 
of the party that I consulted with—that the election of Mr. Payne, himself an 
avowed protectionist, would be an injury to the party in the country, because 
we believed it would be giving a false position to the Democratic party on that 
as issue that we had made in the State. The Cleveland Leader and the 

erald— 


Now, mark the names of the papers— 


then a separate and independent paper, independent in the sense of not being 
merged at that time, and the Sunday Voice, edited by Mr. Hodge, had all begun 
to vociferously indorse and further the election of Mr. PAYNE, 


Mr. HOAR. What date was that? Was itin the canvass and be- 
fore the caucus ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Before that time he said they began to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. It was the middle of December. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; thatis the time they spoke of, which was 
before the election. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr, LOGAN. It was before the election of Senator, before the meet- 
ing of the Legislature, that I am talking about now. I will show the 
Senator the meaning of some of this testimony before I get through, so 
that he may get some light which has not been thrown in front of his 
vision heretotore. 

It was decided that I should go— 


Now, mark the language— 


It was decided that I should go up to Cleveland and see if I could not pull off 
that Republican support from him. I wentup there at the time of the snow and 
took my wife along, and we ostensibly visi I met the Cleveland gentiemen 
and especially the editors of these papers, and did what I could to present the 
phase of the Cincinnati opposition to Mr. Paywe. I presented them as strongly 
as | could, and succeeded in very materially changing the tone of the Cleveland 
support of Payy». I was there about the time Paywr’s picture made its 
appearance in Hodge's newspaper, and I assailed Hodge and tried to show him 
that the matter of personal consideration or neighborly consideration should 
not have any effect on politics at thattime, The substance of what I had 
on these gentlemen was tel hed to New York to the Times by Mr. (aia 
not hear the name)jas I unde , and returned and published in the uirer, 
That was about the time that I first began to understand that PAYNE was a can- 
didate. Upto that time the discussions had all been about Pendleton and Ward. 
I did what I couid in that insinuating sort of a way to pull away the Republican 
support from Payne. 


Mr. Grosvenor, the gentleman who signed this petition under oath, 


states that the name of Mr. PAYNE was by Republicans in 
the State of Ohio, and he went to Cleveland in order to deter them from 


supporting him because of the fact that he wasa protectionist and that 
it would injure the Republican party. 

Now, let us goa little further. Mr. PAYNE was known by me from 
boyhood. During the war he was a strong Unionist. He gave his 
money for the benefit of the Government, and his son marched to the 
sound of battle in favor of this Union, while one of his opponents made 
the Halls of the House of Representatives resound with his opposition 
to everything that was done favoring the Union. 

There was division in the State of Ohio. There were war Democrats, 
and anti-war Democrats in that State called the Vallandigham Demo- 
crats, and other Democrats of the class of Senator PAYNE. They were 
in antagonism. Durbin Ward was a soldier, and a good soldier too. 
I knew him well. These three men were the candidates before the 
Legislature. Mr. Pendleton had been the supposed father or origina- 
tor of the civil-service bill in the Senate of the United States. There 
was great opposition to him in Ohio, and some of the politicians in Ohio 
determined that they would defeat Mr. Pendleton if they possibly 
could, and that was favorably received not only by that class of Dem- 
ocrats but by Republicans, as is shown by the factthat Mr. GROSVENor 
was sent to prevent Republican papers irom supporting him. 

When the election came on these three men went before the caucus. 
Mr. PAYNE was nominated and Mr. PAYNE was elected tothe United 
StatesSenate by the Legislature of thatState. Itwas a Democratic Leg- 
islature. Mr. Pendleton came back to the Senate and occupied his seat 
afterward. The Democratic papers that were Pendleton papers in the 
State of course howled against the election of Mr. PAYNE. The papers 
which favored him, some Republican and some Democratic, took the 
other side, and a bitterness grew up. 

Smoke was seen everywhere in reference to corruption charged pro 
and con by Democrats. There was a Legislature. It was in session 
some months, with Republicans in it, a majority of it Democrats, the 
very same Legislature by which Mr. PAYNE had been elected, with all 
the witnesses present, with all the persons present, yet with this condi- 
tion of things that Legislature failed to investigate. 

I am not saying that there is no truth in any charges. I am speak- 
ing of the facts. They failed to investigate this question. 

It was the very Legislature that elected him, the very Legislature 
where every Democrat save one voted for him, and that one of !those 
the Senator from Massachusetts relied on as a witness to prove some- 
thing against him, voted for Durbin Ward, and not only that, but he 
testified that he voted forhiminthecaucus. Heisoneof the senators, 
and the Senator is going to prove he was bribed, when he never voted 
for Mr. PAYNE either in the caucus or in the Legislature. 

So the Legislature failed then to investigate this question. They did 
not find enough for the purpose of inducing them to investigate it. 
They went on until two years transpired. All the capital was made 
out of this that was possible, as parties are always inclined to do. 
Charges and counter-charges were made. The Republican party to 
which I belong made capital out of it, at least I presume so. If they 
did not they failed to do what every party always does in a political 
canvass. But when the next Legislature was elected it was Repub- 
lican. A Republican Legislature being elected and convened, having a 
majority in the Legislature, they instituted an investigation for the 
purpose of ining whether the seat was procured corruptly, or 
whether bribery was resorted to in transferring the votes from one 
member to another or from one candidate to another. 

Upon what was the investigation based? It is well enough for us 
sometimes to understand the basis of these things in order to form a 
proper conclusion. A man by the name of Donavin in the State of 
Ohio published in the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, or it was pub- 
lished as given by him, a charge that several members, I do not re- 
member the number—— 

Mr. HOAR. Four is the number who were charged. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that four wefe investigated. On this man 
Donavin’s statement the Cincinnati Commercial and other newspapers 
published the facts to the world, giving the names of the members of 
the Legislature who had been purchased, bribed to vote for Senator 
PAYNE. On thatstatement the Cincinnati Commercial commenced tlie 
wildest howl in reference to this thing ever known. The Legislature 
were forced, whether they desired to do it or not, to make this investi- 
gation. I do not say they did not do it properly, I shall not assert any 
such thing, but they made the investigation on the charges mace by 
this man Donavin. It had been asserted that Donavin knew, and that 
he would come before the Legislature and swear before a committee 
that he knew of this bribery, how much was paid, and the names of tle 
men who were bribed or purchased. 

As I have said, after the Cincinnati Commercial had made this charge 
and it was brought before the Legislature and they organized the com 
mittee for the purpose of making this investigation, they sent for \I'. 
Donavin. Mr. Donavin came before the committee and he swore pos'- 
tively, as the evidence will bear me witness, that he knew not!in¢ 
about it, that he did not know one scintilla in reference to bribery 0° 


in reference to any being purchased or bought directly or indi- 
rectly. That the whole question so far as his charges were con- 
cerned. 


The how] continued, and they went on to investigate as to four mem 
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pers of the Legislature. The investigation of those four members of | say he has not done it, but if he will just allow me to argue my side 
the Legislature continued for nearly four months,and at the conclusion | of it I shall be obliged to him. 

of that investigation the committee reported unanimously. There Now, I should like to state exactly what I was going to. The Sena- 
were a majority and a minority report, but the conclusions were the | tor used the name of White; he used the name of Elliot; he used the 
same, that there was nothing in the testimony which proved any charge | name of Zeigler; he used the name of Mooney, and he used the names 
that was made of bribery against either of these four persons. After | of other persons who are included in this evidence examined by him, 
this investigation the whole matter was dismissed. The evidence was | and he reported that there was nothing in it. 

then sent to the Senate of the United States; and I want Senators to But he now tries to convince the Senate that there is something to be 
mark this as we go along, because there are certain facts connected | investigated. I say it does require explanation when a Senator will re- 
with it which are not exactly understood by the country. The Legis- | port to a committee that there is nothing in the evidence presented, and 
latare of Ohio, with all their desire at this time—and I find no fault | when it comes into the Senate he picks out eight names in the very evi- 
with that—did not think enough of this evidence to even print it at | dence which he said proved nothing and tries to palm it off on the Senate 
the expense of the State. as evidence worthy of examination by the Senate. I say it does re- 

The Senator from Massachusetts knows the fact that when the evi- | quire explanation; and when the Senator said to-day in his remarks 
dence was sent by the Legislature to the Senate of the United States | that these men had changed their opinions so thoroughly, I will not 
jt was sent in rough manuscript and had to be printed here by order of | say that about him, but if any man can change faster than he on this 
the Senate. Itwas taken by the house of representatives of the State of | question I should like to see him pointed out. 

Ohio. The senate of that State concurred and joined in a request. to We were all inclined to take the opinion of the Senator, he being rec- 
the Senate of the United States, through its president, to examine this | ognized as a great Iuwyer and a straight and honest man. Of course 
testimony; but it was not printed. It came here like a mass of rub- | none of the rest of us on the Committee on Privileges and Elections would 
bish to be printed by the Congress of the United States. Now, what | pretend to vie with him in legal lore, and therefore we took his word 
are we to understand? Either that the Legislature of Ohio did not | that there was nothing in this testimony, and all agreed to itand thought 
regard it as worthy of being printed or declined to print it on account | that was the end of it. I did. That was our report. It went to the 
of the cost, and certainly the State of Ohio, as rich as she is, would not | world that we had decided against an investigation. I stood byit. I 
be likely to regard that trifling expense and throw it upon the Goy- ? 

ernment of the United States. 

After the testimony was printed, the Senate Committee on Privileges 
and Elections agreed thatthe Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] 
who is the chairman of the committee should examine the evidence 
and report to the committee what was found. He examined it care- 
fully and reported to the committee that there was no evidence to be 
found there either inculpating Mr. PAYNr’s right to a seat or any evi- 
dence that would require the Senate of the United States to pursue the 
investigation further. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator may infer that my report amounts to that, 
but that is not what I reported. I said that evidence did not tend to 
show either that the result was changed or that the sitting member 
was affected. I said nothingabout inquiring further. That is another 
thing. 

Mr. LOGAN. This is what the Senator said, and the Senator knows 
very well that when that report was agreed to unanimously I may say 
in tue committee, it was expected that it would be reported to the Sen- 
ate und the committee discharged. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken when he affirms that I know 
that very well. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I will leave off the ‘‘ know very well.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will see himself that he is wrong. I do 
not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itisnointerruption. Iam not like the Senator from 
Massachusetts: I do not get angry when I am interrupted; that is, I do 
not get excited; I withdraw the word ‘‘angry,’’ as the Senator may 
object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I wasasked by half a dozen Senators at once who knew 
it themselves to ask what the name was; [ had to search through the 
document to find out. 

Mr. LOGAN. They knew you understood it so well you could find 

it easily. 
Mr. Hoar. When I made the report as the Senator will see I did 
report as I have myself stated, that the evidence did not tend to estab- 
lish either of those two propositions. ThatIsaynow. I didnot, how- 
ever, report anything about whether there should be further inquiry. 
I did not say anything on that subject at all. That might have been 
inferred from the other proposition; but I reported at the same time 
that Mr. Little had applied to me for a hearing. It was not therefore 
understood by the committee that we were then to report that nothing 
further was to be done, but when I made that report the application to 
hear Mr. Little was made also. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam perfectly willing to take the Senator’s explana- 
tion, inasmuch as he selected several names to-day from the very evi- 
dence that he reported proved nothing, in order to base an argument 
in favor of the continuance of this investigation. I think it needs the 
explanation he has made, and further explanation on the latter proposi- 
tion will be in order also. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, I did not do that. 

Mr. LOGAN, If the Senator will allow me, I will try to make my 
own ment, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. When six persons’ votes were required to be affected to 
change the result, and there was evidence only about four (which I did 
report there was evidence about), of course I should report, having only 
the four before me, that the evidence did not tend to establish the case; 
but — six new ones are brought in, making ten, the matter is very 


Mr. LOGAN. The Senator has tried to argue his ease and I will not 


said ‘‘ yes’ 


J 


when I was asked about it. I said ‘‘ certainly, there is 
nothing in the evidence.’’ I did not say that the chairman said so. I 
said so myself. I took itfor granted. Weall said that was our report. 
But very suddenly something was discovered to change that report. 
Now, let us see what this great discovery is. 

I say to the Senator—and he will bear me out in it—that there is 
not in this evidence taken before the Legislature of Ohio one single iota 
of testimony to inculpate Senator PAYNE directly or indirectly. The 
Senator agrees to that. If there is not, then where do you find the tes- 
timony? Show me the name of a witness, show me the name of a man 
mentioned by this committee who will swear to anything. No, sir. 
Twenty-one members have been corrupted, say Mr. BUTTERWORTH and 
Mr. LITTLE, but they have not given the name of a solitary one, and 
you profess here before the Senate that there is testimony in the hands 
of these gentlemen that would warrant them in prosecuting an inves- 
tigation when you can not name a solitary witness that you are to sum- 
mon before yourcommittee. If you have the name of aman, I demand 
it. Iam entitled as a member of the committee to know that. Say 
who he is, where does he live, what is his business ? 

Oh, but, the Senator says, Mr. Hughes knows that he charged Mr 
Elott so-and-so. Mr. Elliott swears before this committee that there 
is not one word of truth in it; yet you want Mr. Hughes to do what? 
Not to swear that he knows anything about the Elliott case, but to 
swear that he charged Elliott with it, and Elliott swears that he did 
no such thing. That is the character of the testimony on which we 
three men, Republicans as good as the Senator from Massachusetts, 
shall be heralded all over this land as having sacrified principle for the 
sake of exculpating a guilty man! 

Sir, when it comes to that, when it comes to undertaking to develop 
a case without having a case, to throw mist and mud before the coun- 
try that certain brothers in the same party may be injured, and for no 
other purpose, I will defend myself here and elsewhere as having done 
exactly what I would do a thousand times under the law and the evi- 
dence, and I hurl it back in the teeth of any man or any set of men who 
may say otherwise here or elsewhere, no matter to what party they may 
belong. 

Sir, I have been threatened. Let the threats go on; they fall as 
broken shafis at my feet. Sir, I would rather be right and fee! so in my 
conscience, even in standing by the rights of an old man, although 
differing politically, than have all the offices or compliments that you 
could bestow upon me. [Applause in the galleries.] There is not 
office nor anything else in this country to make me do a wrong toa 
man in the Senate merely for political purposes. I am the wrong man 
if that is the purpose. 

Now, let me go a little further. The Senator from Massachusetts 
says the Legislature of Ohio had no jurisdiction. is thatso? Ohio 
did have jurisdiction to try this case of bribery against their members. 
Yes, he saysso. You had this evidence against four members of the 
Legislature, and it was not sufficient for the Legislature to even print 
it, and then you want us to take that testimony and on it try one of 
the Senators of Ohio and expel and disgrace him, and that on evidence 
that Ohio would not even print. 

Now, let us see whether the Legislature of Ohio had no jurisdiction. 
You ask us to dowhat? You ask us to find this man guilty; that is, to 
pursue him for the purpose of finding him guilty of a penitentiary of- 
fense, of bribery in violation of the State law, in violation of the right 
that he has under the Constitution of the United States to hold that 
seat. You ask us to do that, to indict him; in other words, to present 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections charges and a resolution 
to oust him from his seat, which is in the nature of an indictment 
against him, to be presented to the Senate, which would be the court 
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to pass upon his case; and yet your own Legislature did not find enongh 
in the evidence to even censure one of their own members. 

If this man’s seat has been procured by bribery, if this man’s seat 
has been procured by corruption, why should not the people of Ohio 
indict the men who were bribed? They do not charge that this man 
bribed anybody; they do not even intimate it; they say that somebody, 
they do not know who, Mr. Oliver Payne, or Mr. John McLean, or 
somebody else perhaps dié it. What jurisdiction has the Senate of 
the United States over Mr. Oliver Payne, Mr. John McLean, or Mr. 
Paige, or any of these men? Suppose these men are guilty, what can 
we do with them? We can do nothing with them. We may punish 
this man, but we can not punish them. Whose duty is it to punish 
them? It is the duty of the people of Ohio, they having the jurisdic- 
tion. You said they had no jurisdiction. They alone have the juris- 
diction and are the only parties who can try these persons. 

Why have they not indicted these men? Why have they not gone 
before agrand jury? Why have they not punished somebody? If brib- 
ery was so rife there in that place at that time, tell me why it is that 
somebody has not been arrested? Why has not an affidavit been made 
showing probable cause before a justice of the peace or other officer 
having the authority in Ohio? You talk about probable cause here in 
the Senate. Why, sir, if there is probable cause against these men, 
why not go and make an affidavit and have them arrested? Why not 
do that? Oh, no; this is the gentleman they are after. Some man 
wants to be Senator and is not after the men who they say committed 
bribery, not the men who they say are guilty. They are not after 
them; they do not want to punish them. Oh, but, my friend says, 
this thing of bribery and corruption throughout the land must be 
stopped. There is but one way to stop it, and that is by indicting 
men and punishing them for it. 

The Senator spoke of ballot corruption. Sir, in the State of Illi- 
nois, where I have the honor to reside, when men violated the election 
laws in Chicago we sent them to the penitentiary, and there they are 
to-day. Itmight be well for our friends in Ohio tofollow that example, 
and if they have any evidence to indict Oliver Payne, John McLean, 
Mr, Paige, or Mr. Huntington, or anybody else they have mentioned, 
the same evidence that would indict them would be very proper evidence 
then to present to the Senate of the United States. But until you have 
somewhere, some place, before some grand jury or some court, a man 
who is inculpated as a criminal, do not charge men with not doing their 
duty here when they fail to understand the case exactly as you do. 

The Senator says that the clerk of Mr. Paige swore that he never saw 
so much money in his life. The clerk of Mr. Paige did not swear any 
such thing. 

Mr. HOAR. He said so. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the kind of evidence, ‘‘he said so.’’ What 
is the evidence’ I have read this testimony and I can almost repeat 
every word of it. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will pardon me. When he is 
stating what I said, a present fact, I should like to get that right. 

Mr. LOGAN. So should I. 

Mr. HOAR. And have it precise, and not something which he may 
think the same thing but I may think different. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is irne. 

Mr. HOAR. I did notsay that Mr. Paige’sclerk had sworn to that. 
I read one of these offers of testimony to prove that Mr. Paige’s clerk 
had declared so and so in the hearing of a reputable witness. That is 
a different thing. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, allow me to state it. I will tell you exactly 
what was sworn to: 

James Boyle, correspondent of the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, testified 


that a business man in the city of Columbus related to him the ieuing in 
substance Sha Ile mae = Set Sey ome down = Akron; = ona, 
come off his coat; that he gone into a sma a e fe 
by a Ifebrew. While sitting behind the stove, waiting oe besten to be 
sewed on, a young man burst inte the store, and, in an excited manner, ran to 
the prepenster of the store and said he had had a wonderful experience in Co- 
lambus. * * * From the talk of this young man he was an employé of Mr, 
David R. Paige. He stated that Mr. Paige thought it better for him to come 
down and attend to the store (Mr. Paige kee: ing a store in Akron, and Mr. 
Paige being then in Columbus working in the interest of Mr, Payyz). The 
young man eaid he had never seen so much money as he saw in an 
inner room attached to the room occupied by Mr. Paywe as headquarters. He 
said that he was the one who passed the members of the pane in to get 
the money. He raised his hands [illustrating], and said the money was in 
stacks.” 


Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to go a 
little further. Mr. Russell—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam going to state that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Russell says that he knew somebody—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state that. There is the testimony, and there 
is one of the cases where the testimony is plainand convincing. A 
connected with the Commercial was traveling around the country; 
somebody told him that he was once in a tailor-shop in Akron when 
somebody came rushing in and said to the shopk , “I never saw 
so much money in my life as I saw in Columbus.”’ Laughter.] That 
is the testimony. Turn toit. He said he was Paige’s clerk and he 
was there with Paige. 

Now I will tell the Senator something that probably he does not 
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know. He said that these men were out of the State and could yo 
be obtained. Mr. Paige, however, who is the man whom you charge 
and say used sixty-odd thousand dollars, was in the State of Ohio duriny 
nearly the whole term of that investigation at his own home; he was 
away perhaps one or two weeks at New York under a physician. |{, 
sent the committee word that he was ready to testify in reference {, 
the whole thing, and they never called for him. That is another fact 
which perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts would like to have iy 
his speech. This man Paige, who had so much money there, was read) 
to testify, ready to go before the committee, but they did not ask him 
to go, and why not ? 


That isone point. Now let us take another case, and if the Senato 


thinks I mistake the testimony I will turn to it, for I have it marked 
here. A man by the name of Russell is relied on by the Senator, and 
he put in his speech, if you will notice, a great lot of stuff about s 
much money being used there. Now let me give you the testimony. 
A man by the nameof Russell, who lived in Cleveland, Ohio—a lawyer, 
who was afriend of Durbin Ward in prosecuting his claims for Sena- 
tor—swears that theevening of the caucus somebody told him that he, 
somebody, had just come from Mr. Paige’s room and in that room he 
saw bags of gold and silver and boxes of greenbacks and bags of green- 
backs, and that one bag was lying on the floor with greenbacks stick- 
ing out of it, and he picked up one off the floor and Paige told him to 
keep it, and he put it in his pocket [laughter] ; and they asked this 
man Russell who that man was, and he said, ‘ 
There is the evidence. Is itdenied that I state the evidence correctly ’ 


I decline to answer.”’ 


I notice in his report the gentleman who made the report to the cow- 


mittee left out the part that he declined to answer, and then the com- 
mittee said, ‘‘ Will you not give us the name of that man who wit- 
nessed this remarkable scene?’’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said he, ‘‘it was given to 
me in confidence.’’ Then they asked him if he would not in som 
way or other let them know who the man was. He told the commit- 
tee that if they would allow him to ascertain from this man if he would 
consent then he would tell the committee, and there it stpoped, and 
that is all there is of it. 


Mr. HOAR. What committee? 
Mr. LOGAN. I mean the committce of the Ohio Legislature, ot 


course. 


Mr. HOAR. A committee whose conclusions you think the Scuat 


of the United States are bound by. 


Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no, notatall. I think the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts is bound by it, because he has given evidence of it, but I do 
not think anybody else is; at least I have seen no evidence of any large 
number being bound by it. 


I could go on from now until night quoting this testimony. It is al! 


of the same character. There is none of it that is not hearsay except 
that one or two witnesses swear that some men said they had been pai(l 
money, and then that is denied. The Senator from Massachusetts 
spoke of Mooney and another man whose name I forget. 


Mr. TELLER. Roche. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes,Roche. Letusexamine Mooncy, oneof these w it- 
nesses. A certain man testified that he heard Mooney and Roche in 
room at a hotel late at night quarreling about adivision of money, aud 
that they had arowaboutit. Whatdoes Mooneysay? Mooney swears 
that nothing of the kind ever occurred; that he was not in that room 
at the time mentioned or during that night, and not only that bu' 
another member of the Legislature who slept in the same room witli 
Mooney that night swears that Mooney was in a room with him; and 
yet the Senator says that ismerely Mooney’s statement. Howare you 
going to get atit? Are yougoing to take the evidenceofsomebody wlio 
alleges that a man is guilty of a certain offense? Is his evidence to lx 
taken and the man accused denied the right to swear? Besides him- 
self there is another man who was with him who testifies to the san 
effect that Mooney does. 

So it is all the way through, and I assert here as a fact that there \ 
no evidence that would convict any man anywhere of any offense |«- 
fore any court, nor is there any evidence that tends to inculpate (1) 
Senator from Ohio in the slightest degree. Nowhere does any witness 
testify that Senator PAYNE ever spoke to him on the subject, whethe: 
a member or otherwise, of the election, except one man who spoke to 
him once about the use of money, and he [Mr. PAYNE] said, ‘Do you 
suppose I would be connected with any such wrong as that?’’ Ie was 
not a member but an outside man. That is the only time the nani 0! 
Senator PAYNE occurs as having said or done anything in the eviden 
from beginning to end; and then these gentlemen presented to (' 
chairman of the committee a very remarkable letter, which 1 propo» 
to read and comment on for a moment. I say it isa remarkable let'«'. 
because it is remarkable. It is only such a letter as a lawyer wou’ 
write or as a lawyer would know how to write provided he want«( | 
get up an investigation without known facts to it upon. 

Mr. LirrLe and Mr. BuTrEEWorTH came in and supplemente« (': 
testimony that has been acknowledged by the chairman to have b0' 
ing whatever in it to inculpate anybody. And now let us see ws 
evidence they have. These two gertlemen, Joun Lirrie and brs 
JAMuN BuTTERWoORTH, both lawyers, both gentlemen—I find no 1" 
with them, except I think this isa remarkable letter, aud I thins 
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everybody who hears it will say so—after they had made speeches, Mr. 
LiTtLE came before the Committee on Privileges and Elections and 
argued for two hours to provethat there wasevidence in that testimony 
which ineulpated Mr. PAYNE. 

The chairman of the committee did not believe it, nobody believed 
it; at least I heard no member so express himself. He brought in no 
new facts. When he was before the committee he gave an extract of 
a letter to the chairman and withheld the name of the writer. I did 
not hear it read; I do not know what was in it except as I read it after- 
ward. ‘This is their letter to the chairman: 

Since our appearance before your committee the last time we have received 
information, ed by us important, bearing upon the question of investiga- 
tion, and desire to indicate its general character. 

It is of general character I suppose, on the ground of examining a per- 
son as to whether a man’s general character is good in the neighborhood 
where he resides. So it is the general character of this evidence. 

First. We have information, regarded trustworthy, that a member of the 
Sixty-sixth General Assemi>ly, one of the sudden converts to Payne, with meager 
means and without financial credit prior to January, 1884, was able to and did 
deposit in bank to his own credit shortly after the election, to wit, February 13, 
1884, $1,850, besides showing other signs of prosperity not accountable for in or- 
dinary ways. 

That is to say, he was more prosperous than they thought he was. 
He has just begun to show signs of prosperity. That is the condition 
of a good many of us who are just beginning to show signs of prosperity; 
that is, we are getting so now that we can live on our salaries and are 
prosperous and happy while wecan be. Some have a little more than 
that, because some have means of acquiring money which others do 
not have. Now, let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts what 
that proves? 

I come to you and say I have information of a general character and 
I will prove by somebody if I can find him that a certain man ata 
certain time deposited $1,300 in some bank and that then he gave 


signs of rity. Now call up that witness. The witness says, 
“Yes, I deposited $1,300 in bank. I didnot get it for my vote; I had 
that much money.’’ That is if you can find the witness; but you can 


not find from this letter the name of the member, the name of the wit- 
ness, the name of the bank, or the name of anybody, but somebody, 
somewhere, at some place, at some time deposited $1,300 in some bank, 
somewhere, of some name, if we can find it, and therefore if you issue 
a writ we will find somebody to swear to that. That is it; nothing 
more and nothing less. It is not suggested whether the man lived in 
Ohio, or lived in Kamchatka, or some other place. 
Now let us go a little further. 

Second. We can show by a witness whose credibility will not be questioned 
that just prior to the meeting of the caucus at which Mr. PAYNE was nominated 
he (witness) was, in the interest of Payne, summoned by telegraph t@ Colum- 
bus. He went,and was asked by PAYNr’s managers what sum of mon#y would 


pe to withdraw the vote of the representative of his (witness’) county 
from eton and give it to Payne. 


That is, if they have an opportunity they can find somebody some- 
where who can swear that Mr. Blank asked a neighbor of ou. of the 
members how much money it would take to get that member tu with- 
draw his support from Pendleton. 

Now let us go a little further. 

We have from reliable sources additional information— 


That is additional to this I have just stated— 


of a convincing nature pointing to bribery, consisting of conversation, state- 
ments, and admissions of im icated members and others, which we are not at 
liberty to state more explici z= this communication, owing to the conditions 
under which the information is imparted, but which, with the other matters re- 
ferredto,we can verbally communicate to you in more particular form if desired. 


They said they would verbally communicate to us in more particular 
form if desired. I desire it. Iam one of the committee. I am en- 
titled toit. And if the chairman has it the other members of the com- 
mittee are entitled to it. ‘These men say they will communicate it 
verbally if required. I say to the chairman we require it so that we 
may know something about it. 

In the line of matter heretofore submitted we deem it worth while to give 
this additional instance : 


Fourth. We 
Ohio, 


quote from a letter in our possession from a responsible person 
names: 
‘Our . had been elected as a Pendleton man, and had 
agreed ——— to Pendleton. A few days before the caucus it was whis- 
pered that been seen,’ and that he would vote for Payne. A telegram 
at once sent from here to ——— (the member) by Democrats, warning 
against such a course, and ——— and others at once went to Columbus and 
He hooted atthe idea that he would vote for Payne. 
assured Pendleton that the member would su him. then came home 


feeling confident that the member would not nt him.” 


good? Iam disposed to take that. But what follows ? 


This member was interviewed in the presence of a friend of Mr. Pendleton, 
and asserted his devotion to him, but was suspected and watched. 


es 





. 





E 


pproached it was noticed that he was not present. 
went to his room for him. We quote further: 

him in company with one of the men who handled the ‘ boodle,’ 

was much embarrassed by ‘s presence. But he went to the caucus 

asserted his allegiance to Pendleton. If I re- 

ee said they had printed ballots for both candidates, and 

t he gave ——— (the member) a Pen-ileton ticket. But when the vote was 
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taken (Pendleton's friend) observed that (the member) wrote some- 
thing on a piece of legal-cap and then tore it off. Heafterward discovered that 
(the member) put in the hat the same piece of paper; and then - 
(Pendieton's friend) went to —-——’s (the member's) desk and tore off a piece of 
the legal-cap large enough to include the small piece torn off by - (the mem- 
ber). I think Pendleton’s friend) was one of the tellers. At any rate, he 
got the ballot which fitted the piece of legal-cap, and which had voted, 
and found that PayNr’s name was on the ballot.” 

There is the record. I am quoting absolutely verbatim what they 
say, and on this a monument of testimony has been builded by the 
learned Senator from Massachusetts that would inculpate any man on 
earth. It is all based on what Blank would say if Blank would send 
for Blank and have Blank brought forward and tell what Blank told 
some other Blank and he some other Blank told to some other Blank 
and what that Blank would sayif the committee would send for Blank 

That is the kind of evidence that we are required as judges to sit 
upon and decide that the seat of a man has been corruptly obtained, 
or at least to investigate and see whether it has or has not been so ob 
tained. 

Now, I w.ll say to the Senator from Massachusetts, because perhaps 
he is not aware of it, and he would not know that I had ever pretended 
to be a lawyer unless I told him, that I was once in my lifetime a prose- 
cuting attorney. I have prosecuted a great many people; I have de- 
fended a great many, probably not as well as the Senator would, but 
I never had Blank for a witnsss in my life, and I never sent out Blank 
after Blank to have Blank come and swear that Blank would prove that 
Blank was inculpated for some blank operation. 

Mr. HOAR. You did not advertise your witnesses to the public ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I always advertised my witnesses to the public, and 
you as a lawyer know there was never an indictment presented toa 
court where the names of the witnesses were not put on the back of 
the indictment so that the other party might know who they were. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator ever advertise his witnesses to the 
public before the grand jury determined the question whether they 
would send for witnesses and investigate the case or not? That isthe 
proposition. 

Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. HOAR. We differ. 

Mr. LOGAN. We do differ radically. I almost always follow the 
Senator, but I can not on this occasion. The Senator knows the fact to 
be that no man was ever put on trial in thiscountry, or any other where 
civilized means were observed, without being notified who the wit- 
nesses against him were. That is one of the leading features of crim- 
inal law, that if a man is to be tried he is to face the witnesses against 
him, and to have notice when he is indicted who the witnesses against 
him are. . But the number of blank witnesses that has been found in 
Ohio in this case is perfectly astounding! 

Mr. President, having passed through that part of the case, I now 
desire to take up the law as I understand it and apply it. I believe 
that is about the way lawyers arrive at conclusions, they find the law 
and take the facts; and they apply the facts to the law or the law to 
the facts, and see what the result is, being guided by certain rules and 
principles and what conclusions their minds are forced to by the appli- 
cation of certain principles when the evidence has been obtained. 

As I said, the rule is and ever has been in the Senate, and there is no 
deviation from it, that in order to investigate the right of a Senator to 
his seat there must be a charge made and facts presented that are cal- 
culated to either affect his right to his seat or to induce his expulsion 
from the Senate. I call attention to the case of Humphrey Marshall 
in -1795, the first case you find, to see the rule laid down then, and 
which has been followed from that time tothe present. This was acase 
in which it was charged that Marshall had committed perjury, and 
hence the Senate was asked to investigate the case and see whether or 
not he should be expelled on account of having committed a peniten- 
tiary offense, although the perjury was not committed in the Senate or 
as a Senator, but inacourt. The rule laid down by the committee 
then was this: 

They think that in a case of this kind no person can be held to answ 
infamous crime unless on a presentment or indictment of agrand jury 
in all such prosecutions the accused ought to be tried by an impartial jury of 
the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed. If, in the 

resent case, the party has been guilty in the manner suggested, no reason has 
been alleged by the memorialists why he has not long since been tried in the 
State and district where he committed the offense. Until he is legally convicted, 
the principles of the Constitution and of the common law concur in presuming 
that he is innocent. And the committee are compelled, by a sense of justice, to 
declare that in their opinion the presumption in favor of Mr. Marshall is not 


diminished by the recriminating publications, which manifest strong resent- 
ment against him. 























It is not the proposition at all. 


er for an 


and that 








That does not apply to this character of case, and I only refer to it to 
show that the rule was laid down early that a man charged with an 
offense outside of the Senate must be indicted and convicted of the crime 
so that there could be evidence presented to the Senate of his guilt of 
the crime charged. That was the line that they went on at that time 

But I take up a case now that decides exactly the principle which 
is involved in this case. It was read by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Pucu], I believe. Let me state this case. A protest was pre- 
sented by members of the Legislature of Pennsylvania against a Sen- 
ator elected by that State taking his seat, upon the ground that his 
election had been purchased, upon the grounc that members had been 
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bribed to elect him to the United States Senate. In that case the Sen- 
ate laid down arule. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts thought it was 
different, but we will see if it is not the same. This is a case where 
Senator PAYNE’S seat is contested upon the ground not that any mem- 
ber was bought to vote for him, because nobody pretends so, but on 
the ground that the caucus perhaps were corrupted. But it is no mat- 
ter about that. The charge is that his seat was obtained corruptly. 
Now look at the Pennsylvania case. 
It is a general allegation ‘that the election of the said Simon Cameron ’’— 
Just as this is a general allegation— 
‘was procured, as they are informed and believe, by corrupt and unlawful 
means, influencing the action and votes of certain members of the house of rep- 


resentatives,’’ and the Senate of the United States is asked to investigate the 
charge. 


‘The committee can not recommend that this prayer be granted. The allega- 
tion is entirely too vague and indefinite to justify such a recommendation. 
Not a single fact or circumstance is detailed as a basis for the general charge. 
Neither the nature of the means alleged to be corrupt and unlawful, nor the 
time, place, or manner of using them, is set forth, nor is it even alleged that the 
sitting member participated in the use of such corrupt means or, indeed, had 
any knowledge of their existence. Under no state of facts could your commit- 
tee deem it consistent— 

Mark the language. They give a general expression as to what is 
required. 

Under no state of facts could your committee deem it consistent with pro- 
priety,or with the dignity of this body,to send out a roving commission in 
search of proofs of fraud in order to deprive one of its members of a seat to 
which he is, prima facie, entitled ; still less can they recommend such a course 
when the parties alleging the fraud and corruption are themselves armed with 
avple powers for investigation, 

They went upon this theory, that while the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania charged its own members with corruption, the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania should convict its own members of corruption, and that 
their conviction would be such evidence as before the Senate of the 
United States would require an examination of the case, and would, if 
a sufficient nomber were corrupted, be sufficient to sustain the allega- 
tion. It was on that principle, and my friend from Massachusetts, the 
very time that he was arguing this case—while some friends are using 
all their power with friends in the Senate to prevent them from under- 
standing the case there are others I hope who will be permitted to 
listen—the Senator from Massachusetts went upon the theory that the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania had no jurisdiction. He did not understand 
what the Senate of the United States meant by this report. They meant 
this: that the Legislatare of Pennsylvania had the power to examine 
the question as far as their own members were concerned, and that it 
was their duty to doit, and their duty to present such a case to the Sen- 
ate as would convict their own members; in other words, they should 
prosecute their own members, and bring out all the facts, and Jet those 
tacts be laid before the Senate. Thatis what the Senate then decided. 
It was just such a case as this. If these men are guilty, why has not 
the Legislature of Ohio done exactly what the Senate of the United 
States said they should do in order that we might ascertain the facts? 

Now, let me go a little further. I will not take up much time with 
this case, but oply propose to examine the general principles. Let me 
read another case, the case of Senator Grover. Here was the rule laid 
down in that case: 

It may be at times iapepeints for a legislative committee to apply to an in- 
vestigation with which it is charged the rules which govern the admissibility 
of evidence in courts of justice, but the undersigned must be allowed to express 
his conviction that in an investigation into the truth of allegations affecting the 
a honor of a member of the Senate, as well as his right to a seat in the 


»0dy, no such wide departure should be allowed in the admission of testimony 
as the evidence in this case will show was permitted. 


And they go on to show that the evidence should be as competent in 
a case of this kind as it would be if there was a trial in a court for an 
offense with which the Senator was Let me take another 
case. Let me take the case of one of our colleagues—and he will par- 
don me for mentioning it—the case of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS]. This case was investigated. The case was presented, 
after the Kansas Legislature had exoneiated him, to the Senate of 
the United States charging certain things. The Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections required that specific charges should be made, and 
specific charges were made before an investigation was ordered. Then 
on the investigation—and the majority and ey of the committee 
agreed in their conclusions—what was the ? The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] made the majority report, and Sen- 
ator CAMERON, of Wisconsin, made the minority report, signed also by 
myself and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. The ma- 
jority report is this: 

That the testimony taken by the committee— 

And I want you to mark the lan 

Mr. HOAR. That was an investigation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. I am reading the report— 


the testimony taken by the committee proves that and other corrupt 

means were employed by persons favoring the electi-n of Hon. Jons J. Incas 

to the Senate to obtain for him the votes of member:, :i the of Kansas 

in the Senatorial election in that State. But it is not re 
such determine 


that enough votes were seoured by means to 
election in his favor. Nor is it shown that Senator INGALLs authorized acts of 
ibery to secure his election, 


plicity with improper practices. We also find that the result of the election wa« 
not accomplished by such practices, We think that when the report goes fur 
and finds that persons favoring Mr. INGALLS’s election were guilty of such prac. 
tices, it should in justice state what was clearly and unquestionably proved. t})»: 
such means were employed in opposition to his election. 


clusions of the evidence, although sworn to before our committee and 
some of tlhe men brought by order of the Senate before the committee, 
and yet Wuen we came to our conclusions on theevidence in that case we 
decided that because the corruption was not brought tothe knowledge of 
the Senator he was not inculpated. You do notpretend in this ease that 
there is anything of thatkind. Nosuch pretension has ever been made. 
Am I to revers¢é my former decision? Why am I asked todo it? Isit 
because different political notions are entertained by the Senator from 
Ohio to the one from Kansas? No, sir; I can not for that reason. 
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Therefore they asked to be discharged from further consideration o; 


the case. Now look at the views of the minority: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 
The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on Privileges and Ele 


who were directed to investigate certain statements and charges concert) |;,.- :},, 
aes of a Senator in the State of Kansas, respectfully submit our \ ey, 
as follows: 


We concur in part of the report. We exonerate Mr. INGALLS from any com 





ANGUS CAMERON 
JOHN A. LOGA> 
GEO, F, HOAR 

Mr. HOAR. Is my name there ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, ‘“‘GrorGe F. Hoar.” That isthe language th, 


committee used at that time when they were trying that case. We q|! 
agreed, all the Democrats and all the Republicans, in our conclusion 
in reference to the reasons. 


Now, let me ask what kind of a case is this? Here is a case with the : 


same character of charges. The committee which then tried that case 
and made this report made the same character of report in this case, 


3ut we are censured for doing exactly what has been the rule hereto. 


fore, or I am at least by some parties. 


Mr. HOAR. ‘There was an investigation there. 
Mr. LOGAN. Of course there was, but I am speaking of the con- 


Let me present another case. What Iam trying to do is to show 


the principle that has governed the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions and the Senate from its first organization down to the present 
time, and that the Senators with whom I joined in this report are in 
precise accord with the opinions given from 1795 down to the present 
day. In the case of Messrs. Lapham and Miller, from New York, 
charges were made against them. What did the committee report? 


The last ground is one of fact. Before I have alluded to what are called 


legal grounds or allegations that by legal operation the election is void. Th: 
last ground alleges that there were rumors of bribery in procuring the election 
ofthese gentlemen. The allegation of mere rumors of bribery is not suflicient, 
unaccom with evidence, to 

ate or of its committees. It is all in this memorial that one State senator of 
New York is under indictment in State for offering a bribe to a member of 
the house to vote in the Senatorial election. It is due to the Senators holding 
the seats that the committee should say that that indictment is not for a bril: 
offered to vote for either oneof the present Senators. It is due also to state that 
while we find by reports that have been sent to us and investigations had that 


require investigation at the hands of the Sen- 


great many scandals in connection with the Senatorial election i: 


there were a 

New York during the late session of the Legislature, most of these seanda|s o-- 
curred before the two gentlemen now holding seats became even candidates 
before that body. 


Therefore, sir, the committee, without going further into details, hold that 
the respective grounds alleged and all of together are not sufficient to au- 
thorize further inv , and do not make a case invalidating the election 
of the Senators from New York. We believe, from all that is before us, that th: 
elections were valid and ought to be so declared. We ask, therefore, that the 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 


Then also the charges were made that there were rumors of bribery; 
yet the committee say the majority of those rumors were prior to the 
election of these men. Hence because evidence is not brought forwar! 
of a character sufficient to show bribery or to show improper conduct 
on the part of these men, they refused to investigate the case further. 

Now, let me give you a stronger ease than any I have yet read. Here 
is a case occurring in 1873. 

MoxspDay, March 17, 157°. 


The Vice-President laid before the Senate the memorial of members of the 
mittee of said Logislature appointed to investigate charges of bribery 0) 
ruption in the recent Senatartal election in that State and the views of a minor- 
ity of the committee therewith, praying that certain charges 
corruption against Lewis V. , recently elected a Senator from the State o! 
Missouri, may be promptly and fully investigated by the Senate. 

It was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. The 
evidence in that case presented to the committee, which can be found 
in the document-room, was as as the evidence here, in my }"‘g- 
ment. It was all circumstantial, but it approached as near tow! Ds 
the Senator as this. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senate order an investigation there ° 

Mr. LOGAN. They did not. We will read what the groun! w%. 
The report was made by Senator Morton, and I believe Senator Morton 
was never accused of shirking responsibility when it came to inves‘ 
gations, hecause he made several while he was here in the Senate: he 
ec mn in favor of the expulsion of one member on charges. )"\' '" 

case he said: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred thie eo 


of bribery and 








1886. 
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morial of thirty-seven members of the Legislature of Missouri in regard to the 
election of Lewis V. Bogy to the Senate of the United States from that State, 
have had the same under consideration and submit the following report : 

The memorial sets forth that the recent examination by a committee appointed 
by the house of representatives of the Legislature of Missouri, touching the 
currupt use of money in the election of Mr. Bogy, was imperfect ; that it was not 
full and fair, and in the opinion of the memorialists, if the investigation had been 
conducted with more vigor and with a purpose of revealing the real facts of the 
case, other and more important evidence would have been produced showing 
that there was corruption in Mr. Bogy’s election. 

The memorial, however, does not state what additional facts can be proven, 
nor indicate with any certainty the character of the new evidence that may be 


. The committee understand that the only duty which they have upon this ref- 
erence is to report to the Senate whether the memorial presents such facts as 
would justify the Senate in instituting an examination in regard to the election 
of Mr. , and are of the opinion that it does not; Such a proceeding is of a 
grave r,and should not be set on foot without such a statement of the 
evidence that could probably be produced as would appear to make it the duty 
of the Senate to proceed to an investigation. 

The evidence taken by the committee of the Legislature of Missouri also ac- 
companies the memorial, and has been examined by the committee. It is not 
the province of the committee upon this reference to inquire whether the judg- 
ment pronou by the house of representatives of the Missouri Legislature 
upon this evidence was correct; but they express the opinion that the evidence 
is not of a character to require of the Senate an investigation. 

And the committee asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the case. There is a case precisely on all fours with this, where 
the memorial of the Legislature, where the evidence taken was sent to 
the Senate of the United States, and that memorial asked the Senate 
of the United States to prosecute an investigation, stating that if they 
did so further evidence could be found that would make a stronger 
case, and the Senate refused to do it. 

Mr. President, that being the law of the case as I understand it, I 
ask any Senator to tell me what there is in this case other than there 
has been in other cases that should cause such great excitement, that 
should cause such attacks as have been made upon Senators in this 
Chamber—I do not mean made in the Chamber, but made against Sen- 
ators who have seatsin thisChamber? I have not been in my lifetime 
very much alarmed at attacks which are made on me. I have had 
quite a number, and I care very little for them. But in order to show 
the intense feeling against certain individuals, which must have been 
nursed for years instead of springing forth in a moment, I propose to 
read what has been said about these Republican Senators by persons who 
claim to be Republicans. This does not seem to be an investigation 
of the Senator from Ohio as much as it is now an attack upon three 
Republicans on this side of the Chamber. 

After the decision was arrived at by the committee the first thing 
that was said, and it was telegraphed all over the country, was that 
LOGAN had requested of the committee to keep the vote secret. It went 
to a certain character of papers in this country. Thereis not amanon 
the face of God’s earth who ever heard me request secrecy in regard to 
any act that I ever performed of a publie character. Yet that was tel- 
egraphed everywhere. The committee know it is a lie, every one of 
them. They not only know it, but the chairman of the committee him- 
self telegraphed over his own name through the Associated Press that 
there was no foundation at all for that statement. 

Why was that statement made about me, I should like to know? 
Why should I be singled out above other Senators in order to try to 
cast some kind of asuspicion upon me? Sir, it was done just as many 
things have been done since this question came up. It is thought by 
some that this is a good time now to kill off Republicans. God knows 
I am a very small one to commence shooting at first. Why should I 
be killed off? Iam not in the way of anybody. Iam nota candidate 

in Ohio for any office. I am not running for anything; I do not want 
to be a candidate for anything. Why is it that so persistently attacks 
are made—one day on LOGAN, the next day on EVARTS, and then on 
TELLER, and the next day, as these men have all been killed off, a cer- 
tain inOhioshouts now isthetimefor our hero. { Laughter. ] 

Sir, itshows that this last part of the play is for the purpose of de- 
stroying, if possible, Republicans in the Senate Chamber instead of 
ousting Senator PAYNE from his seat. Well, that is all right. Iam 

to be destroyed. Iam no help to anybody. It would not hurt 
to kill me off in the slightest. I have been killed half a dozen times, 









































and to kill me again will not hurt me if it does not hurt the men who 
are in killing; and if it pleases the people who desire to do 
it, then let them have the fun, and I will enjoy a part of it myself. 


Tam making a now against myself. I propose to make a gen- 
eral assault on myself, and when I get through, if you are not satisfied 
that Lam the man who is being investigated then I will come to the 
conclusion that I have not made a good speech. Inasmuch as Senator 
HoaR in his report Democratic newspaper extracts, I will fill mine 
with ne’ per exttacts. This isveryamusingto me. I 
am going to get my letters so that I can read them and show you what 
kindofamanIam. I did not know until recently how bad a man I 
was, but I am beginning to find out. 

There is a newspaper in this country—and I am a friend of newspa- 
pers, and it seems to me that they are of mine from what I will read— 
known as the Commercial Gazette. Friends occasionally whisper to 
meandsay, ‘ you had better let the Commercial Gazette alone.’’ 
1 am not going to bother the Commercial Gazette. I am going to read 
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from it. 
not hurt the Commercial Gazette if I use it as testimony in court. 


that. 
that; and it is owned and edited, or has been for a long time, by a man 
by the name of Halstead, I believe. 
wealth and influence. 
poor creature like Iam and grind me in the dust. 
willing he should do so, because I have no aspirations above what I 
am, and inasmuch as Illinois does not always ask my friend Halstead 
what they shall do about their Senators, and I am not inguiring of 
Ohio to be a Senator from there, I propose that my friend Halstead 
shall have all the power and influence that he has a mind to exert 
against me in the State of Illinois 
home. 


Commercial. 
and I found it pitching into some other people not necessary to men- 
tion. 
served to my astonishment that my name had been mentioned in it in 
a very complimentary way, and I will read it presently. 
the names of two other greater men than myself and honorable Sena- 
tors, but I will show you how kindly Mr. Halstead dealt with us in 
reference to this case. 
publishing first the Donavin charges, Xc. 
says ina very kind manner, speaking of the Senator from New York 
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I am going to use it as evidence against myself, and that can 


The Commercial Gazette is a very influential paper. I agree to 


It is a very powerful paper in this country; nobody disputes 
Mr. Halstead isa gentleman of 


Of course it is easy for him to trample upon a 
Iam perfectly 


I will try to take care of myself at 


Mr. Halstead has been an influential man. I know in the days of 


Abraham Lincoln he thought Lincoln's head ought be chucked against 
the wall and his brains knocked out, or something like that. 
complimentary to Lincoln. 
Grant was a drunken old loafer and ought to be kicked out of society, 
and that every man who deserted ought to be shot. 
that was complimentary to Grant. 
elected President, Halstead thought he was a dirty, corrupt, old 
scoundrel, and ought not to be trusted by the people of this country at 
all, and in 1872 Halstead supported Mr. Greeley against Grant, be- 
cause Grant was not a man to be trusted. 
he took that shoot, and so he followed that on. 


That was 
[Laughter.] In 1863 Halstead thought 

Hesaidso. Well, 
So when Grant was 


[ Laughter. ] 
Beinga leading Republican, 


I came into the Senate here accidentally almost. The tirst thing I 


knew when I got in here I picked up the Cincinnati Commercial and | 
found five columns one day charging my friend from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN],whom I recognize asa gentleman and an able man and who pre- 
sides honorably and fairly over the Senate Chamber—lI picked it up 
and I found, as I said, five columns in that paper, written from Wash- 
ington city and published with great head lines, to show that our friend 
the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ] was adishonorable, corrupt man, 
and ought not to be trusted anywhere with any place whatever, for the 
reason that he had been having some kind of devilment with quarter- 
masters and God knows what all during the war. 
this is getting down home. 


Then I thought 
So I followed on down. 
The next thing I found in the Cincinnati Commercial was that James 


G. Blaine was a thief, a scoundrel, and a villain, and ought to be exe- 
cuted at the first lamp-post, and all that sort of thing. 
lieve it. 
SHERMAN. 
about Lincoln; I did not believe it about any of those honorable men. 


I did not be- 
I do not believe it about my friend 
I did not believe it about Grant; I did not believe it 


I do not believe it now. 


I did not think I was a big enough man to be hit by the Cincinnati 
I never dreamed of sucha thing. Icameon along down 


The other day 1 picked up the Cincinnati Commercial and ob- 


It mentioned 


He is the gentleman who got up the case by 
He in the issue of June 26 


[Mr. EvARtTs], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and myself, 
and .at the same time referring to Mr. PAYNE’s friends: 


They have brought to bear all the arts of accomplished schemers and all the 
blandishments that millionaires can employ in society and politics. In the case 
of one of the three Senators who yesterday voted with the Democrats it does 
not seem improbable that he was moved by the most material considerations 
this side of cash in hand, and that the others were influenced perhaps equally 
by ambition and complacency. The yellow-dog Republicans— 

“The yellow-dog Republicans;’’ I do not know who they are 
with the coal-oil bosses, have been baying gently for some time about th« 
of Senator LoGAn, and there will be surprise in Ohio that he has not 
the curs when they thrust their society upon him too closely. 


heels 
spurned 


I do not know who these yellow-dog Republicans are. Ido not know 
what they mean by this society. I never was inside of the house of 
one of these gentlemen in Washington. They have not been associated 
with me nor I with them. We have not been thrown together. 

But I will continue to show how we three gentlemen stand in the 
eyes of the Gazette. This from the issue of the 27th of June: 

Nobody believes that Locan has been boodiecized; but it looks as if the gla- 
mour of Champagne W hitney’s social receptions has given a crook to his weather 
eye. Evarts isa railroad attorney, and from the first he has been indifferent 
to the regularity of the methods which landed the representative of coal oil in 
the Senate. 

The Presidential boom— 


Now, Senator Ey Arts, listen to this, because this strikes New York— 


The Presidential booms of two distinguished Republican United States Sena- 
tors can now be tenderly laid away to eternal rest. 


He means yourself and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
has no allusion to anybody else, for there are no others, 


He 
[ Laughter, ] 
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There is nobody else suspected of being aspirants for a place of that 
kind. Of course I do not take that to myself. {Laughter.] 

Onio Republicans will see that their graves are kept green. 

Thanks to Ohio for that little. (Laughter. ] 


There have been the age of ice, the age of stone, the age of iron, and theage of 
bronze. We are now in the age of coal! oil. 


Laughter. ] 





Seven men in Washington have been found to declare that PAYNE’s seat was 
not purchased. Outside of the boodlersand perjurers there are not seven men, 
capable of telling whether grass is green or red, to be raked up in Ohio who 
would, if put under oath, agree with them. 

That is to say, we seven men have been boodleized, and there are no 
seven men in the State of Ohio, unless they were boodleized, who would 
agree toany such proposition. That is kind and generous, coming from 
a Republican, as this does. 

Andy Johnson's treachery 


I want the editor of this paper to have the full benefit of all he says. 
I am advertising it now [laughter}— 

Andy Johnson's treachery to the Republican party was not more bitterly de- 
nounced in his day than the Republicans of Ohio now condemn Senators LoGan, 
vars, and Te_ier for saying, in effect, that the purchase of a seat in the 
highest legislative body in the land is too trivial an affair to be investigated. 

‘The Standard Oil Company does not confine its influence to the Democratic 
party. 

It goes into the Republican party. 


Three Republican senators had been waited upon in behalf of boodle, and 
consented to the continued disgrace of the senate. They have acted asthe rep- 
resentatives of corruption in Ohio. The only possible excuse for them is that 
of ignorance,and we fear that can not be successfully pleaded forthem. We 
are sure they made a miscalculation. They did not know how large a mistake 


they were making. 

Here comes the beauty of the whole thing. I read the next extract 
to show, and I mean what I say, how far men will go to destroy their 
own brethren who are as honorable as they dare pretend to be. When 
I say that, I apply it to these men who have been pursuing us three 
Republicans as though we were wolves turned loose npon a prairie. 

FIVE TO ONE ON PAYNE. 

This is from the Commercial Gazette also: 

Mr. George Fox, of the Friend and Fox Paper Company, of Lockland, has just 
returned from a visit in West Virginia, where he represented some important 
interests. While there he heard a piece of news in relation to the Payss in- 


vestigation that is of public interest. He was thrown into intimate relations 


with several prominent individuals, some of them Democrats of high political 
and official connections. 


Just before he left West Virginia for Cincinnati he learned that Senator Cam- 
DEN, whuse intimate relations to the Standard Oil Company are well known, 
representing that State in the United States Senate, had telegraphed to a prom- 
inent Democrat frem Washington that only six more votes were necessary to 
carry the Senate for Paynr, and they were prepared to pay $50,000 each for them. 

Six. Seven it happened to be, but there were six needed to carry 
this, and $50,000 apiece was to be paid for them. That was published 
in the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette. I say that any man who will 
publish such an infamous slander and villainous lie as that on honor- 
able members of his own party is unworthy of recognition anywhere. 
There is the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he has 
ever paid anything I should like to know it; I want him to say now 
whether that dispatch is true or not. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will state that as soon as that dispatch came to my 
attention I rose to a personal explanation, and after having the article 
read which has been referred to by the Senator from Illinois, I said: 

Iam notin the habit of noticing newspaper articles of this kind, and would 
not do so now, but in this instance, when it relates to a matter pending before 
the Senate and is evidently intended to have its effect in the consideration of 
the question referred to, I deem it my duty to the Senate as well as to the Sen- 
ator referred to, to denounce the article as maliciously false from beginning to 


end, false in every particular, false in every detail, and without the slightest 
shadow of foundation in truth. 


I know nothing of Mr. George Fox. The article states that I sent such a tele- 
gram from Washington. Its absurdity is so apparent that it needs no explana- 
tion to this body. ut if it were not for dignifying the article, which is beneath 
decent recognition, 1 would state that instead of being in Washington, I have 


heen atmy home in West Virginia for the past ten days, returning only yester- 
day. 


Mr. President, such publications are an outrage upon the Senate,an outrage 
upon individuals, and an outrage upon common decency. 

I quote this from the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD of June 3, 1886. I 
will add now that if I knew any language in which to condemn or de- 
nounce that article any stronger than I have used I would use it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, Iam reading these extracts to show 
you how this gentleman has worked up the people of the State of Ohio, 
or a portion of them, against certain Republicans for the purpose of su 
porting themselves, for they are the ones who made this charge, and in 
order to sustain themselves on the statement of Donavin which they 
published they must destroy somebody. Hence their attack upon Re- 
publicans, for that is the general rule nowadays. If anybody is to be 
destroyed it must be some of their own friends. We never can find 
anything to say about the enemy, but we must attack one another. 
That is the manner in which certain newspapers in this country, or 
men who manage them, have conducted affairs for the last few years, 
and the result has been as the country knows. Now, I read farther to 
show how a mean insinuation is made. This is from the Cincinnati 
Commercial-Gazette.of June 27: 

There are those here, however, who go a step farther— 
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Speaking of what the people say generally about the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr."TELLER], the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts}, 
and myself— 
and regard the committee's action as a case of “standing together,” for fe 
that other hearts might be caused to ache by exposing rottenness in high plac 

That is to say, we three must stand together for fear that rottenness 
might be exposed somewhere else. That is the charge. Now what 
follows ? 

A large crowd of Republicans are talking about hanging Locan, Evarrs, a 
Te.ver in effigy, so wrought up with anger and indignation are they. 

So wrought up are the Republicans of Ohio. I donot know but tlie, 
may have burned them; perhaps they did after they read this artic) 
and if they had burned us in effigy it would not have hurt us unless 
they burned us bodily. 

There are divers and sundry other articles on the Presidential ques 
tion that I do not want to read, as it might possibly have an influence 
upon the aspirations of some gentlemen here, because they put their 
namesineverytime. When they speak of killing others off they al ways 
put up some other fellow’s pole, and I do not want to read anything 
of that kind for fear it might have a deleterious effect on the health o! 
people. 

The Ohio members— 


Speaking of the Ohio members of Congress; this is the Commercial 
Gazette of the 27th of June, the same; the heading is: 
why 
DID THREE SENATORS VOTE WITH COAL-OILERS 
TO PUT A PREMIUM ON BRIBERY IN NATIONAL POLITICS. 


Then they go on: 


The Ohio members are greatly incensed at LoGan’s action, and say that i 
kills forever his chances for a Presidential nomination. 


Lord, I did not know I ever had any. [Laughter. ] 

Certainly Locan’s action has been rather peculiar in the matter. 

In the Commercial of the 28th I find: 

Who will mourn for Logan now? 

[Laughter.} ® 

Certainly not the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, and I hope that we 
will not find any mourners around close by the house of my friend from 
Massachusetts. I hope he will not mourn forme and my other friends. 
[ Laughter. } 

Whipped spaniels are afraid of the crack of PAYNe’s whip. 

That is too bad. [Laughter. ] 

Again we say that we do not believe that Locan has been boodleized. 


They need not have put that in, because they said before they did. 

But the extract of petroleum is wonderfully effective in more ways than onc. 

[ Laughter. ] 

What a mean insinuation that.is for an honorable man to make against 
another. If I were a fighting man I weuld get mad, but Iam not, and 
therefore I will keep cool. 


Two candidates for the Presidency have been suddenly side-tracked and dv- 
railed. Better that the discovery which led to this result should have bee 
made now than at a later period. 


They are glad, they are decidedly glad. Well, I am not mad about 
it. [Laughter.]} 

The recreaney of Locayn, Evants, and Tetier has not injured the prospects 
of Republicans in Ohio. 

I am glad to hear it, because we do not live thereand of course our 
votes are not counted there. 

They are fighting mad now, and when they are in that frame of mind tlicy 
always sweep the platter. 

I hope they will. I have always tried to help Ohio Republicans. | 
do not suppose they would like to have my help anyfurther. They 
seem to indicate that they would not. 

OUTRAGED OHIO, ETC. 

Speaking of the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts], the Commer- 
cial Gazette says: 

He seemed for a time a promising figure, and so did Senator LoGAN ; but tle 
two, since their vote for the coal-oil crowd of Ohio, have passed away. 

We are beyond the vale; good-by. [Laughter.] 


POLITICALLY DEAD, 

SEEMS TO BE THE GENERAL IMPRESSION REGARDING EVARTS AND LOGAN 

The general feeling of indignation against these men still growing 
and so on. 

I have here about one hundred other extracts of the same character. 
I will not, however, encumber the record further from the Gazette. 

The State Journal of Ohio has a few remarks of a similar character, 
and the Dayton Journal also, excepting that they are more comp!'- 
mentary to some other people, whose names I do not wish to mention, 
than they are to us. 

I wish to follow that up to show further what this paper has dove 
by its persistent assaults, of which we do not complain, or in what 4 
complimentary way we have been treated by certain people. 


Goop Horr, On10— 
That is a good name anyhow. [Laughter. ] 
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The Blaine and Logan Club at their mecting Saturday night changed its 
name from Blaine and Logan to Blaine— 

I was looking to see if they had not put somebody else’s name in 
there, but they did not. [Laughter. ] 

They also adopted resolutions not at all complimentary to yourself, TELLER, 
and Evarts. The club has no use for such “ cattle’’ as you three are. 

Signed— 

F. D, JONES, Secretary. 

We have got down from the high pinnacle upon which our friend 
Halstead had us to cattle. [ Laughter. } 

Now I want to read to show how much we are in favor with certain 
people in Ohio, and I do this for the purpose of showing what determi- 
nation there is with certain politicians. I do not speak of the people 
of Ohio; there is not a better class of people on the earth in my judg- 
ment than they are, and I am not saying anything about these gentle- 
men either except what they say themselves. If by saying these things 
about their own friends gives them commendation in the country I am 
perfectly willing they shall have it. But the lieutenant-governor of 
the State has I think overshot the mark a little in a letter to me, and 
Iam going to read it if he is lientenant-governor, because wlien men 
have a mind to stab others I think, in order that it may have its proper 
influence and do the damageit was intended, the public ought to know 
it, and then it can have its effect. It is an extract from a letter writ- 
ten June 26, 1886: 

I do not think I make the assertion too broad when I say that your vote upon 
that question will be disapproved by every Republican in Ohio, not a purchased 
and hired defender, and by a large majority of the Democratic party of the State. 

There have been so many charges of tampering and corruption with those 
whose duty it was to investigate that I should say to. you frankly that such 
charges have also been made against the committee of the Senate charged with 
determining this question of an investigation. 

Iam free to say that matters which have come to my knowledge have led me 
to believe the “‘coal-oil gang”’ believed their money sufficient to protect them un- 
der all circumstances and no one was too high or exalted to have his price. 

That is a pretty broad insinuation against us gentlemen coming from 
the lientenant-governor of Ohio: 

To such an ead and to such a point had they come that the debauching of Leg- 
islatures in the securing of votes they regarded as the easiest of their conquests. 

To say that Ohio is astonished at the report of the vote brought by telegraph 
from Washington, that the Senate committee by a vote of 7 to2 had determined 


not to investigate, is to put it very mildly indeed, andthe telegraph report says 
you desired the vote kept secret. 


That was the dispatch which went out. 


How at variance with your accustomed fearlessness and manliness isthat. I 
do not wonder much at that, and that any one who votes to permit a man to 
keep his seat in the United States Senate after it has been purchased by infamy, 
corruption,and outrage should desire his vote kept secret is but part of the 
eternal fitness of things. 


It is strange that the Democratic caucus which nominated Henry B. Payne, 
which wap pepengene by so much money and evidenced by so much corrup- 
tion, should also have desired the votes of that caucus kept secret after it had 
venally declared in favor of its purchaser. 

I mention this simply as an unfortunate coincidence. I read it 
merely to give the lieutenant-governor of Ohio the benefit of all he 
has said in reference to myself. If it can do him any good I have not 
the slightest ohjection. 

Mr. EVARTS. What is his name? 

Mr. LOGAN. Robert P. Kennedy. He is now the lieutenant-gov- 
ernor and presiding officer of the senate of the State of Ohio. He isa 
gentleman of high position, and I read his letter merely to let the coun- 
try know what his opinion is of us gentlemen. As I said, if he derives 
any benefit from it he is entiled to it, for I have no criticism to make, 
only that I am sorry a man holding as high a position as that should 
resort to the use of that character of language against men who are 
certainly as good as himself. 

It may strike some people as being very strange that I should read 
these things when they are such severe attacks upon myself, but I do 
it for the purpose of showing the malignity that there is behind this 
thing on the part of certain individuals here and certain Republicans. 
I do it to show the character of the attack that is made upon Repub- 
licans by Republicans for the purpose of their destruction. I do it for 
the of showing that men who do that do not desire the success 
of the Republican party. Men who will resort to such vile attacks 
as these are men who do not desire your success, but they desire the 
destruction of certain men who do not answer to their beck and call. 

Sir, I will not say what word was sent tome. If I had bowed to the 
demand and been made to violate my conscience I would, perhaps, have 
been complimented highly; but, sir, I would rather never be permitted 
to let my tongue lisp another word than to be driven by any man behind 
& newspaper or otherwise to do that which I do not believe is right, 
merely for the praise that might be sounded through the land about 
my action. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Now, let me go alittle further. I never have had aught against this 
man Halstead. Whyshouldhe pursue mein this manner? Why should 
he pursue the 
manner? Is it done to affect the seat of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 


PAYNE]? No, sir, that is not the reason. It is not that. It is to 

drive the blicans of the Senate against us out of fear that they 

a be and crushed in this country. That is the object and 
ne other. 


Sir, the downfall of many men has been brought about by the cal- 


Republicans with whom I join in this report in such a | 








umnies which have been heaped upon them. After Grant passed away 
the slanders which were in that paper against him turned in a night 
into encomiums bright and beautiful. They were gilded so that they 
attracted the attention of every one who perused the paper; but still 
the memory lingered that there was a time when those encomiums were 
not used, and when the foulest language that could be used by pen or 
tongue was used to destroy that man’s high reputation before this great 
people. 

So, as I said, it spoke of my colleague on the last Republican ticket, 
as the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry] before me knows, for he and I 
were side by side in Cincinnati when that paper’s fulminations every 
morning were as though Blaine had been a criminal and had been con- 
victed of every crime known in the catalogue of crimes; and not only 
that, but they were strewed in the streets, so that every man could 
them. How isit now? Now it is all changed in that paper, and lam 
glad of it. Iam glad that they have come to the conclusion that they 
were wrong and are willing now todo a man justice; butit only proves 
that the man who does this act, and has been continuously doing it for 
years, is willing to crash men until they will at least in some way or other 
submit to his dictation. If we three men had submitted we should 
have received the encomiums of this gentleman, Murat Halstead, of 
Cincinnati, now perhaps establishing himself in some other place large 
and broader, the more easily to bear his colossal strides. 


sec 


In order that there may be no mistake about what I say I will ask 
the Secretary to read the lettter which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in thechair). The letter 


will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OrFrice CINCINNATI DAILY AND WEEKLY CoMMERCIA! 
Fourth and Race Streets, Cincinnati, February 19, 1863 

My DzarSir: I wrote you a somewhat fantastic letterthe otherday. | hat 
I suppose is not now strange. I write this morning to send you a copy of a 
private letter I have from our army in front of Vicksburg. It is from 
observer, who endeavors to tell the truth: 

“There never was a more thoroughly disgusted, disheartened, demoralized 
army than this is, and all because it is under such men as Grant and Sherman 
Disease is decimating its ranks, and while hundreds of poor fellows are dying 
from small-pox and every other conceivable malady, the medical department 
is afflicted with delirium tremens. In Memphis smal!l-pox patients are made to 
walk through the streets from camps to hospitals, while drunken doctors ride 
from bar-rooms to whore-houses in Government ambulances. * How is 
it that Grant, who was behind at Fort Henry, drunk at Donelson, surprised and 
whipped at Shiloh, and driven back from Oxford, Miss., is sti!! in command?" 

Governor Chase, these things are true. Our noble Army of the Mississippi 
being wasted by the foolish, drunken, stupid Grant. He can’t organize or con 
trol or fightan army. I have no personal feeling about it, but I know he is an 
ass. 

There is not among the whole list of retired major-generals a man who is not 
Grant’s superior. McClellan, Frémont, McDowell, Burnside, Franklin, even 
Pope or Sumner, would be an improvement upon the present commander of 
the Army of the Mississippi. Will you wake up some of these days and find we 
have no Army of the Mississippi ? 

Then there is awful discouragement at the way the foolish old Hunter, who 


putt 


a close 


is 


is thought to be a great man because he is not insane in his prejudices on the 
negro question, is doing. In God’s name,what is he waiting tor? More re-en 
forcements! Pity he can’t die and get out of the way as Mitchel did 

But to stop this sort of growling and come to something more practica! 

The army West and East is being weakened hourly by desertions. It is the 


great evil. The thing needful to stop it is for the President to give each com- 
mander of departments power to shoot deserters. They must be shot by the 
dozen. The President's weak, puling, piddling humanitarianism is death and 
hell to the Army. Can’t you take him by the throat and knock his head against 
a wall, until he is brought to his senses on the war business? I do not speak 
wantonly when I say there are persons who would feel that it was doing God 
service to kill him, if it were not feared that Hamlin is a bigger fool than he is 

And yet the pitiful Congress twaddles weekly in private caucus about political 
matters, as ifa little more nigger would do everything. Why don’t they pass 
your finance measure, and the conscript act, and mind their own business” 

The proclamation is a positive nuisayce to every truly loyal man in the West 
It is a weapon in the hands of the Butternuts. If it is made a party test Vallan- 
digham would be elected governor of Ohio. Do not think I am talking at ran- 
dom, Alas! I know what Iam talking about. What is wanted 

1. A general for our Army of the Mississippi. 
Deserters shot by order of commanders of departments. 
Less dependence upon the nigger and more on the white man 
The consolidation of the fragments of regiments. 
Arrest ard try Henry May and Wendell Phillips for treason 
Suppress the New York Tribune and New York World 

M. 


2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
HALSTEAD. 

Governor CHASE. 

Mr. LOGAN. Those were the views of the gentleman in 1863 who 
is now expending his force in giving his views about three Senators. 
If he has missed us three as far as he did in reference to the gentleman 
he was writing about then, I think we ought to be satisfied. 

There is one other thing I remember very well. About the time 
that James A. Garfield, now dead and mourned by this country, was 
talked of and whispered around Chicago, there are plenty of men 
within the sound of my voice who remember well the beautiful char- 
acter this man was giving him around among the delegates at that 
time—a reputation that would even darken the one that he has 
to us. . ‘ 

This gentleman has not even forgotten the last thing that is to be 
done to the dead, because we three are dead, he says, and I take it for 
granted that he knows I wish to show that he gives us decent burial. 
He says he wants us ‘“‘ to see ourselves as others see us.’’ That is the 
condition he has got us in now [exhibiting an illustration], EvAarts, 
TELLER, and LOGAN wrapped around with coal-oil snakes all over. 
[Laughter.] So he does not even forget us in the last agonies. 
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Halstead says I have no friends in Ohio. Iam sorry for that. Not 
that I expect anything, but merely because I like to have friends. 

I remember very well that in 1867 a wail came from the State of 
Ohio to the lakes up in Minnesota. I was there, having gone there 
with a sick child. 1 was telegraphed for day after day, until finally I 
consented to go to Ohio. I left my wife and sick child and went to 
Ohio. There was aquestion then about the governorship of that State. 
I spent six weeks in that State. I spoke every day save Sunday. It 
cost me a spell of sickness, but it did not cost Ohio anything. The 
governor was elected by 1,300 majority. I do not know that I gained 
a vote, but he wrote me a letter saying that I did. That was enough. 
I cared for nothing else. From thatday to the present there has hardly 
been a campaign in Ohio in which I have not participated and gone 
over that State at the request of friends. I ask no return for it. I 
never have. I neverask any one todo anything for me because I have 
tried to help them. 

We in Illinois have never asked Ohio to come and help us. If we 
had, of course Ohio would have responded; but we never required it. 
We have always been able to take care of ourselves. I did suppose, at 
least, that they would allow me to have one friend in the State. 
have one cousin living there, and I did not know but they would per- 
mit him, at least, on account of that relationship, to be my friend here- 
after. So I hope that Murat Halstead will allow me to have at least 
one friend. I hope I have more, and I think I have. I think I have 
more friends in Ohio to-day than he has. Not only that, but I will say 
to these gentlemen who are attacking me—and when I say ‘‘ me” I 
mean attacking our committee and attacking me personally—that I am 
willing to goto thecity of Cincinnati to-morrow and call a jury of twelve 
lawyers, I do not care where you pick them, and go before that jury 
with those who have made these attacks in persecution of me, and dis- 
cuss this case with them; and if that jury will not decide that we three 
Republicans, in conjunction with those who have made the majority 
report, have“decided this case according to the law and the facts as 
presented to us, I will quit public life. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts in reference to the 
evidence in this case spoke of the want of jurisdiction of the Legisla- 
ture to obtain certain testimony as certain persons were out of the 
State. Ihave in my hand the statement made in reference to Mr. 
Hughes, showing that the evidence of Mr. Elliott contradicts that state- 
ment. I have the’statement of the man who managed the affairs of 
Mr. Pendleton, in which he denies that there is any such accusation 
against Mr. PAYNE or anybody else. I have thestatement of John R. 
McLean, who says that in the latter part of March, more than four 
weeks before the committee closed its labors, he caused Chairman Cow- 
gill to be notified that he was about to visit Ohio andl would appear 
before his committee at any time he would designate, and to this Mr. 
Cowgill replied that he would let him know when he was needed. 

When Mr. Cowgill answered Mr. McLean and said he would let him 
know if he was needed, I ask why it is that this part of the evidence 
could not have been obtained? If Mr. John R. McLean spent the 
amount of money that it is charged he did, why did not the commit- 
tee let him come before it and testify? When he wrote to the chair- 
man and said he was ready to appear and testify, why did they not re- 
quest him to do it? I know, although I am not much acquainted 
with John R. McLean nor have I seen him since this Congress has 
been in session to my recollection, yet I know from what I have learned 
that he would prove no such fact. 

What else? Let us take David R. Paige. David R. Paige states 
that he notified the committee that he was in the State the whole ses- 
sion, with the exception of about a week, and gave them notice that 
he was there, but they failed to let him come before them. 

So it is with ali these charges made in reference to these men. They 
have shown their willingness to come forward, yet you deny them the 
right; but the thing is to be kept before the country for the purpose, 
if possible, of injuring somebody, perhaps Republicans in preference 
to Democrats. If we are to be ground to death in this mill I want it 
to be done in fairness and in justice, and not by garbled statements, or 
misstatements, misconstructions, or anything that is unfair in dealing 
out justice between man and man. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator appeals to me when he makes that state- 
ment. He is aware, I suppose, that I made the same statement. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. I said two of these gentlemen had applied to go before 
the committee. I did not give the two names. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not hear thatremark of the Senator. If I had, 
I should have said so. , 

Now, Mr. President, what are we asked todo? Weare asked to in- 
vestigate this case fora purpose. For what purpose? For the pur- 
pose of declaring the seat of Senator PAYNE vacant, or for the purpose 


of expulsion. For the purpose of making that investigation the rule 
of the Senate laid down in ten or twelve different cases is so that 


any man ought to understand that we must have facts, indubitable tes- 
timony—lI will not use the word ‘‘ indubitable,’’ bat proper testimony, 
which would be received by a court in order to convict a man, in order 
to convince our minds of facts upon which we can act before we are 
required or even expected to make an investigation. 


—— 


Ohio is a great State, I admit; I am proud of it as one of our yreat 
sister States; but that State has duties to perform as well as we have. 
If you find men who are criminals in your State, who violate your laws 
itis your duty to arrest them and prosecute them and according to the 
theory of the Senator from Massachusetts that upon probable cause we 
should act, upon probable cause you shouldact. If your members have 
been guilty of bribery, indict them, prosecute them, and convict them. 
If any man in your State has been guilty of bribing a member of the 
Legislature, indict him, prosecute him, and convict him. Ifthese men 
have violated your law, you have a statute law in Ohio against bribery, 
punishing it by fine and imprisonment. Why not execute your law ° 

If you say the bribery was in a caucus, why not indict the guilty 
parties? You have a statute under which you can do it. Why not 
punish them? Why not try them? Yon can do it, but you fail. If 
you have the character of evidence to do it and do it, then with some 
show of earnestmess, some show of right, some show of justice, some 
show of having performed your part in reference to this matter you 
can then ask that we shall act in reference to the Senator who holds 
his seat here. 

Indict these men and bring that testimony to us and we can act 
The door is not closed against the action of the committee or the Sen- 
ate at any time. It is always open as long as a member retains his seat 
on this floor. But when you demand that it shall be opened, you have 
got to produce the evidence on which we can act for that purpose. You 
have not done it. When you find fault with men for not complying 
with your wishes, you had better turn your attention to that which 
you can do, if what you say is true, at home, before you ask Senators 
here to do that which you yourselves refuse to do. 

Sir, it will not do for the people of the States to come to the Senate 
or Congress all the time when they themselves can perform the act 
much easierand with more facility than we candoit. Wehave jurisdic- 
tion only of the Senator; you have jurisdictionof every bribed member, 
if there has been one bribed; of every one who has bribed a member o! 
the Legislature if any man has bribed one, and the evidence is about 
you in your State, in the towns, in the places where the act was per- 
formed. You have grand juries, you have courts; why have you not 
acted? Why do you appeal to us, and with that appeal make such vile 
attacks as have been made here upon men who have been your friends, 
upen men who have stood by you, upon men who have loved you 
State, upon men who have stood by your State whenever called upon 
and by your people? Why should these villainous attacks be made 
upon such men as they have been made upon, on your own friends, 
when you fail to perform the duty that you may yourself do undei 
your own law? 

I tell you, Mr. President, thisdoes not mean alone, as I have said, the 
seat of the Senator. I love this Republic, I love the institutions of my 
country. Iam in favor of the rights of every American citizen upon 
the broad plane of equality before the law. I am in favor of every man 
having a fair trial and every man being dealt justly by. I would go 
as far to perpetuate these grand and glorious institutions as any living 
man. I would go as far to stamp out crime as any man. I would go 
as far against corruption in this body, orany other, as any Senator will. 

I will go farther than these men who throw mud on me to give honor 
and credit to this people and to stamp out corruption wherever it may 
be found. But when they appeal to me through the law they must do 
it by the law. When they ask me they must come up to the measure 
themselves before they require others to come up toit. They must 
bring the evidence, they must bring the facts, they must come right, 
and I say to them now Mr. Halstead can not bully any member of that 
committee who has not been bullied in any way; and I will not say 
that any one has been, for I do not believe it; but those men whom he 
has attempted to bully he can not bully and need not try it, and it wil! 
be a failure when he does. It has always failed when the attempt has 
been made to bully any man who has manhood in him. 

I said I would sink in my place, I would cease speaking and exist- 
ing, if need be, before I weatihe driven by him or anybody connected 
with him to do an act that would be ungenerous, unkind, unlawfu!, 
merely that I might become the pet of somebody for a few minutes 
and be crucified the next day by some person, which would be tle re- 
sult. 


Now, Mr. President, in conclusion I want to say that I was guided 
in this case not by impulse, not by being aggravated—for these attacks 
came after the decision of the committee—but by a calm and deliberate 
examination of the testimony and the law inthe case. This is the !'t) 
time I have been called upon to investigate the right of Senators to 
seats. It is the fifth report I have joined in making on such quest'ons 
I have assisted investigating some and have refused in others, an! 1!) 
decision is just such a decision as I have made with my co-comni't'« 
men heretofore on the same line under the same circumstances, £0) ¢' d 
by the same character of evidence on the same principles, so that w)a'- 
ever may be said by any one I myself can lay my hand upon my !)r°ast 
and say I have done my duty and by that act I shall stand; it is ic)", 
eg oy Applause in the galleries. } 

The P. ING OFFICER. Occupants of the galleries must '- 
frain from all demonstrations. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. LOGAN. I have just opened a dispatch which has been sent to 
me by one of the persons named in the charge which has been made, 





and although the language is not exactly the kind that might always | 


be considered mild, I will ask that it be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


CINCINNATI, Onto, July 21, 1886. 
Hon, Jonn A. LOGAN: 


Have just read BuTTERWoRTH's statement,as given in report of your com- 
= members being bought he is either an ignorant ora willful liar. His 
malicious and reckless lying is only a sample of the general misstatements in 
the Payne case. ’ 

ALLEN 0. MYERS. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1411) to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River opposite to or within the corporate 
limits of Nebraska City, Nebr., approved June 4, 1872; 

A bill (H. R. 3768) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Ohio River at Paducah, Ky. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6104) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Sainte Marie River; 

A bill (H. R. 7851) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8967) to authorize the building of railroad bridges 
across Saint Augustine and Lazaretto Creeks in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 8978) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9654) to authorize the Americus, Preston and Lump- 
kin Railroad Company to erect and maintain a bridge across Flint 
River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 9725) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Bigbee River at or near Jackson, Ala., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9728) to authorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad Company and the Illinois Central Railroad Company, 
or either of them, to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or near 
Cairo, IIL. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9793) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to au- 
thorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 9858) to authorize the Louisiana North and South 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red 
River in Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 9805) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the said bill and amendment, and has 
appointed Mr. WILLIs, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. T. J. HENDERSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


BRIDGES OVER WILLAMETTE RIVER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 901) to grant the Astoria 
and Winnemucca Railroad Company the right to construct bridges over 
navigable water courses, which were in line 3, after the word ‘‘ That,’’ 
to insert the words ‘‘ the consent of the Government is hereby given to,’’ 
and in line 5, after the word ‘‘Oregon,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ be 
authorized and permitted;’’ so that the section will read: 

That the consent of the Government is hereby given to the Astoria and Win- 
nemueca Railroad Com » 2 corporation duly organized under the laws of 
Oregon, to build calivend be dges across the Willamette River, south of Oregon 
City, at such point as it may select, and across such other navigable streams or 
sloughs the State of Oregon as it may be necessary to bridge along the line 
of said railroad or along the line of any of its branches. 

_ Mr. DOLPH. Theamendments are merely in the phraseology of an 
immaterial part of the bill, and I move that the Senate concur. I am 
authorized by a majority of the Committee on Commerce to make the 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendments should have been read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments have been read. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Resolwed by the House of iprenmntetiocs (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine dic at 3 o'clock p. m. July 23, 1886. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move the reference of that resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives this day were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1411) to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River opposite to or within the corporate 
limits of Nebraska City, Nebr., approved June 4, 1872; 

A bill (H. R. 3768) to authorize the coustruction of a bridge across 
the Ohio River at Paducah, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 6104) to authorize the construction ofa railroad bridge 
across the Sainte Marie River; 

A bill (H. R. 7851) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. : 

A bill (H. R. 8967) to authorize the building of railroad bridges 
across Saint Augustine and Lazaretto Creeks in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 8978) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9654) to authorize the Americus, Preston and Lump- 
kin Railroad Company to erect and maintain a bridge across Flint 
River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 9725) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Bigbee River at or near Jackson, Ala., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9728) to authorize the Chicago, Saint Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad Company and the Illinois Central Railroad Company, 
or either of them, to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or neat 
Cairo, Ill. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9793) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to au- 
thorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 9858) to authorize the Louisiana North and South Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River 
in Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company. 


| 


| 
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OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the reports of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections in the case of Senator PAYNE, of Ohio. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, a question involving a seat in the 
United States Senate is one, it seems to me, of sufficient importance to 
require the Senate to listen to any discussion of or concerning the right 
of the sitting member. Whoever may speak upon the subject ought 
to speak from a calm and dispassionate standpoint. ‘There should be 
neither politics nor prejudice nor passion init. It is not a question to 
be lightly handled. It is not a question of indifference to this body or 
to the people of the State whose member’s seat is attacked; nor is it a 
question of indifference to the whole people of the United States. No 
more important question can be presented to the American Senate than 
the question of a right to a seat in this body. It ought, as I said be- 
fore, to be discussed with judicial fairness. 

I do not allow the Senator from Massachusetts by his impassioned 
appeal in behalf of a pure ballot, in behalf of pure elections, to this 
body to put me and my associates on this committee in the category of 
denying the principles that heenunciates. It isan unfair, unsenatorial, 
unjudicial position to attempt to put this committee in. Every man 
on this floor holds his seat by the same right and with the same title 
that any other man does. There is a presumption—unless by his con- 
duct he has forfeited that presumption—that every act which he com- 
mits on this floor, every sentiment which he utters comes from as pure 
and clean motives as the acts and utterances of any other Senator, no mat- 
ter whence he may come, and I repeat, measuring my words, that it 
is unsenatorial, it is unfair, and it is unjudicial for the Senator to at- 
tempt to put the majority of the Republican members of this commit- 
tee in the category of looking upon corruption in reaching this body 
with approbation. 

Mr. President, when this case came into the Senate I regarded my- 
selfas ajudge. A long life of active practice in the law had made me 
familiar with dealing with questions of fact, whether I had become ex- 
pert in dealing with questions of law or not. When this case came 
here I endeavored to take it as a judge would take it, to treat it asa 
court would treat it, and in that temper, so far as I can, I mean to treat 
it to-night. I am not on trial. I have no defense to make either to 
the people of Ohio or to any other portion of this country for acts done 
with deliberation, with thought, and with honest motives in this body. 
I shall endeavor to show that in the line of precedents established here 
the committee have kept steadily and sturdily and truthfully. There 
is not in the legal line of inquiries that have been made a single ruling 
in this body that will justify the position taken by the minority. 

This case came here not from the State of Ohio, and I want to con- 
trovert the statement so frequently made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that Ohio had demanded something at the hands of the Senate. 
Ohio has demanded nothing, either by the member who sits here by the 
side of him whose seat is attacked, or by her Legislature, in the proper 
and direct method by which such a State shouldact. Immediately upon 
the election of Mr. PAYNE there were charges of corruption, of bribery. 


| 


es 
ee CLD 
























































































































7270 


They found their way into the public press, and to my astonishment, 
when the minority report came in here, I learned that they had found 
their way, more than two years and a half after they had been pub- 
lished, in a document of this body; and we are told by the chairman 
of the committee, who is responsible for the minority report, that those 
things alone are sufficient to justify this body in taking up and investi- 
gating the question whether that seat was secured in a proper manner 
or not. If that is so, somebody somewhere has been derelict that no 
movement was made for thirty months after the Senatorial election, or 
nearly that length of time. 

I shall not refer to the other members of the committee who do not 


agree with me in conclusions as counsel for the sitting member. I shall 
treat the honorable chairman as actuated by the same high and honor- 
able purpose that actuates me when I approach the discussion and the 
determination of such a question. 

In January last, or some time last winter—I shall not be particular as 
to the date—there was a charge made in the public press of Ohio—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of my friend whether he sup- 
poses that the slip of the tongue which I made in speaking inadvert- 
ently of gentlemen here as counsel should be brought up. It was the 
accident of an old lawyer, and I should like to say, if my friend would 
pardon me, that I made that slip of the tongue once in a Congrega- 
tional council referring to something that had been said by a minister 
who had preceded me in a speech, absolutely without the purpose or 
idea of referring to anybody as counsel. It was a mere slip of the 
tongue, which I think I have heard other lawyers in the Senate make 
forty times. 

Mr. TELLER. During the last winter there was published in the 
press of the State of Ohio a charge against four members of the Legisla- 
ture who had also been members of the preceding Legislature that had 
clected the sitting member. The house of representatives, then com- 
posed of a majority of Republicans, thought that was a proper question 
of inquiry, not with reference to the Senatorial election, but with ref- 
erence to the conduct of their own members, and with that purpose 
they instituted the inquiry which has been usually known as resolution 
on 

If the Legislature of Ohio or the committee had confined themselves 
exclusively and entirely to the question of the guilt or innocence of those 
four members of the Legislature, there might have been some propriety 
in saying that there had been no investigation into this question atall, 
but they declare in the most emphatic manner that they had not only 
investigated as to those members, but they had investigated as to all 
other members who were members of the Sixty -sixth General Assembly 
which elected the sitting member. 

After weeks of careful attention they made a report to the house of 
representatives of the Legislature of Ohio. They came there and said 
after all our inquiry we find the charge upon which this investigation 
was based to be false. We do notfind that these four members charged 
in the Commercial Gazette, or whatever paper it may have been, guilty 
of anything whatever. They exculpated them from all possible con- 
nection with bribery or crime. 

I know it is said that they had no jurisdiction to go further than 
that, but they did go farther than that, and nobody questioned their 
jurisdiction, nobody denied their right tosend a summons, nobody de- 
clined to obey the precepts that they sent out, nobody denied their 
right to investigate, to ask any and all questions because there was a 
doubt of their jurisdiction. The honorable chairman has said that in 
some instances witnesses declined to answer. I assert with a perfect 
knowledge of all that appeared before that committee that no witness 
ever declined except one, and that was a lawyer by the name of Gun- 
ning, who said when they asked him a question, ‘‘I think that is be- 
yond your province,’’ not because it was investigating the Senatorial 
question but because he said as a lawyer he knew it was not evi- 
dence. 

Nobody refused to testify upon a single question that was pertinent 
or proper to the investigation of the title of the sitting member toa 
seat in this body. One witness said he would not tell the name of one 
man who had given him someinformation. One man said he declined 
to state where he got the property, and as he was neither a senator nor 
a member of thc Louse, and had had no connection with the Legisla- 
ture, nobody will pretend that this body if they had him here to-day 
could compel him to answer. I shall speak of thatin the course of my 
remarks, and I think he was justified in declining to answer. 

When that testimony came before the i of Ohio, as has 
been said by the Senator from Illinois, so lightly did they regard this 
matter that they did not even print the evidence. They sent it here 
without recommendation and without suggestion, save that they 
thought there was sufficient surrounding the election to justify them 
in sending it here. When that came to the Senate it was referred to 
the Committee on: Privileges and Elections. 

How was the Committee on Privileges and Elections to act? Was 
it a question of politics? Was it a question as to what would be the 
effect upon the election ‘n Ohio or somewhere else? Or was it a ques- 
tion that each men for himself must determine under the solemnities 
of his oath and with relation to the high position that he held asa 
member of this body? What has public newspaper clamor, what have 
the ravings of the press to do with a question of that kind when it 
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comes to the American Senate? 
decay that the United States Senate is to be bullied by the ravings o; 
a political press? 

This committee took up the case with earnestness and with a des 
to do justice not simply to the sitting member, but to Ohio and tot! 
body and to all the people of this land, as it was their duty to do, no: 


Have we reached that stage of mor,! 


as politicians, but as members of this body. We sent it to the c! 
man of the committee forhisopinion. Thatopinion has been read he: 
to-day. Soimportant aquestion, involving such great principles, | di: 
not myself trust toanyman. I took the testimony and I carefully rea: 
it, and I have read it and reread it. Iam quite willing that the chai: 
man shall do what he declined to allow me to do, catechise me upon a: 
part or parcel of that testimony. I know whatit contains, and I kno 
that it does not rise to the dignity of evidence in court cases; and cyon 
what was asserted here to be inculpating testimony against the sittiny 
member is absolutely disproved and destroyed and would not be listened 
to by the Senate a moment if the Senate could take up the testimony 
and read it letter by letter and give it that consideration which the Se, 
ate I know can not do but which the committee were compelled hy 
their oaths to do. 

When the chairman said to us, ‘‘ There is an end of the case; there 
is nothing to be done’’—for that is what he said in substance, and i| 
is in the record and I do not need to repeat it—and when, as has been 
before stated on this floor, the committee supposed their labor was end 
respectable gentlemen appeared before us for what purpose? For t! 
purpose of convincing the committee that they had erred in their con 
clusions as to what was in proof. Then the committee again considere: 
these matters, or at least I know a portion of the committee did, and a 
great majority of seven out of nine adhered to their first conclusion 

Now, how do we approach this great cont 7ersy? How do we come 
here to-night to discuss this with the newspapers of Ohio raving at the 
members of this committee who dared in this honorable body to ex- 
press their honest sentiment and judgment? Oh, Mr. President, the 
chairman says it is not aquestion of determining the right of this man 
to his seat, it is the question of determiniug will the Senate go into 
an inquiry; will the Senate call for witnesses whose names they have 
not got? Let them formulate those charges that these people have 
never yet made, let them throw out a drag-net and bring into this body 
the testimony that these men hint at and dare not declare. 

We are told because there is a great publicsentiment in Ohio backed 
by the united press of one great party to which we belong, that the 
committee ought to yield its judgment and the Senate to-day is aske«| 
not to vote with that discretion, with that calm deliberation which is 
requisite and proper in such cases, but to vote with reference to public 
sentiment in Ohio and the ravings of the press. 

Mr. President, in a life of some activity cast in scenes that some- 
times required nerve, I have never yet failed to do my duty as God has 
given me to see it. Public opinion in Obio if it was all one way goes 
for naught with me; public opinion everywhere goes for naught with 
me. If my ju ent is convinced I will so conduct myself on a great 
question of this kind that I shall have my own approbation. Though 
the world shall be against me I shall be satisfied when my conscience 
vindicates my act. trust the Senate of the United States can come 
up to that standard, and I think it can. 

Mr. President, what was the duty of the committee? To determine 
whether there was sufficient ground for inquiry. Otherwise why seni 
the case to the committee? Otherwise why ask our deliberation’ |! 
is said committees are the eyes and the ears of legislative bodies. The 
committee discharged its duty and reported to the Senate. Before its 
report was signed there was a general rumor and understanding in t!ic 
country that the report would be made, seven members against an in- 
quiry and two for it. 

Then the most unheard of, the most unusual occurrence took place. 
A judicial body of seven men acted under the sanction of their oatlis, 
seven men who by the partiality of their States had been elevated to 
the highest legislative body in the world, most of them more than once 
indorsed by their people as men of character andofreputation, most 0! 
them of mature years; and what do we see? A call for a newspape! 
convention in the State of Ohio to compel these recreant Republicans 
to forswear themselves, to perjure themselves, in the interest of polit- 
ical success ! 

Mr. President, I yield to no man living in devotion to Republican 
principles and to the Republican party; but I would rather it shou! 
sink out of sight than be forced to believe there were three members 
of the body who would thus stultify themselves even to secure politi 
success in Ohio oranywhere else. 

Are we wrong in the facts? Was theresuflicient before the comm''- 
tee to justify us in this conclusion? Honorable gentlemen, two men- 
bers of the other House, appeared before this committee; and allow ™ 
to say that while they are honorable and high-minded gentlemen they 
partake something of the temper of Ohio, they partake something \' 
the temper of a people that could call a convention of political news 

editors for the purpose of overawing members of this bod) 
With those prejudices they came there todo what? To read to us from 
the testimony that we had already carefully examined, and to assum’ 
from their standpoint that we were wrong in our conclusions of fac! 
In a few instances they did say that somebody had declared that '! 
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this investigation went on there might be further and other testimony | 


adduced. I need not say to men who have spent their lives as the 
greater portion of the members of the Senate have in the forum of the 
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law, that it was but cumulative if it had been admitted to be proper; | 
it was but adding to that which had already been examined; it was but | 


their deductions in nine cases out of ten from evidence already before 
the committee, and which the Ohio legislative committee had declared 
proved nothing at all, 

The honorable Senator from Illinois read, to the amusement of the 
Senate and to the amusement of the galleries, that which when I read 
it made my face tingle with shame that any respectable man should 
expect or hope to change my opinion upon a statement that some man 


who had said he was for Mr. Pendleton had afterward voted for some- | 


body else! That and that alone was the last statement which was 
made to the committee on which we were asked to reverse ourselves 
and to come to a different conclusion. 

The honorable member, Mr. Little, who has had great experience I 
am told in matters of this kind, having been attorney-general of his 
State, came before the committee, and in an argument which has been 
submitted to the Senate, prepared with care and attention, attempted 
to convince us, as I said before, from his deductions and from his con- 
clusions that we were wrong. 

The honorable chairman of the committee who made the minority 
report comes here to-day and assumes with anair that as much as says, 
‘‘[ have superior virtue and superior intelligence to the members of 
this committee who have seen fit to declare that there was nothing just- 
ifying the Senate in making this inquiry,’’ and then he appeals to us 
to know if the purity of this body is not to be maintainad, and he lays 
down the rule that any respectable body making charges against a sit- 
ting member is entitled to be heard. 

It is not enough by the law, it isnot enough by the precedents of this 
body, that any man or set of men, however great or however good,should 
notcome here to attack a seat unless they make specific charges, and that 
they have failed and declined to do. Is it enough to say that the sitting 
member is guilty of corruption, that his seat was bought by money? 
In this case we are not compelled to question the honesty or the in- 
tegrity of the sitting member. The case is shorn of one of the most 
odious and disagreeable features of cases which have sometimes come 
to this body. All, without exception, of the witnesses before the Ohio 
committee, and the speakers before our committee, and everywhere, 
and the chairman of the committee to-day, have testified that there 
was no evidence whatever inculpating the sitting member, and that 
there was no reason tosuppose that he was guilty of any conduct un- 
becoming a Senator of this body. 

So we are left to the simple question of law, long since established 
in this body, that there must be first specific charges, and then they 
must be of a character to convince the mind of the Senate that the re- 
sult will be that there will be proof of a sufficient change by improper 
methods to have altered the result of the election. In dealing with 
this case I have dealt with it without reference to the question whether 
bribery in a caucus or bribery in a legislative body were different in 
law. I have assumed for the purposes of this case, as I think I should 
upon all occasions, that if there had been bribery in the caucus to an 
extent to have determined a different result from what would have been 
otherwise arrived at the sitting member would be liable to lose his 
seat, not because of his criminality but because the will of the people 
of that State had not been lawfully and properly expressed, and that 
is all that is left in this case for the Senate. 

We were told by the chairman that somebody somewhere has twenty- 
one names of men who were bribed, and he tells us to-day that the 
Senate is not entitled to know who they are for fear the ends of justice 
will be subverted and destroyed and these men I suppose will make 
their escape beyond the iurisdiction of the Senate of the United States. 
He tells us that there is ample evidence to indict before a grand jury; 
that there is ample evidence to commit before a committing magistrate. 
Ideny that. The charge of corruption and bribery is a general charge, 
and that does not bring the crime within the limits which are required 
even in criminal cases. 

It is not enough to say that there has been murder committed; some- 
body must have been murdered. It isnot enough to say thata robbery 
has beencommitted; somebody must have been robbed. It isnot enough 
to say that there has been a theft of semebody’s goods; they must be 
identified, they must be specified as having been stolen. In a contest 


of this character involving not the rights of the Senator but the rights | 


of his State, the dignity of this body, the dignity and the interests of the 
whole people of the United States, is it to be destroyed upon the asser- 
tion of one man or two, or one hundred, no matter how great, no mat- 
ter how who decline to give us the names of the men who they 
say have bribed ? 

The Ohio Legislature dealt not only with the four men but they dealt 
with many others. They dealt not only with those named in the res- 
olution but they dealt with others, and they failed to find that any one 
of them had been bribed; and to-day if we should enter upon an inves- 
tigation there is not the name of a single witness who could be called 
before the committee unless it was with the moral certainty that he 
would come there declaring as he had declared before, that there had 
been neither bribery nor corruption within his knowledge at least. 
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Mr. President, | am anxious not to detain the Senate at this late hour, 


but I wish to go over a little of this evidence, and I will venture to do 
it. I will only venture to do so because the chairman has done it 
From his standpoint and from his proposition of law he need not have 


done it. He makes the broad assertion that ten 
House are sufficient when they say they belie 
put thesitting member upon inquiry. He 


members of the other 


ve corrupt m existed to 


tates that the ernor 
who in this case has not been heard from except as I be he was a 
participant in the newspaper convention—so declares, that is snflicient 
complaint. 
It that is sufficient complaint to put the sitting member from Ohio 


upon inquiry, it is equally so to put on inquiry the three members of 
this committee who signed the report, for they have alleged against us 
what they dared not allege and do not 


allege against the sitting mem- 
toan 
inquiry of this character, the most monstrous and unsupported asser 
tions ever made I believe on this floor. Contrary to every prec edent, 
contrary to every principle of right, contrary to every common-sense 
idea, the newspapers of Ohio, because they clamor against the sitting 
member or against other members, can call their seats in question ! 

The honorable Senator felt undoubtedly that his position was weak; 
he was not willing to trust that to the Senate in view of the precedents 
which have been read here to-day. Therefore he resorted to reading 
what had been in proof, as he says, before the committee in Ohio, and 
he attemipted to make the statement of counsel for the Republican cen- 
tral committee who appeared before our committee evidence in this 
case, and he assumed it because it said that some man would prove or 
it was believed some man would prove a certain set of facts; therefore 
the Senate is bound to order this inquiry at once ! 

I said I would attempt to approach this case in as calm and dispas- 
sionate manner as possible. I endeavored todo so. The momentous 
occasion, the importance of this verdict of the Senate as a precedent is, 
in my judgment, sufficient to justify me in taking a little more time 
than I otherwise would. The minority ofthe committee have summed 
up the reasons why the Senate of the United States should proceed to 
this inquiry. The honorable chairman here to-day said that it was 
necessary for the dignity ofOhio. Isaid in response to him, not for the 
RECORD, that the State of Ohio had not come here, and I repeat again 
the State of Ohio is not here. It came here with a resolution, but it 
based its resolution, both branches of that body based their resolutions 
upon this testimony, industriously, carefully confining their charges 
to what here appears, and what our committee with unanimity had de- 
clared did not make acase. If the State of Ohio had by her resolution 
of either body said, ‘‘ We charge that there is fraud and corruption,’’ 
and had made it specific, there would have been sufficient, in my judg- 
ment, to order an inquiry; but the mere, bare charge that there was 
fraud and corruption is not enough, and this Senate has so declared on 
more occasions than one when the Legislature itself or members thereof 
were the complaining party. 

It is admitted that the Legislature of a State has nothing to do with 
the seat of a sitting member in this body. When he has been elected 
and certified to this body the Constitution has wisely taken away from 
the State the power to put in jeopardy his seat; and there never wasa 
better illustration of the wisdom of the founders of this Government 
when they took away from the States the right to call in question the 
title of*a sitting member than this case presents. Do you believe, 
sitting in the State of Ohio, a Republican senate and house would be 
able to do justice to the sitting member? With the temper displayed 
in that State by the public press, if they are to be believed, does any- 
body suppose they are in a frame of mind to proceed to a judicial in- 
quiry and to- determine it in accordance with law, fact, and justice ? 
No; the Constitution wisely said when you have sent your agent here 
he shall not be put in terror by any act of yours. 





The State of Ohio can come here only as its citizens may come. The 
difference between a resolution of the Ohio house of representatives 
and that of a mass meeting issimply in the respectability and the char- 
acter of the men and nothing more. Butthey with care and attention 
and industry said, ‘‘ We make this charge based upon the evidence in 
this case.’’ One of the branches said, ‘‘ Whereas it is a precedent 
in the United States Senate that charges must be directly made, therc- 
fore we make the charge based upon this evidence that there may be an 
investigation.’’ “The Republican central committee said the same thing, 
and in law they stand here just as the house stands and just as the 
senate stands by their resolution, entitled to the same consideration, no 
more and no less. 

So the State of Ohio is not here, and if she were here we must apply 
the same rules that are applied to other cases. Specific charges must 
be made showing us how and when and where this corruption took 
place so that we may properly enter upon the irtvestigation. 

Mr. President, itis suggested that I had better quit and ask a recess, 
but I prefer to close. 

Several SENATORS. Not to-night, but in the morning 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senate proposes to adjourn, I would as lief 
adjourn now as at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand thereis ageneral feeling among Sen- 
tors not to hold a night session to-night. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ, the Senator from Colorado retaining the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, July 21, 1886, at 
11 o’clock a, m. 
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WEDNESDAY, July 21, 1886. 

The House mct at 11 o’clock a. m. 
of Washington. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, 


ALLEGED FRAUDS ON THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House, giving 
the reasons why a clerk was not detailed to investigate a settlement 


which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


OLEOMARG ARINE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8328) de- 
fining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, 
sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, and stated that they would be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that, 
being a revenue bill, it ought to go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule the bill would 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means, but the House by a vote re- 
ferred it originally to the Committee on Agriculture. The gentleman 
has a right, however, to make a motion on the subject, if he desires. 
It is not for the Chair to decide absolutely and finally where the bill 
shall go. 

The bill and amendments were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

POLICE REGULATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


TheSPEAKERalso laid before the House an act (S. 2600) toauthorize 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to make police regula- 
tions for the government of said District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CHANGE OF INDIAN SCHOOL BUILDING, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2855) to au- 
thorize a change of location of a certain Indian school building in Wash- 
ington Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNrtTep STaTes, July 19, 1836. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to furnish the House of Representa- 
tives, in compliance with its request,an engrossed copy of the bill, Senate bill 
1042, to pay B. 8. James for transporting the United States mails. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that since this request was 
made by the House the original engrossed bill received from the Senate 
has been found, has been reported back to the House, and is now on 
the Calendar; soif there be no objection this copy will lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. T. J. 
CAMPBELL and Mr. Cratn for the remainder of the week. 


MOSES WILLIAMS. 


Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. 9928) 
granting a pension to Moses Williams; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. , 

CAUSES OF YELLOW FEVER. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
Senate bill 1730, with the amendments thereto, and that it be put upon 
its passage. It is the bill providing for a commission to investigate into 
the alleged discovery of the specific causes of yellow fever and the best 
methods of prevention. I willadd that the amendments have secured 
the support of gentlemen who previously opposed the bill, and I think 
there is now no opposition to it. The amendments eliminate the pro- 
vision for paying the commission, and provide for a commission of two 
persons now in the service of the Government, who shall receive no ad- 
ditional compensation. The amendments also reduce the appropriation 
from $25,000 to $10,000. I sincerely trust that there will be no fur- 
ther opposition to the passage of the biil. 


made by R. D. Lancaster, and transmitting papers connected therewith; 


JULY 21, 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the privileged 


resolution which I reported yesterday in relation to final adjournment. 


The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAvis] is before the House, unless the regular order is called for. 
Mr. VAN EATON. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 
Mr. MORRISON. I ask that the resolution which I have called up 
be read. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ix THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1886 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi. 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned sine dic at 3 o'clock p.m. July 28, 1886. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the chairman of the Committee 
ou Ways and Means to allow the House some opportunity for an ex- 
pression of views on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered, there will be 
thirty minutes for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Several MEMBERS. That is enough. 

Mr. MORRISON. I call the previous question on the resclution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate; fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and fifteen min- 
utes in opposition to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I feel as anxious as any one does to 
have our labors here closed; but I fear if we adopt this resolution to 
adjourn one week from to-day, and the resolution should be concurred 
in by the Senate, we shall fail to perform a very important part of our 
duty to the public. There are two bills at least (and I think it right 
I should mention them) which it seems to me of very great moment 
we should act upon. These bills have been matured in committees, 
and no great length of time will be required toactuponthem. One is 
the bill to regulate interstate commerce. That bill has been discussed 
frequently before this House in former Congresses and before the coun- 
try; I do not suppose it will require a great deal of general discussion. 
The subject has been acted upon by the Senate, and a Senate bill in 
relation to it is before us and in condition to be acted om here. Tor 
twelve or fifteen years the country has been demanding in every form 
in which public opinion could be expressed legislation on this subject. 
The Senate having acted upon the question, if the disposition of the 
matter by the House should require a few days’ delay, it seems to me 
proper we should consent to this delay; for it isdue to the interests of 
the country that we act upon the subject. 

I would also favor a delay of final adjournment for a few days longer 
than proposed, in order that the Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture 
bill may be taken up and acted upon. I think it due to the public that 
these two measures should be disposed of before we adjourn; and wit! 
this view I would be glad if the geritleman from Illinois would permit 
an amendment to fix Wednesday, the 4th of August, as the day of final 
adjournment, which would be a postponement one week beyond the 
time proposed. If the Senate should find that an adjournment can be 
reached sooner, the matter could be arranged; or if a later date be nec- 
essary, that can be settled by the way of amendment. I very much 
desire that we should not fix in our resolution an earlier day than the 
4th of August, so that time may be allowed for action upon the two 
measures which I have mentioned, and so as to wind up the business 
of the session without unnecessary haste. 

I yield a minute or two to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I coneur heartily in the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. I do not think we 
are now prepared to determine intelligently when this Congress can ad- 
journ. Here are the land-forfeiture bills and the interstate-commerce 
bill; and in line with the land-forfeiture bills is the Oklahoma bil!, not 
second in importance to any one of the land-forfeiture bills. It will take 
sometime, though nota great deal, to pass upon these questions. There 
would be time within the period now fixed by the resolution, ifthe House 
would get right downto business. But I fear that if the date named be 
fixed, it will be asignal to those who are opposed to these measures to 
consume time in order to prevent their passage. As the resolution now 
stands I shall have to vote against it. I would much prefer that it be 
amended in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ar 
kansas [Mr. DuNN. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I very much hope that the gentleman 
from Illinois will allow the House to vote upon a proposition to fix the 
4th of Augustas the day of final adjournment. I perfectly well under- 
stand and appreciate the anxiety of many members to get to their 
homes pending their preliminary campaign; but gentlemen must re 
member that if this session of Congress should adjourn without hav- 
ing a vote upon three or four or five measures of great importance to 
the country public expectation will be greatly disappointed. If there 
is one sen stronger in the public mind than another at the pres- 
ent time it is the sentiment in favor of the forfeiture of unearned !and 
grants. Public opinion is impatient at the delay which has alrealy 
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occurred in acting upon these measures; and gentlemen who may be | special interest in them. 
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They have a general interest, however; the 


instrumental in adjourning this session of Congress without a vote | people of the whole country have a general interest in them; and I 
upon all those bills will hear from the people; and they will be less | think, therefore, it is the duty of Congress to sit here until the neces- 
anxious to hear from the people on that point than they are to hear | sary legislation is perfected; and I want to see that courage exhibited 


from them just now on another. 

The river and harbor bill at the shortest session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress failed to pass; and some hundreds of thousands of dollars 
have been wasted by the total cessation of works of improvement on 
rivers and harbors and by the failure of the means necessary to protect 
the works in progress. | 

Again, if this Congress should adjourn without considering, the bill 
to increase the efficiency of the Navy by inaugurating the building | 
of additional naval vessels public expectation will be very much dis- 
appointed. There is also the interstate-commerce bill, which stands 
second to none of these measures, but first in importance among them. 
jv has not had a day in this House during this session of Congress. The 
House is ready to vote upon it. Itis really ready to vote upon all these 
measures. And there are other measures which the public expects 
shall be acted upon. The dilatory proceedings inaugurated yesterday 
in regard to the river and harbor bill admonish us that the gentlemen 
who oppose that bill do not intend to allow a vote to be taken on it if 
they can defeat it by dilatory measures or by an early adjournment. 
If there is anything in the threat intimated to us yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE], who seems to be in the confidence 
of the President, or intimates that he is 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I never spoke to the President in my 
life. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman warned us yesterday that he was in- 
formed that this bill could not become a law, even if passed by Con- 

That declaration could have but one meaning—that he was in- 
formed the President would veto it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have seen that in the newspapers re- 
peatedly, in the newspapers of the gentleman’s own party; and that is 
all I know about it. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Indiana stands too high before 
this country to add his high authority to mere newspaper garbage. He 
can not afford to do that on this floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, I refer to the administration or- 
gan In this city—the Post. 

Mr. DUNN. Well, the gentleman from Indiana can not afford to go 
before the country upon that assurance. You must have had some 
greater reason or better assurance than mere newspaper mention. I 
say, sir, that we should have a vote upon each one of these bills, and 
we want time to do it. 

Mr. ROWELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
President has gone to the Republicans for his counsel ? 

Mr. DUNN. And we can not agree to anything that wiil not permit 








a full opportunity to discuss and vote upon that bill, as well as all of | 


these other matters to which reference has been made. 

Mr. REAGAN. How much time have I remaining’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iyield two minutesto the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the only question em- 
bodied in this resolution is whether we shall pass the river and harbor 
bill or other necessary legislation before adjournment or not. When 
the committee saw fit to dump in all the appropriation bills at the end 
of the session, although I think they had but four—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. Six. 

Mr. RYAN. They had six bills. 

Mr. BAYNE. Although they had but six bills to consider and re- 
port on, and thereby gave the Senate but a very short time to consider 
them, so short indeed that the Senate has to sit up now at nights to 
give them consideration, it is but fair to the interests of this country 
that we should take a little more time now in order to perfect neces- 
sary legislation which has been prepared by the committees. ’ 

The river and harbor bilf I regard as one that is absolutely essential 
to the best interests of this country. It will undoubtedly be a great 
mistake on the part of Congress to adjourn without passing such a bill. 
if any gentleman will take the trouble to examine the reports of the 
engineers of the United States Army and read them with any degree of 
care and see what the urgent necessities of the commerce of the country 
demand, he will not hesitate I think to support the river and harbor 
bill, which makes a judicious appropriation for the improvement of the 
navigable water ways of the country. There is a clamor raised against 
the bill; the of the country has to some extent denounced it. 

All sorts of wild and illy-considered diatribes are hurled against it; 
but notwithstanding all that, I believe the navigation interests of this 
country, with the great commerce depending upon them, are deserving 
of the careful consideration of Congress, and that Congress should not 
adjourn until it makes an appropriation to meet the requirements of 

commerce. The introduction of this resolution at this time is to 
shut off this appropriation. The river and harbor bill seems to meet 
with embarrassment in many parts of the country. The inland dis- 
triets and sections not bordering upon streams or navigable waters are 
adverse to the improvement of our water ways because they have no 


| 


| present condition of legislation in Congress? 





upon the part of members of this House which will induce them to 
stay here and vote for or against these great measures, and let them go 
to their constituents to meet their approval or disapproval upon these 


| vital questions as the case may be. 


Mr. REAGAN. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the House before 
voting upon this resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for adjournment on the 28th instant, of some of the more im- 
portant bills which are now pending in the House and waiting its con- 
sideration. Thereis, for instance, the anti-polygamy bill. There is the 
interstate-commerce bill, the general bankruptcy bill, the international 
copyright bill, the land-grant forfeiture bills, the pension bill passed 
by the Senate, the Oklahoma bill, the bill admitting Dakota, the tariff 
bill, the bill creating the Agricultural Department, the free-ship bill, 
and many other important measures which are now upon our Calendars. 
Certainly there can be no excuse for adjournment until some if not all 
of these important measures are considered, especially those relating to 
interstate commerce and the pension laws of the country. We have an 
opportunity now to accomplish that legislation which the country de- 
sires. The Senate has passed the Cullom bill—a bill of judicious char- 
acter with reference to interstate commerce, and which I believe meets 
the approval of a large majority of the House. We can have legisla- 
tion upon that important subject without doubt at this session if we 
are not too hurried about this matter of adjournment. 

I know gentlemen say it is now late. Ido not so understand it. 
There is no one member of this body who is employed by his constit- 
uents or the country for any shorter period of time than the whole year. 
The time for the adjournment of this House, if it be necessary that it 
should remain in session that length of time, is the first Monday in De- 
cember next. Thatis the time these gentlemen are paid to serve their 
constituents. They are not paid for the purpose of hurrying off home 
to enter into a political campaign. There is no excuse for abandoning 
the public business. I desire the interstate-commerce bills to be con- 
sidered. I want the Cullom bill to be passed. I want an opportunity 
to vote for it and to urge its passage upon others. It is not all that I 
would have it, but in the main it is a wise, judicious measure. As it 
will come before the House it will be cumbered with the bill known as 
the Reagan bill. If we can get rid ef this by a vote, the question will 
then recur upon the Cullom bill, which I hope will be passed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now yield the remaining time to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope this adjournment res- 
olution will be postponed at least fora few days. What, sir, is the 
Three great appropriation 
bills of this House—the sundry civil bill, the deficiency bill, and the 
fortifications bill—have not yet come out of the committee in the Senate. 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, yes; the gentleman is mistaken about that. The 
sundry civil bill is about finished. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The Senate sat nearly all last night 


| finishing. it. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


And the deficiency bill has been reported. 
Mr. WILLIS. 


The deficiency bill has not yet been reported. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I begthe gentleman’s pardon; it has been reported. 

Mr. WILLIS. And the naval bill is in conference, while the river 
and harbor bill has not yet gone to conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the deficiency bill has been reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, that does not change very much the situation. 
The important bills are yet to be acted upon. The surplus resolution 
to which we attached so much importance is not yet out of the com- 
mittee. 

Now, what do we propose to do? If we pass this resolution we place 
it in the hands, not of a minority, even, but only of forty members on 
this floor to defeat every one of these great and important bills. ‘The 
sundry civil bill has between two and three hundred amendments. 
When it comes to the bar of the House it can be challenged upon each 
one of these amendments. Each one can, if it be necessary to con- 
sume time, be considered in Committee of the Whole, and the whole 
time of the session between now and the 28th of this month can be 
and will be consumed upon the sundry civil bill alone. The naval 
bill, the surplus resolution, the reconstruction of the Navy, the inter- 
state-commerce bill, all of these great and important measures will 
fall to the ground. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, if it be permissible to refer to what 
is going on at the other end of the Capitol, I may say we have reason 
to suppose the House is in advance of the Senate in the matter of legis- 
lation, and especially in legislation which must be done before any ad- 
journment can be had; it is therefore altogether probable that this res- 
olution, if adopted, will amount to nothing more than information to 
the Senate that the House can be ready to adjourn at the time named. 
The measures of which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
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has spoken, the surplus resolution and the other matters to which he | that he might have set us an example of speedy action upon the aj) 






’ 


0- 


has referred, are in charge of the body at the other end of the Capitol, | priation bills that were left to him. (Laughter. ] The other commit- 
and, from what I have observed, I deem it safe to predict that the sur- | 


plus resolution will not occupy much of the time of that body. Per- 


tees on appropriations have had ample time and opportunity to consi |e; 


| their business with fullness and amplitude of detail. I want simp!y to 


haps I ought not to say this, but I say it because I think I know it. | point out the charming Arcadian simplicity of the situation whic! 


In regard to the measures to which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


| gentlemen on the other side have had to deal with this session, a 


REAGAN |} has referred, I am in sympathy with him in desiring consid- | fectly uninterrupted flow, perfect opportunity for the display of | 


eration of the interstate-commerce bill and of the bills forfeiting un- 


varied talents, perfect oppor? unity to pass every measure which 


earned land grants; and if gentlemen will cease talking and go to work dee med consistent with the honor, the dignity, the glory of the 


these measures can and will be considered. [Applause and cries of | try; and it is to the credit of the gentlemen who have spoken — ni ( 
‘Hear!’ “‘Hear!’’ and “Thatisright!”’] Several months ago orders | ing that, after all the Democratic party have achieved thissession, t}) 
were passed enabling the Committee on Public Lands to enter upon the still find other flelds of achievement open and possible for them 


consi .leration of these bills of forfeiture, and now after the lapse of many 
months they are still uaconsidered. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. They would not consider them if we 
staid here all summer. 

Mr. MORRISON. So it is with the interstate-commerce bill. Four 
or five mouths, or at least months, ago the committee having that bill 
in charge was given the right of way to call it up on the morning of 
any (ay. 

Mr. DUNN. But that right of way was taken away from the com- 
mittee repeatedly by vote of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. And the same is true of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly; and if the House desires to take away 
that right to-day, or to-morrow, or the next day, it will do so; and, on 
the other hand, if the House desires to consider the measure, it can con- 
sider it to-morrow. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will permit me to say a word 
in reply to his statement about the interstate-commerce bill. Before 
we could get our bill through the House the Senate passed a bill on the 
same subject, and we felt that it was useless to consider our bill until 
we could get the Senate bill before us, and from that time to this the 
gentleman himself and others have occupied the time of the House with 
appropriation bills and other measures that have precedence over the 
interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam not complaining of the committee or of the 
gentleman at all. [am only assuring him that I am in sympathy with 


him in his desire to pass that bill, and if the House inclines the same | 


way he can consider his bill to-day or any day before adjournment. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the Committee on Puab- 
lic Lands I desire to say that there has not been an hour of this session 
when the Committee on Public Lands have not been trying to have 
these land-forfeiture bills considered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If they have had so little success in the past, 
what do they hope for in the future? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENLEY. The want of success has been owing in part to op- 
position coming from the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, as to the river and harbor bill, I 
need hardly say that that bill is quite as well able to take care of itself 
as if ought to be [laughter], and its friends need have no cause for 
alarm. I will not detain the House longer. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman whether he 
will consent to have the House vote upon an amendment to this reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move to recommit 
the resolution with instructions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words be- 
fore the vote is taken. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], who is a member of the committee reporting the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Ali the gentleman wants, if I have so much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. Morrison] has ten minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it would not be at 
all difficult to make some piquant comments on the present situation 
of affairs, bat I do not intend to indulge myself in anything of that 
sort. I suppose that the whole House recognizes the actual situation. 
Thesummer is past, the harvest is about ended, and whether anybody 
is saved or not can not be determined by discussions here or prophetic 
utterances. 

We have been in session about eight months. Every gentleman con- 
nected with the measures that have been spoken of this morning has 
of course done his whole duty, has been instant in season and out of 
season, but the result has been that we have failed of accomplishment 
to any very great extent, and if we should stay here any longer it seems 
to me that we should probably have about the same result with more 
expenditure of time. 

I simply want to call the House to witness that the majority have 
met with no factious opposition, no waste of time, no spinning out of 
debates, no hampering. They have had the rules changed tosuit them- 
selves; they have had most abundant opportunity for the transaction 
of business. My friend the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. RANDALL] has had his burdens lightened to such an extent 





| anything better than make an attempt toward adjournment’ 





It shows that there are men in the Democratic party who are in 
vance of the great mass of ‘‘reform’’ gentlemen who intended to mk, 
this country blossom like the rose, but who do not seem thus far to hia 
absolutely succeeded. [ Laughter. ] 

It does seem to me about time we should make some attempt toward ; 
finding the end of thissession. It would seem that the country at !eas; 
if onecan judge by the expressions of publi¢ opinion, is satisfied we hay, 
had full trial of our opportunities and capabilities. If these measures 
which are spoken of have not been brought up, who is to be blamed 
After eight months of this session of Congress have passed, can we do 


other branch of Congress, if it should find that the public business ; 
quires a modification of the resolution, will make such modification 

and then the resolution will come back to us to be considered in th. ' 
lightof allthecircumstances of thecase. [Criesof‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vot: 


Mr. MORRISON. As the gentleman from Maine has now relieved i 
himself of what he wanted to say, I demand a vote. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], «1s th 
Chair understood, moved to recommit. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. With instructions to report a resoliti 
fixing the 4th day of August for final adjournment. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Joy 


to recommit, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 39, noes 15: 
The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, it was 
adopted; there being—ayes 145, noes 36. 
Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso! t 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recommit be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. MORRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to ca 
up the resolution reported by me yesterday, fixing a day for the consid 
eration of House bill No. 6664. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, the 22d day of July, immediately after the readin 
of the Journal, be set apart for consideration of House bill 6664, entitled ‘A | 4 
to inerease the naval establishment ;’’ and if the consideration of said bil! <!:. 
not be completed on that day, then Saturday next, immediately after the 
ing of the Journal, is hereby set apart for the further consideration of the 
bill. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will not adopt thi 
resolution. The gentleman from Illinois has just secured the passage | 
of a resolution fixing a day for final adjournment, and now he proposes 
to select the bills which shall occupy the time between now and th 
adjournment. I amin favor of the naval bill all the time, but I would 
prefer to act on a bill upon which action is much more generally «|: 
manded by the country. I trust the House at this stage of the sessivu 
will not take a course which may preclude the possibility of consid: 
ing the interstate-commerce bill, which certainly, so far as the pu!) 
sentiment and the wish of the country are concerned, stands pre-cmi 
nently above any other measure now before the House. I hope i! 
resolution will not be adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. Before moving the previous question I desire to 
sayawerd. I have been directed by the Committee on Rules to rep! 
this resolution and to urge its adoption. If adopted it will put 
Committee on Naval Affairs as to the consideration of this bill {01 
increase of the naval establishment exactly where the Committe: « 
Commerce is in relation to the question of interstate commerce, 10 
where the Committee on Public Lands is in relation to the question ©! 
land forfeitures. It will put it:in the power of the House to cons: 
whichever of these measures it desires to consider, to-morrow or 0: 
otherday. When this bill comes up any gentleman can raise tl 
tion of consideration. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to know from the Speaker, if he 
free to express an opinion, whether the gentleman from IJlino | 
properly interpreted the effect of this resolution. The gent! 
assumes that the resolution would simply place the Naval Com: 
with reference to this bill, in the same position in which the | 
mittee on Commerce stands with relation to the interstate-co 
bill, and in which other committees stand in regard to bills \ 
consideration of which a day has been fixed. Heretofore in sever: |' 
stances where days have been set for the consideration of pari'''' 
measures it has been held that all other special orders were ex!" 





1886. 


penne 


I think it right the House should now know whether we are to be en- 
trapped into the same state of affairs in the closing days of this session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this resolution will set 
apart—ia other words dedicate—the two days named in it for the con- 
sideration of the bill for the increase of the naval establishment; and 
it would exelude all other business on those days. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It would exciude the land-forfeiture bills, 
would it not? 

Mr. MORRISON. In this same way days have been fixed for the 
consideration of the interstate-commerce bill and public-land measures; 
and the question of consideration has been frequently raised, and those 


measures have been set aside for the day or sometimes postponed for a | 
longer time. As I understand, thesame thing may be done under this | 


resolution. Mr. Speaker, is not that tru®? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House can never put it out 
of its power to decide at the time when any particular measure comes 
up whether it will consider it or not; that is to say, any gentleman, 
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under the rules, has the right to raise the question of consideration. | 


A MeMBerR. And does a majority decide that ? 


Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to ask a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
this resolution ‘‘fix’’ these days or ‘‘set apart’’ these days? 

The SPEAKER. It sets them apart. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood the Chair to say that the resolution 
would give this business the exclusive right to those days. 

The SPEAKER. In the same way, Friday of each week is set apart 
for the consideration of private business; yet, although the House may 
not vote to dispense with private business, each bill as it comes up is 
subject to the question of consideration. When the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] under this order calls up his bill to-morrow 
morning or Saturday morning any gentleman under the rules of the 
House, which this resolution does not change, will have the right to 
raise the question of consideration against it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In favor of any other bill? 

The SPEAKER. Notin faverof any other bill. Any gentleman can 
raise the question of consideration, and then if the House determines not 
to consider this bill it will go on with the other business of the House. 

Mr. BUCK. ‘That to be determined by the majority vote? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, that to be determined by the majority vote. 
It is a right which can not be taken away from members. It is pro- 
vided for in the rules of the House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move to recommit this? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move to recommit with the following in- 
structions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the order heretofore adopied requiring the House to adjourn at 
5 o’clock p. m. be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. MORRISON. No. (Cries of ‘“‘No!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I can get unanimous consent to refer that to 
the Committee on Rules I will withdraw the motion to recommit. I 
think that order should be rescinded, because we can not do anything 
under it. 

Mr. SPRINGER’S motion to recommit was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 41. 

: Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum has voted. [Cries of 
*No!?? 

Mr. PAYSON. [I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
192, nays 47, not voting 83, as follows: 


YEAS—192. 
Adams, G. EF. Cabell, Eldredge, Halsell, 
Allen, C. H. — Felix Ely, Harmer, 
Allen, J. M. Candler, Ermentrout, Hayden, 
Ballentine, Cannon, Evans, Haynes, 
Barry, Carleton, Everhart, Heard, 
Bayne, Collins, Farquhar, Henderson, D. B. 
Belmont, Comstock, Findlay, Henderson, J.S. 
Bennett, Conger, Fisher, Henderson, T. J. 
Blanchard, Cowles, Fleeger, Henley, 
Blount, Cox, Foran, Herbert, 
Bound, Croxton, Forney, Hermann, 
Boutelle, Culberson, Frederick, Hewitt, 
Boyle, Curtin, Funston, Hiestand, 
Brady, Cutcheon, Gallinger, Hill, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Dargan, Gay, Hires, 
Breckinridge,WCP.Davidson, A.C. Gilfillan, Hiscock, 
Browne, T. M. Davidson, R. 1H. M. Glass, Hitt, 
Brown, C. E. Davis, Goff, Hopkins, 
Brown, W. W. Dingley, Green, R. S. Hadd, 
Buchanan, Dockery, Grosvenor, Hutton, 
Buck, Dougherty, Grout, James, 
Bunnell, Dunham, Guenther, Johnston, J. T. 
Burleigh, Dunn, Hale, Johnston, T. D. 
Burrows, - Eden, Hall, Jones, J. H. 





The SPEAKER. A majority decides. 
| 


| 








er 
cae 


ad 


Jones, J.T. Mitchell, Rice, Taylor, I. H 
Kelley, Moffatt Richardson, Taylor, J. M 
Ketcham, Morgat Rock well Taylor, Zach 
King, Morrill, Romeis Thomas, O. B. 
Laffoon, Morriso Ryan, Thompson, 
Landes Morrow Sadle: Tillman, 
Lanham, Muller Sawyer Townshend, 
Lawler Murphy Sayers Trigg 
Lehlbach, Neal Scott, Turner, 
Lindsley, Neece Seranto Waketield 
Little, Negley Seymou Wallace 
Long Nelson Shaw Ward, T. B 
Lore, Oates Smalls Warner, William 
Lovering, O’Ferr Sowden Weber 
Martin, O'Neill, Charles tephenson West 
Maybury, Osborne Stewart, Charles Wheeler 
McAdoo, Owen St. Martin White, A.C 
McComas, Parke Stone, E.I White, Milo 
McCreary, Payn Storm Wilkins 
McKenna, Perkins Strait Willis, 
MeMillin. Pettibo: Swinburne, Wilson, 
Merriman, Pirce Swope Wise, 
Millard, Price 4 Parsney Woodburn, 
Mills, Randa Taulbee Worthington 
NAYS—47 

Anderson, J. A. Fuller Matso Snyder 
Burnes, Geddes McRae Springer 
Bynum, Harris Payson Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Caldwell, Hatch, Peel, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Perry, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Holman, Peters Warner, A. J 
Clardy, Jackson, Pidcock Weaver, A.J. 
Clements, Kleiner, Plumb, Weaver, J. B. 
Cobb, La Follette Reagan Weliborn, 
Crisp, Le Fevre, Rowell, Winans, 
Dorsey, Lowry Singleton, Wolford 
Elisberr; Lyman Skinner, 

NOT VOTING—33 
Adams, J.J. Crain Libbey Seney, 7 
Aiken, Danie Louttit, Sessions, 
Anderson, C. M. Davenport, Mahoney, Spooner, 
Arnot, Dawson Markham Spriggs, 
Atkinson, Dibble McKinley, Stahinecker, 
Baker, Dowdney, Miller, Steele, 
Barbour, Felton, Milliken Stewart, J. W. 
Barksdale, Ford, Norwood Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bames, Gibson, C. H. 0’ Donnell, Symes 
Beach, Gibson, Eustace O’ Hara, Taylor, E. B. 
Bingham, Glover, O'Neill, J. J. Thomas, J. R 
Bland, Green, W.J. Outhwaite, Throckmorton, 
Bliss, Hammond, Phelps, Tucker, 
Bragg Hanback, Pindar, Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Hemphill, Ranney, Viele, 
Butterworth, Holmes, Reed, T. B. Wade, 
Campbell, J. E. Houk, Reid, J. W Wadsworth, 
Campbell, T. J. Howard, Reese, Wait, 
Caswell, Irion, Riggs, Ward, J. H. 
Compton, Johnson, F. A. Robertson, Whiting 
Cooper, Laird, Rogers, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
During the roll-call, 
On motion of MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask permission to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name was 
called ? 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I was not. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules the Chair can not even entertain 
| the request. 
The following pairs were announced: 
| Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BAKER, for the balance of the week. 
| Until further notice: 
Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. Hovuk. 
Mr. DowDNEY with Mr. O’HARA. 
Mr. DANIEL with Mr. WHITING. 





Mr. SpPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Rigas with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN ScHAICK. . 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THomAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. RoGErRS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEy. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL, for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. Lovurtrtirt, for this day. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. BcTTERWoRTH, for this day 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. FELTON, on this vote. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. Greson, of West Virginia, on this vote 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Sessions, for this day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr: Hommes, on this vote 

Mr. BRUMM. I was absent during the roll-cal!, in the Senate on 
official business, and ask leave to vote 
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The SPEAKER. 
request. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I wish to state I would have voted in the 
affirmative if I had been present during the roll-call. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Under the rules the Chair can not entertain the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The question was taken; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resol¥t itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 155 to 159 inclusive. 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last night the tellers 
were about to take their places on a vote on this amendment. That 
vote will now be taken anew. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before that I desire to make a brief statement. 

Iam satisfied, after a conference with the members of the committee 
in charge of this bill, that the object I have in view will be accom- 
plished by voting non-concurrence in the amendments generally. The 
committee have now had their attention attracted to the matter, and I 
ara sure when the conference is ordered it will act in accordance with 
the views practically indorsed by the House; and if we can have a vote 
upon that amendment as upon the others I shall ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection, so the motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. HEWITT. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if it is under- 
stood we shall have a vote upon that if demanded in the House ? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is understood. 

I now renew my motion to non-concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. To what extent, let me ask 
the gentleman from Kentucky, do you grant a vote in the House on 
disagreement to these amendments? On what portion or what portions 
of the amendment is a separate vote to be permitted? On any amend- 
ment on which a gentleman may demand a separate vote? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir; because we would be here four months in 
that event. There are four or five amendments, as I stated yesterday, 
which the Senate have incorporated upon the bill that are of an im- 
portant character. These are matters that will be brought up in the 
House and a separate vote permitted upon them. 

I now renew my motion to non-concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the committee rise and report non- 
concurrence in the Senate amendment, and consent to the conference 
asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, with Senate amendment thereto, had directed 
him to report the same to the House with recommendation that it be 
non-concurred in, and consent given to the request for a conference. 

Mr. WILLIS. On that I demand the ous question. 

The previous question was ordered, er the operation of which the 
report of the Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 

The SPEAKER announced as at said conference on the part 
of the House Mr. WILLIS, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. HENDERSON, of 
Dlinois. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENLEY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise tomake a privileged motion. 
up the Senate bill to regulate interstate commerce. 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas calls up a special 
order, 


I move totake 
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Mr. HENLEY. But I wish to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, who was recognized, 
calls up a special order of the House, which is also privileged, and o; 
as high a privilege as the other; in fact higher, because it is made a 


special order by the House. 


Mr. HENLEY. Then I raise the question of consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to do that. 
I do so because I wish to reach the consideration of 


Mr. HENLEY. 


the Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture bill. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Texas. 


The Clerk read 


A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 


as follows: 


aoe rl Cerro 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California raises the question 
The question is, Will the House 


of consideration as against this bill. 


proceed to consider it? ; 
Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker state the exact question ’ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California states that he de. 


sires to make a privileged re 
Lands to forfeit the unearned 


rt 


Tan 


from the Committee on the Public 
ds granted the Northern Pacific Rail- 


road Company, and for that purpose raises the question of considera- 
tion against the interstate-commerce bill called up by the gentleman 


from Texas. 


The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider the inter- 
state-commerce bill ? 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 94 


noes 66. 


Mr. HENLEY. 


Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 99, not vot- 
ing 81; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Allen, C. H. 
Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barry, 

Bayne, 
Bingham, 


Sayers, 
Scott, 
Singleton. 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 

Snyder, 
Stephenson 
Stewart, Charics 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 


Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Tillman, 
Trigg, 
‘Turner, 
Wade, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Weaver, A. J. 


eber, 
Wellborn. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Wilson. 


Shaw, 
Sowden, 


_ Spooner, 


Springer, 
Stone W J.,Ky 
Stone, W.J.. Mo 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Swope, 
Taylor, I. H. 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Van Eaton, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T.B 
Warner, A. J 
Warner, Wi!\iam 
West, 

White, A.C. 
Willis, 
Winans, 

Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Breckinridge, WCI’.Cooper, 


YEAS—142. 
Dingley, Laird, 
Dorsey, Landes, 
Dougherty, Lanham, 
Dunn, J ehibach, 
Evans, Libbey, 
Fleeger, Lindsley, 
Fuller, Long, 
Funston, men. 
Gay, Martin, 
Gilfillan, Maybury, 
Glass, McComas, 
Glover, McKinley, 
Goff, Millard, 
. Guenther, Mills, 
BT b Morgan, 
Harmer, Morrill, 
Haynes, Morrison, 
I . Morrow, 
Hemphill, Murphy, 
Henderson,D.B. Negiey, 
Henderson, T.J. Nelson, 
rn, Oates, 
Herbert, O’Ferrall, 
Hewitt, Osborne, 
H b Payne, 
Hitt, Perkins, 
Holmes, Perry, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Hudd, Pettibone, 
Irion, Pindar, 
Jackson, Pirce, 
James, Plumb, 
Jones, J. H. Price, 
Jones, J.T. n, 
. Kelley, , T.B. 
King, : 
NAYS—99. 
Findlay, Laffoon, 
Fisher, Lawler, 
Foran, le Fevre, 
Ford, Lore, 
Forney, Lovering, 
Geddes, Lowry, 
Gibson, C. H. Markham, 
Green, R.S. Matson, 
Grosvenor, McCreary, 
Grout, McKenna, 
Hale, MeMillin, 
Hall, McRae, 
Harris, Milliken, 
Hatch, Moffatt, 
Hayden, Neal, 
Henderson, J.8. Neece, 
Henley, O'Neill, Charles 
Hermann, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hiestand, er, 
Hill, Payson, 
Holman, Peel, 
Hutton, Pidcock, 
Johnston, J.T. Rundall, 
Johnston, T. D. Richardson, 
Kleiner, Seymour, 
NOT VOTING—81. 
Barksdale, 
Barnes, Buchanan, 
Beach, Butterworth, 
Bland, Campbell, J. E. 
Boutelle, Campbell, T. J. 
Bragg, Compton, 





Cowles, 
Crain, 
Curtin, 
Daniel, 
Davenport, 
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ae 
», La Follette, Ranney. Taylor, E. B. 

Paule, Little, Reid, J. W. Thomas, J. R. 

Dowdney, Louttit, Reese, Throckmorton, 

Elisberry, Mahoney, Riggs, Tucker, — 

Frederick, McAdoo,, Robertson, Van Schaick, 

Gallinger, Merriman, Rogers, Viele, 

Gibson, Eustacc Miiler, Romeis, Wadsworth, 

Green, W. J. Mitchell, Scranton, Wait, 

Hammond, Muller, Seney, Weaver, J. B. 

Hanback, Norwood, Sessions, Wheeler, 

Hires, O'Donnell, Spriggs, Whiting, 

Houk, O'Hara, Stahlneckcer, Woodburn. 

Howard, Outhwaite, Steele, 

Johnson, F. A. Owen, Stewart, J. W. 

Ketcham, Phelps, Symes, 


So the House determined to consider the bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the names. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I was just passing into ihe hall 
as my name was called, but I had not quite reached the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman inside of the Hal! when his 
name was called ? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think I was not. 
yote I wish to be recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the gentleman’s name can not be 
recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. Symes, for the remainder of the 
day. 

Mr. Gisson, of West Virginia, with Mr. LiTrLe, on this vote. 
LITILE would vote ay if Mr. Gipson were present. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The House determines to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill to regulate commerce. The Chair thinks the 
Senate bill is in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill, as the Chair will see by referring to the 
order, is in the House as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair will 
remember that there was an agreement that the Senate bill was to be 
put under the special order which had been made in reference to the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will examine the REcorp. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, when the House bill 
was made a special order for the 13th day of May it was put into the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. In the House bill there is no 
appropriation of money provided for. In the Senate bill there is an 
oe of money provided for, and of course, under the rules of 
this House, that bill should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thatisso, Mr. Speaker, unless there was unanimous 
consent to"put the Senate bill under the same order as the House bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But, Mr. Speaker, there was noth- 
ing like unanimous consent. The Senate bill was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce with the House bill as an amendment. The 
Senate bill, however, requires an appropriation of money to pay the 
salaries of the commissioners, and that brings it into Committee of the 
Whole. I have no objection to having the bill considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, but I do not want to put it in such a 
position as that debate will be limited upon this important question, 
a question which requires the fullest debate, the Senate having taken 
three weeks to discuss it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, yes, and you have had three years. 

The SPEAKER. When the House bill was made a special order the 
Senate bill had not then been passed or reported to the House, and the 
House bill not making any appropriation or requiring any appropriation 
to be made, wason the House Calendar. The order was then made that 
it should be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. Afterward, when the Senate bill was reported 
to the House, the terms of the first order were made, by express pro- 
vision, to apply to the Senate bill as well; which the Chair thinks re- 
sults in having the Senate bill also considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think I raised a point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman did, but he afterward withdrew it. 
The Chair will cause to be read what occurred in reference to the mat- 
ter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 1532, 
to regulate interstate commerce, now on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having been reported back from the 
Committee on Commerce, be considered also under the special order when the 
House bill to regulate interstate commerce shall be called up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The request of the gentleman is that the Senate bill be also in- 
cluded in that order? 

Mr. Reacay. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Doxuam, What is that bill? 

The Speaker. It is the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

Mr. Duymam. But it is not upon the same Calendar. 

The SPeakER. No; because the Senate bill proposes a commission, and is on 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Unien; but the 
fact that they are on different Calendars makes no difference. : 

Mr. DunmAM. We have not both of those bills here, as I understand it. 

The are here, 


If I can be permitted to 


Mr. 


| 
| 
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Mr. Dux#aq. I shall have to ol i 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. ReEaGan. Mr, Syeaker, the gentleman from Illinois supposed the Senate 
bill was not on the Calendar. I have explained to him the situation, and that 
the object was to consider it with the House bill, to which I understand he is 
willing to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. Duxuam. I shall withdraw the objection 

The SPEAKER, Without further objection, the order 1 
man from Texas will be made 

rhere was no objection, and it was so 


The SPEAKER. And the Journal of the same day shows that the 
Senate bill was to be considered under the special order of the House 


ject for the present at Icast 


sted by the gentle- 


ra } 
ord 


ere 


| of March 16 ultimo, which was an order providing that it should be 
| considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the state of 














the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the House comprehends from the 
siatements in the REcorD and the Journal the position in which the 
question now stands. The House committee reported a bill; subse- 
quently the Senate passed a bill, which was referred to the House Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and thatcommittee, acting upon the Senate bill, 
reported it back with an amendment striking out all after the enacting 
clause and inserting the provisions of the House bill. What I wish to 
attempt now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me to 
interrupt himamoment? ‘There are several gentlemen absent from the 
House and from the city to-day who have heretofore expressed a desire 
to speak upon this bill. I propose, therefore, that leave be given both 
for gentlemen who are not present, and for any others who desire it, to 
print remarks upon this subject in the Recor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I promised certain geutlemen to ask 
unanimous consent that they might have leave to print remarks on 
this bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the reading 
of the bill, which he has a right to do. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe gentleman does not understand the bill, let 
it be read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the reading of both bills. 

The SPEAKER. Only one bill is under consideration, which is the 
Senate bill with the amendment, in the form of a substitute, proposed 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill and the proposed substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN (before the reading was coneluded) said: I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois whether he will not consent to have the read- 
ing of the bill dispensed with ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to accommodate the gentleman from 
Texas, but I do no see how the House can properly understand the bill, 
and be prepared to vote upon it, without having it read. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman is aware that nobody is listening to 
the reading, and we are simply consuming time uselessly. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] insists on his objection to dispensing with the 
reading. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I thing the gentleman from Texas onght not to 
charge that members of the House are not paying attention to their 
duties. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill and the 
proposed substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask consent of the House to fix a time 
for the closing of general debate. In order to ascertain the views of 
the House, I suggest that by general consent the session of to-day be 
extended until 6 o’clock and that general debate on this bill be closed 
at that time. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will postpone any effort to fix now atime for closing debate. ‘There 
are many absentees to-day—— 

Mr: REAGAN. I think it my duty under the circumstances to have 
a time fixed, if possible, for the closing of general debate. If I can get 
unanimous consent I shall be glad; if I can not—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas submits, 
as the Chair understands, two propositions. One is to extend the ses- 
sion of the House till 6 o'clock this evening; the other is to close gen- 
eral debate on the pending bill at that time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will withhold the proposition to close debate until a Jater hour to-day. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the proposition I have already suggested be not 
acceptable, I would suggest as an alternative proposition that the House 
take a recess from 5 o’clock this evening until 8 o'clock, the evening 
session fo terminate at 11 o’clock, and general debate to be closed at 

that time. My object is that we close general debate to-day. 

Several Memprers. That is right. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope that suggestion will be concurred in. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The objection to that proposition 
is that it is utterly impossible to get a large number of members here 
at night to listen to a debate; and this is too practical a subject to be 





Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 


There is nothing before the House. I demand the 


| 
| 
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discussed to empty seats. I do not wish to delay the final action of the 
House upon this bill; but I do protest that this isnot a proper time to 
fix a limit tothe debate; and I hope the House will not compel us to 
come here ata night session to speak upon so important and practical a 
a subject to vacant seats. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The seats are practically vacant now. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Not as they will be to-night. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, we have been discussing 
this interstate commerce question for the last ten years. 

Several MemBers. That is true. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It seems to me gentlemen here gener- 
ally are in a condition to vote on this question; and we can expedite 
the consideration of this measure very much by having no general de- 
bate at all. 

Many Mempers. ‘That is right. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That suits me. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If we intend business, let us get at it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I second the gentleman’s proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the House take a recess at 5 o’clock this afternoon 
until 8 o’clock, the evening session to continue until 11 o’clock, and to 
be for general debate only. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘Vote!’’] Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to having the whole day and evening 
devoted to general debate on this bill. Everybody understands it, and 
we ought to have action on it promptly. ; 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Texas can not get 
unanimous consent for anything in connection with this bill. What- 
ever rights he has in this matter, I hope he will assert them, without 
asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to assert the rights of the 
Committee on Commerce. There are fifteen members of that commit- 
tee; and it was the understanding in the committee that most of the 
members should be heard on this bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the requestof the 
gentleman from Texas ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object until I know what it is. 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Rea- 
GAN | has the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is his proposition ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REea- 
GAN] proposes that at 5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 8 
o'clock, and continue in session from 8 until 11 o’clock for general de- 
bate only. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Texas will close 
debate altogether and let us vote on the bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there any objection to the proposition ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection having been made, the gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized and will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, it was not my wish to close this dis- 
cussion without permitting gentlemen to be heard on both sides. There 
are two bills before the House, and perhaps there should be some ex- 
planation as to the character of those measures. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 
But if it be the wish of the House to vote now on these two proposi- 
tions, of course I will not stand in the way of that being done. [Cries 
of ** Vote!’’] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
utes to settle the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill act in obedience to what seems to be the gen- 
eral request of members. Before doing so, however, I will ask by unan- 
imous consent that members generally may have leave to print remarks 
on this question. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, I will take the sense of the House to close debate 
and vote on the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is what we want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There isso much confusion in the Hall 
that the Chair is unable to hear the gentleman from Texas. The pub- 
lic business will be suspended until we have order on the floor. 

Several MEMBERS. Call for the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the House substitute for the Senate bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 


Let us vote now; it will not take ten min- 


That is not debatable. 
This bill has to be read under the five-minute 


rule. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. We are in the House and not in the com- 
mittee. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is being considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole under an order of the House. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Even in that case it has to be read for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule. Wecan not have business of this 
kind stampeded simply because those having it in charge have not at- 
tended to it during theeight months of thesession. Let us undertake 


to act in some sensible way. If everybody does as the gentleman fron yn) 
California seems to understand there is no necessity for him indulg 
in language. 

Mr. ROWELL. There are two vital questions before us. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is too serious business to be stampeded 
this way. 

Mr. ROWELL. They differ as vitally as two questions can. 

Mr. REAGAN. If gentlemen will consent to extend the session un- 
til 6 o’clock so that debate may run on until then I will withdraw my 
demand. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the chairman of the committe; 
will permit me to say a word in behalf of the minority of the ( 
mittee on Commerce, I will state to the House there was an und 
standing acquiesced in by the chairman of the committee himself t! 
opportunity should be given todebate this bill whenever it came u; 
The gentleman knows it, and I do not think it fair for him now to co: 
into the House and ask that we shall proceed to vote without an: 
bate whatever. I grant we may be near the end of the session, hut 
this is an important matter of legislation, and from my standpo 
well as from his I desire faith shall be kept, and we may be permitted 
be heard on one side and the other on the vital and important questions 
involved in this matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The House has some rights, too 

Mr. REAGAN. I offered the proposition to extend the session nti! 
6 o’clock, or to take a recess from 5 until 8 and continue until 11 fo: 
general debate only. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania will not hear me 
I ask unanimous consent to extend thesession until 6 o’clock this « 
ing, or, if that is not acceptable, to extend the debate until 5 o'clock, 
and then to take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening to continue t! 
general debate until ll o’clock. If gentlemen will accept either pr 
osition I will renew it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennyslvania. Why, I will say to the gentle 
from Texas that there are various members absent—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, they should be here. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Who are absent on important) 
ness and by consent of the House, and who desire to be heard on thi: 
bill. One of them I will name, the gentleman from Georgia, M 
HAMMOND. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, the House does not propose to wait for anybod 
who is absent. If gentlemen are not here it is not the fault of t! 
House. 

The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair). 
tion of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have made an alternative proposition to extend 
the session of the House this evening until 6 o’clock and clase general 
debate at that time. The other, if this was not accepted, was to tak 
a recess at 5 o’clock, to meet again at 8 o'clock to-night, the gener! 
debate to close on this bill at 11 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BRUMM. And no vote to be taken to-day? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will submit the latter proposition again to 
House—that the general debate be extended to 5 o’clock, at w)h 
hour we take a recess, to meet again at 8 o’clock, with the unders tand 
ing that the general debate is to » close at 11 o lock to-night. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am just informed by the gentle 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] that Mr. HAMMOND does not ex; 
to return to the House this session. I did not know that fact when | 
made the statement a moment ago, because before he went away h 
pressed to me his desire to discuss this bill in favor of its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gen! 
man from Texas. The first is that unanimous consent be given to « 
tend the session of the House to-day until 6 o’clock and that general 
debate be closed at that hour. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HENLEY. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Reserving the right to object —— 

The SPEAKER. Objection has already been made. 


What is the proj 


The gentleman from Texas now asks unanimous consent that tle 


House take a recess at 5 o'clock to-day until 8 o’clock, the evening ses 
sion to be devoted exclusively to debate on this bill, which shall close 
at 11 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object to that. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will object unless it assumes this modificativn 
that all debate, not only the general debate but debate under the ‘4 
minute-rule as well, be closed at that time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object in either event. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HENLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman from T° 


now to this fact, that unless he gets his bill through to-day the pro! 
abilities are that he will not get it through at all, for to-mor TOW, 


under the order of the House made to-day, the naval construction 
comes up. The fate of his bill depends, in my judgment, on act 
to-day. 
The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 
Mr. —- I move that all general debate be closed on this !' 
at 5 o’cloc 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I niove to amend that by making it 4 0’clock. 

Many Mempers. Say 3 o'clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The general debate not having been entered upon 
on this bill it is not in order to move to close it. 

Mr. WELLBORN. But there has been general debate. 

The SPEAKER. Of course if there has been no general debate the 
motion would not be in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. There has not been much, but I suppose I spoke 
two or three minutes upon it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think that there has been any. 

The SPEAKER. The record will show. 
the chair supposes that the gentleman from Texas, before the bill was 
read at all, took the floor and proceeded to state the situation in regard 
to the bill, that is, when it came to the House and what order had 
been made in reference to it; but the Chair remembers no general de- 


bate. 

Mr. WELLBORN. My colleague had actually bezun his speech 
when it was interrupted by the objection of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [ Mr. Dowmair|, who insisted on the reading of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman was merely stating 
the situation of the bill. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I do not know what progress he had made, but 
he was actually addressing the House upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers the gentleman had the floor 


and was proceeding in the manner suggested to explain the situation of 


the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
vations now ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The bill hatl not been read then. 

The SPEAKER. The bill had not been read when the gentleman 
from Texas took the floor, but it was read afterward. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the question before it at this time. The Senate bill which 
has been read was referred to the Committee on Commerce. The com- 
mittee reported that bill back with the recommendation to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and substitute the provisions of the House 
bill for it. Itis right for me to say in reference to the main features 
of difference between the two bills that in three different Congresses, 
with the issue directly made, the House has decided in favor of the 
provisions of the House bill by large majorities upon a yea-and-nay 
vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Texas 
to yield to me a few minutes before he gets through. 

Mr. REAGAN. Inamoment. 

It was my belief and hope, sir, that we would be able to take action 
upon the bill at a much earlier day. After the House bill was in a 
position to take it up the Senate bill came to the House; and I think 
it is right I should make this explanation in view of some remarks that 
have been made. It would then have been idle to take up the House bill 
without reference to the other. The committee, therefore, as they be- 
lieved proper, took up the Senate bill referred to them and acted upon 
it. It was some time after the Senate bill was reported back by the 
committee and placed upon the Calendar before we got this bill placed 
by order of the House for consideration along with the House bill. 

From the time that order was obtained the House has been occupied 
continuously with appropriation bills and revenue bills which had pre- 
cedence, and there has been no time since this bill has been in a condi- 
tion to be called up when it has been possible to call it up. Gentle- 
men may rest assured that if there had been any such time it would 
have been called up, for I have been in my place all the time, intend- 
ing it the time to call it up whenever it wasin order. I feel it due 
to Te committee that I should make this statement, in view of the 
remarks made here this morning implying that the bill might have 
been considered at an early day in the session if sufficient vigilance had 
been exercised. 
ou ield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

NEILy]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to 
takeany five minutes for general debate upon this bill, becanse I want 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Texas, to comply 
with hisagreement, to stand by his vote in the committee and to stand 
bythe committee. I must say I have never seen such an instance as the 
gentleman ts of — 

Mr. TO . ILcallthegentlemantoorder. The gentleman 
declines to take the time yielded to him by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Docommitiecsgovern general debate in the House, 
or does that rest with the House? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennnsylvania. I will answer that. The com- 
are arrange about the debate, and the gentleman ought to 

Ww ii 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 

[Mr. O’NxrL1] that if he declines to accept the time—— 


Why can not the gentleman make his obser- 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not decline to accept the 
time. I decline it for general debate. I desire to say to this House 
that they should have a practical exposition of these two bills 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. I renew 
my motion that general debate be closed at 5 o'clock to-day, and upon 
that I ask the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my friend from Texas to make it 4 
o'clock instead of 5. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] moves 
that general debate upon this bill close at 5 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend by making it 4 o’clock. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rove to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Ths motion can not belaidonthe table. It isnot 
debatable, and it is one of those motions which can not be disposed of 
in that way. The gentleman from Texas moves that all general debate 
upon this bill be closed at 5 o’clock p. m. to-day; to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND ] amendment, that all 
general debate upon the bill close at 4 o’clock p. m.; «nd upon these 
questions the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] demands the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amend 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that genera 
at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether the g 
tleman from Illinois means 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. Four o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why, if the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN } 
occupies his hour, as he probably will, that will leave but half an hour 
for other gentlemen. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. TOWNSHEND, and 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 42. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. DUNHAM, and 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND, to act as tellers. 

The Houseagain divided; and the tellersreported—ayes 106, noes 23. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr.Speaker, in order to compromise this mat- 
ter, Iam willing to withdraw my amendment and let the general de- 
bate be closed at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. 

Mr. REAGAN. And with that let it be understood that the time is 
to be equally divided between the friends and the opponents of the 
measure. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
draw his motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; but the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr. 
DUNHAM] objects to the proposed understanding. 
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bate close 
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I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Has not the gentleman from Illinois a right to with- 


Mr. HISCOCK. Butthe gentleman from Ulinois [Mr. TowNsHEND ] 
can withdraw his motion. 

The SPEAKER. That he has a right to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, Mr. Speaker, in deference to the desires 


of several gentlemen around me, I withdraw my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment being withdrawn, the question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that 
general debate close at 5 o’clock. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 1. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aftirmativ: 


»—Vveas 
204, nays 24, not voting 94; as follows 


YEAS—204 
Allen, C. H. Burleigh, Croxton, Ford, 
Allen, J. M. 3urnes, Culberson, Forney, 
Anderson, J. A. Burrows, Curtin, Frederick, 
Ballentine, Bynum, Cutcheon, Fuller, 
Barnes, Cabell, Davidson, A.C. Funston, 
Barry, Caldwell, Davidson, R.H.M. Gallinge: 
Bayne, Campbell, Felix Davis, Gay 
Belmont, Campbell, J. M. Dingley, Gedde 
Bennett, Candler, Dockery, Giass 
Blanchard, Cannon, Dunn, Glover, 
"Blount, Carleton, Eden, Goff, 
Bound, Catchings, Eldredge, Green, R.S 
Boyle, Clardy, Ely, Green, W. J. 
Brady, Clements, Ermentrout, Grout 
Breckinridge, C. R. Collins, Evans, Guenther, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Compton, Everhart, Hale 
Browne, T. M. Conger, Farquhar, Hall, 
Brown, W. W. Cooper Findlay, Halsell, 
Brumm, Cox, Fisher, Harris, 
Bunnell, Crisp, Fleeger, Hatch 
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Hayden, 
Heard, 
Hemphill 
obdeemen. 
Henderson, . 
Henderson, * 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Irion, 
Johnston, J." 
Johnston, T 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 

Ia Foliette, 
Laird, 
landes, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 

Le Feyre, 
Lehibach, 
Lindsley, 


swe = 


es 


Adams, G. 
Boutelle, 
Dunham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hewitt, 
Hiestand, 


Adama, J.J 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Raker, 
Barbour. 
Barksdalc, 
Beach, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Bragg, 

Brown, C. E. 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Caswell, 
Cobb, 
Comstock, 
Cowles, 

Crain, 


So the motion to close general debate on the pending bill at 5 o'clock 





Little, Parker, 
Lore, Payne, 
Lowry, Peel, 
Lyman, Perkins, 
Martin, Perry, 
Matson, Peters, 
Maybury, Pettibonc, 
McAdoo, Pideock, 
McComas, Pindar, 
McCreary, Pirce, 
McKenna, Price, 
McKinley, Reagan, 
MeMillin, Rice, 
McRae, Romeis, 
Merriman, Ryan, 
Millard, Sadler, 
Milliken, Scranton, 
Mills, Seymour, 
Moffat, Shaw, 
Morgan, Singleton, 
Morrill, Skinner, 
Morrison, Smalls, 
Morrow, Snyder, 
Muller, Sowden, 
Murphy, Stahlinecker, 
Neal, Stephenson, 
Negley, Stewart, Charics 
Nelson, St. Martin, 
Oates, Stone, E. F. 
0’ Ferrall, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Osborne, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
NAYS—24. 
Hlires, Long, 
Hiscock, O’ Neill, Charles 
Jackson, O'Neill, J. J. 
James, Plumb, 
Ketcham, Reed, T. B. 
Libbey, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—4S., 
Daniel, Louttit, 
Dargan, Lovering, 
Davenport, Mahoney, 
Dawson, Markham, 
Dibble, Miller, 
Dorsey, Mitchell, 
Dougherty, Neece, 
Dowdney, Norwood, 
Elisberry, O'Donnell, 
Felton, O’ Hara, 
Foran, Outhwaite, 
Gibson, C. H. Owen, 
Gibson, Eustace Payson, 
Gilfillan, Phelps, 
Hammond, Randa!!, 
Hanback, Ranney, 
Ilarmer, Reid, J. W. 
Haynes, Reese, 
Herbert, Richardson, 
Houk, Riggs, 
Howard, Robertson, 
Johnson, F. A, Rockwell, 
Kelley, rs, 
King, Sawyer, 


p. m. to-day was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLS. 


is absent on a conference committee. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. KELLEY, for the remainder of the day. 


Storm, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 
‘Turner, 
Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wade, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J.B. 
Weber, 
Wellborn, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Scott, 
Spooner, 
Strait, 
Thompson, 
West, 
Woodburn. 


Sayers, 

Seney, 
Sessions, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, L. H. 
Thomas, J. R. 
‘Throckmorton, 
‘Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 


Wheeler, 
Whiting, 
Wise. 


I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. SAYERS] 
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Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HANBACK, for the remainder 


of the day. 


The SPEAKER. 


Some requests for leave of absence which should 


have been presented to the House this morning were at that time mis- 


Jaid. 


If there be no objection the Chair will now lay them before the 


House, before announcing the result of the vote just taken. 
There was no objection; and, by unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BRAGG, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 


portant business. 


To Mr. West, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. SENEY, until Monday next. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, indefinitely. 
To Mr. BARNES, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Rerp, North Carolina, until Monday next. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Mr. REAGAN. 


There are now two hours and ten minutes remain- 


ing under the order of the House for general debate. I suggest that 


the time be equally divided between the friends and the opponents of 
the bill; and I suggest that the time in opposition be under the control 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]. 


SAINT AUGUSTINE AND LAZARETTO CREEKS, GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER. 


sefore the gentleman from Texas proceeds the 


Chair desires to state that ina bill passed last evening—the bill (H. R. 
8967) to authorize the building of railroad bridges across Saint Augus- 
tine and Lazaretto Creeks, in the State of Georgia, there was a typograph- 


ical error. 


In the bill as passed the language read 


Nothing in this act shall be so constructed as a repeal or modify, &c. 
Tt should read: 


Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify, &c. 
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If there be no objection that change will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The House resumed the considerat‘on of the bill (S. 1532) to res 
commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall limit what I have to x,y o, 
this question to a statement of the leading differences between the +), 
bills now before the House for consideration. 

The Senate bill differs from the House bill in that its provisions yo. 
late to the transportation of passengers as well as freights, and traps 
portation by water as well as by land. 

The House bill relates only to the transportation of freights a4 
railroads. 

The first section of the House bill should be amended by adding 
it lines 24, 25, 26, 27 of the first section of the Senate bill. 

The second section of the Senate bill differs from the House })\\j jy 
providing a measure of damages for its violation, and which is inade 
quate, by saying that a person charged a higher rate than is charged ¢, 
any other person may collect the difference between such higher rate 
and the lowest rate charged upon like shipments during the same period, 

This is no improvement on the common-law remedy which may now 
be invoked for a like purpose. The common law furnishes no practic. 
ble remedy for the abuses of power and the unlawful conduct of the 
managers of railroads. Claimants for small sums as damages can not 
asa general rule afford the expense of litigation toestablish their claims. 
while the railroad corporations as a rule protract such litigation to such 
an extent as to wear ont the claimants and defeat the ends of justice. 

Their power to tax the commerce of thecountry at will enables them 
to supply the revenues necessary to employ the ablest legal talent of 
the country to represent them, and also to meet court costs; for these 
purposes the citizen must use his private means. This is known as 4 
matter of common observation to all of us, and if we would protect the 
public against such wrongs we must furnish a better remedy thian the 
common law. This is admitted in the able report of the Senate's con 
mittee. 

The House bill provides for the recovery of full damages and requires 
the court in each case of recovery to tax the corporation with a reason- 
able fee for the plaintiff's counsel or attorney fees. This is an improve- 
ment of the common-law remedy in that, in case of recovery, it requires 
the defendant to pay the plaintiff's reasonable attorney’s fees. The 
remedy should go further and require the payment of double or treble 
damages, and I think I shall offeran amendment for that purpose. Be- 
sides this, the railway corporations have the power by discriminations 
and unfriendly delays to punish any of their patrons who may attempt 
by litigation or otherwise to prevent their discriminations and injustice. 

Section 4 of the Senate’s bill, page 4, contains the provision that ‘no 
such common carrier shall be required to give the use of its terminal 
facilities to any other carrier engaged in like business.’’ 

This is a clear attempt at Congressional regulation of the corporate 
rights and franchises of the railroad corporations, and is not within the 
powersof the constitutional provisions which authorizes Congress to reg- 
ulate commerce among the States. It is a power which clearly be- 
longs to the States as to roads not situated in the Territories and in the 
District of Columbia. It is also evidently put in the bill to subserve 
some private purpose and not for the public good. A note to page & 
of Hudson’s ‘‘ Railways and the Republic’’ shows how the Standard 
Oil Company got possession of the terminal facilities for handling oil 
in Philadelphia and Baltimore. And on this subject see also New 
York investigating committee’s report, page 44. This clause may have 
for its object to invoke the authority of to preserve to it the 
advantages it then gained. And there may be other like cases. But 
as the enactment of this clause would be in violation of the Coustitu- 
tion it could afford them no protection in their wrongdoing, and weu'd 
not avail to establish or perpetuate monopolies. 

The fourth section of the Senate bill, the one which deals with the 
question of the long and short haul, is simply meaningless. 1o tle 
casual reader it would seem as if it meant to prohibit charging more 
for the carriage of a like amount and kind of freight for a shorter tha» 
for a longer distance, but it does not do this. Its language is: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisons of 
this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in the aggregat: ‘ur tc 
transportation of freight and passengers or of like kind of property under <!)))s‘! 
tially similar circumstances and conditions for a shorter than fora !oncer 
tance over the same line in the same direction and from the same orig)))\) po 
of departure or to the same point of arrival. 

It does not define or designate the original point of departure. \\ her 
is the original point of departure on any railroad? Is not every “°) 
from which freight is sent an original point of departure for that !rreigh*" 
This section can only mean that one person can not be charge: "or 
than another for a like amount and kind of service, and is )"' 4" 
enactment of other provisions of the bill. It does not probib: rg: 
ing more for a short than for a long haul. ; 

The fourth section of the House bill is plain and specific on (> ~ 
ject. It is as follows: 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons engage 


transportation of property as provided jn the first section of this act |: ge 
or reccive any greater compensation for a similar amount and kind of | 


OO 


depot 
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Seren 





for carrying, receiving, storing, forwarding, or handling the same, for a shorter 
than for a longer distance, which includes the shorter distance, on any one rail- 
road; and the road of a corporation shall include all the road in use by such 
corporation, whether owned or operated by it under a contract, agreement, or 
ease by such corporation. 

But if this part of the Senate’s bill had been allowed to have that 
effect, the closing part of the section would have substantially nullified 
it, as it provides that the commission which the bill creates may ex- 
empt the railroad companies from its operation. And this section also 

rovides that when such exemptions are made by the commission, until 
changed by the commission or by law they shall have the same ‘Torce 
and effect as though they had been specified in the section. Thisis an 
attempt to delegate the authority of Congress to the railroad commis- 
sion to make law. 
can be so delegated. 

The object of this important provision is to protect the people at non- 
competitive points from paying for the carriage of the freight shipped 
from competitive points. It was found difficult to provide a rule which 
would be entirely equitable. 
rate per mile for a long as for a short distance; as the loading, unload- 
ing, preparation of trains, and handling would be the same in both cases. 
In adopting the provision that no more shall be charged for a shorter 
than for a longer distance, which includes the shorter, we did discrimi- 
nate in favor of the long haul to the extent of providing that no more 
should be charged for the shorter than for the longer distance, thus leav- 


ing the provision so that if the transportation companies find it necessary | 
This rule | 


they may charge as much for the short as for the long haul. 
izes the territorial extent of the country and the character of ship- 
ments to be made. 


meats from the productive fields of the West as cheaply as from Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, West Virginia, or from the western parts of Pennsyl- 
vania or New York to the seaboard. 


Justice and fair dealing could surely require no more. And in pre- 


venting charging more for the short than for the long haul it conforms | 


to the rule adopted in the State constitutions of Pennsylvania, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Californiaand by the statute laws of Massachusetts and 
other States. 


Besides the injustice and the ruinous consequences to shippers of | 


charging more for a short than for a long haul, the power to do so enables 
the transportation companies to control the manufacturing interests of 
the country and to drive them from non-competitive points and from the 
rural parts of the country, whereliving is cheaperand health better, to 
the great commercial centers, where there iscompetition in freight rates. 
This is a power which no government of a free people would dare to 
exercise, and which no wisely administered governn.ent would think 
of exercising, and yet the railroad companiesdemand and insist on the 
right to exercise this vast and dangerouspower. And under it they are 
impoverishing some cities, towns, and communities, without any fault 
of theirs, and enriching others having no other merit to this favor than 
the arbitrary power of the transportation companies. 

Section 5 of the House bill requires that those engaged in carrying 
property, as provided in the first section of the bill, shall adopt and 
keep posted up schedules on their respective roads, as described in sec- 
tion 4, which shall plainly state: 

First. The different kinds and classes of property to be carried. 

Second. The different places between which it shall be carried. 
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| this bill. 





| tice. 
It enables the transportation companies to carry grain and flour and | 


} 
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| to fraud of this kind? 
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lic so far as may in the judgment of the commission be deemed prac- 
ticable, and that said commission shall from time to time prescribe the 
measure of publicity which shall be given. This is a serious defect in 
What just reason can be offered why the rates of transporta- 
tion charges shall not in all cases be made public it is difficult to con- 
ceive. Their publicity, as provided for in the House bill, is the one 
essential means of protecting shippers against unjust discriminations 
by means of rebates or other secret means of discrimination. 

These companies serve the public for hire, and are under legal obliga- 
tions as common carriers to serve them equally and impartially. Se- 


and 
crecy in rates is a badge of fraud in such cases, as it is by means of this 


| secrecy that they are enabled to wrong some of their patrons while they 
Ido not understand that the power to legislate | 


/ . . ° 
| unjust discriminations. 


benefit others, to impovérish some whil r 


e they enrich others by thei 


And it is by these secret rates that they assert a sort 


t of moral, men- 


tal, and commercial despotism over all shippers, and make each mer- 


| chant or shipper suspect all others of getting special and favored rates, 
It would not be right to charge the same | 


and drives them to seek by unmanly and dishonorable means to secure 
such special favors for themselves and advantages over their neighbors. 
Can anything more humiliating and demoralizing be conceived than 
this practice of secret frauds by transportation companies, constantly 
inviting so Jarge a part of the people to seek to make themselves parties 
No government and no people ought tos 
to such a condition of things. 

The Senate bill provides that no advance in rates shall be made ex- 
cept after ten days’ public notice, while the House bill provides that 
no advance in rates shall be made upon less than five days’ public no- 
This shorter notice has been provided for in the House bill to 
meet the wishes of the railroad companies, as it was urged by them to 


ibmit 


prevent attempts of these roads to take advantage of each other by re- 





| the House bill requires that all rates shall be reasonable. 


ducing rates and retaining the advantages of the reduced rates for too 
long a time. . 

I think it would be well to amend the House bill by inserting at the 
end of section 5 that part of section 5 of the Senate bill, from line 50 to 


| line 77inclusive; striking out the reference to commissioners, in lines 


60 and 61, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and be sued out 
by the district attorney of the United States at the relation of any party 
interested;’’ and by striking out, in line 63, the word 
ers’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ parties.’’ 

Another reason for the publication of freight rates, which should be 
controlling, is that in questions before the courts involving the reason- 
ableness of such charges, when the rates are not authoritatively pub- 
lished it is not difficult for railroad experts in the interest of the com- 
panies to defeat just demands for damages by confusing juries with 
artful statements of what they term all the elements which enter into 
the questions as to the reasonableness of rates. While if they are re- 
quired to post up their schedules of rates they can not deny that those 
posted up are reasonable, nor escape the penalty of charging more or 
less than their schedule rates. These schedules of rates would not 
only advise the people what they would have to pay but they would 
furnish the evidence of what reasonable rates are. The first section of 
The making 


** commiussion- 


| of an unreasonable schedule of rates would subject them to the penal- 


| 
| 


Third. The rates of freight and prices of carriage between such places | 


‘and for all services connected with the receiving, delivery, loading, un- 
loading, storing, and handling the same. And the accounts for such 
service shall show what part of the charges are for transportation, and 
what part is for loading, unloading, and other terminal facilities. 
This last provision is necessary in order to prevent excessive charges 
for tion under the name of terminal facilities. It also pro- 
vides for changes of schedules, and that they shall be printed and posted 
wont public inspec ‘ion at least five days before they are to go into effect. 
t 


shall be unlawful to charge more or less than shall be specified in these 
schedules. 

A new — was added to this section by the committee which 
provides that any railroad receiving freight for shipment in the United 
States to be carried through a foreign country to some other point in 
the United States, the company receiving such freight shall keep posted 
in a conspicious place at the depot where such freight is received for 
shipment a schedule giving the through rates to all points of the United 
States beyond the foreign territory, or be subject to the penalties pre- 
scribed in the bill, And any freight shipped through foreign territory 
and reshipped into the United States without a compliance with this 
provision will be subject to customs duties, as if of foreign production. 

This was inserted to prevent the unfair competition of the 
toads Canadian territory. 

Section 5 of the Senate’s bill does not require the accounts of the 
common carriers to show what part of their charges is for transporta- 
tion and what part is for terminal facilities, and is in this respect de- 
fective and would fail to protect shippers against improper charges in 
many cases. It also only requires the schedule rates to be made pub- 
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provides that after thirty days from the passage of the act it | 


| 


ties prescribed by the bill. These two sections of the bill would greatly 
protect the people against improper charges. 

The second section of the House bill provides, among other things, that 
‘*it shall not be lawful for any person gr persons carrying property, as 
aforesaid, to enter into any contract, agreement, or combination for the 
pooling of freights, or to pool the freights of different and competing 
railroads, or to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds of 
the earnings of such railroads, or any portion of them, and in case of 
an agrement for the pooling of freights or earnings, as aforesaid, each 
day of its continuance shall be deemed a separate oftense.’ 

This is a clear, specific provision for the prevention of pooling 

The nineteenth section of the Senate bill is as follows: 

The said commission shall specifically inquire into the methods of 
management or combination known as pooling, and shall report to ¢ 
what, if any, legislation is advisable or expedient upon that subj 

The House bill provides for action. The Senate bill proposes inquiry. 

Pooling by railroad is prohibited by the constitution of the States of 
Arkansas, Michigan, Missouri, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. It 
is prohibited by the Jaws of other States. Pooling isa violation of the 
common law, because it is a restraint upon the freedom of trade and a 
conspiracy against the public welfare. And this doctrine is maintained 
in the following American cases: 8 Mass., 223; 1 Pickering, 450; 35 
Pickering, 188; 19 Pickering, 51; 35 Ohio State Reports, 672; 65 Penn- 
sylvania State, 173; 5 Denio, 434; 4 Denio, 349. 

Judge Gibson, in the case of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
against Carlisle (Brightly, 40), says: 

I take it that a combination is criminal whenever the act has a necessary tend- 
ency to prejudice the public or to oppress individuals by unjustly subjecting 
them to the power of confederates. ‘The object of these combinations is to 
raise the rate of freight,and the means adopted is to suspend competition and 
place the traffic under the exclusive control of the combination.” 

In the early history of railroad construction the anxiety of the peo- 
ple of this country to secure their construction induced them to grant 
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charters without much reference to those safeguards necessary for the 
security and welfare of the people. It was understood then, as now, 
that each railroad would have a monopoly of the business of trans- 
portation on it. The people relied on three means of protection against 
monopoly prices: 

First. On transportation by water and by other ordinary means of 
transportation. 

Second. On the ultimate increase of the number of competing rail- 
roads; and 

Third. Ov the exercise of legislative control and regulation. 

Experience has shown that the first two of these means do not protect 
the public against the unjust exercise of these monopoly powers; and 
that if not controlled by law they will defeat competition with each 
other by pooling combinations. 

The railroad managers recommend a universal pool, or federation of 
all the railroads in the country, and its recognition and the enforcement 
of its provisions by law. This Congress has no power to do under the 
Constitution. If this could be done it would be the creation of one 
vast and overpowering monopoly out of the many which now exist; and 
such a course would enable it to control the transportation and com- 
merce of the country, and soon perhaps to control the legislation of the 
country, and to become the masters of the people and of their liberties. 

As evidence that there is real danger of this, I will refer briefly to 
four notorious pools in this country, which have each exercised vast 
power, and inflicted great injury on individuals, on other corporations, 
and on the whole country. 

We are informed by Mr. Hudson in his valuable work entitled “‘The 
Railways and the Republic’’ that the live-stock pool, as it existed be- 
fore 1880, granted a rebate of $16 per car to a prominent live-stock firm 
of Chicago, thus giving that firm that much of advantage over other 
shippers of live stock, and enriching it and the railroad officials who 
were confederated with it atthe expense of other shippers of live stock, 
and creating an oppressive and odious monopoly in their hands. 

Second. The standard oil pool and monopoly, to which some years 
back the great trunk railroads running into New York and Philadel- 
phia paid $10,000,000 as rebates in sixteen months, which by the spe- 
cial advantages it secured from these railroads mercilessly crushed out 
all competition in the mining, refining, transportation, and sale of pe- 
troleum; and it has obtained such power over the great railroad cor- 
porations as to compel them to be subservient to its will. This mo- 
nopoly and pool is so notorious, the evils it has inflicted on individuals 
and corporations and on the country are so great and so well known as 
to render a more particular reference to it unnecessary. 

Third. The anthracite coal pool and monopoly is another of those 
monster and lawless combinations which depresses labor at its will, limits 
the amount and increases the price of anthracite coal for fuel in the 
great cities and for manufacturing purposes as its own interests may 
dictate. I quote again from Hudson on *‘ Railways and the Republic.’’ 

He says: 






It is not necessary to follow out in detail the ~~ by which the railways es- 
tablished their absolute power in all branches of the coal trade. Enough that 
the result is that of the 270,000 acres of anthracite coal lands in Pennsylvania 
195,000 are now owned by six railways. One effect of uniting in the same cor- 
porations the business of shippers and that of carriers is the enormous inflation 
of their capital. Their aggregate capitalization amounts to $500,000,000, while 
the actual cost of the roads and equipment for rtation is $114,000,000. 
For the purpose of securing a profit on this stupendous amount of inflated 
capital the policy of combination has been carried to an unequaled extent. 


The fourth great pool to which I shall refer is that of Central, Union 
and Southern Pacific and other transcontinental railroadsand the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. 

House Executive Document No. 60, first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, which I shall append to my remarks, shows: 

First. That on the 6th of August, 1877, the Union Pacific and Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Companies entered into an agreement with the Pa- 
cific Mail Steamship Company, by which they agreed to guarantee to 
this steamship company earnings to the amount of $27,000 per month 
on their business from San Francisco to New York, and $42,000 per 
month on their business from New York to San Francisco (making 
$996,000 per annum), upon the condition that these railroad companies 
should have the privilege of fixing the rates of transportation on the 
steamship lines. 

Second. That on the 17th of January, 1879, a similar contract was 
made between these same parties by which a like sum of $996,000 was 
guaranteed by the railroad companies to the steamship company as 
gross freight earnings, and the railroad companies also guaranteed to 
the steamship company $5 on each passenger carried on tickets pur- 
chased at points east of Ogdensburg, Suspension Bridge, Pittsburgh, and 
Wheeling to points west of Sacramento, and vice versa. 

Third. That on the Ist day of January, 1880,so much of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad as was necessary to consolidate the two roads was 
leased to the Central Pacific Railroad for the term of five years and 
until the Southern Pacific should be built to its connection with the 
Eastern railroads for the monthly rental of $250 per mile, for the pur- 
pose of controlling the rates of transportation and preventing competi- 
tion. 

Fourth. That on the 4th of March, 1880, another contract was en- 
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tered into between these parties, by which these railroad compan 
guaranteed to this steamship company that its gross earnings shou) 
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$110,000 per month ($1,320,000 per annum) on condition that the raj. 
road companies should have the right to fix the freight rates on ; 
steamship company’s line. This enabled these railroad companics ;, 
prevent any competition and gave them a complete monopoly of t}), 
transcontinental shipments, except what went by way of Cape Ho: 

Fifth. That on the 10th of November, 1880, the portion of the Sont})- 
ern Pacific Railroad situated in Arizona was leased to the Centra! |, 
cific Railroad Company. 

Sixth. That on November 17, 1880, the portion of the Southern |’, 
cific Railroad situated in New Mexico was leased to the Central Pac; 
Railroad Company. 

Seventh. That on the 17th of February, 1885, the Central Paci{j, 
Railroad and its branches was leased to the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company for the term of ninety-nine years from the Ist of April, 1435 
for the annual sum of $1,200,000, thus consolidating these two lines of 
road and preventing competition. 

Eighth. That on the lst day of June, 1885, an agreement was entered 
into between the Transcontinental Association, composed of the follow- 
ing-named railroad companies, namely, the Southern Pacific, including 
the Central Pacific and its branches; the Atchison, Topeka and Santa I’c: 
the Atlanticand Pacific; the Burlington and Missouri Railroad; the Den- 
verand Rio Grande Western; the Northern Pacific; the Oregon Railway 
and Navigation Company; the Oregon Short Line, and the Union Pacitic, 
which association was represented by L. G. Cannon, its general agent 
party of the first part, and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, party 
of the second part. 

By this agreement the above-named railroad companies obligated 
themselves to guarantee that the gross earnings of the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company should be $85,000 per month on 1,200 tons of 
freight each way between San Francisco and New York by way ot 
Panama, that the steamship company should make two trips per month 
and no more, and that it would not carry any steerage passengers; in 
consideration of which it was agreed by the steamship company that 
this transcontinental association should, through agents appointed by 
itself, ‘‘ have the entire and exclusive control of all through business 
of said steamship company between New York and San Francisco each 
way, and that no through freight or passengers shall be taken except 
at prices to be fixed by these railroad corporations or by their con- 
sent.”’ 

Thus it is seen that these railroad companies erected one giganti: 
monopoly by the combination in this contract of nine railroads and 
some branch roads and the only steamship company plying between 
New York and San Francisco, and in this way provided that there 
should be no possible competition in freight and passenger charges on 
the immense amount of transportation and travel across the continent 
Thus these great corporations, created by the consent and authority o! 
the people through their legislative agents, instead of being operated 
in the interest of the people and for their benefit, entered into a monop- 
olistic conspiracy in order to subject the commerce and travel of tlic 
country to any exaction which their avarice might dictate or tlic: 
greed demand. 

It appears from the annual report made by J. B. Houston, president 
of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, now before me, and dated 
New York, May 27, 1885, a portion of which I will append to my re- 
marks, that notice had been given in March, 1885, by this transconti- 
nental association of railroads of the intended abrogation of their gu. 
antee to the steamship company, which Mr. Houston says had exist! 
for three years, and that a new arrangement had been entered into !)y 
which these railroad companies guaranteed to this steamship company 
$85,000 per month, $1,200,000 a year, to continue this monopoly. 

As illustrative of the methods by which the railroad companies ‘e- 
feat just competition, establish monopolies, and levy unjust tri!) tes 
on the commerce of the country, I have before me the printed form of 
a contract which was to be executed between the Union Pacilic, the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé, the Missouri Pacific, and the Galves- 
ton, Harrisburg and San Antonio Railway Companies, and such pc! 
sons as they might merchandise for. 

By this agreement shippers were required to bind themselves, in 
order to avoid excessive rates, to ship all their merchandise during the 
term of the contract, which, it is understood, was not to be for a less 
time than one year, by the above-named roads; and the shippers \: 
required to bind themselves, in substance, thatif they should ship.) 
part of their goods by any other route it was to be held as prima /' 
evidence of default on their part, and it was then to be optional w'' 
those railroads whether they would cancel the agreement and ch.- 
their higher rates on shipments, ‘‘or collect as liquidated damage. ' 
sum equivalent to the charges said goods would have been subject t) 
shippec by rail in accordance with the terms of this agreement.” __ 

This pool, not content with its extensive combination, adopted |! 

i means of forcing shippers to contract in advance to s"! 
all their merchandise over their lines, or pay the penalty of not do) - 
so by paying much higher rates of freight than those specified in |! 
contract. And the terms of the contract, which I can not take tim: 
to read, show that two of the objects which the railroads expected to 
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accomplish by these contracts were to prevent the competition of other 
railroads and of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

I quote the following from the New York Times of March 14, 1886, 
to show that the Transcontinental Association of Railroads, to which I 
have , in the exercise of its powers as a monopoly, conferred on 
another great and odious monopoly, the Standard Oil Company, a com- 
plete control of the oil trade on the Pacific slope, in the great plains, 
and in the Rocky Mountain region. 

A circular recently issued for the information of railroad companies on the 
Pacific coast shows that the Standard Oil Company has used transcontinental 
lines to ruin competitors and build up its monopoly as it has used Eastern roads 
to aecomplish the same objects. This circular gives notice that, owing to the 
transcontinental railroad war and the cutting of freight rates,the Standard’s 
contract for a special rate from Chicago westward has been abrogated. It ap- 
pears that under this contract the omipeny's oil was carried from Chicago to 
California for 72} cents per 100 pounds, while all other shippers were obliged to 
pay a rate of $1.20, The contract has been in force since 1384. The roads that 
have been used in this way to give to this company complete control of the oil 
trade of the Pacific slope were built in part with Government money and the 
proceeds of the sale of public lands. The facts in the case furnish a strong argu- 
ment in support ofa proper regulation of interstate commerce by law. 

I also quote an editorial paragraph from the Washington Post of 
April 8, 1886, going to show how these -rporations enrich themselves 
by the dishonorable means of watering ‘heir stocks, and overtax the 
commerce of the country and oppress the laboring people, in order that 
they may inerease the value of their stocks or obtain dividends on this 
fraudulent stock. 

There is a very general belief that the laboring classes are subjected to much 
injustice at the hands of the monopolizing capitalists who employ them. There 
is nota railroad corporation in the country which has not watered its stock to 
such a degree that its ostensible capital is largely fictitious. To create a market 
value for these fictitious shares a profit must be earned and a dividend declared, 
which can only be done by reducing wages to the lowest possible point. There 


results from this necessity a grinding pressure downward upon labor, which is 
grievanee enough. 


It will thus be seen that these corporations boldly enter into conspir- 
acies in restraint of trade, in violation of the principles of the common 
law, and that with reckless audacity they defy constitutional provisions 
and statute laws, while they impudently set at naught the great funda- 
mental principle imbedded in all our State constitutions denouncing 
monopolies as being contrary to the genius of liberty. 

The cases I have presented on this subject are merely examples of 
what is coustantly occurring in the matter of railroad pools all over the 
country, and so successful have the railroad corporations been in thus 
defying constitutions and laws, in levying unlawful exactions upon the 
commerce of the country, in plundering the people, in oppressing labor, 
and in assuming and exercising powers which neither the Federal nor 
the State government claims to possess or would dare to exercise, that 
they now ask that pooling be sanctioned by law, and claim that the 
adoption of a universal pool is the remedy for all grievances on this sub- 
ject. Withaknowledge of all these notorious facts, all that we are offered 
by the Senate bill on this subject is that ‘‘a railroad commission shall 
specifically inquire into that method of railroad management or combi- 
nation known as pooling, and shall report to Congress what, if any, legis- 
lation is advisable and expedient on that subject.”’ 

I trust this House will show a higher appreciation of constitutional 
principles, a firmer purpose to see that the statute law and the princi- 
ples of the common law shall be respected and enforced, that these 
corporations are not greater than their creators, and that the interests 
of the people shall be upheld and their rights respected, by forbidding 
pooling in unmistakable terms. 

Another difference between the Senate and House bills is that the 
Senatebill provides fora commission to be known as the interstate-com- 


merce commission, to be composed of five commissioners to be appointed | 


by the President, to hold their offices for six years and to receive sala- 
ries of $7,500 a year cach and their traveling expenses. These com- 
missioners are empowered toappoint a Secretary with a salary of $3,000 
ayear and traveling expenses. It also has authority to employ and 
fix the compensation of such other employés as it may find necessary, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The House bill makes no provision for a commission. And here I 
beg to call special attention to the theory of these two bills. The Senate 
bill is framed on the theory of securing a detaiied regulation of freight 
and passenger rates, though it neither fixes any rates nor authorizes 
the commission to fix rates. In this it seems to be strangely illogical. 

The House bill proceeds ou the theory of abridging the monopoly 
powers of the railroad companies, and of prohibiting the greater and 
more manifest violations of right by them, without attempting a de- 
tailed regulation of freight rates; and provides for the enforcement of 
its provisions through the courts of ordinary jurisdiction, which are 
within convenient reach of the people, and with whose methods of pro- 
cedure they are familiar. 


The Senate bill proposes to enforce its provisions by bureau orders | 


and the proceedings of courts combined. The American people have 
as a rule great respect for law and for the action of the judiciary, but 
theyarenot accustomed to the administration of the civil law through 
bureau orders. This system belongs in fact to despotic governments; 
not to free republics. A.id I submit with due respect that the House 
bill will seeure more amovle, prompt, and perfect protection to the 
rights of the people, with less friction and embarrassment to the rail- 
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road companies, than the Senate bill, if it should be executed honestly 
and in good faith. A careful perusal of the two bills will, I think, 
convince any impartial mind of the truth of thisstatement. TheSenate 
bill is, however, preferred by the railroad corporations, because under it * 
they see greater chances for trickery and evasion; with whatever chances 
there may be for their controlling in their interest the appointment of 
the commission, or of controlling the commission in their interest after 
it shall be appointed; and because the Senate bi!l puts the commission 
between the complaining citizen and the railroad, instead of allowing 
the citizen to appeal directly to the courts for redress of his wrongs, 
as the House bill does. 

When we remember that this commission is to be composed of five 
persons only, thatall their judgments are to be rendered in Washing- 
ton city, though it may send members of the board to 
of the country to make inquiry and to take testimony 
sider that it will have at least 130,000 miles of railroad after 
and to extend its supervision to, that the roads cover the thirty 
eight States and eight Territories of the Union, with their 60,000,000 
of population, and transport not less than $15,000,000,000 worth of 
interstate commerce annually, it will be seen how utterly impossible 
it will be for one tribunal composed of five men holding their official 
sessions at one place to successfully regulate and supervise this vast 
field of transportation with all its numberless causes of contro 
and litigation. 

When we consider the number of district and circuit court judges and 


different parts 
; when we con- 
to look 


? 
and 


versy 


judges of the Supreme Court, of the Court of Claims, and of the District 
of Columbia, and the Territorial judges which it is found necessary to 


employ in the enforcement of Federal legislation, without reference to 
the larger number of judges of the State courts, we may be better pre 
pared to understand how futile the attempts will be for five railroad 
commissioners to attend to all the controversies growing out of railroad 
management in this country. 

But [have other objections to the appointment ofa commissio I shall 
fear that the railroad interests will combine their power to control the 
appointment of the commissioners in their owninterest. We all under- 
stand how easy it is for a few persons controlling large interests to unite 


their influence to carry out their wishes. However honest and patriotic 


a President of the United States may be, and however anxious he might 
be to secure a good and faithful commission, he would in a large measure 
have to depend on the information of others in appointing them “he 
I to d ion tl f t f oth pI t I 


great body of the people would be poorly qualified to give advice about 
such appointments, and if they were able to give good advice it is not 
practicable for them to unite in the recommendation of proper persons. 

The notorious facts as to how railroad managers have corruptly con- 
trolled Legislatures, courts, governors, and Congress in the past give us 
sufficient warning as to what may be expected of them in the future. 
It is not to be supposed that they would directly approach any Presi- 
dent of the United States and corruptly propose to secure the appoint- 
ment of commissioners in their own interest; but the vast resources 
which they control, with the power of levying any tribute they please 
on the commerce of the country to secure means for the employment of 
men, enables them to control the best legal and business talent of the 
country, and would enable them to procure influential men in their in- 
terest to appeal to the President in the name of justice and on account 
of capacity to appoint such men as would serve their purposes. 

To this line of observation the answer has heretofore been made that 
we trust the President to appoint our judges, and why not to appoint 
railroad commissioners? The answer to this is that judges are not se- 


| lected to deal with one single great interest, but for the general admin- 





judicial dete 


istration of the law, embracing all questions for j 
under the Constitution, treaties and laws of the United States; while 
these commissioners are to deal with questions which relate he du- 
ties of common carriers alone, but questions of daily occurrence, and 
interests involving billions of dollars, concentrated in a few persons, 
some of whom have proven themselves utterly unscrupulous. The 


rmination 





tne 


Che suc 
cess of a commission would depend upon the integrity, independence, 
and power to resist flattery and temptation of its members; while the 


courts, Federal and State, which would be required to adjudicate ques- 
tions arising under the House bill, would be so numerous that there 
would be much less probability of their being tempted or tampered 
with. Nor can we judge what the result of the action of a comnnissi 
for the whole United States would be from what 
single State by a State commissioner. 

In Mr. Hudson’s book, which is the only one on this subject I ha 


mn 


has been done in a 


ve 
met with written in the interest of the people, in which great industry 
is shown in-the collection and consideration of facts connected with 
railway management, it is said, on pages 339 and 340: 

No matter howstringent orspecific the law may be in prohibiting extortionate 
rates, discrimination, or pooling, its effectiveness, if its enforcement is | to 
the hands of a commission, will depend entirely upon the vigor and faithfulness 
of that body. What guarantee have we in the provisions of the bill or in the 
influences that would control the selection of commissioners that the uld 
display these qualities? It must be remembered that this legislation seeks to 


restrain the greatest power in the country,except the united and aroused pop- 
ular will. It confronts not a local or private wrongdoer, but the organized and 
combined power of the railway corporation, with unlimited political influence, 
infinite resources for corruption, and secret methods for controlling appoint- 
ments and legislation. 

This power has kept courts in its pay, it defies the prin 


ples of 


common law, 
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and nullifies the constitutional provisions of a dozen States; it has many rep- 
resentatives in Congress and unnumbered seats in the State Legislatures. No 
ordinary body of men can permanently resist it. Here is the fatal weakness of 
laws establishing railway commissions, whether their other provisions be radi- 


‘cal or mild, If, by any happy suspension of the nature of things, the stream 


turned out to be purer than its source, what hope is there that it could be kept 
clear and undefiled under the corrupting influences which would await it at 
every turn of its future course? It is possible that, in obedience to an impera- 
tive public demand, such a body might be organized with the sincere purpose 
of restraining and preventing corporate abuses. The popular will has estab- 
lished such bodies in one or two States. 

Lut legislation must regard the future and seek a remedy that will be effect- 
ive, not merely for the next year or two but for future generations. Let popu- 
Jar vigilance be iulled, or the public attention directed to other issues, and will 
not this stealthy and almost resistiess power gradually fill the commission with 
its tools, or win over the members toits purposes? It is idle to hope that a board 
of nine commissioners, with salaries such as a great railway pays its third-class 
subordinates, will permanently remain superior to the manifold forms of press- 
ure and corruption that can be exerted by four thousand millions of railway 
capital, until it has been demonstrated that a housemaid’s mop can keep back 
the tides of the Atlantic Ocean. 


I read alsoas follows from pages 341 and 342: 


Such a body would sooner or later become a mere bulwark or outpost for the 
defense of corporate abuses, instead of a fortress of popular rights, To expect 
this issimply to recognize the limitations of human strength when pitted against 
the vastest power for corruption ever known. The resultof the unequal match 
is as certain as if nine men, however expert and strong, were ordered to stand 
in the path and arrest the destructive course of a mountain avalanche. 

The force of this objection to the regulation of the railways by a few commis- 
sioners is shown in the history of such bodies, when established by State legisla- 
tion. Railway commissions are in existence in Massachusetts, New York, Geor- 
gia, Illinois, lowa, Kansas, Colorado, and California. Some of these are invested 
with large powers, while some are merely supervising and advisory boards. Only 
two of these bodies have, within four years, made any active effort to restrain 
abuses which have aroused the press and the public to impatience. The other 
six, for any practical benefit they have secured to the pas, might aswell have 
charge of regulating the movements of the heavenly bodies. 

It is instructive to notice that the effectiveness of these boards appears to have 
no relation to the thoroughness or radicalism of the legislation by which they 
are established. The Georgia railway commission bas perhaps as great powers 
as were ever proposed for any such body; and its energy in enforcingthem has 
attracted the enmity of the railways, which have recently demanded the restric- 
tion of the powers of the commission. The Californiacommission, with powers 
almost if not quite as great, has not vitality enough to make even a passing im- 
pression on the sway of the Central Pacific over California commerce. The IIli- 
nois commissioners, holding about the same powers proposed by the Cullom 
bill, with the additional prerogative of prescribing maximum rates, has of late 
years shown a disposition to investigate and correct the most serious of the 
abuses which it is its duty to check. 

The commissions of other States exhibit varying evidences of inefficiency, 
from futile attempts to restrain corporate powers to superogatory efforts to 
strengthen the railways in their supremacy over commerce. It is a significant 
measure of the adequacy of this device that even in Illinois, where the commis- 
sion was established in obedience to the same overwhelming public demand 
for regulation of the railways which produced the famous Granger legislation, 
it served for several years only to show how useless and lifeless such a guard- 
ianship of the public interests can be. And even now the charge is made in 
that State, through the press, that the railroads, in violation of the law, are 
inaking unjust discriminations whenever it suits the convenience and interest 
of some pool, and that the commissioners are doing nothing to protect the 
people’s interests, 


I also read the following from pages 348 and 349: 


A plan which, among the State commissions already constituted, results in, at 
most, two out of eight that are efficient and useful, does not promise to grapple 
successfully with the vast railway powers of the entire country in the interest 
of independent commerce. The power which has converted the Charles Fran- 
cis Adams of 1875 into the Charles Francis Adams of 1885 can not be conquered 
and held in subjection by any body of nine men at salaries of $7,500 each. Such 
legislation as results, in the greatest State of the Union, in a commission which, 
constituted for the public protection, assumes the guardianship of the railways 
and proposes to limit competition by forbidding capital and the public to build 
new roads will never adequately protect the public interests. To put such a 
body of weak and fallible men in aes of the vast interests of combined rail- 
way capital is not less fatuous than it would be to station a pigmy sentinel at 
the door of the treasure-house and bid him guard it against an enemy. 


Instead of such a system, the House bill provides that any citizen 
aggrieved by a violation of its provisions may appeal directly to a court 
and jury for redress, and that he may proceed beth by civil suit and by 
criminal prosecution. 

The question as to which of these plans should be adopted has in 
three different Congresses in the last few years been passed on by this 
House, and on each occasion the House by a large majority declared in 
favor of the plan presented by the House bill as best for the general 
welfare. 

Having called attention to the leading points of difference between 
the Senate and House bills I desire to state that after several years’ 
study on this subject I do not believe it possible to successfully control 
the action of the railroad corporations in the interest of the public with- 
out embracing in the plan for this purpose three important features, to 
which I desire now to call particular attention. 

The first is the necessity of prohibiting the charging of more for the 
carriage of a like amount and kind of freight for ashorter than a longer 
haul, which includes the shorter on the same road. The violation of 
this principle enables the railroads to collect from a part of the people 
the cost of carrying the freights of another partof the people. It causes 
freight rates at competing points to be put down at rates which do not 
pay for their carriage, and to tax the people at non-competing points 
enough more than it is worth to carry their freights to make up for the 
loss of revenue on the freight hauled from competing points. This 
tice reduces the value of commodities which are to be shipped from non- 
competing points, reduces the value of farms and other property depend- 
ent on shipments from non-competing points, and renders manufact- 
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uring and all employments requiring skilled labor dependent on suc, 
points of less value. It isa policy which augments the wealth and 
prosperity of people at competing centersof trade, while it impoverishe, 
those who live at non-competing points in the smaller towns and rura! 
parts of the country. Neitherthe Government of the United States nor 
those of the several States can sanction or tolerate a policy or pract 
which works such manifest and flagrant injustice to so large a part, ip- 
deed to a large majority, of our people. 

The second essential feature in a just policy of railroad regulation 
that freight rates and charges should be plainly stated in schedules 
which should be posted up in public view at all places of shipment 
Most railroad companies profess to do this now, but the violation o; 
their schedules is more the rule of their action than the observan 
them. The allowance of special rates, of rebates, of cut rates, Kc., is 
resorted to for the benefit of those on whom these companies choose to 
confer special favors; and in many cases, perhaps most cases, where it 
is done, officers of the railroads, faithless alike to the pablic and to the 
stockholders of these roads, are beneficiaries in and grow rich upon 
these frauds. 

By this policy they can and do injure the trade of some places and 
build up the trade of others; and by it they enrich some men while 
they impoverish others, make some prosperous while they drive others 
out of business. That these wrongs are of constant occurrence in al| 
parts of the country is notorious. That Congress has the power to 
prevent them is not doubted, as far as relates to interstate commerce. 
That this is not done is not creditable to either the intelligence or th 
integrity of Congress. These wrongs can never be avoided or corrected 
until freight rates are required to be made public, and until it is made 
a punishable crime and a subject of legal damage to charge more 01 
less than the published rates. This is provided for in the House })i!! 
It is not provided for in the Senate bill. 

The third great essential principle necessary to a successful protec- 
tion of the public against the improper and injurious conduct of the 
railroad companies is that the pooling of the business and earnings ot 
competing railroads shall be prohibited. The competition of compet- 
ing roads is the only real check now on the monopoly powers they pos- 
sess. Monopolies are denounced by the common law. They are de- 
nounced by our State constitutions and laws. They all injuriousiy 
restrict trade. They tend todistressand impoverishany people and any 
country in which they hold sway. They are of the very essence of <les- 
potism, oppression, and wrong; and no free people ought to submit to 
them nor can do so long and remair a free people. 

Theestablishment and enforcement of these three principles are fought 
harder by the railroad representatives, because they are valued most !)) 
them as the means of giving them the sole control of the commerce ani 
the mastery of the business and wealthof the country. Hence they 
favor the Senate bill and oppose the House bill. 

In urging the special importance of these three great principles I do 
not wish to be understood as undervaluing many others. To make this 
regulatien effective, we must require all charges to be reasonable. We 
must require that there chall be no discriminations in charges as be- 
tween individuals. We must provide against evasions of the law. 
We must provide for the production and inspection of the books an 
papers of these corporations, and compel their officers and agents to 
testify when necessary to the ends of justice. And we must enforce all 
these principles through the courts of ordinary jurisdiction, with the 
proceedings of which our people are familiar, and where justice can |) 
had speedily and cheaply, at the hands of an honest court and a jury 0: 
twelve men. All these things the House bill provides for. Many 0! 
them the Senate’s bill does not provide for. How long shall the Amer- 
ican people wait for this measure of necessary protection and justice ’ 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], in the first place. 
to a few words said by him on the 16th day of March last, when he rc- 
ported this bill from the Committee on Commerce. I wish the gentic- 
man from Texas would listen to these words which he then uttered ani 
which I will read. They are as follows: 

Mr. REAGAN. So far as Iam concerned, I shall be disposed to allow reas 
able debate; but I should not desire to see the debate run to an unreason 
extent. The subject has been so much discussed heretofore that I take it «ver 
great length of time will not be required for its discussion. But I desire ' 
full and fair debate. 

Such was the utterance of the gentleman from Texas, the chairm 
of the Committee on Commerce, when he reported the bill to the House 
and he said at other times that he was in favor of such a full de}ate as 
would enable each member of that Committee on Commerce to have ov" 
hour if he so desired. I suppose thegentleman’s understanding of 1 
debate has been shown to the House by his occupying a full hour an: 
five minutes. I presume that was done by the consent of others w'0 
had the privilege of speaking on that side if they wished to doso. 

The gentleman has not forgotten his speeches of the past. Hes 00: 
tired of speaking of the railroads as “oppressive monopolies.’’ l/c 's 
not tired of referring to the Standard Oil Company. I have understoo! 
the Standard Oil Company is not a factor and has not been for some 
years in the question of freights carried by railroads. That has been 
my understanding. If any gentleman present knows to the contrary 
IT shall be glad to be corrected. 
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But in view of the short time we are to have for this general debate 
I am desirous my colleagues composing the minority of the Committee 
on Commerce so far as the Reagan bill is concerned shall be afforded 
some time out of the hour and five minutes at my disposal under the 
resolution limiting general debate to two hours and ten minutes to be 
heard, and therefore I shall not occupy the whole of that time, but will 
yield a portion to them. 

I have before me a great deal of printed matter which I believed I 
would have an opportunity of reading to the House, practical in its 
character and bearing on this question, matter convincing to my min@, 
and I consider myself a man little given to prejudices on this or any 
other question. But if I can not read it to the House, I shall take ad- 
vantage of the unanimous consent which has been granted to include it 
in my printed remarks. 

Iam, Mr. Speaker, as much in favor of passing a proper interstate 
commerce bill as the gentleman from Texas, or any other advocate of 
the measure either of the Committees on Commerce or of the House. 
In all sincerity, I will say that I am opposed to all unjust discrimina- 
tion wherever it may be. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Why not go for the Reagan bill? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Because the Cullom bill is more 
anti-discrimination than the Reagan bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. That is altogether a discrimination 
bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will say that the Cullom bill is 
less discriminating than the other. It iterates and reiterates from be- 
ginning to end anti-discrimination provisions concerning rebates and 
drawbacks and every other point involved in this discussion. The 
Senate bill is emphatically an anti-discrimination bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Do you say it does not allow discrimination when 
the commission approves of it? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I say that in a statesman-like way 
the Senate bill allows questions to be referred to the interstate-com- 
merce commissioners. I say in that respect it is superior to the iron- 
clad bill of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Does not the Senate bill put it in the power of 
the commission to exempt any road they see proper from the operations, 
and therefore is not that the grossest kind of discrimination if it be 
true? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, itdoes. It does it in the right 
direction. It doesit in the direction of accommodating the people who 
have freights to send by railroad. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Could they not by that means ruin one system 
of railroads to build up another? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Why this Reagan bill will ruin all 
systemsof railroads and all progress in building them and all endeavors 
to get capital to keep them up or to construct new lines. 

Mr.. WEAVER, of Nebraska. May I ask the gentleman another 
question ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Does not the Cullom bill allow the 
roads to discriminate between persons who ship under similar circum- 
stances ? 2 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Exactly,and soitshould. Thatis 
just the difference between the Cullom and the Reagan bills, and just 
what I favor. But I may say here that I would be satisfied with a 
purely commission bill, such as was presented here in this and in a 
former Congress by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], 
and also in the last Congress by Mr. Horr, of Michigan. I would be 
willing to intrust to the commission all of the questions that might 
arise between the shippers and the carriers of freight. 

Now, I desire to have read to the House the report of the minority 
of the Committee on Commerce on this bill, as I fear under the limit 
to the debate these gentlemen will not have any oppé@rtunity of discuss- 
ing at length the provisions of either of the pending propositions, and I 
will ask that this be read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority, never for one moment seeking to depreciate the importance of 
enacting a law upon the subject of interstate commerce, but believing that wise 


we! legislation will be gladly accepted by the people and by the 
railroad companies Doles transportation between the States and between 
the United States and ad t foreign countries, have looked with due delib- 


eration upon this matter as one equally as grave as any pending before Con- 


The interstate commerce of the country, which it is pro d to supervise and 
regulate, now passes over more than 125,000 miles of railway, representing an 
investment approaching $8,000,000,000, upon which during the year 1884 nearly 
350,000,000 passengers and nearly 400,000,000 tons of freight were carried, while 


during the same period 
Reval ern ng 
proportion was very large 


We that a | rtion of this freight and 

remembered a large portion o s freight and passenger 

traffic will be directly affected by the provisions of the proposed bill, usually 
ted as the Reagan bill, it should be borne in mind that the interstate 
traffic carried over the railroads of the United States is com largely 
of products in direct tompetition with the products of foreign countries. 
ways having to meet these Dany sop in the markets of the 

world upon equal it ean readily be seen that the question of regulating 
the rates upon that traffic isa most serious one. The cost of transpor- 


apemnere upon water ways, natural and artificial, in 
of the railways, carried less tons of freight and fewer 
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of all kinds, and 
great bulk of the interstate commerce of the country, and it is universally con- 
ceded that through the system pursued by the railways in the past these indus- 
tries have been extensively developed. and the U 
position where a very large portion of its debt has been paid off and its prosperity 
enormously increased 
the extraordinary reductions made by the railways in their 
which reductions have enabled the products of the most distant portions of our 
country to be transported by rail to the seaboard and thence by water to foreign 
countries, must be very clear. 
exist when figures show that in the last thirteen years the rates upon traffic have 
gradually been reduced from about 2 
when dividends and interest upon the capital 
year 1884 did not exceed 3} per cent. 


absolutely necessary that there 
any “cast-iron”’ 


traffic without seriously interfering with it and directly and vitally affecting the 
prosperity of the country. 
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tation directly affects the price at which the citizen of the United States is en- 
abled to place his products in those common markets, and any unwise restric- 
tion or regulation may render it 
even terms, and may thus seriously cripple many of the 
our country. 


impossible for him to meet his competitors on 
leading industries cf 


it will be seen at a glance that cotton, coal, wheat, provisions and breadstuffs 


| commercial and agricultural products, form the 


generally a 


nited States brought into a 


! 





That this could not have been accomplished except for 


rates upon traffic, 


Certainly no serious ground of complaint can 
cents per ton per mile to about7 mills, and 

pital invested in railways during the 
It can readily be seen how,inthe management of so enormous a traffic, it is 
should be entire flexibility in the adjustment of 
stances presented, and itis not believed that 
laid dowr forthe regulation of this enormous 









rates to meet the varying cir« 
rules can be 


The minority of the committee, therefore, have not favored the insertion of the 
provision preventing, under all circumstances, the granting of drawbacks or re- 


bates, because cases were cited before the Committee on Commerce, in hearings, 


in which drawbacks or rebates were absolutely necessary to enable the domes- 
tic shipper to meet his foreign competitor on equal terms; always, however,in 
the opinion of the minority, having the system of drawbacks or rebates open to 


all under similar conditions and circumstances. 


Nor do the minority favor the provision prohibiting a greater charge fora 
shorter than a longer haul, as it was shown to asatisfactory degree, as we think, 
in the hearings, that where two competing points were connected by water as 
well as rail, it was impossible for the railways to secure the traffic unless they 
made their rates as low as the water rates, and that while they might be able to 
do this on a portion of their traffic, it would be destructive of their interests to 
reduce all their rates to those which were forced upon them between certain 
points by the competition of the water routes. The minority consider that in 
this, also, unjust discrimination should never be made, but thatthe idea of charg- 
ing the same rate for the haul under similar conditions and circumstances should 
be adhered to. 

The minority also differ from the majority upon the subject of “ pooling.” 
They believe its absolute prohibition is unnecessary. There shouid be legisla- 
tion imposing restrictive provisions, for shippers should not be placed at a dis- 
advantage or competition in freight charges lessened so that transporters only 
should be benefited. If fairly carried out and not done by secretand private 
arrangement, if resorted to for the purpose of preventing what is called injudi- 
cious “cutting down” of rates, so that reasonable and just charges should be 
permanently adhered to, are the means by which transporters endeavor, or ought 
to endeavor, to secure fair rates upon the traffic which they carry, *‘ pooling” 
would not be open to many of the objections made to it. 

Past experience in railway transportation has satisfied transporters that the 
“pool” is the nearest and fairest device yet used to enable them to place ship- 
pers upon an equality and prevent grievous discrimination in favor of the large 
shippers as against the smaller ones. 

But we appreciate the difficulty of satisfactorily legislating upon this subject, 
and would prefer to leave it to the consideration of a board of interstate-com- 
merce commission, which tribunal we hope will be created. So much for what 
the minority suggest as to the drawback or rebate, the longer and shorter haul, 
and the “ pooling” systems. Proper notification of the changing of rates, with 
the limitation of a reasonable time, publicly posted in stations judiciously se- 
lected in accordance with the amount of freight offered, upon an equitable an- 
nual average, might also be conducive of confidence of the shipper in the trans- 
porter. A carefully digested section might be incorporated in the law to nreet 
this point. 

The conclusion of the minority is, however, unfavorable to positive legisla- 
tion other than the above suggested, believing that it is impossible for Congress, 
limited necessarily in practical knowledge of railway movements, prejudiced 
perhaps against the railway system by some local disagreements rot yet settled, 
led to think that an occasional instance of what appears to be unfair dealing 
with the shipper is the transporter’s general course, and beg leave to suggest 
that the most available present remedy for imaginary as well as real grievances 
is the creation by law of a board of interstate-commerce commission 

It isthe province of legislators to ascertain by intelligent experience the leg- 
islation required, and that experience can best be secured throuzh the proposed 
commission. It should be apermanently-established bureau of an appropriate 
department; should be composed of the ablest men of the country; salaries 
should be large enough to attract men from the very highest and most lucrative 
positions of the varied business life of our citizens. 











This board should have 
power to investigate all complaints connected with the management of inter- 
state commerce; power to secure their redress through the voluntary action of 
transporters or through legal proceedings instituted by it through the proper 


legal officers of the United States. 

We desire to impress the House with our implicit belicf in the present advan- 
tage ofa board of interstate-commerce commissioners. We ask you to defer 
radical legislation until we have tried the commission, which, with powers to 
hear grievances, will also be required to report annually to Congress, and tosug- 
gest from time to time the legislation necessary to create harmony between ship- 
pers and transporters. 

All which we submit, 

CHAS. O'NEILL. 

ROBERT T. DAVIS 
RANSOM W. DUNHAM 
FREDERICK A. JOHNSON, 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have stated the 
reasons why J have had the report read. I wish to have the views of 
the minority placed upon the REcorD, and thought it might as well 
come in here as elsewhere. 

Now, that report follows out the idea from the beginning to the end 
of anti-discrimination. Iam glad to be able to say that the Senate 
bill almost carries out the ideas presented in the minority report of the 
House Committee on Commerce, without any consultation at all with 
Senators who composed the Cullom committee. That report, which 
is very conservative—a very conservative report, indeed, but very anti- 
discriminating in its views—is the report that the minority of the com- 
mittee present, and the report which recommends the establishment 
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of a commission in the legislation upon the subject of drawbacks or 
rebates and upon the long and short haul question and the manner of 
publishing changes in freight charges for the public information. It 
purposes to leave ‘‘pooling’’ to the consideration of the commission. 

I will say further to the gentleman from Texas, or to any other gen- 
tleman who does not favor an interstate-commerce commission, that it 
must be known very well that no bill to regulate interstate-commerce 
can become a law that has not a provision creating a commission of in- 
terstate-commerce commissioners. 

The Senate bill has in it legislation I do not approve of, and I shall 
propose to amend it if I have an opportunity when it comes before the 
House for consideration under the five-minute rule. I shall offer an 
amendment in the first place that this bill shall apply to all carriers, 
not only to carriers by railroads, but to carriers on the water ways of 
the country as well. And I think if the gentleman from Texas had 
been sincere in the last ten or twelve years in his agitation of the sub- 
ject he would have had his bill apply to common carriers alike and 
subject them to the same conditions, or else place himself in the atti- 
tude that he was probably in the interest of the water ways as against 
the railroads of the country. 

Now I refer the members of this House to the speech made in the 
Senate by Mr. BRown upon this subject, and tothe number of statis- 
tics incorporated in that speech, in which he shows the transporta- 
tion paid to the water ways as compared with railroad transportation 
upon the Ohio, Lower Mississippi, and other rivers, which establishes 
the fact just as absolutely as anything can be established that they 
are endeavoring to charge and are actually charging for short hauls 
more than for long hauls, and have continued to do it, and will con- 
tinue to do it, unless we insert a condition in this bill that its provis- 
ions shall apply to the water ways of the country as well as to the rail- 
ways. In that respect I differ with my colleagues on the Committee 
on Commerce who have joined in the minority report, and I would 
have liked to have recommended in the report the insertion of the water 
ways. I think there are other members of the committee, other than 
the four who signed the report, who favor introducing the water ways 
and making the clearest and most stringent provisions of both the 
House and the Senate bills applicable to all common carriers engaged 
in interstate commerce. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman would not have the House infer 
from what he said that all of the minority are in favor of undertaking 
to regulate water ways? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. By no means. On the contrary, 
I stated just the reverse, that I differed with my colleagues in the mi- 
nority in that respect, as I believe in making it applicable to all car- 
riers. Why should it notbe? There are millionsof dollars invested 
in steamboat transportation and other kinds of transportation upon the 
rivers—amillions of dollars. There are corporations upon corporations, 
and there are individuals who are enabled to enter into combinations 
as carriers by water ways just as great and obstructive to commerce as 
far.as they go as those alleged to be made by the railroad companies 
in regard to freight, and yet, sir, ifwe carry out the ideas embodied in 
the Reagan bill, if the House takes that bill, we make the water ways 
of the country still more liable to combine as to charges for —e. 

They control those charges now, but when we pass that they 
will control it more, and just as they want to, in reference to short and 
long hauls. In other words, the carriers by water are the great com- 
petitors of the railway carriers of this country in whatever part of the 
country water and rail come in competition. I believe that if all carriers 
were included in the Reagan bill or in the Cullom bill the railroad 
companies would almost be willing to accept the proposed legislation, 
especially the legislation sought for by the Cullom bill. For seven 
months in the year, or nearly that long, the water ways are absolute in 
fixing the freight rates of the railroads. 

So I propose to offer that amendment to theCullom bill. Ishall also 
offer a further amendment, that a license shall be taken out by all inter- 
state commerce carriers of freight, to y not only to carriers of freight 
of ourown country but to foreign trank lines doing in 
business in it. I am free to say that I want to bring under the pro- 
visions of either bill, the Senate bill or the Reagan bill, if possible, and 
I think it can be done, the great trunk line railwayof Canada. Iwant 
to bring all roads that are competitors with our own upon the same 
basis. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. By requiring them to take out a 
license, and so modify section 7 of the Cullom bill as to make them in 
some way in their offices in this country, whether in Chicago or else- 
where, do exactly what is required to be done by the trunk lines of our 
own country. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But take the Canadian Pacific road, which runs 
from the Pacific Ocean to Montreal, how are you going to prevent that 
line from taking all the business from the Northern Pacific ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If youallow them to regulate their 
freights and to raise and lower them as they please, are you not giving 
them an advantage over the Pacific lines in our own country ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Bat you can not help it. They are entirely in 
Canada. 

























that I must insist upon 


JULY 21, 


Mr. O’NEILL. Well, the Cullom bill, in section 7, proposes to he}, 


it, and I propose to offer an amendment when it comes before this Hous. 
that will help that still more in another direction. I propose, if po. 
sible, to bind them in some way, bind their agents in the city of (pj. 
cago, for example, where there are connections of the American | 
with them. 


Mr. BYNUM. The House bill does that. 
Mr. O'NEILL. The House bill tries to do it, but does not do jt 


effectually. It does it in reference to the importation of goods; +} 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] does that 


Mr. DUNHAM. It does it where freight, going from New York ty) 


Chicago, passes through Canada. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Well, of course we can not regulat 


the roads in Canada. 


Mr. DUNHAM. But what I wasspeaking of was the business pas. 


ing over the Canadian Pacific Railroad from the Pacific coast to Mon. 
treal. We may tie up our own roads by this legislation so as to let the 
Canadian line take the whole of that business, leaving none for the 
American lines. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. The only thing in which the Canadiay 


roads would have an advantage over the railroads of the United State: 
would be on through shipments from the United States into Canada and 
back into the United States, and in that particular we have put a pro- 
vision in the bill which absolutely requires them to make public t! 
rates. 


Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. They ar 


liable to take the entire China trade from us. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, my time isso limited 
resuming the floor. 
Now, I would strike out of the Cullom bill also the clause bringing 


passenger traffic within its provisions. Theidea of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] all along has been to regulate freight traffic, and 
his bill does not apply to passengers, but the Senate bill does. We ar 


here endeavoring to regulate the carriage of interstate freight, not th: 
carriage of rs, which is an entirely different question. [ shal! 
seek to amend the Cullom bill in that particular. 

Mr. Speaker, I am much hurried, because I can not selfishly take this 
whole hour and five minutes to myself, and I think I may avail mysel: 
of the general permission to print what my limit of time fixed in m 
mind, about forty minutes, prevents me from saying to the House. 

I will propose an amendment increasing the salaries of $7,500 of the 
commissioners to $10,000 perannum. This amount would satisfy men 
of great distinction and great learning and of undoubted integrity to 
leave their private business to take such honorable positions. § Believ- 
ing that holding stock or bonds in a railroad company should not ¢ s- 
qualify a man from accepting the office of a commissioner, I would sinke 
out that inhibition in the Cullom bill and provide in its place that a 
commissioner should not take in the decision of any complaint 
against such company of whose stock or bonds he might be an owner. 
Many of the wisest and purest men of the country might be prevented 
from taking such an office because of his legitimately owning railroad 
securities, while an upright man in any judicial position would decline 
to hear or decide a case in which he might have even a remote interest 

I confess that I have been over this question of interstate commerce 

in and again during the Jast ten years, just as the gentleman from 

‘exas has been overit. I differ from him materially in regard to it 
and let me add that the bill now presented by him is not the same }):!! 
that he ted ten yearsago. He himself has had light upon this 
subject some quarter, and the consequence is that the great iron- 
clad features of his former bills do not all appear in this one. The 
reason I do not know, unless it be because he has been compelled re- 
luctantly to listen in the committee-room to the explanations of prac- 
tical railroad men, and has learned from those men, who have at heart 
the interests of the people whose freight is to be carried, and especial'y 
of those of the Western part of the country, that such legislation as 
the Reagan bill wuld be destructive of cheap freights, prompt carriace, 
and the general railroad interests. Many years have been required to 
bring eur railroad system to its present accommodating position. 10 
not let us make it iess useful; do not let us interfere with it by unwise 
legislation. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Is it nota fact that up toa receut 
date the argument of the railroads has been that there was no author 
ity in Congress to regulate them? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That argument has been a)00- 
doned. I have never raised that point, and I never expect to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nobody has raised it for ten years past. It wa 
settled ten years ago. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania.' Yes; that was settled long 22°. 
There is no doubt that Congress can Jegislate upon thissubject; but ‘« 
Congress legislate as a number of the States have legislated. 1 can n° 
tell exactly how many have established railroad commissions, but many 
have, the State of Massachusetts notably having a commission that does 
regulate these vexed questions until, as I understand, there is hardly 
a complaint on the subject of railroad freightsin that State. §§_ 

I assert here that in the broad Stateof Pennsylvania, with her six m!\'- 
ions of people, with her vast railroad interests, with her immense vol- 
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ume of freight requiring to be carried from one end of the State to the 
other and to all parts of the country, there is scarcely a complaint to- 
day about what t ne saree 
excessive and discriminations of these ‘‘ monopolies.”’ 
matter regulates itself. 
so that within a few years the rate of freight charges has been reduced 
from 2} cents per ton per mile to less than seven-tenths of a cent per 
mile. 1 will ask theClerk to read the extract from a very conservative 
journal of the city of Philadelphia, the Public Ledger, which illustrates 
this matter of the reduction of freight charges upon the Pennsylvania 
Railroad. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Pennsylvania Railroad’s freight tonnage moved 1 mile in 1885 was the 
largest in the history of the company, being 235,966,277 tons greater than the to- 
tal tonnage moved 1 mile in the preceding year. The average rate per ton per 

to the shipper in 1585 was 0.627 cents, being the lowest rate ever 
received by the company since its organization, and 0.113 cents per ton per mile 
less than the rate received in 1884. In the year 1865 the total amount of freight 
moved 1 mile was 420,060,260 tons, a very large quantity for that period, but in 
1885 the total tons of freight moved the same distance had grown to the enor- 
mous amount of 3,318,466,263 tons. In 1865 the average rate per ton per mile re- 
ceived for omying freight was 2.665 cents, while in 1885 the average rate was 
but 0.627 cents. The amount of reduction in the charge for transportation in 
1885, computed on the difference between the rate in that year and that which 
was ou in 1865, made a saving to shippers of $67,630,342.44. The total re- 
duction for twenty years,computed upon the same basis,shows a saving of 
$565,238,590.22, Had the Pennsylvania Railroad charged 1 mill per ton per mile 
more for the transportation of freight in 1885 than the rate paid the receipts of 
the company would have been $3,318,466 greater than they were. The follow- 
ing statement, showing, for each year since 1865, the number of tons of freight 
moved 1 mile, the rate per ton per mile, and the amount of reduction in any 
given year by the Pennsylvania Railroad Division, computed on the difference 
between the rate in that year and that which was charged in 1865,will be found 
interesting: 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The matter just read by the Clerk 
shows the millions of dollars saved within the last few years to the 
fi ers of this country by the action of the railroads themselves; 
and the statement applies to other railroads as well as to the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company. 

On ali important subjects of legislation we hear a great deal through 
the petition-box. Now, the petitions to this House on the one side or 
the other of this question come from only twelve or thirteen different 
sources; and almost all of these petitioners, be they commercial asso- 
ciations, supervisors of counties, boards of any kind, or individuals, 
recommend generally in so many words the Cullom bill, and there is 
but one of those petitions, and that coming from an almost insignificant 
town of this country, I mean in population, which recommends the 
passage of the bill. 

What do the records of this House show in regard to this matter? 
We have resolutions favoring the Cullom bill from the Board of Trade 
of the city ef Philadelphia, from the Legislature of the State of Iowa, 
from the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Cincinnati, and 
others. When we come to find who have sent in petitions opposing the 
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he gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] calls the | commission of suitable men properly selected can better settle these 
The | questions than can members of Congress with their crude ideas. 
The railroads themselves have worked it out, | tainly five men as fit, as virtuous, as incorruptible, and as able as the 
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the country come from a few towns in the county of Saint Croix, in the 


State of Wisconsin. I do not doubt that those people have an interest 
in the subject of interstate commerce; but they represent a county the 
whole population of which is not more than twenty-five or thirty 
thousand; while from the great centers of trade—Chicago, Saint Louis, 

7 New York, Baltimore, and Boston—we hear nothing in 


Reagan bill, but everything in favor of most of the provis- 
ions of the Cullom bill.” 
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I hope to have an opportunity to offer such amendments to the Cul- 
m bill as will enable me, if adopted, to vote for it. I believe thata 


¢ 
0 


Cer- 


men who compose the Supreme Court of the United States can be se- 
lected by the President. Just as the country confides in the decisions 


of the Supreme Court of the United States, so will the decisions of a 
carefully selected board of commissioners of interstate commerce sat- 
isfy the public mind. 

In closing I ask the attention of members to the minority report 
from the Committee on Commerce which has been read by the Clerk. 
It contains the whole ground of my proposed action and I believe its 
suggestions to be unanswerable as far as the good of the business peo- 
ple of the country meerned, and that the carriers of freight can 
not reasonably object to the passage of a law embracing the provisions 
proposed. Radical legislation would bring r great injury to business, 
while proper laws upon this subject would meet the approval of the 


veople. We are a business, progressive people, and Congress 1: 
I peo] 
pected so to legislate as to increase every interest and to injure none 
Mr. Speaker, I may, as I have said already, print much that I |! 


left unsaid, and especially matter in print which I know would! { 
with interest by the members of the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I now yield for 2 moment to the gentleman 1 
nois [Mr. DUNHAM]. 
Mr. TURNER. Will the gentleman from Pennsy ! 
O’ NEILL] allow me to make an announcement? 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 
ELECTION CONTEST—PAGE VS. PIRCE 
Mr. TURNER. I desire to give notice that on Friday next ! ill 
move to discharge the Committee on Elections from the furthe {- 
eration of the contested-election case of Page vs. Pirce, from the St of 
Rhode Island, and ask the House to consider it. 
EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE ONLY 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that, in accordance 
with the request of several gentlemen on both sides of the House, lam 
willing to withdraw my objection to the proposition which was mad 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] fora session this evening, 
from 8 o’clock to 11 o’clock, for debate only. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] with- 


draws his objection to the request which was made by the gentleman 
from Texas, that a recess be taken at 5 o’clock to-day until 8 o’clock, 
the evening session not to continue beyond 11 o’clock, and to de- 
voted entirely to debate on this bill. Is there further objection ? 
Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

INTERSTATE 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate 
commerce. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I yield seven minutes to th 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAvis]. 

Mr. DAVIS. The provisions of this bill for the regulation of inter- 
state commerce by rail-carriage apply to a subject of enormous magni- 
tude and of vital moment to the material interests of our country. 
The business of transportation by rail, viewed with reference 


Che 


COMMERCE. 


to the 
tonnage and value of the merchandise moved, the amount of property 
invested in railroads, the aggregate extent of their mileage and the 
cost of operating them, and their intimate relations with our great 


producing interests, is one of vitalimportance. A glance at the census 
tables reveals the proportions of this great interest. 

In 1884'the property invested in railroadsamounted to $7,431,732, 
the entire taxable property of all the States of the Union being $19,- 
790,333,650, the capital invested in all the manufacturing industries 
of the country (gas excepted) amounting to $2,790,223,506, the total 
value of farms in all the States and Territories being $10,197,096, 776. 

It will be seen that the property in railroads amounts to more than 
one and one-half times the capital employed in all the various manu- 
factures of the country, with one inconsiderable exception, that it 
equals seven-tenths of the value of all the farms and 27 per cent. of all 
the taxable property of the States and Territories. It is represented 
byan immense net-work of railroad lines which extends from Maine to 
Texas, from Minnesota to Florida, from the lakes to the Gulf, and from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, aggregating more than 125,000 miles, 
11,000 miles more than the entire railroad system of Europe. 

The number of tons of freight carried on our railroads in 1884 equaled 


> 452 
2005, 


6 nh , | 390,074,749, valued at $9,751,868,725, and they transported during the 
bill, perhaps the most numerous petitions, all alike, from any section of | 


same year 334,814,529 passengers. In doing this vast business nearly 
five hundred thousand men are employed, whose daily subsistence and 
that of their families are dependent upon the business of these roads. 
At this moment serious controversies exist between the railroad man- 
agers and their employés. It is not to be doubted that they will soon 
terminate, their interests being substantially identical and the success 
of the industry being necessary to the prosperity of all classes of labor 
which it employs. 
It has originated and sprung to these immense proportions within 
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fifty years, much the larger part of its growth having occurred within 
the past twenty years. During this time it has been much the most 
important factor in the material progress of our country. It has so 
cheapened and expedited transportation that it has more than all other 
causes developed the resources of the great West. In its absence the 
great States of the, Mississippi Valley could not a century hence have 
attained their present population, wealth, and overshadowing impor- 
tance in our political system. 

Undoubtedly there have been two periods in the history of our rail- 
road system when it was extended beyond the natural requirements of 
the time, and when the vast sums expended in construction and equip- 
ment, followed by a sudden cessation of operations and the consequent 
decline in prices of material, leading to the stoppage of mills and the 
throwing out of employment of thousands of workmen, have tended to 
produce general business depression. From the results of one of these 
periods of morbid activity we are still laboring. There have been also 
serious evils connected with the building of railroads and the manipu- 
lation of their stocks, from which stockholders and bondholders have 
each suffered and which have driven many railroad corporations into 

ebankruptcy. Still, spite of much unwise, extravagant, and dishonest 
management and illegitimate speculation, they have been constantly 
improving in their methods of administration. 

Passenger fares and freight rates have been gradually lessening un- 
til the former average about 2 cents per mile and the latter 1 cent per 
ton forthat distance. When we connect with this cheap transportation— 
much the cheapest in the world—the fact that owners of this vast inter- 
est are realizing dividends averaging only %} per cent. annually it 
would appear that there can be no existing grievance calling for strin- 
gent legislation. 

No one disputes that there have been grave errors and much injustice 
in the management of many of our railroads, which to some extent ex- 
ists to-day. The Reagan bill as a remedial measure has four leading 
features: First, the long and short haul provision; second, prohibitions 
of rebates; third, prohibition of pools, and fourth, publication of sched- 
ules. The first provision prohibits the charging of a lower rate for a 
longer than for a shorter haul. 

The principle of this prohibition, while specious and even equitable 
when applied under substantially similar conditions, would frequently 
operate injuriously upon long-distance freight, would seriously cripple 
the business of interstate railroads, and would be of no advantage to 
the short-haul freight. 

Let us suppose a road chartered in one of the States, and at first do- 
ing a local business, in process of time by purchase or lease or some ar- 
rangement it becomes a carrier of freight from Chicago to New York 
or Philadelphia or other points on our Atlantic seaboard. It there 
meets competition which always determines rates. 

It competes with rival roads and also with lines of water transporta- 
tion whose competition always compels the lowest rates of freight. 
Under such circumstances through rates must always be lower per mile 
than short-haul local freight. This is inevitable and inflicts no injury 
upon local shippers so long as such freight is not carried at a loss. 

Railroad experts declare that this never occurs except for short peri- 
ods during railroad wars. That railroads can carry through freight for 
long distances at extremely low rates without Joss and even at a small 
profitis readily demonstrated. The cost of their road-bed isabout 40 per 
cent. of the entire cost of the road and equipment. Now, if upon the 
entire capital invested the corporation makes some profit without car- 
rying through freight, then it is clear that it can take that additional 
freight at the merecost of the laborand fuel and the added wear and tear 
of the equipment and rails withoutincurring loss. Ifthe rate be sufii- 
cient to do this and help a little toward paying the interest on the im- 
perishable road-bed, it yields a profit and becomes a justifiable business 
transaction. Of course, other things being equal, the amount of the 
through business will determine the amount of the profit or whether 
there be any. Ifa certain number of tons of freight on a given train 
will pay running expenses, all over that amount will be carried at a 
profit. 

I am now treating through freight as supplementary to the ordinary 
business of a road and sufficiently distinct from its ordinary local business 
to make it proper to establish independent rates. If through business is 
to be done at all, it is absolutely necessary to so regard it. Thesharp 
competition of water routes compels the adoption of the lowest remu- 
nerative rates. The agricaltural and commercial interests of the inte- 
rior of our country demand them. The corn and wheat of the Missis- 
sippi Valley mast reach the Atlantic seaboard at the least possible cost 
to find a domestic and foreign market. The manufactures of the East 
must be conveyed with equal facility and cheapness to all parts of the 
West, as this reciprocal interchange of raw and manufactured products 
at the least cost is equally essential to the material interests of all parts 
of our country. 

I have no hesitation in asserting that this provision of the bill, if car- 
ried into effect, would strike a deadly blow at the interests of the 
Western farmer and at the general prosperity of the West, whose un- 
rivaled development within the last quarter of a century has been ow- 
ing in large degree to the extension of our railroad system. Its inev- 
itable result would be to increase freight rates by rail to and from the 


great distributing certers and to diminish the amount of tonnage trans- 
ported. It is claimed that the advantage to through shippers is secured 
at the expense of communities living on the line of the road because 
local rates are increased to make good the losses incurred through 
long-haul rates. And this assumption is the strongest reason assigned 
for the passage of this provision. In fact it lies at the very foundation 
of the logic which supports it. 

This may be and probably is true during those railroad wars when 
freight is carried from competitive points at a loss, but so long as a 
profit, however small, is made on this description of traffic, there need 
be no increase of local rates, and the evidence of railroad managers is 
to the effect that they are not increased. Mr. Blanchard states that 
whenever a reduction takes place in the through rates, a reduction takes 
place in the local rates also. (See page 151, pamphlet.) Railroads are 
usually built to secure traffic along their lines, and so long as they en- 
counter no competition they should adopt charges determined by mile- 
age; but even then the ratio of increase for distance should not be fixed, 
but should be a diminishing one, otherwise the profit on the merchan- 
dise would not bear the cost of transportation overalongroute. When 
the road finally extends, as it usually does, to a point where it encoun- 
ters competition from other roads or water routes, it must reduce its 
rates to meet that competition or it can not do business. 

It is clear, therefore, to me that the principle which prohibits inflexi- 
bly under all circumstances a less charge for a longer tlian for a shorter 
haul is unjust alike to the shipper and to the carrier, and would prove 
to be impracticable if its enforcement were attempted. This bil] also 
prohibitsrebates.. This principle, when inflexibly applied to the almost 
infinitely various conditions which are connected with our enormous 
railroad traffic, would be mischievous in its effects. To discriminate 
between the same class of freight carriers under similar conditions is 
unjust, and ought to be prohibited under proper penalties. When a 
railroad company does this, and takes an unfair advantage of its power 
to injure the interests of one man and promote the interests of another, 
it commits an outrage which the strong arm of the law should punish. 
Unjust discriminations are difficult of detection, but whenever proven 
the offender should bedealt with promptly and rigorously. But there 
are circumstances under which rebates are justifiable. 

Suppose coal mined on the line of the Reading Railroad to be carried 
at acertain rate per ton to its terminus at Philadelphia. A Boston 
coal-dealer offers a lower rate to that point, stating that if he can secure 
it it will enable him to pay water transportation and lay the coal down 
in Boston as cheap as he can procure it elsewhere. If they accede to 
his proposal it will enable the Schuylkill Valley miner to dispose of that 
additional amount of coal and it will furnish more business for the 
road. He does not secure the Jower rate until the bill of lading or other 
evidence satisfies the railroad managers that the coal has been shipped 
from Philadelphia to Boston. Then he receives a rebate equal to the 
difference between his special rate and the usual rate. It is evident 
that this arrangement, while advantageous to the road and mine, in- 
flicts no injury on the coal dealer in Philadelphia. Transactions of 
this character are understood to be of frequent occurrence. Thesame 
principle applies where the goods transported are intended for a foreign 
market. 

In such cases it is necessary that the rate should be reduced in order 
to meet competitors abroad. Now every car-load of grain or cattle 
or pork or any of the agricultural products of the West that can be 
shipped to a foreign market is a relief to the farmer and helps to main- 
tain an active demand at home. It is of vast advantage to him; it is 
just what he needs, desires, and must have. It does no possible in- 
jury to any interest; but on the contrary, in promoting the prosperity 
of that great interest upon which all others are based, it contributes to 
the benefit of all. Here again we see the impolicy of adopting an in- 
flexible rnle and attempting to enforce it. The conditions are so vari- 
able and complex that it is impossible to apply rigid and immutable 
legislation without doing great and ruinous injury to the producing as 
well as the rting interests. 

Such legislation after becoming a proved failure would be either re- 
pealed or remain a dead letter upon the statute-book, while the le-sous 
of experience and the laws of trade and transportation would soon re- 
sume theirnormalsway. The remaining important feature of this }1'! 
is that of prohibiting pools. This I understand to be an expression to 
describe a combination between railroads to regulate and maintain 
rates. A combination to prevent natural and healthy competition and 
to fix undue and extravagant rates would be against the public inter- 
ests, and would furnish just ground for repressive legislation. 

This isa ular idea of a pool, and may be in some cases a just 01 

There is, ent an arrangement which is the direct result of ruin- 
ous competition and which being absolutely necessary to prevent bank- 
ruptcy is expedient and justifiable. We have repeatedly seen on & 
great scale railroad wars so clearly unwise and dangerous as to call for 
some pt and efficient remedy. The evil to be cured is frequently 
ca by the building of parallel lines of road where none were needed, 
thus dividing the business below the paying point. Then each of sev- 
eral roads commences cutting rates tosecure more than its share of tle 
business, until the rates become nearly nominal and business is done 
at a loss, 
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Of course when this ( 
question of the survival of the fittest. One or more roads which were 
perhaps always weak become insolvent and are placed in the hands of 
a receiver, but even this catastrophe may not stop a railroad war; the 
receiver manages the bankrupt road in the interest of the bondholders, 
and so long as even @ small percentage is paid upon them, or if the 
road will simply pay running expenses, or even if the running nets a 
small loss, it may continue to be operated foratime. Of course this 
must end at last or the insolvent road or roads will drag down with 
them those that up to that time had been in good financial condition. 
But the process may be long and distressing. 

It must be borne in mind that competition does not follow the same 
rule in industries where there is a large fixed capital that it does in 
ordinary commercial transactions. In the latter the merchant can stop 
selling when goods can not be disposed of at a profit, or at the worst 
without loss. He can wait, expecting that his competitor will soon 
either fail or weary of selling below cost, and in either case he can re- 
sume business profitably. A manufactory or a railroad can not stop 
without serious loss, The former has a large capital in building and 
machinery, the latter in its road-bed and equipment, and they each 
have large numbers of workmen to whom idleness means poverty and 
distress, and who will seek work elsewhere in case of a stoppage of op- 
erations. 

The mill or railroad will therefore continue to run beyond the safety- 
line indicated by the results of competition. Thisis peculiarly the fact 
with railroads, because the competition is so direct, and often to a cer- 
tain extent personal, that it becomes bitter and degenerates into strife. 
Any arrangement, whatever it may becalled, that liberates these waning 
interests from sucha position should be welcomed. It seems to me that 
the only cure is such a settlement as will secure a fair division of the 
business and equitable rates of freight. Under such circumstances ulti- 
mate combination is inevitable. 

A famous railroad authority asserts that where combination is possi- 
ble competition is impossible. These two antagonistic principles, like 
all others, may be carried too far, in which event each produces its own 
peculiar evils. Congress certainly will not insist that destructive com- 
petition shall continue toa bitter and disastrous end, and prohibit the 
use of the only means that can prevent it by a mutual agreement to 
charge reasonable rates. 

The effect of such a law would be to destroy alarge proportion of the 
railroad property of the country and to build upon its ruins a railroad 
monopoly more odious and oppressive than any we have seen. To pre- 
vent such a result I would allow the roads to make such arrangements 
as would protect their stockholders and would not injure private rights 
or public interests which are entirely compatible with such arrange- 
ments. 

The gradual diminution of the rate of charges within a few years to 
their present low standard proves that this problem is being satisfac- 
torily solved and as rapidly as the most sanguine could expect. That 
there are evils in railroad management which require correction is un- 
questionable. These evils should be corrected by some authority which 
can decide each case upon itsmerits. This authority could be exercised 
by a commission appointed by the General Government, which could 
investigate all charges of unjust discrimination and exorbitant rates 
and advise the parties of their conclusion. If not acceded to the com- 
mission could suggest arbitration, and if this were declined by the of- 
fending party could prosecute the delinquent at common law. The 
commission could also report to Congress facts relating to railroad man- 
agement and suggestions respecting needed legislation. 

The conclusions of this body would be sustained by public opinion, 
which in our country is sufficiently powerful to compel obedience to 
its mandates. Thedecisionsof the commissioners would therefore have 
immediately the force of law, as is proved in my own State by an ex- 
perience extending over many years. If it should be necessary to ap- 
peal to the law, then it would be difficult to enact a code of statutes 
that would apply to each case as fairly and fully and wou!d result in 
such exact justice between the parties as an application of the prin- 
ciples of the common law. 

This famous system of jurisprudence, whose maxims are derived 
from and are icable to an infinite variety of cases, is the result of 
the accum’ judicial experience and wisdom of many generations. 
It touches ey case like the atmosphere which surrounds us, and is 
as firm as the foundations of justice; it has long been regarded with 
respect and even reverence by lawyers and laymen alike—a sentiment 
which is confirmed by the lapse of time and the accumulating proofs 
of its wisdom and efficiency. 

_ Having merely indicated. my objections to the bill, without attempt- 
ing te argue them at length, I close with a confession of the extraor- 
dinary difficulties of the subject from a legislative point of view and 
the impropriety of adopting a Procrustean method for the solution of 
problem so complex, delicate, and difficult as railway management. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced agreement to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 


| good, and a vote for ii will be the most practical in its results. 


other parts of the United States. 








is pursued long enough it becomes a | ate to the bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the passage of local or special 


laws in the Territories of the United States. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, both of the bills pending here, the Senate 
or Cullom bill providing fora railway commission to regulate railway 
transportation, and the House or Reagan bill to regulate it by a strict 
law which is to be enforced by individuals bringing lawsuits at their 
own expense, contain many wholesome principles and excellent provis- 
ions. But the Senate bill is, I think, manifestly the most effective of 
Both pro- 
hibit unreasonable charges, rebates, drawbacks, special rates, and unjust 
discriminations, and both require the railroads to publish and keep posted 
the schedules of rates. Both contain the provision prohibiting a higher 
charge for a long haul than for a shorter haul over the same road. That 
provision, though it seems fair in words, is one which, unwisely ap- 
plied, may work great hardship and oppression to the people shipping 
their products in the Northwest. 

The Cullom or Senate bill fortunately gives a discretion to the com- 
mission in the application of this harsh provision, and I prefer it greatly 
onthataccount. Itis the good fortune of the people who live at or near 
the termination of the long system of water ways extending from the 
sea to Lake Michigan and at the end of the lines of great competing 
trunk railways running from New York to Chicago to have, by the 
double effect of this cheap water transportation in competition with the 
roads, and by the fact of the trunk lines of roads themselves competing 
with one another as well as with the propellers and canal-boats in trans- 
porting hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of products, to have very 
low rates comparatively from Chicago to New York—one-third or one- 
half the ordinary rates charged elsewhere in the United States for rail- 
way carriage. In some cases and at certain times the disproportion is 
greater than this. 

Now, at the stations on these trunk lines east of Chicago, and east- 
ward for a long distance, the roads charge local rates on freight going 
to New York higher than the through rate from Chicago. They take 
from a station a few car-loads; they take from Chicago ten thousand 
train-loads, and in the struggle for it with each other and with the 
water way by the lakes they carry it at the lowest possible point, some- 
times at a slight loss. They get.a profit from the hundreds of stations 
paying local rates, and this keeps them running and pays their fixed 
charges. Even these local rates on the trunk lines are lower than in 
If then by law you absolutely force 
them to put the local rates down to the through rate, to charge no more 
for the shorter than for the long haul, or to put up the through rate so 
that they will not be charging less for along than forashorter haul, what 
will they do? They must keep their roads running; the local rates 


I yield for seven minutes to the 


are the life of the roads; they will, instead of giving them up, raise 


the through rate. 

In a word, this Reagan bill strictly carried out as it is severely drawn, 
would result in compelling our people in the Northwest to pay local 
rates on their products going eastward to market. In effect it would 
stop them from going at all and shut us off from the great markets of 
the East and Europe, for prices are so low now that if you raise the 
burden of freight charges to be borne by the farmer’s crop he can not send 
it, can not get any adequate reward for his hard labor. A meddling 
law, inflexibly enforced, though it may be designed with good inten- 
tions, can do incalculable harm. 

It is not fair to us, Mr. Speaker, that the advantages of our position, 
with the lake route and the trunk lines competing for our vast trade 
at low rates, should be taken away by an arbitrary law. Nature placed 
the lakes there, and shaped the continent, and marked out the sites of 
cities and ports and the easy path for the construction of railways. 
Legislation did not do it for us, and should not interfere to mar the 
operation of the laws of nature and of trade. I trust thisCongress will 
not attempt by law to compel Western farmers to pay local rates on the 
enormous crops of the Northwest. 

The Cullom bill, it is true, also contains this provision, which seems 
so fair and plausible, and can do so much harm. But the Cullom bill, 
while declaring generally that no more shall be charged for a shorter 
than for a longer distance over the same line, very prudently and care- 
fally provides that upon application tothe commission the road may in 
special cases be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter 
distances. Under that provision the commission can prevent the law 
from operating unjustly, especially in cases where roads and water ways 
compete, and a fair commission would not allow the law to be so ap- 
plied as to raise the freight rates on the region lying at and just west 
of Chicago. The Reagan bill contains nothing to soften the inflexible 
strictness of the prohibition applied everywhere, and it would bear 
heavily on us. 

It is avery strong practical reason to my mind for preferring the Sen- 
ate bill which is to be carried out by a commission, that it is a system 
thgt has been tried and works well in Illinois and many otlier States. 
It is found to be a good way of practically dealing with cases of oppres- 
sion by railroads, a prompt, sure means of getting a decision from the 
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courts in spite of all the law’s delay that the ablest lawyers may at- 
tempt. It is not a system of experiment, but of fact, of experience. 
In various States in this country, in England, in Belgium, and sub- 
stantially in Franee, it has been tried and is in successful operation. 
The House bill is altogether experiment, and this is too vast a wasiness 
to experiment with if we can avoid it. 

We should aim at results. Voting for the Senate bill and passing it 
here will secure a law, for it has passed the Senate and will become a 
law as soon assigned. Voting for the Reagan bill, even passing it here 
in this House, will have no effect, unless it be political effect, for we 
all know it will not pass the Senate. That has been tried too often. 
The people want legislation to regulate railways, want a law, not bills 
or speeches. They demand that something be actually done that will 
practically answer their complaints and protect their rights. The Cul- 
lom bill is a good one even to the mind of the advocate of the Reagan 
bill as far as it goes, though he wants it more inflexible in its terms. 
Let us pass it now, and the people will all prefer this far better than 
talking, debating, speech-making for years about reform and never re- 
forming. 

Both these bills aim at the same thing but by different methods; one 
is to be enforced by five commissioners at the public expense for the 








public good; the other by lawsuits brought by individuals against the | 


railroads—a method that people in our region, especially poor men, do 
not feel encouraged by their experience to undertake. 

The Cullom bill enables the poorest man, the tenant as easily as the 
rich farmer or mercantile house, to present his complaint in a plain 


way and if he has a fair case to set in motion all of the machinery of | 


the courts with able counsel and without any expense or risk to him- 
self, and secure redress for his wrongs as quickly and completely as 
the richest. Underthe Reagan bill he must take the risk of a lawsuit, 
that may wear him out and beggar him of whatlittlehehad. Isitlikely 
that such men will readily try such a contest? Is it not more likely 
that these severe provisions of law will be abused by rival interests, 
rich and powerful, to foment and instigate lawsuits to harass competi- 
tors, and the law merely made an instrument in the struggles of the 
strong to weaken and exhaust the weaker roads? 


There is a softening discretion allowed to the commissioners by the | 


Cullom bill, and it is the better for it. I have pointed out a striking 
and beneficial instance where it deeply affects the people of my own 
district. How much better this is than to fix in advance by inflexible 
law the whole body of rules to govern the most complex business known 
to our civilization and the most extensive, involving the largest amount 
of property and the greatest number of individual interests in the whole 
world. It is well to have five wise, able, experienced men of reputa- 
tion, commanding general confidence, clothed with a limited discretion 
in applying and enforcing a law that touches every man and every in- 
terest so closely. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I now yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HerBurn]. 

Mr. HEPBURN addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bill (H. R. 6337) for the 
relief of James D. Wood; when the Speaker signed the same. 

WOMEN’S NATIONAL PRESS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. MORRISON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the front seat to the right of the reporters’ gallery, and in the | 


gallery now set apart for the use of ladies, beand is hereby sect apart for the 
exclusive use of the Women’s National Press Association, subject to the condi- 
tions and regulations of the rules established by the Committee on Rules. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro 
tempore, who directed the reading of the following letter: 
Hovse oF a or THE UNtrep STATEs, 
Washington, D.C., July 21, 1886. 


I hereby desiginate Hon. Berron McMu.11N to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at the session of the House this evening. 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jouw B. Cruark, Jr., 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session this evening 
under its special order, for debate only, upon the bill that was under 
consideration at the hour when the House took a recess, the bill to 
regulate commerce. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, the agitation of the question of the 
control of railroads, whether by State or natioaal authority, has since its 
origin developed a wonderful change in the opinion of not only the gen- 
eral public but the railroads themselves. 
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In many and I believe all | as was said by Mr. Chief Justice Taney in the license cases (5 
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of the States every proposition, whether of control by commissione. 
or ans was fought by the roads in the press, at the polls, or in th, 
courts. W. P. Shinn, in an article on the “ relations of railways to 
theState,’’ published i in the Railway Review in March of this year, 


The leading railroad companies, which formerly opposed such a comm 
are now almost without an exception in its favor; not because, as has b been 
charged, they expect to be able to — it, but because it places bet ween eu 
companies and the public a responsible ‘nization to which both parties cq 
appeal and in the ions of which will acquiesce. It substitut: 
forum for the public printsin the trial of cases of complaint; and all expe; 
goes to sho w that under the light of investigation nine-tenths of the c om 
made fail of substantiation , and thus grave causes of friction are remoy: 





In the discussion of this measure before the Commerce Comm 
this Congress there was, as I recollect, only one man, and he was from 
Tennessee, who lagged behind the procession and stood out against th 
| regulation either by the Reagan bill ora commission. For years noth. 
ing was heard but an appeal to supposed self-regulating laws of trad 
and competition, which were alone to be relied on for the regulati 
reasonableness of charges and the prevention of unjust discriminat 
| While not denying in terms the power of Congress to regulate . 
| merce between the States, it was denied that Congress had the rig 
control the common carrier or to control the commerce passing bet 
the States. 

Mr. Sellers said before Commerce Committee, Forty-eighth Congr 

If you have followed my remarks I have said, for the transportation of ¢ 
and persons, for the regulation of the charges of a common carrier < 
| highways there is no direct power in Congress; that is wholly in the Statcs 
| Near the same time that these arguments were being made her 
railroad attorneys were insisting before Judges Baxter, Hammond, and 
Key, in the Federal court at Nashville, that a law creating a railroad 
commission for the State of Tennessee to regulate rates in the State 
| was void and a violation of the Constitution of the United States 
cause it was a regulation of commerce between the States. 

The argument prevailed with the court, notwithstanding t! 
doubted fact that that act by its termsdealt alone with rates inside t! 
State of Tennessee, and its findings as to rates were not conclusive on 
the companies, but only prima facie correct, inany trial resulting { 
misunderstandings or differences with them. 

Mr. Fink, the ablest railroad expert perhaps in the country, stated 
the position to be that: 

All business belongs to We railroads that they can get at some profit. If it 
pays you little, you take little, rather than nothing; that is the princip|: r 
nized in all commercial transactions; every merchant that sells goods, se 
coes or other cheap goods at a low profit, or even less than he paid fo or 
and sells silks at a larger profit to make up for the loss on the cheaper g 

Mr. Charles E. Perkins, president of the Chicago, Ticten » and 
Quincy Railroad, in a letter to the chairman of the select commiti« 
of the Senate, says: 





Railroads may be said to manufacture a commodity for sale, namely, trans- 

portation. * * * They [the railroads] should stand on precisely the sau 
ground as that occupied by other commercial ventures. 
* a E ~ * 

Charging alower rate for a long haul than fora short haul, or iting 
sions to large shippers as againstsmall shippers is really doing business at w! 
sale instead of retail. And the attempt has often been made to show that 
unjust discrimination. Ali trade is full of injustice in this sense. A man 
buys yes in small quantities pays more than one who buys at who!csalc 

* * * It is expedient that shippers and carriers should be left free K >» mak 
| their own bargains. Society should treat railroad transportation as co: , 
| nd let prices alone. 

In short, the position taken by the railroad management is sun 
up in the report of the select committee of the Senate on int 
commerce as follows (page 183): 

A railroad corporation has been looked upon by its managers as an associ:- 
tion of individuals engaged in furnishing and selling of transportation for their 
own advantage and free to conduct the business in theirown way as individua 
mercantile enterprises are conducted. 

This position is utterly irreconcilable with the legal status of these 
corporations as common carriers. The common law since the time 0! 
Sir Matthew Hale has fixed and determined the character and 0!!! 
tions of those who exercise the business of carrying as a public emp!oy- 
ment. 

The carrier may stipulate what his freight charges and fares shall be. 
but the law imposes the obligation that they shall be reasona!)!¢ «0' 
not extortionate. Hence, he in fact does not fix the amount cha 
He can only charge what is reasonable, and the law fixes that. 

I would not, however, have it understood— 

Says Lord Mansfield— 
that carriers are at liberty by law to charge whatever they piease; a carme''s 
liable by law to carry eversthi ing that is brought to him fora reasonable sum" 
be paid for the same carriage, and not to extort what he will. 

This is the law =e. (Redfield, 95; 12 Wallace, 270.) 

Chief-Justice Tane 7, 5 Howard, 583, says common carriers ¢x¢! 
cise a sort of public and have duties to perform i in which the public 
is interested. ' 

The Supreme Court of the United States has announced the law «"- 
thoritatively in this matter. 

In Munn vs, Illinois (4 Otto), the court say: 


The very essence of government has found expression in the maxim — Sie 
utere ut alienum non ledas,”" From this source came the eens. whi = 


w., 583), 


j 
j 
; 


| 





1886. 





nothing more nor less than the powers of government inherent in every sover- 

, * * * thatistosay * * the power to govern men and things. 
“Gnder these powers the Government regulates the conduct of its citizens one 
toward another, and the manner in which each shali use his own property, 
when such regulation becomes necessary for the publicgood, In their exercise 
it has been customary from time immemorial in England, and in this country 
from its first colonization, toregulate ferries, common carries, hackmen, bakers, 
millers, W inn-keepers, &c., and in so doing to fix a maximum of 
charge to be for services rendered, accommodation furnished, and articles 
sold. 


This brings us to inquire as to the principles upon which this power of regu- | 
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lation rests, in order that we may determine what is within and what is with- | 
out its operative effect. Looking then to the common law, from whence came | 


the right which the Constitution protects, we find that when private property is 

“affected with a public interest it ceases to be juris privati only.’ This was 

said by Lord Chief-Justice Hale more than two hundred years ago in his treat- 

ise De partibus marts (I Harg. Law Tracts 78), and has been accepted without 
as an essential element in the law of property. 

Property does become clothed with a public interest, when used in a manner 

to e it of public consequence, and affect the community at large. 

ven ee one devotes his property to a use in which the public has an 
interest he in ay ome to the public an interest in that use, and must submit 
to be controlled ¢ public, for the common good, to the extent of the interest 
he has created. © may withdraw his grant by discontinuing the use, but so 
long as he maintains the use he must submit to the contro). 

Common carriers exercise a sort of public office,and have duties to perform 
in which the public is interested. Their business is, therefore, affected with a 
public interest within the meaning of the doctrine Lord Hale has so forcibly 
stated. But we need gono further. Enough has already been said to show 
— when private property is devoted to public use it is subject to public regu- 
ation. 

Weknow that this is a power which may be abused; but that isno argument 
against its existence. For protection against abuses by Legislatures the people 
must resort to the polls, not to the courts. 


Not only is it true that railroads are subject to regulation and con- 
trol by law as common carriers in a business affected by a public use, 
but they are also public highways. Itis true that they are to be used 


in a particular way, but they are nevertheless highways, and as such | 


subject to control. 
The Supreme Court of the United States says: 





“ That railroads, though constructed by private corporations and owned by 


them, are public highways has been the doctrine of nearly all the courts ever 
since such cbnveniences for passage and transportation have had any existence. 
Whether the use of a railroad is a public or a private one depends in no meas- 
ure upon the question who constructed and owns it. It hasnever been consid- 
ered a matter of any importance that the road was built by the agency of a 


private corporation. No matter who is the agent, the action performed is that 
of the State. Though the ownership is private, the use is public. So turnpikes, 


bridges, ferries, and canals, although made by individuals under public grants, 
or by companies, are regarded as publici juris. 

The right to exact tolls or charge freights is granted for a service to the pub- 
lic. The owners may be private companies, but they are compelled to permit 
the public to use their works in the manner in which such works can be used. 

It is said that railroads are not public highways per se; that they are only de- 
clared such by the decision of the courts, and that they have been declared pub- 
lic only with respect to the power of eminent domain. This isa mistake. In 
their very nature they are highways. It needed no decision of the court to make 
them such. (16 Wallace, 694-6.) 

It follows that these corporations are thus on two distinct grounds 
indubitably the subjects of the control of Congress, under its grant of 
power to regulate commerce among the States. And in asserting and 
exercising the right to tax traflic between the States all it will bear the 
railroads have in effect usurped the power of Congress to regulate in- 
terstate commerce. 

In support of their discriminations against persons and localities they 
are forced to claim to be merchants, and every argument offered in sup- 
port of their right to sell transportation at such rates as they deem 
proper is in derogation of the common law and destructive of the rights 
of the public, who are bound to avail themselves of their facilities for 

tion. In the face of decision after decision of the courts they 
still assert, as we have seen, that it is impossible to subject them to 
controlascommon carriers on a publichighway without destroying their 
property and contract rights. 

Mr. Justice Johnson, in Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton), says: 

Commerce, in its simplest signification, means an exchange of goods; but in 
the advancement of society labor, transportation, intelligence, care, and the 
various mediums of exchange become commodities and enter into commerce ; 
the subject, the vehicle, the agent, and their various operations become the ob- 
jects of commercial regulation. 

In the Reading Railroad Company rs. Pennsylvania (15 Wallace) the 
court held that— 

Beyond all question the transportation of freights or of the subjects of commerce 
for the purpose of exchange or sale is a constituent of commerce itself. This 
has never been doubted, and probably the transportation of articles of trade 
from one State to another was the prominent idea in the minds of the framers 
of the Constitution when to Congress was committed the power to regulate 
commerce among the severa) States. 

In Mobile vs. Kimball (102 U. S.) the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce is declared ‘‘to be without limitation. It authorizes Con- 
gress to prescribe the conditions upon which commerce in all its forms 
shall be conducted.”” * * * It is under anact of Congress that the 
railroads chartered by the different States connect with the roads of 
other States so as to form continuous lines. (Act of July 15, 1866.) 
Tn the absence of Congressional action in this matter the railroads have 
atte to regulate the commerce of the country in their own way, 
and still shrink from Congressional control. In the report of the Select 
Committee of the Senate on Interstate Commerce the indictment against 
them is drawn by no unfriendly hand and upon a full and patient in- 

ion ara survey of the whole field. 
And I read this #2 extenso, because it has been stated here by the gen- 
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tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] that the complaints against 
the railroads were unfounded—that the beneficent management of the 
roads had taken the ground from under every objector. The indict- 
ment consists of eighteen counts, as follows: 





THE CAUSES OF COMPLAINT AGAINST RAILROAD SYSTEM 

The complaints against the railroad system of the United Stat 
the committee are based upon the following charges 

1. That local rates are unreasonably high compared with through rates 

2. That both local and through rates are unreasonably high at non-comp¢t 
ing points, either from the absence of competition or in consequence of pooling 
agreements that restrict its operation. 

3. That rates are established without apparent regard to the actual cost of the 
service performed, and are based largely on “ what the traffic will bear.’ 

4. That unjustifiable discriminations are constantly made between individuals 
in the rates charged for | nilar circumstances. 


THE 


es expre assed to 


t- 
t 
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5. That improper discrin 


service under 






inations are made between articles of freight and 
branches of business of a like character, and between different quantities of the 
same class of fre 
6. That unreas 4 d l ~ between localities similar] 
situated, 
7. That the effect of the pr ling pol of railroad management is, by an 


elaborate system of secret special rates, rebates, drawbacks, and concess 


ns 
iS, 


to foster monoply, to enrich favored shippers, and to prevent free competition 
in many lines of trade in which the item of transportation is an important 
factor. 

8. That such favoritism and secrecy introduce an element of uncer nty 
legitimate business that greatly retards the development of our industries i 
commerce. 

9. That the secret cutting of rates and the sudden fluctuations that « stant 





take place are demoralizing to all business except that of a purely 

character, and frequently occasion great injustice and heavy losses. 
10. That, in the absence of national and uniform legislation, the railroads ai 
ble by various devices to avoid their responsibility as carriers, especially on 






s yments over Ir » than one road, or from one State to another, and that ship- 
pers lind great diff lty in recovering damages for the loss of property or fo: 
} injury thereto, 
Il. That railroads refuse to be bound by their own contracts, and arbiirari! 
| collect large sums in the shape of overcharges in addition to the rates agreed 
upon at the time of shipment. 
2. That railroads often refuse to recognize or be responsible for the acts 





dishonest agents acting under their authority. 


13. That the common law fails to afford a remedy for such grievances, and that 
in cases of dispute the shipper is compelled to submit to the decision of the ra 
road manager or pool commissioner, or run the risk of incurring further losses 
by greater discriminations. 

14. That the differences in the classifications in use in various parts of the coun- 
try, and sometimes for shipments over the same roads in different directions 
are a fruitful source of misunderstandings, and are often made a meansof extor 
tion. 

15. That a privileged class is created by the granting of passes, and the c« 
of the passenger service is largely increased by the extent of this abuse. 

16. That the capitalization and bonded indebtedness of the roads largely ex- 
ceed the actual cost of their construction or their present value, and that 
reasonable rates are charged in the effort to pay dividends on watered st 
and interest on bonds improperly issued. 

17. That railroad corporations have improperly engaged in lines of business 
entirely distinct from that of transportation, and that undue advantages have 
been afforded to business enterprises in which railroad officials were interested 

18. That the management of the railroad business is extravagant and waste- 
ful, and that a needless tax is imposed upon the shipping and traveling publ 
by the unnecessary expenditure of large sums in the maintenance of a costly 
force of agents engaged in a reckless strife for competitive business. 


yst 


Mr. William P. Shinn, in the Railway Review, before quoted, says: 

Until recently the railroad companies have been hostile to and have earnestly 
opposed all legislation upon the subject of regulation of interstate transporta- 
tion by the Government, but it is now being recognized by the most enlight- 
ened railroad officials that such legislation is necessary, proper, and desirable. 

The rate wars which have of late years so devastated the finances of railroad 
companies are all inaugurated and carried on upon interstate traffic. They are 
detrimental alike to producer, transporter, and consumer; they introduce ele- 
ments of chance in transactions of business which should rest entirely upon 
supply and demand; they encourage speculation in the staples of life, and are 
generally to be deplored. 

Such is the power in the large corporations intrusted to one man, who may ex- 
ercise it from personal cupidity or for private revenge as well as from laudable 
motives, in the interest of his corporation, that only the General Government, 
which can control all, can afford any remedy or relief. 

Upon the other hand, producersand shippers find themselves shut out of their 
legitimate markets because some more favored shipper er locality is secretly 
given rates so much lower as to enable the latter to monopolize the traffic, while 
the former has only recourse to the courts, always slow and frequently uncer- 
tain. : 

In the interest of producer, transporter, and consumer, governmental reg 
tion of interstate traffic is necessary and desirable. 

This is a confession written by a friend of railroads. They have 
failed to regulate or govern in this field, which they invaded and held 
by usurpation or the failure of Congress to assert itscontrol. But they 
say you must not regulate us by statute. The common law and State 
statutes declaratory of the common law have failed to give relief. 
Why is this so? Because under the existing system the burden of 
proof is upon the plaintiff to establish that the rate is unreasonable or 
the discrimination unjust,and the sources of information upon these 
issues are.in the hands of and under the control of the defendant, locked 
up in his books and in the memory of his agents and his experts. 

Hence the hesitation of a man solitary and alone to sue a great cor- 
poration and endure the “‘law’s delay and insolence of office’’ in 
vain effort to obtain redress for the countless wrongs included in the 
Senate’s bill of indictment and the confession of friends. 

And when a law is proposed like the Reagan bill, declaring what is 
right and prohibiting what is wrong; opening the courts of the venue 
of supposed wrongs; providing for access to books and papers of the 
railroad corporations remedying as far as may be those things which 
have rendered the common-law remedies up to this date ineffectuai and 
useless, the railroads exhaust themselves with rage and exclamation 
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and implore the Congress of the United States to enact for their benefit 
a special-class legislation in the shape of a commissioner to stand be- 
tween them and justice, to legalize their pooling and their unjust dis- 
criminationsand their iniquitous loading of their short-haul customers 
with the shortcomings of the long-haul, or the robbery of intermediate 
people to make good the loss of reckless competitive efforts to over- 
reach or destroy rivals at competitive terminal points. 

Where is the constitutional delicacy or chartered sacredness of these 
great corporations that they should not submit to the rule of the prin- 
ciples of the common law whether by the courts or by a commission? 
They have been the pets of States, the receivers of prodigal bounty! 
National and State aid have been given without stint. Bonds have 
been showered along their track like “leaves in Valombrosa.’? They 
have been armed with the State’s right of eminent domain and her writ 
ad quod damnum to condemn private property to their use upon pay- 
ment of just compensation. They were inaugurated with the shouts 
of a generous people, and sustained in their splendid success in de- 
veloping and building up the country; but by reckless disregard of 
popelar and Jegal rights and their obligations as common carriers they 
have come under the ban of a majority of the whole people of the 
country. 

Like prodigals they have thrown away the good opinion of their ben- 
efactors, the people. TheSenatecommittee says, page 191: ‘* Universal 
complaint has been made to the committee as to the discriminations 
commonly practiced against places and as to the conspicuous discrep- 
ancies between what are usually termed ‘local’ rates and what are 
known as ‘through’ rates.’’ 

Are the American people engaged in one universal conspiracy against 
the poor innocent and persecuted railroads? No, Mr. Speaker. What 
everybody that knows you says about you is true. But our friends of 

*the minority are alarmed for the railroads, and deprecate the laying 
down of any “cast-iron’’ rules for the regulation of this enormous 
traffic, ‘‘unless it should be interfered with and its prosperity vitally 
affected.’’ No man in America wishes to harm these roads. But as 
Rufus Choate long since said, the ‘‘ railroads were made for the people, 
not the people for the railroads.’ ; 

The gentlemen want india-rabber rules for these monopolies. Seeing 
that they must give up their coveted domination over every interest in 
their own selfish and ungrateful abuse of power, seeing that the con- 
trol of interstate commerce in the interest of the people was to come, 
in some shape, they with wily stratagem ‘‘stooped to conquer.’’ The 
cry that they will be ruined is the cry ofa spoiled child or a selfish 
tyrant who sees his sway overcome and controlled by a power for the 
right. 

It would he singular if in this new field of legislation any law could 
be passed that would be perfect. England has passed many hundred 
statutes in the abortive attempt to regulate these matters, and the 
greatest failure of all the thirty-three hundred has been her commission. 

Gentlemen laud the railroad commission in England, laud it in Bel- 
gium, laud it everywhere. Let us see what Mr. Hadley, in his work 
om Railroad Transportation, says on the subject: 

We have seen what were the events which led to Sagem of the regulation 
of railways actin 1873. The commission appointed under that act was to consist 
of three members; one of them a sativentt man,onea lawyer. They received 
asalary of £3,.000each. They were to decide all questions — under the 
act of 1854,and subsequent acts connected with it. They were further em- 
powered to arbitrate betweenrailroads in a variety of cases; tocompel compa- 
nies to make through rates which should conform to the intention of the act of 
1854; to secure publicity of rates; to decide what constitutes a proper terminal 
charge, and some other less important matters. On questions of fact their de- 
cision was to be final; on questions of law it was to be subject to appeal. The 
railway commissioners themselves were to determine what were questions of 


fact and what were questions of law. Subsequent acts have made but slight 
changes in these powers. 

The commission consisted of able men—Sir Frederick Peel, Mr. Price, for- 
merly of the Midland Railway, and Mr. Macnamara ; the last named died in 1877 
and was succeeded by Mr. A. E. Miller. They went to work with energy, and 
in a spirit which promised to make the experiment a signal success. And it 
was at first supposed to be such a success. People judged by the reports of 
the commission itself; and they were the meee gees to believe the reports be- 
cause it was so desirable to find an easy solution of perplexing questions of 
railroad policy, Mr, Adams, writing in 1878,said, “The mere fact that the 
tribunal is there; that a machinery does exist for the prompt and final decision 
of that class of questions, puts an end tothem. They no longer exist.”” Thai 
represented the general public opinion on the subject at the time; it represents 
the general impression in America down to the present time. 

In 1878,the very year when Mr. Adams wrote, the original term of the com- 
mission expired. People supposed that it would be made permanent. Instead 
of that the renewals have been for much shorter periods, leaving the commis- 
sioners a precarious tenure, and showing dissatisfaction somewhere. 

A parliamentary investigation on railroad rates in 1881-82 showed the grounds 
of dissatisfaction only too clearly. The testimony revealed a state of thi al- 
most unsuspected by the general public, and giving an entirely different explana- 
tion of the fact that the commissioners had so few cases to deal with. The sub- 
stance is that the power of the commission satisties nobody. It has power enough 
to annoy the railroads, and not power enough to help the public efficiently. 

The railway commission was a court, not an executive body, but to all intents 
and purposes a court of law. And in establishing this new court, in addition to 
those already existing, Parliament had two ends in view: (1) to havea tribunal 
which would and could act when others would or could not. (2) To avoid the 
expense, delay, and vexation incident to litigation underthe old system, Néither 
end was well fulfilled, 

(1) The commission could notact, partly from want of jurisdiction, partly from 
want of executive power. Its jurisdiction did not cover by any means the 
whole ground. The provisions about terminals, arbitration, working — 
ments, &c., amounted to very little. Its real power was under the act of 1854. 
It could under this act require companies to furnish “ proper facilities,” and it 


could prevent their giving ‘““preferences.”” But it could not compel a company 
to comply with special acts orspecial provisions of its charter. This isa serioy/s 
difficulty, because the question of proper facilities was closely connected wit); 
charter requirements, and the sativond eould almost anywhere raise the point 
of want of jurisdiction. x 

Nor could it enforce its decrees. Passive resistance of the railroads and jea!-. 
ousy on the part of the old established courts combined to produce this et!e.. 
For instance, under the act of 1854, if the railwayr refused to comply with the 
decisions of the cofrt of common pleas, they were liable to a fine of $1,000 |. 
every day’s delay. The London, Chatham and Dover Railway refused to comply 
with one of the commission's decisions, and claimed. that they were not liable 
any such fine, although all the powers of the court of common pleas, under (! 
act of 1854, had been transferred to the railway commission by the act of 157), 
The court of exchequer actually sustained the railroad; and it was not unti! 
1878 that by a decision of the Queen’s bench the railway commission really Lad 
the power to do anything if a ae chose to disregard its orders. 

The injunctions of the commission at best only affect the future; for any 
remedy for the t there must be a new complaint and trial before a regular 
court. And so it often happens that a railroad, after exhausting all its meais of 
resistance, obeys the decision of the commission in reference to one particular 
station without taking any notice of it at other stations where the same pr 
ciple is involved. Thus, in the case of the manure traffic of Aberdeen, after long 
litigation, the rate was decided to be illegal. The railroad then reduced is 
Aberdeen rates, but continued its old schedule of charges at other points on its 
route where there were not organized interests strong enough to make a fight. 

On the face of the act of 1873 the decisions of the commission, as to what were 
questions of fact or questions of law, appeared to be final. But by writ of man- 
damus from a court of appeal the decision on this point could be at once taken 
out of the hands of the commission by compelling them “to state acase,”’ which 
could then be made the subject of action in the higher court. So this important 
power was made of no effect. 

(2) Complaints before the commission are not quite so slow or costly as they 
were before the courts, but they are bad enough to prevent most men from un- 
dertaking them. Sir Frederick Peel himself admits that the expense frighteis 
people away from making complaints. But this is byno meansthe worst. ‘lie 
testimony before the Parliamentary committee of 1881-82 is full of matter to 
startle those who argue that because there are few complaints before the com- 
mission there are few men that. have grievances. Men have good reason to 
think twice before they enter a complaint. 

In the Aberdeen manure case, already referred to, the Aberdeen men, success- 
ful at every point, lost more money than they gained. Every important case is 
80 persistently appealed that the original proimptness or cheapness of railway 
commission practice countsfor nothing. But the indirect results are yet worse. 
A complainantisa marked man, and the commission can not protect him agaiust 
the vengeance of the railroads. . 

The railroads know that if they can not control the commission the 
ehances are that it will be a greater failure here than in England. 
Upon the commissioners here in Washington will be focalized the head- 
lights of all the railroads in the Union, with their command over tle 
facts, and their expert knowledge, and without indulging in degrading 
suspicions of the venality of men, it would be next to impossible torsuch 
a tribunal not to be unduly influenced by the superior skill of fence and 
facility of massing facts upon them that the railroads would possess. 
But, if these conclusions are not warranted, certainly a commission 
would be onerated with the almost impossible task of taking care of 
and deciding justly all the disputes of a country whose arca is many 
times that of Great Britain. 

We have invested in railroads £1,190,000,000 to Great Britain’: 
£770,000,000. How woulditbe possible for an individual or an obscure 
and remote town to come hundreds and thousands of miles to this 
city for redress. And then, when would the decrees of this commis: 
sion ever be enforced? All the power, money, and skill of the com- 
bined railroad wealth would be exerted to delay and defeat any ob- 
noxious finding. ake } 

The minority in their report oppose the prohibiting of drawbacks or 
rebates. They are not in favor of the provision against greater charge 
for the short haul than the long. They “‘ differ from the majority as 
to pooling,’’ believingits ‘‘ absolute prohibition is unnecessary ,’’ and cx- 
tol the past experience in railway transportation which proves the pov! 
to be the nearest (sic) and fairest device yet used to place shippers on 
an equality.”’ They approach the subject of publicity of rates as if 
they trod on eggs, and whisper ‘‘ thata carefully digested section might 
be incorporated in the law to meet this point,’’ and after all suggest a 
commission. Whatis the use of anything from this minority report ’ 
It negatives the Senate report and turns it back and shuts its eyes on 
the facts there arrayed in support of the terrible charges coutaived in 
the indictment they prefer against railroad mismanagement, discrim!- 
nations and oppression. 

SHORT MAUL AND LONG HAUL. 

It is said that the short and long haul clause of the bill will result 
in driving the railroads to devoting their attention to local rates aud 
refuse through freights; that this will cut the great interests ef ‘he 
West off from markets, or increase the through-freight rates. xcept 
in rate wars it is a mistake to say that railroads carry through freig)\'s 
at less than cost of transportation. Competition simply reduces tle 
profit on through rates to the minimum, when competition is 00" 
superseded by combination, and it is a gross misstatement to say that 
the railroads now carry through long-haul ireights at less than cost 0! 
transportation. Itis said fo justify extorting from intermediate poin's 
more than is just; or, in other words, railroads jnstify extortion on loc.! 
rates by alleging it is necessary to pay for cut-throat competition wi! 
on through rates. As to the proviso to exempt any railroad from t'~ 
long and short haul section the Louisville Courier-Journal, which, 6 
I understand it, is opposed to control of railroads by the Reagan © 
Callom bill, says: 

This section, however, is murdered without clergy by the proviso which pat 
it within the power of the proposed railroad commission ty exempt any railrus 
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hate the control of the whole long and short haul section. This pro- 
Vial a eee give the commission the license of a despotic and irrespon- 
sible junto, to make and unmake profits for any line whatever, to establish dis- 
crimination ruinous to railroads, cities, and agricultural communities, and to 
levy blackmail or booty on a gigantic scale upon any railroad or water carrier 
in the United States. It wou id, in fact, operate to place the commerce of ail 
sections of the country under the mercy and subject to the rapacity or the whims 
of a solitary central junto, and might also be thus established in control of the 
stock market, It would seem that this fata! addition to the bill must have been 
foisted upon it by some of its enemies. 


It is no reckless experiment to go to the perfection of human reason, 
the common law, under which every other interest has prospered, un- 
der which the glorious plant of Anglo-Saxon liberty and law has grown 


and flourished time whereof the memory of man runneth not to the | 
contrary, to try and make effective its time-honored principles for the | 


protection of the people against the tyranny and rivalry of giant cor- 
porations. But the question at last is, shall the principles of the com- 
mon law beapplied to the railroads by a commission or the courts ? 

For every provision which means in good faith to regulate interstate 
commerce in the Cullom bill is a common-law pringple. 


And I say, in the light of all the facts, if the Cullom bill can be | 
made to include by amendment in conference some of the vital features | 


of the Reagan bill and be shorn of its power of discrimination and dis- 
tinction—of the power to make or break its favorites or its enemies—I 
will vote for it, as a step in advance of anything in the past Congres- 
sional history of the friends of railroads and as the beginning of a sys- 
tem which experience and the dicta of courts may mold, modify, and 
perfect; which may control with equal hand the interests and rights 
of carrier and shipper, and conserve the prosperity and common weal 
of all. This can be done if the advocates of that bill are in earnest, 
and if it is not a Trojan horse and a deception. 

Law is not a revelation. Its tables are no longer handed down from 
the cloud on the mount. Lawisa growth. Legislative power origi- 
nates a ruleof action, the courts pass upon it, experience tests it. 
failure comes the successful statute thus planted, pruned, and reared into 
growth. Where can you get a more healthy and approved stock upon 
which to ingraft the new growth requisite for our new wants if notin 
the commonlaw? Itsprotection against extortion and unjust discrim- 
ination in common carriers proved effectual until the age of steam. 

The living principle of justice is in it; all it needs is to be set free. 
It is neither old nor blind, and if allowed to use its strength will rend 
the jaws of the lion of monopoly and unjust discrimination. The in- 
terposition of a commission is to be between the people and the courts— 
is a subtle device to close the courts against them. Our bill of rights 
says they shall beand remain open. Who are these intruders who deny 
to the humblest citizen his legal remedy, and dispute his right to jus- 
tice without sale, denial, or delay ? 

It is a piea born of cowardice and tyranny. No harm can come to 
railroads by being compelled to do right. Disaster, public mistrust, and 
enmity have resulted from their own control. Railroad wreckers have 
grown rich on the spoils plundered from States and stockholders. The 
arrogance of tyrannical corporations has produced riot and bloodshed, 
and misery to mechanics, and poverty and bankruptcy to farmers. 


As soonas thecourts are armed witha live statute the gathered storm | 


of popular indignation will be dissipated and the corporations will as- 
sume an attitude toward the community and the law-making power 
different from that which they now maintain. 

Talk about prejudice against railroads! 
them, no man denies that they are most powerful factors in our pros- 
perity, no man would disturb any vested right that is not exercised to 
strike down popular rights. 


If they have been imprudently vested by charter with the right to 


fix their own rates to the detriment of the public prosperity it is a 
grant of the power to govern, which no Legislature had the right to 
make. No Legislature can contract away the discretion of their suc- 
cessors as to matters of government. Neither the power to govern, the 
power to preserve public health nor morals can be bargained away by 
contract or charter. 

These corporations have fought this fight longand bitterly. For ten 
years they have succeeded in defeating Congressional control. They 
may succeed now in interposing a commission which as ‘‘silence like a 
poultice comes to heal the wounds of sound;’’ but the determination for 
legal control of these matters as evinced by the legislation of so many 
States and the utterances of the courts all over this broad land will not 
be satisfied until just restraint is placed upon the abuse of licentious 
and unbridled corparate power. [Great applause. ] 

‘ ae protempore. Does the gentleman reserve his remain- 
ing 

Mr.CALDWELL. No, sir; I yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. O’FERRALL]. 

Mr. 0’ Mr. Speaker, though a member of the Commit- 
tee on and a supporter of this bill in committee, I am reluc- 
tant to trouble the House with any remarks of mine. In the last Con- 
gress I listened with attention to all that was said upon the important 
question of the regulation of interstate commerce. 

I became convinced that Congress not only had the constitutional 
power, but that it was impelled by a public duty, to pass a bill similar 
to the one now under discussion, and I then voted for the bill known 


From | 


No man wishes to harm | 
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as the Reagan bill, which passed this body but failed of passage in the 
other branch of Congress. 
Reflection and study since have only strengthened me in the opinions 


| I then formed. 


But still with these opinions firmly fixed, I would not trespass upon 
time with which each day is becoming more and more precious and 
when, in my judgment, there should be less talk and more work, but 
for the fact that I come from the great agricaltural center of Virginia, 
where my ears catch at all times the complaints of my constituents of 


| the discrimination, extortion, and oppression of railroad corporations. 


At the very threshhold of my remarks, however, I want to say that 
I am not of that number who are always ready to engage in idle 
clamor against railroad monopolies. 1 believe railroads have in great 
measure made this country what it is, the admiration and wonder of 
the world. I have no sympathy with that cheap demagogy which 
is ever ready to pander to ignorant prejudices by denouncing as mon- 
sters all who may be prominent in the management of these important 
factors in the progress and civilization of this country. No man favors 
them more than I do; no hand is more ready to aid them in every 
legitimate way, and no voice will be raised quicker in their defense, 
when wronged, than mine. 

I would protect them in all their legal rights and render unto them 
the same justice I would measure ont unto private individuals under 
similar circumstances. While they, like all corporations, might be 
‘*soulless,’’ I would not besoulless; while they might have no heart to 
beat in the cause of right, I would have a heart to feel for their rights; 
while they might oppress, I would stay my hand in retaliation; while, 
like the horse-leech, their cry might be ‘‘give! give! give!’’ and, like 
the grave, their call ‘‘more! more! more!’’ I would demand simply 
that they be kept within the bounds of reason, the scope of justice, and 
the limits of purpose for which they were created. 

In a word, sir, they are in the intendment of the law the servants and 
not the masters of the people, and I would act toward them # that fair, 
just, and equitable manner that should characterize the treatment of a 
servant, and in return demand of them that consideration due from a 
servant. 

When a railroad company secures a charter granting the right to run 
whither it pleases and to invade private rights at pleasure, it is upon 
the well-recognized principle that private rights must be subordinated 
to public interests, and that the construction of the road is for the ben- 
efitof the people at large. It is not a private enterprise that is author- 
ized but a public benefit, and whenever it ceases to be a public benefit 
or so acts as to oppress or discriminate, the object for the attainment 
ot which the legislative power of eminent domain was invoked is 
thwarted, and private rights have been invaded for private interests 
and a public benefactor has become a public oppressor. 

The exercise of eminent domain inherent in the States, by which life 
was breathed into the corporations which run and operate the vast net- 
work of railroads spreading over the States and Territories, was based 
upon this principle and no other. 

It has been claimed, however, that States have no power even over 
railroads within their limits to redress the wrongs resulting from the 
ignoring of this principle, that you must look to and be restricted by 
the charters. Without stopping to discuss this question it is admitted 
that the States can not regulate in any way a system of railway run- 
ning through various States or from one State into another, and that if 
the power to so regulate exists at all it is in the Congress of the United 
States. 

Some deny that this power is vested in Congress. In other words, 
they deny that, however grievous may be the wrongs, however great 
may be the oppression, however outrageous the discrimination, how- 
ever unconscionable the extortion, there is no remedy, and the people 
must grin and bearit; that though created for the public good, breathed 
into life by the sovereign will of the several States for public benefit, 
these corporations can act as they please and do as they please in the 
regulation of their rates and the running of their roads. 

It seems to me that the mere statement of the proposition is an answer 
to it. To admit the correctness of it is to admit that under the sanc- 
tion of law the people of this land can be put under the wheel of ma- 
chinery whose motion was given to it by the hand of the law. ‘To ad- 
mit the correctness of it is to admit that this Government, which is 
claimed to embody all that is good in the recorded experience of all the 
republics of earth, is unequal to the task of protecting her own citizens 
against outrageand wrong. Yes, railroad corporations, gentlemen, are 
to be a law unto themselves; they are to stand out by statutes or the 
Constitution and with brazen effrontery declare that their will shall be 
the rule of action all along their tortuous ways. 

Sir, I have too high a regard for the strength and scopeof that in- 
strument—the Constitution of the United States, the greatest of all in- 
struments, not the result of inspired wisdom—to believe that within its 
clauses can not be found authority to seize hold of these iron creatures 
of the law and command them to have at least some respect for the 
golden rule. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while I have said there are some who deny the 
power of Congress over this subject, that number is now small and day 
by day, under the enlightened discussions here and in the public press, 
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is becoming smaller and smaller. I feel, therefore, that it would bea | vanish intoether. They find that instead of competition they have mo- equi 
useless consumption of time for me to enter upon a discussion of this | nopoly; instead of reasonable rates, extortion; instead of similar tre; anotl 
constitutional question. In the last Congress there were two bills pre ment, discrimination; and they awaken to the fact that they and tii; Ww 
sented to this House—one by the Committee on Commerce, the othe ‘ interests are in the anaconda coils of a thing without sou! or oo, able 
as a substitute by the distinguished chairman then and now of that | science. jects, 
committee. Both bills recognized the power of the legislative branch This, sir, may be strong language, but itis no stronger than the facts — 
of the Government to regulate interstate commerce by prescribing rules | justify. There is no gentleman within the sound of my voice who has ue > 
and guarding against wrong. not seen or heard of just such occurrences as I have stated. They are pu 
I shall treat it as a settled question and pass to the discussion of the | read of all men and stand out in blazing light along the line of ¢\¢;, from 
bill presented for the consideration of this body by the Committee on | railroad constructed as a competing road with some other. = 
Commerce, and in doing so I shall take the sections seriatim. Morality condemns ‘‘corners”’ on the ee pd samedi ies of a ; 
i i @ ' i t ich the , 
co remorat eatarxaTON eee eer egeren, copes cosminee pans by whic ee 
The first section provides that no discrimination shall be made by oppression or allow their products to remain in their garners ie ek a 
—-; oe. Ra ane ms ayeney ft set omer “ their fields, their obligations go to protest, and their credit su “tm = 
erty. Can there be any objection to this?’ In acquiring its franchises | Combinations are generally odious, for they usually smack of con. so th 
for the public good the implication at once arises that all were to be oe pds See hr Seek eee oe ae ers own 
treated alike; that there were to be no preferred classes, no favored few; | jniy ae with aera in the gambling world. But these Saati high 
ere ; S a ee J . mbina- 
shield nontues ¢ - ——— to all, special privileges to none,”’ was to | tions are made by men who occupy no such relation to the public as = 
In the great community of interests, in the vast body of citizenship, art vaes aia ee ee erin on 
{ D f 1 ri : oe : si a ista 
a fod open, he mame broad. Dtoem total Tights, men {0s | Rasroad corporations are public servants, created by the pbc vii 
inherent principle was not destroyed, but remained indelibly written | 274 °7i2s ® public duty, arid when they enter into 2 conspiracy to Ir 
— the aabteds of 6 faaeniad nay nasaie y —— their mice and extort ome te owes ane toil of those who in om 
: ao , _ ae -.._ | the furrow, in the mines, or at t e bench seek to reap a rewari | that 
tional, common, statute, divine, or smocal law in visioted? Am fodi- | Benet exertion, Shay are parpeteating.o wreng.at which the wronssv ban 
vidual in his daily private business may discriminate in favor of one aioe papi ” Tee oe y State hes on the a ‘of in — 
, : . 4. a ; .? man seal of i at 
a nan Ghalicieote naphath ai wnt ee en a upon it, not by statutes only, but I believe by constitu- W 
’ _— ; ; ions. 
r . igati j ; : this | 
or expediengy. But what ean jastify « corporation, which springs invo | 2, tink the voice of the people has been heard and the decree 0 insta 
life by the touch of the sovereign hand, in discriminating against a oe Adieu Colorado Georgia, Illinois, Michi gan Sieouri ete aa " of th 
portion of the community for whose equal benefit that life was given? | p Seat 4 Santee teen then vl elem tates have 1: favol 
This section declares that A shall not be charged more than RB, and hibites oaaiiaarter tech mumatieedieen. aa fae oe eos th a prise 
that he shall have the same facilities andaccommodations. Itceclares | prog of these States will be recognized by their representati ie aie orde1 
that the poor and humble shall enjoy the same privileges and receive | when they shall cast their votes. ioe _ Ne 
the same treatment as the rich and influential. It declares thatthe]  Goncindi this second section. I t == the confident inter 
small shipper sending perhaps his single car-load, representing the anx- belief that it will be-adopted nm a cathe a_i. a and « 
iety and anguish it may be of unrequited labor, shall send his little . hand 
upon the same terms in all respects as the large shipper, with his long NO REBATE OR DRAWBACK ALLOWED. = 
train loaded with the products of his wealth, shall send his much. : : : és ++ shal = 
Where is the soul that hasa heart to beat for the right who will declare ao et - — sm ae a ieeeerins Rea : whic 
that wealth shall enjoy privileges over poverty on these lines of com- property directly = fndirectly to allow any rebate, drawback, or alien nal 
aon or that influence shall reign supreme and humility bow advantage in any form, upon shipments made or services render this 
. ; rebate? , 
This section farther provides that all charges for transportation, re- ioe daenanet —— on Th 
ceiving, delivering, storage, and handling shall be reasonable. It also What is a Snabeshee 8 ble : 
provides that “no break, stoppage, or interruption, nor any contract, | 4; is « retumn or paying back of part of the regular rates. ont 
se scenatis han boaeniod eae > as :- can be the object of a railroad company in abating or paying requ 
. ° ; anage oad : In 
unless made in good faith for some’ practical and necessary purpose, | 1 it8 regular rates are too high, why motreduce them? | rT: 
: ' : ; 7 2 is a secret way, sir, 0 g fish of one an of another 
— — wa es ee such continuous carriage, OF | i, 4 covert way of discriminating between shippers and having its 
we ; P - —_ vored few. Tl 
POOLING PROHIBITED. Discrimination is the definition, and advantage to those within ‘) setti 
The second section prohibits ‘‘ pooling.’’ charmed circle the result. ried 


I suppose, sir, there is no provision of this important bill more im- 
portant and which is more strenuously objected to by the railroads 
than this provision. 

What is pooling? Itis asystemof combinations by which a number 
of smaller corporations can make one great and tic ration, 
which thereby intrenches itself against the effects of competition or the 
possibility of reasonable rates. It isa system which draws into its capa- 
cious maw the highest rates it can obtain by presentinga monopoly from 
whose extortion the business interests of the community can not escape. 
It is a system which sounds the death-knell to reasonable rates and raises 
the standard of monopolistic —— 

The formation of such a combination is in itself an acknowledgment 
that its purpose is to deprive the people of the benefits that flow tothem 
from competition and to form a “‘ ring’? or make a ‘‘corner’’ on rates. 

When a charter is sought to build a railroad parallel to or crossing 
another, one of the potent arguments always used is the advantages 
which the sections through which the proposed road may pass will derive 
from competition. Then, when the charter is granted, the agents pass 
through the country urging the people to liberality in granting the 
right of way, without money and without cost, and with a voice as en- 
ticing as that of the siren they present the immense advantages to be 
derived from competition. Rights of way through valuable lands and 
pe ae donated, and with eagerness and anxiety the donors 
await the dawning ofa brighter day when their donations are to return 
to them like bread cast upon the waters. 

But, alas! when the road is completed they realize that vain, in- 
deed, are the representations or promises of and that as 
Dead Sea fruit turns to ashes upon the lips, so the promised blessings 


This section, true to the general scope of the bill, plucks this wrong \\p carr; 
by the roots. The poor man with no influential surroundings, no '1- plac 
fluence at headquarters, is placed on the same level with him who has ing 
the ear of the magnates; the farmer who is following his plow © trv: suck 
early morn till dewy eve’’ or driving his team amid the winter «ol 0: ond 
summer heat, thinking not of how to drive a sharp bargain or curry The 
favor, is to be protected by the law of his land against the advant:xc plai 
heretofore secured by the shrewd, keen, and calculating shipper who pot 
may live more by his wits than his labor. This principle, spark!') leas 
with even-handed justice, has been approved by the organic law ©! \'- toe 
kansas, California, and Georgia, and I believe by the iron-bound “t'¢ 7 
of Pennsylvania, and now this Congress is called upon to recogni: |! are 
by a national statute, that its operations may be universal so far >)" = 
terstate commerce is concerned. hig! 

of 1 
cost 
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NO MORE FOR A SHORTER THAN FOR A LONGER HAUL. 


The fourth section declares that it shall be unlawful to charge | 
for a shorter than fora longer haul. That means, sir, for instance, ‘'. 
a railroad company or any other common carrier shall not charge \ >)! 
for carrying acar-load of cattle, flour, grain, or other property 100) 1's. 
while it hauls a like car-load for B 200 miles for $40. 

This discrimination in favor of long distances over shorter dist. 
is another of the crying grievances of the present system. 

Where is the justice of it? a. 

I know that much has been expended to justify this ™'« 
that = in railroad matters’? have appeared year 2''«' 
year the Committee on Commerce of this House armed w''" 
“statistics”? and loaded down with “‘facts’’ to show the justice «0° 


= 2 sees. 
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equity of a rule which taxes one man more for a short service than 
another for a service perhaps ten times longer. 


they are free agents; they can agree and stipulate as they may choose. 
Not so with a shipper and raiJroad company. They do not occupy the 


Well, I do not profess to be ‘‘versed in railroad matters’’ or to be | same position, but the shipper is at the mercy of the company; he may 


able to converse with the fluency or learning of a Gould upon these sub- 
jects, but I do profess to have a modicum of common sense, and it is 


that which should be brought into play in the consideration of a prac- | 


tical question. 


Sir, the most remote part of my district is not more than 175 miles | 


from the city of Baltimore; Chicago, I think, is about 800 miles dis- 
tant from Baltimore. It costs the people of my district more to send a 
car-load of ordinary freight to Baltimore than it does the Western ship- 
per to send a car-load of live freight from Chicago to the same point, 
more than four times as far. 

I find that in a former Congress it was shown that a car-load from 
Omaha to San Francisco cost $300, while from Omaha to Virginia City, 
a distance of 600 miles this side of San Francisco, the charge was $800, 
so that for 600 miles shorter haul the charge was $500 more. In my 
own State along the lines of roads at way stations the rates are much 
higher for the shorter distances than they are many miles beyond for 
the longer distances. 

So throughout the length and breadth of this country the way sta- 
tions and shorter distances must pay tribute to the centers and longer 
distances—they are the pack-horses and must stand all that is put on 
them. 

I recognize the fact, Mr. Speaker, that freight can not be carried as 
cheaply in proportion for a few miles as for many miles, but I deny 
that it will cost more to carry a few miles than many miles. The 
handling is the same in either case, but the wear and tear upon the 
machinery and track and the expense in fuel is necessarily greater for 
the many than the few miles. 

Why, I understand, in fact it was so stated to the committee, that 
this system of discrimination is carried to such an extent that in some 
instances in the transportation of coal differences are made on account 
of the purposes for which the coal is to be used. If used by some 
favored enterprise then cheap rates are given; if, however, the enter- 
prise does not have the smiles of the powers that be, high rates are the 
order. 

Now, sir, under this state of things what remedy have the business 
interests of the country, what redress have agriculture, manufactures, 
and commerce, the three pillars of our prosperity, unless the strong 
hand of our National Legislature shall be laid upon these monopolies, 
and the decree go forth under the great seal of this Government pre- 
scribing limits beyond which they shall not go, and laying down rules 
which they must regard ? 

We hear protests from all these corporations against what they term 
“cast-iron rules’? We will probably hear the term more than once in 
this discussion. 

This is just what the country demands, strong, unyielding, inflexi- 
ble rules; rules with no double meaning, subject to no two construc- 
tions; rules so plain that the most ordinary mind may comprehend and 
the humble man understand them; rules so clearly defined that it will 
require no court or other tribunal to construe them. 

In this section, in my opinion, will be found all that may be required 
to give protection against the short and long haul system of imposition. 


SCHEDULES MUST BE POSTED. 


The fifth section provides for the posting up of schedules on all roads, 
setting forth, first, the different kinds and classes of property to be car- 
ried; second, the different places between which such property shall be 
carried; third, the rates of freight and prices of carriage between such 
places and for all services connected with the receiving, delivery, load- 
ing, unloading, storing, or hauling of the same. And the accounts for 
such services shall show what part of the charges is for transportation, 
and ee for loading, unloading, and other terminal facilities. 
These ules shail be printed in plain, large type, and shall be kept 
plainly posted for public inspection in at least two places in every de- 


pot where its are received or delivered. They shall be posted at 
least fre days re they shall go into effect, and it shall be unlawful 
to charge more than schedule rates. : 


These, I think, are the leading features of this section, and in them 
are embodied notice to all shippers as to what they are to pay upon 
any given commodity or quantity. It will prevent fluctuating rates— 
high rates to-day, low rates to-morrow, or vice versa—and the business 
of the country will be conducted with absolute knowledge as to the 
cost of transportation, and purchases and sales can be made and agree- 
mentsentered into without speculating as to the cost of reaching market. 


DAMAGES FOR VIOLATIONS OF ACT. 


Next follow the prohibitory clauses and the measures of damages for 
any violation of the act; and if, sir, I were to criticise adversely any 
| oe this bill my criticism would be confined to these clauses. 

criticism would be based upon the fact that for any violation only 
actual sustained can be awarded. 

In the case of the violation of a simple contract actual damages, of 
Course, constitute the measure of recovery. In simple contracts par- 


ties generally act at arm’s length. They stand on an equal footing; 
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have his shipments ready and his engagements may require him to 
send them at any cost to guard himself against damages, to protect his 
credit, or prevent his capital from remaining unproductive. Go they 
| must. The important element of a contract, free and untrammeled 
| consent, is wanting. It is that kind of consent which the traveler 
gives to the taking of his pocket-book when the highwayman with 
pistol at his breast demands his money or his life. It is compulsion. 

I would treat any violation more in the nature of a test than as a 
| Violation of a contract, and apply the rules governing tests and exem- 
| plary damages. 

If this were done, and these eompanies were made to understand that 
when they violate this law, in defiance right and disregard of the 
fundamental principle under which they were created, they shall pay 
to the party injured or imposed upon for every violation not only actual 
but double or treble damages, you would find them adhering more 
closely to the track of right and obsex 
land. 

But, there is another cogent reason why more than actual, which 
would be construed direct or immediate, damages should be recovered. 
It is a well-known fact, one attested by the dockets and proceedings 
of every court in whose jurisdiction runs a railroad, that when a man 
is courageous enough to institute a suit against a railroad corporation 
he is engaging in a litigation which bids fair to outlive him, even 
though he may be reasonably young in years and vigorous in health 
or if he should live to see its final conclusion, he will have passed 
through years of trouble and vexation, frittered away much valuabk 
time, and incurred losses not computable by any human rule. 

A recovery of actual or direct damages is no compeusation to him 
for all that he will have borne, all that he will have lost, all that he 
will have expended, and all that he will have suffered in the vindication 
of his rights, the redress of his wrongs, and the prosecution of a litiga- 
tion not of his seeking, not of his fault, but provoked by a monopoly 
which in the arrogance of its power and the cupidity of its nature rode 
phzetonlike over personal rights, crushing them under its 
wheels. 

Sir, this is a land where courage dwells and bravery lives. Its his- 
tory shines with records of heroism; its tablets sparkle with deeds of 
valor. On land and sea its flag floats in the breezes of courage, valor, 
and heroism, filling every soul with national pride. 

3ut as much as I admire the valor, courage, and heroism which 
would lead to the bayonet point or cannon mouth in the vindication of 
our national honor, I admire almost as much the moral courage and 
heroism of he who in the vindication of personal rights and the re- 
dress of personal wrongs engages in a combat with a railroad corpora- 
tion. There is genuine courage, there is true heroism in the act, for 
unequal is the contest, doubtful the result, however just the cause. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I entertain these views as to the inadequacy 
of the measure of damages fixed for a violation of the provisions of this 
bill, I shall not seek to amend this section, being willing to give the 
railroad companies an opportunity to show their regard for the right 
and respect for the law, and if they do this, then all will be well; if 
not, I shall trust to another Congress to increase the measure of dam- 
ages. 

Next follows the penal-punishment section. It reaches the indi- 
vidual, whether a director, receiver, lessee, or agent in his individual 
capacity, and makes him amenable to an indictment as for a misde- 
meanor, and liable to a fine of not exceeding $2,000 for any willful viola- 
tion by commission or omission directly, or aiding or abetting therein. 

This section, in my opinion, will go much further in securing adher- 
ence to the law than the civil remedy given. It strikes not at the cor- 
poration, but at the persons engaged in conducting the corporate busi- 
ness. The civil remedy will rarely be resorted to by a small shipper 
or poor man, for he will have to engage in years of litigation, as I have 
said, meeting corporate power single handed, strength with weakness, 
wealth with poverty. The seventh section will remain virtually a dead 
| letter upon the statute-books so far as he is concerned, but he will find 

his protection in the penal provisions. The courts of the United States 
will be thrown open, and the grand juries will indict and the petty 
juries punish the individual official or employé who willfully violates 
the law, aids or abets in its violation, or suffers it to be violated. 

I have now referred to the main and most important features of this 
bill. Ishall vote for it as an entirety and against any amendment which 
may tend to weaken its force or lesson its efficiency. Its passage will 
lead, I trust, to the enactment of similar statutes by the Legislatures 
of the States respecting their internal commerce, and the good work 
begun here I hope will spread like a blanket over the States and its 
healthful inflaence will be felt in every section and locality. The wide- 
spreading importance of this measure can not be magnified, and I would 
wish, sir, for no higher encomiums than will be bestowed by the millions 
who to-day are suffering under the wrongs of which this bill treats, 
upon the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Commerce [ Mr. 
REAGAN], from whose brain the bill originated, and who has labored 
for its passage with a perseverance almost akin to that of Hannibal 
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crossing the Alps or of Kepler calculating the laws of planetary motion 
Its enactment into a law will add fresh laurels to his already decked 
brow and stand upon the statute-books of the nation to do honor to his 
name and fame. 

Mr. Speaker, I shail not detain the House in presenting my objec- 
tions to the Senate bill. In favoring the House bril I have necessarily 
outlined my objections to the substitutes, for they are directly antipodal. 
I want, however, to emphasize one objection, and that is to the com- 
mission idea, which is the very bed-rock of the substitute. Speaking 
with due deference, I must say that in my judgment a more trouble- 
some and intricate and inefficient piece of legal machinery was never 
suggested. If the most fertile minds in either House of Congress could 
have been employed to devise means to retard, embarrass, mystify, 
hinder, and delay the redress of wrongs and the punishment of viola- 
tions of law they could not in my opinion have succeeded better than 
the distinguished framer of the Senate bill. 
railroads want, since they are convinced that Congress intends to act 
upon the subject of regulating interstate commerce, for their favorite 
mode of wariare is to delay, embarrass, and hinder. 

I want no commission The Congress of the United States is the 
commission created by the people for the enactment of laws, and the 
courts of the country the tribunals for their enforcement. 

We have had commissions of various kinds within the last few years, 
and what good have they done? Absolutely none; but responsibilities 
have been shirked by their creation. 

Let those who have been accredited as the representatives of the peo- 
ple here prove themselves equal to the high duties they have assumed. 
Let them not stand appalled and paralyzed in the face of corporate 
power; let them give the relief demanded, assume responsibilities, and 
not throw them off upon a commission that will be responsible to no- 
body. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, about concluded my remarks; they have 
been directed against corporations and not against individuals. There 
are many gentlemen prominent even in railroad circles who will rejoice 
with the people over the passage of this bill; for they have recognized 
the wrongs which have been inflicted, but have been powerless to pre- 
vent them. We have acountry which is the marvel of the world; itis 
sublime in its beauty, grand in its extent, and great in its resources. 

The Old World looks with amazement upon our broad domain and 
fertile fields, our inexhaustible supply of mineral wealth, our rivers 
upon whose bosoms ten times the navies of the world might float and 
whose waters could drive the machinery of the globe without exhaust- 
ing a tithe of their power, our railroads linking the hills of Maine with 
the plains of Texas and traversing the sections from where the sun 
awakens our people with his first warm morning kiss to where with 
his last rays he bids the world good-night. We all love our country 
and feel the glowings of national pride, and we should all seek to pro- 
mote its growth and add to its prosperity and happiness. We should 
cultivate broad and liberal views, know no section, build up no locality 
at the expense of another, oppress no community to prosper its neigh- 
bor and discriminate in favor of no class for the benefit of another. 

That is the spirit of this bill, and I want to see the Government write 
over the door of every railroad office in this land: No discrimination, 
no combination, no unreasonable charges, no favored classes; equal 
rights to all, special privileges to none. 

This is true democracy, and the Democratic party having secured 
control of the administration of this Government in the election of a 
Chief Magistrate, after many yearsof struggle, through the strengthof 
its principles, stands forth to-day in the full blaze of these principles, 
Let it be true to its history and faithful to its pledges and remove op- 
pression from the shoulders of the people, whether it be imposed by the 
hand of railroad monopolies or by the masked hand of a high protec- 
tive tariff, by either or by both. Never since the bells pealed forth the 
glad tidings of American independence has any party ever had a better 
oportunity to rally to its standard the people and intrench itself in 
popular esteem than the Democratic party has at this hour. 

Oppressed by monopolies, weighted down by monopolistic exactions, 
their energies burdened most heavily, their sweat and toil taxed most 
grievously for the benefit of task-masters, the le are looking, anxi- 
ously looking, to this administration for relief. Will itcome? Will 
popular expectation be realized? Itrustitmay. Butif relief should 
not come, if popular expectation should not be realized, then let the 
Democratic party so act as to throw the responsibility for the failure 
upon its political party antagonist, which rests now under popularcon- 
demnation. 

If this bill is to be defeated and a reduction of tariff burdens is to 
fail, let not the blame be laid at the door of the party on this side of 
this House, but cast it at the feet of the party on the otherside and let 
that party face the indignation of a long: and outraged people. 
I trust, Mr. Speaker, that this all-important measure will become a 
law, and that it will mark the commencement of an era of Democratic 
reform, and that like wave upon wave it will spread until every abuse 
of power and every oppression of the by monopolies of whatso- 
ever kind may be bound and prevented by the hand and interposition 
of the Government, to which the people naturally turn for relief and 
redress. [Great applause. ] 
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[During thedelivery of the foregoing remarks the following proceed. 
ings took place: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (at 9 o’clock p. m.). The time of the 


| gentleman has expired. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 
Mr. REAGAN, 


T ask to be allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to have an understanding a; 
We have an hour and a half on each 
Whatever remains of the hour and a half on this side after the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] are cop- 


eluded I shall claim the right to use in concluding the debate, and | 
trust that the gentleman from Virginia will be permitted to occupy as 


much more of the time on this side as he desires. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I suggest that we be allowed to occupy an hour oy 
this side, and that then the other side use its remaining half hour. 
Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman from Virginia had better 


on now. 


Mr. DUNHAM. All right. 

Mr. O’FERRALL resumed and concluded his remarks. } 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remaining twenty mip. 
utes to close the debate. > 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes of my ti; 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM addressed the House. [See Appendix. | 

Mr. ROWELL addressed the House. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. DUNHAM. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I indorse most heart- 
ily all the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rowetw] has just said. 1: 
seems to me he has demonstrated beyond question that the remedy that 
is incorporated in the Senate bill is far superior in all the essentials 
necessary to success. 

I have been wondering, Mr. Speaker, since this bill came up to-day, 
how long the people would be satisfied with talk and with promises, 
They have waited a long time for legislation on this subject. [ came 
here at the beginning of the Forty-eighth Congress enthusiastic on this 
question of giving the people some remedy as against what is called the 
exactions of the railroad corporations. I havesometimes thought there 
is a great deal said not strictly true against railroads, but I have known 
for a long time there was need of some remedy for actual wrongs upon 
the people. I came here with the purpose of supporting the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in his attempt to pass a law in this behal’. 
I waited during the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress for the 
gentleman to call up his bill, butall invain. At the beginning of the 
second session of that Congress he brought forth his bill. We all know 
that it did not become a law. The present session has nearly run its 
eight months’ course, and now in the closing hours of the session this 
bill which came from the Senate in the early days of May is taken up 
for action. Can the people bedeceived into the belief that this delay was 
unavoidable or accidental ? 

Gentlemen on the other side say they have no faith in the houesty 
I submit if there is not some danger of the people 
coming to the conclusion there is no faith to be placed in the United 
States Congress. I make no charges of bad faith, but it appears to me 
that if the gentleman should sit down with the purpose of devising a 
plan to defeat legislation in the Forty-ninth Congress on this question 
he could not succeed better than he is likely to do by the course he has 
taken here. 

There is but little difference beyond pride of opinion between the Sen- 
ate bill and the House bill brought forward here, the main difierence 
being the remedy for the enforcement of the provisions of the bills. | 
have no time to go into that question, and will only say my convictions 
are clearly with the commission plan. The House amendments are 
simply the common law emphasized by statutes which will threaten 
but are too cumbersome to be practical and too expensive to bring relic! 
to the class of people who need relief. 

I can do no more than to say that the gentleman from Illinois has dem. 
onstrated beyond question that the remedy sought in the Senate!!! 
is far more practical and likely to be much more effective than tha! 
which is the pet theory, and the only.one which the gentleman ‘rom 
Texas will it. He seems bent on securing his exact remedy °T 
And whatistobethe outcome? We 
are to have the experience of the Forty-eighth Congress repeated in the 
experience of the Forty-ninth. The bill is notto become a law; 21 the 
gentleman from Texas is to return to Texas, preceded by his speec!ies. 4. 
telling astory of his usual Herculean efforts tocurb the rapacity 0! ™'- 
roads, and the gentleman from Virginia to his home in the Shenandoa! 
Valley and to tell the people there through his h what magnil- 
cent words he has uttered and ises made in their behalf, and to 
confess, alas, that he never was privil to vote upon the fina! pe 
sage of the interstate-commerce act. is not whatI want. [i the 
bill the Senate offered us early in the session is not perfect, there © 
another session of the to come, in which its provisions ©a2 be 
amended and its made into i and all the ski!! 
and an) Sac the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman ‘™~" 
Vv can be brought forward in that behalf. 
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Why, sir, it seems to me now from the utterances of this evening 
that it is just a question whether the gentleman’s bill, which he has 
been nursing for eleven long years all in vain, shall be the bill passed 
or whether it shall be the bill which has come from the other end of 
the Capitol bearing another gentleman’s name attached thereto. If 
that is what we are here for, if we are here to skirmish for personal 
position and to kill all anti-discrimination legislation unless it bears 
the name of the gentleman from Texas, the sooner we adjourn the 
better. Before doing so, however, I am determined the country shall 
understand the farce being played here session after session of the Con- 

The gentleman must not say I charge him with insincerity; I 
disclaim any such purpose. I have a right, however, to refer to facts, 
and leave him to reconcile his course with what he may conceive to be 
his duty. The Senate bill is here demanding action at our hands. It 
has been here waiting that action for two months. I grant you it is 
not perfect; neither is the substitute proposed. It is manifestly the 
best to be had. ‘This is the last chance for the exercise of a little 
statesmanship. The gentleman can pass this bill any day he will. Its 
defeat must therefore be charged to him and those who act with him. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman on that side de- 
sires to be heard to-night I shall ask the attention of the House for a 
few moments, to answer some suggestions made in this debate. 

It has been a source of regret to me all the evening to hear the ques- 
tion of my own personality introduced into the discussion of this great 
measure. A measure, sir, which involves the interests of sixty million 
of people, which affects property of corporations of the nominal value 
of $7,000,000,000, which transport fifteen thousand millions of inter- 
state property annually, a question which affects the rights of all of 
these people and the values of all of their property, such a question 
should never be affected by the consideration of the hopes, the fears, 
or the aspirations of any single individual. And it would be a source 
of profound regret to me to believe that I should stand in the way, or 
that my poor name should stand in the way, of the consideration of a 
just and necessary measure of great public importance and public 


The gentlemen who have discussed this subject this evening have all 
been in favor of railroad regulation, so far as it relates to interstate 
commerce, by Congress. It is within your memory, Mr. Speaker, when 
they entertained other views. It has not been long that they have all 
been in favor of regulations like this. For six or seven weary years I 
fought the battle against railroad corporations, their counsel and their 
officers, struggling to defeat any possible legislation upon the subject 
and denying the power of Congress over it. At last the arguments 
and appeals for a measure of justice to the American people, and the 
awakening by them to their own interest, have been heard by the Con- 
gress of the United States, and by consent now that legislation which 
eleven years ago I said was necessary is by their acknowledgment nec- 
essary. That, at least, is some gratification tome. It ought to be some 
gratification to this country that at last the legislators of this country 
have come to understand themselves the necessity for such legislation. 

The Senate during its last session appointed a committee to collect 
information u the subject. That committee industriously and 
with great ability collected a vast amount of valuable information 
of which we should avail ourselves. Based upon that information the 
Senate have passed a bill. I have, and on a former occasion to-day, 
shown the contrast between the provisions of the Senate bill and the 
House bill. My hope is, sir, whether it be the one or the other that 
is to be adopted, that in the short remaining days of this session we 
are to reach at last practical legislation and practical results upon this 
question; and I trust in reaching that result, without reference to the 
authorship of bills, that we shall secure the enactment by Congress of 
this great principle of justice which commands the approbation of all 

terested people and which in the end will be as beneficial to the 
railroad companies as to the people at large. 

Iam a little surprised to see that gentlemen base their advocacy of 
the Senate bill upon the fact that it came from the Senate, and is a bill 
hich has passed one House. Do gentlemen forget that in the Forty- 
fifth Congress a bill passed this House, I mean the House bill now be- 
fore us, but with some slight modifications, and by a decided majority ? 


E 
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not seem to think legislation was neccessary. Is it 
that in the Forty-eighth Congress this bill, slightly modified, 
i majority, and went to the Senate, and 


But their investigations of the last year have enabled them to make 

a very decided improvement in the bill of this year, and that leads to 
the that they will sufficiently understand the interest and the de- 
the country, and be sufficiently obedient to the will of the peo- 

to consent upon conference to a just bill. My hope is to get this 
ee pom and let it go to conference as early as possible for the 


Thee @ practical result. 
gentleman Iowa [Mr. Herzcry] who discussed this sub- 
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ject ably, as he discusses all subjects, asked what reason there was for 
desiring’ to pass the House bill, and the gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. 
ROWELL] who has just spoken, stated that he would prefer no bill to 
the House bill. Mr. Speaker, there are a few things that ought never 
to be forgotten in discussing this subject. The House bill is new in 
many of its features. 

I admit and believe that no bill of the same character has heretofore 
been presented to a legislative body anywhere in the world. I claim 
that for it. What does it contain? First, it declares that all charges 
shall be reasonable. That is one of the ‘‘iron-clad’’ provisions that 
gentleman find in this bill. Who can gainsay that proposition? What 
honest man will controvert it? Next, the bill says there shall be no 
rebates, no drawbacks, no secret dealings by which one man or set of 
men may be swindled for the benefit of another man or another set of 
men. It provides means by which publicity shall be given to the action 
of the railroad companies and by which justice shall be meted out alike 
to the rich and the poor, the exalted and the humbie. Whatis wrong 
in that? Who dares controvert its justice? Next, it says that more 
shall not be charged for hauling a given amount and kind of property 
a shorter than a longer distance, the shorter being embraced in the 
longer. 

The House has heard elaborate arguments this evening, which I have 
heard repeated over and over for ten years, to demonstrate that it is 
honest and right to charge one man $25 for hauling a car-load of freight 
from Chicago to New York and at the same time to charge another man 
$100 for hauling a like car-load from Pittsburgh to New York. Now, 
sir, there is not genius, ability, plausibility, nor eloquence enough in 
all the hired talent of the railroad corporations to convince an honest 
man that that is right. What is that provision of the bill? We have 
been told this evening that it would work unjust discrimination. ‘Two 
gentlemen from Illinois have said that. Howunjust? If the railroads 
running, for instance, from Chicago to New York are told, ‘‘ You may 
charge to Way stations along the route as much as you charge between 
your terminal points, but you shall not charge more,’’ what is the wrong? 
Who is injured? 

It is the short-haul man that is discriminated against because he 
may, in that event, be required to pay as much as the long-haul man; 
but the bill says that he shall not be required to pay more. If he is 
compelled to pay more, what is the result? It is that the railroads, to 
secure freight at a competing point, may haul from that point at rates 
below what will pay, and if they do that and lose upon the transaction 
they claim the right to charge the people at the way-stations enough 
more than should be charged for hauling their freight to make up the 
loss of revenue from the undercharge upon the freight hauled between 
the terminal points. Isthat right? What isthe effectofit? If they 
be permitted to charge for hauling to intermediate stations more than 
they charge shippers at the terminal point—remember, it is not more 
per ton per mile, but more in the aggregate for a given amount or kind 
of freight—if, I say, they be permitted to charge shippers at way-sta- 
tions more than they charge shippers at the terminal points, then they 
have the power to force the manufacturing of the country from the 
towns and villages and neighborhoods where iiving is cheap and health 
is good, to the trade centers where there are competing roads, and the 
power to enrich those at these centers by impoverishing the people at 
the cities, towns, and communities at intermediate points. What more? 
If they can charge more to shippers at the intermediateplaces than to 
those at the terminal points, they can thereby increase the value of the 
real estate around the centers where there is competition and reduce the 
value of land, the value of labor, the value of everything that makes 
up the comforts of life at every intermediate point between the termi- 
nal stations. 

I say to you, gentlemen, that there is not a government on earth 
whose administration is based upon the principles of justice that would 
dare to exercise such a power. The Government of the United States 
would not and could notdoit. No State in this Union would or could 
do it. Yet it is claimed for these railroad corporations that they may 
do what neither the Federal (‘overnment nor the State governments 
would do or dare attempt todo! That is notall. We say in this bill 
that the railroad companics shall post up their schedules of rates so that 
the citizen may know how much is to be charged, so that the railroad 
companies may be bound by their charges, and can not in litigation in- 
troduce expert witnesses to deceive and befog juries by the considera- 
tion of what they call ‘‘all the elements which enter into the considera- 
tion of fair and reasonable rates.”’ 

Besides that, it is a measure which shows the people what they have 
to pay and prevents discrimination by requiring the posting up of rates. 
It becomes a measure of evidence; it saves expense in litigation; it pro- 
motes the ends of justice. The Senate bill pretends to do this, but does 
not, just as it pretends to establish arule with reference to the long and 
short haul, while in fact it presents a meaningless section, a section 
which I defy any lawyer, Congressman, or any ong else to show has any 
earthly signification. And it goes on, as if it meant something, to pro- 
vide in the end that it may be nullified and set aside by this commis- 
sion which it is proposed to introdnce between the citizen and the rail- 
road company. 
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Another thing: the House bill prohibits the pooling of freights and 
prohibits the dividing of the proceeds or any part of the proceeds com- 
ing from the freights. ‘The gentleman from lowa[ Mr. HersuRn] this 
evening made the criticism that this hillonly prohibited pooling freights 
and did not prohibit pooling money. The gentleman had read the bill 
to little purpose. It prohibits the pooling of freights and the dividing 
of the product of the pool. . 

These pooling arrangements enable the making of one vast monopoly 
from several small monopolies, and would give to the railroads control 
of the transportation and commerce and wealth of the country, and 
ultimately the control of its polities and its liberties. Pooling, in prin- 
ciple, has been forbidden by the common law for six hundred years and 
more; it is forbidden by the constitutions of many States, and by the 
laws of many others; forbidden by the whole line of judicial decisions 
running through many years; and I referred toa number of such decis- 
ions to-day. 

Now the House bill proposes to do something to protect the people. 
The Senate bill proposes to inquire whether something is necessary to 
be done. ‘These are the main features of difference between the bills. 
The one proposes to protect the people, the other proposes to create a 
commission which may furnish some measure of protection, but dodges 
the three great fundamental principles that must be incorporated into 
any measure in order to furnish a proper system of regulation on this 
subject—that is to say, it fails to meet the necessities growing out of 
the question of the long and short hauls; it fails to meet the question 
of the prohibition of pooling; and it fails to meet the question of requir- 
ing rates to be posted up. It pretends to make a requirement for the 
posting up of rates, but it authorizes the commission to disregard its 
requirements. 

‘These are some of the main“features of difference. Of course I can 
not in this brief way answer all the arguments which have been made 
to-night, nor do I deem it importanttodoso. But Ido wish to add one 
further suggestion. 

‘The methods of railroad management in the European countries and 
in the United States are a confessed failure, according to the admissions 
of the ablest railroad experts. Why a failare? Because the methods 
adopted are not based upon the principlesof justice, but upon the prin- 
ciples of selfishness and of greed. All the railroad men will tell you 
that their methods of regulation are a failure. No railroad man wili 
tell you that he can see light beyond, under the existing system, by 
which reasonable regulations can be made. If all railroad men would 
accept, as some of them are willing to do, the House bill, which does 
not pretend to enter into detailed regulation of freight rates, but simply 
abridges the monopoly powers of these corporations and proposes to en- 
force by proper remedies the principles I have stated, they would find 
its tendency would be to conduct them gradually but steadily to a sys- 
tem of management based upon the principles of justice, which would 
avoid railroad strikes, and would take away the inducement the com- 
panies now have to regard each other, as Mr. Adams has said in his 
book, as nothing better than horse jockeys, each one trying to cheat 
every other. 

‘Adopt the principles laid down in this bill—principles imbedded in 
fairness, in justice, in equity—and we would say to these companies: 
‘You must charge for all distances what will carry your freight. If 
you can make semething by charging for the shorter distances an 
amount equal to that charged for longer distances, you may do it; but 
you shall not compel a part of the producers of this country—the farm- 
ers, the mechanics, the manufacturers—to enrich another part by pay- 
ing for their transportation.”’ 

For the benefit of the two gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. DuNHAM and 
Mr. Rowe] I read the following resolution, adopted by the State 
grange of Illinois, I believe, at its last annual meeting: 

Brother Hopson presented the following resolution, which was adopted : 

‘Resolved, By the State grange of Illinois now in session, that the course of 
Senator CULLoM in being instrumental in defeating the of the Reagan 
interstate commerce bill in Congress at its late session is severely condemned 
by this body." 

And the following extract from the report of a committee of the State 
grange of Illinois, dated, I believe, about last January: 

A bill was introduced into the Forty-fourth Congress by Judge Reacay, of 
Texas, for “regulating interstate commerce,” which this State grange and 
nearly every State grange indorsed,and for the of which our whole 
fraternity labored and petitioned. This bill the se of the Forty-fifth 
Congress with 35 majority, but found its winding-sheet and final resting-piace in 
the Senate, where the railroad influence seemed to have concentrated its strength 
and fortified against the prayers and influence of an oppressed A bill 
containing the same just and wise provisions was again introd 
domitable ReaGan, and passed the House of the last 
of its predecessor in the Senate. The Senate did, however, pass a substitute for 
the bill, providing for an expensive railroad commission—to be appointed by 
the President and the Senate and paid by the people's money—to make regu- 
lations for companies engaged in interstate traffic. We are satisfied that the 
action of the House in rejecting this measure was in harmony with the views of 
our members and the public sentiment generally, for experience hath shown 
that the smaller the body or commission having public interest in and 
the farther the appointing power which creates it coeemnenab teases Gales 
box the less interest will it have for the people's rights, and the more potent 
will mereenary influences be to control it. 


From these proceedings of an intelligent, numerous, and worthy body 
of men engaged in agricultural and other industrial pursuits in the 
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State of Illinois, and constantly brought into contact with railroa: 
management, and who are deeply interested in the action to be taken 
by Congress on this subject, it will be seen that they express a clear ani 
decided preference for the Reagan bill over the Cuilom bill, and I leay. 
these two gentlemen from Lilinois to settle with the farmers, the mer 
chants, and the people generally of Ilinois for their disregard of their 
wishes on this subject. I congratulate these gentlemen, however, on 
having advanced far enough on this subject to consent that some legis 
lation is necessary, and shal! hope that it will not bea great while unti! 
they conelude that real legislation for the benefit of the people shou: 
be adopted instead of something calculated to delude and deceive them 

I must make one more observation. The early legislation in the 
several States on this subject was faulty, and in many instances wa; 
not successfully enforced by the courts, because those who matured 
such legislation were not equal to the task of providing laws that wou) 
stand the test of judicial examination. It has been my hope that an) 
legislation which may be adopted by Congress will be so clear and ex- 
plicit as to guard against disappointing the people and discourayin, 
them from further efforts, if further efforts be necessary, at legislation 
for the preservation of the public interests. 

If we adopt the Senate’s bill it will, in my judgment, certainly f1|| 
short of whatthe public has a right to expect, aud when we afterwari 
attempt to eorrect its defects we shall probably be met with the stat: 
ment that ‘‘ you have once tried to legislate by Congress for the interest 
of the people and failed.’’ And this will be offered as an argument 
why we should not attempt to legislate again. 

If the House bill be adopted, its remedies are clear, specific, and un 
mistakable, and they are so just and reasonable as not to operate any 
injustice to any one. Gentlemen have dwelt upon the idea that the 
provisions of the House bill are arbitrary, iron-clad they call it. An) 
felon would say that the law punishing larceny, burglary, robber) 
and murder was iron-clad, and he would have as much reason for s:y- 
ing so as these gentlemen have for calling the bill arbitrary, because it 
prohibits wrong and provides for the punishment of it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Tex: 
[ Mr. REAGAN] has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 55 min 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Ate 





PETITIONS, ELC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
under the rule, and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of the Jacksonville (Fla.) Board 0: 
Trade, urging the passage of the river and harbor bill—to the Commi! 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of H. A. Robb and of Samuel P. David 
son, of Arkansas, praying that their war claims be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition and resolutions of Assembly No. 1910, 
Knights of Labor, of Canton, Ohio, praying for a per capita tax of $50!) 
upon emigrants landing at the ports of the United States—to the Con:- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Union soldiers of the late war, resi 
ing in Dakota, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886—to tlic 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of John Jackman and 26 other citizens. 
foran act increasing the pension of John M. Collisson to $50 per month -— 
to the same committee. 

Also, by request, petition of Jemima Lyda, only heir of Skinne: 
Hutson, soldier of the Revolution, for a $5,000 pension—to the Com 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Francis H. Bankard, for compensation 
for horse lost in the pension service—to the Committee on Claims. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 75° 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of Hous: 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not bee: 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Ok!:- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the Unite’ 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursemecn: 
of at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasur: 
notes for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Commitice 
on the Public Lands: ; ; 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petitionof R. S. Mann, Fletcher Forester, 25°: 
other citizens of Port Huron, Mich. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of L. B. Lewis and 140 others, 0! 
George H. Hubbard and 125 others, of W. C. Hobart and 155 others, 
and of Richard Cross and 286 others, citizens of the second Congres- 
sional district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of F. C. Gartey and 79 others and of 
Donovan and 46 others, citizens of the fifth Congressional district 0! 
Massachusetts. 
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Ry Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of Robert McDermott and 76 others, 
of John J. Coyleand 27 others, of J. L. Conklin and 184 others, and | 
of G. Hayes and 24 others, citizens of the second Congressional district 
of Connecticut. on 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of George W. Bennett and 90 others, of 
Charles Bogert and 24 others, of John L. Harris and 57 others, and of 
Tulius Krebs and 62 others, citizens of the sixth Congressional district 
if New Je 
P By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Edwin France and 30 others, of | 
George C. Jayner and 42 others, of W. E. Elliott and 386 others, and | 
of G. Rackler and 42 others, citizens of the third Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of R. Daly and 44 others, and of R. F. 
Duke and 100 others, citizens of the eleventh Congressional district of | 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of L. Countryman and 154 others, citi- 
zens of the cleventh Congressional district of lowa. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of W. H. Buck and 21 others 
and of H. R. Guder and 52 others, citizens of the tenth Congressional 
district of Illinois. 
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The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


1886. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., respectfully urging that provision be made by the present 
Congress for the protection and prosecution of the important public 
works which have been undertaken by the Government for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors. The board is impressed with the 
fact that thé entire country will suffer if there be a failure to make 
suitable appropriation for the more important of these works. 

The petition also calls attention to the fact that if these appropria- 
tions are permitted to lapse it will involve great damage to works now 
in course of construction; that as to the jetties at the mouth of the 
Saint John’s River there is every reason to believe the work vigorously 
prosecuted will prove an early and complete success, while an inter- 
ruption for another year will prove most disastrous and destructive to 
these works. ~ 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Ialso present a petition and resolution of the Board of 
Trade of Jacksonville, Fla., the preamble of the resolution reciting: 

Whereas as a zreat scarcity of small bills exists at the present time, and those 


which = in circulation are so , worn, and filthy that they are unfit for 
use; an . 


Whereas if appears from the report of the Treasurer of the United States for 
1885 that this is due to a practice adopted by the Treasury in May, 1885, in as- 
sorting notes sent for redemption, reissuing such as were fit for circulation, &c. 

They therefcre pray that there may be a new issue of notes and small 
bills which are generally preferred for circulation to a heavy and in- 
convenient metal currency. They further state that their resolution 
must not be construed as either advocating or opposing the cause of 
silver, greenbacks, or national bank-note currency, but is simply ex- 
pressive of the public wish for a sufficient supply of clean, well secured 
paper currency of the denomination of one and two dollars. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Watson Brothers Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Portersville, Pa., and a petition of McPher- 
son Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for 
certain legislation favorable to ex-Union soldiers; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Freeland, Pa., praying for | 
the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presidential 
and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the | 
Treasury surplus; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a memorial of 256 citizens of Rhode Island, | 
remonstrating against the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted three petitions of citizens of Rhode Island, praying 
for the of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursement of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, 

Mr. COKE, presented five petitions of citizens of Texas, praying for 
the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presidential 
and Co. ional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treas- | 


es us; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
r. AN — the petition of Ralph W. Lowe and 510 citi- 
zens of the tenth Congressional district of I)linois, and the petition of 
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Lincoln A. Little and 250 citizens of the seventh Congressional district 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of certain bills in relation to the 
public lands, Presidential and Congressional elections, and the disburse- 
ment of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented several papet t of the Haskel] multi- 
charge gun, and moved their reference to the Committee on Printing; 
which was agreed to 


4 


; on the subjec 
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COMMITTEES 
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Mr. CAMERON, Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
to provide for an American register for the 
Pa., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon. 


A bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Susan Hawes; 

A. bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick 

A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points; and 

A bill (HL. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 


Morris. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2774) to provide a pension for Mrs. Anna Etheridge 
Hooks, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bili (S. 1553) granting a pension to Mrs. E. G. 

A bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John W. Delph. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


agreed to 


C. Abbott: and 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill 2871) for the relicf of Semon, 
Bache & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE RULES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolutions; 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the Civil Service be, and th y are, 
directed tosend to the Senate, as soon as may be, a copy of the civil-service rules 
and regulations, both general and special, as they were in force on the 4th day 
of March, A. D. 1885; and also copies of all changes and modifications thereof, 
both general and special, made since said date; and also copies of any and all 
special orders or general orders made by any authority in reference thereto, o1 
action thereunder, since said date. 

Resolved, further, That said commissioners send to the Senate any and all i 
formation in their possession touching any and all alleged or supposed viola- 
tions of any of said rules and regulations. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. +974) “ making appropria 
tions for the legislative, executive. and judicial expenses of the Government for 


‘ 
». 


which were 


y he 


BILL. 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,’ having met, after 
full and free conference have been unable to agree. 
W. B. ALLISON 
H. L. DAWES, 
Fr. M. COCKRELI 
a ye the part of the Senate 


WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
GEO. C. CABELL, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Vanagqers on the part of the House 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say in respect to this report that the Senate 
and House conferees were unable to agree: The House .still insists 
upon its disagreement to the votes on the three propositions before sub- 
mitted. 
Mr. MILLER. 


If the Senator will permit me I d: 


ire to ask h a 
question in regard to the bill. This is the bill making appropriations 
for the various Executive Departments of the Government, and I de- 
sire to know if the sums appropriated in the bill will be sufficient t« 


enable the Treasury Department throngh the Internal-Revenue Bureau 
to carry into effect what is known as the oleomargarine law, if it shal! 
finally become a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount appropriated in the bill with our 
amendments will be sufficient, although if the House insists upon its 
disagreement to the provision relating to the collection of revenue it 
of course will not be. 

Mr. MILLER. Then I hope that the Senate conferees will insist on 
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the amendment of the Senate in that respect, so that if the bill which 
has passed here shal] become a law the Treasury Department will find 
itself in possession of fands under a regular appropriation act to carry 
out the provisions of that law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What motion does the Senator from 
Iowa make’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still farther insist upon its 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate still further insist upon the amendments in controversy. 
Does the Senator from Iowa also ask for a conference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will include the asking for a further conference in 
my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And ask for a further conference 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments to 
the bill. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLIson, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. CocCKRELL were appointed. 


THE CALENDAR. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no *‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions ’’ the Calendar will be proceeded with under the special or- 
der, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read from the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings 
as follows: 

Mr. Concern. If the Senator will allow me to ask unanimous consent that we 
may have to-morrow morning the usual Calendar hour until half t12 I think 
we ean dispose of it and probably of a large number of bills to which there is no 
objection. I ask that unanimous consent be given now that to-morrow after the 
routine morning business we have until half past 12 o'clock for unobjected cases 
on the Calendar. 

The PresiprinGc Orricer (Mr, Swe vt in the chair). Is there objection? 

Mr. PuGu. I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. Harris. I hope the Senator from Alabama will not object to taking for 
the Calendar whatever time there may be after the routine business to-morrow 
morning until half past 12 o'clock. There is not a Senator here who has not 
some matter on the Calendar to which there can be no objection. It is for to- 
morrow morning, not this morning. 

Mr. Concer. | asked for to-morrow morning. 

Mr. Puen. If it is for to-morrow, I make no objection. 

The Presiprnec Orricer. If there be no objection the order suggested by the 
Senator from Michigan will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under that order the Calendar will 
be proceeded with, beginning at the point where its consideration was 
left off under the prior order. 

SETTLERS AND PURCHASERS OF LAND IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

The bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands 
on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas was an- 
nounced as first in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read through and 
partially considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither of the Senators from Nebraska is here, 
and I suggest that the bill be passed by informally, not losing its = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be laid aside informaily. 

Mr. INGALLS. It isa measure of very great local importance to 
the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and as the Senator who reported 
the bill [Mr. VAN Wyck] is not in, I hope that permission may be 
given that the bill may be called up when he comes in, if before half 
past 12. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggested that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over in- 
formally, and can be called up when the Senator from Nebraska comesin, 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD BRANCHES. 

The bill (S. 2395) to authorize and empower the Union Pacific Rail- 
road te construct branch roads was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure that I have made the annunciation to 
the Senate heretofore, but I will say now that it does not seem to be 
expedient to deal with that question at the present session. I under- 
stand that it is quite likely before this session ends, or early next ses- 
sion, there will be before the Senate in a constitutional way another 
bill for its concurrence covering the same subject; and I would rather 
deal with that measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

The bill (S. 31) for the relief of Warren Mitchell was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. HALE. That is a contested case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

GREELY ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 

The bill (S. 1987) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
$703.75 in lieu of commutations of fuel and quarters and extra-duty 
pay to the persons named, who were on duty with Lieut. A. W. Greely 
in the arctic regions from July 1, 1881, to June 30, 1884. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs wit), 
an amendment, to add to the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, however, That if any of the aforesaid nineteen persons shal! hay. 
died prior to June 30, 1884, the allowances herein for commutation of fuel, extra. 
duty pay, and quarters shall be computed at the rates stated to the death of si), 
persons respectively ; and in such case the amounts found due shall be paid {., 
the widow of the deceased, if any survive; and if none, to the children, if a), 
and if none, then to the next of kin of such person lawfully entitled. : 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report. I dare say it js 
all right, but supposing one of these persons had died after that date, 
I do not see why somebody should not be entitled to draw commuta- 
tion down to that date just the same as if he had continued to live. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I find it difficult to hear the Senator from Ver. 
mont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I stated that I should like to hear the report. | 
have no doubt this is a very meritorious thing, but I called attention 
to the date fixed, of a person dying prior to a certain date in 1884 and 
supposed the case of dying the day afterward, if you please, and made 
the inquiry whether in such a case the bill provided for the widows 
and heirs being able to get anything at all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that is covered by the bill. The re- 
port will show. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is very long. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be read and I will look at the bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report proper, without the ap- 
pendix, will be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The reason for that provision, I wiil say to the 
Senator from Vermont. is that that is the date of the closing of this 
duty. If they died after that time, that would have been upon some 
other duty and would not be entitled to this extra pay and commuta- 
tion of fuel and rations. The report will show, I think, very cleariy. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. MANpDERsox 
June 22, 1886, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1057) en- 
titled “‘A bill for the relief of David L. Brainard and others,” have had the same 
under consideration, and submit the same for favorable consideration, with an 
amendment: 

* Provided, however, That if any of the aforesaid nineteen persons shial! have 
died prior to June 30, 1884, the allowances berein for commutation of fuc!, extra 
duty pay, and quarters shall be computed at the rates stated to the dates of the | 
deaths of such persons respectively,and in such case the amounts found du 
shall be paid to the widow of the deceased, if any survive,and if none, to the 
=e if any, and if none, then to the next of kin-of such person lawfully en- 
titled.” 

In the judgment of your committee,the proposition embraced in this bill is 
= appeals to a sense of justice, and the relief sought has been too long 
denied. 

The enlisted men named in this measure accompanied Lieutenant Greely on 
the Lady Franklin Bay expedition in 1881-’84, and they and the families and 
representatives of those deceased each ask payment of the sum of $703.75, in |i« 
of commutations of fuel, quarters, and extra-duty pay, which they would hav: 
received as enlisted men they remained at home. 

Your committee will assume that the facts connected with this expedition 
and the hardships endured by those named in this bill are too fresh in the pub! 
mind to require repetition. appeal of these men is notonly just, with pre: 
edent in support of it, but the heroism exhibited and the ships endured 
by the petitioners should have stimulated earlier action as an evidence of a de- 
sire of the representatives of the American people to reward those who were 
willing to sacrifice their lives and their health in the cause of science. 

Justice has been tardy. Fourteen of the nineteen persons named in tliis !)i!! 
are d and at the rate of pee which their prayer for relief has made, al! 
may be deceased ere action is taken, The families of those who have die, wit): 
one exception, are in necessitouscircumstances. It seems a commentary upon 
the administration of public affairs that these men have been so long denied 
that which men in similar grades in the Army receive on duty at home 
Whether the defect which has deprived them of this exists in the law, in the a‘- 
ministration of it, or in the original orders as construed, is of no practicai conse- 
quence, These men were selected for this e ition because of their superior 
probable stre and endurance, and the result proved the wisdom of the choice. 
They enlisted for this hazardous voyage, understanding that the commutation 
asked for would be accorded, and it is also a circumstance worthy of considera- 
tion in their behalf that no promotion has followed as a reward for their services. 
and the plaudits of the people are found a poor substitute for the money whic! 
they ask, to which they are entitled, which they have come to require, and whic 
they would have received had they remained in Washington. 

When Sergt. David L. Brainard and his companions named in this bill returned 
from this expedition, the Government, on settling their accounts, refused al! 
commutation for fuel; it paid commutation for quarters from June 30, 1582, bu! 
refused it for the previous to that time, and it allowed extra-duty pay \) 
to July 14, 1883, refusing it for the period subsequent to that date. . 

No attempt to reconcile this action upon any plane of consistency or of ¢«' 


table requirement, being had for arctic climate and the situation of these 
men otherwise, will be made by your committee. . 
It is sufficient for the of reaching a just conclusion to say that, inc: 


pendent of the support given this measure in the annexed exhibits, whic! your 
committee ask may be a part of this report, the measure seems eminently 

uitable and just, and, in the judgment of your committee, the bil! shou! pass 
with the amendment suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tle 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the bill here, and the amendment | find 
needs a little amendment. I move to amend the amendment of the 
committee by adding at the end of it the words: 

And if any of said persons have died since said date, the sum due such perso"! 
shall be paid to his widow, children, or next of kin, in the order aforesaid. 

So as to provide for the case of any of these persons who may have 
died after the date down to which they would be entitled to this allow- 
ance, and before the of the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There were nineteen of these persons on the 
Greely expedition. Fourteen of them died before the 30th day of June. 
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19884. Five are yet living. I think it well that thisamendment should 
be added to the amendment of the committee, because it might be that 
some may die before this bill shall become operative by passage in the 
other House. Therefore I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SETTLERS AND PURCHASERS OF LAND IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I move the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1413) 
for the relief of settler: and purchasers of lands on the public domain 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. The bill was in order at the 
commeneement of the call of the Calendar to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was passed over informally, 
retaining its placeon theCalendar. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that it needs any motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When that bill was up before my colleague [Mr. 
PLATT] was on the floor and somebody made an objection, if I recollect 
aright, and the bill wentover. He also made objection to and criti- 
cism of the bill. He is detained on Senate duty now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless the rule relating to unanimous consent is 
adhered to—if it is interfered with at all—I shall ask to take up the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. This is not an interference. The bill was passed 
over informally awaiting the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 
there objection to its present consideration ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not wish to object, but I shall be obliged to 
do so, because I know my colleague desires to be heard on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Connecticut listen for a 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think the Senator from Connecticut should 
be in such haste. ‘I understand from a conversation in the presence of 
the Senator from Nebraska, in which I explained the bill to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], that he was entirely satisfied with 
it. Of course, if the business of the Senate is to be delayed because 
Senators are not here on the supposition that they might object if they 
were here, we can not get on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If this is to go on according to rule, and I am to 
object, I will withdraw my objection, but it is nothing unusual to in- 
terpose an objection. If the Senator has conversed with my colleague 
since this matter was up before, and if my colleague has expressed 
his entire satisfaction, I have nothing more to say, though the bill ought 
to be argued and explained at length. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that his 
colleague is in a committee-room at hand and can be sent for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us send for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over informally as before, and the next case on the Calendar 
will be proceeded with. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


The bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Frances H.’ Plummer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $1,000 to 
Frances H. Plummer, widow of J. B. Plummer, deceased, in full satis- 
faction and discharge of any and all claims against the United States 
for the loss of property by J. B. Plummer or his widow at the evacua- 
tion of Fort Cobb, Indian Territory, in May, 1861. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Haw- 
LEY June 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3750) 
for the relief of Frances H. Plummer, having had the same under consideration, 
report as follows : 

the committee adopts and presents again the favorable report presented 
. the first session of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses, as fol- 
ws: 

“ That the late Brig. Gen. Joseph B. Plummer, a graduate of the United States 
Military Academy, served honorably in the Florida and Mexican wars. At the 

out of rebellion he was a captain in command of two companies 
of the United States Infantry, stationed at Fort Cobb, in the Indian Terri- 
tory. In Texas General ined the confederacy and surrendered his 
forees. A considerable force of rebels, marching northward from Texas, occu- 
Ee Fort Washita the day Lieutenant-Colonel Emory evacuated it, and on the 
of May, 1861, a large body of Texans occupied Arbuckle. The retreating 
were directed to concentrate at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. Captain 
Fort Cobb May 5, and marching rapidly joined Lieutenant- 
Colonel May 9, and to Kansas. He commanded the First 
United States at Wilson’s Creek and was severcly wounded, He be- 
came colonel of the mth Missouri Volunteers, and for gallantry at Fred- 
, 1861, he was promoted to be a brigadier-general. He served 
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distinction in many battles, and died of his wounds at Corinth, Miss., Au- 
‘ ern © dopmtons widow. , 
the with him when he evacuated Fort Cobb, two joined the 


. He had two companies of infantry and but seven wagons for 
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transportation of necessary supplies and seven carnp women and their children. 
His own property he left behind, save what he placed in five large chests and 
intrusted to the care of Tucker Barton, the sutler, who was supposed to have 
engaged to take them to Fort Smith and ship them to Saint Louis. Barton, who, 
like his brother, Captain Barton, of the same command, joined the confederacy, 
says he was to take them to New Orleans and ship them to New York city. The 
following is an extract from his affidavit 

**At the time of said evacuation the United States did not have sufficient trans- 
portation for the baggage and effects of the officers stationed at said post, for 
which reason Capt. J. B. Plummer, First Infantry, United States Army, intrusted 
to him, to be taken to New Orleans, and thence shipped to New York, if possible, 
several (he thinks seven) large chests, which he represented contained articles 
of great value, the collection of a lifetime; that a few days after leaving Fort 
Cobb his train was approached and surrounded by a large body of armed men 
from Texas, several hundred in number; that he was made prisoner by them on 
the ground that he was giving aid and comfort to the United States, the parties 
claiming to hold commissions from the State of Texas; that the chests, being 
marked in the name of the said Capt. J. B. Plammer, United States Army, were 
declared forfeited, and were forcibly taken from his possession by said body of 
armed men, This was done partly in the Indian Territory and partly in the 
State of Texas, in the month of May, 1861.’ 

‘A favorable report upon this case in the House during the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress says: 

“* Your committee recognize the fact that when war is actually going on ther« 
are many kinds of property that the Government is not liable to pay officers for 
in case of loss by capture or otherwise, for the reason that atsuch a time officers 
must necessarily take the risk and hazard of the service themselves, The Govy- 
ernment has, however, provided by law for the payment to officers for horses 
killed or lost in battle or by the dangers of the sea while being transported (Re- 
vised Statutes, section 3482), and also for losses by officers, non-commissioned 
officers, or privates in the military service, while in the line of duty, of horses 
and certain other property, by capture or necessary abandonment, &c. (Re- 
vised Statutes, sections 3483, 3484, and 3485.) No provision of law, however, gives 
the right to any Department, officer, or court to pay this claim. 

**In analogy to the foregoing legal provisionsa part of your committee thinks 
this claim should be paid. A portion of the committee finds the claim should 
be paid, for the further reason that governments have usually undertaken to 
reimburse their citizens for property lost which was at the outbreak of a war in 
an enemy’s country and seized and confiscated. 

***At the time war was declared with Mexico an American citizen was in the 
port of Vera Cruz with his ship, which was seized and confiscated. The United 
States Government paid for this vessel and its cargo. If a government should 
pay toits private citizens such losses, much more favorably should it regard the 
claims for losses of its own officers who are so unfortunate as to be serving, when 
war breaks out, under orders in a territory which becomes, without fault of 
theirs, insurrectionary or enemy’s territory.’ 

‘* The committee all think the claim made by Mrs. Plummer for the loss of Cap- 
tain Plummer’s goods ought to be paid as a matter of right and public policy 
Its payment is no precedent for payments for captured or abandoned property 
in an enemy’scountry. Captain Plummer losta large amount of personal prop- 
erty, making his military duties his first consideration, but he saved his troops 
and Jed them to battle with great vigor and courage.”’ 

A sworn scheduie of the goods lost gives as their value the sum of $2,120, but 
some of them were articles of luxury not usual nor necessary ina frontier camp, 
and the committee recommend concurrence in the House bill naming $1,000 as 
the sum to be paid Mrs. Plummer. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SETTLERS AND PURCHASERS OF LAND IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. As the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] 
has come into the Chamber, I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers and 
purchasers of land,on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the pending amendment reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands will be read. 

The CuieF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That for the purpose of reimbursing persons, and the grantees, heirs, and dev- 
isees of persons, who, under the homestead, pre-emption, or other laws, settled 
upon or purchased lands within the grant made by an act entitled ‘An act for 
a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Northern 
Kansas Railroad and Telegraph,’ approved July 23, 1866, and to whom patents 
have been issued therefor, but against which persons, or their grantees, heirs, or 
devisees, decrees have been rendered by the United States circuit court on ac- 
count of the priority of said grant made in the act above entitled, the sum of $250.- 
000, or so much thereof as shall be required for said purpose, is hereby appropri- 
ated : Provided, however, That no part of said sum shall be paid to any one of said 
parties until he shall have filed with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of the 
said decree, duly certified, and also a certificate of the judge of said court ren- 
dering the same to the effect that such decree was rendered in a bona fide con- 
troversy between a plaintiff showing title under the grant made in said act and 
a defendant holding the patent or holding by deed under the patentee, and that 
the decision was in favor of the plaintiff on the ground of the priority of the 
grant made by said act to the filing, settlement, or purchase by the defendant 
or his grantor; and said claimant shall also file with the said decree and certifi- 
cate a bill of the costs in such case, duly certified by the clerk and judge of said 
court, Thereupon it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to adjust 
the amount due to cach defendant on the basis of $3.50 per acre for the tract his 
title to which shall have failed as aforesaid, and the costs appearing by the 
bill thereof. He shall then make a requisition upon the Treasury for the sum 
found to be due tosuch claimant, or his heirs and devisees or assigns, and shall 
pay the same to him, taking such release, acquittance, or discharge as shall for- 
ever bar any further claim against the United States on account of the fa 
the title as aforesaid. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any written report with the bill ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report noted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a very large bill, Mr. President, to zo 
through by unanimous consent. ‘The first appropriation (how much 
more will be required we do not know) is $250,000. I notice that the 
amendment provides for paying these people $3.50 an acre as the basis 
of valuation, although they were the purchasers of this land either at 
$1.25 an acre or if it was alternate sections, I suppose, where there 
was a railroad at $2.50 an acre. I donot see the propriety of the 
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United States paying persons who gave $1.25 an acre $3.50 an acre and 
appropriating $250,000 for it. I should like to hear that explained be- 
fore I agree to consider the bill by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that this is not a unanimous report 
from the Committee on Public Lands. I did not agree to the report. 

The bill as it passed the House provided that where persons had pur- 
chased this character of lands at a dollar and a quarter an acre, only a 
dollar and a quarter should be refunded to them. The Senate commit- 
tee proposes to strike that out and pay all parties, whether they paid a 
dollar and a quarter an acre to the Government or whether they ob- 
tained the land under homestead or pre-emption laws, three dollars and 
a half an acre. 

In my opinion, not more than two dollars and a half in any case 
should be paid to homestead entrymen or those who entered under the 
pre-emption act. Certainly it has never been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment to pay more than a dollar and a quarter, or to refund the pur- 
chase-money in that character of case where the title failed. I do not 
think the Government ever warranted the title to land further than the 
purchase-money. 

I understand that hundreds of acres of this land are not improved, 
and though perhaps the parties purchased at a dollar and a quarter an 
acre, the Committee on Public Lands proposes to pay those parties three 
dollars and a half an acre where they only paid one dollar and a quarter 
anaecre. Iam, therefore, opposed to the amendment as it comes from 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. BERRY. I have not objected and I do not intend to object, but 
I am opposed to the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senatorfrom Vermont wants to know why 33.50 
should be paid. Fifteen or seventeen years ago, or thereabouts, the 
Government of the United States sold the most of this land for two 
doliars and a half an acre. Still a small portion of it was sold for a 
dollar and a quarter an acre, it being offered land. Some of it was 
taken by homesteaders who went upon the land and made their homes. 

It was later discovered that when the United States sold the land it 
had not any title, thatit belonged toa railroadcompany. The railroad 
company sold the property to a Mr. Knevals, of New York city, who 
brought suit against these settlers or a portion of them and ousted them. 
Subsequently he compromised with as many of these settlers as were 
willing to pay to him three dollars and a half an acre for the land. 

A number of them had gone through the expenses of heavy litigation, 
including litigation in the Supreme Court of the United States. They 
concluded to buy out the title that they supposed they had bought in 
the first instance from the Government and paid $3.50 an acre. 

So all these people, as I understand it, have already paid $3.50 an 
acre to the railroad grantee. They paid from a dollar and a quarter to 
two dollars and a half an acre to the Government, and it seems to me 
that it is nothing more than fair that the Government should make 
these people whole as to the amount of money actually paid out. To 
have done that would require the payment of $4.25 in some cases and 
$6 in others. The committee concluded to make the basis of their 
proceeding just what they had paid to the railroad company’s grantee. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from Colorado if there are not cases 
occurring daily where parties purchased land from the Government, 
twenty, thirty, and fifty years ago, at $1.25 or $2.50 an acre, and where 
the title failed, and now the Government only pays back to them, with- 
out interest, the amount of money that they paid for the lands? If that 
be true in all other cases, why should these parties who only paid $1.25 
an acre receive more than that sum ? 

Mr. TELLER. It is very true that the Government of the United 
States declines to pay any interest or damages, and if the man who deals 
with the Government of the United States gets back the money that 
he ever paid the Government after it gets into its coffers, he is in great 
luck and he is generally content not to get any interest. If I sell a 
piece of land to my neighbor, and I have not the title, he does not sim- 
ply come back for the purchase-money, but he demands of me the in- 
terest on it, he demands of me everything that it takes to make him 
whole in that line. 

These men bought this land, went upon it, paid taxes on it for fifteen 
years or thereabonts, found the Government had no title, were ousted 
in a proceeding in the Government court, and then paid, to settle the 
title which they supposed they had from the Government, $3.50 an 
acre; and now we are asked to go back to the iron rule that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States does not pay interest because it is sup- 
posed always to be ready to pay its debts. This is more than a debt. 

It is true that the Government of the United States does not guar- 
antee its title. Itis trae you can not maintain an action against the 
Government of the United States on a warranty. Thatis all true; but 
does it behoove a great Government that had its citizens’ money when 
it put them in possession of the land, after they have been ousted and 
compelled to respond to a superior title, to say, ‘‘Oh, you only paid us 
$1.25 an acre twelve or fifteen years ago, and therefore you must take 
$1.25 an acre now?’ The citizen replies, ‘‘I paid you $1.25 an acre, 
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and I paid your grantee, who held the title when you sold it to me in 
violation of law and good faith, $3.50 an acre in addition.’’ The com- 
mittee thought it was fair and just tosay, ‘‘ What you have paid to thi, 
grantee of the United States we refund to you.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this amendmentstrikes me, as com- 
pared with the House bill, as more and more unique. The House bj! 
provided for reimbursing the purchase-money to those people to whom 
patents had been issued erroneously and reimbursing what they gave 
just as the rule of damages is between private persons on covenants 0; 
seizin. This amendment departs from the use of the phrase to whom 
patents have been issued, but allows to anybody, settler, homesteader, 
purchaser, or anybody else, without regard to whether he has a title 
from the United States or not, the amount specified. Until they had 
had their claims examined and their patents issued these settlers stool 
like everybody else who settles on what are said to be public lands, in 
the attitude of people who took at their own risk; and therefore if 
any of these persons who have proceeded to purchase these Jands or to 
settle upon them have been ousted before they have got what appears 
to be a title from the United States, they are just like a great many 
other pecple, who, wishing to get in a good place, swarm onto lands 
and it finally turns out that the title is not good, that they had no right 
to be there. The House bill guarded against that; but this amend- 
ment departs from itentirely. I do not think that is a very good thing 
to do. 

Now when we come to the other partof the bill as to the price to be 
paid, the amendment of the Senate committee departs from the House 
bill, which provided the basis of not exceeding three and a half dollars 
and what they had given for the land as the reimbursement. The 
amendment allows three dollars and a half to everybody, which would 
operate as a great speculation to many people who purchased under 
pre-emption and otherwise as a mere speculation and who had not built 
up any betterments or done anything else, so that if I had been luckil; 
engaged in land speculation and had bought ten or fifteen thousand 
acres of this land at a dollar and a quarter an acre and waiting for a 
rise, put no improvements upon it, I should make aspeculation of $2.25 
an acre clear profit, laying out of the interest, which you always do 
when you invest in land that is not productive. So these purchasers 
ought not to be provided for in that way, and, as the Senator from 
Arkansas has well said, there is no instance that I know of in the history 
of the Government, certainly none that I ever saw, and there are hun- 
dreds here the other way, that when a title of a purchaser of land who 
has got his patent from the United States filed, all that the United States 
have ever done from the beginning down is to reimburse him the mone) 
that he paid, or else to give him a land certificate, or something, to go 
and locate somewhere else on land open to pre-emption at the same rate 

Why is this innovation started and why is it started, particular); 
when so far as we yet know we have not any report or informatio: 
from the Secretary of the Interior? There is no report from the com- 
mittee in writing. Do we know now what is the real history of this 
transaction in the Department? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There have been reports in the Forty-seventh, 
Forty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses in to this matte: 
And there have been recommendations of this by the Commissioner 0! 
the General Land Office and by the Secretary of the Interior. This bil! 
has been passed in this shape three times, and the House put on a propo- 
sition not to exceed $3.50 an acre in cases where there had been no 
judgment rendered, and hence it was necessary to introduce’ this as an 
amendment to the House bill on account of the reason the Senator has 
stated, that the case may be examined. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. The five minutes of the Senator from 
Vermont are out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I object to the consideration of the bill. | 
do not propose to vote $250,000 by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would withhold his ebjection fo 
a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Vermont tiat 
these people have a title and they have an equitable title. Every one 
of them has a certificate from the Government declaring that it is the 
owner of the land and that they have paid for it, or else the Govern- 
ment has allowed them to file a homestead claim upon the land and live 
upon it, which the Attorney-General recently within a few years de- 
clared was such a title as the Government could not interfere with when 
they accepted the homesteader’s filing and segregated it from the pul! 
lands. 


As to the ion that the Senator speaks of, if he had listene: 
to me he have heard that I stated that every man who is relieved! 
under this bill had paid $3.50 an acre to the grantee of the iailroa:! 
company. So are not getting their money back. They are not 
getting what they paid for the land. They are out either $6 or $4.7 
an acre, every one of them, unless he is a homesteader. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the objection for the purpose of allow- 
ing the debate to go on. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Colorado stated that all thess 
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persons who were entitled to recover under the provisions of this act 
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had paid three and a half dollars an acre to the grantees of the railroad | 


company. Now, if the title of the persons holding from the railroad 
company failed, why should not that money be recovered from the grantor 
of the persons for whom this is alleged to be a protection? I can not 
understand why the Government should be called upon to pay what 
some extortionate speculator may have seen fit to charge a settler, for 
these lands were all bought from the railroad company. 

Mr. TELLER. When the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
clared that this man Knevals, who had bought— 

Mr. INGALLS. What was the title of that case? 

Mr. TELLER. Van Wyck vs. Knevals. When the Supreme Court 
of the United States decided—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long ago? 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know. 


When the Supreme Court of the 


United States decided that this title was in Mr. Kenevals and not in | 
the Government, that it was in the railroad company at the time the | 


Government said to these settlers, ‘‘ We take your money; go upon this 
Jand.”? 
date of the Supreme Court of the United States to put you off; if you 
do not want to go off, come up here and pay.’’ There were men there 
who had everything they owned on the face of the earth upon it. 
There were men there who had lived upon that land and made it their 
homes for fifteen years, had put there fences and their houses and their 
homes; and when Mr. Knevals said, ‘‘ for the purpose of having no 
more trouble about this I will take $3.50 an acre,’’ they walked up 
and gave it. If they did not want to do it they abandoned the land, 
but those who abandoned their claims are not the parties covered by 
this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly then the want of conscience on the part 
of Mr. Kneyals should not be the measure of justice that the United 
States Government should deal out to these settlers. 

Mr. TELLER. There was no want of conscience on the part of Mr. 
Knevals. He had the title of the United States Government. The 
want of conscience is on the part of the Government of the United 
States, that had sold this land to these people and now declines to make 
good its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any betterment law in Nebraska? 

Mr. TELLER. ' It does not make any difference about the better- 
ment law. These men were compelled to pay this or quit. They pre- 
ferred to pay it, and therefore it is a fair indication that the value of 
the land is what they paid. Mr. Knevals has asked no extortionate 
price, there is no pretense of that anywhere. On the contrary, it is 
understood that he made a reduction in favor of these settlers that he 
was not required to do, and the land is worth more money than that 
to-day, and it is now said that the settler who has already paid $6 per 
acte is extorting from the Government when he gets $3.50, that which 
he paid to the Government’s grantee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew the objection. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask consent to continue the bill. 
to the Senator from Vermont to withdraw his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the 
question to the Senate. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, I appeal to the Senator from Vermont to withdraw his objection 
at this time to the consideration of the bill. I doit for the reason that 
this effort at reimbursement of this very serious loss to these settlers 
has been pending in this body for years. It has received, I think, in 
hoth Houses of Congress very full examination, and I hope that the con- 
sideration may go on to-day that the matter may be fully understood 
and the bill be acted upon. I fear that under this objection, if it passes 
away te-day, that will be the end of any relief to these parties who have 
heen injured by the action of the Government at this session of Con- 
gress, and I again appeal to the Senator to withdraw his objection and 
permit the consideration of the bill to go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I speak a minute, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is against the rule, but several 
Senators have violated it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I can not withdraw the objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lLask that the Senator from Vermont be per- 
mitted to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senator from Vermont may 
continue the debate without respect to the rule. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. One moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only need one minute. 

Mr. INGALLS. [If this bill is to be considered, I ask that the rule 
may be enforced as to all or abandoned as to all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not expect the bill to be considered, but I 
ask one minute to reply to the appeal of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing would give me greater pleasure than to 


I appeal 


Mr. Knevals said to the settlers, ‘‘ Now, I have got the man- | 
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gratify him; but here comes this bill with a very heavy amount of 
money, without any report present, without a paper from any Depart 
ment present, without the decision of the Supreme Court present, and 
nobody seems to know where it is or where it is found, and with 
out any information except the enthusiasm and the judgment of my 


TO x 


friend from Colorado and the Senator from Nebraska. ‘That is not the 
proper way, as it seems to me, to make us understand this bill; and if 
I can have time enough to look up these papers myself which ought to 


have been here I certainly shall make no objection to tl 


1¢ roiling on 
when there can be free disenssion of it. 
Mr. MANDERSON. IT hope that may be don 
Mr. TELLER. I venture to say, though it may be out of that 
the ease of Van Wyck vs. Knevals is one of the most noted cases that 


the Supreme Court has ever decided, It settled questions that | sup- 
posed every lawyer in the United States was familiar with 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Che next bill will be stated 


PI RIVER BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it is in order I wish to eall the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that Order of Business 1563, being the bill 2516) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at Memphis, Tenn., was objected to by the Senator from Llinois | Mr 
LOGAN |, who subsequently withdrew his objection 
bill should have its place on the Calendar, and | 
time ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration 
ask that it be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has its place 
where it was before. 


> 


that the 
the proper 


it comes u 


[ desir 
shail at 


If 


on the Calenda ist 


SARAH E. NORTON 


! 
is cOnsit- 


The bill (S. 2699) granting a pension te Sarah E. Nort 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ rebellion,’’ to insert the words *‘ and 
pay her a pension at the rate of twenty-five dollars per month 
that the bill will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here!» horized 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
the pension laws, the name of Sarah H. Norton, a volunte« 
war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 pet 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading 

2 
third time, and passed. 


on W 


Seu 


and di 

limitations of 

irse during the 
nonth 


amendment 


read the 


GEORGE W. KINCAID 

The bill (S. 2424) granting an increase of pension to George W. Kin 
caid was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in 
crease the pension of George W. Kincaid, war of 1812, to $30 per month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that cas 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. Sew- 
ELL, from the Committee on Pensions, June 22, 1886, but before con- 
cluding was interrupted by— 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Vermont to withdraw the 
applieation for reading the report, which is quite a lpng one. This 
man is over ninety years old, a veteran of the war of 1812, and utterly 
destitute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Secretary need not read the petition which 
is embodied in the report. The statement of the committee 
brief. I think it had better appear for future reasons as well 
present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as 
follows: 


Is very 


as for 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
an increase of 


S. 2424) gpranti 


camined the same, 


pension to George William Kincaid, have « 
and report as follows 
The committee have examined the papers in this case with ve great interest. 
It is an application for increase of pension by a soldier of the war of 1812, and 


who is now fast verging to the close of a century of life, having been born in 


| 1790. 


| bilities ineurred by 


The claimant enlisted on the 28th of December, 1812 
March 15, 1815, upon 


, and was discharged on 
the certificate of Surgeon T. Watkins, by reason of disa- 
liseased liver and pulmonary affection. 

The claim was ~ ted on the ground that no certificate could be found on 
file, and that there »vas no evidence identifying the claimant 


as the solder 
forming the service allege 4. 


per 





The claimant for increase is already a pensioner under the acts and supple- 
ments thereto giving pension to soldiers of the war of 1812 

He is utterly and entirely destitute, and for many years has been wholly de 
pendent upon his ncighbors for eare and subsistence, as the evidence disclos¢ 
in a petition signed by numerous citizens, and herewith appended as a part of 


this report: 


To the honorable the Senale and House of Represe the United Slates 

The petition of the subscribers, citizens of Richland County, Ohio, respectfully 
showeth that George W. Kincaid, whose residence for a great many years has 
been Belleville, Richland County, Ohio, was a soldier of the war of 1512; that his 
enly means of support for many years has been the pension of $3 per month 
granted to the soldiers of that war. They further represent that in consequence 
of his great age, being now about ninety-six years of age, he has become so help- 
less that he requires the constant care and attendance of a nurse; that for sev- 
eral years this additional expense has been borne by his neighbors, as he has no 
family or relatives able to support him. In view of h 


ntative 


S ser’ 


es to his country, 
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and his great age and helplessness, we respectfully ask that his pension be in- 
ereased to $30 per month, which will barely pay the expense of his support for 
the remainder of his life. 

And as in duty bound, we will ever pray, &c. 

B. F. Hines, Wm. Gerloch, H. Farber, H. L. Maury, O. E. Oberlin, Irwin 
Fisher, R. J. Hubbill, Eli L. Hess, Reuben Evarts, Ben.O. Smith, 0.8. Haw- 
ley, Gustay Etz, J.M. Reed, Wm. Long, U. F. Armstrong, C. V. Morrow, 
Wm. C. Beattie, T. A. Swonger, A. W. Lewis, J. J. Charles, Wm. Le Fever, 
leroy Le Fever, J. M. Alexander, J. R. Tennan, D. A. Lanehart, J. H. 
Burkholder, b. L. Garber, Wm. H. A. Raudebaugh, C. J. Brown, E. A. 
Brown, ©. A. Lafferty, John Winemiiler, 8. B. Donel, M. Sharp, J. C. Potts, 
©. B, Walters, C. Strome, A. E. Shafer, Cyrus Gatton, B. Scott, W. A. Black, 
Cyrus Day, Wm. F. Madden, B. J, Levins, A. M. Young, C. N. Ink, W. H. 
Batterson, D. M. Teeter, A.G. Fans, J.C. Nelson, Charles Etz, J. P. Walsh, 
B.F. Greely, J. Jay Dean, R. W. Bell, J.W. Kelly, O. H. Gurney, A. Cun- 
ningham, Bent Charles, 0. Howard, Henry Spain, Daniel Walker, W. H. 
Smith, H.O. Sheidley, Chas, Purcell, Jacob Winemeller, Wm. F. Charles, 
J. F. Greely, Aaron Leedy, J. 8. Garber, John Gatton, J. W. Rhinehalt, 
Calvin Robinson, D. L. Young, Geo Rhein, B. C. Brown, Dr. W. T. 
MeMahon, A. Fitz-John, J. E. Howard, Frank Shafer, A. J. Fiahartry, M. 
L. Bonar, J. V. Oberlin, H. L. Canfield, D. J, Rummel, H. C. McCluer. 

Tn his own sworn statement made before Hon. John Meredith, probate judge of 
Richland County, Ohio, on the 20th day of January, 1861, the veteran imant 
qualifies as to his own identity as the same Kincaid who wasa sergeant in Cap- 
tain Barnard’s company, Fourteenth United States Infantry, during the war with 
Great Britain declared in 1812. That his disabilities were incurred at Sackett’s 
Harbor, New York, while in the line of duty, from which he has never recovered. 
For three years after his discharge he resided in Baltimore, and was treated for 
said disease of the liver by Surgeon Watkins, long since deceased. That he 
lived at other places for short intervals, and has been treated by other physi- 
cians, but received no benefit therefrom. 

ILis first application for the required increase of pension was made in 1861, and 
he testifies that the long delay in seeking aid from the Government arose from 
his ignorance of the rules of the Department and the law. In June, 1862, for 
some unknown reason, not stated in the records on file in the Pension Office, the 
further progress of the case was suspended. He comes now before Congress for 
the relief which, in the opinion of the committee, he should have had long years 
ago. 

In further proof of his identity the records of the Third Auditor's Office for 
September, 1835, the accounts of Paymaster Dobbin, United States Army, show 
George William Kineaid to have been a sergeant of Captain Barnard’s company, 
Fourteenth United States Infantry, the dates of his enlistment, discharge, and 
the reason for the same. 

Further, the following certificate from Captain McIlvaine is to the minds of 
the committee conclusive : 

1 do hereby certify upon my word and honor asa late officer and a gentleman 
that I know George William Kincaid, and that he served in the Fourtcenth - 
ment United States Infantry faithfully and honestly in the late war, and that he 
was under my command as an attendant at the recruiting headquarters in Bal- 
timore, and that I left him doing duty in the office under Colonel Lane and Cap- 


tain Cummings in 1814, 
WM. McILVAINE, 
Late Captain inthe Fourleenth Regiment United States Infantry. 


Wutrre Hay, BaALtimore County, July 18, 1835. 


Samvel B. Hugo,a surgeon's mate in th’ -var of 1812, certifies to his personal 
knowledge as to the service of the claims — -that war. 

In January, 1861, Drs. H. O. Mack and —. ... Chandler made a personal exam- 
ination of the claimant’s condition, and found him suffering from chronic de- 
rangement of the liver,and by reason of this and a combination of diseases to 
be totally disabled from obtaining a living by manual labor. 

In view, therefore, of the foregoing testimony, which is conclusive to the com- 
mittee as to the merits of the case, and from the great age of the claimant, they 
recommend the speedy passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW MUCKLIN. 


The bill (S. 2487) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Andrew Mucklin, late of Battery C, Fifth Regi- 
ment United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. FULLER. 


The bill (S. 2488) granting a pension to John B. Fuller was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the pension- 
roll the name of John B. Fuller, late a private in Company A, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PREMISES LEASED FOR POST-OFFICES. 

The bill (8. 2727) to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease prem- 
ises for the use of post-oflices of the first, second, and third classes was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained and a state- 
ment of the number of post-offices that will be covered and leased, and 
the cost thereof. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I can not state the number, but—— 

Mr. HALE. The bill can not pass without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, objec- 
tion being made to its consideration. 

THOMAS B. SHAW. 

The bill (S. 2551) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. Shaw 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions re amendments, in line 7, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’? and insert ‘ twenty;’’ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of 
pension he is now receiving; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized :1,0d directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions a),:) 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas B. Shaw, of Port Huron, 
Mich., and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of the pensio, 
he is now receiving. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
It is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Savy. 
YER June 23, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S, 2551) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas B. Shaw, have examined the same, and ;... 

rt: 

The petitioner was a corporal in Compong H, Third Regiment Michigan \.! 
unteers. He was discharged May 25, 1866; filed his original application for pen. 
sion April 9, 1880. He was first pensioned at the rate of $2 a month, which was 
increased from time to time until he is now receiving $12 a month. 

His disabilities consist of rheumatism, scurvy, varicose veins, and hernia, j), 
reference to the incurrence of which there is a mass of testimony of the most 
reliable character. 

From the evidence on file, including that of the examining surgeons, it is a) 

rent that the man is not only ae helpless—utterly disqualified to labor for 

1is support—but he is also a great sufferer. 

In his petition to Congress he avers that he was not justly dealt with by the 
Pension Office, where he states his application was held without action on ac. 
count of a lack of clerical force. 

Sixty of the best citizens of Port Huron certify to his condition and to his 
worthiness, and to their belief that he is inadequately pensioned, and in this 
opinion the committee feel bound to concur. Rheumatism, scurvy, hernia, vari- 
cose veins, swelled almost to bursting, are known to be exceedingly disa} ling, 
and in this case their existence is proven and their effects are ap nt. 

In view of the fact that the claimant's application has repeatedly received the 
favorable action of the Pension Office; that there is no question whatever as t. 
his having incurred disabilities in the service, and believing, as the com miite+ 
do, that the pension he is now receiving is not adequate to his condition and 
need, the bill is —s with an amendment, substituting the word “ twenty 
for the word “ twelve,”’ in the seventh line, and adding after the word “ month.” 
in the seventh line, “in lieu of the pension he is now receiving,” with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read thy 
third time, and passed. 


I should like to hear the report read in that case 


LORENZO A. CLARK, 


The bill (8. 1051) granting a pension to L. A. Clark was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported amendments, in line 6, to strike 
out the initial ‘‘ L’’ and insert *‘ Lorenzo;’’ and in line 7, before ‘‘In- 
diana,’’ to strike out ‘* One hundred and twelfth ”’ and insert*‘ Twelfth: 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ; 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ani! 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo A. Clark, of Haribo: 
Springs, Mich., late of Company A, Twelfth Indiana Volunteer Infantry 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend ments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Lorenzo A. Clark.”’ 


ANNIE E. GARDINER. 


The bill (5S. 2660) granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, afte: 
the word ‘‘Army,”’ to strike out ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate 
of —— dollars per month, from and after the of this act,’’ and 
insert ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of per month, from and 
after the passage of this act;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ait hor- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub to the provisions and lim'- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Annie E. Gardiner, widow of Jol \\. 
T. Gardiner, late a major on the retired-list of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,from and after the passage of t!)'s 
act. 


Mr. BUTLER. Let us hear the report in that case. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. })).\1' 
June 23, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2660) grit) 
a —— to Annie E. Gardiner, have examined the same,and report: _ 
Annie E. Gardiner, is the widow of John W.T. Gardiner, |ate 
amy He was educated at West Point, and appointed 
brevet second pees any uly 1, 1840,and served until retired November 11, 150!. 
“for disability resulting from exposure in line of duty.” He died September -}, 


1879. 

His widow applied for a pension November 24, 1879, but it was rejected June 
20, 1885, on the that as the fatal cause of soldier's death originated prio. 
to March 4, du the SS is no title to pension, the law 
requiring that it must have ori during a period of war. 3 

It appears that the soldier of rheumatic gout, and it also appears fro" 
the certificates —— that he was treated for this disease as early ©< 

statements, which seem to be reliable, showing t!'« 

to the fall and winter of 1843-49. Dr. J.F.licad, 
y, testifies that he was stationed at Fort Snelling | 
1849 with the soldier, and he was under his professional care, and had been su’ 
ject to attacks of rheumatic gout for a or two before. [ 

This evidence indicates that the ity was probably contracted during (: 
period of the Mexican war; but however that may be, it would be difficult to v¢ 


Srra swwsaeoncez &® — ens 


1886. 
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a reason why @ soldier should be pensioned for a disability contracted in time 
of war and not pe’ for a like disability contracted in the service and line 
of duty in time ofpeace. Although the action of the Pension Office was legally 
co there can be no reason why, in the discretion of Congress, this widow 
should not be relieved from the inequitable operation of the rule, especially in 
view of the peeeenny, Som the sworn testimony, that this case may properly 
within 
be eon edined togive this widow the benefit of the doubt, and therefore re- 
port back the bill with a recommendation that it do pass with an amendment, 
striking outall afterthe word“ Army,” in the seventh line, and insert“ and pay 
her apension at the rate of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
NELEN PLUNKETT. 


The bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the name ‘‘ Plunkett,’’ to insert ‘‘ Company A, Twenty-first Massachu- 
setts Volunteers; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Helen Plunkett, 
widow of Sergt. Thomas Plunkett, Company A, Twenty-first Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know some reason why that pen- 
sion is put at $50 a month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLairn 
June 23, 1886; 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 757) granting 
a pension to Helen Plunkett, have examined the same, and report: 

The daimant, Helen Plunkett, is the widow of Thomas Plunkett,a member 
of ma E, Twenty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. He enlisted 
July 19, 1861, and served until discharged, March 9, 1864, as stated in the original 
certificate on file, on account of “amputation of both arms in consequence of 
gunshot wound received at battle of Fredericksburg, December 13, 1862, while 
rescuing the colors of his regiment; is unfit for Invalid Corps, and disability 
total.” This order was made by command of Major-General Dix. 

He applied to the Department for a pension, which was granted at $8 per 
month; this was afterward increased to $25, then to $31.25, then to $50, and finally 
to $72, from June 17, 1878. 

It api from a report of S. G. Davis, special examiner, made at the direction 
of the Pension Office, that the pensioner, Thomas Plunkett, died March 10, 1835, 
aged forty-four years ; *‘ disease, or cause of death, chronic inflammation of stom- 
ach and bowels.” 

Sergeant Plunkett, as he was familiarly known, was born in Ircland in 1840, 
and came to thiscountry in 1845. He was a corporal and then sergeant of Com- 

ny A, Twenty-first Massachusetts Volunteers. At the battle of Fredericks- 
Coan the ent was ordered to charge, and passed a terrific fire from the 
rebel batte’ The color-sergeant was shot. Sergeant Plunkett raised the 
colors, bore them to the front, raised the staff in the air, when both his arms 
were struck and torn away bya shell. He bore his calamity for more than 
twenty years with invincible patience and cheerfulness, and died March 10, 1885. 

Hon. Grorce F. Hoar appeared before your committee and made a brief 
statement, from which we extract the following : 

“The bill to which I desire to call your attention is one granting a pension to 
Helen Plunkett, the widow of Sergt. Thomas Plunkett, who was, without any 
dispute, in my opinion, the most famous and the most representative Massa- 
chusetts soldier of the late war. In making this statement I do not forget the 
high character and fame of our very great and able general officers whom we 
contributed to the service like other States. Sergeant Plunkett was an Irish- 
man; aman who enlisted very early in the war, and during its progress per- 
formed some very important and brilliant exploits, deeds of personal heroism, 
which have made him famous. 


commission, and a high one, in the Army; but Governor Andrew said: ‘No; 
let him go down in history as Sergeant Plunkett, as Sergeant Jasper has come 
down to us in the history of the Revolution.’ MayI be permitted to read afew 
sentences from an address which I delivered at the two hundredth anniversary 
of Worcester, Mass., October 14, 1884, just before Sergeant Plunkett's death? 
“*Weneed not go outside of our own local history for proof of the courage and 
soldierly quality of the Irish race. We need not recount the history of a hun- 
dred foreign battlefields where their valor has given victory to a flag which to 
them was only the emblem of oppression. We need not revert to our Revolu- 
tionary annals to remember Montgomery, or trace the lineage of Andrew Jack- 
son, or name the name of Sheridan, the illustrious soldier at the head of our 
Army to<day. When the news came of the dishonor of our flag at Sumter, the 
a t of the Emmett Guards, the first organization of foreign blood, 
one of the very first of any blood, that marched to the war has been wellsaid to 
be “a representative fact of the very highest importance to the permanent char- 
acter of our Government.’ Who can read, without tears of joy and pride and 
thanksgiving to Almighty God that He has given such men to be hiscountrymen, 
the story of death of O’ Neil, that natural gentleman who said when he was 
eying, “ Write to my dear mother and tell her I die for my country. I wish I had 
two lives to give. t the Union be wrapped about me and a fold of it laid 
under my head ;” of the devoted and tender McConville, who died at Cold Har- 
bor with the name of his mother on his lips; of him (Sergeant Plunkett) who 
gave both arms to save the flag of the country he loved, and whose stout and 
heart has never yet regretted the sacrifice.’ 


: 


“T hope your committee will give in this case all that you can with propriety. | 


It seems to me that if we can pension the widows of general officers and admirals 
and others of high station, who in some cases have not been remarkably con- 
— ang the men of their rank for distinguished military service, that 

wisdom patriotism of this committee can find and will find some mode 
of bestowing this mark of special honor upon this man whom we recognize 


i our State—you have your own s our representative soldier, and the 
pride in whom of our i 


——ees patriotism and service of our adopted citizens.” 


recommending the of this bill committee desire that it be un- 
that while there is a of opinion in the body of the committee 
of a bill of this kind, yet they consent that it shall be reported 
afull statement of the facts, and placing it upon its own merits 
to prevent its being a precedent in other cases. 


f 





He bore his wounds with unfailing heroism, | 
oman patience until the end. It was at one time proposed to give hima | 


| 
| 
| 


The statement of Senator Hoar shows that Sergeant Plunkett, by reason of 
his conspicvous gallantry, sacrifice, and suffering for his country, has come to 
fill, in the minds of the soldiers and, in fact, of the people of the whole of the 
great Commonwealth where he resided and died, a unique position as the model 
and ideal representative of the volunteer in the ranks of the armies which saved 
the Republic. ‘ 

In the opinion of the committee a sound public policy as well as the irresisti- 
ble impulses of generous and patriotic natures demand this small tribute to a 
sentiment honorable to our people, and the exhibition of which upon appropriate 


occasions will stimulate others to the performance of heroic deeds in times to 
come, 


The bill was reported to the Senate 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 


as amended, and the amendment 


a third reading, read the third 


| time, and passed. 


| 


i 
i 
} 
| 


| 





citizens is increased by the fact that he is a man who rep- | 


KATHARINA NICKERT. 


The bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Katharina Nickert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Katharina Nickert, widow of Jacob Nickert, 
late of Company C, First New York Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SMITH. 

The bill (S, 2024) for the relief of Thomas Smith was considered as 
in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to pay to ThomasSmith, tather 
of Thomas Smith, late a private in Company G, Second Regiment New 
York Mounted Rifles, the amount of pension allowed Margaret Smith, 
mother of the soldier, under pension certificate numbered 219004. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES WILLBUR. 
The bill (S. 821) for the relief of J 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Claims reported an amendment to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert the fol- 
owing: 


M. 


ames M. Willbur was considered 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain 
the excess in weight and measurement of material in illuminating tiling, frames 
and supports thereof, placed by James M. Willbur in and upon the New York 
post-office and custom-house building, over the weights and measurements of 
that which was contracted for with Bartlett, Robbins & Co. in their contract 
with the United States for said building, and paid for to them, and also what 
was the increased and extra expense or cost, if any, incurred by said James M. 


| Willbur resulting from any changes made in the weight and character of said 


tiling from that which was speciiied in the contract of said James M. Willbur 
with Bartlett, Robbins & Co. 


Src. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, upon the basis of such ascer- 
tainment, and within thirty days of the date thereof, pay to said James M. Will- 
bur such sum as may be found due for the excess in weight and measurement 
of material so ascertained, at the prices stipulated for in the original contract 
between the United States and Bartlett, Robbins & Co., together with such sum 
as shall reimburse said James M. Willbur for all extra expense resulting from 
changes made in weight and character of tiling frames and supports furnished 


from that specified in the original contract between the United States and Bart- 
lett, Robbins & Co. 


Sec. 3. That the sum of $45,090, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry ont 
and execute the provisions of this act: Provided, That the amount allowed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury for such losses shall be final, and the payment 
thereof shall be held and taken as a complete relinquishment and satisfaction 
of all claim for damages sustained by him as aforesaid 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

RACHEL BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll.the name of Rachel Barnes, widow of William’ Barnes, who 
served in Company I, Second*United States Infantry, from February 24, 
1836, to and until February 24, 1841. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CREEK PARK. 

The bill (S. 2584) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for the purposes of a park, 
to be called Rock Creek Park, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

GEORGE EARLY. 

The bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George G. Early was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George G. Early, of Newton, Iowa, late of 
Company I, Third Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROCK 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 


The bill (H. R. 4335) making an appropriation to continue the con- 
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struction of the public building at Clarksburg, W. Va., and changing 
the limit of cost thereof, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SPRINGFIELD, MO. 


The bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in Springfield, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT LYNN, MASS. 

The bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post-office building at Lynn, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en-rrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEBRASKA CITY. 

The bill (S. 1889) for the completion of a public building at Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DUNCAN FORBES. 

The bill (H. R. 8336) granting am increase of pension to Duncan 
Forbes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
allow Duncan Forbes, late a private in Company F, Sixteenth United 
States Infantry, a pension on account of wound of right breast, in ad- 
dition to that now received by him for wound of right ankle. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB MADISON PRUITT. 


The bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on 
the pension-ro]l was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension-rell the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN KANSAS. 


The bill (S. 2720) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands in Kansas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
By the bill all the interest of the United States in and to the southwest 
fractional quarter of section 31, township 16, range 16 east of the sixth 
principal meridian, Osage County, Kansas, is relinquished to those per- 
sons, their grantees and their successors in interest, who purchased 
from Samuel C. Gilliland, who entered the same on the 7th of June, 
1870, but which entry was thereafter canceled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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TRIAL BY JURY TO PENSION CLAIMANTS, 


The bill (S. 816) to give the right of trial by jury to claimants of pen- 
sions, under the laws of the United States, whose applications have been 
rejected by the Secretary of the Interior on appeal from the decision of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had bettergo over. It will lead to 
discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the bill be read, with the report, so as to give an 
idea of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are but five minutes left for 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be printed in the Rrcorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will just say in relation to this bill—and I shall be 
glad of the attention of the Senate—that this is a bill which has been 
reported by the Committee on Pensions ia the hope that it might re- 
lieve Congress of the great proportion of the special acts which we are 
called upon to consider, and the consideration of which during the 
present Congress has led to a state of feeling that I need not enlarge 
upon, 

Probably nineteen-twentieths of the cases which we are called upon to 
consider are in the nature of appeals from the decision of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. They arise under the general law. They reach 
us by reason of defect of proof or friction in the operation of the exist- 
ing pension machinery. The object of this bill is to make provision 
that after an applicant has earried his case through the Pension Office 
and on appeal to the Secretary of the Interior until it is finally disal- 
lowed, so that it is in that condition where naturally of right it comes 
to us without objection on the part of anybody, he may have the right, 
instead of coming here, to appeal to the United States district courtin 
the district where he resides, and have the benefit of whatever may 
have been placed on file in the prosecution of his claim here at Wash- 
ington, and then the privilege of trying his case there by the court, cz, 
if he desires it, by a jury of his countrymen. If he make out a case, 
then, upon judgment being rendered by the district court in his favor, 
his name shall be placed on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
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will be very slight in any «vent. An amendment can provide for | 
matter. The billsaysuothing aboutcosts. There is one slight am 
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and limitations of the pension laws, as in other cases which arise undo, 
the general laws of the United Staves. If hecan not do that, if he 
not satisfy a jury of his neighbors that his name ought to be place: 
| the roll, that is the end of it. He will have had the exercise of | 
great right of trial by jury, and that will be the end of it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What about costs? 
Mr. BLAIR. There is no proposition in regard to costs. Thi 


The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made. 

The bill is as follows: 
A bill togive the right of trial by jury to claimants of pensions, under the |, 

the United States, whose applications have been rejected by the Secreta 

the Interior on appeal from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 4) 
ica in Congress assen , That in all cases of applications for pensions, under 
the lawsof the United States, which shall have been rejected on appeal fio: 
decision of the Commissioner to the Secretary of the Interior, the claimant 
the pension, or his legal representative to the right of the pension, may file his 
petition in the district court of the United States in the district wher: ! 
sides, for the pension, setting forth, with other necessary averments, the re} 
tion of his claim by the Secretary of the Interior ; and thereupon the court «hs 
hear and try his cause, and such proceedings shall be had as in other cases 
eluding the trial by jury whenever the claimant demands it, and the right 
peal to the higher courts upon questions of law and fact; and upon the hearing 
the claimant shall have the right to use all evidence, documents, and papers 
every description which have been filed in the proceedings before the (0:1. 
sioner of Pensions and Secretary of the Interior; and all record or other: 
dence in ion of the Government, or copies thereof, shall be furnished . 
application by the claimant, for use in such proceedings in the district co. 


The amendment of Mr. BLAtr is to add the following section 


When final judgment shali have been rendered in such court in favo: of 
claimant, a certified copy of the judgment shall be forwarded to the Secretary o/ 
the Interior, and the name of the claimant shall thereupon be placed upon ti. 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws as i: 
other cases where pensions are granted under the provisions of the 
pension laws. 


The report of the Committee on Pensions is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 816) to give th» 
right of ¢rial by jury to claimants of pensions under the laws of the United Stat: 
whose applications have been rejected by the Secretary of the Interior on appew 
from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions, have considered tlic -a: 
and report herewith the bill, and recou:mend its passage. 

A great number of pension claims, after years of earnest prosecution at gr 
expense to the parties, are finally rejected by the pepererecns, often where th 
evidence is very conflicting and great doubt exists of the justice of the decisiv 
The methods of trial, substantially er parte and without the advantage of p: 
sonal examination of the pew and witnesses in presence of the tribunal! which 
decides the cause, can not be remedied under the present system of adjudicxtion 
Yet, the rights concluded are of much greater pecuniary importance than the or 
dinary amounts involved in litigation, and to the soldier, his widow, minor « 
dren, and dependent relatives the determination of these questions gen.) 
involve the comforts of life and not unfreauently existence itself. 

The great mass of applications for relief by special legislation grow out 0! ||. 
dissatisfaction of claimants who have prosecuted their claims for many year- 
under the greatest difficulties with the final, and as they believe, unjust decisiv: 
of their claims. Consequently they come to Congress, and their petitions m.-' 
be heard. The present session there have been more than 4,500 bills for specu! 
acts of pension introduced in the two Houses of Congress—3,788 im the !/o.1- 
and 764 in the Senate—and probably not less than 5,000 will be introduced |! 
the Con ends. Of these 618 have passed the Congress. Hew many \ 
become laws is unknown to the committee. Probably at least nineteen-tw 
tieths of the bills are substantially appeals from the decision of the Pension 0:}i: 

There is every reason to believe that this army of petitioners for redress w | 
inerease ann y for many years. There is no from the consideration 
of these cases by Congress or by some loca! trivunal, with opportunity to 
amine the parties, witnesses, and proof, and decide finally upon these contro- 
versies. 

We can conceive of no possible reason why the trial by jury should not be « - 
lowed to these applicants, since it isinsured by constitutional provisions in evely 
other case of vested No other tribunal but the regular judiciary of \\. 
ae can setile,to final satisfaction, these claims. We believe that the p.- 
sage of this bill would substantially remove the overwhelming labor which op- 
presses the Congress and the Exceutive with a work which can neither be !s 
nored nor yet satisfactorily performed. : 

The great mass of cases would still continue to be finally decided by ‘!ic |» 
partment of Interior, which, notwithstanding the imperfections inhereit i) ()~ 
system, is able to adjudicate satisfactorily upon claims under the pension |.w> 
but something must be done to provide those who now come to Congress!» 
relief, and in most cases with righteous demands, under the general laws, whe) 
they have not been able to ish to the satisfaction of the Department wie 
is compelled to try their causes under every embarrassment and difficulty s\ 
rounding the forms of investigation and the formation of just conclusions :n the 
premises. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. CONGER. I made an objection to Order of Business 1596, being 
Senate bill 2584, beeause I thought the Senator from Kansas who re 
ported it was not in his seat. I am in favor of the bill, and I wi! 
draw the objection, and ask that it take its place mexton the Calenca: 


Mr. INGALLS. I hope the bill will be taken up. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider t 


bill (S. 2584) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of Co!u™- 


bia to condemn land on Rock Creek for the purposes of a park, to) 


called Rock Creek Park. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia with amendments. 


The firstamendment was, in section 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘taken, © 
to strike out “and an estimate of the damages caused by said conden: 
nation;’’ and in the same section, in line 5, after the word ‘* District. 
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to strike out ‘‘ who in making such estimate shall consider the benefits | 
conferred upon such owner as well as the injury done to him;’’ so as | 
to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That said commissioners shail cause an appraisement of the value of 
the land so taken tobe ascertained by an appraisement to be made by three ju- 
dicious, disinterested freeholders of said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word ‘‘ pur- | 
chase,”’ to insert ‘‘at a reasonable price;’’ in the same section, line 12, 
after the word ‘‘taken,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘and the damages 
oceasioned by the taking of said land to each owner thereof, or to any 

n having a legal claim to said damages;’’ and in the same section, 
line 16, after the word ‘‘Columbia,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and in the consid- 
eration of such damages the benefits conferred shall be considered in 
reduction of such damages;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Suc. 4. That if said commissioners shall be unable to purchase at a reasonable 
price any n of the land so condemned, by agreement with the respective 
owners, within thirty days after such condemnation, they shall, at the expiration 
of such period of thirty days, make apynaien to the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, at a general or special term, by petition containing a particular 
description of the property required, with the nme of the owner or owners 
thereof, and his, her, or their residence, as far as ts sarie can be ascertained, 
which court is hereby authorized and required, upon such application, without 
delay, to ascertain and assess the value of said land su |» ken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator who reports 
this bill whether he knows of any precedent in the United States for 
assessing betterments or benefits where land is taken for a park ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I agreed with the Senators having charge of the 
privileged question that if this hill gave rise to debate I would ask that 
it go over. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to debate it. 

Mr. CHACE. I know of any number of cases. 
memory clearly now, the city of Fall River. 

Mr. PLATT. My impression has been that where land was taken 
for a road, a highway, a street,there betterments were considered, but 
not considered where it was taken for public parks or a public use of that 
kind. But I donot make any objection; [ do not wish to delay the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the | 
passage of local or special laws in the Territories of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricopa and Pheenix Railway Com- 
pany of Arizona the right of way through the Gila River Indian res- 
ervation; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieuts. Giles B. Harber and 
William B. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged in the 
search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the time employed 
in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and 
party. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State 
of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navi- 
gable stream in said county and State; and 

A bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Maine. 


_Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the naval appropria- 
tion bill. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8975) ‘making appropriations 
for the nayal service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pur- 
poses,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 20, 55, and 56. 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

numbered 2, 4,7, 8, 10,12, 13, 16, 17, 19, 21, 23, 24. 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 35, 36, 39, 40, 
44, ©, 46,47, 48, 49,50, 51, 52, 53,54, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 66, and 67; and 
the same. 
House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
total sum proposed insert ‘* $7,020,000; " and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree t > same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be i rted by said amendmen insert the following 
And other necessary incidental expenses, two hundred and twenty-five thou 
sand; ind the Senate agree to the same. 
Phat the House recede fron 








1s 


sndment of 


i 1 its disagreement to the an { the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as folk 












yrws;: Substitute 
for the matter stricken out by said amendment the following And for publish- 
ing the same:”"’ and the Se > agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9, and agree to the same withan amendment as follow Restoreof the 
matter stricken out by said amendment the following words Procuring, pre 
ducing ;*’ and the Senate ¢ e to the same 

That the House recede n its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: Insert after 
the amended paragraph a new paragraph, as follows: 

*‘One or more rifled eannon of each type eonstrueted at the cost of the United 
States for the Navy shall be publicly subjected to the proper test for endurance 
including such rapid firing as a like gun would be subjected to in |! ‘ rh 
test shall be under the direction and to the satisfaction of the Secretary th 
Navy,and if such guns do not prove satisfactory the type they represent sha 
not be put in use in the naval service 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disag nent t amend nt of the Senate 
numbered l4and 15, and agree tothe same withan amendment as foliows: In lieu 
ofthe amended paragraph insert the following 

‘** For new ferry launch in place of the one now in use isha d,and 
building fuse-room and coal-shed, $8,500 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “foreign,”’ proposed to be inserted by said amendment, and insert 
after the word ‘' postage,” in line 23, page 6 of the bill, the following let 
ters sent abroad :” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen: 
ibered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | 
the sum proposed insert ‘*$170,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
from said amendment the word “absolutely; and the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 


On 


nun en o 
the Senate 
Strike out 

to the 


Scmace agi 


g 


Senate 
In lien of 


“And the 


| sum of $250,000 of the amount now standing to the credit of the clothing fund, 


and the further sum of $75,000 of the amount now standing to the er 
small stores fund of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, shall be 
covered into the Treasury ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagrcement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 
“ Other necessary incidental expenses ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the total sum proposed insert ‘‘$900,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 38, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: Restore the 
words stricken out by said amendment and add at the end of said restored words 
the following: ‘‘ But the United States shall be put to nocharge orexpense and 
shall incur no liability in relation to said vessel while the same is in such use 
and insert after the werd “ Provided,” where it first occurs in the matter pro 
posed to be inserted by said Senate amendment, the word “further ;'’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
necessary incidental articles;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: in lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the folowing 

“Sec. 2. All balances of moneysappropriated for the pay of the Navy or pay of 
the Marine Corps for any year existing after the accounts for said year shall 
have been settled shall be covered into the Treasury 

And the Senate agree to same. 


ait of the 
forthwith 


In liew of 
‘And other 


EUGENE HALF, 
JOHN A. LOGAN 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Sena 
H. A. HERBERT, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the partof the Hous 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say that this disposes of the naval appropria- 
tion bill. It has in all consumed one hour of the time of the Senate. 
This ends it. I wish now to give notice that to-morrow morning after 
the morning business I shall ask the Senate to take up the deficiency 
appropriation bill, no matter what may he the state of the public busi- 
ness, and to continue its consideration until a reasonable time for a re- 
cess in the afternoon, unless it is before that finished, and I shall then 
ask for an evening session, and request the Senate to continue upon that 
appropriation bill until it is finished. I do this because I believe that 
the general sense of the Senate is in favor of putting the business 
through now and not to delay the necessary business that must be 
passed before the time for adjournment comes. 

I do not seek to bring up the deficiencey bill this morning or this 
evening, becanse the matter which was in debate yesterday it is said 
can be finished to-day, and I shall not of course in any way seek to put 
myself or the deficiency bill in opposition to the sundry civil bill if the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee insists upon that being 


c 
i 


| heard or considered; but if he does not, I propose to give the Senate the 


opportunity to take up the next large appropriation bill and stick to it 
until it is passed. 

I can do nothing of course without the consent and vote of the Sen- 
ate, but for one I mean that from this time forth at every possible op- 
portunity the Senate shall have a chance to decide whether it will go 
on with tke necessary business. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The question is on the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. PUGH. I call up the report of the Committec on Privileges and 
Klections. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me a single moment? I wish 
to make a correction. I find that the remarks which I made a while 
ago about the consideration of benefits in taking land by condemnation 
on Rock Creek for purposes of a park were made under a misapprehen- 
sion. As I understood the amendment read at the desk it was to insert 
those words, but I find the amendment was to strike out that clause 
as to benefits from the bill, which I think was entirely proper. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricopa and Phoenix Railway 
Company of Arizona the right of way through the Gila River Indian 
reservation was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. : 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the reports of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in the case of Senator PAYNE, of 
Ohio. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course do not wish to interfere with the pend- 
ing matter to-day, although I had hoped we might be able this even- 
ing to do something with the sundry civil bill, and I still hope we 
shall. Of course the moment this business is di of I shall move 
to take up that bill, and will endeavor to have it passed at some early 
time. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will try to get 
it through. 

Mr. TELLER. Yesterday when the Senate adjourned I was about 
to call its attention to some of the facts presented to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections by the report of the committee of the Ohio 
house of representatives, not because I sttpposed that that was binding 
upon the committee or the Senate, but for the same reason that the 
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the Legislature of that State stood affected toward Mr. Pendleton o; 
any other man, the Senate of the United States can see that it is a task 
much beyond the power of the Senate. It would be utterly impossi- 
ble for this body to arrive at any just and proper conclusion is to 
whether, when the Legislature of Ohio assembled, or when it was elected. 
there was a majority of the members elected in favor of one man 0; 
another, unless they did by some act as a legislative body so declare. 
If there was any doubt about it, it can be seen how herculean would 
be the task and how futile would be the gffort if you take this testj- 
mony page by page and line by linc, as I have done, and find that one 
man swears tirat this member was for Mr. Ward, and another witness 
comes forward and swears that it was his understanding that the mem. 
ber was for Mr. Pendleton, and the member himself comes and swears 
that he was for neither. Mr. Pendleton was not present and did no: 
give evidence. Mr. Taylor, the other person mentioned as the witness 
by whom this is to be proved, was before the legislative committee and 
gave his testimony in detail. I shall have occasion to refer to that. 
It shows that he did not declare and could not have declared that any 
considerable number of the members were for Mr. Pendleton. 

The managers for Mr. Pendleton declared that when they got to. 
gether they sat down and made a list one day, and changed it the next. 
that men whom they had put down for Pendleton were found to lx 
for Ward, and men they had put down for Pendleton were found to be 
for PAYNE. They finally made upa list in the beginning of the cam- 
paign of twenty members and realized in the outcome fifteen. \o | 
think that part of the minority report may be considered as presenting 
to the Senate an impossibility, beyond its power, beyond its province, 
and one that if we should enter upon would only land us in intermin- 
able confusion. : 

Next, the minority say that they will be able to prove if this inve: 
tigation should be entered upon— 


Second. That in these pledges these members represented the opinion an 
desire of their constituents. 


Is it possible that the minority of the committee supposed the United 
States Senate would sit here to determine the public sentiment in Ohio 
upon the question who was or who was not the choice of the people ot 
that State for Senator? Is there any method known to the law or to 
the forum where evidence is carefully scanned and adjudicated and its 
influence determined that would enable this body to go out in the State 
of Ohio and determine whether the people were or were not in favor o! 
this man or the other? The impossibility of it shows that the minority 
of the committee were not willing to rest the case upon the proposition 
of law laid down by the chairman yesterday. It is thrown in here to 
make weight; it is thrown in here to give public opinion an oppor- 
tunity to bring its force upon this body in a matter where the Senate 
ought to be above and beyond public opinion. 


Third. That Mr. PAyxye was nowhere spoken of or known as a candidate dur 
ing the popular election or until a very short time before the appointment o/ 
r. 


committee in 1873 examined a case exactly like it from the State of | Senato 


Missouri, the case concerning the title of the seat held by Senator Bogy 
in this body. In that case the Legislature of Missouri had appointed 
a committee, the committee had taken testimony, and the testimony 
was referred to this body. It was all that in addition to the testi- 
mony then produced other testimony might be had. The Committee on 
Privileges and Elections making their report by Mr. Morton, the then 
chairman of the committee, said they had examined into the Missouri 
testimony, not committing themselves, however, to the fact that this 
evidence ought to have been admitted, though they had examined it 
in determining the question presented to them whether there should 
be a further inquiry, or whether, more properly speaking, there should 
or should not be an inquiry by this body. 

In accordance with that precedent I desire to take up and examine 
somewhat the testimony that came to the committee. I am justified, 
I think, i detaining the Senate in an examination of that matter, be- 
cause rman of the committee, who represents the minority in 
this seen fit to examine and comment upon the testimony in 
his 0 the Senate, as well as to incorporate in his report to the 
Senate some portions of that testimony. 

I had when I saw the Senator from Massachusetts with a care- 
fully pre manuscript, which he read in the main to the Senate, 
that I should have the opportunity to examine in this morning’s REc- 
ORD his speech for the of replying to some things that may 
possibly escape my memory, but I find it is not in the RecorpD; there- 
fore I must proceed upon my recollection, and if the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts is present I will give him now full ty to 
make any correction in any statement I make or to me with 
reference to any point that I may make concerning the evidence that 
was before the committee. 

The minority in their report submit their views in the shape of con- 
clusions, which will be found on page 35 of this report. ‘They say: 

First, That of the Democratic members elected to the Pate ci Comend As 
sembly more than three-fourths were a —— to Mr. Pendleton and 
General W: and more than a majorit; to Mr. Pendleton. Thisthey 
Seton te eee himself by Col. W. A. Taylor, and others. 

If it would be proper, which I deny, for the Senate of the United 
States to go into an examination of the question how the members of 






That is mentioned as one of the reasons for supposing that the Legis- 
lature of Ohio was corrupted! I submit that no man would be hear 
to present a case of that kind in an inferior court as evidence. I sub- 
mit that it is unheard of in judicial tribunals or in judicial inquirics. 
Mr. PAYNE was nota candidate until immediately preceding the caucus, 
they say, and that of itself is a suspicion of fraud. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it that Mr. PAYNE was not acandidate; it does not follow, it 
is not the logical sequence of the statement they have made; on the 
contrary, the fact that he was not a candidate in the beginning, as is 
sworn to by more than one witness, kept the members of that legisla- 
tive body in uncertainty and doubt whether they would support Mr. 
Ward or whether they would support Mr. Pendleton, and when Mr. 
PAYNE did become a candidate such was his character in the State that 
it appears by the testimony of his enemies that there was a stampede 
from the other two idates to him. One of the witnesses, when 
speaking of it, said: ‘‘I told Mr. Pendleton that he was a dangerous 
candidate.” ‘‘Why?’’ ‘‘Hewasanold-time Democrat, he had lived 
in the State, he was influential and , and he had held high po- 
sition in the Democratic party. I said he is a dangerous candidate.’ 
Mr. Cole, speaking of it, and speaking of the sentiment of the Legis- 
lature, said: ‘‘ It became so strong that I, myself a Pendleton man, hai 
to guard myself at all times to prevent myself from considering mysel! 
also a Payne man.” 

Mr. PAYNE, with his nearly fifty years residence in the State, wit 
his prominence of such a character that even Republicans of the State 
were found taking steps to secure his nomination and his election, ws 
not the obscure man who was thrust into politics, was not the unheard- 
of man who came in at the last moment. If that had been the case 
there might have been some reason for seeing some other cause than that 
ofhis popularity and his high standing as inducing members to change, 
if change they did. 

Mr. President, on very many occasions men who have not been can- 
didates have been put in nomination with the entire approbation of «ll 
their constituents and with unanimity by the nominating power. Men 
have been elected to the high position of Senator of the United States 
who had not been heard of in connection with the place until a ‘cw 
days before, without corruption and withont frand. Men have been 
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elected to the executive office of this nation who were not heard of as | 
candidates until the meeting of the conventions of their parties. Does | 
it follow because Mr. PAYNE was not a candidate that it must be log- 
jeally inferred that there was fraud in the procurement of his nomi- 
nation ? : 

Fourth. That just before the legislative caucus, where the nomination was 
made, which was one week before the election, large sums of money were placed 
by Mr. PAYNE’s son and other near friends of his at the control of the active 
managers of his canvass in Columbus. This they allege can be shown by the 
hooks of one or more banks. 

We are not enlightened in what banks this evidence can be found; 
we are not told where the evidence is; but we are told from whom it | 
may be proved, that it can be proved that Mr. PAYNE’Ssons and others 
placed it in the hands of Mr. PAYNrE’s friends, citizens of course of the 
State of Ohio. This matter was thoroughly and carefully examined by 
the committee of the Ohio house of representatives under resolution 2x. 
Who was absent that was necessary to the investigation of that charge? 
Nobody it is pretended save Oliver H. Payne. McLean was within the 
State and proffered to go before the committee and testify. Paige was 
within the State and proffered to go there and testify. All the minor 

nts who are spoken of were within the State and could have been 
called on and brought before the Ohio committee. 

So it does not follow that there could be proved now any more in 
this respect than might have been proved before that committee; and 
unless the minority are prepared to arraign the committee of the Ohio 
Legislature (which I think they are not) it must be assumed that they 
followed out the clews, for these charges were as freely made when this 
committee was in session and before as they are made to-day. 


Fifth. Mr. PAYN®'s near friends declared that his election has cost very large 
sums. 

A gentleman whose name is offered to be given will testify that David R. | 
Paige declared to him that he had handled $55,000. 


That fact could have been investigated into and inquired of. 
no new charge here against David I. Paige. 





It is 
It was before the com- | 
mittee of Ohio; and that is why I yesterday asked the chairman to | 
give us the dates of the letters and reports or whatever you may call 
them that he read, because I knew they were before that committee; 
I knew they were matters of investigation there, or might have been 
matters of investigation if they were not. | 

Oliver H. Payne stated to the same person that it had cost him $100,000 to elect | 
his father. \ 
*Oliver H. Payne was not in the State. Iam not prepared to admit 
that which is asserted here with so much confidence that the precept of 
the State will not go beyond the State lines. I will admit that they | 
could not bring Oliver H. Payne from New York into Ohio, but they | 
could punish him for contempt when he came within Ohio’s borders if 
he did not respond. It was not necessary to the jurisdiction of that 
committee that the writ should have been served in the State where | 
the committee sat. Did this committee call Oliver H. Payne? They | 
did not. Did they ask him by letter, by telegraph, or by precept, or | 
by any writ to come before the committee? * They did not. And they | 
need not, because if the statement was true they could have called the 
man to whom he made this statement, who it is not pretended was be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the State at the time. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to another charge, which I will read and 
pass and take up later. 

Sixth. That the members of the Legislature who changed from Pendleton to | 
Payne did so after secret and confidential interviews with the agents who had | 
the disbursement of these moneys. 

Seventh. That members of the Legislature who so suddenly changed their | 
attitude can be proved to have, at about the time of the change, acquired large 
sums of money,of which they give no satisfactory account. 

I will speak of that in another branch of my remarks: 


Eighth. Respectable Ohio Democrats affirm that just before the caucus the 
room of Mr, PAYNrE’s manager, Paige, ‘‘ was like a banking-house ;’”’ that ‘* the 
evidence of large sums of money there was abundant and conclusive ;”’ that 
Paige's clerk declared in the presence of a gentleman of integrity that‘: he had 
never seen so much money handled in his life.’’ 

That is put forth by the minority for the information of the Senate. 
It ought to be truthful; it ought to be to the letter correct. I will 


} 
show that it is untrue in every particular. There is no evidence here, | 


no pretense that there is here any evidence which will justify the 

statement that Mr. PAYNE’s clerk ever made such a statement, nor is | 
there any evidence that any prominenf Democrat of Ohio so stated or | 
that any man of integrity so stated. 

Mr. GEORGE, May I ask the Senator a question’ 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
_ Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say that there is nothing 
in the evidence which justifies the minority of the committee in mak- 
ing that statement in their report? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say that there is no evidence in my judg- 
ment—and I have carefully scanned the testimony four times; I have 
read every line of it, every word of it, again and again—and I say there is 
nothing that can be fairly construed into a support of that proposition. 
The honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] yesterday called at- 
tention to the character of that evidence. Let me read the charge 


Respectable Ohio Democrats affirm that just before the caucus the room of 
Mr. Payx’s manager, Paige, ‘ was like a banking-house.”’ 
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Who were the respectable Democrats who soasserted? Mr. Boyle, a 
newspaper correspondent, not a Democrat but a Republican, testified 
that some man, a merchant whose name he did not know, had told him 
that he was in some little village and went into a tailor’s shop to get a 
button sewed on his coat or vest or pants, and while there he had heard 
a conversation of the character that the minority mention. Does it fol- 
low that respectable Ohio Democrats had made that charge? 

Mr. Russell, a bitter opponent of the sitting member, as can be seen 
by every line of his testimony, admittedly so himself, states that he 
came in contact with a man of whom he says, ‘‘ I do not know whether 
he was a Democrat or not;’’ he thought he might have been or prob- 
ably was; ‘* but I do not know;’’ and he says this man told him that 
he had been down to Paige’s room and there he saw this great amount 
of money, and when he was asked to give the name of this man to the 
committee he declined so to do. 

That is all the testimony there is upon which the minority can base 
the charge that respectable Democrats of Ohio are back of the charge 
as to the vast sums of money in Paige’s room. 

Mr. President, this charge was made before the Ohio committee. It 
is no new charge that comes here now. That committee had the op- 
portunity to call the hundreds of men who went in and out of Paige’s 
room, as shown by the testimony, day after day. Is it not strange that 
nobody was found to testify to that save and except the one man, and 
we do not know who he was, who had heard it second-hand in a Jew 
tailor-shop in some neighboring village, and the man of whom Mr. 
Russell spoke but declined to name at all? 

I need not comment upon the absurdity of that statement. I donot 
know Mr. Paige, but I understand he has been a member of Congress 
and I think he was at that time. That he would be so stupid, if he 


| was even so wicked, as to put out his money brought there for the pur- 
| pose of corrupting members of the Legislature, in so public a manner 


as these unknown witnesses pretend, is not reasonable and is not to be 
presumed without some clear and positive proof. If the minority had 
intended to say and had said that these alleged facts might be proved 
it would be another thing. 

Ninth, That the public belief that the choice of Senator was procured by the 
corrupt use of money prevails almost universally in Ohio among persons of both 
parties, which finds very general expression in the press. 

I commented a little yesterday upon that class of evidence and that 
claim. What has the Senate of the United States to do with belief? 
If it should be said here truthfully that every man, woman, and child 
in Ohio so believed, unless we are furnished with some specific charges 
we have not the jurisdiction to inquire, can it be proved; is it in proof 
because the newspapers after their defeat complained? Newspaper 


| man after newspaper man went before that committee, summoned by 


the committee, and when asked, ‘‘ Did you charge in your paper that 
there was fraud and corruption,’’ said, ‘‘ Yes; irritated, provoked, and 
vexed over our defeat, we did.’’ ‘‘(iive us the facts,’’ was the next 
question, and the answer, ‘‘I do not personally know of any; neither 
do I know of any man who does.’’ More than one newspaper man so 


testified that he did not know, when he came before the committee, of 
| any facts to sustain the sharp and hot editorials, and all of them ex- 
| eused themselves on the ground of the irritation that naturally grows 
| out of defeat. 


Mr. FRYE. Can the Senator give the names of any of the newspaper 
men who were summoned as witnesses before that committee ’ 

Mr. TELLER. I can in a few moments. 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that there were not over two of the 
representatives of the newspapers who have been cited in this case who 
were ever summoned. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator certainly has not read the evidence. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; I have read the evidence. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, not with care, I can not give the names now 
for % moment, because that was not one of the things that I put down; 


| but certainly one man said—I recollect it very distinctly—that he was 


irritated and that he wrote a very hot editorial—that was the term he 
used—but said, ‘‘I did not know of any fraud.’’ Mr. Taylor, who was 
a newspaper man—not an editor, but a newspaper man—declared that 
he knew of no fraud. Mr. Donavin, who was a newspaper man, de- 
clared that he knew of no fraud. 
Mr. FRYE. They were not down there as editors of newspapers. 
Mr. TELLER. They were not the editors, but there were at least 


| two editors who were members of the Legislature who declared before 


the committee that they had no personal knowledge of fraud. 


Tenth. That there is specific proof leading with great force to the conclusion 
that each of ten members will be shown to have changed their votes 


corruptly, 
and thereby that the result was changed. 


The minority, like the others, do not deign to say who the ten mem- 
bers were, and I do not know why they confined themselves to ten 
members except upon the theory that it is sufficient for them to show 
a change of ten members which would have altered the result, for the 
evidence points just as positively to a greater number than that as it 
does to ten. Mr. Donavin, upon whose authority the investigation 
was made, charged in the publication that brought out this resolution 
No. 28 that fourteen men had been guilty of corruption. Other news- 
papers charged at least four or five more. Elliott was charged, and 
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Bunner was charged, and so were Mooney and Roche. Mr. Donavin 
charged that Baker, Hunt, Schultz, and Ziegler, who were then mem- 
bers of the Legislature, had been corrupted, and specified the amounts. 
He charged also that Elmer White, Dr. Fierce, Mr. Welsh, and Mr. 
Ramey, members of the senate, had also been corrupted, and specified 
the amounts. He declared that Mr. Cable, Mr. Brenner, Mr. McLy- 
man, Dr. Holbrook, Mr. Hamilton, and Mr. Lowenstein had been 
bribed, and specified the amounts. Other newspapers charged others 
with having been bribed, and so the minority might have said, I think, 
with equal propriety that there were twenty if there were ten. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in presenting his views stated that evidence had been offered, 
proofs had heen tendered, indicating that twenty-one members of the 
Legislature had been bribed, if the Senator remembers. That informa- 
tion was subsequent to making that report I suppose. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; it was not,as I understand. I donot under- 
stand that anybody claims that they have any evidence they did not 
have when this committee made its report—I mean the first commit- 
tee, the Ohio committee. They may have picked up something that 
they think is corroborative of the charges made, but I venture to say 
there is not a man now who was a member of the Sixty-sixth Legisla- 
ture of Ohio that is charged who was not charged in 1884, either by some 
mem ber of the Legislature, by some friend of Mr. Pendleton or Mr Ward, 
or by some paper in that State; and aggregating those charges it is easy 
to get twenty-one, I will admit. 

In addition the minority say: 

Tho Senate has also recently referred to the committee certain resolutions 
adopted by a convention of the Republican editors of Ohio, held at Columbus 
July 8, 1886, praying the Senate to investigate these charges. The newspaper re- 
ports of the convention show that the governor of the State was present at the 
convention and declared his concurrence in said prayer. There have also been 
communicated to us extracts from the Democratic newspapers of Ohio, showing 
that a majority of those papers have declared their opinion that the election was 
procured by corruption. Copies of these extracts are appended. 

I will not venture to comment upon that statement. I will not trust 
myself to express my opinion in this body of an attempt to compel by 
a public convention of political editors the determination of a judicial 
question. - I leave that for the minority. I think I only need to state 
it to have every honest man in the land affronted. 

Now, we come down to the specific charges. 

One member, after the caucus, deposited $2,500 in two amounts, and being 
charged that it was the price of his vote, did not persist in a denial. 

That is Mr. Elliott. Now, there is nothing found in the report which 
wil) sustain that statement, but there is found in the remarks submitted 
by Mr. Lrrr_e to the committee a statement that Mr. Hughes, who is 
now in the foreign service somewhere, would so testify. Mr. Elliott 
was before the Ohio committee, and testified that on the night of the 
caucus he took an open ballot and shook it in the presence of the caucus, 
and said, ‘‘ Here is a vote for Durbin Ward; if no other man votes for 
him, I will.’’ Here is a man charged by the minority upon the state- 
ment of somebody as to what somebody says would be proved, who 
swears himself that it was false and could be contradicted by the seventy- 
nine men of that body, as he shook his ballot in the face of the whole 
caucus and stated, ‘‘ Here is a vote fur Durbin Ward, if no other man 
votes for him;’’ and the minority of the committee knew that that evi- 
dence of Mr. Elliott was in the record when they brought in the state- 
ment, or the pretended statement, of Mr. Hughes. 

Mr. President, is it quite fair that the Senate, which was expected to 
deal with this question through its committee, should be kept in igno- 
rance of so important a fact as that, that this man had denied it, and 
the denial was unquestioned and undisputed, and no man appeared be- 
fore the committee to deny that Elliott had told thetruth. Thestate- 
ment of Mr. Hughes goes then for naught, and it had no place in the 
report, and ought not to have been there. 

The minority of the committee say: 

Another, who changed to PAyNe, just before the caucus, stated to a colleague 
that he was offered $5,000 to vote for PAyys, and intended to accept it, and tried 
to induce his colleague to do the same. —— wife just de- 
posited $2,500 in a bank in Toledo, took a certificate therefor, which she trans- 
ferred to her husband. 

That was Mr. O. B. Ramey, a senator, Mr. Ramey before 
the committee. It was said that he was originally for Mr. Pendleton. 
He denied it. He declared that he was not for Mr. Pendleton; that 
he had not committed himself at all. It was a question of veracity be- 
tween him and another whether he was or was not for Mr. Pendleton the 
day of Mr. PAYNE’s nomination. At least his word oughtto beas good 
upon that subject as the word of the other party, and I do not think 
the minority are justified in assuming it to be a fact that he changed 
suddenly from Mr. Pendleton to Mr. PAYNE. 

The damaging part of that statement is—and I come to that now, 
the other would prove but little or nothing—the damaging part, and 
intended so by the minority of the committee, is, that his wife depos- 
ited $2,500 in a bank in Toledo. If I am not mistaken, the Senator 
who represents the minority of the committee yesterday stated in his 
remarks that there were two banks in the tawn in which she deposited 
it, and that raised a suspicion of guilt. This was one of the charges 
made by Mr. Donivan. Mr. Ramey was one of the inculpated mem- 
bers. He appeared before the committee and admitted that his wife 
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had deposited $2,500; but when? Not as the minority say, just af, 
the election, but on the 24th day of July, 1884, and theel ection wa; 
in January, 1884. The time might have been material, and was mater- 
ial, but the money was not deposited just before the election. 1), 
honorable chairman took that from the speech made before the ¢ jm 
mittee and not from the evidence, because it was charged in the speech 
as it will be found, that it was just before the election. 

Upon that point there could be no question. The banker in whose 
bank the money was deposited appeared before the committee, atte; 
having examined his books, and declared that the deposit was made oy 
the 24th day of July. Then came Mr. Ramey, aman of character and 
a man of some means, who testified where he got this money and jor. 
too. He testified that he had sold property in West Virginia, gave ¢)}; 
date, the description of the property, the name of the agent, and eycry- 
thing connected therewith; and therefore he accounted in a manne: 
that could leave no doubt in the mindof any fair, honest man who read 
the testimony carefully that he told the trath. “He accounted for the 
money as to where be had received it. That raises no presumption 
whatever, and yet we have a one-sided statement, one-half of a story 
told here, and the other held back. ’ 

I gave offense once by saying that if any members of this committee 
should partake of the sentiment of Ohio that was calling newspaper 
conventions I should be sorry. It strikes me that some of that senti- 


ment crept into the minority report. I would submit that question, as 
the Senator from Illinois said yesterday, to a jury with confidence of 
success. The party would be nonsuited who made such a claim as 
that. 


So we may eliminate now from this time Mr. Ramey from consideration 
The only possible reason to suppose otherwise is the statement of M: 
Kahle that he had offered him $5,000 and said he had been offered $5, - 
000. Mr. Ramey appeared before the committee and declared that h 
never made any such statements at all, and he stated to the committee 
that he and the man making the charge were not personal friends, and 
I think that was admitted by Mr. Kahle. The only suspicion that 
could have been thrown on Mr. Ramey really was the statement that 
his wife bad deposited money, and unexplained that might have raised 
a slight presumption at least; but it is fully explained, and the com- 
mittee so treated it, I think, although they refer to it in their report 

I do not believe that I should be justified in spending any furthic: 
time over the testimony touching Mr. Ramey. If the Senate had time 
if it was near the beginning of a session, I would inflict upon the Sen‘ 
ate Mr. Ramey’s testimony. It bears the earmarks of truth. No man, 
I think, can read it and not feel that he made aclean and fair statement 
of the case. 

Again: 

Another who is claimed to have changed suddenly from Pendleton to Pay»: 
is found making, soon after, expenditures amounting to $1,600 with his own 
money on land, the title to which was taken in the name of his father, who paid 
$2,000 for it about the same time. The father and son lived together in the sainc 
house. The son testified that he did not know where the father got fhe mo 
to pay the $2,000. The father refused to state where he got his $2,000. and sai 
—— not know where the son got the $1,600, and if he did he would not t«!! 


he same member also made other large payments of money about the s:: 
time. 


That matter was carefully and thoroughly examined by the Ohio 
house committee. Mr. Elmer White is here referred to as a mem): 
of the State senate of Ohio and a newspaper man. It is said he sud- 
denly changed from Mr. Pendleton to Mr. PAYNE. He declares that 
before the election he had determined not to support Mr. Pendleton 
and tells why. He says that owing to the affairs in Cincimmati, owing 
to Mr. Pendleton’s course with reference to that contest of which every 
one here knows something, he had determined that he would not sip 
port Mr. Pendleton, and that he so announced in his paper before tl 
Legislature met. 

Nobody pretended that he had not so declared. Nobody appeared 
to show that he did not; but an enemy of his had published a statc- 
ment that there had been undue prosperity on his part since the |: 
tion. He had gone to work and figured up and shown the number 0! 
mortgages upon his property and the fact that they were paid of! w:s 
asserted as evidence that he had got some money beyond his legitim«te 
business. Mr. White came before that committee and made a fu!! 1! 
complete statement; first, that the assertion which had gone ont t)' 
he had a certain amount of mortgage on his property was not truc; t):! 
one mortgage of $4,000 had been renewed, and that when it went | 
it was credited as $4,000, making $8,000 where there was but $4.()\!\' 
This was long before the Senatorial contest. Mr. White then went 0 
to show beyond any question and beyond dispute, accepted and not |: 
nied, that when this controversy arose as to the Senator he had reduc! 
these to about three or four hundred dollars, and he sho 
where he obtained the money by which he paid that debt. Then 
goes into a careful accounting before that committee to show w)hc' 
every dollar that he had expended came from. 

I say that at least to me, after I had carefully read it and rere! 
t, after I had read everything that had been said about his prosperity. 
not but conclude that he had told the truth, the exact truth, 
and nothing but the truth; that he accounted clearly and satisfactorily 
for every dollar that he had. 
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That matter wes before the committee in Ohio. No more proof can 
be produced to the American Senate than was produced to that com- 
me, White, the father, who had expended $2,000 in property, when 
asked said, “* it is none of your business; I decline to tell where I got 
my $2,000.” It was shown that the elder White was a man who did 
occasionally have some money of hisown. I submit that it would not 
be in the power of the Senate to compel him, in an investigation as to 
the right of the sitting member to his seat, to tell where he got it, 
unless at least we could bring some connection between him and the 
transaction. He swore positively and unequivocally that it had no 
connection with his son whatever; that it was not derived from him 
nor his wife, mediately or immediately; that nowhere had it any con- 
nection with him; yet that is brought before the Senate, one side of it, 
the charging part only, and the Senate is told upon that, ‘‘ you ought 
to enter into an investigation as to the right of a Senator to his seat.’’ 

Mr. Elmer White said he did not know where his father got the 
money. He indicated that his father was not giving him always his 
confidence in matters of this kind, and he said, “If I did know I would 
not tell, as it had no connection with this transaction.’’ Then he re- 
peated that he had not in any manner, and never had any connection 
with the money that his father had invested in that property; and there 
it must be left as it would have to be left in the meanest court of law 
that ever sat. 

Again: 

Another, who had to borrow money when he went to Columbus, and changed 
suddenly from Pendleton to PAYNE, was shown just after the election to be in 

ion of money to purchase property, refurnished his house,&c. He was 
denounced by another member as having sold his vote. Heturned exceedingly 
sick, made no denial, and was taken away. 

That is the statement of the minority of the committee which came 
to the Senate. That is the one-sided statement of one witness who was 
his political enemy, as he declared, that is Dr. Fierce, a senator of the 
State. When Dr. Fierce heard that some attack was made upon him, 
he notified the committee and said he wanted to be heard, and the com- 
mittee allowed him to testify. When he came before the committee 
he said to the committee that he understood there had been some testi- 
mony inculpating him and he would like to see it. The committee 
denied him access to it and said he could not see it, that he could not 
know what it was. Then they proceeded toexamine him. Into every 
act of his life they went; into every transaction that he had had any- 
thing to do with for years, and they followed it up to the amount of 
furniture that he had put in his house, the number of sheep that he had 
on his farm, and the number of cattle he might have sold for several 
years past, the amount that he had collected from his profession, and 
alsorts of things. Sitting down there, he made a statement of all the 
money that he had received and of the money that he had paid out 
since 1882, and he accounted for more money than they were able to 
show he had expended. 

When they asked him with reference to certain payments where the 
money came from he proved that he had sold land in Kansas and re- 
ceived the money, and from the proceeds of that land he had made the 
payment. He gave the name of his agents in Kansas. He gave the 
description of the property he had sold. Then he came further with a 
letter from his agents, who stated that they had sold the property and 
transmitted to him a draft. Then he gave the name of the bank in 
which he had deposited the draft and where he had haditcashed. Yet 
we are told that the fact that he had bought $170 worth of furniture 
in 1884 indicates that he was indulging in luxuries beyond his means, 
and that the Senate must infer that he had taken a bribe in this Sena- 
atorial election. 

The minority of the committee proceed further to say: 

Two others, elected as anti-monopolists, became supporters of Mr. PAYNE 
and were heard discussing together the amount of money each had received. 

TheSenator from Illinois yesterday commented upon that. He called 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that Mr. Mooney, who was one 
of the men charged, had appeared before this committee and desired 
to be heard but not being able to gain admittance and an audience so 
as to be heard, he submitted his affidavit, in which he stated that at 
the time of the caucus he was not boarding in this man’s house, and 
had never been in it, and he submitted the affidavit of his room-mate 
to show that at that time he was occupying rooms in another and in a 
different part of the city. 

When the minority of the committee bring this here for us to act on 
why do they not bring us all the evidence? Why do they not give 
us both sides of the case instead of one? He not only showed what I 
have stated, but he declared with great earnestness and emphasis that 
he never had been drunk for twelve years. It was said that he was 

drank and q over the money. He declared that he was not 
using liquor at all, and that he had never had any controversy with 

- Roche of or ing money or anything else. Mr. Roche does 
not appear to be inquired about. I do not know where he was, and 
tothing appears as to that. 

Another, who had before been for another candidate, but voted for Mr. PAYNE, 
‘ceived from Oliver 3, Payne $3,500, which he said was a loan. 

When did he receive that? I submit now to the Senate, on that state- 
ment, when would you suppose he received it? Was it at the time of 
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the Senatorial election or was it years later? A fair construction of 
that statement is that he received itatthetime. The testimony shows, 
if it shows anything at all about it, that subsequent to the election he 
borrowed of Mr. Oliver Payne $3,500. Mr. Bruner was the man; Mr. 
Bruner was never a Pendleton man ora Ward man; he was for Mr. Con- 
verse first and last and all the time while Mr. Converse had any show, 
and when Mr. Converse withdrew and was no longer a candidate, then 
he was for Mr. PAYNE. 

Another man, a Mr. Brenner, who was charged in the public press 
with having been corrupted in the interest of Mr. PAYNE, and I suppose 
one of the twenty-one, came before the committee and testified that he 
had never been for Mr. Pendleton at all; that he was elected upon a 
ticket of anything to beat Mr. Pendleton; that his people were against 
Mr. Pendleton and in favor of anybody to beat Mr. Pendleton; and 
that after the Legislature met forty-six of his constituents met in caucus 
and directed him to vote for Mr. PAYNE as the most certain to defeat 
Mr. Pendleton in that contest Yet he harged with having sold 
out because he voted for PAYNE, without a particle of evidence that 
the committee were able to get on that subject at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no improvement in his financi 
shown? 

Mr. TELLER. 
condition. 

There are some questions of law, to which, if we were not in the last 
days of the session, I might be disposed to call the attention of the 
Senate in connection with this matter. 

I forgot one man to whom I[ desired to call attention, and that is M1 
Welsh. Mr. Welsh wasalluded to by thechairman yesterday in hisspeech 
as one of the persons who had been put under suspicion. Mr. Welsh 
lives in the town where one of the members of Congress lives who 
signed this request for an investigation, the member of Congress of 
whom the Senator from Illinois spoke yesterday, who felt it his duty 
to go up to Cleveland and remonstrate with the Cleveland Republicans 
against their advocacy of HENRY B. PAYNE for the Senate. He testi- 
fies that there is nothing in Mr. Welsh’s condition in life subseque: 
to that election to indicate that he had been corrupted. 

There is not a particle of evidence in all that has been taken which 
can be called evidence which looks to any charge against Mr. Welsh 
The newspapers had charged, Mr. Donavin had charged, that he was 
guilty of taking a bribe, and whenasked, ‘‘ Where did you get it 7’ he 
says he thinks he put that down himself. Mr. Donavin testified, «as it 
would be seen if there were time to look at this document, that he got 
the facts from various sources, but the amounts he got from Mr. Taylor, 
who was a correspondent of one of the Cincinnati papers. Mr. Taylor 
was before the committee, and he denied having given the list of mem- 
bers as published, but said he had furnished the names of some, and 
when asked how he obtained his information he candidly admitted to 
the committee that he had no personal knowledge whatever on the sub- 
ject, but he said he had made predictions as a newspaper man, and he 
was exceedingly anxious not to get left. He had predicted that Mr. 
Pendleton would be elected, and he was greatly chagrined and annoyed 
that the rush was the other way. 

Therefore, so far as these men are concerned whom I have mentioned, 
the Ohio committee have thoroughly and fully investigated and obtained 
all the evidence which can be obtained. After careful examination | 
shall vote that there is no evidence to impute to them wrongdoing. 

That public sentiment suddenly changed in the State of Ohio is not 
to be denied. Henry B. PAYNE was not a known candidate until 
just before the election, although a great many at least testified that 
they had heard his name more or less mentioned in connection with it 
even before the election, but it was not publicly proclaimed until just 
before the Senatorial election. But there were reasonswhy. One wit- 
ness said it seemed to him as if all the politicians of the State were 
there, and when asked if the Democracy were for Mr. PAYNE (and he 
was a Pendleton man), he declared that it appeared to him as if the 
majority of the Democrats, the great mass of them, were for Mr. PAYNE 
before they got there. 

Shall it be said that the hundreds of men of that State who advo- 
cated Mr. PAYNE were all bought with money? Has it come to such 
a condition that it can be said that the great masses of men are cor- 
rupted in a Senatorial contest in that great State? I do not believe it; 
I can not believe it; and there is no evidence here that would justify 
the committee in believing that there was undue influence brought to 
bear on the public. If there is evidence of bribery and corruption it 
has been withheld from the committee, and the committee, as I said 
yesterday, are in no condition to enter intelligently upon an investiga- 
tion of this character. 

I said yesterday that I would not yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in devotion to good government and purity of elections any- 
where. I realize as well as anybody can the danger that comes to a 
republic when the country grows rich. I recognize the danger of fill- 
ing this great body with men who only represent a bank account. I 
am as sensitive to that as the Senator can be. I have had some obser- 
vation on that point; I know something about it, and I am prepared to 
put my condemnation upon it in every case where it can be done within 
the law. I am for discouraging rich men who have no claim upon the 
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There was no attempt made to show his financial 





























































































n 
> 


: 
‘3 
i 

7 


is 
2 
ie 


TS 


Steen 
a 


ne ee Tee —— 
sn oO mS ee aE ee 








meme. 


WHL2 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








public, who have no fitness for official station, from occupying a place | 
here simply because they are wealthy; but if we proceed to condemn 
those things we must condemn them within the law; we must follow | 
the usual procedure or else we shall be worse than they. 

It is most gratifying, as I said yesterday, that in this case we have it 
sheared of the usual disagreeable and annoying and humiliating branch 
of such cases, the charge of guilt against the sitting member. It is | 
most gratifying to us as members of the committee and as members of 
the Senate that that branch of the case can be put aside, and that we 
can deal with this now as a question of law independent of him. The 
simple question is, was there such corruption and improper practices in | 
the State of Ohio; and, judging from what we have before us, judging | 
from the charge, judging from the evidence, is it within our province to 
find evidence sufficient to determine that question in the affirmative? 
If we can not, then we have nothing to do with the case. 

I said yesterday it was not a question of politics. It is not a ques- 
tion of prejudice, and it ought not to be a question of passion. I 
said yesterday 1 would act independent of Ohio. I did not mean that 
Iam not anxious for the good-will of the people of Ohio. I did not | 
mean then, and I do not mean now, that I am insensible to the appro- 
bation of the people of that great State. I have in all my public career 
and private life regarded the approbation of my fellow-men as above 
everything else. I am prepared to receive it when I merit it, and Iam 
prepared to receive their condemnation with equal equanimity when I | 
do not deserve it. I have acted in this case wpon my conscience, and 
I shall be unmoved by newspapers, by personal appeals, and by political 
interests, and I shall move forward to do my duty, as I have always 
done it as God has given me to see it; and in that way I approach my | 
vote in this case. 

Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me a moment, 
so that I may ask the Senator from Colorado a question’ I was very 
much gratified to hear the Senator from Colorado say that, upon an ex- 
amination of the whole case, there was nothing in it which tended to 
implicate the personal honor of the sitting member. I believe that | 
declaration has been made by all. I desire to ask the Senator this | 
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rude and rough in their language about public men; but if any one e, 
pects any better treatment he will have to live to some age yet tir yo. 
mote and in some country where free institutions do not exist. ]; ;. 
the history and the life of politics that every man in public life my. 
be subject to the freest criticism, and although this is often unjust ), 
true Republican would be willing to restrain the liberty of th: press 
merely to avoid temporary injustice to individuals. If my honorah). 
friend from Illinois was not so universally combative, as he is on }) o¢. 
casions, he would have found out that it is better not to combat a pews. 
paper, to which he has no fair opportunity to reply. 

I therefore on entering into this discussion disclaim any desire ty yo. 
flect upon the motives, or the honor, or the conduct, or the opinions o; 
the gentlemen who differ with me in opinion. ButI must say tha: | 
believe from my own knowledge of the history of events in Ohio, a 
well as from the papers which are sent to us, that there is a protoun 
conviction in the minds of the body of the people of Ohio of al! polit. 
ical parties that in the election of my colleague there was gross corry. 
tion by the use of largesums of money to corrupt and purchase the vote 
of members of the General Assembly. 

Now, that is a fact. Whether sufficient evidence has been produced 
before you to jastify this belief it isfor youtosay. Whether suficien; 
has been said here to put you upon an inquiry, the fact remains that 
the people of Ohio believe that in the election of my colleague there was 
the corruy use of money sufficient to change the result. 

What is he evidenceof that? Omitting for the time a statement y 
the fraud and crime which have been going on for two years, let us 
come down to the official statements recently presented to us. The 
first was a report accompanied with testimony from a committee of the 
house of representatives of Ohio, which certainly does not show any 
personal rancor or hostility to my colleague. Senators must see in the 


comments made upon the action of the Cowgill committee that there 


was no passion, no heat, no undue persecution or prosecution of that 


| investigation. Although the committee said that as to the four men- 
bers named in the resolution (and that was the only subject of their 


jurisdiction) they found no evidence to implicate them, yet they did 
find evidence which they undertook partially to detail, which led them 


question: Has an examination of the testimony convinced him that | to believe a report that there were gross frauds in connection with the 


there was an entire absence of any improper use of money in that elec- 


election of a Senator from Ohio in 1884; and for that reason, because 


tion? | they had no jurisdiction of that question, they report it to the Senate o! 


Mr. TELLER. Iam satisfied from an examinationof the testimony 
that there is no proof of corruption of the members of the Legislature, | 
and that no proof of it can be obtained by the Senate. I do not pre- 
tend to say that all the methods of Ohio politics are correct. I do not 
know as to that. I did not inquire as to what might have been done 
beyond, during the campaign, or at some other time. I confined myself 
to the question submitted to us by the Senate; and on that I have acted, 
on that I am prepared to record my vote, and to record it under the 


men, unmoved by prejudice or passion, by interest or favor, unawed by 
threats, unterrorized by what they say is public opinion, to vote as I 
regard it a Senator’s duty to vote; and that is all I desire to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado one 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather go on now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I rise to perform the most disa- 
greeable duty of my life. During the long time I have been in this 
body I never have had occasion to bring before the Senate the politics 
of Ohio. We have had in that State many political battles, and I have 


fought political contests on this floor with my colleagues, who have | 


been sometimes and most of the time opposed to me in politics, but I 
have never had occasion heretofore to refer to Ohio politics as distin- 
guished from national politics in its broadest sense. 

I wish to say in the outset that in performing what I regard a public 
duty to the people of Ohio, and especially to the Republican party of 
Ohio, I do it in no spirit of unkindness to my colleague. I have known 
him, or have known of him, since I have arrived at the age of man- 
hood. I have always known him as a respected and honored citizen of 
Cleveland, Ohio, regarded well by his neighbors; and Iam glad to say 
that in this investigation, and in forming this duty, Ishall not have 
occasion to personally arraign him. I believe the evidence shows by 
common consent that whatever corruption occurred in the process of his 
election, no personal knowledge of that was brought home to him; and 
if the investigation which I ask the Senate to grantis given, I sincerely 
believe that his personal honor will not be touched by the testimony 
which will be produced. 

Having said that much, I wish to say also to the Republican Senators 
who have differed with me and have signed the majority ts, the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN], the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvVARTS], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], I have no sym- 
pathy whatever with the criticisms which have been made upon mo- 
tives of these honored Senators. I do not think anything which was 
read from the newspapers by the Senator from Illinois shows that any 
substantial reflection upon their motives has been made in any 
that I have yet seen. The newspapers, as a matter of course, are 


| 
solemnities of my oath without reference to the wishes of any man or | 
| 
i 


the United States to do what they think is best or right about it 

So you have at the outset the statement of a committee in Ohio who 
have fairly investigated this matter that there was just ground for i: 
vestigation by the only body authorized to pass upon the election o! 
my colleague. I shall have occasion hereafter to show that while this 
investigation was imperfect and unsatisfactory, it was for want of juris- 
diction and power over the subject-matter, imperfect as it was, yeta 
majority of that committee come to these conclusions: 


llowever, although we find that the charge against the four members of this 
house named in the resolution has not been sustained, certain facts have bee 
developed which we believe to be of sufficient significance to report to tlic hous 
for disposition as hereinafter suggested. 

There is a general concurrence of testimony upon the following poin'- 

1. That the candidacy of Henry B. Payne for United States Senator w:s 
made known publicly until a considerable time after the general cle: 

1883 at which members of the General Assembly were chosen. 

2. That suspicion and charges of the employment of illegal means to socure 
the election of the successful candidate for Senator were very prevalent nica 
the time of, and for weeks after,the Senatorial election,and that in many u 
stances the suspicion amounted almost to conviction. 

3. That as to choice of Senatorial candidates among members of the Gener 
Assembly, there were numerous remarkable changes, difficult to aco fo 
without assuming the use of unusual inducements. 

Mention is made of this concurrence of testimony, for the reason (hu! | 
points specified have a general bearing upon several matters that follow 

~ ms £ xz * 

Although, as stated in the outset, the testimony developed nothing of ai) 
culpating character concerning the members of this house named in th reso! 
tion ofinquiry, we believe that circumstances surrounding the election of IlEx2) 
B,. PAyxe as one of the Senators to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress 
of the United States, as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant us! 
recommending that an authenticated copy of the testimony and report be trans 
mitted to the President of the United States Senate for the information of thr 
—_ — Senator Payse isa member, and for such action as it may deen 
adv e. 


That is notall. The members of the house of representatives of Vio 
to whom this report was made and who are now our present Legislature 
elected after all the storms of our contest for the last two years, have 
passed a resolution and sent it here. it is now before me, and is mace 
partially the basis of this investigation. I will ask the Secretary 
read the resolution, adopted, as far as I know, by a unanimous vole © 
the Republicans members. I will speak about the Democratic posto" 
after awhile. I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of Ohio, That in the investigate” 
made under house resolution No. 23 ample testimony was adduced to warran' 
the belief that the charges heretofore made by the Democratic press of (10 8" 
waate ort That the seat of Henry B. PAyNez in the United States Senate 
P 


LA That jo oy See this house of repre- 


The reso 


sentatives 
#tates Senate be rigidly investigated by said Senate ; and 


that the said title of Hewry B. Payne to a seat in the | nited 
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Further resolved, That the governor of Ohio be requested to forward a copy 
of this resolution to the President of the United States Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate of Ohio, which had gone through a 
crucible for more than four months in perfecting its organization, where 
great party heat was elicited, after the organization had been perfected 
py the exclusion of what were called the Hamilton County representa- 
tives of frand, passed a resolution, which I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas by common report suggested and corroborated by the public press 
of the State without respect to party, and by a recent investigation of the house 
of representatives, the title of Henry B. PAYNE toa seat in the United States 
Senate is vitiated by corrupt practices and the corrupt use of money in procur- 
ing his election; and ; , F ER 

Whereas it is deemed expedient, in order to secure a thorough investigation 
of his said election as Senator by the United States Senate, that the belief of the 
General Assembly in this regard be formuiated in a specific charge: Therefore, 

Be itresolved, That in the opinion of the General Assembly, and it so charges, the 
election of Henry B. PAYNE as Senator of the United States from Ohio in Jan- 
uary, 1884, was procured and brought about by the corrupt use of money paid 
to or for the benefit of divers and sundry members of the Sixty-sixth General 
Assembly of Ohio, and by other corrupt means and practices, a more particular 
statement of which can not now be given. 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States be, and the same is hereby, re- 
quested to make a full investigation into the facts of such election, so far as 
pertains to corrupt means used in that behalf. 

Resolved, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to forward a copy 
thereof to the President of the Senate of the United States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall not ask the Secretary to read further be- 
cause I do not wish to detain the Senate too long, but I will offer the 
resolutions adopted by the Republican State committee of Ohio, by its 
unanimous vote, in which they set out in different phraseology a little 
more specifically the same general statement that is contained in the 
Senate resolution. Instead of wearying the Senate with reading it, be- 
cause it is already a public document, I submit it, as follows: 


REPUBLICAN STATE CoMMITTEE Rooms, 
Columbus, Ohio, May 5, 1886. 

Whereas it has been shown to our satisfaction by the testimony taken by the 
committee of the Ohio house of representatives, under house resolution No. 28, 
and from other sources, so strongly as to induce us to believe and charge that 
the election of Henry B. Payne to the Senate of the United States was secured 
by bribery, fraud, and corruption; and 

Whereas the testimony so taken has been by the house of representatives re- 
ported to the Senate of the United States, for such action as that body may see 
fit to take on account thereof; and 

Whereas the facts so established reflect upon the good name of the State of 
Ohio, and affect in morals, as well as in law, the validity of the title of Mr. 
PayNe to his seat in the Senate: Now, therefore, 

Be itresolved by the Republican central committee of Ohie, That in the name of 
all honest people in the State of Ohio, and for the credit of the hitherto unsul- 
lied name and reputation of our State, the Senate of the United States be, and 
hereby is, res ully requested to prosecute such investigation into the mat- 
ters by said report, and the charges herein preferred, and to take such 
action thereon as may be necessary to relieve our State from the disgrace which 
it now rests under, and to do equity and justice to all concerned: and 

Resolved further, That the chairman of this committee is directed to forward an 
authenticated copy of this resolution to Hon. GrorGr F. Hoar, chairman of the 
Committee on Privi and Elections of the United States Senate. 

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the preamble and reso- 
lation adopted by the Republican State central committee of Ohio, at a regular 
meeting held in the city of Columbus, Ohio, this 5th day of May, 1886. 

JAS. E. LOWRY, Chairman. 


before the Senate, the resolutions of the Republican editors of Ohio, of 
whom there are sixty-eight in number, sixty-eight firms or editors 
who publish that many different Republican papers in Ohio. This 
paper also states in a more emphatic manner what may be said to be 
the unanimous opinion of the Republican press in the State of Ohio 
upon this subject, not with aay heat or passion as against my colleague, 
but their expression of the opinion that there was in this election gross 
wholesale corruption and the use of money in the purchase of mem- 
bers of the Legislature. 

There is attached to the resolutions a long address setiing out at 
length their views, which I shall omit 
To the Senate of the United States 

The Kepublican editors of Ohio in convention assembled respectfully repre 
sent that the circumstances preceding and attending the clection in 1884 of 
Henry B. PAYNE to the United States Senate from Ohio induced the firm belief 
in the public mind at the time that his election was accomplished by the corrupt 
use of money. The developments since have confirmed this belief. 
come the settled conviction of the people of Ohio that Mr. Payne holds his seat 
in the Senate as the result of bribery. It would be difficult to find a well-in- 
formed person in the State seriously to dispute the fact 

These convictions are not the result of partisan feeling, for it is notorious that 
the accusations of corruption originated with persons of opposite political prin- 
ciples from ourselves; and yet the influence of money and the power of party 
discipline have in most cases caused them to defend rather than to denounce 
these charges first made by themselves. 

Your memorialists share the general conviction; the far reaching evils of the 
situation are manifest; redress can only come from the Senate of the United 
States, 

We therefore respectfully and earnestly request that the Senate will direct an 
investigation to be made, believing that it will establish the charges of bribery 
and corruption formally presented by the Ohio senate and house of representa- 
tives, 

Expressive of the convictions of the Republican editors of Ohio are inclosed 
resolutions and address adopted; and we ask that the Senate shall vindicate 
the character of the State either by clearing up these charges or by purifying that 
honorab!e »ody from the presence of a member corruptly elected: 

** Resolved, That it is declared to be the belief of the members of this conven- 
tion, and they so charge, that the election of HENry B. PAYNE to the Senate of 
the United States was procured by the corrupt use of large sums of money, fur- 
nished and disbursed by the acknowledged agents and representatives of Mr. 
PAYNE, and that this convention further declares its belief that an investigation 
by the Senate will substantiate this charge; and they are not aware that the 
fact has been in any direct and responsible way denied. 

** Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it 
is hereby, requested to act favorably upon the communication of the members 
of the Ohio delegation in Congress asking for a reconsideration of the vote 
whereby the committee declined to recommend an investigation of the election 
of Mr. PAYNE, and also to take into consideration the final communication of 
Representatives LirrLeand BUTTERWORTH, offering further evidence of bribery 
in the election of Mr. PAYNE and further weighty reasons for investigation. 

** Resolved, That in case the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections ad- 
heres to its reported decision, that the Senate of the United States be requested 
to take this decision of its Committee on Privileges and Elections into consid- 
eration and reverse it. 

* Resolved, That it is suggested to the Senate of the United States not to ig- 
nore its time-honored precedents and turn from its doors a State which comes 
so fully supported, preferring the charge that one of its seats in that body was 
purchased with money, a charge which, if ignored by the Senate, must unfavor- 
ably influence the reputation of the body itself. 

** Resolved, That it is the right of the people of the State, fundamental and vital 
in character, to have an investigation into a Senatorial election therein when 
the same is charged by representative and responsible authority, as has been 
done in this case, to have been accomplished by bribery or other corrupt means. 

** Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, attested by the officers of this con- 
vention, be transmitted to the President of the Senate.”’ 


Mr. President, something has been said both by the Senator from 
Tilinois and by the Senator from Colorado as to these documents. The 
Senator from Colorado went so far as to say that the expression of a be- 
lief by all the people of Ohio would not make him vote to order an in 
vestigation. If he had said that the expression of the opinion of all the 
people of the State would not make him vote against his judgment to 
convict my colleague then there would be some strength in his position. 
When passing upon the life and property of another, as judge or jury, 
a}l the motives that could influence mankind ought not to sway one a 
hair’s breadth from rendering a conscientious judgment free from bias 
or corruption. 

But that is not the question here. The question here is, when a 
charge is made affecting the right of my colleague to his seat by both 
houses of the Legislature, by the organs of opinion opposed to him, by 
the whole college of editors engaged in developing and making public 
opinion, backed, as I will show you after a while, by the opinion of 
forty Democratic papers expressed two years ago, the question is 
whether you will allow this charge to be explored, whether you will 
permit the truth to be found out, you having the power and the juris- 
diction, and the only tribunal in the wide world that has power to pass 
upon the election of a United States Senator. 






















it has be- 


Josuva K. Brown, Secretary. 


I also tender, to be placed upon the record, the statement of the Re- 
publican delegation from the State of Ohio in the House of Represent- 
atives to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Tiovse or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES. 
° Washington, D. C., June 29, 1886. 
To thehonorable Committee on Privileges and Elections United States Senate : 


GENTLEMEN: The report that your committee is not disposed to grant an in- 
vestigation into the methods of the election of Henry B. Payne to the Senate 
of the United States, charged to have been si ized by bribery, petitioned for 
and peguaaed by each house of the Ohio ature, and by representative citi- 
zens of the State, and demanded by a large majority in numbers and influence 
of the press of the State, has uced therein great disappointment. 

Thereis a feeling in Ohio the State has been deeply wronged by your sup- 

action. The undersigned are convinced that the facts and records, or some 
of them, laid before your honorable committee by our colleagues, Messrs. LITTLE 
and BoTTerWworrt#s, have, in the press of your other duties, failed to receive that 
consideration and weight which they merit and sheuld have at your hands. We 
are informed that additional testimony is in the hands of Messrs. Lirrie and 
BuTrerwortHs, which they ask an opportunity to present to you. 

We, therefore, as citizens of Ohio, venture to request at your handsa reconsid- 
eration of the matter submitted to you. 

If there be any matter upon which the committee desires farther information, 
we trust noe, will be given to furnish it before final action, in order 
that justice right may be secured. 

We take occasion now to join with our colleagues named in expressing our 
belief if an opportunity be offered, the charge of the Ohio senate wil!! be 
sustained by testimony to your full satisfaction. 


We have the ho fully. y bedi 7 There is the question, and Senators ought not to avoid it. It seemed 
———s oad nee ee ter at ye to me that my friend from Illinois and my friend from Colorado en- 
E.B. TAYLOR. * tirely mistook the issue. The questions in these papers were sent to 

* ae the committee not to pass upon the merits of the accusation. They 

ue BROWN. have not reached that far. A committee of this body has no power to 

sae, & Serv aNOR. pass upon that until after an investigation. But it is to say whether 

JACOB ROMEIS. upon a showing made before them there was cause sufficient to induce 


an inquiry into the facts and circumstances, 
This statement was also supported by oral statements made by Mr. Mr. President, this leads me to make a remark, that I did believe 
Butrerworrs and Mr. LirtLx, which have been printed with the re- | at one stage of this controversy my colleague for his own vindication 
port in this case. 


would at once demand an investigation. I believe, with due deference 
T also present to the Senate, which is also in a public document laid | to his more experienced judgment, that it would have been better if 
XVII——458 
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he had seen his way clear todo it. I can say that I believe that a full 
investigation would acquit him of personal participation in bribery; 
but if, as it is alleged, others did by the corrupt use of money, public 
or private, control his election, while he would not be dishonored and 
disgraced, the public would be satisfied of the extent and nature of 
the actual offense committed, whether it was one that called for any 
further notice, whether the means employed was only the usual efforts 
in party warfare, whether it was a mere contest between party factions 
or factions within the Democratic party, or was open bribery and cor- 
ruption or the purchase of a seat in this body. The sentiment in the 
Senate and among the people would have been just and generous and 
forbearing to my colleague. That was my opinion; but I suppose my 
colleague must have felt possibly an honorable feeling like this, that 
while he was conscious he was free from blame he did not choose to 
compel an investigation when others who were bound to him in various 
ways might be affected by the investigation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I believe I did not misunderstand the Senator when 
he said he thought I had mistaken the issue, the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do think so. 

Mr. LOGAN. In the next sentence the Senator says that he does 
not believe an investigation would inceulpate Senator PAYNE, but that 
it would ascertain other persons who might be guilty. DolI understand 
you? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Substantially so. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thenis not this the fact—we willsee who understands 
the issue—if Mr. PAYNE can not be inculpated, he is the one we have 
jurisdiction over, and if other persons violate the law over whom we 
have no jurisdiction, is it not the duty of Ohio to proceed against those 
persons and investigate them, and not the duty of the Senate of the 
United States ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to come to that. I think the Senator 
overlooks the whole controversy here. The question is whether enough 
members of the Legislature have been corrupted to poison the election, 
not to affect the character of my colleague, but to poison the election 


and change the result, and no power in this world has jurisdiction of 


that question except the Senate. 

I might here change the course of my remarks. The Senator asks, 
Why do we not indict our criminals? We have sent more men to the 
penitentiary for criminal offenses against the elective franchise in the 
last two or three years than Illinois has done, and she has done nobly 
in two or three marked cases. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not in this case? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notin this case, but in connection with our elec- 
tion frauds. But what could be done in this case? Where would we 
find a bill of indictment? This is the first time it has ever been urged 
in the Senate of the United States that it will not examine into the 
character and conduct of the elections and qualifications of its mem- 
bers unless the record of indictment and conviction is first produced. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator asks, where will you find your bill or 
indictment? I can tell him. At Columbas, the capital of the State 
of Ohio, where he charges that certain persons committed offenses. By 
their grand jury and before their courts they can try these men and 
convict them if they have been guilty of these offenses. There is where 
you can find your indictment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would my honored friend from Illinois say to the 
people of the United States that the Senate will investigate no charge 
against a member of this body unless the person accused shall first have 
been convicted by a trial before a jury of twelve men? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; that is not the point. The Senator will not 
get away from the point. The point is this: that you say this man is 
not guilty but othersare. Over them we have no jurisdiction. If they 
are guilty it is the duty of the State to indict them and to prosecute 
them. I do not say that you have got to find a man guilty, but I say 
that is the duty of your State, and unless it performs its duty it can 
not ask us to go around hunting up evidence for the purpose of having 
men indicted over whom we have no jurisdiction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Constitution of the United States, to which 
we have all sworn our allegiance, declares that the Senate shall be the 
judge of the election returns and qualifications of its own members. 
When a great State, with over 3,000,000 e, through its organs, 
comes here and says that they believe that the election of a Senator 
has been tainted with fraud and corruption it will not do for Senators 
or for the Committee on Privileges and Elections to say, ‘‘We do not 
believe it; you have not evidence enough; you have not convicted the 
rascals who participated in this offense.’’ 

Now let us go a little further. My friend from Illinois complained 
of injustice having been done him. I think that injustice was done 
him. I sympathize with him heartily, but who can not quote news- 
papers to show that injustice is done to us all? What was the neces- 
sity of showing that Halstead -—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Why does the Senator quote the newspapers in order 
to get an investigation, then, if he says the papers onght not to be 
quoted here? It is the resolutions of these newspaper representatives 
now that he makes a part of his argument. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I have not yet quoted a newspaper. When I dy 
the Senator may then ask me that question. I quote the opinions of 
editors of newspapers who come together and resolve and send here 
their opinions. 

Mr. LOGAN. Exactly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is not their opinion worth as much as yours’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Nobody doubts that; but if the Senator criticises jy. 
for quoting newspapers, I think the same criticism would apply to hin 
self. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not criticise you, except I say I do not see 
what effect that has in this debate except to show that injustice was 
done to the Senator. I admit that. What Senator here has not had 
such injustice done to him over and over again? He seems to throw 
the whole burden of the accusation made by the editors upon Murat 
Halstead, who is a kind of a fierce fighter, fighting everybody at times. 
The Senator says that Halstead has abused Grant, abused him, abused 
me, and everybody else. Suppose that to be true. Is it the position 
of Mr. Murat Halstead thatisnow commented upon? No, sir; it is the 
position of sixty-eight leading publishers of newspapers of Ohio, whose 
opinions are worth noting, nearly every one of whom is a warm friend 
of the Senator from Illinois. Do you suppose that there is nothing in 
this, that this is a mere partisan movement——- 

Mr. LOGAN. Idonot propose to be placed in a false position by any- 
body. Inasmuch as the Senator admits that I have not been very wel 
treated in this case, I propose to protect myself. He speaks about these 
editors. I have no complaint to make of these editors; I have not 
made any complaint; but when he speaks of their opinion, it is a mere 
request of these men. They do not give you any evidence; they do 
not name a man who knows anything; they do not present any fact 
they do not present any case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The fact that these men say that—— 

Mr. LOGAN. They merely request that we shall do somet! 
that is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have had their resolutions sent to the desk fu 
publication to show what is the feeling in Ohio, that it would not 
be easily smothered, and that a resolution to investigate only would 
put anend toit. Do you not suppose it is a strong feeling which 
would induce General Kennedy, one of the bravest and truest soldiers 
of the war, to write that letter to his comrade and friend, the Senato: 
from Illinois? It may have been unjust, but the very fact that men 
like Kennedy, the lieutenant-governor of our State, a man of charac- 
ter, and conscience, and honor, and. courage, as the Senator knows, 
would state this thing to his fellow-soldier and friend, is an evidence 
of the strong feeling which prevails. The very editorials contained in 
the newspapers that my honorablefriend read are an evidence of strong 
feeling. Nothing elsecould prove it so well. You can not move great 
masses of men, you can not move half of the people of a great State like 
Ohio unless something fearful is behind it. These newspapers mm.) 
publish their arguments and their talks. That is not the thing that 
is behind this movement. It is the fear, Imay say the conviction, that 
their most sacred right of representation has been tampered with |) 
corruption. ‘This is nota newspaper charge. It is no idle charge, |)\\' 
made firmly and openly, perhaps with heat but it is made.neverthele- 
with honesty and sincerity. You may heed it if you will; you ma; 
reject it if you will. 

The Senator from Colorado said that this newspaper meeting of «| 
tors was an affront. He expresses his opinion upon the result of 1 
transaction, as he hasa right todo. These editors who were interestcd 
as being represented, whose reputation in common with the peop! © 
Ohio is affected, can not express their opinion, and if they do it is an 
affront to us. a 

Sir, the Senate of the United States can never put itself so high that 
even the petition of the humblest citizen, black or white, may 1»! be 
received with respect, and when a respectable body of men like this 
send their petitions in plain and not offensive words, it can not ' 
treated as an affront, even if it does not harmonize exactly with the 
opinion of a Senator on this floor. 

I might go onand show further evidences of the current state 0! 0)" 
ion—what itis now. Thisinvestigation isan honestdemand of a ereat 
State. 

But there is another more important consideration I wish to mention, 
and I know my friend from Illinois will sympathize with me in this. 
There have events happened in the last two or three years in Ohio. ©! 
which the alleged corrupt purchase of a seat in this body is only 01° 
and not the most important, which have aroused the feelings 0! ‘\" 
people of the State to fever heat. They have gone through a contes 
unlike any that has ever happened before in the history of our Go\- 
ernment. Up to three years ago our politics had been practic:'') 
pure. We had had our manly contests, man to man, boldly contes'\" 
on the stump and elsewhere, but in the summer of 1853 a new met" 
of politics crept intoour canvass. It first appeared at Cincinnati. |‘ 
first appearance was at the Highland House convention in the city » 
Cincinnati in August, 1883. 

Up to that time, there had been here and there fraud, and men we'’ 
tried and convicted sometimes and sent to the jails and the penitent!'y 
for election frauds. Among the resta man by the name of Mullin wis 
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sentenced fora year, and was pardoned out by the President of the United 
States. Waiving that for the present, we had had our contests; but in 
August, 1883, there first appeared an organized and wholesale scheme 
to control by fraud the primaries, an important agency in our party 
politics. That was not a contest between the Republicans and the 
Democrats, but it was an internecine contest in the Democratic party. 
A small interest in Cincinnati got the control of what is called the Dem- 
ocratic executive committee. They had primary elections for delegates 
from Cincinnati to meet in convention and name candidates for the Leg- | 
islature, andsoon. This was the beginning of this legislative contest. 
Then it was that the night before the convention was to be held, before 
a single lawful delegate could meet to assert his power, this executive 
committee undertook to organize the convention by appointing a pres- 
ident, avice-president, and all the officers. They appointed themselves | 
a committee of credentials and passed upon the credentials of the del- 
egates who were to meet the next day. They were a committe of or- 
ganization, of credentials, and nominations, and mapped out even to 
the candidates who were to be voted for. 

How was that scheme carried out? Sir, this executive committee 
acting as a committee of credentials rejected over two hundred Demo- 
crats, elected on what is called the Pendleton ticket in opposition to 
the ticket that was setting this machinery in motion. Those delegates 
were excluded by the fiat of this executive committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
the Highland House convention was net organized precisely as conven- 
tions of the Democratic party in Cincinnati had been organized for 
years previous, and whether the gentleman who presided over that con- 
vention was not an avowed friend of Senator Pendleton for the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The best answer 1 can make to that is to have a 
single extract from a Democratic paper published in the city of Cincin- 
nati read. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Doesnot the Senator know that there are on the 
files in the committee-rooms of this body affidavits made by the presi- 
dent of that convention and by the friends of Mr. Pendleton in reference 
to the proper organization of that convention? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that a habit had sprung up there to allow 
the executive committee to do certain things, but it had not been the 
fixed or universal habit and it never had been perverted for the purpose 
of overthrowing the people elected by the Democrats of Cincinnati. It 
is their fight; I do not care anything about it. I will allow one of 
their newspapers to tell what was done. It is an extract I copied from 
the very paper there referred to. 

Mr. LOGAN. It wasa Pendleton fight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; an internecine fight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The article referred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


{Extract from the News-Journal, Cincinnati, Sunday, August 19, 1883. | 

Before the meeting of the executive committee he had “‘ fixed’’ his ticket, and 
“fixed” the agencies through which he carried out his designs. The most im- 
portant of these was the committee on credentials, and this was firmly anchored 
and armed with five reliable (?) men, with L.G. Bernard at the helm. The pri- 
mary elections occurred and the McLeanites met with defeat, the majority of the 
legally-elected delegates being men who were unpledged. The McLeanites 
openly boasted that no man opposed, either actively or passively, tothe McLean 
interest would be allowed to have a voice in the convention, and the result 
proves thut the boasts were not idle words. Every elected delegation opposed 
to the McLean interest was contested. The committee on credentials met ina 
saloon late Friday night and heard the contests, but reserved ai! decisions and 
refused to make any statement asto their number. It is understood that about 
one-half the city precincts were thus putin the hands of this committee. In 
many cases the contestees did not know that their rights were being questioned, 
and of course had no hearing. The committee reported (that is, Mr. McLean 
published a list of his delegates) and the committee tendered a copy of this to 
the convention as its report. By this means about two hundred legally-elected 
delegates were ruled out,and when the question came before the convention 
almost one-half of those voting were acting as judges and jury on their own cases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the account given by one of the papers of 
this controversy. Some Senators near me seem to think, and as the con- 
versation is so loud I must hear it, that we ere not interested in that, 
that this was a mere McLean and Pendleton fight. Weare just as much 
interested in the purity of these primary meetings among the Demo- 
crats as we are among those of the Republicans. It is a very foolish 
idea to suppose that the people of this country are not interested in wise 
and judicious party organization, and if one party introduces fraud in 
order to defeat each other they will carry those same frauds into the 
final contests between the two great parties, and thus poison the Gov- 
ernment of the country. When I show you here that the very motive 
and spirit that actuated all the movements of that party during the two 

years in Ohio started in the commencement to cheat themselves, or a 

portion of their own number, I show yowa movement organized in fraud, 

born in fraud, which I will show had its natural results in stirring up 
the — of Ohio to an extent that they never have been before in a 
poli matter. 

_ After this was over and the ticket was nominated, then a combina- 
tion was made between the Democratic party and the liquor dealers’ 
organization, openly and boldiy, by resolutions mutually passed during 
that fall; and at the same time the temperance people, being largely 
interested in the question of prohibition, went off in a side-show by 
themselves. ‘The result of the combination between the liquor dealers’ 
association and the Democratic party against the Republican party, 
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weakened as it was by the deflection of many persons, led the Demo- 
cratic party tosuccess that fall, and a Democratic Legislature was elected. 

After all the internecine contests, in which I felt and feel no inter- 
est whatever, between the members of that party, it was apparent to 
every one, according to the testimony here produced over and over 
again, that Mr. Pendleton had a majority, sometimes contested more 
or less, and that General Durbin Ward, a gallant soldier, now since 
My colleague then had no show, or at 
least there was no general agitation of his candidacy. No doubt he 
was spoken of by friends, as he has always been. He has been for 
many years spoken of as being worthy of a seat in this body, but there 
was no movement for him, nor was there any until some time in De- 
The extracts read by the Senator from Illinois show the fact 
that then some of the Republican papers, probably to create a diversion 
or division, commenced suggesting PAYNE, and movements were then 
set on foot for the nomination of Mr. PAYNE. All that only shows 
that up to that time in December there was no thought of Mr. PAYNE. 
The contest was supposed to be between Durbin Ward and Mr. Pendle- 


ton. 
Soon after that the General Assembly convened. Then it was that 
corruption occurred, as it isalleged by these various people, not by the 


actual purchase of members of the Legislature to vote for Mr. PAYNE 
at the election of Senator after it was organized, but by bribery and 
corruption of the members of the Democratic party in the caucus to 
nominate a Senator. In this the friends of Mr. PAYNE, it is alleged, 
controlled a sufficient number of votes to change the result of the elec- 
tion and defeat Mr. Pendleton and defeat Mr. Ward and elect my col- 
league. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into a critical examination of all 
this testimony. Iam perfectly content with the statement made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr]. Iam perfectly willing 
to rest the case upon the arguments made by theseveral members of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. I am perfectly willing totake 
the statement of this case as made by Mr. LiTrLe, a member of the 
House of Representatives, and also by Mr. BuTTERWORTH in his able 
But before coming to that I wish to follow the 
election by bribery of a Senator in January, 1884, by a brief statement 
of the effort to elect another Democratic Senator by fraud, forgery, and 
perjury in January, 1886, for these events and attempts are kindred 
and associated with each other. 

I said that I would show that this fraud, commenced in the High- 
land House convention, continued afterward, but was resisted at every 
stage by the popularwill. Atthe very first election that occurred after 
the election of my colleague the Republicans carried by their usual ma- 
jority the State of Ohio and overthrew the Democratic party. In the 
State election in October, 1884, we carried the State of Ohio by an 
overwhelming majorfty, and in the November election that followed, 
when Blaine and Logan were our cadidates, the majority was 50,000. 
This is the evidence of estimation in which the Senator from Illinois 
was held by the Republicans of Ohio. They admired him for his cour- 
age and stalwart Republicanism. 

If there was a feeling of disappointment shown when his position in 
this matter was known which led to the act of striking his name from 
the Blaine and Logan Club at Good Hope, Ohio, it should only show 
to him how intense and great must have been the feeling of disappoint- 
ment that he was not fighting their battle for them now as they sup- 
ported him then in the same cause of republican government. I donot 
blame him, I do not call in question his conduct, but the very evidence 
he produced shows how intense must be the feeling of these people that 
they would suddenly change their attitude in regard to him. 

In October and in November, 1884, we carried the election an 
overwhelming majority. So again in the following spring we carried 
the election in the city of Cincinnati by six or seven thousand 

But in the summer of 1885, last summer, this same evil and corrupt 
influence was organized, after having captured one Senator, to capture 
another, and they organized in every part of Ohio schemes of fraud, of 
forgery, of ballot-box stuffing, of perjury, as well as of bribery. 

These have been developed now by judicial process, and we can speak 
of them openly and boldly. In the city of Cincinnati there was a ma- 
jority of several thousand for the Republican ticket if there had been 
an honest count, even if all the fraudulent votes cast were counted. 
This is shown by the testimony now produced both in court and by the 
committees of investigation. 
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Thiscorrupt gang of criminals practiced 
every manner of fraud that has been practiced in any city of the United 
States. In one single precinct of a single ward in the city of Cincin- 
nati they changed enough votes by taking out Republican ballots and 
putting in Democratic ballots, and put in fraudulent votes known to be 
such, and then changed and altered the returns by palpable forgery so 
as in this precinct alone to reverse the election of ten members of 
house of representatives and four senators inthe State Legislature, and 
then upon these forged and fraudulent returns gave certificates of elec- 
tion to ten Democratic members and four Democratic senators. This 
is now admitted on all hands to have been a wholesale organized 
fraud and the trial of one of the chief guilty parties is now going on in 
Cincinnati. Why, Mr. President, the frauds committed in that city I 
will uot detail to you, because no doubt you have heard enough of them. 
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Nor were these crimes confined to Cincinnati, but after the election 
was over they committed a forgery, an admitted forgery, of the returns 
of the election from the city of Columbus, which would have secured 
the return of amember of the Legislature and perhaps affected the re- 
sult of the Senatorial election. ‘These were plain and palpable forger- 
ies. In the case in Cinninnati the forgery was so manifest that every- 
body could see it, and it was excluded afterward by both partiesfrom 
the count. In the case at Columbus the successful consummation of 
the fraud was defeated, as I have always thought, by Judge Thurman 
and by other Democrats in Columbus who would not tolerate or permit 
such crimes. So theattempt to bribe a member of the Legislature at 
Dayton, Ohio, after he had been elected was clearly proven and admit- 
ted on all hands. 

These were the incidents, these were the events that aroused the peo- 
ple of Ohio; and, sir, they are not a people who would submit to this 
thing. They can not be ridden over by fraud or violence, and the time 
was rife just after the election in October last when in Cincinnati if it 
had not been for pradent and wise and conservative counsels there might 
have been scenes even more dangerous, even more terrible than the 
burning of the court-house, which was one of the results of the pre- 
vious frand, by placing in power a corrupt police, men who would not 
stand by law-abiding citizensin their rights, but would protect and foster 
and aid the criminal classes. 

Sir, happily that was passed by; and by peaceful methods, the ordi- 
nary course prescribed in the constitution and laws of the State of 
Ohio, having carried the election by a majority of nearly 20.000 on the 
State ticket and more than 30,000 on the legislative ticket, they cor- 
rected these errors in the Legislature according to the constitution of 
Ohio, and in this way saved another terrible contest that might have 
occurred in that State, and God knows where it would have ended. It 
was this hegira of fraud, this appearance there of all the election frauds 
that had been perpetrated North and South in our elections that stirred 
up our people in Ohio, if possible, to explore to the uttermost the be- 
ginning, the progress, and the end of this most infernal conspiracy to 
elect two members of this body by bribery and frand. 

Now, Mr. President, I return to the election in Januazy, 1884. What 
was the result? Mr. PAYNE was elected. What was the opinion ex- 
pressed at the time by the peopleof Ohio? My friend from Dlinois, who 
reads newspapers by the wholesale, complains and seems to fear that I 
will read newspapers. I have here published in this docament—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I want the Senator to keep within proper bounds. 
He says that I fear that he will read newspapers. What right has he 
to say that? What have I said that caused him to say that? I have 
said nothing about his reading newspapers. He can read the Bible if 
he wants to, or newspapers either. I make no objection to that. If 
he ever has read the Bible, he ean read it here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is very stale wit. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know it is very stale, but that is the only kind of 
wit the Senator appreciates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido think I was justified in saying that the re- 
marks of my friend from Illinois about newspaper extracts, made be- 
fore I read anything, before I proposed to read anything, when I had 
read only a petition in proper terms from editors of newspapers were 
uncalled for. I suppose he probably thought I was going to read all 
these newspaper extracts. 

Mr. LOGAN. You can read them if you want to; I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know I can without asking the Senator. I do 
not propose to read them. They are here in this public document, but 
not one-half of the utterances made by Democratic papers are gathered 
here. 

What do they say? They uniformly with one voice pronounce the 
result of this election the act of fraud—call it a purchased seat ob- 
tained by corrupt methods—forty Democratic pa in the State of 
Ohio. Itis said they were Pendleton papers. Te o not know whether 
they were or not, but that was the judgment of the Democratic press 
of Ohio. That was notall. I read you here the words of a man writ- 
ten in his own handwriting who will command the respect of Senators 
and people, written at the very moment these transactions were going 
on, and I ask vou think of his opinion, and that is Allen G. Thurman. 
Here is his letter: 

The editor of the Times called upon ex-Senator Allen G. Thurman at the 
United States this afternoon, and asked him to let the of Ohio know 
his views. He stepped to his table, called for paper, and this is what he wrote : 

“T have nothing against either of the candidates. They are all men of ability. 
My personal relations with each of them have always been | 


friendly and pleas- 
ant. But there is something that shocks me in the idea of crushi men like 
Pendleton and Ward, who have devoted the best portions of their lives to = 


maintenance of Democracy, by the coumehoheen tad nst them of personal hat: 
and overgrown wealth. 
* + * + + ” * 
“ Why, then, prefer Payye to him* 
Speaking of Ward. 
"The answer, I fear, is ——_ 7 in. There never has been any machine 
lities in the Democratic hio, *- have, as a party, been eer from 
ism aeeedeceaa But some men seem to think that 
money to work it, and under 


eeive the honors and rewards within the gift of the party. 


Then the closing paragraph: 

“IT want to see our officers elected in the good old-fashioned Democratic mode 
and not by some new-fangled mode that, to say the least of it, wears an evy)!- 
omened and inauspicious aspect. I want to see all true Democrats have a fair 
chance, according to their merits, and do not want to see a political cut-throat 
bossism inaugurated for the benefit of a close party corporation or syndicat 

That was the opinion of Thurman as to what was going on there. 
He also quotes the fact that when the people elected the members of 
the Legislature only two men were thought of or spoken of before or 
after. These extracts follow in this document. I will read a state- 
ment, not from a newspaper, but a statement—— 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will allow me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to have the Senator read what Judge 
Thurman said immediately afterward, on page 78, in the Columbus 
Times, January 9, 1884, more significant still than what the Senator 
has already read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, this is a quotation from the Columbus Times, 
a leading Democratic paper: 


The Democratic clock is put back four vears, and corruption is given a new 
leasehold in our land. Syndicates purchase the people's agents, and honest 
men stand aghast.—Columbus Times, January 9, 1884. 


Mr. GEORGE. Is that Judge Thurman’s language? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis inthe Columbus Times, a paper published 
in his own town, right under his nose, and never has it been contra- 
dicted. 

Mr. GEORGE. A Democratic paper? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Friendly to J udge Thurman? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presume itis. It was a lending ¢ organ of the 
Democratic party at the time. Many of these extracts are from other 
Democratic papers. One of the papers most severe in its comments on 
the result of that election was owned by a gentleman who published 
the Rucyrus Forum. He was a member of the Senate who partici- 
pated in these events. I have extracts from his paper by the score. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, does 
that extract from the Columbus Times purport on its face to be the 
language of Judge Tharman? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itdoes. It is in quotation marks here. It was 
not like the other, written by him. This I can not say except that it 
was published in the daily paper in his own town, and I never heard 
it contradicted. Now, I will read you a statement made at this time 
by a member of the Honse of Representatives, a Democrat, whom you 
all respect, Mr. WARNER: 

I protest that what bas been done at Columbus is not the deliberate act of the 
Democracy of Ohio. On the contrary,I affirm, in the face of all that has been 
done, that the great body of men composing the Democratic y of my State 
have been, and still are, sincere in their opposition to monopoly and the corrupt 
uge of money to gain political advan and their declarations in favor of a 
better civil service. The nomination of Mr. PAYNE was the result of a cut-throat 
combination between McLean and the Enquirer crowd of Cincinnati and the 
Standard Oil Company. It was brought about by methods which every one 
who is a Jover of free institutions and has faith in popular government must 
abhorandcondemn,. The truth is that the Democracy of Ohio been deceived 
and basely betrayed by certain men to whom it had confided sacred trusts. 

Now I ask you, Senators, whether this is a mere party contest, when 
I produce the general voice of the Republicans of Ohio, who have been 
baptized in a contest with fraud and have finally overcome it, and su- 

radd to that the testimony of such men as Judge Thurman, Mr. 
Fiamee. an honored member of the House of Representatives, and add 
to that forty Democratic papers with their stream of charges, sometimes 
too strong, that I do not desire to read. There is the condition of the 
matter. 

We come next to the Cowgill investigation. The Senator from Col- 
orado, I think, and perhaps the Senator from Illinois have said, *‘ Why 
do not the people of Ohio investigate this matter?’’ Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, after this election took place all these charges were rife in the air, 
and within a week after my colleague was elected there was a resolu- 
tion introduced into the house of representatives of the Ohio Legis!a- 
ture, then largely Democratic. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
resolution presented by Mr. Love. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. No. 24. 
Whereas the press of the State and reputable men of both political part 


pave ae 1 that bribery and corruption have been resorted to an nd 

“4 ‘charged in sews the election of Hon. Henry B. Payne as 
succesfull Shakes Donates frous hio, and that members of the house of represe! ts 
tives of the Sixty-sixth General Assembly have solicited and received bribes fur 
their votes for United States Senator : Therefore 


Resolved, That the een ature diiencd che committee of five to make a f!! 
and complete in of bribery and corruption, and 
; that said committee aeonotorte send for persons, books, and pape! 


| eer ead comast tu thee Flours of the onrlines dude petetionbie. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That resolution was introduced by a Republican 
within a week after the election, right there before the very men \\ ho 
were charged with participating in it. How was that treated? Ws 
it denounced as an unmeasured slander, as any man in this body would 
do? Was it denounced and was it said, **We dare you to this accusa- 
tion; it is an infamous falsehood and lie?’’ No, sir. ms cl 
you that Legislature acted like bought Legislatare from e beginning 
to the end of its existence. They then offered an amendment, which ! 
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ask the Secretary toread. One of their leading members, Mr. Bohl, | nomination some of them were defeated at the election. Four alone 
yave notice of his intention to discuss, which under the rules, like an 


of the members of that house who were suspected of having voted for my 
objection, carried itover. Mr. Love moved that the rules be suspended, | colleague came back as members of the next house, four out of the one 
which was agreed to. 


hundred. The Democratic party was not unobservant of its duty in 
this regard. And now this day the men whose names are connected 
with this offense are marked men in the communities in which they 
live. 


The question being on the adoption of the resolution, 

Mr. Myers— 

Mr. Allen O. Myers, whose telegram was read here last evening, 
moves this amendment as a rider. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The question being on the adoption of the resolution, 

Mr. Myers moved to amend the resolution by inserting after the preamble 
the following: - : tion, ¢ ow ¢: : caifiene: te avant the iuventiontion ? 

And whereas, it is charged by newspapers and other irresponsible parties, ‘It and b th . ns a — & gran i nds = oN e 
that one Charles Foster, late governor of Ohio, has corruptly expended money tis said U 1e Cowgill committee was an imperfect one. 5o it had to 
to debauch the voters of Ohio and corruptly secure the votes of candidates for be. What jurisdiction had that committee? Nothing ex« ept to in- 
the I egislature to vote for him for United States Senator in the event of their | vestigate the conduct of four men, and they were only pointed out be- 


cause they happened to be memners of the Legislature that had been 
charged with this offense, shown to be guilty of this fraud or partici- 
pation in it. One or two of them indeed claimed to have voted for 
Ward and not to have voted at all for Mr. PAYNE. They were ac- 
quitted. Does that investigation show any hostility or hard feeling or 
resentment or any desire to persecute or prosecute? No. They ac- 
quitted unanimously the four men whose names had been mentioned, 
suspected only because they were spared monuments of the old Legis- 
lature; but at the same time they do say in their report that the evi- 
dence did lead them beyond the mere examination of the four men, 
but they never pressed that examination so as to compel the attendanco 
of a witness; they never pressed the examination so as to compel an 
unwilling witness to testily. They knew under the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States the perils of a legislative commit- 
tee proceeding to investigate beyond its power; but they did say and 
they do say to you that although they found these four men guiltless, yet 
the testimony did disclose in their opinion such a state of affairs in re- 
gard to the election of the Senator from Ohio as to demand the juris- 
diction of the only body that has power to act upon it. The ianguage 
is here. I may be able to turn to it to show you that they go just as 
far as they dare go under their authority. 

Mr. TELLER. If it will not interrupt the Senator now, I should 
like to ask him a question. He says this committee knew they had 
not the authority to compel the attendance of witnesses. I ask the 
Senator if anybody declined to attend that they requested to attend? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know, indeed. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that no one who was called on declined 
to testify. The Senator says further that they had not any power to 
compel the witnesses totestify. I ask if any witness declined to testify 
of and concerning the matter that the committee were investigating be- 
cause of any lack of jurisdiction or even a suggestion of it? If the 
Senator does not know, I can state that there was nothing of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Coloradoshould convince him- 
self and even convince the Senate that this committee failed to do its 
duty, it only strengthens the case for an investigation here. If on the 
other hand, as I believe, this committee, a modest committee of the 
house of representatives of Ohio, feeling that they were treading upon 
ground sacred to the Senate of the United States, did not choose to go 
further than send forward this testimony, then I can see my way clear. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not reflecting upon the committee; it is the 
Senator only who has suggested that they did not have power. They 
never suggested it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do suggest it in their report. 

Mr. TELLER. But not in their testimony. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They doin their report set out exactly the reason 
why they did not go further. As a matter of course it did not appear 
in the testimony, because that is the action of the committee. Hero 
they say, after speaking of the four persons implicated- 


Mr. President, it is said, however, as an answer to all that I have 
said, that this Cowgill committee’s investigation was unsatisfactory and 
insufficient. Suppose it was, suppose we leave it out of view entirely, 
and take the broad allegations by men of both parties against ‘his elec- 


election and a Republican Legislature being chosen, and to secure his nomina- 
tion and election for governor: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That said com mittee be authorized to investigate all said charges 
beginning with the nomination of said Foster in Cincinnati in 1879, until the 
present time, and charges relating thereto or any other subject that may be called 
to their attention ; said investigation shall be full, thorough, and complete, and 
the committee shall employ stenographers to make full reports of all their pro- 
ceedings, and said committee may meet here or elsewhere and shal! always sit 
with open doors. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Instead of meeting this accusation that was hot 
and imminent before them, it is met with a rider that is voted on by 
these Democrats, the Republicans protesting that they are perfectly 
willing the examination should be made by a separate committee, but 
they did not desire the two matters to be mixed together. The one 
was there, immediate, the other was of the past, and they were per- 
fectly willing to have an investigation in regard to Governor Foster. 

Now, I ask the Secretary to read the next movement that was made 
after this was put on. See what was done next. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Jones raised the point of order that the amendment was out of order, 
inasmuch as the matter contained therein was not germane to the resolution. 

Which point of order the Speaker decided was not well taken. 


Eb nh anne being on agreeing to the amendment, 
Mr. Sheppard moved to amend the amendment by adding the following: 


Mr. SHERMAN. Sheppard was a Democrat. 
The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 


And whereas it is publicly charged that one Alien O. Myers obtained his nom- 
ination fora candidate for member of this Sixty-sixth General Assembly by 
stuffing the ballot-box; therefore said committee shall also fully investigate said 
charges, and shall report the result of the same to this house. 

Which was agreed to, Mr. Myers accepting the amendment. 

The question being on agreeing to the amendment as amended, it was agreed 
to. 


































The question now being on the adoption of the resolution as amended, the 
yeas and nays were taken; and resulted—yeas 35, nays 52; as follows: 


That was the way in which this first demand for investigation was 
met. Three times during that Legislature the journals will show that 
an effort was made to get an investigation, and this same Allen O. 
Myers stood up there one day when he wanted to carry a point and was 
threatened with expulsion, and dared those men to expel him and said 
he knew the price of every one of them. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask him whether or not a considerable number of 
Republicans did not vote against the adoption of that resolution ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Undoubtedly; when they found it laden down in 
this way some of them did. 

Mr. EUSTIS. So those Republicars voted against the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be, loaded down as it was with super- 
flaous matter, but they demanded at the time, and the records will 
show it, an investigation. There was no charge against Mr. Foster ; 
no public sentiment pointed out such a charge, and this was a rider to 


RESULTS OF INVESTIGATIO® 


: . However, although we find that the charge against the four members of this 
avoid an investigation. Day after day and week after week, when the | house named in the resolution has not been sustained, certain facts have been 


Democratic party were making charges agajnst their faithless servants, 
the Republican papers demanded, and Mr. Boyle, one of the leading 
correspondents of the Cincinnati Commercial, day by day charged mem- 
bers of the Legislature with bribery and demanded an investigation; 
bat they never answered tothat appeal. No man among them desired 
an investigation. 

What would have been the feeling of any man who hears me under 
those circumstances? Who of us when faced by an enemy with a spe- 
cifie charge would refuse to face him manfully? And yet these mem- 
bers of the Legislature who were charged by their own constituents at 
home with bribery dared not ask in their own vindication an investi- 
gation, and whenever the proposition was made by the minority ot 
Republicans in either house it was voted down in this kind of way. 

And so that Legislature lived ont its time, the worst we ever had in 
Ohio. They left our financial affairs embarrassed; they left our State 
degraded and dishonored; but I say proudly for the Democratic party 
that there were but four men of those who survived the burial that oc- 
curred at the very next election of the members who were suspected of 
this fraud. When some of these suspects were proposed for nomination 
they were defeated in their own party. When a few of them got the 


developed which we believe to beof sufficient significance to report to the house 
for disposition as hereinafter suggested. 

There is a general concurrence of testimony upon the following points 

1. That the candidacy of Henry B. Payne for United States Senator was not 
made known publicly until a considerable time after the general election of 1883 
at which members of the General Assembly were chosen. 

2. That suspicion and charges of the employment of illegal means to secure 
the election of the successful candidate for Senator were very prevalent near the 
time of, and for weeks after, the Senatorial election, and that in many instances 
the suspicion amounted almost to conviction. 

3. That as to choice of Senatorial candidates among members of th: General 
Assembly, there were numerous remarkable changes difficult toaccount for with- 
out assuming the use of unusual inducements. 


Then they go on and give the different cases mentioned, which have 
already been discussed sufficiently in the Senate, and they conclude as 
follows: 


Although, as stated in the outset, the testimony developed nothing of an in- 
culpating characterconcerning the members of this house named in the resolu- 
tion of inquiry, we believe that circumstances surrounding the election of Ilenry 
B. PAYNE as one of the Senators to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress 
of the United States, as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant us 
in recommending that an authenticated copy of the testimony and report be 
transmitted to the President of the United States Senate for the information of 
the body of which Senator Paywye is a member, and for such action as it may 
deem advisable, 
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That is the modest statement. They do express their conviction 
strongly, and if you believe what they believe and what they here as- 
sert and report, you may not convict anybody, you may still say the 
evidence is insufficient, but for the purpose of an inquiry it goes far 
beyond any case I have. ever known in my time in the Senate of the 
United States or any that I believe is shown by the public records. 

Here is a demand by one great party, here is a complaint made by 
the leading papers of the other great party, here is a refusal by the 
Legislature that was charged with bribery to make any investigation or 
inguiry into the matter, here is the report of a committee impartially 
stating the impression the testimony has made upon them, and they 
send it to you to say whether or not it is sufficient to induce inquiry; 
that is the point; not whether the accused i8 guilty or not guilty; not 
whether my colleague should be expelled; that is not the question at 
all; but it is a question whether upon these allegations and upon this 
imperfect information given to you without examining the men who 
know the facts, it is sufficient to cause you to inquire into a charge 
which if true demands your consideration not now, but at some future 
time. There is the question. 

Mr. President, this matter never can be quieted until there is a full 
inquiry. I tell Senators frankly that there are six or seven men who 
are known—I could name them, they are named in the testimony all 
they way through—who if they were brought before this Committee of 
Privileges and Elections would settle this matter forever one way or 
the other, in my judgment. In less time than has been consumed in 
disputing and discussing over this question, the whole matter would 
have been settled, and I do express my earnest hope and wish thatall 
these charges may be dissipated into thin air and that after a full in- 
vestigation of the men who know about these things it should appear 
that this charge made against a portion of the people of Ohio is un- 
founded no man will rejoice at more than I. It is no party advan- 
tage, no desire to see our Democratic friends tainted with anything 
wrong or corrupt, because I know the mass of the Democrats of Ohio 
are as honest and as true and as faithful to the obligations of honorand 
duty as any other portion of the people @f the United States. All that 
can be reasonably asked—and that I hoped my colleague would agree 
to—is a means by which the men who have been pointed out here and 
named shall be brought forward to testify. I knowsome of them and 
I believe they would tell the truth frankly. If they went beyond the 
bounds of legality and propriety, let them say so; if they did not, let 
them say so. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does henotknow—and I amsure he hasthreeof those 
men in mind that he says he might name—does he not know the fact 
that three men offered this committee to appear before them and testi 
and that the Ohio committee never sent for them. Does he not know 
that? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not want to stand in the position of arraign- 
ing these men or prejudicing the public mind against them; but I know 
one thing, that the leading one among them was not there and was away 
from the State in which he lived until just at theconclusion of the ex- 
amination, and at the time when the committee had resolved to proceed 
no further, when they were satisfied, so far as the four men were con- 
cerned whose case they had power to investigate, what would be the 
good of the examination of these three? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator what would have been the 
good of it. If that committee intended to present anything to theSen- 
ate of the United States they certainly could have presented their evi- 
dence with the rest. The Senator well remembers that in one case 
here that came before the Senate affidavits were ted, affidavits of 
men were absolutely offered for the purpose of showing that there had 
been fraud in one case which I could mention. It will not do to say 
they had no jurisdiction. If a man chose to submit himself to the 
jurisdiction and testify, that was all that could be asked, and these 
people did. One of the men that he refers to—for I know very well to 
whom he refers—wrote a letter to the committee some time before they 
closed the investigation notifying them of the time he would be there 
and saying that if they desired his evidence they could take it. What 
was the response? The Senator saysthey hadclosed. ‘That wasa mis- 
take. The chairman of the committee wrote him a note saying that it 
he desired his evidence he would notify him. That is the case and 
those are the facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose what the Senator says is true—suppose 
this committee nelsoni to do what they t to have done, and as the 
Senator seems to wish to convict them of 





Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish todoanysuch The Senator has 
been trying in several insinuations to put me in a position. Ido 


not charge any such thing. I onlysayit would have beena convenient 
method of getting that testimony before the Senate so as to give notice 
as to the evidence that would be produced, and where a man is will- 
ing to submit himself to a jurisdiction whether the tribunal has juris- 
diction of him or not, the other party can not complain that there is no 
jurisdiction when the party is willing to submit to the jurisdiction. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have nofurther answer to make in regard to that 
than that I think it sufficient that the committee went to the extent to 
which they were authorized to go and then turned it over to us. 
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If there was no objection to the examination of these eight or te en 
witnesses this whole controversy might besettledat once. I conld ¢ 
a list of eight or ten witnesses to examine whose names are mentio: ed 
in these papers, and they are mentioned by my colleagues in the o: 
House, and if there was any wrong dene it must have been don 
them. Let these men go before the Committee on Privileges and EF} ¢/ 
tions and expurgate themselves. There is one pregnant piece of testi. 
mony that can only be had by taking adeposition in Germany, the tes;;- 
mony of as honest a man asis, the late Lieutenant-Governor Mueller, 0; 
Ohio. It is true it is hearsay, and therefore it would not in a court o; 
justice be evidence, but it is that kind of evidence we always take in, 
preliminary inquiry to get at the facts, and here is the name of a gep- 
tleman we shall be able to furnish, and whose testimony is entirely oon- 
sistent with his character and consistent with the honor and pes 
and name of my colleague; his testimony ought to be obtained, : 1 
only be obtained by sending and getting his deposition. Here ist he » tes- 
timony of a Democratic lawyer of Akron, by the name of Hall: 


Q. Do you recollect any conversations with any other persons about t! 
of money, Mr. Hall? 

A. Thad aconversation with Mr. Mueller, ex-Lieutenant-Governor Mu 
I don'’t*remember the time; but I was at his house. Helivesin West Cle, 
He took me in his carriage ‘and brought me into the city (I think I went « 
a street car); anyway, we were riding into the city from his residence, a 
told me that by accident (he was here in the city) he went into Mr. P 
room— 

The testimony wasgiveninColumbus. Therefore hespeaks of 
in this ci 
went into Mr. Paige’s room— 

Mr. Paige was the one to whom was attributed the care and « 
of money. 


He said it looked to him like a banking-house, There was a large amo : 
money in plain view. He said he found out that he was not wanted the 
he went out. He went immediately and told Mr. Payng about it, befor 
election ; told him they were using money here; told him what he had si 
Mr. PAYNE’s answer was, “‘ You don'tsuppose I would indorse anything of th 
kind,do you?” He said he didn’t know. That was about all he said a! 
it. That is all the conversation that I know of directly with reference tot 


Mr. Mueller must have been there. He wasa Democrat of | 
standing. He was an intimate friend of Mr. PAYNE, and also of C 
onel Payne. His testimony would be important in this controvers 
It is true he is not here. This is not evidence, but it is that kind 
statement which is always admitted, and is essential and necessary ‘1 
a preliminary inquiry. You never canconvict any man except by firs 
hearing what he said, gathering up reports, hearsay testimony. You 
do not offer it at the final trial until it is robed with all the sanctio: 
of legal testimony, but in the scrutiny and finding out of fraud a 
wrong you use every kind of means possible,even to the offensive wi.) 
of hiring detectives. 

Here is the testimony of a gentleman whom I might name whi! 
would at once and could at once settle this controversy, and it secn 
to me end this matter, end it for the honor of Ohio, end it, I trust 
the good name of my colleague and with his continued seat her: 
doubt. 

No man can claim, unless this fraud or bribery or corruption can | 
shown to have gone to the extent to have caused enough members i1 
the caucus to have changed so as alter the result, that it would afiect 
the election. The rule is laid down in numerons cases; but here t! 
allegation is that there were more than that. You say you do not! 
lieve these allegations, and here members of the House of Represent:\- 
tives who have their constituents behind them, men of high chara: 
and honor, come and tel] you what they expect to prove.- 

You say the evidence before you was not sufficient, but yet you 
fuse to let other evidence be brought. Why this haste? Why ‘ 
hurry? Why not give an opportunity to present this evidence ’ . 
own opinion is that most of this difficulty has grown out of a m 
prehension by the people of Ohio. When the people of Ohio sent | here 
their respectful petition by the two houses of the Legislature, by ‘ 
members of the Republican committee, by this convention of e!:: 
by this imperfect proof, and asked you to simply inquire into | 
which affected their honor and your duty, they supposed as a matt: 
course the request would be granted, and I was of that opinion my: 
I supposed that as a matter of course inquiry would be at once entered 
into. Since I have been a member of the Senate I have seen Senato 
get up and read a newspaper paragraph without sanction or name. 

that somebody else would demand a committee of inquiry. 
it was always granted. 

My friend from Massachusetts, and I do not know but I did m) 
in the case of the Virginia troubles and the Mississippi troubles offered 
resloutions for inquiry. I have myself when charged with ofii»-- 
ae Paes. when charged by newsp:- 

Therefore 


it was supposed that «:- 
there would be »> 


rested for murder, the highest offense known to the law, on the mere 
affidavit of a man who swears he believes that A B committed mu: 
der atsuch a timeand place upon the body of CD. Such affiday 
are sufficienton which to base an accusation. The grand jury hears al 
e second stage of these inquiries: but 
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} 
in the preliminary stage, in the stage in which this case is here before | 
the Senate, a mere charge is sufficient. 

Mr. President, it is not sufficient for us to state that the case made 
by this printed testimony is not strong enough to convict. It isa 
question whether it is sufficient to excite a suspicion because upon a | 
suspicion @ Senator’s seat and his right to hold hisseat here may be in- 
quired into. Therefore with due deference to the distinguished and 
eminent gentlemen who treat this case as if we were now passing upon 
the guilt or innocence of an accused with the view of a lawyer and the 
strictness of a lawyer, it seems to me they have confounded the stage 
of this inquiry. It is nowan inquiry only in the hands of a committee 
of our body to advise whether or not in these papers or in any that can 
be produced there is cause for investigation, or whether there is reason- 
able and probable cause that can be produced. Ifso, then the inquiry | 
goes on. The final judgment, however, is only arrived at when we | 
shall have completed testimony of a legal character, when with grave 
and deliberate justice, and with the kindness that we always give to 
our colleagues here, we proceed to render our judgment. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I intended to say when I rose. | 
I will now add in coficlusion that I consider that I perform a duty to 
my State, and especially to the party that I represent here, and all we 
can say to you is that we have believed and do now believe, mainly 
upon the statements made by Democratic editors and Democratic citi- | 
zens, for they know more about it than we do, that upon the belief 
generally held in the State of Ohio that fraud and corruption did su- 
pervene in this election we ask you to make such inquiries as will sat- 
isfy your conscience whether that charge is true or false. If it is true, 
you alone are the judges of it. If it is false, then you should punish 
the men who started these charges and you should vindicate the men 
who have been unjustly arraigned. 

In any view I can take of it, I believe it is the duty of the Senate of 
the United States, as it regards its own honor and the future of our 
country, never to leave this matter in its present condition, to be be- 
lieved by some and disbelieved by others, to be made the subject of 
party contest and party chicanery,but let us have a fair, judicial, full 
investigation into the merits of these accusations. If they are false, 
stamp them with the brand of ignominy; if they are true, deal with 
the facts proven as you think is just and right. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I did not intend to take part in this 
discussion, but the majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions who made this report have been arraigned in such severe and acri- 
monious terms and have been exposed to such a severe judgment by the 
appeals made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SueRMAN], that, having shared the responsi- 
bility of the majority report made by that committee, I deem it in- 
cumbent upon me to justify and todefend the conclusions which I have 
reached and the judgment which I have rendered as a member of that 
committee. 

It is needless for me tosay that that committee appreciated fully the 
very grave and serious responsibility which the Senate of the United 
States dictated that they shouldassume. It was a responsibility which 
became the graver from the fact that it is a question not only affecting 
the integrity of this body, the honor of the State of Ohio, but the in- 
terest which the American people will feel to know whether or not a 
committee of this body charged with this duty has been faithful and 
honest to the trust which has been imposed upon it. 

Mr. President, whenever an inquiry is to be instituted in this coun- 
try in whatever tribunal, whoever may be the accused, it has always 
been the boast of Americans that under our free institutions there are 
certain rules and laws which protect the citizen in the enjoyment of 
every right that he possesses. 

I have myself been present at a memorable trial ;«I have been present 
at the trial of a French general when that man was condemned to be 
degraded and to be shot, and it was indeed a shocking spectacle to sit 
there and listen to those judges, the presiding officer of that court be- 
ing no less than a high judicial officer, and despoiling that man of his 
reputation and of his rank, threatening to have him shot, and all that 
upon hearsay testimony; and I could not help but contrast that ex- 
traordinary ing and that extraordinary trial with what takes 
place in this country, which is a country of laws and of constitution; 
and asa member of that committee I wish to give to the Senate the 
reasons which actuated and influenced my judgment in reaching the 
conclusion that I did that there were not sufficiently specific and cir- 
cumstantial charges made before that committee to authorize an in- 
vestigation of such a character as is here proposed. 

I overlooked, as I have no doubt the other members of the commit- 
tee did, the merely personal considerations involved in this question, 
knowing that the honorable Senator whose seat was to be Questioned 
by this proceeding has always borne a pure and a blameless life, that 
his private character and his public career have remained unassailed 
and unassailable to this moment. I sat in that committee as a judge 
over: and discarding whatever measure of respect and of friend- 
ship might be entertained for the honorable Senator. 

What was the first ding which was had? The house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Ohio had been engaged for two months and a 
half and had examined fifty-seven witnesses to ascertain and to deter- 
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mine the question whether certain members of that Legislature had 
been corrupted. That testimony was sent here by that house vf repre- 


| sentatives without any request or demand as regards the United States 
Senate. 


It was simply transmitted for our information, but the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts moved to have that testimony referred to the 












Committee on Privileges and Elections. That was the first branch of 
this inquiry. 

There was no suggestion from any one that we should inquire into 
other sources of testimony. There was at that time no demand made 

| from any quarter whatever, not even from either branc] the Legis- 
lature of the State of Ohio. We examined th é ind we 
reached precisely and exactly the same conclusion that by 
the house of representati that | made that investig in 
| that conclusion the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and |] 
tionscoincided. Was there anything very extraordinat > Her 
was an investigation that ' slative dep 
ment of the government of esult of that 
| investigation was tral ed Stat d 
by their order a commit t he § 1at same test 
mony and came to the same conclu ired explicit! 
and without equivocation by that iny ating committ I x 
whether after reaching that conclusion, whether aiter forming 
judgment, for entertaining that same opinion we are liable t it- 
| icism from any quarter whatsoever. 

The Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Oh 
the damaging effect that the mere statement of the committe 
there was nothing discoverable in that evidence to substantiate or to 
sustain a single charge would have, have souglit to s! he lves 
under what I call a special and misleading and indefensible proposition 
of Jaw; and what is that? That this house of representative hhio 
had not jurisdiction of this investigation. After that evidene tn 
mitted to our committee, after we are required to examine tl 
dence, after we have carefully examined and carefully weigh t 
evidence, having, I say, reached the same conclusion that the i 
gating committee of Ohio reached, we are told by the Senato n 
Massachusetts as a legal proposition that the investig 
had no jurisdiction of the subject-matter; and afte: 0 al 
order, as I say, to escape the terrible force, as a mere matter of arg 
ment, which that conclusion necessarily involves, | language 
in his report: 

But the result of the investigation in Ohio seems to the undersig l =O- 
Jutely unimportant. 

What does the Senator mean by that? I understand perfectly well 
that the investigation of the committee of the house of representatives 
of Ohio does not conclude the United States Senate. That we all un 
derstand. Weall understand that the United States Senate has original 
jurisdiction to institute and prosecute an inquiry of this kind. [ut 
what does the Senator mean by stating that that investigation is wholly 
unimportant ? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator want an answer to his question 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I mean exactly this: They were authorized to investi- 
gate facts, whether four particular men, A, B, C, and D, were guilty 
or not guilty. ‘They find they were not guilty. That is the result of 
their investigation, all they were charged to do; and whether thos t 
men were guilty or not guilty is, in my judgment, absolutely unit 
portant tous. That is what I mean. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now, Mr. President, I propose to show to the Senate 


as a legal proposition that it issimply preposterous for a lawyer to assert 
that that house of representatives did not have ample, complete, and 
absolute jurisdiction of the whole subject-matter of investigation 

Mr. HOAR. Did the committee have it? ; 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes,sir, and I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
a confusion of ideas which was perfectly apparent to me when he 
discussing this question. He says in his argument and he says in his 
report that that house of representatives of Ohio had no jurisdiction, 
because it could not invalidate or vacate the seat here of the sitting 
member. Thatis true. That is to say, that house of representatives 
could not render the judgment which we can render. We have under 
the Constitution supervisory jurisdiction and we are the power which 
renders judgment declaring that a seat shall be vacated because the 
election has been illegal or corrupt. The power conferred upon the 
United States Senate is not only a power of investigation, but it 


is 


iL ia 
power of jurisdictional authority to render judgment in the case; but 
whereas the Ohio house of representatives has not jurisdiction to ren- 
der judgment, I maintain that it has full jurisdiction to investigate for 
the purpose of expressing its opinion, whatever that may be worth, with 
reference to who shall be a representative from the State of Ohio. 

The Senator from Massachusetts told us that the. honor of the State 
of Ohio was involved in this question. I grant that. If the honor of 
the State of Ohio be involved in this question, as we all know that it 
is, certainly the State of Ohio and its Legislature have jurisdiction over 
its own honor. 

The Senator from Massachusetts told us that the integrity of the 
legislative proceedings by which the member seated was elected was 
in question. Iadmitthat. If that be true, has not the Legislature of 
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the State of Ohio jurisdiction over the question of the integrity of its 
legislative proceedings? 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts referred us to the case of 
Kilbourn vs. Thompson as applicable to a questionof this kind. I must 
express my surprise that he has produced such an authority as that. 
That was a case where the House of Representatives of the United Statés 
passed a resolution to investigate certain matters with reference to 
dealings in real estate in the District of Columbia, and when they came 
to inquire into the private affairs of Mr. Kilbourn, matters which were 
purely of a private character, he refused to testify and he refused to 
surrender his books, and the Supreme Court of the United States held 
that the House of Representatives had no right or power to pass such 
a resolution and compel him to testify. 

But here is a great public question, a question of supreme public mo- 
ment, involving the issue, is the sitting member entitled to his seat as 
a representative from the State of Ohio in this body, involving the 
further question that if this tribunal should declare that he is not en- 
titled to his seat the Legislature of Ohio would have the power to fill 
that vacancy, a question in which the State of Ohio has never ceased 
to have an interest, in which the people of Ohio have never ceased to 
have an interest, because the question is, who shall represent the people 
of that State in this body? And to tell me that with reference to such 
a question as that the house of representatives of Ohio had not juris- 
diction to institute an investigation, to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses, to summon those witnesses, and to compel those witnesses to 
testify, is to my mind a preposterous proposition. 

I maintain on the contrary, and I will show by the authority of prec- 
ederts in this body that that house of representatives had ample and 
conplete and absolute jurisdiction of this whole question of the inves- 
tigation of Mr. PAyNr’s election, not only with reference to the four 
members who were subsequently elected to the next assembly but with 
reference to every person and every transaction and every proceeding in 
the State of Ohio, because the Stateof Ohio has aright to-day, although 
she can not revoke or cancel the credentials of the Senator now repre- 
senting that State, to inquire and to demand to know who represents 
her in this body and whether his title as a representative of Ohio is a 
legal, a constitutional title; and fer the purpose of aiding the Senate of 
the United States that body has the right to exercise an original and 
auxiliary jurisdiction, to summon whom they please, to compel whom 
they please to answer, to explore every field of investigation in order 
that they should lay a basisand a foundation for the action of the Sen- 
ate of the United States according to the nature of the transaction. That 
was the doctrine which was very clearly stated by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in the report made in 1857. That committee was then com- 
posed as follows: Messrs. Butler of South Carolina (chairman), Bayard 
of Delaware, Toombs of Georgia, Pugh of Ohio, Benjamin of Louisiana, 
Collamer of Vermont, and Trumbull of Illinois. I certainly think— 
and I do not speak in any spirit of disparagement of any one—that a col- 
lection of stronger, abler constitational lawyers could hardly be made 
from a selection in any period of the history of the United States. 

I wish to draw the distinction between this case and the case under 
consideration. That wasacase where there was & protest made by forty- 
four members of the Legislature; there had not been any investigation 
made by the Legislature as has been made in this case, but that com- 
mittee reported, with a single member dissenting, as follows: 


Under no state of facts could your committee deem it consistent with pro- 
priety, or with the dignity of this body, to send out a roving commission in 
search of proofs of fraud in order to deprive one of its members of a seat to 
which he 1s, prima facie, entitled; still less can they recommend such a course 
when the parties alleging the fraud and corruption are themselves armed 
with ample powers for investigation. If it be, indeed, true that members of 
the house of representatives of Pennsylvania have been influenced by corrupt 
considerations or unlawful appliances, the means of investigation and redress 
are in the power of (he very parties who seek the aid of the Senate of the United 


States. 

The Senator from Massachusetts stated yesterday that he did not be- 
lieve that these .gentlemen intended by ‘‘ redress’’ that a legislative 
body of a State could by their decision affect the title to a seat in this 
body. Of course not; everybody understands that; but what these gen- 
tlemen reported to the Senate was this, that there being no specific 
charges, there being no specific accusation as regards time, place, indi- 
viduals, and circumstance, the Senate of the United States would not 
be justified in even instituting or initiating an investigation or an in- 
quiry, and that it was perfectly competent for the legislative body of 
the State to prosecute that inquiry because they had full and ample 
power to exercise their jurisdiction over the question of the investiga- 
tion. 

If that proposition be correct, this house of representatives of Ohio 
did have jurisdiction of this question. They certainly exercised that 
jurisdiction; they examined fifty-five witnesses; they spent two months 
and a half conducting that investigation, and came to the conclusion 
that there was no evidence whatever to substantiate or to sustain the 
charge of corruption or bribery, and we came to the same conclusion 
upon examining that same evidence; and I must, speaking as an indi- 
vidual, say that the fact that there had been an investigation by a leg- 
islative body, a full and complete investigation, that committee admit- 
ting that they received hearsay testimony, that they accepted rumors, 
surmises, conjectures, that they followed every trail, made every possi- 


ble inquiry in every possible phase that an investigation can assume. 
and deliberately came to the conclusion, as I have already stated, that 
there was no evidence whatever to sustain or substantiate the charye 
made, ought to have great weight at least, if it be not conclusive. 

If the proposition which I have endeavored to maintain be correct, 
that that investigating committee did have jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter, what becomes of the argument of the Senator from Massachiu- 
setts when he made the denial of that jurisdiction in his speech yes- 
terday ? 

The other branch of this invéstigation was what I was going to cai] 
newly-discovered evidence, but I will correct myself and say newly- 
discovered zeal; and that was that after the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections had, I may say unanimously, unless the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] corrects me, reached the conclusion that there was 
no evidence whatsoever developed in that investigation which would 
justify an inquiry, then appeared two gentlemen irom Ohio. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Upon what does he base the statement which I have heard other people 
make, that the Committee on Privileges and Elections ever reached 
conclusion that there was no evidence which would justify an inves- 
tigation ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Here is the report. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me I desire to state 

Mr. EUSTIS. My recollection is that that was the report made by 
the chairman of the committee to the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state the facts, because that has been alluded 
to. Evidence taken by the Ohio committee was sent to the Senate ac- 
companied by no request whatever from any quarter for an investiza- 
tion, but simply as was said for the Senate’sinformation. I undertook 
to look at that and see what it contained, and I reported that while it 
contained certain facts that I stated, to wit, that there was a general 
public belief that the seat was obtained by bribery, that one or two 
members were shown to have been offered money for their votes, anid 
that several others were shown to have received money under very sus- 
picious circumstances, yet there wae nothing that showed that Mr. 
PAYNE was implicated, and there was nothing in that evidence which 
showed that the result was thereby changed, and that Mr. LITTLE, the 
representative of this complaint, desired to be heard, and that I was 
informed that the four gentlemen who were Mr. PAYNE’S managers 
kept out of the State and did not testify before the committec. 

Certainly it is one thing to say that the sitting member is not im- 
plicated, which everybody says now, and to say that that evidence did 
not tend to show that the result was changed, and quite another thing 
to say that the general belief in Ohio that there was a fraud, accom- 
panied by evidence that several members, though not enough to change 
the result, were bribed, did not warrant an investigation. 

The Senator from Maine, of course, will speak for himself when he 
comes to speak; but I never said anywhere that I had formed an opin- 
ion that an investigation should not be had. On the contrary | accon- 
panied that report, as appears in the printed copy in the Recor), 
although it is leftout in what was sent out tothe press, with the state- 
ment that there was an application for a further hearing on the su)- 
ject, and when I made the report to the committee I urged a further 
hearing, and it was given to Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like toinquire either from the Senator from 
Louisiana or my colleague as to this fact: I understood the Senator {rom 
Louisiana to say that the committee arrived at a unanimous conclusion 

Mr. HOAR. There never was an expression of conclusion by any 
human being on the committee until after Mr. LiIrTLe was heard except 
in that printed report of mine. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the Senator from Louisiana to say that 
the committee arrived at a unanimous conclusion unless the Senator 
from Maine should correct him. Now, what I want to know was i! 
the committee took any action as a committee on that subject ? 

Mr. HOAR. None whatever that I know of. 

Mr. FRYE. I was waiting to see whether or not the Senator from 
Massachusetts would answer the inquiry which was made by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, and he having done so, I now call his attention to 
the fact that the two gentlemen from the other House, Mr. Livre and 
Mr. BuTTERWORTH, were requested to make their statements belore 
the committee; and I being required to be present before another coin- 
mittee stated my conclusion to the committee; and that was that I was 
in favor of an investigation, and gave some reasons for it. That was 
before any hearing had been completed, and therefore I did not agree to 
the Senator’s construction of the report of the Senator from Mass:chu- 
setts at all, and I am free to say now that I do not agree with the re- 
port of the Senator from Massachusetts, if there is anything in it which 
intimates directly or indirectly that there is not evidence enough |) 
the report sent to us from the State of Ohio, accompanied with the re- 
quest made, not only to justify but to demand from the Senate of the 
United States an investigation. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand the Senator from Maine to state that he 
dissented from the view presented by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
that the Senator from Massachusetts agreed there was nothigg in that 
evidence. ; 

Mr. FRYE. No. I say if the Senator from Massachusetts can ¢ 
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construed to have taken that view, then while he was taking it I was 
dissenting. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if ever in 
his hearing he knew me express the opinion that there was not enough 
to warrant an investigation into the case at any time? 

Mr. FRYE. I must confess I never did. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Thestatement that I made was also made by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER] and also by the Senator from ['linois 
[Mr. LoGaN], and is based on the language contained in the report of 
the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections to the com- 


ittee. , 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read that language from the report 
itself? On 
Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, sir: 
Report made by Mr. Hoar, chairman of the committee, to the Committee on 
Privileges end Elections. 

I have examined the evidence forwarded by the house of representatives of 
Ohio. 

The investigation was undera resolution directing an inquiry as to the charges 
that four members of the present Legislature, being also members of the last, 
were guilty of being induced by corrupt means to vote for Mr. PAYNg, 

These charges were not sustained, and the committee so report. 


Mr. HOAR. As to the four members, 
Mr. EUSTIS. 

Bat the inquiry took a wider range. 

Do you want the whole of it read? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 


There was evidence tending to show— 


That Mr. PAYNE’s name was not publicly suggested as a candidate for Sena- 
tor until after the State election ; 


That it was not very prominently suggested until shortly before his election 
in January; 


That many persons who had been supposed to favor Pendleton voted for 
PAYNE; 


That there was a widespread belief that corrupt means were used to-procure 
the result ; 


That one member was offered a large sum of money for his vote by another 
member; 


That there were hearsay statements charging corruption as to several others ; 

That two members of the Legislature received large sums of money about 
the time of the election, of which they, being called as witnesses, gave no satis- 
factory account; 

That the principal managers of Mr. PAYNr’s canvass, namely, Paige, Mc- 
Lean, Huntington, and O!iver H, Payne, did not testify before the committee, 


but there is not evidence tending to show the bri%¥ery of any member unless as 
above stated ; 


There is no evidence to connect Mr. PAYNE, the sitting member, with these 
transactions ; 


And none tending to show that the result was changed er affected by such 
means; 


Informed that Mr. Little wishes to be heard : 
That these persons kept out of State and reach of process. 


Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator find there any statement that I saw 
nothing for investigation? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is it? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I mean thatis the inference. What you state is that 
you agree on the report made by the investigating committee of the 
Legislature of Ohio that there was no evidence to sustain the charge of 
corruption as made. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not my honorable friend see the difference be- 
tween saying that I think there is no evidence there which shows that 
the result was changed, and reporting and saying that I do not think 
there ought to be an investigation, when I report at the same time that 
there is a widespread belief in the State that the result was changed by 
bribery, that that belief is supported by hearsay testimony in regard to 
several members, is supported by direct testimony as to one or two offer- 
ing bribes, and direct testimony as to two others who had got money 
suddenly and unaccountably, and that there was a desire for a further 
hearing? The Senator may think on that statement that there should 
not bean investigation. Ineverthoughtso. I merely was stating the 
result of a part of this case. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I say, Mr. President, that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts did come to this conclusion, that so far as there was any direct or 
legal evidence there was no testimony to Sustain the charge made and 
as presented in the house of representatives of the General Assembly 
of Ohio. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Now with reference to these other matters 

Mr. HOAR. Those were charges against four members alone, so far 
as that question 

Mr. EUSTIS. With reference to these other matters which appear 
Tee peeations, those are matters which are not based upon any estab- 

They are mere inferences; they are mere indefinite and 
unsup, inferences. Is it to be established in this Senate that be- 
cause an individual does not happen to be a candidate for election ona 
particu’ar day, therefore that is to be held as a ground of investigation 
on the :llegation of corruption? And all such propositions as those 
are stated by the Senator from Massachusetts. But I say that so far 
as the direct and legal and substantial evidence is concerned, evidence 
that goes to the proving of a fact and to the ascertainment of the truth, 











the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections concurred 
with the views which are expressed by a majority of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me once more, | will not inter- 
rupt him again, for I confess the interruptions are a great tax on his 

patience as far as they have gone. Suppose I had reported this one 
| fact alone, that there was nothing in that testimony taken before the 
committee of the Legislature of Ohio except that there was a universal 
‘popular belief that their Legislature had been corrupted, and it had 
stopped there, or had gone on to say that universal belief does not 
prove the fact. Suppose that had been my report, would that give the 
Senator the right to say that I came to the conclusion that there ought 
not to be an investigation? I think the question whether you shall 
investigate is a very different thing from the question whether you shall 
vacate a seat, and [ think the statement of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN | alone, made just now, would be enough to require an in- 
vestigation by the Senate. The Senator from Louisiana may make an 
inference, but he has no right to say that because from a certain condi- 
tion of facts at a certain preliminary stage in the vase which he thinks 
does not warrant an investigation, I came to the conclusion that there 
ought not to be an investigation, because that is adding his logic to my 
facts. When he states my conclusion he must add my logic to my 
facts, and not his. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, with the permission of the Senator from Louisiana, if 
he states the fact that that committee instructed the chairman to take 
upon himself the duty of investigating the report and evidence sub- 
mitted by the Ohio Legislature and to make his report to the full com- 
mittee. He did undertake that work; he did examine it; he did report 
to the committee just what has been read, without any recommenda- 
tion whatever for a further investigation of the subject. And I ask 
the question now of the Senator if he did not understand that to be 
the opinion of the committee, that no further investigation of the 
matter was to be had, but that Mr. LirrLe, a member of the House, 
desired to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand it to be the opinion of the com- 
mittee; on the contrary, I do not remember that any member of the 
committee expressed an opinion on that subject except the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FrYE], whoexpressed the opinion that he has stated some- 
time in the inquiry; whether it was before Mr. LitTLe began his address 
or afterward I can notrecall. But I supposed when I said ‘‘ This thing 
shows so and so, here are people who want to be heard,’’ that every 
member of the committee would keep his judgment in suspense on the 
question whether there should be an investigation, until that hearing 
had been had. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Asa member of that committee I was not pres- 
ent when the Senator from Massachusetts made his report to the com- 
mittee. When I came back I was informed that the whole matter had 
been concluded, that the Senator from Massachusetts had made an in- 
vestigation and come to the same conclusion that the Ohio Legislature 
did, that there was nothing in the testimony requiring investigation. 
That was my information, and I so believed at the time. 

Mr. HOAR., My learned friend should remember that nothing hap- 
pened in that committee alter the reading by me of that written docu- 
ment, the original of which I am fortunate enough to have preserved, 
and which I read to the Senate yesterday, and therefore the informant 
of the Senator from Delaware made the same mistake in his conclusion 
that the Senator from Louisiana seems to me to make now. Nobody 
has a right to take one man’s facts and apply his logic to them and say 
that his own conclusion from the facts is the other man’s conclusion. 
[ affirm here again that I never dreamed of such a conclusian as the 
Senator from Louisiana imputes to me. I made that report as to what 
that original document meant. Whether that taken alone warranted 
an investigation I expressed no opinion whatever upon, and waited for 
the hearingof Mr. LirtLe. But whether that would or would not war- 
rant such investigation I did not say. 

When Mr. LITTLE came he brought with him in his hand an offer of 
abundant additional proof. He brought with him the request for an 
investigation of each house of that Legislature, which was not before 
me or before you or the committee. He brought with him the opin- 
ions of the Republican editors of the State, which was suppiemented 
by the opinion of their convention and these extracts from their papers 
and the opinion of the governor of the State. He brought with him 
the direct application of the Republican State central committee of 
the State, and that opinion now supplemented by the statement of the 
lieutenant-governor of the State read by the Senator from Illinois, and 
the senior Senator of the State representing it on this floor in the 
speech he has made here. And the idea of undertaking to fasten a 
charge of inconsistency upon me oat of that report, when this case has 
been so increased, is not worthy of being considered, 

That is my question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Is that the Senator’s question ? 

Mr. HOAR. That is my question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I am avery young member of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, but this occurred to me: Know- 
ing that this proceeding can not be assimilated to any other proceeding 
known to any condition of things whutever, it certainly is not the case 
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police magistrate and provoke an inquiry, treating it as thongh it was 
a criminal process in the case of some colored gentleman who had vis- 
ited uninvited and at a very unseasonable hour a hen-roost. We are 
asked to initiate a proceeding to impeach and to nullify the solemn 
judgment of a State. The State of Ohio has designated and appointed 
a certain individual, who is the sitting member, to represent that State 
in this body. He holds the mandate of that State, and we are asked - 
to revoke and cancel that mandate by a judgment which we shall 
render under the Constitution of the United States, to nullify and to viti- 
ate the most solemn act that can be performed by a State, one of the 
highest acts of sovereignty; that is, that we, the Senate of the United 
States, shall sit in judgment upon the appointment made by the State 
of Ohio, and set aside, vacate, and nullify that judgment. Is that the 
case of going before a police magistrate for a warrant of process ? 

What is the answer that we have made—and, in my judgment, very 
properly made—to the request which has been preferred? I care not 
whether that request be preferred by anindividual; I care not whether 
that request be preferred by a political opponent; I care not whether 
that request be preferred by a party friend; I care not whether that 
request be perferred by the General Assembly of a State; I say it is 
© proper, au orderly, and a constitutional response for us as United 
States Senators to make to that request, that if you have charges to 
make they shall be serious, specific, substantial, provable charges; and 
that is the answer, as I understand, which the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections has made. 

We can not aecept the belief of any one. When the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Legislature of Ohio send a resolution here declaring 
that it is their belief that such charges can be substantiated and they 
had examined themselves a part of them which they had already de- 
clared sustained a contrary belief and a contrary conviction on their 
part, I say under our responsibility we have a right and it is our duty 
to tell the Legislature of the State of Ohio that we can not and we will 
not accept your belief and your suspicion, but the doors of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections have been and are to-day, and will 
continue to be, wide open to any party who chooses to come there and 
to show to that committee that serious and substantial charges can be 
maintained by proper and by legal evidence. 

We can not accept the belief of Republican papers, not because they 
are Republicans, not because they are editors, but because under our 
responsibilities and under our oaths we can not accept the belief of any 
one; and it is utterly futile, so far as I am concerned, to ask me to in- 
stitute an inquiry, an investigation involving the constitutional integ- 
rity of this body, involving the right of a State to her constitutional 
representation in this body, involving the gravest question of sover- 
eignty that can be presented for our judgment and determination—I 
say that it is useless to ask me to accept the belief of any one, while I 
am ready and willing to have an investigation when proper charges are 
made, made responsibly, made seriously, and not for any mere partisan 
or political purpose. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Asamemberof the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections I would, if it were an earlier stage of the session, like to ex- 
press my opinions to the Senate; but in view of the fact that we are ap- 
proaching the time when we must adjourn, and I am anxious to have 
a vote on this proposition, notwithstanding the great desire I had felt 
to take part in the discussion, I shall decline to occupy any part of the 
time of the Senate. In justice to the sitting member and in justice to 
this case I should like to express my opinions, but I decline to do so. 
Having been a member of that committee for twelve years I should have 
felt itincambent on me to participate in the debate under other circum- 
stanees; but under the circumstances that surround us I deem it proper 
not to take in the debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the adoption of the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the question be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the question was on the resolution reported 
by the minority asan amendment. I offer that as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
state his amendment again? 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose the question ison the resolution offered by 
the minority. I offer that as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to the 
majority report, the only one before the Senate that the present occu- 
pant of the chair has heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, as an amendment to the motion to agree tothe 
majority report, the adoption of the resolution offered by the minority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Privil and Elections, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized to investigate the charges affecting the title to the 
seat of Hon. Hayry B.Payne,and to send for and pa , administer 
oaths, and employ a clerk and stenographer, and to sit during the F recess of the 


Senate; and that the expenses of the in be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE. 


The question is on the adoption of 


Mr. President, I was entirely willing that a vote should 
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be taken upon the resolution now, for I am not in physical conditi 
make a speech, and I am aware that the Senate has listened to this djs. 
cussion as long perhaps as is profitable, and certainly as long as is pleas.); 
on such an oppressive day as this. Beside that, the Senator ; 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made, much more ably than it was possi! 

me to have done, the greater portion of the speech which I h 
mind. I hope I shall not detain the Senate long, but urged by ot 

to doso, I willsubmit a few words fcr their consideration; for I dif 
from perhaps all the members of the committee and, as appeared 2 {; 
moments ago, very early in the investigation gave my opinion an 
my vote with the committee, being called elsewhere. 

I hold to the opinion that if a great State by its house cf repr 
tives, and by its senate deliberately and solemnly submits a resol: 
calling upon the United States Senate to investigate the electio 
United States Senator, declaring that in their deliberate opini 
rupt means have been used to promote that election, it is not o 
right of the United States Senate to proceed with the investigat 
it is theirduty to. Isay if the United States Senate neglects to: 
with such a request, that is the body which requires vindicati: 

Mr. President, this is not a question of vindicating the Senat: 
Illinois nor the Senator from Colorado nor the Senator from Nev 

Mr. TELLER. We do not need any. 

Mr. FRYE. As the Senator says, they do not need any; th 
none here, they need none elsewhere; and yet in the discussion 
have proceeded thus far, there has been great danger lest the Sc: 
lose sight of the real issue in this case in their wish to vindicate : 
Republican Senators. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] is: 
trial, and yet there is great danger that this may be regarded thx 
whether the Senator from Ohio is guilty of a crime or not. 

Yet there is no such question pending here, nor is there a « 
as to whether or not the seat he occupies shall be declared vacant 
only question before the United States Senate to-day is whether « 
it is our duty to investigate an election in the State of Ohio of a Unit 
States Senator, which has been declared to have been procured corrn)t!y, 
by the Legislature of that State, by eleven members of the house ot rep- 
representatives familiar with the election in that State, by the [epub- 
lican central committee, representing at least an equal number of tii 
people of that State, by one-half of the Democratic press and |) 
the Republican press of that State—whether it is the duty of the | 
States Senate to so far give ear as to make inquiry whether the. 
been bribery or not, and to extend thatinquiry to the question of whictl: 
or not the Senator occupying the seat was himself a participant in 
and whether or not if he was not a participant it so far affected th 
sult that the seat ought to be declared vacant. 

There is no resolution here declaring the seat vacant; there i 
resolution of expulsion; yet, judging from the arguments which h\ 
been urged, it would seem that we are compelled to be bound and tit 
and repressed by all of the rigorous rules of the criminal law, as w 
ought to be if either of those questions was pending before the Uni! 
States Senate. 

The question is only, is it the duty of the United States Senate : 
investigate this matter of bribery which a great people charges 1:1.in< 
the members of its own Legislature? From the first reading of tlic: 
dence submitted by that Legislature down to now I never have hai ' 
slightest question of my duty. It has seemed as clear to me as ‘ 
pathway to the stars, and it does now, notwithstanding the able o:2 
ments to which I have listened. 

There is another thing asserted here, namely, that there is no tes! 
mony in the case submitted by the Legislature of Ohio which ou 
to induce an inquiry. I join issue. Iam willing to agree wit! | 
chairman and with the other members of the committee that th 
no testimony which proves that the Senator from Ohio has been ; 
of bribery, or which even shadows the suspicion that hehas }«« 
admit there is not testimony enough on which to declare that t!ic > 
ator’s seat is vacant; but I claim there is testimony, and abunda: 
timony, to put the United States Senate upon the inquiry, tom: 
its sworn duty to institute it and proceed with it rigorously. 

Sir, the United States Senate is a powerful and a dignified bo:!) 
equaled by any other on the face or this earth; but it isnot high en us 
nor great enough to refuse the demand of the people of the Rep’)! 

The press within the last ten years has abounded in statements ()\:' 
the United States Senate is made up of men of wealth, the childrer 
of overgrown monopoly power. What for? t is the insinuation 
What else other than that United States Senators with their wo: ' 
have bought their Senatorships and that their presence here is 1" ' 
result of a freely formed and expressed judgment of the people, |)\'' 
purchase. 

That is the insinuation. It has no convincing power with mv. | 
know these Senators and appreciate their worth; but what are t!« )« 
ple thinking aboutit? I know, and so do they, that a man of 4° 
wealth, who loves money, easily grows into the idea that money |s ‘ 
omnipotent, omniscient, can do whatever it pleases, and go w)it):' 
soever it may. I know that he proceeds upon the hypothesis t):' '' 

he seeks oranything hisheart may wish. 1 \»" 
price for every man, and declares that he can 1! 
the price that is fit. 
e United States Senate, when the question comes before it 25 
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has been presented, whether or not the great Standard Oil Company, | 
the greatest monopoly to-day in the United States of America, a power | 
which makes itself felt in every inch of territory in this whole Republic, | 
a power which controls business, railroads, men and things shall also 
control here; whether or not that great power has put its hand upon a 
legislative body and undertaken to control, has controlled and has 
elected a memberof the United States Senate, that Senate I say can not 
afford to sit silent and let not its voice be heard in an inquiry as to the 
truth of the allegations. haha 

Mr. President, I say there is evidence hereample, abundant. Look 
at it fora few moments. Here sitting, a year or twoago, was the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, Mr. Pendleton, a favorite in the United States Senate, 

a favorite, too, in Ohio, a handsome man in personal appearance, a man 
always full of courtesy, attractive in manners, with every element of 
popularity it is possible for the dear Lord to give one of us men. He 
served his State well; heserved his country faithfully. His first term 
in the Senate was expiring. There was the great State of Ohio with a 
rule which had been almost an iron rule, declaring to a faithful Sen- 
ator, ‘‘Our party being in power, you shall be returned a second time 
to the Senate.” 

The canvass came on in the State. Two men were recognized in it 
and two only, General Durbin Ward, a brave soldier, a man actively 
engaged in political affairs; Mr. Pendleton, just leaving his first seat 
in the Senate with the rule that he should be returned if a faithful 
Senator, and one of the most popular men in his party in the State. No 
others. The canvass was fought through, day by day, week by week, 
and the Senatorial question was the issue. It finally closed, and Mr. 
Pendleton, according to the testimony here, for an offer to prove by a 
counsel in the case in the mere matter of preliminary inquiry is as evi- 
dence itself, had a clear majority. The offer of proof is that Mr. Pen- 
dleton is ready to testify before the committee that when that canvass 
was over he had a clean, clear majority of all the Democrats elected to 
that Legislature. There is aiso the testimony in this book of his pri- 
vate secretary, his business agent, who says that he knows Mr. Pendle- 
ton so believed and that he believed it from personal interviews with 
members-elect and letters from them, which he had received. 

Now comes the time for the election, and the Standard Oil Company 
by its president, I believe he is, or treasurer, Oliver H. Payne, by, 
another officer, Mr. Thompson, by another, Mr. Huntington, appears 
on the scene, and takes charge and control of the ‘political machinery 
of the Democratic party of Ohio, and what is the result? Presto, 
change! Pendleton, the peerless, 15 votes; HENRY B. PAYNE, 46; and 
General Ward, 17. 

Now, sir, how was thataccomplished? Wasitamiracle? TheSen- 
ator from Illinois suggests that the Republicans took a hand in it and 
helped nominate the Senator from Ohio, that they did it because that 
Senator was a brave, fearless Union man, standing by the armies of the 
United States all through the terrible war. The Senator from Illinois 
forgets that a large majority of the Democrats of the State of Ohio 
worshiped Vallandigham, the spirit of rebellion in the North, and it 
did not commend to the Democratic party of Ohio a man for election 
to a high office that he was a Union man in the rebellion. , 

Mr. Pendleton had behind him nearly all the recognized leaders of 
the Democratic party in Ohio, headed by Allen G. Thurman. Colonel 
Taylor, a leading Democrat and a man familiar with the political af- 
fairs of the State, traveling entirely over it during this canvass, James 
Boyle, another leader, doing the same thing, and Allen O. Myers on 
pages 118, 119, 51, 53, and 267 of that book of evidence, declare that 
Mr. PAYNE’sS name was not mentioned during this canvass, and Myers, 
an enemy to Pendleton, saysthat it was concluded toadopt Mr. PAYNE'S 
name to beat Pendleton with, after the election was over. 

How after the election? Baldwin on page 219, Taylor on page 119, 
Hall on page 48, declare that when the election was over, Pendleton still 
had a majority of the representatives and senators elect; that he counted 
upon that majority; and Hall says that he reported the majority from 
day to day as Pendleton, until within two days of the caucus. 

Mr. TELLER. Who was that? 

Mr. FRYE. Hall, a gentleman to whom the Senator referred. 

The election occurred on the 15th day of January, 1884, and, as I 
have said, a wonderful change had come over the spirit of the dream. 

I say this testimony here satisfies me that when the Standard Oil Com- 
pany appeared at Columbus money came with it; its recognized power 
was money. It brought its recognized power and strength with it, and 
put it into the headquarters of the Democratic party. I call attention 
to the testimony of Hall on page 49. That testimony has been read 
here in part. Hall says: - , 

I had a conversation with Mr. Muclier, ex-Lieutenant-Governor Mueller. 

He said he ““by accident went into Mr. Paige’s room,’’ who was the 
acting attorney and agent for the Standard Oil Company: 


He said it looked to him likea banking house. There was a large amount of 
money in plain view. He said he found out that he was not wanted there and 


he went out. 

That was immediately on the arrival of the company’s agents. 

Take page 213, L. A. Russell. This has been alluded toalso. He 
says: A man whom he knew told him that he was in Paige’s room; 
that “Mr. Paige went out with one of the men then present;’’ that— 
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He sat there by the table, and he said there were canvas bags, and coin bags, 
and cases for greenbacks littered and scattered around the room and on the table 


| and on the floor. 


; 
A 


The Senator from Llinoi 
when he undertook to rais: 
a bag of greenbacks lying 
it. 


floor: 


did not quote this correctly in his speech, 
a laughin relation to it. Hesaid there was 
on the floor, the greenbacks sticking out of 
, but that there was a bag lying on the 
nething green that looked like a revenne- 


that he saw under it sox 
stamp; he pushed the bag away, picked up the supposed revenue-stamp 
bill; that Mr. P in and he 


and it was a ten or twenty doll r. Pai 
iim have the ten or twenty dollar 


rhe testimony is not that 


val 





re came 





told him what he had, and Paige! 


bill. YetI understood from the spe 0 enator from Illinois (he 
did not mean it probably) that a wh bag of greenbacks was lying 
there and Paige said, ‘‘ Oh, well, take t r of greenbacks.’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I said no such thin 

Mr. FRYE. That is the wav I dl it 

Mr. LOGAN. You could not h: so understood The Record 
shows no such thing. I said he found it on the floor, and Paige told 
him to keep it, which he did. That is what he said 

Mr. FRYE. That man told this to L. A. Russell, a leading 10 


cratic lawyer in the State of Ohio, who can be had before any 
gating committee of the United Senate, and will test 
of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Willthe Senator allow me to ask why was he not called 
beforethateommittee? Isaid yesterday that this Mr. Russell whostated 
this told the committee that if they would allow him to ask from this 
man his consent to give his name he would do it, and there the com 
mittee ceased and asked him no further question. That is the fact, a 
the evidence shows it. That is what I said, and that is the truth. 

Mr. FRYE. I hoped that I would not be obliged to say anything 
about the committee of the Ohio Legislature, but from the examination 
I have made of this testimony, I am satisfied it would be utterly impos- 
sible to find a more incompetent one. I understand that the chairman 
of the committee of investigation was a farmer and not a lawyer, prob 
ably a thoroughly honest man, but clearly he had not the first principles 
of examining witnesses. Then, again, I can find twenty persons named 
in that testimony, who were stated to have known important facts they 
could have made known to the legislative committee, and they ne\ 
summoned one of them. They are not on trial here, however. 

Judge Little offers to prove that David R. Paige carried $65,000 to 
Columbuson thisoccasion. Isay that this offer to prove, by the counstl 
in the case, a member of the other house, respected here and at home, 
is, so far as this matter now before us is concerned, as if proof. 

Mr. LOGAN. Did not Mr. Paige offer to go before the commiitee 
and be sworn? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Illinois has stated it 
been able to find it. 


ify as to the trut 


na 


i 


ver 


I have never 


Mr. LOGAN. Hesaysso himself. I had his statement here yes 
terday and read it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator know why they did not take him? 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not 


Mr. HOAR. Why did not he come here ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Now that—— 

Mr. FRYE. No controversy in my speech, please, with another Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts has the habit of saying things sometimes with meaning and 
sometimes without. Thisis certainly a thing without meaning Why 
does he not come here?’’ Who has asked him to come here ? 

Mr. HOAR. Why did you not ask him to come? 

Mr. LOGAN. The committee have made their report. The chair- 
me why I did not ask him to come. You 
were chairman; why did not you ask him to come ? 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis just what we ask the Senate for authority to do. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want these statemenis to fair and honest and 
just. This man offered to go before that committee in Ohio, and they 
refused to examine him by saying that they would notify him if they 
wanted him. Now the Senator asks why does he not come here? That 
is a nice answer for a lawyer to make to a proposition of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is a better answer than yours. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis a very good answer for th 
chusetts to make, however. 

Mr. FRYE. Judge LirrLe and General BuTTERWORTH offered to 
prove that Oliver H. Payne stated to as respectable’a man as t! is in 
Ohio that it had cost him $100,000 toelect his father. Oliver H. Payne 
was not before the committee, however. 

Mr. LOGAN. He was ready to go. 

Mr. FRYE. As I was informed, he was not at home to go, and they 
could not reach him. These gentlemen offered, further, to prove that 
Mr. Oliver H. Payne drew a check for a large amount of money, pay- 
able to Thompson, one of the agents of the Standard Oil Company, and 
one of the political agents at Columbus, and indorsed by him to Hunt- 
ington, another of the agents of the Standard Oil Company and polit- 
ical agent, cashed by him, and the money taken by him to Columbus. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. Thompson wrote a letter to that committee, to 
Mr. Cowgill, stating that he was ready to go before the committee and 
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testify in reference to these charges, and they declined to ask him to 
come. He was at Cleveland, where they could have got him during 
the whole session. 

Mr. FRYE. That only proves the incompetency of the committee. 
It does not affect the case here in the slightest degree; it does not affect 
the duty and responsibility of the United States Senate that that com- 
mittee neglected its duty and did not call these gentlemen. I have here 
the affidavit of Mr. Criswell, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





After the October election of 1885 Mr. McLean came into the Enquirer office, 
where I wasat work, and complained in arather bitter spirit against the Stand- 
ard Oi! Company not having reciprocated tohim in a proper way, and said that 
they had sent $250 into some county near Cleveland to heip them elect the can- 
didate for representative, or senator, I don’t know which; and said that when 
Mr. PAYN& was a candidate for United States Senator he (Mr. John McLean) 
had spent $100,000 of his own money to effect Mr. Payne's election. I remarked 
that that was‘a good deal of money for a private citizen to spend for a big cor- 

poration like the Standard Oil Company; and Mr. McLean said nevertheless 
1¢ had spent that much money of his own to elect Mr. Paywe, and had elected 
him; and in return for that they had sent $250 into this county. 

And prior to the election of Senator Payne, and prior to the caucus that nom- 
inated him, Allen O. Myers came into my office in the Enquirer office and said 
that Casper Loewenstein, a representative from Franklin County, had de- 
manded $5,000 to vote for Senator Payne. Mr. Myers was apparently very in- 
dignant at that fact; that the price was exorbitant, and that he didn’t want to 
pay it—didn't want to paysomuch money. I got the impression that they were 
willing to pay a reasonable sum, but that $5,000 was too much; but he said that 
Casper Loewenstein had marked up the price, knowing they had to have his 
vote. But he said beforethe would pay $5,000 for him he would have to see Mr. 
McLean ; and he left the office, I suppose, with the intention of seeing Mr. Mc- 
Lean about it. 

When I suggested to Mr. McLean that it was a big amount of money to pay 
for another man he said that it cost a great deal of money to get these represent- 
atives and senators to vote for Mr. Payne and they had to be bought. It took 
money and agood deal of it to satisfy them. 

And he (Mr, McLean) has frequently told me that he would defeat Senator 
Pendieton’s election, no matter what it cost him. Hetold me that on a number 
of occasions, 


Q. You are willing to make oath to these matters before the committee ? 
A. Oh, yes; entirely so 

Q. Do you object to putting that in the form of an affidavit? 

A. Not at all. 


He (Mr. Mclean) appeared to be very much in earnest when he talked about 
spending this $100,000, 

In addition I wanted to say that W. P. Thompson, who is supposed to be an 
ofticer of the Standard Oil Company, had been in consultation with Mr. McLean 
atthe Enquirer office prior to the caucus which nominated Senator Payne. I 
would like to be positive about one occasion. Il remember very well about the 
fact of his having been there. He was introduced to me by Mr. McLean, and 
satin the office talking with me waiting until Mr. McLean had time to talk 


privately with him. 
R. W. CRISWELL, 
UyirTep States op America, District or CoLumsiA, 
City of Washington, ss: 

R. W. Criswell, being sworn, says that the foregoing statement contained on 
pages |, 2, 3, 4, and 5, to which his name is subscribed, is a true one. He fur- 
ther states that he made, in substance, the same statement at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
soine ten days or two weeks ago to Harry K. Probasco, affiant being at the time 
an editorial writer on the Cincinnati Enquirer. Affiant further states that when 
he saw so much corruption in the Cincinnati electionsand heard so much about 
it in Senator PAYNr’s election, he felt that it was his duty as a citizen to make 


this sthtement. 
R. W. CRISWELL,. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 17th day of June, A. D. 1885. 
[smAL. | THOS. J. MYERS, Notary Public. 


Mr. FRYE. Enough certainly, Mr. President, to establish a very 
profound suspicion that there was money there to be used in that elec- 
tion. Was it used ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Who is this man? 

Mr. FRYE. He was a leading writer on the Enquirer, of which Mr. 
McLean, I be ieve, is the proprietor, and I understand an entirely re- 
spectable gen leman and a Democrat. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam notasking anything about that. 
he is. He is a writer now, is he? 

Mr. FRYE. He was discharged after this Payne investigation. 

Mr. LOGAN. You mean before? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; 1 do not; I mean after it; exactly what I say. 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you not know that McLean wrote a letter to that 
committee and offered to go there and testify to anything they wanted 
to ask him ? 

Mr. FRYE. For Heaven’s sake, what is the use to keep thrusting 
that committee’s dereliction of duty into my face? They are not on 
trial here. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senator why. It is because upon 
their testimony we are asked here as Senators to act, and if they have 
failed that is not my business nor is it his. We are not asked as Sen- 
ators to substitute for their dereliction our action, but we are asked to 
act upon their action. That is the reason why I say so. I say to the 
Senator that Mr. McLean (and I know nothing about the person who 
has made this affidavit, I probably might say something about it but I 
do not desire to do so) stated in a letter addressed to Mr. Cowgill, the 
chairman of the committee, that he would be at Cincinnati or Columbus 
atacertain time. He said he would go before the committee if they 
desired him te do so and answer any question that they might ask him, 
and they declined to have Mr. McLean by saying to him thatif they 
wanted him they would let him know, and they never let him know. 
Now then—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me? 


I only ask who 
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United States Senate to see to it that Oliver H. Payne, and Mr. McLean, 
and Thompson, and Huntington, and Paige, and every other agent, i 
there are others, of the Standard Oil Company shall come before a com 
mittee of the United States Senate and under oath tell whether or no: 
they purchased the seat of a United States Senator. ’ 
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Mr. LOGAN. 


T say this—— ‘ 
Mr. FRYE. I think this is going too far. = V 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Maine decline it 
to yield further to the Senator from I)linois? t] 
Mr. FRYE. I am standing right in the way of the Senator from g 
New York [Mr. Evarts], and I am ashamed of myself for doing it. 9 
Mr. LOGAN. I want to say this: This evidencedoes not prove tia I 
Mr. McLean spent adollar. If Mr. McLean expended money \{; a 


McLean can say so. That committee declined to ask Mr. McLean to 
appear before them. 
to what he may have said, or any remarks he may have made to son 
outsider is not such evidence as the committee or the Senate could | 
guided by forthe purpose of making this investigation when he himse\; 
offered to go before the committee of the Legislature and testify fully 
in reference to his conduct in connection with the matter. 


I say that any collateral evidence with reteren 


_ 


Mr. FRYE. I say, on the contrary, it is the solemn duty of the 


— a 


Mr. LOGAN. In response to that, if the Senator will allow me, | 


just want to make one remark, and then I will retire so that he can ' 
have the rest of the evening to himself. 
no jurisdiction over Mr. McLean, if Mr. McLean corrapted men it i 
the duty of the State of Ohio through their grand juries to indict him 
and prosecute him, and we can not do it. 
that statement and charge he goes outside of the legal proposition, be- 
cause it is the duty of Ohio to indict, prosecute, and convict Mr. Me- 


Inasmuch as the Senate has 


When the Senator makes 


Lean if he is guilty of the charge, for we have no jurisdiction whatever 


over him. 


Mr. FRYE. Whether Ohio performs her duty or not is no question 
for the United States Senate. ‘The United States Senate has no power 
under law to convict criminals for the benefit of the State of Ohio, but 
it has power and a duty and a responsibility to bring these men b 
fore a committee here and let them tell whether they have disgraced 
this body in which we sit and imposed upon it a Senator by bribery. 
That is a question in which every man and woman in the United States 


of America has a direct interest. 


Now, Mr. President, did they use the money after they brought it to 
Columbus? _ I call attention to this testimony—and I am obliged to, be- 
cause it has been somewhat disguised in the progress of the debate— 
I call attention to the testimony of Mr. Kahle, page 67, a member « 
the Legislature, a man of high character. - I read but a little: 


Q. Did Senator Ramey at any time make to you what you regarded at 
time as a corrupt proposition? 

A. He did. 

Q. Now, that is definite and distinct. Can you tell the naturo of that prop 
tion? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please do so. 

A. He offered me $5,000 for my support. 

Q. He told you he would obtain for you $5,000? 

A. He toldeme he would stick it down in my pants pocket. 

Mr. Tompkins. Will you please state where this conversation occurred” 

A. If lam not mistaken it was on the third floor of the Neil House, in Mr 
Ramey’s room. 

Q. When was it, in reference to the caucus that nominated a United States 
Senator? 

A. The night after the caucus. 


The argument here and in the minority report of this committe 
that this statement is absurd and not entitled to belief because the word 
‘after’? the caucus is used, and yet on inquiry of stenographers | tind 
that in stenography the signs for the word ‘‘after’’ and the word *‘o! 
are almost exactly alike, and I find that was the mistake here, becau 
I turn to the next page of the testimony of the same witness and he 
says: 

Q. Did you ever have any subsequent conversation with Ramey about | 
transaction after the election was over? 

A. Once. 

Q. When and what was that conversation ? 

A. He asked me if I had told anybody that he offered me $5,000. 

Q. When was that? : me: 

A. Well, that must have been within a month after, I can not say exact!) 
it must have beeu within a month or so after the election of Mr. PAYNr. 

Q. Did he ever say anything about his getting anything? 

A. He talked about it. 

Q. What did he say? . 

A. Hesaid that he had a standing offer of $10,000 for his vote and mine. 

Q. When was it he said that to you? 

A. He told me that—now I am not certain whether he told me that on Satur- 
day night or whether it was the evening before the caucus. : - 

Q. Well, you can not just fix the time of the conversation in which he to!) 
that there was $10,000 in it for your vote and his? 

A. I think it was in the afternoon or toward the evening befor the cau 
the senate. 


Mr. LOGAN, Did he take it? 

Mr. FRYE. No. he did not; he voted for Pendleton. 

Mr. LOGAN, What did Mr. Ramey swear? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not care what Mr. Ramey swore. Perjury )us‘ 
logically follows corruption and bribery as death follows life, | he m4 
who offers the bribe will commit perjury when cornered, The mon 
who takes the bribe will commit perjury if compelled. 








1886. 





Considerable discussion has arisen about the testimony of Elmer 
White. Iam not going to read all that testimony. I have been over 
it. I call the attention of anybody who has the curiosity to read it to 
the testimony of K. V. Haymaker, page 230; Edward Squires, page 223; 
Ss. P. Moon, page 244; Lyman White, page 247; and Elmer White, page 
954. Notwithstanding the Senator from Colorado joins issue with me, 
I say that the testimony of these men satisfies me beyond any reason- 
able doubt that Elmer White was bribed to vote for Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. TELLER. That isa mere matter of judgment, then. 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. It did not satisfy me that way. 

Mr. FRYE. TheSenator differed from me, Iknow. I put my state- 
mentasagainst his, and I haveexamined thetestimony. Elmer White’s 
father lived with him, before this election, in a rented house in Defi- 
ance. After this election they lived no longer in a rented house. His 
father bought one, or somebody else did for him, and they lived to- 
gether in the new house. Elmer White put $1,800 cash into the new 
house, the title being in his father, paid off mortgages, and al! that sort 
of thing. ‘They were called before the committee and Elmer White 

Mr. TELLER. I beg to correct the Senator. It was not $1,800; it 
was $1,600. It is not very important, but it shows that the Senator 
has not read the testimony with that critical care that he would have 
the Senate believe. 

Mr. FRYE. . In stating the testimony in this way, if I get even 
within $200 ofit, it is doing better than some Senators who have pre- 
ceded me. 

Mr. TELLER. Besides I should like to call attention to the fact 
that it appeared by other evidence than that of Lyman White or his 
son Elmer that Mr. White had been for more than a year before that 
talking of buying property in that town and looking for property. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, and he did not have the money with which to 





buy. 

Mr. TELLER. For a year before the election. 

Mr. FRYE. He bought it just as soon as he got the money. 
did not wait long after the election. 

Now, Elmer White denies. Ofcourse Elmer White denies. A man 
who would receive a bribe and not commit perjury if asked about it 
would be a fool. His father, on the contrary, stands up for his rights 
like @ man, and tothe questions of the committee, he says, ‘‘I will not 
tel you where I got my money; it is none of your business.’’ Well, 
perhaps it was not, but under the circumstances it creates a reasonable 
suspicion in my mind that he did not wish to tell. It seems to me an 
honest man would have been perfectly willing to tell where he got his 
money. 

Iam not proposing to inflict upon you all, this testimony, but I wish 
especially to call your attention to that in relation to Dr. Fierce, be- 
cause the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] discussed his case 
with, it seems to me, more ingenuity than correctness. 

Mr. Gunning, a prominent man, a friend of Pendleton, who had 
assisted in the election of Fierce, hearing that he was faltering by the 
way, had an interview with him, in which this occurred: 


He 


Before I could follow the note Dr. Fierce came in and sat down,and when 
my client went away he turned to me and made this statement. Hesays,‘‘ Mr. 
Gunning, I find that I am under the necessity of voting for Mr. Payne. I find 
that the universal sentiment of our citizens in Vinton County—the Democratic 
citizens—is for Mr. Payxe. * * * The only thing thatI regret is that I have 
not the means = pores back to Mr. Pendleton his $250 which I got of him.”’ 
This was the fi intimation which t had that he had received through the 
agency of my letter to Mr. Pendleton any money. Of course my conversation 
with him for a little while was somewhat powderish. 

Q. We would like to have it, Mr. Gunning, if you please. 

A. Oh, Lord! 

Q, We would like to know what you said to him about the sentiments of his 
eonstituents, 

A. lapse that. Itold him that he knew that he was telling an un- 
mitigated—and I am sorry now; but I told him, “a God-damined lie.”’ That is 
what I told him, 

Q. Didn’t you challenge him to produce in Vinton County a man of any 
prominence that was in favor of Mr. Payne? There were several Vinton 
County men in the city at the time, weren’t there; and didn’t you challenge 
him to produce a Vinton County man that was for Mr. PAYNE? 

A. I told him he couldn't do it. I dared him to point out a man who favored 
Mr. Payyz, * * * 

Q. Did he- name any Vinton County man, or any prominent Democrat from 
— oe favorable to Mr. PAYNE? 

A. No, sir, 

Q. He named none at all? 

_A. No, sir; hedidn’t name any one. My question was such that I would not 
like to have it down on paper. It was very violent language. * When 
hecame to mein October he said that he was r,and couldn’t raise any money. 
I believe he said he had raised some $300or ,and spentitall. I have noper- 
sonal knowledge. I visited the town of Wilkesville (the home of Dr. Fierce) 
occasionally, having a married daughter there,and I am well acquainted with 
the inhabitants of village, and I knew of his property. 


quite a poor man. 

Q. (P. 32.) Well, I think it is competent for you to state, Mr. Gunning, what 
those coneli were which you reached. 

A. I will answer question in this way: In my remarks to Dr. Fierce on 
the occasion of hisielling me he would have to vote for Mr. PAYNE, among other 
things I said to him that he was bought with 30 pieces of silver; that he wasa 
coast SPAMMER Teeteastinesd Wes T absoluiely, whether through pas: 

my am convi al utely, whether through pas- 
tion, or by accident, or what, told about the truth. 

- When you made these statements to Dr. Fierce, what reply did he make? 

. He beeame sick, white as asheet, and answered not. I hadto 
take care of him and send him «way, and he went away and laid in bed fortwo 
days. He made no reply. : 


He was a poor man— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








1325 


Now, I wish tocall the attention of the Senate to the case of Mooney and 
Roche, because that has been considerably debated. Vernon E. Hanna, 
a man ‘‘sixty-six years old, soliciting for newspapers, for the Columbus 
Record and Market Reporter, resides in the city of Columbus.’’ He 
goes on tostate that he was at a hotel at the time of this caucus, that 
he roonied near Mooney and Roche; that they occupied the same room; 
that he, at the request of the landlord, sat up on the night of the cau- 
cus to let them in; that they came in about 4 o’clock in the morning; 
that he heard them discussing and quarreling over the question of 
money, about $50 that one had received more than the other; that one 
had received $350 and the other one only $300; that he opened the door 
at 4 o’clock and let them in. I am aware that the Senator from Colo- 
rado says that Mr. Mooney went before the committee and testified 
that there was no truth in that. Thé Senator said he testitied posi- 
tively he did not go to this house to board but he went somewhere 
else. The witness says he thinks he did not go to this house until the 
18th. He says, ‘‘I believe I did not go to the house until the 18th. 
He is only certain about one thing, and that was that be said nota 
word about money. 

Mr. TELLER. No; he is certain that he was not there the night of 
the caucus, and his room-mate, Mr. Harbaugh, swears that he was not 
there the night of the caucus. 

Mr. FRYE. But this gentleman swears that Mooney and Roche 
were there together and slept in the same room and he let them in. 
Now, on page 184 comes the landlord of the hotel, James Finley Brown, 
and he corroborates this man in his statement that Mooney and Roche 
were living at his house at that time, and he says he remembers the 
night of the caucus that this man sat up to let them in; that the man 
told him in the morning that he did let them in, and that it was 4 
o’clock before he did it. 

I wish to call attention to the testimony of Donavin, who never was 
alleged to be a drunkard until he made these charges. He was always 
regarded as a highly respectable Democrat. He was clerk of the Dem- 
ocratic Legislature for a number of years and was editor of the Co- 
lumbus Democratic paper, the only one I think there is there, and I do 
not know but what he is now. Donavin says: 

Senator Elliot informed me that in conversation with Mr. Cable and another 
senator that Mr. Cable acknowledged that he had received $5,000 for his vote. 

Again: 

W. I. McLyman voted for you for $2,500 and future prospects. 


Mr. TELLER. That is Donavin’s statement in the press. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not his sworn testimony. He did 
that in his testimony, for it is not his testimony. 

Mr. FRYE. It is testimony I am reading. 

Mr. LOGAN. We will see. 

Mr. FRYE. We will see. 

Q. When was it and where that Mr. Elliott informed you ef this confession of 
Mr. Cable? 

A. In the city of Washington, some time in the month of December. 
was just before the holidays, or in the holidays. 

How now? 

Q. In what year? 

A. The year just passed, 1885. 

Q. You say here that **W.H. McLyman voted for you for $2,500 and future 
prospects.”’ 

A. I got that information from two parties; 
of Toledo, 


not give 


I guess it 


one party is Michael Harriman, 


Now, the committee never summoned Michael Harriman, of Toledo, 
before it, and he never was there and testified. 

The other gentleman's name I will give you and you can summon him asa 
witness. Hetold me he was purchased, and it could be proved that he was. 
He did not name the amount though. 

* * 
You say, then, colonel, that ‘“‘O. B. Ramey voted for you for $,000 in 


oA 


hand 


paid.”’ What is your information concerning that? 

A. My information in regard to that isthe same as in regard to Mr. MecLy- 
man. 

Q. It came through the same source? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say “‘C. 8, Welsh is placed at $2,000." What is your authority for mak- 


ing that statement, that he is placed at $2,000? 

A. My authority for making that statement (the words “is placed,’ I guess I 
put in there myself. It was $2,000, the information came to me) came from two 
sources. One from Dan Grosvenor, and the sum was fixed by W, A. Taylor. 


Now, Dan Grosvenor was not before that committee. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. Taylor was, and denied it. 
Mr. FRYE. Denied that he fixed the sum? 


Mr. TELLER. Yes; and denied that he had any knowledge of tl 


matter at all. . 
Mr. FRYE: Dan Grosvenor was not there. 
Mr. TELLER. No; hewasnot. Idonot know wherehewas. His 


brother was there and testified about Welsh. 
Mr. FRYE. ILlask the Secretary to read the testimony of James 
Boyle, an honest man, a newspaper reporter, where I have marked it. 
Mr. TELLER. On what page? 
Mr. FRYE. Page 58. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Q. (By Chairman Cowe111.) Give us any information you have be 
this inquiry, where you obtained it, and from whom. 
A. Mr. Norton, correspondent of the Cleveland press,told me at the door of 


arlng on 
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the Neil House, I think, cn the occasion of the meeting of the Republican State 
central committee to fix the place for holding the last Republican State conven- 
tion, that, I understood him to cay. a partner of Mr. Foran (Co n Foray, 
of Cleveland), who was J think he said a Republican, had told fim a good story 
on Carron,I think that is his name,of Cleveland. I then remembered that I 
had heard something about Carron, and asked him for particulars. I recollected 
that Carron was here during the Senatorial fight, and was very active in behalf 
of Mr. Payne; and I was rather astonished at his taking such an interest, as he 
was a Republican. The story was this as told to me by Mr. Norton, and as cor- 
roborating what I had heard ina kind of afloating way. At the meeting of the 
Payne managers attention was drawn to the vociferousness of one member of 
the Legisiature, who was working in behalf of Pendleton; and it was stated 
that he was such a sharp talker and worker that it was necessary to silence 
him; that Mr. Carron was selected as the man to perform this office; that he 
was given a thousand dollarsto hand to thismember. Atalatermeeting of the 
PAYNE managers, complaint was made that this Pendletonian still raged, and it 
wasremarked that it was curiousthasheremained a Pendletonian in spite of the 
fact that he had got a thousand d A member of the cabal, if you may call 
it so, or one ofthe gentlemen inter in Mr. PAyxr’s election, went down to 
the lobby of the Neil House and secured this mossback and induced him to go 
down to the room of the Payne managers. He was there in the presence of Mr. 
Carron asked the straight question whether he had not received a thousand 
dollars. He declared he had not received a cent, Mr. Carron insisted that 
he had given him a thousand dollars to quit booming Pendleton. Th. two 
gentlemen quarreled and a scene occurred. To fix matters up, one of the 
Payne managers there and then gave this gentleman a thousand dollars. And 
it is still an open question (I am giving the story as told to me) whether 
Mr. Carron kept the thousand dollars and lied, or whether the Pendletonian 
lied. Shortly after this conversation with Mr. Norton, which, to the best of 
my recollection, was on that occasion when I was up in Columbus as polit- 
ical correspondent and as having some interest in the matter to be decided 
by the committee, I met Mr. Eck Heisley who saluted me, and, without any 
attempt on my part to draw him out, in most bitter and extravagant language, 
denounced the election of H. B. Payye as corrupt, and asked me whether I 
recollected a fight or row he had in the lobby of the Neil House with Senator 
Williams on that very question. I followed the conversation, and stated that I 
had written a pretty rich thing within the last two weeks about a townsman of 
his, a Republican, Senator Carron. He says: ‘‘Oh, yes; you mean that thou- 
sand-dollar story.” *‘ Well,” he says, ‘it is true.” He took such an interest in 
the matter because it had never been published. I believe in my publication 1 
stated that this story had never been published, although I had this information 
and had had for a long time, but I badme recollection of seeing it in print. Mr. 
Heisley urged me to send him a paper containing the account of it. He said 
every word of it wastrue. He took position against Mr. Carron in the matter. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish the Secretary to read further what ismarked at 
the bottom of page 57, showing the method which these agencies of the 
Standard Oil Company adopted in order to detect whetheror not a man 
who was purchased, paid the price by his vote. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Q. To further the PAYNE movement? 

A. Yes, sir. The storyin relation to which I had the memoranda was that 
Senator Elliott, after being electedas a Ward man, had been induced to promise 
to vote for Mr. Payne, but that the parties handling the money would not pay 
him. They did not pay, so it said, a number of other gentlemen, until after 
the vote in caucus; that Senator Elliott was to stand outside of the Neil House 
auda man was to come up to himand slip money into his hand if he voted for 
PAYNE; that he stood out there, but did not get pe amene. When he asked 
the parties about the money he was told that he did not vote for Payne but 
voted for Ward. There was a controversy over it in which Allen O. Myers cut 
quite a figure as to who Senator Elliott voted for. My information wasthatthe 
means by which it was discovered that Senator Elliott did not vote for PAYNE 
were these: Certain members being doubtful, that is, they had been induced to 
promise to vote for Paynn, but they fearing [the Payys managers] that they 
would go back on them, ballots had been handed about pre di; certain 
lines were drawn on these ballots. Then the end of the ballot prepared, con- 
taining a portion of these lines, were saved and the name of the suspected mem- 
ber to whom the ballot had been handed written on the torn off portion and 
preserved. My information was that in the rough the ballot was in this form: 
| Referring to a diagram.] It wasa fact, I believe, generally stated in the press 
at the time, and I believe is a fact, thatas soon asthe ballots were cast they were 


taken possession of by a member of the Payng adherents, generally stated to 
have been Mr. Myers, and by him sent over to the Neil House, and then the 


torn off edge was compared with the ballots. 


Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator ought not to object if I should 
ask to read a word or two from Mr. Elliott’sstatement. If he will not 
object I should like todoit. Itis the same Elliott of whom he speaks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. The question is: 

I believe you stated that you voted for Durbin Ward? 

A. Ves, sir 

Q. Did you vote in the caucus openly or secretly ? 


A. | held up my ballot that way [indicating] and says, “‘Here’s a vote for 
Ward if he never gets another!’ and I put it in the hat. 


There is a witness who testifies that this man told him so, and makes 
it as a big thing that he had voted for Ward. 

Mr. FRYE. Here is a Democratic member from Hocking County, 
Col. Seth Weldy, I understand one of the leading men, who states he 
was there and a part of this concern; that he saw a great deal, and that 
he made up his mind that money was used. The question was asked 
him. 


Q. While it is not evidence in the strict sense, yet I am going to ask you this 
question: Without absolute knowledge of the fact, did you believe that money 
was used to influence certain things of which we have Cee speaking, so as to 
amount to a conviction in your mind that such was the case? 

A. Well, that would not be strictly testimony, as I said here. I suppose that 
the committee ought to confine its questions, and the answers of the witness, I 
suppose, Ought to be confined, before a committee of this kind, to the rules 
which govern testimony in courts, probably. 

Q. We understand that, colonel. 

A. And my answer, whether in the negative or affirmative, would not assist 
any in the investigation here. 

Q. In other words, you would rather not answer that question? 

A. Well, I haven't much objection to answering it. I have repeatedly said, 
and I say now, that in my opinion there was money used. 
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Q. Yes, we have understood, colonel, that you have repeatedly said so, in yoy, 
own office, in your own town, on the streets of Colum to newspaper me, f 
and to other persons, and that you have frequently and repeatedly expresseq 
that opinion and conviction, so I simply wanted you to reaffirm that conyi:j, ‘ 
before this committee. - 

Q. (By Mr. Lz Bionp.) Now, I would ask you if that opinion and convictio, 
is not based wholly upon newspaper report and common conversations hie|(j «; 
the time of the contest? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Isn’t it based on common report? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Without any direct knowledge of the facts whatever, but itis sini; used 
upon rumors? 

A. It is based not upon rumors nor upon newspaper statements o 
It is based upon my own judgment of the circumstances. 


He was present all the time. 

Mr. TELLER. Had you not better read another sentence ? 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not care to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. Where he says he has no knowledge of any bribe: 
Mr. FRYE. Very well. He says further: 


A. Understand me,I Have no knowledge of any specific acts or facts cv 
ing «ny member or senator. 

Q. (By Chairman CowcIL..) But the conviction remains with you, you sa; 
colonel, that improper methods were employed in the Senatorial contest (/ 
1883-84? 

A. Well, what I would call improper methods would be using moncy. 

Q. Yes, that is what we mean. 

A. Lam opposed to all matters of that kind, and I introduced a bill, & 


Is there anything more the Senator wants me to read ? 

Mr. TELLER. No, that will do. 

Mr. FRYE. O. T. Gunning, a leading lawyer of Columbus, « Den 
ocratic lawyer, testifies on page 35: 


Q. You have no other way of accounting for these sudden conversions from 
the adherents of Pendleton to the adherents of PAYNE except upon that pre- 
sumption? 

A. I just have my belief about that matter from the circumstances. W liile 
is very probable in my mind that money was used somewhere, but I have never 
yet believed or thought that at the time it was used, however, it might have 
come to PAyNE’s knowledge afterward, that he knew anything about it at | 
time. Atthe time it was used I don’t think that Mr. Payne took any part ir 
the matter, but I thought it was entirely from another source, which, in looking 
over the whole field, every one ought to see. That is simply a belief that I hay 
had all along; but whether he was not afterward aware of it, and is aw 
it now, why, as a lawyer, I should say the circumstances are rather shaky u 
that point, but at the time I don’t think he knew it. 

Q. (By Mr. Tompxtns.) Were you of the opinion at the time that m 
used to secure votes for Mr. PAYNE? 

A. Yes, sir; Lam of that opinion. 

Q. And were you at that time? 

A. Iwas. It was based on these very sudden conversions. The case tliat I 
have related to you is sufficient to fix in any lawyer's mind the opinion that 
there was something more than simply moral persuasion. 

Q. It was a common report on the streets, in the hotel lobbies, and elsewhere 
that money was being used to secure Senatorial votes? 

A. Yes,sir. There was a common rumor to that effect, but we paid but | ti! 
attention to that, because it could very easily be started by the opposite party 
there was no trouble about that ; that might be started and permeate every cir 
and line of society. 

Q. (By Mr. Le Bonn.) That is a very common occurrence in politics, isi't 

A. Yes,sir; a very common occurrence in politics. 

Q. (By Chairman CowGiILu.) But as I understand you it was not run 
operated upon your mind? 

A. No,sir; notatall. It was certain facts that came to my mind, and th 
whelming circumstance was that of the personal knowledge I had of Ir. ! 
action in the matter. 

Q. (By Mr. Le Buionp.) Then I understand you that the case of Dr. F i: ras 
the principal fact that entered into your mind in arriving at a conclus the 
matter? 

A. That was the principal fact, but supplemented, as a matter of cours: 
similar results in other cases, in which I had no immediate connection. like « 
version of other men. 


There is the case of L. R. Bruner, which has been presented by the 
chairman of the committee, and by the Senator from Colorado; tliere 
are the additional cases on page 37 of this report submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, three more cases given by the gentlemen {rom 
the House of Representatives, Mr. BurrERWoRTH and Mr. Lirrct, 
making in all, as asserted by the chairman of the committee | \M. 
HoAR], twenty-one casesof alleged bribery. I wish also to call atten- 


tion to the case about which the Senator from Illinois made a good ea! 
of amusement for the galleries—the case of ‘‘Blank,’’ ‘Blank, 
“‘Blank.’? Iam happy to inform the Senator from Illinois that | am 
prepared to supply the blanks, so that the amusement will be 01 

Mr. LOGAN. Why was it not supplied to the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. I send to the desk to be read a letter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Cuas, T. Crarx, Esq., 
Attorney, Columbus, Ohio. 


Dear Caprarx: As the Cowgill committee is now investigating thc |’ 
Senatorial election I thought I would su to you “a pointer.” 

A few days after the caucus I had an interview with Hon. L. ©. Cole, 
sentative from Stark, and who, by the way, is an excellent gentleman, bo" 
his politics. 

Our representative, Dr. C. C. Stouffer, had been elected as a Pendleton 
and he agreed with McSweeney, Zimmerman, and others to support Pend: 
Se are before the caucus it was w that “Stouffer had been sec" 
and that he would vote for Payne. At was at once sent from here to 
Stouffer by the leading Democrats warn him such a course, and Zi 
merman and others at once went to Colum and saw Stouffer. He hoote: : 
the idea that he would vote for Payyz, and Zimmerman assured Pendleton (+! 
Stouffer would him, and Zimmerman then came home feeling con!cc'' 
that Stouffer not disappoint him. . 

All this I got from Zimmermanat thetime. At theinterviews between >‘ 
fer and John Zimmerman Mr. Cole was present as the friend of Pendieton. 
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Cole informed me that after this he kept an eye on Stouffer, and that 
8, up to within an hour of the caucus said he would support Pendleton. 

Asthe hour of meeti Cole noticed that Stouffer was not present, 
and he went to Stouffer's room at the hotel to bring him over. 

He there found him in company with one of the men who was handling the 
Payne boodle, and was much embarrassed at Cole’s appearance, but he went to 
the cauens with Cole, and on the way again asserted his allegiance to Pen- 
dieton. If I remember correctly, Cole said that they had printed ballots for 
both candidates and that he (Cole) gave S. a Pendleton ticket, but when the 
vote was taken Cole observed that S. wrote something on a piece of legal cap 
and then tore it off. He afterward discovered that S. put in the hat the same 
piece of paper, and then C. quietly went to Stouffer's desk and tore off a piece of 
the } cap large enough to include the small piece torn off by S. I think C. 
was one of the tellers. At any rate he got the ballot which fitted the piece of 
legal cap and which S. had voted, and found that Paynr’s name was on the bal- 


Now, 


The next week our Wayne County Democrat charged Stouff+r with having 
betrayed his friends, &e. Last fall Stouffer announced his name as a candidate 
for renomination, but the leading Pendleton men of the party made a ‘Coal Oil” 
attack on him and he withdrew. 

Mr. Cole said to me that Stouffer had been bought. 

Whilst I don’t care to be known in this matter, yet you may use this if it will 
aid the committee. I think John Zimmerman ought to be subpeenaed. 


Very truly, 
JAMES B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot think it is fair for the Senator to put in these 
things that have not been before the committee, without at least allow- 
ing Mr. Cole to be heard, who was before the Ohio committee. Mr. 
Cole said before that committee: 

I won’t say, in my judgment, there were any improper influences brought to 
bear in the se corrupting members. I want to be distinctly understood 
now as disclaiming any reflection upon any member being improperly infiu- 
enced. I say this, that I doubt whether or not the members were corrupted, in 
the sense of using money corruptly to induce them to vote for Mr. Payyz, but 
Isay that sentiment was manufactured by the bringing in of great delegations 
from every part of the State in the interest of Mr. Payyr, and were kept here 
towork upsentiment for him. I think theirexpenses were paid and they were 
brought here by the corporations of the State. 

This is the same witness of whom I spoke, who said he found it diffi- 
eult himself to keep from being a PAYNE man. 

Mr. FRYE. Isee hedid. Mr. President, I have been over the tes- 
timony which the Legislature sent to us and about which it has been 
asserted over and over again here, that there was no testimony, that 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of the committee, de- 
elared there was no testimony. He made no such declaration; there 
has been no such declaration on the part of either of the members of 
the minority; on the contrary, both have declared from the beginning 
that there was testimony enough to justify an investigation. I have 
been over it, grouped it here so that it might be seen at a glance what 
there was before that legislative committee, which, while it perhaps 
would not properly con®ict those members, would clearly justify, and 
not only justify but compel, an investigation on the part of the United 
States Senate into the seat occupied by the Senator from Ohio and into 
the question of corruption. But the testimony in this case was not 
limited to that report. There were other cases presented in the report 
of the committee; there were seven more cases, which were read by the 
Senator from Ohio in his speech, presented, after this report was made, 
by the Representatives of the State of Ohio from the other House; and 
I will not occupy the attention of the Senate further with them. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another thing I will call the attention of 
Senators to. I do not think public opinion is to be disregarded. I do 
not believe that a Senate can disregard it, or any man despise it. I 
believe that public opinion, as a rule, is an opinion which is entitled 
to the greatest weight, and ordinarily—not always—is entirely justified 
by the evidence on which it is founded. Mr. President, the press 
largely represents public opinion, oftener represents it, than creates it. 
I propose to read some of these extracts, which gentlemen do not like, 
from Democratic newspapers. I am going to do it even at the risk—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will not allow the Senator to say I do not like 
them. Everybody can see how unfair it is to read them and say that. 
Iam quite willing the Senator may proceed to read them. 

Mr. FRYE. I said some ‘‘gentlemen;’’ I did not say the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I will claim the right whenever the Senator “does it 
to call attention to the balance of the testimony. 

3 LOGAN. What gentleman does the Senator from Maine al- 
ude to? 

Mr. FRYE. ‘That is not necessary for me to say. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to know if you allude to me? 

Mr. FRYE. No; because the Senator made a speech—— 

_ Mr. LOGAN. If yon did, I only say I have never objected to read- 
ing any extracts from newspapers, Democratic or Republican. 

Mr. FRYE. ——during which heread a heap of them, which I would 
not have read under any circumstances. 

Mr. LOGAN. I read those on your side of the case—articles written 
for the of destroying as good Republicans as you are. 

Mr. E I will read from the Clinton County Democrat, Wilming- 
ton, Clinton County, January 19, 1884, a Democratic paper: 
oe nomination of Mr. Paywe of itself would signify no harm to the party ; 


his nomination is what every well-thinking mind can not but admit—the 


fruits of methods. * * * Asa Democrat we repudi 
pudiate the corrupt 
methods of, what le clear to every decent mind, a purchased nomination. 


Democratic authority. 
and purification is what is now wanted. 
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Again, on January 18, 1884, this Democratic paper says: 

The Cleveland Plaindealer says ‘‘ Mr. PAYNE succeeded because he had the 
most votes.” The crying shame isthe manner in which the most votes were ob- 
tained. That's what's the matter 

From the Banner, Mount Vernon, Knox County, a Democratic organ, 
January 10, 1884: 


It is painful and humilating to record the fact, but it rtheless true, that 
a considerable number of members who went to Columbus professing to be the 
friends of either Pendleton or Ward, by some mysterious influence or agency, 
were as suddenly con Ito Payne as Pau i to Christianity on 
his way to Damas« 


is neve 


erte 


Was Cony 


Not in the same w though, I guess. 


Had there been an open balot, as was desired by the friends of Ward and Pen* 
dleton, there would no doubt have been a different result; but behind the secret 
ballot the recreant members took refuge and betrayed their trust. For the man 
who voted for Mr. PAYN! have the high 
est respect. But for the have no other 
feeling than loathi: 


ay, 


1s a matter of duty 
men who sold their v 


i conten 


and conviction, we 
es for money we 









For these men th will be ¢ eafte \ vestigation will no doubt take 
place, and startling revelations be made, & 
From the Cambridge Jeffersonian, another Democratic paper in 


Guernsey County, January 17, 1884: 
Mr. PAYNE could not 





have been made Senator from Ohio with, as is the case 
nine-tenths of the Democratic voters of the State against his selection, except 
by the use of corrupting influence to an extent heretofore unknown in the pel- 
itics of the State, and which went to such dirty depths as to astound and shock 
the sentiment of justice which prevails among all honest 

Again: 

The Democracy of Ohio has until now been free from the demination of bri 
ing cash; but when it fella prey to the mercenaries, it fell to a depth which 
would degrade the worst Republican coterie of bribe-givers and bribe-takers 
which ever invaded the capital of any State. This is written in sorrow 


Now, from the Greenville Democrat, in Darke County, another Demo- 
cratic paper, January 16, 1884: 
The defeat of Pendleton 


* 


will be and remain a |! 
the miserable 


vathing stigma upon 
val career of mercenary purchased of the 
so-called representatives of the tr just, and ever anti-monopoly Democrac\ 
of Ohio. There is no excuse, no explanation, or even palliation of the infamy 
which can be rendered an intelligent public. For base political outrage it 1 
without a parallel in our history. 






Again, from the Butler County Democrat, of Hamilton, Butler County, 
January 17, 1884, a Democratic paper: 


It might be hard to prove that the Standard Oil Company used money to elect 
H. B. Payne, but Democrats went out from Columbus to all parts of the Stat 
with the firm and honest conviction that it did 

From the Delaware Herald, Delaware County, January 24, 1884, a 


Democratic paper: 

No Democrat who has the future welfare of the party at heart and Joyes th: 
institutions of his country but feels saddened and heartsick at the result of the 
Democratic legislative caucus at Columbus Tuesday night of the 8th instant 
All the traditionary principles of the party were ignored and its futureinterests 
jeopardized by the men chosen by it to represent and uphold its great principles 
in the legislative halls of the State. These mercenary wretches, who would, 
like Esau, sell their country for a mess of pottage, and, like Judas, betray their 
God for money, sacrificed the interests of the party they professed fealty to for 
a money consideration to a corrupt ring, and thereby prove reereant to the sa- 
ered trusts imposed in them and false to their duty and to the 
country. 

The Van Wert Times, January, 1884, a Demo 

And thus has the machinery of an overshadowing, tyrannical, corrupt, and 
grasping corporation triumphed over the ingenuous, honest counsels of the rank 
and file ofthe Democracy of Ohio. The money gods 
another victory. We do not hold Mr. PAYNE responsible f 
which secured his election. 

Again, from the Experiment, Norwalk, Huron County, January 19, 
1884, a Democratic paper: 


interests of their 


paper, said: 


roti 
Pau 





can now 
yr the evil influences 


score 


It is Standard Oil that made Payxsg Senator, which, b« ¢ fairly and liberal! 
interpreted, means money. That tells the whole story 
From the Spirit of Democracy, Woodsfield, Monroe County, January 
15, 1884: 
We were present at the Senatorial! contest in Columbus last week 
* * 
The Standard Oil combination made use of every known means to obtain votes 


for their candidate. They feared the people, and through a packed caucus <« 
mittee fixed the nominating caucus for Tuesday evening, the 8th instant 
obtained more than cnough to nominate on the first ballot 
them is no seeret,and the methods and means emplo; 
stigma: upon the fair fame of the Democracy of Ohio. 


om- 
They 
How they obtained 
e a disgrace and : 





ed 





Again, from the Troy Democrat, Miami County, January 1884: 

The Democratic party will gain nothinginthisevent. Intheelection of Pays» 
they sacrifice much that Pendleton achieved for his party, by placing it upon 
platform of justice to every man; securing to every son of America equal rig 
to hold an office, based on qualification. It is a warof monopoly a 
government—the Standard Oil Company, worth its untold millions, 
friend of the people. 

So I might go on reading. Ivwillreadonly oneortwomore. I now 
read from the Catholic Universe, Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, Janu- 
ary 18, 1884: 

This Columbus debauch is no surprise to us. For years we have seen the evil 
trail of these monopolies and corporations in Cleveland, dictating our Demo- 
cratic local politics while preparing to grasp the State organization, and inthe 
end to clutch at the very throat of the Democratic party in its ‘“‘ national "’ co 











st hon 


st 
tinst the 


vention. We have witnessed how the money power wielded lash and bribe till 
an independent, manful Democratic politician of prominence in this city isa 
rarer bird than a white crow, or a swallow in winter. 

So we are not surprised that Senator Williams, of this city, who, when nomi- 


nated, was a declared free-trader and friend of Durbin Ward—so it has been 
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publicly stated—was converted as suddenly as Saul of Tarsus,and donned the 
Standard Oil collar as gracefully as Mayor Farley has ever worn it, 


I next read from the Cincinnati News-Journal, Hamilton County, | 
Ohio, January 9, 1884, as follows: 


Bad men, corrupt men, men who, by meansof money orability to use the bum- 
mer element for their own ends, have acquired briefstanding, place, and power; 
men who, stripped of money, would be the tag end of the lowest element in 
society, have made it necessary to expose their foul doings. Ina few daysthey 
will be ‘complaining bitterly of exposure, and denouncing those who have ex- 
posed their rascality for disgracing the Democratic party. The public fortu- 
nately no longer doubts. 


Again I quote from the same paper: 


The work is done, and the sale iscomplete. Bosses and monopolies and rings 
for the control of political patronage have won a complete victory in a Legis- 
lature clected by the people struggling against bosses, monopolies, and spoils 


rings. They have not yet gained a victory over the unpurchasable Democratic 
people of Ohio. Money has been shamefully used to buy a seat in the Senate 
by men professing to be of the party which opposes the use of moncy in pol- 


itics. 
From the Columbus Times, Franklin County, January 19, 1884, 1 
read: 

Thirty pieces of silver bought Judas Iscariot, the arch-traitor. But it cost the 
Stendard Oil-McLean faction a much larger bundle to subvert the will of the 
people, 

Report of the caucus which elected Henry B. PaAyxe United States Senator, 
and sold out the Democracy to the money power. 

I read now from the Bohemian, Columbus, January, 1884: 


The Democrats of Ohio have howled against monopoly for the last twenty 
years, and when the opportunity came for them to give monopoly a stinging 
blow and at the same time reward one of their true and tried leaders they sell 
themselves out for a few shining dollars and crown monopoly king. Fie,on 
such men! When such noble and able leaders as Thurman, Ward, Converse, 
Geddes,and Mo n are cast aside for the sake of pelf and personal interest it 
is high time for the honest voter to act for himself and see that such men as are 
willing to sell themselves for a dollar or so are let severely alone. There wasa 
time when a poor man stood some show in Democratic politics, but that time 
has passed. Democracy has joined hands with monopoly, and hereafter no poor 
Democrat need apply for favors. 

The Clermont Sun, a Democratic paper, of Batavia, Clermont County, 
in January, 1884, said: 

If Mr, Pendleton is defeated it will be by some bargain and sale, or low trick- 
ery. through a secret ballot that conceals and covers up legislators who have 
sold themselv es, like Judas, to betray Ohio’s honored Senator. 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] read the letter of Allen G. 
Thurman. I call his attention to what Judge Thurman said in the 
Columbus Times January 9, 1884, the day after the caucus. Judge 
Thurman was there during this controversy, and knew all about it. 
Ife is not a man to jump at conclusions, nor is he a man carried away 
by prejudice or enthusiasm. He says: 

The Democratic clock net back four years, and corruption is given a new 
leasehold inourland. Syndicates purchase the people’s agents, and honest men 
etand aghast. 

Judge Thurman ought to have an opportunity to come before a Sen- 
atorial committee and give the facts on which he based that plain, clear 
statement of his judgment. 

Again, Judge McKemy, a judge of the court of common pleas of 
Butler County, who is a good Democrat, says: 

Why, it was no caucus—t’was only a sale with but one bidder. 

Judge Coryell, a leading Democrat of Adams, says: 


Such infamous corruption I never saw in forty years of public life. 


He ought to go before a Senatorial committee and tell them what he 
saw to justify that statement about his party friends. Again, E. K. 
Heisley, a leading Democrat of Cleveland, thinks ‘‘such a nomination, 
procured by such methods, a stench in the nostrils of honest men.’’ 

Colonel Mosher, of Morrow, a leading Democrat, wants it understood 
that the bosses may purchase a Senatorship, but the people will never 
ratify the sale. 

I could read a great many more extracts from Democratic papers, and 
they are healthy extracts to read. They give me a new respect for the 
Democratic party of Ohio. 

Mr. President, there is the evidence; there is the public opinion of 
the State of Ohio, as expressed in the Democratic ne pers of the 
State, a majority of them; there is the expression of all the Repub- 
lican newspapers in the State read here by the Senator from Ohio; 
there are the resolutions of the Republican editors of Ohio, read also 
in this presence; there is the declaration of the senate and house of 
representatives of Ohio, the declaration of the Republican central com- 
mittee, the declaration of a convention, and yet Senators say there is 
nothing presented here which justifies the United States Senate in 
making an inquiry as to whether or not these things are so. I admit, 
sir, thatif the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] was on trial, they would 
not justify his conviction, because there isnota thing there that touches 
the skirts of his garments. I yield to no man in my respect for the 
Senator from Ohio. I served with him in the House of Representatives. 
I believe him to be a man of the strictest integrity, and the — thing 
that has ever shaken my confidence in him, is ee —— 
storm of testimony, of assertion, of resolutions of Legislature and con- 
vention and committees, of denunciations of Democratic newspapers, 
he could content himself to sit here in the United States Senate with- 
out promptly demanding an in n which should show to the 
world that his skirts were clean from all this foul stuff. 
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I believe in the history of the United States there never has been |); 
| one case before where a charge affecting the personal character of a x, en- 
| ator or his right to his seat has been made that he has not hinse! 
promptly demanded that the charge should be investigated, and 1 
the truth should be known; and yet here, with Ossa piled on Pelion, jp 
vestigation upon investigation, denunciation upon denunciation, :, reso 
Jution upon reso“ution, the Senator from Ohio has not demanded a1 jp. 
vestigation, but, on the contrary, his party friends in this House hay. 
insisted that no investigation shall be had. 
I say, sir, with pain in my heart, that there is nothing in this w) 
| transaction that has touched in the remotest degree my respect for « 


my confidence in the Senator from Ohio except this silence under thes 
charges. Howany Senator, taking a seat in this Chamber, could ca!m|y 
consent to occupy that seat an hour without demanding indignantly ay 
investigation is certainly beyond my comprehension; and I say that there 
is noSenator within my knowledge, on that side or on this side, who un- 
der the same circumstances could hold his seat in silence and retain 
unshaken confidence. 

Mr. President, if I had not felt exceedingly cramped for time, knov.- 
ing that I was keeping from the floor the distinguished Senator {rom 
New York [Mr. Evarts], and that the hour was getting late, | should 
have presented this case in better form. It was not my intention to 
speak, but a Senator and some gentlemen from the other House de- 
sired me to go over this evidence and I have done so, not from a wish 
to participate in this debate, for to me there is nothing ef pleasure in 
it. I voted for an investigation, and to me nothing on earth could be 
more painful as a legislative duty than an investigation into a matter 
of this kind. But, sir, duties must be performed however disagree- 
able their performance may be. Public life is not one of pleasur: 

Neither I nor any Senator could be induced to vote for this investi- 
gation by any motive whatsoever other than from astern sense of duty 
and thesafety ofthe Republic. Surely no committee of this body would 
be eager to enter upon such an inquiry, affecting so seriously an hon- 
ored Senator and a respected friend. 

Bat, sir, in my opinion the United States Senate will be derelict 
duty, will fall infinitely below its proper place in the Republic, i 
der these statements it fails to make inquiry further into this all: 
corruption. 

The result of that inquiry, I sincerely hope, will relieve the Senator 
[Mr. PAYNE], restore the confidence of the people of Ohio, and com- 
mend the Senate anew to the Republic. Butif, on the contrary, it 
shall satisfy the Senate that corruption has entered its Chamber; that 
money has purchased a seat there, and then shall declare that dis- 

and degraded seat vacant, it will have served magniticently 
well our beloved country. 

Sir, if popular government is still an experiment and shall beconie a 
failure, that failure will be the legitimate result of unfaithfal citizenship 
If this Republic shall be wrecked on the shoals, the rock on which it 
breaks shall be named ‘‘ corruption of the ballot.’? The ballot-box 
the fountain-head of a government of the people; whosoever defiles that, 
destroys the whole. 

The Senate can e in no holier, no more responsible duty than 
to devote itself to a work which, however painful and Smereesd ible 
may result in a warning, a terrible warning, which shall sound from t! 
East to the West, from the North to the South, declaring, with no un- 
certain voice, that the corruption by money power of the citizen at the 
polls or of the legislator in a State, must stop at once and foreve: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not 
adjournment until we conclude this cdse. I understand the Senat 
frow New York [Mr. EvArts] desires to speak and that he has the 
closing argument. 

Mr. HALE. If we do not sit to-night we shall run on for a we 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the burden of the speeches which ~ uve 
been addressed to the Senate on the other side has been very large 
attack upon me, a misconception or misunderstanding of my o 
position before the committee, and a misconception or misunder rs 
ing of the arguments which Ir had the honor to address to the Senat: 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please be in orde! 

Mr. HOAR. I had expected to reply, to oceupy half an ho' 
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un- 
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three-quarters of an hour in that, which I think no Senator woud 
deny was fair and proper, considering the large number of spec is 
that have been made on the other side; but I am so anxious to}! 
mote the convenience of the Senate, so near the close of the session, «! 


= this heated term, that I will Tefrain from that privilege 
should come up hereafter which will require it. 
Mr. PUGH. 4s far as I am concerned I am very anxious that 
vote should be taken on this matter to-night, but it is with the Senate. 
If it is their to have it go over until to-morrow with the c™ 
tainty that case will be considered to-morrow and closed, | have 
no objection, but T insist, eo far as lam concerned, upon the con: 
sion of the case without adjournment. 
Mr. ALLISON. If we can have an understanding to-night that ° 
1 o'clock to-morrow a vote shall be taken upon this question, it W! 


unless 
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Lilt 
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snit me. We can begin at 11 to-morrow, and that will give two hours. 
If we can have a vote to-morrow at 1 o’clock, I shall not ask that the 
civil bill be taken up before that time. 

Mr. HOAR. What about the Calendar? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know what we shall do about the Calendar. 
I desire that this matter shall be commenced in the morning immedi- 
ately after the ordinary morning business, and that we take the vote 
at 1 o’elock. 

Mr. PUGH. With the understanding that we commence the con- 
sideration of this case at 11, I will agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no arrangement about the 
Calendar for to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not seem to me that we ought to limit the 
time for taking the vote. ‘The Senator from New York (Mr. Evarts] 
expects tobe heard. I think the proper way would be to take the vote 
at the conclusion of his speech, and not limit him to any particular 
time. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have consulted the Senator from New York, and 
I made the suggestion with a view of giving the Senator from New 
York time to conclude his remarks. I understand from him that the 
time I have indicated will be ample. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the arrangement 
proposed by the Senator from lowa’ 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I wish to absolutely cut off the right 
to say anything. 

Mr. ALLSION. Well, I will say half past 1. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not expect to speak at all. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say before any agreement is come to on this 
matter that I wish to occupy about ten minutes of the time of the Sen- 
ate before I give my vote on this subject. I think we can very well em- 
ploy the time to-night, by returning here after a recess, in hearing the 
speech of the Senator from New York and any other that may be made 
and may dispose of this question to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Iowa that a vote be taken on this question 
to-morrow at 1 "| 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts objected to that, 
if I eorrectly understood him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Massachusetts will with- 
draw his objection. 

Several SENATORS. Half past 1. 

Mr. HOAR. My dbjection does not relate to the time at all. What 
I have to say is this: I have not the slightest expectation of addressing 
the Senate again on this subject, though I had prepared some notes 
which would involve half or three-quarters of an hour. 

I think itis due to the convenience of the Senate that I should 
forego that privilege under the circumstances. I do not suppose there 
is the slightest probability that I shall desire to speak, but I do not 
propose, considering the course this debate has taken, to put myself in 
a position where if any statement is made hereafter in regard to my 
position like that made by the Senator from Louisiana or the Senator 
from Illinois or anybody else, my mouth is to be shut, that I am to 
agree that I shall have no right to speak on this question after a par- 
ticular moment, or after the Senator from New York has got through. 
At the same time I say in all good faith that I have not the slightest 
expectation that any such thing will happen, but I do not think I 
ought to be cut off. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I propose this: That after the Sen- 
ator from New York shall have concluded his remarks the Senator from 
Massachusetts shall be entitled, if he desires it, to three-quarters of an 
hour to reply—he holds the affirmative of this proposition, and accord- 
ing to the ordinary rules of fair play he is entitled to a reply—and 
that then the vote be taken. 

Mr. BUTLER: I object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam bound to say in all good faith, though I agree 
with the Senator from Vermont as to my right, that the question came 
up between me and the Senator from New York in private, and I agreed 
with him that I should submit to the Senator from Alabama whether 
entitled to reply or not, and the Senator from Alabama decided 
not, and I am bound therefore not to put it on that ground. 
MUNDS. I understand objection is made to my proposition. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection has been made to the propo- 

the Senator from Vermont. 
I regret personally to come so much into the arrange- 
oe rae the argument on the of the ma- 

r from Alabama [Mr. Pucu] did not desire 
speech in the case and I desired to make but one 
case. Ido not understand that I am departing at all 
course of debate here, that the majority which 
the right to close it. Everybody has a right to reply 
Senator has a right to as much as he pleases; 
was a matter of private ion between the Sen- 
Massachusetts and myself, and whether he accepted that view 
so Later he has informed me that as it was get- 
thought he would not speak at all before me. Now he 
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suggests that if it goes over until to-morrow, then what he said to me 
that he would not speak before me ought not to bind him in regard to 
the disposition to speak before me to-morrow if he so desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to save the time of the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then when I am understood to have closed the de- 
bate for the majority report every Senator has a right to speak, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts has intimated very properly that he would 
like to reserve the right to reply if he thinks it is required. Under 
these circumstances, Mr. President, it will be quite safe to take the vote 
at two hours after we start, with the understanding that the two hours 
are not out until I have got through. [Laughter. | 

Mr. ALLISON. That brings it to half past 1 o’clock. Now I ask 
again unanimous consent that the vote be taken to-morrow on this ques- 
tion at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HOAR, I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President, I give notice that to-morrow 
morning after the morning business is concluded I will test the sense 
of the Senate as to whether the appropriation bills are to be passed or 
not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
jection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
(‘‘Ne.??} 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from New York has said 
(which I had not heard when I objected) that he expects to get through 
at 1 o’clock to-morrow. If that is true, my belief is that we can take 
the vote at once; and I will certainly make no objection to a proposi- 
tion to take the vote at half past 1. 

Mr. EVARTS. Provided we start at some time or other. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to put the question on 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will put the question again. 
Is there objection to fixing the time for taking the vote on this ques- 
tion at 2 o’clock to-morrow. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. CALL. I object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 23, 1886, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 


Is there objection ? 


Regular order. 
The Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his ob- 


I think there was objection on the other side. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 22, 1886. 
‘The House met at 11 o’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BuULLocK. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
HARBOR OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. BURLEIGH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the RecorD the following resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York and memorial of merchants of New York city im 
regard to New York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: { 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

At a joint session of the executive committee and the committee on the har- 
bor of the chamber of commerce, held Thursday, June 10, 1886,the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted : 

Resolved, That these committees learn with pleasure and gratitude that through 
the efforts of Senator WARNER MILLER an appropriation of $1,000,000 has been 
placed in the river and harbor bill for the improvement of New York Harbor/ 
And we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to the discre- 


tion and judgment of the Secretary of War, but not be entirely confined to any 
one locality or plan of improvement. 
Attest: CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
Chairman Executive Cor itee. 
4. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman Committee on the Hart 


New YORK, June 11, 1886. 

To the honorable the Commerce Committee of the United States Senate: 

By and with the consent of General Newton and the Board of Engineers. hav- 
ing put into the river and harbor bill an admendment appropriating $1,000,000 for 
commencing the permanent work of deepening the water over Sandy Hook 
Bar to 30 feet at low tide, the undersigned, merc ts of New York, hereby ex- 
press their approval of the same, and respectfully request the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from this State to doall in their power to secure the passage of 
this nv ede f the Senate, and also the concurrence of the House therein. 

The undersi believe this to be of paramount importance, not only to the 
commerce of this city but to that of the entire country, 

Dated New York, June 14, 1886, 


Hi. H. Ware, Cotton Exchange; Lehman Brothers, 40 Exchange Place ; ‘I’. 
FP. Russell, 80 Cotton Exchange; Charles Messick, 90 Cotton Exchange ; 
Louis G. Schiffer, 12 Old Slip; E. R. Robertson, 26 Cotton Exchange ; 
Thomas M. Robinson & Co., 135 Pearl street ; H. M. Le Count, Cotton Ex- 
change; Liegf.Gruner & Co.,@ Broad street; Mohr Hammond, Cotton 
Exchange Building; C. Otho C. Miller,18 Beaver street; Jno. I’. Blair, 
1 William street; Thomson & Foote,72 Cotton Exchange; Harry Harts 
& Co.,8 So, William street ; W. W. Hill, jr., New York Cotton Exchange ; 
A.N. Bette: , New York Cotton Exchange; E. H. Skinker, New York Cot- 
ton Exchange; H, M. Craus, New York Cotton Exchange; Woodward 
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& Stillman, l6and 18 Exchange Place ; J, B. Guest, Cotton Exchange; R. 
Macready & Co., Cotton Exchange; Ralli Brothers, 13-15 Old Slip; Ditt- 
man & Untfelder,70 Broad street; J. A.W. Wemnan, Cotton Exchange ; 
V.and A. Meyers & Co., 88 Exchange Place; Walla T. Miller & Co., 5 
Hanover street; Waldron & Taintor, Cotton Exchange; H. W. Farley, 
116 Pearl street; Robt, L. Hill, Cotton Exchange; Hopkins Dwight & 
Co., Cotton Exchange; Geo. Copeland & Co.,134 Pearl street ; Gwath- 
mey & Bioss, 123 Pearl street; R.J. Wingate, 54 Broad street; Faule & 
Wakefield, Cotton Exchange ; Sondheim Brothers, 70 and 72 Broad street ; 
Latham, Alexander & Co., 16 Wall street ; Jas. F. Wurman & Co., 113 Pearl 
street; Oscar Ilackman, 4 Exchange Court; Wellington Crosby, Cotton 
Exchange; D. C. Hopkins, 8 So. William street; P.C. Royce, 125 Pearl 
street; Henry ©. Perkins, 125 Pearl street; J. Lloyd Abbot, Cotton Ex- 
change; W. N. Curdy, 8 Old Slip; Charles A. Tronp & Co., 21 Beaver 
street; E. Leber, 3 William street; J. Luther Britton, 215 Produce Ex- 
change; Thomas A. McIntyre, 211 and 212 Produce Exchange; J. W.M. 
Youngly, Produce Exchange; R. L. Engs; H. E. Call, 16 Beaver street; 
Henry Allen & Co.; C.J. Power Son & Co.; G. K. Clark, jr., 204 Produce 
iixchange; C. R. Heikex; R. P. Clapp, 205 Produce Exchange; J. H. He- 
mick & Co.,107 Produce Exchange. 

The Commerce Committee of the United States Senate having put into the 
river and harbor bill an amendment appropriating $1,000,000 for commencing 
the permanent work of deepening the water over Sandy Hook bar to 30 feet at 
low tide, the undersigned, merchants of New York, hereby express their ap- 
proval of the same, and respectfully request the Senators and Representatives 
from this State to do all in Gabrpouds to secure the passage of this amendment 
by the Senate, and also the concurrence of the House therein. 

The undersigned believe this to be of paramount importance rot only to the 
commerce of this city but to that of the entire country. 

Dated New York, June 9, 1886. 

Bliss, Fabyan & Co., 117 Duane street; Smith, Hogg & Gardner, 115 Worth 
street; Jay, Langam & Co., 108 Worth street; Lewis Brothers & Co., 86 
Worth street; A.D. Juilliard & Co.,66 and 68 Worthstreet; W.L. Strong 
& Co., 75 Worth street; H. B. Claflin & Co,, 228 Church street; Inman, 
Swann & Co., Cotton Exchange; Sam. D. Babcock, 32 Nassau street; 
Brown Brothers & Co., 59 Wall street; Drexel, Morgan & Co., 23 Wall 
street; Ammidown & Smith, 87 Leonard street; Morton, Bliss & Co., 28 
Nassau street; Jesse Seligman & Co., 21 Broad street; McKesson & Rob- 
bins, 91 Fulton street; Schultz, Inness & Co., 111 Cliff street; Phelps, 
Dodge & Co.,11 Cliff street; A. H. Low & Brothers,31 Burling Slip; Oel- 
richs & Co., 2 Bowling Green; F. H. Parker, New York Produce Exchange 
Bank; L. Ff. Holman, 2 Starr street; Franklin, Edson & Co., 435 Produce 
Exchange; J. Edson Lowe, Pier 39, North River; 5S. Jacoby,347 Prod- 
uce Exchange; Jas. McGee,75 New street; Wm. T. Wardweil, 75 New 
street; The Devoe Manufacturing Company, by Jos. H. Lecour, secre- 
tary, 75 New street; Melmine, Bodman & Co,, 401 Produce Exchange; 
E. Annan, 101 Produce Exchange; H. O. Armour, Produce Exchange ; 
Sanger, Wallace & Co., 18 Broadway; David Dow, jr., Produce Ex- 
change 


REBECCA STRAIT. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
9929) granting a pension to Rebecca Strait; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. BEAN. I ask unanimous consent to have taken up and put on 
its passage now the bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricopa and Pheenix 
Railway Company of Arizona the right of way through the Gila River 
Indian reservation. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
the interstate-commerce bill I must ask for the regular order. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. REAGAN). Withdraw the demand. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the bill can be voted on without debate I will 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. 
that. 

Mr. COX. I want the report read. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. JAMES. 


1 will ask 





The Chair can not of course speak in regard to 


1 would like to have the report read. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is only four lines long. 

Mr. JAMES. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the report. 

There being no further objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORIAL LAWS. 
Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5179) entitled “An act to prohibit 
the passage of local or special Jaws in the Territories of the United States,” after 
n full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert at 
the end of section 3 except that in addition to any indebtedness for 
such purposes the Legislature may authorize a loan for the erection of penal, 
charitable, or educational institutions for such Territory if the total indebted- 
ness of the Territory is not thereby made to exceed 1 percent. upon the assessed 
value of the taxable property in such Territory as shown by the last general 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


In order that we may continue the consideration of 


eS 


assessment for taxation,and nothing in this act shall be construed to pro} 
the refunding of any existing indebtedness of such Territory or of any polit 
or municipal corporation, county, or other subdivision therein ;"’ and the ~; 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the s, 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike , 
the word ‘‘two,” in section 4, and insert *‘four;” and at the end of sect i; 
sert the following: * That nothing in this act contained shall be so const: 
as to affect the validity of any act of any Territorial Legislature hereto: 
enacted, or of any obligations existing or contracted thereunder, nor to prix 
the issuing of bonds already contracted for in pursuance of express provi. 
of law, nor to prevent any Territorial Legislature from legalizing the acts «/ 
county, municipal corporation, or subdivision of any Territory as to any |! 
heretofore issued or contracted to be issued ;"’ and the Senate agree to the « 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the s 
numbered 7,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement totheamendment of the sc; 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
the word “law,” where the same occurs the second time in section 
words “of Congress;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
WILLIAM D. HILL, 
Managers on the part of the I 
BEN. HARRISON, 
M. C. BUTLER, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON 
Managers on the part of the 8 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the committee of conference 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill H. R.5179, entitled A: 
to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories of the United 
States,"’ submit the following explanation of the effect of the amendn 
ageed to by the committee of conference : 

The fifth amendment of the Senate prohibited Territorial Legislatures f 
incurring any indebtedness except to meet casual deficits, to pay the interes 
upon the Territorial debt, to suppress insurrection, and to provide for the ) 
lie defense. The House agrees to this amendment with an amendment to | 
effect that in addition to any indebtedness created for such purposes the [cis 
lature may authorize a loan for the erection of penal, charitable, or educations! 
institutions for such Territory if the total indebtedness of the Territory is no 
thereby made to exceed 1 per cent. of the assessed value of the taxable property 
in such Territory. The act is not to be construed to prohibit the refunding 
existing indebtedness. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate prohibited counties and municipali 
from incurring indebtedness beyond 2 per cent. of the assessed value of t!i 
able property of the Territory. This amendment is amended by strikin, 
“two” and inserting ‘‘four;"’ making the limit of such indebtedness 4 ; 
cent.,and providing that the validity of existing indebtedness or obligat 
shall not cone be impaired. 

The seventh amendment enlarged the general law applicable to Territo: 
so as to authorize general incorporation laws to be passed to include sor 
subjects specified, in harmony with the spirit of the general law. 

The other amendments submitted to conference were merely forma), «i! 
agreed to by the House managers. 

The bill as amended will have a very important bearing upon the futur 
the Territories, and result in checking and preventing reckless and burden 


legislation. 
WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
WILLIAM D. HILL, 
Managers on the part of the Ho 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Colorado, one of the man- 
agers on the part of the House, is absent sick. He has agreed to t 
recommendations of the conference committee, but was not presen! 
when it was finally submitted for signature. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the : 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be aid 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of submitting « 
privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send the report to the de- 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to reserve the right to make a point of or- 
der against that report if it is the bill I think it is. 

The SPEAKER. This is the bill to impose a tax upon oleomarg: 
rine. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
privileged report. 


Then I make the point of order that it is not 4 


The SPEAKER. On what ground? 
Mr. DUNHAM. The forty-ninth clause of Rule XI provides as (o!- 
lows: 


The following-named committces shall have leave to report at any tin 
the matters herein stated, namely: 

The Committee on Elections, on the right of a member to his seat. 

This is certainly not a-report from the Committee on Elections, 10! 
has it anything to do with the right of a member to his seat. 


The Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenuc. 

This report does not come from the Committee on Ways and Meau- 
but comes from the Committee on Agriculture. The rule then gocs 0 
to provide the other committees which shall have the right to repor! 
at any time, namely: 

The committees having jurisdiction of general appropriation bills; the Com 
mittee on Rivers and on bills for the improvement of rivers and be: 
bors; the Committee on the Public Lands, on bills for the forfeiture of land grun'> 
to railroads and other corporations, &c. 

These are theonly committees which are authorized by the rule of the 
House to reportatany time asa matter of privilege. My point of order 
is that this report does not come from any committee of this House 





1886. 





that is authorized to make a privileged report upon this subject. The 
rule specifies clearly and explicitly what committees are authorized to 
make such reports, and this is not one of the committees. It is there- 
fore, I hold, under the express language of the rule not a privileged 
matter within the spirit and meaning of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there wasso much confusion in the Hall 
that I was not able to hear distinctly what the question of order was. 

The SPEAKER. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of | 


order that under the rules of the House the only committee which has | 


the privilege to make a report at any time upon bills raising revenue 
is the Committee on Ways and Means, and that the only privilege of 
the Committee on Agriculture is to make reports as to the agricultural 
appropriation bill, and that this is not such a bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. And I make the further point of order, while this 
is pending, that this day has been set apart for another bill. 

The SPEAKER. That has not been called up yet. 

Mr. HATCH. In reply to the point of order I think it is only neces- 
sary to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that by a vote of the 
House this bill was referred to the Committee on Agriculture for its 
consideration and report to this House, with all the rights and priv- 
ileges obtaining under the rules to a revenue bill, and in every stage 
of its consideration it had the same privilege that it would have had if 
reported from the Committee on Waysand Means. On the day before 
yesterday the bill with the Senate amendments was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture for their action. They report it back to the 
House to-day, and that report is as much privileged as if it came from 
the Committee on Ways and Means or any other committee of the 
House. The action of the House has itself fixed the status of this bill, 
and under the rule in regard to ordinary reports from committees it is 
unquestionably a privileged report. 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman from Missouri will have the order of 
reference rea:l so as to determine whether that order confers on the 
Committee on Agriculture the privilege which is conferred upon the 
Committee on Ways and Means in this regard his position will doubt- 
less be good. If that order does not, however, confer such privilege, 
I do not see how his position could be maintained. 

Mr. HATCH: That is a point of order that the Chair will decide, 
not the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not undertake to decide anything, but simply 
asked if you would have the order of reference read, so that the House 
could see for itself the condition under which this bill went to the 
Committee on Agriculture. I do not see how such a reasonable and 
respectful request could give the gentleman offense. 

Mr. HATCIL. I merely stated what I wished to have done, to let 
the Chair decide. 

Mr. DUNN. Ofcourse the Chair will decide. 

Mr. HATCIL[. But the gentleman asks me to decide a question that 
has been submitted to the Chair. 

Mr. DUNN. Notatall; I do not ask the gentleman to decide it. I 
ask to have the order of reference read. The gentleman need not be 
ill-natured about a matter of this kind. 

Mr. HATCH. TheChair will remember the order of the House, which 
was made on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son], to refer the bill known as the Scott bill to the Committee on 
Agriculture. Afterward, the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee came into the House, or some member of the committee with 
his approbation, and reported back certain bills on this subject from the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and asked that they be referred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture. Therefore the whole subject-matter, by 
the action of the Committee on Ways and Means itself and the action 
of this House, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, with all 
the rights and privileges pertaining to that subject-matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire further to state that this bill, which is a 
House bill, comes back to the House with Senate amendments and a 
request for a conference. 

Mr. DUNN. That is not privileged. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That has been sent to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, #nd the committee make a report recommending non-concurrence, 
and that the House agree to aconference; and under the practice estab- 
lished in this House when a bill amended by the Senate returns with a 
request for a conference that has been always held to be privileged. 

Mr. DUNN. But the gentleman must remember the bill is not yet 
reported. Thisisa point of order agaiust the privilege of reporting 
it now. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I imagine the same question is presented here as 


was ited on the original reporting of this bill. It seems to me, 
this being a revenue bill has the right of way, and that whatever com- 
mittee is charged with the bill, the bill itself fixes its privileges in the 
House. Certain privileges attach to it, and those privileges attach to 
it no matter to what committee it may have been referred. 

Then take the point that has been made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLEY]. The Senate asks a conference in reference to 
this matter, and has named its conferees. That request was referred 
to the committee. It comes back here as a privileged question, a ques- 


House passing a bill of the other 
| With amendments, and at the same time asking for a conference with the other 
| House thereon. The no instance on record of arcfusal on the part of either 

Huvuuse to grant a conference requested by the other; and as, under the long- 
established practite of both Houses, all questions relating to existing or pro- 
posed conferences are held to be highly privileged, it is probable that confer- 
ences will keep pace with the steady growth of Congressional representation 
and legislation. For this reason,and also the further reason that there are no 
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tion of courtesy toward the Senate; and it has been so ruled in refer- 
ence to questions of that kind in the past. It seems to me on both 
these grounds the gentleman from Missouri is entitled to make his re- 
port this morning. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a para- 
graph in the Digest upon page 319. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I to a question of order. 
mand that there shall be order on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. 
conversation. 


Mr. HATCH. 











































































I de- 


rise 
Gentlemen will please take their seats and stop 


On page 319 of the Digest there occurs this paragraph: 


The practice is now well established of one 






joint rules regulating conferences, additi 
are added to those of former editions. 

It is on the occasion of amendments between the Hous« 
usually asked; but they may be asked in all cases of difference o 
tween the two Houses on matters depending between them. 


onal preceilents touching this subject 


*s that conferences aro 


pinion be- 


Now, the bill upon its face shows that it comes back to the House 
with Senate amendments, and that the Senate have asked for a confer- 
ence and named their conferees; and the Senate amendments having 
been referred to the committee that had the bill in charge, it has re- 
ported them back with the recommendation that the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked Tor on the 
part of the Senate. It is a privileged report, and can be made at any 
time, and this privilege has never been denied in the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. The point of the decision read by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HatTcH] relates to the question whether or not the 
House will refuse a conference when it is asked, and does not go to the 
point whether or not this is a privileged report. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to call attention to the point to which I tried 
to get the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. I am perfectly 
satisfied that the privilege conferred by the rules of the House, which 
govern in this case, is not a privilege conferred upon a revenue bill 
wherever it may be found, but it is a privilege conferred upon a pat- 
ticular committee in dealing with a revenue bill. There must be a 
conjunction of the conditions required by the rule; the bill described 
in the rule must be offered for report by the committee described in 
the rule. Those two conditions must come together. It must be tho 
Waysand Means Committee; it must be a bill raising revenue. 

Now the Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests may as well claim the privilege of the Waysand Means Com- 
mittee as the Agricultural Committee can claim those privileges. 
Therefore I made the point to the gentleman from Missouri that unless 
the order of the House made at the time the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture conferred specially upon that committee the 
privileges of the Ways and Means Committee to report such bill to the 
House at any time, then no privilege went, and the fact that the House 
has permitted it to be reportedand considered heretofore did not create 
such a privilege, for that could only have been by reason of the fact 
that no one made the point of order, if it came in before as a privileged 
report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘TheChair thinks there was no oversight about the 
matter, because the rule which gives priority of consideration to reve- 
nue bills in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
relates to the character of the bill alone without regard to the commit- 
tee that reported it. 

Mr. DUNN. That is true; but the privilege of reporting for con- 
sideration 

The SPEAKER. That is another question altogether. 

Mr. DUNN. The privilege of reporting for.consideration is to be 
considered under the head of the rule conferring privileges on commit- 
tees. Now, I ask that the order of the House referring this bill be read 
by the Clerk. It can not be claimed that the bill itself by the fact of 
a simple reference would or could carry with it the privilege to be re- 
ported back at any time by another committee than that on Ways and 
Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





IMITATION BUTTER AND OTHER 


DAIRY PRODUCTS 

Mr. Scott introduced a bill (H. R. 6569) te prevent the illegai sale of all imita- 
tions of dairy products, and for other purposes 

Mr. Scotr. l ask the reference of this bill to the Committee on Ma: 


ures, 
The SPEAKER. Does this impose a tax? 
Mr. Scott. Yes, sir. 
The Spraker. Under the rules of the House it belongs to the Committe 


>on 
Ways and Means. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] moves the refer - of this 
bill to the Committee on Manufactures. 
Mr. Henpersox, of lowa. I move to amend by inserting “Agriculture” in 


Pace of ‘ Manufactures.”’ 
The question was taken; and there were on a div 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


isior ayes 67,noes #@ 
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Mr. DUNN. It will be seen that this is a simple order of reference, 
and does not change the standing rule. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Speaker, subsequent to that was the action 
of the House which I have referred to, when the Committee on Ways 
and Means brought in their bills that had been referred to them, and, 
by request of the committee, this whole subject-matter was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DUNN. But without privilege. 

Mr. HATCH. That is the question. 
reference carried with it all the privilege. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, under clause 49 of Rule XI certain 
committees are given the power to report at any time. It is true that 
in that enumeration the Committee on Agriculture is not mentioned, 
and that committee did not come here and make its report originally 
because of any power granted under clause 49. I hold, sir, that clause 
49 is not applicable to the situation as it now exists. 

The Committee on Agriculture made their report under an order of 
this House; the bill was passed and it went to the Senate; it was passed 
there with an amendment, and it came back here for concurrence, and 
clause 49 does not apply to that situation. The question is simply, 
what shall we do with a House bill that comes back from the Senate 
with an amendment? The usage in this House shows that there has 
been a well-established practice of one House passing the bill of the 
other with amendments and at the same time asking for a conference 
with the other House thereon. ‘There is no instance on record of a re- 
fusal on the part of either House to grant a conference requested by 
the other. This bill, having passed the House, comes back from the 
Senate with an amendment, and according to usage and the practice of 
the House it is now in order to have a conference, and it is in order to 
make this report as a privileged report in order to get a conference. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question ? 

Mr. MCCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Suppose a privileged matter was 
reported by some member not belonging to a committee having charge 
of privileged matters, would that individual get the privilege on this 
floor ? 

Mr. MCCREARY. That case is not applicable to the question here. 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will ask the gentleman another 
question. Can any committee have jurisdiction of a subject unless 
that jurisdiction which is given by the rules ? 

Mr. McCREARY. The Committee on Agriculture bad charge of 
this bill, which passed the House and went to the Senate and comes 
back here with amendments, and I hold that, under the practice of 
the House, the Committee on Agriculture now have the right to call 
up the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, there are only certain 
channels through which privileged questions can be presented to the 
House, and those channels must be such as are recognized by the rules 
of the House. If the friends of a privileged measure choose to refer it 
to a committee having no jurisdiction and no privilege, that com- 
mittee does not, by that action of the House contrary to the rules, ac- 
quire any privilege, and when the gentleman took a revenue bill away 
from the committee having jurisdiction of revenue bills and referred it 
to his committee, having no such jurisdiction and no privilege except 
upon agricultural matters, the bill lost the privilege to which it other- 
wise would have been entitled. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that we have not reached the point of attempting to refuse to accede 
to the request of the Senate fora conference. ‘The point of this matter 
now is simply this—— 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
day before yesterday ——— 

Mr. DUNHAM, Iam coming to that. 

Mr. OATES. In the case of a bill for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge for the State of Alabama the Judiciary Committee reported 
iu favor of non-concurrence in the Sénate ts, and propesed 
that the House accede to the vequest of the Senate for a conference. 
Upon an objection made by the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
DiBBLE] it was ruled that the bill must go to the Calendar. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is the fact, and the same is true of the river 
and harbor bill, which, on the point made by the from Iowa 
{Mr. HEPBURN], went at once to the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The proposition in the present case is simply to follow the rule. It 
wih not do to say that because the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture the rule is set aside. This rule is positive; it contains 
no conditions whatever. It says: 


The following named committees— 


If the House had intended the Committee on Agriculture to have 
this privilege it would have been named in the rule— 


shall have leave to report at any time on the matters herein stated, namely, the 
Committee on Elections, on the right of a member to his seat; the Committee 
on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenue. 


Not the Committee on Agriculture upon a bill which slipped into 


That is the point I make. 
The position I take is that the 


Only the 
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their hands by a majority vote of the House without giving them an, 
special privileges whatever. 

I claim, Mr. Speaker, that the rule is positive; that there is no re- 
versal of this rule by any action of the House in voting months ago to 
send the bill to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. It will be remembered by the House that whey 
this bill, or a bill upon ‘this subject, was first introduced, the Chair de. 
cided that it belonged under the rules to the Committee on Ways and 
Means; but the House by a vote referred it to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture—in other words, made a special order of reference without 
changing in any way whetever any of the rules of the House. Clause 
49 of Rule XI, which has already been referred to, provides: 


The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time o) 
the matters herein stated, namely: The Committee on Elections, on the righ; 
of a member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising 
evenue, &c, 

Under another rule of the House it is provided that at any time afte: 
the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state o; 
the Union for the parpose of considering bills raising revenue or gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The difference as to the privileges of this class of bills under these 
two rules is simply this: The privilege to report a revenue bill at any 
time applies only to the Ways and Meaus Committee, while the priy- 
ilege to consider revenue bills in Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union in preference to other bills applies to all revenue bills, 
whether reported from the Committee on Ways and Means or not 
Therefore when the question was raised as to the right of the Commit 
tee on Agriculture to call up in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union the bill imposing a tax upon oleomargarine it made no 
difference from what committee it was reported, it had that privilege 
of consideration under the rules. 

But the point now made by the gentleman from I}linois [Mr. Dry- 
11AM] is that this privilege to report at any time bills raising revenue 
belongs to only one committee, the Committee on Ways and Means 
and the Chair does not see how, under the order which was made, a 
simple order referring the bili to the Committee on Agriculture, with- 
out giving to that committee any privilege which it did hot already pos- 
sezs, carries with it necessarily this right to report at any time. 

In regard to the other point—made, the Chair thinks, by the eutle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DinGLey]—in regard to the privilege of a meas- 
ure coming from the Senate accompanied with a request for a conte rence 
before there has been any Seoapitlen vote, the Chair will state that the 
passage read from the Digest by the gentleman from Missouri [M: 
HatTcn] undoubtedly states the parliamentary rule on this subject «01 
rectly. Either House has a right to ask a conference at any stage of its 
proceeding. For instance, the House of Representatives, when it passes 
a bill and sends it to the Senate, may accompany its message with a re- 
quest for a conference on that bill, and the Senate, when it finally dis- 
poses of the bill by rejecting it or by passing it with amendments, may 
accede to the request. But the House to which a bill accompanied 
with such a request is sent must, when it takes up the matter for con- 
sideration, reach the final determination whether it will agree or disagree 
to the proposition sent to it by the other House according to the morle 
of proceeding prescribed by its own rules, 

The fact that the House, when it passes a bill, requests at the sane 
time a conference with the Senate could not prevent the Senate trou 
proceeding to the consideration of that bill in the regular way under its 
own rules; and when that final determination is reached, it might be 
that, instead of granting a conference, it would agree to the measure 2s 
sent by the House, and thus render a conference unnecessary. There 
are cases in the parliamentary history of England, and perhaps in this 
country, where there have been conferenécs between the two branches 
of legislative assemblies, not upon disagreeing votes onamend ments, but 
where one House had passed a bill and the other had absolutely re- 
jected it. But in coming to that conclusion or stage of the proceeding 
which must be reached before a conference can be agreed to—because 
there can be no conference except upon disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses—each House must be governed by its own rules. If a conter- 
ence is asked in advance upon a bill, the bill must nevertheless take 
its usual course, and the request can not be acceded to until the meas- 
ure is rejected; and likewise if a conference be asked in advance upon 
amendments, they must take the usual course and be di d to be- 
fore the request is ted. The only rule the House has upon this 
subject is one which makes the conference report privileged. It reac's 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference— 

The language is ‘‘ reports’’— 
shall always be in order except when the Journal is being read, while the rv 
being called, or the House is dividing on any proposition. 


It is aimed now by the other branch of the legislative department 
that there are no joint rules existing which regulate the proceedings 0” 
any subject between the two Houses. Formerly there was a joint ruie 

this matter of interchanging messages between the two 
Houses and granting conferences on disagreeing votes; but we see”! 
now to have no such joint rules—at least none which can be enforce! 
on the partof the House of Representatives. Therefore, upon the points 
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which have been raised, the Chair holds first that this could only be a 
privileged report when coming from the Committee on Ways and Means; 
secondly, that its consideration is not privileged simply because the Sen- 
ate chooses in advance of a d‘sagreement to ask for a conference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire now to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand it, to-day is set apart for the con- 
sideration of a bill for the construction of war ships. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If that measure is antagonized and the House shall 
vote it down, or if we refuse to go into Committee of the Whole to con- 
sider that bill, then the regular order will be, as I understand it, the 
morning hour for reports from committees. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

rts. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It has been already demanded. 

Mr. DUNHAM. This report is not to be received, then, under the 
ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. Not as a privileged report. 

The regular order is demanded, and unless the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] calls up the special order, the regular order is 
the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call up the special order. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Alabama will save time for his 
measure by letting us have the hour this morning for the eall of com- 
mittees. If he will allow that, he will find that our committee will 
not be in his way. ‘ 

Mr. HISCOCK. The morning hour is all we want. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then { withdraw for that purposc. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the committees for reports. 

The Committee on Elections was called. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the right to call up the special order set apart for to-day exist only in 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The special order relates to a bill in charge of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. If he does not call it up 
the Chair thinks that under the custom of the House no other gentle- 
man should be ized to do so. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then no other gentleman has the right to call up 
the special order? : 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether or not I may 
yield for the morning hour with the understanding that nothing else is 
to be done except receiving reports from committees? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairdoes not understand the gentleman from 
Alabama to yield anything, except that for the present he does not 
call up the special order. He may call it up hereafter. 

Mr. HERBERT. By waiving the demand for the special order at 
present Ido not lose the right to call it up hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman may call it up at any time, as this 
day is set a for its consideration. If he does so it will take preced- 
ence, unless the House chooses to take up some other measure. 

The Committee on Ways and Means was called. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is being pursued. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish toreach the consideration of the interstate- 
commerce bill under the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That order fixes no time for its consideration, but 
it may be called up at any time during the day whether before or after 
the morning hour. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is now too late, having already 
proceeded to call the committees. 

Mr. REAGAN. And I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Against what? 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood the gentleman from Alabama to de- 
mand the special order. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has proceeded to call the commit- 
tees of the House, and nothing can be done until the call is completed. 


MARIA SYPHAX. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2517) declaratory of the meaning of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of Maria Syphax;’’ which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FEDERAL COURTS, COLORADO. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Colorado, 
with Senate amendments thereto recommending concurrence in the 
Senate amendments; which was referred to the House Calendar. 


CCL 
— 


I think I had better call up the special order set 
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S. BARRON. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9854) to remove the disabilities of S. 
Barron, of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whoie 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the resolution of June 14 in reference to the interests of 
the United States in the Pacific railroads; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered te be 
printed. 

CHARLES E. CREECY. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 9930) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claimsand the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to finally determine the case of Charles 
E. Creecy, asignee, in Congressional case No. 71, reported to the House of 
Representative by said Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF MARSHALLTOWN, IOWA. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9855) au- 
thorizing the Commercial National Bank of Marshalltown, Iowa, to 
change its location and name; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN EXPOSITION AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back witha 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5633) relative to the Southern 
Exposition to be held in the city of Louisville, State of Kentucky, in 
the year 1886. 

The SPEAKER. Does this bill require an appropriation ? 

Mr. IRION. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. It remits customs taxes, and goes to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. HATCH. I am directed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
make the report which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DUNHAM. On that bill I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The bill must go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HATCH. That is exactly where I want it to go. 

Mr. DUNHAM. All right; if you are satisfied, I am. 

The bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine, with amendments by the Senate, was reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

DISEASES AMONG CATTLE. 


Mr.SWINBURNE, from the Committeeon Agriculture, reported back 
with an amendment the resolution (Mis. Doc. 374) in relation to diseases 
among cattle ; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr.SWINBURNE, from the Committee on Agriculture, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the resol ution (Mis. Doc. 373) in 
relation to diseases among cattle; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

y/GRANT OF SEAL ROCKS TO SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2428) to 
grant certain seal rocks to the city and county of San Francisco, State 
of California, in trust for the people of the United States ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MADISON, IND. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 439, a bill (H. R. 9931) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Madison, in the State 
of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 439 was laid on the table. 

PUBL.C BUILDING AT MARINE CITY, MICH. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
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1188) to provide for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
t-office and other Government offices at Marine City, State of Mich- 
igan: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
LAND FOR FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4620) for 
the purchase of land for the Federal building in Brooklyn, N. Y.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the amendment and accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


BYRON R. M’INTYRE. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2333) ting a 
pension to Byron R. McIntyre; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


VETO MESSAGE—SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY. I am instracted by the Commitiee on Invalid 
Pensions to make a report on the Presidential veto of the bill (H. R. 
5394) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley; which I ask may lie 
over for the present and be printed in the RecorD. 

The report was ordered to be printed and laid over for the present, 
and was also ordered to be printed in the Recorp. It is as follows: 


Mr. Evtseerry, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany H. R. 5394 and Executive Document 337 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message 
of the President of the United States on the bill 5394, granting a pension to Sally 
Ann Bradley, submit the ae report: 

This bill was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions and reported 
favorably March 2, 1886, as oe 

We find from an examination of the papers in this case that a similar bill was 
favorsdly reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and passed the House 
in the Forty-eighth Congress but failed to receive favorable action in the Senate. 
As the report referred to is a fair résumé of the points in the case, your com- 
mittee herewith incorporate the same into their report, namely 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was sahened the bill (H. R. 
2520) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following report : 

“Sally Ann Bradley is the widow of Thomas , who served as a pri- 
vate in Company D, enty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, from June 13, 1361, to Oc- 
tober 9, 1865. He was pens on account of shell wound of back received at 
Murfreesborough, Tenn., January 2, 1863, and died October 21,1882. His death is 
not entirely chargeable to his military service, and consequently his widow has 
no tithe before the Pension Office. 

“A petition signed by nearly three hundred of the best citizens of the county 
in which she resides, some of whom have known her and her husband 
for many years before the late war, sets forth that she is seventy rs of age, 
is as helpless as an infant, and left without means of support or nds able to to 
assist her. 

‘* Having been left destitute by the death of her husband, who served faith- 
fully for more than four years in defense of his country, and ‘who, while in such 
service, contracted a disability which necessarily im his ability to provide 
for himself and wife a comfortable os in their ing years, your com- 
mittee are clearly of opinion that she should not now be abandoned to the 
charity of the world, but be, in a measure at least, for in her old days, 
and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it ee 

Your committee indorse all the statements of the forego’ report as fully 
borne out by the facts and proof, and in addition ti tind t that four of her 
sons followed their father into the cause of the Union, two of whom died upon 
battlefields; the rs home one with the loss of an eye, Saapee 
an arm, and are cripples for life. We ‘believe this isa case deservi f the 
attention of Congress, and therefore recommend that the pending bill o pass. 


On the 6th of July, 1886, the bill, having passed both Housesand been 
presented to the President for his signature, was returned to the House 
with the following message: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 5394, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Sally Ann Bradley.” 

eens Se eficiary was discharged from the military 
omens in 1865, after a long service, and was afterward pensioned for gunshot 
wound. 

He died in 1882. The widow appears to have never filed a claim for pension 
in her own right. 

No cause is given of the soldier's death, but it is not claimed that it resulted 
from his military service, her pension being | asked for entirely because of her 
—_ and the faithful service See sin is d and her sons. : a ” 

ais presen question w a such a case isa r disposition 
ef anadeapenuneashalan a of paying pensions. 7 

The of my opinion establish a precedent so far- 
reaching. and open the door to such a vast multitude of clainis not on le 
within our present pension laws, that Iam constrained to disapprove the 


under consideration. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1886. 


[An act granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley. } 
Be & enasied by Go Beaty ond House of of Runt Oe nie’ Gains of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 


hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension-roll, subject to the 
visions and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Sally Ann Bradley, 


widow of Thomas J. Bradley, late a private in Company D, ty-fourth 
Volunteers. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House 7 urmenatines. 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I lo that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 
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The message correctly states that the claimant has not applied to the Pens 
Office for a pension. ‘Ae her husband's death is not directly chargeable to his 3 
military service, she could not be benefited by such an application, as 
it would meet there with a prompt rejection under provisions of the ¢ ¢), 
eral pension laws. 

Congress has taken favorable action on this woman's application, not be: 
her husband's death is directly chargeable to his military service, but becaus, 
by his death she is left in her old age dependent upon the charity "of others not 
legally bound to aidin her support. Her husband served long and faithful!y ;,, 
defense of his country, and at date of his death was a sufferer from a wound 1; 
ceived in line of battle. But it was not only the husband who responded to t}; 
call of his country. Four sons likewise entered itsservice. Two died w)'|, 
in service; the others returned home, disabled for life, and in consequen: 
thereof unable to assist claimant. 

It is for these sacrifices that Congress deemed it proper to go outside of the 
general pension laws and relieve this old and hel woman by placing he: 
upon the pension-rolls during the few remaining days of her life. 

Believing that the action of the House in favorably considering the bi!! wa. 
eminently — and proper, your committee recommend its passage, the 0! 
tion of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


EDWARD T. YERKINS. 


Mr. ELY, from the Comnuittee on Private Land Claims, reported back, 
with the recommendation vhat it lie on the table, the bill (H. R. 9560) 
for the relief of Edward T. Perkins. 

The bill was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 





MARY E. CASEY. 


Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Mary E. Casey, with Senate 
amendments, with the recommendation that the House non-concur, and 
mo a conference be appointed in compliance with the request of the 

te. 

Mr. DORSEY. I desire to call up the bill for the purpose of moving 
non-concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. It must go to the Calendar. The gentleman can 
call it up at anothertime. . 

The bill with the Senate amendments was referred to the Committeo 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

W. C. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief of 
W. C. Hutcheson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. WEAVER. 

Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5949) for the relief of 
John C. Weaver; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC WORKS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 5648, a bill (H. R. 9932) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Works; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
House bill No. 5648 was laid on the table. 


GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 6073, a bill (H. R. 9933) for the relief of George 
W. Lawrence; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, o'- 
dered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 6073) was laid on the table. 


INSURANCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, r-- 
ported with an amendment the bill (S. 1213) to regulate insurance in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


STATUE OF EX-PRESIDENT TAYLOR. 


Mr. STAHLN from the Committee on the Library, reported 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 9112) for the erection of an equestr:\) 
statue of ex-President Taylor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I call up House bill No. 6664, to!» 
crease the naval establishment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to complete the cali of comm!'- 
tees. [Aftera pause.] If there be no objection, the Chair will recog: 
nize to make reports gentlemen who were not in their seats when their 
committees were called. 


AWARDS UNDER CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 
Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Affairs, reported 


JNO. B. CLARK, Jn, Clerk. | with amendments a bill (H. R. Sasehdiemestandontenetbenst=>- 
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proved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the distribution 
of the awards made under the convention between the United States 
of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th day of 
July, 1868;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
CREDITS TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of* Columbia, 
rted back with an amendment the bill (S. 1854) authorizing the 


Treasurer of the United States to credit the District of Columbia with | 
certain moneys in lieu of investing the same in bonds; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


, ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has already called 
up the bill for the consideration of which this day was set apart, and 
which has precedence over :11l others, and must be antagonized success- 
fully in order to be displaced. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Has not the motion to gointo Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a bill raising 
revenue precedence ? 

TheSPEAKER. It has precedence except when the House by special 
order has determined otherwise. In this case, the House by a special 
order has set apart this day for the consideration of the bill which the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] calls up. The Chair held 
yesterday that the consideration of that bill could be resisted in two 
ways: first, by raising the question of consideration, and, second, by 
refusing to go into Committee of the Whole, where the bill is, to con- 
sider it; but until that question is disposed of no other motion can be 
entertained. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration 
against that bill for the purpose of calling up the interstate commerce 
bill, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. My point is that it is now the duty of the House 
to go at once to the consideration of bills reported from committees, as 
provided by the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of argument. The question of 
consideration is raised, and the House when it takes the vote will de- 
termine what is its duty. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ButI raise the point of order that it is the duty 
of the House at once to go to the consideration of that business. 

TheSPEAKER, That may be the duty of the House, but the House 
will determine that. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] raises 
the question of consideration against the special order, which makes it 
necessary for the House to determine its duty in the matter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But I raise the further point of order that the 
House can not, by a majority vote, set aside the rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that. The Chair 
has decided that it is always in the power of the House to determine 
whether it will or will not consider a measure. In other words, there 
is no way to force the House to consider a measure which it does not 
wish to consider. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But is it the decision of the Chair that the special 
order has the pr: fer:nce? 

The SPEAKER. It has the preference, but the House may deter- 
maine that it will not consider it at all. 

Mr. HERBERT. I raise a point of order against the question of con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DUNHAM] has just done. 

a H ERT. I desire to make a brief statement on my point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would not contest this question or make this 
point of order were it not for the fact that this interstate-commerce bill 
(which I favor) is a continuing order, and can be called up at any time. 
ca Aa and Saturday were set apart for the consideration of House 

i 6 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to that line of remark 
unless I have a chance to reply to it. I call the gentleman to order. 
He should confine himself to his point of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am simply stating my proposition, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman is not discussing his point of order. 

The SPEAKER. . What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. HERBERT. My point of order is that this day and Saturday 
have been set apart by order of the House for the consideration of House 
bill 6664. Now, the Speaker ruled yesterday, not directly but by a sort 
of obiter dictum, that the question of consideration could be raised against 
this bill . Thequestion, however, was not really up at that time. 

I desire now to call the attention of the Chair to the rule which has 
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heretofore been laid down on the subject, and which will be found in 
the House Journal of the Forty-seventh Congress. The question of 
consideration was raised against a special order which set aside a par- 
ticular day for the business from a particular committee. The Speaker 
held that, ‘‘this day being set aside for the consideration of such busi- 
ness as might be’ presented from the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, the question of consideration could not be raised against 


such special order, but could only be raised against a particular bill or 
measure called up at that time.’’ 

In other words, the effect of the ruling is that a special order which 
has been made by the House can not be nullified. It was ruled in that 
case—and I think the present Speaker has followed the ruling repeat- 
edly—that it was not competent for the House to undo the special 
order and destroy the effect of what had been done 

Now the special order in this case sets apart particular days, not for 
business from a committee, but for a particular bill. The effect of al- 
lowing the question of consideration to be raised against that particu- 
lar order is to nullify the order itself, for that order relates to one bill 
only. Here are two days set apart by order of the House for t! 
sideration of a particular bill, and no other. Its not a continuing 
order. Now, what would be the effect if that order should be set aside 
by taking up some other measure in place of it? It would be abso 
lutely to destroy all chance under that order of getting at this bill; 
whereas other orders are continuing orders, and the bills to which they 
relate may be brought up at any time. I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that a vote at this time in favor of any other bill 


e con 


as against this bill is a direct vote against considering at this session 
any bill relating to the increase of the Navy. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. In 


the opinion of the Chair, the decision referred to by the gentleman trom 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] was correct; and the Chair adheres to it 
The ruling in that case was that the House could not, except by unani- 
mous consent or upon a motion introduced by unanimous consent and 
passed by a majority, set aside the order which had been made, but that 
the question of consideration could be raised against each bill as it was 
called up. 

The gentleman from Alabama says that in this case there is but one 
bill to which the order applies, and if the House refuses to consider 
that bill it virtually nullifies the order. But the case would be the 
same if there were twenty bills embraced in the order, and the House 
should refuse to consider each one as called up. There is no difference 
between the two cases whatever. A special order applying to one bill 
does not differ, so far as the present question is concerned, from a spe- 
cial order covering a dozen bills, because if the House should refuse 
successively to consider each one of the dozen bills the order would be 
practically nullified, just as it would be by a refusal to consider asingle 
bill embraced in a special order. 

In addition to that, the bill which the gentleman from Alabama now 
desires to call up is in Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union; and it can not be reached except by a vote of the House agree- 
ing to go into Committee of the Whole for its consideration. The Chair 
can not, by virtue of the order fixing to-day for the consideration of 
the bill and without a vote, appoint a chairman and declare the House 
in Committee of the Whole upon the bill. So that in any event the 
consideration of the bill can be defeated by the action of the majority; 
and there is no way to prevent it. The question of consideration is 
now raised against this bill. 


LIEUTS. GILES B. HARBER AND WILLIAM H. SCHUETZE. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
has consented to yield to me that I may ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of House resolution No. 54, which will take but a 
single moment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does it require any discussion ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. No discussion; if it does, I shall withdraw it. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of joint resolution (H. Res. 
54), and that the same be now considered in the House. This isa joint 
resolution to credit Lieuts. Giles B. Harber and William H. Schuetze 
with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged in the search for Lieutenant 
Chipp and party, and also for the time employed in bringing home the 
remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and party. Under a tech- 
nical interpretation of the statute, the Secretary of the Navy can only 
pay these officers shore-pay, when they are in fact entitled to sea-pay; 
and he recommends the passage of this joint resoiution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &-c., That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to credit Lieuts. Giles B 
Harber and William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay during their ab 
sence from the United States while employed in the search on the Lena Delta 
for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also while engaged in transporting to the 
United States the remains of Lieut. Commander George W. De Long and his 
associates; all payments to be made from the current appropriation for pay 
miscellaneous. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department was read, as follows: 


In line 5 strike out “sea-duty and sea-pay”’ 
pay attached to their respective grades."’ 


and insert ‘‘the highest rate of 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to inquire whether these officers were as- 
signed to this duty under an order of the Department, or at their own 
request. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. They were assigned to this duty under an order 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. DUNN. Has the joint resolution been reported by a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ithas been favorably reported at this session by 
the Committee on Expenditures inthe Navy Department. There was 
also a favorable report in this House in a former Congress, and the 
measure has received the approval of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the Senate at the present Congress. 

Mr. McABDOO. I reported it myself in the last Congress. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I take the liberty of publishing as a part of my 
remarks the report made at this session by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowDEN]: 


rations be allowed to the officers in question, the amount above stated wou) 
be increased by $448.20, making the total sum required for the purpose indicated 
$1,890.79, which would be apportioned to the officers, respectively, according to 
their grade during the period referred to, Lieutenant Schuetze being then a 
lieutenant of the junior grade. F 

(3) In reply to the request of the committee for an expression of my “ views 
as to the propriety and policy of the adoption of the resolution, and also any 
suggestion concerning the same and the effect upon the service,’ I beg leave to 
say that, in my judgment, the adoption of the resolution in question would be 
inbarmeny with the policy, heretofore pursued by Congress, of rewarding meri- 
torious services rendered under exceptional circumstances. Inthe present case 
the duties specially assigned to these officers were of an unusually arduous and 
trying character, while the physical hardships to which they were necessari|y 
subjected in the faithful performance of their duties were much greater than 
those ordinarily attending the discharge of duty on a sea-going vessel. | am 
further of opinion that the effect of the action contemplated by the resolution 
will not be otherwise than beneficial to the service at large. I would, however, 
suggest a modification in the phraseology of the resolution by substituting, in 
lieu of the words “‘sea-duty and sea-pay,” the words “‘the highest rate of pay 
attached to their respective grades.” 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. Jomn M. TAYLOR, 
Chairman Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department, House of Representatives. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was according read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


W. C. WHITNEY, Secretary of the Na 


Mr. Sowpen, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, 
submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res, 54) to credit Lieuts, Giles B. Harber and Will- 
iam H. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged inthe search for Lieu- 
tenant Chipp and party, and also for the time employed in bringing home the 
A of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and party, beg leave to report as 

‘ollows: 

The existing law provides for sea-duty and sea-pay only when an officer is at- 
tached toa sea-going ship in commission, and is the highest of the three rates of 
pay allowed bylaw. Lieutenants Harber and Schuetze were not attached toany 
sea-going ship, hence can only recover the difference between sea-pay and the 
amount actually received by them while engaged in the search for Lieutenant 
Chipp and party on the Lena Delta, and in transporting to the United States the 
remains of Lieut. Commander George W. De Long and his associates in the 
manner provided by the accompanying resolution as by a special act of Congress. 
Work in the “ Arctic zones" is recognized as the severest and most dangerous 
that a naval! officer can be called upon to perform in times of peace and taking 
him into foreign waters and on dangerous coasts, and all officersen d in this 
service should receive the highest rate of compensation attached to their respect- 
ive grades. A\|l other officers of the United States Navy who have been ordered 
to perform duties in the Artic regions have been attached to sea-going ships, and 
consequently have received sea-pay and sea-duty, though in many cases perform- 
ing similar work to that performed by Lieutenants Harber and Schuetze, and in 
some cases forming one of the same party. 

The officers of theJeannette were technically attached to that vessel long af- 
ter she had gone to the bottom,and received sea-duty and sea-pay until after 
their return to the United States. Chief Engineer Melville remained for many 
months in Siberia to search for Lieutenants De Long and Chipp, and during that 
time he was considered on sea-duty and credited with sea-pay for doing the same 
kind of work in the same regions as that performed jater by Lieutenants Har- 
ber and Schuetze. The officers of the Rodgers lived on shore many months af- 
ter the vessel was burned and abandoned, during which time they received sea- 
pay and sea-duty. Later, one of these officers, Ensign H. J. Hart,joined Lieu- 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now, Will the House proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the nava! estab- 
lishment? which was made a special order for to-day. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 79, noes 99. 

Mr. McADOO. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rose for the purpose of raising the question of con- 
sideration in favor of the interstate-commerce bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is already raised. 
The House is voting upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
106, nays 136, not voting 80; as follows: 


tenant Harber’s expedition, and while actually working and living with them YEAS—106. 

received the higher grade of pay, while his associates only received the pay they | Allen, C. H. Dockery, Hewitt, Sayers, 
would have received had they been on duty in New York, Washington, or any | Ballentine, Dougherty, Hill, Shaw, 

other shore station. Lieutenants Harber and Schuetze were absent on this ar- | Barnes, enkio, Johnston, T. D. Skinner, 
duous and trying duty from February 4, 1882, to February 20, 1884, both days in- | Belmont, Dunn, King, Sowden, 
clusive. The difference between the pay they actually received and the highest | Bennett, Eden, Laffvon, Spooner, 
rate of pay attached to their respective grades, including the rations provided | Bingham, Eulsberry, Lawler, St. Martin. 
for in seetion 1578 of the Revised Statutes, amounts to $1,880.75. (See letter of | Bliss, Ermentrout, Lore, Stone, E. F. 
Hon. W.C, Whitney, Secretary of the Navy, which is attached and hereby made | Blount, Farguhar, Lovering, Storm, 

a part of this report.) In the Forty-eighth Congress the Committee on Naval | Boutelle, Findlay, Mahoney, Swope, 
Affairs, to whom a similar joint resolution had been referred, reported it back to | Boyle, Foran, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
the House witha favorable recommendation. (See House Resolution 20, Forty- | Breckinridge, C. R. Ford, MeAdoo, Taylor, Zach. 
eighth Congress,and Report No. 2188.) Breckinridge, WCP. Forney, Merriman, Tillman, 

Your committee report back the joint resolution, with the recommendation | Buck, Gay, Mills, Trigg, 
that the words “ sea-duty and sea-pay,”’ in the fifth line, be stricken out, and | Burnes, Gibson, Eustace Mitchell, ‘Turner, 
amended by inserting in lieu thereof the words “ the highest rate of pay attached | Cabell, Glass, Morrison, Van Eaton, 
to their respective grades,’ and as thus amended recommend its adoption. Quen _ — a eg wen 

. - Campbell, J. E. sof, uller, ; ., 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington July 2, 1836. Candler, Green, R. S. Neal, Ward, J. H. 

Sire: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th ul- | Catchings, Hale, Negliey, Warner, A. J. 
timo, inclosing copy of joint resolution (H. Res. 54) relating to the proposed re- | Collins, Hall, Oates, Warner, Williara 
muneration of Lieuts. Giles B, Harber and William H. Schuetze for services of | Cox, Halsell, O'Neill, Charles Wheeler, 

a special nature,rendered by them in their official character as officers of the | Crisp, Harmer, Perry, Willis, 
Navy, such remuneration to be effected by crediting them with sea-duty and sea- | Croxton, Harris, Randall, Wilson, 
pay during their absence from the United States while employed in the search | Curtin, Hayden, Reed, T. B. Wise, 

on the Lena Delta for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also while engaged in | Dargan, Hemphill, Rice, Woodburn. 
transporting to the United States the remains of Lieut. Commander George W. | Davidson, A. C. Henderson, J.S. Richardson, 

De Long and his associates. Davidson, R. H. M. Herbert, Sadler, 

In reply to the inquiries presented in your letter I have to state as follows: NAYS—136. 

(1) ‘As to the difference between sea duty and pay, and pay not actually on sea- A ' 
duty.” Adams, G. E. Cutcheon, Hiscock, Matson, 

Officers on the active-list, when not on wating orders, are employed either on | Allen, J. M. Dorsey, Hitt, McComas, 
shore-duty or on sea-duty. Shore-duty embraces all service on land, whether it | Anderson, J. A. Eldredge, Holman, McCreary, 
be the discharge of duties at naval stations of a permanent character or special | Atkinson, Ely, Holmes, McKenna, 
duty of a temporary nature, either at such stations or at the Department orelse- | Barry, Evans, Hopkins, McKinley, 
where, and the distinction is not affected by the fact that, in the discharge of the | Bayne, Everhart, Howard, MeMillin, 
duties, the officer may be required to travel abroad. Blanchard, Felton, Hudd, McRac, 

Sea duty, poagedy speaking, is only that performed by an officer on board a | Bound, Fisher, Hutton, Millard, 
sea-going vessel. Brown, C. E. Fleeger, Jackson, Moffatt, 

There are three rates of pay to officers on the active-list in the naval service,.| Brown, W. W. Frederick, James, Morgan, 
the highest being sea-pay, the next for shore duty, and the lowest that allowed Bunnell, Fuller, Johnston, J. T. Morrill, 
while an officer ison leave or waiting orders. The pay attached tothe respective | Bui ~ Funston, Jones, J. £1. Murphy, 
grades and the differences in the respective rates are shown in the “ pay table’ | Burrows, Gallinger, Ketcham, Neece, 
prefixed to the Navy Register, a copy of which is herewith inclosed for refer- | Butterworth, Gilfillan Kleiner, Nelson, 
ence. Byn Green, W. J. La Follette, Osborne, 

(2) “ As to the time said officers were e in said search and duty and the Caldwell Grosvenor, laird, Parker, 
amount of money required for payment of the same.” Campbell, J. M. ae Landes, Peel, 

It appears upon examination that the officers referred to were actually absent | Cannon, ‘ Lanham, - Perkins, 
from the United States on the special duty mentioned in the resolution, from | Carleton, Hatch, Lehibach, Peters, 
February 4, 1882, to February 20, 1884, both dates included, and that the differ- Clardy, Haynes, Lindsley, Pettibone, 
ence between aoeeey and sea-pay amounts, for both officers, and for the pe- | Clements, Heard, Little, Pidcock, 
riod named, to $1,432.59. Cobb, Henderson, D.B. Long, Pindar, 

* Section 1578 Revised Statutes provides that all officers shall be entitled to one | Comstock, Henderson, T.J. Louttit, Pirce, 
ration, or to commutation therefor, “ while at sea or attached to a sea-going | Conger, Hepburn, Lowry, Plumb, 
vessel,” and section 1585 Revised Statutes fixes the commutation price of the | Cooper, Hermann, a. Price, 
Navy ration at 30 cents; if, in addition to sea-pay, the commutation in lieu of | Culberson, Hiestand, ham, Rockwell, 
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Sn rT, Swinburne, Weber, | 
— —, Taylor, I. H. Wellborn, 
Scott, Stephenson, Thomas, O. B. White, A. C. 
Scranton, Ste Charlies Thompson, White, Milo 
Sessions, Stone, W.J.,Ky. Townshend, Wilkins, 
Seymour, Stone, W.J.,Mo. Wakefield, Winans, | 
Singleton, Strait, Weaver, A. J. Wolford, 
Smalls, Struble, Weaver, J. B. Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—80. | 
3d. Davenport, Miller, Sawycr, 
—_ Davis, Milliken, Seney, 
Anderson, C.M. Dawson, Norwood. Spriggs, 
Arnot, Dibbie, O'Donnell, Stahlnecker, | 
Baker, Dingiey, O’ Ferrall, Steele, 
Barbour, Dowdney, O’ Hara, Stewart, J. W. 
Barksdale, Geddes, O'Neill, J. J. Symes, 
Beach, Gibson, C. EH. Outhwaite, Tarsney, | 
Bland, iammond Owen, Taulbee, | 
Brady, anback, Payne, Taylor, E. B. | 
Bragg, Henley, Payson, Thomas, J. R. 
Browne, T. M. Hires, Phelps, Throckmorton, 
Brumm, Houk, Ranney, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Trion, Reagan, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, T. J. Johnson, F. A. Reese, Wade, 
Caswell, Jones, J. T. Reid, T. B, Wadsworth, 
Compton, Kelley, Riggs, Wait, 
Cowles, Le Fevre, Robertson, Ward, T. B. 
Crain, Libbey, Rogers, West, 
Daniel, Martin, tomeis, Whiting. 


So the House refused to consider the bill. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. HERBERT asked by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. DUNHAM objected. 

Mr. Hiscock some time afterward asked that the further reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. DOWDNEY with Mr. O’HARA. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. SPRIGGS with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Riees with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Rogers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with-Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Ret, of North Carolina, with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. SyMEs. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. DAvis. : 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. West. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BAKER, for the balance of this week. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. Brum, for this day. 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. KELLEY, for this vote. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. BUCHANAN, for this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REAGAN and Mr. HAtciH rose at the same time to submit privi- 
leged motions. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemencan make their privileged motions and 
then the Chair will decide. It makes no difference as to the result 
which motion is first. submitted. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the interstate-com- 
merce bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
bills raising revenue. 

The SP. ER. The gentleman from Texas calls up the special | 
order, which is theinterstate-commerce bill. The question will be first 
put on that motion. 

Mr. REAGAN. And on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. | 

Mr. HATCH. On that motion of the gentleman from Texas I raise 
the question of consideration. 


MESSAGE FROM TIP. seNATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference on | 
the di votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Also that the Senate to the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 901) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca 


Railroad Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 
courses. 





Also, that the Senate further insisted on its amendments numbered 
7, 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations 

for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and 
asked a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on said amendments, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. CocKRELL at said conference on. the part of the 


» 


&9 


as 


managers 


| Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 


| when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the State of 
Oregon, the right to construct a bridge ncross Young’s Bay, a navigable 


| stream in said county and State. 


ORDER O! 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will 

order is restored upon the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

- Mr. HATCH. I desire to knowif it is not the duty of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to assist the Chair in maintaining order upon the floor? 

The SPEAKER. It is; but it is also the duty of members on the 
floor to preserve order. [Applause.] The Chair thinks it is certainly 
a mere matter of thoughtlessness on the part of members; but it inter- 
feres very much with the tranaction of the public business, which would 
be greatly facilitated if gentlemen would not engage in conversation on 
the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, o 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to know whether in the event 
the interstate-commerce bill is not corsidered now, and the oleomar- 
garine bill is considered, will it then be in order to call up the inter- 
state-commerce bill after that is disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; but there are two privileged motions 
now pending before the House—one the gentleman trom Texas makes, 
and the other on the question submitted by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. If the House now refuses to consider the interstate-commerce 
bill, the question then comes up on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
consider revenue bills. The first question ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But if the vote should be taken directly on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri that would save one roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. Still, under the rules of the House, the other must 
be taken first, as it is a privileged order. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I want to favor the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas, and the sooner we get through with the oleomargarine bill the 
sooner we will be able to get to that. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ } 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the roll. 


Bi 


SIN ESS, 


> 
not proceed to call the roll until 


f Kansas. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 151, not 

voting 69; as follows: 
YEAS—102 

Barnes, Davidson, R.H.M. Lanham, inglet« 
Belmont, Dockery, Lawler, Skinner, 
Benfinett, Dougherty, Lehlbach, Snyder, 
Blanchard, Dunham, Little, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Dunn, Lovering, St. Martin 
Boyle, . Eden, Mahoney, Stone, E. F. 
Breckinridge, C.R. Elisberry, Martin, Tarsney 


Breckinridge, W CP. Farqubar, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 


3urnes, Findlay, McAdoo, Taylor. Zach. 
Cabell, Ford, MeMillin, Tillman 
Caldwell, Forney, McRae, Trigg, 
Campbell, Felix Gay, Merriman, Turner 
Candler, Gibson, Eustace Mills, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Goff Mitcheil, Wallace, 
Clardy, Harris, Morrison, Ward PR # 
Clements, Hemphill, Neal, Ward, T. B. 
Cobb, Henderson, J.‘ Negley, Warner, A. J 
Collins, Herbert Oates, Warner, William 
Cowles, Hewitt Peel, -Wellborn, 
Cox, Howard Perry, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Hutton, Reagan, Willis, 
Croxton, Irion, Reid, J. W. Wilson 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Richardson, Wise, 
Curtin, Jones, J. H. Sadler, Woodburn. 
Dargan, Kelley, Sayers, 

Davidson, A.C. Landes, Shaw, 


NAYS—151. 


Adams, G. E. Brown, C. E Caswell, Felton, 
Allen, C. BH. Srown, W. W. Comstock, Fisher, 
Allen, J. M. Buck, Conger, Fleeger, 
Anderson, J. A. Bunnell, Cooper Foran, 
Atkinson, Burleigh, Cutcheon, Frederick, 
Barry, Burrows, Dingley, Fuller 
Bayne, Butterworth, Dorsey Funston 
Bingham, Bynum, Eldredge, Gallinger, 
Bound, Campbell, J. M. Ely, Gibson, C, H, 
Boutelle, Campbell, J. E. Ermentrout, Gilfillan, 
Brady, Cannon, Evans, Glass, 
Browne, T. M. Carleton, Everhart Green, R.S, 
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The SPEAKER. There is no rule to that effect. On the contr; ry, 
the rule provides that business of the Committee of the Whole on tie 
state of the Union shall be taken up in itsorder on the Calendar. That 





Green, W. J. King, O’ Neill, Charles Springer, 
Grosvenor, Kleiner, Osborne, Stahlnecker, 
Grout, la Foliettc, Parker, Stephenson 
Guenther, Laird, Payne, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Hall, lAndsiey, Perkins, Stone, W.J., Mo, 
Halsell, Long, Peters, Storm, 
Harmer, Lore, Pettibone, Strait, 
Hatch, Louttit, Pidcock, Struble 
Hayden, Lowry, Pindar, Swinburne, 
Haynes, Lyman, Pirce, Swope, 
Heard, Markhani, Plumb, Taylor, L. H. 
Ilenderson,D.B. Matson, Price, Thomas, O. B. 
Henderson, T. J. McComas, Randall, Thom 
Hepburn, McCreary, Reed, T. B. ‘Towns 
Hermann, McKenna, Rice, Viele, 
Hiestand, McKinley, Rock well, Wakefield, 
Hill, Millard, Rowell, Weaver,A.J. 
Hiscock, Milliken, Ryan, Weaver, J.B. 
Holman, Moffatt, Sawyer, Weber, 
Holines, Morgan, Scott, White, A.C. 
hiopk ins, Morrill, Scranton, White, Milo 
Huda Morrow, Sessions, Wilkins, 
Jackson, Muller, Seymour, Winans, 
James, Murphy, Smalls, Wolford, 
Johneton, J. ‘I « Neece, Sowden, Worthington. 
Ketcham, Nelson, Spooner, 

NOT VOTING—#69. 
Adams, J.J Davenport, Libbey, Spri 
Aiken, Davis, Miller, Steele, 
Anderson, C. M Dawson, Norw' ‘i Stewart, J. W. 
Arnot, Dibble, O'Donnell, Symes, 
Baker, Dowdney, 0’ Ferrall, Taulbee, 
Ballentine, Geddes, O’ Hara, Taylor, E. B. 
Barbour Glover, O'Neill, J.J. Thomas. J. R. 
Bark=dale, Hale, Outhwaite, ‘Throckmorton, 
Beach, Hanimond, Owen, Tucker, 
Bland, Hanback, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Bliss, Henley, Phelps, Wade, 
Brag, Hires, Ranney, Wadsworth, 
Brumm, Hitt, Reese, Wait, 
Buchanan, Houk, Riggs, West, 
Campbell, T. J. Johnson, F. A. Robertson, Whiting 
Compton, Jones, J, T. Rogers, 
Crain, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Danicl, Le Fevre, Seney, 


So the House refused to consider the bill. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be allowed to record my 
vote on this motion. 
The SPEAKER. 

name was called ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was in the Hall during a portion of the roll-call. 
If I were entitled to vote I should vote ‘‘ay ’’ on this motion. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 127, 
noes 40. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. DIBBLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 28 members only voting in favor 
of the demaud—being less than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. HATCH was ayreed to. 


MODIFICATION OF REVENUE LAWS. 


‘ic he House accordingly resolved itsel into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. S)>RINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in (Sommittee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of co=s:(ering mvenue bills. The 
Clerk will report the first revenue bill on the Ca:cadar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce tariff taxes and to modify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that the consideration of that bill be passed 
over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing over this bill? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker rote ee the chair, Mr. 
SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the e House on the state 
of the Union, having had under consideration revenue bills, had reached 
the bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce tariff taxes and to modify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue, and that unanimous consent 
having been asked to pass this bill over, objection was made. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, I desire to know of the Chair if a House bill with 
Senate amendments has not precedence over a House bill not yet con- 
sidered by the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no such rule. 

Mr. HATCH. There is a bill raising revenue which has-been con- 
sidered and passed by tle House. It comes back from the Senate with 
amendments. I ask if that bill has not precedence over those not yet 
considered ? 


Was the gentleman in the Hall at the time his 















is the language of the rule. 


The question being taken on passing over the bill (H. R. 7652) the 
Speaker stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman {rom 


I call for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 15. 
Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum. 


Tilinois [Mr. Du NHAM] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mor 


RISON ]. 


Mr. MORRISON. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. DUNHAM. That is the quickest way. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 members voting therefor. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 64, not vot. 


ing 92; as follows: 


YEAS—166. 
Adama, G. E. Foran, Tittle, Sessions, 
Allen, C. HL. Forney, Long, Seymour, 
Allen, J. M. Frederick, Lore, Shaw, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, Lyman, Singleton, 
Atkinson, Funston, Mahoney, Smalls, 
Barry, Gallinger, McComas, Sowden, 
Bayne, Gay McKenna, Spooner, 
Bingham, Gilfillan, McKinley, Springer, 
Bound, Glass, Merriman, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Goff, Millard, Stephenson 
Boyle, Green, R.S. Milliken, St. Martin, 
Brown, W. W. Green, W. J. Moffatt, Stone, W. J., Ky 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Morgan, Stone, W. J.. Mo 
Buck, Guenther, Morrill, Storm, 
Bunnell, Hale, Morrison, Strait, 
Burrows, Hall, Morrow, Struble, 
Butterworth, Harmer, Muller, Swinburnx 
Bynum, Hatch, Neal, Swope, 
Caldwell, Hayden, Neece, Taylor, 1.0. 
Campbell, Felix Haynes, Nelson, Taylor, Zach 
Campbell, J. E. Heard, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, Oo. 8. 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. Osborne, Thompson, 
Cannon, Henley, Parker, Townshend 
Caswell, Hepburn, Payne, Turner, 
Clardy, Hermann, Perkins, Wakefield 
Clements, Hiestand, Peters, Wallace, 
Compton, Hitt, Pettibone, Ward, J. H 
Conger, Holman, Pidcock, Warner, A..! 
Cooper, Holmes, Pindar, Warner, William 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, . Weaver, A. 
Dingley, Hudd, Plumb, Weaver, J. b 
Dockery, Jackson, Price, Weber, 
Dorsey, James, Randall, White, A. ( 
Dunham, Johnston, J.T. Reed, T. B. White, Milo 
Eldredge, Ketcham, Rice, Wilkins, 
Ely King, Richardson, Wilson, 
Ernentrout, Kleiner, Rockwell, Winans, 
Evans, La Folietie, Rowell Wolford, 
Everhart, Landes, Ryan, Woodburn 
Farquhar, Lawler, Sawyer, Worthington 
Felton, Lehibach, § A, 
Fleeger, Lindsley, Scranton, 

NAYS—#. 

Barnes, Dargan, as Jones, J. TH. Reagan, 
Belmont, Davidson, A.C. Kelley, Reid, J. VW. 
Bennett, Davidson. R.H.M. Laffoon, Sadler, 
Blount, Dougherty, lanham, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Eden, Lovering, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Fisher, Lowry, Snyder, 
Cabell, Ford, Martin, Stewart, Charics 
Candler, Halsell, Matson, Tarsney, 
Cobb, Harris, Maybury, Taulbee, 
Collins, Hemphill, McC z. Taylor, J.M 
Cowles, He ,d.8. MecMiliia, Tillman, 
Cox, Herbert, McRae, Trigg. 

» Hewitt, Mills, Van Eaton 
Croxton, Howard, Oates, Ward, T. B. 
Culberson, Hutton, Peel, Wellborn. 
Curtin, Johnston, T. D. Perry, Wheeler. 

NOT VOTING—®. 
Adams, J.J. Crain, Johnson, F. A. Riggs, 
Aiken, Daniel, Jones, J.T. Robertson, 
Anderson, C. M. Davenport, Laird, Rogers, 
Arnot, Davis, Le Fevre, Romeis, 
Baker, Dawson, Libbey, Seney, 
Ballentine, Dibbie, Louttit, Spriges, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Markham, Steele, : 
Barksdale, Denn, McAdoo, Stewart, J. W. 
Beach, Miller, Stone, E. F. 
Blanchard, Findlay, Mitcheil, Symes, 
Bland, Geddes, Murphy, Taylor, E.B 
Bliss, Gibson, C. H. . Thomas, J. 2 
Brady, Gibson, Eustace Norwood, Throckmorton, 
Bragg, Giover, O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Brown, ©. E. Grosvenor, O'Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Hammond, O’ Hara, Viele, 
Buchanan, Hanback, O'Neill, J. J. Wade 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Outhwaite, Wadsworth 
Burnes, Hill, Owen, Wait, 
Campbeil, T. J. Payson, West, 
Carleton, Hiseock Phelps, Whiting, 
Oatehings, Houk, ; Willis, 
Comstock, frion, Reese, Wise 


So the bill was ordered to be laid aside for the present. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent the readine 


of names af members voting was dispensed with. 


o. 
ae 
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1886. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. DuNN with Mr. Jounson, of New York, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


HAWAIIAN TREATY. 





The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- | 


sumed its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next revenue measure 
on the Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res.74) to give notice to terminate the convention of 
June 3, 1875, with His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the resolution be passed over. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Reserving the right to object, I ask for the read- 
ing of the resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the resolution can not 
be read until the question of consideration is determined. 

Mr. DUNHAM. On the point of order I desire to say we do not 
know what the resolution is, and until we do, by hearing it read, we 
can not tell whether we wish to consider it or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the joint resolution must 
be read, if the reading is demanded, before the question can be deter- 
mined whether it shall be passed over. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. DUNHA™M. I object to passing over this resolution. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to inquire if that is a revenue bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itaffectsthe revenue. If carried out it would in- 
crease the revenues very largely. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does not appear on the face of it that it affects 


the revenues, that it either increases or decreases them. 
nothing before the committee to show that it does so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is a revenue 
bill. There is a treaty between the United States and the Kingdom of 
Hawaii affecting our revenue, and this affects the treaty. which is the 
law of the land. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Unquestionably so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuNuA™] 
objects to passing over the joint resolution. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration rev- 
enue bills on the Calendar had reached the joint resolution (H. les. 
74) to give notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His 
Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, and that unanimous consent 
having been asked to pass the jointresolution over, objection was made, 
and under the rule the committee rose, and he reported the objection 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
lution be laid aside ? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 10. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 59, not vot- 
ing 106; as follows: 


There 


is 


The question is, Shall this joint reso- 


YEAS—157. 


Adams, G. E. Farquhar, Hudd, Peters, 
Allen, OC, H. Felton, Jackson, Pettibone, 
Anderson, J. A. oom ae I= Pidcock, 
inson, eeger, Cet m Pindar, 
Ballentine, Foran, King, Pirce, 
» Forney, Kleiner, Plumb, 

™ Frederick, La Follette, Price, 

Blount, Fuller, Laird, Randal), 
nd, Funston, Landes, Reed, T. B. 
telle, Gallinger, Lawler, Rice, 

Boyle, Gibson, C. H. Lehlbach, Richardson, 

Browne, T. M. Gilfillan, Lindsley, Rockwell, 

Brown, C. E. Green, R. 8. Long, Rowell, 

Brown, W. W. Green, W. J. Lore, Ryan, 

Buck, Grosvenor, Lovering, Sadler, 

Bunnell, Grout, Lowry, Sawyer, 

Burleigh, Guenther, Lyman, Scott, 

Burrows, Hale, Matson, Scranton, 

Caldwell Hall, McComas, Sessions, 

Campbell, J. M. Halsell, McCreary, Seymour, 
pbell, J. E. Harmer, McKenna, Shaw, 

» Hatch, McKinley, Smalis, 
Caswell, Hayden, Millard, Sowden, 
Clements, Haynes, Morgan, Spooner, 
Collins, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Springer, 
Cooper, Henley, Muller, StahInecker, 
Cutcheon, Hepburn, Murphy, Stephenson, 
Dingley, Herbert, Neal, Stone, W. J., Ky 
Dorsey, Hiestand, Neece, Storm, 
Eldredge, Hill, Nelson, Strait, 
Elisberry, Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles — Struble, 
Ely, Hitt, Osborne, Swinburne, 
Ermentrout, einen. Pusher, Swope, 
Evans, opkins, yne, ‘au y 
Everhart, Howard, Perkins, Taylor, I. H. 
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Taylor, J. M. Ward, T. B. Wheeler, Wolford, 
Thomas, O. B. Warner, A. J. White, A. C. Worthingtor. 
Townshend, Weaver, A. J. White, Milo 
Viele, Weaver, J. B Wilkins, ° 
Wakefield Weber Winans, 
NAYS—38 

Barnes, Davidson, A. C Johnston, T. D. Oates, 

Bennett Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J. H Peel, 
Breckinridge,C.R. Dockery Kelley Perry, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Dougherty, Laffoon Reid, J. W. 
Burnes, Eden Lanham Sayers, 
Cabell, Findlay Mahone, Skinner, 
Campbell, Felix Ford Martin St. Martin, 
Candler Gay Maybury, Tillman 

Cobb, Gibson, Eustace McAdoo, ‘Turner, 
Cowles Harris, MeMillir Van Eaton, 
Crisp, Hem phil McRas Wallace, 
Croxton, Henderson, J. 8S Merrimat Warner, William 
Culberson, Hewitt Mills Wellborn, 
Curtin, Huttor Morris Wilson 
Dargan Irion Neg 

NOT VOTING—I1% 

Adams, J. J Cox Little Spriggs, 
Aiken, Crah Louttit Steele, 

Allen, J. M Danie! Markbam, Stewart, Charles 
Anderson, (.M Davenport, Miller Stewart, J. W 
Arnot, Davis, Milliken Stone, FE. F 
Baker, Dawsot! Mitchell, Stone, W.J..Mo 
Barbour, Dibble Moffatt Symes, 
Barksdale Dowdney, Morrow, Tarsney, 
Bavne Dunham, Norwood Taylor, EK. B. 
Beach Dunn, O’ Donnell Taylor, Zach 
Belmont, Geddes ©’ Ferrall Thomas, J. R. 
Blanchard Glass, 0’ Hara, Thompson 
Bland Glover O'Neill, J. J Throckmorton 
bliss, Goff, Outhwaite Trigg, 

Brady, Hammond, Owen Tucker 
Bragg Hanb: Payson, Van Schaick 
Brumm Heard Phelps Wade, 
Buehanan, Henderson, T. J Raaney, Wadsworth 
Butterworth, Hermann Reagan, Wait 

Bynum, Hires Reese, Ward, J. H 
Campbell, T. J. Holmes Riggs, West 
Cannon, Houk, Robertson, Whiting 
Catchings, James Rogers, Willis 
Clardy, Johnson, F. A, Romeis, Wise, 
Compton Jones, J T. Seney, Woodburn 
Comstock, Le Fevr Singleton 

Conger, Libbey, Snyder, 


































So the House determined that 
olution. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that Mr. BLiss, Mr. 
BLANCHARD, and Mr. CANNON are absent on a committee of 
ence. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation 
of the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. BAYNE, on all votes preceding the vote 


the committee pass over the joint res- 


conier- 


| on the oleomargarine bill. 


Mr. SNYDER with Mr. WAIT, on this vote. 

Mr. Trice with Mr. Zac#. TAYLOR, on this vote 

Mr. DunwN with Mr. Jonwson, of New York, on this vote 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 


INTERNAL REVENUE 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


The Clerk will report the next revenue bill on 


A bill (H. R. 8327) to reduce the number of internal-revenue oflicers, provide 
a better and more economical administration of the internal-revenue laws, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HATCH. 
the present. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 

The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the present? 

Mr. CABELL. 
bill now. 

The committee and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
SPRINGER reported that @he Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union having had under consideration revenue bills on the 
Calendar had reached the bill (H. R. 8327) to reduce the number of in- 
ternal-revenue officers, provide a better and more economical admin- 
istration of the internal-revenue laws, and for other purposes, and that 
unanimous consent having been asked to pass the bill over, objection 
was made, and, under the rule, the committee rose and he reported the 
objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
over? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be laid aside for 
I obje ct. 
I demand the reading of the bill. 


there obje 


Is tion to laying this bill aside for 


I object. 


I hope we shall have consideration of that 


rose; 


The question is, Shall this bill be passed 
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Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 32. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


ing 88; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Allen, C, H, 
Anderson, J. A. 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barry, 

Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Boyle, 
Browne, T. M, 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Caswell, 
Clardy, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cutcheon, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Eldredge, 
Ely, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 


Allen, J. M. 
Barnes, 
Blanchard, 


Bliss, 
Blount, 


Breckinridge,C.R. Dunham, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Dunn, 


Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 

Baker, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 

Brady, 

Bragg, 
Brumm, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Catchings, 
Compton, 
Crain, 

Daniel, 
Davenport, 


YEAS—159. 
Fisher, Laird, 
Fleeger, Landes, 
Foran, Lawler, 
Frederick, Lehlbach, 
Fuller, Lindsley, 
Funston, Little, 
Gallinger, Long, 
Gilfillan, Lore, 
Glass, . Lyman, 
Goff, atson, 
Green, R, 8. Maybury, 
Grout, McAdoo, 
Guenther, McComas, 
Hale, McCreary, 
Hall, McKenna, 
Harmer, McKinley, 
Hatch, Millard, 
Hayden, Milliken, 
Haynes, Moffatt, 
Heard, Morgan, 
Henderson, D. B. Morrill, 
Henderson, T.J. Morrow, 
Henley, Muller, 
Hepburn, Murphy, 
Hiestand, Neece, 
Hill, Nelson, 
Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles 
Hitt, Osborne, 
Holman, Parker, 
Holmes, Payne, 
Howard, Perkins, 
Hudd, Peters, 
Jackson, Pidcock, 
James, Pindar, 
Johnston, J, T. Pirce, 
Ketcham, Plumb, 
King, Price, 
Kleiner, Randall, 
Laffoon, Reed, T. B. 
La Follette, Rice. 
NAYS—7%. 
Curtin, Irion, 
Dargan, Johnston, T. D, 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. i. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lanham, 
Dougherty, Lovering, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Eden, MeMillin, 
Elisberry, McRae, 
Findlay, Merriman, 
Ford, Mills, 
Forney, Neal, 
Gay, Oates, 
Green, W. J. Peel, 
Halsell, Perry, 
Hemphill, Reid, J. W. 
Henderson, J. 8. Richardson, 
Herbert, Sadler, 
Hutton, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—88, 
Davis, Louttit, 
Dawson, Lowry, 
Dibble, Markham, 
Dowdney, Miller, 
Geddes, Mitchell, 
Gibson, C. H. Morrison, 
Gibson, Eustace Negley, 
Glover, Norw . 
Grosvenor, O'Donnell, 
Hammond, O’Ferrall, 
Hanback, - O'Hara, 
Harris, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hermann, Outhwaite, 
ee soe. 
res, yson, 
Hopkins, Pettibone, 
Houk, Phelps, 
Johnson, F. A Ranney, 


Jones, J. T. 
Kelley, 

Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 


— 
elton 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 75, not vot- 


Swinburne, 
Swope, 
Taylor, I. H. 
Taylor, Zach. 
‘Townshend, 
Viele, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
‘Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 


Worthington. 


Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Stewart, Charles 


So the House decided that the bill be passed over. 


The following additional pair was anno 


we the day. 


Mr. Lowry with Mr. KELLEY, for the 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
BONDED WAREHOUSES. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 


session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is again in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of revenue bills. The 
Clerk will report the title of the next revenue bill on the Calendar. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7140) to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled spirits 























in distillery and special bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal of the s:; 
therefrom, and for payment of tax thereon. 

Mr. DUNHAM. In order that we may have a proper idea whether 
we wish this bill laid aside or not, I ask for the reading of the bi!! 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. BAYNE said: I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
of this bill be dispensed with. ; 

Mr. LAWLER. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that this bill be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimons 
consent that this bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. I think this is too important a matter 
of legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the committee wi!! rise 
and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLount having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under considera- 
tion revenue bills had reached bill (H. R. 7140) to amend the laws re- 
lating to the entry of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded 
warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same therefrom, and for pay- 
ment of tax thereon; and that unanimous consent having been asked 
to pass this bill over objection was made, and under the rule the com- 
mittee rose and he reported the objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill (H. R. 
7140) be passed over? 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that question, I ask unanimous consent, in 
view of the decisive votes which have been taken to-day, that this bil! 
and the other bills on the Calendar relating to revenue may be laid 
aside and the bill indicated by the expression of so large a majority of 
the House may be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. DUNHAM and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill be 


over? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it competent 


to make a motion to lay aside all bills preceding the one which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HatcH] has just indicated? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 


Irion, 
Johnston, T. D. 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. 


Skinner, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative —yeas 
145, nays 54, not voting 123; as follows: 
YEAS—1465. 
Adams, G. E. Fleeger, Lawler, Seymour, 
Allen, C. H Forney, Lehlbach, Shaw, 
Allen, J.M Frederick, Lindsley, Singleton, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, Long, Smalls, 
Atkinson, Funston, Lore, Sowden, 
Ballentine, Gallinger, Lyman, Spooner, 
rry. Gay, McComas, Springer, 
Bingham, Gibson, C. Hi. McCreary, StahInecker 
iss, Gilfillan, McKenna, Stephenson 
Bound, Glass, McKinley, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Boutelle, Goff, Millard, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Browne, T. M Green, W.J. Milliken, Storm, 
Brown, C. E Grosvenor, Morgan, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Grout, Morrill, Struble, 
Buchanan, Guenther, Morrow, Swinburne, 
Buck, Hall, Murphy, Swope, 
Bunnell, Halsell, Neal, Taulbee, 
Burrows, Harmer, Neece, Taylor, Zach 
Bynum, Hatch, Nelson, Thomas, 0. 
Caldwell, Hayden, O'Neill, Charles Townshend 
Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Osborne, Wakefield 
Caswell, H \ Parker, Wallace, 
Clardy, Henderson, D.B. Payne, Ward, J. H. 
Clements, Henley, Perkins, Ward, T. 5B 
Comstock, Hepburn, Peters, Warner, William 
Conger, Hill, Pindar, Weaver, A.. 
Cooper, Hiscock, Pirce, Weaver, J.B. 
Cutcheon, Hitt, Plamb, Weber, @* 
Dingley, Holman, Price, White, A.C. 
ery, Holmes, Reed, T. B. White, Milo 
Dorsey, Howard, Rice, Wilkins, 
Eldredge, Jackson, Rockwell, Winans, 
Ely, James, Rowell, Wolford, 
Ermentrout, Johnston, J.T. Ryan, Worthingt: 
Evans, Kleiner, Sadler, 
Everhart, La Follette, Scott, 
Fisher, Landes, Sessions, 
NAYS—4 
Barnes, Dargan, Lanham, Snyder, _ 
Bennett, Davidson, A.C. MeMillin, Stewart, Charice 
Blount, Davidson, R.H.M. McRae, St. Martin, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Dougherty, Merriman, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Dunn, Mills. Trigg, 
Cabell, Eden, — — 
Catchings, Ellsberry, es, Yan Eaton, 
ge: ag Wat 
w em ' erry, eliborn, 
Cox, ore meal J.8. a Wheeler, 
Hewitt, Reid, J. W. Wilson, 
Croxton, Richardson, Wise. 


ar 


of 
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NOT VOTING—125. 

#,J. J. Dawson, Laird, Reese, 
— Dibble, Le Fevre, Riggs, 
Anderson, C. M. Dowdney, Libbey, Robertson, 
‘Arnot, Dunham, Little, Rogers, 
Raker, Farquhar, Louttit, Romeis, 
Barbour, Felton, Lovering, sawyer, 
Barksdaie, Findlay, Lowry, Scranton, 
Bayne, Foran, Mahoney, Seney, 
Beach, Geddes, Markham, Spriggs, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Martin, Steele, 
Blanchard, Glover, Matson, Stewart, J. W. 
Bland, Green, R.S. Maybury. Stone, EL. F. 
Boyle, Hale, McAdoo, Symes, 
Brady, Hammond, Miller, Tarsney, 
Bragg. Hanback, Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
Brumm, Harris, Moffatt, Taylor, I. H. 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Muller, Taylor, J. M. 
Burnes, Ilerbert, Negley, Thomas, J. R. 
Butterworth, Hermann, Norwood, Thompson, 
Campbell, Felix Hiestand, O'Donnell, Throckmorior , 
Campbell, J. F. Hires, O' Ferrall, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Hopkins, O Hara, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Hiouk, ONeill, J.J. Wade, 
Cannon, Hadd, Outhwaite, Wadsworth, 
Carleton, Hutton, Owen, Wiuit, 
Collins, Johnson, F. A. Payson, Warner, A.J. 
Compton, Jones, J.T. Pettibone, West, 
Crain, Kelley, Phelps, Whiting, 
Daniel, Ketcham, Pidecock, Willis, 
Davenport, King, Randall, Woodburn. 
Davis, ° Laffoon, Ranney, 


So the House decided that the bill be passed over. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. HALE with Mr. Hutton, on laying aside revenue bills. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the bill is passed over, 
and the Clerk will read the title of. the next bill for raising revenue. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 1513) to carry into effect a convention between the United States 


of America and the United States of Mexico sigued on the 20th day of January, 
1883, 


Mr. DUNHAM. Let us ascertain what that is by reading it. 
The bill was read through. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask by unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee will rise and re- 


port the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLoUN?’ having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had under con- 
sideration revenue bills, and having reached the bill (H. R. 1513) to 
carry into effect a convention between the United States of America 
and the United States of Mexico signed on the 20th day of January, 
1883, objection was made to passing it over, and under the rule the 
committee rose and he reported the objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the question is, Shall 


the bill oo eens over? 
Mr. D M. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
162, nays 51, not voting 109; as follows: = 


YEAS—162. 

sane, E. Elisberry, Hiscock, Neece, 
Allen, C. TH. “ly, Hitt, Nelson, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Holman, O’ Neil), Charies 
Ballentine, Evans, Holmes, Osborne, 
Barry, Everhart, Hudd, Payne, 
Bingham, Felton, Jackson, Perkins, 
Bound, Fisher, James, Peters, 
Boyle, Fleeger, Johnston, J.T. Pettibone, 
Brady, Forney, Kleiner, Pidcock, 
Browne, T. M Frederick, King, Pindar, 
Brown, C, E. Fuller, La Follette, Pirce, 
Brown, W. W Funston, Laird, Plumb, 

D, Gallinger, Landes, Price, 

° Gay, Lawler, Randail, 
Bunnell, Gibson, C. H. Le Fevre, Reed, T. B 
Burleigh, Glass, Lehlbach, Rice, 

Goff, Lindsley, Richardson, 
Bynum, Green, R. § Little, Rock well 
Caldwell, Green, W. J Long, Rowell, 
Cannon, Grout, Lore, Ryan, 
Carleton, Guenther, Markham, Sadler, 
Caswell, Hale, Matson, Scott, 
Catchings, Halsell, McComas, Seranton, 
Clardy, Harmer, M % Sessions, 
Clements, Hatch, McKenna, Seymour, 
Collins, Hayden, McKinley, Shaw, 
Comstock, Haynes, MeMillin, Smalls, 
Conger, Heard, Millard, Sowden, 
’ Henderson,D.B. Milliken, Spooner, 
R.H.M. Henley, Springer 
Dede? Hepburn, Morrill, Stahlnecker, 
, i, Marpby. Stone, W. J..M 
. , y. Ory oO. 
Baredee, nim, Nea}, Storm, 





ent CLOT 





Lint 


Strait, Taylor, }. M Warner, A. J. Wilkins, 
Struble, Thomas, 0. B Warner, William Winans, 
Swinburne Thompson Weaver, J. B. Wise, 
Swope, Townshend Weber, Wolford 
Tarsney, lurner, Wheeler, Worthington. 
Taulbee. Waketield White, A. 
Taylor, 1. Il Wallace White, Milo 
NAYS—5l 
Barnes, Davidson, A. f Mahone. Skinner 
Bennett, Dougherty Martin, Snyder, 
Bliss, Dunham Maybury Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Dunn, MeRae, St. Martin 
Breckinridge, C. R. Eden, Merriman, raylor, Zac! 
Cabell, Ford, Mills, rillman 
Campbell, Felix Ilemphil Morrison lrigg, 
Cobb, Hewitt Oates Van Eaton, 
Cowles, Irion, Peel Viele, 
Cox, Johnstov, T. 1) Perry Wellborn, 
Oulberson, Jones, J. 1! Reagar Wilson 
Curtin, Laffoon Reid, J. W Woodburn, 
| Dargan, Lauham Sayers, 
NOT VOTING we 
Adams, J.J Cutcheon Jones, J.T Rogers 
Aiken, Daniel, Kelley, Romeis 
Allen, J. M. Davenport Ketcham Sawyer, 
Anderson, C. M. Davis, Libbey, Seney, 
Anderson, J. A. Dawson Louttit, Singleton, 
Arnot, Dibble, Lovering Sprigge: 
Baker, Dowdney Lowry, Steele, 
Barbour Farquhar Lyman, Stewart, J. W. 
Barksdale, Findlay, McAdoo, Stone, FE. l 
Bayne, Foran, Miller, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Beach, Geddes, Mitchell, Symes, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Moffatt, Taylor, E. 1B 
Blanchard, Gilfillan Muller, rhomas, J. R 
Bland, (lover, Negley, Throckmorton, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor Norwood rucker, 
Bragg, Hall, «Donnell, Van Schaick 
Breckinridge, W CP. Hammond, () Ferrall, Wade, 
Brumm, Hanback () Hara, Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Harris, O'Neill, 7.7. Wait, 


Butterworth, Henderson, 1.5. Outhwaite, Ward, J.H 


Campbell, J. P. Henderson, T.J Owen, Ward, T. B 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert Parker, Weaver, A. J. 
Campbell, T. J. Ilires, Payson, West, 
Candler, Hopkins, Phelps, Whiting 
Compton, Houk, Ranney, Willis. 
Crain, Howard Reese, 

Crisp, Hutton, Riggs, 

Croxton, Johnson, F. A. Robertson, 


So the bill was ordered to be passed over. 
FORTIFICATION OF WINE FOR 

Under the rule the committee resumed 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ly order of the House the bill was ordered to be 
passed over, and the Clerk will read the title of the next bill for rais- 
ing revenue. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9114) to provide for the fortification, for exportation, of wine free 
from internal-revenue tax, and to prevent frauds in connection therewith, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is that ademand by the gentleman which we are 
obliged to consider when objection is made to passing the bill over for 
the present? If the gentleman demands the reading of the bill, mast 
it be read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided, in accordance with the 
uniform practice of the House. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HATCH. [I ask the bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee will rise and re- 
port the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the State of the Union had under consid- 
eration bills for raising revenue, and having reached the bill (H. R. 
9114) to provide for the fortification, for exportation, of wine free from 
internal-revenue tax, and to prevent frauds in connection therewith, 
objection was made to passing it over for the present, and under the 
rule the committee accordingly rose and he reported the objection to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
over? 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative- 
161, nays 46, not voting 115; as follows: 


EXPORTATION. 
ite session. Mr. SPRINGER 


The question is, Shall the bill be passed 


-yeas 


YEAS—Il6l. 
Adams, G. E, Browne, T. M. Caldwell, Cowles, 
Allen, C. H. Brown, C. FE. Campbell, J. M. Cox, 
Allen, J. M. Brown, W. W. Candler, Cutcheon 
Anderson, J. A. Buchanan, Carleton, Dingley. 
Atkinson, Buck, Caswell, Dockery 
Ballentine, Bunnell, Clardy, Dorsey, 
Barry, Burleigh, Clements, Eldredge, 
Bound, Burrows, Compton, Ely, 
Boyle, Butterworth, Conger, Ermentrout, 
Brady, Bynum, “ooper, Evans, 
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Everhart, Hiscock, Morrow, Sowden, 
Felton Hitt, Muller, Spooner, 
Fisher Holman, Murphy, Springer, 
Fleeger Holmes, Neal, Stahlnecker, 
Foran Hopkins Neece, Stephenson, 
Forney, Hudd, Nelson, Stone, E. F. 
Frederick Jackson O' Neill, Charles Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Fuller, James Osborne, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Funston Johnston, J.T. Parker, Storm, 
Gallinger Ketcham Payne, Swinburne, 
Cay King, Perkins, Swope, 
Gibson, C. H Kleiner, Peters, Tarsney, 
Gilfillan, la Foliette Pettibone, Taulbee, 
Goff, Landes, Pidcock, Taylor, LH. 
Green, R.5 Lawler, Pindar, Taylor, J. M. 
Green, W. J Le Fevre, Plumb, Thomas, O. B. 
Cirout Iehibach, Price, Thompson, 
Grosvenor Lindsley, Randall, Wakefield, 
Guenther, Little, Reed, T. B. Ward, J. H. 
Hall, Lore, Rice, Warner, A. J. 
Halsell, Long, Rockwell, Weaver, A. J. 
Harmer, Louttit, Rowell, Weaver, J. B. 
Hatch, Markham, Ryan, Weber, 
Hayden, Matson, Sadler, Wheeler, 
Haynes, McComas, Sawyer, White, A.C. 
Heard, McKenna, Scott, White, Milo 
Henderson, D.B. McKinley, Scranton, Winans, 
Henley, MeMillin, Sessions, Wise, 
Hepburn, Millard, Seymour, Wolford. 
Hiestand, Morgan, Shaw, 

Hil! Morrill, Smalls, 


NAYS—46. 


Barnes, Dougherty Mahoney, Reid, J. W. 
Bennett, Eden, Martin, Sayers, 
Blount, Ford, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Hemphill, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
Cabell, ee ee Merriman, St. Martin, 
Catchings, Herbert, Mills, Taylor, Zach, 
Cobb, Hewitt, Morrison, Trigg, 
Croxton, Irion, Norwood, Wallace, 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Oates, Wellborn, 
Curtin, Jones, J, H. Peel, Wilson. 
Davidson, A.C, Laffoon, Perry, 

Davidson, R.H.M. Lanham, Reagan, 


NOT VOTING—115. 


Adams, J. J. Davis, Lovering, Spriggs, 
Aiken, Dawson, Lowry, Steele, 
Anderson, C. M. Davenport, Lyman, Stewart, J. W. 
Arnot, Dibble, Maybury, Strait, 
Baker, Dowdney, McCreary, Struble, 
Barbour, Dunham Miller, Symes, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Bayne, Elisberry, Mitchell, Thomas, J. R. 
Beach, Farquhar Moffat, Throckmorton, 
Belmont, Findlay, Negley, Tillman, 
Bingham, Geddes, O'Donnell, Townshend, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Eustace O’ Ferrall, Tucker, 
Bland, Glass, O'Hara, Turner, 
Bliss, Glover, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Boutelle, Hale, Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Bragg, Hammond, Owen, Viele, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Hanback, Payson, Wade, 
srumm, Harris, Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Henderson, T. J. Pirce, Wait, 
Campbell, Felix Hermann, Ranney, Ward, T. B. 
Campbell, J. E. Hires, Reese, Warner, William 
Campbell, T. J. Houk, Richardson, wes, 
Cannon, Howard, R i Whiting, 
Collins, Hutton, Robertson, Wilkins, 
Comstock, Johnson, F. A. Rogers, Willis, 
Crain, Jones, J.T. tomeis, Woodburn, 
Crisp, Kelley, Seney, Worthington. 
Daniel, Laird, Singleton, 
Dargan, Libbey, Snyder, 


So the House ordered the bill to be passed over. 

On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, by unanimous consent the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for the 
rest of this day. 

Mr. Cowles with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. WoRTHINGTON with Mr. VAN EATON, on the question of con- 
sideration, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendments bills of the House of 
the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4335) making appropriations for continuing the con- 
struction of the public building at Clarksburg,.W. Va., and changing 
the limit of cost thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) for the erection of a public building at Spring- 
field, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George (Early; 

A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer; 

A bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) to grant a pension to Katharina Nickert; 

A bill (H. R. 8336) granting an increase of pension to Dancan Forbes; 
and 
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A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes. 

The message farther announced that the Senate had passed )bi 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of k 
sentatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett; 

A bill (S. 821) for the relief of James M. Willbur; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Lorenzo A Clark; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post-office building at | 


Mass. ; 


A bill (S. 1880) for the completion of a public building at 


City, Nebr. ; 


A bill (S. 1987) for the relief of David L. Brainard; 

A bill (S. 2024) for the relief of Thomas Smith; 

A bill (S. 2424) granting a pension to George W. Kincaid; 

A bill (S. 2487) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (S. 2488) granting a pension to John B. Fuller; 

A bill (S. 2155) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 

A bill (S. 2584) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis: 
Columbia to condemn land at Rock Creek for the purpose of a | 
be called Rock Creek Park; 

A bill (S. 2660) granting a pension to Annie EF. Gardiner; 

A bill (8. 2699) granting a pension to Sarah E. Norton; and 

A bill (S. 2720) to relinquish the interest of the United States in cer 
tain lands in Kansas. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


VINEGAR MADE FROM GRAIN. 


The next revenue business on the Calendar was the bill (H. { 
to regulate the manufacture of vinegar made from grain. 
Mr. Chairman, I demand the reading of t! 

The bill was read at length. 

[Mr. DUNHAM (during the reading of the bill). 
attention of the Chair to the fact that the Clerk has omitted a part 0: 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


this bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
read the copy which is at the desk. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have observed the reading carefully, and in the 
twel(th line of one of the sections the Clerk has omitted the 
[Laughter.] I wish the whole bill to be read 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. | 
I am heartily in favor of the passage of this bi)! 
desire to address myself to it, and send to the Clerk’s desk as a part 
my remarks the report of the committee to be read in my time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Lilinois, rose. 

I do no not yield the floor. 
decline to yield now to interruption. 

The report (by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was read, as {0! 


‘and penalties. ’’ 


Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. HATCH. 


lows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred House })i/! °°" 
having carefully considered the same, respectfully report a substitute | 
bill,and recommend House bill 3973 do lie on the table, and the bil! | 


reported do 


Inder the — as it now is, the manufacturing of vinegar by the p: 
pageants can be used successfully as a fraud on the revenue. 
before the committee that by this process four gallons Of proof spirits « 
manufactured from a bushel of corn; that more than 21 
addition to that needed in the vinegar, can be successfully 
egar, and by redistillation can be sepa: 
petrated on the revenue by factories claiming to be vinegar faetories. 

The tax on spirits is from 300 to 400 per cent. greater than the cost of | 
tion. A gallon of vinegar can be manufactured by this process at perhaps | 
4to6 cents, and spirits at 14.14cents a galion. 
factured without any supervision by the Government and without any «<u 
thrown around its manufacture, is 90 cents, and temptation to fraud is | 
to be always successfully resisted. 

The object of the bill reported is to remove that temptation,and yet to 
those en in this industry a drawback of the entire tax paid by thx 
spirits by them in the manufacture of vinegar. 
will prevent fraud and will not seriously burden those who have invested in 


vinegar fact 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, if what the committee has be 
trying to reach is to be or is offered as an amendment, I make the 
of order that it is not germane to this vinegar bill. 

I have not offered an amendment. 
sad is simply the report of the committee, which I have submitted 
a part of my remarks. 

Mr. MORRISON. 


Mr. HATCH. 


order. 


Mr. HATCH. No, sir; [am supporting the passage of this bi!!, © 
regret to see that the gentleman from Kentucky is not in his sea‘, 4 
I would be glad to yield to him a part of my time; but in his abseo 
I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. !!'> 


cock]. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I believe rarely has a more impor 
tant measure than this bill which is now pending been brought be!" 


I wish to call t 


The Chair is informed by the Clerk that ) 


IT am entitled to 


rated therefrom ; that fraud has | 


he tax on this gallon,: 


oa, 


It is believed that the b 


I got the impression from the reading that ¢! 
bogus butter bill had been offered as an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. No; Ihave simply had read this report of the : 
mittee made by the gentleman from Kentucky, a very interestin: 
able report, as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. MORRISON. I thought the gentleman had offered an ame! 
ment, which seemed, from what I gathered of the reading, to be ou! ©! 
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the committee. I only regret that its consideration has been postponed | out patronizing the great whisky centers, Peoria, Cincinnati, or Ken- 
until this late day in the session, when it may be impossible to give it | tucky. By a simple process permitted by this law spirits are devel- 
full consideration and properly perfect itsothat itcanbepassed. [Ap- | oped a little from the grain, injected into a pure mash, and then ina 
plause. J But, Mr. Chairman, I also recognize the fact that there is | little time we have the most healthful vinegar that ever was put upon 
other legislation in front of us so nearly completed that perhaps it | the table of the daintiest epicure on earth. And its healthful, pure 
would be unsafe for the interests of the people to claim for the consid- | qualities only exceed its cheapness to the consumers 

eration of this bill the necessary time to perfect it, when the result The bill now under consideration proposes to abolish this simple 
might be to defeat other important measures, and measures in which process for producing a staple and common article of food, and instead 
the agricultural interests of the country are interested as largely as in | of making by a continuous process vinegar from our grain the vinegar- 
this. [Applause. ] maker ‘‘ must bend the supple hinges of the knee’? to the distillers of 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, has been asked for by the fruit-growersand | the country. It is proposed by this bill that they shall quit making 
apple-growers of the country, and it has been asked for by the Internal | vinegar by the continuous process, this moral process, and that they 
Revenue Department, in the interest of the honest administration of | shall first buy the high wines or spirits from the distillers, make the 
our present internal-revenue laws. I believe that the report which has | vinegar with that, and then fall back on the United States, through the 
been read here to-day clearly sets forth the sentiment of the Treasury | internal-revenue office, for a refunding of the taxes paid the distillers 
Department in respect to this bill. | for their high wines. 

Mr. ROWELL. I wish to know whether the gentleman thinks this} Mr. CANNON. Which side of this fight is the gentleman from Iowa 
pill is in the interest of cheap vinegar or not ? | really on? Are you for or against this vinegar bill ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. My friend from Illinois asks me whether I think | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. At this time I am not very particu- 
this bill is in the interest of cheap vinegar. Iam so willing to-day that | lar, though I have given you all some wholesome truths. Later on, if 
this bill should be discussed on both sides that when I have exhausted | this bill comes up, I will be against it, but for the present I am more 
five minutes of my time I desire the chairman shall rap me down, that | profoundly impressed with the necessity of reaching the bogus-butter 
I may yield five minutes to some gentleman who is opposed to the bill. | } 

For, as I said, I suppose all we can hope to do to-day with regard to | Mr. HATCH. I supposed the gentleman from Iowa was in favor of 
this measure is to get it before the committee and before the country. | the bill or I would not have yielded him five minutes of the time, be- 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? | cause I am in favor of it. [Laughter. | 





vill. 





Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Itis the first time this session that 
Mr. STRUBLE. Would the gentleman be willing to yield time to | the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAtcu] has made a mistake in 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuNHAmM]? | managing a bill, and this mistake will be all right when we resume 


Mr..HISCOCK. Iam inclined to think the gentleman from Illinois | our march against bogus butter in the morning. [ Laughter. | 
will object to receiving time on this bill and that he will not prove to Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 
be in favor of it. [Laughter.] The question was taken; and the Chair said that the ayes seemed to 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me | have it. 
for a question ? | Mr. McMILLIN. I call for a division. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. | The committee divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 20. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman please explain what this| The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 
bill is? Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Michigan asks me to explain | journ. 
this bill. Why, sir, he must be aware that it hasbeen read from the The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet heard the report of the 
Clerk’s desk, and he must be aware of the fact that a veryable report, | chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 
prepared and I think unanimously concurred in by the Committee on Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Ways and Means in favor of this bill, has also been read from the | state of the Union, reported that they had had under consideration the 
Clerk’s desk. | bill (H. R. 9733) to regulate the manufacture of vinegar made from 
As was stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuNHAM], the | grain, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
reading of this bill was listened to with great care; and now, when it | Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ad- 
isso near the time of adjournment, it is proper the bill should be con- | journ. 
sidered. Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that 
vt BROWNE, ofIndiana. Are you not filibustering now? [Laugh- | motion long enough to allow me to introduce two bills and have them 
ter. referred. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not filibustering, I will say to the gentleman Mr. MCMILLIN. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 
from Indiana, and I have not the slightest doubt in the world that the 
future will satisfy him that what I am doing to-day is against filibus- 
tering, and in the direction of legislation that is, 1 have no doubt, for 
the interest of the country. 
Mr. CANNON. This is the best speech I have heard the gentleman 
from New York make this session. 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like the gentleman to explain whether this | 
bill lightens the burden of taxation on the people? 





MARY CLARK. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
9934) for the relief of Mary Clark, widow of Capt. Charles F. Clark, 
Company F, Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CELESLIA R. MUDD. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 9935) for the relief of Celeslia Rk. Mudd, widow of Col. John J. 
Mudd, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HISCOCK. ‘This bill simply provides, as I believe, against 
frands on the revenues of the country. It does not discriminate in favor 
of one interest or against another. It is not subject to any objections, 
constitutional or otherwise, that have been urged against some other 
legislation here which we hope to obtain before Congress adjofrns. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HATCH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HENDERSON ]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed t6 this 
bill. Its itions are surprising at this stage of legislation for rey- 
enue to run Government. I am forced to say that the debate thus 
far had upon this bill develops the fact that it is not understood by 
those participating in the debate or by those so eagerly listening to it. 
I see before me hundreds of hungry and thirsty individuals (hungry 
and thirsty after knowledge, I mean; I make thatexplanationso asnot | A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others; 
to mislead the country) touching the scope and meaning of this wonder- Joint resolution (S. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct 
fal bill, and I come to you like a friend, finding you starving in the | a bridge across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon; 
desert. to supply the needed nourishment. A bill (8. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company 

Up to 1879 law which it is now sought to repeal by this bill of Oregon the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette River 
Was not upon the statute-books, and pure, wholesome, and cheap vin- | in the vicinity of Ray’s Landing, Oregon; 
egar, as I am assured, was unknown to the tables of the country. In A bill (S. 2800) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
1879—June 14, I think—the bill now sought to be repealed was enacted | Tennessee and Cumberland rivers by the Ohio Valley Railway Com- 
into law. Whatis that law? It simply provides that those engaged | pany; and 
‘n the manufacture of vinegar may take the grain, the product of the A bill (S. 63) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge 
virtuous soil of America, and by a continuous, honest, gentle process | across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the 
Convert it into without adding any spirits from the outside. | towns of North Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont. 

It will be that grain enters the vinegar factory’s mouth and Mr. BrumM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence until 
comes Out vinegar. All this is done without violation of law and with- | Tuesday next. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 236) to authorize the Bellingham Bay Railway and Navi- 
gation Company to build certain bridges in the Territory of Washing- 
ton; 
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The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 79, noes 56. 
“So the motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 
the Honse adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Resolution of the Jacksonville (Fila. ) Board 
of Trade, for the issuance of small paper currency—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Rebecca Strait, for a widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Protest of Josiah W. Seabury and 127 others, 
citizens of Providence County, Rhode Island, against attaching to pen- 
sion bills provision for special taxation for payment thereof—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of Z. T. Vance and 80 others, of 
Wilcox Post, No. 138, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eddyville, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of bill for relief of dependent soldiers, known as 
Senate bill No. 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Maria Hulse, mother of Silas Hulse, 
late private Company D, Third Regiment United States Infantry, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of ORa- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200, 000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred tothe Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of William Hampton and 23 others, 
citizens of the fifth district of Kansas. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of O. D. Lyon and 120 others, citizens 
of the fifteenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grant Watkins and 70 others, 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CANNON; Petition of Theodore Thompson and 26 others, 
citizens of the fifteenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of E. C. Sebastian and 101 others, citi- 
zens of the tenth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. CLEMENS: Petition of John S. Thompson and 258 others, 
citizens of the seventh district of Georgia. 

By Mr. CROXTON: Petition of A. Dawley and 32 others, citizens 
of the first district of Virginia. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition of W. D. Prescott and 39 others, citi- 
zens of the fourth district of Texas. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of James Martin and 100 others and 
of John D. Ferguson and 47 others, citizens of the ninth district of 
Michigan. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of Mrs. M. Williams and 64 
others, citizens of the first district of Florida. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of N. A. Hall and 72 others, citizens of 
the second district of Maine. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Jos. Huntington and 109 others, 
citizens of the third district of Missouri. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Henry Saylor and 65 others, citizens of 
the twenty-first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Ed. E. Rice and 24 others, citi- 
zens of the second district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Andrew Phelps and 64 others, citi- 
zens of the third district of Kentucky. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of C. A. Hamee and 50 others, of G. M. 
Henderson and 54 others, and of J. Ferguson and 65 others, citizens of 
ihe first district of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Parley M. Smith and 70 others, citizens 
of the sixth district of Mlinois. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of W. C. Price and 26 others and of 
Harrison Davis and 160 others, citizens of the third district of Texas. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of W. Hayes and 49 others, citizens of 
the second district of Illinois. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of John Duff and 215 others, of M. H. Funk 
and 60 others, and of Edwin Dekay and 50 others, citizens of the ninth 
district of Iowa. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petition of Anthony Demarest and 26 others 
— .. — H. Doyle and 13 others, citizens of the fourth district of 

ew . 

Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Berthold Moeller and 25 others and 
of Joseph Papolim, jr., and 25 others, citizens of the first district of 
Michigan. 





— 


By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of Frederick Able and 85 others, , 
zens of the eleventh district of New York. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of N. C. Leighton and 26 others, 
W. Jennings and 17 others, and of R. Lather and 77 others, citizen, 
of third district of Maine. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of F. A. Fisher and 120 others, citizens o 
the third district of Tennessee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of W. Ritter and 70 others and of \{. }. 
Rogers and 88 others, citizens of the eleventh district of Illinois 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of Thomas Farrington and 58 others, of 
Edward Sharmon and 114 others, and of Philip H. Kirkwood and 1, 
others, citizens of the third district of J}inois. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of A. Moss and others and of Richard 
Sewell and others, citizens of the fourth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of John Grant and 116 others, citizen; 
of the second district of Texas. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of J. A. Willis and 80 others, citizens o; 
the third district of West Virginia. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Arthur Bridges ang 
65 others, citizens of the twelfth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of Miles Dakin and 27 others, o! J. k 
Simons and 33 others, and of George Miller and 55 others, citizens 0; 
the eighth district of Michigan. 

Also, petition of Otho Stempell and 21 others, of the eighth district 
of Michigan. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Henry Ellis and 31 others citi- 
zens of the nineteenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. J. H. WARD: Petition of J. B. Landers and 17 others, citi- 
zens of the third district of Dlinois. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Two petitions of citizens of Louisville, Ky. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 23, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approy«:! 
GILES B. HARBER AND WILLIAM H. SCHUETZE. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay before the ~enate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieutenants Giles 8. Har- 
ber and William H. Schuetze withsea-duty and sea-pay while engaged 
in the search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the time em- 
ployed in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commanicr le 
Long and party, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the joint resolution may be taken uy and 
passed, as the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs has reported a joint 
resolution of the same kind which is on the Calendar, and we cau then 
take that off. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine asks wuani- 
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution a! 
this time. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, autiorized 
and directed to credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harber and William H. Schuetze with 
the h rate of pay to their respective grades during their absence 
from United States while employed in the search on the Lena Delta fo 
Lieutenant Chipp and party: and also while e in transporting to the 
United States the remains of Lieut. Commander rge W. De Long and hisas 
onan all payments to be made from the current appropriation for pay mis 
cellaneous. ; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present on- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Does that come from a committee’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Naval Athursof 


the Senate has a similar joint resolution. 
Mr. HALE. Senate committee has ted the same measure 


and it is on the Calendar, and this will save taking up time whe) v° 
reach that. It has been fully considered and reported. 

Mr. CALL. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will ye aga" 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Maine can explain it to the 
Senator from Florida in a moment. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the order of business on the Calendar! te 


Mr. HALE. Order of Business 1663. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that the first case on the Calendar? : 

Mr. HALE. . No; this is a joint resolution that has come {rom the 
H and it is the same as the joint resolution on the Calendar, Order 
of 1663. It simply for giving sea-pay to these officers 
who were engaged in that arctic service who can not technically g¢t 

y.° They were in a harder service than anywhere else in the Navy 
in thme of peace: and I do not believe that any Senator wil] object t° 
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the joint resolution passing. Then we can postpone the one on the Cal- 
endar reported by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not object. I made the inquiry simply for infor- 
mation. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was geported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move to indefinitly postpone the joint resolution (S. 
R. 24) to credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harber and William H. Schuetze 
with sea-daty and sea-pay while engaged in the search for Lieutenant 
Chipp and party, and also for the time employed in bringing home the 
remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and party. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 236) to authorize the Bellingham Bay Railway and Navi- 
gation Compary to build certain bridges in the Territory of Washing- 


ton; 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others; 

A bill (S. 2115) granting to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company 
of Oregon the right to construct a bridge over the Willamette River, 
in the vicinity of Ray’s Landing, Oregon; 

A bill (8. 2800) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers by the Ohio Valley Railway Com- 

any; 
: A bill (8. 63) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across 
that part of the waters of Lake Champlain lying between the towns of 
North Hero and Alburg, in the State of Vermont; and 

A bill (8. 1937) authorizing the city of Salem to construct a bridge 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon. 

KNIGHTS OF LABOR PETITIONS. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to present petitions similar to those offered by 
other Senators relating to the eight measures of legislation which have 
been referred to. - 

I wish to say in this connection that I was not present in the Senate 
day before yesterday when the Senator from Nebraska[ Mr. VAN WYCK } 
delivered quite a dissertation upon this subject in the way of defense, 
I take it, of these petitioners upon whom no attack had been made. I 
distinctly stated in what I said the other day that in regard to these 
petitions that I knew nothing about the persons whose names purported 
to be signed; that the rule of the Senate required that petitions should 
be signed by the parties themselves; and that it was very manifest in 
those petitions as it is in these which I held in my hand that they are 
simply copies. I felt it tobe my duty as a Senator to call attention to 
that fact. 

I do not dispute the pleasure of any Senator who sees proper to pose 
here as the defender of the laboring people of the country or of the farm- 
ers. I represent a State which has I suppose as many of both these 
classes in it as the Senator from Nebraska. and a great many more; but, 
sir, I should have a very poor opinion of myself if I felt called upon 
here or anywhere else to disclaim any hostility to the laboring men or 
the farmers of the United States. 

I have simply to remark now as to anything the Senator from Ne- 
braska said and the letters he produced here, that I have again ex- 
amined these new petitions sent to me and they seem to be copies 
written by the same person. I am not acquainted with the signers. 
My associations in Missouri have neither been aristocratic nor exclu- 
sive; yet I do not see the name of a single farmer upon this list. 

The right of petition is sacred, and it is a mere platitude to say that 
the poorest and humblest citizen of the United States, white or black, 
has the right to present any petition here that he sees proper. At the 
same time I disclaim most emphatically that I am here either to attack 
or defend any particular class or section or interest in this country. I 
represent the people of my State and of the United States. I submit 
these petitions for the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri states that the petitions 
which he has just presented are copies. I think, therefore, the Chair 
under the rule of the Senate should submit the question for unanimous 
consent that they may be received, which of course will be given, so 
that the rule of the Senate may not be departed from. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is perfectly willing to sub- 
mit the question, but the Senator from Missouri does not state positively 
except that he believes they are copies. If they are he ought not to 
present them. It is a question for him to determine. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Nebraska—I did not hear 
his remarks, but I read them—to say in behalf of this gentleman, Mr. 
Beaumont, that they were copies. 
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from Nebraska so stated, 
he Chair does not feel at 


It is 
but the Chair does not 


The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator 
and the Senator from Missouri so states, but t 
liberty to reproach either of the Senators for presenting petitions. 
against the rule; they hav 
feel at liberty to interposs 

Mr. HOAR. I think my proposition was not unde 
tor from Missouri has stated that the peti 
and presents seems to him 


; violated the rule 


The Sena- 
now holds in his hand 
lerstand. I think there- 


rstood., 
} 
tion he 


to be a copy, as I un 


fore that the Chair should ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
its reception, otherwise the rule will be violated Chat is my proposi- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Chair thinks that it is not in- 
cumbent upon him to ask unanimous consent When a Senator pre- 


sents a paper and says it is a copy he violates the rules of the Senate 
in presenting it; hut under ul 
the Chair to call attention. Usua 
matter of course. 

Mr. VEST. I donot propose to violate any rule of the Senate; 
after the statement by the Senator from Nebraska, which has 
been uncontradicted, that these were simply duplicates—and these peti- 
tions are coming here by the score—I do not propose to be put in the atti- 
tude of opposing the right of petition from anybody, I do not care from 
what class or interest they may come. I submit these petitions with 
the statement that in my opinion, without any personal knowledg: 
regard to the matter, they are copies. 
with them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not consider it necessary to repeat the ex- 
planation I made in regard to this matter the other day, which has 
been spread in fullupon the Recorp. I explained it, because if unex- 
plained it would seem as if there was certainly a reflection upon some- 
body in sending petitions to either branch of Congress which apparently 
seemed to be written in one hand. Therefore it became necessary to 
explain how it was, in order to present petitions to each branch of Con- 
gress, the originals were sent to one body and duplicates were then pre- 
sented inthe other. It is not necessary to repeat what I said upon that 
point, but the explanation was certainly necessary in view of the fact 
that it had not been explained. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Debate is not in order. 
tions have been referred to the Committee on Finance. 


s it is not the business of 


pap 


tance 
ch rs are received as a 
but 


made 


» in 
he Senate can do as it pleases 





The pe ti- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I rise to a matter of personal privilege. 
I desire extracts from two papers which I send to the desk to be read. 
The first is an extract from the New York World of July 16, the present 
month. 

The PRESIDENT pro ter pore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Capital news noites— 


It will be read. 


Threatened scandal in the Senat 
have acted as a pension agent. 


—One member said to 


WASHINGTON July 15, 
Ifa member of the Senate carries out the threat made by him to-day, there 
will be alivelier scene in that Chamber before adjournment than has been known 
there for many years. This Senator asserts positively that he has documentary 
evidence that a member of the Senate has taken from a widow, w 
sisted in procuring a pension, the sum of $200. This is a very grave charge. 
Senators and Members are expressly forbidden by statute to r« 


hom he as- 


eive from 








a 
person a fee or gratuity for any service before the Departments. The penalty 
or vioiatlion oO iis statute is not more than two years’ imprisonmen mn tie 
f lat f tt tatut t th t ’ I t 
penitentiary or not more than $10,000 fine, or both fine andimprisonment. They 
also render themselves liable to expulsion from Congress. If the matter is 
brought up in the Senate an investigation will undoubtedly follow. 

Mr. BLAIR. The next is an extract from the Evening Star of this 
city of the same date 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A promised sensation—An intimatioy that one Senator may make grave charges 
Ay i t 4 t tl t 5 \ 
against another 

In connection with the debate on the vetoed pensior bills, when they s) 

I 
taken up, it is unde t Republican Senators will make violent 
assaults upon the I inderstood that one Senator is sking 
elaborate prepsrations for his speech, with the intention of raking the President 
fore and aft. If he carries out this intention that Republican Senator will be 
attacked from the D ocratic side it is said a case will be presented in 
which he charged a widow $200 for | tring her pension since he came to Con- 
gress. This is avery grave irge. Senatorsand Representatives are cxpressly 
forbidden by statute to receive from any person a fee or gratuity forany service 
before the Departments. The penalty for violation of this statute is not mors 
than two years’ impris ment in the penitentiary or not more than $10,000 fine 
or both fine and imprisonment. They also render themselves liable to expul- 
sion from Congress 
1 —_ . a , oan 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the only reason I have for supposing 
that this newspaper matter may have reference to myself rather than 
any other member of the Senate arises from the fact that on the day 


prior to the publications the honorable Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN] who is a member of the Pension Committee came to me at 
my seat in the Senate and had with me a conversation with reference 
to the report upon the President’s veto in the case of Mary J. Nottage, 
which had been previously made to the Senate by direction of the com- 
mittee, under the circumstances that were earlier detailed in discussion 
here, but which had been on his motion, orthe motion of his colleague 
[Mr. KENNA], and with my assent thereto, recommitted to the com- 
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mittee for further examination or consideration, it being claimed by the 
political minority that the report was made without their knowledge 
as to its contents at least; and so far as the contents were concerned, 
that undoubtedly was true. 

This was on Thursday. For the next day at 10 o’clock a meeting of 
the committee had been called, at which it was agreed all around that 
the matter should be disposed of. The Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. CAMDEN] came to me, as I stated, at my seat in the Senate, and 
urged me to assent to a modification of that report, which I declined to 
make. Our conversation was of some duration, and in the course of it 
he rather urged me to do it upon the ground that it would be better 
for myself so to do, and alluded to reports in circulation, as he stated, 
touching my personal integrity, to the effect that I had asa member of 
Congress charged a widow woman, an applicant for a pension, $200, 
taking that amount from her for services in obtaining the allowance of 
her pension by the Department. 

I had heard no such rumor and no intimation of a charge of that de- 
scription before from any source, and was of course surprised at it. I 
expressed my surprise, and stated further that however that might be, 
in a matter relating to public duty no consequences to myself on ac- 
count of any personal conduct that I had been guilty of, if I had been 
guilty of any, could affect my action; and that I could not now under 
any circumstance assent to a modification of the report. 

I thereupon questioned him a little further in regard to it, and he 
went on to say that rumors and reports of this kind and, as I under- 
stood him, papers supporting the statement were in circulation, and 
perhaps in the possession of members of the Senate. I then detailed 
to him the only circumstance which occurred to me upon which any 
such rumor could possibly be founded, and I will state now to the 
Senate the facts as I then stated them to him. 

sefore I was in publiclifeatall, while in practicein Plymouth, N. H., 
and in the valley where I was born and where the people know me, 
there had been a person engaged in the prosecution of pension claims 
for a considerable time, but circumstances led to his severance from 
that class of business and his abandonmentof it entirely, and there was 
left a large number of claims of soldiers, soldiers’ widows, and others, 
dependent relatives, in that vicinity who were without assistance, there 
being no authorized claim agent, no one accustomed to transact the 
business, within many miles of that locality. 

I was then engaged in a large and active practice. I sought no such 
business. I had none, orat leastnoneof any consequence. Whatever 
I did was transacted only incidentally. Theseparties and their friends 
being thus interrupted in service, or the means of obtaining assistance 
in prosecuting their claims, came to me, large numbers of them, and 
urged me toassist them. I was not so situated that I could do so with- 
out great pecuniary sacrifice; but such was their situation that I as- 
sented to it on condition that the business be done with some author- 
ized agent, and I recommended a gentleman who resided in Concord, 
the capital of the State. I do not know that I said this to the Senator 
from West Virginia, but it was the fact that that gentleman was, as I 
considered, the most reliable and certainly the oldestclaim agent in the 
State. He had been engaged in that business for a great many years, 
and was a gentleman of the very highest character and standing for 
probity, rectitude, and capacity in that regard. 

Accordingly subsequent to that time I assisted those whom I felt 
obliged to assist, more as a matter of charity than hope of reward to 
myself. Among cthers who came to me was an old lady, a Mrs. Han- 
nah Ladd, the mother of a son, an only child, who died in the service; 
a dependent mother. They were very poor. Her husband was de- 
mented; a man apparently in sound health but with broken mind; I 
think softening of the brain, of which hesubsequently died. Her friends 
brought her some 10 or 12 miles tomy office. This wasin 1871. From 
time to time thereafter I assisted her with service that was valuable; 
certainly that was extensive, for it was one of the most difficult cases to 
establish, though a good case, of any that I ever knew anything about. 

This passed on, and the last item of charge was made July 13, 1874. 
Subsequently the pension was obtained, and in all some $1,500 or 
$1,600 was collected and paid to her. 

I was elected to Congress on the second Tuesday of March, 1875. Or- 
dinarily the election to Congress takes place, in most of the States, in 
the autumn previous, but in our State at that time the elections were 
held in the spring, and really occurred a few days after the commence- 
ment of the Congressional year, the second Tuesday of March rather 
than the 4th day of that month. As I said before, the last charge was 
of the July previous. 

In rendering these services I paid out my own money. I find among 
the items some $16 or more, and all the items which are made in a gen- 
eral way where there was cash involved in the services themselves; so 
that I doubt not at least $25 or $30 of the entire bill was for money 
paid.out. The entire amount of service rendered was some $80, or in 
that vicinity, of which I made a memorandum on my books at the 
time. 

My election was in doubt for a short time, it being very close. My 
Democratic opponent was Hon. Henry O. Kent, now naval officer at 
Boston, a Demecrat andagentleman. ‘The canvass being very close, he 
and I had several conferenees. It was quite a number of weeks after 
the election before we were satisfied how the matter was, and finally 








the secretary of state, himself a Democrat, gave me the certificat 
election. 


Our next term of court came in May, 1875. Immediately after ;,, 


election I entered into a partnership with a young man, now one of the 
leading lawyers of the State of New Hampshire and one of the bes 
men in itor outof it, Mr. Alvin Burleigh, by which we were in partner. 
ship in reference to ordinary law business;. but as was well understood 
I could have and did have nothing whatever to do with this pension 
matter or the claim-agent business which existed there in the valley 


From the time of my election until the present time I never had any 


connection whatever with any claim, prosecuting the same with tlie 
idea or expectation of any reward. I have rendered, as my friends 
know, from that time until now every year services, and have paid out 
money to assist this class of our people, by which it would have heey 
easy for me to have earned far more than the salary I receive he: 
There has been no year in which, as attorneys charge for their service; 
I could not have received a very large sum of money, but, as I said }y 
fore, since my election I have had no connection whatever, no interest 
whatever, of a pecuniary character in any claim against the United 
- States. 


I left my matters in the control ef my partner and performed })n; 


very little law service in the period following. After three or fou 
years we dissolved our partnership. He continued the business at 
first alone, and afterward took into connection with himself another 
young gentleman, a Mr. Adams, who was a student with us while we 


were engaged in practice together. 
This matter passed on. The pension claim was collected. Mr. /ur- 


leigh, who was in charge of my affairs in my absence, proceeded to com. 


plete the services whatever they were, and the money was paid | sup- 
pose directly to her; and as he informed me he called upon her to come 
and settle the bill, which she failed to do, or to pay any attention to 
it. He called on her repeatedly; sohe has informed me. The matte: 

however, passed on until the spring of 1880. The last item of the 
charge would have been outlawed in the July following. Our regula 

term of court is in the month of May; and while I was here in Wash- 
ington in the month of March, without my knowledge, Mr. Burleigh 
called on this woman, went to her house, and endeavored to obtain a 
compromise of the claim; at all events to get back the money which 
had been paid out. 

She had never, as I stated before, paid the slightest attention to 
call that had been made upon her, and when Mr. Burleigh called upon 
her, as he informs me, she claimed not to know him, not to be awa 
that either he or myself had ever rendered any assistance whatever in 
this pension matter. He felt very indignant, but finally she «id re- 
member him. However, she refused to adjust the matter or to pay the 
money or to do anything about it; she said the Government paid '' 
and all that. 

Mr. Burleigh returned and directed his partner, Mr. Adams, to insti- 
tute a suit returnable to the May court following. It was entered 
There was noappearance; that is, there was a default, and he took ) 
ment upon a specification which I shall place in the possession 0! 1 
Senate. He had found her living comfortably with the means thi 
had obtained through our services and cash paid out. When thie suit 
was brought, according to our law and our custom he had laid an ai- 
tachment by the sheriff, which is effected by leaving a copy of the \ 
with the clerk of the town where the defendant resides or where 
real estate is situated; and thus it was secured. 

Judgment having been obtained and the question of levy arising, ) 
informed me what he had done, whereupon I at once notified him to 
drop thesuit; that no matter what the old lady had done, I did not 
any of her money if I was obliged to collect it; thatif she was not \ 
ing to pay it to let it go and give itto her. The thing was droppe’ 
and she never paid a cent to any human being for the services 10‘ 
the cash paid out which made her comfortable. 

Those are the facts which I stated to the Senator from West Viryi 
[Mr. CAMDEN], except that I said to him I had had the impres 
that a partof the services which were involved in this suit, the suit )«- 
ing brought in my name, were rendered after my election. I suppos 
that might have been so, for I did not recollect distinctly in regar ' 
the dates, but on receiving the papers I find that all the services wi! 
were involved in that suit were rendered nearly a year, nine montis 
or so, prior to my election to Congress at all. I send to the Secreta! 
desk a copy of the record, which I desire to have read. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if tl: 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Tae Strate or New Hampsuine, Grafton, ss: 


At the ‘rial term of the supreme court, holden at Plymouth, within a1 
the easter: judicial district of said county, on the first Tuesday of May, |! 
year of our one thousand eight hundred and eighty. 

a The honorable Isaac W. Smith, presiding justice. 

ttest: 


CHAS. B. GRISWOLD, ©! 


Henry W. Blair, of Plymouth, in said county, esquire, plaintiff, against |! 
nah Ladd, of Holderness , in said county, housekeeper, defendant 


In a plea of the case set forth at large in the writ on file. 


The plaintiffappears. The defendant, though three times called, appe' 
makes default, 

























































































































1886. 





It is therefore considered by the court that the said plaintiff recover against 
the said defendant $100.31 damages, and costs of suit, taxed at $7.57. 4.) 
Attest: 
CHAS. B. GRISWOLD, Clerk. 
Tue State oF New Hampsuire, Grafton, ss: 
To the sheriff of any county in the State or his deputy: 


We command you to attach the goods or estate of Hannah Ladd, of Holder- 
ness, in county, housekeeper, to the value of $200, and summon ber 

(x. 8.] (if to be found in your precinct) to appear before the supreme court, to be 
‘ holden at Plymouth, in the eastern judicial district of said county of Graf- 
ton, on the first Tuesday of May next, to answer to Henry W. Blair, of Plymouth, 
in said county, esquire. 

In a pleaof the case for that the said defendant, at said Plymouth, on the day 
of the of this writ, being indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $200 for 

, wares, and merchandise, bargained and soid by the plaintiff to the said 

defendant; and in a further sum of the same amount for goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, sold and delivered’by the plaintiff to the said defendant; and ina fur- 
ther sum of thesame amount for work done, travel, and services as an attorney 
at law,and materials for the same provided by the plaintiff for the said defend- 
ant, at the said defendant’s request; and ina further sum of the same amount 
for money by the plaintiff lent to the said defendant, at the said defendant's re- 
quest; and in a further sum of the same amount for money by the plaintiff paid 
for the use of the said defendant, at the said defendant’s request; and in a fur- 
ther sum of the same amount for money had and received by the said defendant 
to the plaintiff's use; and in a further sum of the same amount for interest for 
the plaintiff's forbearance, at the said defendant's request, of moneys due and 
owing from the said defendant to the said plaintiff; and in a further sum of the 
same amount fer money found to be due from the said defendant to the said 
plaintiff,on account stated between them, in consideration thereof promised to 
pay the said several sums to the said plaintiff on demand, yet no part of said 
sums has ever been paid. 

‘To the damage of said plaintiff, as he says, the sum of $200. 

And make return of this writ with your doings therein. 

Witness Charles Doe, esq., the 2d day of March, A. D. 1880. 

CHAS. B. GRISWOLD, Clerk. 











[Indorsed :]} 
[234] 

Heary W. Blair vs. Hannah Ladd. Grafton County supreme court. May 
trial term, 1880. Burleigh & Adams, attorneys. 
Writ...... pepooseneeseces ose cece $1 00 
Service ... 3 62 
Entry fee. 100 
Attendance.. 123 
Se trhtartisensterschesetamanecscassntectensedsnbsnuscets 50 

737 
Damages, $100.31. 
Henry W. Blair, indorser, by his attorneys. 
Attachment of real estate. 
GRAFTON, 8s: 
Fees: 
A itietnacccccsnass sihiantittliihinniieantlnintighatenbentsieeeiniatbansens $0 50 
TIT ano cstintnihasennnthienepeitepenenanitiitiemntpemmaninpcesiarmaaizenteereoases 1 08 
Paid clerk.. 20 
Se cinssececes 100 
Attachment ....... eregnes 
as cnet cceieniateialeninennainsinieage yansnauebaecenahamnneete 84 
3 62 


Marci 3, 1880, 

I attached all the lands and tenements in the town of Holderness, in which 
the within-named defendant has any right, title, interest, or estate, by leaving 
et the dwelling-house of N.B. Whitten, the town clerk of said town, a true and 
attested copy of this writ, and of this my return indorsed thereon, at 9.30 of 
the clock in the forenoon of said day. 

A true copy. 

Attest: 


C, M. BUCHANAN, Deputy Sheriff. 


APRIL 17, 1380. 
GRAFTON, 88: 
I then gave the within-named Hannah Ladd in hand a summons in the form 
prescribed by law, with my name and office indorsed by me thereon. 
Cc, M. BUCHANAN, Deputy Sheriff. 
Supreme court, May term, 1880. 
GRAFTON, 88: 
Henry W. Biair vs. Hannah Ladd. 
This action is brought to recover the amount due plaintiff on the account 
hereto annexed. 
BURLEIGH & ADAMS, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff. 
Hannah Ladd to Henry W. Blair, debtor. 
1871. 


Sept. 12. To making application for pension and letters to United States 
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| record in said action and of all papers on file in said caus 





May 27, 
23,and 
29. To cash paid clerk and JOtber ....0..00c0ce -cccssseccecevesssees cecenecneses seve S 0 
July 13. To cash paid for certificates and examination of evidence, &c.. 4 00 
80 90 
Interest, six years 19 41 
100 31 


STATE OF New Hampsuire, Grafion, ss 
I, Charles B. Griswold, clerk of the supreme court of the 


L State of New Hamp- 
shire for said county, do hereby certify that the forego 


is a true copy of the 






In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said su- 
preme court, this 20th day of July, A. D. 1856, 
[SEAL] 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the reading of the affidavit of Mr. Burleigh 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The offidavit will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


J, Alvin Burleigh, of Plymouth,in the County of Graften and State of New 
Hampshire, depose and say that I am an attorney-at-law, practicing in the su- 
preme court of New Hampshire, and senior member of the law firm of Burleigh 
& Adams. 

I entered my name as a law student in the office of Hon. H. W. Biarm at Ply 
mouth aforesaid prior to 1872, and from August 12 of that year until the autumn 
of 1874, when I was admitted to the bar, remained his student and was in almost 
daily attendance at his office. In June,1875,we formed a law copartnership 


CHAS. B. GRISWOLD, Clerk 


under the name of Blair & Burleigh, which continued till the summer of 1879, 
when Mr. Buare retired and Mr. George H. Adams, our former student, came in 
as my law partner and our business has since been conducted under the firm 


name of Burleigh & Adams. 

When lentered Mr. Biarr’s office he was doing business for Hannah !.add, of 
Holderness, N. H., a dependent motherand claimant for pension. Her regular 
pension attorney of record was Hon. L. D. Stevens, of Concord, N. H., who lived 
about 60 miles from claimant, and, I think, never saw her. Hemerely informed 
Mr. BLarr when evidence was wanted and what kind; and the latter conducted 
the correspondence and held interviews with claimant and her witnesses, drew 
affidavits and with my aid did the necessary work and procured the evidence 
which resulted in securing her pension. 

She came several times to the office urging Mr. BLAir to expedite her claim. 
She was quite poor and had an imbecile, broken-down husband, totally unable 
to perform mental or physical work. In 1874, after years of effort in her behalf, 
the claim was brought to a stand-sti)l from want of evidence that could not be 
elicited through correspondence. 

Mr. Buare directed me to hire a team, go to her home, ascertain the 
of witnesses, see them, and obtain their own sworn statements 
home, saw her imbecile husband, and heard her sad story. She implored me 
with tears in her eyes, when leaving, to have the claim prosecuted and every- 
thing done that was necessary to secur: the pension, promising reimbursement 
of funds advanced and compensation for services rendered if the claim should 
be allowed. 

I spent three days with a team, saw witnesses, took their statements, and 
paid for team and cash expenses of the trip $6.90, which Mr. BLair refunded to 
me. The pension was granted soon afterand claimant drew over $1,000 at first, 
I think, and several hundred dollars afterward. The records of the Pension 
Office will show exactly. The amount of cash paid out by Mr. BLarr in prese- 
cuting this claim was over $12. 

Mrs. Ladd never called at our office afterward, nor did she write a word to 
Mr. Buarr or myself to my knowledge, although I addressed several letters to 
her. 

When Mr. Biare entered Congress in 1875 his interest in all pension claims 
then pending was conveyed to me. I am not aware of his receiving any com- 
pensation on pension account since that date. In his absence he intrusted the 
management of a portion of his private property and business to me and a por- 
tion to Burleigh & Adams, but nothing was said in regard to the Ladd account. 
Before the May, 1880, term of court, Mr. Adams and I looked overclaims under 
our management, including those in which Mr. BLAtR was interested 

We noticed that the collection of any part of the Hannah Ladd account would 
be barred by the statute of limitations before the next November term of court, 

Wishing to give her every opportunity to be honorable without the expense 
of a lawsuit, I drove overto her home. At first she pretended not to know me 
and claimed that neither Mr. BLArr nor myself had done pension business for 
her: though she finally admitted that we had some connection with it, but 
claimed that the Government had paid all that anybody was entitled to receive 
and refused to pay any part of the account, even the cash advanced for her. I 


residences 
I visited her 


what we had done. Having general authority to make collections and bring 
suits for him in other branches of business, and from our friendly relations with 


regarded her treatment as ungrateful and impudentin the extreme. Neither 
the Government nor she has ever paid a cent to this day for the services and 
money expended by Mr. BLarr and myself in her behalf. Upon consultation 
| with my partner, we decided to bring suit against ber, and accordingly caused 
a writ to be issued and her real estate to be attached, which in this State is done 
by leaving a copy of the writ with the town clerk where the land is situated, 
The case was entered at the May term of court 1880; the defendant was de- 
faulted and execution taken out in June following. 
Up to this time Mr. BLarm had given no directions to have this p cular ae- 
count sued or collected in any manner: nor did he have any knowledge of 


him, being watchfal for his interest, we 


brought the suit in good faith to save 
Pension Agent Stevens.......... . ‘ $10 00 | him from less, expecting his subsequent approval of what we had don 
1872. ‘ After the issuance of the execution I wrote him fully about the suit and the 
July 16. Toseveral consultations about same................ 2 00 | reasons for our action in the matter without first obtaining his assent, asking 
22. To services in getting two affidavits.....................--. 6 00 | for instructions as to levying the execution on the land attached. 
27. To services in getting several affidavits and letters 10 00 | He at once replied, ordering all proceedings in the case to sto; ist where 
Aug. 21. To letter and affidavit... Satie niet ae eietdieumemmepimeretoetrs és 3 00 | they were, saying that rather than bother this old woman with an execution 
24. To services (sent all evidence to Stevens)..................00...... seens 530 | he would give her the whole thing, notwithstanding the treatment which I had 
1873. complained of and which he considered reprehensible in her. 
May and . . : His orders have been carried out in letter and spirit, and whatever complica- 
June. ‘To several consultations and preparation of evidence, letters, tions may arise from the bringing of this suit, Mr. BLArr is entitled to complete 
sot ccnnaid Lneaninninanedvipeiecdibvimaerboonpuouneisecsseocesees 4 00 | exoneration from any connection with it whatever. 
July 5, Toletters to secretary of state and cash, 50.............ccc0cceeeeeeeseres 1 00 ALVIN BURLEIGH., 
1L. To letters to BROVONG ...........0000-.everseccnrnceravescecrescssnes senccorenes . 50 SraTE or New Hamrsurer,. Grari Tuly 21. 1886. 
To services, correspondence,and employment of parties in ; : 
Washington... SIEisa tichvashcsseetebigeiiesantbeseviccsoncasacuce a0 OD Subscribed and sworn to before m 
1874. GEO. Hi. BOWLES 
- Justice of the Peace 
ay 27 | i 
28, and ! = oe i ‘ 
29. To trip to Holderness, Centre Harbor,and Moultenborough, Mr. BLAIR. Iserd the aflidavit of Mr. Adams to the desk, who is the 
— DE AE EE Sb aieedienstibeditnaa partner of Mr. Burleigh, and who was formerly a student with Mr. 
28, and Burleigh and myself. 
To cash paid expenses same trip................. 6 90 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The affidavit will be read 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

1, George H. Adams, of Plymouth, in the county of Grafton and State of New 
Hampshire, depose and say that I am the junior member of the law firm of Bur- 
leigh & Adams; that in the month of March, 1874, I entered the office of Flon. H. 
W. Bvare at said Plymouth as a law student and remained until my admission | 
to the bar in September, 1876 

In the spring of 1874 Mr. BLAIR was assisting Mrs. Hannah Ladd, of Holder- 
ness, N. H., in the prosecution of her claim for a pension, although he was not 
her agent or attorney of record. The case had been pending for a long time 
owing to difficulty in procuring certain evidence called for by the Department, 
In May, 1874, Mr. Alvin Burleigh, then a law student in Mr. BLarr'’s office, at his 
request, hired a team and spent sev’ ‘al days in procuring testimony in her be- 
half from persons residing at a distance, which when laid before the Pension 
Department appeared to be sufficient, as the claim was soon allowed, 

In July, 1879, Mr. BLare retired from the firm of Blair & Burleigh, and Mr. Bur- 
leigh and myself formed a copartnership. 

At that time Mr. BLatr requested our firm to collect certain unsettled accounts 
due him for professional services, and leftseveral books of account in our hands, 
in one of which appeared charges for services and disbursements in the matter 
of Mrs. Ladd’s claim for pension amounting to $80.99. 

As she paid no attention to our letters addressed to her upon the subject, Mr. 
Burleigh called on her at her residence in the early spring of 1830and endeav- 
ored to effect a settlement, but without success, She had then received over 
$1,600 as the results of the services for which she was charged, and as we were 
informed was abundantly able to pay the bill without inconvenience to herself. 
It was about to become barred by the statute of limitations, and we thought 
proper to commence suit upon it without waiting to ask for special instructions 
from Mr. BLAtr, acting under ourgeneral authority to make collections for him, 
he being in Washington at that time. 

An action for the collection of the debt was accordingly begun and entered at 
the May, 1880, term of the supreme court, when judgment was rendered for the 
plaintiff by default for the full amount of the charges with interest, Before pro- 
ceeding to levy execution upon the defendant’s real estate, which had been at- 
tached on mesne process, we for the first time informed Mr, BLa1x of the steps we 
had taken in his behalf, and were immediately directed by him to abandon all 
proceedingsin the matter. No attempt was afterward made to collect any part 
of the debt, and the whole remains unpaid at the present time. 

GEO. H, ADAMS. 

STATE oF New HAmpsuire, GRarroyn, ss., July 21, 1886. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me. 








E. B. HODGE, 
Justice of the Peace. 

Mr. BLAIR. Immediately after my conversation with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] I addressed a letter to my former 
partner, Mr. Burleigh, stating that there was some remark in regard 
to this matter, and asking him to forward me a statement of the cir- 
cumstances and also calling for the matter which has now been read. 
He immediately answered my letter giving the preliminary circum- 
stances, which, as it contains some matter not already in proof, I wish 
to read and will then pass the letter to the Senate: 

[Burleigh & Adams, attorneys and counselors at law.] 
PiymovutTa, N. H., July 19, 1886, 

Brorugr Briain: I hasten to reply to your two last letters, giving you notes 
at hand to aid till a formal affidavit is sent, which will be in a day ortwo. The 
copy of specification inclosed will correct a wrong impression about the dates 
of service rendered in the claim. You'will see they were ail prior to our part- 
nership, which was entered into June, 1875. 

The writ was dated March 2, 1880; real estate attached March 3; April 17, service 
completed, and case returned May term; defaulted, and judgment rendered May 
27; execution issued June 1, 1880. The last items of specification would have 
been barred by the statute of limitation before November term, She never dark- 
ened our office door after her pension was allowed, nor did she ever respond to 
any of the several letters written by measking her for asettiement. She never 
paidacenttoyounorme,. Shortly prior to date of writ | drove over to her house 
in Holderness and she claimed at first not to remember that either you or I had | 
ever helped her; pretended not to know me; said the Government had paid tor | 
getting the pension. I never saw a cooler or more impudent piece of ingrati- 
tude. I was indignant and ordered my partner, Mr. Adams, to make a writ at 
once, I meant that she should feel the weight of my displeasure as soon as pos- 
sible. You knew nothing of the suit until after jadgment had been obtained. 
From my relationship with you in reference to lands, houses, and unfinished 
law business I took the liberty to bring this suit, knowing that it could be stopped 
at any stage if you did not ratify it. I considered the merits of the case resting 
with you. The woman was poor and utterly discouraged when, as your law stu- 
dent, I began to work on the case, I made a three days’ trip through several 
towns, at her request, to get affidavits from persons who would not give them 
except at their own houses. She had an aged imbecile and husband to support 
in addition to her other burdens. 

Before leaving her house on this three days’ trip she called my attention to 
her wretched situation, and, with tearful eyes, begged me to stick by the case and 
her until the claim was allowed, saying that she would pay insome way for this 
special trip whether she got the pension or not. I replied that 1 would do any- 
thing that waslawfuland honorabletogetthe pension. Ifunsuccessful she would 
not have to pay anything, and if the claim should be allowed reasonable compen- 
sation would beexpected. Theclaim wasa just one, but would never have been 
completed without extraordinary personal effort on the part of counsel. Her 
attorney of record was L. D. Stevens, of Concord, 60 miles from her residence. 
All the testimony was procured by you and me and senttohim. He did noth- 
ing, as | remember it, but file the declaration and call upon you for evidence. 
I suppose he got his $l0 attorney fee. Aftertheexecution ound | notified you for 
the firsttime just what I had done and why I had done it, asking if I should have 
theofticer set off land which had been attached or satisfy the execution in any 
other manner. [think Lurged the levy of the execution as a justand reasonable 
thing. Youat once replied ina peremptory letter orderingall proceedings against 
her to be stopped at once, saying that you preferred to give the whole thing to her 
rather than to be bothering an old woman even though she were ungrateful and 
impudent, or words to that effect. Nothing further was done. I thought you 
were more generous than just to the woman, yourself, and me, but your injunc- 
tion was observed to the letter. It is really too bad that my hasty action should 
have furnished anybody with the shadow of a pretext for imputing improper 
conduct or questionable motives to you in this Ladd claim, I trust that this 
stale charge which was brought up at the eleventh hour at Concord to de- 
feat your election to the Senate, and which was there refuted, will not be again 
exhumed for the unjust and cowardly purpose of smirching you as Senator- 
elect, 

Yours, truly, 





ALVIN BURLEIGH. 


I perhaps ought not to have called the attention of the Senate to this 
matter, but I realized how the entire Senate, no names being used, was 
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liable to suspicion, and I therefore considered it my duty to state this 
matter to some extent; and if it were touched at all I ought to state it 
fully. The Senate is now in possession of the facts as far as I know 
anything about them. 

I suppose the papers ought to be referred to the Committee on Priy;- 
leges and Elections. I will ask that reference and leave the matte; 
with the Senate. I ask that the papers be referred with my statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the papers be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, what has been said by the Senator 
from New Hampshire in relation to the conversation between him and 
myself is correct, substantially, though I do not remember the exact 
language. 

I simply wish to add, by way of explanation, that the Senator and 
myself are colleagues upon the same committee, and that the kindest 
relations have always existed between him and myself. The conver- 
sation occurred for the reason that there had been a question about a 
report made by the Committee on Pensions in which there was a report 
aggregating twenty-three cases in one report, with general remarks ap- 
plicable to the general principle of pensions. There had been an order 
by the Committee on Pensions referring each of the veto messages to 
the particular subcommittee that had reported the case originally. 

The object of that conversation was the suggestion to my friend the 
Senator from New Hampshire that there was some feeling existing as 
to the nature of that consolidated report, that there was a feeling that 
it was intended to aggregate the cases together for the purpose of mak- 
ing campaign capital. The report had been referred again to the com- 
mittee, and my suggestion to the Senator was that each case be taken 
up separately and that the strictures that the committee felt author- 
ized or necessitated to make upon each veto should be confined to th: 
particular case under consideration. 

In that conversation I stated to the Senator, as he has said to-day, 
that I deprecated any personalities, any feeling of unkindness which 
could be got up in respect to these matters, and I stated to the Senator 
then the rumor which was current, as Iam sure the Senator would hav: 
stated to meif the positions had been reversed. 

Now, Mr. President, I simply want to say that I have had nothinz 
to do with any cf these publications; I have had nothing to do with 
any one concerned in these publications; and in justice to myself and 
to the Senator from New Hampshire I disavow any connection with 
any of these newspaper reports. 

Mr. KENNA, I think my association with this subject makes it 
proper that I should say a word. 

As a member of the committee of the Senate on Expenditures of Pub- 
lic Money, engaged with other Senators in an investigation of the Pen- 
sion Department, I have been necessarily looking in that direction with 
reference to the facts which can be found there. Not long ago, and 
about the time of the making of the report by the Senator from New 
Hampshire in reference to the Presidential vetoes, the report which was 
made to the Senate, the papers touching the legal proceedings in New 
Hampshire, to which the Senator has alluded, came into my possession. 
I want to say here—— 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘They came from the Pension Office into your posse: 
sion? 

Mr. KENNA. Came to me from members of the Pension Commit- 
tee of this body. 

Mr. BLAIR. Were they Pension Office papers? 

Mr. KENNA. They are. Now, I want to say, and I want to sa) 
with emphasis, with reference to the action of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that so faras I know noone has supposed that anything like 
criminality was asserted as against the Senator’s action either by the 
papers, by the proceedings, or by any action of any person connected 
with the whole affair. 

To be entirely frank, however, I want to state that it struck me— 
and I think that is the source of interest about the whole affair—as 4 
matter of the very highest interest in connection with the apparently 
extraordinary devotion of the Senator to pension interests, as shown ly 
his wholesale and indiscriminate assault on this administration in his 
report, that the fact should be found that a widow sixty-seven years 
old who had lost her only child in the Army and whose husband, as 
the Senator states, was demented should be the subject under any «\'- 
cumstances of a suit by that Senator in court by attachment of her on!y 
earthly possession, a little $500 farm, to recover $200 for his services 11 
that line. This was regarded as a matter of some interest. 

In so far as anybody may have intimated or any newspaper may ha 
intimated any purpose on the part of those, so far as my knowledge 
goes, who have had connection with these papers or with this case to 

eflect upon the legality of the Senator’s action, I distinctly disavow ''- 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator speaks of $200. The items are in the 
specification, and they amount, including cash, to something like >~\’. 
There is then an item of interest, which brings the total to about $100; 
but the $200 which is alluded to, every lawyer understands, is what} 
called the ad damnum of the writ, and had no real reference to tic 
amount actually claimed. As I stated before, there never was any time 
that this woman could not have settled it by paying 5 cents. She did 
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settle it by paying nothing; and multitudes of other cases have been 
settled in the same way with me in that valley. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask was there a motion tosend this mat- 
ter to the committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it had better be printed and let us look at 
it. Ido not know whether it is suitable to go to the committee. It 
has gone into the REcorD, I suppose, and we can look at it to-mor- 
row. I think it had better not go to the committee without further 
examination. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will in- 
sist on his motion. The question is not now so much what has been 
the conduct of the Senator from New Hampshire as how the proprie- 
ties of the Senate are affected by what took place when the committee 
shall know precisely what took place between the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from New Hampshire. I hope, therefore, 
that the whole subject, the statements of these Senators and the pa- 

rs, will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PIGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for action on my motion that the papers be re- 


erred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama ob- 
lect to the question being put on the pending motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. Only the reference of these papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. KENNA. Letus understand. Is it a motion to refer the pa- 

9 

Mr. BLAIR. The whole subject, all there is to it. 

Mr. KENNA. Without any direction to the committee. I do not 
care where it goes. I think the Senator from New Hampshire and the 
whole Senate understand my connection with the matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly I have no personal feeling about this. 
not want to be smirched unless I deserve to be; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to refer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That includes the statements of the Senators ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole case. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to understand distinctly before the matter passes 
what it is that is referred to the committee. Will the Chair state? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole record and the statements 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from West 
Virginia. The whole subject-matter is referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KENNA. I have the papers to which I alluded as coming from 
the Pension Office, and I ask that they go with the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They wil! be received and referred. 

Mr. KENNA. I ask that the Senate be allowed to inspect them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask Senators to produce all papers from the Pension 
Office to go to the committee. 

Mr. KENNA. I think they are all there. 
look at the papers. 

. Mr. BLAIR All the papers in the prosecution of the case, every- 
thing that is on file. 

Mr. KENNA. Let it be understood, then, that the whole case goes 
to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers are all referred. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PUGH. I move to proceed to the consideration of the report in 
the Payne case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The morning business is not through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isof opinion that after one 
hour the motion is in order, whether the Senate has concluded the 
morning business or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I give it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bama is in order. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on that. There is some 
morning business that needs attention. I do not object to the Payne 

going on and going on rapidly. I have an amendment which I 
to send to the Committee on Appropriations, and it will be too 
to do so to-morrow. 
tr. HARRIS. The Senator: from Kentucky will allow me to make 
Asuggestion. I do not question that the Senator who is entitled to the 
floor upon the measure before the Senate will yield long enough for any 
Senator to dispatch any legitimate routine morning business. 

Mr. BECK. I only asked that the motion be withheld until I could 
Present an amendment to the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. PUGH. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 


to the a bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on and ordered to be printed. 


I do 


I ask the committee to 


The motion of the Senator from Ala- 
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He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS 


AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the petition of E. Stoner and 192 other 
citizens of the seventh Congressional district of Iowa, the petition of 
Charles F. Wolfe and 112 other citizens of the fourth Cesgressional 
district of lowa, the petition of John Smyth and 84 other vitizens of 


the seventh Congressional district of Iowa, the petition of W. G. White 
and 71 other citizens of the tenth Congressional district of Iowa, and 
numerous other petitions of citizens of Iowa, relating to various syhk- 
jects pending before Congress. 

Petitions of this character, I believe, have usually been referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and I move the reference of these petitions 


to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I present seven petitions from different Congres- 
sional districts of Michigan relating to the several bills mentioned on 
the backs of the petitions. I move their reference to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Mrs. Mary M. Williams and 
64 other women, citizens of Florida, of the first Congressional district, 
praying for the passage of the bill repealing the timber-culture, pre- 
emption, and other desert-land acts, the bill for adjustment of railroad 
and other land grants, the bill organizing the Territory of Oklahoma, 
and other bills. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I also present a petition of the Board of Trade of Fer- 
nandina, Fla., respectfully urging that provision be made at the pres- 
ent session of Congress for the protection and prosecution of the im- 
portant public works which have been undertaken by the Government 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and representing that the 
commercial interests of the country will suffer if there be a failure to 
make suitable appropriations for the more important of these works, 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Thomas Fenton and 17 
others, of Brattleborough, Vt., on the eight different bills and subjects 
referred to. This petition is sent to me by a person in this town, but 
it purports to come from Brattleborough, Vt. The riames appear to be 
genuine, but I have not the pleasure of knowing any of the signers, and 
I have no doubt of the genuineness of the paper. I move the referenco 
of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Henry A. Hawley, of 
Delma Junction, Iowa, late a hospital steward in one of the Vermont 
regiments, praying to be allowed a pension. I move the reference of 
the petition to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported three amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H, 
R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act for 
the construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex.,’’ 
without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 
Fla., reported it with the recommendation that the House amendment 
thereto be concurred in. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 926) granting a pension to James Stone, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. Catler, late a 
private in Company B, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain; 

A bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savercool: 

A bill (H. R. 8352) for the reliet of Levi A. Cronkhite; 

A bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; and 

A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I am in- 
structed to report back the bill (H. R. 8329) to relieve Lewis F. Casey, 
of Illinois, of disabilities under the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States adversely. We have examined the case, 
and find that this gentleman does not labor under any disabilities at 


reported it 
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all. The act of the 22d of May, 1872 (volume 17, page 142 of the stat- 
utes), relieved all cases of the kind he describes his in his petition to be. 
We therefore recommend the indefinite postponement of the bill. 
The bill was postponed indefinitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2872) to amend section 3220 Revised 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Jadiciary. 


RIGHTS OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN BRITISH WATERS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 offer a resolution, but as it may possibly be dis- 
cussed a little, I object to it myself so it will go over until to-morrow. 
The resolution was read, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby is, in- 
structed to inquire into the rights cf American fishing vessels and merchant 
vessels within the North American possessions of the Queen of Great Britain, 
and whether any rights of such vessels have been violated, and, if so, to what 
extent; that said committee report upon the subject and report whether any 
and what steps are necessary to be taken by Congress to insure the protection 
and vindication of the rights of citizens of the United States in the premises ; 
and that said committee Lave power to send for a and papers, to employ 
a stenographer, and to sit during the recess of the Senate, either as a full com- 
mittee or by any subcommittee thereof, and that any such subcommittee shall 
for the purposes of such investigation be a committee of the Senate to all intents 
and purposes. 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of said committee in said investigation 
be paid out of the appropriation for the miscellaneous items of the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman thereof. 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed. 
ART AND INDUSTRY. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed —— additional copies of Senate Executive Document No. 209 on art 
and industry ; of which —— copies shall be for the use of the Senate, copies 


for the use of the House of Representatives, and —— copies for the use of the 
Bureau of Education. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TowLzs, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of 
William P. Chambliss. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 4335) making an appropriation to continue the construc- 
tion of the public building at Clarksburg, W. Va., and changing the 
limit of cost thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in Springfield, Mo. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George G. Early; 

A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer; 

A bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of Jacob Madison Pruitt on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Katharina Nickert; 

A bill (H. R. 8336) granting an increase of pension to Duncan Forbes; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; and 

A bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the of local or special laws 
in the Territories of the United States, to limit Territorial indebtedness, 
and for other purposes. 


OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. PUGH. Now I call up the report in the Payne case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The Sen- 
ate now proceeds to the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in the Payne case. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is not my p to make any ex- 
tended remarks on the question before the Senate, but I do not desire 
to cast a silent vote upon so important a subject and, therefore, I wish 
in a very few words to give the views which I think are correct. 

The question presented to the Senate is whether or not there isground 
to institute an investigation either in regard tothe validity of the elec- 
tion or the connection of the Senator from Ohio with certain alleged 
improper practices in that election. Thissubject divides itself into two 
separate and equally important and distinct questions; the one regard- 
ing the validity of the election, the other connected with the personal 
conduct of the Senator elected in relation to it. The one is a subject 
of expulsion, and comes within the rules of the Senate in that respect, 
and can not be otherwise regarded. The other is a question coming 
within the constitutional duty imposed upon the Senate in regard to 
the election of its members. I do not think that any analysis of this 
question can present it in any different light from this. 

Weare called upon then asSenators, under the obligations of our oaths, 
to consider what is our constitutional duty and our constitutional power 
in this matter. 

We approach this question, if we approach it 'y, under the in- 
fluence of reason and argument, and not of prejudice or passion, not 
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under the influence of reports or slanders or harsh judgments or }),,, 
lar influence, but under the plain and simple question, what is the ¢);, 
of the Senate under the Constitution in relation to the validity o; .) 
election to a seat in this body. To ascertain that we must first oop. 
sider what are the provisions of the Constitution, which is the |, 

us upon this subject. These provisions are to be found in a fi 
simple words: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators { 

State, chosen by the Legislature thereof. 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica 
its own members. : 

The only other provision of the Constitation which relates to ; 
subject is as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and hep. 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature there«: 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, ex 
the places of choosing Senators. 

That is, the time and manner of the election may be prescriled }; 
Congress. What, then, have we to decide in this matter? W )ethe, 
or not a Senator has been chosen by the Legislature of a State at ¢), 
place prescribed by the Legislature, and in the time and manner py, 
scribed by the actof Congress. That is the whole chart of power give; 
to this body to decide whether a Senator has been chosen by the | egis 
lature of a State at the place prescribed by the Legislature ani in ; 
time and manner prescribed by the act of Congress. 

What shall constitute a choosing by a Legislature, and by what}, 
shall that choosing be determined? The Constitution has said {} 
Legislature shall prescribe the place. The time and manner may } 
prescribed by the act of Congress. These are the only imperative con 
ditions which are to govern the act of choosing by the Legislature 
the State, but it is manifest that other provisions may be prescri)ei 
by the Legislature as to the act of choosing the Senator as to the pe 
sons who shall constitute the Legislature, as to the respective anil: 
tive power which the two branches of the Legislature may |. 
whether it shall be by one branch. 

But if you are sworn to observe this instrument, if it be true tho 
this is the chart of power that is obligatory upon you, and that you 
can not get it otherwise, where is the authority in this body to do mor 
than ascertain whether the Legislature of aState created in accordance 
with the laws of that State, all that is comprehended in the tem 
‘‘ Legislature of a State,’’ whether a Senator has been chosen by th:t 

islature at the place and in the time and manner prescribed by th 
State and by the act of Congress? I undertake to say that no reas: 
that no argument, that no plausible pretense of an argument can }y 
asserted to declare that there is an authority in this body to determin 
anything more than that, and that you are sworn by your oaths, a 
we all are, simply to inquire whether or not the Legislature of a Stat 
has chosen a Senator at the place and in the time and manner presc:i! 
by the State and the act of Congress, and that the qualifications ot! 
than the time and manner, the conditions of the choosing, the manuer 
in which the choice shall be made, can not be prescribed by this bo: 
but must be the subject of State law, and you can not go outsid 
that. . 

Let us here examine carefully what is meant by the term *‘chose 
by the Legislature.’’ It is admitted by all persons that the Senator 
here are on their oaths bound to protect every Senator in his seat and 
every State in her right to the vote of the Senator who is ‘chosen by 
the Legislature’’ at the place and in the manner and at the tle tim 
prescribed by the Legislature and by Congress. Itis alsoadmitted that 
the Senate may look into the certificate or returns from the <:a! 
verify the fact whether or not the Senator has been so chosen. [ut |! 
is said that to be “‘ chosen by the Legislature ’’ he must be chosen w'' 
out fraud or corrupt motives in the legislators who have chosen 10 
that fraud vitiates everything, and fraud in the election of a Seni" 
must vitiate the election and that the Senate have power and it |s 
duty so to decide. This is one of the preliminary questions ne 
to decide in this case. ; 

By what processes of reasoning shall we determine whether th: 
tru. or untrae. We must try this proposition by the Constitution. | 
= consideration of the powers secured and reserved to the State. °° 
must try it by the powers conferred on the Senate, which is tlc - 
judge of what is an election of a Senator, but which is sworn to )\\- 
of such election and decide it by the law of the Constitution, ws.» 
that the Senator shall be chosen by the Legislature of a State) ' 
place, time, and manner prescribed. Now, if the proposition that 
term ‘‘chosen’’ requires that a Senator shall be fairly chosen, t°' 
there shall be no fraud or corrupt motives in the legislator wiv 1.s" 
the choice of Senator, that fraud vitiates everything, is true, it so'"' 
because the words ‘‘chosen by the i ” include in ther 
definition and proper meaning that the motivesof the legislate" 
be correct and pure and uninfluenced by any motive of persons! 
vantage, or because some law from some power having the right to ™4*° 
law has so prescribed. ; 

Unless we can find this meaning is the proper and usual mean')-" 
the word ‘‘chosen’’ or we can find some law of some power havin: \" 
thority over the subject, it can not be true. No one will conten: that 
the word ‘‘chosen’’ means an actof choice orselection by a person ™a" 
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from good and right motives. Noone will contend that when the Con- | 
stitution declares that a Senator shall be chosen and selected by the Leg- | 
islature of the State, in the place prescribed by the State, and at the | 
time and in the manner prescribed by act of Congress, it also declares 
that the Senate may require and impose any other conditions for his | 
election or without violating their oaths declare that this would not be 
a compliance with all the conditions permitted by the Constitution. | 
The power of the Constitution and of the Senate has exhausted itself 
in these terms and provisions, and the Senate can have no power but 
that which the Constitution gives it. 

Law, therefore, must be derived from authority. The Constitution 
is the only authority or law that can exist on this subject for the Sen- 
ate, unless it be found in the laws of the State of Ohio providing that 
the act of the legislator who has been influenced from corrupt motives 
shall be void. 

There is no such act; there can not be such an act by any State. A 
discretion in any body to declare legislative acts void because of cor- 
rapt or improper motives in the legislator is to destroy the Legislature 
and make it subordinate to theauthority havingsuch a power. Apply 
this principle to executive power and declare that every appointment 
of the President shall be void if he has acted from motives which some 
other person shall have a discretion to declare are improper or fraudu- 
lent motives, and the independence and authority of the President will 
have disappeared entirely. There isno such principle. There is no 
reason for such anidea. It would subvert all free government, and 
vest in the department or person having such a discretion the supreme 
control of all the others. 

Now, Mr. President, must we ascertain what the State law is? Has 
there been any reference had here as to whether the law of the State of 
Ohio has said that if in a caucus of a political party the motives which 
have influenced the choice of the members of that political caucus as to 
one or another shall be influenced by fear, through affection, or money 
that the choice shall be void when it is expressed through the Legisla- 
ture? Is there any law of the State of Ohio or any other State which 
has prescribed that the vote of a member of the Legislature shail be ren- 
dered void and invalid and the law and the public function which he 
has performed invalidated because that legislator has been corrupted? 
Where is the decision of any court that has asserted that the laws and 
the public function performed by a Legislature shall be invalid and de- 
clared null and void because corrupt motives have influenced the leg- 
islators in the performance of that function? And thatis the proposi- 
tion which the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Ohio 
have advocated here, that we may decide in this body that the legisla- 
tive functions performed by the members of a Legislature of a State are 
void because in our judgment and opinion the men who exercised those 


clare, although the law of Ohio has not so declared, but on the contrary 
declare that the Legislature so exercised shall be and remain valid until 
and reversed. 
undertake to say that no court can decide or has ever decided that 
the sovereign legislative power of a State and its functions are invali- 
dated upon proof that the members of that body have been governed by 
corrupt considerations. Such a proposition would destroy the supreme 
re legislative power vested inany assembly. Are we to say that 
law be void and of no force because another and distinct tribunal 
sees fit to decide that the members of that body have corruptly exer- 
cised their fanctions? To undertake to apply that principle to the 
Senate I say is utterly indefensible and unreasonable. Shall it be said 
that the sovereign action of the people’s Government is void on a charge, 
pretended or true, that the members of this body have been influenced 
by corrupt considerations either in the confirmation of men or in the 
performance of legislative functions? Such a proposition is utterly 
unreasonable, and there can be no foundation for it. 
In the very nature of this Government the responsibility of the mem- 
bers of this body is to the States and to the people and not to other in- 
oa and co-ordinatetribunalsof the Government; and the respon- 


functions were bought and paid todo it; that we shall so decide and de- 


be at the place and in the time and the manner prescribed by the State 
and by Congress. Thatisall. ‘Where will you go farther for this body 
to exercise power? Are you not sworn to say that I am remitted and 


| confined to ascertaining whether the Legislature has chosen—in the 


sense of the Constitution at the place and in the time and manner chosen 


| in accordance with the laws of the State; and if there be no law of the 


State imposing other conditions, can you impose other conditions here? 
Can you make a law for the State other than that required by the Con- 
stitution as to the place, time, and manner? It seems to me too plain 
even for argument. 


But what is the effect of the proposition made he: Chat because 
the members of the Legislature of the State of Ohio have been gov 
erned by corrupt considerations the man elected and certilied by the 
State to be chosen, admitted to be chosen at the place prescribed and 
in the time and manner prescribed, that because somebody wit! Lis 
knowledge or consent used corrupt considerations, therefore he shall 


not perform the functions to which he has been assigned 
words and letter of the Constitution. 
What does that mean? If the Constitution says that the qualifica- 


1 the very 


tions of a Senator shall be certain qualities and the person elected has 
them, who will deny that he is eligible, and contend that the Senate 
can add others? Where is the provision of the Constitution which pre- 
scribes that there shall be any other qualification for an election to Con- 


gress than those contained in these words: 
No person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained to the age of thirty 


years,and been nine years a citizen of the United States,and who not, 
when elected, be an inhabitant of that State for which he shall be 

It does not say he shall not be a Senator if he has been charged with 
or guilty of any impropriety whatever. You can not enter into that 


subject, you can not add that qualification if he has been a mu 

or committed some act of crime he shall not be a Senato1 The Con- 
stitution says you may expel him if you have jurisdiction m 
after he becomes a Senator. You can purge your body, but you can 
not add that as a qualification which is an inhibition upon the power 
of the States as to his election. This instrament which you have sworn 
to observe declares that if he be an inhabitant of the State at the time 
of his election, if he be thirty years of age, if he has been for nine years 
a citizen of the United States, he is qualified. 

It seems to be too clear for argument, too clear for reasoning, that you 
can not add any other qualifications, however meritorious they may be, 
and you can not add any other disqualifications, however heinous may 
be those disqualifications. That is the Constitution, and there is no 
reason or argument and no man will pretend when you put it in words 
to say that this body can require anything else of a man : 
a State. 

But what does this proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts do 
but say it shall be a qualification of this man here and we will discharge 
him and declare that his election was void if he shall have been found 
to have been guilty of any improper practices in obtaining his elec- 
tion—not that you will expel him. These two things must not be 
confounded together. The Constitution has provided a mode of pro- 
ceeding when you wish to purge this body of a man of corrupt char- 
acter who has obtained a seat here by improper means. 

Mr. President, this question is not here now for the first time. I 
will not speak of what my desire would be if there was any improper 
case presented here for investigation, whether on one side or the 
other. Ishould be glad to promote thatinvestigation. But what Sen- 
ators desire, what they wish, has nothing to do with their duty and 
our power. They are sworn here to do a certain act ift a certain way, 
and to decide simply and alone whether a man &as been chosen—chosen 
according to the laws of the State and the requirements of the Consti- 
tution by the Legislature of the State at the time, place, and manner 
prescribed, and whether he has the qualifications of having been nine 
years a citizen, an inhabitant of the State when he was elected, and 
thirty years of age. 

The case of the election of Hon. Simon Cameron, which occurred in 


nt here by 


ity of the members of the Legislatures of the several States is to the | the State of Pennsylvania in 1857, was a stronger case than that which 


people of their States; and their responsibility for their criminal and 
corrupt conduct is, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn] clearly 
pointed out the other day, to the judicial tribunals of their States; and | 
it has never been heard before nor asserted anywhere that the public 
fanctions performed by a legislator were to be impeached and rendered | 
null end void because he had been influenced by corrupt considerations. 
It is frequently stated that fraud vitiates everything, but this is not true 
of the exercise of the powers of government. The argument is plain | 
and clear. If it is true that fraud vitiates the act of the legislator it 
must be by force of positive law, and this law must be found either in 
the constitution or in the laws of Ohio. It isnot to be found in either. 
I say, therefore, that the Constitution is entirely plain, it could not 
be pliner, and whatever may be the impulse of prejudice and passion 
the indignation which we may have when we hear that a member 
ofa Legislature has accepted a corrupt consideration in acaucus of one | 
party or the other and has carried that into effect in the Legislature, | 
when we come to look at our Constitution, it is that the Senator shall _ 
bechosen by the ofaState. Astowhatshall be the choosing, 
whatitmeans, the Constitution says the choosing by the Legislature shall | 


} 
} 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
j 
i 


| crats were in a majority. 


has been presented here. That was acase where the Republican party, 
then for the first time becoming a power in the country, was in a mi- 
nority in the Legislature of the Stateof Pennsylvania, and the Demo- 
That Legislature elected a Republican Sen- 
ator by Democratic votes, by men elected as Demacrats. Here there is 


| simply a charge that Democratic votes had been influenced to vote for 


a different Democrat from him whom the people had expected, and 
that théy were influenced by corrupt motives. There the charge was 
on the plausible ground to start with that three Democrats, chosen as 
Democrats, pledged as Democrats, were found to vote for a Republican 
candidate for the Senate; and upon the foundation of that far more 
probable influence than‘anything alleged here twenty-five Democratic 


| members of the Legislature of Pennsylvania certified to this body the 


charge and their belief that this Republican candidate had been elected 
by the corrupt use of money. There, as here, the distinguished gen- 
tieman elected was known to command greater sums of money than 
almost any other person, and to be connected with greater interests than 
any other; and this charge came before the Senate of the United States 
under these strong and apparently plausible circumstances; and what 
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Mr. Benjamin, as was read yesterday by the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Eustis], reported adversely, upon the ground that there was 
nothing in these facts, without more distinct and positive evidence 
which should be produced by the Legislature of Pennsylvania, or from 
the courts of Pennsylvania, to move that Senate, a Democratic Senate, 
sitting in trial upon a Republican Senator from a Democratic State in 
the days of the highest party excitement, to affirmthat conclusion. The 
case was stronger than this upon which the Senator from Maine as- 
sailed the Senator from Ohio yesterday, demanding that he should sub- 
mit to his ideas of propriety and his ideas of public right as to what 
course a Senator under such circumstances should pursue. Yet the 
Senator from Pennsylvania retained his seat with the respect and con- 
fidence of his political associates and his brother Senators and made a 
distinguished record of honorable service in the Senate. 

In that case a Democratic Senate almost without a dissenting voice 
affirmed that they could not find in these facts enough ground to in- 
stitute an investigation of further inquiry on the subject. A distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina, Mr. BUTLER, so well known as a 
man of clear, concise, and animated thought and cultivated mind, and 
a lawyer of high distinction, a profound reasoner, and a man of wide 
information, spoke as follows in regard to the power of the Senate as 
well as the duty of the Senate: 

The idea of devolving upon the Senate of the United States a jurisdiction to 
try cases of corruption in the State Legislatures I utterly protest against. Let 
the members who have been charged with corruption be tried by their peers. 
It would be a very unsafe tribunal for them to come here and bring witnesses, 
or for us to send out a roving commission. If there is any real charge on this 
subject they can try the individuals, and if they implicate Mr. Cameron I will, 
for one, move for his expulsion right off. I will not have any impure man in 
this body that has obtained his seat here by any means of corruption. But let 
them purge themselves before they come here and ask us to give them the medi- 
cine. I have not the least idea of assuming a jurisdiction of this kind, It would 
be unsafe and unstatesman-like. 

That is all I desire to say on this subject. In my judgment I am 
sworn to do a specific thing, and if that is not so I desire to be shown 
where the power comes to me to make a law for the State of Ohio as 
to the conditions other than those prescribed in the Constitution in 
which her choice of a Senator shall be made; and I wish to say that it 
would be the entire destruction of this Government and its dual char- 
acter to vest in this body, as is sought to be done here, the power to 
attack other qualifications and other conditions than those prescribed 
in the Constitution to the Legislature of a State in choosing her Sena- 
tors. 

But before I sit dow: I desire to say upon the merits of this case, so 
to speak, upon the probability that there would be any cause developed 
by a roving commission, I find the following stated in the report made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of thé Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, which is submitted to this body, and if it 
were added after every paragraph of the plausible speeches of the Sena- 
tor from Maine and the Senator from Massachusetts as a conclusion it 
would demonstrate the utter impropriety and untenableness of all the 
proposition and operations or matters of argument in their several 
speeches. Says this report made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
upon a full examination of all the papers in this case: 

There isno evidence connecting Mr. Payne, the sitting member, with these 
qransactions— 

And there is no evidence— 
tending toshow the result was changed or affected by such means. 

If the sitting member is not affected, if there is nothing even tending 
to show that the result was changed by corruption—this is the report 
of the chairman of thetommittee after investigation of all the papers— 
if it is true that there was nothing before the committee to connect the 
sitting member with improper practices or even tending to show that 
the result was changed by any improper practices, what justification 
ean there be in asking the Senate now to institute a new inquiry upon 
the suggestions of the same evidence upon which this report was made? 

It does not seem as if there was even a shadow of a reason why this 
body, charged with the highest constitutional duties that can te im- 
aso upon men, duties of the greatest dignity, requiring strict ad- 

erence to principle and truth and constitutional duty in the per- 
formance of a duty upon which the very Government rests—in this 
report made by the political opponents of Mr. PAYNE upon the whole 
evidence that is now before the Senate there is not a shadow of excuse 
in my mind for the Senate undertaking to investigate the subject fur- 
ther, even if we had the power to take any action invalidating his elec- 
tion in the event of discovering and proving the alleged corrupt mo- 
tives of the Legislature, so long as the Senator himself remains entirely 


and by the unanimous report of the committee of the Senate. 
to investigate, but the view of the case whicl governs my i 


desire to place it upon the record. 


ical party only in that State. If we look around and beyond the 
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clear of offense, as he is admitted to be both by the sore of Ohio 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I propose to vote for the proposition 
individual 

vote has not yet been presented, and, chiefly for my own satisfaction, I 


It can not be said that this movement is promoted by a faction only 
of the people of Ohio. It can not be said that it comes from one = 
egis- 


lative action we perceive that unquestionably a great majority of the 
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was theaction of theSenate? The Committee on the Judiciary, through | citizens of that State believe that the seat occupied by the junior Sen- 
ator from Ohio was obtained by means that will not bear the light of 
investigation. I waive the unanimous declarations of the Republican 
press and Republican organization. There is a vast representation of 
public sentiment from Democratic newspapers and from Democratic 
leaders, denouncing the conduct of that Legislature in language of the 
hottest indignation ana evidently stimulated by a profound conviction 
that the question ought to be investigated. The behavior of the Legis- 
lature that elected the Senator whose seat is questioned was discred- 
itable to the party and to the State and to the country; it is impossible 
to deny that. Nor has that public sentiment changed seriously, nor 
have even the manifestations of a hot indignation moderated. 


After all that and concurrent with all that are the opinions of the 


governor, of the lieutenant-governor, of the other Senator from Ohio, 
and the declarations of both branches of the succeeding Legislature. 


The Senator from Florida says there is no specific charge that the Sen- 


ator whose seat is in question was himself personally guilty of fraud. 
I admit that. Thatis notenough. But he says further that it is not 
declared that there was fraud enough tovitiate theelection. The houso 
of representatives of the State of Ohio resolved— 


That in the investigation made under house resolution No. 28 ample testimony 


was adduced to warrant the belief that the charges heretofore made by the Demo- 
cratic press of Ohio are true, to wit, that the seat of Henry B. Paynzrin the United 
States Senate was purchased by the corrupt use of money; and 


Further resolved, That the honor of Ohio demands, and this house of represent- 


atives requests, that the said title of Henry B. PAYNE to a geat in the United 
States Senate be rigidly investigated by said Senate. 


That declaration covers the question. The senate of the Ohio Gen- 


eral Assembly resolved similarly as follows: 


That in the opinion of the General Assembly, and it so charges— 
Not that Henry B. PAYNE was himself guilty of a crime in this 


matter; it does not charge that at all— 


That in the opinion of the General Accom, and it so charges, the clection 
anuary, 1834, was procured and 
brought about by the er use of money paid to or for the benefit of divers 
and sundry members of the Sixty-sixth General Assembly of Ohio, and by 
other corrupt means and practices, a more particular statement of which cay 
not now be given. 
Resolved, That the Senate of the United States be, and the same is hereby, re- 
quested to make a full investigation into the facts of such election, so far as per- 
tains to corrupt means used in that behalf. 


For myself I decline to enter into the details of the testimony pre- 
sented in support of that declaration. The breadth and strength of the 
resolutions are sufficient forme. Ase question of fact, I deem it be- 
yond controversy that it represents the sentiment of the State of Ohio, 
presented here not with an absolute and perfect formality, but by the 
solemn declarations of both houses of the General Assembly backed by 
the governor, the lieutenant-governor, and the senior Senator of that 
State, 

Now this whole proceeding is not to be govérned by the technical de- 
tails and small rules of practice to be pursued in a police court. This 
is a grander tribunal and a grander question. It is not a matter of the 
rumors of newspapers, of petty scandal at all, but a great outcry from 
an outraged people, if there be any truth whatever in these declara- 
tion from the existing Legislature and the press of Obio, Republican 
and Democratic. 

I decline to be bound by small technicalitiesin this matter. I hold 
that for the honor of the Senate, for the honor of the State of Ohio, for 
the general good of the country at large, there should be a dignified 
and thorough examination. If it should clearthe sitting Senator from 
personal charges, it would be nothing more than most of the Senators 
expect. If it should show that the frauds committed there were not 
sufficient to be decisive of the election, it would be a satisfaction to 
know that. If it should show that the frauds were so complete and 
extensive that they were decisive and that there was nota lawful elec- 
tion, the Senate and the country ought to know that. I certainly can 
not see how in justice and on broad considerations we can escape voting 
for the proposition to inquire. 

That is all, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, that the Senate is master of the ques- 
tion ted here and that it is under no law or restraint except that 
which is imposed by the Constitution, is notdoubted. But by the same 
reason the scope and boundary of its mastery and its duty are limited 
and fixed by the same firm instructions of the Constitution. Whatever 
rights, whatever duties there may be touching the inspection or the 
vindication or the punishment of those concerned in frauds in States 
in the matter of Senatorial elections, this Senate in the plenitude of 
its authority on the heads that are committed to it for its duty and its 
performance are not to escape those bounds that the Constitution has 
fixed upon these duties and these powers. It hag no power and no 


right to investigate the politics of one political party at the request of 


another. It has no power to investigate the internal discords of a party 
at the request or invitation of a faction of that party. It has no power 
to measure or estimate the conclusions, right or wrong, that are to 
touch the very matter presented for our eration and decision that 
do not touch the very extent and authority and scope and result that 
are measured out or assigned to us for our duty by the Constitution. 
Outside of these topics, when we come to dissect and determine ther 
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in the result in our rules, we may have and should have great deference 
for a State, and I know it is emphasized here a great State with three 
millionsof people. Noconstitational distinction can be drawn between 
a great State with three millions and a great State under the Constitu- 
tion and in the embrace of its equality to all, though it have no more 

pulation than Delaware or Rhode Island. The greatness of the State 
in this light and for this duty is not measured by the census, nor is it 
exalted by the swelling and just pride of its citizens. 

Are we to be told in this presence that these exaggerating influences 
are to touch the definition and the scope of our duty? Neither then 
the excitements, just or unjust, that are aroused in condemnation of 
this or that degree of turpitude or corruption in the general mass or in 
the common scheme of politics within any State are matters for us to 
regard. They are by us to be regarded, measured, limited, and weighed 
only in their applicability and influence on the subjects that we are to 
determine upon and that our vote is to decide. 

So, too, public opinion, the life of republics, is to be regarded here 
with the same reverence and with the same homage that are to be paid 
outside of the Senate and outside even of official life inany form. The 
American people—however the Senator from Massachusetts has ap- 

ed as if some special representation of them might be claimed in the 
Senate—the American people themselves are greater than all others. 
They are the framers of the Constitution, the framers of the establish- 
ment, judicial, legislative, and executive, which we have; but when 
they have established them the way to find out what the American 
people mean and what they know and intend shall be their representa- 
tion is in the Constitution and their delegated powers. I know that I 
meet the American people, as well as the Senator from Massachusetts 
does when I go to the Supreme Court or the other courts of justice 
under the Federal system. I meet there the American people in the 
ermine unspotted and the scepter uncorroded of judicial power. At 
the hustings I meet the people themselves. I then am on the scene 
aud they are onthe scene. They are the American people that I meet, 
and their power is under the Constitution and under the law. If lam 
not restrained by civic duty or by truth or by justice or within the 
bounds of decency and rational force with the people they will under- 
stand it as well as ever. And now when between these two represen- 
tations of the American people I stand in the Senate I meet the Amer- 
ican people here. I meet them by their distinct delegation and I meet 
them in their dignity and sovereignty as States. I do not know who 
can speak for the American people except those who look and discern 
how the American people have expressed their mind in regard to sub- 
jects of legislation in either House of Congress; and in all the deliber- 
ative and decisive action of this Senate in the very matter of this Sen- 
atorial election in Ohio it is the American people by their seventy-six 
Senators chosen and delegated to settle this question. 

Now, what are the functions of the Senate, not merely in regard to 
this matter, but in regard to every Senatorial investigation that is to 
touch either the genuineness of the election or the worthiness of the 
duly-elected Senator, worthy in the sense of the clause of the Consti- 
tation that gives not to the Senate at large, not under restraint but 
under the free exercise of its authority the power of expelling a mem- 
ber with the concurrent voice of two-thirds. I have in reading care- 
fully the report of the three Senators, with whom I agree, a distinct 
assertion, and that I may not misstate it or enlarge it inadvertently I re- 
fer to the part of our report that is found on page 11: 


The only constitutional rights, powers, and duties which can sustain, or prop- 
erly induce, an investigation such as is presented for the consideration of the 
Senate by honorable house of representatives of the State of Ohio, arise 
from two separate and independent clauses of the Constitution : 

By the first clause of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution each House of 


ismade “the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members,”’ 


By the second clause of the same section each House may, “ w'th the 
rence of two-thirds, expel a member.” 


The report proceeds: 

As these two ends alone limit the basis and object of any investigation pro- 
posed, either for invalidating the election of a Senator or expelling from the 
Senate a duly elected and qualified member of it, a scrutiny of the grounds, in 

upon w such action is demanded, in any case arising, from the Senate, 
Tequires an ascertainment whether the scope of the proposition and the testi- 
mony, presented or reasonably assured, would justify the ultimate action of the 
Senate under one or the other of tirese clauses of the Constitution. 

I believe those propositions of the report are invincible. I do not un- 
derstand that they are doubted. I do not find in the report of the mi- 
nority; I do not find 4m the chairman’s report to the committee itself, 
any doubtof the proposition that our authority is within those sections, 
and the seope of our investigation to be taken up must be under our 
just estimate of whether the matter proposed to us reaches by its im- 
putation and its with reasonable assurance of truth the scope 
and result by which either the character of the Senator is of itself to 
expose him to expulsion or whether the election has been vitiated when 
he himself may be free from imputation. 

That I believe to be conceded, necessarily conceded, that we are not 
to enter upon an inquiry unless the inquiry is to lead to results if upon 
the propositions presented to us upon such assurance as we are to judge 


oncur- 


of we are carried to the expectation that at the end if these propositions 
Ta ene enn * crecete our duty. 
But this is not the first time that 


these matters have been considered 





by a Senate. We have no other means of building up parliamentary 
law either in the mother country or here, except by instances as they 
arise and treatment of them and disposition of the law and of the good 
reason that should govern these considerations; and it is of the first im- 
portance—let me impress it upon Senators—that there shall be an ac- 
cumulation, that there shall be a symmetry, that there shall be an 
even tenor not swayed by the predominance of one party or the other, 
but by the good rule and wisdom and restraints that should be thrown 
around these inquiries, and that each step if it be wise and just, candid 
and impartial, if it be attended by no external pressures of partisan 
advantage nor intimidated by incursions of popular feelingand prophecy, 
that we should hold on with both hands to these wise instructions ad- 
ministered now to a Democratic majority and now to a Republican 
majority, that caprice, will, rage, power shall not be the rule for every 
case. 

He then who imports into any particular inquiry matters that do not 
conform to this wise reason that I have suggested and these rules that I 
have indicated, not only does a wrong in the particular case but he re- 
duces the strength of the forces that have been painfully built up in 
the spirit of what upon its face is almost unrestrainable—the power of 
the majority to increase its authority and to depress that of its oppo- 
nents, 

Now, that being so, what is the situation as it stood when this Gov- 
ernment deliberated and acted? In the first place, let me suggest that 
nothing could be wiser and nothing more applicable than that there 
should be a permanent, standing committee that should be constituted 
upon general selection of character, of intelligence, and of special 
fitness, not for one case, but for all cases that may arise. We have so 
determined that instead of there beinga selection of a committee upon 
@ case as it shall arise, we have a permanent committee that on one 
side and the other shall be accommodated to no case but intrusted 
with general authority and functions. It is not for me tosay whether 
this committee that is now in its report under yeur eye was a wise and 
prudent and discreet and upright and candid and just committee; but 
if it is not you have chosen us to whom this subject has been presented. 
And I imagine that we are not to expect from this Senate when by a 
division of opinion we have illustrated the value of having deliberation 
and examination, candor and mutual respect, that it shall tear in pieces 
the conclusions of the committee upon ademand and principles applied 
by post hoe presentation to the subject which we have considered and 
upon which we have reported. After that, no disappointed plans and 
disappointed sentiments and disappointed opinions cutside of the Sen- 
ate should be permitted to think that they may come in and force their 
views, their interests, their duties, their candor, their justice, on the 
Senate by storming it with denunciation of members of the committee. 
Indeed, if this appeal to you meets any response in your hearts or in 
your consciences, I will not say that this committee is involved in any 
ruin that they do not share with the whole body of the Senate and with 
the whole exercise of this function of ours. 

As I have said to you in the processes by which your authority is 
strengthened and built up, justice is confirmed, truth is illustrated; 
but by stepping down from that let me say to you that you destroy the 
process by which power and strength and justice are built up; and if 
indeed this be an instance in which these disturbances are to intervene 
in this Senate and this committee is to be judged askant with suspicion 
and unsearching criticism of the results by which they reach their sev- 
eral conclusions, it is scarcely worth the while of us Senators to keep 
up a pretension that we are entitled to regard and respect from our 
countrymen at large. 

Under this first topic of matter touching the Senator under the sec- 
ond clause of the fifth section, that is, his expulsion, I have said, and 
in this report which I have signed it will be found, that there has not 
been brought to our notice from the State of Ohio in any form of pre- 
sentation of its authority or its evidence an imputation that touches 
the personal character of the Senator. I do not mean merely outside 
in his general character and conduct before the world for his fifty years 
and more of manhood; but I mean of the very matter here, that while 
the air of Ohio was supposed to be full, while the mouths of men were 
fall until they were emptied, there has not been presented to our com- 
mittee in our whole constitution of nine in number any such imputa- 
tion. I do not find in the report of the minority or in the instructions 
to us from the chairman as to the whole of the record which he had 
inspected the slighest suspicion of him. Let me be sure of that; 
me see whether we are challenged at all in this statement: 


let 
sCu 


We do not understand that the house of representatives of Ohio presents any 
case upon the testimony taken or imagined to be accessible to any investiga- 
tion by the Senate, or upon any allegation of the existence of facts suspected, 
though not probable, as would affect Mr. PayNr with such personal delinquency 
or turpitude as would invite or tolerate his expulsion from the Senate for his 
participation in the transaction which resulted in his election. The examina- 
tion of the testimony suggests no support for such an imputation, and the course 
of the select committee in not giving Mr. PAYNE an opportunity to be heard be- 
fore them precludes any intimation that such a notion was entertained for a 
moment by that committee or the Ohio house of representatives 

We do not understand that any member of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections has harbored or expressed the idea that the testimony taken, or sug- 
gested as accessible or possible, touches the subject of this personal inculpation 
of Mr Payne. We shall, therefore, confine our further discussion of the matter, 
as presented for the investigation or action of the Senate, to the question arising 
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branch of the subject. In that Mr. PAYNE has no more inter¢:; 
the Senate at large; that is whether the election was pure. 

Now, Mr. President, before taking up more distinctly and a tely 
the situation by which our votes are to be determined, let me ¢.\| y,,, 
attention to some of the preliminary and surrounding incidents o; ;),, 
inquiry. 

Each House is in the same language endowed with the con 
determination of the qualifications of its members. But let ; 
out to you under the Constitution and under the relations of the yy.) 
bers of these two Houses a distinction that is not unimportant. \),. 
the House of Representatives pass upon a contested election of on¢ wy}, 
has or one who claims a seat in it, the result by which it vaca: 
seat carries the subject back to the same body, that is the peo 
large by whom the first election took place and whose defeat or (js. 
pointment restores them in their ownauthority under the Con 
to fill the place. 

But under the arrangement by which Senators are elect 
the same body that by political delegation has represented 1): 
and the feeling of the State presently pass on the accusation wi 
mediately presented and the determination, as it should be, i 
made here, what may happen? If delay takes place the int: 
of two years has dispersed the assembly that has sent the § 
and the suffrage may have changed the power in the Legislat from 
one party to another, and you have not before you by any possi); 
the resolution of the question before you so that you return it tot) 
constituency as the same duty and as the same authority und 
and by whom it was at first determined. And nowlI prese: u 
of the first duties of this Senate that there should be a presentatipy 
under facts, under opinions, under charges, under doubts, under fur 
about the purity of an election, that itshould be presented to the Sena: 
from the remonstrant constituency, that is the State and thie 1. 
ture and the people, if you please, behind it, so that we shall hi: 
question pure and simple, did the election in this competitio 
candidates in the zeal and the eager taste and thirst for promoti: 
beyond the bounds of the purity of an election. When it ist 
sented to you, you decide that simple question and return to tl 
Legislature and to the same political majority the present « 
their power that you have thusadjudged was, and it is suppose 
disturbed. 

Mr. President, there may be occasions when later unknown dis 
eries may present themselves that make it inexorable in the demani 
of the Senate that it should be judged on its merits, the difliculty i 
getting evidence having caused the delay. But that case which | lu 
supposed is not this case. This fulmination, this wrath of disap) 
candidates and their friends inside the Democratic party was no! 
layed. The Senator from Maine has thought it suitable to read, a: 
structive to us, the views of these calm disputants and editors 
very heat of the discord. I have looked at them to fix the dates 
through and I propound to you that all this open and all 1! 
attack and all this undying opposition growing out of suppos 
is made evident and promulgated in the dates that run from ‘ 
to the 26th of January following that election. 

All Ohio was ablaze withits honor and the redress of it. A 
feated candidates and their friends were full of wrath at the c\ 
of one to the neglect of others. Thus this mass, glowing and ip 
was ready to be hurled at this Senate. It was then ready to be | 
forward. Then it was that the Republican party, permeate: tl 
and through with the love of country, and the love of duty, ani 
love of purity, without any reference to the question of its re!ations t 

lities, saw the Senator-elect, in March, six weeks afterward 

and take his seat as calmly on a summer’s morning as a kine \ 
come to his throne. The Senator whose seat he succeeds in | 
his credentials, and the Senator from Ohio in the political part) 
which he is so great an honor and of which I ama humble! 
held up the hand of the sworn Senator when he took his seat 

You may talk until you are hoarse about the power and the force and 
the value of this crowded and collected testimony in the press wen !' 
is two years old and when it is gathered up by the opposite pary 00° 
presented at a different situation. Isay by theother party. [0 
know who collected it. I neversawitin thecommittee-room. [''" 
dreamed that such matters were to be presented. I know of no me's 
by which imponderable evidence can be made weighty by t)« 0" 
gation of improbable evidence. We are dealing now with our Demo 

cratic brethren entirely, and they were in this frame and the 
this ¢ 


These editors, instead, as sometimes happensin political distr 00% 
instead of meeting together for a Democratic feast on crow, deo 4 
they would hold a crow carnival. If anybody has ever obs:\":' 
proceedings of that most extraordinary concert among thes birds 
find that their parliamentary system is extremely simple. |“: * 
inte sp em a mee say the same thing. They *" 

ae voice but a very limited vocabulary. They have 

of assertion, but great poverty of t. They have . 
emphasis in their elocation, but they lack a ittle the rising and (10: 
so recommended by thetoricians from Quintilia» — 
edeiainanaiennieeseean. IL ueverexpected to see journa'’ 






upon the validity of Mr. Paywe’selection and the declaration of his seat in the 
Senate vacant for euch cause. 

Let us terminate this matter so far as Ohio is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator’s inquiry whether that statement be 
challenged be intended to be answered now, it gives me great pleasure 
to avail myself of the privilege which his question puts to repeat what 
I have already said, that I do not understand that statement to have 
been challenged anywhere ao far as I know. 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought I had not overstated it, nor did I expect 
any other response than that which has been made to me by the chair- 
man. 

Now, aboutOhio. Before looking at.in detail the evidence presented, 
I want not merely that the absence of imputation in thatrecord on the 
point which I am now discussing shall be admitted, as it is on all sides, 
but I want to have it understood that Mr. PAYNE presented in the 
most distinct manner to this committee of Ohio upon its entering on the 
investigation what he had to say about himself; and I want the answer 
that that committee made to him; and then, upon that issue thus pre- 
sented, I want to present the silence of that committee in every nerve 
and sentiment of its heart and its action as an acquiescence. 

Mr. PAYN8, on the 22d of January, wrote to the committee so con- 
stituted, addressing the chairman, as follows: 

As one branch of the General Assembly has appointed a special committee, of 
which you are the chairman, to investigate the conduct of the Democratic cau- 
eus which in January, 1884, nominated a candidate for United States Senator, 
and as the matter is thus raised to the plane of respectability, and placed in 
charge of intelligent and honorable gentlemen, ——— to give it appropriate 
attention, For myself, I invite and challenge the most thorough and rigid 
scrutiny— 

That is to the whole matter of the allegation— 

My private correspondence and books of account will be cheerfully submitted 
to your inspection if you desire it— 

A spontaneous offer— 

1 only insist, in case any testimony is given which in the slightest degree in- 


culpates me, I may be afforded an opportunity of appearing before the com- 
mittee. 

















Will any one ask from any Senator either more or less, a more prompt, 
a more universal proposition of his examination in regard to this whole 
matter—not as to his personal complicity, but his whole knowledge and 
connection with the matters of the election itself. And now let us see 
whether Mr. PAYNE was mistaken in thinking that he was addressing 
intelligent and honorable gentlemen. We shall find that he was not, 


CoLumevs, Onto, January 25, 1886. 


Sin: I acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 22d instant, wherein you 
note the fact that a special committee of the Ohio house of representatives ‘has 
been appointed to investigate the conduct of the Democratic caucus which in 
January, 1884, nominated a candidate for United States Senator, and you also de- 
clare that you propose to give the investigation appropriate attention. 

In wry. I have to say that the resolution to which a refer recites the fact 
that al tions of bribery, published on authority of S.K. Donavin, are of so 
grave oan positive character as to call for inmediate action in order to vindi- 
eate the reputation of members of the present General Assembly. It directs 
the special committee to “inquire into all the facts of the alleged bribery, and 
report their conclusions thereon to the house."’ 

f in the prosecution of this inquiry any testimony tending to inculpate you 
in any degree with any questionable transaction be received, I assure you that 
your request to appear before the committee in such event will be most cor- 
dially and fully aeceded to. 

Very respectfully, 





























THOMAS A. COWGILL, 
Chairman. 
lion. H. B. Payye, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Now for Ohio, she is clear in her opinion about her Senator. That 
is settled, that in Ohio, from one end of it to the other, in all the in- 
vestigation, in all the allegations, in all the vituperation that has been 
marked with any degree of extravagance anywhere, no imputation has 
touched him. I am right, then, in saying, as the report that myself 
and my colleagues signed says, we may discard this part of the matter 
from our consideration and from yours. 

But I ask more than that. I ask that when you have in your body 
a member that has sat in the other House and now nearly two years 
with us, when in all the rage of these elements whose wrath we can 
measure as we feel it poured upon us Senators, he stands wna exceptione 
major. If Ohio has many citizens that emerging from such a stream 
can meet this encomium and illustration as I pronounce it to you, and 
which all consent to, Ohio is fortunate not only in the Senators it has 
chosen but in those who might take their places when the course of 
nature should require a change. 

Mr. President, this is either a sincere and hearty and unreserved opin- 
ion and expression, orit is not. From the Senator from Massachusetts 
it is sincere, and from the body of our committee entirely so. All of 
them are of that opinion. Ohio is of that opinion. And now why 
should it be thought necessary in our body that we should think that 
when cur minds were wholly unclouded and unruffied on this subject 
there shocld be the least occasion for this Senate to ask us to make up 
our opinions about him on any new investigation? All that has been 
suggested that is pertinent and personal to the Senator is under this 
head of examination, and when we have with one voice, with one heart, 
with one mind come to this conclusion let us understand that if there 
ix any occasion for further inquiry by this body it relates to the other 









































































































; 
4 











1886. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 7395 





collected in such a parliamentary search. 


Iam casting noridicule upon 
these editors. 


They did this as a part of their then present feeling and 
opinion and according to the custom of the country, as I understand it: 
and by that I do not mean Ohio, I mean the country at large. 


But how do you account for it when within six weeks these creden- | 


tials were sent here, that they were presented by Mr. Pendleton and 
received here, and there was no agitation whatever that I heard of on 
the part of the Democratic or the Republican active associates or their 


| no more than appears here 


friends? I use this to show you how there is something in this idea, | 


that at the bottom the great competition in our politics is, and is meant 
to be, not between men but between principles. Here we are to meet 
in debate the representation of the chosen men of these Republican 
opinions and of these Democratic views and purposes, and that is the 
agitation that the country at large is mainly interested in. 

Now, in the convention of the two houses of Ohio, those of our party 
were so reduced to hopelessness as to carrying the election that we cast 
all our votes blank, a most extraordinary condition of things, not useful 
at the moment butdoubtless looking to some proposition in the future. 
Usually when a party can not give a Senatorship it likes to pay a com- 
pliment and build up a future expectation. But our party seems to 
have been deaf to any of this sentiment of courtesy or to this interest 
of policy. What have we now to look at outside of the arrangements 
that have called our attention to the action of the press, or some por- 
tion of the press of Ohio? 


It broke out the moment it was understood that a majority of the | 


Republicans on this Committee of Elections had formed an opinion upon 


the powers and duties of the Constituticn they should proceed. 
alarmed, as every one should be, at such a terror as was let loose on us 
then. I did not know howit was then. I didnot learn until the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yesterday disposed of that question. He says he does 
not sympathize with any such attacks. He says that they are not the 
sentiments of the Republicans of the State nor of the editors of the State, 
but they are the opinions of the editor of the Cincinnati Commercial 
Gazette, who attacks everybody, Lincoln, and Grant, himself, the emi- 
nent President of the Senate, and whoever he pleases; that it is the 
manner, that it is the playfulness of the character and the conduct, and 
that nobody should be frightened by it. 

Ishould not venture to speak of the editor of the Commercial Gazette 
quite in that tone. I think he might at least have been regarded by 
all as the man who scattered firebrands and death; but it seems it is 
on the plan that it is not the roaring of a lion at all. This position of 
the Senator reminded me of what we learn from Shakspeare on so many 
other occasions. When the young players were intending an enter- 
tainment with the comedy of Pyramus and Thisbé, they were fright- 


ened somewhat at the perils of the terrors that the drama would re- | 


quire, and after discussing the danger of killing Pyramus and Thisbé 
in the presence of the ladies the question then of the lion came up. 
Snout, who seems to have been a wise and prudent man, says: 

Will not the ladies be afeard of the lion? 

Starveling was also of a deliberative turn: 


I fear it, I promise you. 


These were statesmen, but they had not the versatility of politicians, 
and it was reserved for Bottom to find out the mode of not suppressing 
the lion in the play, and yet so demeaning him that he should not 
frighten the ladies: 

Masters, you ought to consider with yourselves 

Says Bottom. He was a politician— 


to bring in, God shield us! a lion among ladies, is a most dreadful thing; for 
— isnot a more fearful wild-fow! than your lion, living; and we ought to look 
to 


Snout again: 


enaetne prologue must tell, he isnot a lion. 
ay— 


Says Bottom— 


you must name his name, and half his face must be seen through the lion's 





neck; and he himself must gprek: through, saying thus, or to the same defect,— | 


Ladies, or, fair ladies, I would wish you, or, I would request you, or, I would en- 
treat you, not to fear, not to tremble: my life for yours. If you think I come 
hither as a lion,it were pity of my life: No, lam nosuch thing; Iam a man as 
other men are:—and there, indeed, let him name his name ; and tell them plainly 
he is Snug the joiner. 

I am indebted to the Senator from Ohio who addressed us yesterday 
80 forcibly for the ready mode of disposing of this aggravation which 
seemed to threaten not only the peace of Ohio but the future pros- 
pects of some of the most eminent men in the Republican party. 

I come now, having dispersed these surrounding circumstances, to 
bring the Senate to the direct inquiry. I hope it will not be doubted 
that by a change of politics it was thought that an investigation in the 
house of Ohio might be more usefully made than before; and about that 
I make no opinion and no criticism. Politics is rectified and redressed 
by of authorities from a majority to a minority and back, and 
back and forth. Wedo not expect in these occasions the same severity, 
the same zeal, and the same hope of success when it is promoted from 
® mere sense of patriotism and justice as we'do when there is tinged 


GG ee 


with it a sharp and poignant purpose of poRiticaladvantage. I do not 
complain of it. 

But I want to call y 
quiry. 


r attention to the very beginning of this in- 
On a certain day there appeared in the Commercial Gazette a 
charge under the name of Mr. Donavin, a person about whom I know 
, and about whom I have no occasion to 


speak, charging four men and demanding an investigation. Let me not 
misrepresent this situation 

Whereas the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, of date of January 12, 1886, con- 
tains a printed statement,on the authority of 8S. K. Donavin, alleging grave 
charges against the official integrity and character of certain members of this 
house—namely, Hon. D. Baker, H P. Hunt, Hon. W. A. Schultz i Hon.G 
Zeigler—so definite 

Look at it— 
so definite and pre n rv” immediate a i > 
vindicate the reputation of 1 n ft HH Therefor: 

Ordered that the committee be raised lhe result of the examina 


tion I have heard stated to you and will not attempt to point ont, so 
far as the persons are concerned. n 
menwere named? Because they had been before charged in the Com 
mercial Gazette? Is it not a little cruel to initiat 
power of stain upon what is to build up the future, by 
have been an absolutely gratuitous and unfounded a 
not like such things. 

All that has appeared about these four men was that they we ne 
bers in the former house and they were members of the new hous« 


What was the reason why these four 





under a 


Ippea»rs lo 





> | yet the accusations are said to have been in the columns of this new 
the evidence and the arguments before them that there was not such a | 


presentation from that State as under the precedents of the Senate and | 
I was | 


I 
paper ‘‘ so precise and definite’’ as that investigation should be mad 
The result of the two months and a half investigation is that there 
not a smell of fire on the garment of any one of thes 
have passed through this furnace. I do not look with that entire con 
fidence between the accusation and the result as evidenced he 
1as been pointed out to you in regard to these four men 

It is said that the actual matter of investigation was only about the 
four men; and by some strange misconception of the viewsof the 


which I have signed, the Senator from Massachusetts seems to tl] 


} 1 
Inempers who 


that because of the claim which is made, and which we all con 
that this body here is the sole judge of the qualifications, and the mem 
bership, and the worthiness of Senators, therefore the house had no 


power of investigation beyond these four names or beyond the punish 
ment of individual guilty complicity. That is the power of their pun 
ishment, but the range of their inquiry as informers of just 
all looking into the matter in future is limited by no such const 

nor was it so treated by this committee. 

If I could find that in this report the investigating committee had 
limited themselves to these four men and had limited themselves to 
legal evidences against them, I should have regarded it as that house 
would have regarded it, that there was no occasion for presenting a 
thing to us at all. 

What are we to make of the motion now introduced, that the scope 
of their investigation was the pursuit and punishment of these four 
men? Ifthey had confined themselves to that and had decided that 
no fault was found with them, why should the Senate be informed of 
the release and justification of these accused men? No, the investiga 
tion was intended, was calculated, was rightly contrived, was right] 
exerted, providing it was carried on within legal evidence and just rea 
son, to the scope of bearing upon the question of what then was to bring 
discredit and defect on the election. Let us understand a little what 
these people mean and what they gave in their own statement of their 


authority. 
I will ask the Senator whether he will read, if he pleas« 


cause for 


Mr. HOAR. h 
the authority itself, to wit, the resolution of the Legislature which ap- 
pointed them. That would seem to settle the question of authority 

Mr. EVARTS. That I believe has been recited in the resolution of 
the house which I read, not at this moment but when I wa 
about the Commercial Gazette. 

Mr. HOAR. 
whole matter. 

Mr. EVARTS. LIreaditinterms. All the report does not goon the 
principle of selecting or arguing in details. It sets before you what 
this committee on the one side and the other, majority and minority, 
of the house committee, chose to present to that house and to this Sen- 
ate. Let usseeif they were restrained. Now what did they do” 

Whenever our attention— 

Within the scope of their investigation 
was called to anything 

That is-a pretty broad word 
which indicated— 

That is pretty liberal 
the probable— 

That is wide too 


talking 


The resolution is a limitation of their power in the 


employment of improper means to gain suppo 
That is liberal, *‘ support 
we followed the clews presented, on the theory that we w »t only author- 


ized, but in duty bound, to pursue any matter that promised, even remotely, to 
show the use of such means in connection with the election, because the discovery 
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of one important fact, although having no immediate bearing upon the charge 
against the person named in the resolution, might lead to the discovery of facts 
having such bearing 


The house committee not only did not conceive themselves bound 
with restraint, but they caught at every clew and followed it, not on the 
question of these four men, but on anything that by implication might 
be wrapped up in the subject at all. 

And furthermore 

Let me show you the largeness of their investigation, quite as large 
I think as our investigation would entitle us to use: 


And furthermore, and upon the same theory, our inquiries were not confined 
to the technical rules of legal proof, but the committee availed itself of any 
source of information—admitted hearsay statements, and even the opinions of 


witnesses. 


Whether we should goas wide as that, I will notdispute. My propo- 
sition is that there was not any basis for the proposition that the house 
confined its investigation to the four men, nor that it confined itself 
under any restraint whatever in the range and variety of evidence that 
was to be weighed. But the committee understood that that kind of 
evidence and that expression was to be taken as in their judgment in 
its parts and its detail as aquarry to be worked fortruth. Seethe line 
they drew upon this subject: . 

But we consider in making this report no facts should be stated which are not 
sustained by testimony— 

Would my friend from Massachusetts think these facts in the reports, 
sifted and presented by the two committees of the Ohio house, were 
limited to what was enough to convict? No. 

But we consider in making this report no facts should be stated which are not 
sustained by testimony upon which a legislative body might base further action, 


They do not limit it to what would convict. They had put forth 
everything in their report that they can extract from this mass that 
should furnish a fact upon which the very body to whom they were re 
porting should take further action. 

In this report we have taken this true and I must think just method 
of presentation. Instead of picking out here and there and tinging this 
or that with color, justly if you please, judiciously if you please, we 
have given you appended to our report the whole body of the report of 
the majority and the minority, which the majority has described as 
containing all the facts upon which a legislative body might base fur- 
ther action. This being the preliminary process, what did the com- 
mittee do? Did they say to the house of representatives, ‘‘our arm is 
shortened and our power to save is inadequate for the situation?” 
No, they did not say that. When they had pursued every clew and 
heard hearsay and heard opinions and everything else, how could they 
present themselves before the Ohio representatives with a pretension 
that there had not been an investigation, that it had been shortened, 
and that it could not be treated as the final point? 

Why did they not ask for more power? Why did they not have it 
debated in the Ohio house of representatives? Why did they not say, 
‘*We have means by which we can follow this up, and we can punish 
the guilty at the law. We can bring evidence that touches the integ- 
rity of the election; give us the power and we will give you from this 
enlarged reaping a larger sheaf of evidence?’’ There was not a word 
of it. 

Now I propose to show that in the action which was taken, in their 
own proposition, they did not believe that they had laid the basis for 
further investigation with profitable result—profitable, I mean, in pro- 
ducing truth; but they said, ‘‘ Let us do this.’”?” And what is it that 
they proposed? This is their conclusion: 

Although, as stated in the outset, the testimony developed nothing of an in- 
culpating character concerning the members of this house named in the reso- 
lation of inquiry, we believe— 

Now, what did they believe? They had given the evidence; they 
had given the facts, sifted and well brought out and presented. They 
had given the judgment that it did not inculpate these people. Now, 
what is it? 
that circumstances surrounding the election of Henry B. Payne, as one of 


the Senators to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress of the United States 
as presented by the testimony, are such as to warrant— 


What? 
are such as to warrant us in recommending that an authenticated copy of 
the testimony and report be transmitted to the President of the United States 


Senate for the information of the body of which Senator PAYNE is a member, 
and for such action as it may deem advisable. 


Is it not respectful to the Senate that they should send us in volume 
and force, in precision and in estimate, what they deem sufficieué to 
show that there is to be a result reached upon what they communicate? 
It would settle the question here for them to say that matters sur- 
rounding the election warranted them in recommending that this testi- 
mony should be sent to the Senate for them to do what they think 
right. It came here. It was received with deference and with all the 
attention which belongs to such a communication from a State. It 
was sent to this committee of the Senate, and the committee took it 
up. They did exactly what the Ohio house of representatives desired 
us todo. Look at this and see what on that we ought todo. The 
reason why they thought it was worth while to send it to us for us to 
look at, though they could not find anything in it of value or strength, 


was because of something outside; that is, the circumstances surround- 
ing the election. When we took it up and read it through and looked 
at‘it, what was the result? How did the examination that we made 
in the first and tentative inquiry as confided to the chairman result? 
What did we find out then? ‘*The charges against the four mem- 
bers’’—I will shorten this as much as may be; it is from the chair- 
man’s report to us—‘‘ were not sustained, and the committee so report.” 

Then we agree about that. Now the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the chairman, proceeds: 

But the inquiry took a wider range. There was evidence tending to show 

That Mr. PaYNE’s name was not publicly suggested as a candidate for Sena 
tor until after the State election ; 


That it was not very prominently suggested until shortly before his election 
in January; 


: That many persons who had been supposed to favor Pendleton voted for 
PAYNE. 

There I stop for the moment. Those were circumstances surround- 
ing the election that presented it to the mind of the select committee 
of the Ohio house and they sent it to us. The whole value of this of 
imputation or suggestion of inquiry would be that Mr. PAYNE was an 
unknown person, unknown to his party, unknown to the public, un- 
known as within the range of popular favor and strength. It is not 
that anybody in Ohio thought so, not that anybody said so; but of what 
importance is is when aman eminent for those virtues which have been 
characterized here, whenan honored man representing that State, when 
his fame and his credit of patriotism during the war, his identification 
with great domestic interests of the time, the relations to all the ben- 
efits of life—when that was the name which came in, of what earthly 
purpose is it to say that his name was not brought in and that money 
must be the reason why he was named? If money bought it, very 
well; but that money brought his name in that community is a per- 
version of all fair dealing with the situation. 

In the nomination for the Presidency of the United States in the con- 
vention of the party to which [ belong, the name of President Garfield 
as a candidate before that convention was not suggested till just before 
the ballot was to be taken. He was there as the champion of another 
candidate, another favorite son of Ohio. Did anybody say that when 
a@ new name was sprung upon that convention? I do not say that it 
had anything to do with fraud, because the subject does not admit of 
anybody’s imputing that; but it was a wonder, and as well might it be 
said that it could not be accounted for except by treachery that he was 
nominated. No; he was nearly the most famous man in the hearts and 
minds of the Republicans of Ohio, among those in the hearts and minds 
of the whole people in this country of his political opinion, and when 
named it was the solution between the party competition. 

As I have said, the subject of its having any connection with im- 
proper use of money or means does not approach the occasion, but the 
novelty, the recentness, and the addition of all the men inside that con- 
vention to one other candidate are circumstances which are covered by 
the proposition here: 

That there was a widespread belief that corrupt means were used to procure 
the result. 

I need not comment upon that. This is a recital of what is found in 
the testimony: 

That one member was offered a large sum of money for his vote by anotlie: 
<7 were hearsay statements charging corruption as to several others 

That two members of the Legislature received large sums of money about the 


time of the election, of which they, being called as witnesses, gave no satisiac- 
tory account. 


If that goes beyond stating that those elements of opinion about 
these four men were found in the testimony, I must regard that the 
honorable chairman perhaps overstated what would be regarded as an 
investigation on those points, not intentionally, but it is giving in the 
just way perhaps all that could be found. 


That the principal managersof Mr. Paynr’s canvass, namely, Paige, McLean, 
Huntington, and Oliver H. Payne, did not testify before the committee— 


That is a fact; it isin evidence. It is not pointed any more than 
that. The testimony before the Ohio house committee does not dare 
to say that any of these evaded or avoided an examination, or that they 
were not accessible to process some time or other within the time when 
the investigation went on. Iam right about that, am I not? How- 
ever that may be, the fact surrounding the allegation is that five men 
were not examined, when this committee examined anybody and 
everybody that they wanted— 
but there is no evidence tending to show the bribery of any member unless 2% 
above stated 


There is no evidence to connect Mr. Payne, the sitting member, with these 
transactions, 


That is the result of the Ohio house committee as reported to us, an‘ 
correctly, by the chairman of our own committee, no evidence to con- 
nect Mr. PAYNE: 

And none tending to show that the result was changed or affected by suc! 
means, . 

It is not a cover, a suspicious allegation; it is a real one and an hon- 
est one, and to which the Senator from Massachusetts adlieres here. 
What did headd tothat? Anything about thistestimony? Anything 
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about what we were to investigate? Anything we were to consider? 
No; it is mere notification to us. 

Informed that— 

It is a short phrase; it means “‘I am informed as the chairman’’— 
Mr. LITTLE wishes to be heard. 

That was all put before us, 
« That these persons— 

The five men, apparently— 
kept out of State and reach of process. 

Then we went onand examined. We heard Mr. LitTLs, in which it 
jsno compliment to him to say, because his repute is already estab- 
jished, bis examination and indorsement of the facts and the reasons 


> ° eee : j 
were according to his ability as a lawyer and his honor as a man anda | 


member of Congress. Did we fail in our duty, in our deference, in our 
respect? Iam sure that gentleman will never open his mouth to say 


that there was disfavor of any kind or inattention during the whole of | 


jt. We heard the argument and were instructed by it, and instructed 
as to what was the most important, and what was the weightiest, and 
what was the fairest, and what the tendency, and what the effect, and 
under that instruction we found it was not enough. Now, are we to 
be told that we have shut against the examination? We have given 
you our opinions upon the matter that we did examine, and in this 
report we close our view, after showing what the power and authority 
of the State might be, by saying this: 


That State has conducted and concluded its investigations into the election of | 


Mr. PayNE, and has placed the result before the Senate of the United States. 
It has attempted no further investigations either by the plenary power of its 
Legislature or through the functions of the courts of law. If, upon further ex- 
aminations made by the State, through its Legislature orits courts, a case should 
be presen for renewed consideration by the Senate, within the rules and 
principles we have stated as governing the action of the Senate, the further uc- 
tion of the Senate will be governed by what may then appear. 

And this, I submit, entirely considerate and judicious observation 
is spoken of by my learned friend from Massachusetts as a contemptu- 
ous proposition. Well, that is another thing. That is an epithet. | 
have read you what we said. I have read you what preceded our ex- 
amination; I have read you the statement, and I understand the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to agree that in our statement of the reach 
and scope of the evidence as being adequate to unseat the member if 
the number contained in the evidence that we considered was suffi- 
cient. 

Now, we may go on a little further. Either this Ohio investigation 
was pressed to the extent or it was not. If it did not penetrate to the 
core and substance of the investigation it was a paltering on their part 
with the case and the honor of Ohio. It did probe the matter. It 
went just as far as it thought it could find evidence valuable and use- 
ful. Ifthe latter, so necessary to the law, so necessary to their intelli- 
gence, is the true view of it, then the Senate can repose on that result; 
butif it be letting ‘‘I dare not’’ wait upori ‘‘I would ”’ that followed 
that investigation, if these steps were like a sick man, three paces and 
then faltering, stopping, doubting, fearing, do not throw in the face of 
this Senate or this committee or these three Republicans who have come 
to this conclusion timidity or doubt. 

The Ohio Legislature went to the bottom, or they did not—not that 


they went to the bottom of whether the decision would touch the title 


here. My learned friend, so good alawyer and so experienced a states- 


man, has occupied a good part of the minority report and almost the | 


whole of his argument by confating what he calls a strange miscon- 
ception, that we thought the Ohio Legislature had a larger control and 
dominion over the seat than we had. His reason against this barrier 
that he set up is overthrown, but it swings clear of any proposition 
that any of us have made. The point was this: We here are limited 
in our investigations to what will bear upon unseating or expelling a 
member; but the State has a larger range and a larger duty, and is 
not stopped in its investigation either by duty orresponsibility, whether 
it finds twelve men, or six men, or four men, whether it finds that one 
bribe was administered and one received. That is their range, and 
we have none such. We have the range of the first, and the second, 
and the third, provided the count proposed to us is large enough in the 
evidence that they have presented to us on proper considerations that 
shows when the count is completed there will be enough to unseat. 
So all that argument of our proposition being very strange and being 
easily refuted is eliminated from our discussion. 

But more strangely still my learned friend the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts quoted in evidence and read a passage from an eminent 
court and an eminent judge, the late Attorney-General Hoar, Mr. 
Hoar then on that bench. What did he read? He read a clause that 
the house of representatives, its powers and privileges, is not the 
final judge but that the warranty of its actions may be examined and 
determined by the court. That is plain. The question was whether 
within the range and the reach they had committed to them, or could 
embrace within what was committed to them, if the Legislature chose 
to doit, theyhadtranscendedit. They held, asmight be expected, with 
the supreme court of New York, but now let me read the clause from 
this eminent lawyer that does touch this question and does touch our 
Proposition: 


The house of representatives has many duties to perform, which necessa- 
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rily require it to receive evidence and examine witnesses, It is the grand in- 
quest for the Commonwealth, and as such has power to inquire into the offi- 
cial conduct of all officers of the Commonwealth in order to impeachment. It 
may inquire into the doings of corpo ions, which are subject to the control of 
the Legislature, with a view to modify or repeal their charters. It is the judge 
of the election and qualification of its members. It has power to decide upon 
the expulsion of its members. It ha sion to acquirea certain knowl- 
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edge of facts, in order to the proy performance of legislative duties. 
I do not need to travel beyond the confines ef that one well-consid- 
ered case to show what we say when we propound this 
At the outset of our obs we stated the limits which pro y should 
control the action of the Se ler the applicable clauses of the Constitu- 
tion, and by the same reason the ends h should be proposed in its investi- 
gations and to which they should nfined It is obvious that the province 
and duty ofa State, in its stiga 3 raud, corruption, and bribery in an 
election of Senator, are mu xte A State is not confined at all to 
the question whether the actual elect in question involves the Sen- 
ator personally in misconduct whet h votes for him were effected 
by fraud, cor tion, or bri wi lr » his seat to be vacated, al- 
though himself free from 
Phe State should execute it AWS re3t ng yur of Senatorial elections 
by the indictment and conviction of single person who bribes or is bribed, 
| whether the election is affected or not rhe State should investigate as weilto 
the end of better laws and surer exe ym of the laws. The State, too, is 
charged with the maintenance of ‘‘the honor of Ohio 
Quoting from the resolution of the Ohio Legislature— 
and its vindication rests with its own legislation, its own judicia and its 
own people, but it can not demand this vindication at the hands of the United 
States Senate, except as that may fi from investigations by that body within 
the limits of its constétutional powers and duties 


Will any lawyer, will any judge question the language thus fitly in- 
dicating the largeness of the duties and the largeness of the powers of 
the Ohio Legislature in taking care of its own purity in the matter of 
this very election? We stop on what you show to us as in the case oi 
Mr. PAYNE that should induce us to regard as unworthy. You have 
shown us nothing. You can show us what you regard as evidence, as 
reaching not the bribery of one, not the bribery of two, not the bribery 
of three, not the bribery of four, but the bribery of enough to unseat. 
That is the logie of the proposition. 

On the subject of the caucus I do not find that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts differs from us on our view about the caucus. 
what we have said on that subject. 

We have in our conclusions made no distinction between the use of fraud, 
corruption, or bribery in a caucus vote or in the legislative vote for a Senator. 
Although a caucus, or what proceeds in it, has no constitutional or legal rela- 
tion to the election of a Senator, yet, by the habit of political parties, the stage 
of determination as to who is to be elected Senator and the influences, proper 
or improper, that produce that determination is that which precedes and is con- 
cluded in the eaucus. So far as the question of personal delinquency or turpi- 
tude is concerned, no moral distinction should be taken between corrupt pro- 
ceedings in caucus and those in the Legislature. How far any such distinction 
would need to be insisted upon in any case on the question of unseating a Sen- 
ator, where he himself was not affected with any personal misconduct or com- 
plicity with the misconduct of others, we have no occasion in the 
ease or present attitude of the subject to consider or suggest. 


Let me state 


immediate 


Therefore, the notion that has been spread abroad that we confine 
ourselves to a technical rule about proceedings in the Legislature as 
distinguished from the proceeding in caucus is thus dispelled. For 
the purpose of our judgment, for the purpose of our examination we 
have made no distinction. Now let us see how the minority treat that 
subject. This is what they say about caucus: 

What is the effect upon an election of Senator of bribery of voters in a caucus 
of the legislators who are to make the choice is a question upon which we pre- 
fer not to form an opinion until the evidence is before us. 

Is not that exactly what I state? Then he proceeds to say: 
The members of a caucus ordinarily deem themselves bound in hon 


rto vote 

in the election for the person whom it nominates, by the vote of a majority, on 
ondition that such person belong to their party and is fit for the office in point 

of character and ability. Bribery, therefore, which changes the result in the 


caucus, would ordinarily determine the election. 

Did the minority state this proposition more clearly or more forcibly 
than our report? Compare them. The rule we have laid down for 
ourselves about the caucus is stronger and fuller than that laid down 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, but substantially they do concur, 
and we do not either of us propose to anticipate the somewhat embar- 
rassed question about what the difference is when you come to unseat- 
ing a member. 

On that evidence all members of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections did not think that, as then standing, it proved the case as it 
was before us, and we thought that was all properly before us then, 
and of course no one could have thought. that further examination should 
be made. 

Now, what happened afterward? I do not speak of any influen 
or a change of opinion on any of us, but I want toshow the whole that 


has happened since, and whether that ought toaffect that judgment of 


a 


| the majority of the Senators who thought that no further examination 


should be made. What is theircharacter? Of presentation, of invita- 
tion or desire from sources entitled to great respect that we ought to 
yieid to? I understand that the minority are disposed to put them- 
selves upon the duty of this Senate not to exercise their own judgments 
upon the evidence laid before them, and reasonable prospects of assur- 
ance besides, but they must take it upon the request. Indeed I un- 
derstood the Senator from Massachusetts to go so far in his argument 
as to say that when the Senator from Ohio, the President of the Senate, 
himself, stated that an investigation ought to be made for the honor of 
the State and the vindication of the Senate, it ought to be done. 
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Now, our propositions begin to divide. We have agreed on the facts 
and on the evidence as sifted and presented; but the question is as to 
what has come in in the arguments of the able and eminent lawyers, 
members of the House, who addressed us, the two resolutions from 
the house of representatives and the senate of Ohio, and a mass of 
newspaper comments which are collected in the minority report. 

Let me look at these things. Look now at them deliberately. When 
I dissect these resolutions, first of the house and next of the senate of 
Ohio, see whether they add anything to what the house examined, 
sifted, and weighed when it sent the record on. Itis only by inatten- 
tion and heedlessness that any importance can be given to these other 
resolutions of the two bodies of the Legislature of Ohio besides what 
is conveyed in the first communication. Let me read first that which 
comes from the house, the same house: 

Whereas it is the precedent in the United States Senate that charges of brib- 
ery must be directly made to warrant a committee of said body in proceeding 
to investigate the title of any United States Senator to his seat: Therefore, 

Be ii resolved by the house of representatives of Ohio, That in the investigation 
made under house resolution No. 28— 

That is what we have already had— 
ample testimony— 

Does that make it any longer than the pages of the record disclosed ?— 
ample testimony was adduced to warrant the belief— 

Not conviction— 
to warrant the belief that the charges— 

Now look at it. Are you going to change your views and your con- 
science on this resolution ?— 
to warrant the belief that the charges heretofore made by the Democratic press 
of Ohio are true, to wit, that the seat of Henny B. PAYNE in the United States 
Senate was purchased by the corrupt use of money. 

They have heard somehow or other that we needed some formulation 
of charges. We took the papers as they came up to us originally, in- 
vestigated them, examined them, but they think it necessary to formu- 
Jate tho charge. 

Resolved, That in the investigation made under house resolution No. 28— 





That is our record, and we are told this is something new that is 
sent tous. It is the opinion of the same house about the same evi- 
dence. What do they add?— 
ample testimony was adduced to warrant the belief— 

By that evidence— 
that the charges heretofore made by the Democratic press of Ohio are true, to 
wit, that the seat of Henry B. Payne in the United States Senate was pur- 
chased by the corrupt use of money. 

Now further: 

That the honor of Ohio demands, and this house of representatives requests, 
that the said title of Henry B. PAYNE to a seat in the United States Senate be 
rigidly investigated by said Senate. 

That testimony under resolution No. 28 we sifted, and what the 
Democratic press of Ohio charged we have in this dole of objurgation 
that has been read to the Senate. Therefore we do not find anything 
new here, nothing but a repetition, and instead of an enlargement there 
is an absolute limitation to what was then in the mind of the Legisla- 
ture in sending this last resolution that they did not know nor care for 
anything beyond the testimony before the Ohio committee and the news- 
papers indicating Democratic opinion in that State. 

And now look at the senate resolution: 

Whereas by common report, suggested and corroborated by the public press 
of the State without respect to party, and by a recent investigation of the house 
of representatives, the title of Henry B. PaAyysE toa seat in the United States 


Senate is vitiated by corrupt practices and the corrupt use of money in procur- 
ing his election. 

They go back to the investigation and the resolutions of which we have 
the record. Will any Senator say to me that this recital, if it had left 
out that record and had simply put it on “common report, suggested 
and corrroborated by the public press of the State without respect to 
party, ’’ would have presented acharge for investigation by itself? Does 
it add anything that we have not already got, by basing their reason 
for asking intervention upon the investigation already made? Now 
another whereas: 

Whe: it is deemed ient, in orderto thero i i 
his sald election as eater pee United States Benate, nat the belief of the 
General Assembly in this regard be formulated in a specific ae: ‘ore, 

Be it resolved, t in the epinion of the General Assembly, itso 
the election of Henry B. Paynras Senator of the United States from Ohio, in Jan- 
uary, 1884, was procured and brought about by the corrupt use of money, paid 
to or for the benefit of divers and sundry members of the Sixty-sixth General 
Assembly of Ohio, and by other corrupt means and practices, a more particular 
statement of which can not now be given. 

What else have we here? We have not anything except resolution 
No. 28 and the public ramor. We had that before. We had not for- 
borne to examine that; we had not forborne to go into that. We had 
not failed to give all weight to these recordsand these rumors and these 
newspaper fulminations. We have omitted in the report which we 
three have signed any reference to the resolutions of the Republican 
committee of Ohio or the Republican editors in convention assembled. 
Whether they were before our committee at any time I do not know. 
They are here. They are no new matter. Will any Senator tell me 
that this aggregation and new presentation in the collective form of 
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a Republican committee, however respectable, or of an editorial con. 
vention, however respectable and important in their , in their 
conduct, in their purposes, in their wishes, adds tothe preliminary jp. 
vestigation of the house and the sifting and weighing of the evicien, 
and the presentation of it? 

In regard to the evidencecontained in this record, the committee w},, 
have united in this report of the three has produced that which +! 
majority of the house of Ohio presented of their own sifting, of thei) 
own weighing, of their own presentation of all that they thought wa; 
worthy of future action—future action there or future action he 
They do not say that other investigations would not show more ap, 
else. We are not tolook at it in that attitude. Butif the committe 
do not read these papers, if the Senate do not read them, then the, 
take at haphazard the pointed and sincere views of this or that Sen; 
tor on that allegation. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frrr] last evening brought forwarj 
a single item that attracted my attention as showing the absurdity ; 
the pretension that value could be attached to these imputations 
There were two representatives, Mooney and Roche—were they the 
labor tatives? 

Mr. TELLER. ‘They were the labor represcutatives. 

Mr. EVARTS. Here are two plain men; they are chosen by thei; 
fellow-citizens for the purpose of being thus represented. Now look 
and see what you can find: 

Vernon E. Hanna, of Columbus, testified that at the time of the Democrat ics 
atoria! caucus in 1884 he roomed at the family residence of W. P. Brown, in said 
city, and that two members of the General Assembly—Messrs. Mooney an: 
Roche—roomed in the same building; that at this time those members did not 
— keys to the house; that on the night of said caucus he agreed with M; 

rown— 

The boarding-house keeper — 
that, as they would probably not be in until late,he would admit thei to the 
house, as he would probably be up until they came; that he waited for theirn 
turn until about 4 o'clock in the morning, when they came; that he admitted they 
tothe house, and that after they entered there was a conversation between then 
in his presence in reference to money that they had, and that some feeling wa: 
manifested because one had received $50 more than the other—one 5: 
fee) pretty hard that he should not have had as much asthe other; that! 
money in their hands, in rolls, which the witness saw, but were not counting it 
that he thought the respective amounts mentioned by them as having been re. 
ceived were $300 and $350; that he was not uainted with them, and fixes their 
identity by the circumstances mentioned and others; and that in his mind! 
connected the fact of the possession of that money with ramorsin the con 
ity that money was being used to inflaence votes for United States Senator 

Not from any remarks made by the men, but because of existing cir. 
cumstances. Would you like to send this Senate out upon an inquiry 
of that kind? Here was this boarding-house; here were these men- 
bers; here was Ohio; here was law; here were all the magistracies and 
all the apparatus for investigation. 

James Finley Brown, of Columbus, testified that he isa brother of W.P. Brow 
mentioned by Vernon E. Hanna,the witness last quoted, and lived with hin 
that he is acquainted with Messrs. Mooney and Roche, representatives in (i 
Sixty-sixth General Assembly drom Cuyahoga County; that they roomed at said 
brother's house in the forepart of the sessioy of 1884; that the former staid dur- 
ing the whole session, and the latter about two or three weeks; that in the after 
noon of a certain day, which, according to his best impression. was of 1! é 
that Hexry B. PAYNE was nominated for United States Senator, they asked about 
keys, and wanted an arrangement so they could get in that night; that his im- 
pression is they attended the Senatorial caucus that night; and that jie thinks 
the nomination of Mr. Pays that night was announced in the newspapers th 
next morning. 

I do not think we could convict anybody on that. 
committee goes on: 

The committee has received from Mr. Mooney, by mail, his affidavit denying 
that he roomed or lodged at Mr. Brown's “ nt” on the night of the 
Democratic Senatorial caucus, and stating that he had not previous! y !od ged or 
visited there, and did not go there to lodge for several days thereafter. 

I wish to make no reflection upon this committee of Mr. Cowgill. | 
do not quite agree with the views of the Senator from Maine that there 
was not much merit in the action of thecommittee. I donot know the 
circumstances or Mr. Cowgill’s general repute for ability, but 1 mos 
say that I think he was very respectable and candid. 


But in the affidavit he omits to state where he was the night of the caucus 


Meeting the question whether he was in that house, saying not 00 
that he was not there that night, but he had not been ever before a0 
did not go till days after. Is it not more like Dogberry than tlc a‘ 
ministration of justice to mark and note that this man did not state 
where he wasthat night? Ido not want to convict Mr. Cowgill 0! 1- 
propriety, but I only want to show what little confidence is to be «.V°2 
to this observation. Now I want to show you what the ™- 
nority report of the Ohio house committee was on this matter: 

Touching the testimony of one V. E. Hanna— 

And this is very well worth considering— 

Touching the testimony of one V. E. Hanna, from pages 384 to 405, inclusive, 
of the stenographer’s copy of testimony, where he undertakes to give o>" 
evidence, on page 384, in answer to the sixth question, he gives four distinc! sn° 
PG. Wass you intheahay of Columban om the night of the Senatorial ca a 

“A. I was; I can not say whether it was the night of the caucus or not: |"! 
was here at that time; I might have been out of town that particular nig)', ® 
I have forgotten the date of the caucus."’ 

All reverted to that day, fixed in his testimony about his sittin "P 
for them, because they were going to the caucus and they had not keys, 
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and he would not the landlord up, but he would sit up and let 
them in; and he did sit up and he did let them in at 4 o’clock in the 
morning. I do not know whether Mr. Mooney spoke the truth or not; 
bat I w that Mr. Hanna did not speak the truth that time, and 
Mr. Mooney is entitled to every credit. 

I will read one other passage to show you the nature of what is 
thrown out at large about the liberality of the display of money. Well, 
well, these gentlemen, if they were engaged in a business transaction 
jealously watched and greatly resented, did go to work in a very queer 
way, because they had been prosperous, were presumed to be sharp 
people, and I suppose they were. I never saw them; I donot know w ho 
they are; except from the relationship of one to the Senator by his name 
I should not know anything about him at all, and never expect to see 
him, except by chance, which may happen to all men. They had this 
place where anybody could get in that chose, and the demonstration of 
money was profuse; and then, strange to say, after it was all over and 
after the press had opened on them from the 9th of January to the 
95th, they went around saying how much this senator or that repre- 
sentative got—that is, it was repo.ted they said so; there is no proof 
that they said so—and the total amount expended was stated to be from 
$65,000 to $100,000. Whether Mr. Paige is a wise man or a fool I do 
not know. I should think the Senator and the Senator’s son-in-law 
would know whether he was a fool and an ass or not. Here is a nice 
little piece of evidence that has been insisted on as showing the mag- 
nitude of the demonstration as to money; and as this narrative is com- 
plete, let me read it: 

James Boyle— 


I do not read from the testimony at large, but from the committee’s 
report— 

James Boyle, correspondent of the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, testified 
thata business man in the city of Columbus related to him the following in sub- 
stance: He— 

That is this business man— 
had just that day come down from Akron ; that a button had come off his coat; 
that he had gone into a small tailor-shop, kept, he thought, by a Hebrew. 

Thatisthe only identification of the shop or the man, that he thought 
itwas kept bya Hebrew. I suppose, then, it was not kept by a Chris- 
tian. 

While sitting behind the stove, waiting for the button to be sewed on, a young 


man burst into the store and,in an excited manner, ran to the proprictor of the 
store— 


That is, the Hebrew— 
and said he had had a wonderful experience in Columbus. * 
talk of this young man he was an employé of Mr. David R. Paige. 

That is the entrance; we have got to that. 

He stated that Mr. Paige thought it better for him to come down and attend 
to the store (Mr keeping a store at Akron,and Mr. Paige being then in 
Columbus working in the interest of Mr. Payne). 

So if he was an employé he was an employé in that store. 
know what it was, whether it was groceries or hardware. 

The young man said he had never seen so much money together as he saw in 
an inner room attached to the room occupied by Mr. PayNE as headquarters. 
He said that he was the one who the membersof the Legislature in to get 
the money. He raised his hands [illustrating] and said the moncy was in stacks. 

Boyle is pointed out as a correspondent of the Commercial Gazette, of 
Cincinnati. Ido not decry his value atall. A business man of Akron 
told him that he went into a tailor’s shop to get a button sewed on, 
and a young man rushed in and he thought from what he said that he 
was in Paige’s employ, and then he went on to say what he has said, 

ressing his wonder at the amount of money. Now, let the boy, or 
the Hebrew, or the business man tell us about these facts. When one 
man sees stacks of money they must have been seen by some others; and 
one man got in, not by mistake, because every one was invited to go 
in, and he says he thought he saw something sticking out that looked 
green; he thought it was some advertisement, but he picked it up and 
found it was a twenty-dollar bill. 

_Mr. President, I have forborne, in the exhibition of this testimony, 
picking itout in detail. I have presented the whole in the report that 
we have signed after it was sifted, stated in the language used by the 
committee of Ohio. Judge ye whether we are in fault for not going 
further than that committee did. I show you the Legislature in their 
respective resolutions plant themselves on the record, plant themselves 
on the newspapers, plant themse/ves on rumor, and after we have formed 
our opinion they produce for us nothing more than requests and a rep- 
Tesentation Of what it was expected might be proved. 

Mr. President, the resolution we have presented is that upon what 
now stands before us, the investigation should not proceed. We have 
not declined to examine and fairly weigh everything that was presented 
tous; and here you have the conclusion of seven out of nine, and the 
minority put their ground, as it seems to me, upon principles distin- 
guishable from the established principles éf law, and upon reasons and 
facts not disclosed in the evidence. 


I then put it to distinctly, that by the recognized authorities 
SS 


From the 


I do not 


your election cases, the question is settled in 

of weight required to inculpate a Senator of per- 
Sonal misconduct. In the case of Humphrey Marshall, although he 
himself desired that the investigation should be made, the Senate con- 





cluded that that could not give it a right and duty toinvestigate. Woe 
have always demanded that people who have charges to make against 
Senators shall put them in sincere, in secure, and in definite form. 

Then if you proceed to the Pennsylvania election as to the Senator 
from that State in 1857 it was settled that a definite statement should 
be required that should carry proof or proposition of proof or concur- 
rence of proof that it covered a sufficient number of votes to change the 
seat of the inculpated member. Soin the Bogy case and in the Kansas 
case. You find in the record of these examinations that there has been 
a special complaint in every case except a very peculiar one which I 
know very little about, the case of Pomeroy, which seems to have been 
investigated in 1872 as to a charge in regard to an election as far back 
as 1867. Senators may correct me if I am wrong, but I believe that is 
the only exception where there have not been present investigations by 
a resolution on the state of things as then present. 

Mr. President, I have no occasion, my colleagues have no occasion, 
to justify or defend our action. We are here; everybody knows it. 
We are members of the Senate; we are members of the committee; we 
have made our report, and we have spread out our reasons; we have 
given you our views of the condition and of the duty of the Senate; 
we have given you our views of the evidence; we have expressed our 
views of the desires that have been superadded in resolutions of the 
eminent and best considered presentation by the two Houses, the pres- 
entation of a committee of a political party, the presentation of the 
convention of the newspaper editors. I disparage them not; I give 
them their weight; I do not detract from them; but they all fall short 
of the character required to give any augmentation of proof. 

I implore you then to stand upon the firm ground that we are the 
judges of when we should be moved to proceed further or to stop in the 
examination. Wedo not need any enlargement, any definition, any as- 
surance, any application; but as we stand here we stand together that 
on the evidence presented, if nothing further was shown, we should not 
act. We differed as to whether upon request or demand, honorable and 
valuable demand, a further investigation should be made. I implore 
you then to stand upon a basis that will comport with a just determina- 
tion, that will be a good rule and a good law, that will prevail whether 
the Republicans shall be in the minority orin the majority. I wish to 
hold the Democratic party when they shall be in the majority to the 
sound, sensible rules adopted in previous determinations, and however 
liberal and however inviting may be the field of argument and of per- 
suasion that where there is prevalence of opinion we should surrender 
our judgment, or adopt the rule that what is asked for must be granted 
because it is asked for by respectable sources, by honorable men, and 
by measures of argument that are entitled to respect. 

If this matter, resting thus as it has for two years since the first in- 
stitution of the complaints, is again to be presented upon investigation 
through the courts or through the Legislature, our attention will be 
called to it; but we are not responsible for a deficient and a doubtful 
estimate of the testimony that we have got coupled with the fact that 
it is the only testimony presented as affecting the election. We are 
not to depart fr:;:2 that and take up new demands. 

And now let us say a word by the way, that we are not insensible at 
all in regard to the mischiefs and the evils of corruption. We can not 
be saved from them merely by good laws. Unexecuted good laws do 
not help us. They do not maintain themselves; they do not promote 
purity; they are not a terror to the evil doer. Executed law is the 
measure of the law and of the policy and of the wisdom of a nation. 
The way to discourage is to punish. The way is to separate it from 
political consideration, nor make pursuit and your vindication and your 
punishment wait upon the settlement of other considerations, however 
great and important. Punish the man that bribes; punish the man 
that is bribed; then you do touch the evil; then the honor of your 
State, then thesafety of your State, then the duty of your Stateareall 
served. Buta readiness to be indifferent, to be silent, to be careless, 
and to be uncircumspect in the maintenance of the general administra- 
tion of your domestic laws, is not the way to maintain honor or to pro- 
motesecurity. Weshall fall, if we fall in our general scheme of govern- 
ment, not by just, firm, humane legislation; we shall fall by amplifying 
the pages of the statute-book and leaving unpunished the violators of 
those laws. Corruptissima in republica, plurime leges is the maxim of 
philosophy and history. 

I commend these considerations not only to the great State of Ohio 
but to all the States of the Union. I commend them to the attention 
of the party to which I belong. I propound them to the party that 
opposes those views of politics which I espouse and maintain. Do not 
think that the details of law can ever be wisely adjusted and only an 
appeal for signal and prominent instances of attention to execution of 
rightful purposes when larger considerations are exhausted. 

I follow the law and the fact and the truth here and elsewhere. On 
that position the Senate never can be shaken in the opinion of itself or 
of its country. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the question is on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in thechair). Theques- 
tion ison the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. 


Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Chair have the question stated so that the 
Senate may understand just what the vote is ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts from the minority of the committee will be 
stated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized to investigate the charges affecting the title to the 
seat of Hon. Henry B. Payyg, and to send for persons and papers, administer 
oaths, and employ a clerk and stenographer, and to sit during the recess of the 
Senate; and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I donot think I ought toconsume what 
remains of another day by exercising even the privilege which I re- 
served to myself last night to reply to what should be new in the ar- 
gument of the Senator from New York. The fall of the year is ap- 
proaching, the golden-rod isin blossom in the meadows in Massachusetts, 
and the chirp of the autumn cricket is coming into our windows. I 
have been at work here hard, night and day, since the beginning of De- 
cember, and for one I long to enjoy what to most of the Senate as to 
me is the chief reward of labor, the chief delight of living, to go home 
and see my folks. I do not wish, therefore, to prolong this debate, 
even under the temptation of replying at length to the Senator from 
New York. 


I may perhaps be indulged in occupying two minutes in saying what 


seems to me to be the sum and substance of that honorable Senator’s 
argument, stripped of its emotion, its passion, its eloquence, its wit, 
its moral exhortations, which he must permit me to say seem strangely 
out of place on the side on which they are invoked. 


His argument reduces itself to these two propositions, and I desire to 


submit them to the lawyers of the Senate: First, knowledge should pre- 
cede investigation, not followit. That is his first postulate. Thesec- 


ond is, that the people of the whole country are not so concerned in the 


question whether their lawmakers sit in the Senate by incorrupt title 
as that that question should ever be investigated in their behalf if the 
people of a State have been remiss or tardy in investigating the matter 
themselves. If any other proposition can be found left after the Sen- 
ator’s argument has been in alembic, I do not now think what it is. 

Mr. President, I wish, however, to say a word in regard to one mat- 


ter of detail with respect to what the Senator said as to the reading of 


the Ohio proceedings and the jurisdiction of the Ohio committee, He 
concedes that the house of representatives of Ohio did not delegate to 
their committee any jurisdiction upon this inquiry. They proceeded 
under a recorded resolution confining their inquiry to the guilt or in- 


nocence of fourmen. That he does not deny, although he has read one 
passage in which they say that they looked into the general matters of 
He does 
not deny either that they did not express and did not undertake to ex- 
press any opinion upon the question of the election one way or the 


the election in order to get a general view of the situation. 


other. 


So he bases that part of his argument upon the failure to draw a par- 


ticular conclusion or to develop a particular fact by a tribunal to whom 
no jurisdiction over the question was committed, and who never pro- 
ceeded to attempt to arrive at a decision upon the question themselves. 

Mr. President, I sympathize with the feeling which the honorable 
Senator has expressed as well as his colleagues who signed the report, 
in regard to the bitter attacks which have been made upon their posi- 
tion. I value the good name and reputation with the people of the 
United States of the gentlemen who signed the report as they value 
theirown. The reputation of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] 
is not only dear to his countrymen, growing out of distinguished and 


illustrious military service, but it is one of the treasured possessions 


and the most valued forces which are among the resources of the party 


to which I belong for its future action. I need not say that I have the 
pride and pleasure not only of a countryman but of a kinsman in that 
of the honorable Senator from New York. I believe that the attacks 
which have been made upon those three Senators are at this moment 
the strength and the sole strength, even after haviug heard their argu- 
ments, of the cause which they advocate. Stripped of the desire on 
this side of the Chamber, stripped of the desire on that side of the 
Chamber to stand by these three gentlemen under this most atrocious 
fire that has been leveied at them, I do not believe their report would 


command the conclusions of the gentlemen who sit in these seats. 


Mr. President, it is needless to say, however that may be regretted 
or however natural that may be, that it is not a consideration which 
ought to move Senators in making a precedent upon which the purity 
of the election of members to seats in this body is hereafter so largely 


to depend. 


I will not say that the adoption of this majority report will be a dis- 
graceful fact; that would not be parliamentary or courteous or proper; 
but I do say that looking at the truth as it is given to me to see it, it 


will be the most unfortunate fact in the history of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the adoption of the amendment 
reported by the minority of the committee the yeas and nays have been 


ordered. 
Mr. LOGAN. Which is the vote to be taken on? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the resolution of the minority. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is that offered asa substitute for the majority yo. 
ort? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As an amendment to the majority 
report. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. In the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will b@read again for the infor. 
mation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subeor 


mittee thereof, be authorized to investigate the charges affecting the title to ; ° 
seat of Hon. Henry B. Payne, and to send for persons and papers, administer 
oaths,and employ a clerk and stenographer, and to sit during the recess of tho 
Senate; and that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the co: 


gent fund of the Senate. 
Mr. EVARTS. This resolution is the resolution of the minority, ang 
the motion now I understand is that it be substituted for the majority 
resolution. ‘The vote remains to be taken on the majority resolution, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is an amendment, practically a 
substitute. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 





Let us hearthe resolution reported by the maijor- 


ity. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The majority resolution wil! be re. 
ported. 


Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, the majority accompanied their 
report with a motion that the committee be discharged. 

Mr. PUGH. I was about to make that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the pending motion. To that I move as an 
amendment the resolution which has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conclusion of the majority r- 
port will be read. 

Mr. PUGH. I made the motion that the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections be discharged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject in conformity with the precedents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear from the authentic report. 

Mr. PUGH. The proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
an amendment of that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I should like to hear the report made by the com- 
mittee read; what it is that they recommend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conclusion of the report will lx 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee having made a protracted and exhaustive examination of the 
matters referred to them, report: - : 
First. That Henry B. Payne has not been cha‘ with having anything to 


do personally, or with having any personal knowledge of, connection with, « 

rticipation in any act, or anything that 7 have n done, or charged as 
ee been done, was wrong, criminal, immoral, or reprehensible in his 
election; that no member of your committee, and no witness, representativ: 
or other person, has capueeend the opinion or intimated any belief or suspicion 
that Henry B. PAywe is or was connected in the remotest degrec. by act or 
knowledge, with anything that was or may have been wrong, or criminal 
immoral in his election. 

Second, A majority of your committee report that on the whole case as pre- 
sented to them they recommend that the Senate make no further investigat 
of the charge involving the right of Hexry B. Payne to his seat. 

Your committee ask to be disch from further consideration of tle mat- 
ters referred to them, and that the whole subject be indefinitely postponed 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The Secretary preceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Prke]. If he were here, | should 
vote ** nay.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I vote “‘nay.’’ I was 
paired with the Senator from Minn.sota [Mr. npara}’ but have trans- 
ferred that pair to the Senator from Neyada [Mr. Farr}, but information 
has come to me that the Senator from Minnesota has stated that both 
gentlemen would vote the same way. SoI have taken the liberty t 
transfer the pair of the Senator from Nevada to the Senator irom 
Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. I vote “‘nay.”” The Senator from lows 
paired with the Senator from Nevada on all questions connected wits 
this case. 

Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. MorGANn’s name was called). The 5en* 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is paired generally with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], both of them being absent, but on tls 
question the Senator from Colorado is paired with the Senator trom 
Oregon [Mr. DoLrn}. > 

I have been requested to state in connection with the pair of the “«2- 
ator from Alabama on two éther questions that he seems to think the 
pair in his absence has not been sufficiently stated, that he would have 


voted against the Hennepin Canal amendment and against the oleomar- 


garine bill. He thinks in his absence that matter has not been stated 
sufficiently. In connection with his pair on this question, I will a* 


that that be put into the Recorp also. On this question the Senatot 
from Alabama is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.SrooN§®]. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name wascalled). I have been paired 
for some time with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. Morriti]. I had 
a telegram from him last evening, saying to me that I might vote on 
this question as I saw proper, as he had no information sufficient to base 
any fixed opinion upon. I therefore vote ‘* nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL). The present occupant 
of the chair will state that he was paired with his colleague [Mr. Mc- 
person], but believing he would vote ‘“‘ nay’’ on this question, the 
Chair votes ‘‘may.’? . 

Mr. SPOONER (when his namewascalled). On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan}. I understand 
if he were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ If he were here, I should vote 

ea.”? 
‘The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced — 
yeas 17, nays 44; as follows: 


































YEAS—17. 


Blair, Hale, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Harrison, Manderson, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Edmunds, Hoar, Palmer, 
Frye, MeMillan, Platt, 
NAYS—4, 

Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Evats, Logan, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Gray, Plumb, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Chace, Harris, nsom, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Ingalls, Saulsbury, Wilson ot Md. 

ABSENT—15. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Pike, 
Allison, George, Morgan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Spooner. 
Dolph, McPherson, Payne, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the majority report. , 

Mr. HOAR. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On that question the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I announce again my pair 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 
vote “‘yea.”? 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I announce again my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was arnounced—yeas 
44, nays 17; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


YEAS—44. 
Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry, Cullom, Jones of Neyada, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Zustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, Logan, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Gray, Plumb, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Chace, Harris, Ransom, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Ingalls, Saulsbury, Wilson of M2, 
NAYS—17. 
Blair, Hale, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Harrison, Manderson, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Edmunda, oar, Palmer, 
Frye, McMillan, Platt, 
ABSENT—1. 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Pike, 
Allison, George, Morgan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Spooner. 
Dolph, McPherson, Payne, 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution reported by the ma- 
jority of the committee is adopted. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let.us have order, Mr. President, or let the gal- 
leries be cleared. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I received a telegram this morning 
from the lieutenant-governor of Ohio in which he desired me to have 
published in the Recorp his letter in fall from which I read extracts 
the other —- my remarks. I ask permission that it be done. 

Mr. HO. Let it be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to know what is going into the Recorp. 
Let it be read if it is to be put in the RecorD. 

Mr. LOGAN. If gentlemen want it read, certainly let it be read. 
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Mr. Kennedy has already published it in all the Ohio papers and he sent 
aslip tome. Ihave not even compared it with the letter tosee whether 
it is correct. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. An extract from that 
letter has been read and commented upou. I wasshown by a member 
of the Ohio delegation in the other House a copy of that letter, and it 
seemed to me, taking it altogether, a kindly and affectionate letter, which 
did justice to the Senator, and I think it ought to be read in the hear- 
ing of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not objecti 1, but the remark 
of the Senator is entirely uncalled-for about the kindness of the letter. 
I had said nothing about that letter. I was only going to say that I 
had no objection to its going into the Recorp. I took the extracts 
from the letter that censured me and read them here. Now I am will- 
ing the whole thing shall be read. If the gentleman thinks it will do 
any good to hear it, he can have it read as often as he pleases; I have 
no objection. If it will do the lieutenant-governor of Ohio any good 


ng to its being rea 
' 
fi 


t 


anywhere on earth, I hope he will have it published all over the United 
States if that will benefit him. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Full text of the letter of General Bob Kennedy to Senator LOGAN, on 
of which the latter presented in his speech yesterday. 
BELLEFONTAINE, OnTI0, June 26 

DeaR Sir: You have not had in all Ohio a warmer or more devoted friend 
than myself. From my early acquaintance in the Army, renewed in 1878 dur- 
ing our campaigning in Ohio, and until this hour, I have been one of your ad- 
mirers,and my chagrin at your failure to secure the Presidential nomination in 
Chicago in 1884 was not appeased by your nomination to the Vice-Presidency by 
that convention. The soldier element of Ohio has of late joined with me in an 
earnest admiration of your services and fearlessness, and [ am persuaded that 
Ohio, without any forgetfulness of her own distinguished sons, would have given 
you a warm and hearty indorsement by her vote for the Chief Magistracy, if 
opportunity had offered. For all these personal reasons I am led to deeply re- 
gret that your judgment has led you to cast a vote upon the question of the in- 
vestigation ofthe shameful frauds perpetrated in the election of HENRY B. PAYNE 
to the United States Senate which will forever prevent an inquiry into them. 
By what road of inquiry you were Ied to such conclusions I am at a loss even to 
guess. 

The infamy and outrage of this well-known purchase, established long since 
to the satisfaction of every Republican of Ohio, and acknow!edged and charged 
by one-third of the Democratic newspapers, and one-half of the Democrats of 
Ohio, are so flagrant and open as to cry for speedy and merited rebuke. Cov- 
ered up as it has been by the most infamous perjury, yet its glaring villainies 
were so exposed that they asserted themselves in spite of false swearing and 
cowardly flight, and it has become to the people of Olio the one great crime 
of their State demanding investigation, exposure,and punishment. I do not 
think I make the assertion too broadly when I say that your vote upon the ques- 
tion will be disapproved by every Republican in Ohio not a purchased and hired 
defender, and by at least one-half of the members of the Democratic party of this 
State, There have been.so many charges of tampering and corruption with 
those whose duty it was to investigate the matter that I should say to you 
frankly that such charges have also been made against the committee of the 
Senate charged with the duty of determining this question of an investigation. 

1 am free to say that the matters which have come to my knowledge have led 
me to believe that the coal-oil gang thought that their money was sufficient to 
protect them under all circumstances, and that no one was too high and exalted 
to have his price. To such an end and to such a point had they come that the 
debauching of legislators in the securing of votes they regarded as among the 
easiest of their conquests. To say that Ohio is astonished at the report brought 
by telegraph from Washington that the Senate committee, by the vote of 7 to 
2, had determined not to investigate, and that 7 including your vote, is to put 
it mildly indeed. And the telegraphic report says you desired your vote kept 
secret. I do not wonder much at that, and that any one who would vote to per- 
mit aman to keep his seat,in the United States Senate after it had been purchased 
by infamy and outrage and corruption should desire his vote to be kept secret 
is a part of the eternal fitness of things. Itis strange that the Democratic cau- 
cus, purchased byso much monev andevidenced by so much corruption, should 
also have desired the votes of that caucus kept secret after it had venally de- 
clared in favor ot Henry B. Parse. I maintain this simply to be an unfortu- 
nate coincidence. 

Your reasons may be good and satisfactory to yourself, but unless you can 
give them to the people of Ohio, not in secret, but by open and outspoken 
words, justified by good and sufficient reasons, they will not hesitate to con- 
demn you and leave upon you the suspicion of undue influence. You were to 
a@ great number of the people of Ohio a political idol, and they would have 
hailed your elevation with delight, but Ido not believe that your nomination 
would meet with a hearty indorsement, and I doubt if it would be possible for 
you, if nominated, to carry the election in this Republican State, so thoroughly 
do the honest people of this State condemn and despise fraud of every descrip- 
tion that they are not in any mood to justify or excuse those who are patient 
with or ready to overlook or palliate it. This untold infamy has so cried out 
for punishment, and the people of the State have become so much inflamed by 
such open, notorious, and boasting frauds, that their patience has been entirely 
exhausted. Ido not know what could be said in defense of a man who holds 
his seat in the face of open and formulated charges of bribery and corruption, 
and those charges made not only by his political opponents, but by members 
and newspapers of his own party, and who has neither demanded inquiry nor 
courted investigation, so that he might show them to be false and demonstrate 
his own honesty and integrity and the honesty and integrity of his seat, but 
who contents himself under such charges to remain silent while his hirelings 
are moving heaven and earth to put an end to all inquiry and investigation. 

A sensitive man, and one thoroughly imbued with a knowledge of his own 
innocence, would have been the first to demand a speedy investigation and 
justification, and would have scorned to hold a seat tainted by fraud. But this 
man, whether by his own election or by the advice of those who know of the 
infamy surrounding the purchase of his seat, chooses to remair. silent, and thus 
tacitly admit to the world his guilt. Is it wonderful that under such circum- 
stances the ple of Ohio are not enthused over your vote, ana are questioning 
its justification and the reasons that impelled it? I challenge any man to find 
a single Republican in Ohio who will indorse your action, unless that man has 
been in some manner purchased by the frauds of the most infamous grade of 
political knaves this or any State ever knew, and I know that neither price nor 
money was permitted to be spared to accomplish these nefarious ends, Paid 
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attorneys and purchzsed lobbyists are apheoing Se the covering up of their in- 
famies, and now the Senate, to put over them the cloak of virtue. God helpthe 
country when it can not depend upon such as you. This infamy cries out for 
justice, and not for covering up of crime. And you are the one to whom the 
people looked with assurance of confidence, and in this sublime hour you ask 
that your vote may be kept secret from the people. 

If Hexsry B. PAYNE was rightfully elected as a Senator from Ohio, no harm 
could possibly come from an investigation into the frauds ebarged against him, 
but upon the contrary, he would have been offered every o rtunity to have 
proven them faise,and to have justified himself and established his integrity. 
His course and the course of the Senate committee are equaily unjustifiable. 
It is simply saying to fraud and infamy,no matter how giaring,the cloak of 
Senatorial courtesy,if not the cloak of Senatorial purchase,can hide it from 
view. It issimply a prisoner whose guilt is undoubted,and whose conviction 
is assured, but who has availed himself of the technicalities of the law to quash 
the indictment, and has escaped by reason of informality, but in the judgment 
of the people of Ohio he stands condemned already,and his excusers and de- 
fenders find no sympathy with the honest and fair-minded people of this State. 
I regret that you have so shaken my faith in your judgment, and havesospeed- 
ily overthrown one of my political idols. With the hope that you may have 
better reasous for your vote than I think it possible for you to have, with kind 
regards, I am 

Yours, very truly, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 23 


at 





move a recess until 8 o’clock, hoping to finish the bill to-night. I ho), 
Senators will consent to a recess at 6 o'clock and will be here prom»), 
at 8 o’clock, and I believe if so we can complete the bill to-night, ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will , 
mence where it was left off. 

Mr. BECK. I shall vote for a recess, but with no hope of closing 
the bill to-night. I do not propose to discuss any matters in it exc.) 
those questions the House has sent over to us in regard to the chanyp 
of our currency, our certificates, and those matters. In regard to they 
I propose to be heard at some length. I do not think we can dix: 
them to-night. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise toa point of order. I was unable to ) 
sentence or hardly a word of what the Senator from Kentucky 
If it is important I should like to hear it. 

Mr. BECK. I remarked that while I desired to progress with 1) 
bill and was willing that we should take a recess from 6 to 8 o’ 

I did not regard it possible to finish the bill to-night. The House sex; 
over very important propositions relative to all the questions of our 
coinage and currency and the use to be made of silver certificates, upon 
which I expect to be heard and heard at some length, and I do not j 
tend to discuss them to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move that at 6 o’clock the Senate tak: 
cess until 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
at 6 o’clock to-day the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock p. n 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report 
strike out the clause from line 1861 to line 1869, inclusive, as follow 


Washington Monument: For completion of the Washington Monument 
namely: For earth filling and grading around the monument, filling po 





om 


Usy 


ROBT. ?. KENNEDY. 
General Jonuw A. Logan, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. T. O. Towes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of cleomargarine. 

The message also announced that the House farther insisted upon its 
disagreement te the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors; asked a further conference 


. : : : north of monument, office expenses, including rent of necessary office r 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | and for each and every purpose connected with the completion of th 
and had appointed Mr. W1iLLis, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. T. J. HEN- | ment, $57,000, to be expen ded under the direction of the joint commission created 


by the act of August 2, 1876, 


Mr. INGALLS. I wish the chairman of the committee would ex 
piain upon what ground that proposition was stricken out. It appear 
to me that, the monument having been completed in its structure, pro 
vision shohld be made as was contained in the bill as it came from the 
House for necessary work at the base for its protection. There may be 
information before the committee that has not been communicated to 
the Senate, bet in absence of other knowledge than I now possess | 
should be inclined to vote against this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision as it came from the House appro 
priated $57,000, and it will require $107,000 to make the improve 
ment that is suggested by the engineer in charge. . 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the earth-work, or is the plan that has some- 
times been suggested, of an ornamental structure about the base with 
bronze cannon, tncluded in the $107,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the $107,000 will be required to complete ih 
earth-work as suggested by Colonel Casey. A portion of the commit- 
tee thought it unwise to fill up the grounds in front of the monument 

Mr. INGALLS. Babcock Lake? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is necessary to fill up that lake ora portion of it 
in order to carry out the general plan of Colonel Casey, and so the com 
mittee thought that forthe present they would make no appropriation 
That is all there is in it. If any appropriation is made it should be 
$107,000, so as to complete the work. The amountappropriated by the 
House, I will say, can not be economically expended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This grand monument having been completed as 
a work, it only remains to build its surroundings. At a meeting o/ 
the Washington Monument Society held last spring, when a great 
many Senators and members of the House were present by invitation, 
the engineer in charge of the work, who has been sosuccessful in carrying 
it to its great height with very little of accident and with great economy 
staped to all the people who were present the two views of having «1 
ornamental stone-work around it and a grass slope, and pretty 1 
everybody there was of opinion after his explanation that the grass 
slope would be the best. 

Then the matter of the security of the monument in respect of its 
being undermined or thrown out of perpendicular was discussed, and 
Colonel Casey explained the effect of this pond directly north of tl 
monument, and only a few hundred feet distant, and that was thai 
continually going into that pond were sani and fine particles of cart) 
coming from water that came from the direction of that monumen! 
and that every particle of sand, and every bushel of sand, and eve! 
load of sand that came was slowly, month by month and year by ye 
coming from somewhere, 2s we can readily understand. 

The base of the monument, the lower part of its foundation, |5 « 
little above this lake as it is called, and the fair presumption ws, ‘ 
stated by Colonel Casey, that this fine quicksand, which it is, whi 
was continually coming down in these streams into that lake cam 
from under there, and that it was a question whether by and by © 


DERSON, managers of the farther conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill ( H. 
R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods for exhibi- 
tion at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ Pro- 
tective Association; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 





RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 

8. J. R. MoMILLAN, 


0. D. CONGER, 
MATT, W. BANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. 8. WILLIS, 
NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and agree to the further conference asked for by the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. ConGER, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 


BOTTLERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION EXHIBITION., 


The bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign 
goods for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United 
States Bottlers’ Protective Association was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 


CLAIMS OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed td®ertify to the Senate 
the claims of the volunteer soldiers adjusted by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury since his last report of such claims and up to July 20, 1886, latest day 
possible. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Letthat go over; I should like to hear it explained 
in the morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply to get for use on the deficiency bill 
the allowances made to the soldiers, their widows and orphans, in order 
that they may be paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to itas nowexplained. I merely 
wanted to save fime on the appropriation bill. 

The resolu‘ién was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

y SUNDEY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion wos agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed tis consideration of the bill (H. R. 9478) making ap- 
propriaticns for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say to the Senate that at 6 o'clock I will 


the monument on one side or the other insecure, and that it wou!’ 

begin to settle, and that therefore it was necessary to take the thivg 

into consideration, and that it ought to be stopped. : 
The object is to stop this filtering of sand from the direction of tha! 








much would not have been filtered out as to render the foundation 0! 
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monument, this water that exists under it, and in which the very bot- 
tom of the foundation stands and above the level of this lake. It 
should be prevented from flowing in that direction by filling up that 
lake solid, so that this flow of underground water there should be 


= that state of information, which was given to me as one Senator 
and to a great many other gentlemen who were there, it seems to me 
to be of the utmost importance, if we are to preserve against all pos- 
sible contingencies that magnificent structure, I think, on the whole, 
the finest in the world, certainly of its kind, or of any kind for the 
purpose for which it was designed, that we ought not to hesitate to 
appropriate all the money that is necessary and do it now, and stop 
this quicksand from coming from the direction of the base of that 
monument; and every month and every year that we delay that we 
are exposing the monument, and ourselves in the end, to the peril of 
having the thing begin to slant over. Therefore, whateves sum is 
necessary to it I wish to vote now, to put a stop to that continual drain 
of sand that comes from the under side of the base of the monument. 
I hope the Senate will not agree to this amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend the part proposed to be stricken 
out in line 1866 by striking out the word “fifty ’’ and inserting the 
words “‘one hundred and;’’ so as to read: ‘‘Connected with the com- 
pletion of the monument, $107,000,’’ which the Senator from Iowa states 
is the amount estimated by Colonel Casey, the engineer, as necessary 
to complete this work and insure its stability. I am quite clear that 
if the Senate understood the importance of this work, and if they had 
all heard the statement of Colonel Casey on the 22d of February last, 
to which the Senator from Vermont has referred, there would practically 
be no objection to this amendment. 

After having expended a million dollars in the erection of this great 
stracture, it certainly seems a very foolish and frivolous policy to per- 
mit even the possibility of its being undermined with this subterra- 
nean infiltration and ultimately destroyed. Every moment is valu- 
able. More or less of this sand is being subtracted from the foundation 
by every quart of water that flows north into that lake. 

Iask the Senator from Lowa not to interpose an objection to this 
amendment, and let us ses if we can not obtain the amount necessary 
to accomplish this work. 

Mr. DAWES. -I think there was no objection on the part of any 
member of the committee to doing everything that is possible for the 
security of the monument, and I think every member of the commit- 
tee appreciated the necessity of putting a stop to this filtration, how- 
ever inappreciable it may be, looking to the future and the results; 
but there was a difference of opinion in the committee whether that 
entire lake should be filled up or only a portion of it, and it was that 
difficulty which was encountered in the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The only safety is to fill it all up. 

Mr. DAWES. For my part, I would desire to see the whole lake 
filled up and to have the approaches to that monument made without 
regard to the presence of the lake, just as it would be if it were not 
there. The lake is so inconsiderable an item in considering the ques- 
tion as to how the approaches to the monument shall be fixed and ulti- 
mately provided that I think it ought not to stand in the way one 
moment. 

I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HALE. If the House proposition is to be amended and then 
accepted, it ought to be further amended, in addition to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas, by adding to the end of it the 
words: 


Provided, That the work of filling the pond to the north of the monument 
shall not commence before December i, 1536. 

That would give ample opportunity for the pond to be cleared by 
Professor Baird and his assistants of any fish, or whatever they may 
have there, and would not interfere with their work. I presume there 
would be no objection to this. In fact, Colonel Casey when consulted 
stated to the committee that such a limitation of this work would not 
in any way interfere with his general plan. 

The committee examined Colonel Casey very carefully upon thesub- 
ject of the danger if the lake should be left where it is, and Colonel 
Casey stated very clearly that while when the water was drawn down 
or sunk in the lake particles of sand were seen to be slowly oozing into 
the bed of the lake, he did not really believe that the danger was ap- 
preciable. The question was put to him in this form, whether at the 
distance which the monument is from the lake, 300 feet, and with an 
immense mass of masonry below the monument, running down 18 or 
20 feet to a level almost with the line of the water of the lake, there 
would be any appreciable danger. The reply of this most skillful and 
competent engineer was clear and plain and frank, that he could not 
say that the danger was appreciable. 

Still if there is any danger merely conjectural to so vast an enter- 
prise, to so magnificent a monument, I think the feeling of the com- 
mittee, even of those who opposed it, was that if that filling would not 
seriously interfere with the fish-work under Professor Baird it might 
done, provided that the work should not be entered upon too soon. 
Therefore I give notice, if my amendment is not in order, that after 

adoption, Should it be adopted, of the amendment of the Senator 
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from Kansas I shall move to add farther words at the end of the clause 
that the work upon this pond shall not be commenced before Decem- 
ber 1 next. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will be more agreeable to me, if the suggestions 
[have made meet with the approval of the committee, to have the 
committee adopt them and modify the paragraph in accordance with 
theirown views. I will therefore withdraw my amendment and leave 
it to the committee to deal with the clause as they think best, they 
having more knowledge of the subject than I have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. INGALLS. With the understanding that the committee are to 
modify the text. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommends striking out this par- 
agraph. I agree with the Senator from Kansas that if the paragraph 
is not stricken out I shall move to insert $107,000, because I think it 
is not wise to appropriate $57,000 for this work. It is of such a char- 
acter that a considerable appropriation will be necessary in order to 
conduct the work, such as Jaying railway tracks along the streets and 
into the grounds, and it will probally require the bringing of this {ill- 
ing from Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be taken from Observatory Hill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee [putting the question}. The 
it and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I was trying to be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. The committee agreed to strike out the paragraph not 
with any ideal thinkof preventing any improvement of the monum 
grounds absolutely, but for the purpose of seeing whether some 
compromise between those of us who thought at least a portion of Bab 
cock Lake might be preserved and those who just desired to fill it up 
whether it was needed or not, could be reached. 

Colonel Casey, the superintendent, appeared before us and made a 
very full and clear statement. I took the pains afterward to go over 
the ground, and while I am not an engineer, it is plainly apparent that 
only about one-third, certainly not more than one-half, of that lake need 
to be filled up toaccomplish all that Colonel Casey desires, and that he 
does not need to begin to fill it up and to kill all the fish that are there 
now and all that we have paid so much for. What Professor Baird re- 
lies so much upon for his next year’s stock can be saved if the amend- 
ment suggested by Colonel Casey, and again suggested by the Senator 
from Maine, should be inserted not to fill it up till December. The 
only difficulty upon that point is that once or twice a year it is drawn off, 
and then when it is low, being below the level of the monument, there 
is some débris that Colonel Casey thinks may in some remote period 
endanger the base of the monument. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a ques 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; I thiak we all desire the same thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky, as we 
are in favor of the same general thing, whether the ordinary level of 
this pond is not 2 or 3 or 4 feet lower than the water level that was 
found to exist under the base of the monument when it was filled in with 
concrete; and if so, whether the movement of the shore of the pond 100 
feet or 200 feet further north would not leave the water level just the 
same ? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know whether when the pond is full its level 
is below the level of the base of the monument or not. It is within a 
foot or two of it. It is below it when the pond is drained. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; it is a great deal below then. 

Mr. BECK. But when the pond is full I hardly think it is below 
the level. It is somewhere very near about the level. 

Mr. HALE. There is about one foot difference 

Mr. BECK. About that somewhere, I think. I can not now recall 
it; but walls, cement, something can prevent any possibility of even 
the little seeping of sand or pebbles very likely. My idea is (it may 
be yrong) that if the suggestion the Senator from Maine has made is 
adopted, not to begin until December, and perhaps filling up so much 
of the point north of the monument as may be needed for the improve- 
ment of the monument grounds to be added, perhaps the filling of the 
whole pond might not even be desired by Colonel Casey. 

I have only this to say, that I desire to do whatever Colonel Casey 
thinks is needed for the monument, but I desire to preserve whatever 
can be preserved of the lake which is not needed for the preservation 
of the monument. Having as much, I may say more, confidence in 
Colonel Casey than in any other officer I know, I am entirely willing 
to leave it to him to fill up so much of that pond as may be needed for 
the improvement he desires and to give him whatever moncy will do 
what he wants, provided he does not begin it before December, so as 
not to destroy what Professor Baird and the gentlemen of the Fish 
Commission have taken so much pains to preserve. 

Any form which will accomplish that will meet my views and I be- 
lieve it will meet the views of the committee. If this is passed over 
for the time being without taking time now, I believe the Senator from 
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Vermont, the Senator from Kansas, and the Senator from Iowa can pre- 
pare an amendment which will be acceptable to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to the matter of estimates 
that it seems to me the estimates ought to be accompanied by a de- 
tailed statement showing what is to be done, and the cost at which it 
is to be done, in order that there might be some way of ascertaining 
whether the amount estimated for is corrector not. It is necessary in 
the very hurried consideration which the committee necessarily gives 
to these bills on account of the great delay by the House in sending 
them here, that the estimates should be taken in many cases without 
any opportunity of a detailed investigation. 

When the committee came to consider the question of the repair of 
Anacostia and Benning’s Bridges, they found an estimate contained in 
the Book of Estimates transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the 
Treasury which they supposed, from their limited knowledge of the 
subject, was necessary; but when they came to investigate the matter, 
through the engineer commissioner of the District, they found that the 
estimate as coutained in the Book of Estimates was largely overdrawn; 
that is to say, the amount was stated as being much larger than was 
necessary. That is evidenced by the letter of the engineer commis- 
sioner of the District on the subject, in which, referring to his esti- 
mates, he says: 

The flooring of the Anacostia Bridge must be entirely replaced. © * * Col- 
onel Wilson’s estimate for this is $5,500, with lumber at $28 per thousand. Our 


° contracts will enable us to procure this at $22,and correspondingly reduce the 
eost to $4,500. 
































































That is a difference of $1,000 in that item of the lumber for flooring 
the Anacostia Bridge. 

With regard to Benning’s Bridge, the raising of the causeway may be re- 
garded as a necessity. * * Colonel Wilson's estimate is $10,000, but the fill- 
ing is charged at 75 cents per cubic yard, whereas it should be practicable to get 
it done for W cents, This will save $1,000. 

I only speak of this to show that in the hurry in which these bills 
are necessarily considered by the Senate, the committee and the Senate 
are under a certain constraint to take the estimates as they are sent in 
without a careful investigation as to their correctness. The repair of 
these two bridges under the auspices of the Engineer Department of 
the Army, according to this statement made by the engineer commis- 
sioner, would have cost $2,000 more than it ought to have cost. 

So when we come to consider this question of $107,000, or whatever 
other number of dollars may be deemed to bo necessary for the com- 
pletion of this work, it seems to me that we ought to have something 
to show that the amount which is called for not only will complete the 
work according to the plan but that it is no more than is necessary for 
such completion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the amend- 
ment of the committec to strike out the clauseas having been disagreed 
to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ThenI move to amend it in view of what the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has said. 

Mr. BECK. I was about to suggest that the Senator allow it to be 
passed over for a few moments for consultation with others and then 
callit up. By passing it over for a few moments perhaps we can agree 
to it without mach discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had just as well dispose of it now. In view 
of what the Senator from Kentucky stated, that he wishes to save what- 
ever of the pond he can, I move to amend the ph by inserting 
in line 1863, after the word ‘‘filling,’’ the words ‘‘so much of the;”’ 
80 as to read: 


For earth filling and grading around the monument, filling so much of the 
pond just north of the monument— 


Then to insert— 
as may be needful to secure the foundation of the monument. 


; And then after ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 1867, to insert ‘‘orso much thereof 
as may be necessary.’’ 

Mr. HALE. You want to increase the amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; in line 1866 to strike out ‘fifty-seven’ and 
insert ‘‘one hundred and seven’’ before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ which 
I see is the estimate. I think I remember that Colonel Casey told this 
meeting on the anniversary day, with his statistics, how many cubic 
yards of earth would be required to be brought there and put in place 

- and packed down, &c., and that the cost of it would be what he stated 
in the estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very full statement in a printed docu- 
ment made by Colonel Casey which I can not lay my hand on at this 
moment. The estimate of Colonel Casey is that 385,000 cubic yards 
will be required to complete this according to the plan, and I think his 
estimate is 30 cents per cubic yard. It may be 25 cents. The com- 
mittee examined the estimate and were satisfied that the sum suggested 
by Colonel Casey was reasonable. 

He said to us also that if we appropriated $57,000 now and $50,000 


i 


in securing the necessary t to do this work any contractor 
do it for much less by having the contract now for the 385,000 cu 
yards and making his plant in accord with the extent of the con 
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next year he thought the estimate would not be large enough, because 
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Mr. HALE. The chairman will remember that the subcommittee 
sent for Colonel Casey and examined very thoroughly into this matter. 
and that he showed all the estimates in detail, of the kind the Sen. 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLums] desires, and explained it fully to the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. _I will say in response tothe Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Beck] that Colonel Casey said he had not the slightest inten. 
tion of interfering with this fish pond before the 1st of December, anq 
he was entirely willing that the amendment now suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] should be inserted. But whether it js 
inserted or not the fish pond will not be interfered with. 

Mr. BECK. If Colonel Casey lives it will not be interfered with, 
The amendment is only needed because something might happen to 
Colonel Casey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the slightest objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment of the Senator from Vermont be 
adopted and then I will offer mine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 5 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1863, after the word ‘‘ filling,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘so much of the;’’ in line 1864, after the 
word ‘‘monument,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ as may be needful to secure 
the foundation of the monument;’’ in line 1866, to strike out “‘ fifty” 
and insert ‘‘one hundred and,’ and in line 1867, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as to 
read—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then follows the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, which I accept. 

The Cuigr CLERK. And at the end of the clause add: 

Provided, That the work of filling the pond north of the monument shal! not 
be commenced before December 1, 1886. 

So as to read: 

Washington Monument: For completion of the Washington Monument, 
namely: For earth filling and grading around the monument, filling so much of 
the pond just north of the monument as may be needful to secure the foundation 
of the monument, oT. rent of necessary office-rooms, and for each and 
every purpose connected with the completion of the monumeut, $107,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary,to be expended under the direction of the 
joint commission created by the act of August 2, 1876: Provided, That the work 


of filling the pond north of the monument shall not be commenced before De- 
cember 1, 1886. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was ‘ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1881, to insert: 

Lincoln-Grant Monumental Bridge: To enable the Secretary of War to pre- 
pare suitable plans, drawings, and specifications, and to ascertain and estimate 
the suundings, site, and foundation for piers, and cost of a Lincoln-Grant Monu- 
mental Bridge, with suitable approaches, from Observatory Point, in the city of 
Washington, across the Potomac River to Arlington gate, $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ military posts,”’ 
in line 1917, after the word ‘‘necessary,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred 
and seventy-eight thousand eight hundred and fifty-six,” and insert 
‘ two hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
ae in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $250,000; 

15,000 of which sum may be used for the purchase of additional land near At- 
lanta, Ga., for the ten-company post being erected there. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to suggest to the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether that sum should not be larger. It is less than the es- 
timate, and it seems to me that the amount ought to be increased by 
somewhere from $25,000 to $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. On looking over the papers itis thought that there 
should be added $25,000 to that sum. I move to increase the amount 
from $250,000 to $275,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. - . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tlic 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1922, to insert: 

Wharf at Fort Monroe, Va.: In full for the construction and completion of a 
permanent wharf at Fort Monroe, Va., $80,000. 


Mr. MAHONE. Imoveto strike out all after the word “‘ Virginia,” 
in line 1923, and to insert: 

For the construction of a new wharf and improvements for the roadway lead- 
ing thereto on the Government reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon plans 
approved by the Secretary of War, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary for the purpose. 

It appears that when the Committee on Appropriations inserted this 


item they were rned by the Book of Estimates. The committee it 
seems did not have before it a subsequent report and estimate sub- 


mitted by the Secretary of War in respect to this object. In order that 
we may see what the of War says upon the subject I ask the 
Secretary toread what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 








1886. 


——$—— 


The Secretary read as follows from House of Representatives Report 
No. 3191 of the present session: 


The War Department submitted an estimate of $80,000 for a permanent wharf | 
at Fortress Monroe, which will be found on page 177 of the Estimates for 1877. | 


This estimate was based upon a oo which, upon more mature consideration, 
was abandoned for another, with the approval of the Chief of Engineers and 
the Seeretary of War, as will more fully appear by reference to letters herewith 
printed and marked respectively A and B. 

The substantial changes recommended are these : 

1. That the bill be amended so as to appropriate so much of $150,000 as may be 
necessary. . ; . 

2. That authority be given to construct a new wharf instead of an iron pier. 


3. That discretion be vested in the War Department to adopt such a plan for 


the new wharf as will best accomplish the end proposed. 
It seems to be agreed on al! sides that the original plan for this improvement 
is defective. 


it is very clear that the present wharf not only does not meet the necessities | 
of the case, but that it is in a very rickety condition, and soon will become to- | 


lly useless. 
wy ch 13, 1886. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, Mar 
* ~ * » : 


In reply, I beg to invite your attention to the inclosed report of the llth instant 
from the Chief of Engineers, embodying a report on the subject from Col. Q. A. 
Gillmore, of the Corps of Engineers, and recommending that the amount to be 
appropriated for the wharf in question be stated at $150,000, or as much thereof 
as may be necessary, and that the words ‘an iron pier,” wherever they oceur 


in the bill, be stricken out and the words “a new wharf” be inserted in their | 


2c. 
ee in the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. 
The papers referred to by you are returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 

Hon. Joun V. L. Finptay, 

Of Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


OrFice OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1836, 
” 

Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, reports: 

“The urgency of this case and the necessity for immediate action thereon 
renders it impossible to give mature consideration to all its features. I shall 
therefore mention only those few points upon which my convictions and my 
knowledge of the locality are comparatively clear. 

“(1) Attention is invited to the fact that the act of the General Assembly of 
the State of Virginia contains no proviso or requirements that the United States 
shall ‘erect a structure not only adapted to the wants of the Government, but 
the commercial interests of the adjoining section of Virginia, and to keep in re- 


* - * * . * 


ir the roadways leading to \he same,’ as stated in the communication from | 


fion. H, Lipsey to the chairman of the House Committee on Military Affairs, 
upon which the Quartermaster-General apparently bases his recommendation 
for an increased appropriation. 

“The proviso bearing on the subject in section 1 of said act is ‘that nothing 
in the deed of conveyance required by the first section of this act shall author- 
ize the discontinuance of the present road to the fort, or in any manner prevent 
the pilots from erecting such marks and beacons as may be deemed necessary.’ 

“(2) Itappears to be immaterial, however, so far as the wharf is concerned, 
whether the United States was to maintain this road, or simply to leave it open 
and unobstructed. In either case its use as a public highway would necessarily 
imply the use by the public of such terminal facilities for transferring passen- 
gers, produce, and merchandise arriving at or leaving the place by water as 
might be provided by those having control of the highway. The wharfage fa- 
cilities should, I think, be on a scale that will mect the wants of both the United 
States and the generai public.” 

o = «x ~ 


A 


I concur generally in the views expressed by Colonel Gillmore, but as we 
have not yet sufficient information, owing to the varied opinions expressed, 
concerning the area of the wharf required, it is suggested that the amount to be 
appropriated be stated at $150,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, and 
that the words “an open pier,’’ wherever they occur, may be stricken out, and 
the words “a new wharf" be inserted in their place. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON 
Chief ef Engincers, Brig. and Bet. Maj. Gen. 
Ilion, WiiaamM C. ENpicorr, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. MAHONE. I have also further to state that the Senate has 
already passed a bill authorizing the appropriation of $150,000 for this 
purpose and that furthermore it appears that the necessity for this 
wharf according to the new plan, the revised plan of the War Depart- 
ment, is justified by the large amount of business that is done at that 


wharf, over five thousand steamers touching at the wharf during one 
year, witha great many tugboats and sailing vessels, to accommodate not 
only the business of the port, but that of the surrounding country; 
and that the Government is obligated to provide for the traffic in and 
about Fortres Monroe by the terms of the cession of that land to the 


United States. 


Such I say is the recommendation made by the commanding officer 
of that fort, and now we have a revised plan and revised estimate of 
the cost of the wharf asking for $150,000 or so much thereof as may be 
We 
have also before us the action of the Senate in passing a bill, I do not 
know whether unanimously recommended or not but certainly recom- 
mended by the Military Committee of this body, authorizing an appro- 


necessary to construct a wharf equal to the demands of that place. 


priation of $150,000 for this purpose. 
Mr.CAMERON. And the bill passed the Senate. 
Mr. MAHONE. The bill has passed the Senate. 


mittee on 


A riations to accept the amendments. 
Mr. A N. 
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I hope that this 
statement will be quite sufficient to induce the chairman of the Com- 


The committee did have all the papers which have 
been suggested here, but we were of the opinion that the original esti- | 
mates would be sufficient to build a very extensive and expansive 


wharf as suggested in the Book of Estimates. The Book of Estimates 


7365 


; ; " 

| provides for $80,000 and says that that will be sufficient to build a 
wharf that will extend to 18 feet of water. We believe that $80,000 
| 

| 

| 

| 

} 





would furnish a very good wharf at Fortress Monroe. We had before 
us the letters of the Secretary of War saying that the plan had been 
changed, and that a more commodious wharf would be required there, 
| but it was the judgment of the committee that $80,000 was sufficient 
to build a wharf there for 

Mr. SEWELL. Let me ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations if the Senate did not pass a bill at this session giving $150,- 
000 for the construction of a wharf of this kind 

Mr. ALLISON. It has done so. 

Mr. SEWELL. Has not the judgment 
on this question? 

Mr. MAHONE. It is Senate bill 1148. Here is the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate passed a bill appropriating $150,000 for 
| the purpose indicated now by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SEWELL. The wharf at Fortress Monroe, as we all know, ac- 
commodates an immense traflic. Some of it is public and some of it 
is private, but more steamboats stop there, I presume, than at any 
other point where there is water navigation at the present day; I know 
more than at any landing on the North River or the Mississippi River. 
If it is necessary for the Government to have a wharf there jor the ac- 
commodation of a great fort and arrivals and departures, the unloading 
of ordnance stores, it ought to have a wharf that will accommodate the 
traffic. 

I simply say that an estimate has been made of $150,000 and the 
Senate has acted on it, and a majority of the Senate has voted that 
that amount shall be appropriated, and it seems to me that it isa penn 
wise kind of business for the Committee on Appropriations to cut it 
down to $80,000, and to give an appropriation that will in no wise an- 
swer the purpose. A good wharf can be built fer $80,000, but whether 
a wharf of the character to accommodate t number of 
steamboats that land there is another thing. 

I should think there might be a compromise entered into between 
the Senator from Virginia and the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations by agreeing to expend $125,000, which ought to answer 
the purpose. 

Mr. MAHONE. I have great respect and confidence, and I have not 
the slightest doubt, because we have had too many evidences given of 
it in the Senate, that the Senate has great confidence and great respect 
for the judgmentof the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
but I should be loath to put the judgment of the chairman, with all 
the respect that I entertain for that gentleman, against the judgment 
of the Senate as expressed in the passageof Senate bill 1148. While the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is happy at ali things, I 
have néver presumed that he would undertake to express a judgment 
against the deliberate judgment and opinion of the Chief Eng 
the Army charged with this subject 

It does seem to me that he might forego an insistance upon his judg- 
ment and that of the Appropriation Committee in this respect where 
the judgment of the Senate heretofore expressed and the judgment of 
the War Department heretofore ad I hope my amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


+} 


1e Government. 


of the S« nate been ex recised 


he immense 


neer of 


‘Tse. 


Do I understand the Senator from Virginia to ac- 








cept the suggestion of the Senator from New Jersey, who does not seem 
to have so high an opinion of the Appropriation Committee? 

Mr. MAHONE. Ishould like-tostick to the amount of the estimate, 

} but—— 
| Mr. SEWELL. I think that would be a fair compromise on a que 
| tion of this kind. 

Mr. MAHONE. Iam willing to place it at $125,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia ac- 
cept the modification ? 

Mr. MAHONE. I accept the modification. 

Mr. BECK. Let the amendment as modified be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “ Virginia,’’ in line 1925, strike 
out all down to and including the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 1925, and 
insert: 

For the construction of a new wharf and improvements to the roadway lead- 
ing thereto on the Government reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon plans 
to be approved by the Secretary of War, $125,000, or so much thereof as may be 

necessary for the purpos 

| Mr. BECK. The committee amendment is in full for construction 
and completion of a permanent wharf at Fortross Monroe, Va., $80,000, 
and that, is every dollar of the engineer’s estimate. The approaches to 


it are past the Hygeia Hotel, along that line of road, as good approaches 
as can be made. The United States has no interest there except to 
give a good wharf, and $80,000 is believed to give, and I believe now 
will give, all the wharfage that ought to be had at that place, if we pro- 
pose to do justice to other points. 

Of course the military gentlemen at Fortress Monroe, guests of the 
Hygeia Hotel, and the people who desire great decorations can spend 
$125,000 or $150,000 or $250,000 in ornamentation; but every dollar 
beyond the original $80,000 proposed is not to be expended for the use 
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of the Government or for the people of the United States in any ben- 
eficial sense. 

I shall vote against every proposition that seeks to raise it beyond the 
original estimate. I have no doubt the railroad companies, the gentle- 
men connected with that post, the lessee and guests at that hotel 
would be glad to have a grand, elegant iron wharf constructed there, 
but that is not the business of the United States. It is not the busi- 
ness of Congress in imposing taxation upon these people to do that sort 
of thing. When light-houses and life-saving stations and the thousand 
things that are needed are being pinched down to the very last point 
in order to keep this appropriation bill within the limits, when we are 
meeting with vetoes even of public buildings at places where it is sup- 
posed the rent may be a few hundred dollars less than the interest on 
the money invested, it seems to me that to go beyond $80,000 for a 
wharf at Fortress Monroe is not good legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia, as modified. [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that amendment subject to a point of order 
under the rules? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No point of order has been made, as 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order, if the amendment is 
subject to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it is an 
amendment which has been reported from a standing committee, and 
has been sent to the Committee on Appropriations. ‘The Chair sees no 
ground on which the point of order can be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
been heretofore considered by the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly, it was reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported from a committee 
and it has passed the Senate as a bill at this session. 

Mr. CAMERON. In addition to that the Senate passed the bill au- 
thorizing the payment of $150,000 for building the wharf. The bill 
passed on the 17th of June without any opposition, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Virginia to state those facts. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Atpricn] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN ]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Sasrn]. Not knowing how he would vote on this proposi- 
tion, I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—338. 
Blair, George, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahone, Stanford, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, Teller, 
Cameron, Gray, Maxey, Vance, 
Chace, Harrison, Miller, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hearst, Ransom, Wilson of Towa, 
Eustis, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Evarts, Ingalls, Sewell, 
Frye, Jones of Neyada, Sherman, 
NAYS—!4, 

Allison, Call, Hampton, Vest, 
Beck, Cockrell, Harris, Whitthorne. 
Berry, Colquitt, Plamb, 
Blackburn, Conger, Pagh, 

ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich, Fair, McPherson, Pike, 
Bowen, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Piatt, 
Camden, Jones of Arksusas, Mitchell of Pa., Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Morgan, . 
Dolph, Kenna, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Logan, Payne, Van Wyck. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the a tions for ‘Signal 
Service,’’ in line 1943, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ten”’ 
and insert ‘‘ eleven;’’ so as to make the clause read : 

For expenses of storm, cautionary off-shore, cold-wave, and other signals on 
the sea, lake, and gulf coasts of the United States, and in the interior, announc- 
ing the probable approach and force of a including the pay of observers, 
services of operaters, lanterns, and flags, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after ‘‘ United States,’’ in lime 1949, to 
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strike out “‘ eight thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-six thousand {| 
hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


For continuing the connections of signal stations with life-saving statio 
light-houses, including services of operators, repairmen, materials, and ¢ 
service, being for the maintenance and repair of the military-telegra, 
along the Atlantic coast of the United States, $26,350. 


68 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this clause treated by paragraphs or by 
lines ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to , 
the Senator wishes a division. The proviso has not yet been reac 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to offer an amendment in line 1949, after i}, 
words ‘‘ Atlantic coast.’’ I desire that it shall not be limited to ¢}, 
Atlantic coast, but shall be extended to the lake coast. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairisof opinion that th 
of the bill is not now open to amendment. The amendment w! 
follows is open toamendment. The proviso will be read. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in i\je 
clause appropriating $26,350 ‘‘for continuing the connections of sina! 
stations, with life-saving stations or light-houses, including serv ica of 
operators,”’ &c., in line 1951, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert the fo). 
lowing proviso: 


ila 


SS 


Provided, That not exceeding $18,350 of this sum shall be used for fur: y, 
delivering, and laying a new submarine cable at Block Island Bay, ao replace 
the one now unserviceable, and for completing the connection by telegr: 
tween Block Island, Rhode Island, and the mainland of Rhode Island: ajiidt). 
provision of the act ‘of March 26, 1886, making an appropriation of $5,000 to repair 
the submarine cable, Block Island Bay, is hereby re ied; butany expend 
already incurred thereunder may be paid from sai appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Here isan appropriation for laying cables to con. 
nect life-saving stations and signal stations with each other. The ap 
propriation is for laying military telegraph lines and the most of the 
appropriation is made for laying a submarine cable not connecting at 
all with military telegraph lines. It is confined to the Atlantic coas 
entirely, with no more reason for it than upon the lake coast or the I’. 
cific or anywhere else where these lines can be available. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me for a moment, | wil! 
state that this is only for the repair and care of military and Sig: 
Service lines already established. If is not proposed to erect any new 
military telegraph lines by this provision. 

Mr. CONGER. But all along the lake coast, wherever there is « |ife- 
saving station or signal station, where there is no telegraph that con 
nects with it, then the military telegraph line has been established « 
necting it with the nearest general telegraph line. I do not see any 
particular necessity of confining this to the Atlantic.coast or to any othie 
coast. Where the same class of telegraph lines which they cal! mi! 
tary telegraph lines connects the signal stations and life-saving statio: 
it should be done. 

Therefore I object to the appropriation if it is not to be used for the 
purposes stated in the first part of the paragraph. Theseare placed on 
the upper lakes where the signal stations and life-saving stations are 
remote from telegraph lines and are connected sometimes by a mile, « 
two or three or ten or twenty miles, of military telegraph lines \ ith 
the general telegraph lines. But out on rocky points, remote places 
where there is no line, they have been in use there for years. The) 
need constant repair. That is the object of this appropriation. | 
not for the Atlantic coast, but wherever that class of communication 
has been established and wherever they need repair. 

Mr. ALLISON. This appropriation is in the exact line of the est:- 
mates. If the Senator will turn to page 215 he will see the precise use 
intended by this appropriation, the exact language of the paragray! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The text will be open to amendment 
after the amendments of the committee are considered. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to call attention to this now because my (iu) 
as a member of the committee of conference on the river and har)or 
bill ealls me away. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator that if there are any eiegrers 
lineson the lake coast they are provided for by the general appropri: 
inthebill. This is foraspecific purpose, which is found in the Book 
Estimates, and the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate a‘ 
another specificappropriation looking to the relayingof acable at |} 
Island. 

Mr. CHACE. I do not understand that the Senator from Mic! 


makes an on position. 

Mr. CONG R. Notatall. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. CHACE. Then I move that thatspecial provision be agree ' 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been agreed to, and there! 
ing of the bill will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was. | 
line 1974, to increase the appropriation “‘for river and flood obs«! 
tions, and expenses incidental thereto,’’ from $9,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1977, after the word ‘‘mosps, ‘7 
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strike out ‘‘or bulletins;’’ and after the word ‘‘maps,’’ at the end of 
line 1980, to strike out ‘‘bulletins;’’ so as to read: 


For expenses (including paper, forms, printing supplies, hire of civilian printers, 
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| consistent legislation to the admission of men who enlisted for 


engravers) of preparing, printing, distributing, and displaying maps, and for | 


the maintenance of a printing office, under the direction of thé*Chief Signal 
Officer, in the city of Washington, for the printing of the necessary orders, 
circulars, maps, a8 may be necessary to carry into effect the appropriations 
made for the support of the Signa! Service, $25,000. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the question ma 
out the words ‘‘or bulletin.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. The words ‘‘or bulletin’’ 
out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
tion. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Theexpense of bulletins is pretty great. Ishould 
like to have the chairman of the committee explain why the committee 
reported to strike it out and why now it is proposed to be taken in 
again. 

“Mr, ALLISON. The reason is that bulletins in the Signal Service 
sense have a different meaning from bulletins used for instance in the 
Coast Survey or in the Geological Survey. 
what you see out in the rear of the Senate Chamber. They are put up 
in the chambers of commerce and elsewhere in public places by the 
Signal Service every day. They are denominated bulletins 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But do they not also include a great lot of prints 
which are sent around and that do not reach anybody until weeks or 
days after the event has occurred, so that they are of no consequence? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is quite possible that some of this class of ma- 
terial may be sent out that isof no consequence; I think very likely; 
but what I mean to say is that it is a very small, insignificant part. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment striking out the words ‘or bulletin’? in both places. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
the appropriation for pay of Signal Corps, in line 2007, before the word 
‘‘commissioned,”’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so asto read: 

And the Secretary of War is authorized, in his discretion, to detail for the 
service in the Signal Corps not to exceed five commissioned officers, exclusive 
of the second lieutenants of the Signal Corps authorized by law; and no money 
herein ep shall be used for pay and allowances of second lieutenants 
appointed or to be appointed from the sergeants of the Signal Corps, under the 
provisions of the act approved June 20, 1878, in excess of the number of sixteen, 
or for the pay and allowances of exceeding four hundred and seventy enlisted 
men of the Signal Corps. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘three’’ 
‘five’? in the committee’s report. 

In order to encourage the enlistment of men in the Signal Service and 
make them ambitious of distinction in this service and in the scientific 
and practical work of it, Congress some years ago passed a law author- 
izing two of the signal observers, who had shown themselves most de- 
serving of promotion and of belief in their ability to be useful to the 
country in this service, to be made second lieutenants in the Army. 
They are to be commissioned just as in other branches of the service; 


y be taken on striking 


Why not? 
Because they are a necessary part of the publica- 





instead of 


These bulletins are just | 


should not be stricken | 
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chance promotion of a sergeant for gallant service in the regular Army 
in some way. Why is it that we, civilians all of us, close the door by 





ive 


years in the Army as Signal Service observers, and enlisted under tl 


l he 
| promise of a chance, two chances out of five hundred, one in two hun- 
dred and fifty, of gaining an honorable promotion if they should be 
found deserving of it—why do we want to take that chance away 
lam one of those who believe the Sig ral Service of th United 
States, in its relations to navigation and commerce and agriculture and 
the crops of the country, is one of the few things which is gratifying 
| in its operations and in its service to the vast mass of the pe ople ot the 
United States in every State and in every region connected with agri- 
culture, connected with navigation, connected with the crops, con 
nected with all the great industries of agriculture and navigation and 
shipping. Sir, I venture tosay that on the lakes alone, since this sys 
tem of cautionary signals and observations of storms has been in ope 
ation, I say it even of Lake Huron, on the borders of which I live, as 
the express result, the positive result of the knowledge which these 
cautionary signals and observations have enabled the observers to give 





j 


some men for gallant services may be promoted from sergeants in the | 


Army to be regular commissioned officers. In this bill I see, com- 
mencing in line 2009, the following: 


And no money herein appropriated shall be used for pay and allowances of 
second lieutenants appointed or to be appo 


number of sixteen, or for the 
seventy enlisted men of the Signal Corps. 

There are sixteen men since 1878, who, by their study and care, have 
from year to year through these years secured, as they were promised 
under the law, commissions in the Army as second lieutenants in the 
Signal Corps from the enlisted men. It has been one of the greatest 
incentives to these young men who have enlisted in that service to de- 
vote themselves with all their strength, soul, body, and mind, to acquir- 
ing the practical and scientific information which would enable them 
to gain this desired promotion, and they gained it, two in each year. 
They are an honor to-day to the service. They are as well versed in 
all that pertains to the Signal Service to-day as any lieutenant that 
may be sent from the plains or from the forts into Washington and 
placed in this service. 

Why are those men, who have had the right by trial to gain a com- 
mission in the service of the United States, restricted? Why is legis- 
lation now injected into this bill virtually repealing a law which was 
passed with great unanimity, which has been received by the country 
with great favor, by restricting the number of men that can receive pay, 
thus either stopping the pay of those who are already second lieuten- 
ants or stopping further promotion ? 

Sir, the nowadays is that every officer in the Army, even 


in the Signal Service branch of it, must come through West Point. 
There is no opening for the civilian; there is no opening left for the 
common citizen to enter into the sacred precincts of the Army by virtue 
of a commission, except this in the Signal Service and occasionally a 





inted from the sergeants of the Sig- | 
nal Corps, under the provisionsof the act approved June 20, 1878,in excess of the | 
y and allowances of exceeding four hundred and | 


| 
/ 
} 
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| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
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| 
| 
| 
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especially 


to shipping men going out of port with their vessels, es; n the 
dangerous season of the year, there has been saved enough annually 
on that one lake to run the entire Signal Service of the United St 


I do not know what the saving may have been to the sugar- nen 
and the cotton men of the South. I do not know whethera signals 
could give timely enough notice to save from the effect of frosts the 
crops of that kind which would be most affected by them; but on th 


great lakes and onthe ocean I say that this service, by its time!) m 


ings, by its increased knowledge on the subject of storms ha i to 
the navigation interests of the United States alone one hundred times 
the annual expense in each year in the saving of property alon (nd 
| when we compare the vast number of shipwrecks, the loss o! the 
loss of property, even along the shores of ourinterior lakes, there is no 
man who lives there but attributes to the gallant service of the life- 
saving crews that are established on those coasts and to the timely 


warning of the Signal Service a diminution of the dangers and the loss« 


both of property and life beyond comparison. Tere is a direct stroke at 
the ambition, at the enterprise, at the study of these five hundred Sig 
nal Service observers all over the United States, altering the law to de 
stroy their prospects, altering the law in an appropriation bill contra 
to the rules of the Senate. 

If weare toimport from the different forts or from the different : 
lieutenants and officers to have charge of this Signal Service, let it be 
as small a number as possible, and let the lieutenants who have been 
reared in this service, whose whole educated life has been connected 
with the Signal Service in observations and in computations and in 
making reports—let them be called in instead of the five and perhaps 
we can find room to carry out the law in regard to these young men 
who enlisted under the promise of the law that if they could s ecl 
in being the best in their class there should be two of them in cach 


year commissioned as officers in the United States service 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say that at the request of the chief 
of the Signal Service the committee added another regular Army officer 
to the House provision, and he stated to us that he was added in ordet 
that Lieutenant (now Captain) Greely might be continued in tl 
ice. 

Mr. CONGER. Ishould likea vote on this, because I can not reac 
under the amendment here the point which the committee have 
into the bill or which is in the bill cutting off the pay or forbidding 
the promotion of any more lieutenants. I can not reach the pr 
in this bill when it came here to the Senate which reduces the five 
hundred enlisted men who have learned their business and every one 
of whom is employed now in all the great variety of signal stations as 
observers and as workmen in that service—reduces it to four hundred 
and seventy, thus cutting off thirty of these men enlisted under the 
law and sent off to remote points, to far-distant regions 

I say do not touch oneofthem. I say do not touch any one of them 
on the Rocky Mountains, or on the north shore of Lake Superior, or on 
the distant coast of Maine, or over in Oregon or California, or on Mount 
Washington, or on Pike’s Peak. This bill leaves in the that 
office to drop unpaid and to return to his country alone, destitute, any 
one of the thirty men. I say a more barbarous provision never crept 
into a bill. There e hundred men in the service now unless on 
or two died last night, and if they are to be treated in this way He: 
has had pity wpon those who died. Why introduce a bill so 
a bill so wicked without any provision for pay? Not acento 
propriation shall go to pay more than four hundred and sever men 
when there are five hundred on the rolls to-day unless died 
night. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CONGER. Iwill. Ishall be mighty glad to have som 
half plausible excuse for the cruelty and iniquity of such a provision 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I can relieve theSenator. The thirty) i 
dropped from the service are all but two of them men who are regu- 
larly enlisted in the Army, and who are engaged in working about the 
stables and digging about tle roads and looking to the various little 
things connected with Fort Myer; and the four hundred and seventy 
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men who are engaged in signal duty and the Signal Service are not one 
of them touched by the provision in this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That may be the information of the Senator. There 
are not thirty men working on the stables of Fort Myer or anywhere 
else, and they can not be found there, and if they are every observer and 
every soldier must do duty connected with this service. There are 
thirty men who are observers enlisted under the law as Signal Service 
observers to be dropped, to be unpaid here, the 22d of this month, 
with this last month’s pay unpaid them, and no part of this appropria- 
tion shali go to them. 

There is an enemy in the field somewhere. I have not tracked the 
enemy to his hole yet. I have got on the footsteps of some of those 
who are opposing this service. I find, wonderful to relate, as to many 
of them whom | try to follow the tracks of that their tracks have been 
drawn in backward into the cave and the steps go the other way. So 
I can not track them up, but I will do it yet. 

Who opposes this service? What influences are at work here to de- 
stroy it, the only active, beneficial, do-something service of the country ? 
What are all the soldiers doing in the land? Fighting mosquitoes, 
waiting to see if there is any order for them to chase upon the plains 
some Mexican greaser. What else are they doing? What isthe Navy 
doing? Performing a little home duty, weeping over the remains, the 
unburied remains of their service. Who wants this put into the naval 
service? I know the men who want it there. Who wants this taken 
away from the military service and put into the naval service? Who 
wants this Signal Service that is the only one of the great branches of 
the military service that is to-day practical and useful and commends 
itself to the great prominent principal farmers, sailors, and ship-owners 
of the land—who is it that is trying to break up this service? The 
attempt is here. Every session it works in secret. The approaches 
are in mines and ditches. The approaches are not open and direct. 
We can not find them. It first takes away the school of instruction, 
utterly and absolutely useless for any other purpose under God’s heaven, 
Fort Myer up over the hill, that for years has been the place to educate 
these sons of the people to perform practical, usefal, beneficial duties 
to their fellow-men; and now the bill destroys Fort Myer. 

What is it to be used for? Artillery, somebody says; a naval sta- 
tion somebody else says. It is a branch of that grand service which is 
to-day in such important and absolutely necessary employment. What 
do you want artillery up at Fort Myer for, pointing their guns on the 
Capitol, and by their morning gans disturbing the reveries or the sleep 
of overwearied Senators who have been compelled to stay here into the 
Jate hours of the night to pass a bill to destroy Fort Myer and to de- 
stroy the Signal Service, as we are avout to do to-night. What kind 
of a place is Fort Myer for an artillery school? Deluding the people 
of this mighty, peaceful city with the threatened approach of thunder 
storms by every roar of the artillery! Who wants it upon that hill? 
What kind of a fort do the American people want to look upon from 
this Capitol, from the highest eminence in view, right alongside of the 
thirty, ay, forty thousand dead heroes of the war. 

They have had enough of artillery and gun firing. They are em- 
balmed in the affection of the American people, in a place for rest, 
away from battle sownds, away from the roar of the artillery. The 
people who go there to see the remains of their friends and of their 
soldiers do not go there to be wakened by the sound of cannon and the 
rattling of artillery. And yet right up to the gate it is proposed to 
make this peaceful, educational institution, which is for the guod ot 
the whole people, an artillery school for the rattling of wheels and the 
thundering of ramrods and the cursing of the mule-drivers. 

Those men will not be awakened, but it will waken up in the breast 
of every sensible man, every man of feeling, the idea that that proud 
spot is desecrated by the tumult and the noise of artillery training 
within a few feet of the graves of the dead. They will not wake, but 
in the breast of every American there is a feeling of sanctity about the 
abode and the resting-place of the honored dead, whether from mili- 
tary or civil life. That has not yet been disturbed by the contiguity 
of such scenes as these either in a private cemetery or the public rest- 
ing-place of the veteran dead. 

That is what is coming; that is what is in this bill. It is a system, 
a plan to destroy this, the people’s service, and increase it by adding 
and bringing in lieutenants and captains from the different posts of the 
Army, who want places in Washington, and stopping the promotion 
and stopping the service of the sixteen men who have acquired their 
commissions and have more practical knowledge and can bring to the 
service of the people better service and better information than any one 
of the captains or lieutenants of the five that may be called here. 

Sir, I oppose this whole system. I do not want this service “‘ of the 
people, by the people, and for the people ’’ turned over either to Army 
or Navy. I do not want that only school which we have for the train- 
ing ofa branch of the military service for the general benefit of the com- 
mon people of the land turned over as an artillery station and these 
men driven away from that school and threatened with destruction. 

I suppose the committee will carry this. I suppose the influences 
that have led the committee of the House and the committee of the 
Senate to make this side attack and this direct attack on this Signal 
Service will prevail. Committees do not generally engage in such a 
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work as this at the instigation of outsiders, unless they think by some 
means and without rebuke and without the attention of the country 
being called to it, it will go through. 

For myself, sir, there are provisions of this bill that I speak of 1 
as Iam necessarily called away on a committee of conference, whic} 
go to destroy the efficiency of the only service which I believe rea}|, 
commends itself to the common heart and affections as being useful to 
the common people of the United States. 

Not satisfied with this, they strike out the bulletins, the ordinary 
daily information; but that has been restored. Not satisfied wit) 
striking that out, they have provided for the discharge of thirty of these 
men—not mule-drivers—but every man is equal who is enlisted as an 
observer; he is under the same rule; he takes his duty in manual labor 
he takes his duty in attending to driving and at the barns. After hy 
takes his position as an observer there is no distinction; the law makes 
none; and if it does affect the people at Fort Myer, I oppose it all the 
more, because I am opposed to taking away that school of instruction 
from the people and turning it over to the artillery branch of the sery- 
ice. 

While I am speaking I will call attention to another clause: 


And no money herein appropriated shall be used for pay and allowances of 
second lieutenants appointed or to be appointed from the sergeants of the Sig 
nal Corps, under the provisions of the act approved June 20, 1878, in exces 
the number of sixteen— 


That is the number who since that time have got their commis- 
sions— 
or for the pay and allowances of exceeding four hundred and seventy enlisted 
men of the Signal Corps. 

The law authorizes five hundred. There are five hundred enlisted 
men. They have been serving from the Ist of July, the commence. 
ment of this fiscal year, under a resolution up to the time when this 
bill will become a law; but then this appropriation, no part of which 
can be used either to bring those men from remote stations back it 
they happen to be discharged there, or to pay them back pay or allow- 
ances for the best part of the month—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will it disturb the Senator ifI tell him that thirty 
people of the five hundred are enlisted as a permanent party at Fort 
Myer, and have no more todo with the actual work of the Signal Sery- 
ice than any other enlisted men in the Army ? 

Mr. CONGER. If there has been such a violation of a plain, direct 
law it should have been found out before this. There is no provision 
of law that authorizes the enlistment of separate grades and men em- 
ployed in different objects. They arc engaged and enlisted as privates 
in the Army and observers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not one of them is so enlisted. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator may know more about this than I do 
If he does not, Iam sure his means of information and his informa- 
tion itself is meager. 

That is the law forming this corps, and the Senator I think can not 
oint me to any different Jaw than the enlistment of general men. 
Vhy? Because no more than four hundred and seventy of these enlisted 

men shall be paid, this bill says. Why does it not say that those who 
enlisted as drivers, those who were enlisted different from those, shal! 
not be paid, orshall bedischarged? The Senator, I think, knows a great 
deal more about this subject than any other man in the Senate, except- 
ing myself—more than almost all of us put together. I do not protess 
to know anything about any subjects except those I have examined ani 
studied. But heis mistaken. Under this rule the tiead of the Signa! 
Service could Zrop from the pay-roll any one of these five hundred. 
There is no restriction. I assert that without fear of contradiction 
He may drop a man in the observatory, or on the top of Mount Washi- 
ington, or on Lake Superior, or in California, or Oregon, or Alaska. | 
assert that without fear of contradiction under the bill. 

I have said what I desired to say on that; but at the proper time | 
hope the chairman will provide an amendment by which, in the com- 
mutation of rations, there may be a provision that enlisted men in tlic 
Signal Service may be allowed to buy as soldiers do quartermaster s 
stores under the same rule that the officers may be allowed to buy, 
and that the enlisted men may have their-rations or their commuta- 
tion. 

I call the attention of my friend the chairman to this. I have not 
said anything that was disparaging to this corps. I want to know 
why these sixteen officers in the Signal Corps may not goand draw 
their rations, and pay for them as other officers do. A 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose they can do so. If they can not, I wil! 
cheerfully agree to insert in this bill an amendment putting them 
upon a par with other officers of the Army in that respect. 

Mr. CONGER. Then there is no provision in this bill for subsist- 
ence stores for sale to officers and enlisted men, as is provided for anc 
authorized by section 1144 of the Revised Statutes. ‘That ought to |e 
putin. If the design is to kill off this service, do not starve them out, 
let them be killed in a bold, manly way. There are several of the~ 
things here that I would call attention to if I could be here at the time 
when it will be proper to make these amendments. I shall try to have 
the provision amended. I have noticed theirabsence in the bill. 

I think the attack on this service isunwarranted. I think it shows 
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a disregard of the true interests of the common people of the United 
States that has not appeared in any other bill, so far as it affects this 
valuable branch of the semi-civil-military branch of the service of the 
puntry. 
"a HAWLEY. Mr. President, there has been conducted a very 
careful examination into the Signal Service and some other branches. 
The chairman of this committee is familiar with the whole matter, I 
suppose. Now, when this bill passes under our eyes, unless we take 


Jast year’s bill and carefully compare, we do not notice at first how | 


much is left out and how much may be absolutely destroyed entirely 
without our knowledge. I know that an investigating committee was 
anxious to make some changes in the service. Whether its formal re- 
port recommended all that is desirefl to do, I do not know; ‘but I wish 


the Senator would inform us of the nature and extent of the changes | 


that are made in the Signal Service directly here or by omission. 
is it to be hereafter, in comparison to what it has been ? 


What 


| branch of the service known as 


Mr. ALLISON. This bill as it stands now makes no change in the | 


pill of last year except that it does not provide for Fort Myer as a sig- 
nal station, and only provides for four hundred and seventy privates 
instead of five hundred. 
a provision allowing enlisted men rations at 85 cents per dayeach. The 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Besides the fatigue party? 

Mr. ALLISON. Besides the fatigue party. 
from thirty to forty young men per annum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are they to be distributed among the different sta- 
tions ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is supposed and believed, certainly by myself, 
that the forty young men, or fifty, if you please, tocomeinto the Signal 
Service each year, can be procured without the expensive system of 
Fort Myer. I know, as does the Senator, that a young man in two or 
three weeks can enter any signal station and acquire the use of the in- 
struments necessary to enable him to take the observations required in 
the Signal Service and make reports. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
flags, lanterns, &c., 

Mr. ALLISON. 


There is an average of 


= 
y 


TX 
‘ 


If the Senator refers merely to the signaling of 
that is a matter man can learn ina few weeks. 
I do not rto thatat all. ‘That is a distinct 
al signals, with an army code of 
signals, and it is not supposed that these signal observers, or weather 


any 
refe 


ny 


| observers, more properly speaking, will in any sense be required to 
| learn what is known in the Army as army signals. 


The bill as it came from the House contains | 


Senate Committee on Appropriations recommend that that be stricken | 


out, but in doing so we find it necessary to offer some amendments 
changing the total, which amendments are not embraced, so that this 
bill will be the bill of last year except the number of enlisted men re- 
duced from five hundred to four hundred and seventy and Fort Myer 
dispensed with. 

Mr. PLATT. The only reduction of men is those thirty ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are also at Fort Myer twenty-eight second- 
class privates, so-called, known as the permanent party. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Is it contemplated by the committee hereafter that 
they will not be taught that at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They would not be taught that. They might be 
taught it, of course, by getting the signal code and acquiring it They 
do not use army signaling at any signal station in the United States. 
Therefore there is no occasion for their acquring that knowledge that 
I can see. 

Mr. CONGER. Does not the Senator know that by the law or by the 
regulations no young man who is enlisted as a private in the Signal Serv- 


| ice Corps can even be sent as an assistaut to another observer until he 


They are men | 


enlisted for what would be called the care of Fort Myer, and they are | 


not engaged in Signal Service observations. 
there and a contract surgeon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Making exactly the thirty. 

Mr. ALLISON. That makes thirty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is Fort Myer to be abandoned to a sergeant anda 
half-dozen men, or what is to be done with it? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
trol of the Secretary of War. I think the Secretary of War will make 
provision for Fort Myer in some way. I do not know what will be 
done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
it? 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
igan [Mr. ConGER] to an artillery school. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Michigan seems to understand 
that it is to be devoted to the artillery service. I do not know how 
that may be. I suppose the General of the Army and the Secretary of 
War will be able to devote it to some useful and proper purpose. It is 


There is also one corporal 


The chairman does not know what isto be done with 


I do not know. 


has been six months in training to get some knowledge of the service? 
Mr. ALLISON. That is undoubtedly the regulation of the Chief 


Signal Officer with reference to Fort Meyer, and that is just what it is 


| proposed here to abolish. 


Yes. 


been 


Mr. CONGER. Does the Senator not know that no man is 
promoted until he has at least a year in the service and been an 
assistant at an important signal observation station, to take char 


y 


even 


| of the most inconspicuous observing station in the United States? 


Fort Myer is, as it always has been, under the con- | 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. CONGER. 


I do not. 


That is the fact. No man is considered fit to bean 


| assistant at a prominent station until he has had six months of train- 


ing and examination and study at Fort Myer or somewhere else, and 
he is not allowed to have the control of the most obscure signal station 
until he has been a year or a year and a half in the service. We can 


| not trust to uneducated men the delicate observations of the air and 


I heard references made by the Senator from Mich- | 


the lightning and the storms. 
Mr. ALLISON, 


The best and wisest men fail in it. 
The universal testimony taken before the commis- 


| sion was that the ordinary education of an observer could be acquired 
| at Fort Myer in from two to five weeks and that it was so acquired. 


a very valuable site, as the Senator knows, comprising I think about | 
1,200 acres of land immediately opposite the city; and there are quite 


anumber of very valuable buildings upon it. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Good buildingsand grounds handsomely improved. 
Mr. ALLISON. Grounds beautifully improved, that have been made 
so largely by General Hazen, the Chief of the Signal Service, with the 
aid of this force of which I speak, and which is to be dispensed with. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It adjoins the Arlington Cemetery. 


Mr. ALLISON. Part of the property abuts on part of the Arlington 
estate. 


Fort Myer heretofore ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They have established Fort Myer as the chief sig- 
nal station, so called, and have had there what they call a school of in- 
struction, where the young men who are enlisted as observers in the 
Signal Servicearesent for six months to acquire a knowledge of the prac- 
tical work of observers. 

The testimony taken by the joint commission who investigated that 
subject discloses the fact that any bright young man can acquire the 
knowledge necessary to take charge of a signal station in from two 
weeks toamonth. Itis not a very difficult thing todo. He wants 
to acquire a knowledge of the use of instruments, &c. 


Service, and we believed it would be wiser and better for those young 
men who desire to enter the Signal Service to step into one of the ob- 
serving stations in Maine or Iowa or Connecticut and take observations 
practically and study, which they can do anywhere, and when they 
enter the service they will enter as observers. 


That was the view of the commission who examined that subject, | 


and that seems to have been the view of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House concurred in by the committee of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where will these four hundred and seventy men be 
kept? How many of them stay at Fort Myer now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Usually there are from eighteen to twenty there. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Studying? 
Mr. ALLISON. Studying. 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| the six months at Fort Myer is occupied in listen 


| the reflection from mirrors, &c., 
Mr. PLATT. To what particular use has the Signal Service put | 


| lied on at all as weather observers. 
We found Fort Myer to be rather an expensive part of the Signal 


Army that part of the military duty was concerned, so entirely 


What is that? It is theacquisition of the knowledge of certain instru- 
ments, the acquisition of certain information which is derived from 
what is known as Loomis’s Code, a code of laws for the 


i 


struments prepared by a professor in Yale College. 


use of the in- 

The remainder of 
ing to lectures de- 
livered by the second lieutenants and in Army drill and going through 
all the operations that young men are required to do in the infantry 
service of the Army. Those are the facts. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nowa few words more. If these young men are 
to pay no attention whatever to what is the Signal Service proper, that 
is the conveying of language, of words, by the flag, by the lantern, by 
if they are not to be instructed in army 
telegraphy, running out rapidly and setting up military telegraphs and 
the working of the telegraph in war, if none of them are to receive that 
kind of military instruction—and I do notsee where they are to get it if 
the school at Fort Myer be abolished—let us then go to the scheme fre- 
quently talked of and discussed; let us entirely divorce this other bu- 
reau from anything in the shape of military organization. The mili- 
tary feature will remain of very little use. There is this advantage, 
it is true, in having the four hundred and seventy men enlisted 
may be court-martialed; they are under military authority. 

It is necessary to have men under such rule it they can be gov 
erned absolutely by the destinies of military law, if they are to be re- 
That I understand; but I should not 
despair of finding a body of young men who would be faithful in that 


\ 
re 


they 


so th 


respect if the enlistment were entirely destroyed and they were made 
civilemployés. I have thought it would be a very great injury to the 
service to make this change entirely; but you are doingit. You are 
taking a very great step toward it by abolishing Fort Myer, where there 
is the school of the soldier, of the signal sergeant, as well as of the 
weather observer. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut that 


General Sheridan when brought before the commission told us that so 
g 
far as army signaling was concerned and so far as teaching men inthe 
y sig g £ 
had the 
Signal Service, so calied, run intoa weather bureau system that he never 
got any benefit in the Ariny from it, that the drill which was done there 
was of no account in the Army, and that he was ail the 


time entirely 
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| 
outside of Fort Myer teaching men signal service in the Army and The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the am 
using them, but that he never interfered with General Hazen in this | ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 
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regard; that the Army got no benefit from it, and that all the drill The amendment was agreed to. 
there and all the signaling and all the military duty was of no account The reading of the bill was resumed. 
whateverin the Army; that that had become a weather bureau. ‘That The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations wa: |, 


was one of the things that conspired with all the others to lead the | line 2019, after the word “ men,’’ to strike out “‘at 85 cents } 
commission to the unanimous conclusion that there was nothing here | each;’’ so.as to make the clause read: 


that required that parade and show and the keeping up of a So-called | For commutation of rations of not exceeding four hundred and seve: 
military school, and that is the reason why the commission did not go | Service enlisted men, $145,000. 
as far as several members of the commission wanted, that was todivorce | The amendment was agreed to. 
this entirely from the Army and make it civil simply. | Mr. COCKRELL. I want to offer some amendments there 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator indulge me there? Suppose you| Mr. ALLISON. SodolI. If the Senator will wait a moment | 
have four hundred and seventy men enlisted for five years, how are | offer an amendment or two which think will be satisfactory to 
they <oing to acquire instruction? Suppose forty or fifty men come | I propose, inlienof ‘‘$145,000,”’ in line 2020, toinsert ‘* $148,737 
into the Signal Service every year. You propose to abolish the only The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be report 
station where instruction is given. You propose to do away withthe | The Curer CLERK. In line 2020, it isproposed to strike out ** $1 4),. 
whol: basis of the organization as subject to army discipline. 000°’ and to insert ‘‘ $148,737.50; ’’ so as to make the clause re: 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know what kind of men General | For commutation of rations of not exceeding four hundred and seventy 5), 
Hazen gets into this service? He prides himself not on getting tntu- | »*! Service enlisted men, $148,737.50. 
tored and uninformed minds, but on getting in young men fromecolleges;| fr. EDMUNDS. What does that mean? 
the men who are there at Fort Myer represent colleges all over the Mr. ALLISON. It isan exact computation of the commutati: 


land. The pay is good; they are anxious to go in; the duties are very | these people are entitled to. 
simple. There is not one of these young men with his mind sharpened Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 


by the drill to which he has been subjected already whocan notineven | The amendment was agreed to. 
less time than the Senator from Iowa says learn everything about this | Mr. COCKRELL. I want anamendment, after the word ** m: 
weatlier-bureau service—not one. We do not need any school of in- | jjne 2019, to insert: 
T 
struc po ao | And forsales of subsistence stores to officers and enlisted men, as aut 
Mr. SEWELL. They can learn about the weather bureau, but they | by scction 1144 of the Revised Statutes,and Army Regulations. 
can not learn anything pertaining to the Army. That is simply the old law re-enacted. 
Mr. HALE. General Sheridan tells us that these men have never Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that an appropriation of money for these s 
anything todo with the Army. The Army never gets an appreciable | oy only to provide the material? 
thing from it. Mr. COCKRELL. The material, simply placing them on tlic 


Mr. SEWELL. Then the law is not observed. The law was in- 


footing as other officers of the Army. 
tended to cover that point. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not sure that those words will do it, | 
Mr. HALE. The whole face and feature of army signaling has dis- | wj}| take it that the Senator from Missouri understands it. 

appeared, has dropped out, has sunk from human vision as entirely as Mr. COCKRELL. They are words copied from former bills o 

if no man had ever known it in the uses of this service. General | came subject. ; 

Hazen, who gives his time and attention to and who is zealous and Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand that that amendment and t! 

earnest in this matter, is engaged now in this larger work that is re- | one as to the amount are agreed to. 

ferred to so eloquently by the Senator from Michigan, the making out The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

and sending of bulletins that shall inform men in civilian life, that | of the Senator from Missouri. 


shall deal with civilian service, that shall operate upon civilian pur- The amendment was agreed to. 

suits, and there is no military about it, so much so that General Sheridan The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of the 
told uséhat the army signaling and the tuition they have to be sub- | clause in line 2026, as follows: 

jected to is all done by him outside ofthis. This is of more account— Regular supplies : 


Fuel: For various offices on the United States military-telegrap! 1i 
at stations of observation outside of Washington, D.C. (for fires the yea: 
when needed), $6,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I offer an amendment to make it con!orm 
to the former clause and make it just what it was in the last law 


[ agree with the Senator from Michigan about it—than a military serv- 
ice, and therefore the Army has no more need of a school up there than 
there is need of a school for clerks to go into the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, or for clerks who go into any civil department of the Govern- 
ment; indeed, not half as much, because it is a kind of service that | 
men who have had training already in schools and academies and col- | Mr. ALLISON. With the understanding that it does not change ' 
leges readily fall into. ; existing Jaw, I do not object. 

The commission of which the Senator from lowa was at the head Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it is just continuing it. 
spent days and nights, had more than a hundred sessions, investigating Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the amendment. 
into this affair, and the Senator.from Iowa does not come unequipped The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated 





to this matter. He has given, I venture to say, more time and atten- The Corer CLERK. In line 2025, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,’ 
tion to the state and to the working and operation of this service than | proposed to insert: 
any ten men put together outside the commission, in the Senate. And for sales to officers, as authorized by section 8 of the act appro. 


Mr. SEWELL. What I wanted to get at from the Senator from | 18, 1473 (twentieth Statutes at Large, page 150),and Army Regulations. 
Maine is this fact: Is not this likely to divest the Signal Service of its Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouri if the amendn 


connection with the Army? which he now suggests places these signal officers upon an exact e()(1:1/it 

Mr. HALE. No; it is already divested. 7 with the other officers of the Army? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is done by this bill. , ; Mr. COCKRELL. Just the same. It simply places them on |! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 6 o’clock havingarrived | came footing, and this is the language of the former acts on this ) 
the Senate takes a recess until 8 o'clock. ject. , 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to it, then. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The eighth section of the act referred to ina pat 











BV ERING GHGIOM. of it relates to troops in the field, &c. Whether these signal obser\e™ 

The Senate resumed its session at 8 o’clock p. m. can be considered as being in the field or not, may be open to quest 
<EAGR vac Sen. meu Mr. COCKRELL. If they are in the field it will be considei! » 
Pe ee . re and if they are in cities they will not be considered so, just as the 0): ( 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, | cers. It places them wherever they may beon the same footing «| ; 

its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report | officers. I think thatis right. Thatis the way it has always !¢ 

of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | done heretofore. 

Houses on the amgndments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8975) mak- | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amen ! , 
ing appropriatioy$ for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June | of the Senator from Missouri. 
30, 1887, and fof other purposes. . Mr. EDMUNDS. I sympathize with the Chair in his desire to ¢°' 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. a eee oe ber mae it, "This adds besides “an ( 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 9478) making appro-| ‘Mr. COCKRELL. That is simply prescribing the quantity (! ‘ 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year | fgrnished to all officers at the different places. Fs ; ‘ 
ering June 30, 1857, and for other purposes, is before the Senate as in Mr. EDMUNDS. It would make a statute which says tha' : I 
Committee of the Whole. The question is on the amendment proposed thing that is in aceordance with Army regulations might be done un ; 


by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] to the amendment of the | ger this clause, which reads: 


Committee on Appropriations in line 2007. : - 
. A And for sales to officers, as authorized by section 8 of the act approve’ 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 18, 1878 (Twentieth Statutes at Large, page 189), and Army vegetations. 





in- 


1886. 





What are these Army regulations that authorize sales to officers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Army regulations simply prescribe what 
shall be furnished. As a matter of course they are not in conflict with 
the law, but they simply prescribe what shall be furnished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have seen some Army regulations that were not 
in conformity with law, and this makes valid any Army regulation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These are simply regulations in regard to fuel 
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| 
| 
| 


} posed to insert 


and subsistence and have been in force for years and about which there | 


jsno controversy atall. This isthe same language that has been in all 

the acts heretofore, in the sundry civil bills. I have them here before 

mwe—under the head of ‘‘subsistence.’’ The War Department and the 

accounting officers understand exactly how it is to be interpreted, and 

it is only to make this conform to what has been existing for years. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move to amend the amendment by insert- 

ing before the word “‘ Army”’ the word “‘ existing;’’ so as to read: 
And existing Army regulations. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
2031. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
760; so as to read: 

Commutation of fael: For commutation of fuel for not exceeding four hun- 


dred and seventy men of the Signal Corps on duty at the office of the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer and at signal-stations throughout the United States, $47,760. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of the 
following clause: 
Forage: 
For forage for ten mules and six horses, $1.805.65; straw for sixteen animals 
at $7 each per annum, as allowed by paragraph 1898, Army Regulations, 1881, 


In line 2031 I move to change the amount to $47,- 


annum, $1,365; for straw for thirteen horses kept by officers in the public serv- 


ice, as allowed by paragraph 1890, Army Regulations, and the act making ap- | 
propriations for the support of the Army approved February 24, 1881, at $8.10 


each per annum, $109.20; in all, $3,391.85. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee why a reference is made back to the distance of five years to find 
an analogy and an authority for putting this matterin. It refers back 
to the act of 1881 in both these instances. What has happened in the 
acts since? Is this a revival of an old allowance that has not been 
going on for five years, or what is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Two years ago the entire appropriations for the 
Signal Service were transferred from the Army appropriation bill to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, and this is simply a reference to 
the appropriations respecting the officers of this corps. It has been 
in every bill since, referring back to that section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator, then, to say that this 
is no increase of the appropriation over the appropriation for the same 
object in previous years. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Although it refers five years back. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
2082. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move, in line 2082, to strike out ‘‘ $84,000" and 
insert ‘*$85,440;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Barracks and quarters: 
For commutation of quarters to not exceeding four hundred and seventy en- 


listed men of the Signal Corps on duty at office of the Chief Signal Officer and at 
signal stations throughout the United States, $85,440. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2111, after ‘‘1879,’’ to strike 
out “‘and for supplying headstones for unmarked graves of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the Revolution, war of 1812, Mexican and other 
wars not heretofore provided for, forty-five’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Headstones for graves of soldiers: For continuing the work of furnishing 
headstones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors, and marines, includ- 


ing all who have died in the regular naval service at any time, in national, post, 
city and ¥ naval cemeteries at navy-yards and stations of the 


United and other burial places, under the acts of March 3, 1873, and Feb- 
ruary 3, 1879, 000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. EDMUNDS. It may not be necessary, but I wish to call atten- 
tion to line 2107, where the description of these cemeteries occurs. 
It says ‘national, post, city, and village cemeteries.’’ In all New 
England, and I do not know but in New York, there is another muni- 
cipal division known as towns, which are much more common than 
cities and vi Therefore after the word “‘city’’ I move to insert 
the word ‘“‘town,’’ so as to cover every place where these soldiers are 
buried. I know that in Vermont a great many of our soldiers’ bodies 
rest in the town , Which has no village organization at all, butis 


under our New town organization. 
The PRESID tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wameat 
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Mr. ALLISON. Idonot object to the insertion of the word ‘*town.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLerK. In line 2107, after the word “‘city,’’ it is pro 
the word ‘ , 1 


town:’’ so as to read 
In national, post, city, t n,and village cemeteri« 
The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make an inquiry ot chairman of 
the committee in regard to the paragraph commencing in line 2095 and 
ask him whether there are any other national cemeteries 
which are buried volunte 


than those in 


r soldiers. 


Mr. ALLISON. This paragraph, as | understand it, is intended to 
cover only those national cemeteries in which volunteer soldiers are 
| buried 
| Mr. PLUMB. Then I observe in line 2098 there is an item for 


‘headstones for deceased soldiers of the regular Army,”’ 
second paragraph below there is a provision ‘‘ for unmarked graves otf 
Union soldiers.’’ [ eall attention to the distinction here, if there be 
one, between regular Army soldiers and Union soldiers 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I 
serted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS That had better be amended then. 

In view of what the Senator from Kansas has stated, and to make it 
sure that there is no distinction, I move to insert after the word ‘so 
diers,’’ in line 2099, the words ‘*‘in the service,’’ and then strike ont 
the words ‘‘of the regular Army’”’ and insert ‘* United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will be all right, except that in the second 


while in the 


believe, is a new division not before in- 


| ceeding paragraph there isa general provision embracing the Union 
soldiers, sailors, and marines. 








Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. COCKRELL 


Then why should this paragraph stand at all? 
The rest of it ought to be stricken out; there is 


: | no doubt about that. 
$112; for forage for thirteen horses kept by officers in the public service, as al- | 


lowed by paragraph 1890, Army Regulations, and the act making appropria- | 
tions for the support of the Army eee February 24, 1881, at $105 each per 
a 


Mr. PLUMB. Ali the rest ought to be stricken out as creating an 
unnecessary and somewhat injurious distinction perhaps between thx 
regular Army soldiers and Union soldiers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so too. | 
That is better. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
2099, to the word ‘‘ Army.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Strike out ‘‘ and headstones for deceased 
of the regular Army,’’ in lines 2098 and 2099 
That is a new item and a new estimate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment can only be made 
by unanimous consent at this stage. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will be so modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated 

The Crnter CLERK. In line 2098, after the word ** materials,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘and headstones for deceased soldiers of the 
Regular Army;’’ so as to read: 


withdraw my amendment. 


What is the amendment suggested 7 
Strike out all after the word ‘‘ materials,’’ in line 
soldiers 
I do not object to that 


National cemeteries 
For national cemeteries: For maintaining and improving national ceme- 
teries, including fuel for superintendents of national cemeteries, pay 


of laborers 
and other employés, purchase of tools and materials, $100,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now in the line of the suggestion or the committee, 
in the last part of the paragraph commencing in line 2103, I move in 
line 2105 to strike out, commencing with the word ‘‘including,’’ 
to and including the word ‘‘time,’’ in line 2106. 
cord with the amendment of the committee 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 2105, after the word ‘‘marines,’’ it is 
proposed to strike ont ‘including all who have died in th 
naval service at any time;’’ so as to read: 


down 
That is in exact ac- 
in the latter part of the 


regular 


Headstones for graves of soldiers: For continuing the work of furnishing 


headstones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors, and m irines, in na 
tional, post, city, and village cemeteries, naval cemeteries at navy-yards and 
stations of the United States, and other burial places, & 

Mr. ALLISON. This is new also. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to make an inquiry about that. Is 
it possible there is any existing statute which is qualified by these 
words, ‘‘ including all who have died in the regular naval service at 
any time?’’ This evidently intends to authorize the War Department 
to go back to.the Mexican war, the Florida war, and any other war, to 
furnish headstones. 

Mr. ALLISON. All these provisions are new. I do not know but 
that is the reason why the committee did not at the time strike them 
out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is possible these words about to be strick« 
may have a qualifying effect, enlarging some previous statutes 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 87 of the bill you will see a proposition 
there stricken out which provided for supplying headstones for un- 
marked graves of soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Revolution, war 
of 1812, Mexican and other wars, not heretofore provided for. 


n out 
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Mr. ALLISON. That was stricken out without striking out the | 
corresponding provision. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Thecorresponding provision ought to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I agree. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now it is left, as I understand—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Just as the law is now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That this paragraph of appropriation will cover 
the placing of suitable marks of memory and respect at the graves of 
all who have died in the service of the Republic. Am I right about 
that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the chairman to say that is the cor- 
rect construction. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
Objects,’ after line 2116, to insert: 

Survey of Northern and Northwestern lakes: For printing and issuing charts 
for use of navigators, and electrotyping copper-plates for chart-printing, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2120, to insert: 

Surveys and reconnaissances in military divisions and departments: For 
publication of maps for use of the War Department, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of the 
following clause, from line 2137 to line 2142, inclusive. 

Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the support and 
medical treatment of seventy-five medical and surgical patients who gre des- 
titute, in the city of Washington, under a contract to be made with the Provi- 
dence Hospital by the Surgeon-General of the Army, $15,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the chairman of the com- 
mittee explain what that contract is, and how long it runs, and what 
is the price paid, &e. 

Mr. ALLISON. That contract has been in existence a number of 
years. I do not know that I can state its details. The appropriation 
has been made for several years under theSurgeon-General of the Army. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Senator give me a reference to where that 
contract can be found and how long it runs? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is made year by year by the Surgeon-General. 
It is a very reasonable contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not the official reports set out the contract and 
show what it is ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think they do in detail. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Does this includeall sorts of people, or only Army 

le? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only people sent by the Surgeon-General to the 
hospital. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go for the time being; but I should like to 
know precisely what it all means. 

Mr. BECK. We made the same provision in the law of last year 
and for a number of years past. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I remember that; but I have never yet been able 
to learn precisely what this contract is, how long it runs, whether it 
is from year to year, what its terms are, and how many patients are to 
be supported under thiscontract for $15,000. But I will not delay the 
bill to look into it now. 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I ask leave to have inserted in the 
RECORD an important statement of the expenditures last year for Prov- 
idence Hospital. This is in the report of the Surgeon-General. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the paper 
wiil be inserted. 

The Chair hears none. 

The extract is as follows: 

PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL. 


Under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, making appropriation of $15.- 
000 for the “ care, support, and medical treatment of seventy-five transient pau- 
pers, medical, and surgical patients, in the city of Washington, under a contract 
to be made with such institution as the Surgeon-General of the Army may se- 
lect,” a contract was entered into with Providence Hospital,and was fulfilled 
by that institution to my entire satisfaction and without complaint on the part 
of the persons sent there for care and treatment. The following is a statement 
of the amount of relief afforded under the appropriation : 


Number of patients in hospital July 1, 1883..........:cccccssscscessessseesenvecsererenseee 
Number of patients admitted during the year........... 








Total number of patients treated..................ccccscrssessesseessesnesessessen sevsee 
Average number Of patients admitted per month..............cccs08 cevesseeceeeecees 74 
Number remaining in hospital June 30, 1884................ eee 7 
Total number of days’ treatment afforded................... eunmennsauines 32, 376 
Average number of days’ treatment per patient..............0.:..cceseseceseeneveeseee 33 
Average number of patients treated per day.......... vieienniniainn 88 
Longest term of treatiment...........scsressscsserselseeeesees days... 365 
ee a PI i SF do... 1 
Number of patients in hospital during the whole year.............. —— 5 


The patients included in the statement represent all classes of diseases, acute 
and chronic, except those of a contagious nature. The fifteen patients shown 
as having remained in hospital during the whole year are paupers, incurable, 
without home or friends. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2145, to increase the appro- 
priation for *‘ Garfield Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to pro- 
vide medical and surgical treatment to transient persons unable to pay 
therefor,’’ from $7,500 to $10,000. 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of the 
clause from line 2151 to 2160, inclusive, as follows: 

Publication of the Official Records of the War of the Robellion, both of ¢), 
Union and confederate armies, as follows: For continuing the publication of 
the Official Records of the War of Rebellion, and printing and binding, under 
direction of the Secretary of War, of a compilation of the official records, U nioy, 


and confederate, so far as the same may be ready for publication during the fis. 
cal year, to be distributed as required by act of March 3, 1885, $36,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the appropriation that was made the year 
before? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same amount, I believe. 

Mr. BECK. Precisely the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the same amount as last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look it up. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2160, to insert: 


Examination of claims of certain States and Territories: To enable the Sec. 
retrry of War to make examination and report upon the claims of the States 
and Territories named in the act of June 27, 1882 (chapter 241 Of the laws of tie 
Forty-seventh Congress, first session), $7,500, said sum to be expended jy his 
discretion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the chairman explain that 
fully. What are these claims? 

Mr. ALLISON. These are the Indian-hostilityclaims. An act was 
passed June 27, 1882. I wish to amend the amendment by inserting 
$10,060 in line 2167 instead of $7,500. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would explain a little more 
fully what this provision is of 1882. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has the statutes. It applies to several 
States and Territories. It applies to Kansas, Texas, Oregon, and, | 
think, Nevada. The State of Kansas has had her claim settled and 
paid, and the State of Texas, I believe, is now having her claims ex- 
amined. It is necessary for the Secretary of War to have an appropria- 
tion for the purpose of enabling the proper officers of the Government 
to make these examinations. it is merely intended to cover expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. HOAR. What are they ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The examinations are made by the regular Army 
officers. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the nature of theclaims? 

Mr. ALLISON. They arise out of Indian wars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a pretty broad statute. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have alittle attention given 
to this. This actof the 27th of June, 1882, chapter 241 of the 
of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress (volume 22, page 
111), provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, wit! 
the aid and assistance of the Secretary of War— 

Which I suppose implies military assistance by the armies of the 
United States— 


to cause to be examined and investigated all the claims of the States of Texas, 
Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territo- 
ries of Washington and Idaho, against the United States of America for moneys 
alleged to have been expended and for indebtedness alleged to have been as- 
sumed by said States and Territories in organizing, arming, equiping, supp|y- 
ing, clothing, subsisting, transporting, and paying the volunteer and milita: 
forces of said States and Territories called into active service by the prop 
thorities thereof, between the 15th day of April, in the year 1861, and the dat 
this act. 


Being a period of twenty years in round numbers— 


to repel invasions and Indian hostilities in said States and Territories and upo! 
their borders, including all proper expenses necessarily incurred by said States 
and Territories on account of said forces having been so called into active servic 
as aforesaid, and also all proper claims paid or assumed by said States anil Terr 
tories for horses and equipments actually lost by said forces while in line of duty 
in active service (excepting and excluding therefrom any claim said Stale 0! 
Oregon may have for money expended and indebtedness assumed or incurred 
in suppressing Modoc Indian hostilities os the Modoe Indian war, and in 
defending that State from invasion by said Indians during the years !*72 and 
1873, which were submitted to and passed upon, by either approval or rejection 
by Inspector-General James A. Hardie, United States Armyy. Said accounts for 
and on behalf of said State of Texas shall be confined to claims arising since the 
20th day of October, 1865, and shall include the necessary expenses of defense 
against Mexican raids or invasions as well as those for defense against Indian 
hostilities, and for and on behalf of said Territories of Idaho and Washins' 
for said claims arising in the years 1877 and 1878. 


Then it makes sundry limitations. That act is four years ol and 
upward, and I should like to ask the chairman of the committee how 
much money has been appropriated already for these examinations and 
reports. : 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the first appropriation, I will say to tne 
Senator from Vermont, for this purpose, but it has been estimated for 
by every Segretary of War since the passage of this act. Secretary 
Lincoln estimated $25,000, and the present Secretary estimated $2),(\": | 
and wrote to the committee a very urgent letter respecting it, 24 | 
stated that these claims were being pressed. They are on file in the 
War Department, and they are being pressed by the States intereste\', 


laws 













it 


d 


id 
id 


he 
or 
ry 
0, 
nd 
he 
~<l. 





1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


137 





and it is absolutely necessary that he shall have asmall! fund—he esti- 
mated for a fund of $25,000—to enable him to make acritical and care- 
ful examination of these claims. The Committee on Appropriations 
inserted $7,500, and have instructed me since that to move to increase 
it to $10,000. I therefore move that amendment to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a very dangerous law. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it is, but it is there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we might well hold up a little while and 
see about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is very difficult to hold up without repealing the 
law. The Committee on Appropriations on examination of the ques- 
tion felt that it was important to make some provision in order to give 
the Secretary of War an opportunity to make a careful investigation of 
these claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is no more difficult to hold up than it has been 
for four years last past, I suppose. There is no gravitation that in- 
creases the rapidity of the pressure. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Secretary of War has already made some 
examinations. The State of Kansas has had all her claims presented, 
examined, and paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Out of what fund was the examination made? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made without any additional appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why can it not be done again? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was no appropriation made for the examina- 
tion of those claims; but there has been one appropriation made for 
the payment of the Kansas claims, an appropriation of $230,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean to say $230,000 has been spent in 
the examination already? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I say claims have been examined to the extent 
of $230,000 of the State of Kansas and have been paid by appropriations 
under that law. The claimsof the State of Texas I think are much 
larger than the claims of the State of Kansas, and the claims of the 
other States and Territories are on file in the War Department, and the 
Secretary of War desires to make a careful and critical examination of 
certain of these claims, and he has no fand with which to make that 
examination. This appropriation is for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say in regard to this law that although it 
was passed before I became a member of this body I have examined it 
since, and the class of claims payment of which is provided for under 
the act referred to by the Senator from Vermont is a class of claims 
that has always been paid by the General Government. The States 
have always been reimbursed for expenses in defending themselves 
against Indian hostilities and against invasions. There is not a prece- 
dent to the contrary since the Constitution was formed. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that was the breadth 
of this act of 1882? 


Mr. DOLPH. Yes, sir, and some acts have gone further. I took 


= — 


subject, and which was finally incorporated in the law referred to, to 
run that question down very thoroughly, and I was very much sur- 
prised to find the number of precedents there were for action of that 
kind at a very early date, the Senator from Oregon says extending 
through the entire history of the Republic. It is true also, as stated 
by the Senator from Iowa, that the State of Kansas has gotten its pay 


| or the largest portion of it under this law, amounting to about $230,000. 


j 


| 





occasion in making a report on the claim of the State of New York to | 


cite all the acts that had ever been passed, and many of the reports 


that had been made on the claims of States—a report I made at the | and probably my people in Vermont never observed this act—that the 


last session of Congress, in which I examined the matter thoroughly. 

I say these are a class of claims that have always been paid to the 
States. The claims of Kansas have been examined and reported upon 
and paid, appropriations having been made forthem. Now the Secre- 
tary of War reports that notwithstanding he details officers of the Army 
to make these examinations and audit these claims, it requires money 
to pay the expense of office rent, I think, and clerk-hire and some other 
incidental expenses in the examination of the claims; and he has asked, 
= me preceding Secretary of War, his predecessor, asked, $25,000 for 

purpose. 

The senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] introduced a bill at 
the present session, and I am not sure but it passed the Senate, mak- 
ing an appropriation of $25,000 for that purpose. Iam only sorry that 
he is not in his seat. 

Mr. PLUMB. That bill is in the Committee on Appropriations, and 
bas not been . 

Mr. DOLPH. I know that it has not passed the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not passed the Senate. It was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is a small sum, but it will enable the work to 


be carried on. The claims have been presented, but they can not be 
examined without an appropriation. I am certain the appropriation 
isa p 


one. 
Mr. PLUMB. There can not be any doubt in my judgment that the 
Government is committed not by this law, but by precedents that run 
clear back the history of all the States in the Union, including 
the State of Vermont, the State of New York, and all the older States 
that had to do with the question of defense against Indians and other 
public enemies, except it may be in regard to the payment for horses. 
This law is certainly no broader than the bills that have been passed 
from time to time for the allowance of claims of the various States. 

I had oceasion many years ago when I first introduced a bill on this 


| 


I believe that the appropriation ought tobe made. While I shall not 
at all object to making it $10,000—and I think possibly that under the 
circumstances that may be the wiser thing to do—! still have aconvic- 
tion, growing out of an experience which I will not here narrate, that 
it is a much larger sum than would be really necessary if we could only 
apply to the administration of the War Department in this matter the 
rules that apply in the transaction of ordinary private business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to have the officers work. 

Mr. PLUMB. This determination will be arrived at upon the judg- 
meut of Army officers detailed for that purpose, and while itis true that 
in the paucity of room which exists in that great building which has 
already cost, I think, about $15,000,000 there is not space there to as- 
semble a board of three officers for this work, the only thing that is 
necessary to be done is to rent a building in which they can be stored. 
I think myself that if we could have this matter done asit ought to be 
done a thousand dollars would be ample, but I have had experience 
enough in these matters to know that a thousand dollars does not amount 
to much in these cases, and so far as I am concerned I am entirely will- 
ing to accede to the proposed amendment of $10,000. The Secretary 
wanted $25,000, and as far as I am concerned I am glad to get off at 
$10,000. The experience that I have had, asI said, indicates that that 
is outside the necessities of the situation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This act of 1882 is broader than Indian hostil- 
ities. It includes invasions, and it seems to imply that any State or 
Territory may on its own account and in its own discretion proceed to 
resist invasion and prepare to suppress it and to suppress Indian hos- 
tilities, and come to the Treasury of the United States to be reim- 
bursed for whatever it has expended on its own account and in its own 
way and in its own discretion for such purposes. 

I was under the impression—I do not remember this law; I was not 
in the city of Washington at the time the act passed—I was under the 
impression that it was the mission of the United States itself, as the 
government of the whole people for the whole people, to repress In- 
dian hostilities and to repress and prevent invasions and to resist in- 
vasions, and that it must be a very rare and urgent and extreme case, 
indeed, in which a State or Territory would be justified in resorting to 
military force to do either of these things. That is a case extreme and 
sudden as where the President of the United States, the Commander- 


| in-Chief of all its armies and ai! its militia, had not time in the emer- 


gency to act and to bring the force of the Government of the whole 
people to bear for the objects named in this law. 

It will be an agreeable surprise to the tax-payers of the State of Ver- 
mont, who had some experience of this kind during the war that is 
now called the confederate war, but used to be called the war of the 
rebellion, in raising troops to resist confederate attacks from the friendly 
and allied territory of Canada. We had never gotten up to the idea— 


expense to which the State of Vermont went in putting troops on the 





border when the confederate authorities, as they were called, were 
fomenting invasions from that side of the country, as they had under 
the laws of war a perfect right to do, and as the English, favoring 
their side, were perfectly willing they should do, were to be paid for 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

It will be rather an agreeable surprise to us that we are to get one or 
two hundred thousand dollars on the theory of this act and on this in- 
vestigation; and that rather leads me from a local motive to be in favor 
ofthisinvestigation; but Iam very much afraid (to come back to the phi- 
losophy and propriety of the thing) that this act of 1882 goes altogether 
too far, and seems to be a continuing authority to the States and to the 
Territories to go on their own discretion and in their own way and do 
whatever they like or think fit and proper to resist any invasion that 
they may suspect that is about to be made or any hostilities that are 
about to break out. I do not think it is a very safe act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed that the 
aspirations of the distinguished Senator from Vermont prevent him from 
speaking of the ‘‘ war of the rebellion,’ and that he has got to beso 
particular, fearing that he may offend the sensibilities of those engaged in 
that war, that he calls it the warof the confederacy. I hope the Sena- 
tor will not indulge in that expression any more. Call it by its right 
name—the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. President, I drew the bill that is under discussion. Sundry bills 
on this question were referred to me in the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and I prepared this bill to meet all the cases, and I challenge the 
Senator from Vermont or any other Senator to show from 1789 down to 
this time one solitary law as well guarded,ms carefully guarded, as 
closely guarded as this law is. I examined every solitary act on this 
question; I examined all the appropriations that had been made, and 
I put every provision in this bill that had ever been put in any other 
bill in covering the expenditures to be made under it. 
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Read section 2: 

Src. 2. That no higher rate shall be allowed for the services of said forces, 
and for supplies, transportation, and other proper expenses, than was allowed 
and paid by the United States for similar services in the same grade and for the 
game time in the United States Army serving in said Statesand Territories, and 
for similar supplies, transportation, and other proper expenses during the same 
tirne furnished the United States Army in the same country. 

Chat did not give the States and Territories any opportunity of making 
any change over and above what the Army of the United States was at 
Vhet very time paying in that region of country. Now read further: 


4\d no allowance shall be made for services of such forces except forthe time 
during which they were engaged in active service in the field; and no allow- 
nr shall be made for the services of any person in more than one capacity at 
the sume time, or for any expenditures for which the Secretary of War shall de- 
@.'o there was no necessity at the time and under all the circumstances, 

1 lore complete guards could not be put around any provision. 


Sn. 3. That to enable the said officers to make the examination and investi- 
gatic:\ herein authorized the governors of the said States and Territories, re- 
ee ely, or their duly authorized agents, shall file with the Secretary of the 

reasu;: abstracts and statements of all such claims by said Statesand Territo- 
ries, showing the amounts of such expenditures and indebtedness and the pur- 
poses for which they were made,and accompanied with proper vouchers and 
evidence. 

Sno. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the earliest practicable 
time, report to Congress for final action the results of such examination and in- 
vestigation, and the amount or amounts found to have Leen properly expended 
for the purposes aforesaid: Provided, That whenever the examination of the ac- 
counts of any State or Territory hereinbefore mentioned shali have been com- 
pleted, the same shal! be separately reported to Congress, without reference to 
the final examination of the accounts of any other State or Territory. 


This law provided that the governors of the States and Territories 
should file with the Secretary of the Treasury an itemized account of 
every claim for which they asked reimbursement, accompanied by 
vouchers and receipts for the sum. This was to be done before any ac- 
tion was taken. Then the officers of the Army, the regular officers, 
and the officers of the Treasury Department were to examine all these 
accounts, and the closest scrutiny was required to be given. They were 
prohibited from allowing these States and Territories any more than 
the regular Army acting in its ordinary capacity was allowing at tho 
same time and place, and they were not allowed to pay these volunteer 
troops for any time except when they were in active service in the field 
in pursuit of Indians. 

It is well known to every Senator here that in almost all the Western 
States and Territories there have been Indian outbreaks where the In- 
dians would have completed their raid and their depredations before 
the President of the United States could have gotten a regular soldier 
within 100 miles of the place unless he wasstationed there. Look at the 
raid that was made through Kansas. Its traces remain there, the 
remains of what was done even before the governor of the State could 
get the militia out to meet the raid. So it was in Washington Terri- 
tory, so it was in Oregon, and so it was in other places. 

This law was provided to adjust all these. Each State or Territory 
was coming in with a separate bill and these were all taken together, 
and this bill was provided forthat purpose. In many other cases where 
bills have been passed the auditing by the Treasury and War Depart- 
ment was an absolute settlement of the claims and they were paid; but 
in this case under this law even after the Secretary of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury have both adjudged the claims to be just they 
can not pay adollarof them. They simply examine them and then 
report them back to Congress, and it is then in the power of Congress 
to do just what it pleases—appropriate or not. ‘ 

There has only been one State whose claims have been entirely com- 
pleted and reported to Congress and that was the State of Kansas; the 
accounts of that State were in a nearer state of completion than any 
other, and probably (unless possibly Texas may be as large) Kansas 
had the largest claims of any State or Territory. There were for years 
separate bills pending here, and they had been reported favorably and 
had passed the Senate once I believe for the reimbursement of Kansas 
alone. appropriating a certain amount of money. At the Congress of 
1882, all these bills were put together and this law was prepared and 
was passed. There was a report made in the case, quite a lengthy re- 
port, giving the whole history of it. 

The bill was prepared and reported, and, after full investigation, be- 
came a law, and I assure the Senator from Vermont that if that law is 
followed there can be no swindling under it, there can be no advantage 
taken. The governors have to file the accounts, itemized, with the 
vouchers and the receipts. Then the Department investigates them 
and by the rules there they report what they think ought to be al- 
lowed and then Congress determine whether they will pay a dollar or 


not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the question before the Senate is not upon 
the merits of that statute, but the question is whether the United 
States will examine these papers with a view of either refusing or pay- 
ing these claims. I have not observed that claims diminish with age. 
The evidence decreases but the claim has usually grown. 

One other ohservationd wish to make to my friend, the Senator from 
Vermont. He intimated that if the statute had been known to be in 
force it was possible Vermont might have gained some benefit from this 
appropriation for repelling invasions from Canada di the war of the 
rebellion. This is a little mistake. He will find without any 


benefit under the act, because there was a payment made to the Stat, 
of Vermont for expenses incurred in protection against invasions {rom 
Canada in 1864, by the actof June 26, 1566, amounting to $16,463. 8) 
and the amount has been paid. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That amount has been paid, but the others hay, 


not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendmen; 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the com 
mittee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [still have the floor. I was only going to add jy 
response to the remark of the Senator from Vermont that that wa, 
all Vermont claimed on the 4th of September, 1867, apparently. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had not the act of 1882 in force at that time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; the act of 1882 was not in force, but the Sep. 
ator referred to expenses incurred by Vermont in attempting to pro. 
tect herself against invasions from Canada during the rebellion, and j; 
Vermont failed to present her bill in 1867 when she had an opportunity 
under a law for that, she is not a good Yankee State. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Probably not a law to this effect unhappily 
that time. 

Mr. MAXEY. I shall not go over the ground oceupied by the Sep. 
ator from Missouri. I was myself a member of the Committee on ij. 
tary Affairs at the time the act of 1882 was prepared by that commit. 
tee, presented to the Senate, passed through the Senate without, as {); 
as | remember, a single amendment to it except to add California, wey} 
to the House, passed the House, and becamealaw. There were various 
States which had claims, and each of those States had presented a sep». 
rate bill, Kansas, Nevada, Colorado, Oregon, Texas, and by amendments 
placed on the bill after it came to the Senate, on the motion of the late 
Senator from California, Mr. Miller, California was added. There was 
also the Territory of Washington and there were some other Territories 
perhaps included. The Committee on Military Affairs took all thos 
bills and directed a committee bill to be prepared, which was done by 
the Senator from Missouri, and that bill passed as I have stated 

Now, the question is, shall the law be carried out? After the pas. 
sage of this bill in 1882, Mr. Lincoln then being Secretary of War, | 
went to the War Department and had a conversation with him. He 
stated to me that there was a necessity for an appropriation to enadle 
him to carry out this law, and after conferring with him in regari to 
it he sent a special estimate to the Committee on Appropriations, which 
is on file in the papers of that committee. When I returned to the 
Senate from the War Department I prepared an amendment to the ap- 
propriation bill then pending, sent it to the Committee on Appropri- 
tions, and they allowed the appropriation, which was $25,000. It 
came to the Senate and passed the Senate. No one dissented. It was 
lost in some way in conference. 

Daring the t session of Congress I had another conversation 
with the present Secretary of War, Mr. Endicott, on the same subject. 
He took the same view as Mr. Lincoln, that this appropriation was nev- 
essary in order to the faithful execution of the law. He took the same 
course that Mr. Lincoln had taken. I proposed the amendment to th: 
Committee on Appropriations. Thatcommitteetookitap. That wa 
also $25,000, but the committee reported only $7,500, which, in my 
judgment, is not enough to put the law in operation, according to the 
views of the Secretary of War; and the amount is now propose to be 
increased to $10,000. 

A word now on the snbject of precedents. It was not necessary for 
the Senator from Connecticut to have stopped at the precedent for Ver- 
mont. There isa precedent for Minnesota and many other States, all 
of which were examined by the Committee on Military Affairs betore 
this bill was presented from that committee to the Senate. But there 
can be no question whatever, where a State honestly and in good fai) 
has expended money to raise forces to defend herown people when there 
are not sufficient troops at the command of the Federal Government to 
give them protection, thatit is the bounden duty of the State to pr- 
vide for the defense of her citizens from the scalping-knife of the Iudisa 
or from the raids of the Mexican. 

That there were raids across the Rio Grande during a number of 
years into Texas, accompanied by robbery, arson, and every crime know! 
to the law, isa and parcel of the history of this country. 1h! 
continued for years, and the State of Texas as a matter of duty toh" 
own citizens did organize forces and send them to the frontier to pr 
tect her citizens. Subsequently the United States Government id 
send troops there in sufficient numbers to furnish defense, and I ws 
informed by the late distinguished General of the Army, the brother © 
the present distinguished Presiding Officer of the Senate, that he 
placed on the frontier of Texas a sixth of the effective force o! 
entireArmy. It was absolutely necessary to the defense, of that froo' 
ier for 1,200 miles, and a large portion of that a wilderness, to p's’ 
one-sixth of the Army there. My honored colleague [Mr. Cok!) 
was for a portion of that time governor of the State, and as a matter ° 
duty he called out forces and did defend the frontier. é 

A State has no power to raise and support armies. It is the duty 
of the Federal Government to provide for the common defense, an‘), 7 
necessitate rei, when the duty is temporarily devolved on the States ' 
raise troops, it is the business of the Government, who ought to ex 
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cise that duty, to refand the money thus paid by the State for the 
common defense. : 

So, Mr. President, the attack on this appropriation goes further than 
that. It is an attack on the majesty of the law. The law is in force 





on the statate-book, and the proper officer, the Secretary of War, de- | 
clares that he can not execute that law without the aid of this appro- | 


riation; an@ the Appropriation Committee has done its duty when it 
comes forward with the necessary appropriation to enable the Secretary 
of War to discharge that duty. Of all the States which were embraced 
in that law, the State of Kansas and that only has received the amount 
to which she was justly entitled. 

That claim went through the War Department and went through the 
Treasury Department. ‘They came to Congress and the necessary ap- 

ropriation was made. Why make fish of one and flesh of another? 
Why, having paid that claim, lock and bar and bolt the door and say no 
other State shall be indemnified? That will not do. It is not just 
and it is not right that the appropriation should be refused. 

If these claims are not just, you have three distinct ways of closing 
the matter out, I say to the Senator from Vermont. First, if the claims 
are not just and meritorious, it is the duty of the Secretary of War so 
tosay. Second, the claims are visaed by the Secretary of War before 
they are submitted here .to Congress, and after all that is done the 
claims are presented here to this body; and it is for Congress after fall 
investigation to determine whether or not these claims shall be paid. 

De Lolme said that in a certain difficulty between the executive and 
the legislative department in Eng!and the executive could supply a ship 
of war but Parliament could leave the ship stranded; in other words, 
he would not make the necessary appropriation to carry out the law of 
the land. That is a dangerous method of thwarting law, and there is 
no need for it. If these claims are honest we have here the means of 
determining that fact, and if they are honest and clear we should pay 
them. If they are not honest claims then Congress can so say and pay- 
ment be disallowed; but in the mean time let the law be carried out, 
farnish the officers of the Government the means of examining and 
auditing these claims and presenting them in a legal and intelligent 
form to Congress so that we may act upon them and determine whether 
or not they should be allowed. 

I hope the amount wiil be raised to $10,000. I personally believe it 
is all we can get, but I donot know that theSecretary of War can carry 
out the act with that but he can start with that. 

My State is no more interested in this matter than the State of Oregon, 
the State of Nevada, the State of California, the State of Colorado, and 
the Territories which have no representation in this body; but, sir, in 
the name of justice and fair dealing and right between man and man 
it is right that these States if they have a claim should have a fair 
and just way of presenting and asserting that claim, and if the claims 
are honest Congress should allow them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ United States 
military prison at Fort Leavenworth,’ in line 2230, after the word 
“prisoners,’? to strike out the words ‘‘three thousand’’ and to insert 
“five thousand two hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For lumber, new flooring, and paints for the hospital, and materials for gen- 
eral repairs of guards’ quarters, prison buildings, shops and officers’ quarters; 
new roofs, floors, painting, and pay of temporary employés for work which 
can not be done by prisoners, $5,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2238, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for the ‘‘ United States military prison at Fort 
Leavenworth,’’ from $87,667.76 to $89,917.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amentment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ National Home | 


for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ after line 2276, to insert: 
For construction and repairs at Southern Branch, Hampton, Va.,as estimated 


in Appendix Jj, pages 299 and 300, Book of Estimates for 1837, except the items | 


, gas-machine, John’s Creek, and electric light, $107,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in line 2289, after the word “ million,’’ to 
strike out ‘five hundred and seventy-three thousand five hundred ”’ 


and insert ‘‘ six hundred and eighty-one thousand;’’ so as to make the | 


read: 
; For aw relief and incidental expenses, $15,000; in all, $1,681,000. And 


estimates for the support of the Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- | 


diers shall be submitted by items. 
' The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Under the Depart- 


ment of Justice,” in the appropriations for the Department of Justice 
building, after line 2305, to insert: 
the h-floor rooms, including the repairing, 


For preparing for fift 
and coloring walls, painting the wood-work, ur! d 
Pahing down carpets Sndntsing or prover iear-covesng, pooling necemnry 
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desks, book-cases, and other furniture, gas-fixtures, and heating apparatus, 
$3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2314, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 





Penitentiary in Wyoming Territory : 


For neo 
building, $25,000, 


ssary repairs of penitentiary 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after the word “‘ for,’’ the words 
“* for completion and;’’ so as to read: 
Penitentiary in Wyoming Territory: For completion and necessary repairs 
of penitentiary building, $2 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line ‘ 





after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 


For one brick tank-house, with w: ght-ir 


yn tanks with a capacity of not less 
than 35,000 gallons, $4,500; in a! 


» $19,500 ; 
So as to make the clause read: 


Reform School, District of Columbia: For one famiiy building of brick and 
stone, complete, to include steam-heating apparatus, gas and water supply, $15,- 
000; for one brick tank-house, with wrought-iron tanks with a capacity of not 
less than 35,000 gallons, $4,500; in all, $19,500; one-half of said sum to be paid 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2328, after the words 
to strike ont “‘required’’ and insert ** 
clause read: 


** may be,’’ 
signed;’’ so as to make the 


Court-house, Washington, D. C.: For annual repairs, steam-heating, ir 
changes, preparation of such rooms in the western wing of the old portion of 
the building as may be assigned for occupancy of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, and for repairing roof and cornice of the court-house, Washington, D.C., 
under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $12,000: Provided, That the 
Civil Service Commission shall remain in the building of the Agricultural De- 
partment until the rooms herein indicated are ready for their occupancy 


| 
| 
| 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 2357, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ 
clause read: 

Expenses of Territorial courts in Utah Territorv: For defraying the contin 
gent expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States distri 
| and his assistants, the fees and per diems of the United States com: 
and clerks of the court. and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the 
| United States marshal forthe Territory of Utah, with the expenses of summon- 
ing jurors, subpcenaing witnesses, of arresting, guarding, and transporting 
} prisoners, of hiring and feeding guards, and of supplying and caring for the 
penitentiary, to be paid under the direction and approval of the Attorney-Gen- 

eral, upon accounts duly verified and certified, $35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I move to add after line 2357: 

To aid in the furtherand more effectual prosecution of crimesin the Territory 
of Utah, $10,000, to be expe nded in the diseretion of the Attorney-Gene 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 2357, to insert: 

Industrial Home in Utah Territory: To aid in the establishment of an Indus- 
trial Home in the Territory of Utah, to provide employment and means of self- 
support for the dependent women who renounce polygamy, and the children of 
such women of tender age.in said Territory, with a view to aid in the suppres- 
sion of polygamy therein, $50.000; said sum to be expended upon requisition of 
and under the management of a board of contro! to consist of the governorand 
justices of the supreme court and the district attorney of said Territory; and 
said board shall duly and properly expend said sum, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, for the purposes herein tndicated, and shall, from time to time, re- 
port to the President their acts and doings and expenditures hereunder, for 
transmission to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed; as follows: 

Defending suits in claims against the Uniied States: For defraying the n 
sary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procur of evi- 
dence in the matter of claims against the United States and the District of Co- 
lumbia pending in any Department,and for necessary expenses incurred in 
defending suits in the Court of Claims,to be expended under the dir ion of 
the Attorney-General, $20,000. One-half of the expenses incurred hereunder on 
account of the District of Columbia shall be paid out of the revenues of gaid 
District; and hereafter the estimates therefor shall be submitted in the annual 
estimates for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we pass from that matter in regard to de- 
fending suits and claims against the United States I should like to ask 
the chairman of the committee why this appropriation is con‘ined to 
the Districtof Columbia? Itisonly “‘claims against the United States 
and the District of Columbia pending in any Department.’’ Does that 
mean separately and distributively ? : 

Mr. ALLISON. In lines 2376 and 2377? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. Would that allow the expenditure of this 
money in respect of a claim against the United States that did not con- 
| cern the District of Columbia? 
| Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With that construction, then, it is right. Of 
course, it ought to be distributive. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is for all claims that are presented aga 
| United States and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Taken distributively. 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2406, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out “ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: : 

Prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecution of crimes against 
the United States, preliminary to indictment, and for the investigation of official 
acts, records, and accounts of officers of the courts, including the investigation 
of the accounts of marshals, attorneys, clerks of the United States courts, and 
the United States commissioners, under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
and for this purpose al) the records and dockets of these officers, without excep- 
tion, shall be examined by his agents at any time, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2410, to insert: 

Defense in French spoliation claims: To enable the Attorney-General to | 
make proper defense for the United States in the »atter of the French spolia- 
tion claims, $5,000, to be expended in his discretion. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘ thousand,” in line 2414, I move | 
to insert the words ‘‘six hundred;’’ so a3 to read: 

Five thousand six hundred dollars, to be expended in his discretion. 


The amendment to the amendment was agresd to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE subsequently said: I was called out for 2 moment and 
the amendment from line 2411 to line 2415, inclusive, has been agreed 
to in my absence, I judge. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. I had $600 added to the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Would the Senator consent to insert in place of that 
the item which was contained in the legislative bill ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. FRYE. It is as follows: 


For the following additional force rendered necessary under the provisions 
of the act of January 20,1885, providing for the ascertainment of the claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 
1801, namely: Two law clerks at $2,000 each; one stenographer at $1,600, to be 
Seo for one year, and to be appointed by the Attorney-General; in all 

,600, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say to the Senator from Maine that I 
inserted $600 additional to cover that exact expenditure. 

Mr. HALE. The provision in the bill is better than what my col- 
league has read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the phraseology of the bill is rather an im- 
provement. What the Senator has read seems to be rather too long, 
and I think the Attorney-General can and will under this phraseology 
do what the Senator thinks ought to be done. 

Mr. HALE. The provision in the bill is better for the Department. 

Mr. FRYE. One of the gentlemen from the Department called my 
attention to it, knowing that I was interested in getting many of those 
French spoliation claims tried, and he said that they preferred this very 
much, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well; I care nothing about it. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ United 
States courts,’’ in line 2426, after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ generally, the expenses stated under the following heads;’’ and in 
line 2428, after the word ‘‘namely,’’ to insert ‘‘ those stated in the fol- 
lowing itemized list;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Expenses of the United States courts: For defraying the expenses of the Su- 
preme Court: of the circuitand district courts of the United States and of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Alaska; of jurors and witnesses; of suits in which the 
United States is interested; of the prosecution of offenses committed against the 
United States; of the safe-keeping of prisoners; and of the enforcement of the 


provisions of title 26 of the Revised utes, or any acts amendatory thereof 
or supplementary thereto, namely, those stated in the following itemized list. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ court,’’ at the end of 
line 2450, to insert ‘‘and when they attend under sections 583, 584, 
671, 672, and 2013 of the Revised Statutes;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For fees of clerks, $175,000. But noe of the epeneens under this act 
shall be used to pay the fees of Uni States marshals or clerks upon any writ 
or bench warrant for the arrest of any person or persons who may be indicted 
by any United States grand jury, or against whom an information may be filed, 
where such — or persons is or are under a izance taken by or before 
any United States commissioner, or other officer au by law to take such 
recognizance, requiring the appearance of such person or before the 
court in which such indictment is found or information is ,and when such 
recognizance has not been forfeited or said defendant is not in default, unless 
the court in which such indictment or information is pending orders a warrant 
to issue; nor shall any part of the money appropriated by this act be used in 
payment of a per diem compensation to any a or marshal for attendance in 
court except for days when business is actually transacted in court, and when 
they attend under sections 583, 584,671, 672, and 2013 of the Revised Statutes, 
which fact shall be certified in the approval of their accounts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2474, after the word “‘ court,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ for stenographic clerk for the Chief-Justice and for each asso- 
ciate justice of the Supreme Court, at not exceeding $1,600 each;’’ 
and in line 2483, after the word “hundred,’’ to strike out “‘ thou- 
sand’’ and insert “‘and fourteen thousand four hundred;”’ so as to 
inake the clause read: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers; of expenses of district judges who may be sent 
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out of their districts to hold court; of meals for jurors when ordered by co,:;:. 
of compensation for jury commissioners, $ per day, not exceeding three day, 
for any one term of court: for stenographic clerk for the Chief-Justice and (), 
each associate justice of the Supreme Court, at not exceeding $1,600each ; a), 
for such other miscellancous expenses as may be authorized by the Attorney. 
General, including the employment of janitorsand watchmen in rooms or })\)\\u. 
ings rented for the use of courts, interpreters, experts,and stenographers: o¢ 
furnishing and collecting evidence where the United States is a party i: 

est, and other miscellaneous expenses, $514,400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Right there an amendment should come in which went 
out of the legislative appropriation bill. It will speak for itself, | 
move to add, after line 2484: 

For increased clerical service inthe Court of Claims, made necessar, 
business of the French spoliation claims, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, unier 


| the heading ‘‘ Under legislative,’’ after line 2491, to insert: 


Works of art: 

For the purchase of works of art, under the direction of the Joint Committe, 
on the Library of Congress, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I moveto amend the paragraph by adding after the 
word ‘‘art,’’ in line 2493, the words: 

And the necessary cleaning and repairing thereof, including new fran 

So as to read: 


For the purchase of works of art, and the necessary cleaning and rejair 
thereof, including new frames, under the direction of the Joint Comm: tt: 
the Library of Congress, $10,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move toadd tothe paragraph the following words: 
And the proper accouting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized 


directed to credit the disbursing officer of the Joint Committee on the Libr 
with the sum heretofore disallowed on his account for works of art for tlic Ca 





itol, the same being for the cleaning and repairing of such works of art at the 
Capitol, $172.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. Did these amendments come from the committee ? 

Mr. SEWELL. They come from the Committee on the Library. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tlic 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2508, after the word ‘' mill- 
ion,’’ to insert ‘‘one hundred thousand;’’ so as to make the claus 
read: 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of (ogress 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, and for lithographing, mapping. and « . 
ing for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of 
Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, including the salaries or 
compensation of all necessary clerks and emrloyés, for labor (by the day, 
piece, or contract), and for all the necessary materials which may be needed 
in the prosecution of the work, $2,100,000; an¢i from the said sum here!y ap- 
propriated printing and binding may be done by the Public Printer to the 
amounts following, respectively, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2513, after the word ‘‘ debates,” 
to strike out ‘‘nine hundred’’ and insert ‘‘one million;’’ and in line 
2514, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: 


And printing and binding for Congress chargeable to this appropriation, when 
recommended to be done by the Committee on Printing, shall be so recom- 
mended in a report containing an estimate of the cost thereof, together wit! 
statement from the Public Printer of the amount and cost of work previously 
ordered by agree within the fiscal year for which thisappropriation is mace 
(all reserve work shall be bound in sheep). 


So as to read: 


For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and debates 
$1,010,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 2547, 
to insert: 

And the scientific reports known as the monographs and bulletins of the 
Geological Survey shall not be published until specific and detailed estimates 
are made therefor, and specific e,propriations made in pursuance of suc! est'- 
mates; and no engraving for the annual reports or for such monogray)!is and 
bulletins, or of illustrations, seciions, and maps, shall be done until speciic es''- 
mates are submitted therefor and specific appropriations made based on suc) 
estimates: Provided, That these limitations shall not apply to the current fiscal 
year, nor to any of the reports, mineral resources, memaqrephe, or bulletins 
that may have been transmitted for publication to the Public Printer prior to 
the —— 7 of this act: Provided , That all printing and engraving for the 
Geological Survey, the Coast and Geodetic Survey, the Hyd phic Office of 
the Navy Department, and the Signal Service shall hereafter estimated for 
oupesnhaly and in detail, and appropriated for separately for each of sail bu: 
reaus. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2572, to insert: 


To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the Jaw yran’ 
ing fifteen days’ annual Jeave to the employés of the Government Privhus 
Office, $95,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2576, to insert: 











For protection from destruction by fire of the Public Printing Office bu :n* 
and property,at Washington, D. C., by the introduction therein of such me'0e* 


—_—_ 
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as the Architect of the Capitol and the Public Printer may regard as most effi- 
cient for the purpose, $8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2582, to insert: 


Senate: 
Kor extending Senate boiler-vaults and for additional steam-boilers for the 


same, $10,500, the same to be expended under the direction of the Architect of 


he Capitol. ; 4 : 
a provide independent ventilating apparatus for the restaurant kitchen in 
the Senate wing : the Capitol, $1,500, the same to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Architect of the Capitol. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 2591 I move to add: 

For the construction of an elevator in the east end of the Senate wing of the 
Capitol, in the northeast corner of the corridor of the lower entrance, and the 
closing up of the doorway of the Senate committee-room of the District of Co- 
jumbia, and the building of a new doorway in the southwest corner of said 
room, $15,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; and the Architect of the 
Capitol is directed to have the same completed for use by December 1, 1836. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations which have been passed over will now be stated in 
their order. bah 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it in order to move an amendment now? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Not now, asamendments of the com- 
mittee are still pending. } 

The CuteF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
strike out lines 46, 47, and 48, in the following words: 


For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For completion of building 
under present limit, $97,000. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
heretofore offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words: 

For completion of building under present limit. 

And to insert after the word ‘‘dollars:”’ 


That the act entitled “ An act for the erection of a public building at Denver, 
Colo.,” approved May 8, 1882, be amended by making the limit for said building 
$575,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof. And the Su- 
pervising Architect and the officers of the United States Government having 
charge of the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be gov- 
erned by the limitation hereby prescribed in making plansand contracts for the 
erection of said building. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado that it changes existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the rule is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is that it is not 
in compliance with existing law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That it changes existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the rule that says you can not change an 














existing law? 
Mr, ALLISON. The rule is at the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the clause in regard to general 


legislation, the Chair supposes. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not general legislation. 
Senator can claim that it is general legislation. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no such rule. 

Mr. TELLER. I was aware of it, and that isthe reason why I asked 
for the rule. I want to give the history of this, if I can, before the 
Chair passes upon this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. In this case the amendment is a fac-simile of a bill 
which has passed the Senate and gone to the House and remains un- 
acted upon. So this appropriation has already passed the Senate and 
gone tothe House. I offered this amendment and referred it to the 
Committeeon Public BuildingsandGrounds. The committee reported 
it favorably and sent it to the Appropriation Committee, so that it has 
passed, I think, the necessary committees, and I do not think it can be 
objected to on the question of order. I ask the Senator from Iowa if 
he still insists on the question of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Colorado if this is moved by direction of a standing orselect committee ? 

_Mr. TELLER. It is moved by direction of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I do not think the 


Has it been referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations ? 
Mr. TEL It has been referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, as the papers show. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that if this 
has been introduced on the report of a standing committee and has 
been duly referred under the rule to the Committee on Appropriations 
it is in order. 

a PLUMB. I call the attention of the Chair to paragraph 3 of the 
e. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair has read that. It clearly 
XVII—— 162 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





I call attention to paragraph lof Rule XVI. | 








=_~s> = 
(377 
is not general legislation within the meaningof thatclause. The Chair 
is of opinion that special legislation relates to the item referred to in 
the text of the bill and it does not fall within the class of general legis- 
lation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Under that ruling of the Chair would it not be com- 
petent now to move for the erection of a public building de novo? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Where it has been reported from a 
standing or select committee and referred to Committee on Ap- 
priations in that way it would be clearly in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to say, you can move for the enactment af- 
firmatively for the erection of a new building on an appropriation bill 
and that would not be general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Chair 
There are appropriations of that kind in the 

Mr. PLUMB. But they are to « 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that any 
new item of appropriation regularly reported from a standing or select 
committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations in due 
form providing for the erection of a ne\ lding would be competent. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the it that would not be general 
legislation ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I wanted to know. It has not been so 
held heretofore, and the committee has not acted on that idea hereto- 
fore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
precedent to the contrary. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishouldlike to suggest that I think the Senator from 
Kansas is in error. A year ago, or at least at the close of the last ses- 
sion of the Forty-eighth Congress, by a vote of the Senate precisely such 
an amendment was declared to be in order. Half a dozen or more 
amendments were offered and made a part of the sundry civi! appropri- 
ation bill and became a law authorizing the erection of public buildings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What year was that? 

Mr. DOLPH. That was the last session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, found in the act of March 3, 1885, while the Senator trom Ver- 
mont was in the chair and ruled upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would also call attention 


the 
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has no doubt of it. 
bill. 


rry out existing law. 


oO 


you 


Chair hold th: 


The Chair would be glad to find any 


| to the fact that there are new items of appropriations not provided for 


by existing law reported in this bill by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is one for the custom-house 
and post-office at El Paso, Tex., for procuring a site and commencing 
the erection of a building, $50,000. 

Mr. HALE. That is in pursuance of an existing law which passed 
both Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That.the Chair did not see. The 
Chair is of opinion that new items of appropriations may be reported 
from a standing committee if they are referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations in due order. 

Mr. TELLER. TheChair having ruled my amendment in order 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I shall appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
It certainly will result in this, that there will be no necessity for any 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It will preventin every 
possible way the discussion of the propriety of the erection of any build- 
ing. It will absorb in the hands of the Appropriation Committee and 
in the hands of the Senate acting upon bills as reported the assumption 
practically of all the business of this body. 

I have no objection if that is to be the rule, but I want it so fixed 
as to be thoroughly understood hereafter, because if that is the case 
there will be no necessity for referring any of these bills to the C 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the very first step, as I understand. It has 
got to go to that committee, and when it has the approval of that com- 
mittee it becomes in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas takes an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. The question before the Senate 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair be kind enough to have read the 
precise form of this amendment ? 

The Carer CLERK. In lines 47 and 48 it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘ for completion of building under present limit;’ 
read: 





)m- 


’ go as to 


For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo., $97,009 


Mr. TELLER. It does not raise the appropriation. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What do you add? 
Mr. TELLER. The Secretary will read it. 
The Cuter CLERK. After the word * dollars,’’ 
posed to add: 


in line 48, it is pro- 


That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public building at Denver, 
Colo., approved May 8, 1882, be amended by making the limit for said building 
575,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof. And the Super- 
vising Architect and the officers of the United States Government having charge 
of the erection of public buildings are authurized and required to be governed 
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by the limitation hereby prescribed in making plans and contracts for the erec- 
tion of said building. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me perfectly clear that that is legisla- 
tion. It is the insertion of a provision upon this appropriation bill 


changing existing law, legislating with reference to a public building, 
fixing the limit, directing the architect, and making a new law for the 
erection of this building at Denver. 

Mr. TELLER. Thechairman still adheres to the opinion that there 
is a rule somewhere about changing existing law. I know there is not 
any such rule, and the chairman will not claim that there is. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is it, it proposes general legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. This is not general legislation. That is a very dif- 
ferent question. This is special legislation about an item in this bill. 
{f this is general legislation there is no special legislation atall. There 
is a wide distinction between general and special legislation. There 
can be no special legislation if this is general. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be special legislation then to reorganize 
the Army on this bill because there is an item in it which specially re- 
lates to the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. This is aspecific item for a particular thing, not gen- 
eral in terms or character. 

Mr. DAWES. That is, you can change the law as to any specific 
item, but you can not change it as to any two items. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Chair a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
floor on the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Chair what is the an- 
swer to this provision of the first clause of Rule XVI: 

No amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect 
of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or 
to add a 11ew item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provis- 
ions of some existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Or.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Or treaty stipulation, or act, orresolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Or.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Or unless the the same’’—it is the alternative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Or unless the same be moved by 
direction of a standing or select committee.’’ 

Mr. HOAL. ‘Or unless the same be moved by direction of a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate’’-—the trouble is the last . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Chair, as it regards the first paragraph 
of the rule in respect of increasing items of appropriation, &c., is 
clearly right, because as it respects merely increasing an item of appro- 
priation to carry out provisions of law, if a committee of the Senate 
reports an amendment which is sent in time for consideration to the 
Committee on Appropriations, then it covers that part of the rule. So 
it appears to me; and in respect of a local interest I should be glad to 
have the ruling of the Chair sustained, becavse a later amendment 
will come in like a good many others. 

Now we come to the question under the third paragraph of Rule XVI, 
whether this is an amendment which proposes general legislation, and 
that is all the ground I can see upon which a point of order can be 
made. So the question is whether this is gen legislation? 

My friend from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] said that this point was ruled 
in the session of 1884—’85 by the then presiding officer. I have sent 
for the Journal of that session, and I am not able to find under the 
head of ‘‘ questions of order’’ any other than two questions that arose. 
One was decided by the occupant of the chair, the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], on quite a different point, and the other was 
decided by myself, the then President pro tempore, and also on a dif- 
ferent point, in respect of striking out a part of an amendment which 
made direction as to the service of soldiers who were to be pensioned. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will refer the Senator to the Recorp in a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to hear what that was. In the 
index of the Journal I can not find that the question now presented 
was raised. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to inquire 
if the pending question is not kindred to, if not the same, that was in- 
volved in the cruisers, an appropriation having been made some years 
ago and divers and sundry sections, if not of legislation were 
placed on an appropriation bill directing and describing the éharacter 
of vessels that were to be constructed? Is this not very much thesame 
if not the same question that was then ruled by the Senator from Ver- 
mont in the chair? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great respect to my friend from Tennessee 
(and it is real respect in regard to this matter and all others), I do not 
think it is. There was no existing law which said that no cruise 
should be built beyond a certain limit or ina certain way, or otherwise 
on the subject of the building of cruisers. 

Here, as it is stated, and I assume it to be a oe law 
provided that a permanent building should be at a certain 
place at a cost not exceeding acertainsum. That was complete, compre- 
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hensive, and final, and general legislation in the sense of a genera} .»)4 
permanent provision that did not expire at the end of a year. 

Now then, when you come to the cruiser question, there being ), 
previous law which regulated the construction and equipment, &<__ 4+ 
cruisers, Congress comes to the appropriation of money to build a cruise; 
and the first question in that instance in respect of order on an appro. 
priation bill, there being no existing law upon the subject, no gener.) 
or special legislation upon the subject at all, is whether it would by. 
competent, under the rules, for Congress to appropriate a million do}. 
Jars for the construction of a cruiser. Everybody would say that jt 
would be competent. 

It being thus competent to appropriate that money, the next que:- 
tion would be whether it was competent to provide how and in wha: 
terms and under what limitations that money should be expended. 
and that of course logically would seem to be a question that couh} 
have only one answer. The then occupant of the chair thought j; 
could only have one answer, and I believe the Senate universa||y a¢- 
quiesced. 

Now we have this case, and as I say the Iccal interest that [ repre. 
sent (if a Senator can be said to represent a local interest) gives , 
strong bias in the hope that in some way or other we can get over this 
point in order to get in a little thing that came up in my State; but it 
does seem to me, with greatrespect to everybody, that this provision in 
the third clause of the rule was intended to prevent in an appropriation 
bill the appropriation and the expenditure of money in a way contrary 
to or beyond that in which Congress by a fixed and definite and per- 
manent law had declared it should be done, and that it is stated in this 
case. I have not looked at the Denver law about that, but assuming 
it to be so—— 

Mr. TELLER. It was $300,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my friend from Oregon has found the 
RECORD, to what page does he refer? 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to call attention, in the first place, to the act 
of March 3, 1885, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for othe: 
purposes, found on page 478 of volume 23 of the Statutes at Large 
There is contained in that bill a provision for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Boston, Mass. There area 
number of cases, Philadelphia, Pa., found on page 481; on page 4=2. 
Montpelier, Vt.; on page 483, Nebraska City, Nebr., Wilmington, 
Del., Winona, Minn., Manchester, N. H. 

Many of these provisions were inserted in the Senate. There will 
be found on page 2373 of the Recorp of March 2, 1885, during the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, the following: 

Mr. Vest. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to offer an amendment, to come in after line 315. 

Then follows a colloquy with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] about some amendment he was pressing. 

The Presipine Orricer— 

My recollection is that the Senator from Vermont was in the Chai: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, “ the presiding officer’? always means a Sen- 
ator who is temporarily called to the Chair. It is always ‘‘the Presi- 
dent pro tempore’’ otherwise. 

Mr. DOLPH. The presiding officer said: 

The bill isin Committee of the Whole. 





z 7 * 
The amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vast] will be read 
The Curer CLerk. On page 14, after line 315, it is proposed to add: 

Here follows the entire provision. 

Mr. HALE. Whatisit? Read the amendment then proposed 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. It is as follows: 

That the Secretary of Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a sui site, and cause to be erected thereon, at Mon'tp 
lier, in the State of Vermont, a substantial and commodious public buiiding 
with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accomodation of the post-office, cour'- 
houses, and internal-revenue office. The site, and the building thereon, wie! 
completed according to plans and specifications to be previously made ad 
approved by the of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $/5,("" 
and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from lire 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, inclucing 
streets and alleys; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $75,(10 's 
hereby: appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap)'0- 

riated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until! a valid title to the 
said site shall be vested in the United States, and the State of Vermont s!\4' 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the tim: 
the United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes «x?! 
the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any : 
process therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

Then the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] offered an amen(- 
ment for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building «' 
Nebraska City, Nebr. The chairman of the Committee on Approp! 
tions [Mr. ALLIson] said: 

Is this amendment subject to a nt of order? 

The The r from Nebraska states that by dire~ 
tion of Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds he offers the amen’ 
ment. TheChair thinks the amendment is in order. The question is, Will the 
Senate agree to it? 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Then came the Senator from Maryland, Mr. Groome, who had a 
pill which had passed the Senate and gone to tlie House but had not 
been referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
favorably reported. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] was 
in the chair, and the Chair ruled that the bill having passed the Sen- 
ate it was equivalent to having been reported by a committee and it 
was adopted and passed. referred to changed or was a general or special law. The Chair ruled 

Then came the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] who had not | that it was special legislation and not general legislation within the 
been so attentive to this matter of public buildings as some other Sen- | terms of the rule. The Senator from Tennessee, if the Chair remem- 
ators who had their amendments reported from the Committee on Pub- | bers aright, took an appeal, and the decision of the Chair was sustained 
lie Buildings and Grounds, and he offered an amendment. But before | very largely. The Chair thinks that has always been the case, so far 
I come to that I shall refer more particularly to the amendment offered | as his recollection is concerned, though he has not looked up any pree 
by the Senator from Maryland, which was for the purchase of a site | edents. The language of the rule is that 


ject then before the Senate—what that particular subject was the Chair 
does not now recall 
Mr. COKE. Post-Office subsidy. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was something of that kind 
Mr. HARRIS. It wasasubsidy to American steamers on some lines. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question was whether the act 





and the erection of a public building at Annapolis, Md.: No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be r ed ton 
general ap iati bill. 
Mr. ALutson. I make the point of order on this amendment. ” — ae _ , ; 
Mr.Groome. I will state that this measure has already passed the Senate rhe occupant of the chair as a Senator was always in favor of strik 


unanimously as a bill, and hence I do not think it subject to the point of order. ing out the word ‘‘general’’ before ‘‘legislation’’ and excluding the 
samtnieteadineste horn ree from # committee and re- possibility of changing existing law by an amendment to an appro 

Mr.Groome. It has not been referred to the Committee on Appropriationsas | priation bill, That has never been the rule. The fact is that the 
an amendment to this bill. words ‘‘ general legislation’’ as used imply that other legislation of a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks then it is not in order. special character aolabinn emai tli ao Remar ice ttt, amiga Rts 

Mr. Grooms. But I think the case is exactly like that of the State capital | SP&C* an ee a a a. ae a ae 
of Vermont. Certain it is this isa building for a Statecapital. It isfortheonly | Within the operation of the rule. The Chair would be very glad in 
State capital I think in the Union for which steps have not been already taken | deed if the Senate would determine that no legislative amendment 
to provide — building. I hope, therefore, that the point of order will not 
be pressed ift 


he amendment is amenable to the point could be offered on an appropriation bill. That has not been the pra 
The PR§SIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks if it has not been reported tice of the Senate and is not the rule as the Chair construes it. 
from the Committee on Public Buildings, and referred to the Committee on Ap- Mr. HALE. There is nodoubt but thatthe effect of a decision » 


propriations, it is not in order under the decision of the Senate this morning | ,; ee ver . a : ; 7 onal, am armamd 
on the yeas and nays after discussion asto the meaning of the words “ carrying either by the Chair or by the me nate on appeal, th Ae " = ——— 
out an existing law” or “a bill or resolution previously passed by the Senate | ment as the one offered by the Senator from (¢ olorado is in order would 
oo. . . ses shinaien ob Dentietien.¥ be very far-reaching in its effect not only upon the question of public 
Mr. GORMAN. A moment ago, in a case precisely similar at Montpelier, Vt., yas aiatian -— cmeiemaaihenh los "he eT 
where the bill had passed atoms at the last anit and been capuntnd from buildings but upon overy othe Fr spe ial approp! lation Phe whole tide 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the Chair held that under the of legislation would flow in upon the Committee on Appropriations 
rule that was in order, and it was inserted on this bill within the last half-hour. Nobody who wanted a new public building would go betore the Com- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair was not pres- - 


enbot tit time mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, whose business it is to give 
Mr. Groome. It was on the strength of that decision thai I have moved the | time to such subjects, and submit to the investigation of that commit 
a. : The Chair 2 hi a the di tee and the chance of being reported against; but would some morn 
2€ PRESIDENT pro tempore. ne Chair bases his opinion on the distinctive | ; * in 4 . : wet it ro ho ~vorabl : an 
decision of the Senate this morning after the discussion and upon the yeas and | #28 introduce an amendm« * get 1b report d favor aoly, an | eit 
nays as to the meaning of the words of the rule. referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and make it in order upon 


y - . 3 2 iati bill; and soi the sspects with other levislatio 
Then came the Senator from New York [Mr. Mitze] and offered | “GAP ceuit upon this bill will be, if the amendment offeret by the 
an amendment for a public building at Saratoga Springs, in the State : P ; ? = ve 


Sen ir ; ‘ increasing » Jim pon the cost of this build- 
o 3 ee ees Senator from Colorado increasing the limit upon the 
@ Bow Tork, and the following colloquy took place: ing which is fixed by law is admitted to the bill, that it will be followed 
Mr. ALLison. I make the point of order on that. F by dozens ofotheramendments. The building in Detroit, which I know 
Tanidmkon of Mow Wace What tathe nolns oleae? from a committee? | about personally, is precisely in the situation of the building in Colo 
Mr. ; b ; 
Mr. ALLIson. It is not | from any committee. rado. 
Mr, Mriirk, of New York. The bill from which thisamendment is copied was Mr. BECK. And Brooklyu 
« . > . : . . ‘ » : ° > . . - +. ri . ¥ 
wai tn tha leat C >a Public Buildings and Grounds, and passed this Mr. HALE. And Brooklyn in New York, and Troy, Concord, and 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has it been reportedasan amendment fromany | Others that Ido not now remember. They will all be offered: they 
committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations? will all be pushed upon the bill; and the fault iswith the rule. Under 
That was the point. clause 1 of Rule XVI any amendment of this kind, it seems to me, is 
Mr. Muu.eR, of New York. I think not. in order unless it is genera! legislation, whether it be to carry out the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in order. provision of some existing law or treaty stipulation, or act or resolution 


Mr. Mittzs. of New York. The decision of the Chair heretofore has been the | previously passed by the Senate during the session, or if the same be 
other way, as I have understood it. we ae Se , 7 aa > 4} 
moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate. 


That is, if the bill had passed the Senate, although it had not been | Either the one or the other of all those alternatives, or all taken to 
referred as an amendment to the Committee on Public Buildings and | gether, will embrace twenty bills which were before the Committ 


1¢e O 


Grounds and then referred to the Committee on Appropriations, it was | Appropriations, and which when it completed its work upon this bill 


still in order. That was the decision made in the case of the Senator | were left in a pile upon its table as high as that [indicating] rejected 
from Maryland. There were twenty or thirty of them. 
| Tow stir . 3 whe “ro such ; mendment is genes 
The PRestpEst pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair was not pres- | Now, the question comes whether such an amendment 1s gen ral 
ent when any other decision was made. In the case referred to the Senator | legislation. I am bound to agree with the Chair, I do not believe it 
from Wisconsin stated that the amendment was reported by a committee and | js, General legislation implies that there is another kind of legisla 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


tion. That other kind of legislation is special legislation, but it is 

That seems to be a case where the President pro tempore ruled on the | legislation; it is an act of Congress; itis making law. If 

amendment. That was the case of the Senator from Wisconsin. | general legislation it must be special legislation, and special legislati 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, if no law existed regulating | is legislation appertaining to a particular subject. The pl 


pres teint ren 











the structure of a building and its expense then it would be clear, under | eral legislation”’ is the expressio unius. It implies and carri sist- 
the earlier paragraphs of this rule, that a new item of appropriation, | lessly with it the idea that special legislation may be offered 


there being no law in existence which it would overturn and change, The Senate the other day upon the question whether in an appro 
which had been reported from the committee and sent to the Commit- | priation bill the words ‘‘in-fall compensation ’’ were or were not gen- 
tee on Appropriations in due time would clearly be in order, as the | eral legislation decided that they were not, and they were incorporated 
President pro tempore at that time ruled; and in respect of a bill that 
had passed the Senate, the rule is it is to carry out the provisions of a 
bill thathas passed the Senate. But the amendment offered in the case 
tread by the Senator from Oregon was to do the very thing that the bill 
which had passed the Senate and had not passed the other House pro- 
posed to do, which is quite a different thing. the Chair referred. 

I was sure the Senator from Oregon could find no ruling of mine or Mr. HALE. The fault is with the rule, Mr. President, and I never 
any other President of the Senate which held that when an act of Con- | could see why it was in the readjustment and rearrangement of these 
gress had in specific terms said what should and what should not be | rules and establishing them the little words ‘‘no amendment which 

one on an appropriation bill you could change that and reverse it and | proposes any change in existing law’’ were not substituted 
enlarge it; and that is this present question apparently. Mr. FRYE. That never was the rule in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had occasion during the Mr. HALE. It ought to be, unless the Senate is prepared to accept 
present session to pass upon this very point, as the Chair remembers it, | all the results of this construction of the rule, which I think is rightly 
on the Post-Office appropriation bill, which must be familiar to most | given by the Chair now. So evil would be the result, upon such a wide 
Senators, where the Chair held that an amendment somewhat similar | sea would we be launched, and so little is the Senate in the habit of pay- 
to this, not general in its character, but applying to the particular sub- | ing any particular attention to rules, notwithstanding all this I would 


upon the bill then before the Senate, a general appropriation bill, and 
became a part of the act of the Senate, and when assented to by the 
other House and signed by the President became existing law, not as 
general legislatson but as special legislation. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That was the very question to which 
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vote as a precedent in the Senate on the proposition now before the Sen- 
ate to declare that it is notinorder, There never was a body that was 
so little bound by rules as the Senate. There never was a body that 
paid so little attention to the rulesas the Senate. In all the years past, 
upon propositions making additions and new clauses to bills and to ap- 
propriation bills, the Senate has been in the habit of fixing its own rules. 

Notwithstanding the ruling of the Chair upon this proposition, not- 
withstanding that the logie is in that direction, I would, under this 
undoubted practice and habit of the Senate, for fear of the results that 
would follow, vote here now that this proposition is not in order, 
thereby establishing that as the rule of the Senate until the sixteenth 
rule can be recast. So I shall vote on the appeal that the amendment 
is nu. in order. 

Mr. TELLER. But you think it is. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think itis. I do not mean that it shall be. 

Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, only one word. I, of course, do not 
wish to discuss the phraseology of these rules, but I think it has been 
uniformly held hitherto that amendments of this character are not in 
order. ‘The effect of the adoption of the construction placed upon this 
rule by the Chair would be, in the nature of things, to substitute the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate as the final arbiter and 
judge with reference to all public buildings as against the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE. And pretty much everything else. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe amendment of the Senator from Colorado is 
in order, many other amendments are in order or will be put in order, 
so that we shall have this whole contest with the House of Represent- 
atives upon the question of public buildings in this bill. That isa 
contest upon which I do not care toenter. Of course I shall submit to 
the judgment of the Senate in reference to it, but believing that the 
amendment is not in order I shall so vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like tosayaword. Of course 
I am not an authority on rules, as the President of the Senate 
knows, but I should like to vote, if I could, that the amendment is not 
in order, and for this reason principally: If this Denver bill is allowed 
to become a part of the sundry civil bill in the shape it is by extending 
the limits, there are four or five others which are before us, the Detroit 
building, the Brooklyn building, and other buildings. I havejustsent 
our clerk to the committee-room for the public-building bills which 
have passed the Senate at this session, all of which would be in order, 
and they would all be reported, of course, from this committee, as they 
all have been reported, and they have all passed the Senate and they 
are all tied up in the House. I have not counted them, but there are 
somewhere in the neighborhood of thirty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thirty-one. 

Mr. BECK. Now, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
have never had a chance to consider those bills. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has not acted upon them. Three of us have to goasconfer- 
ees on the part of the Senate to confer with three conferees on the part 
of the House. If any number of these bills are put on, and perhaps 
they all will be (they are very likely meritorious, because the Senate 
acted upon them all, and the presumption is that they are meritorious 
or the Senate would not have passed them), then we meet the House 
conferees, three gentlemen from that body, and they say, ‘‘we agree 
to this,’’ ‘‘ we agree to that,’’ ‘‘ we reject this,” ‘we reject that.” 

We can not say anything wherever they accept because we have passed 
them all, and here we come back without knowledge of them and with- 
out having had a chance to examine them and without having had them 
in such a shape as to enable us to understand them, and just whatever 
the three conferees on the part of the House say they will accept we 
have to accept, and what they say they will reject we have not a word 
to say about, and there we are. Of course, as is well suggested, those 
gentlemen would be glad .to have certain of these bills pass, and then 
they might object to equally meritorious ones which we have put on 
the bill. 

I do not want to be placed in that condition, and I am afraid that I 





shall be one of the conferees, as 1 was one of the subcommittee. That 


is the difficulty I have about it. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for one 


moment? 
Mr. BECK. Certainly. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish to call his attention to the point made by the 
Senator from Vermont. The point made by the Senator from Vermont 
would net extend to any of the bills the Senator holds in his hand. 
Those bills come very clearly under clause 1 of the rule, and the Sen- 


ator from Vermont admitted that they did. 
Mr. BECK. They have all passed the Senate at this session. 


Mr. FRYE. They clearly come underit and are in order. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont makes the additional point, which is a sharp one, 
too, that the bill tonching the public building at Denver is a law now 
on the statute-book not coming as those bills will come, as bills having 
passed the Senate at this session, but being a law on the statute-beok 
the proposition of the Senator from Colorado is to amend it, and the 
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amending of a law already in the statute-book is general legislation, 
That is the point madé by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it be so if the law on the statute-book j 
not a general law? . 

Mr. FRYE. That is the point made by the Senator from Vermont. 
I am not giving my view about it at all, but I only call the Senator's 
attention to the fact that every one of those bills is clearly in order 
under clause 1 of the sixteenth rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator maintain that the third clause , 
that rale does not qualify and in fact render nugatory that provision 0; 
the first clause of the rule? If these matters which are sent from the 
various committees to the Committee on Appropriation are general ley- 
islation, are they not within the inhibition of the third clause? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no question that so far as clause 3 is applica 
it would qualify it; but how can it qualify this item? 


Or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that session. 


There is an act or resolution which has previously passed the Senate 
at this session. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not say that those shall bein order. It js 
stated negatively that nothing shall be in order ‘‘ unless,’’ and then i{ 
you will strike out the second clause and put in the word “ but,”’ so 
as to read, ‘‘ but no amendment proposing general legislation shal! } 
in order on an appropriation bill,’’ you will have it in its logical 
quence. 

Mr. PLATT. The difficulty all arises out of trying to get at an un- 
derstanding of what general legislation is. It is suggested that gen- 
eral legislation is the opposite of special legislation, and therefore that 
all which is special legislation is in order upon a general appropriation 
bill, provided it has been referred to a committee and moved by direc- 
tion of a committee. Evidently that is not so. 

It must be evident to every Senator that certain acts which we know 
as special legislation would from the very nature of the case not be in 
order, although they had been recommended by some committee of the 
body and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Let me give 
an illustration. Suppose in this appropriation bill, as might very proba- 
bly be the case, there is an appropriation for gas for the Capito]. Sup- 
pose that an act to incorporate a new gas company had been referred to 
some committee of this body and had been recommended by that com- 
mittee as an amendment to be inserted after that clause for an appro- 
priation for gas. That incorporation of a new gas company is exactly 
what we mean by special legislation, but that kind of special legis!a- 
tion, I think, it would be very apparent would not be in order; yet 
that is just one of the things that we call special legislation in contra- 
distinction to general legislation, such as has to be pleaded, to be taken 
notice of by a court. 

That can not be the meaning; and without being able to find just 
exactly a reason why I am so impressed, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado must come within the 
third clause of Rule XVI and be general legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course if the proposition of the Senator from Col- 
orado is not general legislation then there is no such thing practically 
as general legislation; the Committee on the District of Columbia could 
report a bill to buy the Washington Gas-works, and it would be in order, 
because it applies only to the Washington Gas-works and not to all the 
gas works in the country. 

The Military Committee can report a bill to establish ten new grades, 
forty new grades in the Army, to provide for enlisting five or ten thou- 
sand additional men in the Army, for putting fifty additional regi- 
ments in the Army, and so you can cover the entire field of legislation, 
because the particular amendment under consideration only deals wit! 
one question; and it is not then general legislation. 

Perhaps it will be said, ‘‘ What is the odds if that be the wil) of the 
Senate?’’ We have had agood deal of discussion in the last few years 
about the functions of the Appropriations Committee, and that comm it- 
tee has been drubbed and cuffed and kicked here about its supposed 
disposition to absorb all the functions of legislation and to render \n- 
necessary, practically, the other committees of the Senate; and in that 
drubbing there seemed to be an understanding, as I supposed, and | 
think the committee did also, that the committee was to stick very 
closely to and to govern itself by the laws that had been passed calling 
for the appropriation of money, and to report nothing except what was 
necessary to carry out those laws. 

That committee itself, of course, would have no objection particu- 
larly to any new deposit of power such as would result from the ado)- 
tion of this idea, but it would make the appropriation bills the vehic!«s 
to carry all the garbage of legislation. It would be absolutely impos- 
sible that anything that could be suggested, unless it was unusual!y 
vicious, conld be refused entrance on appropriation bills. Here are 
dozen, fifteen, fifty men, all the members of the Senate, interested in 
something that has not had the good luck to get through both Houses. 

You could take our entire Calendar and get votes énough at almo-' 
any stage of proceedings on an appropriation bill of this kind, especial! y 

this one which is the omnium gatherum of all the bills, and pu} on }t 





every single thing that was a claim, and it is idle to say that thr Sen- 
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ate would resist it. This combination of interests—not speaking of it 
offensively at all—would always be sufficient to do it. By the same 
token that I would agree to the proposition of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, he is bound to agree toany proposition I advance in regard to 
amending the bill. 

In this way the bill is loaded down with measures which, whether 
they have received the favorable consideration of the Senate or not, 
have not received the favorable consideration of the other House so as 


to become laws, and so are wanting in one of the essential elements | 


necessary to constitute legislation, to wit, the consent of the other 
pody of Congress. 

They then go into conference, where, as the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. Beck] says, there are three men who direct the bill on the part 
tne Senate and three who direct the bill on the part of the House 
who meet for the purpose of determining what shall go into it. 

The suggestion has been already made audibly to the Senator from 
Jowa that if these matters go in the bill they must not be given away. 
That amounts to simply this: that these matters are put on with this 
kind of understanding and are vital in some way. If they are not put 
on the bill finally the movers will not be offended, but of course if the 
committee yield, the result is the Senate stand in compact phalanx be- 


hind the conference committee and say, ‘‘ You shall not give that up; if | 


you give up one you give up all; if you do not give up all you must 
not give up any.”’ 

There the House stands and the House says, ‘‘ Of course we have got 
to accept all or none, because here stands the Senate with this power- 
fal impulse of private interest’’—not offensively speaking, but of 
those things which concern the district or State of the different mem- 
bers who father these propositions and have them puton the bill. And 
thus we compel the House to enter on this course of legislation in vio- 
lation of its own rules, in violation of propriety, in violation of every- 
thing which cencerns the dignity and the orderly procedure of that 
which finally becomes law. 

I do not mean to say that I am any authority on the question of the 
rules; but whatever they may be, there can be no more vicious thing 
than to have that established asthe rule. There will be no legislation 
anywhere except on appropriation bills, because it would be idle to 
work on the Calendar, except the private claims, that are excluded by 
another clause of the rule. Why not wait until the last moment and 
then take up bills for the Army establishment and for everything else 
that anybody happens to be concerned in, that have been reported from 
acommittee and put them on appropriation bills, send them to the 
other House, and then send three men along with them to determine 
which of them shall be given away, and yet under the impulse, if we 
give anything away, we are subjected to the reproach of having dis- 
criminated against some one. 

Iam speaking now of the general unwisdom of that kind of pro- 
eeeding, whether it be applicable to the frame of mind in which the 
Chair may be about this matter or the Senate itself. So far as that 
part of it is concerned, this thing applies to myself as well as anybody 
else. I have a public-building bill which I should be glad to put on 
this appropriation bill. It has gone through that stage of legislation 
which, as the Senator from Maine argues, entitles it to go on this bill. 
He says that while you can not do anything in regard to a measure 
which has passed both Houses, at the same time if it has only passed 
one House it may be put on this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. It isnot worth while to discuss it. The Recorp will 
show it to-morrow unless it is altered. 

Mr. FRYE. It will not be. 

Mr. PLUMB. And soon. That will be the worst possible condi- 
tion of things that could arise. As I said a moment ago, I have a bill 
that has the Senate increasing the appropriation for a public 
building at Fort Scott. I should be glad to put iton this bill. Of 
course | am not going to be virtuous enough to keep that off if all the 
others are going on. 

So it goes, and it will be a matter of surprise to my mind, under this 
construction of the rule, if the whole seventy-six members of the body 
do not find occasion to get something or other on this bill that is ma- 
a to their State or to the particular locality in which they happen 

ive. 

I think the bill had better be held open for a while in order that every- 
body may get in his amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to discuss this question at any length, 
but the fearful results of this ruling have so stirred up the Senator from 
Kansas that it seemed to me I might suggest that this was not a case 
where he should apply quite so much terror to the Senate. This case 
sa one at least, and it will be well enough for the Sen- 
ate to meet the fearful cases as they occur. When we propose general 
legislation, the repeal of the Army bill, or a general increase of the 
Army on an appropriation bill, that will do. 

Now let me state what the trouble is at Denver. Denver is the capi- 
talofColorado. In 1882 an appropriation was made for a public building 
there, which was limited in its cost to $300,000. The Government 
paid $65,000 for a piece of land and thecitizens around there paid $35, - 
000 and gave it to the,Government toward paying for theland. They 
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have got up to. the level of the street now with the building after three 
years, and itis a question to-day whether you will put wooden beams 
in it or whether you will have iron beams in it. 

The Treasury Department say that with the appropriation heretofore 
made they can not complete the building without making it disgrace- 





it can not be built in the town under the 
ordinances of the city, because within the fire limits just such a build- 
ing as that they do not allow any citizen to build. Besides, this building 
is to be constructed under the wing of a building that cost $800,000 
not counting the ground. The State has a little new public building, 
a capitol, costing two millions, or somewhere in that neighborhood, and 
the Government of the United States is to put upa building with wooden 
beams and wooden columns inside of the fire limits, unless prohibited, 
as I hope they will be if the limit is not increased, by the city, or else 
they can stand still. 

A suitable building can not be constructed with the $97 with 
wooden beams. It isan absolute necessity that the building stop where 
it is or that the limit of cost be extended. 

A bill for this purpose passed the Senate. It has had all the ne« 
sary observation of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and the Committee on Appropriations; at least it was referred there 
and I was there with it, but I did not get much consolation out of the 

Now, I hope the Senate will put the amendment in the 


O00 even 


ecs- 


committee. 
bill, and then if any unworthy case comes up from Kansas or Nebraska 
or any neighboring State that can be acted upon when it is presented 
without prejadicing my case. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire tosaysimplyaword. Iwas not myself under 


taking to express any opinion whatever touchingthisrule. I wassimply 


| undertaking to show the point which the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 


EDMUNDS] was making, and the admission which he made apparently 
would admit every bill the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] held 
in his hand. I did not express any opinion myself as to whether or not 
they wereadmissible under the rule, and Lavoided doing it for this reason: 
I had occasion to examine once the decisions of the Seuate on questions 
of order to see whether or not they ought to be incorporated in the 
Manual, and I found that it had been the habit of presiding oflicers 
leave more than half the questions of order to the decision of the Senate, 
and I found on the very saine day decisions of the United Stat 
exactly the opposite of each other. 

I found the decisions a perfect medley, and that the Senate always 
determined questions of order by the present wish of the Senate as to 
the enactment into law of any measure pending. For that reason I 
wished entirely to withhold my opinion of what the rule is, because | 
am going to vote against the proposition to receive any of these billsas 
amendments to this appropriation bill, and therefore I did not wish 
to express an opinion as to what the rule was, 

Mr. TELLER. But you think they are in order? 

Mr. FRYE. I am going to vote that they are not in order. 

Mr. TELLER. But what does the Senator think about it? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not wish to say what I think about it, because I 
prefer to vote that they are not in order. 
or other. 

The Senator from Iowa has a proposition, which passed the Senate 
and passed the House, for a public building in Lowa, which was vetoed 
by the President of the United States. There is one in Ohio which 
was vetoed by the President of the United States, and one in North 
Carolina which was vetoed by the President of the United States. And 
if the Senate determines that that rule will admit of these building 
bills which have passed the Senate, it will admit of every one of these 
buildings; and I do not know what the result of that will be. I had 
rather myself go home in one week from to-day than to sit here and 
undertake to pass a vetoed bill. 

Mr. TELLER. This is not to pass a law, but to erect a building 
The law is already passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I was not talking about the Senator’s case. he § 
ator from Vermont makes an entirely different point on that case. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this argument and discussion, I think, 
very clearly illustrates the fact that the rule of the Senate is simply 
whether the Senate desire a bill passed or not. It is in order il 
wish it to pass according to the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE) and it 
is not in order if the Senate does not wish it to pass. The proposition 
of the other Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is, that the ruling of the 
Chair shall not be sustained because the rale isa bad rule. The rule 
is, as the Chair has declared it to be, that special legislation is not get 


3 Senate 


I wish to go home some time 


sen- 


we 


n- 
eral legislation—a very plain proposition—and that special legislation 
can not be proliibited because general legislation is prohibited. 

The Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Beck] says that the decision of the 
Chair ought not to be sustained because the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have not been able to consider whether they will reverse the rul- 
ing of the Senate or not. The Senate has passed certain bills. Now 
the objection is that the committee have not had time to consider 
whether the Senate was right in passing those bills or not, and that 
the action which the Senate has taken may be reconsidered by th 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Why, Mr. President, I do not think that character of argument is 
worthy of the Senate. The rule is plain, as the Chair has decided. 
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General legislation is not special legislation. Toamend a bill relating 
to a particular individual does not make it refer to other individuals 
or to the country at large. Theseare plain propositions. You can not 
make a rule that no special legislation shall go upon an appropriation 
bill, because an appropriation bill is legislation, and a large part of it 
must be always special legislation in the very nature of things; and 
if the Senate has passed these bills and the House shall concur, either 
in a conference upon this appropriation bill or in any other way, they 
ought to be provided for. 

If the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is right, itis the duty of 
the Senate now to pass this amendment and it is not excluded by the 
rule; but if we have rules, it isa very poor argument to say that be- 
cause they are bad rules we shall decide that they are not rules. It 
seems to me that the objections to the rulings of the Chair conclusively 
establish the propriety of it and of the Senate taking action on thesub- 
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lowing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 
A bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler. 


and 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (1. 
R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension 
to Emily J. Stannard, which were, in line 6, to strike out the words 
** one hundred ”’ and to insert the word “‘ fifty;”’ and in line 7 to strike 
out the words ‘‘ June 1, 1886’’ and to insert the words ‘‘ the passage 
of this act.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives, and ask for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLarr, Mr 
SEWELL, and Mr. Wriison, of Maryland, were appointed. 

ELLEN SADLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1492) for the relief of 
Ellen Sadler, sister of JohnSadler, which was, at the end of the bill, to 
add the words ‘‘to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Re tatives. 

The amendmght was concurred in. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out 
the clause from line 46 to line 48, inclusive, as follows: 


ject. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. In view of the statements made by 
Senators regarding the rule, the Chair will avail himself of the second 
clause of Rule XX, which provides that— 

The presiding officer may submit any question of order to the decision of the 
Senate. 

The question submitted to the decision of the Senate is whether this 
amendment is in order. Those who hold that the amendment is in 
order will say “‘ay;’’ those of a contrary opinion, ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the 
question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 21. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Not knowing how 
he would vote if he were present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. If he werchere, 
I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ‘oan I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For completion of building 
Aldrich, Coke, Miller, Teller, under present limit, $97,000. 
— a wo, a, Mr. TELLER. Will it be in order for me to offer this amendment 
Call. — | a ; in the Senate when the bill is reported to the Senate? 
Chace, Mahone, Spooner, The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair will have to hold, under 
NAYS—23. the decision made by the Senate, that it is not in order. 
Allison, Frye, Hawley, Plumb, Mr. TELLER. I suppose wecan take thequestion then on the ques 
peek. . $ Hbson, a, " tion of order. a . © ; 
Soenees ray, ngalls, Souistary, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. course it can be presented. 
a a a ae, Mr. TELLER. I ask if the chairman who hasthe bill in charge will 
Kdmunds, Harris, Palmer, Whitthorne, let this be passed over? I do not know whether this ought to be 
Evarts, Harrison, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. stricken out or not. 
ABSENT—20. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
age —— er taveen, h, of the committee —— out this —. a . 
— ‘ne paeEee rger, Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that my recollection is that the 
ee Gone, Mitchell of Poe” Sentord, Supervising Architect of the Treasury, Mr. Bell, said to the committee 
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Vance, that it would be a blunder to insert this appropriation of $97,000 for 
eee, qoneoet Vieride, Seam, Willson of Md. the completion of the building at Denver, that it can not be complete: 
Conger, Kenna, Payne, . a. ° sy ae 
Cullom, Logan, Pike, for that sum in such a way as to make it at all a satisfactory building, 


that we ought to allow it to go until the limit is extended by law. 
He says he can not complete it for this money, and it would be useless 
to a it. I think I amcorrect insaying that. The chairman 
will ect the facts. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose the building can be erected {01 
any such sum. I said it could not be built, and that it ought not to 
be built, but the Senate, contrary to its own judgment upon this mat- 
terrorized by the that the can not take care of 
tself, terrorized by the tion that the Senate is not able to con- 
trol its vote and can not when to put on an appropriation bill 


Bemato ; on, has voted against the express judgment of sever! 
tors. 


This is not a matter of very great consequence to the State of Colo- 
rado, yet the United States has scarcely ever put adollar in that State. 
We get nothing of the t appropriations. You appropriate millions 
of money for rivers harbors, and you appropriate not a dollar for 

State. A Territory for sixteen years, we never 
a small amount for a peniten- 
tiary. We have had no help from Government at all, and when 
we come here to build Sea, ceed cateaeriaiioe i t when 
compared side by side with many private the spasm of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is held not to bein 
order. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HARRIS. ILask consent of the Senate to give notice at this time 
that I will to-morrow move to amend the third clause of Rule XVI. 
I also introduce a resolution for that purpose and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be received and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

‘The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That the third clause of the sixteenth rule of the Senate be, and the 
same hereby is, amended by striking out of the first line of said third clause 
the word “general,” and insert after the word “legislation,” in said first line, 
the words “ which modifies or changes existing law.” 

So that said clause will read: 


‘‘No amendment which proposes legislation which modifies or changes exist- 
ing law shall be received to any general priation bill.”’ 


eaving the balance of said clause as it now exists. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TowLxs, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of 5 Sauer. 

The message also announced that the House had the bill (S. 
1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
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ae let it stand uncovered and unfinished. To say that the 
Senate is so fearful that it would not know where to stop, when here 
is a case where the Architect came before the committee and declared 
the building must stand still now or this change must be made, when 
the Senate has said after careful deliberation by its committee that it 
is proper to increase the limit of cost, I do not know that it makes 
very much difference to me whether this item comes out or whether it 
in. 
7 BLAIR. As I was justobserving to the Senator from Maine in 
a conversation with him, if he had got up here in the Senate and made 
his argument upon the basis that the construction of the rule was 
wrong he would have been overwhelmingly defeated; but he got up 
and said to the Senate that the Chair was right, but it is going to keep 
us here a great while. He says this in substance. “He says: ‘‘ The 
Chair is right, but notwithstanding the Chair is right, Iam determined 
to be wrong.’’? That was the position which he took, and his colleague 
said he wanted to go home and see his folks; and, accordingly, this mat- 
ter was decided against the sense of the Senate and the rulingof the 
Chair. Everybody who has made an argument here to-night on this 
question of order has admitted that the Chair was right in his ruling. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair withdrew his ruling and 
submitted the question to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know the Chair withdrew his ruling, but neverthe- 
less that was out of regard to the customs of the Senate, it having been 
stated upon the floor that the Senate was accustomed to decide one 
way or the other, disregarding the idea of consistency entirely, accord- 
ing to its present wishes. That may be all right, but there are some 
instances where this is working great hardship at the present time. 

In my own State there has been $200,000 appropriated for the erec- 
tion of a public building at thecapital. It is the first public building 
of the slightest consequence ever erected in the State. 

It is approaching completion, and it has been discovered that $35,000 
more is indispensable in order that it may be made a fire-proof build- 
ing. The matter has been submitted to the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, and on June 7 he sends this letter to the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
. Washington, June 7, 1836, 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt by reference from you of 

letter of Hon. WiLL1AM Manong, chairman of the Senate Committee on Pub- 

lic Buildings and Grounds, dated the 4th instant, in to the advisability 

of increasing the limit of cost of the court-house, &c., building at Concord, N. 

HL, from $200,000 to $235,000, in order to permit of fire-proof construction. I re- 

y recommend the additional appropriation of $35,000, in order that iron 

and iron roof-framing can be used and to permit the substitution 

of iron for wood in stairs and of hard-wood finish instead of pine for the in- 
terior trimmings. 

ully, yours, 





M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 

To the honorable the SecrEeTaRy or THE TREASURY. 

That is a letter which he writes on the 7th of June; and further on, 
June 17, he directs this letter to Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, House of 
Representatives, who represents the district in which the building is 
being erected, acknowledging the receipt of his letter, and says: 

Linelose herewith copy of a letter of the 7th instant— 

Which I have read. 

The additional $35,000 is asked in order that the floor-beams and roof-framing 


of the building can made of iron, and to permit the substitution of iron for 
wood in stairs, and to use hard-wood finish instead of pine for the interior 


ings. 

This building is to be constructed of granite, and all the mason-work will be 
first class in particular; and it seems to be very desirable that an addi- 
tional ion of $35,000 should be made as soon as possible, as the struct- 
ure is now ready for the first-floor beams, which will have to be put in—— 


Mr.PALMER. What is the question before the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question before the Senate is on 
Saale a certain clause in regard to the Denver court-house and 
building. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thisis the point to which I wish to call especial atten- 
tion. The building is in process of completion, and under the contract 
must very soon be finished, must be finished, and will be finished be- 
fore the next session of Congress, and this appropriation must be made 
immediately. 

The letter continues: 
As the structure is now ready for the first-floor beams, which will have to be 


put a within the next two or three weeks, unless action is taken by Con- 
gress matter, there does not seem to be any necessity for argument to 


show the of making the work fire-proof and to put in first-class in- 
terior finish. vy i P P 
Respectfully, yours, 


M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 
There are a few cases of this kind, and it seems to me that when the 
ruling of the Chair was admitted to be right, we ought to have had the 
courage of our convictions to see that the money already appropriated 
to some ot these buildings in process of construction is not practically 
wasted for the lack of a few dollars in order that they may be com- 
weer in a fire-proof way and so as to be durable and serviceable pub- 


ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on the amendment 


gS, 
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Mr. HALE. In the next clause the amendment, instead of being 
agreed to, should be disagreed to, because, upon subsequent inquiry, I 
find that the money there appropriated is needed for completing the 
purchase of the ground. It is not intended to go on with the building 
until the limit of cost is removed by a law passing both Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That amendment has already been 
agreed to, the Chair is advised. Does the Senator move to reconsider? 

Mr. HALE. I move to reconsider, because I was not present at that 
time. 

Mr. PALMER. That was not agreed to. 
ally by the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 


It was passed over inferm- 


The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
strike out lines 49 and 50, as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Detroit, Mich., for continuation of building, 
$50,000. 

Mr. HALE. That should be disagreed to 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is for the purchase of ground the lan- 
guage ought to be changed so as to read: 

For purchase of ground. 

Mr. HALE. In the Supervising Architect’s office, where a provision 
has become a law for the purchase of groundand the erection of a build- 


ing, they construe this phrase as covering ground and all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any necessity for $50,000? 

Mr. HALE. They have paid out already the previous appropria 
tions, and this is needed for the ground. It is not intended to go on 
with the construction of the building until Congress passes a law. It 
is not proposed to put this in by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Missouri that there is a balance now on hand which, with this $50,000, 
may leave, after the purchase of the land, a balance, and on that ac- 
count it was putin “‘ for continuation of building.’’ I think the phrase- 
ology has usually been ‘‘for the purchase of land and continuation of 
building.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is the ground going to cost? 

Mr. PALMER. Nearly $400,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, striking out lines 49 and 50. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment passed over was to strike out from line 63 to 
line 69, as follows: 

For custom-house at Galveston, Tex.: That the sum of $25,000 appropriated 
by the sundry civil appropriation act approved July 7, 1884, for continuation of 
the court-house and post-office, be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and 
made available for the completion of the custom-house at Galveston, Tex 

Mr. ALLISON. When that paragraph was under consideration there 
was a difference of opinion between the members from Texas and the 
committee as to whether, outside of this appropriation, there had been 
the amount authorized by the original law providing for this building; 
and on a careful examination I find that this appropriation when in- 
serted in this paragraph will only meet the $125,000 provided for. 
Therefore the amendment of the committee should be disagreed to and 
the paragraph allowed to stand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised there is 
amendment pending to this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I do not offer any amendment to it. 
the paragraph to stand. 

Mr. COKE. Theamendment of the committee striking out the clause 
has been non-concurred in I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isnon-concurred in. 
stands. 

The next amendment passed over was, after line 187, to insert: 

For the purchase of land, and buildings thereon, being lots numbered Ll and 
12 of the subdivision of square numbered 689 on the original plat of lands in 
the city of Washington, bounded north by South B street, east by New Jersey 
avenue, and west by South Capitol street, $275,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary; said purchase to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, for 
the use of the Treasury Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment passed over was, at the beginning of line 435, 
to strike out ‘‘ That’’ and insert ‘“‘And;’’ in line 437, after the words 
** denominations of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ones’’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ in the 
same line, before the words ‘‘ and five,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twos ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘two;’’ after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in the same line, to strike out 
the words ‘‘on all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury, in 
payment of the appropriations made in this bill and other expenditures 
or obligations of the Government. That;’’ in line 440, before the 
words “‘thesilver’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ after the word ‘‘receivable,’’ in 
line 441, to insert ‘‘ redeemable; ’’ and after the word ‘‘ character,’’ in 
line 446, to strike out the words ‘‘ and shall be redeemable in standard 
silver dollars on demand, and when paid into the Treasury shall be re- 
issued, subject to the provisions herein for the redemption of the same,”’ 
and insert ‘‘Provided, That said denominations of one, two, and five 
dollars may be issued in lieu of silver-certificates of larger denomina- 
tions in the Treasury, and to that extent said certificates of larger de- 
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nominations shall be canceled and destroyed;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
silver certificates in denoininations of one, two, and five dollars; and the silver 
certificates herein authorized shall be receivable, redeemable, and payable in 
like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by the 
act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character:"’ Provided, That said 
denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver cer- 
tificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to thatextent said certifi- 
cates of Jarger denominations shall be canceled and destroyed. 

Mr. BECK. Itis 11 o'clock. I desire to say something about that, 
but it is too late now. Perhaps we can take up other amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had hoped we could finish the bill to-night. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Take up the other amendments. 

Mr. BECK. ‘Take up the other amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will consent that this be passed over for the pres- 
ent and that we take up the other amendments which have been passed 
over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This amendment will be passed over 
and the next amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations reported to 
strike out the clause from line 1112 to line 1124, inclusive, as fol- 
lows: 

Mint at Philadelphia: For the removal of the steam-power piant to the north- 
west corner of the mint property, locating the boiler-room outside of the walls 
of the main building, for underpinning, new walls, girders, brick-work, new 
boilers, engine, steam-pipes, and shafting, $54,639.20; and for construction of 
vault for the storage of silver dollars out of the present boiler-room, $60,000; in 
all, $114,639.20; to be expended under the immediate supervision of the super- 
intendent of the mint at Philadelphia, on contract, subject to the approval of 
the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. ALLISON. Since that amendment was reported by the com- 
mittee the committee have made further examination of this question. 
I believe that the first portion of the clause should be agreed to down 
to and including line 1117, and I move instead of striking out the whole 
paragraph to strike out lines 1118, 1119, 1120, and 1121, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ cents.’’ 

Mr. HALE. That does not include the vault? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, after the word 
‘cents,’’ to the end of line 1117, the following: 

And for construction of vault for the storage of silver dollars out of the present 
boiler-room, $60,000; in all, $114,639.20, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on striking out 
the remaining part of the clause. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the remaining part of the clause will not be 
stricken out. ‘ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BECK. You agree that the remainder of the clause shall 
stand ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The superintendent of the mint at Philadelphia 
was present in the committee the other day. I think the Senator from 
Kentucky was not there at the time. 

Mr. BECK. Is the chairman content that the remainder of the 
clause shall stay in the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. Then I have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To avoid any misunderstanding the 
Secretary will read the part of this clause left in the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mint at Philadelphia: For the removal of the steam-power plant to the north- 
west corner of the Mint property, locating the boiler-room outside of the wal)s 
of the main building, for underpinning, new walls, girders, brick-work, new boil- 
ers, engine, steam-pipes, and shafting, $54,639.20; to be expended under the im- 


mediate supervision of the superintendent of the Mint at Philadelphia, on con- 
tract, subject to the approval of the Director of the Mint, 


Mr. HALE. Should not that be ‘‘ subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury ?”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. _I think so. 

Mr. HALE. That is our general rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the words 
‘Secretary of the Treasury’’ will be inserted in line 1124. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the last clause be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Subject to the approval of the Director of the Mint, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. No; “Subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury,’’ in place of ‘‘ Director of the Mint.’? We do not want two. 

Mr. ALLISON. Strikeout ‘‘ Director of the Mint’ and insert ‘‘ See- 
retary of the Treasury.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will again be re- 

rted, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To be expended -under the immediate supervision of the superintendent of 


the mint at Philadelphia, on contract, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 
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Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
agreed to in that form. 

The next amendment passed over was, in line 1416, after the words 
“Capitol terraces,’’ to strike out— 

For continuing the work upon the terraces of the Capitol, sections marked 
K, D, and J, as shown on printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury (Exeeutive Document No. 9, first session Forty-eighth Coy- 
gress), including wages of mechanics and laborers, and for reconstructing boiler 
vaults connected with sections C and K, $150,000. 

That the unexpended balance of the appropriation for continuing the con- 
struction of the terrace and grand stairways of the Capitol made in the at ey- 
titled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” is hereby 
reappropriated or rendered available for the continuation of that werk during 
the fiscal year 1887. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


All work upon the Capitol terraces shall be suspended till a further plan 
shal! be submitted to Congress providing for committee-rooms upon the west- 
ern front of said terraces, with proper ventilation and light from windows in 
the outer western wall. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this improvement was commenced de- 
liberately by Congress and has proceeded up to the present time very 
satisfactorily. The original ideaon which the appropriation was made 
aggregated an estimate of $815,000. The idea upon which this esti- 
mate was made and the appropriation which followed was simply this: 
The defect in the architectural plan and structure of the Capito! is that 
the building is too wide for its height. It was impossible to raise the 
Capitol and it was impossible to put another foundation under it. 

It was thought then by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds after mature deliberation that the only way to remedy this 
matter was to construct this terrace, giving to the foundation of the 
Capitol on the western approach an appearance of solidity and of addi- 
tional height. That was the theory on which Mr. Olmstead made his 
plan, and the plan has proved to be a correct one. 

In this original idea as before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds no great stress was laid upon the proposition to obtain rooms 
for the use of either House of Congress. That was a subsequent mat- 
ter. I have stated what was the principal idea, and that was to rem- 
edy this defect in the architectural plan and in the appearance of the 
Capitol, but, at the same time, if we could secure additional rooms that 
would be no objection and might be a small argument in favor of the 
appropriation. Mr. Olmstead asked how many committee-rooms would 
be necessary, and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds told 
him thattwenty would beenough. Underthis plan heobtained twenty- 
eight. They are each 25 feet by 15 in size. 

Itisnow proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to do away with 
the very object that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grouuds 
had in view when they recommended this appropriation, and which 
was the main feature and almost the only feature of the architectural 
plan adopted by Congress and proposed by Mr. Olmsted. It is pro- 
posed now to do away with that appearance of solidity on the part of 
this terrace and to put windows into it for the purpose of lighting these 
committee-rooms; in other words, to make this Capitol look like a 
Pennsylvania barn with windows in the lower story. 

Mr. ALLISON. Red lines. 

Mr. VEST. Isupposeso. I suppose hereafter red lines will be pro- 
posed if this change is made in the terrace. I understand it is saidi—! 
have not heard the argument on the other side except by report, but I 
understand it is said—that these rooms are not sufficiently lighted. I 
have examined the rooms personally. They are all of good size and 
there is a window to each room opening on the area. Here is the plan, 
if any Senator desires to look at it. 

There is an area, and between the rooms upon the inner space and 
the outer space, to each of these rooms there is a window with a door 
opposite, giving ventilation. There isa space above to give light to 
these committee-rooms. They are not lighted as any outside room 
would be. It is the same defect which the Senate Chamber has and a! 
interior rooms must have; but at the came time it is not dark, and it 
is sufficiently lighted for all purposes of committee business. 

Another objection, I understand, that is made is that these rooms 
are damp. They are damp now because they are unfinished and be- 
cause no fires have been built there; but after they have been once thor- 
oughly dried out and completed there can be and will be no complaint 
on this score. 

What would be thoughtof a gentleman who would construct a build- 
ing for a private residence worth $100,000, with a lower story or foun- 
dation taking the place of this marble terrace, who would then put 
windows in it looking on the street? 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Senator ever see on this continent, or e!sc- 
where, any great building, or any small building, that was intended 
for the use of human beings, where around the bottom of it th-re is to 
be a plain unrelieved blank wall such as would be put around the 
base of a monument, without windows in it; and if so I should be 

lad to have the Senator tell me where that building is to be found? 

T sevoadied-a-anaianate dethibetn aa? ton wht find one. 
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Mr. VEST. Take any of the old private buildings in Washington | 
and you will not find the thing the Senator speaks of. 

Mr. HALE. An unrelieved wall at the bottom the height of a story | 
without windows in it? 

Mr. VEST. You will not find windows looking out upon the street. 
You will find that in the lower story the windows look out upon an 


area. “ 
Mr. HALE. I never saw such a house, and the Senator can not find 


one. E e | 
Mr. VEST. Well, sir—— 
Mr. HALE. They all have windows in the basement. When they 
were building this Capitol originally with a basement, why did they 
not leave that without windows? That was the old basement. How- 
ever, 1 did not mean to interrupt the Senator from Missouri. I shall 
have something to say by and by. 

Mr. VEST. I find the letter that was written by Mr. Olmstead —— 

Mr. HALE. I have just sent for that, because I want to use it. 
Mr. VEST. Ihaveit. Itisnothing butfair and just that we should 
hear what this architect says in regard to this matter. 
Mr. HALE. I should like to have that whole letter read. 

Mr. VEST. I intend to read it, if the Senator will contain himself 
a moment, 

Mr. HALE, I did not know but that the Senator was proposing to 
leave out this valuable literature. I want it read. 

Mr. VEST. I intended to have read every word and line in it. 
ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I 


Hon. Witi1aAM B, ALLISon, 
Chairman of Committee of Appropriations, 
United States Senate: 

Dear Str: I respectfully ask that the attention of your committee may be 
invited to certain considerations affecting the question of opening windows in 
the outer wall of the terrace of the Capitol. 

The essential purpose of the Capitol is provided for in a range of halls for 
legislative assemblies with connecting corridors, ante-rooms, and side rooms, 
and this range is manifested exteriorly by colonnades and other decorative feat- 
ures carried around the entire building. It is set well above ground, and is 
held up and made more conspicuous and notable by a very plain basement 
story. ° 
Below this basement ‘story there are foundation -walls, and between these 
foundation wallsaceliar. Itis not customary in buildings of any importance 
to make a show of the foundation walls or of the cellar. It would detract from 
the dignity of such buildings todo so. That the cellar may be lighted and ven- 
tilated it is usual to make what in common city buildings is called an area, 
within which windows are opened through the foundation walls into the cellar 
insuch a manner that they can not be seen ina general view of the building 
from the outside. 

This is essentially what has been done in building the Capitol, the area on the 
west side being a very large one. There are rooms of some importance in the 
cellar story, but these rooms are not designed to be presented to view, nor can 
they be presented to view with propriety any more than the coal vaults or any 
domestic offices in the cellar of ordinary fine large town houses. 

The original design of the Capitol hasthus been sufficiently explained. Now, 
as to the construction that is being added to it, called the terrace, it must not be 
supposed that this has been designed with the slightest idea of amending or re- 
organizing or overruling the original design of the building. It has not been 
intended to make a more important feature of the cellar part of the building, 
to bring it out of und or to light it. Had there been any such purpose, had 
Congress asked for a plan for any such purpose,a very different plan would 
have been devised for it from that of the terrace. Nothing whatever of what 
has thus far been built of the terrace would have been proposed. 

What, then, was the object of the terrace? The answer may be given in this 
way: 

Here is a great and costly building, the greater part of the cost of which has 
been directed to the purpose of producing a certain impression on the minds of 
those looking toward it, and an impression that should be associated with ideas 
of the strength and majesty of a great nation. 

There is nothing more necessary to a successful realization of such a purpose 
in a building than that it should seem to stand firmly; thatits base should seem 
to be immovable. There is a difficuity in making as strong an impression in 
this respect as is desirable when an extraordinarily massive structure is placed, 
as in the case of the Capitol, hanging upon the brow of a hill. 

The object of the terrace was to more effectually overcome this difficulty. 
How was it to be accomplished ? 

It was to be accomplished by setting a strong wall into the face of 
the bl in front of the foundations of the building; that is to say, in front of its 
cellar wall, Such an outer wall, it was calculated, would have the effect upon 
the eye of adam holding back whatever on its upperside looked liable tosettle 
toward the down-hill side. Every dollar thus far spent on the terrace, and on 
the grounds in connection with it,has been spent on the supposition that this 
calculation was soundly made. If it was soundly made, then it will appear that 
the opening of holes in this wall would leave the same effect as the opening of 
holes in a . It would make the building behind it look less secure in its 
foundations, less firmly based on the down-hill side, 

Another of stating the intended effect of the wall is that it would seem 
to overcome all tendency of the upper part of the hill to be squeezed out by the 
Weight of the great mass of masonry above it. 

Now, such a wall being seen a short distance in front of the cellar wall of the 
Capitol, it is of no consequence, with reference to the purpose stated, whether 
the space between the two is ocuupied by solid earth, or whether the earth is 
exeavated, and in its place cross-v’alis built, by which any tendency of the cellar 
walls to slip out would be resisted. The result must be the same, a firmly re- 
inforced In this case the arrangement of cross-walls has been adopted, 
and it has been thought that an advantage wou!d be gained by making the spaces 
a = cross-walis available for storage vaults, and in those parts where, 

r 


mt, a sunken area hud been provided for the lighting of 

the cellar of the =e building, that the spaces so cuined should be prepared in 
: them equally suitable with the best of the present cellar 
rooms in respect to the requirements of light and air. But the advantages to 
ned in this way have always during the ten years in which the scheme 
under discussion been presented as incidental advantages simply, not 


to this incidental purpose, and more especially to the require- 
ment of additional committee-rooms, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds was asked to say how many additional well-lighted and ventilated 

rooms were desirable. The auswer was that twenty would be enough, As the 

plan stands now, twenty-eight rooms are provided for, Their average area is 





25 by 15 feet. Each has at least one window opening upon the area, and the 
smallest of these windows measures 8 by ll feet. There ts a large door oppo- 
site the window of each room opening from aspacious corridor, through whicha 


thorough draught can be ca 
well lighted, 
Respectfully, 


rried, 


Phe rooms would be large, lofty, airy, and 


FRED'K LAW OLMSTED, 


La toot 


lscape Archite 
WASHINGTON, July 15, 1886 


Mr. SEWELL. I desire to make an inquiry. This work is now 
being carried on under the authority of law, and the House provision 
is to conduct the work. The Committee on Appropriations strike out 
the provision, thereby suspending a present law. I make the pointof 
order that there has been no reference from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds or from any other committee recommending 
this to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest other amendments for additional work are 
not in order, being general legislation. I make that point of order. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, the point is that Congress can not at 
any time stop appropriating money. 

Mr. SEWELL. You can not change existing law by an amendment 
to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the proposed amendment in italics now before the 
Senate—that is, the motion to strike out and insert? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArRIs in the chair). The mo- 
tion is to strike out and insert; to strike out the text of the bill as it 
comes from the House and insert the words in italics. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I rose for the same purpose as the Senator from 
New Jersey. I desire to ask the Chair how this language—I do not 
speak of the mere stopping of the appropriation; that is a different 
thing—how this affirmative enactment that ‘‘all work upon the Cap- 
itol terraces shall be suspended till a further plan shall be submitted 
to Congress providing for committee-rooms upon the western front of 
said terraces, with proper ventilation and light from windows in the 
outer western wall,’’ can be supported in the face of the ruling the 
Senate has just made? 

Mr. HALE. I give my own answer to that. There is no law that 
fixes the kind of work that shall be done upon the terraces. It has 
never been the subject of any law. From year to year the Congress 
has appropriated sums of money and has declared how they shall bespent. 
After great solicitation, after being besieged and be-et early and late, an 
appropriation was made allowing this work to be begun; and while 
that is notimportant I may say, in passing, every appropriation that was 
made was made upon theagreement on the partof the architect and Sena- 
tors who were urging the measure that there should be windows on 
the outside; but appropriations were made from time to time, and each 
year the question whether there should be any work done, where it 
should be done, and how it should be done, has been settled upon the 
appropriation bills. There is not any law anywhere which declares 
that after an appropriation which has been made shall be spent the 
work shall be done in any particular way anywhere else, but it has 
awaited the action of Congress from year to year in appropriations. 

Now all that is sought in this amendment is no change of law. It 
does not propose to change any law, but to provide, in view of future 
appropriations, that a plan shall be submitted. This is what is done 
with reference to every structure that has ever been made by the Gov- 
ernment. From year to year when naval ships are being constructed, 
Congress intervenes and says that the workshall not go on until plans 
shall be submitted to Congress with a view to its enlightenment. 

It is a direction as to the appropriation, and the power of limiting 
an appropriation and its uses has never been questioned by Congress. 
That is not the question we have already passed upon about general 
legislation, about removing limits, and all that, but it is the?method 
of expending the money. I should be glad to have any law cited that 
shows how this money shall be spent. 

Mr. VEST. I have sent for the sundry civil act of 1883 in which 
this appropriation was first made; and here is an extract from it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will sus- 
pend a moment. A question of order is raised as to whether or not 
this amendment is in order. 

Mr. VEST. Iam speaking on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has indalged others to 
speak, though the questionis not debatable. TheChair is not disposed 
to interpose objections. 

Mr. VEST. The provision of the actof March 3, 1883, is as follows: 


And hereafter all changes and improvements in the grounds, including ap- 


| proaches to the Capitol, shall be estimated for in detail, showing what modifi- 


cations are proposed and the estimated cost of the same. 


That is a clause in the sundry civil appropriation bill of Match 3, 1883. 

Mr. HALE. This is the same kind of a clause, that there shall be 
a plan submitted to Congress. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill only say this: So far from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds having recommended any such legislation as 
is contained in the Italics on poge 59, that committee are unanimously 
opposed to any such legislation, and are here to-night protesting against 
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it. We protest against taking this work out of the hands of the archi- 
tect. After Congress has agreed to appropriate $815,000 for the con- 
struction of it, and after completing one-fourth of this work we are op- 
posed now to stopping it and retaining it in this unfinished condition, in 
order to meet the ideas of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that I do not 
agree with him. I do not admit anything that he has stated about 
the agreement here to appropriate. There has been nothing of that 
kind. 

As to any change of plan, and as to its being sought now by the 
Committee on Appropriations or any member of it to take this out of the 
hands of the architect, before this discussion closes it will be shown 
that this architect has been going along from time to time and making 
changes that never were thought or heard of, and the Committee on 
Appropriations is only seeking to maintain the original design of this 
work. If Iam not able to show that before this thing is through, then 
I will back out from this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUMDS. Did the original design provide for windows 
down here? 

Mr. HALE. There never was a time since the thing was started 
when the appropriations were discussed in the Committee on Appro- 
priations that the question was not asked will there be light, bright, 
and well-ventilated committee-rooms on the interior walls, and it was 
always said thatthere would be. TheSenatorfrom Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], the colleague of my friend at my right, who is much interested 
and has had the charge of this matter so far as anybody has had on the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, always claimed that 
that was so; and when on the north side we came here at the end of 
the work and complained and found fault that there were no rooms 
out there with lights in them, it was said that upon the north side 
they proposed to have store-rooms without windows, but that upon 
the west side, looking out upoa thesun and upon the light and the air, 
we were to have committee-rooms; and never till we got here this win- 
ter was there any suspicion in the mind of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, who made these appropriations, that there were not to be 
committee-rooms there. 

It has gone on in a bold and defiant and flagrant way in opposition, 
and the letter that has just been read introduced a theory about this 
dam or wall outside that was never thought of originally when dis- 
cussed here in the Senate. * 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I hold in my hand—and it is the 
most complete answer to the Senator from Maine that mortal man can 
conceive of—the estimate and plan submitted by Mr. Olmsted, from 
the Architect’s Office, United States Capitol, Washington, D. C., Sep- 
tember 27, 1883, giving the dimensions of this terrace, giving all the 
details, giving the estimated cost down to the minutest particular, and 
there is not one word about these committee-rooms. 

Mr. DOLPH. What document is that? 

Mr. VEST. The executive document referred to in this bill, being 
a ‘‘ Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates for 
proposed terrace and approaches for the United States Capitol, Wash- 
ington, D. C., December 5, 1883--Referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations,’’ of which the Senator from Maine is a member, and he 
voted for the appropriations under this estimate and plan; and I want 
him now to show me what he says was always discussed in committee. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator that without consultation 
with a single member of the Committee on Appropriations that has 
from year to year considered this subject (and no other committee has 
reported these appropriations), I appeal with confidence to every mem- 
ber of that committee in years past whether every time that that 
matter came up and we were solicited to make appropriations it was 
not upon condition that these exterior walls should have well-lighted 
committee-rooms with windows on the outside. 

Mr. VEST. Is it possible that the Committee on Appropriations 
have gone on with an estimate of $814,000 for this work, and they say 
now that this thing rested in a verbal understanding? 

Mr. HALE. We never adopted thatestimate. We always declined 
giving the $814,000. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the estimate placed before that committee, re- 
ferred to it. 

Mr. HALE. I know that we rejected it. We never ad that 
estimate. They wanted us to give $800,000 outright, so that could 
go on and have their own sweet will here and do what they oe 
and the committee always declined to do it, but jealously wa and 
guarded, and gave the appropriation piecemeal, because it felt that 
this work had got to be watched. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Maine was there or not a per- 
spective drawing, a plan, an elevation of this work? 


Mr. HALE. Never submitted to the committee with this line of 


blank wall. 
Mr. VEST. Here it is, ‘‘referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions,’’ the whole of it. 
Mr. HOAR. Has there not been all these years in the room of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, or elsewhere, a map, an 
elevation, seen by nearly all the members of both Houses of Congress, 





——— 


and was there not one hanging on each side of the terraces half way 
down? 


Mr. HALE. Idonotknow. There neverwas brought to the Com. 


mittee on Appropriations that reported these appropriations any ide, 
or suggestion that there were not to be committee-rooms on the ex. 
terior walls. In fact that was negatived when the appropriation wa, 
given, and the debates will show that from time to time that was on, 
_of the things which commended the proposition, that there were to }y. 
committee-rooms. 


Mr. HOAR. I think this is rather an important question, and | 


should like to be sure that I understand my friend’s measure, and | 
will put the question again. My memory is that there have been {y; 
the last two or three years, in various places about the Capitol, dray. 
ings in perspective or otherwise, showing this wall, and showing j, 
without windows as it is now proposed, and that there was a pictur 
in the room of the Committee on Public Buildings und Grounds, ani 
that there were two of those drawings on the second terrace showing 
that thing. 


Mr. HALE. It has never been the understanding either in the de. 


bates here or in the Committee on Appropriations when the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] came from the Committee on Pu}! 
Buildings and Grounds and presented it—never. On the contrary 
terms that was all negatived. 


Mr. SEWELL. Was not the matter in charge of the Committ: 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. HALE. The appropriations have always been made in the ay 


nual appropriation bills, and it was understood Mr. Olmsted wa 
going on under the limitations contained in these bills. 


Mr. SEWELL. Under the charge of the Committee on Pub) 
Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. HALE. I suppose it was under the direction of the Arc! 


of the Capitol. 


Mr. VEST. There has never veen an appropriation that our commit 


MI 


tee didnotappearand urgeit. I distinctly affirm here, and every mem. 


ber who has taken any interest in the matter will corroborate what | 
say, the Senator from Kentucky and my colleague opposed this appro- 


priation as originally made. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor 
RILL] and myself—and I acted only as the adjutant in the matter— 

Mr. HALE. I should like the Senator himself to ask the Senato 
from Kentucky if he was not surprised when he came here this winter 


and found that there were not windows in the western wall of this 
structure? 


Mr. VEST. I affirm this: that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] and myself explained and had before us that identical dia- 
gram now being examined by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] which was submitted to the Committee on Appropriations in 
1883. e argued this case upon that estimate and upon that ides 
and we carried the vote upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Upon the proposition that there were not to be com- 
mittee-rooms on the outside walls? 

Mr. VEST. There is not one word in that paper about a committee- 
room. It was stated by theSenator from Vermont [Mr. Morri1}, and 
Mr. Olmsted had given the information to our committee, that if we 
needed committee-rooms they could be made there, but that was simply 
an incident to the main improvement. 

Mr. HALE. It was made a very important matter in the Commit 
tee on SS 

Mr. V . Mr. Olmsted’s idea and the idea of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds from the ing was to relieve the 
Capitol from the architectural defect that was thought to exist in ‘| 

Mr. HALE. When did the Senator first hear of this idea of this be- 
ing a dam around the Capitol? 

Mr. VEST. From the time I read that paper in 1883 and from the 
time Mr. Olmsted first ap before our committee. I became a 
member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds seven 


ears ago. 
’ Mr. HOAR. What is the question? . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is indulging debate on the 
question of order. 
Mr. HOAR. It is not onthe question of order, but on the merits. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Executive Document No. 9, Forty-eighth Congress, 
first session, contains a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury ¢™- 
bracing estimates for this work, accompanied by a ground plan and by 
a front elevation showing what the basis of this terrace work was to be. 
and everybody will see who looks at it that there is no provision !0° 
windows, but every provision for solid blocks of stone in every face © 
those bases on all sides, and nothing else, and the Senator from Maine 


will be obli to admit that if he will come and look at the diagram. 
Mr. H I do not dispute that the diagram isso. I say it w% 
never ; never. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see. I find, opening the first book that 
happens to be on my desk, and the very last appropriation I think for 
this purpose, which I presume is like its predecessors—here is the pat 
agraph: 


For continuing the construction of the terrace and grand stairways of tle Cap- 





i i i ire ee oe 





1886. 


ee 


itol, as shown on plan 





accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
(Executive Document No. 9, first sessipn Forty-cighth Congress), including 
wages of mechanics and laborers, $200,000. 


So that the very last appropriation of Congress, as I have no doubt 
all its former ones were, expressly required that the work should be 
constructed in accordance with that plan, and that plan excludes win- 
dows from its front faces. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me further, he will find that 
so careful was Congress in guarding this matter that it declared no work 
should be done any more than on the north side, and that it should 
only come out to a line that should be parallel with the extension of 
the front line of the Capitol. It expressly in terms excluded the idea 
that it adopted that plan upon the western side. 

The Senator will find, either in that act itself or in the act of one of 
the other years, how carefully Congress reserved to itself the control of 
the plan, and in terms declared that it did not adopt that plan, but 
they should not go beyond the line which should be a continuation of 
the west wall. nators who were members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will remember how carefully that was guarded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That proposition I deny, and insist upon the 

roof, 
, Mr. HALE. I will show it to the Senator in the laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is the law. 


Mr. HALE. I sayit is either in that one or in the one for the next 
year. : ; : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not in this one, unless in a different part of 
the act. 


Mr. HALE. I will show it to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the time this law was passed, the 3d of March, 
1885, according tothe best of my recollection the work was substan- 
tially completed on the north front, and this last sum of money that 
has been appropriated was for continuing the work around to the west 
front where it is now being done. The very money that is named in 
this bill has been spent under this appropriation, and this appropria- 
tion says that that money shall be spent in that plan, and that plan 
says that there shall not be any windows in the faces of it. 

I should be glad to know by what authority it is. Ifthe Senator can 
find the law, 1 would be glad to see that statute. 

In respect of putting holes in this terraceand spoiling its appearance, 
I saw in the newspapers the other day, if I may refer to it, a pretty 
rough illustration and statement that it would be like asking of Sena- 
tors to move their eyes down from their heads into the middle of their 
stomachs. ‘That is a good way to look at it. 

Now, Mr. President, Iam for utility. I was for utility when a large 
majority a good many years ago voted that they would provide for a 
library by extending the central eastern front of this Capitol, and it 
ought to have been done; but we were finally beaten out of it on the 
ground that it would injure somewhat, as was supposed, the architect- 
ural of the building. 

We started on the ground of utility in this instance. It was sug- 
gested that we could have rooms which could be used for one purpose 
or another, committee-rooms if you please; but there wassubmitted to 
Congress before the work was undertaken an exact proposition of how 
the work was to be done; and Congress in its appropriations in every 

_ instance, I believe—certainly in this last one which I happened to turn 
toat random, having the book before me—provided that the money 
should not be expended in any other way, that it should be done in 
that way, because to do it in any other would destroy the effect of the 
thing. If the Senator can show us any law by which we changed that 
plan, which is in the very last act we passed, or anything which should 
guide the architect I should be glad to see it. 

Mr. HALE. I have sent for the book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Maine will sus- 
pend the Chair will dispose of the question of order. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to-night offered an amendment making 
an appropriation changing the limit of the cost of a public building. 
The Senate by a decided majority held that that amendment was out 
of order. This amendment of the committee strikes out an appro- 
priation that appears in the text of the bill and inserts a legislative 
provision without an appropriation. The Chair holds that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 
as Mr. ALLISON. Then in lines 1422 and 1423 I move to strike out 

one hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five ;”’ 
80 as to read: “*$175,000;’’ and then to add: ‘‘of which sum $25,000 
may be expended for the completion of the work on sections A, C, E, 
L, and M of said terraces. ’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. How is that? 


Mr. ALLISON. I will state the object of that amendment. It is 
merely to reappropriate what is the unexpended balance provided for 
in lines 1424 to 1432, inclusive. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to test the sense of the Senate at some time 
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when it is fuller than now upon an amendment which shall cover this 
feature of committee-rooms and that the money shall not be expended 
in that direction. 

I have found the provision of law that I sent for, showing how care- 
fully and judiciously Congress from time to time protected this matter 
and did not in any way adopt or embrace the entire plan. In the ap- 
propriation act of 1884, the same the Senator from Vermont was read- 
ing from but which he did not find, I find this proviso at the end of 
the appropriation: 

Provided, That the work under this 
north front of the Capitol build 
line of the west front of the § 


ynfined to the 
hall not extend westward beyond the 
of the Capitol. 


his appropriation shall be «x 
ing, and s 

snate Wing 
And the consideration of the Senate and debate of the Senate 
Mr. VEST. What was the date of that law ? 


Mr. HALE. It was the sundry civil appropriation act of July 7 
1884, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. This is March 3, 1885 


Mr. HALE. It was a previous one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This gave the plan on the west side. 

Mr. HALE. Itshows how carefully guarded Congress intended this 
work should be, that it never would adopt or embrace or admit this 
plan as a whole. 

I do not believe that there are ten men in the Senate who until this 
year knew or suspected that all this line of work was to be completed 
on the western side, a plain blank, dull, staring wall, with no com- 
mittee-rooms lighted by exterior windows. When this first came to 
the committee which was considering this subject and making this ap- 
propriation, the Committee on Appropriations, there was not 2 mem- 
ber on it who was not surprised and astounded, and we adjourned and 
went out onto the terrace to seeif it was possibly so, because from the 
beginning that was a distinctive feature, and understood. 

Whether the architect had made a plan of that kind that was not 
submitted generally to members I do not know. I never saw it. It 
never occurred to me that there was to be this work done within the 
walls upon the outside. I shall prepare the amendment I suggested 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will read the whole of the paragraph of the act 
of July 7, 1884, the proviso of which the Senator from Maine has read, 
in connection with his remark that the committee did not understand: 
that this money was to be spent in accordance with a particular plan 


For constructing terraces north of the Capitol— 


This was in 1884. The act I read was the next year, afterward, 
when we had got that done. 
For constructing terraces north of the Capitol, section marked A, as shown on 


printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
tive Document No. 9, first session Forty-cighth Congress 


Execu 


The very plan I have shown you where windows were excluded all 
around— 
$60,000, including wages of mechanics and laborers: Provided, That the work 


under this appropriation shall be confined to the north front of the Capitol 
building. 


The reason for that was as I remember it in general (I do not know 
what took place in committee, of course, but what I heard outside and 
in the Senate Chamber) was that some members of the Senate and a 
good many members of a body that I may refer to in that Congress, the 
House of Representatives, did not wish to go on with the work for one 
reason or another. 

It was stated all the time that the House themselves did not want 
that sort of thing, and there was considerable trouble in getting them 
to agree to an appropriation at all. So the appropriation of 1884 was 
confined to the north front to see how it wouldlook. That being done, 
we came to 1885, and then the Committee on Appropriations, in inno- 
centignorance of this plan but knowing enough of it torefer toit by name, 
although they did not take the trouble to look at it, said, ‘‘ We will 
go on with the west front and spend $200,000, or whatever it was, there, 
in accordance with that very same plan, which excludes windows; and 
if the architect had proceeded to putin windows he would have violated 
the law, because the law said he should follow that plan, and that plan 
confessedly shows that no windows are to be admitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. MAHONE. With the permission of the Senator from Iowa I 
ask leave from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to sub- 
mit three amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I ask 
that they be. referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that they be not printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; I want to see them in print. 

Mr. ALLISON. They can easily be printed and be back here by 11 
o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o’clock and 45 minutes p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 24, 1886, at 11 
o’clock a. m, 
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ro . .a DA : ; : = ruis 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. to print them. I neversaw them before. I do not know for what pur- . , 
pose they are published, but I suppose to cast some doubt upon the jor 
FRIDAY, July 23, 1886. statement I made when the riverand harbor bill was under discussi; 2 r 
The Hou ‘el ieeinth tek Wn tie i Kis that the chamber of commerce and the merchants of New York had » ter 
T 1 — met at 11 o" ock a. mM. I ray er »y Rey. Dr. BULLOCK. petitioned for the expenditure of a million of dollars. I 
Che Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. Now, it is unnecessary for we to call attention to the fact that the $80 
EMPLOYEES IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. resolution of the aeanae af eoneapemne — — does as apply to ool 
. yA? : . the provision of the river and harbor bill at all, but to another provis- , 
The SPE oR ks of » se a lette Secretary ; | 
tl Int wn 7 - > - ore the we 7 wee ee ey . ion they desire to have inserted in the bill. I have a telegram in my . 
He *nterior, transmitting, in compliance with section 194 of the Kevised | hind from the chairman of the harbor committee of the chamber ¢ of : 
Statutes, a list of the ndmes of the employés of his Department for the commerce, received in answer to a communication I addreased to | } 
year 1885; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in in the Qllowing sneer a 7 
the Interior Department. ™ F . : ) 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hes not directed the printing of this New Yore, July 22, 16s que 
. es Hon. Apram 8S. Hewitt, M. C.: E 
document, and will not do so unless such be the pleasure of the House. SekentspouBelie, Bathechp engrave yous views; which are wholly tt : 1 
: : . “Ex : ‘ ¥ . yo y. Eutirel) cy yews, y those of : 
It is a very voluminous document, containing simply the names of em- | chamber of commerce. Kindly appear in behalf of chamber before Committe. sity 
ployés in the Interior Department. on Commerce to-morrow a.m. 10 sharp. Our last chance. } 
euuate Wits ReveneED A. FOSTER HIGGINS, Chair. i 
ey c sL iEPERRED, - 
ae : : oF } 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; I ask permission to insert the letter, with the telegram, in full in the oa 
which were read a first and second time, and referred as indicated: RECORD. aw 
The bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett—to the Com- Mr. BURLEIGH. I object. ey . to 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. WILLIS. I shall not make any objection, if a brief letter from 4 
The bill (S. 821) for the relief of James M. Wilbur—to the Com- | the Chief of Engineers be allowed to go in, in connection with it, which pe 
mittee on Claims. has just been received: 
The bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Lorenzo A. Clark—to the Orrice oF THE Cuter or ENGINEERS, Untrep STATES ARMY (L 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Washington, D. C., July 22, 18% 
The bill (8S. 1162) for the erection of a post-office building at Lynn, DEAR Sir: Colonel Houston reports that by means of the hydraulicexcava os 
Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. the depth on Gedney’s Bar has been within a month past, since the contract Irs 
The bill (S. 1889) fi . , blie buildi Nel k have been able to put on sufficient plant, been increased 2} feet, making thereby A 
The bill (5. 1889) for the completion of a public building at Nebraska | t)¢ depth about the same as in the interior channels (the main ship). [1 ca. tio 
City, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | of further increase of depth on the bar, the attainment of which there is no good loc 
The bill (S. 1987) for the relief of David L. Brainard—to the Com- iT Fipon’s Knoll. would be necessary to increase likewise the interior « 
: —— } 
mittee on c laims. . r . s The estimates for this operation are > given in the papers herewith. an 
The bill (8S. 2024) for the relief of Thomas Smith—to the Commit- Very respectfully, &c., 
tee on Claims. 70m KEW TON, ( 
The bill (8. 2424) granting a pension to George W. Kincaid—to the | yon. a. s. Win. Ree  Maincers, S 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Chairman of Committee on Harbors and Rivers. | 
The bill (8S. 2487) granting a pension to Andrew Muacklin—to the —— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ENGINEER OrFice, UniTrep STATES Army = 
The bill (8. 2488) grantinga pension to John B. Fuller—to the Com- New York, July 21, 1886 di 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. | My Dear Parke: The morning papersstate that Mr. Hewitt move: to strik ji 
The bill (S. 2551) granting an increaseof pension to Thomas B. Shaw— | out the appropriation for Soeneew ementaf New York Harbor, on the ground th 
he © 5a Invalid P . , |} that there was no definite plan, (See inclosed slip.) : p 
to t ue ommittec on invalid fs ensions. ae Ae est .| In Gillespie's report tothe Chief of Engineers, page 779, annual report for 1885 . 
The bill (S. 2584) to authorize the commissioners of the District of he estimates $620,000 for dredging in the main channel west of Flynn’s Kn: u 
Columbi: “onder at tock Creek for the purpose of a park to | This will have to be done, whatever plan of dikes may be finally adopted, unless W 
peppery ” ow ~ on | : ad at Rock a k oo 2 oe s 4s = \ - it should be decided to improve the Swash Channel, in which case a much larger H 
be called Rock Creek Park—to the Committee on the District of Co- | , ,ount of dredging would be necessary. These are both inside the bar b 
lumbia. | One million dollars could be advan‘ageously applied in deepening the main 
The bill (S. 2660) granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner—to the ship channel and in coutinuing the work on the bar (Gedney’s Channe!). _ h 
C ittee Invalid Pensions | ‘The assistant engineer reports an increased depth on the bar of 2) fect fora ai 
ommittes on inva ensions. ‘ . ‘ | width of 800feet. Thisdepth and width will be increased this season, and should | 
rhe bill (S. 2699) granting a pension to Sarah E. Norton—to the | be maintained by hydraulic excavators independently of any plan of improve 0 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ment by dikes, which latter would take some years to build. This increase: t 
The bill 8S. 2720) to relinquish the interest of the United States in ee necessitates the improvement of the main ship chanuc! \ 
certain lands in Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. The present results on the bar and the character of the material give reaso! 
able promise of pocmeneney. or maintenance at a moderate expen t 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, events, having obtained the increased depth, it should be maintained un . 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: “"Supiaaaanet = City ceo Cane Seneenery. § 
=? . a 


To Mr, DAvipson, of Florida, for this day, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Lourttit, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. J. M. TAYLOR, until next Monday, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. NEGLEY, for one day, to attend to public business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in 
the RrcorD remarks on the bill (8S. 1486) to authorize the Denison and 
Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw, 
without leaving copies, testimony filed in support of the bill (H. R. 
4399) granting a pension to Capt. H. C. Nichols. 

FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to present the 
views of a minority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
upon House bill 4620, reported yesterday from that committee; for the 
purchase of land for the Federal building in Brooklyn, N. Y. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. HEWITT. I desire to occupy a momentor two with a question 
of personal privilege. Upon the first page of this morning’s RECorRD 
will be found what appear to be two petitions, one from the Chamber 
of Commerce of New York, the other from sundry merchants of New 
York city. Unanimous consent to have these printed in the Recorp 
was granted yesterday to my colleague [Mr. BuRLEIGH]. These pa- 
pers are not addressed to the House or the Senate; they are addressed to 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. Of course no member had 
any knowledge of the contents of these petitions when leave was granted 


Ne 


D. C. HOUSTON. : 
General J.G. Parke, Washington, D. C. | 


Report of Board of Engineers, page 786, annual report of 1855 
*. ~ ” - - > 


Dredging would be needed through the 25-foot shoal west of Flynn's K: 

Colonel Gilléspie’s estimate for a channel through this shoal 1,0U0 fect 
and 30 feet deep is 962.000. 

if after the construction of the dike the main interior Seenete should re? 
as they now are, this dredging would form a part of the plan; butas that is 
certain, and as much relief would be afforded here by a clear channe! 1 ,(000 fect 
wide and 28 feet deep in advance of the completion of the 30-foot channel! on 
the bar, dredging to that extent is recommended. 

Colonel Gillespie estimates its cost at about $420,000. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from New York did 
state on the floor of the House that the chamber of commerce and the 
merchants of New York were opposed to the insertion of this 2ppropr!- 
ation of $750,000 for the New York Harborin the river and harbor!) 
and yet the chamber of commerce has sent to theSenate and presented 
here a petition or series of resolutions in which this $750,000 is reco:.- 
mended, and showing that they are in favor of this identical bill. ‘Thc 
bill and resolution and memorials of the citizens of New York are now 
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and, sir, the gentlema 
states when he refers to Senator WARNER MILLER’s bill, No. 215°, | 
think with reference to dumping refuse matter in the harbor of New 
York, what is a mistake when he says that is what they referred ( 
a hey, so state themselves. And the gentleman from New York is ™ 
taken. He takes the back track now, as he always does. Flanghter. 
Just the same position that he took when the distinguished chair: 
of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. MorRISON ] came in here wit) 
his bill, he was in favor of what he considered as the foundation ston es 
of his tariff bill, the three articles of lumber, coal, and iron ore to | 
on the free-list; but he took the back track on that. [Renewed !aug!i- 
ter.] He will ‘take the back track, I have no doubt, upon the distin- 
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1886. 
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guished gentlem from Missouri on hissilver bill. I shall be prepared 
for that at any time. 
The trath is that the gentleman from New York is not well. 
ter.] But the nation is well. 
In the last six years, sir, the foreign trade of this country shows 
000,000 increase of our exports over our imports. The importa- 
tion of gold the last six years was $200,000,000 in excess of the expor- 
tation, while of silver it was fifty millions exports more than our im- 


[Laugh- 


rts. 
eur. MORRISON. I must insist upon the regular order. 
Mr. BURLEIGH. I should Jike to have just a moment longer. 
The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded. 
Mr. BURLEIGH. All right; I withdraw my objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded now, and of neces- | 


sity this matter ceases. 

Mr. MORRISON. ¢ 
mit a privileged report, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before the gentleman proceeds, it seems to me that 
my colleague has made some remarks that justify me in asking the in- 
dulgence of the House for a moment or two in reply. I do not want 
to intrude on the House [cries of ‘‘Go on!’’], but 1 think I should-be 

rmitted to make at least a brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I have withdrawn the objection to printing. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution of the chamber of com- 
merce to which my colleague refers is in the following language: 

And we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to the discre- 
tion and judgment of the Secretary of War, but not to be confined to any one 
jocality or plan of improvement. 

It is, therefore, a protest against the provision contained in the rivet 
and harbor bill, which is in the following words: 

Harbor of New York: 
Continuing improvement: To secure a 30-foot channel at mean low water at 


the Sandy Hook entrance to the harbor, upon such plans as the Secretary of 
War may approve, $750,000. 


Now there is but one improvement going on at that point. We made 
an appropriation of $200,000 in the appropriation bill of last year for 
dredging Gedney’s Channel, of which $15,000 has been expended in pre- 
liminary surveys and investigations. One hundred and eighty-five 
thousand dollars of this fund remain on hand and have not been ex- 
pended, because they can not be until the plans are prepared. In addi- 
tion to this amount this bill proposes $750,000 more. It is against that 
which I protest, not against putting in money to improve New York 
Harbor, but against continuing an improvement behind which it has 
been intimated to me that there may be a job; and since the gentleman 
has raised this question in this manner I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read a letter from Mr. Higgins, chairman of the committee 
of the chamber of commerce, in regard to this whole operation, so that 
the country may know what is going on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JULY 22, 1886, 

My Dear Mr. Hewitt: Yours of yesterday is at hand, and every word you 
write is exactly what I have confidently expected from you. I think it is due 
to you to state to you fully what has occurred. Your free and positive expres- 
sion of an intention to put your foot on jobs met with my sincerest sympathy, 
and I determined to meet you more than half way by forcing our bill—then all 
in shape—constituting this harbor commission, to be composed exactly as rec- 
ommended by those eminent men Generals Totten, Bache, and Commissioner 
Davis, more than twenty years ago, with the addition of two civilian members 
to represent New Jersey and New York. This bill had been committed to Sen- 
ator MILLER’s care last year and he wished to reintroduce it. My own feeling 
was that no jobs could well be foisted on the Government when such aboard sat 
there watching everything. The b:ll was studiously left alone until a few 


weeks ago, when to my astonishment letters and verbal communications were 
received by the éxecutive committee of the chamber of commerce from Sena- 


tor MILLER sta that it was hopeless to try to pass the bill for a harbor board 
this session, but he could get a million of dollars inserted in the river and 
harbor bill for New York as a ginning of permanent improvements to be con- 


tinued, and that the chamber had better drop the bill and accept the appropri 
ation. A council was called of all the members of the executive committee of the 
chamber and of my committee on harbor and shipping and the questions dis- 
cussed of what was best. I set forth most forcibly that I was sure you would 
oppose any such request, as there certainly did not exist any accepted plan of 
manent improvements, and that I could hardly believe the engineers of the 
nited States were ready to put forward any definite plan. That the work of 
leveling Gedney’s Channel was well eoeains 
for that and ,000 more had been asked for that work in accordance with the 
engineers’ 
of dollars wii 
they avowed 


y 


themselves as ready to reject MILLER’s proposalifIsaid so. You 
can see my dilemma; and I frankly said, why of course, gentlemen, I can not 
be so un as to an offer of a million of dollars, provided it is nota 
wooden horse—to bind usdown tosome scheme or other. So we resolved to have 
Mr. MILLER notified that we accepted his offer of the million, provided it was to 
be spent on such plan as the Secretary of War should decide to be one best calcu- 
lated to be self-maintaining and adapted to the wants of the harbor; at the same 
time to say to Senator MILLER that the bill must not be dropped, but urged for 
In reply, Senator Mutter had to admit that the item had been in- 
serted in such language that it would be to commence the work recommended 
by the engineers in their rt. Of course this would be to commit us to that 
alone, and shut off all consideration of any other or even examination of 

_ plainly evident intention to keep all matters here confined to the exclu- 
ve j t and control of the engineers of the Army alone. The United 
States board (quoted above) y warns against having the sole and exclu- 


sive judgment of enginee ; 
: rs, and this all seemed to me more of a job than any- 
thing I heard of elsewhere, When I state to you briefly that this scheme 





I am directed by the Committee on Rules to sub- | 


and that beyond that I knew of no way of spendinga million 
any certainty of good results. I entirely convinced the council, and 
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| proved it. 
| that the condition must pre 


| correspondence with Senator MILLER 


| Preamble and resolutions adopted by the commerce 





i 
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that there was $180,000 in hand | 


| as its executive, functions it can call on and consult engineers, like ot 


eo) 


389 


involvesa system of stone walls or jetties projecting out from Coney Island some 
to 6 miles, absorbing and destroying forever existing channels all largely 
used, involving an absolutely unknown limit of expenditure, but declared in 
the outset to involve not less than $6,000,000, and admitted to be so tentative that 
the work itself is recommended only to proceed as the result of each step is seen ; 
in other words, to spend millions to find out that they are wasted; but, worst of 
all, the whole plan confining the channels to one single entrance, and produc- 
ing such a revolution in the entire operations of nature that no one can possibly 
predict what destruction will not be thereby accomplished, You will see how 
wild and utterly unworthy such a plan appears to a business man. At ail 
events nosuch scheme will ever be adopted here with my consent until the wis- 
dom of more than United States engi: has been invoked upon and has ap- 
Senator MILLER was given in unmistakable language to inderstand 
ede the 1ccompany it, and that it must not 

be committed to any predetermined I have interchanged some very plain 
told him if he dropped this bill and 
tmy duty to make a public ex- 


“m 
redit onhim, He declared he n tto pass 


seers 


and 


accepted this sop in place of it I would 
planation, which would not reflect 










the harbor bill if possible (our in addition, and would have the condition stip- 
| ulated added to the appropriation of $1,000,000, which you will see was done. I 
brought so many influences to bear that our bill was passed by the Senate. I will 
inclose you herewith the principal letters embodying the entire official action of 
| the chamber of commerce. You will see that the general petition, which some- 
body had printed and sent here for « ulation, was not signed by any official ofthe 


chamberassuch. Its terms, however, did 


not commmit us to acce pting the appro- 
priation as only applicable to a specit 


work or plan. In tthe com- 
munication to Senator MILLER, of which you h copy herewith, and also the 
other, asking and urging our harbor bill. Lexpressly declared toSenator MILLER 
that of the two I deemed our bill more valuabk New York than the appro- 
priation, and such is the view of the chamber 

I trust you will pardon the length 
all about it. 

Yours, most sincerely 


stead we sen 





ive a 
t 
to 


of this epistle, but I wished you to 


The paper referred to in the foregoing letter is as tollows 
To the honorable the Senate and House of 
of the United States of 


ut 
Conare 


Represe af 
America in 


€s 


I 


ial associations of the city 
New York in reference to New York Harbor 


ss assernmble 


Whereas the commerce of New York city and the continued prosperity of its 
merchants depend largely upon the superiority of its harbor in those qualities 
of safety and convenience which attract sea-going vessels to its shelter and ac 
commodations ; and 

Whereas to retain this superiority, a careful consideration of the harbor’s 
needs and a constant supervision over it, by a combination of expert talent and 
experience, is indispensable; and 

Whereas these requisites are fully met in the bill drawn by the chamber of 
commerce, and introduced in the United States Senate by Senator WARNER 
MILLER, providing fora harbor board, consisting of five members, and repre- 
senting by these members the interests of this city and of the State of New 


| Jersey, and the expert knowledge of the Engineer Corps,the Navy, and the 


Coast Survey: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this measure has the earnest support of this body. That 
any other measure substituted for it can not so fully serve the interests of our 
harbor; and that any appropriation, however large, for the harbor can not be of 
lasting benefit unless expended upon a well-considered, digested, and deter- 
mined plan—decided only after the fullest possible examination under every 
available light and talent—and which it would be the duty of that board to in- 
voke and obtain from all sources of value to aid in arriving at asound conclusion. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded at once to each of the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State and city, and that they 
be requested, in the name of this body, to unite in vigorously urging the passage 
of this measure in Congress before the close of the present session. 

Tue CHAMBER OF COMMERCR OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
By CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
Chairman Executive Committee. 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
i Slanding Committee on Harbor and Shipping. 
WILLIAM. D. MORGAN 
Chairman of Committee on Harbor Obstructions of thé 
New York Maritime Associati 


” 
Chauma 


New YorK, June 10, 1886, 
[Extracts from New York Harbor commissioners’ reports, 1856, page 45 


Occupying a position, in relation to this branch of service, which is perfectly 
understood in the scientific community, having no local or personal interests in 
view, we venture to speak boldly in this matter. Indeed, we regard it as our 
highest duty todoso. Accordingly, we unite with the memorialists, ofthe Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, and the majority of the committee on comimerce and navi- 
gation, in condemning the irresponsible course which has hitherto been pur- 
sued in relation to the harbor, and in approving the appointment ofa responsible 
body, like the present com mission, to the end that ‘ what remainsof the harbor 
may be preserved for the benefit of the increasing commerce of the port.’ We 
go further, and say that, in our judgment, this commission, or one similarly 
constituted and invested with similar powers, should be continued ur 
permanent plan of supervision and control over the watersof the cit 
York alone, or over all the tidal waters of the State t 
Britain), hasbeen matured and carried into execution. 

It is neither necessary nor expedient that the members of such a general com- 
mission should be professional engineers. In the exercise of its judicial 


til some 
v of New 
ut 


wether sin Gre 


is well 
her ex- 
perts; and an engineer may always be appointed as special commissioner, to 
the supervision of works i: tual progress, under the authority of the commis- 
sion of the State. 

With a commission advisedly constituted like the present, exercising supreme 
superintendence under the laws over te tidal waters of the State, and 
an annual report of its decisions and doings, to be submitted to public ex 
tion and criticism, no further injury could aecrue to the harbor 


1 ox 


iki 
im 


If, through 





im 
error in judgment or otherwise, any were contemplated, it would be known by 


the report, and when known could bearrested. There would be nolo 





sion to apprehend that this great commercial avenue would in any manner be 
destroyed or abridged. 
JOS. G. TOTTEN, VU. Engin 
A. D. BACHE, | S. Coast Surrey 
CHARLES HENRY DAVIS, [ 


HARBOR COMMISSIONERS’ OFFICE, 
New York, December 1, 1855. 
The original of this is in the hands of Senator WARNER MILLER 
Mr. HEWITT. NowlI send to the desk aletter from the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey, in regard to the condition of thesurvey, which I 
desire to have read, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Usrrep States Ooast Anp Gropetic Survey Orrice, 
Washington, July 22, 1886. 

Sim: I acknowiedge the receipt of your letter of the 21st instant, in which you 
ask whether,in my opinion, the survey of New York Harbor and bar has yet 
been so far completed as to admit of the formation of a definite judgment upon 
the best plan for improving the depth of water at its entrance. 

Upon reference, by telegram, of the above inquiry to Professor H. Mitchell, 
assistant Coast and Geodetic Survey, who is in charge of the surveys and inves- 
tigations relating to the physical hydrography of New York Bay and Harbor, in- 
cluding the study of the best methods for preserving and improving the chan- 
nels, I have received the following telegraphic reply : 

“No; the survey is not completed; Jetter. 

“H. MITCHELL.” 

Upon receipt of Professor Mitchell's letter explaining his reasons in detail for 
this [oe I will immediately communicate with you. 

"ery respectfully, 
F. M. THORN, Superintendent. 

Ilion, A. 8. Hewrrt, 

House of Representatives. 


The following is the letter of Mr, Mitchell, referred to in the above: 


NANTUCKET, Mass., 22d July, 6 a. m., 1836. 
Sin: Your telegram received late last night. To my mind the physical sur- 
vey at New York bar-is as yet entirely insufficient to base an improvement 
upon; and I think the soundings, &c., should be extended down the New Jer- 
sey coast, so as to cover the known sources of bar-building material. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
HENRY MITCHELL. 
Mr. F. M. Tuornx, Supt. C. and G. 8. 


Address care George P. Hayward & Co., 153 Milk street, Boston. 


Mr. HEWITT. Now I ask to have read this telegram, which has 
been handed to me since I have been on my feet. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BRrookiyyN, N. Y., July 23, 1886. 
lion. A. S. Hewrrr, 
House of Representatives : 


Chamber of commerce highly appreciates your valuable services; wishes you 
every success at meeting of committee on commerce here to-day. 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS. 


Mr. HEWITT. I think these documents have answered in full all 
that has been said, not, I am sorry to say, in a charitable spirit, by my 
colleague from New York [Mr. BuRLEIGH]. I shall not imitate him 
in making any personal allusions whatever. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I ask unanimous consent to occupy one minute. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will be through ina moment. I can not yield 
further now. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. 
ment in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York that he may print a statement in the Recorp? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think itis hardly fair that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BURLEIGH] should not have five minutes when his colleague 
has occupied so much time. | 

Mr. BURLEIGH. IL only want three minutes. 

Mr. MORRISON. I think I will be throngh in a moment. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
can not evade his position inthis way. Over his own signature Mr. A. 
Foster Higgins, the chairman of the committee on the harbor, in a letter 
to the Senate, dated June 11, 1886, said: 


Iask unanimous consent that I may print a state- 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

Ata joint scssion of the executive committee and the committee on the har- 
bor of the chamber of commerce, held Thursday, June 10, 1886, the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted : 

Resolved, That these committees learn with pleasure and gratitude that through 
the efforts of Senator WARNER MILLER an appropriation of $1,000,000 has been 
placed in the river and harbor bill for the improvement of New York Harbor. 
And we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to the discre- 
tion and judgment of the Secretary of War, but not be entirely confined to any 


one locality or plan of improvement. 
Attest: CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
Chairman Executive Commitiec. 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman Committee on the Harbor. 
New York, June 11, 1886. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] has read the Recorp, 
and this was referred to in it when the debates were going on in the 
Senate. 

I also wish to have read a letter dated July 22, signed by C. N. Bliss, 
chairman of the executive committee, which farther explains this sub- 
ject. 

The Clerk read: 


New York, July 22, 1886. 

My Dear Mr. Mituur: I have your favor of the 2ist. The copy of the Rec- 
oRD is not yet to hand; but lam surprised to hear that Mr, Higgins has pre- 
sumally made any opposition to the appropriation for the New York 6 
in the prior letter sent you about June 11 you have his assent to the proposal 
over his own signature as chairman of a committee of the chamber of com- 
merce , ‘ther with the approval of the executive committee; also of other 
interested bodies, besides the document signed by many of the merchants. I 
believe it to be, practically, the unanimous e nm of opinion of the mem- 
bers of the chamber that the appropriation should be made now, whether the 


ble if practicable, but the harbor should and must have immediate attention, 
whether the work be done just as my friend Mr. 
gress chooses to have it done. If you will indicate anything you would wish to 
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JULY 23. 


receive from here in further support of your action I will endeavor to furniy, 1 

it promptly. ‘ 
Very truly, yours, 

C. N. BLISs 1 


lion. WARNER MILLER, 
United States Senatc. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. In the same connection I will ask the Clerk ;, 
read a letter which I send up, dated July 23, addressed to Hon. 4 5 
W1111s, chairman Committee on Rivers and Harbors, by Genera! Joh, 
Newton, Chief of Engineers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Orrice or Tur Carer or Excirnerrs, Unrrep STATES Ary 
Washington, D. C., July 23, |x 

Sin: My communication of yesterday, forwarding Colonel Houston's oo). 
munication, was to furnish some idea of the cost of dredging at New York, wii) 
out addingtexpense of maintaining the channel thus dredged. 

I send more complete information to-day. Appendix F, report of (ojo; 
Gillespie, page 773 to page 779, discusses the survey made by him of Gedney, 
bar, and furnishes an estimate of the sums required to obtain 30 feet at 1 
low water by dredging without the aid of permanent works, namely 





Improving Gedney’s Channel for 30 feet mean low water.................... . $350. 
Improving channel inside the bar..............cccccsrsssee ceceeseneeneerenenenne ses 620, Oxy 
NED A. 5 stdin enh ineniengndiiiaiel ttle lle isciptnore 970. Ow 


Say $1,000,000, and no estimate for yearly dredging thereafter to maintain ty 
channels, because such estimate would at this time be a matter of pure spe 
tion. The channel at Gedney’s bar has been recently deepened 2! feet fo; , 
width of two or three hundred feet, but no test has yet been made of the filing 
again when the storms of the autumn, winter, and early spring shal! come ; 

The board of engineers was called upon, and made a report upon the meth 
- —, improvement. (Pages 779, 780, and page 783 to page 787 of Appe: 

x F. 

I also append a copy of Executive Document No. 78, Forty-eighth Couzres, 
second session, which gives also the reports of Colonel Gillespie and oft 
board of engineers, the same as in Appendix F. This executive document 
referred to to show that the matter of the permanent improvement of the ha 
bor of New York has not only been made the subject of a definite plan, but ha: 
likewise been directly brought to the notice of Congress. . 

Of course, as in other places, a certain amount of dredging wil! be done; 
this harbor prior to the completion and full effects of the proposed jetties, by 
it will be small in proportion to the amount required if dredging alone be r. 
lied upon. 

I know of no engineer of any experience who would rely upon dredging i 
this harbor except as a temporary measure in default of a better method, and i 
may be said that there is no certainty even of temporary benefit from dredging 
to last sufficiently long to prove of advantage to navigation. 

Of course the more quickly the jetties are constructed the less would be | 
amount of auxiliary dredging, and as there are no data to give for the time to! 
consumed in building the jetties, which would depend upon the liberality wit 
which appropriation shall be granted, no reliable estimate can be given for ti. 
auxiliary dredging, which ought, however, under favorable conditions of ap 
priations, to be small. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON, Chief of Pry 





Hon. A. 8. WiLL, 
Chairman Committee on Harbors and Rivers. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, Iam in favor of the improvement vo! 
the great harborof New York, through which flows the commerce of this 
country, and I amalsoin favor of having the work done under the direc- 
tion of the Secretaryjof War and the engineersof the United States (ov- 
ernment, and I believe that this Horse will be in favor of it when it is 

roperly understood. Of course, when the gentleman from New York 

Mr. Hewitt], representing New York city, arose from his seat au( 
stated that the citizens of New York or the chamber of commerce did 
not want this appropriation it appeared to bea good reason for the mem 
bers of this House to vote against it; but I believe the facts have clearly 
shown that the gentleman was mistaken, and that the opinion snd 
wishes of the people of New York, State and city, are that this appro- 
priation should be granted and accepted, and I believe that this !louse 
will also recognize its importance. 

The gentleman uses the following language: 

It has been intimated that there may be a job. 


I would like to have the gentleman explain to this House who tv 
job is with. The chamber of commerce and the Senate biil state ths' 
the money is to be expended under the direction of the Secretary © 
War. Does the gentleman know of any job being put up with the> 
retary of War? 
BUSINESS OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS COMMITT!! 

Mr. MORRISON. I make a privileged report from the Committee 
on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Saturday afternoon, the 24th of July, the House siial bs 
a recess from 5 o'clock until 8 o'clock p. m., the evening session to be devoted 
exel to the consideration of bills as may be mted by the Com- 
mittee on Buildings and Grounds; that the evening session here!) 1)" 
vided for shall not continue later than 11 o’clock p. m. 


Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes 10. — 
So (farther count not being called for) the previous question 


dered. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is the resolution debatable? _ 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules cf the House thirty minute: 3" 


allowed for debate; fifteen minutes for the proposition and fifteen ™'" 
utes against it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. [I 
House in debating the proposi 


do not care to occupy the time of tle 
tion, but I think it is due to the Hou 











1886. 








that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] who offers the res- 
olution should explain, before we vote on the question itself, the neces- 
sity for a special night session for this p : 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, all the explanation that I have to 
give is there isa necessity—probably not so great as is claimed—for | 
such structures as public buildings. It is theduty of the Government 
to provide them wherever they are necessary. To that end, we have in 
Congress and in the House a Committee on Public Buildings and | 
Grounds, to which have been referred sundry bills with a view to pro- | 
viding for the necessity I have referred to, and these bills have been re- | 
ported back. They have not been considered by the House and the | 
committee has had no day to consider these bills. It has been deemed | 
prudent and right by the Committee on Rules to give to the considera- | 
tion of the subject of public buildings three hours in which the House | 
may consider such bills as have been reported by the Committee on | 





Public Buildings, during which time the House may authorize the con- 
struction of such buildings as are required for public uses and justified 
by public necessities. —_ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I did not know but there 
might be some special reason for setting apart Saturday evening for the 
consideration of bills for the construction of public buildings. But it 
seems the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison) knows of no par- | 
ticular reason. He knows of no one or two or three very important | 
cases. If there were I should not object to setting apart an evening 
for that purpose. But as it is, with no important cases to pass upon, 
it seems to me quite unnecessary at this stage of the session. ‘That 

committee has had its full share of time in this House. It has hada 
day or two already. 

Mr. STORM. Is it not the fact that that committee has been recog- 
nized more frequently than any other for motions to suspend the rules? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I believe so; and it has been recognized 
for the passage of bills by unanimous consent probably more frequently 
than any other committee of the House. And it has obtained the pas- 
sage of quite as many bills I think as the Architect can well look after 
before we meet again. Several of them have been vetoed. It is too 
late in the session to require of the President to examine more bills of 
this kind. There will be an opportunity also for suspensions of the 
rules later in the session. 

Mr. DIBBLE. | If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, I will state for his information that the only day the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds has had was a day to consider 
small bills embracing no appropriation at all or appropriations under 
the sum of $25,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildingsand Grounds hasoccupied quite as much of the 
time of this House, I think, as any other committee, unless it be the 
Appropriations Committee. If it has not had separate days set apart 
for the consideration of its bills, it has occupied a great deal of time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman state how much time it has 
oceupied ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With the permission of the gentleman from Ohio 
I will answer the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. Thetime 
in addition to the regular session that has been given to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds has been a good portion of almost 
every day that has been devoted thus far by the House to motions for 
suspensions of the rules. I believe there have been very few such days 
on which some public-building bill has not gone through. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I donot know how many bills have already 
heen passed; but there are a large number, thirty or forty, on the Cal- 
endar, beside bills which have come from the Senate—bills for the con- 
struction.of public buildings in little towns all over the country where 
there is certainly no urgent need of them. ‘There are other measures 
of more importance than these bills for public buildings which ought 
to occupy the time of this House every hour it can remain in session. 

I vield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] for a ques- 
tion or a statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the lineof what the gentleman has just stated, 
let me remind the House that there are now pending bills declaring 
forfeited more than 50,000,000 acres of the public lands unearned by 
the corporations to which they were granted, and I think it is not only 
improper but highly improper for the House to neglect that kind of 
work and go into the passage of more public-building bills, many of 
which are, to say the least of it, in their very nature of questionable 
propriety. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. DIBBLE. One of the objects of this proposed evening session is 
to give the gentleman from Tennessee an opportunity to put his views 
inte practice by voting against the Chattanooga building. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will put my views into practice in the future 
as | have done in the past, by favoring every bill that I think is right 
and opposing every bill that I think is wrong, no matter where it comes 
from. I know no locality, as the gentleman is well aware, in the dis- 
charge of myduties here; and if he intends by his remark to imply that 
Tam influenced by such considerations, I am willing to 

place my and his before the House and the country, and let 
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them judge as to which of us stands here most strenuously for that 
which is right. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
I spoke. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thank my magnanimous and considerate friend 
from South Carolina for this exhibition of superlative generosity. There 
is, I will say to him, need for a public building at Chattanooga. 

But to return, Mr. Speaker, there is no more important question 
than the reclamation of unearned public lands. This Congress has 
already reclaimed 35,000,000 acres, and should not fail to consider the 
other bills reported by the committee. Let us go resolutely at the 
work and see that all lands fairly subject to forfeiture are reclaimed 
for ‘‘ homes for the homeless.’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
sion for any purpose 


It was to give the gentleman that opportunity that 


Mr. Speaker, if weare to have a night ses- 
I agree with ihe gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
MCMILLIN] that it should be for more important measures, like the 
bills forfeiting unearned land grants. ‘There is a bill before the House 
for the forfeiture of 35,000,000 or 36,000,000 acres of unearned lands, 
or jands alleged to have been unearned, and that bill gets crowded out 
by other things. It could pass here in one evening. 

There are many other measures, too, of infinitely greater importance 
than these public-building bills, of which I think we have passed quite 
enough for one session. I am therefore opposed to setting apart Satur- 
day evening, or any evening, for the purpose of passing more of them. 
If it could be shown to the House that there were any one or two or 
three important measures of this character that ought to be acted upon 
without delay I should not object, but I see no necessity for an evening 
session at this time for the indiscriminate consideration of such meas 
ures. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What does the gentleman think of the 
importance of providing for public buildings at Dayton and Zanesville, 
Ohio? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They are not important enough to require 
an evening session at this time. I have voted for no bills for my own 
State this year, and I do not think there is any pressing need of such 
bills anywhere. I think such bills can all very well go over till next 
session. I notice on the Calendar quite a number of bills for Indiana. 
Does my friend desire to have an opportunity to vote for thage ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Oh, no. Since it has been solemnly 
decided that a city like Dayton, with 60,000 inhabitants, and a place 
like Asheville, N. C., where there is a United States court and no 
building for its accommodation, are not entitled to public buildings, 
I do not see any use in further legislation of that kind. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I am very glad the gentleman agrees with our 
President. . 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Well, whatever might be the result, I do 
not think we ought to be compelled to come here at night to pass any 
more of these public-building bills this session. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. Don’t you think that the building of a good post- 
office at Zanesville is a more important local issue than the silver ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman is facetious, not serious. 
I do not think that Zanesville is suffering for want of a public build- 
ing. Idonot think there was any urgent necessity in the first in- 
stance for spending $8,000 or $10,000 to provide quarters for each Gov- 
ernment oflicial employed in that town, when the buildings that are 
erected by the people of the town for offices do not cost on an average, 
perhaps, more than $500 for each occupant. I think that rule should 
govern. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman consider it more important 
that the House should consider the bill reported from the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, providing for the redemption of the 
outstanding trade-dollars ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. There areany number of bills 
more important. Let us get through with those first. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, every time in the last five or six 
months some gentlemen have endeavored to get away from the consid- 
eration of any question, they have run behind land-forfeiture bills, which 
have been here all these many months, and yet these forfeitures have 
not been made up to this time—some of them most justifiable and most 
urgent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Qhio. 
committee, I believe. 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly, and we steered the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands into a rule made by itsown members-—its chairman—but that 
did not satisfy them; they gave us notice that ‘‘in season and out of 
season’? they would obtrude their greatly desired land forfeitures upon 
us until weshould change the rule. We did that, and they have been 
out of season ever since. [Laughter.] Therules as they now are give 
the right of way to land-grant forfeitures at all times. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, give us a chance to vote on the land-for- 
feiture bill and we will pass it. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman is so anxious to take up the land- 
grant-forfeiture bills why is it that he has voted so persistently with the 


The gentleman himself is on the steering 
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oleomargarine men to postpone everything else in order to take up the 
oleomargarine bill out of its order? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not vote to take up the oleomargarine 
bill as against the land-grant-forfeiture bills. If the land-grant-for- 
feiture bill had been at issue I would have voted to take it up, and I 
will do that at any time. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from California who has charge of the 
bill is now ready and has heretofore attempted to get consideration for 
the Northern Pacific forfeiture bill, and would have done so but for 
the oleomargarine bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. There are some meritorious bills pending for the 
construction of public buildings. I remember one fora building at 
the capital of the good old State of Maryland, and there are some 
others, It would seem that there should be a commodious public 
building at the capitals of all the States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen about me understand very well 
that all they have to do to preventa bad bill from passing on Saturday 
night is to come here and say, ‘ I object.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is not a part of the proposed order, 
I believe. 

Mr. MORRISON. It is the resultofit. No bill can pass without a 
quorum if objection is made by: demanding a quorum, which is never 
present at night sessions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Of course the passage of bills can be ob- 
structed by calling for a quorum, but a mere objection will not do it. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have said more than once there are some meri- 
torious bills for public buildings; and this Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds has never yet had a day for general business. It is 
always such cheeky members as the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN], the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], and myself 
[laughter] that rush in, importune the Speaker day after day until they 
get recognition, and not alw ays for the most meritorious bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have not asked recognition from the 
Speaker to pass a bill this session, as he will bear witness. 

Mr. MORRISON. Nor have I. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I believe my time is not all‘out. I wish 
only to say that when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] in- 
timates that I have sought recognition to bring up bills, he does me in- 
justice, and he fails to give credit to gentlemen who have exerted them- 
selves, as I have not, in that way. 

Mr. MORRISON. I did not say you had. I said ‘‘such cheeky 
members as you, the member from Tennessee, and myself’ rushed in 
and got recognition. ‘This was in answer to the statement that gentle- 
men had been recognized to call up public building bills, and that such 
recognition should be charged to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. , 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that. 

Mr. MORRISON. Then let us vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I excuse the gentleman from Illinois for his ref- 
erence to me, on account of his having put me in such good company 
as himself and the gentleman from Ohio. I try to have the courage at 
all times to fight for what I think right and oppose the wrong. 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Is an amend- 
ment to the resolution in order? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; and the 
rule provides that the previous question cuts off all amendment. 

Mr. HENLEY. I want to substitute the consideration of land- 
grant-forfeiture bills for public-building bills. 

Mr. MORRISON. There goes the gentleman from California again 
under cover of land-grant forfeitures. [Laughter. ] 

When I used the names of the gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] and Ohio [Mr. WARNER] in connection with my own but 
a moment ago, I expected them to correctly understand me as meaning 
exactly what I did net say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
HENLEY] that he can attain his object by moving to recommit with 
instructions. 

Mr. HENLEY. If there be no objection I will make that motion. 
[Cries of “‘ Vote!”? ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; but the 
gentleman has the right to make a motion to recommit. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no objection to his making it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move then that this resolution be recommitted to 
the Committee on Rules with instructions to report a resolution appro- 
priating the session of Saturday night for the consideration of land- 
grant-forfeiture bills—the Northern Pacificland forfeiture. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California put his: motion 
in such a form that the Chair can submit it tothe House? The gentle- 
man first mentions land-grant-forfeiture bills generally, and then he 
names a particular bill. 

Several MemMpers (to Mr. HentEy). Make it general. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand whether the gentle- 
man intends the business of that evening session to be the considera- 
tion of all land-grant-forfeiture bills er only the Northern Pacifie—— 

Mr. HENLEY. The Northern Pacific. 

Several MEMBERS. Make it general, 
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Mr. MORRISON. 


Mr. HENLEY. 
Mr. WHEELER. 


I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that this 
resolution be recommitted with instructions to report it back with 
substitute providing for a session on Saturday evening next, beginnin. 
at 8 o’clock, for the consideration of the bill to forfeit the land gran; 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 
I modify my motion so as to allow the considera. 
tion of all bills forfeiting land grants. 


I move to amend so as to fix Monday night for 


the consideration of bills for the forfeiture of land grants. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to amend 
the instructions so that the resolution as reported back shall provide 
for a session of the House on Monday evening for the consideration of 
bills forfeiting land grants. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
Mr. CANNON. 


I withdraw the motion. 
I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 


Ts it not now 


in order under the existing orders for the Committee on Public Lands 
to call up at any time the bill in relation to the forfeiture of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad land grant? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled heretofore that the committee 
can report at any time when the House is not considering some othe; 
matter and can have the report considered. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. 


is, and it wants more ! 

I demand the previous question on my motion. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion of Mr. Hex 

LEY) said: The noes seem to have it. 

I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 43, noes 123; 

more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 


Mr. HENLEY. 


Mr. HENLEY. 


Mr. LONG. Will the Chair state the question? 


That committee now has all the time there 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from California to recommit this resolution to the Committee on Rules 
with instructions to report the same back with a substitute providing 
that Saturday evening be set apart for the consideration of bills for- 
feiting land grants to railroad companies. 

The question was taken on Mr. HENLEY’s motion; and it was de- 


cided in the affirmative—yeas 138, nays 93, not voting 91; 


YEAS—133., 
Adams, G. E. Foran, Jones, J.T. 
Allen, J. M. Ford, Kleiner, 
Anderson, J. A. Forney, La Follettc, 
Ballentine, Frederick, Landes, 
Bayne, Fuller, Tanham, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Le Fevre, 
Bound, Gay, Lehlbach, 
Boyle, Geddes, Lowry, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, Eustace Martin, 
Breckinridge, W CP. Glass. McAdoo, 
Brown, C. E. “Glover, McCreary, 
Buchanan, Green, R.S. McKinley, 
Buck, Green, W. J. MeMillin, 
Bannell, Guenther, McRae, 
Jabell, Hale, Merriman, 
Caldwell, Hall, Millard, 
a Felix Halsell, Mills, 
Candler, Harris, Moffatt, 
Clements, Hatch, Muller, 
Collins, Henderson,D.B. Murphy, 
Conger, Henderson, T. J. Neece, 
Cooper, Henley, Osborne, 
Cox, Hierbert, Outhwaite, 
Croxton, Hitt, Parker, 
Culberson, Holman, Peel, 
Dockery, Holmes, Perkins, 
Dorsey, Hopkins, Pettibone, 
Eden, Howard, Pidcock, 
Eldredge, Hudd, Pindar, 
Ely, Hutton, Plumb, 
Ermentrout, Irion, Reagan, 
Everhart, Jackson, Richardson, 
Findlay, ames, Romeis, 
Fisher, Johnston, J.T. Rowell, 
Fieeger, Jones, J, H. Ryan, 
NAYS—93. 
Allen, C. H. Farquhar, Lovering, 
Barnes, Felton, Lyman, 
Benneit, Funston, oe. 
Bingham, Goff, aybury, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, enna, 
Brady, Grout, Milliken 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Morgan, 
Brown, W. W. Hayden, Morrill, 
Burleigh, Aiaynes, Morrison, 
Bynum, Hemphill, Morrow, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, Neal, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Nelson, 
Carleton, Oates, 
Caswell, Hill, O'Neill, Charles 
Clardy,’ b Owen, 
Compton, Johnston, T. D. Perry, 
Comstock, elley, Peters, 
Da s Ki ; Randall 
. ng, ° 
Divble, _ ‘oon, meets = 
Dingley, ndsley . Reid, ” = 
Dougherty, Rice, 
Dunn, Rockwell, 
Evans, Lore, Sawyer, 


as follows: 


Sadler, 

Sayers, 

Scott, 
Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Struble, 
Swope, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, 0. b. 
Townshend, 
Viele, 

Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
White, A.C. 
Willis, 

Wilson, 
Winans, 

Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Sessions, 
Shaw, 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Stone, E. F. 
Strait. 
Swinburne, 
Tarsney, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 


Weber, 
White, Mile 
Wilkins, 
Woodburn. 
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NOT VOTING—91. 


Adams, J. J. Cowles, Laird, Rogers, 
‘Aiken, Crain, Lawler, Scranton, 
Anderson, C. M. Crisp, Libbey, Seney, 
‘Arnot, Curtin, Louttit, Spriggs, 
Atkinson, iel, Mahoney, Stahinecker, 
Baker, Davenport, Matson, Steele, 
Barbour, Davidson, A. C McComas, Stephenson, 
Bark: 5 Davidson, R.H.M. Miller, Stewart, J. W. 

c Davis, Mitchell, Symes, 

4 Dawson, Negley, Taylor, E. B. 
Belmont, Dowdney, Norwood, Taylor, I. H. 
Bland, Dun c O’ Donnell, Taylor, J. M. 
Bliss, Ellsberry, O’Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
Blount, Gibson, C. H. O’ Hara, Throckmorton, 

5 Gilfillan, O'Neill, J.J. Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Hammond, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Hanback, Payson, Wait, 
Burrows, Heard, Phelps, Wallace, 
Butterworth, Hepburn, Pirce, Ward, J.H. 

pbell, J.E Hermann, Ranney, Ward, T. B. 
Campbell,T. J. b Reese, West, 
Catching, Houk, Riggs, Whiting. 
‘ Johnson, F.A. - Robertson, 
During the roll-call the following pairs were announced from the 
Clerk’s desk: > 
Until farther notice: 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADsWworTm. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. HovuxK. 

Mr. DowDNEY with Mr. O'Hara. 

Mr. DANYEL with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Spriacs with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. O’DoNNELL. 

Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Rieas with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN ScHAICK. 

Mr. ARNoT with Mr. THomaAs, of Illinois, 

Mr. RoGrers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Rerp, of North Carolina, with Mr. Wart, 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. DAVIs. 

Mr. ADAms, of New York, with Mr. West. 

For this day: 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. Louttit. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. J. M. TAYLOR with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. WAIT, on this vote. 

Mr. WILSON (afier the vote had been announced) said: Mr. Speaker, 
I was in the Hall during the roll-call, but did not hear my name called. 
I ask, by unanimous consent, to have my vote recorded. 

There was no objection, and Mr. WILSON’s vote was recorded. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the House has decided to give Sat- 
urday night tothe Committeeon Public Lands, and I ask by unanimous 
consent it may be done under the provisions of the resolution without 
the inconvenience of making a report as ordered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks the order may 
now be made in accordance with the provisionsof the resolution recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that may be considered done as if we had 
reported back the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask by unanimous consent that to-morrow may 
also be set a for the same purpose. 

Mr. MO IN. To-morrow’s session is set apart for the consider- 
— of other business, as everybody and the gentleman from Indiana 

nows. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask by unanimous consent that to-morrow be set 
apart for the consideration of the same business to which the evening 
session is exclusively devoted. 

Mr. MCADOO. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that by unani- 
mous consent a recess be taken to-morrow from 5 o’clock to 8 o’clock 
Pp. m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the consideration 
of bills for the forfeiture of unearned land grants, not to extend beyond 
11 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. Brapy and Mr. Strait objected. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BAYNE. I move that Monday next be set apart for the consid- 
eration of bills reported from the Committes on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. SOWDEN objected. 

MORNING HOUR DISPENSED WITH. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business has been called for. 


XVII——-463 


The regular order is the morning hour for the call of committees for 
reports. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the morning hour for the call of committees 
for reports be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. DIBBLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 128, noes 8. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the morning hour was dis- 
pensed with. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS DISPENSED WITH. 


Mr. HATCH. I move to dispense with private business for to-day, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Would it not be in order to move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House now? 

The SPEAKER. Not until private business is dispensed with. The 
House could of course resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, but 
it would be for the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would the affirmative of this vote dispense 
with the session of this evening for pension bills? 

The SPEAKER. It would noé affect the evening session, which is 
under a special order of the House, nor would it affect the two bills re- 
ported by the Committee on War Claims, with reference to which a 
special order was made for their consideration to-day. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. There are two special orders which are to be dis- 
posed of in some way, the McMinnville Railroad bill 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, having reported that bill, and 
understanding that it will be impossible to have it considered now, I 
move that its consideration be postponed until the Friday after the first 
Monday in December, to be taken up immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, and to stand there as it now stands upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5194) directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with the Me- 
Minnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes 

The motion was agreed to. 





THE 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the title of the next 
business on which a vote was ordered to be taken up to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of accounts with 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that this be postponed until next Friday 
under the same conditions as the last bill acted upon. 

Mr. OATES. I object tothe postponement ofthat bill. It has been 
postponed several times already. It is under the operation of the pre- 
vious question now, I believe, and I ask if it is competent under these 
circumstances to move to postpone the consideration? Would it not 
require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks that until the question has been 
taken upon the engrossment and third reading of the joint resolution, 
upon which the previous question has been ordered, postponement could 
bemade only by unanimousconsent. Assoon asthe voteis takenon that 
question it could be postponed by a majority vote of the House. The 
reason, the Chair will state, is this: The effect of the previous question 
is to bring the House to an immediate vote on the question then pend- 
ing, which is the engrossment and third reading of the resolution. The 
motion to postpone would defeat that order; but as soon as that vote 
is taken a majority can then postpone the resolution or take such other 
steps as it may see proper. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion and 
let us have a vote directly upon the passage of the resolution. It has 
already been debated and favorably reported from the committee. 
There is nothing to do but to vote upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will inevitably involve a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. OATES. Not unless you demand it. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inow move to postpone further consideration until 
next Friday. 

Mr. OATES. I make the point of order now that it requires unani- 
mous consent to do that. 

The SPEAKER. It does not, as stated by the Chair a moment ago. 
As long as the previous question was pending the motion could only be 
made by unanimous consent, because the effect of the previous question 
is to bring the House to a direct vote, which would be defeated by post- 

ming consideration. 

Mr. OATES. Then I hope the House will vote down the motion. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The question is on the passage of the joint resolu- 







































































































































































































The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 79, noes 
58. 

Mr. OATES. No quoram. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it will facilitate business to move to lay 
this resolution on the table and settle it right here. 

The SPEAKER. The question of no quoram being made, the Chair 
will order tellers. 
Mr. OATES and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed tellers. 
- The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 94, noes 


iv 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to submit a privileged report from a con- 
ference committee. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (IH. R. 6) for the relief of William P. 
Chambliss, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1}. 

FRANK L. WOLFORD, 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
‘che statement submitted by the committee of conference is as fol- 
low ~ 


The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on H. R. 6 make the following statement of the action of the confer- 
ence 

It leaves the bill as it passed the House of Representatives, and it is recom- 


mended to the favorable action of the Housc. 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
FRANK L,. WOLFORD. 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The report I think is not in conformity with the 
rule of the House, as it makes no statement of the effect. 

Mr. WOLFORD. It leaves the bill just as it was passed by the 
House. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
I understand. 

Mr. WHEELER. Last January the Committee on Military Affairs 
made a unanimous report, recommending the passage of this bill. It 
passed the House without division. The Senate amended the bill 
80 as to provide for Major Chambliss by giving him a pension of $75 
per month. The Senate conferees consent to recede from the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and egree thatthe bill stand as it passed the House. 

The effect of the report of the conference committee is to restore 
Major Chambliss to the Army, and place him on the retired-list with 
the rank which he resigned nineteen years ago. 

A similar bill passed the House in the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
was reported favorably by the Senate Military Committee. The case 
has been before Congress on several occasions, and it has never been 
adversely reported upon by any committee of either House. 

Mr. BAYNE. And unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; the report of the House committee in favor 
of Major Chambliss’s bill was unanimous. 

The service of this officer is given by the War Department in these 
words: 


And this is the unanimous report of the conferees as 


VOLUNTEER RECORD, 


Enrolled as second lieutenant Company E, First Tennessee Mounted Volun- 
teers, May 23, 1846, and served with regiment in Texas and in war with Mexico 
until muster out of regiment in June, 1847. 

Re-entered service as captain Company C, Third Tennessee Volunteers, Octo- 
— 7, 1847, and served in the war with Mexico until mustered out with company 
July 24, 1548 

REGULAR ARMY RECORD. 


Appointed first lieutenant Second Cavalry 3d March, 1855; captain Second 
Cavalry, 6th April, 1861; Fifth Cavairy,3d August, 1861; major Fourth Cavalry, 
30th March, 1864; brevetted major 4th May, 1862, for gallant and meritorious 
services in action at Warwick's Creek, Virginia; lieutenant-colonel 28th June, 
1862, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Gaines’s Mill, Vir- 
ginia. ‘ 

Service.—On regimental recruiting service in Tennessee from May 8, 1855, to 
September 14, 1855; with regiment at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, to October 
27, 1855; en route to and in Texas to May 18, 1858; on recruiting service to April 
19, 1859; on leave to September 22,1859; on duty at Carlisle barracks, Pennsyl- 
vania, to March 8, 1860; on recruiting service to July, 1860; on delay to October 

7, 1860; on duty at Carlisle barracks, Pennsylvania, to November, 1860; con- 


ducting recruits toand with regiment in Texas to April, 1861; Washi ,D.C., 
to March 10, 1862, and in the field, Army of the Potomac, to June 27, when 


wounded and taken prisoner at the battle of Gaines's Mill, Virginia; prisoner 
of war to July, 1862; sick on account of wounds and on parole to October 23, 
1862; assistant instructor of tactics and commanding cavalry detachment at the 
Military Academy, West Point, N. Y., to August 23, 1864; special i or of cav- 
alry, Military Division of the Mississippi, from September, 1864, to ber 23, 
1865 ; joined regiment February 20, 1866, and commanded it atSan Antonio, Tex., 
to May 9, 1866,and on duty with regiment at same place to October 19, 1866; on 
leave of absence until he resigned, November 1, 1867. 


I also ask to have read a letter from Major-General McClellan, dated 
March 22, 1880, and an affidavit of this distinguished soldier made about 
a month later: 

Starr or New Jersey, Execurtve DEPARTMENT, 
Trenton, March 22, 1880. 
Independently of his services, when a mere boy, in the Mexican war, the ad- 
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mirable, gallant, and soldierly manner in which Col, William P. Chambliss )«,. 
formed his duty during the recent war merits high appreciation and reward 

Literally riddled with balls, he was left for days on the field of battle at Gaines’, 
Mill, only t» be taken thence to the Libby prison. 

Escaping death as by a miracle, he has for several years past been in wretched 
health—the consequence of his many wounds, of exposure on the field of bat), 
and of a still anextracted ball. 

If under any cireumstances an officer who has voluntarily resigned his oo1)- 
mission can be placed on the retired-list, I think that Colonel Chambliss, by ),\, 
services and sufferings, eminentiy deserves to be of the number. 

GEO. B. McCLELLAN 


I certify the foregoing is a correct copy of the original, which is now before 


me 
ROGER JONES 
Lieut. Col., Asst. Insp. Gen'l, U. 8. 4 
Wasutreros, D. C., April 20, 1880. 
STraTe or New Jersey, Mercer County, 8s: 

On the 2ist day of April, before me,a notary public in and for said State, per. 
sonally appeared George B. McClellan, who, oa by me duly sworn, declares 
and says that he is personally acquainted with William P. Chambliss, late a). 
tain Fifth United States Cavalry,and that the said Capt. William P. Cham) iss 
was present with his company and regiment at the battle of Gaines's Mil! Vir 
ginia,on the 27th day of June, 1862, the army then being under my command 
and that he was left on the field suffering from a wound from a musket by)! 
the left shoulder, and from a buckshot wound in the upper part of the chest, anc 
from a rifle ball through the abdomen and another through the left thig! 

He had also received other injuries,among them the dislocation of the right 
shoulder. 

He remained some days on the field of battie, and was finally taken into lic). 
mond as a prisoner, but was exchanged a few weeks afterward. His condi ion 
when exchanged was such that his recovery seemed impossible,and | think 
that very few survived such wounds and exposure as fell to the lot of Captain 
Chambliss. He further declares that he has no interest directly or indirect! y i, 


this matter. 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN 


During this session numerous bills have been referred to the Military 
Committee which have for their object the restoration of resigned o1!i- 
cers, but I believe this is the only one which has received favorab!o 
action. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Committes 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. Pending that motion, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill under consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union when the committee rose yester- 
day evening may be laid aside for the present. - 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the House proceed to the consideration of 
the House Calendar for the purpose of taking up the land-forfeiture 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order as against the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri. The only way the gentleman froin 
Indiana has of reaching his purpose is to refase to go into Committe: 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hatcu, the Speaker 
stated the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. COBB. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 24. 

Mr. COBB. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 16 members voting there- 
for. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


MANUFACTURE OF VINEGAR FROM GRAIN. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
unfinished business. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9733) to regulate the manufacture of vinegar made from grain. 


Mr. HATCH. It is well understood by the House that when we e)- 
tered upon theconsideration of this bill yesterday it was with the view 
of an adjournment pending its consideration and not with an expecta- 
tion on the part.of the friends of the bill known as the oleomargarine 
bill that this bill would be finally disposed of at this time. Withou! 
desiring to place the bill in any other than its normal condition on tic 
Calendar, and with a view to reaching the bill I indicated when I mace 
my motion to go into committee, I now move to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think it would save time to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the committee that this bill be passed over. I make that re 


quest. 
Mr. MORRISON. I object. 
Mr. HATCH. I insist on my motion. 
The motion was to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The effect of this vote is that when the commit- 
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tee reports to the House it will report this bill with the recommenda- 
tion that the enacting clause be stricken out. The Clerk will report the 
next revenue bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it now in order to move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of finishing this matter? 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill make that motion when we get to the other bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to do any- 
thing that is obstructive, but I would prefer that the committee should 
rise and that this matter should be settled before we go further. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I will make the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You may lose your ground if you do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ifthe committeeshould now rise, and if the House 
should reverse the action of the committee, when we return into com- 
mittee wou!d we not be on the same bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw my motion that the committee rise, and 
hope the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BrecKINRIDGE] will not in- 
sist on it at this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. sI do not. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken, the chairman stated that the ‘‘noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 152. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


IMPORT DUTIES, INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES, ETC. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the next revenue bill on 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9702) to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal- 
revenue taxes, and to modify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that that bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill. 

After a portion of the bill had been read, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I withdraw the demand for the reading of this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order under the rule un- 
less the House determines to consider the bill. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HAtcH] has asked unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over fer the present. 

Mr. HATC!{. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
asks that it be passed over. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] not to interpose an objection; he shall have the time he 
desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] asks tnanimous consent that this bill be passed over for the 
present. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee will rise and re- 
port the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported thatAhe Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration revenue 
bills, and having reached the bill (H. R. 9702) to reduce and equalize 
duties on imports, to reduce internal-revenue taxes, and to modify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, objection was made 
to passing it over, and, under the rule, the committee rose and he re- 
ported the objection to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
this to be the revenue-tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. HATCH. Regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] moves that this bill be over. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker stated that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 26. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER. The point being made that no quoram has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to act 
as tellers, 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be excused. This is a dil- 
atory proceeding, and I do not want to take any part in it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HatcH] instead of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL]. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 145, noes 20. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and they were 
refused; only 18 members voting in favor thereof. 

The bill was passed over. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Hous? 
consideration of revenue bills. 
nue bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows 


is in Committee of the Whole for the 
‘The Clerk will report the next reve- 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 164) repealing tax, special and otherwise, upon to- 
bacco and upon the sale and manufacture thereof. 


Mr. HATCH. 
the present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. lask unanimous consent that this joint resolution be 
passed over for the present. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, as objection is made to passing this 
over, and as there is an adverse report on this joint resolution, I move 
to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. 


I move that that joint resolution be passed over for 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatis notinorder. The House is now in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HatrcH] to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the Chair mean that the motion is 
to report this bill back to the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the joint resolution be laid 
aside, and that when it is reported to the House it be with a recom- 
mendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That motion, I believe, is debat- 
able. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Several MEMBERS. 


It is not. 
The House is dividing. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole. 
The Chair, having counted those voting in the affirmative and those 
voting in the negative, was about to announce the result 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
The committee is now dividing, and the Chair 





The CHAIRMAN. g, 
will first announce the result of the vote, and then hear the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But it is in reference to this ques- 
tion that I desire tomaketheinquiry. I find on page 342 of the Digest 
this statement: 

A motion in the Committee of the Whole to strike out the enacting words or 
clause is debatable. 

I raised that question a moment ago, and the Chair decided that it 
was not debatable, and prevented debate. 

Now, sir, the rule gives the right to debate 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House was dividing. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; it was not. I want to know 
whether the Chair is going to decide directly in the face of the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will pardon the Chair. Upon 
the pending question the committee has divided; and the Chair must 
now announce the result on that question. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman desired to appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, it was his duty to do so when the Chair announced 
that the question was not debatable and before the vote was taken. 
Now the vote has been taken, and the Chair must announce the result. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But that does not alter the ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must announce the result. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I want toraise the question whether 
the Chair proposes to decide directly in the face of the rule. [Cries of 
** Regular order!’ ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that this vote has been taken 
and must beannounced. Upon this question the yeas are 112, the nays 
17. The ayes seem to have it. [A pause.] The ayes have it, and 
the motion is agreed to. The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 





BIENNIAL EXHIBITION, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry, free of duty, of foreign goods for exhi- 
bition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ Protective 
Association. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that this bill may be passed over. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Lobject. I desire that the bill be 


30TTLERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION. 


The bill was read. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that request, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the vote be taken witkout debate on laying this bill aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object to that. I desire to de- 
bate it. 

Mr. HATCH. I insist on my motion that the bill be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia objects to 
passing the bill over; and under the rules the committee will rise and 
report the objection to the House. 

The committee aecordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER repdrted that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration revenue bills, 
had reached the bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry, free of duty, of 
foreign goods for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the 
United States Bottlers’ Protective Association; and that unanimous con- 
sent having been asked to pass this bill over objection was made, and 
under the rule the committee rose, and he reported the objection to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House direct the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to pass the bill over ? 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that a vote be 
taken on this bill without debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The report of the Committee of the Whole relates 
only to passing the bill over in committee, and the only question is 
whether the House shall direct it to be passed over. 

The SPEAKER. That is the only question. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. This motion is not debatable. : 

The SPEAKER. Itis not; but the Chair does not know for what 
purpose the gentleman from West Virginia rises. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I want tomake objection to laying 
this bill aside. 

The SPEAKER, That objection has been made in Committee of the 
Whole. The question is, Will the House direct the Committee of the 
Whole to pass the bill over? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 107, noes 22. 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, and Mr. 
HATCH were appointed. 

Before the count by tellers was concluded, 

Mr. HATCH said: Mr. Speaker, the objection is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The objection can not be withdrawn in the House. 
The House may, however, by unanimous consent, direct the Committee 
of the Whole 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand there is no objection 
to the passage of this bill; and I request unanimous consent that the bill 
may be considered and in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HATCH. Without any debate. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Without any debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with a vote upon the objection raised in Committee of the Whole, 
and to direct the Committee of the Whole to take a vote on the bill 
without debate. If there be no objection that order will be made, 
and the committee will resume its session. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. COLLINS. Iask unanimous consent to say one word in favor 
of this bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It will pass without any objection. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been given to dispose of 
the bill in Committee of the Whole without debate. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the question is on 
laying aside, to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, the bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry, free of duty, of foreign 
goods for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United 
States Bottlers’ Protective Association. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the title of the next 
revenue bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H, BR. 9873) to reduce the tax on spirits distilled from apples, peaches, 
and other fruits, and for other purposes. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be passed 
over. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. The bill provides among other things 
that farmers may sell leaf-tobacco without license or having to hunt a 
licensed dealer, and is very important. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Committee of the 
Whole will rise and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration rev- 
enue bills, had directed him to report back with a recommendation 





that it pass the bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of 
foreign goods for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the 
United States Bottlers’ Protective Association; also that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole had reached the bill (H. R. 9873) to reduce the tax 
on spirits distilled from apples, peaches, and other fruits, and for other 
purposes; and that unanimous consent having been asked to pass this 
bill over objection was made, and under the rule the committee rose 
and he reported the objection to the House. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. If in order, I desire to have the }j!! 
read. 

The SPEAKER. It might have been read if desired before objec. 
tion was made in the Committee of the Whole. The bill is not in th: 
House. The question is on ordering the bill to be passed over. 

Mr. McMILLIN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 34. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Retp, of North Carolina, 
and Mr. Hatcu. 

Mr. HATCH. I would request Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, to act in 
my place. 

Mr. REID, of North Carqjina. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 26. 

The SPEAKER. Nota sufficient number. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Tellers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Count the other side; that is the easiest way out. 

The other side was counted; and there were noes 113. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are not ordered, one-fifth not 
having voted in favor'thereof. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
North Carolina having demanded tellers, and tellers not having been 
ordered, he is not now entitled to tellers. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had simply demanded tellers and 
they had been ordered by the House, and he had then demanded the yeas 
and nays and the yeas and nays had been refused, the Chair thinks the 
point of order would be well taken; but the gentleman ftom North 
Carolina made the point that no quoram had voted, and if that is in- 
sisted upon the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the Chair please state what the number voting 
was? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-six in the affirmative and 113 in the neg- 
ative. It requires one-fifth of the entire vote, and 26 is not one-fifth 
of the entire vote. The tellers will resume their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134, noes 31. 

So the bill was ordered to be passed over. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating 
the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

[ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana Is this one amendment, or are there 
several amendments of the Senate? 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChaircan notstate until they have been read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will make that point at the proper 
time, that they are divisible. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Reserve the point until the amendments are read, 
and then the Chair will decide it. 

The reading of the Senate amendments was concluded. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to submit the proposition by unanimous 
consent that all debate on the Senate amendments be limited to two 
hours. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Make itone hour. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !”’] 
I withdraw my suggestion. oe 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the committee I make this proposition 
in deference to gentlemen on the floor opposed to the Senate amend- 
ments and opposed to the bill. I am making it in good faith. 1 de- 
sire gentlemen who have expressed the wish to speak for a few minutes 
on these amendments shall have the opportunity to do so. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. DunuAM] has requested the control of one 
hour. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. An hour and a half. oe 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I consent to one hour and a half, out of which 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Ginson] is to have filteen 
minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Has no arrangement been made with 
those who are to the bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is satisfactory. “S ss ; 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is as it stood in its original pos'- 
tion, and who are now content to agree to the Senate amendments. 
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Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will simply let me get my unani- 
mous consent before the committee, it will be for the committee to de- 
termine. Iaskall debate on the Senate amendments be limited to two 
hours, one and a half to be controlled by Mr. DUNHAM, and thirty min- 
utes by myself in the interest of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Indulge me, before I give consent, in 
asking this question: In what way will this be presented for a vote of 
the committee? Will it be concurrence, or non-concurrence and ask- 
ing for a conference ? 

Mr. HATCH. In obedience to instructions of the Committee on 
Agriculture this morning, it is in accordance with telegrams and peti- 
tions received in the last twenty-four hours from friends of the bill 
throughout the United States. I shall move to concur in the Senate 
amendments. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I shall concur in that most cheerfully. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if he makes that motion now. 

Mr. HATCH. I will make it when the proper time comes. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. For I desire to amend the motion so 
as to concur in the Senate amendments with an amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not now in order. 

The gentleman from Missouri moves that all debate upon the Senate 
amendments be closed in two hours, of which time one and one-half 
hours are to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois on the left 
[Mr. DuNHAM] and thirty minutes to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Missouxm himself. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As the gentleman has stated that it is the 
intention of the committee to move concurrence in all of the Senate 
amendments, I do not see any necessity for this consumption of time. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not interpose any objec- 
tion to this arrangement. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not want to object to the two hours’ debate, 
but I do object to the time being farmed out between these two gentle- 
men. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any objection to limiting the debate to two 
hours, without specifying how it shall be divided? 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

I will say before that motion is submitted that the amendments in 
the order in which they have been read at the Clerk’s desk make but 
one material change in the bill as it left the House, and that is the re- 
duction of the tax upon oleomargarine from 5 cents to 2 cents a pound. 

There is one other amendment inserted in the eighth section—the 
word ‘‘knowingly,”’ which of course changes the phraseology of the 
section to that extent. The other two amendments simply strike out 
the minimum punishment and leaves it in the discretion of the court 
to fix the punishment, not to exceed the maximum prescribed by the 
statute. 

Reserving the remainder of my time, I move that the committee do 
now rise with a view to limiting debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HOLMAN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of Union having had under 
consideration House bill No. 8328, with Senate amendments thereto, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of bills raising revenue, and pending that 
motion I move that all general debate upon the Senate amendments be 
limited to two hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by making it one hour. 
of ‘* Vote!”? ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. 
ing it fifteen minutes. 

[The Speaker here resumed the chair. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to indulge me 


[Cries 


I move toamend the amendment by mak- 


for half a minute to state the reasons for making this motion. [Cries 
of “‘ Regular order! *?] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Several members objected. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether the motion of the 
gentleman includes all debate. 

The SPEAKER. All general debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And all debate under the five-minute rule ? 

TOEPEARER. That can not be done under the rules of the House. 

: — ? upon agreeing to the amendment to the amendment 

submitted by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 93, 
noes 58. 
Mr. DUNHAM. No quoram. 


ee 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure who has charge of this matter may be permitted to make a brief 
statement in reference to this request for two hours, which I think will 
be satisfactory to the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the demand 
of the gentleman from Illinois for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There was a distinct understanding that there 
to be a certain amount of time for debate. 

Mr. HATCH. I again renew my request for unanimous con 
be permitted to make a very brief statement to the House. 

Mr. STORM objected 

Mr. WEAVER, of Neb: 
regular order. 

Mr. ROWELL. After an arrangen 
was to be granted for debate [« 
to be cut off. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, and Mr. DUNHAM were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 113, noes 72. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. I now renew the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the further 
ing revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on the 
Senate amendments to the bill under consideration is limited to fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield the fifteen minutes allotted by the House for 
general debate on the Senate amendment to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. DUNHAM] with the request that he will yield five minutes 
of that time to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gipson]. I 
hope he will give him as much time as he can spare. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, there was an arrangement entered 
into between the Committee on Agriculture, or the chairman represent- 
ing that committee, and myself this morning by which one hour and a 
half was to be given to the opponents of this bill, the time to be unde 
my control. The House has seen fit to refuse to carry out the agree- 
ment of the committee. Of course that action of the 
accepted. 

It was my intention to have presented to the House some statements 
that have been made by experts and chemists in regard to the compo- 
sition of oleomargarine, from what it is made, and as to whether it is 
injurious, proving beyond a question that it is not injurious in any 
manner to the puble health. But inasmuch as I have not been given 
the time I shall ask consent of the House to extend my remarks in order 
to embrace fully this expert testimony. 

I agree to the request of the chairman of the committee and will 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from West Virginia, and will thank 
the Chair to notify me when I have but five minutes remaining. 

I understand that nothing that can be said at this time will have any 
effect on the result of this vote. Friends of the cow are here in force, 
determined to enact this unprecedented and dangerous legislation. 
Nothing can now be said that can induce a change of plan or in any 
way alter the intention to pass this bill, not that the members of this 
House fully believe it fair to strike against an established industry, 
but because it is thought to be a good political move and will bring 
about a favorable result in the fall elections. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr, DUNHAM. 


was 


nt to 


aska, Mr. DUNN, and others, demanded tl 


ent was 


made by which this time 


ries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] it ought not 


being made that no quorum 


consideration of bills ra 


House must be 


I desire to ask the gentleman— 
I yield to no interruption. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Does that not apply to yourself as mi ) 
any man on our side? 
Mr. DUNHAM. I have no time to answer questions. If time is 


given me I would be willing to stand here all the afternoon and allow 
you all the interruptions you wished. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You should not talk uncivilly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You should not make false charges. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make no false charges. I say the object of this 
bill is not revenue, but to increase the price of a certain article to bene- 
fit a particular class of citizens, and members representing dairy con- 
stituencies desirous of their own or their party success dare 
against it. 

A MEMBER. What are your motives? 

Mr. DUNHAM. My motives are to oppose the bill for two reasons: 
First, itis wrong in principle; second, the Congress of the United States 
is engaged in the business of striking at an industry that is more largely 
represented in my district than in any other in this country, and I am 
here to defend the interests of my constituents. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Have not the other members of 
right to do the same thing? 


not vote 


ithe House the 
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Mr. DUNHAM. You seek to benefit your people by injuring or at- 
tempting to ruin a portion of mine. You propose to destroy a legiti- 
mate commercial article because it comes in competition with another. 
The whole power of the United States Government is to be invoked to 
help defy commercial laws, to pull down established industries.- Re- 
publicans, believers in proteetion favoring American citizens, unite now 
with free-trade Democrats to destroy capital and depress labor em- 
ployed in one manufacturing branch in order to revive as it is said the 
drooping dairy interests. Such legislation is a species of iniquity that 
in time will return to ‘‘ plague the inventor.’’ 

Some gentlemen seem to be troubled about my remarks or they would 
preserve a more dignified silence. I have heard it claimed the truth 
should not be told at all times or that men do not always desire to hear 
it. That is an exploded doctrine. No statesman sitting in a legisla- 
tive body should seek to bar himself against a true statement as to the 
intent lurking beneath the lines of any measure presented for consid- 
eration. 

I think gentlemen understand my meaning. I am not speaking of 
any individual, but I am speaking of what I have heard outside of this 
Hall and what I have read in the newspapers. It has been asserted in 
the public prints over and over again that the object of this bill is to 
raise the price of butter, and men expect to benefit their political party 
by this action in the same way as they do by legislation on other sub- 
jects. Republicans hope toaccomplish a Democraticdisaster, while Dem- 
ocrats pray for the opposite result; perhaps both will win. The dairy 
men only expect to be the financial gainers by this bill; they are to 
reap any benefit that accrues to their product. 

A MempBer. And who eat it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes—and whoeatit. You have not asingle peti- 
tion in your committee or before this House from the consumers of but- 
ter in this country asking the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not so. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You have petitions here from dairymen who ask its 
passage. You have no petitions from the great community at large who 
are not makers of butter but who are eaters of it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Where do the petitions in favor of oleomargarine 
come from? The gentleman, knowing no one has any opportunity to 
answer him, should not make such statements. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I willinform the gentleman that thousands of work- 
ingmen all over the country have petitioned against taxing oleomarga- 
rine. By thetime you get through taxing oleomargarine you will then 
come here proposing to tax something else. ‘The woolen manufacturers 
of the country will demand for their protection that everything that 
has cottonin itshall betaxed. The makers of cigars will demand that 
cigarettes shall be taxed so that nobody shall buy anything but cigars. 
And so all the interests of the country that think they are injured by 
the manufacture of something that sells on a par with their goods will 
come and ask for taxation on the competing goods. You say no now, 
but you do not know how large a fire you may kindle. 

Isay to you gentlemen who advocate this proposition because you 
expect to gain votes in the country, there isa great city vote and a 
great labor vote that is liable to go the other way. I join with you in 
requiring that this oleomargarine shall be sold for exactly what it is. 
I agree with you as to that, and will join in the enactment of any law 
that in that respect will be as binding as necessity may demand. I am 
opposed to having any man deceived. But your proposition is to over- 
run the houses in my district, for instance, with a lot of internal-rev- 
enue officers to annoy and put to trouble the manufacturers of this 
product, and you propose to assess them for the privilege of manufact- 
uring it. You propose to charge the wholesale dealer three times as 
much as is charged for any other kind of license under the internal- 
revenue laws. You propose to assess the retail dealer, who perhaps 
does not sell over a hundred dollars’ wortn of this article in the year, 
$48 a year for the privilege of trying to make a little profit. 

The tax goes on to the product. And why is this proposition made ? 
Simply, as has been stated, to begin a system of trying to blot the 
product out of existence. If I were allowed to state here what I have 
heard in another branch of Con I think I could convince every 
man present that the principal object of this bill is to tax this product 
out of existence and to raise the price of butter; but I am not permit- 
ted to state this or to read the statement, and therefore I can not lay it 
before the House. 

I have no expectation that any gentleman here will vote differently 
from the way in which he has started out in this campaign. ‘This isa 
campaign made out of a farmers’ panic. This is a campaign made not 
in response to the honest sentiments of the e, but because the 
people have been made to believe that they are injured by the 
sale of oleomargarine. 

As a part of my remarks I publish the following statements, being 
extracts from the testimony taken before the Senate Committee on Ag- 
riculture. This testimony bears upon and proves conclusively that 
oleomargarine is a wholesome food product. 

(Statement of Professor Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, 
Hoboken, N. J.] 


I appear at the request of Mr. Coudert to state facts within my own know!l- 
edge chiefly in regard to this matter, and it may notbe for me to state, 
in the first place, how it comes that I should know about 


Senator GrorGr. That is not material, if ee will just tell the facts. 


Professor Morton. The subject is one which has of great interes: to ay 
scientific men from the time of the original discovery by Mége, which was mac. 
as you are aware, —— of Paris. Many persons have been interest e4 
in it and have followed itup. I have been frequently called upon to exainin. 
—— and superintend operations where modifications in the manufact,;. 
2ave been suggested, and so on, and specimens have been brought to me as , 
chemist to examine from time to time microscopically and chemically. 

When the substance was first introduced, the question was raised as to whiet}).; 
it could be distinguished from butter by any test, and I was led in that way t, 
investigate the subject, and to examine as to all the properties which it e /))),. 


ited, as well as to compare different samples of it,and I have in my experiments 
in this line examined great numbers of specimens of oleomargarine prepare 
as butter, and of oleomargarine oil for the preparation of butter, from al! pari, 


of the country,and also have visited factories very frequently and spent | ng 
periodsthere. I have remained as long as a week in one of these factories o¢;, 
tinuously, sometimes spending the night as well as the day there in order t, 
watch the process completely and see the operation from beginning to end—{, 
see what was put in and what was not, and to observe what was done and wa; 
was not done. 

In the course of these examinations I have reached the conclusion, founded 
on these observations, that the material is of necessity a pure one, and can ot 
possibly be unwholesome, and is, in fact,in that sense, thoroughly desira)})|. 
and safe article of food. I will express as briefly as I can my reasons for (hj, 
opinion, and state the facts on which they are founded. 

In the first place I have found, as a matter of observation, that fat which is(o 
be used in the manufacture of oleomargarine, if it is in the slightest degree 
tainted before the manufacture begins, if it is not strictly fresh, if it is not take 
almost directly from the slaughtered animal, if it is allowed to stand in a barre! 
for a few hours in ordinary weather or in cold weather, if put in a barre! wit) 
any animal heat in it for a few hours, then an incipient change begins whic), i, 
the succeeding process, is exaggerated so that an utterly offensive materia! i. 
produced which could not be used for any such purpose. 

Senator GrorGe. Offensive to the smell and taste? 

Professor Morton. Offensive both te the smell and taste,so much so tliat no 
one could eat it or endure it; it is very disagreeable. The only way to ayoid 
that is to use extreme care in the collection and preparation of the materia! 
and in the subsequent processes, after it has been cleaned and washed. by me. 
ing it carefully and then allowing it to settle and straining it so that all the an. 
imal fiber of every sort is removed. It is next submitted to a treatment by 
which the stearine is removed, and what is left is almost identically the same 
in composition as butter made from milk and cream. 

Now, if in that process, after the melting bas been gone through with, tio 
slightest portion, even a microscopic portion, of the animal tissue, of the fibrous 
tissue, or anything else but the pure fat is left in the material in the oil, then in 
this process of crystallizing by which the stearine is removed (which has to be 
done at a temperature of about 89°), the result will be that the material wil! be- 
come putrid and utterly offensive. I have seen that done over and over again 
where there has been a little carelessness in the filtering or cleaning, or want o/ 
proper treatment where the fat has not been heated enough during the 
rendering, so that there may be alittle fiber left in. Under thesecircumstances 
during this process of crystallizing, a fermentation takes place which is very 
offensive, almost unendurable, and they have to throw the entire mass into the 
a used for the refuse to make tallow of, as it would not be food fit for use 
atall. 

Senator Grorce. Is there no way of counteracting this offensive condition 

Professor Mortox. No way whatever, except to take fat and purify it in» 
manner that would make it a very expensive process. 

Senator GrorGe. Can it not be clarified? 

Professor Morton. No,sir; there is no way of doing that. 

The CuarmMan. Would putrefaction take plaee if the material was ke) ai 4 
temperature of 45 degrees, the usual temperature for keeping butter’ 

Professor Morton. It will not take place after the butter is manufactured 
That putrefaction of necessity takes place during the manufacture. One of 
these processes involves the keeping of the material for ten or twelve hours at 
a temperature favorable for fermentation or putrefaction if there is anything in 
it out. If it has gone so far as that without injury, it is because there is 
nothing in it capable o! ee 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you never found any of these tissucsin oleomargarine 
after it was manufactured, under the mi ? 

Professor Morton. Never. This statement I make is important as (o (le 
effect of the process; that is, the putrefying effect which would result from 
neglect to thoroughly separate the fatty matter from the fiber, This is impor 
tant because it bears upon the question which has been raised as to whetlic: 
the germs of disease could in any way be carried from the anima! into the pro- 
duct. These germs, in the first place, have never been found. There is no 
scientific testimony anywhere that they have ever been found in the fat ot 
—. They are always found in the muscles and tissues, but never in (lec 


Senator Groner. Then the germs of disease from diseased cattle a: 
found in fatty substances? 
Professor Mortos. No, sir. 


*. * > s . £ ™ 


Ponetee Buarre. Is stearine an unhealthy substance that you wish to ¢ i 
of it? 

Professor Morton. It is not unhealthy except in this sense—— oe 

Senator Biatr. I mean in the proportion in which it is found is it unhes!\y 

Professor Morton. It would be less di ible undoubtedly. It would be the 
difference between the digestibility of butter or a fat like butter and mutton 
fat. As it exists in the mutton fat, there being an excess of stearine, the fat !s 
harder when it enters the stomach, and is not broken up so rapidly and a) 
sorbed by the digestive organs. In that sense it is less digestible, just as 0” 
kind of bread would be less wholesome than another because not so digest ibl: 
Very light bread would be more digestible than bread not so light. Ther 
would be that difference. A person with a delicate stomach might be a!'c \) 
eat beef and beef fat and yet not be able to eat mutton and mutton fat. 


& e ao & a * 
The Caarmman. What would you say then to a sample of oleomargar: 
which was still sweet, but which under the m did show fibrous ma 


rial? Fi 
Professor Morrow. I should like to know a good deal about its origin ; wl! 
its history was. Of course, if it was some one’s object to make such 4 thing 
there would be no trouble in making such asampie. In other words, al! yo\' 
have to do is to make good oleomargarine and then take a little fat with sor 
in pent Aer : 4 
The CHaremMan, Would it be possible to make in any oleomargarine fact” ’ 
if they were not extremely careful butanxious to make a large profit by :¢))''< 
itand working carelessly, an unfit article for food? 
Professor Morton. It would never be done but once. They would make 0" 
such large product and send it out, but it would all be sent back to them They 
would lose their money, and they would not do it again. a 
The Cuareman. If it was sold to consumers it would not be sent back ty (' 
oleomargarine factory, but would be pronounced bad butter. 
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Professor Morton. It would be recognized at once, because the stuff would 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Senator Jones. Then you think that animals which havedied a natural death 
could not be used in this way, because a putrefaction would be produced in the 
manufacture? 

Professor Morton. Yes, a change would be produced which would render the 
product tallow and not oleomargarine. 

Senator Jongs, That you say would be unavoidable? 

Professor Morton. It would be unavoidable. It could not be helped 

Senator Jones. You do not think you could make good oleomargarive out of 
a dead cat or dog? 

Professor Morton, I will stake my reputation on that—that it could not be 
done, because I have tried an analogous experiment to that very thing. I have 
taken fat which was put in a barrel and left over night, and in melting it down 
I found that the product was perfectly offensive and could not be used for one 


be detected immediately. 

The CuHarrnmaNn. Have you any knowleige as to the percentage of lard now 
used in the manufacture of oleomargarine in comparison with the amount of 

leo ? 
7 Professor Morton. Ido not now recall it. I have heard, but I have forgotten. 
I think it is something like 20 per cent. Some such proportions as that is fre- 
quently added, although that differs with the season of the year; in winter 
they need more than they do in summer. 

The CaairnMAN. Have you examined any of the oleomargarine factories lately 
where they use lard at all? : 

Professor Morton. Yes; within a few weeks I have visited two of them in 
New York. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Then they were using lard mixed with fat? moment 

Professor Morton. Yes; they were using pure lard. * ‘ ‘ ‘ 

senator GEORGE. Mi wo mmc ng eee yo oil? . : Senator Gronae. Lhave been requested to ask several questions by some gen- 
_ Professor ees O n-seed = been used for the same purpose —that | tiemen present. You have probably gone all over this subject, and therefore 
is tosay, where ne oil, as I have described it, has not had as much you can answer these questions without making much explanation. I am re 
of its stearine remov a t as is required to bring it to the consistency of quested to ask you first to state your age, residence, and occupation 
butter, then the same li t Te be obtained by adding more olein, more oil. Professor Morton. I am forty-nine years of age; I reside in Hoboken, N. J., 
Cotton-seed oil is like olive oil, almost pure olein. There would be another | 4144 am president of the Stevens Institute of Technology in Hoboken, an insti 
way of doing this thing. You might take the pure rendered fat, and instead | ¢.1¢ of mechanical engineering are 
of getting rid of the stearine, if you had some other material which would add ; a —s 


the palmatin and olein by themselves, you might thus bring it to the same con sink aaa What attention have you given to the study of chemistry, 
nad : . ~ | and for gati ? 
sisteney or proportion by adding this instead of removing the stearine. The | “"p,cressoe Monroe. Por over twenty-five wears it has been my part! Life 
process,as I have said, is not entirely under contro\as tothe amountofstearine | sudy aie ee eee on thet eps 
to besmmevel. Eee Men = nag nn a pers you can get the required Senator Grorce, What knowledge have you regarding the manufacture of 
consistency am In thet ee ~ os. ceil Re tlrean er oleomargarine and relative substitutes for butter, as carried on in a commercial 
= ° actories yo ve examined, do they use much cotton- | gale in this country ? 


. : : . rl ‘sso ow. Fr i e ¢ process was first i . ed and th 
Professor Morton. They were not using it at either of the factories I exam- : rote . Mons : Prom the ane the ee es sg at eas 
: “ ; uct first came to this country I wasinformed about it, and have been called 
ined, Atone of them they were using all the winter what is known as benne aimee eels ati ceaiiien team a eas 

7 : . a , to examine various patents and processes continuously from year to ex 
oil or oil ofsesame. Sesame is a grain very well known in the East. You may . ons cohnallt ailimonens at athi ‘ same : eo ; 

: . ‘ Hardly a year has passed where something has not come to me tobe exam t 
remember in the Arabian Nights in the story of the forty thieves, where the Rao oti i ae 
or a ; : and reported upon in connection with that subject. 
} the cave by saying ‘“‘Open sesame.” It is the name of a grain, <0 Sane ala teceeeemeatdia ain a dies eT ai as 
Senator GrorGcs. What is your opinion in regard to this material as 

a grain which is made into bread and eaten in that way,and by pressure there | ...n6 article of food? 
can be extracted from it an oil which is largely used in that region for cooking, | ~ : 


5 : ; : ; 7 Professor Morton. I consider it perfectly wholesonx I eat itmyself without 
and — oa salad oil. Itis nearly pure olein, something like olive oil and cot- hesitation and have it often in nerhewen, es ms 
tor oe. Senator Groree. Is it true that this product can be or is made of sroper sit 
The CuaimMan. You have stated that the pure fats of animals do not contain, : aa $7 oo neers pnp pian, lee sl 


- ; . stances or injurious substances, and that chemicals are used in i(s manufact 

or that it never had been discovered that they contain, germs of disease. Would Perhaps ound haven already answered that. 

it not be —-o the tissues surrounding the fats of these animals could Professor Morton. It isnottrue. Itis utterly impossible to make it of tainted 

contain germs of disease . 4 b ‘ materials, and no chemicals are used in its manufacture—that is, nothing in the 
: fessor Morton. They have never been found in the fats—that is a scien- | ysual meaning of that term, such as violent corrosives or other injurious mate 

tifle fact. There is not an instance recorded or # reliable statement made of | yjais. Salt, which is in one sense 1 chemical substance, is used. 

pew oom, | been found in the fats, although there is abundant evidence of Senator GrorGe. Has any injurious substance been found in any speeimen of 

their being found in the muscles or muscular tissues. oleomargarine by yourself or chemists of standing and repute, to your know! 
The Cuarrman. I speak simply of the tissues that surround the fat; as to the 


sdge ? 
vils I understood your statement. ~ Seeheser Mortow. None whatever; there is no evidence of any such thing 
Professor MoxTon. No, sir; they have not been discovered. 7 Senator GrorGeE. Is it in your opinion probable or even possible under the 
; eee Are you prepared to make the statement that they could not | ,ormal conditions of manufacture, that any germs of disease could be intro- 
6 7 * i i duced into oleomargarine? 
Professor Morton. They never have been in the history of science. With all ations. Mammen: t demas thelieus it is ob oll poaible er probable 
these microscopical examinations, nobody has been found to make the state- i 7 : acon eps } i 


Senator GrorGe. What are the comparative risks of the introduction of dis 
ease germs into oleomargarine and pure butter? 
e 6 Professor Morton. They are considerably greater in pure butter. It is easice 


a ‘ Sos : : to get germsinto milk, and milk is never heated in the making of butter, so 
Senator Joxes. In how many factories have you ever seen this substance pre- | ¢hat nothing is done to protect it. The risk of introducing the germs of con- 


ment. No one having the slightest show of authority has ever recorded the fact. 
Such things may have been stated in the newspapers. 
" - 


pa . sumption from cows suffering with that disease would be far greater } bata 
. . ss g § : ar greaterin the man 

pees Senses. Es ee -- Sateston, f thi inhi ufacture of butter than in the manufacture of oleomargarine. 
Senato Sms, 38 thO pean Gnd macHiNnery OF this process expensive ; Senator Gisson. What is the point of temperature to which oleomargine is 


Professor Morrow. It is rather expensive. aed t . ; > 
. ; raised in the process of manufacture * 
Senator JoNnEs, — it be manufactured in a small way and by small estab- Professor Morton. The individual particles of it come very nearly to the boil- 
lishments profitably ‘ - ‘ - ing point of water; just to a good cooking temperature 
Professor Mortor. Not with profit. It must be done, I shouldsay, on a fairly | 


Senator Grasow. Would that destroy the germs necessarily ? 
= ee eee deal blist , a j | Professor Morton. It would destroy them under almost all circumstances 
are in N: rank 1 Philadelphia for i: oe ishments of this kind there | There are cases, but very rare ones, indeed, in which germs will resist ver) 
are mm New SOrk an RAGE, TOF ENAANCS T — . . . | high temperature, and in such cases they would not be destroyed by ordiuary 
aes . —_ jw Ong of one in Philadelphia, and in New cooking ’ 
York, at present, I only know of four. < dian y es se eu Seittadnal ‘yi 
. : . Se PORGE. § your f re ive digestibilt f ol 

Senator Jones. In those which you havé examined are there any tricks of the | ain ae _< : a is your opinion of the rela ‘6 ee 
trade ee ifl ~~ + ee Seen —Sy saiek © aibaaper product | Professor Morton. I think they are substantially identical. If there is any 
- " ow - SECES SOCOUEEIONS OF © ject onable than a product 1onestly difference it is only the difference, as I said before, between one variety of meat 


Professor Monrox. None whatever. There is very little temptation to do |“! ower. : : . : ; 
such a . In other words, anything that will cheapen the product spoils it. : . aa ok ? eae ; ; Sire 
You can make a good product, Any attempt to use fat that is really old [Statement of Professor Charles F. Chandler, of Columbia College, New York.| 
and stale is unprofitable. An ounce of stale fat put into a ton of good fresh fat [ would not, of course, wish to take up the time of the committee by repeating 
Sa the whole thing before the process is completed. So that so far from | anything that Dr. Morton has said, but I will say at the outset that I agree with 
there 6 Apa ngs touse anything impure, the object is to use the very | Dr. Morton in every statement that he has made. 
best l,in order to make a good salable product. | Senator GEORGE. You were present and heard his statement to the commit 
The Caatrzman. Do you think the lard is used because it is cheaper than beef | tee” 
fat? Professor CHANDLER. Yes,sir; I heard his statement which he has just con 
Professor Morton. No, sir; I think the motive is to improve the structure. cluded, I have been called upon officially on three different occasions to in 
The CHarrnMan. What would you say of oleomargarine which contained 90 | vestigate this subject. I was first called upon as president of the board of health 
per cent. of lard and 10 per cent. of oleomargarine ? of New York city, by the State senate of New York, to carefully investigate it, 
Morton. I should say it wasa very poor article. Of course, it may | and I prepared a report which was approved by my colleagues of the health 
happen that some man — make a foolish experiment, thinking he is going to | department and forwarded to Albany. Afterward, in 1880, 1 was called upon 
make it cheaper, but he will find out that he hascheated himself. He could not | by the Committee on Manufactures of the House of Representatives, and at that 
make a good article that he could sell twice to the same customer, unless he is | time I prepared a report with the approval of my colleagues of the health de- 
honest and cleanly in the matufacture, partment, and I will leave a copy of that report with the committee 
Senator Jongs. We have been told about the vile compounds that are used in Senator GrorGe. You indorse the statements therein made? 
making the oleo—the fat of cats and dogs and animals which died of disease. | Professor CHANDLER. Yes, sir; Lindorse thematthe presenttime. I have not 
Professor Morton. To any one who knows about it these stories are simply | a copy of the first report scent to the New York State senate, but it is essentially 
absurd. It is utterly impossible to do any such thing. AsI have said, if the | thesame. I wasafterward called upon by the New York board of aldermen and 
animal has been dead a short time the fat can not be used. For instance, you | madeareport which was approved by the board of health and which was printed 
could not use fat from the meat which is hung up and exposed for sale in market | in the City Record, of which this is a copy. 
for the purpose of making o] rine. Although such meat is not hurt for Senator GrorGr. You reaffirm that statement now? 
ordinary use,and can be cooked — eaten, the fat of it would be utterly ruined Professor CHANDLER. ldo; yes, sir. In all of these reports I have (aken the 
for the purpose of making oleomargarine. The exposure of the meat in the | ground that this is a new process for making an old article, and that article is 
market would give the product a strong tallowy odor, different from a putrid | utter. This isa new process for making butter. It is made of materials which 
one, but the moment you tasted it you would say that it was not butter. No | are in every respect wholesome and proper articles of food, whether it be made 
one would eat it. It would not have a butter tastc. The very same taste in | solely from the oleomargarine extracted from beef fat, or whether it has added 
beef, to which we are accustomed, would be considered offensive if observed | to it more or less leaf-lard properly prepared, or more or less sesame oil or cot 
in butter. The same flavor that I have defined as tallowy does not offend | ton-seed oil, and whether it be or not colored with annatto or the other color 
us at all in with cooked meat, because we are used to it in that con- | ing mattersused. Itake the ground that there is nothing in any one of these 
materials in any sense unwholesome,and nothing in any one of them which 
But if you eee ment—if you take from a piece of beef you are eat- | makes it inferior as an article of food to dairy butter. 
fat chop it up fine and mix it with butter which you have I regard the discovery of Mége-Mouries, of a process by which beef fat and 
on your table, and taste it, you would say it was very bad butter. It tastes good | hog fat can be extracted from adipose tissue and converted into a wholesome 
enough as beef fat, because are accustomed to it in that way, but you object | article of food free from any disagreeable taste or odor, a3 one 6f the most im- 
to that flavor in butter. It just the same way with cheese. If you know you | portant discoveries made in this century, a discovery by which it is possible to 
faded erret Surtzs daecee with its peculiar odor, your sense is not of- | make a perfectly pure and satisfactory, as well as a wholesome, article of food 
fended. We piesa ef thes cheese gets on the side of the table or on your | ata reasonable price. I have visited various factories where this ariicle is man- 
coat, and you it, think there is something very nasty about it. ufactured, from the time the industry began down to date. I am perfectly 
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familiar with the materials employed and the different processes, and know 
there is nothing whatever used either in material or process which is unwho!le- 
some or in any way deleterious to the public health. 

Senator Groner. Or which would be disgusting if known? 

Professor CHANDLER, Precisely. On the penn the pon by which 
this kind of butter is manufactured are much more cleanly than the processes by 
which dairy butter is manufactured. The beef fat or leaf lard is taken out of 
the animals there, put into cold water, and thoroughly washed and cleansed. 

Senator PLums. Is it necessary that that should bedone? 

Professor CHANDLER. It is necessary. It is impossible to make an article that 
would sell unless this is done. In order to remove and cool the fat at once it is 
necessary that it should be washed, and the fat is converted into butter in both 
stages without being handled in any way. Then it is worked up and melted 
in vessels in jacketed kettles,and therefore it is much more cleanly, because 
never handled by human beings—all the work is accomplished by machinery. 
Whereas dairy butter is manufactured in small quantities without—well, it will 
hardly be worth while to say anything which will tend to disgust persons with 
dairy butter,and I will refrain from stating what everybody must know, that 
in some dairies at least cleanliness is not strictly observed. In the majority of 
the dairies the butter is constantly handled and worked by human hands, 
which, to my mind, is a process of manufacture, far less appetizing than the proc- 
eas by which the oleomargarine butter is formed. 

I, of course, have not followed all these proceedings before Congress, but I 
have read what has been printed, and am quite aware of the scope of this in- 
vestigation. We had a senate investigation in New York city for the purpose 
of discussing fully the subject of artificial butter. The person who managed 
that investigation came and consulted me about it, but very carefully refrained 
from calling me as a witness, and the evidence taken before that commission is 
too ridiculous ever to have been printed by soaugust a body as the senate of the 
State of New York. The statements that were made there were utterly ridicu- 
lous. Stories with regard to offensive processes and offensive materials used 
in preparing food were rehearsed, and the story of the use of nitric acid was 
repeated, as well as the old story that the workmen employed in these factories 
Jost their toe-nails in consequence of the acid which was used in working the 
fat,and many things of that kind. I never could understand how the State 
senators of New York could permit such testimony to go on record and be 
printed. But it was done, and that kind of evidence has been manufactured all 
over the country with the view of disgusting the public with this kind of but- 
ter. ‘Artificial butter has never had a fair opportunity to be presented to the 
citizens of this country, and this legislation with regard to it recalls to my mind 
legislation which is found in the records of the past. 

Some of you remember, I presume, that before the discovery of the passage 
around the Cape of Good Hope to India the only dye-stuff cultivated to any ex- 
tent in England was woad, an inferior dye which our ancestors employed for 
dyeing their products. When the trade with Bengal sprang up indigo was 
brought to England, and immediately there was a great hue and cry made 
against indigo. It was said it was going to ruin the woad farmer of England, 
and they called it devil's dirt—Teufeldréckh wus the name in German—and it 
was made a capital crime in England, France, and Germany for anybody to be 
caught with indigo on his premises. It was not suggested that it should be col- 
ored blue, because that was its natural color and it was not necessary. 

Soon after logwood was discovered in Honduras, and when it was attemped 
to introduce it into England asadye laws were passed against it. We have 
had that kind of legislation always. It is not many years since a petition was 
presented to Parliament in England pocteing against the use of hops in beer, 
on the ground that it would destroy the digestion of the English people. There 
was a similar attempt at legislation in regard to the burning of soft coal, ‘They 
had used only wood and charcoal in England, and when it was proposed to 
take coal out of the ground and bring it to London they said it would ruin the 
industry of the people who cut wood in the forests to make charcoal; that it 
was unhealthy and would make a smoke that would get into the lungs of the 
knights who came from the country to Parliament to sit and legislate for the 
veople, 

: With regard to the statements concerning the unwholesome character of these 
materials, I have paid particular attention to the subject, and feel competent to 
speak upon it. 

Senator GrorGr. Are you a doctor of medicine ? 

Professor CHANDLER. I am an M. D., but I am not a practitioner of medicine. 
I have been a professor in a medical coilege for twenty years, and have made 
a special study of this subject of germs—not recently, but I a dozen years 
ago. 1 have a laboratory where I conduct my experiments by the use of the 
microscope, and I am familiar with all the literature on the subject of any value, 
and I do not hesitate to say that there is nothing whatever in the assertion that 
there is any danger of germs in this artificial butter. There is no foundation of 
fact at all for those statements. It is a bugbear which is conjured up in order 
to disgust people on the subject of beef fat. 


* * a ® « * 3 


[Statement of Professor James F. Babcock, of Boston, Mass.] 


Tam a chemist by profession. At present I occupy a position which our stat- 
utes require all mayors of cities to fill by appointment, namely, that which is 
ealled with us in Boston inspector of milk. By our statntes, inspectors of milk 
are also charged with the enforcement of the laws in regard to butter and some 
other food products, 

a oe 2 * a * m 


It has been within my knowledge, and is within my knowledge at the present 
time, that there ere thousands of persons in the city of Boston who buy butter- 
ine, knowing perfectly well what they are buying—who call for b ne, who 
pay the price of butterine, and who receive it in a r marked as the statute 
requires of them in those cases. The marking, so as those persons are con- 
eerned, is unnecessary, because they know what they are ae But the 
dealer must mark it whether the person knows it or not. Not only are these 
goods marked a the tubs and marked upon the rovided for the 
retail sales, but I know of a great many dea’ in Boston who in addition to 
what the law requires mark their goods by hanging a large sign directly over 
the tub or the ice-chest or refrigerator where the goods are kept. 

I have in mind at the present time a new store which has only been started 
within a couple of weeks at the south end in Boston, fitted up, I had almost said 
with clegance, a store for selling dairy products. They have a refrigerator with 
some nine or ten com ments in it, with glass doors, and nine of these con- 
tain butter and one of them contains butterine. The butterine is marked by a 
sign hanging over that place with letters I should say 3 inches long; the price 
of it is marked—15 or 16 cents, the retail price—and the prices of all this butter 
ranging from 18,19, and 20 cents up to 30and 35 cents per pound at this season of 
the year, are also indicated. 


Me = find in the come wey ta Ges market Souttos tated that section of the city, 
where the ronage y poor le, sare 

for sale and the name is marked upon the goods A canon te South Boe- Bos- 
ton, a very respectable grocer, whose name I could give to the committee if nec- 
essary, said to me only lest Saturday, ing of these goods—I will say that 
he had two tubs of butter and one tub of butterine, and his butterine and papers 
were marked—he was speaking to me of the sale of these goods to poor 

He said that a regular customer of his had said to aS few days 

that the batterine which he had bought during the winter for 15 cents a pound 


substitutes for butter. This man sai 
pound had enabled his boy to have butter during the winter; otherwise hh. 





had enabled him to give his boy butter to eat; he called it butter, but butterip 
is what he bought. 


These goods are spoken of in that ra way as butter, although they are 
that the sale of butterine at 15 cents q 


woule have had to go without, He said his boy had never eaten any butter jn, 


his life, and the man spoke of the goods as being something which he regarded 
ita privilege to buy. I say it can not be disputed that inthe ae Boston, and 
in some of our large manufacturing cities in Massachusetts, suc 


as Fall River. 
Lawrence, and Lowell, there are thousands of pounds of oleomargarine and 


butterine, imitation butter, sold to people who know perfectly well what they 
are buying, who call for it,and who could not be cheated in regard to it; they 
know what it is worth. 


Senator Jones. Do they buy it for themselves and their families, or to feo 


boarders on? 


Professor BAncock. They buy it for themselves and their families; they do 


not keep boarders. A poor man with afamily of four or five has all the board. 
ers he can takecareof. Itisundoubtedlysold to and bought by boarding-house 
keepers, saloon and restaurant keepers, and it is certainly true that they do not 
put any mark upon it when they put it on their tables. There isa large sale in 
that direction. But the people who buy it for their own consumption are very 
numerous and know very well what they are buying. 


” = 
Senator Jones. Has it been any part of rour duty to determine whether thece 
substitutes for butter are injurious to health or not? 
Professor BAncock. It has not been a part of my duty to determine that 
Senator Jones. Have you investigated that matter? 
Professor BAscock. I have. 
Senator Jones. What are your conclusions on that subject? 
Professor BAscockx. My conclusions are that what is perfectly good on tho 


side of a beefsteak is perfectly good when it is melted ont and mixed with sa)t 
and milk. My conclusions are, in general, that oleomargarine is a perfectly 
wholesome food in every sense of the word. There are some points in relation 
to it in which it is superior to butter, I refer more especially to its keeping quali- 
ties. You take an oleomargarine print and put iton this table and leave it hero 
for three months alongside of butter, and the oleomargarine will remain sweet 
while the butter will not. 


The CHAIRMAN. Isthat any evidence t’ at it is better food? 
Professor Bancock. It is no evidence that it is better food, but it is evidence 


that the fat froni which it is prepared is freer from foreign substances. 


The CHAIRMAN. Would it not equally be evidence that it is not as easily di- 


gested as butter if it will last that length of time? Salt meat will keep longer 
than fresh meat. 


Professor Bascock. Certainly; but it is perfectly healthfal, neverthe!css. | 


presume it must be admitted asa physiological fact, at least to be debatable, 
that oleomargarine is slightty less digestible than butter. But how much less 
digestibie? It is not as if oleomargarine required five hours to digest and but- 
ter required only a halfan hour oran hour. The figuresare expressed in much 
closer relations than that. I will not undertake to give them, but the commit- 
tee can find them in the books or in the investigations of those who have con- 
sidered the matter. It takes three and a half hours in one case and four hours 


in the other case, or something of thatkind. Practically thereis not any ditfer- 


ence, and as far as food value is concerned, | do not think the physiologists have 
ever differed in the opinion that oleomargarine has a higher food valve than 


butter. I mean by that that the amount of heat-producing qualities in o!eo- 
margarine is greater theoretically than in butter, but the relation still is very 


close; one is about the same as the other. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, during the pendency 
of this bill before the House I fought it at every stage. Since it has 
gone to the Senate it has been amended and made much less obnoxious 
than it was before, but it is still so obnoxious that I can not vote {or it. 
I have already stated that I oppose this bill because it is contrary to 
every theory of politics I have ever entertained. Itis contrary to every 
platform that has ever been adopted by the Democratic party since tie 
Democratic party was formed in these United States. It is contrary to 
every vote that a Democrat has given, in accordance with his party 
platform, in this House. It is contrary to the promises which the 
Democracy have made to the people, and itis a direct abandonment and 
sale of their party to a particular interest here, for what reasons I will 
not undertake to state now, because I could not make the statement in 
parliamentary terms. Gentlemen say they are voting for this asa rev- 
enue measure, yet there is nota Democrat in this House who is voting 
for this bill who has not declared that we are collecting too much rev- 
enue now and that it ought tobe reduced. Still those gentlemen come 
here and stuyltify themselves and betray their party by voting against 
what have been the cardinal doctrines cf the Democratic party from its 
inception down to the present time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I would be very glad to do so, but 
my time is limited. But, Mr. Chairman, they undertake to say now 
that because the tax has been reduced in the Senate from 5 cents to 2 
cents that is relief which ought to make the bill acceptable. Why, 
sir, there can not be a pound of oleomargarine sold in any smal! town 
in the United States under this charge of $48 for a license. 

Thereisscarcely asmall town outside of the great grass-growing regions 
that supplies butter enough for its peoplethroughout the year. In my 
own district there are months when there can not be a pound of butter 
purchased, and yet no merchant in a small town may sell a pound of 
this oleomargarine without paying a special license tax of $13 per 
annum. 

Gentlemen know that the small dealers will not and can not take out 
a license for the sale of this article at such cost. Gentlemen know 
that that provision is in effect an absolute denial of both butter and 
a substitute for butter to many poor people throughout the country. 
Gentlemen make a mistake when they say that the farmers are for 
this bill. I have just returned from my district. I went into the 
greatest agricultural county in that district, the county where they 
have more cows and make more butter than in any other, and where 
they had in one grange a resolution condemning me for my vote 
on this bill, I made them a speech and explained this bill to them, 
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told them what it was, and then asked them, as I did the people in six 
other counties, if the farmers wanted any such bill as that, and witha 
unanimous voice they declared that they had not understood it, that 
they had been misled about it. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill professes to be in favor of the farmer. Gen- 
tlemen have antagonized and probably defeated the consideration of 
the great interstate-commerce bill, which would have cheapened freight 
charges to every farmer, to every mechanic, and to every business man 
in this land. They have antagonized the naval bill, and probably de- 
feated it, when the country is demanding protection and defense and 
workingmen throughout the land are demanding employment. They 
have defeated every tariffand every revenue bill that has been put upon 
the Calendar. They have defeated or set aside nearly every interest 
represented in bills pending before this House, simply in order that 
these dairymen, whom I have before described as a rascally set living 
around the cities defrauding the people, should monopolize the butter 


or the trade of the land. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate upon 
this bill is concluded. The Clerk will report the first amendment to 
the bill. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent that the amendments be 
read, and that the vote upon recommending concurrence in the amend- 
ments of the Senate be taken in gross. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. I now move concurrence in the amendments of the 
Senate. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri moves that the bill 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that the House concur 
in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Pending that I move to concur in 
the amendments of the Senate with the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. A motion to concur with an amendment takes 
precedence of a motion simply to concur. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Thatafter the passage of this act the tax on spirits distilled from apples, peaches, 
and other fruits shall be abolished: Provided, That no person or persons shall 
be allowed to manufacture or distill spirits partly from fruits and partly from 
grain without the payment of the full tax required by law upon the making or 
manufacture of liquors distilled from grain; and any person violating the pro- 
visions of this section shall be fined not more than $500, and imprisoned not more 
than one year, at the discretion of the court; and the distillery and the appara- 
ratus therein, at which such spirits were distilled, shall be forfeited. 

Sec. 2. That on all original and unbroken hogsheads, barrels, or kegs of spirits 
held by manufacturers or dealers at the time such abolition shall go into effect, 
upon which the tax has been paid, there shall be allowed a drawback or rebate 
of the full amount of the said tax; but the same shall notapply in any case where 
the cdaim has not been ascertained or presented within sixty days following the 
date of the repeal. It shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and 
regulations, and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms, as may be 
necessary to carry this section into effect. 

Sec. 3, That there shall be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, so much money as shall be necessary 
to repay the rebate provided for under the preceding section of this act. 

Sec. 4. That no farmer or planter shall be required to pay a sp«cial tax for sell- 
ing leaf-tobaceo of his own production. or leaf-tobacco received as rent from ten- 
ants who have produced the same on his land ; and any farmer or planter may 
sell leaf-tobaeco of his own production, or leaf-tobacco produced on land belong- 
ing to him and received as rent from tenants who raised it, to persons other 
than those who have paid a special tax as dealers in leaf-tobacco, or as manu- 
——— of tobacco, snuff, and cigars, or to persons purchasing leaf-tobacco for 
export, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this 
amendment, to be admissible, should be in the form of au amendment 
to the amendments of the Senate; but it is an amendment to the text 
of the bill, which is not now before us for consideration. In addition 
to that, it is not germane. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Rem] is not germane to 
the Senate amendments. 

_ Mr.BAYNE. Imakethe further point that the proposed amendment 
is the substance of a pending bill, and therefore not admissible. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. In reply to the point last raised, I 
will say that this amendment is identical with no bill now pending in 
the House, Besides, as I am informed, the rule under which such a 
point could be made has been repealed. 

Now, the bill before the House, as amended by the Senate, to levy 
* tax of 2 cents a pound on butterine and oleomargarine, is a bil) rais- 
ing revenue; and the tax is an internal-revenue tax. Theamendment 
which I offer also affects the internal revenue. The only difference is 
that the pending bill proposes to impose internal-revenue taxation on 
4 certain artic.e, while my proposition is to take off the internal-rev- 
enue tax from spirits distilled from fruit, and to allow farmers to sell 
their tobaceo to whomsoever they please. As gentlemen have stated 
that this o bill is entirely in the interest of the farmers, I 
will say that the two items embraced in my amendment are also en- 
tirely in their interest. The amendment will enable our farmers to 
realize an income from the fruit of their orchards, now allowed to be 
wasted and lost, and that, too, in asection of country not yet very pop- 
ulous and rich. It also allows them to sell theirleaf-tobacco to whom- 
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brands thereon as provided in this act: And provided, further, That there shall 
be no fraud cither in its manufacture, sale, or offer for sale. Any manufact- 
| 
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soever they please. The justice of this provision is evident to every 
one. There will be no loss of revenue to the Government, as the tax 
on brandy for 1885 is $1,321,897.58, and the oleomargarine bill, with 
the rate of 2 cents per pound, will yield a revenue of about $2,000,000. 
I contend, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment is in order and should 
be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. When this bill was under consideration in the first 
instance, in the Committee of the Whole Hoase on the state of the 
Union, the Chair held that an amendment similar to the one now offered 
was in order. But the House passed the bill and sent it to the Senate 
without any such amendment; and the Senate has concurred in all the 
portions of the bill except the items indicated by the Senate amend- 
ments. Therefore the portions of the bill to which the gentleman’s 
amendment would apply are not now subject to further amendment, 
they having been agreed to by both Houses. Inthe opinion of the 
Chair no amendment is now in order except one that is germane to 
the amendments of the Senate. Those amendments may be agreed to 
with an amendment, but the amendment must be germane. The Chair 
holds that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina is not germane to the Senate amendments. It is therefore out of 
order on the ground raised by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH] 
as well as that raised by the gentiman from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. As the Senate rejected the proposed 
tax of 5 cents per pound, and fixed a tax of 2 cents, would not. this 
proposition be germane to that amendment of the Senate? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That amendment relates simply to the rate of 
tax on oleomargarine. There is nothing in the bill or in any amend- 
ment of the Senate in regard to taxation upon distilled spirits. There- 
fore the Chair holds the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. If the bill were now pending as it 
was originally in the House, and this amendment should be offered to 
that clause imposing a tax of 5 cents a pound, would not the amend- 
ment be germane ? 


TheCHAIRMAN. If the bill were now pending inthe first instance 
the amendment would be in order. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Then, as the only difference in that 


respect is that the tax has been fixed at 2 cents instead of 5 cents, why 
is not the amendment in order now ? 

Mr. HATCH. It is not germane to the Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment can be entertained now except 
one which is germane to the amendments of the Senate; and those 
amendments relate entirely to the tax upon oleomargarine. The Chair 
rules that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I rise toaparliamentaryinguiry. I want to know 
whether I understood the decision of the Chair to be that gentlemen 
have not the right to pour whisky and brandy upon their butter? 
[ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I offer the amendment which 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I send 


That nothing in this act shali be construed to apply to the manufacture, sale, 
or offer for sale, of any substance known as oleomargarine, which shall be 
shown before the same is sold or offered for sale, to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under such rules and regulations as he may 
adopt, to be as wholesome as butter as an article of food, and that it is sold and 
offered for sale as oleomargarine, the same to be shown by the marks and 


urer, wholesale or retail dealer, or other person who shall knowingly manu- 
facture, sell, or offer for sale, any such oleomargarine as butter, or without the 
same being put in packages plainly marked and branded as in this act provided, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding five years, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the amendment is not 
germane to the Senate amendments; and in addition that it has already 
had consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union when the House bill was up in the first instance. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. In answer to the second point raised 
by my colleague from Missouri I did offer an amendment in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union similar to this, 
but it was not thisamendment. In the amendment offered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole it was simply this substance was wholesome, but 
in this amendment it must be shown to be as wholesome as butter. 
{Laughter.] It is to place it entirely before the people of the country 
whether it is for something as wholesome as butter or not. 

As to the other question, it does seem to me the amendment is ger- 
mane to the Senate amendments fixing the tax on the substance known 
as oleomargarine. I do not wish further to discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment 
is not germane to the Senate amendments, and therefore sustains the 
point of order and rules the amendment out. 

Mr. HATCH. I insist now on my motion that the amendments of 
the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
curred in. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


amendments were con- 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having under consideration revenue bills, 
had taken up the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of oleomargarine, and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with the recommendation that the Senate amendments be 
concurred in. 

Mr. HATCH. On concurrence in the Senate amendments I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. MORRISON. What has become of the vinegar bill? 

TheSPEAKER. There are other bills reported from the committee 
which take precedence of this, and unless the House takes some action 
they must be disposed of. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us dispose of this first. 

Mr. MORRISON. Let them be taken up in their order. 


MANUFACTURE OF VINEGAR. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union was the bill (H. R. 9733) to regulate the manu- 
facture of vinegar made from grain. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. McADOO. It is an excellent bill. 

The House refused to strike out the enacting clause, and, under the 
rule, the bill was recommitted to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand it, the vinegar bill goes back with- 
out any order to the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairsostated. It has gone back to the com- 
mittee without motion. 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX. 

The next report from the Committee of the Whole was joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 164) repealing the taxes, special and otherwise, upon to- 
bacco, and upon the sale and manufacture thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee to strike out the enacting clause. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, under the rule, is recommitted to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


YOREIGN GOODS FREE OF DUTY, 

The next report from the Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. 
R. 9208) to permit theentry free of duty of foreign goods for exhibition 
at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ Pro 
tective Association. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COLLINS. I move the bill be put upon it passage. 
a No ! ””) ] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. COLLINS moved to reconsider the voie by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved tat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


The next report from the Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. 
t. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 

manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

The SPEAKER. The committee recommend concurrence in the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. HATCH demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurrence in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60. 

So (more than one-fifth having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 175, nays 75, not vot- 
ing 72; as follows: 


[Cries of 


YEAS—175. 
Adams, G. Brown, W. W. Collins, Felton, 
Allen, ©. H. Buchanan, Conger, Fisher, 
Allen, J. M. Buck, Cooper, Fleeger, 
Anderson, J. A. Bunnell, Cox, Foran, 
Atkinson, Burleigh, Cutcheon, Forney, 
Ballentine, Burrows, Dingley, Frederick, 
Barry, Butterworth, I ery, Fuller, 
Bayne, Bynum, Dorsey, Funston, 
Bingham, Caldwell, Eldredge, Gallinger, 
Bound, Campbell, J. E. Elisberry, Geddes, 
Bontelic, Campbell, J. M. Ely, Gilfillan, 
Boyle, Cannon, Ermentrout Goff, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Carleton, Green, R. 8. 
Browne, T. M. Caswell, Green, W. J. 
Brown, C. E. Clardy, Farquhar, Grosvenor, 


Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hale, 

Hall, 

Halsell, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hewitt, 
Hiestand, 
Hill, 

Hiscock, 

Hitt, 

Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Hudd, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnston, J. T. 
Ketcham, 
King, 


Barnes, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 


Burnes, 

Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Catchings, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Crisp, 

Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A. C. 
Dougherty, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 

Baker, 

Barbour, 
— . 


~~ 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Brady, 
Bragg, 
Bruimm, 
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Kleiner, Perkins, 
la Follette, Peters, 
Laird Pettibone, 
Landes, Pideock, 
le Fevre, Pindar, 
Lehlbach, Pirce, 
Lindsley, Plumb, 
Little, Price, 
Long, Randall, 
Lore, Reed, T. B. 
Lyman, Rice, 
McComas, Richardson, 
M i Rock well, 
McKenna, Romeis. 
McKinley, Rowell 
Millard, Ryan 
Mitchell, Sawyer 
Moffatt, Scott, 
M Seranton, 
Morrill, Sessions, 
Murphy, Seymour, 
Neal, Shaw, 
Neece, Singleton, 
Nelson, Smalls, 
Osborne, Sowden, 
Outhwaite, Spooner, 
Parker, Springer, 
Payne, Stahinecker, 
Payson, Stephenson, 
NAYS—75. 
Dunham, Libbey, 
Dunn, Lovering, 
Eden, Mahoney, 
Ford, Martin, 
Gay, Maybury, 
Gibson, Eustace MeMiilin, 
Giass, McRae, 
Harris, Merriman, 
Hemphill, Mills, 
Herbert, Morrison, 
Hutton, Oates, 
Irion, O' Neill, Charles 
Johnston, T. D. O'Neill, J. J. 
Jones, J. H. Peel, 
Jones, J. T. Perry, 
Kelley, Reagan, 
Laffoon, Reid, J. W. 
lanham, Sadler, 
Lawler, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Crain, Louttit, 
Daniel, Lowry, 
Davenport. Mark 
Davidson, 2. 11. M. Matson, 
Davis, McAdoo, 
Dawson, Miller, 
Dibbie, Milliken, 
Dowdney, Morrow, 
Findlay, Muller, 
Gibson, C. H. Negley, 
Glover, Norwood, 
Hammond, 0’ Donnell, 
Hanback, O'Ferrall, 
Henderson, J. S O'Hara, 
Hires, Owen, 
Houk, Phelps, 
Howard, Ranney, 
Johnson, F. A Reese, 
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Stewart, J. w 
Stone, E. F 
Stone, W.J.. Ky 
Stone, W. J. M, 
Storm, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne 
Swope, 
Taylor, L. i 
Thomas, 0. [: 
Thompson, 
Townshend 
Viele, 

Wade, 
Waketield 
Ward, T. & 
Warner, A. J 
Weaver, A. J 
Weaver, J. 8 
Weber, 
White, A. ( 
White, Milo 
Wilkins 
Winans, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn 
Worthington 


Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, Zach 
Tillman 

Trigg, 

Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, W iiliam 
Wellborn 
Wheeler, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 

Wise. 


Riggs. 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Seney, 
Steele, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, J. M 
Thomas, J. k 
Throckmorton, 
‘Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 


West, 
Whiting. 


So the report of the Committee of the Whole was concurred in 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 


the reading of the names. 


Mr, ELY. 


I object. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’DoNNELL, until farther notice. 
Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, with Mr. MILLIKEN, on the oleoma: 


garine bill. 


Mr. MILLIKEN would vote to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments and Mr. Grason, of West Virginia, against. 


Mr. Lowry with Mr. Brum, for the,remainder of the day 


Mr. LitrLe with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, for this day. 

Mr. DrpBLe with Mr. Jonnson, of New York, on this vote 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. WArt, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion tor 
consider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


when the 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported (2! 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following title 


the same: 


A bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Springfield, Me. ; 


A bill (H. R. 3379) 


granting a pension to George G. Early; 


A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer; 
A bill (H. R. 4335) making an appropriation 
struction of the public building at Clarksburg, W. Va., and chan; 
the limit of cost thereof; 
A bill (H. R. 5051) to place the name of James Madison Pruit! 04 


the 


to continue ahec on- 
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A bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the passage of local or special laws in 
the Territories of the United States, to limit Terr: ‘orial indebtedness, 
and for other purposes; ; 

A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Katharina Nickert; 
A bill Or R. 8336) granting an increase of pension to Duncan Forbes; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Rachael Barnes. 
AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privileged resolu- 
tion relating to an amendment of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to present it for refer- 
ence, or as a matter of privilege, to lie over for another day? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that it be permitted to lie over, to be called 
up hereafter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended as follows: 

First. By adding at theend of paragraph 4 of Rule XXIII, the following : ‘'Pro- 
vided, That pending a motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union,a motion shal! be in order to designate a particular 
pill on the Calendar to be considered." 

Second. By inserting after the words “for one hour,’’ in paragraph 5 of Rule 
XXIV, the following: “unless this call shall be dispensed with by a majority 


Third. By inserting after the words ‘‘ shall have been occupied,”’ in paragraph 
6 of Rule V, the following: ‘or dispensed with by a majority vote."’ 

Fourth. By inserting after the words “ general appropriation bills,"’ in the first 
item of the seventh division of Rule X XTV, the following: “Second, House bills 
on the returned from the Senate with amendments.”’ 

Fifth. By adding to thesecond item of the seventh division of Rule XXIV, the 
following : ““Second, House bills on the Calendars returned from the Senate with 
amendments: Provided, That pending a motion that the House proceed to the 
consideration of business on the House Calendar, a motion shall be in order to 
designate a particular bill on the Calendar to be considered."’ 


Mr. MORRISON. Let that go to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not introduced for immediate action, but 
under the rule to lie over for one day, and when it comes up to-mor- 
row, or whenever it is called up, it will then be for reference or con- 
sideration, as the House may determine. 


RHODE ISLAND CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged reso- 
lution. 
Mr. WILLIS. « I have one also which I wish to submit. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the two, and the question of 
privilege will be decided as between them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further 
consideration of the contested-election case of Charles H. Page vs. William A, 
Pirce, from the second Congressional district of Rhode Island, and that the 
House proceed to consider said case. 


Resolved, That neither Charles H. Page nor William A. Pirce was duly elected 
a member of this House from the second Congressional district of Rhode Island, 
and that the seat now occupied by said William A. Pirce be declared vacant. 

The SPEAKER. This presents a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPOONER. My inquiry is whether the resolution should not 
be referred to the Committee on Elections? 

The SPEAKER. Not necessarily. If the resolution is taken up for 
consideration by the House a motion to refer is in order; but the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] makes a question against consid- 
eration, and until that question is decided in favor of consideration no 
motion as to the disposal of the resolution is in order. The question 
is, Will the House consider the resolution? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. On that I desire the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 members voting therefor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn; and pending 
-- motion I move that when the House adjourns it be to meet on Mon- 

y next. 

Mr. ROWELL. And upon the latter motion I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 56 members voting therefor. 

_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas none, nays 138, not vot- 
ing 184; as follows: 


YEAS—0. 
. NAYS—138. : 
Allen, J, M. Clardy, Elisberry, Halseli, 
Ballentine, Clements, Ermentrout, Harris, 
Barnes, Cobb, Everhart, Hatch, 
Barry, Collins, Farquhar, Heard, 
Comstock , Fisher, Hemphill, 
. Cowles, Foran, Henderson, J. S. 
Bliss, Cox, Ford, Henley, 
Blount, Crisp, Forney, Herbert, 
Boyle, om Croxton, Frederick, Hill, 
Breckinridge s berson Gay, olman, 
Burnes, wor : ibson, E cone 
, G , Eustace utton, 
Cabell, Deckanse, A.C. Glass, Irion. 
Campbell vais Beughetly, Gein © denen 
7. reen, ones, J. . 
Caswell, eden,” — a 
rT, 
Catchings, Eldredge, Hall, Laffoon. 
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Landes, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Mahoney 
Martin, 
Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Mills, 
Morgan 
Morrison, 
Muller, 
Murphy 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams J. J. 
Aiken, 
Allen, C. H. 


Anderson, C, M. 


Anderson, J. A. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 
Bound, 
Boutellc, 
Srady, 
Bragg, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, ©. E. 
Brown, W.W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burleigh, 
jurrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, J. E. 


Campbell, J. M. 


Campbell, T. J. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 

Crain, 
Cutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Davenport 


Davidson, R. H. M. 


Davis, 
Dawson, 


Neal, 
Neece, 
Norwood. 
Oates, 

O' Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Outhwaite 
Peel, 

Perry, 
Pidcock 
Pindar, 
Randal! 
Reagan 
Reid, J. W 
Richardson 
Sadler, 
Sayers 


NO! 


Dibbie, 
Dingley 
Dorsey, 
Dowdney 
Dunham 
Ely, 
Evans, 
Felton, 
Findlay, 
Fleeger, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Gilfillan, 
Giover, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
liarmer, 
Hayden, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hewitt, 
Hiestand, 
Hires, 

Hiscock 

Hitt, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Jackson, 
James, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Johnston, J. T. 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
King, 

La Follette, 
Laird, 


Seott, 

Seymour, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 

Sowden, 
MahlInecker, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin 

Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W.J.,Mo. 
Storm, 

Strubic, 

“WwW ope 

laulbee, 
lillman, 
fownshend 


lrigg 


VOTING—iS34 


Le Fevre 
Lehibach 
Libbey, 
Lindstey 
Little 
Long, 
Louttit, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
Markbam, 
Matson, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Moffatt, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Negley, 
Nelson, 
O'Donnell; 
O' Ferrall, 
0’ Hara, 
Osborne, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payne. 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pirce, 
Plumb, 
Price, 
Ranney, 
teed, T. B. 
Reese, 
Rice, 
Riggs 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
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Turner, 

Van Haton, 
Viele, 
Wallace, 
Warner, A.J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 


Worthington, 


liowers 
Ronmiecis, 
Rowel), 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Seranton, 
Seney, 
Sessions 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, EK. I. 
Strait, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
‘Tarsney, 
Taylor, K.B. 
‘Taylor, 1.11. 
‘Taylor, J. M 
Taylor, Zach 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 

Van Schaick, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth 
Wait, 
Wakeficid, 
Ward, J.H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J 
Weber, 
Weat, 

White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Woodburn 


The Clerk commenced to read the names of members voting. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


further reading of the names. 
Mr. PAYNE and others objected. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DunN). 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


I did not gear the affirmative vote read. 
There is none. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the names of mem- 


bers voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. McCrREARY with Mr. Jonnson, of New York, for the rest of the 


day. 


Mr. BENNETT with Mr. WAIT, on this vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


138. 


Mr. PAYNE 
Mr. TURNER. 


Nv quorum. 


On this question the yeas are none, the nays are 


It appears from the call of the roll that there is nota 


quorum present of friends of the resolution and that we have nota suffi- 
cient number of Democrats in their seats to justify any hope of reach- 
ing a result in this case to-day. 
ing it for the present, that other business may proceed. 


The SPEAKER. 


of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
be removed by that motion being withdrawn. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
The SPEAKER. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. 


I withdraw it. 


withdraw his resolution ? 


Mr. TURNER. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. 


resolution. 


Mr. TURNER. 


Then the question is on the motion to adj: 


such time as we can command a quorum. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. 





I am therefore willing to forbear press- 


But the roll-call shows no quorum on the motion 
The difficulty might 


urn. 


Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 


I will let it lie over until we have a quorum. 
I understand the gentleman withdraws the 


I am willing the resolution should lie over until 
It would be better to withdraw it. 


The gentleman has a right to offer the resolution. 
He can offer it again. 
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TheSPEAKER. Hecan offer it as a privileged resolution, and if the 
Tlouse refuses to consider it it lies on the table as a privileged matter. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate tothe bill of the House 7490, making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 


ence have been unable to agrec. 
ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 
N. CO. BLANCHARD, 
THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


8. J. R. McMILLAN, 
0. D. CONGER, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the report will be ac- 
cepted. 

Mr. WILLIS. As is well known to the House, there were some mat- 
ters embraced in the Senate amendment on which no opinion of the 
House had ever been asked. I now desire to say, representing a ma- 
jority of the committee and a majority of the conferees, it has been 
thought right and proper to permit the House to vote ou those matters. 
I therefore offer the resolution which I send to the desk and demand 
the previous question on it. I state that I represent a majority of the 
Committee on Riversand Harbors in presenting the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the House that it: conferees on the river 
and harbor bill should insist on striking out of the Senate amendments the fol- 
ores thooationsl harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay: Continuing 
improvement, $75,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a 
point of order against that resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. The river and harbor bill is now 
in the hands of a committee of conference, and I submit that the prop- 
osition just offered is in effect an instruction to the committee, and that 
it can not be adopted by this House without infringing upon the rule 
that when a matter has been referred to a committee of conference the 
conference shall be in all respects free. Any such vote as this would 
restrict or impair the authority of the committee of conference to 
deal with the subject which has been submitted to it. 

The effect of this resolution would of course be torestrict the author- 
ity of the committee and tie it down so that it could not deal with 
the subject with that entire and full discretion which the very idea of 
a conference implies. A conference never takes place until the busi- 
ness has reached a stage where the House can not deal with it in the 
ordinary way; it is because the House findsit impossible to come to any 
agreement with the Senate that a committee of conference is appointed, 
and I understand it to be the established rule of parliamentary law that 
when a subject of this nature has once been submitted to a committee 
of conference it is irregular, out of order, not parliamentary to attempt 
in any way by a vote of this kind to restrict the authority of that com- 
mittee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. StonE] that the conference is ended and the Senate 
amendments are not now in the hands of any committee of conference. 
They are before the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then under what order of business, Mr. 
Speaker, does this resolution make its appearance here? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes a privileged report from 
the committee of conference, which brings the subject back to the 
House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is this a report from the committee of con- 
ference? 

TheSPFAKER. It is a report of a disagreement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not understand this is a report of a dis- 
agreement. I understand that it is a request of the House for certain 
action. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has just read the report. As soon as 
that report is made of course the subject is back before the House, 
and, the subject being before the House, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS] offers a resolution to instruct the managers upon the 
part of the House as to the sense of the House with respect to a certain 
amendment. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. But is the resolution privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been very frequently so held. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under what order of business can that pos- 
sibly come here? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments are here for some action on the 
part of the House. The Chair thinks that the original parliamentary 
practice was not to instruct committees of conference, but to leave them 
entirely free. However, a practice has grown up in this House, and has 
prevailed for several years, under which the House has very frequently 






with power to act until the House gives it some additional powe: 





resolutions instructing its managers as to the sense of the Hoy; 


with respect to certain amendments. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. In this manner? 
The SPEAKER. In this manner. There have been frequent , 


sions when it has been done. It is so stated in the Digest, and th. 
rulings upon which the statement is based are cited. The Chair re. 
members several such cases in the House during the last eight or tey 
years. If this were an original question the Chair would be very much 
inclined to hold that the committeeof conference must be free to decide 
in any way it choses, subject, of course, to the action of the House 
afterward. 


Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question. 
Mr. BAYNE. Does the committee of conference still exist, \; 


Speaker ? 


TheSPEAKER. There is no committee of conference now existing 


> 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Then, how does this committee of conference 


make this report? How does this come in here? 


The SPEAKER. This resolution is offered by the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] upon the floor, the subject being before the 
House. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. What right has he to offer such a resolution? 


He is not acting as a member of the committee of conference ? 


The SPEAKER. Not at all. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Well, what right has he to offer such a reso- 


lution ? 


The SPEAKER. Any gentleman has a right to offer such a resolu- 


tion, the Chair thinks. ‘There are certain motions which would take 
precedence over it, but the gentleman has a right to offer the resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Then when the gentleman from Kentucky 


gets through I may make a motion with regard to some amendment’ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. There are certain other 


motions that would take precedence over this one even now, but there 


is no other motion now before the House with regard to this ameni- 
ment, The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, I rise toa parliamentary injuiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I desire to ask whether the Chai: 
regards the report of the committee, in which they state that they have 
been unable to agree, as a dismissal on their part of the whole subject? 
Are not that committee still competent to deal with the subject not- 
withstanding their report to the House that they have failed to agree? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the House gives them new authority. 


The universal practice is to request a further conference or to decline 


to do so. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is a motion to non-concur in order? 

The SPEAKER. The House has already non-concurred. 

Mr. LONG. Would not a motion to insist and have new con/erces 
appointed be in order? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; and a motion that the House recede 
from its disagreement and agree to the Senate amendment is in order 
and has precedence over these other propositions. There are two mo- 
tions, as the Chair has said, which would have precedence, but icither 
has been made. 

Mr. LONG. Would not a motion to insist and appoint new con- 
ferees take precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the gentleman from Massachusetts moves that the House 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment and ask a new con- 
ference. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it not too late to make that motion” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not@because it relates directly 
to the disposition of the matter in controversy between the two | !ouses 
and has priority over any of these other motions. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I ask the previous question on my 
motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit to the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
his motion will not accomplish probably the object which he is seeking. 
He asks now that the House further insist; and if it does so, it non- 
concurs—— . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It non-concurs as to the Mississippi ltiver 
now. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam speaking of this particular point. 

Mr. LONG. The House has already non-concurred. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit that, if the gentleman from Massachusetts 
wants to get an affirmative expression of the wish of the /ivcu-e, »¢ 
should move to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment, 
or should move that the House recede. 

The SPEAKER. There are two motions, as the Chair has stated, 
which, under the practice, have preference over the motion made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. One of these, which has precedence 
over all other motions, is that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Senate amendment and agree tothesame. The other is that the 
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House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment and ask 
a farther conference. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes the | 
motion which the Chair has last stated. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. And on that motion I call the pre- 
vious question. ‘ 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, that the House insist on | 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and ask a further confer- | 
ence, was agreed to. ; : 

Mr. KING. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
that have? 

The SPEAKER. That has the effect of making it the duty of the | 
Chair to appoint managers to represent the House in the further con- 
ference, provided the Senate should agree to the request for such a con- 
ference. The Chair appoints as managers on the part of the House the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Mr. BLANOARD, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to submit a resolution; but before offering 
it I hope the House will indulge me one moment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let us hear it first. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the House that its conferees on the river and 
harbor bill should insist on striking out of the Senate amendment the following 
item, namely: For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the 
Portage Lake and River Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior 
Ship-canal Railway and Iron Company Canal, $212,500. 

Mr. MOFFATT. I raise a point of order on that resolution. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before demanding the previous question I will say I 
think the House understands—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from*Michigan [Mr. Morratr] 
makes the point of order that the resolution is not now inorder. The ; 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] desires unanimous consent to 
make a statement. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very briefly I desire to say that there were six mat- 
ters which, when the river and harbor bill reached the Senate, were 
ingrafted upon it as amendments. Those six matters have never been 
discussed or voted upon in this House. The other day when the mo- 
tion for a conference was pending, several members claimed that they 
would not have an opportunity to vote upon those six matters; and 
acting then, as I thought, for the very best, in the interest of the bill, 
I consented that a vote should be taken upon these six propositions. 
Thereupon objections were withdrawn; and the bill went into confer- 
ence. Subsequently there was a meeting of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and by a majority of that committee I was requested, as 
a matter of practical parliamentary experience, to test the sense of the 
House upon these six propositions, the object being to find out what 
the House wanted in regard to them. That is the whole object of the 
propositions I have submitted. We do not want to do anything that 
the House does not want us to do. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the gentleman -will bear that in mind 
in regard to the Mississippi River Commission. The House has pro- 
nounced against it, and I hope the conferees will stand by the action 
the House. 


What effect does 





Mr. WILLIS. I will say to my friend from Mississippi, or rather 
from Maine—— 
Mr. REED, of Maine. There isavery greatdifference. [Laughter ] 


Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman was speaking about the Mississippi 
at the time. I will say to my friend from Maine that when the sub- 
ject of the Mississippi River was up, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN], as will be recollected, requested that that also be voted on 
in the House; and I said to him I did not feel authorized to go to that 
extent as to the Mississippi River, for the reason that we were then pro- 
posing to non-concur in the Senate amendments as to the Mississippi; 
and that question had been gully discussed before the House. It stood 
in a different relation to the House from what these six other amend- 
ments did. For that reason only as to the Mississippi River proposi- 


tion I was not willing to request a vote of the House to be taken, and | 


that is the only reason why it was not included with the six other 
amendments, 

Mr. ROWELL. Have all these propositions been insisted upon ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should like to have a report on that river 
commission from some one who is not interested in its continuance. 

Mr. WILLIS. None of the propositions which the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors suggest I should ask the House to vote on have 
been voted on by the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. Or in committee. 
Mr. WILLIS. Neither in committee nor out of committee asa matter 
of co and legislative propriety. These being important amend- 
ments, wefelt it was right we should ask the House to instruct us what to 
do. Thatisthe wholeofit. Ifthe House is willing in the exercise of its 
judgment to leave the whole matter with the conferees, very well. We 
will do our duty to the best of our ability; but we prefer the House 
should not abdicate its privilege, but in these responsible matters we 
should like to have the opinion of the House in order we may know 
— to do. In that hope I represent the Committee on Rivers and 
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Mr. LONG. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has raised the point 
of order the resolution can not be acted on, because the subject is not 
before the House. The House having disposed of it by farther insist- 
ing upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment and requesting a 
conference and the managers of the conference having been appointed 
on the part of the House, theoretically of course the matter has gone to 
the Senate, and is not in the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to my friend in all candor it is in the di- 
rection of accomplishing what he wants, and I ask unanimous consent 
after that statement we may take a vote on these propositions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If it is in the direction of wkst my 
friend asks, then I object. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I take it that the gentleman wants action on this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has not the 
gentleman from Kentucky the right to submit a motion to the House 
to test the sense of the House on all these matters? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so when the matter is before the 
House. Now the amendments of the Senate have been disposed of and 
gone to the committee of conference again. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And that carried the amendments with it. 

The SPEAKER. It did. 


MESSAGE FROM THE »ENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieuts. Giles B. 
Harber and William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay while en- 
gaged in the search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the 
time employed in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander 
De Long and party. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HERBERT. I present the following privileged report: 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ilouses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8975) ‘‘ making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887,and for other pur- 
poses,”’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 20,55, and 56. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 4,7, 8, 10, 12,13, 16,17, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 35, 36, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54,57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 65, 64, 65, 66, and 67; and 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the total sum proposed insert *‘ $7,000,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“And other necessary incidental expenses, two hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Substitute 
for the matter stricken out by said amendment the following: ‘And for publish- 
ing the same;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment the following words: ‘ Procuring, 
producing; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree tothe same with an amendmentas follows: Insert after 
the amended paragraph a new paragraph, as follows: 

“One or more rifled cannon of each type constructed at the cost of the United 
States for the Navy shall be publicly subjected to the proper test for endurance, 
ineluding such rapid firing as a like gun would be subjected to in battle. This 
test shall be under the direction and to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and if such guns do not prove satisfactory the type they represent shall 
not be put in use in the naval service.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14 and 15, and agree to the same with an amcndment as follows: In 
lien of the amended paragraph ingert the following 

‘For new ferry launch in place of the one now in use 
building fuse-room and coal-shed, $8,500.’ 

And the Senate agree to the saime. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of @ne Senate 
numbered 18,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “foreign,’’ proposed to be inserted by said amendment, and insert 
after the word “ postage,” in line 23, page 6 of the bill, the following: ‘‘ On let- 
ters sent abroad ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 22,and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert *‘$170,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word “absolutely ;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘And the 
sum of $260,000 of the amount now standing to the credit of the clothing fund, 
and the further sum of $75,000 of the amount now standing to the credit of the 
small stores fund of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, shall be forthwith 
covered into the Treasury ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Other necessary incidental expenses;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


which shall be sold, and 
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numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of Amendment numbered 37: Reduces the appropriation for construction ie 


the total sum proposed insert “ $900,000;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the words stricken out by said amendment, and add at the end of said restored 
words the following: “ But the United States shall be put to no charge or ex- 
pense, and shall incur no liability in relation to said vessel while the same is in 
such use," and insert after the word “ Provided,” where it first occurs in the 
matter proposed to be inserted by said Senate amendment, the word “further ;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘“‘And other 
aqeener incidental articles;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following : 

“Seo. 2. All balances of moneys appropriated for the pay of the Navy or pay of 
the Marine Corps for any year existing after the accounts for said year shall 
have been settled shall be covered into the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to same. 

H, A. HERBERT, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
A. C. HARMER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER The Clerk will read the statement accompanying 
the report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Statement to accompany conference report on H. R. 8975. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to H. RB. 8975, “Au 
act making appropriations for the naval servicé for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, and fur other purposes,’’ submit the following statement, showing the 
effect = the action of the conference committee on said amendments and bill, 
namely: 

Amendment numbered 1: Makes the appropriation for pay of the Navy $7 ,000,- 
000, instead of $7,129,087.26 as pro ed by the Senate, and $6,889,087.26 as pro- 
posed by the House, which ineluded & reappropriation of the sum of $576,380 of 
the surplus on hand to the credit of pay of the Navy. The conferees agreed 
upon a new provision which takes the place of section 2, as proposed by Senate 
amendment, and provides that “all balances of moneys appropriated for the 
pay of the Navy or pay of the Marine Corps for any year existing after the ac- 
counts for suid year shall have been settled shall be covered into the Treasury. 

Amendment numbered 2: Strikes out under “Pay Miscellaneous” a specifica- 
tion for the payment of officers in excess of the number of each class provided for 
and for any increase arising from different duty, which provision was unnec- 
essary. 

Amendment numbered 3: Restores the appropriation for Pay Miscellaneous 
to $225,00u, the amount in the House bill. nese two appropriations, Pay Mis- 
cellaneous and Pay of the Navy, when added together as agreed upon by the 
conferees, carry $90,780 less than the same items appropriated for under the same 
heads for last fiscal year. Many items formerly included in Pay Miscellaneous 
are transferred to Pay of the Navy, where they properly belong. 

Amendment numbered 4; Makes the appropriation for the general expenses 
of the “ Bureau of Navigation"’ $83,500, instead of $87,500. 

Amendment numbered 5: Makes provision for publishing the charts of the 
Mexican coast in lieu of charts of the coast from San Francisco to Panama, and 
appropriates $7,000, instead of $10,000, as proposed in thé House bill, for prepara- 
tion and publication. 

. Amendment numbered 6: Leaves the provision scbstantially as in the House 
sill, 

Amendments 7 and 8: Correct clerical error. 

Amendments numbered 9 and 10: Provide for rving in addition to pro- 
cuales, producing, and handling ordnance material as well, as provided for by 
House bill. 

Amendment numbered 11: Makes the appropriation $109,300 instead of $127 500 
and adds a provision agreed upon by the conferees for testing one or more rifled 
cannon of each type constructed at the cost of the United States for the Nav 
shall be publicly subjected to the proper test for endurance, including suc 
rapid firing asa like gun would be subjected toin battle, This test ll be 
under the direction and to the satistaction of the Secretery of the Navy, and if 
such guns do not prove satisfactory, the type they represent shall not be put in 
use in the naval service. 

Amendments numbered 12 and 13: Strike out words which are unnecessary. 

Amendments numbered 14 and 15: The ee upon an amend- 
ment which more effectually carries out the purposes of the House bill. 

Amendment numbered 16: Appropriates $91,137 to complete the armament of 
the thtee steam cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and the dispatch- 
boat Dolphin. 

Amendment numbered 17: Reduces the amount for under the 
head of “ Equipment of Vessels” from $90,000 to $82, 

Amendments numbered 18, 19, and 20 are verbal amendments and unimpor- 
tant. 


Amendment numbered 21: Strikes out the rent of officers’ quarters at Wash- 
ington, 
pe nmeatmente numbered 22: Appropriates $170,000 instead of $190,000 as in the 

ouse Dill. 

Amendments numbered 24, 25, and 26: The effect of these amendments was 
tostrike outappropriation for erecting brick kitchen, removing boilers, tubs, and 
kitchen range, making a reduction from $74,257 to $63,057. 

Amendments numbered 27, 28, 29, and 30 are unimportant verbal amendments 
not affecting the amounts. 

Amendment numbered 31: Reduces the appropriation for provisions from 
$1,081,000 to $1,052,000, 

Amendment numbered 32: The conferees agreed to strike out the provision of 
the House bill transferring from the funds on hand to the credit of the clothing 
fund and the small-stores fund the sum of $325,000 to the credit of provisions, 
and instead thereof cover the same into the Treasury. This effects the reform 
the House intended to accomplish by its original provision, taking away from the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing surplus moneys standing to the credit of 
these funds which seemed to have been heretofore not only unnecessary but to 
have operated as a temptation to abuse. 

Amendments numbered 33 and 34: Make unimportant amendments. 

Amendment numbered 3: The House conferees consented to add the words 
“ preservation of materials,” for the purpose for which money is appropriated for 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

Amendment numbered 36; Takes away the power f& purchase the rights of 
patent articles. 


pair from $957,000, as pro; 









of the three steel cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and t., , . 
amount due on the dispatch-boat Dolphin, in accordance with the agreement of 
compromise entered into between the Secretary of the Navy and the as 
of John Roach: 








by the Senate, to $900,000. 
Amendment numbered 38: The Senate conferees consented to the provision 


in the House bill authorizing the Secretary, in his discretion, to furnish 9 yess.) 
as a nautical school-shipat Philadelphia, Pa., with the proviso that “the Un ijaq 
States shall be putto no charge or expense and shall incur no liability | 
tion to said vessel while the same is in use."’ And it also adds the usua| ;,, 
ion that vessels shall not be repaircd when the estimated cost of such +. 
shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of the vessel. 


rela. 
vis. 
“AITS 


Amendment numbered 39: Addsto the bil! $95,861 to complete the con 


ion 


ZnCes 


Amendment numbered 40: Is a verbal amendment. s 

Amendment numbered 41: Puts in the words “ and perservation." 

Amendment numbered 42: Authorizes the purchase of pneumatic steer. )s 

Amendment numbered 43: Adds the words “and other steam auxiliarics 

Amendments numbered 44, 45,and 46: Are verbal amendments striking out 
the words “and so forth.” t 

Amendment numbered 47: Reduces the appropriation for Bureau of Steay, 
Engineering from $780,000 to $763,000. 

Amendment numbered 48: Provides that engines and machinery shal! not be 
repaired where the cost of repairs shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated 
cost of new engines. 

Amendments numbered 49 and 50: Are verbal amendments ani | 
tant. 

Amendments numbered 51 and 52: Operate to add one professor of Hnglis), 
studies, history,and law atthe Naval Academy. 

Amendments numbered 53 and 54: Raise the wages of the attendants at re. 
tation-rooms from $240 to $300 each. 

Amendment numbered 55: Strikes out the word “‘abroad"’ and leaves tie 
appropriation as in the House bill for special course of study and training of 
naval cadets, as authorized by act of Congress, approved August 5, 1552 

Amendment numbered 56: The Senate receded from its objection t» 
priation for the new Naval Observatory. 

Amendments numbered 57, 58, 59, and 60 altogether have the effect to cover 
into the Treasury the sum of $200,000 of the surplus fund now standing (o th: 
credit of the pay of the Marine Corps and appropriating the said sum direct 
instead of reappropriating it. 

Amendment numbered 61: Has the effect to limit the commutation of qua 
ters for officers on duty where there are no public quarters instead of where 
they are serving without troops, as in the House bill. 

Amendment numbered 62: Substitutes the words “ other necessary incidenta| 
articles" for the words “‘ and so forth.” ‘ 

Amendment numbered 68: Strikes out the words “‘appropriation to be i; 
mediately available;"’ which are now unnecessary, as the new fiscal ycar lias 
begun, 

Amendments 64 and 65: Add the word “and” and strike out the words * and 
so forth.” 

Amendments numbered 66 and 67: Limit the appropriation for hire of « 
ters for officers to places where there are no public quarters. 

Amendment numbered 68: Has already been explained. 


Mc. HERBERT. I move the adoption of the report, and upon that 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman how 
much this increases the bill as it left the House? - 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered there will !x 
thirty minutes for debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I know, but I do not care to debate it; I only 
ask this for information. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have not figured the exact amount, but I do not 
think there is any material increase. It is about the same. The! 
have been some reductions and some increases by the amendments 
which I think nearly balance. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no increase but what is perfectly prope: 

Mr. HERBERT. No,sir. ‘There isan increase in two items amou.' 
ing to about $194,000, but the decrease will about offset that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is there any appropriation to complete (! 
monitors? 

Mr. HERBERT. No,sir. We have that in the bill which we hop 
to get up to-morrow, and the gentleman can help us on that occasion 


The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 


Speaker decided that the ayes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. STRAIT. IL ask a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 6. 

Mr. STRAIT. No quorum. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Before the roll-call is begun I ask unaninicus con 
sent to dispense with the evening session for to-night. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. BRADY, and others ol- 
jected. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 


‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 231, nays none, no! 


voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—231. 
Adams, G. E. Breckinridge, WCP.Carieton, Cutcheon, 
Allen, C. H, Browne, T. M. Caswell, Dargan, : 
Anderson, J. A. Brown, C. EF. Catehings, Davidson, A. 0. 
Atkinson, Brown, W. W. Clardy, Dingley, 
Ballentine, Buchanan, Clements, Dockery, 
Barnes, Buck, Cobb, Dorsey, 
Bayne, Bunnell, Collins, Dougherty, 
Be t, Burnes, Comstock, Dunn, 
Bingham, Burrows, Conger, Eden, 
Blanchard, Butterworth, Cooper, Eldredge, 
Bliss, Bynum, Cowles, Elisberry, 
Blount, Caldwell, Cox, Ely, 
Boutelle, l, Felix Crisp, Ermentrout, 
Boyle, Campbell, J. M. Croxton, Evans, 
Brady, ler, Culberson, Everhart, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Cannon, Curtin, Felton, 
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Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, J.8. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Herinann, 
Hewitt, 
Hiestand, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Irion, 
Jackson, 
James, 


Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 

Allen, J. M. 
Anderson, OC. M, 
Arnot, 

Baker, 

Barbour, 


Daniel, 
Davenport, 


Johnston, J.T Neal, 
Johnston, T. D. eeco, 
Jones, J. H. Nelson, 
eley J.T. Norwood, 
Ketcham, O'Neill, Charles 
King, O'Neill, J. J. 
Kleiner, Osborne, 
Laffoon, Outhwaite, 
la ; Parker, 
Laird, Payne, 
Landes, Payson, 
Lanham, Peel, 
Lawler, Perkins, 
Fevre, Perry, 
Lebibach, P 
Lindsley, Pettibono, 
Little, Pindar, 
Long, Pirce, 
Lore, Price, 
Lovering, Randall, 
= . Keagan, 
ahoney, Reed, T. B. 
Markham, Reid, J. W 
Martin, Rice, 
Maybury, Richardson, 
McAdoo, Rock well, 
McComas, Romeis, 
McKenna, Rowell, 
McKinley, Sadler, 
MeMiltin, Sawyer, 
McRae, Sayers, 
Merriman, Scott, 
Milliken, Scranton, 
Mills, Sessions, 
Mitchell, Seymour, 
Moffatt, Shaw, 
Morgan, Skinner, 
Morrill, Smalls, 
Morrison, Snyder, 
Morrow, Sowden, 
Murphy, Spooner, 
NAYS—0. 


NOT VOTING—9L. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnson, ¥. A. 


Davis, Libbey, 
Dibble.” on 

i e, wry, 
Dowdney, Matson, 
Dunham, McCreary, 
ae. Millard, 
Findlay, Miller, 
Foran, Muller, 
Gallinger, Negley, 
Geddes, O'Donnell, 
Gibson, C. H. O’ Ferrall, 
Gibsgn, Eustace O'Hara, 
Glover, Owen, 
Grout, Phelps, 
Hale, Pidcock, 
Hammond, Plumb, 
Hanback, Ranney, 
Haynes, . 
Henderson,T.J. Riggs, 
Hires, Robertson, 
Houk, Rogers, 
Howard, Ryan, 


So the report was adopted. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


readingof the names. 
Mr. STRAIT. I object. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
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Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charies 
Stewart, J. W. 
St. Martin, 
Stone, E. F. 
Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swope, 
‘Tarsney, 
‘Taulbee, 
"Taylor, L. H. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
‘Pucker, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 

Wade, 

Ward, J. H. 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J.B. 
Weber, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Seney, 
Singleton, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Storm, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 

Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, T. B. 
West, 
Whiting, 
Willis, 
Woodburn. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. LoutTir, on this vote. 
Mr. BarRy with Mr. BINGHAM, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. Bennet? with Mr. Wart, for this day. 


Mr. WILLIs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for the remainder of 


this day. 


Mr Prpcock with Mr. RYAN, for to-day. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STRAIT. I move that the House now take a recess until half 


past 7 o'clock. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to introduce a bill, if 


the gentleman will withdraw that a moment, for reference. 
Several MEMBERS. Make the motion until 8 o’clock. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Strait; and there 


were ayes 30, 
Before the 
Mr. LONG. 


Mr. W. 


“Regular onder! 7] 


ve note was taken, 


understand the gentleman from Minnesota modifies 
his motion so as to make the recess until 8 o’clocix. 
of Ohio. But the House is dividing. [Cries of 


The SPEAKER. Still if the gentleman made the motion under a 
as to the order of the House the Chair thinks he should 


have the pele 


privilege of correcting it. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But that was his own mistake. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. What effect will an affirmative decision have 
upon the order of the House for this evening’s business? 

The SPEAKER. None whatever. The motion, is to take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. STRAIT. I have asked for a division on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. But that was a different proposition. 

Mr. STRAIT. No, sir; my proposition was submitted to the House 
and the question was being taken upon it. I have not modified it. 
The vote has not been taken on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to move that 
the House take a recess until half past 7? 

Mr. STRAIT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And after the Chair had commenced taking the 
vote the Chair distinctly understood the gentleman to modify that mo- 
tion so as to take the recess until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. STRAIT. No, sir; the gentleman from Massachusetts was mis- 
taken. I did not modify it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gentleman himself had 
modified it, as he was standing close by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. STRAIT. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then those opposed to a recess: until half past 7 
o'clock will rise, the affirmative vote having been taken. 

The negative vote on a division was announced as 69. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STRAIT. I now move that the House take a rece 
o'clock, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That has just been voted down. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been voted down. The motion of the 
gentleman originally was to take a recess until half past 7, which the 
Chair thought had been modified; but the gentleman stated he had not 
modified it, and a vote was taken on that motion, which was rejected. 

Thg question now is on the motion to take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. STRAIT. And on that I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 70 

Mr. STRAIT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. StraArr] and the gentleman from California [Mr 
HENLEY]. 

Before the count was completed, 

Mr. HENLEY said: I have agreed, inasmuch as it is obvious we can 
not reach the object we have in view before 5 o’clock, and there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who have reports to present to which there will be no 
objection—I have agreed not to insist on making the report from the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman from California will insist. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the motion to take a recess is withdrawn 
any gentleman has a right to insist that the vote by tellers shall be 
taken. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate further insisted on its amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed 
to the further conference asked by the House, and had appointed Mr. 
MCMILLAN, Mr. ConGER, and Mr. RANsom the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers report ayes 10, noes 55. A quorum 
has not voted; but the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House 
under its former order takes a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
Mr. McMILLIN took the chair as Speaker pro tempore and directed 
the reading of the following letter from the Speaker: 
SPE4s,KER’s Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 23, 1386. 


I hereby designate Hon. Brenton McMULutn to preside as Speaker p 
of the House of Representatives this evening. 


lempore 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon, Joun B. CLarK, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask before the House resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar we take up and dispose 
of the bills reported by the Committee of the Whole House last Friday 
evening and still undisposed of. 

There was no objection. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver, re- 
ported without amendment, was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 






i 
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Bills of the following titles were reported with amendments. The 
amendments were adopted,.the bills as amended were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. saiat granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston; 

A bill (H. R. 6314) to increase the pension of James Carlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to James McGlynn; the title 
was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to James Mc- 
Glenn.’’ 

The bill (H. R. 8296) to remove the political disabilities of Duff 
Green Reed, reported from the Committee of the Whole House without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed— 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The bill (8. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler, 
was reported from the Committee of the Whole House with an amend- 
ment. The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEPHEN SAUER. 


The bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer was reported 
with a recommendation that the House agree in the Senateamendments. 
The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


EMILY J. STANNARD., 


Mr. MORRILL. Before we go into Committee of the Whole, as a 
courtesy to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard, widow of General Stannard, who was doorkeeper of the House 
for the last two or three sessions, and who was also a clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. He distinguished himself at Gettysburg 
and on other fields. The committee ask, as a special courtesy to them, 
that the House take up this bill and pass it before going into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ac- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily C. Stannard, widow of the 


late George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $100 per month, from and after June 1, 1886. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the following amend- 
ment: 


In line 6 strike out “‘ C.”’ and insert * J.” 
In line 8 strike out “‘ $100" and insert “$50.” 


The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask to have the report read, reserving the right 
toobject. 

Mr. MORRILL. The report is very long. If the gentleman will 
allow an explanation to be made it will save time. 

Mr. GROUT. I think if the first portion of the report is read, ex- 
tending only to the beginning of the second page, it will satisfy the gen- 
tleman. The rest of the report consists mainly of affidavits. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not desire that the whole report should be 
read if some gentleman will make a statement in explanation of the 
bill. °. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to have the report read as far as I have 
indicated, and I think then everybody will be satisfied. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Some gentleman has suggested that this bill em- 
braces the idea of arrears. Is that correct? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; General Stannard only died two months 


ago. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Before the reading of the report was concluded, 

Mr. WINANS said: I ask that the further reading of the report be 
dispensed with. 
| There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. HAYNES), without the affidavits, is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (S. 2609) 
granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard, submits the following rt: 

This committee adopts the report of the Senate committee, which is hereto 
appended, and recommends the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 
iment: 

In line 8, strike out the words “ one hundred” and insert the word “ fifty.” 

The claimant, Emily J. Stannard, is the widow of the late George J. Stannard, 
brevet major-general of volunteers, who entered the service of the United States 
as a volunteer April 14, 1861,and was mustered out June 27, 1866. 

The following is an abstract of his military record : 

“Tendered services as a volunteer to Governor Fairbanks, April 14,1861; com- 
missioned lieutenant-colonel, Second Vermont vena 1861; distin- 

"s 


J 
ished himself in the battles of Bull Run, July 21,1861; ills, April 16, 
Tee 4 ;'Golding’s Pen Senn 


186, 
28 1662; Haxper'e Ferry, September 13 and 1b, 1982;' [priconer of wat, Septembe 
; s Ferry, an : war, r 
15, 1862 ; a omaety © Se appointed brigadier-general United States 
volunteers 11, 1863 ; urg oa’ ul ; Bermuda Hun- 
dred, June 2, 1864; Drury’s Bluff, June 15,1864; Cold (wounded twice), 





— 


June 3, 1864; Petersburg (wounded), June 15, 1864; the Petersburg Mine, J \:)y » 
1864; Chapin’s Farm (wounded and lost right arm),September 30, i864. )),,.' 
tered out of United States service June 27, 1866.” . 

General Stannard died at Washington, D. C., June 1, 1886, in consequen oe o¢ 
wounds received in line of duty, and debility of physical constitution the ;.. 
sult of those wounds and of hardship and exposure in the service. His ja. 
sickness was brief, commencing with an ordinary cold, which, fastening upon a 
body worn out and exhausted with sufferings prolonged through the long periog 
elapsing since his discharge from the service, terminated his valuable life, wit) 
hardly an effort of nature to fesist the attack of what otherwise would }a\, 
been a trifling malady. 

Maj. Gen. Bonus J. Stannard was one of the most able and brilliant ))j) 
officers which our country has produced. He conceived and executed w:} 
troeps of his own command the decisive movement at the decisive mome: 
the great battle of Gettysburg universally admitted to have been the tur 






lr 


point of the struggle for the preservation of the Union, and a contest of arn. 
which in generalship, bravery, and glory, in the consequences involved, and jy 
everything which contributes to historical interest was inferior to no other j), 


the annals of the race. 
This country is under greater obligation to none of her martial heroes ¢} 


iar 


to this modest volunteer officer, who in his lifetime earned everything while je 
claimed nothing, but whose greatness of soul was recognized by those why, 
knew him, and whose name is sure of that immortality which belongs to cop. 
spicuous deeds done in the cause of mankind and to a noble personal ¢|iaracte; 

The widow of General Stannard has been for more than twelve years utter|y 
unable to wait upon herself by reason of paralysis, unable to raise either hang 
from her side, both arms being paralyzed. She is entirely dependent tpon oth. 
ers for every want. She is also entirely destitute,and has no friends able io 
support her and no means or source of income. 

Besides, there are two unmarried daughters wholly unprovided for. who«w 
services are constantly required by the unfortunate condition of the widowed 
mother. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill, feeling that a grateful coun. 
try will never consent toa less generous provision for the he!pless and destitut: 
widow of Maj. Gen. George E. Rranaaee, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRILL] that this bill be taken up and 
considered now ? 

There was uo objection. 

| Mr. PRICE. I moveto amend by striking out ‘‘ $50” and inscrting 
| “$25.” 

Mr. LONG. The husband had $37.50. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is first on the amendment 
to strike out ‘‘$50’’ and insert ‘‘$25.’’ 

Mr. GROUT. I wanttosayaword. Itisthis. [Cries of*' Vote! 
““Vote!’?] Then I will not say a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendmeut of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price]. 

Mr. PRICE. Gentlemen around me tell me that this applicant is 
entirely paralyzed and helpless. That fact does not appear from the 
report so far as it was read, but being assured that such is the fact, | 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is stated in the report that this lady is unable to 
wait on herself by reason of paralysis. 

Mr. GROUT. That is what I wanted to state. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
“Vote!’?] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I understand this bill carries a pension froma 
certain day fixed in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. From the Ist day of June. 

Mr. MORRILL. The day on which General Stannard died. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out that provision ani to in- 
sert ‘‘the passage of this act.’’ 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is first onthe amendment 
of the committee to strike out ‘‘$100’’ and insert ‘‘$50.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is next on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to strike out 
‘*June 1, 1886,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the passage ol 
this act.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER proiempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit some general 
observations upon the subject of pensions, and I do so because 11 ™y 
judgment the people of the country misapprehend the situation of aflairs 
touching this most interesting and important question. oF 

It is customary throughout the country to charge that the so\dicrs 
of the Army are being pensioned to an extravagant degree, in 2 a.- 
ner more than adequate to their just deserts, and in a manner indica 
tive of the purpose of the friends of pensions to lavish the income 0! 
the Government regardless of the merit of the applicant or the age' 
gate amount of the appropriations. I think there is more misin!or'\ 
tion, perhaps, upon this question than almost any one of present p\'~ 
lic concern. I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that while it 1s t° 
that the Government has paid out and is paying out very Jaryge sums 
of money upon the pension-roll of the country, the sums expended ia 
individual cases are smaller than the most penurious citizen would '< 
willing to indorse as satisfactory in amount. ae 

In the first place, however, before proceeding to this branch o! ‘"” 
subject I desire to ially refer to some of the arguments with which 
we have been fi during the current session of Congress upo! ‘?' 
subject. Whenever a Repub has ventured to complain of the peo 
sion system as inadequate, cumbersome, and inefficient, and that the 
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Government has been illiberal in detail and not overgenerous in the 
aggregate; and when we have seen fit to criticise the existing legisla- 
tion upon this subject, we have been reminded that these pension laws 
were all passed by Republican Congresses, and that if they are defect- 
ive and deficient now that it is the fault of the Republican party. 

1 desire to say that if this be true it is no answer to the just com- 
plaints of the soldiers of the country. Nor is it any defense to the ma- 
jority in Congress if it be true that they have been negligent and dere- | 
lict in passing suitable pension legislation. The soldiers of the country | 
are not so much interested at this time in ascertaining who is to blame | 
for past failures of duty as they are in seeking a remedy for existing 

vils. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another and better answer. This legis- 
lation was passed nearly a quarter ofa century ago—or the most of it. 
The things which we now complain of were reasonable and just at that 
time. It was a reasonable regulation to compel the soldier applying 
for a pension in 1864, and for many years after, to prove by proper evi- 
dence that he entered the service a sound man and that the disability 
of which he complains was caused by his service in the Army, There 
was no difficulty about complying with that regulation then. His 
eomrades were living. The surgeons and assistant surgeons of his 
regiment in most cases were living. The friends who knew him before 
he went into the Army were living. 

The officers of the provost-marshal’s department which had mus- 
tered him, the medical examiner who examined him, the oflicer who 
enlisted him were living, in most instances, and it was by no means 
an unreasonable requirement that he should bring the proof specified 
in the law. But lapse of time has changed all this. Lapse of time 
has produced the result of obliteration of this evidence. ‘Twenty-odd 
years in this country has made a terrible inroad upon the soldiers of 
the grand army of 1861-’65. The men who enlisted the soldiers are 
dead; the men who examined the recruits and certified to their sound- 
ness are dead; the surgeons of the regiment in which the soldier served 
are largely dead; and the comrades who stood around the soldier, who 
saw him fall or heard his complaints and witnessed his sufferings, are 
largely dead; and the great majority are on the other side of the water. 

On fame’s eternal camping-ground 
Their silent tents are spread. 

And the waters of oblivion have washed away the sands upon the 
seashore in which was written the evidence that testified to their valor 
and devotion.- Every intelligent man knows this; and every man who 
stands insisting that the present statutes shall remain upon the statute- 
books, the present regulations of the Pension Department shall be 
maintained, that the present restrictions upon the character of proof 
shall be upheld, does it knowingly and with his eyes wide open, and 
with intent, necessarily inferable, that he does it to hinder, delay, and 
prevent the soldier from securing his just deserts. 

Read the pitiful responses to the inquiries of Congressmen sent to 
the Pension Office that come daily thronging our Department mails, in- 
forming the applicants, whose cases have often been pending from five to 
ten and fifteen years, that they must produce the evidence of the phy- 
sicians who treated them in the Army, or an officer who knew that at 
a certain time and acertain place the soldier was stricken by sun-stroke 
or some deadly disease that broke him down and made him a helpless 
man, depending upon the public for support. Where is the propriety 
in adhering to this pod-auger system of pensions? It is equivalent to 
arefusal, and it is a practical refusal to substantially all the soldiers 
of the Army. 

I want to point out some hardships of the present pension system. 
We profess to grant pensions to dependent parents because of the loss 
of their children in the service of the country. Let us see how we 
administer that duty. The mother of a promising boy in 1861 was in 
affluent circumstances—able to take care of her only son and to edu- 
cate him. She was not dependent upon him, but he was dependent 
upon her; and she was looking forward to the time when, in the days 
of his manhood and her declining years, he would be the staff upon 
whom she could lean. The country called forsoldiers. The boy, with 
his heart swelling with patriotism, offered to volunteer, and went to 
his mother for permission. The call of the country was to him and to 
her. His patriotism inspired him to offer his services. Her patriotism 
inspired her to consent. 

With a bleeding heart and tear-washed face she laid the dearest offer- 
ing that life had given her upon the altar of her country’s demand. 
The boy forth to battle, and amid the iron hail of war he surren- 
ders up his life upon the battlefield, and the mother’s heart lies bleed- 
ingand torn. Yearselapse. Her property is swept away by the muta- 
tions of business. Shehasnomeansof support. Ageiscomingon. She 
remembers her dead boy, and in her extremity appeals to the country 
for whose salvation she gave him up. And that country, proud and 
rich and prosperous, turns upon her and says, ‘‘As a condition prece- 
dent to our bounty you must prove that at the date of the enlistment 
of your son you were dependent upon him for bread and clothes and 
shelter.” She can not, for the fact was not so. 

In her agony she cries out, ‘I did not depend upon him, for then I 
was blessed with property;’’ and the Government says, ‘‘ We will 
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sue 
conclusively hold, as against your appeal for aid, that had your son 
lived until now he would have been recreant to his duty, and would 
not have supported you.’’ And the American mother, the mother of 
adead Union soldier, the mother who clasped to her breast the brave 
soldier boy of 1861 and sent him forth with the Spartan mother’s in- 
junction, ‘‘ My son, come back with your shield or on it,’’ that mother 
turns from the cold repulse of the Government that her son died to save 


| and takes up her place in the poor-house ! 


And that occurrence is going on day by day. To-day, 
there are in the poor-houses of this country more than seven thousand 
men who wore the blue and bore the musket and carried the knapsack 
amid wintry snows and summer heats inthe long, perilous marches, in 
the deadly battle, in the lonely bivouac, to save the nation that to-day 
turns them over to indigence, to poverty, and the potter’s field. 

We asked at the hands of this Congress a change of the law in regard 
to dependent mothers and we were refused. Later on I shall eall at- 
tention to the manner in which it was done. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me reply to the assumptien so often and so 
recklessly made that we have been lavish in the bestowal of pensions 
upon the soldiers of the late war. I have here, sir, a table which I 
have clipped from the official report of the Pension Office for the year 
ending June 30, 1885, which is the latest report which has been placed 
within my reach, and is very interesting as reflecting upon this claim 
of munificent generosity. From that table, sir, it appears that at the 
date aforesaid there were upon the pension-rolls of the country 244,201 
persons; and during that year there had been dropped from the rolls 
and officially reported to the Pension Office 15,223, or an average of 
1,269 per month. 

tis fair to assume that there were two thousand or more dead, mar- 
ried, or otherwise removed from the pension-rolls which had not been 
reported to the Department, fur these reports can not reach the Depart- 
ment instantaneously. 

Now, sir, the average annual value of pensions paid to this great body 
of pensioners was how much, do you think? How much, you holder 
of the Government bonds in Wall street, who through your organs, 
through your paid agents, sneer constantly at the patriotic efforts of the 
friends of the soldier to save from misery and want these brave men; 
how much do you think, you men rolling in sordid wealth which you 
have extracted from the misfortunes of the Government; how much 
per annum per capita do you imagine these pensions amount to? | 
will tell you. They amounted to the munificent sum of $110.36! 
That was the average. Nine dollars and sixteen cents per month; 305 
cents per day. That, Mr. Speaker, is the average pension paid by this 
munificent Government of ours to the men who saved the Union. 

We hear it said sometimes that the Mexican war soldiers ought to 
be pensioned because as the result of their patriotism, their courage, 
their soldierly endurance a vast empire within an empire was gained 
to this Government. I agree, Mr. Speaker, that there is great force in 
the suggestion. We measure our rewards by the good accomplished by 
those upon whom we bestow rewards. That iscorrect. It ought to be 
so; and I begrudge not the survivors of the Mexican war if they shall 
become the beneficiaries of the Government’s bounty. They deserve 
it. They deserve it not only because of the munificent wealth which 
they poured into the lap of this Government, but because of the greater 
and better proposition thet the Government of this country ought never 
to permit the soldiers of the volunteer army at least to suffer for shelter, 
for clothing, nor for food. 

But, sir, if that is to be the criterion of rewards for our soldiers, if 
that is to be the standard of measurement, what is to be given to these 
men who saved the Union—the Union of these States, ‘‘the union of 
lakes, the union of lands, ‘the union of hearts, the union of hands?”’ 
How much is it worth to the capitalists of Wall street that they have 
a Union, saved by the sacrifice of these men to protect them? How 
much is it worth in prospective, looking down the years, that we have 
one flag, one harmonious Union, one God in a political sense, as com 
pared with the prospects and the possibilities—ay, the probabilities, 
when three-fourths of my comrades went forth to rescue the country ? 
How much is it worth to the holders of $1,500,000,000 of Government 
bonds to-day that they have a Government Treasury to go to to get their 
interest from, instead of a broken country and a broken treasury ? How 
much is it worth to the railroads of the country that they are able to 
carry on their traffic in a united land? How much is it worth to the 
commercial interests of this country to-day—to the manufacturing in- 
terests of this country, to the agricultural\ interests of this country, to 
all the interests of this country—that we have a mighty empire which 
has sprung up into existence out of the blows of war that were delivered 
by these brave men? How much is it worth that out of the conflict of 
arms there sprang up an impetus of improvement, of material growth, 
that made it possible for this nation to pay the interest on its public 
debt, to redeem its ‘*‘ greenbacks’’ in gold, and to carry its empire into 
new States and new Territories? How much is it worth to the creditor 
classes of this country and the laboring classes of this country that tne 
line of the nation’s improvement has been taken up from the Missouri 
River and carried across the great plains of the West, over the Rocky 
Mountains, over Wyoming, Dakota, and Montana, and Idaho, out to the 


Mr. Speaker, 


e 
1 
4 


+ 
ul 





of 


i 
t 
" 
$ 
i 


— 





aN CN nee 


an 


T7410 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 23, 





blooming Territory of Washington; out upon the banks of the Columbia, 
down upon the coast of the Pacific Ocean, down to the arid but aurifer- 
ous plains of Arizona and New Mexico? 

How much is it worth, Mr. Speaker, to this generation and to the 
generations which are to come that loyalty is at a premium in this 
country and disloyalty at adiseount? How much is it worth that civil 
and religious liberty are guaranteed, and that the education of the 
masses of the people has become the fandamental idea of political par- 
ties and statesmanship? How much is it worth that social and polit- 
ical and public virtue are things to be sought after and patronized and 
upbuilded by the general sense of the Government, instead of anarchy, 
debauchery, crime, licentiousness, frand, corruption, dismembered na- 
tionality, a broken-up Constitution, and a disfigured and ruined public 
conscience ? 

I do not say that the soldiers have done all this development, but I 
do say that the saving of the Union, the restoration of the Constitution, 
the rehabilitation of the public judgment of the country made all this 
development possible; and I do say, and I challenge successful contra- 
diction, that without a restored Union, without a rehabilitated Consti- 
tution there could have been no such growth. 

And to the men who have done all this the country pays, when they 
are disabled, mark you—when they are sick from the effect of their 
service in the Army, when they are shattered and maimed by the bullet 
on the battlefield—in this case, and in this case only, this great Gov- 
ernment, with»its $300,000,000 of surplus that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] talked about on his famous “ march to 
the sea,’’ as it has been well called by my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY], gives to the soldier 30} cents per day ! 

But we used to talk about protecting the children of the dead soldier 
from the contamination of the poor-house. The immortal Lincoln, 
standing in the presence of the whole nation, said: 


Let us strive on to finish the work weare in, * * * tocare for him who 
shall have borne the battle, and for his widow and his orphans. 


How have we falfilled this sacred promise? Wegive to the soldier's 
orphan, in lieu of our promise, in false redemption of our promise, 
64 cents per day! Thinkofit. Thesoldier’s child; heir of his father’s 
rich crown of patriotism—his only patrimony—left to the cold char- 
ities of the creditor class of this country, to stand between him and the 
vice of the poor-house and the horrors of theorphan esylum, this Gov- 
ernment, for the salvation of which this child’s fatnaer died or ruined 
his health—this Government gives this child 6} centsaday! It is a 
shame and an outrage. I care not who did it. I am not here to di- 
vide responsibility; I am hereto condemn the parsimonious spirit that 
thus gives out the bounty of the Government in sums so small as to 
make it valueless and defeat the purpose for which it was inaugurated 
as a fraud, a crime, and a shame. 

Such an appropriation when the country was poor and when our 
credit was low was one thing. To maintain such a rate now with an 
overflowing Treasury is quite another thing. 

And so all along the line of these pensions. I append here, Mr. 
Speaker, a table showing the rates upon which these men are 
and I hope that the Eastern press—the men who daily and hourly, in 
the interest of their friends, cry out against the pension system of the 
country—will read this. It is notnew. Itisa tale that has been told, 
but it can not be told too often. Here isthe table, Mr. Speaker: 


Statement showing the different monthly rates of pension and the number 
pensioned to each rate of the Army and Navy invalids on the roll June 
30, 1885. 
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Statement showing the different monthly rates of pension, &e.—Continy 
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seen that 26,132 of the grand total whose names appea''' 
pension-roll at the close of the fiseal year about which we a‘ 
the munificent sum ot $2 month, or 6} cents » 
eer ee erness. — are the 
protected Washington from ’sarmy. ‘These are the 
stood at Nashville and Inurled back the nenes of Hood in 
upon Louisville and Cincinnati. These are the men \'\’ 
**bore the heat and burden of the day.’’ Each one of them has to pro\' 
that out of this service has come to him more or less disability; and he ' 
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receiving 6} cents a day from this glorious Government, this munificent | 
Government! : 

But, sir, there are 60,268 more of them who are receiving the glori- 
ous, magnificent, luxurious appropriation of $4 a month, or 13 cents a 
day; and the Eastern press of the country and some from other sec- 
tions shriek out in condemnation and the President of the United | 
States dares to put it by insinuation into a message and hurl it in the | 
face of that the men who denounce these things and claim | 
something better for the soldiers of the country are demagogues, and | 
are not the true friends of the soldier. But, sir, there are 34,639 
more—more seriously disabled; their health more terribly impaired; 
and they receive $6 a month—194 cents a day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are upon these rolls other classes who are 
drawing $1.87, $2.12, $2.25, $3, $3.75, $5, and $5 and fractions, and so 
on, various sums, all at $6a month or under; and the total number who 
receive $6 or less is 128,907, leaving but 115,294 who get above that 
sum. Then, Mr. Speaker, they run along at $8, $9; and at $10 a month 
we find but 9,277; and at $11 a month we find but 67; and at $l2a 
month we find but 15,480; and, Mr. Speaker, when we get above $14 
amonth and begin to approach 50 cents a day we find the numbers grow- 
ing smaller and smaller; 4,000 and a fraction at $16, 2,000 at $17, 1,500 


Appropriations and expenditurcs for the Pension Office each year 
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at $18, 1,300 at $20, 14,000 at $24. These are the legless men or the 
armless men; the helpless cripples of the war. At $30 a month there 
are but 7,800. These are the men totally disabled by the war and 
compelled to be helped at all times. And then above that class we 
find less than 2,000 men. These figures are absolutely startling, and 
show that the munificence of the Government, which has been beasted 
about, is in the imagination of the men who constitute themceel ves critics. 

Let us go to another class of individuals, Mr. Speaker. But before 

going there I would say that since tlie war we have paid for pensions 
92,640.18. 

But this large sum includes the expense of the Pension Department, 
which has grown into an enormous sum, and which amounted in the 
single matter of fees for examining surgeons alone, in the year 1835, to 
$592,822.01. Lhave not before me the exact total of expenditures for 
carrying on the pension service, but it is very large, and amounts tosome- 
where ia the neighborhood of $3,250,000 per annum. I estimate, and 
[I can not be far from right, that the expense of administering the Pen- 
sion Department has amounted to $25,000,000, which would leave tho 
sum actually paid to pensioners $740,000,000. This looks like a ] 
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sum. I read here a table of certain annual expenses of the Pension 
Office: 
since 1862, properly chargeable to the yenses of settling claims, 


[Form A.} 


















| Expenses and per | «4s. ae aaa rs 
| Salary fund. a of special | Gontiaers Sen of | Fe ne otal amounts 
Fiscal years. j . agents. | 
| ot ane Sate ah ret 2 eee ee 
[Appropriated. | Expended. | OP2foj, | Expended oP2roG, /Expended. | ANitq?" | Expended, Appropriated.| | Expended. 
~ eee ee ee 
1908 ...ccce» evceseeess somusensccesoocccooveceesal $82,340 00 | S113, 746 OF |... -neeenses oor oeeenersneenees $15,000 | $4,221 30 ; ' $97,340 00 | $117, 967 43 
. 165, 040 00 140,822 64 | $2,500 |... | 10,000} 18,067 23 |...... $10,000 00 177,540 00 | 177, 489 87 
185,840 00 210,335 76} 2,500 |.. .-| 15,000] 16,544 50, 000 00 203, 340 00 276, S80 53 
236, 340 00 230, 080 49 | 2,500 |.. --| 12,000} 20,957 50,000 00 250, 840 00 01,038 21 
257,920 00 246, 367 45 2,500 |.. a 15, 000 17, 891 ¢§ 50,000 00 275, 420 00 si4 42 
261,340 00 311, 835 2 2,500 : nual 15,000 | 27,092 9 50, 000 00 78,840 00 SBS, 028 14 
257,920 00 357,487 17 10, 000 |.... _ 22, 000 | 27,394 ; 50, 000 00 289, 920 00 i BAL 38 
426, 440 00 368, 083 60 20, 000 tol 20,000 | 43,217 60, 000 00 466, 440 00 471,250 88 
334,240 00 334, 592 90 25, 000 |.. -_ 15,000 | 39,S8il 40,000 00 | 374,240 00 | {14,404 60 
367,418 00 356, 192 41 30, 000 | 29,000 | 57,281 3 40,000 00 426, 418 00 | (53,473 75 
421, 160 00 | 436,772 26 | 40,000 |.. _ 17,000 | 57,550 5& 50,000 00 | 168, 160 00 | 44, 322 79 
471, 609 00 453, 968 47 40, 000 |. | 33,500] 74,994 72 $100, 000 75, 000 00 | 624, 109 00 0%, 963 19 
445, 580 00 446,051 78 40, 000 }.. | 32,500} 74,099 35 100,000 | 75,000 00 598, 080 00 | 6, 051 13 
453, 700 00 472,507 45 40, 000 | 12,500] 73,740 00; 1,200,000 | 90,000 00 606, 200 00 | V6, 247 45 
479, 780 00 459,747 88 40,000 | $40,999 12 12,500 | 32,408 66 125, 000.| 90,000 00 657, 230 00 | 625, 150 66 
446, 680 00 445,153 31 50,000 | 40,022 70 17,500 18, 267 84 101, 000 | 100,000 00 615, 180 00 | 608. 445 85 
444, 430 00 444,255 70} 40,000 | 38,235 80 16, 500 10, 308 30 137,600 | 134, 805 26 | 637, 930 00 | 62 0 06 
538, 330 00 493,595 13} 40,000 35,860 50; 14,000 14, 298 50 51,000 86, 296 00 643, 330 00 0,050 13 
587, 350 60 581, 689 60 40,000 | 26,467 19 | 23,000; 20,000 00 204,500 | 75,047 00 | 804, 850 00 | 705, 208 79 
687, 155 00 686,738 92 | 40,000} 22,745.12} 382,000 | 26,987 76 101,000 | 115,610 00 50, 155 00 | 852, 081 SO 
868,530 00° 867,401 02 | 125,000 | 89,148 63 56,000 | 50,934 20| 230,000 | 232'565 37 | 1,329,530 00 | 1,240,049 22 
957, 150 00 1,729,556 71 | 300,240 | 170,085 47 40, 000 59, 995 42 578,000 | 573,431 81 | 2 , 390 00 2.533, 069 41 
‘ 941,550 00 1,924,934 34 | 240,000 | 368,740 03 | 34,000 | 33,910 68 725,000 | 636,725 91 | 2,940,550 00 2,964,310 96 
LOE .sccassse teetocesccccncsccereeccccesnesacs] 4S, 108, TES GD 2,118,596 00 | 580,000 | 516,097 16 | 734,000 | 33,323 23 500,000 | 481,963 13 | 3,309,353 80 | 3, 149, 884 52 
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* This item includes salaries and expenses of special examiners. 


But let me speak of what we have paid to another class of people. I 
append a table showing the amount of interest paid upon the national 
debt, and the amount of pensions paid every year, beginning with 1862 
and ending with 1885. 


Table showing amount of pensions and interest on the public debt. 





Year. Pensions, Interest. 


$852,170 47 $13, 190,344 84 
1,078, 513 36 | 24,729,700 62 
4, 985,473 90 | 53,685,421 69 


16, 347,621 34 77, 3%, 090 * 





15,605,549 88 | 133,067, 624 91 
20, 936,551 71 | 143, 781,591 91 
23, 782, 386 73 140, 424, 045 71 
28, 476, 621 78 | 130, 694, 242 80 
28,340, 202 17 | 129, 235, 498 00 
34, 443, 894 88 125, 576,565 93 
28,553, 402 76 | 117, 357, 839 72 
29, 359, 426 86 | 104, 750, 688 44 
29, 033, 414 66 | 107, 119, 815 21 
29, 456, 216 22 | 103, 093, 544 57 
28, 257, 395 69 | 100, 243, 271 23 
27, 963, 752 27 | 97, 124,511 58 
27, 137,019 08 102, 500, 874 65 
35, 121, 482 39 105, 327, 949 00 

, 777, 174 44 95, 757,575 11 


50, 059,279 62 
61, 345, 193 95 
66, 012,573 64 
55, 429, 228 06 | 
65, 733, 094 27 | 


$2,508,741 18 
71,077, 206 79 
51, 436, 709 50 
47, 926,432 50 
47,014, 133 00 








Total... 


765, 092, 640 18 


2, 205, 019, 419 19 





The amount that it appears we have paid to pensioners and on ac- 
count of pensions, as before stated, is $765,092,640.18, and we have 
paid as interest upon the public debt $2,205,019,419.19; excess of in- 


| of pensions, $1,439,926,779.01. 
| sition, Mr. Speaker, as reflecting upon the propriety of the 
| of the national debt. 


+ This item is included in contingent fund of Interior Department. 


I do not put these figures in juxtapo- 

payment 

I believe in paying every dollar of it. I believe 
in paying the interest on the bonds just as stipulated in the contract 
I belong to the party which upholds the Government faith and con- 
siders it the very ark of our national safety. 

But, sir, when these men, holding this enormous debt, are clipping 
their coupons semi-annually and taking the gold, I protest that they 
shall do it reverently and thankfally; and that when a Wall-street 
bondholder draws his gold interest upon his gold interest-bearing bond 

| and meets one of my maimed comrades upon the street, I protest that 
| he shall not sneer because the poor fellow has $2 a month in his pocket 
| or $4 or $10 or $30, but, figuratively, he shall take off his hat and 
bow to the man who made it possible that the Government can pay her 
debt. Ido not object that the creditors shall enjoy wealth, I do not 
object that they shall live in finehouses. I believeinit. I wish I had 
one of my own. I do not object that their children shall be educated, 
that they shall travel in Europe and all over the world and become 
great and good citizens. I do not object that they shall fill their pala 
tial houses with works of art, that they shall foster everything which 
makes life beautiful in this country. But I demand that they shall, 
while thus enjoying the benefits of a great Government, cease to be- 
grudge my comrades of the battlefield the miserable pittance which the 
Government gives out to them. 

What I object to, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the foregoing, is the 
| impossibilities which are surrounding the large majority of the appli- 
cants for pensions. I do not desire to criticise the administration of 
the Pension Office, and I will not.” I do not complain of the adminis- 
tration of General Black, and I will not. I do not complain that he 
stands on this roll which I have appended here—this roll of honor, the 
pensioners of the country—as the one man at the foot of the table draw- 
ing $100 a month. I would not suffer what Black has suffered for one 
year—no, Mr. Speaker, for one month, nor for one day, nor forone hour— 
for all that Black has drawn as a pension, for all he ever will draw as 


terest paid to the bondholder above the total expenditures on account ' a pension, nor for all the wealth in the Treasury of the United States. 
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Whether or not his selection was a wise one it is not for me to say. 
That he has brought to the discharge of his duty all the physical and 
That he has met with a measure 
of success I do not deny; and I would speak in equally strong words of 
praise of the distinguished, patriotic, and good man, the deputy com- 


mental ability he bad I doubt not. 


missioner. 


I care not that Colonel McLean is a Wabash Democrat. 
that his appointment was recommended by the ‘‘ Tall Sycamore of the 
Wabash,’’ if it was, and if it was conferred as a favor to him. 
little reward and little recognition enough for the gallant man who di- 


I care not 


It was 


A comparative statement of pension claims, of all classes, settled by allowance and rejection, each year since 1881, except arrears. 




















| 




















































































































classes 


verged from the line of his party in the Senate of the United States 
and made a magnificent and eloquent appeal for the soldiers, as he did 
some years ago. But, sir, the regulations of the Pension Department 
and the laws of the country are a substantial barrier against the al- 
lowance of pension claims; and to-day, while it is true that large nuom- 
bers of pensions are being allowed, it is equally true that a startling 
number are being refused; and the day following the receipt of the 
ultimate rejection the trustees of the townships are taking charge 
the soldiers of the Union, their widows and their orphans. 

Here is a table showing the facts as to the feature of the subject 


of 
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The greatest number of cases settled was in 1883 


ley was Commissioner. 
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, when General Dud- 























I deanna a table throwing light upon that. 


It is not strange that as 


the years go along some of the claims filed each year are at last worked 
It has been said that the present administration is doing wonders in | through. 


The table follows. 


Army invalid claims allowed each year since July 1, 1861, showing in each year’s allowance the number of those which were filed each year and allo 
in the report years, giving also the percentage of the nwmber which have been allowed out of those filed each year. 
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What do you say, Mr. Speaker, at this late day in the country’s his- 
iory to a communication like this: ‘‘ You are called upon to furnish 
the evidence of a commissioned officer or two comrades who can testify 
to your injuries received in lineof duty, and medical evidence is required 
as to your treatment in the Army and each year since the war.’? That 
is a beautiful prospect beforethe face of a man starving, whose wife is 
hungry and whose children are crying withcold. Itisa mockery. It 
is holding out to the starving man the grapes and the viands of the feast 
while an insurmountable barrier holds him back. His sufferings are 
augmented by the hope of relief, while his way is obstructed until re- 
lief is made impossible of attainment. 

It is not worth while, Mr. Speaker, to flatter ourselves that we are 
doing justice by thesoldiers ofthe Army. Itisfalse. Itisa false propo- 
sition. It is untrue, and everybody knowsit. Theyaredying. They 
are falling as the leaves fall; falling with hope lost, and with the last 
thought of earth as they go to the great majority the failure of their 
Government to redeem its pledges and make good its duty. 

Time would fail me to speak of the embarrassments-that hedge in 
the way of the soldier seeking for relief. And so it has come about, 
Mr. Speaker, that intelligent men have long ago demanded of Congress 
that relief shall be ted. The men who know all about the troubles 
of the soldier, the impediments lying in his pathway, have from time 
to time come here to Congress with plain, simple, easy solutions, and 
have been met with failure. At the session of Congress in the winter 
of 1883-84 the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic 
submitted the following proposition as embodying the sort of relief 
which they believed desirable: 


Memorial of the committee on pensions of the Grand Army of the Republic. 
To the honorable the Senators and Representatives in Congress : 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned beg leave to respectfully represent to you— 

That they comprise the committee on pensions of the national body of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, and that this committee was in<tituted for the 
express purpose of having some recognized medium through which the Grand 
Army could officially address the Congress of the United States. 

This committee, therefore, represents a constituency of upward of two hundred 
and twenty thousand veteran soldiers and sailors. We desire to give whatever 
weight we may have asa body or as individuals in favor of such measures as 
we deem just which may now or hereafter be before you. We likewise desire 
to protest against and condemn certain propositions which are now on your 
files, ostensibly in the interest of the old soldier or sailor, but which seem to us to 
be inconsiderate and calculated to bring into disrepute the gencral standing of 
the saviors of the nation. 

Weare unqualified!y opposed to the pecetiies to distribute land warrants 
to veterans without regard to whether they occupy the land or not. 

We arealso opposed to the proposition to pay to the soldier or sailor to-day 
the difference in value of the greenback when we received it in payment for our 
military services and the value of gold on the same date. 

Weare also opposed to the bill or bills proposing to grant pensions at the pres- 
ent time to all survivors of the war, regardless of whether they were wounded 
or became disabled in the service or are needy. 

We are in favor of a bill granting pensions to survivors of rebel prisons who 
are suffering from disability, without compelling them to prove that such disa- 
bility arose from said imprisonment. 

Weare in favor of the extension of the arrears limit to January 1, 1885. 

We are in favor of giving widows of veterans the increase from eight to 
twelve dollars per month. We would cheerfully recommend an even greater 
increase if we thought you would grant it. 

We arein favor of the bill which provides that the fact, as shown by the record 
of the acceptance and muster-in of the soldier and sailor, shall be received by the 
pension authorities as prima facie evidence that he was sound at that time—the 
Government not to be debarred from proving that he was unsound at date of 
enlistment, but the onus of the proof to be on the Government. 

We are in favor ofa bi!l to give the men who lost both eyes or arms or legs, 
or an arm and a leg, or disability equivalent thereto, $100 per month. 

We are in favor of increasing the additional pension for minor children from 
$2 per month to $ per month, and extending the limit for minors from the age 
of sixteen years to eighteen years; and in case said minor child is insane, idiotic, 
oro helpless, that there be no limit. Think of your own children living 
on 7 cents per day! 

We are in favor of the following amount of pensions for the hereinafter spec- 
ified rates of disability: 

For amputation at the hip or shoulder joint, or so near thereto as to prevent 
wearing an artificial limb, per month. 

For amputation of leg or arm at or above the kzee or elbow, or in case of ampu- 
tation so near the knee or elbow joint as to rend<r the joint useless, $40 per month. 

For amputation below the knee or elbow, 330 per month. 

We also favor the continuance of a so’<ier’s pension to his widow or his de- 
pendent regardless of. whether ise dies from the effects of wounds or 
disease resulting service or not. 

We also favor giving pensions to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
who are now disabled and are dependent upon their own labor for support and 
are sixty-five years of age, without compelling them to prove at this date that 
such disability actually arose from the service. 

We believe that a present condition of ee inability and dependence 
upon others than those legally bound therefor for aapeeet, and the fact that the 
soldier or sailor left no widow or minor child, should alone be required to be 
shown by competent evidence to entitle the names of dependent parents to be 
placed on the ll,and no proof of dependence at date of death of the 
soldier be required or necessary, and that such pension should com- 
mence at the date of and continue during such dependence. 

We trust also that this session of Con will not be allowed to expire with- 
out the passage of a law Seeateegeet fication and status of claimants and their 


agents orattorneys, remedial of the nt existing anomalous condition thereof. 
We are in favor of the of a bill for a just and equitable equalization of 
the bounties paid to sold by the General Government. 


In conclusion, we beg leave to respectfully submit, that if any one thinks the 
foregoing considered requests make too large drafts on the resources 
we representa body of men on whom in the hour of its 


of the , that 
direst extremity the country made drafts of blood, of limbs, of suffering and of 


, and the nation’s draft never went to protest. 
GEO. 8. MERRILL, 
LOUIS WAGNER, 
CHAS, H. GROSVENOR, 
PAUL VAN DER VOORT, 
JAMES TANNER, 
Committee. 
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| and again respectfully urged the enactment of the same measures; and 
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No relief was granted ty Congress in response to this appeal. Cer- 
tain amendments were placed upon the Mexican pension bill by a Re- 
publican Senate which would have afforded almost complete and per- 
fect relief. But in the House of Representatives, ina Democratic House 
of Representatives, the bill was defeated, and the soldiers suffer on. 
A year later the same committee again made its appearance in Congress, 





































































































they were again refused relief. During the current session of Congress 
this same committce again made its appearance and submitted the fol- 
lowing memorial: 


To the honorable the Sena and Re} ig 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned respectfully represent that they are “The 
committee on pensions” of the national body of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, and that this committee was instituted for the purpose of having a rec- 
ognized mediam through which the Grand Army of the Republic can officially 
address the Congress of the United States. 

This committee represents a constituency of upward of three hundred thou- 
sand veteran soldiers and sailors. We desire to give whatever weight we may 
have, as a body or as individuals, in favor of such measures as we deem just 
which may now or hereafter be before you 

We favor legislation by which the record of the acceptance and muster-in of 
the soldier and sailor shall be prima facie evidence that he was sound at that 
time—the Government not to be debarred from proving that he was unsound at 
date of enlistment, but the onus of the proof to be on the Government. 

We favor giving widows the increase from eight to twelve dollars per montin. 

We favor the continuance of a pension to the widow or dependent relatives 
whether the pensioner dies from the effects of wounds or disease resulting from 
service or not. 

We favor increasing the pension paid on account of minor children from $2 
to $ per month, and of extending the limit for minors from the age of sixteen 
to eighteen years; and in case said minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise 
helpless, that the pension shall continue during the life of said child. 

We favor the extension of the arrears limit to January 1, 1888 

We favor legislation providing that if the pensioner left neither widow nor 
minor child, the name of the dependent parent to be placed on the pension-roll 
from the date of actual dependence of such parent. 

We favor granting pensions to survivors of rebel prisons who are suffering 
from disability, without requiring them to prove that such disability arose from 
said imprisonment. 

We favor the following pensions: 

To the men who lost both eyes or arms or legs, or an arm and a leg 
bility equivalent thereto, $100 per month. 

For amputation at the hip or shoulder joint, or so near thereto as to prevent 
wearing an artificial limb, $50 per month. 

For amputation of leg or arm above the knoe or elbow, or amputation so near 
the knee or elbow joint as to render the joint useless, $0 per month. 

For amputation below the knee or elbow, $30 per month. 

We favor pensions to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors now dis- 
abled ordependent upon their own labor for support, or who are sixty-five years 
of age, without compelling them to prove at this date that such disability arose 
from the service. 

We favor a just and equitable equalization of the bounties paid by the Gen- 
eral Government. 


ives in C% res 


, or disa- 


GEO. 8. MERRILL, 
LOUIS WAGNER, 
JAMES TANNER, 
JOHN ©. LINEHAN, 
JOHN 8. KOUNTZ, 
Committee. 

Let the country study these propositions, and let the holders of the 
Government bonds and the beneficiaries of the soldier’s patriotism and 
blood say, with their hands upon their hearts, that these propositions 
are unjust and unfair if they can. 

But what has been the result in this Congress? I shall have some- 
thing further to say about this matter later on. I wish to turn aside 
now and speak of a few of the arguments which have been hurled in 
our faces here when we have pressed the interests of the soldier in this 
Congress. There are certain stock matters which certain gentlemen 
have committed to memory and which they reel off with the fluency of 
experts in the vindication of the refusal of this House to do anything 
for the interest of the soldier. They tellus that General Grant vetoed 
the equalization-of-bounty bill. I state, Mr. Speaker, from the best in- 
formation I have, there is no truth in the statement. I have it from 
high sources of information—none higher about this Capitol—that there 
can not be found in the United States the original or a copy of any veto 
of that bill ever issued by General Grant or ever communicated by Gen- 
eral Grant to Congress. Vetoes are not usually hard to find. 

It is not very hard to find the vetoesof the present Executive. They 
fall as the leaves fall. ‘*They come as the waves come when navies 
are stranded;’’ and you can find them. ‘They are gracing, or other- 
wise, all the records of this Congress. We are fullofthem. We can 
furnish them by the dozen or by the hundred. They are on record. 
The Journals of both Houses show their receipt and the action taken 
upon them. What Journal of what House of Congress shows the veto 
by Grant of the equalization-of-bounty bill? It can not be found. 
The bill failed either between the two Housesor in one of the Houses 
by other causes, and not by the veto of Grant. 

But, it is said, you have been in power here, why didn’t you correct 
these evils? Let me reiterate: These evils did not grow up just after 
the war. Let me tell my Democratic friends that they have been in 
power substantially ever since a few Congresses after the war. Who 
has been Speaker of this House since the war? Colfax, four years; 
Blaine, six years; Kerr, one term; RANDALL, two terms; Keifer, one 
term; CARLISLE, twoterms. ‘Ten years since the war has the House of 
Representatives been governed by a Democratic majority. Twelve 
years has the Committee on Invalid Pensions been the choice of a Demo- 
cratic Speaker. And during several of the other Congresses when the 
Republicans had a majority in the House of Representatives the Demo- 
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crats controlled the Senate. So this argument falls to the ground for 
that reason; and it falls to the ground for a better reason. The neces- 
sity for this improved legislation has not manifested itself until within 
a recent date. But, Mr. Speaker, I answer the whole of it by saying 
that I care not who has been derelict in the past. 

I care not who has been strongest for the soldier at one time or at 
another time. I know that the votes which have passed the measures 
have been to a very large extent the votes of Republicans. I know 
that the votes, that have been given against the relief of soldiers have 
been almost exclusively the votes of Democrats. I do not pause to 
note the singular feature of the vote here last winter upon the wid- 
ows’ pension bill. Ido not wish to disturb the equanimity or happiness 
of the frieads on the other side of this House. I have no word to say 
against the honest confederate soldier. I do not wonder that they do 
not feel the zeal in this behalf that we do. I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
these confederate generals and colonels and majors and captains and 
statesmen have been vastly out of proportion in their liberality as com- 
pared with the Northern Democrats. The men who in this Congress 
have hedged the way to the relief of the soldier have not been the con- 
federate gentlemen, but have been the Democratic members from the 
North, as I will proceed to show you. 

I donot wonder, Mr. Speaker, that ourSouthern brethren—our erring 
Southern brethren—our returned brethren—the men who boast that they 
are ‘‘in their father’s house,’’ and have “‘come to stay’’—I do not 
wonder that they have feeling upon this question. The brave men of 
the South who, at the call of what they believed to be patriotism—mis- 
taken, and horrible though the mistake was—are suffering as our men 
are suffering, and barred from participation in these bounties by consti- 
tutional provision, barred by publicsentiment, and yet no constitution, 
no public sentiment can bar humanity. You may pile constitutions 
as high as mountains between the vote of an ex-confederate Congress- 
man and a suffering and dying comrade of his own command, and you 
can not strangle humanity; you can not stifle that feeling of comrade- 
ship which is as strong between the men of the South as between the 
men of the North. I hope it may never die. It ought tolive. I say 
when we come to think of the sufferings of our men it is not strange 
that the men of the South halt and hesitate, and it is not strange that 
they show irritation when strong words are hurled at them from our 
side of the Chamber. But they must bear in mind that the stake that 
they fought for was lost, and the stake that we fought for was won; 
and the ignis fatuus of the confederacy went down with all its hopes 
and possibilities ‘‘in one red burial blent.’’ 

But, sir, we came into this Congress with bright hopes for the soldiers. 
The campaign of 1884 in the North witnessed protestations on the stump 
of friendship to the soldier from all sorts of candidates; the men of the 
North were confident that relief was at hand. Both parties joined in 
the protestations, and everywhere these candidates for Congress asserted 
their love of the soldier; andin many of the districts of the North they 
were elected solely because of these assurances, and could not have been 
without. How have they kept the faith? Bills have been introduced 
into this Congress for the relief of the soldiers. At an early day I had 
the honor to introduce one myself. It is as follows: 


A bill to remove the limitations in pension cases, to increase certain pensions, 
and for other purposes. . 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all pensions which have been, or which —r 
hereafter be, granted in consequence of death occ from a cause whic 
originated in the service since the 4th day of March, 1861, or in consequence of 
wounds or injuries received or diseases contracted since that date, shail com- 
mence from the death or discharge of the person on whose account the claim 
has been oris hereafter granted, if the disability occurred prior to discharge ; 
and if such disability occurred after discharge, then from the date of actual dis- 
ability, or from the termination of the right of the party having prior title to 
such pension. 

Sec. 2. That every person specified in the several classes enumerated in sec- 
tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the amendments 
thereto, who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said 
section, for the period of three months during the war of the rebellion, and has 
an honorable discharge therefrom, and whois orshall become disabled from any 
cause not the result of his own gross carelessness, disreputable conduct, or 
vicious habits, and who is dependent upon his own labor for support, shall, 
upon making due proof of the facts, under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the proper authority, be placed upon the list of of the 
United States, and be entitled to receive a pension, — continuance of 
such disability, at a rate proportionate to the ; and such pension 

act. The highest rate of 


shall commence at the date of the 32 of 
sion granted under this section, which uall be for total incapaci 


to 
any manual labor, shall be $24 per month, which is hereby made divisithe upon 
that basis for any less degree of disability: Provided, That no person entitled 
to or receiving an invalid pension under any existing laws, or such as may be 
hereafter enacted, granting pensions for disabilities contracted in the military 
ornaval service of the United States, and in line of duty, greater than that pro- 
vided for herein, shall receive the benefits of thisact ; but any applicant forsuch 
invalid pension having an application therefor pending, or who shall hereafter 
file his application for such pension, may, by a declaration over his own signa- 
ture, at any time, elect to omeeute his said claim under this act or under the 
eee! laws; meets — —- shall —— any —_ of the 
t to complete his claim under general ws, | 
thereunder, deducting all payments made Sa provisions of section. 
Sec. 3. That the ions of all widows, d and ‘ho 
are now drawing $ 
rate of $12 - month shall hereafter 
or father of the soldier, sailor, or marine w! 
which originated in the line of duty in the military or naval service of the United 


shal ly and after the 
the passage of this act: Provided, That in considering the claims of dependent 


the military or naval service of the United States, and in the line of duty. }, 
died, or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow orminor child under sixteen ye9,, 
of age, or both, at the date of the death of such pensioner, his widow and 1))jn5, 
children shall be entitled, in the order of succession named, to an origina! . 
sion in their own right, under existing laws, without being required to proye 
that the death of such 
United States, and shall receive the rates now allowed by law, except that syo) 
as may be found to be entitled to $8 per month under existing laws shal! recej, 
in lieu thereof $12 per month. 


be continued without limit as to age whenever it shall ap 
are of unsound mind or a helpless, so as to render them incapable o; 
earning a subsistence; and in 2 

ing such minors in her care at the date when her pension ceases by law, her pen. 
sion and the additional pension shall be continued to them in their own righ: 
without limit as to age, during the continuance of such disability, payable to 
duly constituted guardian. 





parents the fact and cause of death, and the fact that the soldier left no widow 
or minor children, having been shown as required by law, it shall be nece 
only to show by competent and sufficient evidence that such dependent pare, 
is without other — means of comfortable support than his or her ow, 
manual labor or co c 


support, 


SSary 


mtributions of others not legally bound for his or }¢, 
Sec. 4. That if any invalid pensioner pensioned for a disability contrac; 


Der 
pen- 


msioner was due to his military or naval service of ; 


Sze. 5. That the pensionsof minor children shall be increased from $2 to $5 pe; 


month, and shall be paid in the same manner as is now provided by cxistin> 
laws. 


Sec, 6. That all pensions hereafter granted on account of minor children 
r that such n 


shall 


ors 


ease of the death or remarriage of the widow hay. 


Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension-roll the names of such officers, soldiers, sj 
and marines who, while in the service of the United States and while in the 
of their duty, were captured and held as prisoners of war, and as such co: 
in any 





so-called confederate prison or prison camp, between the ist day of May 
1861, and the Ist day of May, 1865, and who are now disabled from earning as 


port by manual labor by reason of disability originating during said confii: ment 
as prisoners of war: : t 
accordance with the actual degree of disability existing, the same as is now pro- 


ovided, That pensions under this act shall be rated j; 


vided for pensions under the laws pertaining to pensions for disability orig 
nating during the war of therebellion: And provided further, That the disabi|): 
in each case shall be presumed-to have originated in and during the confin 


ment of such oflicers, soldiers, sailors,and marines, without requiring them | 
prove the origin or continuance of said disabilities since discharge from ser\ 


And provi Surther, That the Government shall not be debarred from esta} 
lishing the fact in any case that the disability or disabilities did not originate} 
reason of such confinement as a prisoner of war, in which event no pensio 
shall be paid under the provisions of this section: And provided further, Tha 
such pensions as are provided for in this section shall commence from the cat: 
of discharge of the person entitled to such pension,and shall continue durii 
the period of actual disability: And provided further, That nothing in ‘ ct 
shall be construed to entitle any person to receive more than one pension, but 
that such survivors of the so-called confederate prigons who are now on th: 
pension-roll for disability contracted in the line of duty in the military or naval 
service shall be entitled to such increase of pension as their disabilities may en 
title them under the provisions of this section. 3 

Sec. 8. That in case adependent mother who has applied for pension and ho 
died, or shall hereafter die, before her pension shall have been allowed or pai: 
leaving a husband who is the father of the soldier, said father shal! have th 
right to complete the said pension claim of the mother, and shall be entitled & 
receive all the pension found due the mother. : 

Sec. 9. That the rate of $13 per month now provided by law as pension for 
total loss of hearing of both ears be, and the same is hereby, increased to $)) per 
month for said disability ; and for inferior degrees of d es8 of cither or bot! 
ears the said rate of $30 may be proportionately divided according to the degree 
of disability shown to exist therefrom. ; 

Src. 10. the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, increasing the pe 
sions for total helplessness be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to allo. 
the sum of $72 per month to all those pensioners who would have been « 
titled to said sum had they been on the pension-roll at $50 per month on th: 
16th day of June, 1880: And provided further, That all pensioners whose peu 
sions shall be increased by the provisions of this section from fifty to seventy- 
two dollars per month shall be paid the difference between said sums mont); 
from the date when they became entitled to $50 under the provisions of thc act 
approved June 18, 1874, to the date of the passage of this act, and such pension 
ers shall pewentne receive in lieu of all other pensions paid them the sum of $- 

‘r month, 
aan. 11. That the act of Congress approved March 3, 1879, increasing the pesi0 
of certain persons who have lost a leg at the hip-joint, and the act of Congress 
approved 3, 1885, increasing the pensions of certain who have lost 
an arm at the shoulder-joint, be, and the same are hereby, amended 50 as to 
hereafter entitle to $37.50 per month all those who are now receiving $30 for loss 
of leg or for loss of arm, or for an amputation perfermed within 6 inches of th: 
hip-joint or within 6 inches of the shoulder-joipt, and in such other cases wher: 
in the opinion of the Commissioner of Pensicns, the loss of the limb or the ex 
istence of a disability in addition to the loss of the limb renders the degree © 
disability equivalent to the loss of an arm st the shoulder-joint or the loss o! 
leg at the hip-joint. f . 

Sec. 12. That in all cases where invalid pensions are paid for specific dis!) | 
ties at a less rate than $50 per month, and it shall be found that there are add'- 
tional disabilities, proved to have been contracted in the service and in line 0: 
duty, such additional — eer ees po ae in =< a ag re - 0 
disabilit a to amoun pension that the pen 
sioner map be ving in any case for other disabilities: Provided, That no 
greater pension than $0 per month shall be paid under the provisions of tli- 
section. \ 

Sec. 13. That all acts or parts of acts so far as they may conflict with the p 
visions of this act be,and the same are hereby, repealed. 


And there were introduced from time to time other bills, bills for al! 
sorts of relief for all the suffering soldiers and their widows and 0! 
' Furthermore, I had the honor to introduce the following bill. Th 
bill provides for the enactment of just such a law as nearly all the 
Northern Democrats had declared they were in favorof. The bill rea‘: 


A bill to equalize the bounties paid by the United States to the voluntecr - | 





diers and sailors of the war of the rebellion. : 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of of the Untied Slates « 
America in Congress assembled, That there 


be allowed and paid to each ane 
every non-commissioned officer, musician, artificer, wagoner, and private So” 
dior, toler ond marine who faithfully served as such in the military or D8v*' 
service of the United States and who been honorably discharged from a 
service the sum of and one-third dollars a month, including all smounts 
heretofore paid to person asa bounty forall the time, including one or mor 
enlistments under such non-commissioned officer, musician, artificcr, 





1886. 


eee 


wagoner, and private soldier, sailor,and marine may have actually served be- 
tween the 12th day of April, 1861, and the final discharge of such non-commis- 
sioned officer, musician, cer, Wagoner, and private soldie?, sailor, and ma- 
rine - the United States if so discharged prior to July 1, 1866; and the provis- 
jons of this act shall extend to all soldicts and sailors who were mustered into 
the service of the United States, to any person who,wasduly enlisted and mus- 
tered as a member of the militia of any State during the time such person was 
acting with the voluvteer forces of the United States or of the regular Army or 
Navy under the orders of any military ot naval officer,and to any person who | 
was duly enrolled in any regularly organized volunteer military or naval force 
of the United States and who from any cause failed to be mustered, if such per- 
son faithfully served out the time for which he enlisted, or if such person was 
prevented from completing such term for which he enlisted by reason of wounds 
received or disease contracted while performing the duties of a soldier or sailor, 
or if such person was otherwise honorably released from such enlistment, then 
and in that case for the time actually served; but in all cases where there was 
no muster of the person claiming or of the person on whose account a bounty 
is claimed under the provisions of this act, the burden of proving such service 
shall be upon the person claiming: Provided, That in all applications for bounty 
under the provisions of this act where there was no muster of the person claim- 
ing, or if the person on whose account such bounty is claimed, after giving thirty 
days’ notice, in writing, to the claimant, of the time and place, the Government 
shall have the right to prove that the failure o be regularly mustered was the 
fault of the person not so mustered, and whe. such proof establishes that fact it 
shall be a bar to such claim for bounty, but such fact must be determined from 
all the evidence filed in the case. 

Src, 2. That in case of the death of any person specified in the several classes 
enumerated in section 1 of this act, either before or after the passage of the same, 
the allowance and payment of the bounty herein provided for shall be made, 
first, to his widow, if she has not remarried, or if there be no widow, orif she has 
remarried,then to the minor child or children of such person, through their 
duly appointed guardian ; or if there be no minor child or children, then to any 
child or children of such person; or if there be no child or children, then to the 
mother of such person; or if there be no mother, then to the father of such 
person; and in all cases coming within the provisions of this section the burden 
of proving title to such bounty shall be upon the person claiming. 

ec, 3 That applications for bounty under the provisions of this act shall be 
made to the Second Auditor of the United States Treasury,and the applicant 
shall set forth and state specifically the name of each company, regiment, ar or- 
ganization in which service was rendered by the person claiming, or by the per- 
son on whose account a claim for bounty is made,together with the date of 
enlistment intoand of the discharge, release, or muster-out from such company, 
regiment, or organization, and every fact necessary to show a clear title in such 
applicant to such bounty; and such applicant shall further state, as near as it 
can be done, the amount of bounty that has been paid, under the provisions of 
any United States law or laws, to the non-commissioned oflicer, musician, artif- 


SERENE 


icer, Ww: er, or private soldier, sailor, marine, or other person specified in sec- 
tion 1 of this act, by whom or on whose account the claim for bounty is made. 
Sec. 4. That it il be the duty of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, under 


such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, to 
compute and ascertain the amount of bounty that has heretofor@been paid under 
any law or laws of the United States to the person claiming, or to the person on 
whose account a bounty is claimed under the provisions of this act, and the 
amount so ascertained to have been paid shall be deducted from the whole 
amount that would be due if no such payment had ever been made; and in all 
eases where a balance is found to be due the claimant, payment thereof shal! be 
made under the law, rules, and usages now in force governing such cases. 

Sno. 5. That in any case where a person entitled toreceive payment of bounty 
under the provisions of this act shall make application therefor, or where such 
application sha@l be made by the proper representative of such person, being de- 
ceased, 'and the discharge of such person has been lost, it shall be competent forthe 
accoun| officers to receive, in lieu of the actual production of such discharge, 
proof of the actual loss of the sameand secondary proof of its issue and contents, 
t with proof of the identity of the claimant or person deceased, under 
such rules defining the character and form of the evidence as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe. And in all cases where there was no muster-in 
of the person claiming, or of the person on whose account a bounty is claimed, 

of service must be made by comrades or officers, or both, who were actu- 
ally present when such service was rendered, and the kind of service performed 
must Soegeeandy ont out, 

Seo. 6. rations for bounty under the provisions of this act, and all 
affidavits of witnesses, may be verified before any officer duly authorized to ad- | 
minister oaths for general purposes ; and if the officer who administers the oath 
oraffirmation hasan official seal, then his signature to the jurat thereto attached, 

t with an impression of his official seal, shall be sufficient; but if the 
ol administering the oath or affirmation has no seal of office, then and in 
such case his official character and signature must be duly certified by the proper 
officerof a court of record, under the seal of such court. All allegations of a 
daimant and statements of witnesses shall be made under oath oraflirmation 
and under the painsand penalties of perjury; and it shall be the duty of every 
officer wLo administers an oath or aflirmation toa claimant or witness in any 
case to carefully read over and fully explain to such claimant or witness the 
contents of the declaration or affidavit, including interlineations and erasures, 

such claimant or witness bas signed or is sworn or affirmed to the same ; 
and each witness must state that he or she has no interest, direct or indirect, in 
such clairg, and give their post-office address; and the officer must certify that 
he did carefully read over and fully explain the contents of such declaration or 
affidavit to the person who signed and who was sworn or affirmed to the same, 
including all additions or erasures, and that he has no interest, direct or in- 
d in such claim for bounty. But in no case shall any declaration or affi- 
davit be made before any officer who is or who may become the agent or at- 
torney of record in such case; and every person who shall purposely and will- 
fi swear or affirm to a statement knowing itto be false, or if any officer shall 

a false certificate in any case, upon conviction thereof such persons shall 
be fined in any sum not exceeding $500, to which may be added imprisonment 
for not more one year. 

Src. 7. Thatthe provisions of thisact shall not extend to any person who served 
as a substitute in the Army or Navy, nor to any person who was discharged at 
the requestof parents or guardians on account of minority, nor shall any assign- 
ment, or transfer of a right te bounty under the provisions of this act be 
valid or of any effect whatsoever. 

any a attorney who shall receive from any claimant a sum 

or ti on of any claim under the provisions of this act, 

Viction thereof, shall se fined in any sum fot to exceed $100, to which 

me--* cor a term not less than one year. 

the S~.retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

to presc. ibe such lations as are necessary to give force and effect 

act; and when the tof any claimant to the bounty herein provided 

been determined, claimant shall be notified of the result, which no- 

shail include a complete statement of the amount of bounty heretofore paid 

claimant, or to the person on whose account the claim is made, showing 
date and amount of each payment. 

bill 


That bill died in the hands of the committee. 
tic promises to the soldier generally go ! 


Gone where Demo- 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives 
has done faithful work in many respects. It has reported a vast num- 
ber of private pension bills, a few of which have become laws, and 
many of which have been vetoed by the President, and some of which 
have fallen between the two Houses. And they have reported back 
ugh to satisfy the strongest reasonable friend o! 
the soldier, with recommendations that it pass 

What else have they done? On the 10th day of June last I 
honor to call upon the chairman of the Committee on Invalid P 
Hon. COURTLAND C. Matson, of Indiana, in the H of Repre 
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had the 
ensions, 


rt 
nt 


12ae 
l 


tives, in the following manner 
Mr. GROSVENOR rose 
Mr. Gtisson, of West V Mr 1a 


rhe CHAIRMAN. F 
Mr. GRosVENOR. I te c ‘ amel 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will stat 
Mr. Grosvenor. I move to strik 


or W \ 





rise »yToOVe AN An 












ou { Ww is er . 

mittee on Invalid Pensions.’ 

Mr. Chairman, there is no committee of this H whieh ulg t 
has performed more arduous labor than the Commit on Pens 
and yet, sir, as I lo« upon the probabilities ahead of us I 4 ni of 
public money to co 1¢ the employment of that officer 

We came here with the demand upon us, which was 1 led t vd 
been responded to by both political parties in this count there ib 
radical changes made in the matter of the ge ul pensio s ! 
large number of bills were presented whi yiced and \ t t 
of the people and of the political conventions of both parties, as well t 
promises of gentlemen who had been candidates for Congress in 1 h 


two-thirds of the Congressional districts of the country—senti 
been echoed and reiterated upon platforms of both political } 
and national. The bills embodying these views found the 
of this industrious and patriotic committee, accompani 
number of petition i 1 bills nting al pe 
in large numbers. 

That committee has reported a number of bills which a 
sentiment to which I have alluded, They reported, f n 
4915, amending paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised S 
reported House bill 7640, to increase pensions in certain cases 
to amend section 4700 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
House bill 8098, for pensioning prisoners of war; House bill 
West Virginia troops, &c.; House bill 1578, relating to clain 
dependent parents, and House bill 663, to repeal the limitat ic 
act known as the arrears of pensions. All of these bills are upoi 
ofthe House, This House, acting through its majority, h 
the consideration of nearly every other class of business which 
before it by the reports of its committees. 

It has assigned days to the consideration of the Banking : 
mittee’s reports; to the Committee on Coinage, Weig! 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; to the Committee on Agri 
mittee on the Judiciary ; the Committee on American Shipping 
committee on everything else in the world except the demands of 
soldiers of the country. It assigned a day to the consideration of the 
pension bill and passed it, and I may not stop here to give my judgme 
the principal consideration that induced that action was. During 
session of Congress, while members on both sides of the House hay 
sieged to give attention to these other matters of interest to the 
of the country, I havc not heard that this House has assigt 
eration of these bills. We have not only the bills to whi 
others I might name, but we have also Senate bill 1886 
ber here, from any Northern State certainly, if not from the So 
the last four days has not found his mail burdene 
and everybody else throughout the country asking that action m 
ferred on that bill. These appeals come from al! quarters, and yet 
been assigned its consideration. I do not mean, Mr. Chairm 

The CHarmMAn. The time of the gentleman has e a 

Mr. Grrson, of West Virginia, was recognized 

Mr. MATSON rose. 

Mr. Greson, of West Virginia. If the g eman the chairman 
mittee on Invalid Pensions desires now to speak,if the C 
me next, I will yield the floor to him at this time 

Mr. MATsox. Does the gentleman desire to reply 
Ohio? 

Mr. Grnson, of West Virginia. I want to add a word in referen 
same section of the bill, but yield to the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. Grosvenor. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will allow 
ish the sentence that I was on. 

Mr. Matson. Certainly. 

Mr. Grosvenor. That it was entirely outside of auy i 
to charge the Committee on Invalid Pensions with any neg 

Mr. Marson. I think the gentleman from Ohio has made the motio 
tious Iam sure hedoes not intend to insist upon it; and when he c« 
discuss the action of the House in reference to the general policy of | 
with regard to pension bills I will have something to say to him in rep 

Upon this question and at this time I want to say only this in reply to his re- 
mark in reference to fixing a time for the consideration of general bills covering 
pension matters, that the Committee on Invalid Pensions have reported to the 
House a resolution, and if he looks upon the House Calendar, page 29, he will 
find it favorably reported, asking the House to fix a day for the consideration 
of that class of business. 

Mr. GRosvVENOR. Yes, several bills were favorably reported; b 
plain of is that no day has been assigned for their consideration. 

Mr. Matrsox. Now, I want to know from the gentleman from Ohio wha 
has to do with the dereliction of theclerk of the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
or why this motion should obtain on that account? The ge eman has moved 
to strike out from this bill the money allowed to the clerk of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, while he has admitted that that committee has more work 
than it possibly can do, having already four thousand bills 
petitions in its hands. He wants to strip that committe 
can not do anything. 

What we have been able to do we have only been able to do by help of th: 
clerk; not because the clerks write our reports, but because it keeps them busy 
to keep the run of the bills. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio is an un- 
friendly motion to the pensioners ofthis country. It can not be any other than 
an unfriendly one, and I think, therefore, as [ have suggested, it must have been 
made facetious] y and not in earnest. 

Pa 

Mr. McComas. I move to strike out the first wo 

gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Grosvenor}. 


Mr. Grosvenor. I suppose there is no gentleman on this floor who under- 
stands better than the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson} that my motion to 
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strike out the appropriation for the payment of the clerk of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was made for the sole purpose of presenting my views very 
briefly upon the prospect of any future or further pension | lation, and not 
out of any unfriendly feeling toward that committee, which has so faithfully 
discharged its labors. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I was saying was that when the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the leader of one branch of the sen- 
timent of this House, the antagonistic branch to the majority branch of the 
Democratic branch of this House [laughter]|—the gentleman upon whom we on 
this side of the House rely to prevent the other side from committing any mis- 
chiefin this country [laughter]|—when that distinguished gentleman called forth 
from the Pension Office the statement that the billto repeal the arrears act 
would cost €200,000,000 per annum, ‘made up my mind that none of this general 
pension legislation was to pass this House. Therefore it is that I have been 
watching the progress of events with a feeling of the deepest interest, not that 
it might not be done, but that it might be done. I am exceedingly anxious that 
a bill for the relief of dependent parents should be passed, and I care not whose 
bill is reported or who shall get the credit for it. 

Lam exceedingly anxious that the bill which has come from the Senate which 
gives a pension to every disabled soldier who is dependent upon his labor for 
support shall pass; I am anxious that all these great reforms in this system of 
legislation shall be enacted by this House, but I have been jealous of the inter- 
ests of those concerned and even fearful that we should have no such lezisiation 
in this Congress. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions says 
that that committee has reported a resolution asking for aday. Itis enough for 
my purpose to know that no day has been assigned. I have been hearing con- 
tinually for some time that this session is to adjourn somewhere from the 8th to 
the 15th of July. I know nothing about that; I am not consulted upon the sub- 
ject [lazghter}; but I am now pressing upon the consideration of the other side 
of the House the proposition that, while every other interest here has been as- 
signed time anda generous allowance of time, this great pension interest (which 
I concede is as near to the heart of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
as it is to mine) has had no opportunity to be heard upon any pension bill, ex- 
cept the general appropriation bill and the bill to increase the pensions of 
widows, I now withdraw my proposition to strike out the appropriation for 
the payment of the clerk of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


I was trying to urge it upon the Invalid Pension Committee that a 
day be set apart for consideration of these bills. That gentleman made 
the foregoing reply, and thus promised by fair implication that a re- 
quest should be made for a day to consider the legislation reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The answer of the honor- 
able chairman was then satisfactory. That was a splendid answer, 
was it not? It gave the soldiers of the country assurance that he had 
been ordered by the committee of which he was chairman to ask that 
a day be set apart for the consideration of pension legislation. Did he 
ask foraday? If so, when? 

On what page of the RecorpD of Congress does the application for a 
day to consider these bills stand? When did he get up and meet the 
demands of this committee and say to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that such a 
day may be set apart for the consideration of the demands of the sol- 
diers of the country?’’ On what day did he introduce a resolution 
like this: ‘‘ Resolved by the House of Representatives that the —— day 
of be set apart for the consideration of bills from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions,’’ and ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Rules that they might report it back fixing a day? What day did he 
do that? When has he opened his mouth since that day upon this 
important subject? I will answer you. Never! No, never!! The 
promise that he made or the implied promise that he made when he 
answered me that he had been instracted to call for a day has not been 
fulfilled, and no day has been assigned. No day will beassigned. No 
general legislation, in my humble judgment, is possible. I will gladly 
join in it if it is possible. 

But that is not all of it, Mr. Speaker. The Senate of the United 
States—the Republican Senate—passed the following bill : 


A bill for the relief of soldiers of the late war, honorably discharged after three 
months’ service, who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for 
support, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from 
disabilities contracted therein. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That every person specified in the several classes 
enumerated in section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the 
amendments thereto, who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned 
in said section, for the period of three months during the war of the rebellion, 
and has an honorable Gace therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled 
from any cause not the result of his own fault, and shall also be dependent upon 
his own exertions for support, or upon the contributions of others not legally 
bound thereto, shall, upon making ue proof of the facts, undersuch regulations 
as may be prescribed by the proper authority, be piaced upon the list of pen- 
sioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive a pension during the con- 
tinuance of such disability and dependence at a rate proportionate to the degree 
of such disability ; and such pension shall commence at the date of filing an ap- 
plication therefor. The highest rate of pension granted under this section, which 
shall be for total incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $24 per month, 
which is hereby m ide divisible upon that basis for any less degree of disability : 
Provided, That no person entitled to or receiving an invalid pension unde: ex- 
isting laws, or such as may be hereafter enacted, granting pensions for disabil- 
ities contracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and in line 
of duty, greater than that provided for herein, shall recsive the benefits of this 
act; but any applicant for such invalid pension having an application there- 
for pending, or who shall hereafter file his application for such pension, may, 
by a declaration over his own signature, atany time, elect to prosecute hissaid 
claim under this act or under the general laws, and his pension, when allowed, 
if prosecuted under this act, shall commence from the date of such election : 
Provided further, That no pension paid under any law hereafter shall be rated 
at less than $4 per month. 

Sec. 2. That in considering the claims of dependent parents, the fact and cause 
of death, and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children having 
been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by compe- 
tent and sufficient evidence that such dependent parentis without other present 
means of comfortable support than his or her own manual labor, or con- 
tributions of others not ly bound for his or her support; and such as —_ 
be found to be entitled to $8 a month under existing laws, as modified by th 





section, shall receive in lieu thereof $12 a month from and after the approval! of 
this act. 

Sec. 3. That in dll applications under the general pension laws, including this 
act, where it appears by record evidence that the applicant was regularly e:- 
listed and mustered into the service, that fact shall be conclusive evidence of 
soundness at the time of his enlistment, except in case of fraud. . 

Sec. 4. That no person shall be entitled to more than one pension at the same 
time under any or all laws of the United States, whether such pension s)a)! 
have been already obtained or shall be hereafter obtained, unless the act under 
which such pension is claimed shal! specially so declare. 


It was passed by the following yea-and-nay vote (Republicans in 
Roman, Democrats in Italics): 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Mahone, Sewell, 
Allison, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Hompton, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Brown, Hawley, Morrill, Walthall, 
Conger, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Frye, Logan, Riddleberger, 
George, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

NAYS—l4. 
Beck, Cockrell, Jones of Ark., W hitthorne, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, MePherson. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gray, Vest, 

All Democrats. 


Thus it will be seen that 25 Republicans voted for this bill and 8 
Democrats voted for it; no Republicans voted against it and 14 Demo- 
crats voted against it. There is the record. And the bill came over 
here and was sent to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and was 
brought back and put on the Calendar of the House with the following 
substitute: 


That all persons who served three months or more in the military or naval 
service of the United States in the war for the suppression of the rebellion, aud 
who have been honorably discharged therefrom,and who are now or who may 
hereafter be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the resuit of their 
own vicious habits or gross carelessness, which incapacitates them for the per- 
formance of labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support, 
and who are dependent upon their daily labor for support, shall, upon making 
due proof of the fact according tosuch rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may provide in pursuance of this act, be placed on the list of inva- 
lid pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive, for such tota! in- 
ability to procur® their subsistence by daily labor, $12 per month ; and such pen- 
sion shall commence from the date of the filing of the application in the Pension 
Office, upon proof that the disability then existed, and continue during the ex- 
istence of the same in the degree herein provided: Provided, That persons who 
are now receiving pensions under existing laws, or whose claims are pending 
in the Pension Office, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pensions, in 
such forms as he may prescribe, receive the benefits of this act; but nothing 
herein contained shali be so construed as toallow more than one pension at thc 
same time to the same person; and rank in the service shall not be considered 
in applications under this act. s 

Sec. 2. That no agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in the presenta- 
tion and prosecution of a claim under this act shall demand or receive for his 
services or instrumentality in presenting and prosecuting such a claim a sum 
greater than $5, payable only upon the order of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
by the pension agent making payment of the pension allowed, except in cascs 
heretofore prosecuted before the Pensiqn Office, when, in the discretion of t! 
Commissioner of Pensions, a fee of $10 may be allowed in like manner to the 
agent or attorney of record in the case at the date of the a of this act 
and any agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in the prosecution of 
claim under this act whoshal! demand or receive a sum greater than that |erein 
provided for, for his services in the prosecution of the claim, shall be subject to 
the same penalties as prescribed in section 4 of the act of July 4, 1884, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses.”’ 

It is not half so good a bill as the Senate bill, but that is not the 
worst of it. It has slept ‘‘ the sleep that appeafs to know no waking 
from the time it came from the committee until now. : 

I may bemistaken, Mr. Speaker. I would intentionally misrepresent 
noone. I would make an assault upon no candidate for Congress her. 
but it is my firm belief that this was a systematic thing; it is my ‘1m 
belief that it was never intended from the beginning that any consid- 
erable amount of general legislation should be had in this House on 
this subject. Very early in the session, Mr. Speaker, the honora)le 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee [Mr. RANDALL] sent to the 
Commissioner of Pensions a letter inquiring of him three several ma‘- 
ters: First, how much has itcost the Government to date as the rest 
of the repeal of the limitations by the acts of January 25and Marc! } 
‘1879? And he asked him in that connection, ‘‘ What will be the proba- 
ble expenditure by reason of said act without regard to the second pr: ypo- 
sition?’’? Second, what will be the probable cost if Congress repe.! the 
limitations imposed by said acts of January 25 and March 3, 1* v9 
Third, what will be the additional value of the pension-roll shoul! « 
pending bill (H. R. 545) become a law, which proposes to increase ‘0 
$12 the monthly rate of widows, minors, and dependent relatives’ 

In answer to this the*honorable Commissioner of Pensions figute' 
ont a sum so enormous that it paralyzed patriotism in Congress and 
turned loose the Jew’s-harps, the olian harps, and the Freach-harps 





all over the country to denounce and condemn the struggle for the in- 


crease of pension facilities. I do not stop here to criticise the letter 0! 
the Commissioner. That has been sufficiently done by other and ablet 
men; and it has been shown that his figures are totally wrong, that te 
estimates were enormously overstated, and that no satisfactory res 
could grow out of his figures. 





1886. 





But it had its effect. Whether it had the effect that it was designed 
to have by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I know not. He was 
criticised by the Republicans in this House for having interfered with 
something that he had no business to interfere with; but I do say that 
if he intended by his letter to lay the foundation to defeat all pension 
legislation in this Congress—if that was his motive, he could not have 
more ingeniously gone about his work. Nothing that he could have 
done would have heen more effective. No scheme that his brilliant 
mind could have conceived could by any possibily have better sub- 
served his purpose. Grand as heis in strategy, incomparable in finesse, 
unflagging in perseverance, he can never achieve more significant re- 
sults by any device that he can be capable of putting in motion than 
be has on this occasion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if he will listen properly he can hear the crash of 


broken hopes, the clanking of the iron chains of poverty, the sobs of | 


starving orphans, the groans of dying men, the struggles of children 
and women in the grasp of poverty, as the music that resounds to the 
ingenious contrivance which he put in motion. The spirit of his side 
of the House perished under the withering blast of this report. Its 

triotism dried up, shriveled, went out; and the evils which we came 
here to try to remedy are just as bad as they were, and worse, indeed, 
because of lapse of time. 

Days have been assigned to the consideration of revenue measures. 
Days have been assigned to the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
Days have been assigned by special order of the House for the consid- 
eration of banking and currency questions—gquestions affecting the na- 
tional debt, questions affecting the value of the bonds held by the bond- 
holders, questions affecting every class of people who have asked for it. 
There have been days lavished on interstate commerce; days lavished 
on oleomargarine; days lavished on fraudulent attempts to build a 
navy—fraudulent in the sense that there was no real purpose to build 
areal navy. Refusals have stared nobody in the face except the suffer- 
ing soldiers of the country, their widows, and their orplians. They 
have been refused, or that which was equivalent to it. 

To the proposition of certain Democrats to add a revenue measure to 
each pension bill I put up the answer of the committee on pensions of 
the Grand Army of the Republic made to Congress this year. It is as 
follows: 

Bostox, MAss., July 1, 1886. 


SamveL 8. BURDETT, 
Commander-in-chief Grand Army of the Republic: 

The committee on. pensions, appointed under resolution of the national en- 
eampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, and authorized to speak therefor, 
feel impelled, through you, in the name and behalf of three hundred and twenty- 
five thousand veterans,to enter an emphatic protest against the proposition 
now pending in Congress to attach to al oo bills—and pension bills only— 
a measure of special taxation to provide for the payment thereof. 

This proposition is not to increase the revenues of the Government for general 
purposes by new taxation, but in effect a declaration that while al! other ex- 

nditures of the General Government, for salaries, public buildings, river and 
teeer improvements, and the like, shall continue to be paid from existing 
sources of revenue, the debt due to the soldiers and sailors of the Republic, for 
which the most solemn faith of the nation has been plighted, the pensions to 
the men who gave sight and hearing, limbs and health,and who offered their 
lives in defense of the nation, shall mercilessly stand aside, unless subjected to 
the invidious distinction of a special method of taxation. 

That every other obligation of the National Government shall be met from 
the usual and ordinary revenues, but the obligation tothe soldier be singled out 
and alone made to bear the burden of a new and special tax. 

That in the payment of pensions, and pensions alone, one class of the people 
shall be arrayed against another—the tax-payer against the beneficiary—by pro- 
oni to pensions, and for no other form of indebtedness, a particular tax for 
asi i 

Speaking in f of our comrades of the Grand Army of the Republic, we 
— against this measure as the most iniquitous possible, and which the 

Jnion veterans of the country will resent and repudiate. 
y yours, 
G. S. MERRILL, 
JAMES TANNER, 
JOHN C. LINEHAN, 
JOHN 8. KOUNTZ, 
Commiitec on Pensions. 


No such condition was attached to the Fitz-John Porter bill. 
yet to the bills giving great pensions to certain persons. 
bills to pay any of the other claims of the United States. 

The common soldier and the widew and orphans were selected to try 
this new experiment upon, and we on this side spurn the offer and de- 
nounce it. 

They have been tarned away from this Congress, and I want to say 
one word to them: What good does it do you to elect a Democrat in 
the North, pledged, honestly pledged, if you please, to subserve the 
best interests of thesoldier—what good does that do? If you thereby 
elect a majority of Democrats to the Congress of the United States you 
thereby elect a Democratic Speaker; and thereby a Democratic Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, which will repeat the refusal of 1886 in 
all coming years until you are starved to death. No matter that 49 
per cent. of the Democratic side of this House are in favor of you. The 
51 per cent. controls the action of the caucus. The 51 per cent. creates 
the Speaker; the 51 per cent. creates the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions; the 5i cent. forbears to give you the day; the 51 per cent. 
controls the 49 per cent.; and the 100 per cent. strangles you todeath. 

Mr. Speaker, I would pass into law the suggestions of the pension 
committee of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the 


Nor 
Nor yet the 
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| Republic. They embrace the best judgment of the best study of this 
} question. Itis my opinion, and I give it to you tor what it is worth, 
that the enactment into law of the second section of the bill which I 
had the honor to introduce, and which has its equivalent in many bills 
introduced by other members of the House, would not result in an 
enormous drain upon the Treasury. The principle of that proposition 
is to simply grant to each soldier and sailor who served honorably for 
a period of at least three months and was honorably discharged a pen- 
sion based on the degree of his disability, provided he is indigent and 
dependent upon his own labor for support. This provision would ter- 
minate further prosecution of a very large proportion of the pending 
claims for arrears. It would give to the suffering soldier something 
now, and in a large per cent. of cases it is my judgment he would aban- 

| don the hopeless task of proving his arrears. It would cut off one-half 
of the expense of the Pension Office. Thatisalow estimate. It would 
stop the demand for perjury in thecountry. It would be beneficent in 
its results in every direction. 

[ have not time to go into detail upon this legislation, thus requested 
by the Pension Committee. Their recommendations are wise and just. 
Their adoption by Congress would relieve Congress of the constant cry 
for aid. ‘The presence in Congress of this vast number of private bills 
does not signifyfraud. The President of the United States is mistaken 
about that, honestly mistaken, I doubt not; patriotic in the opinion, I 
doubt not; but erroneously of the opinion I know. The presence of 
this vast number of bills simply signifies that the general legislation 
upon the subject of pensions has become defective and worthless, and 
in their agony these claimants cry out to Congress for relief. 

The passage of my bill would relieve all this, and open the door for 
immediate relief. Would the country be worsted, would the country 
be injured? I say no. There is no money paid out in this country 
that is as valuable to the country as money paid the pensioners of this 
country. It goes to the country as blood goes through the veins and 
arteries. It goes to the cabins of the starving poor; it returns on the 
pathway of commerce, into the stores, and into the workshops; and it 
draws out the vast accumulation of money in the public Treasury and 
sends it over the land; and in return trade springs up, and commerce 
grows. I deny that the country is impoverished by the payment of 
pensions. Ibelieve thataconstant paymentof $100,000,000 per annum 
to the worthy pensioners of the country would make this country rich 
more rapidly than any other plan that has been devised by man. 

The country owes it to its honor; the country owes it to its history, 
that these men should be protected. Other nations have done it. The 
French veterans of Waterloo, the survivors of the battalions of Napo- 
| leon found a home in the great hotel, Des Invalides of Paris; and the 
British Government sees to it with a jealous eye that no man who was 
ever decorated with the cross of honor for service to the flag of England 
shall perish in the poor-houses of the country. No soldier of England 
wears a decoration to-day that is as honorable as the decoration of the 
American soldier. The British soldier fights for empire and a crown. 
The American soldier fought for liberty and the Union. The kingly 
government cherishes the one as the jewels of its crown. A republi- 
can government is willing that these jewels shall die in the poor-mouses 
of the country! 

I appeal for these men. I have no interest to subserve but the in- 
terests of thesecomrades of ours. Istand heresimply to represent them. 
I appeal for them. Ido not appeal as a creditor to the Government, 
literally; but I appeal on behalf of the men who saved the Government; 
and I ask that this great nation, blessed of God with a fruitage of pa- 
triotism such as has blessed no other nation in former history, shall see 
to it that that blessing shall not be turned into a reproach by the fail- 
ure of the nation to protect him who *‘ bore the burden and heat of the 
day.”’ 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th« 
Mr. DocKEry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the special 
order. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
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WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4097 
for the relief of William J. Owings. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask that that bil] be passed over informally. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
SECTIONS 4756 


AND 4757 REVISED STATUTES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. I. 4702) 
amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes. 
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Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, that bill isnot properly before the 
House this evening, and I ask that it be passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
members present be allowed to call up such bills as they desire. 

Mr. GUENTHER, Mr. LAWLER, and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
bills in their order. 





JACOB 8. BIDDLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4712) 
to place the name of Jacob 8. Biddle on the pension-roll. 

Mr. LONG. I ask that that bill be passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. JANE R. M’QUAIDE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1852) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide, mother of 
I’. G. MeQuaide, deceased, late a private in Company C, Ninth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1852, 
have considered the same, and report: 


This bill is for the relief of adependent mother. The merit of the case is fully 
set forth in the Senate report appended hereto. 


Your committee therefore adopt the same, as their own, and recommend that 
the bill do pass, 

The petitioner is the mother of F. G. MeQuaide, deceased, late a private in 
Company C, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. The application was 
rejected on the ground that the claimant was not dependent on the soldier at 
the date of his death. 

The evidence shows that the father and mother were living on a farm at the 
time of the son’s enlistment, prior to which he had contributed by his labor to 
their support; that he sent them a portion of his aera: that he died 
shortly r his discharge from disease contracted in the service ; that his father 
owned a farm, but it was heavil mortpeuet, and that the dock<ts contained 
innumerable judgments opines im he died poor, leaving his widow in 
destitute circumstances; that she is still very needy. 

The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 


pass, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a bill that was ob- 
jected toon a previous occasion, and I ask that it be passed over. The 
cause of death is not shown. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana that this bill be passed over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar ? ; 

Mr. CONGER. For what reason does the gentleman make that re- 
quest? 

Mr. WALLACE. This bill was taken up about two weeks ago, and 
was laid aside. The reasons were then very plainly stated, and I think 
the gentleman who called it up asked that it be laid aside. I have no 
objection to its coming to a vote, but for the sake of other bills that 
follow it on the Calendar I would rather that it should be laid aside 
now, because I shall object to it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a brief statement, 
and I think the gentleman will then withhold his objection. It was 
at my suggestion that this bill was laid aside on the former occasion. 
[ had made the report in the case myself, but it was so long ago that 
I had forgotten some of the details. I have since taken occasion to get 
the papers from the Department, and from them it appears that this 
soldier was discharged from the service on the 22d of June, 1862, for 
chronic bronchitis and general debility, and that he was sick continu- 
ously from that time until the time of his death, which resulted from 
the same disease. 

So that he did not die in the service, but he came home sick and con- 
tinued sick until he died of the same disease. The application was re- 
jected at the Pension Office because, at the time it was made, the pa- 
reut was not dependent upon the son. It is also poet that the son 
sent home to his father and mother nearly every of his pay, and 
that the mother is at this time in hopeless poverty. The case is on a 
par with many others that we have been passing here, and the Presi- 
dent has signed several just such bills. Lasked that the bill be passed 
over on a former occasion because I was unable to tell from memory the 
disease of which the soldier died, but I have since ascertained it from 
the papers, and it is as I have stated. I trust that this statement will 
be satisfactory to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I can not really say that the state- 
ment of the gentleman makes the case any clearer than it was before. 
I do not see that there is any evidence that the disease was contracted 
in the service, nor do I think that the oo any way enlightens us 
as to the cause of the bronchitis, and I think that if such cases are to 
be pensioned here it will open up a broad avenue leading to an enor- 
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mous number of cases that are not entitled to pension. I do not thin, 
that this is a bill that ought to pass this House. 

Mr. CONGER. Why, as to the disease being incurred in the serv, 
the soldier was discharged from the service for bronchitis. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentlema, 
from Louisiana that the bill be passed over and retain its place on th» 
Calendar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to this bill being passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then recurs on the request th 
the bill be laid aside to be reported tothe House with the recomzep. 
dation that it do pass. 

The question was taken; and the chairman stated that the a, 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 3. 

Mr. WALLACE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepoint being made that no quorum has yoted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Louisian:, \; 
WALLACE, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. ConGER. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the previous quest 
be ordered upon this bill and that it then be laid aside to be reporied 
to the House and that a vote be taken uponitthere. That is certain), 
a fair proposition, because it gives an opportuni’y for a vote upon th 
bill when a quorum is present, and all that the gentleman from Loui. 
siana asks is that there shall be a quoram present to pass upon tli 
bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. At this late stage of the session it seems to me not 
quite proper, when we have set aside a special night for pensions ani 
occupy that whole session with nothing but pension business, to tal 
up the time of the House during the day with these questions when 
there are matters of greater importance to be attended to. [or that 
reason I thirk the proposition of the gentleman is not fair to the Hous 
or to members. 

Mr. MORRILL. It will occupy but a few moments to take 
on the bill. This thing has been done repeatedly. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). Is there objection to t 
quest of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes; I object to it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WALLACE and Mr. CoNnGEr wer 
pointed, 

Before the tellers had reported, 

Mr. MORRILLsaid: Itisagreed that the bill shall go to a full House 
with the previous question ordered and be submitted to a vote of a 
quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. That agreement of course can be made inform- 
ally—— 

Mr. MORRILL. We can recommend that course to the House 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of “‘ no quorum”? is withdrawn; and 
the Chair understands the agreement to be that this bill be reported to 
the House favorably, and that when we get into the House the previous 
question be ordered and a vote be taken to-morrow when there is 4 
quorum. Is that thé agreement? 

Mr. RANDALL. I make objection to an order which will require a 
vote in the House to-morrow on this question. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let Monday be named. 

Several Mempers. Next Friday. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Then, asthe Chair understands, the agreement s 
modified so that a vote be taken in the House next Friday. At what 
time ? 

Mr. CONGER. Immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the order will be understood as applying 
to next Friday instead of to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that when bills are reached 
on the Calendar—— 

Mr.GUENTHER. I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. [ understa 
that the House will have adjourned by next Friday. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry, but 
matter of fact. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNF] wi! 
proceed. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that when bills are reacic: 
to-night in their order on the Calendar they be passed over informal!) 
retaining their place, unless some gentleman rises and asks for the cou- 
sideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks u0.n' 
mous consent that as bills are called in their regular order on the (al- 
endar each bill as reached be passed over informally, retaining its p!“° 
on the Calendar, unless some gentleman rises and asks the consider 
tion of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 's 
so ordered. 

CATHARINE LANIGAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ADA, 


of Illinois, and Mr. RANDALL) was the bill (S. 2349) granting 4 peo” 
Lanigan. 


sion to Catharine 
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The bill was read, as follows: Mr. SKINNER. I think $50 is little enough. 
Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from North Carolina offer 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Catharine Lani- | an amendment? . 
gan, mother of John Lanigan, late of Company K, Twenty-third Illinois Vol- Mr. SKINNER N td 
vateers, in the late war, at the rate of $50 per month, from and after the passage ee as Sees ew not. : 
{this act, in liew of the pension she is now receiving. The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands, then, that there is but 
one amendment offered, to strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.’’ 


. Leall for the readi f the report. seieainencacr aia Merwe 
ae ie ince om come ge Origa oo JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move toamend by making it thirty- 


ittee nvalid Pension whom was erre ¢ bill S. 2349 . . : . 
soe Ce iae epost: 8, to whom was referred the bil = Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I donot desire to detain the committee, 
“The Senate Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 776) | but simply want to say that this old lady, eighty-two years of age, has 
ing arrears of pension to Catharine Lanigan, reported as follows: | no one to support her except one daughter; and she has another daugh- 
granting i - ois 3 ys pp er except one daughter; and she has another dang 
“That Catharine Lanigah was pensioned at the rate of $15 per month from ter who is an invalid. who is also supported by her sister who is not an 
invalid. I hope that $30 will be the amount fixed 


8 


tember 11, 1881. A very thorough examination of this claim was made by the 
Pension Office, and the fact that the soldier died from causes originating in the 
service was medically established. The dependence of the mother upon the 


March 18, 1882, as dependent mother of John Lanigan, who served as second 
lieutenant of Company J, Twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, and who died Sep- 

Che question being taken on the amendment to the amendment sub 

mitted by Mr. JounstTon, of Indiana, it was not agreed to. 


son during his life is shown, and it also appears that she has been bedridden The question recurred on the motion to strike out “‘ fifty’ and ins 
for years. Mrs. Lanigan is now eighty-one years of age, has long been a help- | ‘‘thirty.’’ 

jess invalid, and is dependent for support upon the pension allowed her and the Mr. LAWLER. That is the: ee 
exertions of her two daughters. Her title toa pension having been satisfac- ane gees oe Hat is the amendment proposed by the gentiem 


torily established before the Pension Office, and the rating allowed under the 

eral laws being insuflicient for her maintenance in her helpless condition, 
the committee consider this an exceptional case, which justifies special action 
and the allowance of a higher pension to Mrs. Lanigan during the brief time 
that she ean receive any benefit from the bounty of Congress. 

“We therefore recommend that the original bill (S. 776) be indefinitely post- 
poned, and the passage of the accompanying substitute bill, granting Mrs. Lan- 
igan a pension at the rate of $50 per month.” 

Your committee find, on thorough examination of the papers in the case, the 
facts to be substantially as above set forth, to which we desire, however, to add 
that the proofs show Major Lanigan to have been a most gallant soldier, who, 
though a great sufferer from disease contracted while in the Army, never during 
his lifetime sought any relief from the Government. Indeed, your committee 
are advised that but for physical disabitities incurred during four years’ service 
as a volunteer in the war of the rebellion Major Lanigan might now be holding 
high rank in the regular Army, a captain’s commission having been offered 
him immediately after the war in appreciation of his gallant conduct, which he 
declined for the reason that his health was already so far impaired by the dis- 
ease from which he finally died as to render him unfit for active military duty, 

He was practically the only support of his aged, widowed, and helpless mother, 
who, in the opinion of yourcommittec, is clearly entitled to a pension adequate 
to her comfortable support during the, at most, very few years she may reason- 
ably be expected to survive. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move to amend the bill so as to make the pen- 
sion $25 instead of $50. 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire to ask what amount of pension the Senate 
bill carried. 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty dollars. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, on last Friday night the friends of 
the unfortunate woman who is to be the beneficiary of this bill agreed 
(so as not to interfere with other business) that we would try to reach 
some compromise upon this case. We have looked over the situation, 
and we find that this unfortunate bedridden lady isnow about eighty- 
two years of age; and the pension which it is proposed to grant her 
will cease at her death. There are several members of this House who 
were well acquainted with Major Lanigan, whose widow this lady is. 
He was a brave soldier, and was too proud ever to ask anything in the 
way of pension at the hands of the Government. We now ask that 
this aged woman be allowed asmall pension, bare®y sufficient to main- 
tain her and her crippled daughter until the mother passes away. I 
hope the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] will consent to 
modify his motion so as to make this pension $40. The committee 
were unanimous in theirreport in favor of $50. Senators CULLoM and 
LoGAN, both of whom knew Major Lanigan personally, have interested 
themselves earnestly in this bill, have interceded in person in behalf 
of this lady. 

Mr. BAYNE. What was the rank of her husband? 

Mr. LAWLER. He was a major. 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire toask what amount of pension the original 
Senate bill carried. 

Mr. LAWLER. Fifty dollars. ' 

Mr. SKINNER. If the original Senate bill carried $50, why was a 
substitute put in? 

Mr. LA . There was no substitute; this is the Senate bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. The Senate report recommends as a substitute for 
the bill a bill granting Mrs. Lanigan a pension at the rate of $50 
amon 

Mr. LAWLER. The bill as passed by the Senate proposes to pay 
this ladya pension of $50a month; and the House committee has unani- 
mously recommended concurrence in the Senate bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. Then it is not a substitute bill ? ; Sixteenth Ohio and the Ninth Indiana 

s . “Bx ‘ he Nin ana. 

Mr. LONG. The report of the Senate committee, which has been Grafton at that time was held by a confederate force under command of Col- 
tead, shows that there was a substitute bill which was adopted by that | onel Forterfield. 
committee in place of the original bill referred to them. On June 1, 1861, Kelley’s forces reached Grafton and occupied the place, Col- 

Mr. WALL ACE. I think from what General BRAGG said the other onel Porterfield having retreated to Philippi on the approach of the Union 


from Louisiana which I said I was willing to accept 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reports d to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH 8. MOODY. 














The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 945) grant 
ing a pension to Joseph 8. Moody. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph S. Moody, late a private 
Company B, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery 

Mr. WALLACE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bili (S. 948) grantinga 
pension to Joseph Moody, have examined the same. They adopt the report 
of the Senate committee, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 455, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 948) granting a 
pension to Joseph S. Moody, have examined the same. and report: 

The petitioner enlisted in Company B, Fourth United States Infantry, Octobe 
20, 1845, and was discharged October 20,1850. He alleges that his disability isthe 
result of measles and a wound received in the battle of Molinodel Rey, Mexi 
In his advanced years he finds himself broken in health and poor 

The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GENERAL BENJAMIN F. KELLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 838) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to General Benjamin F. Kelley. 

Mr. GOFF. I ask consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Kelley, late a briga- 
dier-general in the Army of the United States, at the rate of $100 per month, said 
pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 838) granting 
an increase of pension to General Benjamin F. Kelley, have examined the pa- 
pers in the case, and have adopted the Senate report on said bill as their report, 
as follows: 

Itappears from the record that B. F. Kelley was commissioned colonel of the 
First Virginia Regiment, United States Army, May 25, 1861, and was mustered 
into the service. 

That on August 6, 1861, he was commissioned as brigadier-generai of volun- 
teers, to rank as such from May 17,1861; and that he resigned June 1, 1865 

At the battle of Philippi, the first fought during the war, he was severely 
wounded and permanently injured by a gunshot wound fracturing the bones of 
the breast and shoulder, and injuring his lungs. The following extracts from 
his military history furnish information in regard to his service : 

General B. F. Kelley, of West Virginia, raised the very first regiment of loyal 
troops south of Mason and Dixon’s line during the late war, and was commis- 
sioned colonel of the regiment May 25, 1861,and mustered into the service of 
the United States. 

By order of General McClellan, then commanding the Departinent of the Ohio, 
Colonel Kelley was directed to assume command of all the loyal troops then in 
Virginia, and all other troops that had been ordered to report to him. 

On the 27th of May, 1361, Colonel Kelley left Wheeling with his regiment for 
Grafton, on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, followed the next day by the 


. - . forces. 
night that it was very clear this case was not entitled to so iarge a pen- Ox the afternoon of the 2d of June, Kelley moved on to Philippi, marching 
Tam y willing to make it $30 a month if the gentleman ali oe reed. drenching rain, and attacked the enemy at 4 o'clock on the 
will aceept mornin . 

4 i The enemy was completely taken by surprise and routed; some were killed 
Mr. LAWLER. I will state that the gentleman from Louisiang | and many captured. A large amount of stores, arms and ammunition, horses, 

agrees to make this $30 and we will agree to accept that. "aoe, ~ = into the hands of the Union forces. ' 
: : Colonel Kelley, commanding, was severely, and at first thought to be mor- 
Oe, - Indiana. The gentleman can not accept it. tally, wounded, having been shot, while making the charge, through the right 


breast and the upper part of the lung. 
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As an evidence of the high appreciation of his conduct, attention is called to 
the following telegrams from Generals McClellan and Morris: 


CINCINNATI, June 3, 1861. 
To General T. A. Morris: 
Say to Colonel Kelley that I can not yet believe it possible that one who has 
opened his career so brilliantly can be mortally wounded. In the name of tife 
country I thank him for his conduct, which has been the most brilliant episode 
of the war thus far. Ifit can cheer him in his last moments, tell him I can not 
repair his loss, and that I only regret that I can not be by his side in person. 


God bless him. 
GEORGE B. McCLELLAN. 


GRAFTON, June 3, 1851. 

Sir: Iam extremely pleased and greatly gratified at your gallant and soldierly 
conduct in the expedition which owes its success to your gallant conduct. I 
feel that your country owes you a deep debt of gratitude for your services on 
the occasion, and a grateful people can not but render to you that honor you 
so richly deserve, 

T. A. MORRIS, Brigadier-Gencral. 
To Colonel KELLEY: 
[Extract from General Morris's report. ] 

“Tam extremely sorry to report that the gallant Colonel Kelley, of the First 
Virginia Regiment,while leading the attack of his column, fell severely wounded 
by a shot in the breast, The wound, at first supposed to be mortal, 1 am glad to 
know will only deprive us of his valuable counsels and assistance for a few 
weeks. Much of the success of our attack is dueto him. His thorough know!l- 
edge of the country, his skill in rendering that knowledge available, his cool 
and unflinching courage, will deprive us for the time of a great support.” 

[Extract from General McClellan's report. ] 

‘Colonel Kelley, who conducted the movement on Philippi with marked abil- 
ity and zeal, received a severe wound early in the action, which at the time was 
supposed to be mortal, but] am now happy to say he is considered out of danger. 

* From the moment he received my orders at Wheeling to move on Grafton up 
to the time he was wounded, he has exhibited in an eminent degree the quali- 
ties of an efticient commander, and I take this opportunity of renewing my 
recommendation for his promotion to the rank of brigadier-general.”’ 

It will be observed that General Kelley not only organized the first loyal regi- 
ment in the entire south, but that he fought and won the first victory achieved 
on Southern soil,in which he was severely wounded. The war record shows 
an unbroken series of brilliant achievements by him during the whole war. 

General Kelley is now in his seventy-ninth year, and for the want of means 
necessary to the support of himself and family, he has been forced to seek and 
accept a subordinate position in the Pension Office, where he is subject to all the 
rigid rules and exactions incident to the conduct of that Department. 

He is frequently disabled forduty in consequence of an almost constant cough 
and other effects of his wound, which necessarily involves loss of time and pay ; 
and in the course of nature he will soon be totally disabled for clerical duty. 

Your committee,in view of the marked and peculiar services rendered by 
General Kelley, which makes his case an exceptional one—considering the fact 
that he raised the first Union regiment south of Mason and Dixon’s line, fought 
the first battle, and was the first officer wounded in the war, and that after re- 
covering he continued in the service with marked ability to the close of the war. 
receiving many testimonials of approbation from his commanding officers and 
the Government, and considering his age and necessities—your committee are 
of the opinion that, now in his advanced age and still suffering from the effects 


of his wound, he should be relieved from the necessity of daily physical labor 
for his support. 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman who reports 
this bill a question: What amount is General Kelley now receiving ? 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Twenty-two dollars and a half a month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This seems to be a large increase 

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask why it is that this report 
comes from the Committee on Pensions? The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions considered this bill and an adverse report has been made. I 
should be glad, therefore, to hear from some gentleman on that com- 
mittee why they made an adverse report. The case was not passed 
through that committee, and it is rather peculiar that it should pass 
through the House under the circumstances. I think the gentléman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] made the adverse report, and I should 
be glad if he would give the reasons before the vote is taken. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I do not know, Mr. Chairman; but will 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky, who will perhaps ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. As well as I remember about this case it was re- 
ported adversely, and the reasons were stated in the report, which I 
think I submitted in the case. 

This is a bill which was brought to my notice by the gentleman from 
West Virginia[Mr.Gorr]. I called hisattention tothe reportsubmitted 
by the committee, and perhaps at my request, in the House on his 
motion, the bill was placed upon the Calendar with the adverse report. 
My recollection is that the reasons assigned for the adverse report were 
that the beneficiary in this bill was an employé in the Pension Office, 
therefore having access to the medical board for examination, giving 
him every facility to procure under the general law the pension to which 
bis disability entitled him. I am not sure that the reason was stated 
in the report, but it had something to do with the case, that General 
Kelley was borne on the soldier’s roll of the Pension Office at $100 a 
month. These matters induced the committee to report adversely, and 
that is all I remember about the case. From the evidence, as borne in 
the record and before our committee, General Kelley had a most excel- 
lent record as a soldier. 

Mr. DORSEY. The gentleman from Kentucky is correct in his rec- 
ollection as to the grounds stated in the report on which they rejected 
this case, that he was employed in the Pension Office, and having that 

ition was not entitled to a pension. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Lest the remark might be misunderstood I wish 
to say that the fact of his being employed in the Pension Office, con- 





sidered in the abstract, was not the cause of the adverse report. }}y; 
being employed in the Pension Office, in the opinion of our committee. 
gave him every facility to avail himself of the general pension laws })y 
the action of the medical board of examiners in the office, coupled w jt); 
the further fact that in consequence of his gallant service as a soldier 
and his injury received in the Army he was borne on the soldiers’ ro)! 
of the Pension Office at a large salary. 

These two facts considered together were sufficient to induce the (om. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to recommend that the bill do lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GOFF. The gentleman from Kentucky is mistaken in one re- 
spect, and yet in another respect he is correct. The bill that the gen. 
tleman from Kentucky alludes to was introduced by me in this House 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Previous to the 
time that that committee considered the bill a bill was introduced in 
the Senate, passed the Senate, was received by the House and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. The Committee on Pensions considered 
the casefally. Such evidence as I had I submitted to that committee, 
as they had the matter under consideration. They made a favora}!. 
report to this House unanimously. The report has been read by the 
Clerk to-night. 

When the gentleman from Kentucky, as a subcommittee, came to 
consider this bill he did it without any evidence before him, because 
the evidence in the case had already been submitted to the Comnititee 
on Pensions, and without evidence he nevertheless, with this magniti- 
cent record staring him in the face that the gentleman has alluded to 
and owing to the fact that this old man was in the service of the (oy 
ernment when this report was made, submitted an unfavorable report 
I submit to the gentleman he would not have made that report no: 
would a member of the committee have acquiesced if the evidence 
which was laid before the Committee on Pensions had been considered 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. And most undoubted|!y it was 
not necessary to submit that evidence to the committee of which he 
was a member when another committee had already taken’ jurisdiction 
of this case and had reported it favorably to the House. I ask that 
this House will pass this bill according to the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Pensions. There kas not been a more meritorious meas- 
ure submitted to the consideration of the Congress of the United States 
The case of this old man is as full of merit as he was of loyalty in the 
hour when the country needed loyal men. 

This is not an unusual thing. The amount recommended here is not 
unusual, It is thesame amount that the Congress of the United States 
voted to General Black, the present Commissioner of Pensions. It is 
the same amount that the Congress of the United States voted to that 
gallant old soldier of more than one war, General Shields. It is the 
amount that the Congress of the United States in the days gone by, when 
committees recommended $50a month as they did in General Shiels’s 
case, intervened, and struck out $50 and inserted $100; as they did in 
General Black’s case, when the $50 recommended was stricken out ii 
the Senate of the United States and $100 inserted. It is not unusual; 
and if members of this House were as familiar with the facts in this 
case as Iam I do not believe there is one who would hesitate to vote 
in favor of this meastfre. 

I have known this applicant. He is not asking for charity. He is 
asking for justice. He is asking the American Congress to do naug!it 
but justice to one of the gallant soldiers of the American war for the 


flush of his manhood and I of my boyhood. I met him west of the A)- 
leghanies when he was carrying the first banner of the Union Arn. 
that floated in the breeze there, around which the young men of thiat 
country rallied. When the President of this Republic called for troo) 
to sustain it in the hour of our direst necessity he was the first man 
that unfurled that banner west of the Alleghanies, in a land, it is true. 
Mr. Chairman, where others who differed with him raised another bin- 
ner. But all who believed as he and I did rushed forward under the 
standard that he bore. He fought the first battle of the war of the 
rebellion. He was the first soldier that fell on any field pierced with 
an enemy’s bullet. You see that from the dispatch sent to him by 
General McClellan, then commanding in West Virginia. 

It surely can not be brought against him to-night that he is upon the 
soldiers’ roll of the Government. He is doing to-night as he has dou 
from his béyhood, earning an honest living not only for himsel/, but |i 
is earning an honest living for the orphan children of his dead son, w!0 
went down to death in order that his country’s flag might float. 0! 
that old man, burdened with his fourscore years, for he is eighty year 
old, gentlemen, will not long receive your bounty if you give it to him. 
He has been struggling these twenty-odd years for a living for himse!! 
and his wife and the children of his dead son. Without crossing «''t 
or dotting an ‘‘i’’ I ask the American Congress to be just to ths brave 
old soldier. ; 

Mr. TAULBEE. I presume every member present understands I 
have an aversion to consuming the time of the House on Friday mig.its or 
tut any other time when the occupancy of the floor by myselforany 0'!' 
member interferes with the progress of business, and I did not this 
my remarks could have been construed as offering any objection to tic 
passage of this bill. I was called upon by the.gentleman from Lou='- 


Union. I met this man twenty and odd years ago when he was in tlie 
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ana [Mr. WALLACE] to state why it was that our committee had re- 
ported this case adversely, and I tried briefly to state the reason. I 
regret that the remarks of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 


Gorr] make it necessary, as I believe, in orderto prove my vindication | you to say so. 
and the vindication of my committee, that I should now state some of 


the objections we had to reporting this case favorably. The gentleman 
endeavors to impress the Committee of the Whole with the belief that 
J, as a subcommittee, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions acted on 
this case without the evidence. In that he is altogether mistaken. 
We had the evidence before our committee. 

We called upon the Pension Office for the record of the case of Gen- 
eral Kelley; I investigated it diligent'y and carefully, and I understood 
fally the evidence in the case before I submitted my report to the com- 
mittee. The gentleman says that the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
would not have reported the case adversely had we had the evidence 
before us that was before the Committee on Pensions. If there was 
any evidence submitted to that committee without having come from 
the Pension Office, I confess that we did not have it, but that was not 
our fault; it was the fault of the gentleman who was looking after this 
case that that evidence, if any such is in existence, was not submitted 
to our committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another question involved. After this 
case was submitted to our committee and it became known to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] that our committee would not 
recommend the passage of the bill, the Senate bill was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, when, under the rule, it should have been re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that reference was no 
doubt made for the reason that the gentleman having the bill in charge 
could not hope for a favurable report from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GOFF. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. , 

Mr. GOFF. The gentleman will find, from the records of the House, 
that the Senate bill passed and was referred here long before he made 
his report. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes; the gentleman from Kentucky is en- 
tirely in error on that point. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, as to the time when this bill came 
from the Senate of course I do not know, but I presume that it was 
after it was known to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] 
that a favorable report could not be had from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. GOFF. Not at all. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Not at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. For, Mr. Chairman, I could not and I can not 
understand why it is that after this bill was passed by the Senate and 
brought to this House and referred to the Committee on Pensions, a 
new bill covering the same matter should have been introduced and re- 
ferred to a different committee. 

Mr. GOFF. The gentleman well knows that it is very common for 
bills to be introduced in both Houses at the same time and in relation 
to the same matters. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Was that this case? 

Mr. GOFF. That was the case here. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then, Mr. Chairman, what I said is correct. 

Mr. GOFF. But the bill had passed the Senate and came to this 
House before you made your report at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the bill had passed the Senate and had come to 
this House before the introduction of the bill on which our committee 
acted, then I am correct and the gentleman from West Virginia is 
wrong. 

x GILFILLAN. The gentleman from West Virginia did not say 


Mr. TAULBEE. Even, Mr. Chairman, if the bill came from the Sen- 
ate before the report from our committee was submitted, that does not 
argue in favor of the position of the gentleman from West Virginia, for 
the gentleman well knows that long before the report from our commit- 
tee was submitted I told him the action of that committee, and in- 
formed him that a favorable report could not be had. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to granta pension of $100 a month. 
It is known to this House that it is the well-established rule of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions not to recommend the granting of pen- 
sions of $100 a month. Our committee has taken the position that the 
ee legislation that is had at these Friday evening sessions should 

for the relief of suffering soldiers; that the money that we vote away 
here ia pensions should be for the relief of actual want. Therefore, 
where the Government is undertaking to provide for a soldier, and pro- 
vides as well for him as it does for General Kelley, who now receives 
forhis services and by way of pension $122.50 a month, we do not con- 
sider that to increase the pension is just to the other soldiers of the 
country, many of whom, with meritorious claims, are to-day without 
any pension atall. Our efforts have been directed toward aiding those 
who need relief, who are actually in suffering or destitute circum- 
stances. Upon that principle our committee has acted, and I believe 
that has been the general course of the House at its Friday evening 
sessions for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. May I ask the gentleman what he means when 
he speaks of a pension of $122.50 a month? 
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The gentle- 


Mr. TAULBEE. I did not say anything of the kind. 
man misunderstood me. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. I thought youdid not mean it; but I understood 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg the ger 

Mr. BRADY. You said that 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg pardon, but I did not say it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What did the gentleman say ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman will allow me, this is what I 
said: That when the Government undertook to provide for a soldier, 
as it did in the case of General Kelley, who was now receiving for his 
services and by way of pension $122.50 a month, we did not think it 
proper to increase the pension in this way. That is what I said. 

Mr. MORRILL. One hundred dollars for his services, and $22 
month as a pension. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, as I reported this bill I should 
like to say a word or two in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
TAULBEE] who has just taken hisseat. I did not know that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions had in its charge any bill for the relief of 
General Kelley when this bill was referred to our committee. Hence 
it was not with any object of taking jurisdiction away from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Will you allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Did you not know when you considered this bill 
that it had been improperly referred to your committee? Did not the 
very face of the bill show that fact? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I really never thought about itatall. If 
anybody is to blame for the erroneous reference of this bill it is the 
House or the Speaker or the clerks—not our committee. We did not 
think about that question at all. The House referred the bill to our 
committee. When we have discovered that bills of this kind have been 
improperly referred to us we have reported them backin order that they 
might receive correct reference. 

I wish to explain my connection with this bill. I have been as care- 
ful and scrupulous about reporting any bill for an increase of pension 
as any man, either on our own committee or on the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; and I believe I can say I have opposed in the Commit- 
tee on Pensions more bills for the increase of pensions than any other 
member of that committee. I did not know anything about the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions having this bill. 

Now, as to the merits of this case. 
one years old—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Seventy-nine. 

Mr. ZACK. TAYLOR. Heisvery feeble. He was shot through the 
lungs during the war; and if members of this House really knew the 
circumstances of this case, I do not think any one would have the par- 
simony to vote against giving him this increase of pension. He de- 
serves it as much as any soldier ever did. I feel that I am only dis- 
charging a public duty in voting for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, so far as concerns any conflict of ju- 
risdiction between committees of the House in reference to this bill, I 
have heard that question raised for the first time to-night. After this 
bill had passed the Senate, as I felt a great deal of interest in securing 
its favorable consideration, I inquired which committee of the House 
had it in charge, and was directed to the Committee on Pensions. I 
was not aware that any bill on this subject was before the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; and I of course took it for granted that the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Pensions was a proper one in accordance with 
the distribution of committee work in this House. I went before the 
Committee on Pensions, and called attention as best I could to the facts 
upon which, as it seemed to me, this application might justly rest; and 
I am glad to say this committee promptly reported the Senate bill to the 
House with a unanimous recommendation that it receive favorable ac- 
tion. That report I find was made on the 3d day of June. The report 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was made on the 22d day of June, nearly three weeks thereafter. 

Now, Iam sure the Committee of the Whole is not going to allow 
this bill to be prejudiced because of any conflict of jurisdiction be- 
tween the committees that have considered it. I desire to occupy only 
a few moments in calling attention to the facts which give this bill its 
peculiar merit, and which in my judgment make it one which this 
House without question ought to pass just as it came from the Senate. 

General Kelley is a West Virginian—not from my district, bat from 
the district represented by my colleague |Mr. Gorr]. It 1s not con- 
tended by those who champion General Keliey’s cause here that he was 
one of the great commanders of the late war; tha’ he ever gained a 
great and imposing victory or ever commanded a large army in a con- 
spicuous field. But it is contended, and it is proved by the report in 
this case, and by the records of the war, that his services were of so 
useful a character as to have been more effective for good and to have 
contributed more to the substantial results of the war than the services 
of some men who did command great armies, who figured in the bul- 
letins and histories of the war and in the newspapers. 

This report shows that early in May, 1861, betore the State of Vir- 
ginia had adopted her ordinance of secession, although she had her 
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armed forces in the field, General Kelley was commissioned to raise the 
first regiment raised in any Southern State; that without a moment’s 
hesitation, while all around him were wavering, and while in the north- 
western section of Virginia there was such diversity and conflict of 
opinion that few men could tell whether they would stand by the Union 
or follow the mandate of the State; under these ci when 
to decide and act promptly was of more consequence than much greater 
achievements at any later stage of the war, General Kelley promptly 
raised his regiment, marched against the opposing forces, fought the 
first fight, and gained the first victory of the civil war. Very few of 
us remember anything of that fight at Philippi, a village in my owe 
Congressional district; but those who can go back in memory to that 
date will recollect what was the effect from one end of this country to 
the other—the moral effect both North and South—of the brilliant little 
skirmish fought by General Kelley in that town of Philippi, a skirmish 
in which he received those fearful wounds he bears upon him to-day, 
bringing him pain and suffering and disabling him in his old age from 
any work by which he can support his family. 

Mr. Chairman, all of General Kelley’s i so far as I am 1n- 
formed, were in the section of country which I have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor. He fought his first fight there. I represent here 
many of the soldiers who fought under General Kelley, and I represent 
a still larger number of the soldiers who fought against him. Gentle- 
men who live in the Northern States and gentlemen who live in the 
Southern States do not realize what it was to live in a border commu- 
nity where sentiment was divided, where, when the war came, men 
from the same household buckled on their armor and went into oppos- 
ing armies. It was in just such territory as this, where neighborhood 
was divided against neighborhood, county against county, family against 
family, and often members of the same family arrayed against each other, 
that General Kelley conducted his operations during the war. And 
it gives me pleasure on this floor to-night to say—having differed with 
my colleague on the other side, as he, a school-boy, went in one di- 
rection and I went in the other—it gives me pleasure on this floor to- 
night to testify on behalf of the soldiers I t, both those who 
fought against General Kelley and those who fought with him, that no 
act this committee could pass could give them greater pleasure than to 
grant this old veteran this substantial pension for the few remaining 
months of his life. [Applause. ] 

Those who fought under him know he was skillful and prompt and 
courageous. Those who fought against him testify to that; and they 
further testify that in just such a community as I have described, 
where brother was arrayed against brother, where the horrors of war 
were aggravated by rapine, by plunder, and by oppression which other 
communities escaped, General Kelley never struck a foul blow and 
never failed to put forth his arm, and to put it forth vigorously and 
promptly for the protection of defenseless non-combatants. I say this, 
sir, in justice to the man. [Applause. ] 

Now, as to the principle involved in this pension, I know we are try- 
ing to place this old veteran in a very small and select list. There are 
but two, not more than two soldiers of the war who are receiving as 
much as $100 a month. General Shields had such a pension voted to 
him. General Black, I believe, has such a pension voted to him. 
Some colonel from Pennsylvania whose name I do not remember, but 
General Osborne championed his bi!l on this floor, has had a like pen- 
sion granted to him by a yea-and-nay vote in this House. We present 
this old veteran, seventy-nine when the bill was introduced, eighty 
now; in the course of nature having but a few months more, or, at most 
a few years more, to live—bearing, I say, these honorable wounds re- 
ceived in the first skirmish of the war, one whose services by reason 
of their promptness, of their decision, of the time he struck, and the 
circumstances under which he struck were so valuable and useful to 
this country and contributed so much to the subsequent current of 
events in the section in which his military operations occurred; and 
it seems to me when we state these facts we do make out that excep- 
tiona! case w hich entitles him to the favorable consideration of the House 
and of the country for the pension which his friends request. 

It is true that General Kelley, under the stress of poverty—and pov- 
erty when it isaccompanied with extreme old age isa fearful pressure to 
be under—under the stress of poverty has a clerkship in the 
Pension Office, subject to the discipline the other clerks there are sub- 
ject to, compelled to sit at his desk and comply with the rales that 
young and vigorous men are compelled to comply with, suffering with 
his wounds, with weakness and decrepitude; but to-day he is not there 
except under dire necessity of poverty, and it is to i 
pressure and to enable him, as I said before, in the few months, or as 
we hope in the remaining years of his life, to of 
and freedom from anxiety to which he is justly entitled, that I, speak- 
ing, I say, for both sides, for those who fought under him and those who 
fought against him, appeal to this House to pass this bill as it came to 
us from the Senate. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. Price was recognized. 

Mr. WILSON. I yield to my friend from Kentucky such time as 
he may desire. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I riseto move that the bill be amendog 
by striking out the sum fixed, namely, $100 per month, and inser;j,,, 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations ,; 
the pension laws.’’ 

Mr. MORRULL. That is what he gets now. 

Mr. PRICE. I am informed by those who know the facts that ). 
gets a pension of $22.50 a month; but I am told also by men skilJeq jy 
military affairs, and especially in the pension laws, that the rank he 
held would entitle him under these laws toa pension of $30. He does 
not therefore receive, according to that statement, what he is entit|eq 
<ounder thelaw. Butitdoes not matter tome, Mr. Chairman, wheth,, 
he gets 30 cents or $300 a month. I want the broad, general, compre. 
hensive rule established and enforced and made applicable in this ang 
similar cases that you apply to all other American soldiers; and | want 
the same rule you enforce with reference to them applied to this man— 
gallant, self-sacrificing, and skillful though he may have been. 

If I could be seduced from the path of duty Ido not doubt but tha 
it would be by the eloquence and fervid utterances of my friend from 
West Virginia who has just taken his seat. If I could be governed by 
my sentiments instead pf my honest convictions of what I believe to 
be a spirit of justice to all of our soldiers, I would vote for the passage 
of this bill. 

But yet, Mr. Chairman, you must not forget the fact that he alone, 
gallant as he was, did notdoall the fighting and did not win the victories 
You must not forget the important fact that when he carried the starry 
banner into the enemy’s country, as stated so eloquently by the gen- 
tleman, and won the first fight, that there were other men with him 
who did the fighting, who did the hard, stern duty of war, on the 
march, in the camps, and on the field, and that-he alone should not be 
accredited with all the honor of the victory. 

If we had a pension of $100 a month for all of our disabled soldiers 
who won victory in the face of danger and death, I would most cheer- 
fully vote for it in this case. But I protest in the name of justice to 
all our American soldiers against the unequal and discriminating policy 
of giving a large sum to one and a slender pittance to the other. | 
would have all of them placed upon an equal footing and treated alike 
Why should they not be ? 

My experience and observation in this world, Mr. Chairman, lead 
me to the conclusion that there were men in the ranks who were just 
as gallant, just as brave and as self-sacrificing; men who loved the flag 
as well, in whose veins the patriotic blood flowed just as warmly and 
tingled with just as much ardor and enthusiasm as in the case of the 
commanders; and it is pot right, in common justice to these men, to 
permit sentiment to control our action in such a case as this, deserving 
as this man may be, and lead us to forget the fact that we have not 
$100 a month for all. 

It is in conflict with every principle of justice; it is opposed to every 
consideration of right; and when the time shall come, if it ever does 
come, which God forbid, that we shall need our gallant soldiery to un- 
furl that banner in an enemy’s country, your policy, this policy that 
gentlemen are pursuing here, will enable you to get men, too many of 
which we had before as simple commanders, but not enough men to 
create the great rank and file without which it would be impossible to 
win victories or prevent disaster. 

I have no desire to make further speeches. I have no wish te con- 
sume the time of the committee. I know what I wanttodo. I know 
what you willdo. I know if you start a proposition here with a brig- 
adier-general behind it, and invoke the fervid eloquence of my friend 
from West Virginia and of some gentleman on this side of the House, 
you will carry it through with a rush, following blindly the path that 
is marked for you in a manner which does credit to your hearts |)! 
does little honor to your brains. 

My friend on the right here tells metoshutup. [Laughter.] We'll, 
perhaps I ought to. I know I can not make as good a speech as lic 
does. He relies on his heart for his inspiration, and I on mine tem- 
pered somewhat with such little brains as I may possess. . 

I therefore, sir, move you, as I said, to strike out $100 where it oc- 
curs in this bill and insert ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws,’’ which will give him, as I understand, $3!) 4 
month. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize the gent}eman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I suppose \' 
is really unnecessary to say a word in support of this case, and yet |! 
presents an aspect which renders it pleasant for me to ask your ind! 
gence for a few moments upon it. ? 

I know better than the who represent the extreme North- 
ern or Southern States the condition of things in the border States (ur- 
ing the spring of 1861. It was a condition of affairs that probably }ai 
no parallel in history, and has not had justice done to it in the lives 0! 
the men who claimed power, which was somewhat obscure but extract 
dinarily if not vital. There were in these States, especially 
in the mountain 


regions, such as in West Virginia, parts of Tenness<¢, 
and of , a8 well as portions of North Carolina, a certa'0 
couboverant who, it is not too much to say, perhaps saved the Fed: 
eral Union. 
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I do not mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that it might not have had the 
same result if there had been no division, because it is impossible for 
human intelligence to say that the result would have been different; 
but I do mean to express my own opinion that if in the month of April, 
when Sumter fell, there had been that unanimous impulse that carried 
certain States out in those mountain regions, so that West Virginia, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky had gone with enthusiasm and all their vigor, 
it is not at all unlikely that the result would have been very different 


period. Iwas so peculiarly situated that 
[happened to have somewhat of the confidence of men who were on 
extreme sides; and I know that the efforts of a few resolute, deter- 
mined, and heroic men gave the necessary breathing time to organize 
the Union sentiment of the border land. I can afford to say this, 
although I disagreed toto ewlo with those men. I can speak from 
knowledge of one of them who is here to-night. There were 
in the State of Kentucky three distinct parties of three distinct modes 
of thought—the men who believed in going South, the men who be- 
lieved in fighing for the Union, and the men who were not quite sure 
which side they would take. And we men who were for going South 
waited, hoping we could get that middle element. But such men as 
General Wolford and Bramlett and Rousseau in Kentucky put arms 
into their hands, and into the hands of a few men; and that gave to 
the Federal administration the opportunity to organize in the State of 
Kentucky and carry Kentucky away from us and make it give seventy- 
five thousand soldiers to the Federal Government. 

In the State of Tennessee there was a similar manifestation. In 
East Tennessee and in Virginia there was a similar body of men, mostly 
residing in West Virginia. I speak of things which may have been 
forgotten, but which I know to be true. 

Another thing I wish to speakof, Mr. Chairman. Those men during 
the war when they could be harsh were kind; when they could be op- 
pressive were generous; when they could be dishonest had clean hands. 
It was not by that class of men that the rapine and plunder and the 
oppression of which my friend from West Virginia s was counte- 
nanced nor was it from them it came. Those men who with simple 
fidelity at the beginning of the war stood by their conviction were of 
the class of whom we are told that— 

The loving are the daring 
And the gentile are the brave. 

They were the men that gave to us confederates when we returned 
our rights and our privileges, for having fought like heroes they were 
willing to forgive like gentlemen. 

Now, sir, to that class of men this applicant belongs. I never saw 
him; I do not know that I ever will see him; but I know the type of 
man to whieh he belongs—prompt to do what he thinks is right, with 
the convictions that lead him in the line of duty, and with the courage 
to stand by his convictions; brave in the discharge of any duty, but 
discharging it with kindness, with liberality, and with magnanimity. 
Now wounded and aged, he comes to the country,that he helped in the 
time of her peril and asks for a mere support. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pot much given to voting pensions, because I 
reserve the right as a Representative to select out of the cases such as 


the volunteer that went inearly. It was the mam that did it out of a 
sense of duty. It was the soldier who felt he was under the star-span- 
banner of his country fighting for what he believed to be the right, 


there was a merchandise in blood and that a man 
sold kis services for so many pieces of silver is not a just tribute to our 
who fought in that glorious, even if it was a sad and disas- 
For myself, sir, I feel they were my brethren although I 
them. In some homes there are crossed swords, one of 
by a grandfather that fought on one side and another 
that t on another. In many an English home 
relics of past; and the sons that inherit the com- 
of the men that fought in the wars of the Roses or as 
look back to the days when their ancestors 
criticism as to the side, but with tender and 
courage and heroism displayed. And I do 
predict in this Hall of the American Congress that the 
when memories of our soldiers, ay, sir, I repeat, 
P whether they wore the blue or wore the gray, now buried 
indistinguishable will be indistinguishable in their memory 
of our posterity. Thatday has not come 

it will come because in your great war those 
were exemplars of manhood, of heroism, of devotion, of cour- 
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age; and standing in my plate to-night I want to hurry on the dawn 
of that day by giving to this old soldier the meed of my praise, the 
tribute of my admiration, the humble obeisance of my respect accom- 
panying it. We ought to vote not for him only, but for every gallant 
soldier who through conviction did honestly do his duty. God bless 
them where they live. Upon their graves I have naught but a wreath 
of flowers to lay. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can say in one minute or Jess all that I desire to 
sayon thiscase. We are told that this old man is at work in the Pen- 
sion Office as a common clerk, and that is urged here as a reason why 
his pension should not be made larger. I desire simply to say that 
this Government ought not to allow this old man to work another 
day—this man, eighty years old, who gave his young life and his young 
blood to his country. I think this Republic is great enough and rich 
enough to take that burden off his shoulders and give him whatever is 
necessary for his comfortable support during the remainder of his days. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, after the sentiment of the House 
has became so apparent under the eloquent appeals of the friends of 
this bill, I do not know that it is necessary, or even proper, that I 
should say another word, but, while I agree with every sentiment of 
admiration expressed here for the patriotism and the courage and the 
devotion of this soldier, as well of the other soldiers who fought for the 
Republic, I wish to call the attention of the House and of the country 
to the fact that there are hundreds and thousands of soldiers through- 
out this land who fought as gallantly for the flag that we all love as 
did this man, who received wounds in the service rendering them un- 
able to procure a livelihood by their labor, and who are drawing pen- 
sions ranging from two to eight dollars per month. 

It is in the name of the soldiers who followed, not those who led, the 
soldiers who bore the muskets and knapsacks that I appeal to you as 
the American Congress, feeling that I am backed by the men to whose 
muscle and courage and blood is due the safety of this Government 
which guarantees to us and to ourconstituents the privileges which we 
enjoy. Go, Mr. Chairman, to the humble homes of these private sol- 
diers of the mountain region of which my colleague has spoken so elo- 
quently; go into my own district, if you please, where we are not blessed 
with great men [laughter], but where the private soldiers rushed to 
the rescue of their country at the first tap of thedrum; go to their hum- 
ble homes as I have gone, sit down by their firesides, look at the evi- 
dences of poverty, dejection, and want; see those soldiers with their 
wounds yet open, look at the evidences of distress as you read in their 
pale faces the story of their sufferings during the war and since. I ap- 
peal to my colleague toturn his eloquence in the direction of benefiting 
those to whom the most honor is due and to whom pensions would bring 
relief from actual suffering and want. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will my colleagueallow me to 
say that he has never reported a bill that I have had a chance to vote 
for that I have not voted for it, just in blind faith, asking no questions, 
being willing to follow him in any kind act that his sense of duty 
prompted ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam very much obliged to my colleague, but, Mr. 
Chairman, I was laboring under a mistake—I did not think that my 
colleague had voted for the widows’ increase bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ah, that was not reported by 
you as an individual case. 

Mr. TAULBEE. PerhapsI did not make the report, but Ladvocated 
the bill, and that is the kind of bill, Mr. Chairman, that I shall always 
be found ready to advocate, a bill that goes out and ramifies through 
the different sections of our country and seeks out the suffering soldiers 
and their widows and gives them relief. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
tion? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Why did not you report Senate bill 
1886, to pension all the disabled soldiers? 

Mr. MORRILL. We did. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
You cnt the heart out of it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman un- 
derstands just what we did in that particular. We did report a bill 
that proposed to relieve those suffering men, the soldiers of the Union, 
who were in needy circumstances and unable to procure a living by 
their labor, regardless of how their disability was incurred, whether 
before or during or since the war. I voted in favor of that bill in com- 
mittee. I have urged it upon this House, and I am ready to-night, to- 
morrow, or at any other time, as long as I have a seat upon this floor, 
to vote for that and all similar bills. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill is different. I agree that such men as 
General Kelley rendered gallant service to the Union cause, and that to 
such men as General Kelley isdue the Union of the States to-day. But 
shall we say that all the honor is due to one man or one set of men? 
Shall we say that the victory of the Union arms was won by the offi- 
cersor byafew? I enter my protest against such assertions. I say that 
it was the hard-handed private soldier who bared his bosom to the 


Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 


You did, but you cut it all to pieces. 
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storm of shot and shell and stood to his flag on every battlefield that 
saved the Union, and that to him is due the praise and the gratitude ot 
this and all future generations. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
** $109’ and inserting ‘‘ $50,’’ so as to make this pension $50a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE] what family General Kelley has. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not know; perhaps the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Gorr] may be able to tell us. 

Mr. GOFF. He has a wife and two grandchildren. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. An aged wife and two grand- 
children dependent upon him? 

Mr.GOFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINANS. What is the age of the grandchildren ? 

Mr. GOFF. Ido not know exactly; but they are along in their 
teens. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Are they still at an age when 
they require to be educated ? 

Mr. GOFF. Yes, sir. 

A Memper. What are their ages? 

Mr. GOFF. I do not remember—some fourteen or fifteen years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, after the forci- 
ble arguments and eloquent appeals made to this House I think there 
is not any substantial ground for difference of opinion upon the points 
which have been considered. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE], a member of one of the committees, opposes this bill and 
does so upon a principle which is well worthy of consideration, but I 
take it that the bill is advocated in strict observance of just that prin- 
ciple. When a soldier of the Union Army has been badly wounded 
and has reached the age of seventy-nine or eighty years, when the in- 
firmities of great age, which are not due to service in the war and in 
the line of duty but which come in the course of nature, are superadded 
to the wounds or disabilities caused by military service—when a man 
of that class applies for an increase of pension, being thus totally dis- 
abled, he is very apt to get it. Why, sir, we are advocating a pension 
bill for soldiers of the Mexican war, a bill predicated upon military serv- 
ice and the accumulation of age alone, and that is the argument in 
this case independently of the conspicuous personal service rendered by 
General Kelley. Total disability from wounds alone, requiring care 
and attention, as the very aged do, now secures for a private soldier 
under the general law $75 a month. That is practically this old offi- 
cer’s condition, now in his eighty-first year, as stated, and shot through 
and through, and he has three dependent ones with him. He would 
really be getting only $25 a month more than a private with no de- 
pendent ones. For whom do we do less? 

We must consider each case in connection with the dependents upon 
the applicant. Why, sir, when we grant a pension to a private soldier 
we take into consideration the mother and the children or other de- 
pendent ones associated with him. I do not believe there is in the his- 
tory of the country that agrarian sentiment, that objectionable spirit 
which it would be difficult to characterize, which would make pensions 
uniform throughout the country without any regard to the actual ne- 
cessities of the applicant, as created by education and the nature of the 
service rendered to the country. I do not believe there was a gallant 
soldier on either side during the war who begrudged to his general ofii- 
cer a single dollar of the salary which he received; and the same senti- 
ment would cause every private soldier to acquiesce in a certain degree 
in the bigher grades of pensions which are given to officers as compared 
with privates. 

I do not consider that the amount of pension recommended by the 
committee which reported this bill is at all out of proportion to the real 
necessities of this applicant or inconsistent with the consideration which 
is given to other applicants in similar circumstances, taking into view 
the dependents upon them and the actual measure of that dependence. 
I do not think that principle is violated in this application. I think the 
facts show, as I have tried to recount them. View this case in as cool, 
just, and businesslike a way as we can, apart from all sentiment, how- 
ever noble and commanding, yet the facts show that this bill hardly 
brings this old general up to an equality with what we do for many 
private soldiers, instead, as claimed, making an invidious distinction. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the com- 
mittee, and am somewhat diffident in addressing it at all after the elo- 
quent speech of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
to whom I always listen with very great pleasure. In a worthy cause 
he always moves me; and in one that does not meet my approval he is 
so plausible, so eloguent, and so forcible that I am moved even then. 

But there is a class of men throughout the length and breadth of this 
country who I think deserve our consideration, men who served their 
country in the field, and who, now that age is coming on, find them- 
selves disabled either by wounds or by disease contracted in the war, 
and who are not upon the pension-roll—can not be under existing law— 
men who send their petitions and prayers to this Congress asking for 
legislation which will give them, weak, disabled, and poverty-stricken 


as they are, some slight assistance for their support. It was of this 


class that I thought while the gentleman was talking so eloquently 
about this case, which I have no doubt is as worthy a case as he says it 





is; and I certainly have it not in my heart to vote against the bil! after 
it has passed the Senate, has been favorably reported upon here, anq j. 


so eloquently advocated. ‘This is the case of one claimant, while they 


number many thousands. 

I did not rise to oppose this bill; but I did wish, while the genjjo. 
man was presenting this case so strongly, that it were possible to ¢,| 
up as a matter of privilege a case which I was not and am not now 
familiar with, except as I gathered the circumstances the other day 
from a message of the Chief Executive of the country. The case, as | 
understand it, was something like this, and the gentleman from Kap- 
sas [Mr. MorRILL], who I believe made the report, will correct me j; 
I misstate it: 

A man in the prime of early manhood entered the Army and served 
his country well. After twenty-five months of service he was (is. 
charged on account of disease of the heart—valvular disease of the heart 
I believe it is called in the message of the Executive. He was asound 
man when he entered the service, but when discharged was unable to 
work. Poverty-stricken, with s family dependent upon him, he was 
thrown out of his home, and went off alone to hunt some shelter for 
himself and his wife and small children. He was never again seep 
alive; but six months afterward his skeleton was found in a byway. 
It did occur to me that in such a case as this humanity would justify 
the presumption that the man died from valvular disease of the heart 
contracted in the military service. But the President thought other- 
wise, and returned the bill here with his veto, although the pension 
proposed to be granted to his widow was, I believe, only $12 a month. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HILL. Is it in order for the gentleman from Illinois to discuss 
a Presidential veto when a private pension bill is under consideration? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam only illustrating the pointI make. I will ob- 
serve the rules of the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Illinois is familiar with the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I did wish when I heard the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that he had heretofore, or would now, or will hereafter rise in 
his place and help two-thirds of the members of the House on both 
sides to consider and pass that bill and give that widow a pension of 
$12 a month. . 

One step further. There is in every neighborheod throughout the 
length and breadth of the Northland and in the border States and in 
many of the Southern States men whoserved their country well in the 
late war who can not make the technical proof under the law to entitle 
them to go upon the pension-rolls, but who are disabled and depend- 
ent upon their labor for support, men who are standing advertisements 
to all their fellows who were in the Army and out of the Army that 
justice is not being done to them. They have knocked at the doors vo! 
Congress year after year. 

The Senate has passed a bill to pension them months ago. Oh, | 
wish the gentleman from Kentucky, with that eloquent voice of his, 
and with his magnetic power, would advocate even-handed justice to 
this class of people and help the men on that side of the House and on 
this side of the House to give not $100 a month, but $8 or $12 a month 
to these worthy men, men who entered the Army not as officers—and 
I have nothing to say against the officers, for God knows you can not 
have an army without officers, and you want able men—men who did 
not occupy as important positions, yet who made part and parcel of that 
magnificent Army to which the gentleman and all of us owe a debt of 
gratitude which can not be paid. [Applause. ] 

I only want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky that there is some 
danger we may pick out the case of a man in the border land he speaks 
of or elsewhere eighty years old and give him $100 a month, and with 
the eloquent speeches and high-sounding phrases we may feel our duty 
is done, when there are thousands of humble men who had the senti- 
ment of patriotism in their hearts, and who offered ali they had, and 
no man could give more, in the defense of the flag of their country— 
there is some danger, 1 say, these men may not receive evenhanded 
justice and the pittance which the country demands and the Senate has 
given and now awaits the action of this House. 

I beg the gentleman from Kentucky, not for political effect—gentle- 
men will bear me out I have borne myself modestly touching tliese 
matters, but I beg for my constituents, and the constituents of us all, 
that these men, before this Congress shall adjourn, shall have this gen- 
eral bill passed for their relief. I feel called upon to say that, not by 
way of criticism, not to find fault, but to give warning that we do not 
set up one case or two cases as beacons, and in the light of those cascs 
let the humble men of the country who deserve well of the Republic 
go without the simple mite which is due to them from the Treasury 0! 
the country they helped to save. [Great applause. } ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the speec! 
which we have just listened to had been made by some other gentle- 
man it would have excited no surprise; but when a gentleman so able, 
whose seat in is so certain, whose necessities for calling upo 
what is supposed to be the help of the brave soldier are so entirely 
small, follows the speeches made this evening, the speech we have just 
heard does cause surprise. 
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Itakeitforgranted the meaning of itis this: First, it attacks in a cov- 
ert way the bill; aud second, itisacovertattack on myself. So faras the 
pill is concerned I leave that to gentlemen on the other side, knowing 
the gentlemen on this side who intend to vote for it will not be driven 
off from that purpose by the temper and tone &nd criticism of thespeech 
just made. So faras it isacriticism on what I have had the honor to sub- 
mittothe House, I have no other answer to make to it than this: In each 
case whenever it shall arise I shall give to that case the best thought I 
can, and will vote what I think my duty and convictions require me 
to vote. 

I shall do that as I have been in the habit of doing it, not deterred 
by any criticism the gentleman may choose to make upon me. 

No man goes further than I in true admiration of the private sol- 
dier wherever he may have fought, if he did his duty. No man has 
more contempt for any form of demogogy to attract the vote of the 
private soldier than I. [Applause on the Democratic side.] _Wher- 
ever a private soldier fought and fought well, he deserves praise, but 
it is the merest—I will not use the word I intended to—it is utterly 
obliterative of all the distinctions of both war and peace that does not 
recognize the distinction of position. 

You give the salary of a Chief-Justice to a retired Chief-Justice; 
you give the salary of a district judge to a retired district judge, and 
so on in all positions in civil service in everything; that is, you recog- 
nize the position of the person upon whom you are conferring the favor 
or to whom you are giving the benefit. 

I know nothing of the case towhich the gentleman has referred; and 
yet when we shall be called to take a vote upon it I shall endeavor to 
vote in such manner as to satisfy my own conscience. 

It seemed to me, Mr. Chairman, that it was not improper in me to 
have said this much, while perhaps it would have been improper to 


have passed unnoticed and in silence the speech of the gentleman in 
reference to myself. 


Mr. CANNON. A single word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has promised to recognize the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois; but not until after I have yielded, as promised, to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, my colleague [Mr. WoLForpD]. 

Mr. CANNON. Just a single word in response. 

I must confess to very great surprise at the remarks just made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. It was not in my heart to criticise him 
personally or to antagonize this case; and notwithstanding the state- 
ment he makes that my remarks savored of demagogy and were made 
for a selfish purpose, I must say to him and to the committee I am not 
aware that there has been anything in my service in this House that 
would lay me open to that insinuation or imputation. 

I certainly did not in my remarks seek to array prejudice against this 
measure nor against those who held positionin the Army. On the con- 
trary I stated that no army could exist without its generals, its cap- 
tains, its officers. 

I certainly would not detract anything from any of them. Isimply 
aimed to say, and thought I did say, thatin representing my constitu- 
ency—and here all the country are my constituency as well as the con- 
stituents of every other member of Congress—that I believed justice 
was not being done to a great many soldiers of this land, not as to the 
tate of pension they were getting, but as to the fact that they were 
getting no pension at all, no matter how much entitled to it. My re- 
mark was in good faith. I state it again, repeating what I said; and 
having stated this much, if my remarks lay me open to the accusation 
of demagogy, then I am glad to be a demagogue, and shal! so con- 
tinue one of the chief of demagogues to the end of my service in this 
Congress, or until by apt and proper general legislation justice is done 
to these men. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have but this to say: So 
far as my observation of the gentleman’s service in the House was con- 
cerned it was such that his speech filled me with surprise. I made 
that statement and I repeatit: his speech filled me with surprise. We 
were in a case without a single criticism that entered the do- 
main of partisan warfare, and without any excuse that I could see 
the gentleman made a sneering partisan speech. 

I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON. Yield to me before youdothat. You can not afford 
to make a remark of that kind and do me such injustice as to prevent 
areply. Idid not mention party. I did not intimate that there was 
party in the question. On the contrary, I was speaking of these men 
without regard to party. Many of them are Democrats, butall, with- 
out reference to party, who performed their duty and are disabled and 
dependent on their labor are entitled to relief. 

_Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman made a dis- 
tinct assault upon the Presidentand a violent assault upon the majority 
of this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, if it is a crime to criticise and condemn the 
vetoes of the President, then I am guilty of flagrant crime, for I feel like 

ing them now and to the end. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no answer to make to 
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the gentleman as to his attack upon the vetoes of the President. Iam 
not engaged in that now. When the time shall come, if it be neces- 
sary or it shall fall upon me to do so, I will try to make fitting answer. 

Sut the point I made, and the gentleman repeated the offense, was 
that at atime when the House was engaged in all honesty in an en- 
deavor to do a generous act and a just act, the gentleman injected a 
bitter and unnecessary partisan speech. 

I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam the judge of the propriety of my action here, 
and am willing to let the country judge who is the partisan, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky or myself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ef Kentucky. Undoubtedly the gentleman 
is judge of his conduct, but I am judge of the answer to make to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky on the right [ Mr. 
WOLFORD] has been recognized by the Chair, and is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I hope nothing will transpire coming from the 
mouth of any gentleman for any purpose, partisan or otherwise, that 
will keep a gallant officer that did his duty to his country in trying 
moments from having justice at the hands of this Congress. 

{ want in my way—and I make no effort at eloquence, I shall at- 
tempt to make none—I want in my plain way to talk about this ques- 
tion as it ought to be talked about, according to my judgment. In 
ihe first place there was a difference between the gallant and the brave 
men that went to fight for their country in a trying time, in an hour 
that tried men’s souls. ‘There was a difference then and thereis a dif- 
ference now, and will be while God Almighty continues to rule the 
universe, between the power of intellect, the power of mind, the power 
of decision, the great heart and soul that come to a great cause; and 
there never was a greater cause than the cause of this Union and of 
the flag of this country. 

It required a great heart and a great soul for a man tostand up for 
that great cause in a trying time when he wassurrounded by men who 
disagreed with him, who thought the country ought to be divided and 
the Union destroyed, that we ought to have two governments where 
one existed. That feeling was strong and powerful, and mighty men, 
men of eloquent tongue, men of powerful hearts, men of powerful souls, 
all over the country were pledged to that view. Just at such a time 
as that this gallant man in Virginia, right in the very heart of those 
who said that the country ought to be divided, declared with a man- 
liness, with a nobleness that will always be remembered by every 
patriot and every loverof his country : ‘*‘ We go for the flag of our coun- 
try, for the land of Washington; we go for its unity, its integrity of 
territory.’’ It required no little power of mind, no little power of res- 
olution, no little soul, no little heart to make and stand by sucha de- 
claration as that under those circumstances. 

Will gentlemen tell me it is doing injustice to the private soldiers 
when you vote to pay thisman? No, sir; youcan not pay him; money 
will not pay him; it is impossible to pay him. But you vote to honor 
yourselves, and to honor your children, and to honor your country by 
voting him such a pension as will put him above want. Will my elo- 
quent colleague from Kentucky tell me that is doing injustice to the 
private soldier? Stop and think for a moment how that is doing any 
injustice to the private soldier. 

No man will go further than I will to pension every private soldier. 
And let me here, before I forget, digress a little. We are making a 
mistake in this Congress, and it will be seen by our children and those 
who follow us. There are other men besides the men that were wounded 
that got sick and that became disabled; there are other men that re- 
quire and demand for their services recognition for going in winter’s 
cold and summer’s heat in the face of the enemy, in the face of those 
that defied their country, for going and fighting three and four years. 
They were the men that bore your flag on many a field; sometimes it 
trailed in the dust when they were hard pressed ; sometimes they gained 
a glorious victory. But through trouble, through tribulation they 
went onward and onward till the glorious victory was gained of which 
everybody is proud, even the men who fought on the other side now 
thank God that victory was gained. 

There are other soldiers besides those that get wounded. That poor 
fellow that went for years through the fight for his country that never 
was wounded but suffered all the hardships of the war—is he entitled 
to no credit? Will not gentlemen enlarge their souls and their sym- 
pathies when they think of him and will they not say that gallant sol- 
dier who fought so long and so bravely for his country, though he 
might not be wounded, deserves a recognition at the hands of his rich 
country? For, Mr. Chairman, we are rich. No one can say that 
America is poor and poverty-stricken. Day after day we are getting 
richer and richer. We are abundantly able to pay a pension to every 
soldier of our war. 

But I am not going to digress on such asubject to-night. When gen- 
tlemen talk about doing injustice to private soldiers, they ought to 
think they are doing injustice by withholding their voice and their 
votes from pensioning every privatesoldier inthe country. They ought 
all to be pensioned. Thatis what ought to be done, and what you will 
yet do. I will not be in Congress to see it; but those who come after 
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me will see I was right in my view. They ought to be pensioned. 
And I will repeat again that every confederate soldier from whom we 
took an arm or leg should have one given him by the Government. 
You will come to that, too. Thatis my prediction. I am old and will 
not be in Congress again. I have declinedtoranagain. But thetime 
is coming when you will remember my prediction. 

Harmony will be restored. The people of this country will come 
back to their original patriotism, to their original love of country, that 
deep, abiding love that fired the Union heart during the war. That 
feeling will come like the spirit of the eternal God into the hearts of 
the people, and they will love all the brave and gallant men whe fought 
either with us or against us. 

Before I sit down I want to talk just a minute about another point. 

Gentlemen speak about our doing injustice to the private soldier. 
My answer to those gentlemen is, I am ready to do him justice; are 
you? That is the question I put to them. 

Gentlemen admit, my gallant friend from Illinois [Mr. NEECE] ad- 
mits, that we ought to pension men according to their merits. We all 
honor General Washington more than we do any private soldier. We 
voted large annuities to General Grant, and to his widow, because he 
did more than any private soldier could do. That spirit has always 
operated in the history of mankind and it will operate while we have 
a history. The rule is that he who does much shall receive much, and 
he that does little shall receive little. No private soldier ought to de- 
mand for a moment the pension that should be granted to a gallant 
officer who had the mind and the heart and the soul to take the lead 
in a great crisis, to be true to his manhood, true to his honor, true to 
his flag, and to influence others to follow him. 

This was such aman. He never trampled upon a fallen foe. That 
is the history that is given of him by the men that vote against him. 
He was always kind to his adversaries, always anxious to see justice 
done them. There will come a time when you will be willing to vote 
all these soldiers pensions, and there will come a time when everybody 
will admit that it is right and proper to give a higher pension to an 
officer than to a private soldier. 

One word more, Mr. Chairman. I do hope that no jealousy between 
the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions as 
to which of them should have jurisdiction of this case will keepa just 
and righteous Congress from doing justice to a brave man. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. NEECE] to strike out $100 and insert $50. 

Mr. NEECE. I hope the friends of this bill will accept that amend- 
ment. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no! 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about this 
bill. I will detain the committee only afew minutes. lam acquainted 
with the gentleman for whose benefit this bill has been reported. 
During the last Congress we boarded at the same hotel and our rooms 
were on the same floor, and I speak of my own knowledge, outside of 
the report of the committee, when I say that he is in a condition that 
entitles him to receive the pension provided in this bill because of his 
disabilities incurred in the service of the country, and because of the 
further fact that he can have but a few more years in this world. I 
know that during the whole of the last he was an invalid to 
such an extent that he ought not to have been required to take a clerk- 
ship in a Department in order to earn his living. 

This man went into the service in 1861 as a colonel and served until 
1865, when he was mustered out as a brigadier-general. He was 
wounded very early in the war, but did not cease his service until the 
close of the war. Genera] McClellan wrote when he heard that Gen- 
eral Kelley was wounded, ‘‘In the name of the country, I thank him 
for his conduct, which has been the most brilliant episode of the war 
thus far.’’ General Morris said, ‘‘I feel that your country owes you a 
deep debt of gratitude for your services on the occasion, and a grateful 
people can not but render to you that honor you so richly deserve.’’ 
Now is the time when the American people can respond to that promise 
of General Morris, and I bope it will be done by voting down all these 
amendments and passing this bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEEcE, there 
were—ayes 19, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. Price to strike 
out ‘‘at the rate of $100 per month, said pension to be in lieu of that 
which he now receives,’’ and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,’’ it was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass, there were—ayes 47, 
noes 13. 

Mr. WINANS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no qaorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON] 
will withbold that metion fora moment. I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. WINANS] to consent that this bill be reported to the 
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House with a recommendation that the previous question be orde:«, 
and thata vote be taken in the House when a quorum is present. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Taken when? 

Several Mempers. Next Friday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks that j; 
be agreed by unanimous consent that this bill be reported to the Hous. 
with a recommendation that the previous question be ordered op jt, 
and that a vote be taken upon it on Friday next. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and others. A yea-and-nay vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen. 
tleman from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none; and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now renew the motion that the committee : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had ander consideration the Private 
Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pension bills with various 
recommendations. 

‘ CATHARINE LANIGAN. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 2349) gran: 
ing a pension to Catharine Lanigan, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with an amendment striking out “fifty’’ and inserting 
** thirty.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE R. M’QUAIDE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide. 

Mr. CONGER. There was an agreement in Committee of the Whole 
that this bill be passed over to be voted on by a full House next Friday 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading o! 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly read thie 
third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, the previous question 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By an agreement in Committee of the 
Whole, as the Chair is informed—— 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The bill wasto be laid over till next Friday morning, 
to be voted on immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having been 
ordered, the bill goes over under the agreement. 


JOSEPH 8. MOODY. 


The House next proceeded to consider the bill (S. 948) granting a 
pension to Joseph 8. Moody; which was reported from the Commitice 
of the Whole House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


GENERAL BENJAMIN F. KELLY. 


The House next to consider the bill (S. 838) granting an 
increase of pension to General Benjamin F. Kelly. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Under the ment which was made, | 
now ask the previous question upon that bill with the view that it may 
go over till next Friday to be voted on in a full House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bil! will 
be considered as read a third time and the previous question ordered 
upon its passage; and the bill will go over to be voted upon in pnrsu- 
ance of the agreement stated by the gentleman from Tennessee | \Ir. 
ZacH. TAYLOR]. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NEECE. I ask that the yeas and nays be ordered now, in ac- 
cordance with what I understand to have been the agreement. 

A MemBer. They can not be ordered now. 

Mr. WINANS. It was understood that the question should be taken 
by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro ®&mpore. The Recorp will show what was the 
understanding. ; 

Mr. WINANS moved to reconsider the several votes by which bi!'s 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House had been pass! 
this evening; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 00 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIFURS ROBERSON. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole Honse be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Kober- 
son to the pension-roll. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Cle's 
that the bill is not at the desk. : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I have acopy of the bill here, 
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mittee on Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson, late of the First North Carolina 
Regiment, Mexican war, to the pension-roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. The committee recommend an 
amendment, to strike out ‘‘ First North Carolina Regiment’’ and insert 
‘‘ Fifth Tennessee Cavalry.’’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire why the name of this 
man was stricken from the pension-roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It was upon the allegation that 
he wasdisloyal; but he proved his loyalty by showing that he was twice 
conscripted into the confederate army and twice deserted from it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Can he not prove his loyalty to the satisfaction 
of the Pension Office? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. He has not béen able to do it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I think that, after the particularity which has 
been observed with reference to other pension bills, this bill had bet- 
ter go over. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not consent to the passage of this bill at 
this time and upon our present information. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 100’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of John White, of Lawrence Station, 
L. L., for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Petition of Dr. George A. Ketchum and others, 
for continuance of appropriation for the National Board of Health—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KING: Two petitions of citizens of Catahoula Parish, La., 
for relief from suffering inflicted by recent storms and floods—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of vinegar-makers of Saint Louis, 
against bill repealing vaporizing laws of 1879—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of United States Maimed Soldiers’ League, favoring 
Senate bill 2056, increasing pensions of maimed soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of William C. Haines and other cit- 
izens of Manito, Mason County, Illinois, praying forthe passage of the 
bill for the relief of ex-Union prisoners of war—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John Stewart and others, for the passage of Senate 
bill 2056—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of John H. Roberson, 
asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of William H. Shirley, of Lewis County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of settlers upon school lands in Wash- 
ington Territory, for such legislation as may be necessary to protect 
them in such settlement—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. J.H. WARD: Resolution of the directors of the Board of Trade 
of Chicago against curtailing the Signal Service Department of the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Carter H. Harrison, mayor, and other officers of the 
city of Chicago in favor of early consideration of Senate bill 925—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of George W. McKean, ask- 
ing an allowance of $1,200, amount claimed to be due him as late post- 
master at Lexington, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 

ing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibitingaliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands: 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of P. Fitzpatrick and 90 others, citizens of 
the first district of Connecticut. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of John Hooldorbs and 120 
others, of Richard Dondan and 216 others, and of W. F. Cummings and 
43 others, citizens of the first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of G. W. Nonley and 40 others, of Sam- 
uel Baker and 64 others, citizens of the fifth district of Virginia. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Michael McGuire and 64 
citizens of the seventeenth district of Pennsylvania. 





E. Ratliff and 110 others, citizens of the seventh district of lowa. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of James Madison and 45 others, citizens 
of the first district of Massachusetts. 

3y Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Lewis Hogan and 48 others, citizens 
of the first district of Illinois. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of George W. Waterman and 130 others, 
citizens of the fifth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of L. A. Liitle and 230 others, 
citizens of the seventh district of Illinois. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of D. B. Slater and 182 others, citizens 
of the eighth district of Lowa. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of W. G. White and 71 others, citizens 
of the tenth district of Iowa. 

By Mr. J.T. JONES: Petition of B. Edwards and 35 others, citizens 
of the first district of Alabama. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of J. D. Chamberlain and 16 others and 
of C. C. Bennett and 25 others, citizens of the second district of Ne- 
braska. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of Alexander Vesan and 70 others, citi- 
zens of the seventh district of New Jersey. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of D. D. Barber and 35 others and of T. 
D. Buchanan and 42 others, citizens of the third district of Arkansas. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Oscar Kein and 26 others, citizens of 
the second district of Iowa. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of J. Vaughan and 77 others, of K. 
Alexander and 84 others, and of George F. Andrews and 23 
citizens of the eighth district of Missouri. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Ed. Thurston and 85 others, citizens 
of the third district of Kansas. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Louis Abry and 46 others and of 5. 
D. Fisher and 69 others, citizens of the seventh district of Karsas. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of A. A. Warner and 28 others, citi- 
zens of the twelfth district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Henry Hart and 68 others and of W. 
T. Scullian and 175 others, citizens of the fourth district of Arkansas. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of David Levisse and 48 others, citizens 
of the tenth district of Ohio. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of Marcus Richardson and 12¢ others, 
citizens of the first district of Louisana. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of L. L. Brown and 80 others, of F. B. 
Shrew and 28 others, of William Morris and 39 others, of John S. 
Maultby and 86 others, and of T. P. Bell and 84 others, citizens of the 
twenty-eighth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Thomas Grant and 67 others, citi- 
zens of the thirteenth district of Lilinois. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of George Morse and 53 others, of 
Andrew Falby and 15 others, of James Ryan and 70 others, of M. H. 
Rafferty and 22 others, of John R. McCormick and 22 others, of Charles 
A. Brown and 57 others, of George J. Davis and 25 others, of E. F. 
Colburn and 40 others, and of J. J. Cahill and 26 others, citizens of the 
seventh district of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Ralph W. Lowe and 510 
others, citizens of the tenth district of Illinois. 


others, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 24, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur_Eer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Attorney-General relative to compensation to H. L. Warren and N.C. 
Collier for detending a Zuni Indian under a charge of murder in the 
second judicial district of New Mexico; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and printed. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps it.had better go to the Committee on A ppro- 
priations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary 
first, without printing, and I will look at it and try to report an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. 
tions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary without printing. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 


And then referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


Yes, and without printing, so that I can have it 
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BOTTLERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION EXPOSITION. 


The bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods 
for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States 
Bottlers’ Protective Association was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. That bill is in the ordinary form of similar bills, to 
allow to come in free of duty, subject to the Treasury regulations, arti- 
cles for an international exposition. It is for the American Bottlers’ 
Association, which is composed of some six thousand firms in this coun- 
try, who employ about fifty thousand persons; andit is quite important 
that it should be passed promptly, because they are making arrange- 
ments already for the exposition. 

I ask, therefore, that the bill may be passed. It has been shown to 
every member of the Finance Committee, I think, without an excep- 
tion, and every member of the Finance Committee without exception 
authorizes me to aay he has no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object if it takes notime. If it leads 
to the slightest debate, I shall object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a bill which will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all articles which shall be imported for the sole pu 
of exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ 
Protective Association, to be held in Boston, Mass., from the 18th to the 23d days 
of October, 1886, inclusive, shall be admitted without the payment of duties or 
of customs fees or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall prescribe: Provided, Thatall such articles as may be sold in the United 
States, or withdrawn for consumption therein, at any time after such importa- 
tiom, shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon like articles by the rev- 
enue laws in force at the date of importation: And further, Thatin case 
any articles imported under the provisions of this act shall be withdrawn for 
consumption or shall be sold without payment of duty as required by law, all 


penalties prescribed by the revenue laws shall be applied and enforced against 
such articles and against the persons who may be guilty of such withdrawal or 


sale. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not going to take any time about this, but 
I should like to have the acting chairman of the Committee on Finance 
tell me when, pursuant to this proposed law, these articles would have 
to be withdrawn for consumption or exported out of the United States. 
There seems to be no limit in point of time. 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary of the Treasury will fix that in his reg- 
ulations, as I understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon think that the provision of their being ad- 
mitted under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe would warrant him in makinga lawful regulation, that being 
admitted they should be withdrawn within a certain time? 

Mr. HOAR. I think that would be a fair condition under the cir- 
cumstances, and I think that has been the usual form of such bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much afraid about that. I have an 
impression that such bills have prescribed a time within which they 
should run out; but Ido not know. It isa pretty dangerous way to 
pass bills when they first come here; but in this instance I am not go- 
ing to object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I ought tosay that when I stated that I had shown the 
bill to every member of the Finance Committee I suppose I was un- 
derstood as not to include the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
who is absent, and I believe I have not shown it to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JoNEs]. But I have shown it to every other member of 
the committee. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta petition of merchants, manufacturers, 
and dealers of Saint Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of what is 
known as the James bill, providing that— 

Residents of each State and Territory may, within the other States and Ter- 
ritories and within the District of Columbia, solicit from dealers or merchants 
orders for goods and merchandise by sample, catalogue, price-list, description, 
or other representation, without payment of any license or other mercantile tax. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Hon. Isaac H. Sturgeon, 
of Saint Louis, Mo., late collector o: internal revenue and one of the 
prominent citizens of Missouri, praying for the establishment by the 
General Government of national savings-banks. This is a very care- 
fully prepared petition. I move its reference to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I present two petitions of citizens of Colorado, pray- 
ing for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the disbursementof a part of the 
‘Tceasury surplus. I believe the petitions should lie on the table, for 
I think most of the bills the passage of which is asked have been re- 
ported. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 





JULY 24, 





PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr.MAHONE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build. 
ings and Grounds to report back the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at 
Jacksonville, Fla. The amendment is an immaterial one, and I am 
directed to ask the concurrence of the Senate therein. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisareport. Let it go on the Calendar and 
take its fair place with other reports of committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia desires 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask concurrence in the amendment of the House, 
It is a quite immaterial amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont ob- 
ject? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to anything; only we can do 
but one thing at a time, and there are a great many things reported 
days ago. wed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall object if it takes a moment’s time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ in line 9, the House 
of Representatives inserted the words: 

Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein |im- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act for the erection and construction of a public building at Oxford, 
Miss.,’’ approved July 12, 1882, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1847) for the purchase of iand for the Federal building in Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
246) to provide for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. C., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricopa and Phoenix Rail- 
way Company, of Arizona, the right of way through the Gila River In- 
dian reservation, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. 1 am instructed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor to report back House bill 9232 with a recommendation that it 
pass. I desire to make a statement of half a minute, and then to ask 
that this bill be put on its passage. It will be remembered-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to pro- 
hibit the importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under 
contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Ter- 
ritories, and the District of Colambia. 

Mr. MILLER. I said I would make a statement of half a minute 
and then I would ask unanimous consent that the bill be taken up. 

It will be remembered that in the last Congress we passed a bill pro- 
hibiting the importation of what is known as contract labor. That bill 
failed to make any proper provision for the enforcement of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I must object. I can not yield for 
this. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator can not object to my statement, for I 
have not yet asked unanimous consent. He can not take me off my 
feet to do that. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I can object to debate on the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I am not debating the bill yet. I have not asked 
unanimous consent, and Ican makeastatement, I think. Ishall have 
to commence over again as I have been interrupted. 

Last year Congress passed a bill prohibiting the importation of con- 
tract labor. It was a bill demanded by all the labor interests of this 
country, but—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MILLER. That bill failed-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
suspend. The Senator from Iowa rises to a question of order. He 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the question pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Senator from New York is mak- 
ing a report from a committee, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. That report was made, I understand. 

Mr. MILLER. It wasnot made. I said I would make a statement 
and then I would make a request for the consideration of the bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

rt of the report, not otherwise. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam making a report from a committee, and I have 
a right to make it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Chair receives the statement as 


The Senator from New York will 


proceed. i 

Mr. MILLER. That bill passed, but it failed to make any proper 
provision for itsenforcement. It left it to the free option of any person 
in the country to make complaint against the importation of contract 
labor, to bring suit, and to recover damages. It did not instruct the 


customs officers of the Government to take any action in regard to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


matter, bat whenever a complaint was made by a private citizen or | 


otherwise the district attorney was instructed to bring suit for damages 
agaiust the shipmaster or against any other person connected with it. 
It has been found substantially to be inoperative. 

Now, we have upon the statute-book a law forbidding the importa- 
tion of convicts or paupers, and that law is properly enforced by the 
Treasury Department, acting through the commissioners of immigra- 
tion, in the various ports of the country where there are commissioners, 
and where there are no commissioners then it is enforced by the col- 
lector of customs. 

The law which we passed last winter, which was so much desired as 
I say, has proved to be of no substantial benefit except that it has acted 
as @ warning to certain people against bringing in contract labor. 

This bill now proposes to empower the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take such means and actions as will prevent the violation of the orig- 
inal law passed last winter. It enables him to make contracts with the 
commissioners of immigration, just as we have heretofore done in regard 
to the importation of convicts or paupers. In the city of New York, or 
where that whole matter is under the controlof a board of commission- 
ers of immigration created by the State of New York, and working un- 
der contract with the Secretary of the Treasury, they enter upon all 
steamships coming into the port to prevent the landing of any convicts 
or paupers, requiring the steamship companies to take such persons 
back to the country from which they brought them. 

This bill proposes to give the Secretary of the Treasury power to do 
precisely the same thing in regard to convict labor, and it reyuires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to enforce the law instead of leaving it to the 
voluntary action of private individuals. 

Unless this bill can be passed, of course the other law will go on in- 
definitely without doing any good. Therefore I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be put on its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 


the bill reported by him. 
Mr. ALLISON. I reserve the right—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, because the bill turns the whole thing of 
the control of vessels and everything else over to State oflicers and the 

wer of the Secretary of the Treasury and collectors of customs will 

entirely impaired. It is a very unsafe bill. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President—— 
; - PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, debate is not 
n order. 

Mr. MILLER. When an objection is made, is that to be accompa- 
nied with debate ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think anybody 
heard the debate of the Senator from Vermont. The Chair promptly 
tried to check the debate. 


Mr. MILLER. All right; let it go. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the petition of Edgar O. Murden, a native of 
fouth Carolina, now a citizen of New Jersey, praying for the removal 
of his disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution, to report it back to the Senate. We find that he was only 
in the revenue-cutter service of the United States, and not in the Navy, 
and therefore his disabilities have already been removed. We recom- 
mend that the prayer of the petitioner be denied. 

The report was agreed to. 


TRANSFERS FROM SENATE LIBRARY. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
transfer to the custody of the Librarian of Congress such volumes and parts of 
Volumes of ne rs in the files of the Senate as are not needed for current 
use in his office, the Librarian of the Senate shall also transfer tothe Library 
SSaeeeees collection of maps now in that Library, the same to be catalogued 
and to part of the collections of the Library of Congress. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the Report 
of the of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool 








Show, held in Philadelphia in September, 1880, direct'me to re 


port 16 
favorably, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution 

It directs that there shall be printed 10,000 copies of the Report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture oa the International Sheep and Wool 
Show, held in Philadelphia, Pa., September, 1880; of which 3,000 copies 


j shall be for the use of members of the S« nate, 6,000 coptes for the use 


of members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 


use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; the work to be subject to the 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISTRIB 

Mr. HAWLEY. I also report favorably from the Committee on 
Printing the joint resolution {H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer 
to forward the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD to our legations abroad, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be likely to lead to debate. 
Senator to let it go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will understand that it is simply to send out 30 or 40 copies of the 


rION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


I ask the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, one to each of our legations abroad. It 
passed the House and is recommended by the State Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it does not lead to debate, I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read 


subject to objection. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to forward, fr of charge, through the Department of State, one copy of 
the daily ConGRESSIONAL RecorpD to each of our legations abroad, commencing 


| at the beginning of the present session. 





By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL VETOES. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague {Mr. PLATT] offered a resolution 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing providing for the 
printing of all Presidential vetoes from the organization of Congress to 
the present time. The committee reports a substitute therefor for 
which it asks consideration. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Printing, be and hereby is, directed to 
have prepared a collection of all Presidential vetoes from the organization of 
Congress to the present time, arranged in chronological order, with explanatory 
notes and an index; and to report the same in print to the Senate on or before 
the 10th day of December next. And the expenses for copying and indexing 


the same, not to exceed $300, shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3) for the relief of Rachel 
Walcott; which wasread twice by its title, and referred tothe Coimmit- 


287 


; tee on Claims. 


~ 
‘ 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2874) authorizing the Coramer- 


| cial National Bank of Marshalltown, Iowa, to change its location and 


name; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
WITHDRAWAL OF 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 

Ordered, That William Talbert have | 
from the files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 

Ordered, That Casimir Suffozyuski be permitted to withdraw the papers in hig 
case from the files of the Secretary of the Senate, under the rules, 

TREASURY SURPLUS. 

Mr. COKE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of House joint resolution No. 126, “ directing payment of the surplus 
in the Treasury on the public debt.”’ 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the resolution be printed and laid on the ta- 
ble; and I give notice that at the conclusion of the morning business on 
Monday next [ shall call it up and ask a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

LOUISIANA PRIVATE 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of tlie 
following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the Interi: 
hereby directed to inform the Senate, on or before its next regular session, wh 
progress has been made annnally by the surveyor-general of Louisiana in sat 
fying and adjusting the confirmed and unsatisfied private-land claims in said 
State, as required by the third section of the act of Congress, approved June 2, 
1858, entitled “An act to provide for the location of certain confirmed private 
land claims in the State of Missouri, and for other purposes.” 

And especially to inform the Senate— 

First. The whole number and aggregate quantity, as near as may be, of said 


claims in said State wholly or partially unsatisfied at the date of said act, and 
entitled to relief under its provisions. 


PAPERS. 


cave to withdraw his petition and papers 


LAND CLAIMS. 


ris 
it 
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Second. The number and aggregate quantity of said claims finally satisfied 








and adjusted under said act, and the number and aggregate quantity remaining 
unsatisfied. 

Third. What defect, in his opinion, if amy, in existing laws, executive regu- 
lations and decisions, or otherwise, impedes the adjustment of said claims under 
said law, and what new legislation and changes in said regulations and decis- 


ions, if any, are required, in his opinion, to enable the said surveyor-general 
to finally adjust and settle said claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an extraordinary resolution, as calling on 
the head of a Department to recommend legislation to Congress. I 
think we had better think of that alittle. My impression is that there 
are some later acts on the subject of private land claims in Louisiana 
which ought to be looked at before we confine ourselves to the act of 
1858. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no desire to insist upon that particular feature 
of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there should be a reference to some later 
statutes; lam pnotsure. If the Senator will allow it to go over, to come 
up as a matter of course on Monday morning, we can look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolution 
goes over. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to siate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 

rinted ? 
, Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better be printed; we can amend it better 
if it is printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over and will 
be printed. 


ACTS RELATING TO LOANS AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Treasury be directed to transmit to the Senate 
the compilation of the lawsof the United ‘Statas relating to loans and currency, 


{ncluding the coinage acts, with index recently Soupatellin the Treasury Depart- 
ment 


DISTRICT STREET-RAILROADS. 


Mr. VEST. I offer the following resolution, and I a: for it imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instracted to inquire 
whether the chartered rights and powers of the corporations owning and oper- 
ating street-railroads in the city of Washington, D. C., are such as to prevent ap- 
propriate legislation by Congress requiring said corporations to remove or alter 
the rails now used by them, and the read-beds of said roads as now constructed 
within said city; and thatthe committee rt in writing to the Senate on the 
first Monday in December next, or as soon t as practicable. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie on the table. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies on the table. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. You mean it is objected to and goes over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to and goes over. 

Mr. INGALLS. Until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lying on the table is a different thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over and will be 
printed. 

RIGHTS OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN BRITISH WATERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions heretofore submitted by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNDs], which come over under objection. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. EpMunpDs July 22 were read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby is, in- 
structed to inquire into the rights of American fishing vessels and merchant 
vessels within the North American possessions of the Queen of Great Britain, 
and whether any rights of such vessels have been v , if so, to what 
extent; that said committee report upon the subject and report whether any 
and what ste ps are necessary to be taken by Congress to insure the protection 
and vindication of the rights of citizens end United a in the premises; 
and that said committee iave power to send for cpamgeneans papers, to employ 
a stenographer, and to sit during the recess of the Senate, either as a full com 
mittee or by any subcommittee thereof, and that any such subcommittee shall 
for the purposes of such investigation bea committee of the Senate to all intents 
and purposes. 

Resolved, That the xpenses of said committee in = investigation 
be paid out of the coamens tor the miscellaneous items of t 
fund of the Senate, upou vouchers to be approved by ieee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2349) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Lanigan, with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
948) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Moody. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the sol- 
lowing bills; in which it reauested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6314) to inerease the pension of James Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8296) to remove the political disabilities of Duff Green 
Reed; and 
A bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to James McGien. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


the enrolled bill (5. 961) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca Kai! road 
Company the righ# to construct bridges over navigable water cou: seg; 
and it was th pon signed by the President pro tempore. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider. 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9478) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the tisc.| 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other pu 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire te go back to page 19 of the bill, to th 
amendment passed over last night at the request of the Senator trom 
Kentacky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment on page 19 will be stated. 

TheCuizrCLerK. The Committee on Appropriations report, at the 
beginning of line 435, to strike out ‘‘That’’ and insert ‘‘And;”’ ip 
line 437, after the words ‘denominations of,’’ to strike out ‘ ones” 
and insert ‘‘one;’’ in the same line, before the words ‘‘and five,’’ to 
strike out “‘twos’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ after the word aollars,” i in 
the same line, to strike out the words ‘‘on all the surplus silver do!) 
now in the Treasury, in payment of the appropriations made in this 
bill and other expenditures or obligations of the Government. That: 
in line 410, before the words “the silver’’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ after tho 
word ‘‘ receivable,’’ in line 441, to insert ‘‘ redeemable;’’ and afte: the 
word ‘‘ character,”’ in line 446, to strike out the words ‘‘and shal! be 
redeemable in standard silver dollars on demand, and when paid into 
the Treasury shall be reissued, subject to the provisions herein for the 
redemption of the same,’’ and insert “Provided, That said denomina- 
tions of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver cer- 
tificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to that extent 
said certificates of larger denominations shall becanceled and destroy ed; 
so a3 to make the clause read: 


And theSecretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars ; and the siiver 
certificates herein authorized shall be receivable, redeemable, and payable in 
like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by the 
act of February 28, 1878, entitled **An act to authorize the coinage of the stand 
ard silverdollar, and to restore its legsi-tender character :"’ Provided, That sai i 
denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver ce: 
ae of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to thatextent said certi! 
of larger denominations shall be canceled and destroy 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis a single amendment, and before proceeding 
to its consideration I ask unanimous consent that after 2 o’clock the 
five-minute rule may be applied to the bill and all amendments theret». 
I desire very much to get through with the bill by 4 0’clock this alter- 
noon, if possible, and I think we can do so by limiting somewhat the 
debate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
after 2 o'clock to-day all debate on the bill and amendments shall he 
limited to the five-minute rule. The question is om agreeing to the 
motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall object to that, unless the Senator excepts the 
pending financial amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mention 2 o’elock, which is two hours and a ha!f 
nearly from this time. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I want to say anything on it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves— 

Mr. HOAR. He asks unanimous consent. It is not a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that under 
the rale a majority can at any time pending an appropriation bill make 
this order. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object, with the understanding indicated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. INGALILS. If this debate begins now—and we are al! aware of 
the of the Senator from Kentucky of continuance and his great 
famili with this subject and the profound interest he feels in |! 
and if he should occupy the time very nearly until 2 o'clock, it would 
obviously be unjust to apply the five-minute rule at the expiration of 
his speech. I therefore ask the Senator from Iowa to withhold his r- 
quest until later, when if it should appear that there is danger o! u- 
necessary or unreasonable delay the rule could be applied. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire tosay that the Senator from Kentucky 
informed me that he would occupy about one hour, and that leaves 2" 
hour and a half, which I supposed would be ample time in which to re- 
ply. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then wait until he is through. . 

Mr. BECK. I rather agree with the Senator from Kansas. W):'!e 
I intend to be as brief as I can, this is a very large subject and the pr 
vision of the House is a very radical proposition 

Mr. ALLISON. The difficulty is, if we wait until the Senator from 






Ken through then some other gentleman will take the fl 
and be obliged to wait until he gets through, and in that way 
we may run along for a week. 


1886. 





The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the motion of the Senator from lowa? 

Mr. HOAR. If that is put asa request for unanimous consent I con- 
sent. If itis endeavored to set a precedent of limiting debate by a 
majority vote in the Senate, I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask unanimous consent, so that the Senator 
from Massachusetts will not object. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I trust the Senator from Iowa will withhold his 
request for unanimous consent until a later hour, when if it becomes 
necessary I have no doubt everybody will agree to it. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that will bedone. I do not want to have the 
floor for an hour or so and have everybody else gagged in advance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will waive my request for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
floor. 

Mr. BECK. I know this is a very important question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Kentucky will 
pause for a moment the Chair will try to get order in the Chamber. 

Mr. BECK. I should like that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please resume their 
seats. The Chair noticed a day or two since, during the discussion, 
that nearly every Senator was engaged in full conversation, quite a 
number being present, and a very slight whisper under those circum- 
stances is certain to be an embarrassment to the speaker. The rules 
require that Senators shall refrain from conversation and be in order. 
The Chair will endeavor to enforce that rule if possible. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Pretident, however reluctant the Senate may be, 
at this late day of the session, to enter upon the discussion of questions 
invol radical changesin our financial system, we are compelled, by 
reason of the action of the House of Representatives, to meet these ques- 
tions and to decide them on their merits. 

In the “sundry civil bill’ the House has incorporated the following 
provisions, the second of which radically changes existing laws and reg- 
ulations relative to our coin and the paper representatives thereof. 

It has been amended by the Appropriation Committee of the Senate. 

The parts stricken out and the words in Italics show the difference in 


7 the two propositions: 


Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 
States notes of large denomination in lieu of notes of small denomination can- 
celed or retired. 


- 7. = 
Andthe ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue sil- 
ver certificates in minatious of (ones) one, [twos] two, and five dollars [on all 
the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury, in payment of the appropriations 
made in this bill and other expenditures or obligations of the Government. 
That}; and the silver certificates herein authorized shal! be receivable, redeema- 


ble, and — in like manner and for like pu as is provided for silver cer- 
tificates by the act of February 23, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coin- 


age of the standard silver dollar, and w restore its legal-tender character "’ 
and shall be redeemable in standard silver dollars on demand, and when paid 
to the Treasury shall be reissued, subject to the provisions herein for the re- 
demption of the same |: Provided, That said denominations of one, two, and five dol- 
lars or issued in lieu of silver certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, 
and to extent said certificates of larger denominations shall be canceled and de- 


As the sundry civil bill must pass in some form before we adjourn, 
because it provides the money for successfully carrying on the various 
ts of the Government, and as the House had the undoubted 
right to make the provisions it has relative to our coinage and currency, 
a part of it, and as the simple striking out of these provisions will not 
secure the passage of the bill without them, we are compelled to con- 
sider them upon their merits whether we want to or not, making such 
amendments to them as we think will best promote the public interest. 
It was because these questions were before us in that shape that I 
gave notice the other day of the following amendment which I propose 
to offer as a substitute for both the House provisions and the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 
There were two or three mistakes in it as originally printed, which I 


have corrected. It now reads as follows: 
_ Pro That hereafter no United States note shall be issued of a denomina- 
tion less nm $10 nor more than $500, and the denominations higher than $0 


shall not exceed in value one-fourth of the value of the total amount outstand- 
ing at any time; and not more than one-fourth in value of the amount of circu- 
lation issued to national banks outstanding at any time shall be of a less denom- 
ination than $10: Provided further, That in all new issues coin certificates shall 
be hereafter substituted for silver certificates and gold certificates, wherever 
either is authorized to be issued under existing laws; and all gold and silver 
certificates now outstanding shall he retired, if now owned by the United States, 
or when they are received at the Treasury or any subtreasury, and coin certifi- 
cates of the denominations hereby provided for issued in their stead ; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue coin certifi- 
cates, in denominations of $1, $2,and $5. on all the surplus coin and gold bullion 
held at any time by the Treasury as the property of the United States in excess 
of $100,000,000 of gold and silver coin and gold bullion, and pay out the same in 
discharge of all the obligations of the United States except such as have been 
made payable expressly in coin; and it shall be the duty of the 

Treasurer of the United States, upon the receipt of an original certificate of de- 
posit issued by the United States assistant treasurer at any United States sub- 
treasury, stating that there has been deposited therein, by any person or cor- 
eles. anld coin or standard silver dollars of the United States in the sum of 
range Lpern ne thereof,to order payment of a like amount in coin certifi- 
counter of any United States depository designated by the depos- 

itor, in such denominations as he may request in writing, at not less than $1 or 
which shall be redeemable in gold or silver coin, at the 

option of the United States; and all the certificates hereby authorized, when 
| ae the Treasury, shall be reissued, or new certificates of the same denom- 
substituted for such as are returned because of being mutilated or de- 
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faced, as now provided by law in regard to the notes of the United States. No 
coin certificates shall be issued of a denomination greater than $500, and at least 
two-thirds in value of such certificates outstanding at any time shall be of de- 
nominations not exceeding $50. 

We can not shut our eyes to the fact that the good of the country 
requires us to make important changes in existing laws and Treasury 
regulations in order to prevent ruinous contraction of the currency in 
consequence of the withdrawal of a large portion of that now in exist- 
ence, by the reduction of national-bank circulation and by the lock- 
ing up in the Treasury of the surplus revenue collected under our ex- 
cessive and onerous system of taxation. 

Certain facts are self-evident: First, that Congress is unable or un- 
willing to reduce taxation. No man regrets that more than I do. 
Therefore, the $96,000,000 surplus collected during the fiseal year end- 
ing June, 30, 1586, will be increased during the present fiscal year, and 
each succeeding year, unless we make wasteful and extravagent appro- 
priations, so that the annual surplus hereafter will not be less tian 
$100,000,000, no matter what our Treasury officials may say to the 
contrary. Second, the Treasurer of the United States in his letter 
to my colleague in the House, Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, dated 
July 12, 1886, shows that there is only about one hundred and thirty- 
six millions of 3 per cent. bonds actually outstanding, and that there 
is enough idle money now lying in the Treasury to pay them all off 
and leave a large surplus. 

It shows, certainly, that before the close of the present fiscal vear 
they can all be paid, and all the reserve that the most conservative & 
ator would insist on holding in the Treasury for any purpose wil! be 
there from the collections made by our tax-gatherers during this y: 

That letter reads as follows: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STates, Washington, July 12, 1836. 


Sm: Your letter of the 12th instant is before me, asking 

First. What is the number of 3 per cent. bonds now outstanding, and of this 
number how many have been called for and not presented? 

Second. What number of bonds of each issue of 3 percents, 4} percents, and 4 
percents are deposited by national banks to secure na :ional-bank currency 

Third. What was the total cash in the Treasury July 10, and of what did this 
cash consist ? 

Bm oa What have been the daily receipts of the Treasury during the mouth 
of July’ 

To the first question I reply as follows: 
Amount of 3 per cent. bonds outstanding, to include July 10, 1836. 
Of this amount bonds of the one hundred and thirty-eighth call 

I II II ais meciaecinnntnetecnennnaiivnel 4,007, 700 
3 per cent. bonds called and matured not yet presented for pay 

ment 7, 770, 200 


$147, 884, 950 
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Actually outstanding. ..............cccccc.csccccsceesees 136, 057, 050 

To the second: 
Currency sixes.... Midi dhaindguiibitlianaistiiatntiadaindclinias 3, 565, 000 
Four-and-one-halfs. : 50, 821 ) 
4 percents ...... alta marigmamdi ia nmbienguepnemnmeneaniiiiicin : 114, 212, 500 
Bt iisistanconnnapencmncesqesccsetionssennepecene. cotenn 106, 783, 600 
a ee secesscee 4. BN, SOD 
To the third: 

Total cash in Treasury July 10, 1886: 
I ial cali llanacltmsaisittinatibemmcantinganiomniiia 35, 998, 623 
tian siasiaiieiiieiaesaaian 296, 309 
Standard silver dollars.................. 180, 908, 271 
Gold coin ........ ee 189, 577, 451 
Subsidiary silver coin...........<..<-+++++ 28, 7386, 635 
ns cr ttendieinitnneeanenateeaeiamtmaaal 52,414,110 
IEEE ncn cassenteodseniccnpindentiecssepenioniness estédes 27, 529, 320 
Gold Lallion...... 42, 137, 404 
Silver bullion 3, 547, 831 
ST inti cestaetineealhdeie alin nmibantamnnmennnemnnnanpepeneatonste<e ; 350, 496 
In national-bank depositaries...................ccccecceeeeseeres iebiutiesintiitiecdaeies 11, 994, 308 

aaa ceciar caer tae aillind eine enmmtmmnenahemmesninnendineett 573, 845, 683 

o * . * o * 


A copy of this reply has been forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury 
Very respectfully, 
©. N. JORDAN, Treasurer Uniled Slates. 
Hon, WILLIAM P. C. BRECKINRIDGE, 
House of Representatives. 

Third. It is an undisputed fact that we have so adjusted the public 
debt that after the 3 per cent. bouds are paid off it is out of our power 
to pay any more of our interest-bearing obligations as a matter of right 
until September, 1891, when two hundred and fifty millions of 4} per- 
cents mature. After those are paid, the remaining seven hundred and 
thirty-seven millions can not be paid until 1907 otherwise than by buy- 
ing them in open market. 

Fourth. Although the national banks now have a right to issue cur- 
rency without limit equal to 90 per cent. of all the bonds of the United 
States held by them, they have in fact contracted their circulation in 
the last few years nearly if not quite $80,000,000; not because they 
desire to do so, nor because the business of the country did not need 
the currency, but because the bonds upon which their circulation was 
based have been paid off, and the premium on the four-and-a-hal fs and 
4 percents has become so high, because of their scarcity and the uses 
to which they can be put, that the banks can not afford to buy them, 
as the profit on the circulation is not equal to the premium. 

Tt will be seen by the letter of the Treasurer which I have just read 
that the national banks now hold nearly one hundred and seven mill- 
millions of our 3 per cent. bonds, which will be withdrawn from them 
in a year or so; so that a further contraction of their circulation, which 
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is now only in fact two hundred and fifty millions, will be redce2d at 
least eighty millions more, while the legal-tender notes, lying idie in 
the Treasury on deposit for the redemption of their retired notes, which 
ran up from November 1, 1885, from $39,542,979 to $61,580,663 on the 
25th of June last, will be doubled before another year has expired, to 
the great detriment of the business of the country. 

The last official data I have in regard to the national-bank notes out- 
standing is contained in the following statement from the Comptroller 
of the Currency, dated June 25, 1886: 


Treascry DEPARTMENT, 
OFrFrice OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 
Washington, June 25, 1886. 


National-bank notes outstanding. 














Tecansiiennaseeaiplimacaden 
Date. | Currency. | Gold notes. | Total, 
= ad | 
i. ee $315, 462, 899 $384,269 | $315, 847, 168 
SOS FB, Bc cceretinttichnccctrietmntbiied S11, 510, 245 | 328, 049 311, 838, 294 
Decrease since November 1, 1885..| 3, 952, 654 56, 220 4, 008, 874 
National-bank notes outstanding November 1, 1885, 
including notes of national gold banks.................... $315, 847, 168 
Deduct lawful moncy on deposit............ccccccesseeresseeees 39, 542, 979 
————_ $276, 304, 189 
National-bank notes outstanding June 1, 1886, includ- 
ST Re CRIN. vis cadens ccthinacctnenacbensiscinscsabennbinclitiie 11, 838, 294 
Deduct lawful money on deposit.............0-.-csseresereeere 61, 580, 663 
——— 1 20, 257,681 
Decrease since November 1, 1885...... pecsanpevecsnoiibenseiadiiaitl somes 26, 046, 558 
Actual decrease of circulation from November 1, 1885, to June 1, 
BEDS .n:-cqsngronewuparnenmmeneasneunevemmnnnenereninens apide: whined $4, 008, 874 
Decrease of circulation secured by United States bonds from No- 


veneer 3, BERG, Ob See BBB ncccccestoenncscccnanstensentsensvtestavinetapenis 26, 046, 558 


As the banks hold over one hundred and fourteen millions of the 4 
per cent. bonds maturing in 1907, they may be tempted by the high 
premium to sell them and thus contract the currency that much more. 
‘They certainly will if they think thatitis to the interest of their stock- 
holders to do so. No one will be silly enough to assume that they will 
be restrained for a moment in doing whatever will best subserve their 
private interests by any consideration for the public welfare. 

Fifth. The sham that Congress has been parading before the country 
for the last ten years as to the necessity of taxing the people to main- 
tain an annual sinking fund which the Secretary of the Treasury fixes 
this year at $45,750,000, and estimates for next year at $46,659,000, 
can no longer be kept up, or the necessity forit even plausibly asserted, 
as there are no longer any bonds to sink without buying those that do 
not mature for years at any premium the holders may see fit to ask. 

I have struggled in vain for years to have that law modified or re- 
pealed because our bonds of 1891 and 1907 could not be paid. At last 
the folly of maintaining it is now so apparent, that I doubt whether any 
Senator will venture to advocate the continuance of it longer. 

The estimates for our necessary annual expenditures may just as well 
be redaced forty-six millions, since the sinking-fund humbug can no 
longer be successfully used as a pretext for keeping up onerous taxation. 

No Senator will now say that we ought to be required by law to im- 
pose and collect taxes annually to the amount of $46,000,000 in excess 
of the ordinary wants of the Government in order to buy bonds bearing 
4 per cent. interest twenty years before they are due, and pay $127,- 
000,000 for each $100,000,000 we buy. A private trustee would be 
treated by any respectable court as a knave or a fool who managed his 
employer’s affairs in that way. 

As I think the time has come at last when my often-presented bills to 
repeal the sinking-fund laws will receive consideration, if not during this 
session at the next, I will at the risk of being charged with wander- 
ing from my subject say something about this sinking-fund legislation. 
It has been used for the last twelve years simply as a means of prevent- 
ing Congress from reducing taxation. Indeed in 1875 it was made the 
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pretext for increasing the taxes on whisky, tobacco, and sugar, and for 
reinstating all the provisions of the war tariff which a Republican Con. 
gress had reduced 10 per cent. in 1872. 

I resisted all the false pretenses then so ostentatiously paraded, and 
showed by official statements that ail the clamor about violated faith 
in not maintaining this so-called sacred fund was untrue. I proved hy 
the official reports of Secretaries Morrill and Sherman in 1876 and 
1877 that all possible claims under it had been met and provided for 
and over $220,000,000 in excess had been paid, but I could not even 
get a respectful hearing for my resolution of January 21, 1878, the last 
preamble of which, with the resolution, is as follows: 


And whereas the present Secretary of the Treasury, in his report to this Con. 
gress, in December last, after repeating the statements of his predecessor upon 
that subject, says: “On the same basis the amount of the sinking fund would 
have reached $475,318,888.78 on the Ist of July, 1877, on which date the reduction 
of the debt, including accrued interest, less cash in the Treasury, since its highest 
point in 1865, amounted to $696,273.348.17,” or $220,954,459.39 in excess of the 
amount required by law to be provided for that fund: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), That it is un- 
necessary and inexpedient either to maintain or impose taxes at this time for 
the purpose of providing for the $37,196,045.04 asked for by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in his estimates for the purpose of providing further for the sinking 
fund, and that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed not to purchase 
any bonds for the reduction of the grinaipal of the national debt till the further 
order of Congress; and that the committees of Congress having charge of the 
subject be, and they are hereby, instructed not to provide for the payment, during 
the next fiscal year, for any part of said sum in the adjustment of the taxation 
required for the maintenance and support of the Government. 


The protectionists knew that their excuse for keeping up high-tariff 
taxation would have been swept away to the extent of over $37,000,000 
a year, and they were a unit in resisting its repeal. They did not con- 
tent themselves with mere opposition; they magnified its importance 
and swelled it up by every possible contrivance until the Secretary of 
the Treasury tells us in his last report that ‘‘ the requirements of the 
sinking fund for the present fiscal year, computed upon the same basis 
as in former years, will aggregate $49,000,000,’’ an increase since 1878 
of $12,000,000 a year. Nobody outside of the Treasury in determin- 
ing what was 1 per cent. of the debt of the United States, when they 
saw the statement— 


TR Ca. ccccuspennessciinetinrsinntnipapeaiidnenennmenciapeanenenccuseupresnegencentee $1, 800, 000, 000 
NE Sn er I ccocennsamscoctaibitqnpesttiecuesnvisubehnnatnscunjaasnenmentecesee ese 400, 000, 000 


Debt less cash in the Treasury ...... veneuiperbenet eden eileen: seven 1, 400, 000, 000 


would decide that the 1 per cent. for the sinking fund on the debt should 
be $18,000,000 instead of $14,000,000, yet that was the system up to the 
time when Mr. Manning thought that another construction might be 
be given. He thought that we might claim that our own cash in the 
Treasury which nobody had any claim on should not be charged against 
us as a debt even to swell a sacred fund. Secretary Manning thought 
too that the interest charge for 1886, which exceeded $29,000,000, 
might be reduced $9,000,000 (it ought to be reduced $14,000,000). I 
have a complete table, which was made with great care, showing all 
the facts relative to the sinking fund and how it is made up, but it 
would take too long to explain it. The recapitulation is easily under- 
stood. It shows that $586,415,491 has been set apart for this fund, and 
that while 3 per cent. is the rate of interest now on Government bonds 
we are charged 6 per cent. on over $55,000,000 of retired greenbacks 
and fractional currency that never bore interest. 

The proposed rate is also shown. The whole performance is a hum- 
bug; and I have only taken time to refer to it now in order to show that 
the law ought to have been repealed long ago, and it would have been 
if it had not been that it was used to keep up taxation and aid the pro- 
tectionists, who up to Mr. Manning’s time ran the Treasury and kept 
its accounts to make the strongest showing possible for the maintenance 
of the highest rate of tariff taxation, and the sinking fund was the strong- 
est card they had to play. The recapitulation of how they manufact- 
ured $29,000,000 of interest to add to the 1 per cent. on the debt, and 
thus make up an annual sinking fund of over $47,000,000, will not be 
as plain as if the detailed statement was given, but I think Senator 
will understand it. It is as follows: 


Requirement of bond payments on account of interest on redemptions for sinking fund, 1886. 
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Requirement on account of interest, as per financial report of 1885. $29, 297, 540 50 
Requirement on account of interest, as proposed 20, 267,747 25 
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Reduction of requirement, as proposed 9,029,793 25 

Mr. President, I agree that this sinking-fund matter is not strictly 

rmane to the proposition I am discussing, but it precipitated the pres- 
ent condition of things and it has to be dealt with very soon. There- 
fore we may as well be looking to see what can be done with the ele- 
phant we haveon our hands. 

Coming back to the questions more strictly relating to the currency, 
it is or ought to be conceded that we must have a paper currency that 
the people can use in their ordinary transactions. It is obvious that 
the national banks can not be longer relied on to furnish it. Some- 
thing must be done and done now. 

The remedy I propose differs somewhat from that proposed by the 
House. It is, however, in the same line, and would, I think, be ac- 
ceptable toa majority of that body. I propose, as it is apparent that we 
can no longer rely upon national-bank circulation, to substitute small 
notes for it based upon coin; and I seek to abolish all distinction or dis- 
crimination between our gold and silver coin by issuing on the deposit 
of either “‘coin’’ certificates of the denominations desired by the de- 
positor, within the limits set forth in my amendment, which shall be 
redeemable in either gold or silver coin, at the option of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

It will not do to assume that men will not deposit gold coin and take 
certificates which may be paid in silver. Our past experience negatives 
that assumption. When Hon. John Sherman, then Secretary of Treas- 
ury, issued the following order— 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., September 18, 1880, 
Until further notice the United States assistant treasurer in New York will 


pay out at his counter standard silver dollars orsilver certificates in sums of $10, 


or any multiples thereof, inexchange for like amounts of gold coin or gold bull- 
ion deposited with him. 

Upon the receipt by the Treasurer of the United States in this city of an origi- 
nal certificate of deposit issued by the United States assistant treasurer at New 
York, that there has been deposited with him gold coin or gold bullion 
in the sum of $10, or any multiple thereof, payment of a like amount in stand- 
ard silver dollars or silver certificates at the counter of any United States assist- 
ant treasurer ted by the depositor will be ordered. 

JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


The demand for silver certificates was such that in December, 1881, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in his report, says: 
The Department has issued silver certificates at the several subtreasury offices, 
n o Spe of gold coin in like amount with the assistant treasurer at New 
ork, through this means certificates have been issued for nearly all the 


silver held by the Treasury, These certificates amount to about $66,000,000 and 
are now outstanding. 


That condition of things doubtless rendered the following order nec- 
cessary, aS all or nearly all the silver coin in the Treasury was repre- 
sented by outstanding silver certificates: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 1, 1881. 

Until further notice the exchange of silver certificates for gold coin deposited 
at the office of the United States assistant treasurer at New York will be sus- 
pended, and Department circular No, 75, of September 18, 1880, is hereby modi- 


fied accordingly. 
. H. F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary. 

The privilege was afterward temporarily extended and the amount 
of gold coin deposited was increased from $66,000,000 to $80,730,500, 
when it was withdrawn. 

The Treasurer, in his last report, page 24, says: 

The issue of silver certificates by Treasury officers in the South and West for 
gold coin ited with the assistant treasurer at New York, under depart- 


mental ci of September 18, 1880, was discontinued in January last. The 
amount which had been issued in that mannerto the date named was $80,730,500. 


I confess I never coul4 understand why the privilege of depositing 
gold and receiving silver certificates for it should have been refused so 
long as there was a silver dollar lying idle in the Treasury to redeem the 
ou silver certificates with, assuming that \ur Treasury officials 
are honest in the professions they have always mie ofa desire to main- 
tain, support, circulate the silver dollar, or, whatis the same thing, 
its legal representatives. The $80,000,000 of gold paid for silver cer- 
tificates became at once the absolute property of the United States, the 
man who took the silver certificates voluntarily gave his gold in ex- 
change for the paper he received after sending it to New York at his 
own expense. He asked no better security for what he took than the 
much abused silver dollar. So long as he was willing to exchange gold 
for a certificate payable in silver, the abuse of silver comes with a bad 
grace from our officials, when they refuse to take gold for it 
<a payable in it. Surely our stock of gold coin is thereby in- 

to exactly the same extent that the citizen who gave it to us 
took paper payable in silver. My proposition restores that privilege. 

If men do not desire to deposit gold for certificates payable in either 
coin, at the option of the Government, they will not; if they desire to 
do so they ought to have the right; and all distinction either by law 
or executive orders ought to be abolished between the gold and silver 
coins of the country, if for no other purpose than to let our own officials, 
the country, and the world know that they are both coins of the United 
States, equal under our laws, and equally protected by our authority 
and it, no matter what bullion dealers in London or Berlin may 
say or do in regard to the raw material out of which they are made. 
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Our stamp, our adoption of each coin, takes each equally out of the 
fluctuations of the bullion market. 

Fully agreeing with the House that it is a violation of the trust con- 
fided to them for our Treasury officials needlessly to lock up in their 
vaults the money which they have received from our tax-gatherers, and 
either fail or refuse to pay out the surplus not needed promptly in the 
liquidation of our interest-bearing debt, so as <o lighten the burdens of 
taxation hereafter to the extent of the interest stopped by the payment 
of the principal, I go further and insist that it is wise to secure agaiust 
loss and abrasion by use, as far as possible, the coins which form the 
basis of our circulation by retaining them in the Treasury and by issu- 
ing paper representatives of them in such denominations as will cause 
them to circulate freely and satisfactorily as currency among the peo- 
ple. Therefore I propose that the Treasury Department shall issue cer- 
tificates to represent coin owned by the United States which shall be 
of the denominations of one, two, and five dollars to an amount equal 
to the circulation of small notes needed for trade, and when issued on 
coin deposited by citizens they shall be in such denominations, not ex- 
ceeding $500, as they may desire; always provided that not exceeding 
one-fourth in value outstanding at any time shall be in denominations 
exceeding $50. 

I do not regard any note or certificate in excess of $500 as currency 
in any sense, and I deny that the United States is under any sort of obli- 
gation to become the depositary, holder, or insurer of the coin of any 
man or set of men by giving them one-thousand-dollar or ten-thousand- 
dollar notes or certificates which are not intended for general circula- 
tion. All our issues of substitutes for money ought to be confined to 
currency for general use. In all issues of denominations exceeding 
$500 our Treasury and subtreasuries are simply used for the private 
convenience of rich men and wealthy corporations, while we, without 
compensation, pay all the expenses of these costly establishments and 
become insurers and voluntary bailees without pay for their accom- 
modation. 

We receive ample compensation for our storage and care of all the 
coin represented by notes and certificates of small denominations in the 
loss and destruction which is a necessary consequence of active use, and 
the casualties from fire, flood, and the thousand risks to which they are 
daily subjected, all of which inure to the benefit of the tax-payers of 
the country, as we only redeem those returned to the Treasury. The 
one-thousand-dollar and ten-thousand-dollar certificates are held in the 
private vaults of their owners more safely and cheaply than gold or sil- 
ver coin could be held; they never see the light of day and are never 
subjected to any risk, except that of being carried to the United States 
Treasury when the owner wants the coin. Therefore we only aid them 
in withdrawing that much money from general use, as they would put 
it in circulation rather than hold it at theirown risk. There are now 
$84,738,000 in gold certificates of denominations of $1,000 and upward 
out of a total of $128,746,825 outstanding. There are $37,432,000 of 
legal-tender notes in denominations of $1,000 and upward; while out of 
a totul of $115,821,675 of silver certificates outstanding only $1,920,000 
are of the denomination of $1,000, as shown by the following tables fur- 
nished to me by the acting Secretary of the Treasury the other day: 


The United States legal-tender notes outstanding on June 30, 1886, were com- 
posed of the following denominations: 























I tisnctnicantindenicnnccenncdegiqnatodnsicdmimaniiipredebaciannnueareneenseenanteuettiin $17, 603, 922 
PITTI ics dncisitiduisiscnncnilectidageningetantaladsainetinieapibaummunebatmieseenete cheese 18, 204, 370 
ST dinsctensecevenecunscesenecedistnn sibesabebbiiasemseacieanenesesvennensetecterebsoneoese 85, 629, 220 
IIS 0 ianrtirien cetepenreunnnelabvatiniguieanpminatannregindnineianhidernieeneen 66, 658, 660 
PETTITTE cnccuniniceyinceanenninnpnabsdhieunnigenansteaapannineesanneetnbidvehnedinensotee® 55, 078, 380 
ii nih ceca ndnnaecn asehstbedinibeieseasbunoonsanees 23, 291, 300 
One hundred dollars 31, 359, 700 
Five hundred dollars. 12, 424, 000 
One thousand dollars.... 37, 362, 000 
eo semuaicbeveaadnenidinesasetindioicznserens 60, 000 
al ciaaihiedodneampetedunbnneieesnenaisucaee 10, 000 
347, 681, 552 

Deduct for unknown denominations destroyed............00....000 1, 000, 000 
Total United States legal-tender motes.............:.sccceresesseseeeceseeeee 346, 681, 552 


The outstanding gold certificates on the same date were composed of the fol- 
lowing denominations: 








Twenty dollars , 976, 470 
Fifty dollars............... _ 9,717, 955 
rear CIIIIIGIIIL, ... . . cncusescnevavscnnsooncnsdbunenagataseenbens abs péncien thoeséseeusessoese 8.043, 900 
NES GTB ecce- ccocccccecscrsecceconsseseussomnbensonquestooueoencscocomocoosotse 13, 370, 500 
One thousand dollars............ sasedsdincensanntaatielnllbdld-aeubecesesdueboreeses cueces 18, 278, 000 
Five thousand dollars... 13, 430, 000 
ST EIT UITEIEIDccoccncornsasenen: enpndsoustemieutensdtveneesshbevorersteavesee 53, 030,000 
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And the outstanding silver certificates by denominations were: 

TTT eadadeeieieenensaseeseliadaiiaminidasainaens Geet mee 
OIE GBD ccccccncacce eovececccocosnecncsetcoeces coves oceces sosccucosemnabsosessées oseeete 44, 882, 628 
Fifty dollars ............... 7, 334, 840 
One hundred dollars.... 9, 610, 820 
Five hundred dollars.... 1, 8:35, 000 
ee ch ahd beeeabedndr sbdedewesecdeuencerencse covets cosets 1, 920, 000 





Total silver Certificates........cc.cccscssscorccccsossssssscrscscccserscsseessesessseres 115, sz , 675 
Total currency issues of the United States.................-.-00+ ssscssessesevene SOL, 250, O52 
The outstanding national-bank notes on June 30, 1886, WeTE..........000 309, 010, 460 








Total currency of all issues............ccceeceersreeesecerecsrrenseees vinitindvia » 900, 260,512 
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It will be observed that I propose to limit the five-dollar notes of the 
national banks to one-fourth in value of the amount of their circula- 
tion, which is about the average of notes of that denomination now 
ealled for by them. The Comptroller in his last report says “‘ the 
fives constitute 26 per cent. of the entire circulation ’’ (see page 141), 
and I propose to prohibit the reissue of legal-tender notes of denomi- 
nations less than $10. 

My object is obvious. -I seek to increase the coin certificates of small 
denominations and the use of silver coin as small change, which can only 
be done permanently and effectually by withdrawing the other notes of 
like denominations whose place the coin certificates will gradually fill. 
The life of notes of small devuominations being, as the Treasurer states, 
only about three years, it will not take long to make the substitution even 
if we wait for those now outstanding to be returned as mutilated paper, 
which will be the case in regard to only a small part of them, as most 
of them will reach the Treasury very soon in the regular course of pay- 
ments. 

I propose that the Treasury officials shall see to it that small certifi- 
cates are issued sufficient to supply the wants of the people by issuing 
them on our surplus idle coin, leaving it optional with depositors of 
coin, who want certificates, to take such denominations as best suit their 
purposes, As they can always beinformed how many “ones,’’ ‘‘twos,’’ 
and ‘‘fives’’ are outstanding there need be no apprehension that they 
will take more than can be kept in active use, the object of all coin de- 
positors being to obtain circulation of the denominations most needed 
at the time for the wante of trade. 

There are now about $121,000,000 of legal-tender notes of denomina- 
tions of $5 and under outstanding, and probably $75,000,000 of $5 na- 
tional-bank notes. They are diminishing so rapidly it is not easy to 
speak with accuracy as to them, but it is safe to say that the change of 
denominations I propose would in less than two years open a place for 
$200,000,000 of coin certificates of denominations of $5 and under, and 
that not less than $125,000,000 of them could be used at once advan- 
tageously. Perhaps the $50,000,000 of $10 silver certificates now out- 
standing might be reduced somewhat by the proposed change; that 
depends a great deal on the improvement in our industries which we 
all hope for. 

As the advantage the ‘‘ greenbacks’’ have over certificates and na- 
tional-bank notes consists in the fact that the bank notes are redeem- 
able in them, and they are legal tender for all debts, public and private, 
and are by law fixed in volume at about $346,000,000, there is no need 
for any of them to be in denominations of less than $10 when we can 
fill their place with certificates based on coin, The legal-tender quality 
is not needed in payments of sums of $10 orless. Coin is always ready 
for that purpose, while notes not less than $10 are more convenient to 
hold as a reserve for bank circulation, or for use in payment of taxes or 
customs dues, for which legal-tender notes are now used more than all 
= forms of currency combined, as shown by the following official 
table: 


Statement showing the monthly receipts from customs at New York, from 
July, 1835, and the percentage of each kind of money received. 
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It will thus be seen that for the last month over 81 per cent. of all 
the taxes on imported goods at the port of New York was paid in 
greenbacks, notwithstanding the provision of law that “‘ coin and coin 
only shall be receivable for customs dues.’’? That is one of the eva- 
sions of law which I do not complain of. I insist, however, that Con- 
gress ought to legalize it, and not wink at executive disregard of bad 
Congressional enactments. 

We have been furnished lately with another striking evidence of the 

pularity of our paper money. The bonds are payable in “‘ coin.” 

iity million of dollars of 3 per cent. bonds have been paid off since 
January 1, 1886, yet the holders of more than three-fourths of them re- 
ceived payment in greenbacks, because they preferred them even to 


gold. 
The reason is obvious; and the custom-house returns showing pay- 
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ment at 81 per cent. in greenbacks for June proves that the money ro. 
ceived by the bondholders was at once loaned to the importers an) })y 
them paid to the custom-house officers, and the Treasurer when }). ;;. 
ceived it paid it out toall of us in satisfaction of the obligations 0; ;},, 
Government. There was no sense in hauling gold or silver about »; 
great expense and risk when the paper substitute answered every ))\;;. 
pose without risk or cost, yet every greenback can be legally and |i. 
orably redeemed with the standard silver dollar; they are but silyer o; 
coin certificates with general legal-tender quality. 

Again, Mr. President, we have been often told that the Treasury j, 
in danger of being depleted of its gold coin. Even the sacred bum) yy 
called a reserve, which is about as silly a pretense as the sacred sin\:. 
ing fund, would be endangered if we ventured to pay off the 3 per cent, 
bonds. I and others have steadily denied it. 

The discussion in the early part of last winter reached the country 
The people made themselves heard. They demanded relief from the 
interest-bearing debt, and insisted that their money should not be 
locked up any longer, but should be applied promptly to the payment 
of their debts. Their voice was partially heeded, and over $50,000,009 
of bonds have been paid off in the last six months. 

Have any of the gloomy forebodings of the alarmists been verified? 
Has the Treasury been depleted? Has gold taken wings and flown to 
more favored climes? 

The following official table answers these questions in the ne 


ative 


Statement showing the amount of gold coin and bullion in the Trecsury 
and of gold certificates outstanding at the end of each month. 
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Tully BL...ccceseonsceseverseeeeveene/ $249, 867,595 20 [$17,322,320 |$123, 289, 000 [$126, 078, 595 39 
August 31.............-0+-seeees| 250, 257,417 89 | 16,606,230 | 123, 885, 490 | 126,371,927 49 
September 30...................| 251, 251, 114 54 | 22,249,240 | 118,127,790 | 133,113,324 54 
De DR irrttettencsnniieti 251, 350,349 29 | 31, 115, 850 | 109,020,760 | 142,338, 589 29 
November 30.........c-.c-| 251, 945,578 13 | 34,492,968 | 105,554,092 | 146,301, 456 13 
December 31.. anes 253, 351, 409 48 | 34,350, 479 | 105,359,901 | 147,991, sus 43 
1886. 
Tanuary 30.......cerecenereeeee 251,371,561 58 | 24,060,709 | 115,284,951 | 136,086, 610 58 
Pebewe ry 87.00... ..vscsccccceres 249, 801, O87 53 | 33,671,010 | 105,427,050 | 144, 164,037 53 
Marels 81..........c.0cc0seceeeeee 242, 155, 167 40 | 46,797,927 | 90,775,643 | 151,579,524 40 
FREE Di ciqnssttthinieepennosomnd 240, 580,532 67 | 52,396,875 | 84,715,225 | 155,865,207 67 
I i aaa atti inal 236, 424, 734 21 | 51,785,670 | 80, 120,025 | 156,304. 709 2! 
838,123 91 | 55, 129,870 044 


379 156, 793, 745 9! 





It will thus be seen that we had over $30,000,000 more net gold coin 
and bullion in the Treasuryon July 1, 1886, than we had July 1, 1+-5, 
and over $20,000,000 more than we had January 1, 1886, when we be san 
to pay off the $50,000,000 of bonds, thus fulsifying all the predict.vis 
of the gold worshipers. 

Mr. President, I hardly thiik the amendment I propose needs any 
further explanation. We have determined to maintain the gold and 
silver coins of the United States of the standard value of July 14, 157), 
as equal to each other in all respects, no matter how much the bullion 
in each may vary in the London market. 

Having so determined, it is not only our right but our duty to use 
them and treat them upon terms of absolute equality in all the trans- 
actions of the Government and to take care that they are on equal 
terms invested with every function which will add to their value and 
utility, because it is use that gives value tocoin. Money is worth noth- 
ing to its owner till he parts with it. That may bea ‘“‘bull,’’ but its 
a fact. It is its potentiality not its possession that gives it value. 

I seek to furnish both the Government and the owners of coin with 
the means of parting with it on terms advantageous to themselves and 
to the people who receive it, in the form of currency, securing 
both; one by holding and preserving the coin, and the other by baving 
the right to demand so much of it as he can return the paper represent 
atives of, when he thinks he would rather have coin than paper. 

That is-all I care to say in regard to the merits of the substitute | 
have offered. I believe it would aid, and in no way embarrass, 0"'' 
Treasury officials in the cireulation of small notes. I think it is better 
than the House proposition contained in the text of the bill, and w:0'! 
be more likely to be accepted by the House than the amend wen! 
mitted by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

It will be observed that there are two distinct and in some rect 
inconsistent provisions in the House bill. The first seeks to main. 
the legal-tender notes of small denominations, while the secon! \\- 
quires silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dol!a's 
to be issued on “‘all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury |" 
payment of the oo. made in this bill and other ex penditurs 
and obligations of the Government.’’ 




















1886. 





Of course the small notes and small certificates will compete with 
each other, and as the legal-tender notes are a well-known and long- 
established currency they will be preferred, and the object the House 
had in view when it required the issue of silver certificates of small 
denominations will be thwarted to the extent that the small legal- 
tender notes and small certificates compete, as there is a limit beyond 
which the business interests of the country does not need small notes 
of any sort. ‘The Treasury Department in its effort to increase the circu- 


of one and two dollar United States notes over $14,000,000, as shown 
by the following table, which shows the issues and redemption for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886: 


Jssues and redemptions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 
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Denominations, Issued. | Redeemed. Increase. Decrease. 
One dollar... sessed} $7,348,180 lecreseescnesneed $7,948,199 
Two dollars. Sell © i MID Ess cnsscsiseencosoecse! 7, 090, 700 
Five dollars . 000 11, 688, 586 OE ae 
Ten dollars........ 000 7, 840, 725 SLE Usucitstiniineendouse 
Twenty dollars.. os 000 | $7, 168,130 |......... Stace ' $48, 130 
Fifty dollars........ ...0..-+-. 2, 000, 000 2, 168, 630 X 168, 130 
One hundred dollars ..... 4, 700, 000 1, 537, 090 
Five hundred dollars...... 400, 000 4, 133, 000 
One pny 17, 500, 000 8, 855, 000 RD Vectethssen canine soos 
Five thousand dollars..... a me 
fon thomeeel ne} ie dinieninvental TID cctietisincsscmnst 70, 000 

Total sven 63,000,000 | 63,000, 000 | 20,300,689 | 20,995,680 











The Secretary of the Treasury and the Treasurer, while they opposed 
the House proposition in regard to the issue of small certificates with 
which to make specified payments, did not oppose—indeed they fa- 
vored—the issue of silver certificates of small denominations and sug- 
gesied the following amendment: 

That the ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issuc 
silvercertifieatesin denominations of $1, $2. and $%, and that the silver certificates 
herein authorized shall be receivable, payable, redeemable, and exchangeable in 
like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by the act 
of February 28, 1878, enti’ “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character.” 

Saying among other things: 

The issue of the silver certificates thus provided will be of greater service to 
the Treasury and the than the one-dollar and two-dollar legal-tender 
notes, as the immediate effect of the issue of the legal-tender notes is to throw 
back upon the Treasury the custody of the silver dollars issued as the result of 
the suspension of the issue of these notes. The amount outstanding, of silver 
dollars, on June 30, 1885, about which time the suspension of the issue of the one- 
dollar and two-dollar der notes was ordered, was $33,471,269. There 
was outstanding on June 30, 1886, $52,469,720, showing an excess of issue caused 
by the withdrawal of the one-dollar and two-dollar notes of $13,998,451, which 
by comparison with the amount of one-dollar and two-dollar legal-tender notes 
redeemed during the same period, $14,438,838, shows that the circulation of the 
standard silver dollars nearly equaled the amount of the one-dollar and two- 
dollar notes withdrawn from circulation. The notes thus withdrawn were 
mainly reissued in the form of five-dollar notes, the amount issued during the 
fiscal year 1886 being nearly $10,000,000 in excess of the redemptions of that year 
of these notes. 

These facts satisfied me that the only permanent small paper currency 
in futare must be secured by utilizing our surplus ‘‘coin’’ as the basis 
on which it should rest; therefore it must have the right of way over 
all competitors. Small legal-tender and national-bank notes must be 
set aside; the usefulness of neither of them will be impaired by this 

change; and as control over the coin certificates is given to the 

, who has and can promptly impart all needed information 
every day as to issues, redemptions, volumes, and demand, every body can 
regulate his business and his operations with perfect assurance that he 
has the same means of knowing all about the condition and volume of 
our cireulation as anybody else, and that there will be no organized 
combination to control the volume of the currency either by contrac- 
tion or ion. 
Mr. President, I would have no fear of the success of my amend- 
ment, and would feel assured of the good results that would follow its 
adoption, but for the fact that the great combinations of wealth have 
not yet given up the hope that they can, with the co-operation of Eng- 
land and Germany, strike down our silver coinage and degrade al! the 
currency based upen it. Ido not believe they can. They thought for 
years that they owned and controlled the finances of the country, and 
they can not consent to give it up. This controversy between thei 
and the people has to be settled sooner or later. I am content to stand 
on the presentation of the question made by me on the 21st of Decem- 
ber last. It has not been materially shaken by the attacks of Senators 
on this floor, nor by the elaborate reviews of it by gentlemen outside 
of this Chamber. 

The discussion at that time attracted attention, and the people re- 
solved that one-half of the coinage of this country aud the world should 
not be stricken down in order to double the purchasing-power of gold in 
the hands of the combinations of money-changers in England, Germany, 
and the United States. 

It forced even the bondholders, here and elsewhere, to admit (no 
matter what Jay Cooke or anybody else had said) that the standard 
silver dollar can be legally, honestly, and honorably paid in discharge 
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of every obligation, by the United States, and by every State, munici- 
pality, corporation, and individual within their borders. 

it exposed the impertinence of the assumption by the men whe held 
our bonds that they have the right to demand gold and refuse silver 
in discharge of either the principal or the interest of the obligations 
they hold; and it exploded the pretense, soarrogantly asserted, and so 
meekly acquieseed in by the Treasury oilicials, that the bondholders had 


| rights superior to and more sacred than other equally meritorious ered- 
lation of standard silver dollars has in the last year reduced the issues | 


itors of the Government. 

Itdid more. It served notice on our executive officers that they 
must act as the trustees of the tax-payers of the country, and not asthe 
agents of the public creditors. Itcausedthem toadmit that the money 
collected by the tax-gatherers at the custom-houses and internal-reve- 
nue offices, whether it was in gold or silver, or the paper representa- 


| . . . , 
tives of either, should be paid out as Congress has by law directed it 


to be, fairly, equally, and promptly to all our creditors alike; and that 
no set of men shall be allowed to dictate what coin or its equivalent 
shall be paid to them, as has been done for many years by the holders 
of our bonds. 

I repeat what I said before, that the national banks can no longer be 
relied upon to furnish a safe, stable, and sufficient curreney tor the wants 
of the country, even if none of the grave objections existed to their power 
to do so, which are too apparent to need elaboration. 

With a reduction of at least $75,000,000 in their circulating notes in 
the last four years and a probable greater reduction from year to year 
in the future, the folly of withdrawing the legal-tender notes or strik- 
ing down their -legal-tender quality, canceling the silver certificates, 
and stopping the coinage of the silver dollar must be apparent toall men 
who do not propose to unite with England and Germany in the single 
gold standard and place the business (and the legislation as well) ot the 
country at the mercy of the bondholders. I know of no calamity equal 
to sueh a policy. ‘The men who control the circulating medium of a 
country necessarily control its business and its legislation. 

The transfer of such powers from the representatives of the people to 
any combination of interested capitalists is a surrender of liberty, and 
a practical return to the serfdom of the old feudal system, when it was 
claimed and maintained that the mass of mankind were born saddled 
and bridled, while a favored few were born booted and spurred, ready 
to ride them, by the grace of God. 

The banks areourcreatures; wecreated them. Our only object, in- 
deed, our only authority for granting them charters, for taxing the cir- 
culation of the State banks out of existence for their benefit, and en- 
dowing them with the exclusive privileges they have, is that they shall 
act as our fiscal agents and aid us in faithfully executing the laws. 
Have they done so? Do they propose todoso? Let us see. 

We have said, by law, that silver coin shall be a full legal tender in 
payment of all debts, public and private. They deny that it can be, 
or ought to be, paid to them in payment of the principal and interest 
on the obligations they hold, though they agree that it may be to all 
other publicereditors. They make systematized war on our silver coin- 
age; they seek.to take the legal-tender quality from the greenback in 
which their own notes are payable; in short, their conduct is and has 
been unbecoming in agents dealing with their principal. 

I ask would any private man extend the powers and privileges of 
agents who treated them thus ? 

We provided by law that silver certificates should be received for all 
debts due to the United States, and, very justly, fearing that the banks 
might make war upon them, we made it a condition in their renewed 
charters, the violation of which should anthorize a forfeiture, that they 
should not belong to any organization which refused to receive silver 
certificates at the clearing-house. 

They not only repudiated and annulled the known will and object of 
Congress in that regard, but in order to avoid the penalty of the la 
and yet render nugatory its provisions, entered into a conspiracy (no 
milder word will express the idea) with other banks, not national, that 
neither silver nor silver certificates should be received by any of the 
banks in the combination; so that no silver or silver certificates can by 
possibility reach their clearing-house. 

I have heard of ‘* boycotting ’’ and other forms of violating law while 
evading its penalties, but for the agents of Congress not only to defy 
their masters, but to induce State organizations to do so, which but for 
their influence might and probably would have aided us in giving faith 
and currency to our silver coin and certificates, was so perfidious, that 
I am amazed that they have the audacity to ask to be turther trusted. 

It is plain that we must hereafter devise other instrumentalities to 
provide and maintain a stable and satisfactory currency tor the people. 
That can be done readily through the coin certiticates of the denomi- 
nations proposed by me. 

I am not unmindful that all sorts of gloomy prophecies are indulged 
in here and elsewhere in regard to the dire calamities that will befa! 
us if silver and gold should part company in their purchasing power 
and the balance of trade with foreign countries should turn against us. 
It is a sufficient answer to say that they have not parted company, and 
while less enterprising nations, like France, can keep them together 
with nearly equal quantities of each coin, and with over ten silver dollars 
to each inhabitant, we are in but little danger with two and one-half 
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gold dollars for every silver dollar among a people occupying a conti- 
nent larger than all Europe, 

It might be well for gentlemen who delight to indulge in gloomy 
forebodings concerning remote possibilities to ask themselves whether 
the balance of trade is not just as likely to turn against us after we 
have destroyed our greenbacks, our silver certificates, and our silver 
coin, a8 it is now; and if it does, and gold leaves the country, when 
we have nothing else, whether their prophetic eye does not see miser- 
ies untold and bankruptcies unparalleled when the country is stripped 
of the only basis it had for a circulating medium. Then the value to 
the people of the despised greenback, the silver dollar, and its paper 
representatives would be appreciated by all but the Shylocks, whose 
hearts never felt human sympathy. 

** Damn the people’’ expresses the sentiments of more of the million- 
aires who seek wealth by class legislation than care to say it aloud. 
It suits the pharisaical portion of them better to profess to be pro- 
foundly interested for the poor laborer, whose welfare is assumed to be 
their greatest concern. They are so much 2iraid that he will be required 
to take a degraded, dishonest, 80-cent dollar that they are consumed 
with anxiety on his account. ‘‘ Oh, for a forty-parson power to sing thy 
praise, Hypocrisy !’’ 

Mr. President, we may as well look the question squarely in the face. 
The war against silver and all currency based upon it was begun in this 
country simultaneously with similar action by Germany in 1871, and 
was the result as I believe of a grasping, selfish, unscrupulous combina- 
tion among the moneyed classes at home and abroad. The time and cir- 
cumstances favored the scheme. Neither gold nor silver were then in 
circulation, and the representatives of the people in Congress were not 
thinking about questions of that character. Silver was more valuable 
(as bullion) than gold up to 1871, but the legislative attorneys of the 
gold monometallists knew that if the United States could be induced, be- 
trayed, or inveigled into a unien with Germany in demonetizing silver 
as England had done years before, that condition would soon be re- 
versed and the price of gold would rapidly advance under the combined 
influence and power of the leading nations of the world. 

They doubtless thought that France, defeated and plundered, could 
not resist such a combination with only a few comparatively feeble na- 
tions at her back. 

When the history of the war on silver and legal-tender notes in this 
country comes to be written and understood it will strike the Amer- 
ican people as one of the most insidious and carefully concealed con- 
Spiracies ever attempted by interested and designing men to destroy, 
for selfish ends, one-half of the metallic currency of the world in order 
to double the purchasing power of the other half, which they had so 
adjusted that the great mass of it, in this country at least, was secured 
to them and to them alone by carefully concocted laws and regulations, 
the scope and effect of which they hoped to conceal until it was too late 
for the people either to resist or remonstrate. 

The act of July 14, 1870, had secured the payment of the principal 
and interest of all the bonds of the United States in gold and silver coin 
of the then standard value. The time within which about $735, 000,000 
could be paid had been extended till 1907, and all of them had written 
on their face, as part of the obligation— 


The principal and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes and duties 
of the United States,as well as from taxation in any form, by or under Siate, 
municipal, or local authority. 


The object and effect of this being that the bondholding millionaire 
can, with his liveried servants, drive his carriage without cost to him 
over roads built by his tax-oppressed neighbors—the tax-gatherers can 
not invade his palace. He is relieved from all the burdens of taxation 
for schools, churches, or railroad bonds issued by States, counties, or 
cities; in short, for all public objects, even to the police that guard his 
wealth. He was made, by law, the drone in the hive, for whom all 
the workers should toil. Only one step more was needed to make him 
absolute master over all the other classes of his fellow-citizens, and 
that was to increase as much as possible the purchasing-power of his 
untaxed and untaxable coin. 

It was obvious that if one-half of the world’s coinage could be de- 
stroyed the scarcity thereby created would enable him to buy with 
the remaining half twice as much of the property, real and ‘ 
which the tax-payers owned and labo to produce as he could if 
the coinage of both gold and silver continued free and unrestricted, as 
they always had been prior to 1873. 

The action of Germany in 1871-’72, as I said, gave shape and motive 
power to the crusade of the bondholders against silver, which was cun- 
ningly. insidiously, and secretly consummated by the infamous act of 
February 28, 1873, and the fraudulent manipulation of the Revised 
Statutes, both of which were in 1878 swept away by the indignantrep- 
resentatives of an outraged people overriding the veto of the Presi- 
dent as soon as they realized the fraud that had been perpetrated upon 
them. 

The natural and universal consequences of contraction followed the 
destruction of the silver coin and the contraction of the currency. 
During the five years from 1873 to 1878 the tramp was abroad in the 
land; starving men, willing to work, were begging bread. Money was 
said then, as it is said now, to be abundant. Of course it was, Ital- 


ways is when no man dare invest in property or produce goods which 
he knows will not bring more than half the price when he has to pay 
the debt, as they would when he borrowed the money to enable him 
to purchase or produce them. 

No better illustration of that truth is needed than the fact that tho 
same amount of the products of human labor will not now pay off that 
portion of the public debt of the United States still unpaid as wou! 
have paid it fifteen years ago, when it was over one billion more, nom. 
inally, than itis now. The benefit the people were entitled to receive 
from the reduction of the debt has been neutralized by the increase of 
the purchasing-power of money. 

Mr. President, I wish I could read before the Senate and make part 
of the permanent records of the country an article by Emile De Lave. 
leye, in the May number of the Contemporary Review, on ‘‘ The eco- 
nomic crisis and its causes;’’ in which he proves beyond peradventure 
that the rejection by England and Germany of silver as one of the hases 
of circulation has caused more distress in these countries and in the 
world than any other cause, and perhaps more than all other causes 
combined. 

I will, however, read one or two extracts, which show that the ap- 
parent surplus of money is often caused by its scarcity. He says: 


With respect to money a strange phenomenon is observable which occurs in the 
case of no other merchandise. The quantity of money has but to be lessened 
for there to be more than enough, and the more it diminishes the more wil/ tle 
excess be felt. The reason is this: When the quantity of means of exchange de- 
creases two consequences result. In the first place, prices fall, and therefore \ess 
cash is necessary for the operation of exchanges and the effecting of transac. 
tions; there is therefore noinsufficiency of money; and secondly, there seems 
to be too much money because, as the crisis consequent on the fall in prices puts 
a restraint on transactions, less money is necessary, and this therefore is unem- 
ployed and appears to be in excess. 


Again, he says: 


The evils produced during the first period were admirably described by the 
American Monetary Commission of 1876, which simply depicted what was tak- 
ing place before its eyes. 

The very same reasons which make capitalists refuse to exchange money 
whose command over property is increasing, for property, whose command over 
money is decreasing, also makes them to refuse to exchange itfor labor. Ina 
commercial sense industrial enterprises are never undertaken nor carried on 
except with the hope and expectation of gain. 

This expectation, unless under exceptional conditions, falling markets de- 
stroy. While capitalists, for these reasons, can not afford to invest money in 
productive enterprises, still less can anybody afford to borrow money for such 
investments at any rate of interest, however low, and but little money is now 
borrowed except for purely speculative ventures, or to supply personal and 
family wants, or to renew old obligations. Money withdrawn from circulation 
and hoarded in consequence of falling prices, although neither paying wages 
nor serving to exchange the fruits of industry nor performing any of the true 
functions of money, is nevertheless not unproductive. ; 

It may not be earning interest, but it is enriching its owner through an increase 
of its own value, and that, too, without risk and at the expense of society. * * * 
The peculiar effect of a contraction in the volume of money is to give profit to 
the owners of unemployed money through the appreciation of its purchasing 
power by the mere lapse of time. It is falling prices that rob labor of employ- 
ment and precipitate a conflict between it and money capital; and it is the ap- 
preciating money that renders the contest an unequal one and gives to money 
capital the decisive advantage over labor and over other forms of capital in- 
vested in industrial enterprises. 


The labor of the past is enslaving the labor of the present; at least that por- 
tion of the labor of the past which has been crystallized into money is enabie«|, 
through a shrinkage of its volume, and while lying idle in the hands of its own- 
ers, to increase its command over present labor and over all forms of property. 
The laborers must make their wants conform to their diminished earnings. 
Consumption is, therefore, constantly shrinking toward such limits as necessity 

uires. 
"Production, which must be confined to the limits indicated by consumption, 
is constantly tending to a minimum, whereas its appliances, built up under wore 
favorable conditions, are sufficient to supply the maximum of consumption 
Thus idle money, idle capital, idle labor, idle machinery stand facing cach 
other, and the stagnation spesete wider and wider. 

It is in the shadow of a shrinking volume of money that disorders, social and 
political, gender and fester; that communism organizes, that riots threaten and 
destroy, capitalists conspire and workmen combine, and that the revenues 
of government are dissi in the employment of laborers or in the mainte- 
nance of increased standing armies to overawe them. 


The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] is, I think, entitled to the 
credit of that wonderful presentation of facts. Speaking not lon z ago 
of the rapid rise in the price of our 4 per cent. bonds from 123 to 12", 
he said to me: ‘‘ Men who have money find it more profitable to gam- 
ble in ‘money futures’ than in ‘property futures.’’’ That covered the 
case and exhausted the argument. Noman dares borrow money to 1D- 
vest in action of goods when the product will not bring enough to 
pay back the money borrowed; and no man cares to lend when the 
money increases in value while lying idle in his own hands more than 
the interest be could get for its use. 

The plain, unlearned people of the country know that destruction of 
silver means doubling the valve of gold and taking from them halt the 
value of all they labor to produce. They never consented to the pas- 
sage of any law which produced such results. The law which passe 
the English Parliament in 1824 could no more be passed now, when su!- 
frage is so widely extended, than it could be in the Congress of the 
United States now when the motives and purposes of its advocates are 
understood. 

The Parliament of England before the reform bill of 1836 was 12 
no sense a& tative body. It legislated for the aristocracy and 
the annuitants only. The laboring poor had no rights which it ‘elt 
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under any obligation to respect. A highly respectable authority de- 
scribes the English Parliament of that day as follows: 


The house of commons did not at that time index public opinion because of 
radica! defects in its constitution. The rotten-borough system then prevailed. 
The whole population of the kingdom was 21,000,000, but those who voted for 
members of the house numbered only 400,000. The Duke of Norfolk was him- 
self represented by eleven members, Lord Lonsdale by nine, Lord Darlington 
by seven, and the ke of Rutland, the Marquis of Buckingham, and Lord Car- 
rington had six—forty-three members representing six persons! The borough 
of Old Sarum had two members, who were elected by one voter, who kept an 
sle-house, while the great cities of Edinburgh, Glasgow, and Bath, with a united 
population of over 400,000 souls, had six members elected by a constituency of 
165 voters, The Seen of Bramber had two members, representing a male pop- 
ulation of 56 persons, w ile Gatton and Dunwich had four members—two elected 
by 6 voters and two by 7, and soon. These boroughs were held asa property ; 
Gatton being valued at the good round figure of one hundred thousand British 

unds sterling, or half a million dollars, as a mere investment, because it sup- 
plied a seat in the house of commons. 


Listen to what the historian Alison says on this crisis, and volumes 
of cumulative evidence could be furnished to supyort it: 


The distress among the mercantile classes for years after the dreadful crisis of 
1825, of the agricultural interests during the lowering of prices from 1832 to 1535, 
wasextreme. The investment of capital in agriculture was during this distress 
everywhere grievously abridged,and in many places totatly annihilated. Ire- 
jand, during the whole period, had been in a state of smothered insurrection. 

The heart sickens at the evidence, numerous and incontrovertible, which the 

iamentary reports of the last ten years have accumulated of widespread, 
and often long-enduring, suffering among the laboring poor of England. * * * 
Since the peace the all-important question arises, What was it that had this e/- 
fect? The answer is, It was the contraction of the currency which has been the 
chief cause of all these effects.— England in 1815 and 1845; or a Sufficient and Con- 
tracted Money, page 51. 


Times have changed; the English people vote now; other ideas are 
coming to the front. I read the following report of a meeting held in 
London on the 7th of this month: 


The silver question—An animated discussion by English bankers in London— 
They resolve that to remonetize silver means greater prosperity. 


Lonpon, July 8. 
An important meeting of the British and Colonial Chambers of Commerce was 
held yesterday at which there was an animated discussion of the silver question 
and its bearings upon the commerce of India, Australia, and Great Britain. Mr. 
Henry H. Gibbs, ex-governor of the Bank of Engle nd, opened the proceedings 
by a strong 8 h, wing the world-wide importance of restoring the mone- 


tary value of silver. Sir Robert W. Fowler, M. P., the London banker and ex- 
lord mayor, op; the idea in a speech which was feeble in comparison with 
that of Mr. Gi and was followed by two Indian members. 


Both of these contended that the effect of the depreciation of silver must be 
finally the ruin of the wheat and cotton industries of America, and the develop- 
ment of Indiaas the chiet wheat and cotton exporterof the world. They, there- 


fore, inst England’saiding Americato restore the value of silver at 
the expense of the interests of India. 
Mr. Paul F. Irdman, an East India merchant, argued that England had other 


interests besides those of India, which stood sorely in need of the restoration of 
silver, and trusted that Mr. Gibbs's ideas would be adopted by the meeting. 

Mr. Crump, of the London Times, denounced the agitation of the silver ques- 
tion as the work of thesilver miners of Nevada, and their allies, the Washington 
ring. 

Mr. Moreton Frewen opposed Mr. Crump in a strong speech in behalf of the 
farmers in the West and the planters in the South of America, and a resolution 
was passed ~~ @ vote 25 to 15,amid great excitement, declaring that the remon- 
etization of silver would relieve the depression under which trade is now stag- 
gering. The meeting is regarded as highly important, and its influence upon 
the coming silver demonstration in Lancashire must necessarily be very strong. 


There are volumes in that statement. I might cite the action of the 
German associations, demanding the restoration of their silver ecinage, 
and the almost defiant attitude of the ‘‘Reichstag’’ against the des- 
potic orders of Prince Bismarck, but I will content myself with the 
assertion that the people of Great Britain and Germany only need the 
assurance of the United States that we mean in good faith, and at all 
hazards, to maintain guld and silver coin and their paper representa- 
tive on terms of equality, in spite of the clamor of those who are inter- 
ested in doubling the purchasing power of gold by making it the only 
standard of value, to make them insist, with such emphasis that their 
rulers will not dare to disregard them, that silver shall be restored to 
its old and time-honored relation with gold in all transactions, great 
and small, public and private. 

_I said that the American people never consented to the demonetiza- 
tion of silver by the act of 1873 and the Revised Statutes. I am not 
unmindful that official and unofficial statements have been made de- 
nouncing all who dare to say what I do now as fools and slanderers, 
and parade has been made of reports and bills looking to that end as 
conclusive evidence that every intelligent legislator knew all about the 
action then taken. In answer to all these arguments I[ assert that no 
member of either House of Congress, either in the great debate in 1874, 
when silver was restored, or before or since, has ever ventured 
to assert that he knew that it was done either by the act of February, 
1873, or the Revised Statutes, or both; and none of them ever will. 

Hon. Witi1aM D. KELLEY was chairman of the committee having 
the bill in and he said in the House of Kepresentatives, when 
Tequired to say what he knew about it: 

In 1872, when I made the remarks which were cited by those gentlemen, and 
which have been frequently quoted in both Houses, and always with an air as 
much as to say that to convict this man of the crime of having been instructed 
the logic of events would forever settle this momentous question, we were 
the scope and agit of the slver question ortoliave given special stay 
Hence the bill—and I wish caublenee v0 Goow whes that bill was Pit wasa bili 


reorganize the mints, not to revise the coin money of the country, but to re- 
the mints, and it was passed without allusion in debate to the question 
! 


i 





of the retention or abandonment of the standard silver dollar. The then 
Speaker of the House, now a distinguished member of the Senate, and Hon, 
Mr. Vooruees, of Indiana, who is also a member of that body, were then mem- 
bers of this House, and during the last Congress this colloquy occurred between 
them. It was,I think,denied by Mr. Voornres that members of the House 
knew that the bill proposed to demonetize the silver dollar,and to sustain his 
view he said to the ex-Speaker: “ Did you know it,sir?”” “ No,” said Senator 
Blaine; “did you?” “No,” replied Senator VooRHEES. 

I was chairman of the committee that reported the original bill, and I aver 
on my honor that I did not know the fact that it proposed to drop the standard 
dollar, and did not learn that it had done it for eighteen months after the pas- 
sage of the substitute offered by Mr. Hooper, when I disputed the fact. The 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garfield] who now leads this side of 
the House was then as now an attentive and already a distinguished member 
of the House; yet when in joint debate before the people of Ohio in October, 
1877, the question arose as to who was responsible for its demonetization, he 
frankly said he did not know that such a provision was in the bill when it 
passed the House. I state this the more freely in his absence because I informed 
him that I intended to do so; and he replied, “ It is the case; I did make that 
statement, and it is true.”’ 


Nor did the President who signed the bill know that it abolished legal-tender 
standard silver dollars, for in his letter to Mr. Cowdrey of October 6, 1873, cited 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], he said: 

“Silver will gradually take the place of this currency, and, further, will be- 
come the standard of values, which will be hoarded in a small way. I estimate 
that this will consume from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000 in time of this species of 
our circulating medium. * * * Iconfess toa desire to see a limited hoarding 
of money. It insures a firm foundation in time of need. But I want to see the 
hoarding of something that has a standard value the world over. Silver has 


this. 

Much more and perhaps more conclusive proof even than that might 
be adduced to substantiate the truth of my assertion, but I am content 
to stand on Judge KELLEY’s statement, at least until some Senator says 
he knew at the time what was done and avows that the act of 1873 
and changes in the Revised Statutes were made with his knowledge 
and consent. When any gentleman makes such an avowal’I will 
show, especially in regard to the change made in the statutes, that he 
aided in practicing a deliberate fraud on the American people, as the 
managers at that revision asserted and reiterated in the most emphatic 
manner that no existing law was changed or modified in any regard. 

It was on the faith of these repeated assurances that the Revised Stat- 
utes were adopted; yet they struck the legal-tender quality from the 
standard silver dollar; still the gold worshipers declare it was done 
openly, fairly, and with full knowledge on the part of Congress. All 
these assertions are refuted by the facts in the RECORD, and if they 
were not so refuted the condition of the country, the needs of business, 
the amount and adjustment of our indebtedness, Federal, State, and in- 
dividual, made the destruction of silver as coinage a most disgraceful 
and indefensible performance. 

The national debt exceeded $2,000,000,000. Silver of the standard 
value of July 14, 1870, was one of the two metals in which it was all 
expressly payable. The silver mines of the West were rapidly develop- 
ing their productive power. The debt of the States, corporations, and 
people more than doubled the national debt. There was only $135,- 
000,000 of gold coin in the country, of which the Treasury and the 
banks held $98,000,000, and other banksand the people held $37,000,- 
000—not as much by many millions as is locked up in the Treasury 
to-day on the pretense that it is needed to guard greenbacks. There 
were $400,000,000 of greenbacks to guard then as against $346,000,- 
000 now; there were $354,000,000 of national-bank notes authorized 
then against $250,000,000 outstanding to-day, and only $98,000,000 
held by the Treasury and the banks, with no reserve in the country to 
sustain it. 

In view of these and many other facts I might state, it is simply ab- 
surd to contend that the American people consented to the demoneti- 
zation and destruction of their silver coinage, or that it was done know- 
ingly by their representatives. Even the ever-vigilant reporters for the 
press did not find it out, which shows that it was a well-kept secret. 
No possible reason can be imagined why the people or their represent- 
atives should deprive themselves of the right to pay their debts accord- 
ing to their contracts, and double the value of gold in the hands of a 
few or reduce the value of all they had one-half to enrich the bond- 
holders, to whom all the gold from customs was pledged. Everything 
proves that that legislation was the result of a secret combination of 
the holders of our bonds to enrich them and to ruin everybody else. 

The truth is, that the national banks and bondholders then believed 
that they could control the legislation and finances of the country as 
they pleased, and they combined to destroyed all the coin and currency 
except gold and national-bank notes. The legislation of the years that 
follow proves it. 

There was, as shown by the Finance Report for 1873, only $135,000,- 
000 of gold in the United States at that time; the Treasury and the 
banks held $98,000,000 of that. The national-bank notes were made 
by law payable in lawful money, that is, in greenbacks. 

The monometallists have struggled from that day to this to deprive 
the greenbacks of their legal-tender quality, still leaving them lawful 
money; that is, money good enough to pay off the bank notes with 
when payment of any of them are demanded, but not good enough for 
any citizen to tender to his creditor in payment of his obligations; he 
was to be required to borrow gold from the banks for that purpose at such 
premium as they could exact from his necessities. That was another 
of the contrivances to degrade greenbacks and keep them at a discount 
with gold. 
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The banks were, up to 1875, limited by law in their issues to $354,- 
000,000, and New England had the lion’sshareof that. They 
to reduce the legal-tender notes from over $400,600,000 to $354,000, v00 
in 1873. Black Friday came, and $28,000,000 of greenbacks were 
thrown on the market to save Wall street from bankruptcy, making 
$382,000,000. They were legalized by a subsequent act. 

In the mean time the national banking system was readjusted to save 
the East from distributing the surplus it held illegally, and they were 
allowed to issue notes without limit, while provision was made to re- 
tire all the greenbacks in excess of $300,000,000, and a construction 
was sought to be given to the resumption act which required all the 
greenbacks to be canceled and permanently retired as soon as they were 
presented at the Treasury for redemption after January 1, 1879. 

Contraction and destruction of all our currency except national-bank 
notes, which were authorized to be issued without limit, and repudia- 
tion of everything but gold coin and bullion was the order of the day 
from 1873 to 1878. Distress, financial rain, and general stagnation in 
business prevailed in every partof the land. Bankers and bondholders 
alone prospered; they alone could command gold, as all the custom- 
house receipts were pledged to them, and nothing but gold, after silver 
was demonetized, was receivable there. 

Neither gold nor silver coin ever could or ever can be demanded from a 
national bank even for its own notes when presented at its own counter, 
for payment. They have not resumed specie payment and do not 
intend to. The act of June 20, 1874, prohibited a demand for the re- 
demption of any national-bank notes from any bank except those is- 
sued by the bank itself, and they could always be kept far from home. 
The national banks are not required to take their own notes in payment 
of the ébligations of the United States held by them, nor for the in- 
terest on the bonds which secure their circulation, while every other 
creditor of the Government is compelled to receive their notes in fall 
discharge of its obligations to him. 

Section 5182 Revised Statutes provides: 

That the national-bank notes shall be received at par in all parts of the United 
States in payment of taxes, excises, public lands, and all other dues to the United 
States, except duties on imports; and also for all salaries and other debts and de- 


mands owing by the United States to individuals, corporations, and associations 
within the United States, except interest on the public debt, and in redemption 


of the national currency. 

Thus every creditor of the United States is compelled to take the 
promises to pay of national banks, except the national banks, who owe 
them, and they are not to this day required to pay either gold orsilver 
coin to redeem their notes. They have not yet resumed specie pay- 
ment and do not propose to. 

The greenback is redeemable in silver coin; it is only a coin certifi- 
cate; it would be lawful money even if deprived of its legal-tender 
quality. Therefore all the provisions of the act of July 12, 1882, care- 
fully avoid the use of the words “ legal-tender’’ notes when designat- 
ing the money in which national-bank notes may be or shall be re- 
deemed for the next twenty years under their renewed charters; and 
in settling up under their old ones, and in all its provisions, it provides 
that they shall be liquidated in ‘‘ lawful money.”’ 

Even after resumption they would not agree to pay in coin; not even 
in silver coin or in legal-tender notes; yet they and their advocates, 
official and unofficial, in and out of have kept up an unre- 
lenting war upon the legal-tender quality of the greenback, so as to de- 
grade it, and yet pay all their obligations with it, because it would still 
be lawful money. 

Mr. Barke said: 

' ——— dangerous class in the state is an extensive, discontented, moneyed 
nte 

They, and they alone, combine, cal] conventions, make denunciatory 
and inflammatory speeches, evade and defy Congressional enactments, 
and seek to spread discontent with, and distrust of, the coin of the United 
States. No laborer nor combination of laborers have ever complained of 
the greenback or the sil vez dollar or its paper representative; never 
suspected that they were being defrauded till the banks constituted them- 
selves their guardians, and through their and their “press”’ 
raised a clamor against silver in the (so-called) interest of the laboring 
poor. 

They tried to annul the contract which they required us to make 
with them on the 14th of July, 1870, which provided that they should 
be entitled to receive payment of both the ipal and interest of 
their bonds in gold or silver coin, of the standard value of that date, 
hoping to get a decision from the then Attorney-General that their bonds 
were payable in gold. After silver was stricken down ae caused the 
then Secretary of the Treasury to write a letter, asking his opinion on 
that subject. The letter and answer are as follows: 


Taeasury DeraRTMENT, OFFICE OF 
Washington, D D. Ge apre ‘April 21, 1877. 

Srn: I beg leave to call your attention to, and ask opinion upon, the fol- 
lowing questions growing out of the refunding act o Sul <= 1870, to wit: 

Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 cent. bonds 
they shall redeemable in coin of presen 
standard value at the date of their issue, or must it be the date of the law? 

I submit a statement prepared by by Hon. H. F. French, assistant Secretary, hav- 
ing reference to the laws. 

tmay become important to the public interests to make the new bonds payable 

in coin of the present standard; that is, gold coin. Some doubts have been ex- 
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pressed upon w aerate bonds issued under acts passed prior to isp 
are not legally payable iiver coin, This question may become importait, 4 
any = upon ee terms of a public security affects its value. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Stcereia-, 
Hon. Coaries Devens, 
Attorney-General. 


DerarTuest or Jusricn, Washington, April 26. )<- 

Sm: In answer to your letter of the 2ist instant, requesting my opinion u),,. 
the following question growing out of the refunding act of July 14,1570. to... 

“Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 per cent. bonds about to be issued t1..; 
= shall be redeemabie in coin of the present value, that is, the otandar i value 

date of their issue,or must it be the date of the law,” I have the } 
= ] 

The act provides for the issue of bonds ‘‘redeemabie in coin of the prese nt 
standard value.” The word “ present” undoubtedly refers as a matter of da; 
to the time when the act was passed, and not to the time when the bends Were 
thereafter issued. It contemplated that a long period would elapse befyr. j; 
would finally be carried into effect, and that changes in the coinage of the coy, 

try might occur during that period. 

“W hatever changes in the coin should occur, these bonds were, ho) wever, to 
be redeemed in coin of the standard value as it "existed at the date « e act 
By this provision the holder was guarded against any depreciation A at might 
take place in the value of the coin,and the Government would not tx 

led to fad = the additional value should the coinage be appreciated. |) the 
Cade unter thoost weretoctend alten, no matter what was the date when 
center Each was to be redeemable in coin which was iiicluded 
in the authorized coinage of the country at the date referred to, it being of th, 
standard value as it then existed. Since the law was passed, no chia has 
taken place in the standard value of the coin. It is understood that there ha 
been a certain change in the coinage of the country, and that silver dollars }; 
now ceased to exist practica ~ as coin. 

It has been further provid by the statute of February 12, 1873 (Revised Stat. 
utes, sections 3585~’86), that “ the silver coins of the United States shall be a Jeg 
tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding ® in any one pay- 
ment. 

Notwithstanding this practical change in the coinage of the country, and the 
passage of this act in regard to legal tenders, the form of bond to be i i by 
you should not be changed so far as the mode in which it is to be re dee emed is 
concerned. It was not intended that this should be varied according to tix 
changes which might be made in the coinage, because a definite rule was giv 
by to the coin of a particular date. That which will pay the bonds 
heretofore issued under this act will pay the bonds which you may nes afte 
issue. 


It can not be authoritatively said that the words “ payable in coin” pay- 
able in gold” are equivalent to the words used by the statute. Even if tis 
enentenn Se eas the question whether bonds issued under th s act sre 

not redeemable jpaivan coin of the character and standard which exi-t«d 
Saly 1 Ter 1870, it is not a doubt which it is ee our power to remedy by the u-e of 
words —— bond i those which this atatute — ae 

While I comprehend ifficulty suggested in your letter and the conven- 

that there might be in removing any question upon this matter, I am, 
therefore, of opinion that it would not be Sate issue the bonds, except as re- 
ee 14, 1870. 


a a oer CHAS, DEVENS, Attorney-General 

Hon, Jomy SHermax, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

The answer of Attorney-General Devens will be found on page 24 0: 
Executive Document No. 9, second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, 
but for some reason unknown to me the letter of the Secretary is not 
to be found. My colleague, Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, procured 
it, however, from the archives of the Treasury Department, go that there 
is no doubt as to its authenticity. 

That official’s answer settled the question, and the absurd pretenses 
about Jay Cooke’s advertisements, and the understanding about gol, 
and gold alone being the coin in which the bonds were to be paid. were 
exposed and settled by Mr. Devens; the indorsement he directed to be 
made was made and is now a part of each bond, in accordance with tle 
opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Inthe mean time the contraction of the greenbacks was hurrying 00 
ata rapid rate. The representatives of the people became alarme:! when 
they saw that they were reduced from $384,000,000 to $347,000, 
and that they were being converted into notes of large denominations, 
so as to be useless for currency. 

They called a halt by the passage of the following law on the °! 
day of May, 1878: 

An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal-tender no! 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Untted States: 
toa in ——— Bea Rom Se taal not 
be lawful ho teeee Treasury or other officer under him to ©! 
the United States “tender notes. And when any ol 
“abe eran or be recei into the Treasury under any !a® 
whatever, Sy ee States, they shail not 
retired or destroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid out again 
end tetgs le deantailions Provided, That nothing herein sball prohibit the 
cellation and destruction of mutilated notes and the issue of other notes 0! 
denomination in their stead, as now provided by law 
All acts and parts of acts acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 
Approved May 31, 1878. 








That act settled the question raised under the resumption act 0! |" 
ary 14, 1875, as to the final redemption and retirement of the - 
tender notes after January 1, 1879. 

Secretary Sherman, in his report dated December 3, 1877, asked 
the passage of some such law for the double rpose of settling th: 
question and sdeuenienwretcnuaianend aaanetany legal- eae ( : 
rency to the people. He expressed his opinion that they could be ™ 
issued after 1879, adding: 

But this construction is controverted, and should be settled by distinc! = 
visions of law. It should not be open to doubt or dispute. est e 
the public potiey of coat maining tn tion United States notes either with 
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or without the ! clause. These notes are of great public convenience ; 
they cireulate readily; are of universal credit; are a debt of the people without 
interest; are Pp by ee peas safeguard against counterfeiting, and 
when redeemable in coin at the demand of the holder form a paper currency as 
good as has yet been devised. 


Congress by the act I have read not only complied with the request 
of the Secretary, it went further and repealed the law which author- 
ized the reduction of the legal-tenders to $300,000,000 by making it 
unlawful to cancel or retire any moreof them. It required them to be 
reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation, no matter from 
what source they were received; and it provided when they were muti- 
lated and new notes had to be substituted for them that the new notes 
issued in their stead should be of like denominations as the mutilated 
notes that were for that cause canceled. 

Congress did not intend to empower any Secretary to tamper with 
the then outstanding legal-tender notes. They were in a shape satis- 
factory to the law-making power, while before the passage of that act 
the Secretary could by law cancel one thousand mutilated one-dollar 
notes and issue in their stead one one-thousand-dollar note. That 
power was taken from him, and he was restricted to the right, and the 
duty was imposed upon him, to issue notes of like denominations in the 
place of those destroyed. The reason was obvious. As Secretary Sher- 
man said, they circulated readily in their then form, being of denomi- 
nations both large and small; they had universal credit; they were not 
easily counterfeited; they were the best paper currency that had yet 
been devised. 

The national banks were allowed to issue their notes without limit 
and of any denomination of not less than $5. They needed large 
amounts of legal-tenders for reserve and redemption funds. If they 
could require the Secretary to issue legal-tenders in such denomina- 
tions as they chose they could convert the ones, twos, fives, and tens 
into one-thousand-dollar, five-thousand-dollar, and ten-thousand-dollar 
notes and destroy the greenback circulation among the people and oc- 
cupy the field themselves. Nothing better illustrates the difficulty of 
restraining executive officers from doing what they please, fas aut nefas, 
than the fact that every Secretary of the Treasury from 1878 till now 
has changed the denominations of the legal-tender notes to suit his 
own ideas of convenience, and they claim that the law of 1878 gives 
—_ the right todo so. If it does I confess my inability to construe 
a law. 

It was to prevent the exercise of that assumed power that the House 
of Representatives inserted into this bill as a limitation on the use of 
the money a priated the proviso: ‘‘ That no portion of this sum 
shall be for printing United States notes of large denomina- 
tions in lieu of notes of small denominations canceled or retired.”’ 

That is not new legislation; it isan express order to our Treasury 
officials not to violate the law. 

I do not assert that the public interest has suffered, or that it is 
likely to suffer, by the changes in the denominations which have been 
or are likely to be made; that is not the question. My position is that 
no official has a right to violate the law, even when he thinks he is 
improving the service by doing so. The House was right in ordering 
obedience. I think the legal-tender notes are in better shape now than 
they were in 1878, as the following table shows: 











Denominations of tegal-tender notes outstanding at the dates named. 
Denominations, June 30, 1878. May 31, 1886. 


1 


$18, 272,775 40 





$20, 929, 874 30 
20, 910, 948 20 18, 890, 141 60 
54, 709,556 50 85, 803, 894 00 
65, 511,644 00 67, 475,511 00 
62, 720, 643 00 55, 833, 479 00 
os ‘ 27, 182, 680 00 23, 508, 915 00 
ne hundreds. 31, 624, 670 00 31, 570, 300 00 
c ioe 30, 878, 500 00 12,515, 500 00 
thousands............ 33, 212, 500 00 33,740,500 00 
thousands.. iiaashnieesianaiatel- 60, 000 00 
Na ain stcinseedlisiasemenesocenteneccsebon 10, 000 00 








347, 631,016 00 347, 631,016 00 


Deduct amount destroyed in Chicago fire 


( eteatidhtineh teeta 1, 000, 000 00 1,000, 000 00 


asec ceees ewenee 





346, 681,016 00 346, 681, 016 00 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY, 
Washington, June 2, 1886. 


The it will be observed, is in the five-dollar notes at the expense 
of the five-handred-dollar. That is a great improvement over the con- 
dition in 1878; but they may all be converted into five-hundred-dollar 
notes if the has the power, which all of them have exercised, 
as | insist, in violation of law. 

Mr. President, I ought not to close these remarks without adding that 
the gold in the country is now fourfold’more than it was when silver 
was demonetized in 1873, and that we have acquired more gold and 
added it to our stock since silver coinage was restored in 1878 than all 
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the silver coinage from that date till now amounts to. The Director 


of the Mint makes the following statement: 
GOLD COIN IN THE COUNTRY. 


[From Mint reports. } 
July 1, 1873: 
In the Treasury and national bamks............cccescccccsesessseseeeseseerseveeeecees 


$98, 000, 000 
In other banks and in hands of the people.......cc<< sscoeeeeseecereeeees 


37, 000, GOO 
135, 000, 000 





January 1, 1879: 


In the Treasury and national banks.......... . 147,700, 000 
oe scree cangunepensent ; 11, 000, GOO 
In hands of people ........... scccusenscveceveseveccecoenecce BED, GER, GSD 
278, 300, 00O 
July 1, 1885: 

In the Treasury and national banks............... eneecustiiieanediantitie .. 219, 700, 000 
ii icaccileticieletacincnieeniatiaem piraeocneal . 26,000,000 
In other banks and with people ..............:ccs+sseccessersecerssncecseesenseeeeeree 297, 500, OOO 
542, 200, 000 
This amount would have been $582,200,000, but the present Director of the 
Mint deducted $30,000,000 for the consumption in the arts from 1873 to 1880, which 

sum was not deducted before that time for the reason that it was claimed to 


offset by the coin brought in by immigrants in eacess of that taken out by trav- 
elers. 

By the most careful estimates the excess of gold exports over imports will not 
exceed $3,000,000 for the present fiscal year. 


I have not the official figures for 1886, but it is safe to say that the gold 
coin in the country now is not less than $540,000,000 as against $155,- 
000,000 in 1873 and $278,000,000 in 1879. The total coinage of silver 
dollars since 1878 is less than $240,000,000; the gain in gold bas ex- 
ceeded that sum since 1878 by over $20,000,000, yet we are told that 
gold is taking wings and fleeing away, and that same old tradition called 
Gresham’s law is going to ruin us, if it has not done so already. 

Mr. President, the United States owes next to nothing abroad and 
substantially nothing at home outside of ordinary expenditures that can 
be paid till 1891 and 1907. The premium onour 4 per cent. bonds has 
risen in a few months from 123 to 127. The exports and importsof gold 
are principally in bullion, and almost altogether on private account. 
Our foreign commerce is increasing and our home industries are improv- 
ing. Our greatest need is a full, reliable, and convenient circulating 
medium, which I think my amendment to this bill will furnish, and 
the prompt restoration to the people of the money gathered ints the 
Treasury by our tax-collectors. 1 repeat what I have inevery form ot 
speech and illustration so often asserted, that the greatest calamity vo! 
all is the hoarding and locking up of money in the Treasury; hence my 
anxiety to require our Treasury officials to pay it out promptly, and 
pay it out.in such form as will best promote the general welfare. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did theSenator from Kentucky move 
a substitute for the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? 

Mr. BECK. I offer my amendment as a substitute for the Senate 
committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
posed to be inserted ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that substitute gets too far I desire to reserve 
any point of order that I can reserve upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator raise a point of 
order now ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair has not yet carefully read 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave. I think it changes a great many existing 
laws and is in the nature of general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that this is 
general legislation of the broadest character, and on that ground it is 
not in order as an amendment to this bill. The Chair has not read it 
through, but so far as he has gone it is clearly so. 

Mr. BECK. It changes existing law, and as an original proposition 
I agree that it would not be in order; but I ask the Chair to read the 
provision made by the House on page 19 from line 435 to line 454 in- 
clusive, which the House had a right to insert in the bill, and which 
being in we have a right to amend, because that is general legislation 
and a great deal more comprehensive in its scope than what I propose. 

I haveaclear right to vote for the House provision as it stands, of course, 
because it is here. Ido not want it, I do not think it wise legislation; 
but I think it can be amended so a3 to make it wise legislation, and 
hence the amendment I| have offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. We can not apply the rules of the 
Senate to whatever is proposed by the other House. The House must 
judge of that matter for itself. But under the rules of the Senate the 
Chair is of opinion that this amendment isnotin order. If the Senator 
desires, he may take an appeal or if the Senator wishes the question 
submitted to the Senate it wili be done. 

Mr. BECK. I only want to say one word. I desire the Chair to 
look at it—I will offer it again in the Senate—from this standpoint: 
Assume that the law is to-day what the House proposes to make it, is 


In what part of the clause is it pro- 
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my modification of it new legislation? The House having asserted as 
much, for the purpose of acting upon the point of order that must be 
assumed to be existing law because it was made in order by the House; 
and we can not take the provision out under a point of order. Then 
the question is, assuming that to be true, have we nota right to amend 
it? Hence the amendment I have offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the pro- 
viso moved by the committee is entirely new legislation not affecting 
or even pertinent or germane to anything contained in the House prop- 
osition. 

Mr. BECK. I will offer this again in the Senate after further time 
for reflection and contemplation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is out of order. 

Mr. BECK. I shall have the right to offer it again in the Senate 
notwithstanding the impression of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. The Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate at any time it is desired. 

Mr. BECK. I will offer it when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Itseems to me that if the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky is not in order the amendment offered by the 
committee is not in order. If the Senator from Kentucky can not 
amend the clause because the amendment is in the nature of general 
legislation, how can the committee do the same thing? 

Mr. FRYE. That point has not been made yet. 

Mr. TELLER. That point I desire to make now. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator makes the point seriously I should 
like to say a word about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do make it seriously. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it is in order to strike out provisions that 
are in the House bill; and I should think thatif those provisions were 
struck out the Senator himself would waive the point of order on the 
proviso, which is the only thing subject to the point of order. The 
proviso is in the direction of the views of the Senator from Colorado, 
and I should hope that after we have stricken out the House provision 
he would not disturb the harmony of this proceeding by suggesting 
that the proviso should not be inserted. Certainly it is in order to 
strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that all the amendments proposed by the committee are in order ex- 
cept the proviso. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to be heard on that question. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not raise any question on the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The other amendments merely 
change the language of the clause grammatically. 

Mr. TELLER. The proviso is the only merit there is in the action 
of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Colorado does not 
raise the point of order on the proviso. 

Mr. TELLER. I raise the point of order on striking out and in- 
serting the words in the upper part of the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that that is 
a mere question of grammar. 

Mr. TELLER. Bad grammar does not vitiate the law if it passes 
in that shape. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks those amendments 
are in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, we will reserve that point until we get into 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as it will 
stand if the amendments of the committee be adopted. 

The SrecReTaRy. In line 435 it is proposed to strike out the first 
word ‘‘That’’ and insert ‘‘ And;’’ in line 437, after the words “‘ de- 
nominations of,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ones’’ and insert ‘‘one’’ and strike out 
‘*twos’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think these amendments had better be agreed to 
as we goalong. They are all different amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment striking out the 
word ‘‘ That’? and substituting the word “‘And.”’ in line 435, will be 
regarded as agreed to if there beno objection. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

The Secretary. In line 437, after the word “‘ denominations,’ it 
is proposed to strike out *‘ ones’’ and insert “‘one.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheSecreTarRy. The nextamendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations is, in line 437, to strike out the word “‘twos’’ and insert 
“*two;’? so as to read: 

Issue silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheSEcRETARY. The nextamendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations is, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 437, to strike out: 

lus silver do! Ww » 
On ail the surp — llars now in the Treasury. hee or the ap- 


Ppropriations made in bill and other expenditures or of the Gov- 
ernment. That. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


TheSeEcRETARY. The next amendment of the Committee on A ppro- 
priations was, in line 440, before the words ‘the silver,” to inser 
**And;’’ and in line 441, after the word “‘ receivable,”’ to insert * ;.. 
deemable;’’ so as to read: 

And the silver certificates herein authorized shall be receivable, redeema},). 
and payable in like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver ,..,' 


tificates by the actof February 28, 1878, entitled **An act toauthorize the coi: . 
of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character.”’ ” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. The next amendment of the Committee on Ap. 
propriations is, in line 446, after the word ‘‘character,’’ to strike out 
the words: 

And shall be redeemable in standard silver dollars on demand, and whey 


paid into the Treasury shall be reissued, subject to the provisions herein for (je 
redemption of the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question on the amendment 
and declared that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays at once. 

i yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to ¢a]] 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrRILL]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this amendment, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I cast my vote, 
forgetting that I was paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr, 
Eustis]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PAYNE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMpToN], and I withdraw wy 
vote. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLair]. If my colleague were present, 
he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. I announce the pairof my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hawley, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hoar, Spooner, 
Butler, Evarts, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Cameron, Frye, : Miller, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chace, Gray, Palmer, 
Conger, Hale, Platt, 
Dawes, Harrison, Sawyer, 

NAYS—24. 
Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Berry, George, Maxey, Vest, 
Brown, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Camden, Ingalls, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—27. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Hampton, Manderson, Ransom, 
Bowen, Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Cullom, Kenna, Morrill, Sewell, 
Eust n, Payne, Van Wyck. 
Fair, McPherson, Pike, 
So the amendment was agreed to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment inserting the proviso, which will be read. 

Mr. BECK. What was the precise question just now voted on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question just voted on was strik- 
ing out the words from line 446 to line 449. The question now is on 
inserting the proviso. 

Mr. BECK. Idesireto give notice that I shall ask for a separate vote 
on that question in the Senate, which was, I believe, striking out the 
words from line 446 to line 449; and I will ask for a separate vote in 
the Senate on the amendment striking out after the word ‘ dollars,” 
in line 437, down to the word ‘‘Government,”’ inline 440; and also on 


the amendment i the word ‘‘redeemable”’ in line 441, after the 
word “‘receivable.’’ I ask a separate vote on each of these wien 
the bill comes into the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will »e 
read. 

The Carer CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations propose to 
add to the clause just acted upon, at the end of line 449, the following 


proviso: 

Provided, That said denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued 
in lieu of silver certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to _ 
extent said certificates of larger denominations shall be canceled and de- 
stro: 


: : 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Now we go back to the terraces. 





The next amend- 


specting the Capitol terraces. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senate adjourned last night I gave notice of 
an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the Chair 
was not in at the moment, but he is advised that the then occupant of 
the Chair held the amendment of the committee to be out of order. 

Mr. HALE. But I gave notice when the Senate adjourned that I had 
another amendment to offer. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be now in order. 

Mr. HALE. Afterthe words “eighteen hundred and seventy-seven, ”’ 
in line 1432, I move to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That the work under the appropriation shall be done so as to pro- 
vide committee-rooms upon the western front of the terraces, with proper ven- 
tilation and light from windows in the outer western wall. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to occupy much of the 
time of the Senate upon this subject, because it is a thing in which I can 
have no greater interest than any other Senator. I wish togive in brief 
the history of this matter so far as it has depended upon the only thing 
that has given it life, and that is the appropriations of money for the 
work, 

The Capitol as it stood ten years ago was a most beautiful and im- 
posing and majestic structure. People of taste, of judgment, and of 
trained and discerning skill in architecture who had traveled the world 
over were always impressed when they viewed the Capitol. There were 
inconveniences about it. In its original structure not enough attention 
had been given to the convenience of Senators and members in occupy- 
ingeither the chambers of the legislative bodies or the committee rooms. 
The prevalent fault-finding about the building was that not enough at- 
tention had been given to the feature of air and light and ventilation 
from exterior walls. The halls of the two legislative bodies are castles 
in the center of the wings, coming nowhere to the sun, to the air, to the 
light, and many of the rooms in the Capitol are subject to the same ob- 
jection. But all‘the same it was a great, beautiful, grand structure, 
and it ought to have been let alone. If ithad not been for uneasy spirits, 
experimentalists who wanted to get hold of this building and to work 
out their own plans and their own devices and their own schemes, it 
would have been let alone, as it should have been. 

Ten years ago and more the plan began to be urged and the idea 
mooted of changing the outside. It came up first upon a project to ex- 
tend from the center in the form of a Greek cross wings to the east 
and to the west. That was abandoned, but during that discussion one 
thing was urged continually, and stress was laid upon it as an archi- 
tectural feature, that the appearance of the building was low; that it 
was not high enough for its immense length and breadth. I think that 
was recognized by architects and by people of taste and judgment in 
every way. 

When that plan was abandoned we first began to hear about this 
scheme for extending out upon the three sides, to the north and west 
and south, in the form of a new structure called the terrace. There 
was a bank of earth which was called a terrace. The question arose 
whether anything was needed to be done there, as the old Library proj- 
ect had been abandoned. 

When that subject came before Congress, Senators, almost everybody, 
had a great deal of skepticism about it. It was a pretty serious ques- 
tion to deal with this magnificent building, situated on this command- 
ing eminence asit is. Having commended itself to the taste and judg- 
ment of the world, it was a pretty serious thing to begin to meddle 
with its foundation, and it did not meet with much favor at first. But 
like everything else about Washington, like everything else that is 
urged upon Congress, the more it was repelled and discarded as an im- 
practicable idea the more persistent the men became who were en- 
gaged in it. 

At last the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and more 
especially a long-experienced member of that committee, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MoRRIL1], for whom we all have the highest re- 
spect and reverence, became possessed of the idea that as well as being 
asound public man and a good legislator he was an artist and architect, 
and that he could immensely improve this building about its founda- 
tion. He kept at itin the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
until at last, through the aid of an architect imported from New York, 
a Mr. Olmsted, a plan was prepared for building out terraces of marble 
instead of the terrace made from the natural earth presented before, 
and as is commonly presented about buildings. 

The history of that move, of that performance is rather an interesting 
one. When the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had suc- 
ceeded, as that committee thought, in perfecting this plan for improv- 
ing the appearance of the Capitol, and had got a report, and had got 
estimates made for this whole transaction, which it was said would cost 
$800,000 (and which, like every other estimate and like the whole plan, 
Was essentially and fundamentally faulty and weak in the amount as 
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| in everything else), it became necessary to secure the attention of Con. 
ment I believe in order reserved is the amendment, on page 58, re- | 


gress, and the favorable attention of Congress, because Senators as well 


| as Members were doubtful, skeptical, hesitating, were afraid that some 


grotesque, absurd thing might be ingrafted upon the foundation of this 
building which would be a shame and a reproach to the future. 

The question came up first of giving the whole plan adopted, and 
that was abandoned. It could not be done; the House would not 
agree to it; the Senate would not agree to it. So it proceeded piece- 
meal, and from year to year the Senator from Vermont, representing 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, appeared before the 
Committee on Appropriations, because he had found, as the committee 
had found, that they could not get any bill through that committed 
Congress to the whoie plan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It went through the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. They could not get it through Congress. They must 
get it in the place where comes the test of embarking in any practical 
scheme of leyislation requiring money about Washington, that is an 
appropriation in terms made. They came before the Committee on 
Appropriations, which had no more interest in this matter, and has no 
more interest in it to-day than any other committee, and no member 
of the committee has any more interest in it than the member of any 
other committee—they came before that committee and did not dare 
to propose that the whole scheme should be taken, but that Congress 
should embark in it and should test it. 

The first appropriation was made four years ago for starting and de- 
veloping to a limited extent this work; and the appropriations were 
made referring in their terms to certain plats and plans which were 
made. Since last night I have been hunting up my papers, for like 
other members of the Committee on Appropriations and members ofother 
committees I have the fashion after a subject is closed of putting up 
the papers and filing them away because I may want to turn to them 
afterward. I remembered in the discussion last night that whenever 
this subject was brought to the Committee on Appropriations it never 
was urged upon them that these limited appropriations from year to 
year were to involve any plan that comprehended a blank, unrelieved 
wail upon the outside. 

Mr. TELLER. What kind ofa plan did you think it was? 

Mr. HALE. I am coming to that. When we made the appropria- 
tions we made them upon little maps which were presented to us, and 
I have one of them here that I found. [Exhibiting.] The maps upon 
which we made the appropriations and which were submitted to us 
were like the one which I have in my hand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A ground plan, and no elevation? 

Mr. HALE. A ground plan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And no elevation? 

Mr. HALE. And no elevation. We were asked, in order to fix 
where the money should be placed, to mention by letters certain sec- 
tions of this plan. They began with A on the north side, B, C, D, E, 
G, F, H, I, J, K, L,and M. In the old discussions upon the Library, 
upon carrying out the east and west wings in the form of a Greek cross, 
the question of committee-rooms was always uppermost and discussed; 
and the moment that the project was broached before the Committee 
on Appropriations to begin this work the question arose about com- 
mittee room, and net one dollar I may say, and if I am wrong in this 
I ask any member of the Committee on Appropriations, then or now, 
present at any time, to contradict me—not a dollar of appropriation 
would have been given unless it had been believed that in accordance 
with the thread of the discussion on the old question of changing the 
Capitol there should be clean, fresh, and amply-lighted exterior com- 
mittee-rooms. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator tostate now that there never 
has been any appropriation made in bulk for this work, but the ap- 
propriations have always been made by parcels at the solicitation of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, represented by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILu], and that it was always dis- 
tinctly understood that thereshould be committee-rooms with windows 
upon the outside. Do I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. HALE. Always. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator if in 1884, in the first session 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, the Appropriations Committee did not 
report unanimously the bill which I hold in my hand, entitled ‘‘An 
act for the completion of the Capitol terraces and the stairways con- 
nected therewith,’’ appropriating $770,588.98 for that work, which 
was the full amount of the estimate, ‘‘ the work to be done according 
to the plans and specifications furnished by Frederick Law Olmsted, 
landscape architect;’’ and if that bill, so reported by the committee of 
which he is a member, did not pass the Senate unanimously, as the 
RECORD shows? Now, let the Senator answer that. 

Mr. HALE. Ireferred tothat before. That project came to naught; 
it never passed the House of Representatives. Look at the discussion; 
look at the time when the bill was reported; look at the whole of the 
proceedings accompanying it, and the Senator can not find anywhere 
that there was any abandonment of the idea of committee-rooms, 
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Mr. TELLER. It was the indorsement of a plan which never had 


any windows at all. Olmsted’s plan never had any windows. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say a word about that plan. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I shal. not interrupt him 
again. 

~ Mr. HALE. The Senator is himself one of the most generous men 
in allowing interruptions, and I think sometimes I trespass upon his 
generosity. Ido not object to his interrupting me at any time. 

Mr. VEST. Iam much obliged for the compliment. But I say the 
Senator stated over and over again last night, and has reiterated it again 
to-day, that the Committee on Appropriations has never recommended 
any appropriation for this work except in parcels. He said it last 
night, or the REcoRD is at fault, and my memory is at fault, and I un- 
dertake to say the memory of every Senator here. I produce a bill 
which passed the Senate unanimously, which was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations unanimously, which appropriated the whole 
amount of the estimate according to the plans and specifications which 
I read last night, which I have here now, and which did not mention 
any committee-rooms or any windows on the outside. 

Mr. HALE. Neither do the appropriations that were made, for the 
reason that always in the conferences and always in the investigation 
of this matter it was declared that committee-rooms could be upon the 
outside in consonance with the plan. When Mr. Olmstead, the archi- 
tect, appeared within the last ten days before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and was asked by the chairman whether it was essential 
in this plan that there should be no windows upon the outside of this 
structure that they have built, or if windows could not be cut in there 
now, he declared that they could be and that it would not destroy the 
plan; that it was not considered by him as essential, but it was con- 
sidered by Congress as essential. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know that I ought to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Qh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator said it would not destroy the plan. 
Does he mean by that to say that the architect was of opinion that it 
would have no effect on the architectural beauty of the structure? 

Mr. HALE. The architect did not say that; but it had been said, 
and the chairman asked the question thinking that it would bring out 
that answer from the architect, whether it would be i now to 
cut these windews without destroying the effect of the plan, and the 
architect answered that they could be, and did not lay stress upon 
that. 

Mr. TELLER. It would destroy the plan, but not the effect. 

Mr. HALE. He put itin that way. But I was going on in order. 
This plan which I found among my papers is a plan that does not give 
windows anywhere. It does not give windows on the Capitol itself. 
It is under the background of this structure that is projected out in 
front. It simply gives the outline. It does not give spaces. 

Mr. TELLER. Being a background plan, it could not very well. 

Mr. HALE. He had the diagram in his hand, The Senator from 
Vermont asked us to appropriate for section A. Where is section A? 
It is right there. Where is section B? It is right im the corner. 
Where is section C? Hesaid ‘‘itis rightalongthere.’”’ Then in order 
that this work should proceed not in an irresponsible way, they put on 
the appropriation which they made for the north side, after the little 
experiment which one of the Senators I know characterized as a tannel 
or a canal by which we come in to the stepsouthere. After it had got 
so far along they wanted to proceed with the rooms and the terrace upon 
the north side, and the committee were so careful not to let it proceed 
irresponsibly that they tied up the appropriation which they gave, and 
provided that the work under the appropriation should be confined to 
the north front of the Capitol and should not extend ee 
the line of the west front of the Senate wing of the Capitol. It not 
mean that it should go on without from time to time holding it in check. 

When we came here the next winter we found that that had been 
done, and that there were no committee-rooms on the north side. When 
the Senator from Vermont ing his committee came before the 
Senate Committee on i first asked him was, 
what had become of the plan of having committee-rooms there? The 
reason was not that the did not involve committee-rooms until you 
got around to the eenter, but that on the north side away from the sun 
it was thought that the rooms could be made for storage, and that we 
should not have the committee-rooms until we got around to the front; 
and so the committee upon that made an appropriation for the work in 
front. 

I affirm—and I ask members of the Committee on Appropriations to 
contradict me if I am wrong—that when that appropriation was made 
and the plans declared where there should be work, no plan was shown 
to us, nothing indicating that here was a scheme for an entire wall to 
be run along, and that the desire of Congress for committee-rooms was 
to be disregarded. 

When we came here this winter, and the committee found that this 

dene Guttiante Sne'tag of agpmptations, -summ eoaghongamees 
in way of appropriations, it was a complete 

to the committee when they went out on the western front and found 

that rooms had been made there without a particle of light in the ex- 

terior wall at the west. ~~ 
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The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who is now with the s., 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Vermont | \;, 
Epmunps], will bear testimony that he himself was as much s:);. 
prised as any member of the committee, and that when he went 0); 
thereand saw that, he declared that he had been deceived in this m.:;, 

Then for the first time it was found on investigating into the »)};, 
rior purposes of this architect and this scheme that the only roo, 
which can be used for committee-rooms, as much as we need them and 
as much as the need constautly is arising, were out opposite an 
front of the center of the Capitol, in that little area shaped like ; 
before the Secretary’s desk bere, upon which we look when we s't 
the barber’s chair looking out through the open window te the west, 
and not one of these committee-rooms is to have any outlook, any win. 
dow, any light, out toward the west where all the winds blow, where 
the air is pure and sweet and clear, but every one of the committee. 
rooms opens upon this little area or court, which is closed, into which 
no wind can sweep, which whenever the sun runs high and the weather 
becomes warm, is hot and oppressive, so that a man in any one of those 
committee-rooms would be obliged to close the window to keep out the 
accumulated heat that would pour into the room the moment that he 
opened his window. No breath of life in the air from the heavens or 
the winds that blow can penetrate one of those rooms. 

Mr. INGALLS. Like this Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; just like this Chamber; and I say that is one of 
the features, and the inconvenient and unhealthy features of this Capi- 
tol as it was originally, which seem to be perpetuated and carried out 
by this plan. 

Now, the question comes, what is to become of these rooms al! along 
on the north side to the open air, all along on the west side to the open 
air? Opposite each wing, where the Senate sits and where the House 
sits, are large, spacious, lofty rooms, connected from an inner corridor 
with a bull’s-eye light overhead like a coal cellar, and on the face to 
the west of those rooms is nothing but the blank, dark wall, purposely 
made to exclude light and air and ventilation. Yet it is a part of this 
plan to make that portion of the Capitol which the architect in the re- 
markable letter which was read last night characterizes as the cellar. 

I never heard of the cellar being up above and open, and 15 or 13 
or 20 feet above the level of the ground. But to carry out his plan 
of dungeons into which men might be immared, rather than clean, 
healthy, spacious committee-rooms, the architect sticks to his idea of a 
. Those rooms arealong thiscorridor, lighted from above, lighted 
perhaps by a little window opening inte a court, no outside light, or 
ventilation, or air; and yet the plan embraces, as I have said, the feat- 
ure of so using that floor which should be one of the most attractive 
and convenientand handy of any in the Capitol. There is to be the en- 
trance from the center. 

The corrider along the elevator that runs now is torun down another 
floor; there is to be egress and i 
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of course would be given to them, we should have found there some ») 
the best committee-rooms that there are in this Capitol (I should be 
very glad to gointo one of them) the way that buildings are built now, 
with asphalt and with lead linings, and with subcellars and with every- 
thing that can be made where there is nostint in money, and those roo.s 
could be made the bestof any inthe Capitol. But theyare closed, tlivy 
are left cold, dark, and damp, and you can not ventilate them. J iic 
north rooms which were made for storage are so damp that if you put 
farniture into them in one week the varnish begins to drop, the paint 
peels off, the articles become damp. If you put papers in there they 
will not keep, they become damp and begin to rot—decay and putre'y. 
They are good for nothing, because every element and every considera- 
tien of convenience has been sacrificed by this plan of this architect, w )o 
tells us in that remarkable letter which was read last night that tle 
only feature about the building is that it should have an imposing |ook. 
He says: 


Here isa great and costly building, the greater part of the cost of which has 
been directed to the of producing a certain m on the minds of 
those looking toward fond an impression that be associated with ideas 


of the strength and majesty of a great nation. 
a that the strength and majesty of the structure should not be 


It was to be accomplished by setting a strong wall into the face of 
the hill rete neannatiatee building; that is to say, in front of ils 
an outer wall, it was calculated, would have the effect upon 


the eyeof «dam holding beck whatever on ite side looked liable to setils 
toward the down-hill Every doliar thus spent on the terrace, and on 
the grounds in connection with it, has been spent on the supposition that t-. 
In another part of the letter the architect. states that the great reason 
why this work has been entered upon and carried out after the fas}ion 
it is being carried out is that there was an ion before that the 
Capitol would squeeze out the ground around it and would settle, au! 
that there was a lack of firmness in its base. es 
Mr. INGALLS] participated in a very pungent effective way, 25} 
ede be cae niccumions otih seteenen tenuenping ows tho ox and 
ibrary accommodation; and I venture to say tht 
in all of those discussions he will bear me out that this idea that the 
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architectural effect of this building could be improved because it was 
necessary to put a wall or a dam out there to prevent the impression of 
sinking or squeezing out the ground never was heard of. 

The thing that was heard of then in the discussions here and in the 
committee was that the building presented rather a squat appearance, 
and that this new work, instead of being a cellar, would add another 
story in effect to the building and would thereby in effect heighten it 
and would relieve that appearance. I wonder if the Senator from 
Kansas in those discussions ever heard before this letter from the archi- 
tect of this idea that the object was to have a dam outside to prevent 
the Capitol from appearing to squeeze out the ground. And if Con- 
gress had been told what this design was not a dollar would ever have 
been appropriated for it. I venture this assertion that there are not 
ten Senators in this body who before the last two weeks ever knew or 
heard or believed there was a plan here for running a blank, bare, star- 
ing wall around the Capitol without a window in it. 

Mr. TELLER. It was their own fault if they did not know it. 

Mr. HALE. They did not kuow it; and in the solicitations with 
which the Committee on Approp.iations were visited that was carefully 
concealed, and we made our appropriations and our references to this 
plan simply upon the plot of the ground in order to fix upon the dia- 
gram where the money was to be expended. I neversaw any feature, 
nor any report, nor any diagram of this entire plan without windows 
upon the outside walls until I came here this winter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
thereitis: ‘‘ Referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, December 5, 1883.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. There never was any other. 

_Mr. HALE. I know that document, the same one referred to last 


t. 
~ HAWLEY. There is the illustration itself, and there are the 
specifications, all of which describe exactly that kind of wall, and re- 

t it over and over. 

Mr. HALE. I have read those specifications. They do not say 
anything one way or other about windows. The truth is that at all 
the times when that feature was presented it was said, ‘‘ Yes, you can 
have your committee-rooms, and your windows, and when we get to 
the west side it will be done.’? It was not pretended that it wasa 
distinctive feature that there should be no windows, and Mr. Olmsted 
himself did not pretend that when he came last week before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. — 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator be so kind as to let me explain a 
matter? I am anxious to get at the truth. 

Mr. HALE. I yield. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Senators and members and everybody visiting the 
Capitel will remember a picture that hung for years on the terrace at 
the western front and at the foot of the entrance near what is to be the 
grand staircase, and which thousands of people have looked at as show- 
ing what was to be the future of the Capitol. There is a completed 
terrace in that picture precisely as described in the plan three years 
old, precisely as it is partly finished on the north and west sides. 

Mr. TELLER. That was hung up at least five years ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have gone to the architect’s office and inquired 
for it and it was dug out of the old lumber. 

Mr. VEST. I raise the point of order on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harpgisin thechair). The Sen- 
ator will state his point of order. 

Mr. VEST. That the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine 
is out of order. 

auiineaeten bee will withhold that for a few minutes, I 
am y what I was going to say-—— 

Mr. VEST. I will withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. HALE. I have no feeling except to present this matter to Sen- 
ators and then let it be disposed of. If the Senate does not desire these 
committee-rooms, then we can get along without them. I can, for one, 
if other Senators can. I was only giving the history to show that this 
plan is now sprung and that in the quarters that bad the responsibility 
of appegeaing this money this never was understood until the pres- 
ent time. 

Now as to the beauty and the fitness of this long, unbroken band. I 
am not an architect; I do not know that any Senator here is an archi- 
tect; the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
(Mr. Manone] is not; the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is not; 
i ee venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRBILL] is not an 

I have had experience enough with architects—and I have had a good 
deal within the last few years—to know that upon great questions of 
the appearance of a public building or a private building, of a dwell- 

or any feature of it, as to how it shall strike the intelligent 
and cultivated and observant eye, the jadgment of any intelligent and 
enlightened gentleman is as good as that of an architect; and, more- 
over, it is not pestered and thwarted and disturbed and turned awry 
La scheme or plan that an architect bas and that he is 


by 
have 


to carry out. No man ever built a house and let the architect 
his and gave him carte blanche who did not find afterward 
that he to have kept his own eye, his master-eye, upon the sub- 
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I have asked and have tried to find out from others who have pro- 
fessional knowledge and experience in this matter where a public build- 
ing ean be found with its outer base—not a cellar, because the archi- 
*~p calling this a cellar in order to avoid the 
point Iam now making that this is an outer face to the base—I do not 
kuow where any building can be found with the basement out clear to 
view a plain line of granite or marble or brick, or whatever it may be, 
unbroken by windows. I believe the effect would be better to have 
windows inserted in these all along in front, because whatever 
may be said about this dam, this wall that is to prevent the appear- 
ance of squeezing out the ground, the general effect to the beholder as 
he stands far off and approaches the Capitol is just as it was said it 
would be at the time we entered upon this work, that another story is 
added to this building, that it lifts it up and makes it less squat, and it 
appears as if this wall was right under the continuation of the old wall. 
It will be improved by windows properly put in with proper supports 
and proper strengthenings at the sides below and above. 

I do not believe that any building of this kind ean be found any- 
where. The architect was asked when he was before us if he knew of 
any such building. He instanced a building in England, the country 
home of the Duke of Devonshire I believe, and it happened fortunately 
that a member of the committee had visited that place last year and he 
said at once that is nothing but a wall that rises above the ground like 
any wall and is not in any way like this feature, and the architect then 
was obliged to confess that it was so and he could not give the name. 

I have been to the Library and I have been looking over the engrav- 
ings and pictures of stately buildings, remarkable buildings, buildings 
the structures of which have given renown to the architects, and I can 
not find anywhere any building with a great base unrelieved by doors 
or windows, but precisely in form like the base of a monument. 

While I do not pretend to have any architectural education and may 
be all wrong about it, I have a profound belief that if that is carried out 
in the years tocome the question first asked by everybody approaching 
it will be, why have you got that blank, staring wall outside there? 
You may dam this building now, but our children and our successors 
will damn it a great deal worse in the years tocome. Ido not believe 
in itany way. I think the architect is all wrong. He has got this 
idea into his head, and like all architects he is bound on carrying it out 
whether or no. 

I do not know but that it will be said we have gone too far, that we 
can not retract. It will be said that if Senators did net know they 
ought to have known. Perhaps thatisso. Perhaps I ought to have 
known, perhaps the Committee on Appropriations ought to have known 
more, ought to have been more wary, ought to have examined more 
fully into the details of this plan; but when every appropriation was 
accompanied by an assurance that we should have these committee- 
rooms, we did not. Perhaps we were at fault. Ido not say that we 
were not. I do say—and in this I appeal to the consciousness of Sen- 
ators surrounding me now—that I believe not ten men up to this win- 
ter ever had a thought that there was a feature here to be carried out 
of a blank, staring wall upon the outside and no windows and no com- 
mittee-rooms. I may be all wrong about it, but I make that statement 
as my impression from the talk I have heard from Senators and from 
the way my own mind hasrun. And with this I am going to leave it. 

I can have, as I said, no more interest than anybody else, no more 
than the Senator from Missouri, The Commitiee on Appropriations 
divided on the subject. They have nointerestinit. It is nota desire 
to step the work, but it is well thatin a matter of this importance Sen- 
ators should know just what has been going ov, how it has gone on, 
and what they are likely to see in the future. 

Mr. VEST. I now renew the point of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri raises the 
point of order that the amendment of the Senator from Maine is not 
in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘seven,’’ in line 1432, it is moved 
to add: 

Provided, That the work under this appropriation shall be done so as to pro- 
vide committee-rooms upon the western front of the terraces with proper ven- 
tilation and light from windows in the outer western wall. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw the 
point of order for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
draw the point of order? 

Mr. VEST. Of course I do not wish to prevent the Senator from 


roonis 


Does the Senator from Missouri with- 


speaking. 
Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a remark or two in regard to this 
subject. 


I do not know what other Senators may have thought during the few 
years in which this work of carrying around the marble base in place 
of the earth slope around the Capitol has been going on; but with the 
little attention that I have given to it I supposed from the first until 
now that the general feeling was among all who looked at this Capitol 
from the west side and from the north side and from the east side that 
the earth embankment against this Capitol resembled too much the 
embankments around the little prairie houses that are built for tempo- 




















































































































Pt pt Weis aS ~ 


es 


et eee Tete eaiea tie a 





7444 


rary purposes, the commencement of a place to stay a little while when 
&@& man was making his homestead, banked up, as I have heard in Ire- 
land and in Norway and in other places some residents bank up with 
earth or with snow or with ice as a matter of protection. That was the 
appearance of the Capitol to other people as it was to myself. 

The main argament that I ever heard for leaving these grass plats 
or slopes was to afford a place for children to roll their eggs down on 
Easter Day, so that it was their part of theCapitol on that occasion for 
a play-ground; it was said to be convenient for that purpose. I have 
always understood that the very length of the building gave, especially 
upon the western side of the ground against it, the impression that it 
was a flat building; and I have heard it suggested here and in Con- 
gress that in some way, by some expense, the old Capitol should be 
raised another story, and the dome itself raised on the top of another 
story to relieve the idea of the flatness of the building. That has been 
the criticism of those who have had advantages which I never did have 
of seeing the¢amous buildings of the capitals of the Old World. 

When this was proposed I understood, from all the conversation I ever 
had with members of Congress and others, and I supposed there was to 
be this wall around the building in the place of the earthwork, of the 
grass slope, of the embankment, and the theory of it was that in look- 
ing at the building from the west and that part of it from the north 
and south, which was to be affected by this wall, it would to the eye 
and in point of fact equal to some extent another story of the building, 
and although it was removed far off from the building, was a mere 
foundation for the sidewalk and for the top of the promenade-ground 
around the building, yet the effect of it and the object of it was esthetic 
almost entirely to improve the appearance of the building. 

I have heard from time to time, and innumerable times, members of 
Congress of both Houses speak of the work as it p , as a view 
of it from the north and latterly from the south showed its effect, that 
it did have the effect in coming from the west around the walks of the 
Capitol Grounds, it did have the effect to the eye—illusory perhaps, a 
mere delusion of the senses—of raising the whole Capitol a story, these 
outer parts of it taking the place of the earthwork, blending in with 
the building and lifting it another story from the earth. 

I never heard that anything about that building was to be used for 
committee-rooms, and I am free to say that I do not believe there is a 
Senator in this body or a member of Congress in the other House if 
these rooms were completed in the best possible style, with windows of 
any possible form and with great elevations or greater depth as it may 
be, could be found would agree beforehand as chairman of a committee 
or a member of it to go, from this Senate in any possible mode either 
down through the engine-room or out through the west-front of the 
Capitol and into the corridors there and select a committee-room to 
which he would go in summer and winter and hold his committee meet- 
ings there. This getting committee-rooms off to other places has been 
attempted from the necessities of the case and has uniformly failed 
every where and in whatever building. A committee that goes away 
from the immediate presence of the body is at a disadvantage because 
its attention may be called by the alarm-bells of yea-and-nay votes, 
executive sessions, and all those things where a committeeman desires 
to be within immediate reach of the scene of his labors. 

There were two windows on that subterranean west front of this 
Capitol. One of them remains there yet, I think—ghastly, unsightly 
sepulchral windows, as if the entrance to the dead-house, the entrance 
to the vault whitewashed as in old times if my recollection is right, 
like the outside of a sepulcher. There is one now that has not been 
torn away right in front of the Senate portion of this beautiful build- 
ing, a great gaping, staring window whitewashed within and without. 
I think it has been used in some way or other as a means of getting 
air through this earth embankment and through the engine-room and 
through the heating-room, and the Lord knows what for. I have 
never explored all these places and means of getting fresh air to the 
Senate. The window in the farther end of this Capitol was so un- 
sightly to the members in the other House that many of them who were 
there then cheerfully accepted any proposition by which the window 
could be removed, and so they built a martello tower away off on the 
grounds somewhere in order that the air should not come from the 
immediate surface of the ground. 

The Senator from Maine proposes for these committee-room windows. 
We raised up this martello tower 20 feet, a perfectly air-tight building 
except at the top so that the air that should come in should be pure. 
It used to come sweeping slong the surface of the humid ground, and 
it was thought it should atleast come up a little higher and come down 
through this tower and then come into this old window, and come into 
the House in that way. 

The Senate that is careful about these matters of health and smell 
have continued the use for their refreshment and recreation up to this 
time of a window opening low down, the aircoming through some kind 
of a whitewashed vaultand coming to the Senate Chamber, and it comes 
here yet. No man in the spring or in the winter when the beautiful 
grounds around this Capitol are properly fertilized by the fertility of 
the Guano Islands or the fertility of South Carolina phosphates or the 
more common fertilizing processes that are secured around the different 
livery stables of the city and piled away in immense magazines of fer- 
tilizers—no man in the Senate unless he has a very bad cold and his 
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sense of smell has been very much obstructed can fail to tell ina momen: 
when the fertilizers are scattered over the grass and how the current of 
air coming along in a moist spring day up this beautiful slope finds jts 
passage within the fan, as if we must bring in by the aid of machinery 
surface air from the fertilized grounds around. One sitting here ca) 
tell with the ordinary exercise of his sense of smell when the fertilizers 
are there. 

The same effect will come from a window low down with the slope, 
the air coming up to it from the immediate surface and from the s»j| 
whether affected by fertilizers or the natural moisture arising from the 
frequent rains. The air taken from the surface of the ground around 
this Capitol is not healthy and is not pleasant, and is not fit for the 
Senate, and is not desirable for a committee-room, window or no win- 
dows. 

That striking window which used to stare us like a great tunne! en- 
trance at the House end was removed years ago, but the other window 
has remained at the Senate end and is there to-day if it has not been 
removed within a few days, and I do not know how that may be. 

I venture to say that the sole object and the ohly practical object of 
the expense of building this marble wall around the building was to 
sustain the foundations of the building and to ymove the unsightly 
grass plots that slope down from the building, anal if I may s0 say to 
substitute the pure white marble in the place of the leek-covered 
earthen parapet, There never was atime but that the pure air was 
impregnated with the leeks and the garlic coming over this ground. 
It is not to-day, although twenty to thirty men are busily engaged 
from early spring to midsummer with their little knives weeding out 
these little roots of the leek, the garlic, or the onion, or whatever name 
you call it by, and carrying it off in basketsful day after day, the smell 
of the garlic will linger there still. Now, do you want committee- 
rooms just overlooking these grounds? We desire to have the view 
even from the committee-rooms down there hidden by the already 
great trees and shrubbery, and shut out from the view of the heavens 
or theearth by the shrubbery which must necessarily cover that ground. 

The Senator has spoken of the delightful view from the barber- 
shop—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not like it. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not like that view. I did not hear him very 
exactly, but I thought the Senator had expatiated upon the delightful 
view from the window of the barber-shop. 

Mr. HALE. I wassaying that the trouble with this plan is that the 
committee-rooms provided for are rooms looking out on that space. I 
do not like it better than he. 

Mr. CONGER. Any man of taste who can fall back in the barber’s 
chair and go through the soaporifie and barberous practices of a good 
barber learns to enjoy that place, and gathers around it even when 
there is no special barberous necessity for it. We associate the idea of 
comfort and nicety with it, and regard the place as being a pleasant and 
asightly place. There is my friend from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON }. 
[ saw a heavenly smile come over his countenance when I described it, 
even when he was not looking out om the beautiful view, with the Monu- 
ment in the distance and the grove before him. 

But, sir, there is something serious about this, and I generally when 
I talk to the Senate desire to say serious things, though the Senator 
from Maine may consider these allusions a little humorous. I have 
thought that his remarks about this parapet, or whatever it is called, 
were made with the intention of showing to the Senate how ridiculous 
it would be to have this wall all cut up with windows, a solid base- 
ment for one of the most beautiful promenades in the world. What 
kind of windows? Double windows, Gothic windows, the big Gothic 
in the middle and the little hanging on at the side, or the kind of 
windows with little square holes like the windows in the upper story 
of this Capitol? What could be put in there in any arrangement that 
would not demand a greater height of these walls, and what could be 
put in there which would not, to the eye of any man educated or un- 
educated in artistic things, mar the harmony and the solidity and the 
beauty of these walls? How many windows shall there be? How sit- 
uated? What is to be placed there in any event that would not take 
away the entire effect if there is a good effect in having these walls 
carried around the Capitol. 

Sir, the plan for what was to be done when we reached around the 
front of the main building and the entrance to the main building was 
hung up under glass, stuck down along the walk, and it was there for 
some years. I hadsupposed from it that inthe immediate front of the 
building there was to be a double staircase, a stairway leading from the 
walks from Pennsylvania avenueand from Maryland avenue, winding 
up by some suitable plan to the front of the main center of the Cap! 
tol. In that there might be ornament; in that there might be open- 
ings and windows; in that there might be tracery. Any of those things 
there would be appropriate, but here there should be nothing exce)* 
the plain, distinct, clear purpose of this work, which was to raise the 
building and put in place of a mud wall the white granite or the mot- 
tled granite. The stairway would be the place for ornament. If the 
Senator from Maine will exercise his taste, and I hope he will, there 
may beornamental things there on the two grand stairways on which the 
visitors to the Capitol and the people of the United States coming from 
the two main branching avenues that lead up to the west front of the 
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Capitol should come up the walks that are already prepared, and come 
up wo the Capitol by a staircase which is appropriate and tasteful in re- 
gard to the constraction of the building. 

It is said that this building lacks air. Itis said that it lacks ventila- 
tion. It is said that the store-rooms down here areso moist that papers 
melt, corrode, or mold. Why not? All along they have been there 
to mold, and probably it is no worse now. There never has been any 
attempt to clean out that space to make it even free from the dampness 
of the building. But there are many rooms in this building that have 
no ventilation that are occupied for committee-rooms no better than 
they have to-day; and the ventilation of those vaults or rooms must 
depend upon the forcing of the currents of air to them, and so the dry- 
ing of those rooms depends on the heat and hot air sent through. 

But, sir, I will say another word. No man will want to go to one of 
these rooms as a committee-room either for the reasons of convenience 
or health or proximity to either of the Chambers. If they were there 
nobody would want them. No man will say beforehand that he will 
take them either as chairman of a committee for his committee or as a 
member of it. You may circulate the request and I venture to say you 
can not get a signature ina week. So then I think the idea of these 
rooms for committee-rooms, thus by openings and by windows and by 
whatever process marring the plan and the design of the work itself, 
ought not to be undertaken. : 

We have no need to prepare down under ground and in dark places 
committee-rooms. Whenever the work already ordered by Congress, 
the building of a new library, shall be so far completed as to permit 
the removal from the library part of this Capitol of the vast accumu- 
lation of books and pamphlets and magazines occupying those rooms, 
there will be more and better rooms in that one part of the building 
than all these front committee-rooms put together. 

Besides it is proposed—how soon it may come I do not know, for 
these are things reaching through years that we are considering now— 
and I have no doubt it will soon be entered upon, to build upon the 
other side of East Capitol street over where the library may be located 
a place for the law library, for the United States Supreme Court, and 
for the officers connected with it, leaving for the use of the Senate in 
the Capitol from twelve to fifteen rooms which can be the best com- 
mittee-rooms in this building. The uses for which they are now occu- 

ied will be taken away. In both ends of the Capitol, the prospective 

uildings for the library, and United States court-rooms, and for the law 
library, and for the clerk’s office, and the marshal’s office connected 
with the courts, will leave rooms that are desirable and that will be 
sought by committees without going down elevators and without going 
down into the engine-rooms and through the corridors below. 

These are-my views. I was astonished beyond measure when I found 
that a committee of the Senate would stop the progress of a work which 
to the mind of every man with whom I have ever conversed and of 
every citizen of the United States with whom I have talked about this 
improvement on actual inspection, has been considered very proper in 
its form and very desirable, and worthy of the Capitol and worthy of 
the nation; and when it comesto any vote upon that I shall vote against 
the report of the Committee on Appropriations stopping the appropria- 
tion for any purpose whatever, and most of all I shall vote against it 
when the object of stopping the appropriation is to make an unneces- 
sary and a useless and an undesired and an undesirable number of com- 
mittee-rooms far down in the bowels of the earth and mar the plan 
and mar the usefulness of the work as it is now proceeding. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask unanimous consent that the usual five- 
minute rule may by applied to amendments to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Iowa. 

« Mr. ALLISON. I now ask unanimous consent that in the further 
consideration of this bill the five-minute rule may be applied to the 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that hereafter in the consideration of this 
bill the five-minute rule shall be applied to the discussion of amend- 
ments. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I now renew the point of order on the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
raises the point of order upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] that it is not in order. The bill as it came 
from the House contains an appropriation for continuing the work on 
the terraces of the Capitol to which the Senator from Maine proposes 
an amendment changing the plan upon which that work has heretofore 
been prosecuted under the authority of law. Following the decision 
of the Senate yesterday evening upon the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Golorade [Mr. TELLER] the Chair is constrained to hold 
that the amendment is out of order. 

_ Mr. ALLISON. Now the pending amendment is to strike out from 
line 1416 to line 1432 inclusive. 

Mr. VEST. Let us take a direct vote on that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us take a vote on that. We have had full de- 

now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 
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1416, after the words ‘‘ Capitol terraces,’? down to line 1432, as fol- 





lows: 


For continuing the work upon the terraces of the Capitol, sections marked K, 


D, and J,as shown on printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury (Executive Document No, 9, first session, Forty-eighth Congress), 
including wages of mechanics and laborers, and for reconstructing boiler-vaults 
connected with sections C and K, $150,000. 


That the unexpended balance of the appropriation for continuing the con- 


struction of the terrace and grand stairways of the Capitol made in the act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886,and for other purposes,” 4s hereby 
reappropriated or rendered available for the continuation of that work during 
the fiscal year 1887. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Iowa and to the Senate that that amendment, as the Chair under- 
stood, was ruled out. 
Appropriations was a proposition to strike out the words read and to 
insert what follows in italics, it being one amendment to strike out and 
insert, which the Chair held last night to be out of order. 
amendment is disposed of already. 


The entire amendment of the Committee on 


So that 


Mr. ALLISON. I offered last night an amendment to the text at 


I did that with a view of moving to strike out 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator’s amendment is now in 


order. 


Mr. ALLISON. I then move tostrike out the clause from line 1424 


to line 1432, inclusive. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The language proposed to be stricken 


out will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That the unexpended balance of the appropriation for continuing the con- 


struction of the terrace and grand stairways of the Capitol made in the act en- 
titled “‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” is hereby 
enn e or rendered available for the continuation of that work during 
the 


seal year 1887. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to strike out these words. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, doI understand that the original text re- 


The question is on the amendment 


mains in the bill from line 1416 to line 1423 with the amendment that 


I offered ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the effect of the ruling of last 


night, in which the Senate concurred. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope we shall go on. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment will 


be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment of the Committee on Ap- 


priations which was passed over was, in line 1463, alter the word “‘lands,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’.so as to make the 
clause read: 


Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 


the public lands, 260,000. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask that the amendments relating to public lands 


be passed until the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, for 


whom I have sent, comesin. He desires to make some amendment, 
I think this and the next amendment 
had better go over until he comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the request acceded to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the Senator from Kansas told me 
before he left the Chamber that he favored these two amendments, and 
that if they were adopted it would be satisfactory to him. I do not 
understand that he desires to offer any amendment to these two amend- 
ments of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. 
I think that the House cut the appropriation down to the very lowest 
possible limit in this case. The appropriation is only $75,000. The 
estimate was much larger than that, and without the entire appro- 
priation I do not think that this service can be properly and efficiently 
administered. I hold in my hand a statement which was prepared at 
the General Land Office, showing the proceedings, civil and criminal, 
instituted for depredations committed upon public lands. This is pre- 
pared by Mr. Archibald Young, acting chief of the special service di- 
vision, dated July 17, 1886, and addressed to Commissioner Sparks. 

Wasuincron, D.C., July 17, 1886, 

Str: During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, legal proceedings were insti- 
tuted on recomntfendation of this Department against parties in the Southern 
States for timber depredations upon the public lands, as follows: 








States. Criminal. | Civil. Amount in- 
volved. 

IIIII.. cclichatevedscansrconcentpasetenmcpeaneninccccestebentes 4 8 $61,050 25 
a aad stidiithieddabnieduatteats 29 16 3A, 345 02 
I dehadeieniensseinwedpsuctentasichoessreqesenssooneees - ‘ 2 1,037 50 
cnn di cctcnscaseeubiilinebcccmnbesceve Heusen <6 120 6 257,603 65 
STI iiciahadvesudoubeqtccudstistiecibbedretencesseveccocentsee 26 17 108, 183 00 

EE EE Se ae a ee 1f7 103 | 462,219 42 
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While in the same States during the previous fiscal year only twenty-two 
criminal suits and twenty civil suits were instituted, involving $148,713.92. (See 
Land Office Report, 1885 

Very respectfully, 





ARCHIBALD YOUNG, 
Acting Chief Special Service Division. 
Hon. W. A. J. SPARKS, 


Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


Then I have a comparative statement showing the number of entries 
in the Southern States reported by special agents and the number can- 
celed or held for cancellation during the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1885, and June 30,1886. That refers to a different branch of the same 
subject, which shows that the total number reported by the agents in 
1885 was 221—that is, entries for cancellation—and in 1886, 325, and 
those canceled or held for cancellation in 1885 amounted to 122, and in 
1886 to 260. I will insert the table: 


Statement showing number of entries in the Southern States reported by spe- 
cial agents, and number canceled or held for cancellation during the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1885, and June 30, 1886. 


le 
| Reported by agents. | Canceled or held for 











cancellation. 
Siat« 

1885. | 1886. | 1885. | 1886, 
; | rt | Ps ae p 2 ye 
Pe indncincnthiineleninmeinneel 12 é 57 5 
SE. ccnnninntnenetainenteninnennenee } 44 50 10 67 

UN Nhs rcdiak tens abasaithesdiioesteatuac’ 64 31 30 | 
RNR CAT Tinea anita i 90 154 ll 131 
| 8 il 5 18 
NNN cs caiscancsattinamatates ato: 3 | 76 10 1 
TUDE. .ccostepecertlaimeicninl 221 325 122 260 
ARCHIBALD YOUNG, 


Acting Chief, Division P. 


It is clear that this particular branch of the service has been efficient, 
and it is not right to cripple it by reducing this appropriation. In fact 
itought to be increased above what the House has it. 1 hope the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 17. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let the amendment be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1463, after the word ‘‘lands,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber on 
the public lands, $60,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the amendment is disagreed to the appropri- 
ation remains at $75,000. 

Mr. BECK. After this action was taken by the committee I called 
upon the Secretary of the Interior and endeavored to have as careful 
an ascertainment as I could, and he assured me that what had been 
given by the House was not enough, and that to strike it down would 
cripple the service. Therefore I shall vote against the amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABrN] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr] on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Platt, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, 
Blair, Evarts, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Hale, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Harrison, Manderson, 8 ner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, 
NAYS—30, 

Beck, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Van Wyck, 
Berry, Colquitt, Kenna, Vest, 
Blackburn, Géorge, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 
Butier, Gorman, Pugh, Whitthorne 
Call, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Camden, Harris, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Vance, 

ABSENT—19, 
Bowen, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Chace, Jonesof Florida, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, Logan, Morrill, Sewell, 
Fair, McPherson, Pike, Stanford. 
Frye, Miller, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment passed over 
will be stated. 

The Cu1txr CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations reported, in 
line 1467, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘“‘ ninety’? and 
insert “‘ sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Protecting public lands: For the pestooten of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $60,000. 
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ae 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to 1 
The estimate for that item is $300,000. The appropriation last yea; c 
was $90,000. The appropriation in this bill as it came from the House I 
was just the same as it was last year. In the estimates of appropri, 1 
tion anote is appended stating: i 
With the present limited appropriation it is impossible to employ a «\:/1\. 
cient number of agents to investigate charges of fraud already made, 1). 
less expose and vent many other fraudulent entries from being made. 1), 
appropriation of $75,000, with the 0f$25,000, making a total of $100.09 1 
ouly allowed the employment of an average of twenty-eight agents for a per | ‘ 


of nine months and sixteen days, or twenty-two agents for the entire fisca| 
year. In order to prevent fraud there should bea force of at least one hun: 
agents constantly in the field, which would require an appropriation of 
amount estimated for under this head. 


In order to make this service at all effective $90,000 should be 2; : 
propriated, and I trust that the amendment will be disagreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seemstomethattheamendment ought to be agreed 
to. There wereno public lands surveyed last year and practically non: 
are to be surveyed this year. Therefore the limit of the operations of 
this class of agents is something entirely different from what has here- 
tofore obtained, and the necessities, whatever they may have been her 
tofore, will be largely diminished. 

In addition to that, a bill has passed both Houses of Congress and is 
now in conference which ought to become a law, disposing wholly of 
pre-emption entries. By reason of all these various facts I doubt ver; 
much if there ought to be even so much appropriated as the Senate com 
mittee propose for the purpose of protection of the public lands from 
illegal entries. There can be no illegal entries or entries of any kind 
unless the lands are surveyed, and, as I said, last year no money was 
used for that purpose, and none is to be used this year, so that the 
area within which these agents can be employed is much less than it 
has been heretofore, and the necessity for agents to look after the 
entries is very anuch diminished. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator from Kansas what the estimat 

Mr. PLUMB. The estimate of the Department for surveys wa 
$350,000, against $350,000 and $400,000 appropriated heretofore, and 
last year out of $350,000 appropriated to survey public lands the Com- 
missioner of the Géneral Land Office only expended $9,000. The Sen 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON | asks what is the use of appro- 
priating anything? Probably thereis no use in appropriating anything 
because it will only be expended. 

The area in which these ts can operate and the number of entries 
about which they can be concerned and which can be the subject o! 
scrutiny by the Department will be reduced to almost a nominal num- 
ber., Why should we use the great machinery for carrying on the pub 
lic 1 nds in this way when there are to be no surveys whereby these 
lands may be the subject of entry? It is worse than locking the stab|: 
door after the horse is stolen. It is an entirely useless expenditure o/ 
public money. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much was spent last year? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ninety thousand dollars was appropriated last yea: 
for this purpose, but that was in connection with a large expenditure 
for public surveys, as there had been the year before, but last year no 
land was surveyed and for this coming year no land will be surveyed 
It will be readily seen that the force necessary to carry on this branc! 
of the Land Office work is naturally much less than it has been heiet 
fore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This does not relate tothesurveys. This relates 
to the illegal and fraudulent entries and appropriations of the pu!)! 
land by cattle syndicates, foreign corporations, and things of that kin’ 
Thousands of acres have been entered in the names of cowboys and 
other persons who do not enter the lands for actual settlement or in 
good faith, and this is the only way I see in which these frauduicnt ¢ 
entries can be reached. 

Mr. PLUMB. But I want to say to my friend as of course he know 
very well that if the lands are not surveyed they can not be entere:! 
and consequently the necessity of the detection of these entries will ' 
diminished. It is not a question of surveying, it is true, but at th 
same time, as there are to be no new entries because there wil! be 
new surveys, why have people to inspect the entries ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because of fraudulent entries already made. 

Mr. PLUMB. But that we appropriated for last year and the year 
before. 


Mr. COCKRELL. But the appropriation was net sufficient to con.- 
plete one-tenth of the investigation. If it did not say ‘‘ up to date, 

I would not ask for this, but these are the entries of cattle syndicates 
and corporations and foreign combinations where they have taken u) 
thousands upon thousands of acres of land fraudulently in the name: 

i They have not been investigated yet, and they can not |» 
It will take time to doit. They will probably not be able to comp: 'e 
it during the present year. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble about it is that the money has not bee» 
used for that purpose. I know of a case which has occurred recent! 
where an agent of the t, who assumed to investigate entrics 
which have been made apparently by cowboys and transferred to 4 
cattle syndicate direct, reported that those entries were lawfui and 
proper and ought to be confirmed. That isa result of what is going 
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on under the employment of what are known as special agents. The | tionisneeded. Every homesteader and poor man in the United States is 
rich people, the people who have money, can get their lands reported | interested in an efficient system of investigation in order that the hon- 
upon favorably, while the poor homesteader, who has barely enough | est poor man who has located upon his land in good faith should be 
for subsistence from year to year, and a hard time to get that, is the | protected, and where some moneyed man has induced an unjust and 
man who can not make favor with that class of people. fraudulent entry and obtained land by frand and misrepresentation it 
I think I have heard something from the Senator from Missouri with | should be corrected. This appropriation is intended for that purpose. 
his eloquent speech in times past about the infamy and the wrong of The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
the spy system as applied to the internal-revenue system of the United | amendment. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 











States. Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I never opened my mouth on it. The yeas and nays were ordered. q 
Mr. PLUMB. Then he was like the Irishman’s owl—he kept up a Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read. 
deal of thinking. TheCurerCierK. Inline 1467, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ strike 


Mr. eae. I poe rere base in favor of the internal-rev- | out “ ninety ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ soas to read: 
enue ts breaking up all illegal trade. Protecti bli de: For the vrotection of public lam rom illegal 
Me, PLUMES. Then ther was Tack of harmony among the Dem-| quasi ERipo apypsatan sa" °¢ Pete rom eet wa 
ic subject. = iain haaeeemitates = , 
oor. COCKRELL. It oa my friend from North Carolina [Mr The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
VANCE]. “i S * | agreeing to the amendment. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri says it was the Senator oa reg Eee mange to call the roll. ). I snd ean 
. . . , : Sir. a wihel 5S ni © was calied). i alert e 
from North Carolina. He, it seems, is the black bass of the internal- |. ~-. ee ee ee ee 
revenue system. Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
I wish to say that this is a system of pri inqui re" ; 
teruatention of rights, which hes heen suembanch Ge amatiestene Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 1am paired with 
lawful homesteaders of the United States and in favor generally speak- ee ope Vermont [Mr. MorRILv]. 
ing of the men who have made an unlawful appropriation of the public e roll-call was concluded. = 
domain. These agents have exercised judicial functions and executive Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
functions. They have been appointed without reference to their func- vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. 
tions for these important places. They have exercised functions of as Br K}. : 92 ox “I 
much importance as the functions exercised by a Territorial judge or The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 


by a judge of the district court of the United States anywhere; and YEAS—23. 

yet they have not been men selected by reason of having the qualifi- | Aldrich, Dolph MeMillan, Piumb 

cations necessary to exercise those great functions. They have no | Alison. ee naan, ae 

power to summon witnesses. Noone has any power to sammon a wit- | Gameron acon” — Shermas 

ness to appear before them. They have carried on what they please to | Chace, | Hoar, ' Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 

call investigations, the results of which show plainly that they are | S°U#*": ny — ee, 

tinged by the self-interest of parties, and that they are sometimes open ct a enone aan ener ae 

to even a stronger characterization than that. That is in the past. NAYS—2. 

The damage which has been done of that kind will outlive the life of | Ber"’; Soorg Maxey, Voorhees, 

any person on the floor of this Chamber. Seder. Gerean Reneow Whitthorne 
Now, that there was no land surveyed last year and that no land is | Call, Gray, | Teller, Wilson of Ma. 

to be surveyed this year, so that the area within which entries can be — r Masts, ae 

made has thus been circumscribed, the necessity for the appointment Colquitt, Kenna, oe Yost tg 

of these men, whatever it mightoriginally have been, has disappeared; lat aa 

and to make this appropriation will simply be to give to the Commis- |... secoes ee 

sioner of the General Land Office theauthority to appoint a great num- | Bowen. ee — — ie 

ber of these agents with no work practically for them to nerform. In | Brown, Fair, McPherson Sabin 

regard to current entries the matter is somewhat different. Ido not | Coke. oo. sane OC Fe oe 

object now for the purpose of this appropriation to what the executive | janconds. aden ee =e 

officer may think necessary to accompany the entries that may be made i > 

during the coming year, but I do object to any appropriation that isnot | 5° the amendment was agreed to. 

necessary for that’ purpose. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which was 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this is a very important amendment. passed over will be stated. 





The sum allowed by the House ought to be continued in the bill and |, Te CHIEF CLERK. In line 1493, after the word **and,”’ insert the 
even a larger sum appropriated. | the word “‘of;”’ in line 1494, strike out the words ‘‘as far’? and in- 
As to the homesteader, the people of the United States I think would | sert ** 10,000, or so much thereof;’’ and in line 1496, after the word 
hear with some degree of surprise that the agents of the General Gov- **field,’’ insert ‘‘made under this appropriation;’’ so as to read: 
ernment could not be used and were not used for their protection in | And of the sum hereby appropriated $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
heir } tead ta. In the State which I have the honor in part | nonseenry: may be « = ees for the examination of surveys in the field made 
under this & ropriation, «ce. 
to represent here this money could be used, and usefully, for the pro- . ~ . . . 
tection of the poor, honest homesteaders against men of wealth, against Mr. COCKRELL. Just before that I should like to offer an amend- 
corporations, grants made to the State of the swamp and over- | ™¢®*, 93 I gave notice of it. ¥e ae 
flowed land the location of homesteads upon dry land under that | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
grant, through agents employed by one person and another. on Appropriations must first be acted upon according totherule. The 
I doubt not that everywhere in the United States the poor man has pending amendment w ill be agreed to if there be no objection. The 
no friend in the protection of his home and his right to his land except | 2° amendment which was passed over will be stated. 
the General Government and the agent of the Land Office with the Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the amendment that is pend- 
service honestly administered. ing I wish to offer an amendment. 
There is no need of there being spies. They ought not to be spies. | ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
If the regulations of the Land Office permit secret inquisitorial exami- | W'!! receive it. ‘ 
nations and statements made upon which to determine the question of | Mr. COCKRELL. I will ask to have a letter from James Edmunds, 
title it is simply a bad administration, and the Committee on Pablic | *S'St@nt in charge of the surveying division, read. 
Lands here ought to introduce a bill to correct that practice. But the The PRESIDEN T pro te mpore. The letter will be read. 
Government of the United States should investigate and ascertain rhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 









whether the homesteader has aright to be upon his land, whether itisa DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND Orvice, 
fictitious entry by some corporation or some rich man for the purpose of | _ ‘ aie. : atemar yer details. ot 
accum) = a large tract of land in his position for speculative pur- | of {ic survesine sostine we fav an Seen ne rennee totem 
poses. laws of the United States have been by the cupidity | field for the purpose of ascertaining the character of the work performed by 
ict} : rpose of ascertaining the character of the work performed by 
of men perverted from the purpose which the Government intended | deputy surveyors before accepting their surveys and reporting their accounts to 
and donated them for into meaus of accumulating large bodies of land | *"*,**essury for payment I bave the honor to state 
and ] . + ass s B . a There are now in this office returns of unexamined surveys from th eral 
\ Jarge fortunes in the interests of individuals. That is the evil | surveying districts made under fifty-seven contracts, distributed as f w 
which now affects the country. In Arizona, i contract; California, 13; Colorado,3; Dakota,6; Idaho, 1; Flor- 


The Committee on Public Lands at every session since I have been eri Mines " ee, ll; Nevada,3; New Mexico,3; Oregon, 2; Utah, 
here have reported to that effect. The Commissioner of the General | te es 


These contracts embrace the survey of standard lines, the exterior boundaries 
ian Office in the diseussions which have occurred during this session — oue hundred townships, and the subdivisional survey of nearly two 
furnished such evidence ‘ ted rous ex- un townships and fractional townships, the subdivisional surveys cover- 

tracts from as is shown in pe and woane €X- | ing an estimated area of 4,000,000 acres. 
; the testimony taken before thatcommittee. This appropria- n addition tothe surveys above referred to the work under contracts charge- 
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able to the appropriations for the fiscal year just ended must be taken into con- 
sideration. Seventy contracts payable from said appropriations have been ap- 
proved the aggregate liability of which is $112,000. 

The examinations thus far made show that a number of surveyors have re- 
turned surveys so defective as to be useless for the purpose intended, and others, 
with an utter disregard of their obligations, have returned fictitious field notes 
and plats and the examiners’ ae show that the deputies made no attempt 
to —s with the terms of their contracts and that the surveysalleged to have 
been made were wholly fraudulent. 

The number of fraudulent and defective surveys developed by the examina- 
tions thus far made is conclusive proof of the necessity for the examination of 
all surveys before acceptance and payment. 

The complaints from settlers in various sections of the country, stating in many 
instances that no evidence of subdivisional surveys in given townships can be 
found, and in others that the lines and corners are erroneous, causing frequent 
disputes and litigation as to boundaries, furnish further evidence of the necessity 
for careful examinations of surveys in the field. 

With the present force of examiners it will be utterly impracticable to com- 
piete the examination of the surveys now awaiting payment and those under 
contract before the close of the present fiscal year, and unless a liberal appro- 
priation shall be made daring the present session of Congress applicable to the 
examination of surveys contracted for under former appropriations the exam- 
inations must be delayed until the requisite funds shall have been provided. 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
JAS. EDMUNDS, 
Assistant in charge Surveying Division. 
Hon, WiL.1aM A. J. SParks, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

Mr. COCKBELL. In that case I really think an amendment should 
be made, although there is no amendment proposed by the committee 
to the text. I do not know whether it would be in order to suggest an 
amendment now, or must I wait until we get through? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule adopted requires action on 
the committee amendments first. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 1522, after the word “‘for,’’ strike out 
the words ‘‘ necessary expenses of survey, appraisal, sale, and pay of 
custodians’’ and insert the words “‘ care and preservation;’’ and in line 
1527, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ 
s0 as to read: 

For care and preservation of abandoned military reservations transferred to 
the control of the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved July 5, 1884, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 1585—— 

Mr. MCMILLAN. What was done with the amendment beginning 
in line 1528? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, It was reserved by the Senator from Vermont, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It was amended, I think, and then the Senator 
from Vermont desired to make some inquiry about the matter and said 
he would ask to have it laid over. 

Mr. ALLISON. What amendment is that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The paragraph which was inserted, beginning in 
line 1528, which reads as follows: 

For the survey of the grant known as the Hanson grant, in the State of Flor- 


ida, $100, the said sum to be expended under the direction and in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed to. The Senator from Vermont 
put in an amendment. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I think he said he desired to have it go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The Curter CLERK. After line 1585 insert: 

Report of Geological Survey of the Territories: For the preparation, from ma- 
terial already in hand,of volume 3, book 2,and volume 4 of the Repert of the 
United States Geological Survey of the Territories, tne publication of the same 
having been ordered by Congress, $10,000, to be expended in pre g, drawing, 
and rewriting the same; said work to be done by Professor E. D. Cope, under 


the direction of the Secretary ef the Interior, and the printing and illustrations 
to be made by the Public Printer. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Iowa who has charge of the 
bill to state what this $10,000 is for; that is to say, what work it is to 
for? 
Mr. HALE. Thisis to fill the hiatus in these valuable reports, which 
exists by reason of these volumes never having been published. 
are elaborate works upon paleontology. The work was done and the 
apers, so far as they have been collected and are ready for publication, 
y Professor Cope, who was under Professor Hayden when the leader- 
ship and charge of this service went out of Hayden’s ‘hands into the 


present hands. No further work was requested or done in the way of 


publishing. Professor Cope was not continued in the work by Pro- 
fessor Powell, and so the material has remained there. 
I am assured by those who are experts that the work is very valuable, 


and that when completed and published, like the others, it will be of 
great use. 


Mr. PLUMB. That is not still an answer to my question. I do not 


desire to interpose a point of order at this period, but I wish to know 
now what work this appropriation will pay for doing ? 


Mr. ALLISON. This will not pay for any work. This will simply 


pay for the preparation of work to be put in the hands of the Printer. 


Mr. PLUMB. Then there is $10,000 for the arrangement of mate- 


rial that has already been prepared for this work. The amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated leads me to believe that practically nothing 
has been done, but that somebody has thought now of something he 
would like to do at Government expense to be incorporated in the se- 
ries of works of the Geological Survey. 


Mr. HALE. No; that is not true. So far as the work in the field, 


which is the basis of all these publications, is concerned that has al| 
been done. The materials have been collected by Professor Cope and 
are very valuable. Professor Powell himself recognizes that they are 
of the greatest value. But the work has not been put into condition 
for printing. The printing has been ordered, the appropriation has 
been made for that purpose, and all that is wanted is the work neces- 
sary on this volume. The foundation, the fundamental work in the 
field, of course has all been done. If it has not, and if the appropria- 
tion is made, it will remain there just as it has been. 


Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order on the amendment that it 


has not been estimated for. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereany estimate from the De- 


partment? 


Mr. ALLISON. That point of order is good against it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The pointof order issustained, there 


being no estimate. No other amendment was reserved, the Chair is 
advised. 


Mr. ALLISON. I offer a series of amendments to be read in their 


order. I will state that these amendments are amendments relating 
to public buildings which were sent to the committee by the Secretary 
of the Treasury after the bill had been reported. They relate to the 
completion of heating apparatus, &c., for public buildings which have 


been already constructed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the amendments reported from 


the Committee on Appropriations? 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; all the amendments I propose I report 
from that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The Corer CLERK. After line 56 insert: 

For court-house and t-office at Fort Scott, Kans.: For approaches and 
heating apparatus complete, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 85 insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Keokuk, Iowa: For heating apparatus com- 
plete, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert after the preceding 
amendment: 

For ffice at Lexington, Ky.: For approaches and heating apparatus com- 
plete, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now offer another amendment on behalf of the 
committee. I will say respecting the amendment that it relates toa 
building at Savannah, Ga. When the bill was in the Committee on 
Appropriations the law authorizing this public building had not passed 
both Houses. Some days ago it passed both Houses and received the 
signature of the President. The committee recommend the insertion, 
after line 153, of these words: 

at Sa 2 urchase of site and com- 
U-—vtwmitmuwua =" 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say the bill passed both Houses and 
has received the signature of the President? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. Itis now the law. It has been the law for 
seven or eight days. The amount proposed in the amendment is one- 
half of the amount. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 187, I move to insert: 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For construction of a new sewer from 
the south side of said buildingto the corner of Fourteenth and D streets, sv ul'- 
west, to connect at that point with the city sewer, $1,800; the work to be dune 
under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

I will say one word respecting this appropriation. The improvement 
of the river is so conducted as to close up the sewer now conveying t'e 
débris of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing which runs into the !'0- 
tomac, and it is necessary that this new sewer should be madein view 
of that fact. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

Mr. ALLISON. I also offer three amendments to be inserted after 
line 316. I will say respecting these amendments that they relate (0 
light-ships which were provided for by a law that received the sigus 





1886. 


——$—_$_—$—— 


ture of the President four or five days ago, and they come from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will be stated. 
The Co1eF CLERK. After line 316, it is proposed to insert: 


For construction and equipment of a light-ship to be placed off the south end 
of Ram Island, Fisher's Island Sound, Long Island Sound, New York, $40,000" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CH1EF CLERK. After the preceding amendment insert: 


For the establishment of a light-ship to be stationed off Grosse Point, Lake 
faint Clair, Michigan, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Cu1eF CLERK. After the preceding amendment insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to remove the light-ship formerly sta- 
tioned at Eel Grass Shoals to the south end of Hogg Island Shoal, Narragan- 
sett Bay, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, after the word ‘‘coin,”’ in line 1095, I move 
to insert: 

Including fractional silver coin by registered mail or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 1095, after the word ‘‘coin,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Including fractional silver coin by registered mail or otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move now to insert $100,000 instead of $75,000 
in the same line; so as to read: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation ofsilver coin, including frac- 
tional silver coin by registered mail or otherwise, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out lines 1104 and 1105 and insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SECRETARY. 
as follows: 

Transportation of minor coin: For the transportation of minor coin, $5,000. 

And in lieu therof to insert: 

Recoi reissue, and transportation of minor coins: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to transfer to the United States Mint, at Philadelphia, 
for cleaning and reissue, any minor coins now in, or which may be hereafter re- 
ceived, at subtreasury o ,in excess of the requirement for the current 
business of said offices, and the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated for the ex- 
pense of transportation for such reissue. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
also authorized to recoin any and all the uncurrent minor coins now in the 
Treasury, and the sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to reimburse the Treasury for the loss on such recoinage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 992, I move to amend by inserting after the 
word “‘engraving’’ the word ‘‘printing;’’ so as to read: 

Engraving, printing, electrotyping, and photographing supplies, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. By direction of the committee I offer an amend- 
ment, after line 1052 to insert: 

To provide for the expense of executing the provisions of the oleomargarine 
act, $25,000. 

This amendment is rather irregular, but it is a necessary amendment 
in view of the fact that the oleomargarine bill passed a day or two ago. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask the chairman if he thinks that is sufficient? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that will be sufficient in connection with 
the appropriations in the regular appropriation bill. Of course the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue will use the regular officers for most of 
this work, but there are some things provided for which can not be paid 
for out of the regular appropriations for that bureau. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the chairman if that amendment would 
not substantially cut off the authority of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to use other funds, this being a specific appropriation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very good criticism. I will modify the 
amendment by saying: 

In addition to the regular appropriations for the internal-revenue service. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
ant a I offer the following amendment, to come in after 


Bureau of Labor: For books, periodicals, and newspapers for the library of 
the Bureau of Labor, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. Those are the amendments the committee propose 
to this bill. 


The amendment will be reported. 
It is proposed to strike out lines 1104 and 1105, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MILLER. I rise toa matter of privilege or personal explanation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York states 
that he rises to a matter of privilege. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, it will be remembered that when the 
river and harbor bill was under consideration by the Senate an amend- 
won was moved by the Committee on Commerce, which read as fol- 


Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement to se- 
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cure a 30-foot channel at mean low water at the Sandy Hook entrance of the 
harbor, upon such plan as the Secretary of War may approve, $1,000,000, 

In reply to an inquiry made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] in regard to this, among other things I said: 

There has been much discussion in regard to the matter, and a generally ex- 
pressed opinion by all the commercial bodies of the city of New York, the 
chamber of commerce, the maritime association, together with the leading 


shipping merchants of New York, that the work should be undertaken in such 
& Way as to secure a depth of 30 feet at low water over Sandy Hook bar. 





It will be seen that in those words I made the statement that the 
chamber of commerce and other commercial bodies and the leading 
shipping merchants of New York desired this appropriation. . 

I tind in a paper before me some words which were spoken in another 
place, which seem to controvert the statement madeby myself. I send 


these words to the desk and ask that the paragraph I have marked be 
read: 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hewitr. * * * Thisis the view taken by the Chamber of Commerce 
of the City of New York. They do not ask forthe money. They do ask that 
the channel be deepened, but first that a competent board shall be created to 
determine how the amount of money shall be expended; how the improvement 


may be best made, and then they will come and ask an appropriation to carry 
it out. 


Mr. MILLER. Now I ask the Secretary to turn over the leaf and 
find a paragraph marked on the next page. Let that be read also, as 
it was submitted at the same time. 

The Chief Clerk reads as follows: 


Mr. Hewirr. * * * SolIstand here on behalf of my constituents. I think 
they know what they want,andI[ think { know what they ought to have. 
They have not asked for this money. I do ask that it be withheld, but I ask 
the House to pass the bill which has come over from the Senate to give us a 
competent board to determine what we need and what it will cost and how it 
can best be expended. [Applause.] After that is done we shall hope to get all 
the money we need. 


Mr. MILLER. Ialso hold in my hand some words which were 


spoken in another place, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read: 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. Hewitt. I desire to occupy a moment or two with a question of personal 
privilege. Upon the first page of this morning’s Recorp will be found what 
appear to be two petitions, one from the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
the other from sundry merchants of New York city. Unanimous consent to 
have these printed in the REcoRD was granted yesterday to my colleague [ Mr. 
BurRLEIGH}. These papers are not addressed to the House or the Senate; they 
are addressed to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. Of course no 
member had any knowledge of the contents of these petitions when leave was 
granted to printthem. I never saw them before. I do not knew for what pur- 
pose they are published, but I suppose to cast some doubt upon the statement 
I made when the river and harbor bill was under discussion, that the chamber 
of commerce and the merchants of New York had not petitioned for the ex- 
penditure of a million of dollars. 

Now, it is unnecessary for me to call attention to the fact that the resolution of 
the chamber of commerce here inserted does not apply to the provision of the 
river and harbor bill at all, but to another provision they desire to have inserted 
in the bill. I have a telegram in my hand from the chairman of the harbor 
committee of the chamber of commerce, received in answer to a communica- 
tion I addressed to him, in the following words. 


Mr. MILLER. It will be seen there that the statement is made that 
the person speaking had no knowledge ofthese petitions or resolutions 
from the chamber of commerce. By reference to the REcorD of June 
13, of this session, it will be seen that I presented those resolutions and 
stated in presenting them: 


Mr. Miter. I present resolutions adopted by the executive committee and 
the committee on the harbor of New York of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, favoring an appropriation of $1, 000,000 for the beginning of the per- 
manent work of deepening the water over Sandy Hook bar to 30 feet at low 
tide. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


At the same time I presented a petition: 


Mr. MILER. I also present a petition of similar purport, which has been pre* 
pared and signed by a very large number of leading commercial men of the 
city of New York, praying that the appropriation be made, and stating that 
“the undersigned believe this to be of paramount importance not only to the 
commerce of this city but to that of the entire country.’’ As the petition is 
short, I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp, as I shall desire to refer to it 
hereafter. 


It was so printed. This was public notice to everybody that these 
petitions had been received and presented to the Congress of the United 
States. I find also that upon June Z1 I presented other petitions to 
the same purport, asking for this appropriation of a million dollars to 
deepen the water over Sandy Hook bar, and if any one did not know of 
it I certainly am not to blame. 

In reply to what was read a moment ago at the desk, I send to the 
desk also words which were spoken in another place, and ask that 
what I have marked may be read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BurR.eiIeu. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from New York did state on the 
floor of the House that the chamber of commerce and the merchants of New 
York were opposed to the insertion of this appropriation of $750,000 for the New 
York Harbor in the river and harbor bill, and yet the chamber of commerce 
has sent to the Senate and presented here a petition or series of resolutions in 
which this $750,000 is recommended, and showing that they are in favor of this 
identical bill. The bill and resolution and memorials of the citizens of New 


York are now before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and, sir, the gen- 
tleman states when he refers to Senator WARNER MILLER’s bill, No, 2153, I 
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think with reference to dumping refuse matter in the harbor of New York, 
what isa mistake when he says that is what they referred to. They so state 
themselves. And the gentleman from New York is mistaken. He takes the 
back track now, as he always docs, [Laughter.] 


Mr. MILLER. I find in this paper another statement which was 
made at the same time, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Tho Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BurRLeIGH. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] can not evade 
his position in this way. Over his own signature Mr. A. Foster Higgins, the 
chairman e the committee on the harbor, in a Jetter to the Senate, dated June 
11, 1886, said : ss 

Cuamerr or Commerce or THE Strate oF New York. 
* Ata joint session of the executive committee and the committee on the har- 
bor of the chamber of commerce, held Thursday, June 10, 1886, the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That these committees learn with pleasure and gratitude that through 
the efforts of Senator Warner Myuierx an appropriation of $1,000,000 has been 
placed in the river and harbor bill for the improvement of New York Harbor. 
And we respectfully request that such amount be placed subject to the discre- 
tion and judgment of the Secretary of War, but not be entirely confined to any 
one locality or plan of improvement. 

Attest: CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 

Chairman Executive Committec. 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman Committee on the Harbor. 
New York, June 11, 1586, 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrtt] has read the Recozrp, and this 
was referred to in it when the debates were going on in the Senate. 

I also wish to have read a letter dated July 22, signed by OC. N. Bliss, chair- 
man of the executive committee, which further explains this subject. 


The Clerk read: 
New Yors, July 22, 1836. 

My Dear Mr. MILLER—— 

Mr. VEST. These are proceedings of the House of Representatives. 
I raise the point of order that it is not competent to speak of them here. 
If we have any rules here let us follow them. 

Mr. MILLER. I havesaid nothing about proceedings of the House 
of Representatives. I have stated that these were remarks submitted 
in another place, and I have sent them to the desk to be read. If they 
can not be read there they can be read from my desk. There isno par- 
liamentary power that can prevent my doing so, and no parliamentary 
practice that will prevent its being done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being raised, it 
is the duty of the Senator to withhold his remarks until it is decided. 
The Chair knows no ruleto prevent the reading of remarks made inthe 
House of Representatives. There is a general parliamentary principle 
that reference shall not be made to the proceedings of the other House, 
but there is no rule of the Senate which forbids the reading of extracts 
from the proceedings of the House. The Chair has had cccasion to look 
at that carefully. If the Senator from Missouri thinks otherwise and 
if he will refer the Chair to any rule or decision on the subject the 
Chair will be obliged to him. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not think the Senator from Missouri desires to 
prevent me from making a personal explanation and putting into the 
RECORD the necessary pa to show the correctness of the statement 
which I made upon this floor on the 3d day of July, which was to the 
effect that the Chamber of Commerce of New York had passed a resolu- 
tion indorsing the amendment I had proposed and asking the Senators 
and Representatives from New York to support it, and that a large 
number of the shipping merchants of New York had also petitioned for 
it. Proof of its correctness can not be shut out at this time, and I do 
not think the Senator from Missouri desires to do anything of that 
kind. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to prevent the Senator from New York 
making any personal explanation, but I want to get through with the 
public business and adjourn this session of Congress as soon as possible; 
and I do think that according to the best parliamentarians it is a viola- 
tion of the rules of parliamentary law and of the Senate to take up a 
speech delivered in the House of Representatives and ask that it be 
read here. Iflam notcorrect aboutit,letitgo. I want to get throngh 
with the business. 

Mr. MILLER. This has been done in the other body to which I 
have referred in the lasttwo days. At whatever point the Chief Clerk 
stopped reading I ask him to resume. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: P 

My Dear Mr. Miiixr: I have your favor of the 2ist, The copy of the Rec- 


ORD is not yet to hand; but Iam su to hear that Mr. Higgine has 
sumably made any opposition to the a: priation for the New York Harbor. 
In epee letter sent you about June I you have his assent to the prnposal 
over his own signature as chairman of a committee of the chamber of com- 
merce, together with the approval of the executive committee; also of other in- 
terested bodies, besides the document signed by many of the merchants. I 
believe it to be, practically, the unanimous expression 
bers of the chamber that the appropriation should be 
commission bill becomes a law or not. The latter is deemed tobe very desira- 
ble if practicable, but the harbor should and must have 
whether the work be done just as my friend Mr. H wishes, 
gress chooses to have it done. If you will indicate anything you would wish to 
See here in further support of your action I will endeavor to furnish 

promptly. 

Very truly, yours, 
c. N. BLISS. 
Hon. Warwer MILLER, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, as I have before said, on the 3d day 
of July from my seat on this floor I stated that the chamber of com- 
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merce and other commercial bodies and leading citizens of the City ,; 
New York had asked for this appropriation of $1,000,000 for the dee). tk 
ening of the water over Sandy Hook bar to 30 feet at low water. | 5 
have had read statements which call in question the correctness of {}; te 
statement which I then made. It now seems that the chairman o/ t},, P 
committee on harbors of the chamber of commerce of the City of New cl 
York is attempting to prevent the adoption of that amendment by :}, ti 
House of Representatives, and in order to do so it has been attem pte, b 
to be shown that the chamber of commerce had approved what y;.. te 
known as the harbor commission bill which I introduced into this body. é 
which I reported favorably and had passed only a few days azo, a1 

that these recommendations and that these petitions were not for t! , 
appropriation of $1,000,000 to deepen the water over Sandy Hook }, 

at all, but were simply in favor of the passage of the harbor com: 0 
sion bill. 

In addition to the petitions which I have had the honor to present to I 
this body at several times during the past few months, I find from th, a 
public records that a very large number of petitions have been presented 
to the American Congress upon this subject from the city of New York t 
very largely signed by the leading commercial men and shipping me: 
chants of New York city. I hold one of them in my hand. It isa t 
petition praying for an immediate appropriation by Congress to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War for the purpose o/ 
securing a depth of 30 feet at low tide. There are a number ot (! 
petitions. I find that they were presented to the House of Repre: 
tives by Hon. Joseph Pulitzer, then a member of Congress from th: 
of New York. These have all been presented at this session. 

I judge that the chamber of commerce, through its proper oflicer: 
is better able than any one else either here or elsewhere to answer the ' 
question as to what it has suggested and recommended. I have re- 
ceived this morning a letter from the chamber of commerce, signed by 
the chairman of the executive committee and approved by the presi- 
dent and vice-president of that body, which in very plain terms states 
their views. I send this to the desk and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read if the 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New York, 
New York, July 23, 1886 
Dear Sir: Mr. Hewrrt's remarks in the House of Representatives relative 
to an appropriation for New York Harbor, as reported in the Recorp of the 21st 
instant, must have been made under serious misapprehension of the position of 


the chamber of commerce. You have official documents from the cham)er, 
signed by James M. Brown, ent; Cornelius N. Bliss, chairman exccutiv: 
commii chairman 


—_ 


ss 


ttee; A. Foster Hi harbor committee,and William D 
Mo , chairman produce exchange harborcommittee, supported by a memo- 
ria] from many of the leading mercantile and shipping firms of the city, {\ 
ng the s amemianente to the river and harbor bill, which appro- 
priates $750,000 for the improvement of New York Harbor, the same to be ¢x- 
ded under the direction of the Secretary of War. Probably the misapprc- 
ension in Mr. Hewrrr’s mind arises from the fact that the chamber of eo10- 
merce also supports very heartily your bill for the appointment of a commiss 
to have permanent charge of the harbor. The chamber does not consider t}:' 
‘there is any conflict between the two measures, and while the members favo: 
commission and hope Congress will provide for one, they ask, absolutely ani 
urgently, that the appropriation proposed by the Senate be granted at the pres 
ent session. 

Thestatement of Mr. Hewrrt places the chamber before Con asnot know 
ing its own mind, or of being divided in its counsels, neither of which istruc. | 
shall be if you will give Mr. Hewrrt an opportunity to inspect the paper. 
above to, and the executive committee of the chamber trust that t! 
appro) on will be restored to the bill. 

lly, yours, 
CORNELIUS N. BLIss 
Chairman of Exceutive Comin (i « 


JAMES M. BROWN, Presiden’. 
CHARLES 8. SMITH, Vice-Pres'/ 
Hoa, ja MILLER, 


nited Statcs Senate, Washinglon, D. C. 

Mr. MILLER. That, I think, fixes the present position of the ch 
ber of commerce upon the question which has been raised as to th 
position in favor of this appropriation and in favor of its being mai 
now and in favor of its being made whether the bill for the harbor 
commission shall pass or not. 

I have here a few words which I will read myself without taking the 
trouble to send them to the Secretary’s desk: 


Approved by— 


In addition to this amount this bill $750,000. Itis against that which 
I protest, notagainst putting in money to improve New York Harbor, but against 
continuing an vement behind which it has been intimated to me that 
there may be a ; and since the gentleman has this question in this 


manner I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a letter from Mr. Hiz- 
gins, of the committee of the chamber of commerce, in regard tot) 5 
whole operation, so that the country may know what is going ov. 

Then follows a long letter signed by Mr. C. A. F. Higgins, which, 
while it in no way makes any direct charges against me, does intima‘: 
that I have been earnest and energetic in securing the passage of 
is known as the harbor-comission bill, and refers incidentally to «'- 

ce which has taken place between Mr. Higgins and mys:'! 

in regard to the harbor-cornmission bill and in to this improve- 
ment of the harbor by the priation of a million dollars to dee} 
the water over Sandy Hook Bar. om 
, I believe, to print letters of this 


kind without the consent of the writer. Whether that consent was 
obtained in this case or not I do not know, but I assume that it wa- 








1886. 





And when a gentleman permits a letter of that kind to be printed in 
the public records of our Government he must expect that the corre- 
ence to which he has referred in the letter will also be submitted 
to the public, and I do now submit this correspondence which has taken 
place between myself and Mr. Higgins upon the matier of the harbor- 
F mmission bill and in regard to this appropriation. In order to save 
time I will not read this correspondence unless it shall be insisted upon, | 
but will submit the letters each one in order, together with my answer, 
to be printed in the Recorp, if that is satisfactory tothe Senate. Oth- 
erwise I shall be compelled to read them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the papers 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MILLER. They will be submitted. 
order. 

Now, Mr. President, a few words in regard to the statement which 
I read a moment ago: Tt has been intimated to me that there may be 
a job. ” 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the character of papers the Senator proposes 
to have printed in the REcorD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels bound to state that 
the remarks just made by the Senator from New York do not fall within 
the privileges of a personal explanation. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly they do, Mr. President. This language 
here refers to my action in securing this appropriation in the Senate, 
and it intimates that there may be a job connected with it. Certainly 
[have a right to reply to that, as to any suggestion or intimation com- 
ing from any source whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


They are marked in their 


The Chair did not hear any intima- 


tion of that kind. 
Mr. MILLER. The Chair is at fault then in not hearing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was listening carefuliy. 


Mr. MILLER. Now, Mr. President, as to the possibility of there 
being any job in connection with the appropriation of $750,000, as it 
now stands or as it stood in the river and harbor bill when it left this 
body, it seems to me to be necessary to say but a single word. 

I haveread here the language of that amendment, which provides that 
that money shall be expended by the Secretary of War upon such plan 
as he shall approve. Itdoes not adopt any plan of any set of engineers, 
although the engineers have prepared a plan and have submitted it to 
Congress; but I did not think it wise at that time to put into the bill 
what we ordinarily put in when we make an appropriation of this kind, 
which is to provide that the money shall be expended in accordance 
with a certain plan, specifying that plan; but in order that there might 
be a wider scope of examination, in order that the Secretary of War 
might consider all plans coming from his own Army engineers, or com- 
ing from civil engineers, or coming from men in private life, the lan- 
guage of the appropriation was simply to the effect that the Secretary 
of War should expend this money upon plans approved by him. 

As I stated some days ago in my speech on the river and harbor bill, 
there has never been a scandal connected with the expenditure of any 
river and harbor money expended under the control of the Secretary of 
War from the beginning of the Government down to the present time. 
It is impossible that there should be any job connected with it. No 
person could have any power or influence over it in any possible way 
save through the Secretary of War; and if this imputation of a job, 
which I have read the words of, is intended to apply to the Secretary 
of War I leave that for the Secretary of War himself to answer. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked what was the character of the papers that 
were proposed to be inserted in the Recorp. I should like to know 
something of their character. 

Mr. MILLER.- The character of the papers is that of a correspond- 
ence had between myself and one of the officers of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New York in relation to the harbor commission bill which 
has passed this body and in relation to this appropriation of $1,000,000 
which the Senate put into the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the correspondence reflect 
upon a member of another House of the legislative department ? 

Mr. MILLER. It does not in the least, but it is put in in explana- 
tion of a letter which I find printed in the Recorp from the same per- 
son with whom I had the correspondence, and which letter is intended 
indireetly to reflect upor. me, and therefore I submit the whole cor- 
respondence, that this Senate and the whole country may know pre- 
cisely what the dence has been instead of leaving it in the 
dark as it has been left by the party who inserted this letter. 

The correspondence is as follows: 


Orrice No. 50, WALL Street, June 7, 1836, 


My Dear Sm: It was with the utmost astonishment that I learned from two 
different sources your expressions, first,as to the hopelessness of passing our 


r commission bill, and your intention of substituting a request for a mill- 
ion of doliars for Gedney’s Channel. I hasten to warn you that such a move 
will produce luce a feling here most prejudicial to you personally. and which. will 
be Senate rrenate view of the present desire to have you again an honored 


You must recall the fact that this bill in its present form originated 
wah pe you. and asthe proper substitute for the more simple bill presented by Mr. 
the ; it was heraided as the proper and in fact only effectual remedy for 

evils in our harbor and for which no cure has been found by any 
oe in he dy the result of the most earnest and searching ex- 


amination of mayor, the chamber of commerce, the produce 
gzchange, the maritime exchange, the 


i 


pilot commissioners, and every one else 
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It has no relation to any other commission ever talked of or created. It was 
to cover a condition of things unique and not existing in any other harbor of 
the United States, and was de tial to preserve this national gateway. 
There could not be an objecti s fairness and simplicity except by persons 


ned essent 
m to it 









to whom it would become an obstacle in perhaps interfering with schemes of 
their personal profit ora lizement. I calied your attention to the value it 
would have as a means tic ally annihilating jobbery, and shows xd you the 


| great Saving to the Gove d advantages it w« Id gain by ca efully con- 
sidering every proposed pian aaa opposing any and all which failed to offer 
positive results. The ol ily possible op ponents of the plan were the engineers 
of the Unired States who saw in ita possible interference with their exercise of 

sole judgment, power, and authority in matters connected with the harbor and 
oe possible objection of New Je rsey. 

Before the introduction of the bill this session I took the precaution of sub- 
mitting it to the governor of New Jersey and obtaining his approval and the 
assurance that Senator M Purt RSON would aid you in its passage. As the En- 
zineer-in-Chief of the Army was to be the head of the commission I could not 
imagine any reason for their opposition which could bear the light of day. I 
find now that some surreptitious influen¢ at work, and that they are bring- 
ing upon you pressure to swerve you ene th urse as to this bill which alone 
can win you the approval of your constituents, This bill was introduced as an 
honest, fair demand of this city and State for a r medy for evils beyond the 
State’s control. It is at least entitled to have it pressed for passage and honest 
reasons given for its defeat 

It will not in the least satisfy its requi rements to have a sop of even a million 
of doliars to be expended in a measure utterly tentative and which may require 
every succeeding year a similar amount to keep the depth onceattained. This 
latter I know to be a job and that the parties urging itare working in interests 
entirely selfish, and not really in the permanent interests of this harbor. 
quite sure the loss of our bill would in no degree be compensated by an} 
appropriation. I shall be driven, if this bill be drop 
tion to the chamber of con 


> 15 


at cc 


Lam 
y such 
ype “i,toa persons ule xplan ‘ 


umeree and the public Of New York, and I ae that 
you will not permit yourself to be made the peg upon which this whole unjust 
and most improper action will be hung 
Yours, most truly 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman o ling Commitice on Harbor and Shippiag 
of Chamber of Co f New } 
Hon, WARNER MILLI 
United States Se Was D.« 
SENATE CHAMBER, Washington, D.C., June 9, 188 

My Dear Sire: I am in rece - of yours of the 7th. 

You are mistaken in supposing that I have given up the harbor-commission 
bill. I shall do my best to pass it through the Senate at this session, but I do 
not believe it possible to pass it through the House this session an ; b me a 
law, and the proposed approp yriation of $1,000,000 for the improvement of the 
entrance to New York Harbor is no way a substitute for the commission bi il. 


The commission bill provides for a permanent comn iission to b ave in charge 
the harborof New York and adjacent waters, and to prevent ar 


y injury being 
done the harbor by preventing the dumping ofa ny 


in ate rial into the same, and 
it provides very stringent penalties for any violation of the law, but there is no 
power given the commission by the bill to expend money for the improvement 


of the entrance to New York Harbor, 
through the board of engine 
and other work now going 
commission bill 


as is now given the Secretary of Wa 
rs, such as the work at Hell Gate, Gowanus Bay 
in New York Harbor, and inmy judgment ifthe 
was now a law it we yuld be impossible to get appropriations 


ol 


for the work on Gedney’s Channel, but it would require that all money to | 
expended should be expended in th : ordinary way. 

The House of Representatives, in the river and harbor bill which they passed 
did away with the Mississippi Rive r Commission and also s+ Missouri River 
Commission, which have been engaged for many years in the improvement of 
those streams, and it has releg ited botl i works to the Secretary of War, the 


money to be expended this ye ar rene r the Se 

year in these matters are to be expended. 
They are also mistaken in supposing that any “ surrept 

any influence of any kind is being brough ar on me to in 


tary of War, as all moneys this 


itious influer 


luce 


ice or 


t to be me to give 








up the commission bill. No one has approached me on the subject except the 
friends of the bill. Of course I understand fuily that the board of Army engi- 
neers is opposed to it, but what they havedone to exerciseany influence on this 
bill I do not know at all, as they have not in any wae ee ypr ached mx 

The proposed appropriation for the deepening of Gedney’s Channel is not to 
carry on the present experi nental work of s sea-dred ging, but it is to begin the 
permanent improvemen r wh ich has been proposed by a ‘board of f three Arm 
engineers and approve: d by General Newton. 

General Newton came before the Committee of Commerce and fully explained 
the plan to the committee and assured the committee that ifthey were supplied 








with sufficient funds the work could be accomplishedinthree years and a depth 


of 30 feet of water at Jow tide obtained and he had no doubt as an engineer of 
the complete success of this plan. 

Believing that the great bulk of the merchants of New York are very desirou: 
that this improvement should be made and that they have great confidence in 
General Newton, who has done so muchin New York, I di 


i not hesitate to 
,000,000 to commence this improv 





recommend the committee 
ment. 

General Newton has little or no confidence in the work or attempt at work 
in sea-dredging, but he thought it well to experiment to see whether sea-dredg- 
ing can be done et all, and while he has no confidence that it will succeed in 
New York, he thinks it might be valuable at some points along the coast, but 
he has decided that it is possible to obtain the depth of 30 feet by the plan pro- 
posed by the board of engineers, and I must say I fully concur with him in that. 


When you say that you know “there isa jobin this” and that “the parties 
you must refer, I presume, to the at- 


are working in interests entirely selfish,” 
tempts of dredging which is now going on, forcertainly you can not refer to the 


to appropriate $1 








permanent improvement proposed by General Newton. No one has appeared 
to urge this except General Newton,and he was invited by the committee to 
come and give his views on the whole question. 

In taking this action I have been guided entirely by what I believe to be the 


pressing necessity of New York,that the water over the 
earliest moment possible deepened to 30 feet at low water 
myself of the ability of General Newton to accomplish this 
nished with the funds. 

You suggest that my action in this matter will be prejuc 
sonally and which will b » very unfortunate in view of the present desire to 
have you (me) again our honored Senator. Prizing your good opinion of my- 
self as highly as I do, I ean not believe for a moment that you think that I would 
perform or leave unperformed any public duty for the purpose of advan 
my own political interests. [I have never yet given a vote or performeda pu 
act with any such view, and should I ever be unfortunate enough to d 
thing, I trust my constituents will retire me to private life. : 

Of course if the great commercial interests of New York city do not desire 
that this great improvement be made, it will be a very easy matter to have the 

appropriation stricken out. ofthe bill, but Iam very clear in my own opinion that 
this work should be commenced at once and pursue ed with all vigor to a suc- 
cessful completion. 


bar should be at the 
nd I have no doubt 
result if he be fur- 








idicial to you (me) per- 
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Believing that you have n-.isunderstood the matter in some of its aspecta, I 
send by this mail a copy of the report of the board of engineers on this subject, 
which you may not have seen. 

Yours, truly, 
WARNER MILLER. 

A, Foster Hicerns, Esq., 

50 Wall Street, New York City. 
June 10, 1886. 


My Dear Str: Your esteemed favor of the 9th is received, and I thank you 
for the trouble you have taken to fully inform me of the true condition of mat- 
ters. My judgment and mind are so deeply interested in procuring for our 
harbor the protection from injury, which is only to be attained by such a bill as 
has been presented by you from the chamber, that perhaps I err in looking with 
suspicion upon everything which is proposed as a substitute. I beg that you 
will understand my communication as flowing from this fact. 

We have to-day had a formal session of the two committees of the chamber 
of commerce, and by to-imorrow’s mail I will forward to you the resolutions 
passed expressing our gratitude to you for your action, and our desire that this 
appropriation if obtained shall be subject to the discretion and judgment of the 
Secretary of War and not appropriated to be spent upon any specific locality or 
plan. If you will see yourself that this feature is introduced you will remedy 
the very important objection I entertain as to its being a substitute. 

To explain to you more fully you will see that to accept this sum specifically 
to be applied only to Gedney’s Channel will be to institute a work in that s 
alone and in connection with that channel which will be fatal to any cousider- 
ation even of any other channel or plan. I fear this to be the intention of its 
oe but if it be placed at the disposal of the Secretary of War he will 

at liberty to listen to all Seen consider any and all other plans, and 
adopt that one which in his opinion is the best. This can not be objected to by 
any one who honestly has the interests of New York at heart, but will be opposed 
by any who have a desire to direct those expenditures in some indefensible 
irection. 

We shail trust to your good management to see that this condition is made a 
part of the appropriation. We still urge that you do not suffer to be suspended 
a single pessible exertion to get our harbor bill passed. It is nothing new that 
a board shal! be appointed to consider New York work, and it is certain that 
no power less than such a board as has been asked for will ever put an end to 
the vandalism daily and hourly being perpetrated. Of the two measures I am 
firmly of conviction that this harbor bill is worth more to us than the million 
of dollars. 

Yours, very truly, 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS, 
Chairman of Standing Committee on Harbor and Shipping of 
Chamber of Commerce. 
Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
United States Senate, 


Senate CHamBer, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1886. 


My Dear Sie: I am inreceipt of your esteemed favor of the 10th, and am glad 
to know that my letter to you has explained matters so that you fully compre- 
hend what I am attempting todo. It is my intention to so draw the clause in 
the bill to leave the Secretary of War free toadoptany plan for the improvement 
of the entrance to the harbor which he and the engineers may decide to be best. 
General Newton himself approves of such a wording of the clause, and Ido not 
see that there wil! be any objection to it. Atall events! will put it in that sha 
and with the hearty co-operation of the chamber of commerce and other bod 
of New York I hope to succeed in keeping it in the bill. 


Yours, truly, 
WARNER MILLER. 


A. Foster Hiearns, Esq., New York city. 

JuNE 14, 1886. 

My Dear Str: I am becoming more and more astonished at the master] 
work evinced and performed by the opponents of our harbor-commission bill, 
and the same persons, in their evident desire to force all action in connection 
with New York Harbor, into the acceptance of some declared plan (sic) of the 
United States engineers. ‘Now, my dear sir, I must ask you to calmly consider 
for a moment the facts I shall state to you, for your letter indicates to me that 
you have listened to General Newton. You avow to be familiar with his plan, 
and you are publicly quoted as saying that you are “ in favor of it.” 

I have carefully reread the report you sent me, and in it I find but two plans 
or suggestions of plans. The first is the simple d ng of Gedney’s Channel 
to a uniform depth, as much as the sum approp willaccomplish. At first 
this was the balance of the $200,000 obtained. A contract was made in accord- 
ance—iron-clad, a failure completely—and the announcement that the sum avail- 
able was too small to be worthy of contracting for, as no one would build a 
sea-dredge capable of work there unless a sum of at least $300,000 was avail- 
able; consequently $150,000 additional was asked for, and at the instance of 
General V1LeLe and Mr. BURLEIGN was asked for from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

l went to Washington and advocated it, as well as the other national (? ) works 
of Buttermilk Channel and Newtown Creek, both of which I expressed the 
opinion were entitled to aid, and at the same time most vigorously stated that 
New York did not want a - appropriation until the channel for im- 
provement and the best for ent maintenance had been fixed on, 
and that our commission bill had object in view. 

Permit me just here to inform you that the bill did expressly make it the dut 
of the commission to examine and rt to Congress from time to time 
plans of permanent improvement and protection of the harbor as they should 
decide on. I understood that the committee would recommend the appropria- 
tions named, and looked with ‘avor on the commission. Certainly within the’ 
last month I was told the committee had consented to embody the whole bill 
introduced by you into the river and harbor bill. It was my plan to thus have 
it pass, and if passed by the Senate and vetoed the President, as is confi- 
dently predicted, that your bill should then be pu and being embodied in 
the river and harbor bill would certainly meet with no new opposition. How 
all this has been changed you know better than I do. 

The other plan of the engineer report was deemed a mere oagpeien. Itin- 
volved an expenditure stated roughly to be from five to six millions; 
of a jetty system extending south to south west from Coney Island. It involved 
the direct obstruction and complete annihilation of the 14-foot channel and the 
east channel, and confined theentrance to New York Harbor to one ie chan- 
nel—Gedney’'s on the sea and its two corresponding inner channels, main 
ship and swash. 

This entire plan seemed toa civilian so wild that I asked General Newton per- 
sonally if he could possibly foretell what would be the effect on the inner or 
outer of such a plan,and if he did not see that to contract the entrance to 
one single channel would be a great loss. He admitted that no one could pos- 
sibly tell the effect,that he by no means advocated such a work to be carried 
out at once or continuously, but tentatively, little by litthe—to construct walls 
only of comparative height and length—an then to await the effect of so much, 
and to take step No.2 only after step No.1 proved effective. You will see that 
in the same manner his ted report most cautiously says: “If the experiment 
fails here then the composition and nature of al Ithe shoals should be accu’ 
determined by deep borings, the action of the currents definitely tee 


the method of contraction studied.” (Page5.) Again on page6: “Ido not know 
that the cut once opened will be ia but the presentappropria;j,, 
—, small it is well enough to riment with it.” : 

All this indicates the (to say the least) propriety of following the resolutio,,, 
of the chamber of commerce asking for an appropriation of $75,000 or $110) (1) 
wherewith to make the tidal observations, the borings, and all the studies »,. 
quired by common sense, and which do not exist, to determine at least the fea. 
bility of any scheme and the probability of its maintenance. ; 

I candidly think the engineers are afraid to subject their plans to public « 
tiny; otherwise oad should they object to a commission constituted exact|y |)... 
the one which, I think, in 1854 was appointed for New York, on which Gener, |, 
Bache and Totten acted? I notice an interviewer with you calls those why 4). 
vocate the commission *‘ schemers.” 

What possible scheme lies hid under a board of men like the Chief of Eng. 
neers, a Navy officer, a professor of the Coast Survey, and an honored repre. 
sentative of New Jersey and New York? It is wicked and absurd to s0 spea, 
of it. Lregret exceedingly to learn that the bill when called up did not hay. 
any attention and was passed over. I trust you did not sanction this, as it «..,. 
tainly does not consist with a desire for its passage. I am told that Senator \,. 
Puerson declares he favored the passage of the bill, but does not now wis}; ;, 
antagonize you. 

My dear Senator, I feel convinced that you can, if you desire, pass this }j)) 
It is of so much real value to save wasting money on our harbor, as natura||y 
all moneys to be expended in new plans would be submitted to such a commj«. 
sion, and to stop the injuries going on uninterruptedly for twenty-five years 
past, that I again beg you to give it your aid. 

I inclose a petition which was signed by the most influential and important 
firms and organizations in New York, which was sent in by Mr. Pulitzer and 
then seems to have been buried. 1 beg you to revive it, and if the appropriation 
can be made to fit in with its request we will have gained a most important end 

Yours, burriedly, but sincerely, 
A. FOSTER HIGGINS 


Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
Washington, D. C. 


SENATE CHAMBER, Washington, D. C., June 16, 18%. 


Dear Sim: I am in receipt of yours of the l4th. If the person who furnishes 
you with information from Washington would undertake to be certain of his 
facts and give you only facts, you would not have written the letter of the Lith, 
for I can not believe you would have written such a letter if you had been in 

ion of the truth in the matter. You say, “I regret exceeding!ly to learn 
that the bill when called up did not have any attention and was passed over 
: trust you did not sanction this, as it certainly does not consist with a desire for 


ts "9 

The rson who gave you that information,if he knew anything about it 
knew that the Senate was acting under the five-minute rule by unanimous con- 
sent, under which no bill can be taken up and have more than five minutes, and 
under that rule all bills giving rise to debate go over. The bill on New York 
Harbor went over still retaining its place on the Calendar, like a large number 
of other bills. I can not believe that your informant did not know of that fact 
when he gave you information ing it,and I must consider it a willful in- 
tent on his part to misrepresent it. 

Youalso state that Senator McPuErson favorsthe passage of the bill, but does 
not wish to antagonize me. As to his views, I know nothing whatever. He 
has never mentioned it to mein any way. 

You state that you were told a month ago that the committee had consented 
to put the bill into the river and harbor bill, and in case that bill was vetoed it 
would be taken up and passed wane: and you say, “ How all this has been 
changed you know better than I do.” presume you refer to the House com- 
mittee, for certainly there never wasany such understanding in the Senate com- 
mittee, for the Senate committee could not put the bill intothe river and harbor 
| under its rules. I did it two years ago and it was ruled out under a point o/ 
order. 

I never knew that the House committee had consented to put the bill into the 
river and harbor bill,and I have no knowledge whatever as to why it changed 
its views, if it did change, and any intimation that I know how it was done bet- 
ter than you do is entirely gratuitious on yourpart. I know nothing whatever 
about it. 

I need not repeat my former assurances that I shall do my best to secure the 
passage of the commission bill, notwithstanding your intimations that you do 
not believe that I am in earnest in the matter. I shall not change my course of 
action or my determination ae what I can to secure its passage. 

I to remain, yours, i 
a - " WARNER MILLER. 


P, S.—I notice in your letter also that you say that you have seen in an inter- 
view that I called the advocates of the commission ** schemers,”’ which you say 
is both wicked and absurd. ; 

I have never characterized the advocates of the commission bill as “‘ schemers 
in any authorized interview or in any conversation with anybody, as | would 
not likely put myself in such a list, as I consider myself and am one of the ad- 
vocates of a commission bill. Binet ee 

° sub 


A. Fostzr Hicerss, i 
50 Wall street, New York City. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, asI have stated, it is impossible there 
should be a job connected with the expenditure of this money if it is 
to be expended absolutely under the control of the Secretary of War. 
Why it is that this Mr, Higgins, after having signed a communication 
from the chamber of commerce to this body or to the Committee on 
Commerce of this body advising and recommending this appropriation 
of $1,000,000, should now in another way seek to defeat it, I do not 
know. I see that he takes the ground that this appropriation should 
not be made until after the commission bill has been passed entire!y 
and become a law and until after of course the commission has had an 
opportunity to make plans of their own. But the two Houses of (on 
gress have not looked favorably this year upon the expenditure of moncy 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors under commissions and ha\e 
taken the power away from the commissions and have given it to the 


of War. 
vi canines bill which I introduced and had passed 
through this body provided for the a tment of a commission of five 


men, whose duty it should be to tain asupervisory power over the 


harbor of New York to prevent the dumping into it in any way of re!use 
or other matter tending to destroy the harbor orin any way injure nav 
gation in it. There is nothing in that bill giving the commission pow<t 
to money for the improvement of the harbor, and if an appr” 

“was made at any time after the bill should become a law i? 


ee a eo 


in in i oe 








1886. 





could not be expended under that commission unless Congress gave it 
direct power to do it, but all the moneys appropriated in the river and 
harbor bill are to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Why this attack has been made I do not know, but I have had read 
here a letter received to-day from the chamber of commerce, signed by 
its president, its vice-president, and the chairman of its executive 
committee, calling upon this. Congress to see to it that this appropria- 
tion is not lost at this time. 

If there is any job connected with any portion of this movement it 
will be found somewhere else than in the appropriation of $75,000 to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. Whether 
there is any job of that kind or not, I know not; whether any im- 
proper influences have been at work and have favored the passage of 
the harbor commission bill or not, I do not know; but it is very evi- 
dent that some gentlemen having that bill particularly in view and in 
interest are now very anxious to secure from this Congress a rejection of 
that amendment, in order that nothing may be done in the harbor of 
New York until after the commission shall have been permanently 
established and shall have had an opportunity to make its own plans 
and bring them before Congress. I do not know what those plans may 
be, nor whether Congress would approve them; butif we are to judge 
by the action of Congress at this session we shall find that Congress 
has not been favorable to the expenditure of money for such purposes 
under a commission. 

I have here a letter from Capt. Francis J. Palmer, an engineer who 
has been in some way connected with the chamber of commerce and 
who has been making investigations in the harbor of New York. I 
send it to the desk and ask to have it read. Perhaps that may throw 
some light upon some reasons which have influenced some people in 
attemping to have this amendment stricken out of the river and har- 
bor bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YorK, 
New York, July 14, 1886. 

Dear Six: I desire to thank you for securing the passage of the harbor board 
bill. Your work, although very late, is most welcome. That Sun article 
twitched you off. We know your brain power, yourcommanding presence, and 
the merits of the bill, and have been very much annoyed that you did not take ac- 
tion ten weeks ago, as it can only at this late season become law through united 
exertions, that is, you and other Senators bringing your influence to bear upon 
such men as Judge REAGAN, Hon. A. Hewitt, Sete get the bill taken up from 
the Speaker’s desk with the approval of the majority. I have only deferred 
taking bolder steps toward securing that end at the wish of the chamber of 
commerce, a3 they believe the appointment of such a board will give New York 


atonce what she wants, and other ports—Galveston and Charleston—will like- 
wise obtain relief years earlier than they could otherwise. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
FRANCIS J. PALMER, 
Hon. WARNER MILLER, 
United States Senate. 


Ihave right at my back and can get all the millions needed to carry the big- 
gest kind of harbor work that may be decided upon by the Secretary of War, 
and there is no doubt in my mind that he will have the best. 

Mr. MILLER, Just one word in regard to the passage of the har- 
bor-commission bill through this body, and then I shall have finished. 

I think two years ago I secured the adoption of substantially the 
same bill as the harbor-commission bill which has passed here at this 
session, and secured its addition to the river and harbor bill. It was 
placed upon that bill by the Committee on Commerce when the bill was 
reported to this body, and, it being discussed, a point of order was made 
against it by, I think, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. The 
Chair ruled it out of order and it was thrown out of the bill. This 
session I brought in the same bill, secured its adoption by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and I was authorized by that committee to report 
it favorably, placed it upon the Calendar, and passed it at the earliest 
opportunity. It will be remembered that several times when going 
over the Calendar this bill was reached, and it was objected to by sev- 
eral Senators and went over. 

After talking with those Senators and explaining the bill to them 
their opposition was withdrawn, and finally one morning the bill was 
again reached when we were passing over the Calendar, and foregoing 
any right to make any remarks upon it at all, though we were operating 
under the five-minute rule, the bill was taken up, and no Senator ob- 
jecting to it, it was passed. 

I simply desire to say in answer to these insinuations which have 
been thrown out in this letter and other letters that I was not prompt 
or energetic in my endeavors to pass that bill, that they are without 
foundation. I never lost any opportunity to secure the passage of that 
bill or to secure it at the earliest possible moment, believing and feel- 
ing that it was a measure of very great importance, particularly to the 
people of the city of New York; and any imputation that I was dila- 
an or delayed action upon that bill is absolutely without founda- 


I have nothing more to say. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


nore 
A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
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regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine; and 

A bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6314) to increase the pension of James Carlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to James McGlen. 

The bill (H. R. 8296) to remove the political disabilities of Duff 
Green Reed was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. 


DEATH OF VICE ITEN DRICKS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to offer a 
resolution which I desire to have printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will receive the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the proceedings of the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
they appear on page 707 of volume 117 of the Supreme Court Reports, on the 
occasion of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United 


States, be published with the memorial addresses already authorized by Con- 
gress. 


PRESIDENT 


If there be no objection, the Chair 


VETOED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to submit the reports of a majority of the 
Committee on Pensions on the veto messages of the President of the 
United States on the bill (S. 1077) granting a pension to Newcomb Par- 
ker and the bill (S. 1797) granting a pension to John S. Kirkpatrick. 
I call the attention of the minority of the committee to these reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reports will be received and 
placed on the Calendar. 

SEIZURES OF AMERICAN VESSELS IN FOREIGN WATERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolutions of the Senate,dated respectively May 10 and 
July 10, 1886, touching alleged seizures and detentions of vessels of the United 
States in British North American waters, I transmit herewith a report of the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying papers. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, July 24, 1886. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 68) forthe relief of William P. Cham- 
bliss, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 


CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOHN A, LOGAN, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 


FRANK L. WOLFORD, 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
Conferecs on the part of the House of Representatives. 


The report was concurred in. 
PACKING AND SELLING CUT TOBACCO. 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to have a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue printed to accompany the bill (H. R. 
8738) to so further amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and section 3363, as makes a distinction in the mode of pack- 
ing and selling cut tobacco. 

That was omitted at the time the bill was reported. 
it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
accompany the bill. . 
AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, which has considered itinformally, an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
which I ask may be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment 
referred to the Committee on Appropri2tions, an: 
no objection. 


I desire to have 


It will be printed as a document to 


will be received, 
i printed, if there be 


CATHARINE LANIGAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend ment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2349) granting a pension 
to Catharine Lanigan; which was in line 5, after the words “‘ rate of,’’ 
strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro/! the name of Catharine Lani- 
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gan, mother of John Lanigan, late of Company K, Twenty-third Illinois Volan- 
teers, in the late war, at the rate of $30 per month, from and after the passage of | 
this act, in licu of the pension she is now receiving 
ae : | 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Wisconsin moves 


that the amenginent be concurred in 
The motioy was agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
other purposes 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amendment, to come in after the 
amendment already agreed to on page 70, after line 1701 : | 
| 








For the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 
without regard to race, $25,000, 


I beg that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will not 
object to the amendment. This is a regular estimate found on the 
sixty-second page of the Book of Estimates. I think the item must 
have been left out when this bill was framed, by mistake, growing out 
of the fact that it is found in the Book of Estimates under the legisla- 
tive appropriation bill, and I suppose, though I have no knowledge, 
that when the legislative bill was made up, this item being found there 
and not belonging there, it was left out, and when the sundry civil bill 
was made up it was not found in the estimates for that bill. 

It is a regular estimate, and this is all the money that has been pro- 
posed for this purpose. If this should be adopted, it is all that has 
been appropriated for the purpose since the act establishing a govern- 
ment over Alaska. At that time $25,000 was appropriated for this 
purpose, and, if my memory does not fail me, that is all the appro- 
priation jor the purpose which has been made. 

The necessity of it isso apparent under the work which has been 
done there that I shall occupy no time of the Senate in advocating 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The ques- 
tion ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawxs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 61, line 1488, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ 
I ask that the following amendment be added: 


The moneys received at the General Land Office as fees for furnishing tran- 
— of records and plats shall be deposited in the Treasury and be deemed 

riation to pay for making such copies; and the Commissioner of the 
Goma and Office shall be authorized to useany portion of this appropriation 
for pie hem or for temporary clerk-hire by the day, month, or year, at such 
rate or rates as he may deem just and fair, not exceeding $1,000 a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel bound tomake a point of orderon thatamend- 
ment, but I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I do not myself 
object to an appropriation of, say, $5,000 for that purpose. I had pre- 
pared an amendment covering that idea, but I can not lay my hand on 
it now—$5,000 to make copies of maps and plats—but Ido ot believe 
we ought to place in the hands of the Commissioner the funds arising 
from fees for copies as a fand to meet such ex itures. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then just add there “not exceeding $5,000.” 

Mr. ALLISON, That is not what I propose. I am willing to make 
an appropriation to enable the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice to make these ies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all we want. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. But I do not wish a specific fund set 
apart for that purpose, thereby changing existing law. 

* Mr. COCKRELL. This directs that the fees shall be covered into 
the Treasury and only appropriatesacertain amount. I would as soon 
have a specific appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. shall not object to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will prepare an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law provides that these fees shall be turned 
into the Treasury, and I desire that that law shall continue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri mod- 
ify his amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill in a moment. 
ent, but I will offer another one that I ho 
to. On page 49, at the end of line 1182, 


And the appropriation herein made for 
buildings shall include the rental or — 
other device for reducing the expenses of 


I withdraw it for the 
the Senator will not object 
move to insert: 


consumed ern, garpuridar or | «At 
any gas-governor 
gas, when first approved by the Seo- 


retary of the Treasury and ordered by hia is in writing: That no sum 
shall be Re aid for such rental or use of said gas-governor, gas-purifier, or device 
greater than one-half of the amount of money actually sa’ le 


Mr. ALLISON. I reserve any point of order until we have an ex- 
planation of the object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are gentlemen who claim that they have 
@ gas governor or purifier by which they can save in all the pablic 
buildings of the United States a very large sum of money, and a 
simply ask that the Secretary of the Treasury shall have au 
rent and use this, and not pay for such rental or use exceeding one- af 


the amount actually saved. It does seem to me such a plain 
tion that there can be no objection toit. The proviso it so 
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that the Secretary shall not authorize the use or rental of this at any 
sum greater than 50 per cent. of the amount actually saved by its us; 

Mr. ALLISON. That onits face seems to bea very economical! 
sition, and I do not know but that it is; but I always fear legis 


| which will authorize the placing in public buildings all over the . 


try of a patented arrangement. It seems to me thatif there isa device 
which will save the consumption of gas in any way that can be uti!ize) 
by the Government the easiest possible course would be to apply t! 
instrument to use in the Treasury building, or some building | 
the city of Washington under the eye of our own officers, and thus ( 
strate its utility. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
bia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose you restrict it to the Treasury bu 

Mr. COCKRELL. That might not be well, but the Secret 
Treasury would certainly not be likely to try it in any other } pli 
amend my amendment by saying ‘‘in the District of Columbia 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator hasa right to mo 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had a letter from the Secretary of the Tr 
ury, upon which I can not lay my hands just now, in which,as I rec 
it, he recommends that the provisionshould be putin, that there y 
be no harm in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
how it works. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will | 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as modified as follows 

seen herein made for gas consumed in any of the P 
buildings in the District of Columbia shall include the rental or use of a: 
governor, gas-purifier, or other device for reducing the expenses of gas, W 
first approved - the Snerearey the Treasury and ordered by him in writ 
Provided, That no sum shall for such rental or use of said gas-govern 


id 
gas-purifier, or device aiken one-half part of the amount of money 
ually saved thereby. 


Mr. ALLISON. The District of Columbia ought not to contro! th 


Well, I will restrict it to the District of « 


Let us try it in the District of Columbia and 


Treasury Department, because this relates to the Treasury Department 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is under the control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move the following amendment to come in after lin: 
2495, on page 102 

For the purchase of the painting The First Fight of Ironclads, by W. F. Ha 
sall, $7,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. It comes from the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it recommended by the committee? 

Mr. HOAR. It was recommended by the Committee on the Library 
and sent to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask to have read : 
letter from Rear-Admiral Worden. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I raise the point of order, unless that comes from 


WasniInctor, May 19, 1836 
GENTLEMEN: I take the liberty of addressing you in reference to the painti:. 
by W. F. a fight of ironclads, now on exhibition in this cit) 
I have examined the picture cl en represen 
ion of the vessels and as present an accurate picture of the eve: 
intended to illustrate. In phe § ap mor t too, it has decided artistic merit, 
aa apes Se Rane an epoch in the history of the naval warfare 


of w aind people have tre right to be ad. For that reason | 
beg to ain ia 


rty of the Government an: 
> in a prominent position in its in ite legiotatiee hate 
With great respect, your obedicnt servant, 
JOHN L. WORDEN. 


Rear- Admiral, United States Navy 
To Senators Sewe ct, Hoar, and VoorHEes, 
Committee on Library, United States Senate. 
Mr. HOAR. I now send to the desk a letter from Lieutenant Li‘- 
tlepage, who was on the Merrimac. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Joint Committee on the Library: 
GENTLEMEN : ane been = a the Merrimac and having participa‘ 4 


Wasuineton, D.C., May 19, 186 


in the memorable ——— : eae wones ot Do Senin, Raat the 
liberty of t y W. F. Halsall as correct a re) 
atm oscretenm pear ea = uce on canvas. 


Sitere i lnawe it for others to judge, but a-'» 


so ticiehed tenet tance Team conceive of no greater event ofthe kid, not o: 
for its effect upon this country, but for the deep impression it made upon |: 
whole world. 

It made the 


neers Ons Gay ee ee vessels, con 
— warfare, and caused the remodeling and rec 
On account of the historical importance of the scene it so vividly and so acc: 
rately represents, I submit that the Government should purchase it and suits 
bly as it where the public can pn - 
, most respectfully, your servan 
% - H. B. LITTLEPAG! 


Mr. HOAR. I have letters from persons who were on both sid is 


This is not intended as a commemoration of a victory, but | 
a great in naval architecture, in which the equipment o! the 
Merrimac was a great exploit on one ‘side and the invention and equip- 


188 


ment: 
exam! 
and a 
artist 
high | 
has | 
that ' 
have 
not d 

Th 
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ment of the Monitor on the other. 
examined by a great many persons who were in that fight on both sides, 
and all speak of it with great enthusiasm. It is the production of an 
artist who is commended to me by eminent artists as a man standing 
high in his profession. While the price is $7,500, it is a painting which 
has been insured for $15,000, and my only doubt about the matter is 
that the priceistoosmall. If the Senate will allow the other letters I 
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I will say that the picture has been 


| 


have on the subject to be printed in the RecorpD without reading I will | 


not delay the proceedings by reading them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the letters 
will be printed in the Recozp. The Chair hears none. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


Navy DerarTmMent, Bursa or STEAM ENGINEERING, 
Washington, May 20, 1536. 

Srm: Learning that the committee of which you are chairman has under con- 
sideration the purehase of Mr, Halsall’s picture of the Merrimac-Monitor fight, 
] venture, as a participant in some and an eye-witness of all the incidents con- 
nected with that momentous engagement, to commend to you the faithful and 
skillful manner in which the artist has handled his subject. The picture recalls 
vividly the events of those two fateful days, and isa worthy memento of one of 

the great naval battles of history. 

Very y, yours, 
CHAS. H. LOSSING, 
Enginecr-in-Chief, U. 8. N. 
Hon. Wiiu1aM J. SEWELL, 
Chairman Joint Commitice on the Library. 


Navy DerarTMENT, BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, May 21, 1836. - 
Sm: Referring to the painting of W. F. Halsall of the fight between the Mon- 
itor and Merrimac, now on exhibition in this city, having examined it, I desire 
to state that it gives a splendid illustration of the fight. I have taken the lib- 
erty to commend it from my standpoint, having been engaged in the first day's 
fight and an eye-witness of what took place on the second day. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THEODORE D. WILSON, 
Chief Constructor, U. 8. N. 
Hon, Wrr11aM J. SEWELL, 
Chairman Joint Commilice on Library. 


WASHINGTON, May, 1836. 
To the joint Commiltec of the Library : 


GENTLEMEN : I witnessed the fight between the Monitor and Merrimac on the 
%h of 1862, and I can not conceive of anything more truthful and realis- 


tic than Mr. Halsall’s picture of that engagement. I sincerely hope that the 
historical painting will become Government property and be pla where the 
c can have access to it. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfull 


y 
. RANDALL, United Slates Navy. 


Wasuinoton, D. C., April 30, 1886. 
To the Committee of the Library of the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives : 

GENTLEMEN : I respectfully ask your consideration of a painting by me en- 
itled The First Fight of Ironciads, with a view to its puehemn by Congress. 
The subject is the naval engagement between the Monitor and the Merrimac, 
ee eee es 1862. The purpose is not to recall an 
episode in the late war, but to ee an event which revolutionized naval 
architecture and warfare throughout the world. An effort has been made to 
attain historical accuracy by careful studies at the scene of action by the use of 
the original drawings of the constructors of both vessels and by interviews 
with nears the opposing participants in the engagement. 

Ihave the honor to refer by permission to Admiral Worden, U.S. N., as to 
the merits of the picture in these respects, and it has met with the approbation 
of officers of the Merrimac. 

Ise published in the Boston press in respect to its artistic 
quali 

It would give me pleasure to have you visit the painting at 1425 New York 
avenue at such time as may be most convenient to the committee. 

Iam, ly, your obedient servant, 


wM. 


ee 


W. F. HALSALL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts why it is that this picture can not be purchased under the 
general appropriation which we have made, if it is so meritorious. 
We appropriate annually a sum for the purchase of works of art. I 
suppose this comes underthat description. If the painting is especially 
meritorious, I should think that the Committee on the Library would 
be entirely able tocontrol the purchase without the intervention of a 

ial appropriation for the 

Mr. HOAK. It did not seem to me that this quite large appropria- 
tion of $7,500 should be made without the approbation of Congress; 
and it seems to me also that the general appropriation should be left, 
as it always has been, for such special calls as come up during the year; 
and very often itis not exhausted. For instance, this year, I may state, 
we had an opportunity to purchase for $1,200 an original painting of 
Henry Laurens, president of the Continental Congress, made in the 
Tower and while he was a prisoner, by Copley, the most eminent Amer- 
lean portrait painter thatever lived. That picture was offered to Mr. 
Corcoran, who desired it very much for his gallery, but he said that the 
Government ought to own it, and I suppose nobody would doubt that. 


Itisa of marvelous value and beauty and excellence in every 
way. general appropriation is for such calls as are frequently 


made, and the committee thought this special matter should come to 
pes 0 of Congress. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not ob- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 
Mr. HA Y. Ihave no doubt that engineer officers, architects, 
of any kind are quite capable of certifying as to the 


| thousand dollars a year, and this is the work of four years. 


———— —————— eee 


true proportions and perhaps the perspective of the two ships. I do 
not like to trust my own judgment as to the artistic merit and value of 
this as a work of art, but presentation that is architecturally 
correct is not sufficient. I have seen, as we all have, a great many 
pictures. Ido not wish to exp: Ido not know 


a& mere 


ess an opinion, ana 


whether this is a valuable work of art or not. An architect has certi- 
fied to that. Where are the artists and critics ? 

Mr. HOAR. I havea letter from the most eminent portrait painter 
in Boston, who certifies to the excellence of this work. Theauthor, Mr. 
Halsall, is a well-established man in his profession, making r or five 


He had in- 
sured it at $15,000, but he desires the Government to have it 

I had also two or three personal applications from Mr. Daniel C. 
French, who is the author of the fan itue of the Concord Minute 
man and the author of the famo of John Harvard at Harvard 
College, which I think are the 1es in this country, unless 
we except the work of St. Gaudeus and Ward. The work of Mr. 
French, in my judgment, is unsurpassed. He is a man of 
truthfulness, of a rigorous, ideal taste in his conception of artistic ex- 
cellence, thoroughly devoted to his profession, and would recommend 
nothing that was inferior mean. 

I think on the universal expression of delight of everybody who has 
visited the picture, including many Senaters on both sides of the 
Chamber, we can act upon it when we have such testimonials from 
artists in addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Some days ago I submitted an amendment, which 
was sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs and reported favorably. 
I desire to have it follow the amendment of the chairman of the com- 
mittee on page 70. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


two blrst 


) 
absolute 


or 


: +h , + 
on the amendmen 


The amendment will be stated. 





The SECRETARY. After the amendment already agreed to, ai the 
end of line 1701, it is proposed to insert: 

That the sum of $37,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a school farm and the re 
pair of old and the erection of new buildingsand outhouses for the indian in- 


dustrial school at Carlisle, Pa., to be expended under the « 


tary of the Interior. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


irection of the Secre- 


What is the amount? 
The total amount is $37,500. 
I make the point of order. 


Mr. TELLER. You can not. 
Mr. ALLISON. What do I understand in reference to the amend- 
ment ? 


Mr. TELLER. I will say to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that this was reported by the Committee on Indian A ffairs 
favorably, and it also has an estimate and the indorsement.of the In- 
terior Department, and the personal indorsement of the Secretary ina 
letter that I have here which he personally sent to the committee. 

I should like to state, if the chairman will listen, that this is to buy 
a farm adjoining the school, which is very much needed, and to repair 
some buildings. It is thoroughly indorsed by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and by the Secretary of the Interior, and is asked for by 
the superintendent of the school. It is a very meritorious thing, and 
it ought to be done. Ifthat school is to be kept up it should be kept 
as it has been. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
posed to purchase? 

Mr. TELLER. res, as I recollect, and about $18,000 is 
for the land, which is much cheaper than it was offered at two years 


0 


May I ask the Senator how much land it is pro- 


About 90 a 


ago. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Two hundred 
Mr. DAWES. 
any time for that. 

Mr. CAMERON. I cansay something about the value of land in that 
neighborhood. It is within i8 miles of where I reside. The amount 
asked is not a high price. 

Mr. DAWES. The Government 


dollars an acre ? 
It will be worth that to anybody, and can be sold at 


7 


. 


could not invest money any more 
safely than putting it in that land. If there is any opposition to the 
amendment, I wish to state that the relation of this scheol te the pub- 
lic Treasury is a very remarkable one. Captain Pratt, who has the 
management of it, has done such amazing work there that he ought to 
be commended to the consideration of Congress. He has obtained every 
dollar that has been put upon that plant by begging it around through- 
out the country from the charity of the people of the country; he has 
bought the land in that way. He has never had a dollar of appropria- 
tion from the Treasury of the United States to keep up and to enlarge 
the grounds of that institution. This is the first time that there has 
been an appropriation asked for by him. He has been from city to city 
and from town to town soliciting subscriptions for a!l that has been 
done there. We have appropriated $36,000 I think this very year to 
erect a new building at Lawrence, Kans. 

Mr. TELLER. Fifty odd thousand dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; $50,000. I think this is the most reasonable 
application that could be made, and it is as perfectly safe as anything 
can be. 
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Mr. CALL. I merely wish to say a single word in regard to Captain 
Pratt. I saw him first at Saint Augustine, Fla.,in 1878 probably. He 
was then in charge of some of the wild Indians from the plains, who 
had committed murders and outrages there and had been transported 
to the fort at Saint Augustine for safe-keeping. Captain Pratt was 
there, I think, with a single sergeant and not more than one or two men 
at the most, and there were about sixty Indians. He devoted himself 
to them for some months, had them under the most perfect control, 
and had the old and the young engaged in learning their books and 
making considerable progress; in fact, they were to some extent civil- 
ized people. During the six or eight months that he occupied that 
fort with these Indians they were permitted to go out in the country 
and work for themselves, and there was never a single case of outrage 
or disorder among them. 

He has devoted himself entirely for some years to solving the problem 
of the civilization and education of the Indian, witha very disinterested 
purpose and with the most signal success. These Indians were the 
most outrageous characters on the Western plains, and he had the most 
perfect command over them. Ihave no question that he is and will be 
a very great agent in the solution of the problem of Indian civilization. 

I shall vote for this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the following amendment from the Committee 
on Commerce, to be inserted after line 1621: 


For salaries and traveling expenses of the Missouri River Commission, office 
expenses, and contingencies, $25,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. VEST. The House of Representatives put an amendment upon 
the existing law which did away with the Missouri River Commission. 
The Senate put back the commission in the river and harbor bill, but 
there is no provision for the payment of the salaries of the civilian mem- 
bers of the commission or traveling or oflice expenses. This is simply 
an appropriation, which was inadvertently omitted in the river and har- 
bor bill, and the Committee on Commerce suggest that it be put in this 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator from Missouri a copy of the river 
and harbor bill? My friend appears to have the documents. 

Mr. VEST. Iam amember of the Committee on Commerce and know 
there is no provision for it. This comes from that committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Their conduct is regulated in that bill. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but there is no provision for expenses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the following as an amendment, to come 
in on page 5, after line 108: 

For court-house, custom-house, and post-office at Omaha, Nebr.: Paying for 
paving of streets adjacent to said building, $3,017.75 

This item is in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has it been submitted to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; it is within the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only trouble about that class of appropria- 
tions—and I desire to say it once for all, because there are a number 
of them I believe—is the difficulty ofascertaining the amount. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Nebraska how he knows that this sam 
has been expended, and if so, by whom. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It has been expended by the city of Omaha, 
and the amount of the expenditure has been certified to the Treasury 
Department. The estimate comes from the city authoritics. To my 
personal knowledge this paving has been done and should have been 
paid for years ago if the Government desired to do what it should. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add to the amendment ‘‘or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.’’ 






































































cept the modification? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; I have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 


gave notice the other day, a copy of which I send to the Secretary. 


Senator from New York will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 56, after line 1349, it is proposed to add: 
For the expenditure upon Bedloe’s Island, in New York, under the diection 


of the Seeretery of War, for the purpose of restoring and accommodating to the 
occupation of thatisland by the monument and beacon of Liberty Enlightenin: 


island, and for access to the said island, namely: 

For building a permanent wharf of stone and concrete, $16,000. 

For ccanaiiaaaion interior walls of the fort, $7,200. 

For connecting arches between the walls of the fort and the foundation mass 
of the pedestal, $26,400, 
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to the landing, housing, protecting. and inaugurating upon 
Bartholdi’s statue of Liberty Enlightening the World, and for construction o; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska ac- 


Mr. EVARTS. I offer an amendment, Mr. President, of which I 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 


the World the surface and the structures of the Government upon the anid 


JULY 24, 


Mr. EVARTS. The Committee on Foreign Relations, acting upon 





communications made by the State Department and the President. ro. 
ported unanimously an amendment, which I ask may be read, any 
which was sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To defray the expenses incident to the landing, housing, protecting, and jn. 


augurating upon Bedloe’s Island of Bartholdi’s statue of Liberty Enlight, 
ing the World, and to construct platforms, and other incidental expenses and 
for incidental expenses of the oer . 
ag = on the island estimated for by Charles P. Stone by estimate dateq 


of inauguration, and for certain j;)- 


fay 19, 1886, $106,100, 
Mr. EVARTS. A similar report I think was considered in the othe; 


House. The Committee on Appropriations of this body have inserteq 
a provision, which I will now read, immediately before what I ask my 
amendment to follow: . 


Statue of Liberty Enlightening the World: To defray the puponces incident 
oe’s Island of 


latforms, repairs of wharf, clearing grounds of unsightly structures, and othe, 
ncidental expenses,and for incidental es penses of the ceremony of inaug 


gura- 
tion, $56,500, 


That is ample for the purposes asked, and meets and satisfies so fy; 


and for those objects the recommendation of the State Department and 
the recommendation of the Committee on Foreign Relations; but this 
which I now offer is not connected with any immediate necessity {or 
the inauguration, but is included within what is manifestly a proper 
duty and necessity not to the immediate event but to the Government's 
own care of its own island. 


It will be remembered that by a resolution adopted by both Houses 


of Congress, and I believe with entire unanimity, in 1877 this Govern- 
ment accepted the proposed gift of the statue provided that asite should 
be determined for it to which it should be surrendered, that it should 
be accepted in the sentiment of friendship and of generosity, and that 
upon a pedestal which should be furnished by the voluntary contribu- 
tion of means by the citizens this statue when thus placed should be 
preserved and kept up as a beacon. 


The island selected was Bedloe’s Island, and was turned over to the 


committee for the purpose of the structure after the proper examina- 


tion by the Treasury Department, including the work on the part of 
the committee, whose funds have been raised and whose funds have 
been employed, and whose function has been completed. It only be- 
comes necessary for this committee under either head that has been 
provided for, or is now asked to be provided for, to put the Government 
in proper relation to the condition of things and the situation of proper 
inauguration and provision for the island. 

In this $106,000 that was recommended by the President and the 
Secretary of State and by the Committee on Foreign Relations, I have 
neither added to nor varied in the least either of the items to which 
the amendment relates. The committee found perhaps that in mak- 
ing their present provision for what the honor and dignity of this Gov- 
ernment required in the principal matter of the reception and provision 
for the inauguration of the statue it was sufficient; but I submit that 
this subject which is thus described is within the immediate and neces- 
sary duty of this Government at any time when it is sufficiently ad- 
vised that the work remains to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York is re- 
minded by the Chair that we are under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will with permission continue a few moments if no 
objection is made. id 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. This island in its little area of 11 acres by its de- 
votion to this structure is necessarily set apart for this purpose; and all 
that is asked here is that the United States should now accommodate 
the structures of the old works of the Government on the island in 
order to comport with the present devotion of this island to this great 
work of art and this great work of celebration of unity of feeling be- 
tween these two great nations. 

Thus we ask for building a permanent wharf of stone and concrete 
$16,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, rather than that there 
should be an expenditure merely for temporary repairs. Then for 
a structure ‘‘ for strengthening interior walls of the fort, $7,200; ”’ © for 
connecting arches,’’ a large structure, ‘‘ between the walls of the fort 
and the foundation mass of the pedestal, $26,400,’ being the precise 
items that are contained in the recommendation of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and the executive government. c 

The point is that for this inauguration this island should be certainly 
put in the condition which soon and necessarily it must be put by the 
Government for the fitness of things and the demands of public opinion 
and by visitors who shall resort to the island. , 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations gave every dollar 
that was estimated for and deemed necessary for the purposes of the 
inauguration of this statue. The amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from New York is really an amendment which involves tle 
idea of ornamentation and beautification, and the committee did not 
believe it judicious, and I hope the Senate will not agree at this time 
to enter upon that expenditure. It can be made at any time in the 
fature when this statue shall have been inaugurated. But I trust the 
Senator from New York will not urge this amendment. I feel con- 
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strained to test the sense of the Senate by moving to lay it on the 


table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
question is on the motion to lay on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I propose the following amendment at the end 
of line 108, page 5: 

There is hereby appropriated $500 to repair walks and fountain in United 
States grounds surrounding post-oflice building in Lincoln, Nebr. 

I will say that that item is approved by the Treasury Department, 
and has been referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and by them reported favorably. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not estimated for, and I do not think we had 
better enter upon this system. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator raise the point of 
order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the amendment been sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


The 


tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And was it reported from a standing 
committee ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildingsand Grounds and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that it lie on the table then. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VAN WYC®. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table for: moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer an amendment similar in character to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] about the 
Missouri River Commission. This is for the }“ississippi River Com- 
mission. I ask that it be inserted on page 67, just after the amend- 
ment adopted on the motion of the Senator from Missouri. This is re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce, and I think is acceptable to 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 67, after the amendment adopted on mo- 
tion of Mr. VEsT, it is proposed to insert: 

For salaries and traveling expenses of the Mississippi River Commission, and 
for salaries and traveling expenses of assistant engineers under them, and for 
office expenses and contingencies, $100,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GrBson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. [I offer an amendment to come in after the amend- 
~ one by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] which 
was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5,‘line 108, and after the amendment 
already agreed to, it is proposed to insert: 

For custom-house at Indianapolis, Ind.: Paving streets adjacent to said prop- 
erty, $350.52. 

Mr. HARRISON. This is estimated for and is of precisely the same 
character as the amendment adopted on the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a question as to whether the Government 
of the United States should pay for paving streets under the direction 
of the officers of a city or town. I believe there are a great many 
instances where the Government has paid for sidewalks, but the ques- 
tion of paving streets is an open question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not know who should pay except the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise no point on it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I wish to make a verbal amendment to an amendment 
already agreed to. In line 51, page 3, after the word ‘‘ custom-house,”’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ court-house;’’ so as to read: 

For custom-house, court-house, and post-office at El Paso, Tex., &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. On page 81,1 move to insert, after line 1964, the 
following: 

To enable the Secretary of War to lay a submarine cable from Cape Charles to 
Cape Henry, $20,000. ; ~ 

I want to say in reference to the amendment that it was introduced 
here and sent to the Committee on Military Affairs, and by that com- 
mittee reported back favorably and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
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The Senator from Louisiana is rec- 





propriations. Sustaining this proposition is a letter from the Superin- 
tendent of the Signal Service, transmitted by the War Department, 
urging the laying of this cable as very essential for the purposes of the 
Signal and Life-Saving Services. Now between the coastsouth of Cape 
Charles and north there are no connections; and in order to get in com- 
munication dispatches have to travel over a thousand miles to come up 
this bay and go around to Wilmington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am authorized by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to offer the following amendment; it has been reported by the 
committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; I ask that 
it come in on page 102, at the end of line 2495. 

For the purchase of the painting entitled ‘Farming in Dakota,” 
Gutherz, $3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the point of order will not lie against 
that, but it seems to me, inasmuch as we have provided already in the 
bill for $10,000 for the purchase of works of art, and now $7,500 for 
the great painting that the Senator from Massachusetts spoke of, this 
might wait until next session for this additional purchase. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think the Senator from Iowa will concur with 
me that we ought not to wait. This isa painting of a great scene in 
the agricultural history of thiscountry. Wehaveappropriated money, 
and none too much, for paintings illustrative of the art of war and de- 
struction and things of that kind. This is theonly painting, I believe, 
we have ever had an opportunity to procure representing the cultiva- 
tion of the soil, the breaking of the great prairies, rendering the bosom 
of the earth fruitful and productive, and I am satisfied that it is $3,000 
better spent than most of the money that is in this bill. I mustinsist 
on my amendment. I do not understand that there is any point of 
order against it. It is agreed on by the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported here by their authority, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and I believe that takes in all the conditions of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose two amendments, to come in after line 
119, page 6, as follows: 


by Carl 


For the post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and court-house at 
New Haven, Conn.: To pay an assessment for the connection with the city 
sewer, $210. 

For the post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and court-house 
at Hartford, Conn.: Paving street between said post-office and the city hall, 
$892.46. 

Both items may be acted on together. 
of Estimates, on page 156. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 56, at the end of line 1349, relating to the 
statue of Liberty Enlightening the World, I move the following 
amendment: 

Provided, however, That no part of the sum herein appropriated shail be used 
to procure or pay for spirituous or intoxicating liquors or tobacco or stimulants 
or narcotics in any form; nor shall any charge or expenditure for the same be 
paid by the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is that about? 

Mr. BLAIR. I propose this proviso to the appropriation for the cere- 
monies at the dedication of the statue of Liberty Enlightening the 
World. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator there is not the slightest pos- 
sibility or probability of any such thing being done; and the items of 
the appropriation do not include anything of the kind indicated in the 
Senator’s amendment. J hope he will not press it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I assure the Senator that if I did not think it was nec- 
essary, I would not offer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure him that it is totally unnecessary. There 
is nothing in this appropriation except a small sum to entertain our 
foreign guests who may come here from France. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is precisely what I have reference to 

Mr. GORMAN. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise a point of order, if it is possible for me to 
do so. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must hold that the Sen- 
ate have the power to limit their appropriations to any purpose. A 
motion to lay on the table would be in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make that motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. That motion can not be made while I am on the floor 
I submit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has a right to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Iowa gives the Senate the assurance 
that no part of this appropriation will be made use of in such a way as 
I think it may be unless restricted by the amendment which I propose, 

I desired that this amendment might be adopted without any re- 
mark; in fact I anticipated no opposition; but as adirect contradiction 


They are both in the Book 


The Senator from New Hampshire 
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to the Senator's assumption that there is no danger that any portion of 
this may be expended in the way I speak of, I send to the desk and 
ask to have read a bill which was contracted and was paid for by this 
Government at the recent celebration at Yorktown for the direct pur- 
pose of entertaining our foreign guests. 

It may be thought that this is a trifling matter, an unseemly matter 
possibly, but I do not believe that the American people will justify us 
in so making appropriations that any part of the public money can be 
expended in a manner to produce a public disgrace. 

I ask for the reading of the bill I have sent up, a bill actually paid 
as a part of the ceremonies of the centennial celebration at Yorktown. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senate is perfectly familiar with all the de- 
tails, and | trust the Senator will not have that read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care to have the bill read if the Senator ob- 
jects. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to it, but I think it is ummecessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there objection to the amendment then? All I 
want is to restrict the payment for stimulants and narcotics. There 
are ways in which they can be supplied on great occasionsof that kind, 
if it be necessary that such expenditure should be made. It is not 
necessary to pay seven or eight thousand dollars, as was the case then, 
out of the public Treasury for the nations of the earth to get drunk on. 
I object to it, and ask that the amendment be acted on. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the amendment lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland that the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the amendment be read in connection with 
the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. BLAIR and the clause 
as it would stand if amended. 

Mr. BECK. That proviso is too ridiculous for the Senate. I move 
to lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can receive but one mo- 
tion to lay on the table. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
has already moved to lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered on that motion. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire whether he thinks I ought to vote on 
Mis question, as I am paired with his colleague [Mr. Pike]? 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is a party question it would be understood that 
the pair should stand. I leave it entirely to the Senator’s own judg- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my voie. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New Hampshire regard this 
as a party question? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I did not say that; but if the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi regards it so—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not; but I asked if you did. 

Mr. BLAIR. I notice that one party votes one way and the other 
the other. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will let my vote stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 28; as follows: 


The yeas and nays have been 


I am paired with 
I am paired with the 


YEAS—27. 
Beck, Cockrell, Ham Stanford, 
Berry, Coke, Vanee, 
Blackburn, Evarts, peascet neta, Vest, 
Brown, George, Kenna, eaten 
Butler, Gibson, Payne, Wikies. 
Call, Gorman, . 
Camden, Gray, Sherman, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Riddieberger, 
Blair, Hale Mahone, Seweh, 
Cameron, Harrison, Manderson, Spooner, 
Conger, Hawley, Maxey, eller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg., Van W 
Dolph, Ingalls, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—21. 

Bowen, Hearst, Morgan, Sa > 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Saw yer, 
Colquitt, Pike, of Md. 
Cullom, Mc be Piumb, 
Eustis, Miller, Ransom, 
Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 


So the motion to lay the amendment on the table was rejected. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the ameni- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the reading of the document I sent uy. 
hy No!” ad No! ”) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I offer an amendment after line 59, on page 3, to 
insert: 

To pay the city of Jersey City, in the State of New Jersey, for paving streets 
adjacent to Government property, to wit, the post-office, &c., $244. 

This is estimated for. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. KENNA. I move to amend the bill on page 21, line 495, by 
adding, after the word ‘‘ Oregon’’ in that line: 


Great Kanawha River, West Virginia. 


I desire to say in support of this amendment only, that the Depart. 
ment has recommended lighting this river. The lengthof the river in 
which danger results from the want of lights is very short. I do not 
desire to increase the total amount appropriated by the clause in th 
bill, because the lights on that part of the river will require only a tew 
hundred dollars. Great losses have occurred annually on that river {or 
the want of these lights, for the lack of the expenditure of a very small 
sum of money to provide these lights, while at the same time the Cov- 
ernment is spending a large amount of money to improve the river. 

I hope the suggestion will have no opposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I offer the following amendment, tocome in imme- 
mediately after the amendments of the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
HAWLEY], after line 119: 


To ey assessment for replacing sidewalk for marine hospital, Detroit, Mich. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I offer the following amendment, to follow the one 
just adopted: 

For paving streets adjacent to the public buildings at Grand Rapids, Mich 
$1,s04.53. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr.HARRIS. I move to amend in the clause “for lighting rivers,”’ 
on page 21, line 496, after the word ‘‘ Missouri,’’ by inserting the word 
‘*Tennessee;’’ so as to read: 

At the mouth of the Red River, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Tennessee, 
and Ohio River. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where is that amendment to be inserted ? 

The Curer CLERK. On page 21, line 496. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. It is not esti- 
mated for. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not make the 
point of order. It is not estimated for as far as I know; but there are 
over 700 miles of navigable water on the Tennessee, in the midst of 
which at Muscle Shoals is an obstruction dangerous to navigation, and 
the necessity is certainly quite as great for lighting it as for lighting 
any one of the rivers that the Senator and hiscommittee have provide: 
for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no estimate, and the point 
of order is well taken. 

Mr HARRIS. Iam sorry the point of order is insisted on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following amendment after line 115, 
on page 6: 

For custom-house at Saint Louis: For reconstrneting and paving Eighth and 
Ninth streets, adjacent to the Saint Louis custom-house, #, 058. 26. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask theSenator from Missouri if that is estimated 
for? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; and the pavements on the other streets 
have already been made under the laws, and the appropriation on them 
is in the deficiency bill. These two streets are there unpaved. The 
estimate has been made, and it is a very low estimate for only one-half 
the cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment, to come in on p2ze 
6, after the amendments of a similar character which have been just 
adopted: 


For pcetenicins one-half of two streets adjacent te property owned by t''c 
United States, at Portland, Oreg., upon which the Government building iss''- 
uated, $1,500, 


This is estimated for and the assessment has been made. In the city 
of Portland the cost of improving streets is assessed on the adjacent 
property, and there Penner by which the streets can be 
“ewes 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWN. I offer the following amendment, to come in after the 
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amendment i adopted on the motion of the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH 


For paving streets in front and rear of the custom-house in Atlanta, Ga., | 
$1,323. 


I will state that there is an estimate—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimate for this is: 

Atlanta, Ga.: Court-house and post-office—paving alley in rear, $900. 

Mr. BROWN. I had just commenced to make a statement when 
the Senator popped up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make the point of order if I can on the amend- 
ment if the Senator does not offer it as estimated for. 

Mr. BROWN. The $900 for the paving on one side of the house, 
the larger part of it is estimated for. The pavingon the other side has 
been done since and has not been estimated for, though it has been rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I of- 
fered theamendment and had it referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. So I think, with all due respect, I come within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator report it from the 
Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds and have it referred tothe 
Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; it was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is order. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr, McMILLAN. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted 
after line 2335: 

To defray the expenses of making: @ Departmental exhibit at the Minneapolis 
exposition, to be held at Minneapolis, Minn., during the months of August and 
September, 1886, to be under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, $15,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. It is not esti- 
mated for and not from any standing committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is made. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no estimate for this, but I suppose it is 
of the same character as the appropriations which have been made here- 
tofore for expositions in other cities. I am not aware that points of 
order lie as to amendments of this character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was this amendment reported by a 
standing committee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee ? 

Mr.McMILLAN. A bill is pendingin Congress to authorize the Gov- 
ernment to contribute to this exposition by sending articles for exhibi- 
tion at Minneapolis. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not interpose 
an objection here if it will lie. Appropriations have been made for con- 
tributions of this kind by the Government to the expositions at Louis- 
ville and at Cincinnati and other cities. I desire to have read acouple 
of paragraphs which will inform the Senate as to the character of this 
exposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being made—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the point of order be withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. We all know that this isa very great exposition. 
I regret exceedingly to be compelled to make the point of order, but 
we can not afford to appropriate for these exhibitions. Ifthe Committee 
on Appropriations assented to this there would be at least four more 
applications of a similar character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point being made, the Chair 
thinks it is well taken. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I offer the following amendment, which has 
been referred to the Committee on Appropriations and also estimated 
for in the Book of Estimates: On page 6, after line 125, I move to in- 
sert: 

yi vi j 7 
po ere aa : Peeneets of alley adjacent to Government property at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. After line 1442 I move to insert the following par- 


Was it reported by a standing com- 


For the purchase of the Edison electric-light plant, including dynamo base 
and frame, engine, belting, foesmn piece and fittings, wiring, lamps, sockets, 
handeliers, drop-lights, shades, and all other appurtenances now and for some 


c 
eleven months on trial in the Senate wing of 
engineer for eleven months, $4,350. 
Mr. BECK. Is there any estimate for that? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is reported from a committee, it is understood ? 
Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir; and recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
_Mr. HALE. It has been referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
Mr. MAHONE. It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It is duly in order. It was reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 


Every Senator knows that the latter part of the last session we had an 
electric light introduced in our cloak-rooms here, and it is now in the 
Marble Room and in several of the corridors and other places. It was 


ie Capitol, including the cost of 
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introduced here by permission and put on trial. The proprietors now 
come forward and ask that we shall take what there is of the plant, 
not yet fully complete for the whole Senate wing, at a fair cost as to 
all the fixtures. 

I should observe that according to the estimate of the Architect the 
cost of gas for lighting the Capitol and the Capitol grounds when we 
had no electric light was $26,900 when there was a session of Congress 
for three months; and now when we have had so much of this electric 
light the cost is $25,000 for a session of over eight months. 

I should also add that we have this light in the Government Print- 
ing Office building, and it gives the utmost satisfaction both as to cost 
and to comfort. It appears that while the electric light costs $2.84 per 
day, gas costs $7.20 per day. We have plenty of evidence that it is 
very much cheaper than gas; and that is more pleasant and agreeable 
in every relation I think no Senator here will doubt. I have in my 
hand a telegram just handed to me by the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. DAWEs] from Boston addressed to him: 

The cost of lighting the post-office and the subtre 
the year 1884 was $16,775.52. 
gas, was $8,539.95. 

So it seems to me that we might as well undertake the matter of 
lighting the Senate wing by electricity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. After line 216, I move to insert: 


wury in Boston with gas for 


rhe cost for the year 1885, with electricity and some 


For re-establishing the light at Harbor Island Bar, between Pamli« 
Sounds, North Carolina, $20,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will state to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that it is estimated for. Here is the estimate—— 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Is there a report from a standing or 
select committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. It does not have to be reported from a committee 
when it is estimated for. 

Mr. HARRIS. If estimated for it is within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will look at the rule. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has it been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes; it has been referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Thére can be no question about its being in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it is in 
order if it has been duly referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from North Carolina that 
he ought not to ask the Senate, with all the lights and light-houses and 
light-ships and appropriations in the bill, to make a still turther appro- 
priation for this light-house. 

It is true, probably, that it is in the Book of Estimates; but there 
are a vast number of light-houses estimated for which are not in the 
bill. 

The Committee on Appropriations sent to the Light-House Board 
with a view of ascertaining what particular number of light-houses of 
this class estimated for were absolutely necessary, what were desirable, 
&c., and the light suggested by the Senator from North Carolina is not 
put among the lights which are absolutely necessary. 

The bill has been loaded down, I submit, with a great many small 
amendments relating to court-houses and post-offices, &c., and if we 
are to add to all these every light-house estimated for, I submit that 
the bill will beswamped. Ido not think the Senator from North Caro- 
lina ought to press the amendment at this time. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course I admire the earnestness of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations; I am glad to see it; but 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolinais 
not strictly in order. The rule forbids a Senator from speaking twice 
on the same question. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have not spoken at all, except to say a word on 
the point of order. I beg leave to say that I have been to the Light- 
House Board, too; and here is what the Light-House Board says about 
this: 

It appearing from the papers before the committee— 

That is, the light-house committee— 
that many small vessels running for Core Sound and the adjacent waters have 
been wrecked because there was no light at Harbor Island, that the trade in 
that section is growing and important, and that without this light no vessel can 
enter Core Sound from the northward at night. nor make a safe anchorage in 
bad weather after dark, and thata light on Harbor Island would be of great 
assistance in running Wainright Slue, the committee is of the opinion that the 
light should be established, and recommendation is made accordingly. 

Very respectfully, 


o and Core 


It is estimated for, but it not reported from any 





W. P. McCANN, 
Captain U. 8. N., Chairman of the Committee on Location, 
Further, I find in the annual report of the Light-House Board: 
Harbor Island, on Harbor Island Bar, between Pamlico and Oore Sounds, North 


Carolina.—The old light-honse at this station is in such a dilapidated and in- 
secure condition that its relighting,as contemplated, has been found to be im- 
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racticable, The necessity for the light is, however, so great that the board asks 
‘or an appropriation of $20,000 for its re-establishment. 


Then in the Book of Estimates is this: 

Harbor Island light-station, namely: For re-establishing the light at Harbor 
Island Bar, between Pamlico and Core Sound, North Carolina, $20,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 












CHACE}. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Miller, Vance, 
Brown, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hampton, Payne, Vv 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Walthall, 
Conger, Kenna, Ransom, Whitthorne, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
George, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
NAYS—17. 
Allison, Frye, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Berry, Hale, Jones of Nevada, Spooner. 
Call, Harris, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Platt, 
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Logan, Saulsbury, 
Beck. Edmunds, McPherson, Sewell, 
Blair, Eustis, Maxey, Stanford, 
Bowen, Evarts, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
Camden, Fair, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Hearst, Morrill, 
Chace, Hoar, Pike, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRISON. After line 1701 I move to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to Len- 
ne-pi-ze-qua, alias Nancy Lafontain, an Indian woman residing in Miami 


Indiana, the sum of $695.77, with interest thereon at 5 per cent. per annum for 
one year, equal to one per capita share paid to the said Miamies of Indiana by 
authority of the act of Congress of March 3, 1881, which apgvepenant the sum 
necessary to make the final payment to said Indians and directed the payment 
thereof, the sum herein directed to be paid to said Len-ne-pi-ze-qua being her 
yer capita share in said payment; and the sum necessary to pay the same is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. HARRISON ]. 
Mr. HARRISON. In the Forty-sixth Congress in a deficiency bill 
there was an appropriation to pay the Miami Indians the balance due 
them under treaty stipulations. That act referred to a certain list 


woman was held by the Secretary of the Interior not to be sufficiently 


crepancy in the name. 


tion raised among the Indians as to her right. It isa small amount. 






small sum. 
Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order against the amendment. 


mittee on Appropriations. 
Mr. ALLISON. It isa claim. 


relating to a private claim. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. After line 202 I move to insert: 


the same is hereby, increased to $650,000, and that sum is hereby 
limit of cost for the erection of said building. 


ment of almost precisely the same character. 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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County, State of Indiana, and of the band of Indians known as the Miamies of 


which had been made up. When the payment came to be made this 
described on the list. The mistake evidently grew out of the attempt 
to convert Indian namesinto English names. She had been recognized 
as a Miami Indian, she had received her annuity for years as a Miami 
Indian, but was left out at the final payment by reason of that dis- 


Members of the tribe living in that county have petitioned that she 
might have her share, and they did so at the time. There was no ques- 


She was the only one omitted, and I think it fair she should have this 


Mr. HARRISON. No point of order will lie against it. It was re- 
ported from the Committee on Indian Affairs and referred to the Com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As it arises under a treaty stipula- 
tion the Chair thinks it does not fall within the provision of the rule 


That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of a pub- 
lic building by the United States Government at Minneapolis, ey pe and 
as 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order against the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being made, it 
falls within the rule adopted last night by a large majority on an amend- 
Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment has been referred to the Com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate decided last night by a 


JULY 24, 


large majority that where an amendment changed the existing law jn 
respect to the limit it was not in order. The Chair is bound by that 
decision of the Senate. | ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am sorry. 

Mr. TELLER. After the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 1108, I move to ip. 
sert: 


No charge or deduction shall be made for transportation to the Treasury or 
coinage mints against, or collected from, any person who deposits bullion jy 
any mint or assay office to be coined or sold under the provisions of sections 
3519, 3544, and 3545 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. TELLER, What is the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. It changes the existing law to begin with, and is 
general legislation, because if it does not change existing law it is not 
needed. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not change existing law. It changes a rule 
of the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not reported from any committee. 

Mr. TELLER. No, it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it falls 
within the inhibition of general legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say one word about the amendment if the 
chairman will allow me before he insists upon the point of order. 

At the several assay offices or mints, as they are called, where the 
Government buys gold, it is in the habit of deducting from two to three 
and a half dollars a thousand for transportation. From January, 15:3, 
to July, 1885, that charge was not made. Mr. Folger, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, held that it was contrary to law. Since July, 1585, it 
has been charged. It seems to me that it is a very improper charye. 

Most people take their gold to the mint and sell it under the statute. 
I do not believe this charge for transportation can be supported under 
the statute, and I think there ought to be a provision put in the bill 
to prevent that. Of course, if the Chair holds it to be out of order I 
suppose that is the end of it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that this is legislation intended to change the law. 

Mr. SEWELL. After line 1349 I move to insert: 

To enable the Department of State to pay Benjamin F. Stevens for a series 
of transcripts of original unpublished documents in the archives of Great 
Britain, France, and Holland relating to the peace negotiations of 1783, $7,500, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

I will say that this is reported from the Committee on the Library, 
after a thorough investigation of the matter at the request of the Sec- 
retary of State, and on an examination of the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

e amendment was agreed to. 
r. DOLPH. After line 1211 I move to insert: 


Forthe establishment of asalmon hatchery upon the Columbia River, its trib- 
— or their branches, and for the current expenses of the same for one year, 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know that a point of order will lie upon 
this amendment. I believe it is reported from the Committee on Fish- 



















































I have the right to raise a point of order I will do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the amendment been reported 
from a committee? 

Mr. DOLPH. It was reported favorably from the Committee on 
Fisheries and sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it is in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is not only in order, but it is a very important 
amendment. 

I see by looking at the bill as reported from the committee that the 
sumof $259,540 is proposed to be appropriated in connection with this 
ect for the Bureau of Fish and Fisheries under the charge of the 
Commission. In the bi!l at the place where I propose this amend- 
ent to be inserted there is also an amendment reported by the com- 
mittee making an appropriation of $10,000 for a fish-hatchery on Lake 
Superior. 

I do not believe that there is a point in the United States where this 
amount of can be expended with as much benefit as upon the 
Columbia River. It is well known that the Columbia River is the sec- 
ond river in extent, and the second great river upon the continent. 

My colleagxe in discussing the river and harbor bill the other day 
referred to the growth of thesalmon fisheries upon the Lower Columbia. 
He show<d that in the year 1866 the product was 4,000 cases, which at 
their then cash price of $16 a case made a total value of $64,000, and 
that it Lad increased in 1883 to 630,000 cases, of the value of $5 per 
case, making a total value for that year of the catch of $3,150,000. 
That wassalmon which was put up in cans and cases alone caught in 
the Lower Columbia River, not saying anything about the pickled 
salmon and the fish which were used in a fresh state. 

I received a letter recently from the ent of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Asturia, in which he informed me that there was a great falling 
off in the last year’s catch and a greater decrease in the number of sal- 
mon which have been taken the present year. He says the prospect 
is, unless there is something done to replenish the supply of salmon 10 

































eries. It is not estimated for, and I hope it will not be agreed to. If 
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the river, this great industry, bringing $3,000,000 into the country, will 
be destroyed. 

A few years ago the fishermen having canneries upon the river formed 
an association and voluntarily contributed money to constructa hatchery 
upon the Clackamas River, a branch of the Willamette River. That 
was maintained for a year or two, but they were unfortunate; their dam 
was washed away bya flood. The hatchery being sustained by volun- 
tary contributions, they were unable to obtain the necessary money to 
keep it up. 

The Calumbia River forms the boundary between Washington Ter- 
ritory and Oregon, and it is difficult to get legislation which shall pro- 
tect the fisheries and carry out any plan to replenish the supply of fish 
from the fact that it requires the joint action of the Legislative Assembly 
both of the Territory and the State. 

While we are appropriating so large an amount of money for fish and 
fisheries as we appropriate by this bill, it seems to me that what is 
asked here, $15,000, to construct asalmon hatchery upon the Columbia 
Riveris very little. Iam satisfied that there is no other industry that 
isso great as this demandingso little which would not receive attention 
from Congress. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be that this is an important work on the 
Pacific coast. Ido not know but that itis. Of course the Committee 
on Appropriations had not time to go into the whole investigation of 
the fishery question. But I wish to submit to the Senate that this is 
anew work. It is a new question not submitted by the Fish Commis- 
sion, not submitted in the Book of Estimates, and if it is in order or ir 
it is proper to pass this amendment it seems to be that the natural 
sequence will be that every public building which has been suggested 
at this session not now provided for by law is proper to be put upon 
the bill. I submit to the Senator from Oregon that it is not a wise 
thing to now embark upon this question of fish-hatching on the Pacific 


coast. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me a moment I will state 
that the Government has for some years been maintaining a salmon 
hatchery upon McCloud River, a tributary of the Sacramento, and in 
thisvery bill the committee proposes to enter upon a new work by the 
establishment of a fish-hatchery at Duluth. 

Mr. ALLISON. If they can hatch salmon upon the McCloud River 
and upon the Sacramento, why should we make a special appropriation 
for this purpose? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator well knows, I suppose, that the fish 
which are hatched in the McCloud and Sacramento Rivers go back there. 
They do not go to the Columbia River. The salmon, like any other 
fish, will go back to the river where they are hatched. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that fish hatched in the Sacramento 
will not very likely get into the Columbia. I have supposed all the 
time that the Columbia River was rather the home of the salmon, but 
now it seems it is necessary that we should establish there a fish- 
hatchery. 

I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the motion if my colleague on the com- 
mittee will renew it. 

Mr. BECK. One reason why I thought the amendment ought to be 
left out of the bill was this: The Sacramento hatchery has been aban- 
doned, asl understand, and simply because it was for the use of a few 
canning establishments and we were planting fish for them to catch. 
The only complaint now on the Columbia River is that the canning 
establishments are not making as much money as they used to make, 
that the fish are getting scarcer, and we are asked to establish a fish- 
hatchery to raise fish for them to catch again. 

It is not fora public use, but it is in the interest of a few corporations 
who have canning establishments there, and it is proposed that we shall 
assist them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to lay 
the amendment on the table. 
Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Iowa will withdraw his mo- 
tion for a moment, I would like to say a word on this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. PALMER. I will merely say that this amendment was reported 
favorably by the Committee on Fisheries, and that I had an interview 
with Professor Baird, who said that he thought it was advisable to es- 
tablish a fish-hatchery on the Columbia River. He stated that the 
diminution of salmon there was already appreciable, and that in ten 
years it would take double the men and expenditure and effort to catch 
the amount that they are catching at the present time. 

Mr. BECK. They catch them for private establishments. 

Mr. PALMER. We thought it was advisable to establish a fish- 
hatchery there. 


ae ALLISON. I renew my motion to lay the amendment on the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 


the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHace]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). I desire to an- 
nounce that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] is paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from’ Vermont [Mr. MorrIL], but I am informed that he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question. I shall therefore vote. I vote 
“" yea.’? 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS 
Aldrich, Camden, Hale, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Coke Harris, Sherman, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
erry, Edmunds, Kenna, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Brown, Gorman Plumb, Wilson of lowa, 
Call, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—24. 
Blair, Harrison, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Hawley, Miller, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hearst, Mitchell of Orcg., Spooner, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Teller, 
Evarts, MeMillan, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Hampton, Mahone, Ransom, Vest. 
ABSENT—24. 

Bowen, Eustis, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Cameron, Fair, Logan, Platt, 
Chace, rye, McPherson, Sabin, 
Cockrell, George, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Colquitt, Iioar Morgan, Stanford, 

| Cullopt, Ingalls, Morrill, Voorhees. 


| So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire now to move that the Senate take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to offer an amendment before the recess, so 
as to have it pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
prior right. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


The motion to take a recess has a 


I will yield to the Senator from Michigan of course. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Iowa yields until I can offer an 
amendment. After line 2016, I move to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That this restriction shall not apply to the pay or commutation or 
expense of return from their stations to their homes of any enlisted men in ex- 
cess of the four hundred and seventy men accruing prior to the passage of this 
act. 

I suppose there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will look into it after the recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move that the Senate take a recess until 8 
o’ clock. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BECK. I knowthat. I movethat the Senate adjourn. If we 
have a night session to-night no quorum will be here, and there are 
important questions to be decided by the Senate on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. We can get through with the deficiency bill too if we 
come here. It will make two days’ difference in the adjournment if 
we have a session to-night. 

Mr. BECK. I do not believe it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky that the Senate adjourn. [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. ‘The noes have it. 

Mr. BECK. I insist upon a vote by yeas and nays, so that we shall 
see to-night who comes and who does not come. 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment. I appeal to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky not to insist on his motion. If it were the desire of the Senate 
to go on for an hour or two and complete this bill I would not ask for 
a recess; but it is very important (and no one knows better than the 
Senator from Kentucky that it is important) that this bill should be 
completed to-night so far as the Senate is concerned. 

Mr. KENNA. Let us go on and finish it now. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to going on for an hour or two, but 
I have objection toa recess, as we shall be here to-night with barely a 
quorum, whien a great many important questions are reserved which 
will have to be voted upon. 

Mr. HALE. We have had a large attendance here at the evening 
sessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky demands the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. BECK. It is evident that a large majority is opposed to ad- 
journing, and I do not want to take time by calling the yeas and nays. 
I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas and nays 
is withdrawn and the motioa to adjourn is lest. The question recurs 
on the motion of the Senator froni Lowa to take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 





J EVENING SESSION. 
The Pea its session at 8 o’clock p.m. . 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the sundry civil appropriation bill be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is any amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment is pending. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let the bill be reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendments 
as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to reserve the amendments of which I gave 
notice in regard to the Denver public building. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendments will be concurred in unless 
there are some special amendments that Senators desire to reserve for 
a@ separate vote. 

Mr. BECK. I am willing that all the amendments that are in the 
bill from the Committee on Appropriations may be concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I mean. 

Mr. BECK. But the amendments that were offered by Senators on 
the floor came in so fast that I did not know even what they were. I 
should like to have some of them read so as to see what they are. It 
may be that they had better all go in. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think they had betterall goin. Iwatched them 
as closely as I could, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. Verywell. I desire a separate vote on the amendments 
from line 435 to line 454. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the bill been reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. FARRIS. I hardly think—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is still open toamendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. That I understand. I wish tosay merely that there 
are more Senators than one who desired to offer amendments as in 
Committee of the Whole. I desired to offer one myself. I can offerit 
of course in the Senate, and I shall raise no question about the report- 
ing of the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] requested 
me to ask to have reserved the amendment in line 1465 in regard to pro- 
tecting public lands. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had that marked to request a separate vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments which have been 
reserved will be read, so that there may be no misunderstanding. 

The Secretary. The first reserved amendment is that striking out 
lines 46, 47, and 48, which is in the following words: 

For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For completion of building 
under present limit, $97,000. 

The PRESIDEN'E pro tempore. Are there further amendments to be 
reserved ? 

Mr. BECK. On page 19I ask that the amendments be reserved from 
line 435 to line 454, inclusive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, as the phrase 
is, about the Denver amendment. I wish to know where we stand 
about the Denver post-office and court-house building. I believe that 
the Committee of the Whole agreed to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations striking out the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations striking out the clause was agreed to by the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not know but that it was the other way. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado has reserved the amend- 
ment for a separate vote, and the Senator from Kentucky has reserved 
the amendments on page 19. 

Mr. BECK. That is right; all from line 434 to 454. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What other amendments are re- 
served ? 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 1467 I reserve fora separate vote the amend- 
ment reducing the appropriation for the protection of public lands from 
illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation from $90,000 to $60,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator also reserve for a separate vote 
the amendment from line 1462 to 1464 reducing the appropriation for 
discovering depredations on public timber ? 
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Mr. HARRIS. No, that amendment was disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was disagreed to 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the amendment reserved by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky? 

Mr. BECK. From line 435 to line 454, all the amendments on paye 
19 relating to the silver question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no other amendments to 
be reserved, the question, if there be no objection, will be taken upon 
concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. HARRIS. Had there not better be a call of the Senate ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us get on with the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not ask for a call, but a number of Senators 
are absent who wished to reserve amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. They ought to be here. 

Mr. HARRIS. They ought, I grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a good quorum here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole which have not been 
reserved. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to reserve an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator hasan opportunity now 
to do so. The Chair has not announced concurrence. 

Mr. GEORGE. I refer to the amendment to appropriate $5, (00 for 
the completion of the court-house at Oxford, Miss. 

Mr. HARRIS. That isan amendment which you can offer in the 
Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be open toamendment. 
The question is on concurring in the amendments not reserved. 

The amendments were concurred in 
i Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 3 is the first reserved amendment, I !x 

ieve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reserved amendment wil! 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. TheSenate, 2s in Committee of the Whole, struck 
out lines 46, 47, and 48, in the following words: 

For court-house and joe at Denver, Colo.: For completion of building 
under present limit, $97 ,0U0. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT — tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be passed ov 

Mr. SPOONER. wish to offeran amendment and to ask unanimous 


pro . Pending the consideration of the 
amendments reserved, the Senator from Wisconsin asks unanimous con- 
sent to offer at this stage of the bill an amendment. The Chair hears 
no objection. 
Mr. SPOONER. At the end of line 180 I move to add: 


For the completion of the bogie building at Montpelier, Vt., in addition to 


the sum appropriated ew] act entitled ““An act for the erection of a publi 
building at Montpelier, Vt.,” approved March 3, 1835, $50,000 


Mr. President, it will be observed by the Senate that I offer this 
amendment for the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1] and not tor 
myself. I some time ago gave notice of an amendment increasing t 
appropriation for a public building at LaCrosse, in my own State, which 
I was exceedingly anxious should be adopted, but I can not challen se 
the wisdom of the Senate in the construction of the rule which w:s 
agreed to lastevening precluding these ‘‘ public-building’’ amendments. 
I hope, notwithstanding that action, however, that no Senator will 0})- 
ject to the incorporation of this amendment in the bili. I ask unan 
mous consent that it be done. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi] was authorized by the 
Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds to report this amend m1! 
favorably to the Senate. He wasstricken down by a serious illness. .s 
Senators know, and requested me to reportit for him. Later, be!ore 
he left the city, he asked me to ‘‘ test the sense of the Senate’? apo 
it; and I trust the sense of the Senate will be in its favor. 

There was appropriated last year the sum of $75,000 for the con 
struction of a public building at Montpelier. Fifteen thousand dol- 
lars of this have been expended in the purchase of a site, which leaves 
but $60,000 for the construction and finish of the building, an amoun 
absolutely uate for the purpose. Montpelier is, | think, th« 
only State in the Union in which the Federal flag does not tls! 
above a Federal building. This should not any longer be tru: . 
Montpelier. The Senator from Vermont was anxious about this, a 
it has seemed to me thatit would be a graceful and handsome com))''- 
ment to that Senator, who for the first time in twenty years of ser 


here is absent from the Senate during its session, and who may just!y | 


called the father of the Senate, if in his enforced absence this ame! 


ment is by common consent placed upon the bill; and I sincerely boy 


it may be done. 
Mr. BECK. I do not want to violate the rule, but if the Chair w?!! 


ask unanimous consent to have the amendment put in I hope it wil! |« 


done by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I hope that unanimous consent will be asked and 

ven. 

e Mr. SPOONER. Iask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimousconsent to insert the amendment. Is thereobjection? The 
Chair bears none, and it is accordingly inserted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam aware that no such considerations can be urged 
with reference to the capital of New Hampshire as have touched the 
sensibilities of the Senate and induced a suspension of the rules and 
the unanimous incorporation of this amendment, which I have sup- 
ported. Iam delighted that the thing has been done; but the capital 
of my State is without any public building for the uses of the Govern- 
ment. 

One is in process of completion now, and, as I said last night, there is 
immediate need of a slight additional appropriation for the purpose of 
fire-proofing the building. Unless the appropriation is made at this 
session the building must proceed under the contracts to completion 
with wooden finish inside, and the building itself, which otherwise will 
be a beautiful and durable structure, will lack the proper internal fin- 
ish to correspond with its other appointments. 

The Architect has recommended the additional appropriation. It is 
only $35,000 that is needed, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
consider the amendment, which I now send to the desk and ask that it 
be inserted immediately after the one just adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The capital of my State desired some new legisla- 
tion with respect to a public building in an incomplete state, but I did 
not have the nerve and the energy to suggest a proper change in the 
law. Therefore I shall be obliged to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the amend- 
ment is not now in order. 

"{r. BLAIR. Iam sorry the heart of my friend isso hard. 
know but what that suggestion is true. 

Mr. MAHONE. On page 59—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia ask 
unanimous consent at this time to offer an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The pending question being on page 3, in respect 
of the item for Denver. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to pass that by. I have not any idea that 
the Senate is going to make an exception in favorof Denver. I rather 
want this appropriation made, but if the Senate will consent I wish 
that it may be made and left discretionary with the Treasury Depart- 
ment whether to expend it now or wait until the limit is changed. I 
want it in such a shape that if the bill now pending in the other House 
should pass it may be available. If that bill does not pass then I do 
not care about it being available. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rado desire? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask to have the amendment passed over for the 
present and I shall call it up when I prepare an amendment to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
if there be no objection. The next reserved amendment will be read. 

The SecRETARY. In line 435, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out the first word, ‘‘ that,’’ and inserted the word ‘‘and;”’ 
80 as to read: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required, &c. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The Szecrerary. After the word “‘of,’’ in line 437, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, struck out the word “‘ ones’’ and inserted 
“‘one;”? and struck out the word ‘‘twos’’ and inserted ‘‘two;’’ so as 
to read: 

Authorized and required to issue silver certificates in denominations of one, 
two, and five dollars. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SecrReTARyY. In line 437, after the word ‘‘dollar,’’ the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the words: 


On all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury, in payment of the ap- 
made in this bill and other expenditures or obligations of the Gov- 
ernment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not sure whether there is a quorum of the Senate 
here. I want a quorum of the Senate when that is voted on. I do not 
like to make any question of a quorum, but the attendance is very slim 
on this side. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a quorum here al] the time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is 
his wish to retain those words in the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I should like very much to divide the question and re- 
tain the words, ‘‘on all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury.”’ 
I do not feel quite so well satisfied in regard to the words, ‘‘in pay- 
ment of the appropriations made in this bill and other expenditures 
or obligations of the Government. 


I do not 


What does the Senator from Colo- 
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Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. Hargis in the chair). Mr. President, I trust 


that no member of the Senate wil! feel called upon to enter legislation 
of the character embraced in this amendment at this stage of the ses- 
sion and at this stage of the bill. 
though it contained all the appropriations in the whole list and cat- 
egory of appropriations for the Government if this amendment were 
inserted in it. 
pledged faith of the nation; and to discuss this question at th 


I would not vote for the bill, al- 


I believe it is a breach of public faith, contrary to the 
is time 
it seems to me is a mockery of legislation. 

The silver dollar has been coined under an existing law passed in 
1878, confessedly of a less value than the gold dollar. Without enter- 
ing into a discussion of the dangers which may ensue in the hereafter 


as to the possibility of our coming to the single standard of silver, 


waiving all those questions which have been discussed so often, it is 


certain that all these dollars were issued upon the distinct understand- 


ing that they should be issued as a legal-tender coin, and whenever 


presented to the Government of the United States at its Treasury, any 


parts of them that were outstanding were to be redeemed by silver 


certificates as prescribed by existing law. 


The coinage of the silver dollar goes on at the rate of $2,000,000 
worth a month, nearly 2,000,000 ounces, because an ounce now is worth 
less than a dollar. It was to be coined, put in the Treasury, issued, 


and paid out from time to time, and whenever presented back to the 
Treasury silver certificates were to be issued in its place. 


There are now in the Treasury from $60,000,000 to $80,000,000 not 
represented by silver certificates. Under existing law these certificates 


can only be issued when the silver or gold is brought to the Treasury 
to exchange for the silver certificates. 
000,000 to $80,000,000 of these silver dollars not represented by out- 
standing silver certificates. 


At present there are from $60,- 


To provide for the issue of paper money based upon those dollars, 


which are confessedly of less commercial value than the gold dollar 
that is, the silver is worth 25 per cent. less than gold—to issue paper 


money based upon this inadequate and insufficient foundation, itseems 


to me at this hour of the session, would be a mockery of legislation. 


I believe that the passage of such a proposition did not excite much 
attention in the House of Representatives, because I have no doubt it 
was generally believed and supposed it would not be acquiesced in by 
the Senate. To pass it now I think would alarm the public credit and 
do more to bring ahout a condition of affairs which every man would 
regret, when gold would disappear from circulation, when gold would 
be either hoarded or exported, and the gap be widened between these 
two standards of value. 

Mr. President, I have no objection, but on the contrary I am in favor 
of issuing the one, two, and five dollar certificates instead of the larg 
denominations. From the first I believed that that would have been the 
best form to represent the silver, because as the silver was intended for 
the minor wants of commerce and trade, the representatives of silver 
ought to be in those denominations which could be most commonly used 
in place of ordinary silver. Therefore I approve of the amendment made 
by the Committee on Appropriations to issue the ones and twos and fives 
as a part of the silver certificates to be issued under existing law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What place has that in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. None whatever. Now, to introduce this subject 
at this stage, without the sanction of the Committee on Appropriations, 
or the Committee on Finance, which ought to have charge of this mat- 
ter, against the common consent Of the commercial classes of this 
country, against the almost united opposition of the great business in- 
terests of this country, merely from a foolish idea that it may tend to 
advance the value of silver, it seems to me is wrong. Although the 
Senator from Kentucky may be eager in this pursuit, and although a 
few other Senators may desire to enter into this great hazard, I beg 
them not to do it, at least not without the concurrence of a single com- 
mittee of this body. 

Sir, I need not tell you how this may be regarded in other quarters, 
because probably I ought not to do it, but it is sufficient to say that 
you propose a revolution in our currency which will endanger the whole 
foundation of our financial system, without the report of a committee, 
against the report of the Committee on Appropriations, without the 
sanction of the Committee on Finance, and without the subject ever 
having been considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And without any place in an appropriation bill 
at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it has no place here. It is a change of ex- 
isting laws. If the Senator from Kentucky was now offering the prop- 
osition as an amendment to this bill it would be rejected at once; first, 
because it is not reported by any committee of this body; next, because 
it is not recommended by any Department of the Government; next, 
because it is not only not provided for by existing law but it is against 
existing Jaw, and besides that it is general legislation. So, on four 
grounds it would be excluded by your rules; and now simply because 
it has been put on by the House of Representatives, it is brought here 
without the advice of a committee and is to be thrust forward. 

If I believed there was a danger—and I was somewhat startled with 
the vote on this question to-day on another less important provision— 
if I thought there was any danger, with my knowledge of the various 
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laws that enter into and are modified by this proposition, I would feel 
it to be my bounden daty even from this time on to resist it to the ut- 
termost. 

I beg Senators to allow this to go over. Let this silver question 
stand. 

I do not believe the time is far distant when by wise and judicious 
consideration we may solve it upon some basis which will secure to us 
a double standard of money, gold and silverof equal commercial value, 
but it is proposed to issue certificates now when the basis upon which 
they are issued, that which is proposed to be bought, is worth only 78 
or 79 cents on the dollar, without the advice of a committee, without 
any forms of legislation, in violation of your rules, against the protest 
of the business men of this country, with the probability that it will 
prolong this session and endanger the passage of this bill. 

I trust, therefore, that the Senator from Kentucky who expressed his 
opinions to-day in a speech that was not answered—although it would 
have heen answered but for the lateness of the session on the spot— 
now that he has had his say even without a reply, will not attempt 
to force this most obnoxious legislation to the business men of this 
country merely because he has fixed opinions. Sir, he ought to have 
a reasonable deference for the opinions of others who have studied this 
question as much as he has, and not force us to this issue here in the 
expiring hours of the session. 

| feel it my duty to saythis much. To provide for the issue of from 
sixty to eighty millions of silver certificates not according to existing 
law but against existing law it seems to me is unpardonable legislation 
at this time. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the proposition that I insist upon re- 
taining here is the proposition which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It has been on the tablesof Senators fora month, or nearly 
so. It has been before the Committee on Finance informally, at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio himself, though never acted upon; 
and it has been called up time and again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator say that I ever suggested the 
idea of the issuing of silver certificates based upon the excess in the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. BECK. No, never; but it has been brought up in the Finance 
Committee as a matter to be considered by that committee ever since 
this bill was sent here. Of course the Senator from Ohio opposed it. 
The Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the Treasury tried to get a 
construction of the law so as to have the bonds paid in gold in the face 
of the law; and in the book which was published when he got a decided 
opinion from the Attorney-General, the letter demanding the opinion 
was not even published in the book. 

The Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the Treasury demanded 
that the legal-tender quality should he taken away from greenbacks 
year after year; and the Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the Treas- 
ury demanded that the coinage of silver should stop at $100,000,000, and 
predicted year after yearall the results which he is now predicting would 
follow from it, that gold would flee from the country and leave us a 
single standard. It was the perpetual, the continual effort of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio all the time while he was in the Treasury todestroy the 
silver coinage of the country by suppressing the coinage of that metal. 

He said he would have answered me to-day but for the time bein; 
precious. He has had all this winter to answer a dozen of us who have 
made speeches upon the subject. 

When he speaks of the business interests of the country, he may mean 
Wall street, he may mean a set of bankers and bondholders; but nine- 
teen-twentieths of the people of this country do not intend that one- 
half of the basis of the circulation, the silver of the country, shall be 
destroyed to double the value of the gold in the hands of a few million- 
aires. 

While he may resist it, and no doubt will resist it, as he always has 
done, a majority of the House have inserted this provision and a majority 
of the Senate in my opinion favor it. I knowif this remains in the bill 
it will be kept here over his vote and against his protest; and whenever 
he undertakes to go into that argument I will bring his own 
year after year, as long as he was in the Treasury, and show that the 
silver coinage of this country has never had a more inveterate enemy 
than the Senator from Ohio. Ido not ask him to favor anything in 
that directicn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like toask the Senator from Kentucky, 
sympathizing with all his general statement, what place this question 
of disputed financial management has in a bill that professes simply 
to appropriate money to carry on the lawful operations of the Govern- 
ment? ; 

Mr. BECK. I answer that only in this way: The House of Repre- 
sentatives in the exercise of its undoubted authority, so far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned, inserted this provision. I agree with the House that 
the officials of this Government have no right to hold and hoard money 
in the Treasury without utilizing it, when men come before us, as our 
Treasurer did the other day, and insist (and I have his printed state- 
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ment before me agreeing with the Senator from Ohio) that equity de- 
mands that the payment of the national bank issues shall be made 
either in United States notes or gold coin, although the law, the opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General, the face of the law, and everything agrees 
that the silver and gold coins of the country stand upon perfect 
equality. Still there is a body of men at the other end of the Capito! 
and in this Chamber, of which the Senator from Ohio is a conspicuous 
member, who are demanding gold and gold alone as the only coin in 
which our national obligations can be paid. 

It is because I do not intend by my vote to say that that is the view 
of the Senate of the United States, after the House of Representatives 
have deliberately inserted it in this bill, that I ask to have the languay. 
retained which was placed there by the House of Representatives. 

I agree that under our rules I could not have brought it up here, and 
I would not have attempted it. Butit is here. Even striking it out 
does not get clear of it. It throws it into conference between the two 
Houses; no more, no less. 

The provision being here, and believing that it is the right and the 
duty of our Treasury officials, and that it is good for the country that 
small silver certificates or coin certificates (which I think ought to bea 
proper use of them) should be issued, I shall vote to retain what the 
House of Representatives have inserted. 

I say now and repeat, whenever the Senator from Ohio sees fit to come 
into this argument, either in answer to what I said to-day or what | 
had the honor to say six months ago, I shall be ready to reply to him 
to the satisfaction of the Senate and of the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kentucky has not answered my 
question so that I perfectly understand him. My question was, what 
place this evidently disputed question of the financial management of 
the country has in a bill which is to provide the means for carrying that 
Government on? 

As far as the Senator from Kentucky responded to my question atall, 
he simply said it was in the bill, that the House of Representatives had 
put it in, and they had a right to put it in—to that I agree—and they 
have sent it to us. 

We are, so faras I have heard or believe or know, a body equally 
independent in regard to legislation. We have our rules, which the 
Senator from Kentucky agrees would prohibit him or myself or the 
Senator from Ohio, no matter how strongly we might believe in it, from 
embarrassing the expenditure of money to carry on the obligations and 
duties of the Govérnment by bringing into it a question of legislative 
difficulty and dispute and doubt, whoever may be right, that this 
proposition embodies. 

Saying nothing about the House rules—and how under the House 
rules, which we have a right to take notice of, it could have got in in the 
House bill I can not understand—how the Senate with its rules, which 
prohibit all of us from doing anything in this way ona question of this 
kind, on the theory that we ought to do it by a distinct and independent 
measure, are going to say that we will allow this thing to stand in this 
bill and insist upon keeping it in when there is a division of opinion 
about it—not one of those little legislative amendments that everybody 
agrees to and that we wink at and let go by, but a great and disputed 

financial question to be retained on an appropriation bill simply be- 
cause a body that has no more power than we have has a right to pro- 
it to us, I am unabie to understand.’’ 

On the theory of the Senator from Kentucky I could move on this 
bill a dozen propositions which are just as germane to it as this is, and 
which I believe are for the necessary interests of the public service; 
and yet I should not get three Senators, if I did one, to stand by me to 
do it. I might propose the bill which has the Senate in regard 
to the affairs in Utah; I would strip from it everything that any Sen- 
ator in this body objected to; and then I would ask the Senate of the 
United States and every Senator to agree to a proposition that we are for, 
on all sides of the Chamber, and put iton this appropriation bill, and 
I should expect and I should deserve that every Senator would say, 
**However good your proposition may be, however perfectly it may 
have been considered in the Senate as it was, however unanimous wo 
were in agreeing to it, you have no business to send this proposition to 
the House of Representatives as a rider on a bill appropriating money 
to carry on this Government.’ 

That is the proposition; and I can namea dozen others of what I con- 
sider to be measures of great public moment and interest, as great as 
this; and yet I should be ashamed of myself if I stood up and asked 
the Senate to do it on a bill to appropriate money to carry on the ordi- 

operations of the administration of affairs in this Government. 

The Senator from Kentucky does not dispute that. He only says 
that this is a good thing as he thinks, and the House of Representa- 
tives (in spite of its rules, and I think I do nct transgress the propri- 
eties in saying that, because its rules are public) has sent this bill to us 
with this provision on it, somehow oranother. If it were proposed here, 
it is against our rules; but wherever proposed it has no relevancy to 
any of the objects of the appropriations named in the bill or any other 
sundry civil bill, which simply is to appropriate money that is in the 
Treasury to pay the obligations and to provide for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment. 

Therefore it is a forced, ingrafted rider, to be got through without 
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discussion, or with short discussion, and to coerce somebody, somewhere, 
in some department of the Government, into swallowing it whether he 
likes it or not (no, I will not say that, because that goes beyond me), 
for fear if it shall fail to pass this bill that the Government will break 
down, and we shall be called upon to have a called session of Congress. 
Is that right ? Tf 

I have said all this without reference to the merits of this proposition; 
and if I believed in it as thoroughly as the Senator from Kentucky 
does I should have been bound to say the same thing, because you are 
drawing in against what we all know to be the correct methods of doing 
business—you are drawing into the mere expenditureot money tocarry 
out the existing laws of the United States a difficult and doubtful 
and disputed question, whichever side of itmay be right, and to rideit 
onto an appropriation bill in order to get it through this body or some 
other or somewhere into a law. 

If anything can be vicious that is vicious, and I say that without 
expressing any opinion. It may be that I should agree with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. I certainly agree with him that the silver coin 
of the United States is just as good a legal tender for every bond and 
debt of the United States that does not say gold coin exclusively, if 
there be such a one, as the gold is, and so far and to that extent I am 
just as strong a silver man as my friend from Kentucky is. But what 
has that to do, here and now, on a question whether we will appro- 
priate the money necessary to carry on the objects which are named 
in this bill under the established laws of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, a few words only in reply to the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I have listened to the Senator 
from Kentucky often in talking upon this subject and never replied. 
He says that I sat here all of this session and did not reply. That is 
true. I mever make speeches merely for the pleasure of repeating and 
airing my own ideas over and over again. 

All I can say to the Senator from Kentucky is that had. I at any 
time seen an opportunity to have this silver question brought up and 
fairly discussed in all its length and breadth, and seen the possibility 
of securing the passage of any measure which would tend to aid the 
parity between silver and gold and to maintain these two standards 
side by side with each other, I should have done all I could to secure 
the passage of such a law. 

At the beginning of this Congress I thought perhaps it was possible, 
and I thoughtthere was a growing concurrence of opinion which would 
enable us, instead of putting in an eighty-cent dollar as the basis of dif- 
ferent silver certificates to put in a commercial dollar’s worth of silver 
bullion as the basis of silver certificates. I believein the end that will 
be the solation of it. It may be postponed to so long atime that Sen- 
ators will force the single silver standard first; but when the time 
comes for the final settlement of this question, in my judgment it will 
be that gold and silver will have the same commercial value and go 
side by side with each other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have got to be corelated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, they have got to be corelated by a change of 
ratio. But that is neither here nor there. I would postpone the time 
until I can see a proper solution of the question by consent of the sil- 
ver men, because silver is a great product of our country and it ought 
not to be disfavored. The silver men who produce silver now sell their 
silver at itsmarket value, aboutadollar for 500 grains of silver. There- 
fore the measure which has been proposed to bring about this parity 
between these two metals could not injure them, but in my judgment 
would tend immediately to advance the price of silver bullion on the 
market, just as resumption tended to lift all forms of paper money to 
the standard of gold, and then made both gold and paper money more 
abundant than before. That is my idea. 

The Senator says I am an enemy to silver. On the contrary, I intro- 
duced the bill under which the fractional silver coin was first issued, 
the first step toward resumption. I made no distinction at all between 
gold and silver. Indeed in those times, prior to 1872, I think in 1873 
and 1874 and along there, the silver dollar was worth more than the 
gold dollar, and therefore no discrimination was made against the sil- 
ver dollar. 

The Senator says I wrote a letter to Attorney-General Devens. 
Idid. That letter was in the public archives. I have no doubt it 
has been published a huvdred times. I think I have seen it in print 
often. was no secret about it. He said it was not published 
with Devens’s opinion. ‘That is very probable, because the Attorney- 
General’s opinion made in pursuance of a request from the head of a 
Department was the recognized law for the time upon that subject; 
and it is good law, and I believe in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They never give a copy of the request with the 
Opinion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In all the opinions of Attorneys-General I have 
ever read there is no printing with those opinions of the letters which 
called out the opinions. The Senator or the Senator’s colleague, a dis- 

‘ member of the House of Representatives, had no difficulty 
in finding my letter upon the official files there in broad, plain lan- 
guage. I remember very well submitting that question. It was at 
the time we were about to issue 4 per cent. bonds, the beginning of the 
operation, at a time when it appeared to be pretty difficult 


So 
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to float 4 per cent. bonds, and the question was then in debate whether 
those bonds when issued were payable in gold coin or whether they 
were payable in gold or silver coin. That question was submitted to 
the Attorney-General, and the opinion of the Attorney-General was not 
only adopted by the Treasury Department, but ingrafted and printed 
upon the back of every bond that was issued, and it is there to-day. 

So far from being an enemy to silver, the measure that I would pro- 
pose would do more to lift silver out of its depreciation than all these 
wild schemes which my friend from Kentucky has fallen into. That 
is my belief. He thinks differently. He is just as honest in his belief 
aslam. But shall we decide on this bill at this period of the session 
this question, which has divided cabinets and kingdoms, which in Eu- 
rope is acknowledged to be the great financial question of the age, and 
is so not only here but in all countries of the civilized world? We 
have been hoping and hoping and seeking to get by communication 
with foreign powers some proper ratio or some form of settlement of 
this silver question. England is agitated with it, Germany is agi- 
tated with it, and so is France. 

Shall we undertake to settle that question here at the closing hours 
of this session, against our rules, by a chance vote in the Senate at the 
late hours in which we are now engaged in legislation? I trust not. 
I trust the good sense of the Senate, which can always be appealed to 
on practical questions, will see that that should not be done, whatever 
their opinions may be on this silver question. So far as the silver in 
the Treasury is concerned it is now equal to gold. It is maintained at 
par with gold by the power of the National Government, not by its in- 
trinsic value. But because the Government redeems the silver, and 
receives it and gives the silver certificate for it and receives that silver 
certificate for all purposes, it does not follow that in violation of the 
existing law we should issue more silver certificates upon these coins 
which are commercially of less value than their face. 

That is the question, and that is a question we ought not to deal 
with now. When the time comes, when withslow and deliberate con- 
sideration the Committee on Finance, of which my friend from Ken- 
tucky and myself are both members, shall take these questions up, 
having in view the interests of the people at large, having in view the 
interests of the whole civilized world, having especially in view the in- 
terest of the silver producers of our country, having in view our stand- 
ing as a commercial and financial nation now growing to be the chief 
in the world—when we come to consider those problems in all their 
length and breadth by the quiet table in our committee-room and re- 
port a measure to this body which can be discussed and considered in 
all its length and breadth, then there will be time enough for the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky and I to cross swords with each other; and he will 
not find me backward. 

But I never want to fight a bootless task. Idonot want to proclaim 
my opinions on this subject day after day, to repeat them over and over 
again with a little change of phraseology; but let the fight come on, 
and then I shall meet my friend from Kentucky, who always charges 
gallantly, though sometimes a little too rashly. We will meet to- 
gether and we will discuss this matter fully, and I shall not shrink 
from the combat. 

I hope the Senate will pass this by without respect to its merits, if 
you please, although if the time were opportune I would be prepared, 
I think, to show that this step above all others would be the most dan- 
gerous to the public credit, dangerous to the foundation of our present 
currency and our financial system. But that may be waived for the 
present. It is sufficient to say that it has no place here, and it ought 
not to be censidered now. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will sus- 
pend. The Chair, unmindful of the five-minute rule that was agreed 
to some time ago, has indulged debate beyond it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think the Chair ought now to invoke the 
rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate now having heard the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and the Senator from Ohio, and as they have exhausted this ques- 
tion nearly, I hope the Chair will enforce the rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not rise to discuss this question, but rather 
to get some information. If I understand the effect of lines 435 to 440, 
as they come to us from the House, they require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue silver certificates upon all silver now in the Treasury. 
I notice from the remarks of Mr. Jordan before the Finance Committee 
a day or two ago that the surplus of silver dollars and silver bullion is 
something over $96,000,000. 

I understand the second proposition contained in this amendment 
which comes from the House is that after the Secretary of the Treasury 
has issued silver certificates on this $96,000,000 of silver in the Treas- 
ury he shall from that time forward pay out for the appropriations con- 
tained in this bill and for other appropriations and obligations of the 
Government only silver certificates until he has paidthem all out. If 
I understand the amendment he is not allowed te pay out silver, he is 
not allowed to pay out any gold or any greenbacks until, he has paid out 
the entire $96,000,000 of silver certificates which would be issued. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not only true, but he must pay them out 
in one-dollar and two-dollar and five-dollar bills. 
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Mr. HARRISON. So, if this amendment is adopted, until the $96,- 
000,000 of silver certificates have been exhausted we shall be upon a 
silver basis alone of one, two, and five dollar bills, and it would not be 
‘awful for the Secretary of the Treasury to pay out any other kind of 
money at all. 

It does seem to me that that goes beyond anything the Senator from 
Kentucky would desire, and so I understocd him to say, when the 
Senator from lowa asked him whether he really desired these words 
retained, to express doubt as to whether the last requirement to which 
I have just alluded should be retained in the bill. 

I wish to add that it appears to me to be unfair to the Executive 
that this change of the financial policy should be put into an appro- 
priation bill, and that he should be forced to consider it, coerced to 
consider it in connection with a bill making appropriations for thesup- 
port of the Government. 

So I think this goes further than the Senator from Kentucky desires, 
and it is putting here in connection with this bill a proposition which 
must coerce the action of the Executive, and something that is not 
germane. ‘Therefore it is apparent that this has not received that care- 
fal consideration which it ought to have even from the friends of silver 
money. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to debatethe question 
further. I understand the rule fally—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Kentucky being heard? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BECK. I only wish to say that I do not understand that this 
provision has any such effect. It has the effect of requiring one, two, 
and five dollar bills to be issued from the surplus dollars in the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, the 
Secretary of the Treasury would be compelled to issue them in pay- 
ment. 

Mr. BECK. There isa contraction now, as we know, of $80,000,000 
of national-bank notes. There has been a destruction of $14,000,000 
of one and two dollar greenbacks in the last six months. Those two 
items are nearly $100,000,000—more than all the silver dollars in 
the Treasury. Itis proposed to use that money lying in the Treasury 
and to issue one, two, and five dollar bills as a substitute for that cur- 
rency, $80,000,000 of national-bank notes, $14,000,000 of ones and twos 
of greenbacks which have been destroyed, to be used when it is issued 
like any other money. It is not a thing you can force men to take, 
and nobody proposes to do that. I said 1 was willing to stop with the 
surplus money in the Treasury and strike the other words out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Kentucky to 
think that unless we pass this bill these appropriations will be provided 
for in the Treasury? 

Mr. BECK. No, I do not undertake to say any such thing. I say 
the effort of the House was to keep up the currency as it has been for 
the last few years, and provide against the contraction caused by the 
withdrawal of $30,000,000 of national-bank notes and $14,000,000 small 
greenbacks. 

There are enough silver dollars in the Treasury to issue one, two, and 
five dollar certificates upon, to be used as money among the peopie for 
the payment of the debts of the Government. That is what the House 
intend, in my judgment; and while I would not put in the last words, 
I do not think they are open to the construction sought to be given to 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only desire to occupy one moment 
on this particular provision of the bill. The clause which is now under 
discussion is intended, if it is intended for anything whatever, to com- 
pel the Secretary of the Treasury to issue one, two, and five dollar bills 
in payment of every obligation of the Government until the surplus 
silver in the Treasury is exhausted. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is exactly what it means, or it means nothing 
whatever. 

Mr. BECK. To simplify that and avoid any discrepancy, I am will- 
ing for the time being, until we meet with the House in conference, that 
the words ‘‘in payment of the appropriations made in this bill and 
other expenditures or obligations of the Government” shall remain 
stricken out, and that the clause proposing to issue silver certificates on 
all the surplus dollars in the Treasury shall be retained. I am will- 
ing to do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I knew quite well that the Senator from Kentucky 
would not, when it came to the test, vote for the provision as it stands. 
He can not do it, nor can any Senator, because it means the exclusion 
of any payments whatever except the single payment of one, two, and 
five dollar bills. If I am a creditor of the Government, or an officerof 
the Government in San Francisco, it becomes the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as soon as he can issue these one, two, and five dollar 
certificates, to transmit them to the subtreasury at San Francisco and 
to the exclusion of everything else pay these out upon the obligations 
of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. Forty thousand dollars at a time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatever it may be, $40,000 as the Senator from 
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Massachusetts says, or a million dollars as the case may be, and 
them out in one, two, and five dollar bills. 

It does not need any further argument from me to show that thi. isa 
erude provision, that it is a provision which has not been digeste |, 
any committee in either branch of Congress. It is a provision that j, 
thrust in this bill for a single purpose only, and that is to coerce ay yy. 
willing President or administration to pay out money which jt ;, 
thought has been accumulated to too great an extent in the Treasy;y 

If the Senators desire to change the existing law upon that su})j.¢; 


pay 


let them do it in a reasonable way after full and proper debate. 4, 
every one knows who hears me, we still have an opportunity of doino 
it within two or three days, because, although this measure was )assei 
upon an appropriation bill and sent by the House of Representative; 


to the Senate, the House of Representatives reconsidering its haste. ro. 
considering what it had done upon this appropriation bill, very wise|y 
in comparison with this provision provided that the surplus in ¢}, 
Treasury should only be paid out at the rate of $10,000,000 per month 
Here is an absolute coercive provision requiring an immediate ani op. 
pressive execution, without delay and without limitation, upon one. 
two, and five dollar bills, to pay out in one case, depending upon the 
consideration, $96,000,000 and in another case $75,600,000. 

The Houseof Representatives, itself retracing its steps with reference 
to this coercive provision upon an appropriation biil, passed a joint 
resolution only a few daysago which, compared with this provision, js 
a wise and conservative one, namely, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should only pay out at the rate of $10,000,000 a month. 

I ask the Senator from Kentucky and those who agree with him to 
wait until we can have an open, fair, and free discussion, divested of 
these questions of appropriations for light-houses, for all the necessary 
and proper operations of the Government, of the great question as to 
what shall be done with the surplus in the Treasury. Are not Sena- 
tors willing to wait for one Sabbath day to pass, until we can have an 
opportunity of discussing that question divested of the necessities of the 
operations of the Government with reference to current appropriations, 
and when, unless we pass this bill and make it become a law before the 
30th day of this month, the operations of our Government will be com- 
pelled to stop under existing law ? 

Yet we are asked now and here to adopt this extremely radical and 
as I believe dangerous measure, dangerous to the interests of those who 
advocate the silver dollar asa currency in this country. I do not yield 
to any man on either side of this Chamber in my devotion to silver as 
a part of the circulating money of this country. I have been for it in 
season and out of season. 

I have advocated and devoted what little energy I could to the sup- 
port of it. Yet I believe that this provision of a coercive character 
upon the Treasury of the United States will do more to depreciate and 
destroy the parity of value between silver and gold, which I believe is 
essential to the silver currency, than any other thing we could adop'. 

Therefore it is that I finally ask Senators on both sides of this Chan- 
ber to allow the wise and judicious amendments to be made which : 
majority of the Committee on Appropriations—lI say majority althoug!: 
I might say more—have to with reference to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky as offering an amendment to the amendment 

to as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BECK. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dictate it to the clerks so that they 
may take it down and report it. 

Mr. BECK. I am willing that the words from the word ‘‘in,’’ in 
line 438, to the word ‘‘Government,’’ in line 440, ‘‘in payment of the 
appropriations made in this bill and other expenditures or obligations 
of the Government,’’ shall remain stricken out, and I ask the Senat: 
to retain the words, beginning in line 437, ‘‘on all the surplus silver 
dollars now in the Treasury.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator proposes simply to i- 
vide the question, and to strike out down to and including the word 
‘‘Treasury,’’ in line 438. 

Mr. BECK. I oppose the striking out of the words down to *‘ Treas- 
ury,’’ in line 438. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the remainder that you consent 
to be stricken out? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, so far as Iam concerned, because I do not desire 
to give that construction to the language which some gentlemen secu 
to think it has. I only desire to say now that I introduced an ameni- 
ment this and I made an argument in favor of it, and that | 
did not in that amendment agree either with the House or with the 
Senate committee, but my amendment was ruled out of order, an 
upon reflection I suppose it is not in order. 

Therefore I desire now to retain this part of what the House have 
inserted, simply requiring the issue of silver certificates of one, two, «0! 
five dollars on the silver now inthe Treasury. That does not force ou! 
any payment from the Treasury. It can be done in the legitimate 
course of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question being divided, the Sec- 
retary will report the first part of the amendment. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. Has this divis- 
ion of the question been taken by unanimous consent? It does not seem 
to me that it is a question divisible according to parliamentary law; it 
is one ition from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. There are two propositions. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. It seemstome there are two propositions here; first, 
to issue a silver certificate upon all the surplus; and second, to pay 
that out upon certain indebtedness specifically named in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the amendment 

is divisible. 
2 Mr. EDMUNDS. Supposing it to be divisible and we have got the 
two questions, what will be the difference if we strike out the clause 
that the Senator from Kentucky now thinks ought to be stricken out 
from what it was before? Is the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
these silver certificates to anybody who applies for them or is he to 
jssue them to pay the public debt of the United States ? 

Mr. ALLISON. He mut loan them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Loan them? 

Mr. ALLISON. Loan them toindividuals, if there is any difference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If he is to loan them to individuals without se- 
carity I rather think I am for the proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to answer the Senator’s inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenatorinquires what will bedone. The 'Treas- 
ury Department would issue $96,000,000 of silver certificates. They 
have now probably on hand one-third of that amount of silver certiti- 
cates, and they would put those silver certificates in their drawer, for 
the bonds, just as they do to-day, and hold them there. There is no 
obligation under the bill, if those words are stricken out, to pay out a 
dollar of them; and knowing the animus of the Treasury Department, 
it may be said that they will not pay out a dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the use of having it then? 

Mr. TELLER. Very likely it will not be of any use at all, but no 
harm can be done by it. There is no obligation on the Department to 
pay out a dollar unless they want to pay it, unless somebody goes there 
and demands silver certificates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, we have got a large addition 
to our stock of information. We find this clause with a provision con- 
taining a totally untenable proposition that the Senator from Kentucky 
wishes to strike out as a little too tough even for him. Then we have 
a provision that the Secretary of the Treasury shall issue these certiti- 
cates, stopping right there, giving the denominations. How? When? 
To whom? ‘They are to be put out (unless, as the Senator from Iowa 
says, they are to be loaned to somebody) to pay the debts and obliga- 
tions of the United States whether they are contained in the appropria- 
tions in this bill or any other bill. Everything that the United States 
owes shall be paid, so far as these certificates go, by these certificates. 

That is where you stand. You have therefore precisely the same 
legal result, whether these words moved to be stricken out by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky are in the bill or out of it. Taking those out, the 
Secretary of the Treasury would be bound to do precisely the same 
thing that he would if they were in. Now, whether on an appropria- 
tion bill you propose to go into this subject, as I said before, is a ques- 
tion for the good sense of this body, i ive of whatever may be 
the different views among gentlemen in this Chamber or elsewhere con- 
cerning the propriety of one movement about silver and another about 
gold and anotherabout paper in any of the formsthat it may be brought 
forward. If we are to block up the operations of this Government by 
going into a question of this kind on such a bill, then I shall be sur- 
prised. I should hope that the Senator from Kentucky and everybody 
else would agree that we should go on and appropriate money, and go 
home in time and come back again by the Ist of December, without 
raising these questions on an appropriation bill at this time. If they 
are to be raised, however, I shall have a good deal more to say on the 
merits of the proposition by and by. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first branch of the amendment 
proposed to be stricken out by the Committee of the Whole will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In justice to myself I should like to state 
what I understand to be the meaning of the lines in controversy. In 
the first place, as the law stands now, silver certificates are issued in 
denominations of $10 and upward. This provision would make it nec- 
essary for the of the to issue certificates in denom- 
inations of one, two, and five dollars, and it makes it compulsory that 
he shall issue certificates of one, two, and five dollars on all the surplus 
silver now in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator from Arkansas fails to notice that 
when they were originally issued it was provided that the certificates 
should be receivable for taxes, customs, and all public dues, ‘‘and 
when paid into the Treasury shall be reissued.”? The Senator from Ver- 
montasks, Are you going togivethemaway? The law now is that they 
shall be reissued. There is no difficulty about that. 

__ Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The effect as I understand it of this law, 
if enacted, would be to require the Secretary of the Treasury instead 
of issuing ten-dollar certificates to issue ones, twos, and fives, and that 
they should be issued on all the surplus silver in the Treasury. The 
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declaration in the words stricken out by the committee, it seems to me, 
would only make this money available just as any other money in the 
Treasury would be available, to pay any debts the Government might 
owe. It means no more and no less. 

If these words are left in the bill I do not believe that any appropri- 
ation provided for in this bill will be necessarily paid in the surplus 
silver or in certificates issued for that silver which is now in the Treas- 
ury, any more than with any other money of the Treasury of the United 
States. If I believed so, I would not vote for the provision as it is. It 
seems to meit can do no harm, and I prefer to leave these words stand- 
ing in the bill. 

With this explanation of ‘my vote, I leave the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter proposed to be stricken 
out in the first print of the clause will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After the word 
posed to strike out: 

On all the surplus silver dollars now in the T: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
words. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Let the amendment be stated again so that it may be 
understood. I think I understand it, but there is some confusion about 
i 


**dollars,’’ in line 437, it is pro- 


easury. 


The question is on striking out these 
1 


t. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out the 
words in the House bill that have just been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. How will the section read if they are stricken out 

Mr. FRYE. That is not what the Senate wishes to strike out. 

Mr. BECK. I object to striking that out. 

Mr. FRYE. And propose to strike out the other three lines? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maine that the Committee on Appropriations reported an amend- 
ment striking out that language and other language in connection with 
it, and the Committee of the Whole agreed to that amendment. Now 
the Senator from Kentucky asks a division of the amendment. Being 
divided, the question is first upon the language which has just been 


Mr. FRYE. But when the committee offers an amendment here 
striking out five lines and the Senator from Kentucky offers an amend 
ment to that limiting the striking out to the last three of the five lines, 
why should not that be put first? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asked a 
division of the question, and the Chair was putting the question upon 
the first branch of the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But is there not a rule which says that a motion 
to strike out shall not be divided. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A motion to strike out and insert shall not be 
divided. 

Mr. FRYE. There is where the trouble with this proposition is 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a rule prohibiting a motion 
to strike out and insert being divided; but the Chair is aware of no 
such rule as the Senator from Vermont suggests. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to know what we are going to vote on. 
I am 2a little at a loss to know how the question stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thestriking out of the language which 
the Chair has directed twice to be read, and the Chair will now direct 
the Secretary to read it again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Beginning in line 437, after the word *‘dollars, 
it is proposed to strike out: 


On all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury. 


” 


Mr. TELLER. That is not the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. BECK. lLopposethose words beingstricken out. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to vote intelligentlyon this. lun- 
derstand the Senator from Kentucky to move to strike out that which 
the committee strikes out after the words read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair understands 
the Senator from Kentucky to mean and what he proposed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But that is not the question as put to the 
Senate. The question is whether you will strike this out on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky. The question upon striking this 
out is upon the report of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The vote will be taken on the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question now is, will the Senate 
concur with the Committee of the Whoie in striking out the language 
just read? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But I want it understood distinctly that 
when I cast my vote on this bill I cast it for the proposition of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then vote against this. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understand, and I want to vote against 
this; but I do not want the proposition put in this way, that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky asks to strikeout those words. ‘They are strickea 
out in the printed bill in black lines by the Com A ppropria- 
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tions. What the Senator from Kentucky asks a division on is that 
which follows the word ‘* Treasury,’’ to wit: 


In payment of the appropriations made in this bill and other expenditures or 
obligations of the Government. 
His motion is to leave that clause out. 


Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me? I object to the words 
being stricken out down to the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ in line 438. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. So I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, suppose the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
should prevail and these words should bestricken out, and then on the 
other three lines no action should be had, the bill would be absolutely 
senseless. In my judgment it is all one amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations, it is not capable of division; and the 
only way to treat it is by amendment, and the Senator from Kentucky 
should have offered his amendment to strike out the last three lines of 
this amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say aword. I think I understand this. 
If the Senator does not agree with the action of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and the Committee of the Whole in striking out these 
words and leaves the clause as I propose it will read: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars on all the sur- 


plus silver dollars now in the Treasury; and the silver certificates herein au- 
thorized shall be receivable, redeemable, and payable, &c. 


_I object to striking out those words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
amendable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand the 
Senator from Kentucky as having made a motion, except to demand a 
division of a question that the Chair has decided was divisible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then a motion to amend is certainly in order, 
and I propose to amend the words proposed to be stricken out and the 
rest of the amendment together by striking out the whole of it after 
the word ‘‘on,’’ down to and including the words ‘‘Government. 
That,” in line 440. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the question now pending, is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Vermont re- 
state his amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator from Kentucky asks a 
division of the question in striking out from line 437, after the word 
“‘dollars,’’ to line 440, including the word ‘‘That.’”?” Am I right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asked a 
division upon the question of striking out ‘‘on all the surplus silver 
dollars now in the Treasury,’ as one branch; and as another, ‘‘in pay- 
ment of the appropriations made in this bill and other expenditures as 
obligations of the Government. That.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. Now, in order to perfect the text that 
is proposed to be stricken out, before the matter is divided, I move to 
amend the whole paragraph by striking out all after the word “‘on,’’ on 
line 437, down to and including the word ‘* That,’’ in line 440. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator proposes to leave the 
word ‘‘on’’ in the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is precisely what I propose to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamendment is in order the Chair 
holds, striking out a part of the language but not the whole. 

a Mr. ALLISON. What shall we do with “‘on” after we get that 
one? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall see. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As weare to pass on the committee amend- 
ment, or on the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, and it seems 
to be the intention here to leave the preposition ‘‘on”’ in in order to 
defeat a fair consideration and fair vote on a great and growing ques- 
tion like this, I move to amend the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont by striking out all after the word ‘‘Treasury ’’ down to and 
including the word ‘‘that,’’ in the four hundred and fortieth line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis in the third degree and not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; it is not in the second degree 
quite, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is in the third degree and not in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want the judgment of the Chair on that 
proposition, and not of gentlemen who are on one side of this question. 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator restate his proposi- 

10n ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understand the Senator from Vermont 
to offer a new amendment after the word ‘‘on,’’ which is stricken out 
in the cominittee amendment. He offers a new amendment after the 
word ‘‘on,’’ in line 437, that all shall be stricken out down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘that.’? That is evidently a new amendment, be- 
cause he leaves in the word ‘‘on,’’ which is marked off in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I then propose to amend that new amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word ‘‘ Treasury ’’ down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘that.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment would not be in 
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order at this time because there is an amendment to an amendmen; 
nding. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair to pardon me on this point, 
The Senator from Vermont distinctly stated that he did not offer an 
amendment to an amendment, but he moved to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘on,’’ and then he was asked what he would do with the won) 
**on,’’ and he said, ‘‘I will tell you further on, after a while.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia did yo 
understand the Senator from Vermont. He distinctly stated that he 
did offer an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But if he does not do it, what becomes of 
what he tells you? If the factis here and the statement is here, whic}, 
will the Chair be governed by? He leaves ‘‘on”’ in here when the 
amendment strikes it out. I submit on the statement of facts and no; 
on anybody else’s say so, upon the record made here, he proposes to 
leave in the little word ‘‘on’’ in order to make a new amendment, 
and then he can forsooth call it an amendment to an amendment. 

Now [ undertake to say on this proposition that while I am ready to be 
defeated I want to be defeated on a fair fight. I do not want deteat in 
the way the silver money has been beaten here. I do not want to go 
back to a people who I know are oppressed for the want of currency 
and let them understand that I stood up and listened to the Senator 
from Vermont making statements that are not borne out by the record, 
when they are panting for money that will fix some price for their 
products. 

I say, sir, that if the Chair can rule this to be in order it will rule 
in violation of every principle that ought to control parliamentary bod- 
ies. The Senator from Vermont distinctly stated, he has stated the 
second time, and yet the Chair rules that he can have the opportunity 
of leaving in a word that is stricken out by the original amendment, 
and then offering an amendment after that wordand call his an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

I do not propose to discuss the proposition itself. I should like to 
do so even under the five-minute rule; but I want to have a fair and 
open contest, such as the Senator from Ohio has bid for on this floor, 
such as the chairman of this committee has bid for on this floor when 
he said the intervention of the Sabbath would not help this proposition 
a particle, his purpose being if possible to carry this bill to its con- 
summation to-night before 12 o’clock. 

I am ready now to ask the Senator from Ohio if he means a fair fight 
on an open field. If he means it, then do not call that an amendment 
to an amendment. No man who is capable of a fair fight will do it or 
can do it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, itstrikes me, I humbly submit, that 
the logic of the situation is precisely this: The Senator from Kentucky 
desires to perfect the text before taking the vote on the committee's 
proposition. In order to perfect the text he wishes to strike out the 
words ‘‘in payment of the appropriations made in this bill and other 
expenditures or obligations of the Government. That’’—— 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to their going out now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Having stricken out those he would resist the prop- 
osition of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Kentucky had 
offered such an amendment the Chair would have held that it was in 
order just as the Chair held that the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont was in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have just consulted the Senator from Kentucky, 
and he has no objection to that form, which is logical and fair. 

Mr. BECK. No; I will take it in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is not in order un- 
less the Senator from Vermont shall withdraw his amendment, which 
is an amendment toan amendment. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘on.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. That is practically the committee’s amendment to 
all purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It leaves one word of the commit- 
tee’s amendment, and therefore falls within the purview of the rule. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that; but it is practically for all pur- 

the committee’s amendment. It is taking the committee’s prop- 
osition in another form. Of course if we do not want it we can vote it 


down. 

Mr. HARRISON. So I understand; and I think the Senate should 
understand the amendment of the Senator from Vermont practically 
leaves the bill where it would be left if the Senate agreed to the ameni- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is that amendment of the Senator from Vermont to 
strike out of the text of the bill all after the word ‘‘on,”’ in line 437, 
or does it leave the committee’s amendment to be simply to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘on?’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont proposes 
to perfect the text of the bill by striking out all after the word “on.” 
Is the Senator ready for the question on the amendment of the Senatur 
from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Our BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 

paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). On this 
question my colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAce]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I have taken the liberty of 
transferring my Own pair with that Senator to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], and I shall therefore vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. If he were 

resent, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). The Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] is paired on this question with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when Mr. SAULSBURY’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MorRILL] is paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. SAULSBURY]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis}. If he were 
here, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Frye, Hoar, Platt, 
Butler, George, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Dawes, Gray, Mahone, Spooner, 
Dolph, Hale, Manderson, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Harrison, Miller, Wilson of Iowa, 
Evarts, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—17. 

Beck, Coke, Maxey, Vest, 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne. 
Blackburn, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Conger, Logan, Ransom, 
Blair, Eustis, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Bowen, Fair, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Sewell, 
Camden, Hampton, Palmer, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hearst, Pike, Vance, 
Chace, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. NowI move tostrike out the word ‘‘ on,’’ if there 
is no special objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question, Will the Sen- 
ate to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, that 
word ‘‘on’’ being the only part of it remaining in the bill? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to striking out the word “on.” 
The proposition now is to strike out the word ‘‘on.’’ The first amend- 
ment which came here was from the committee, and that included the 
word ‘‘on.’? The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BEcK] substantially and effectually was an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
could not have interposed his amendment, in his own judgment as an 
old presiding officer of this body, unless he had changed the amend- 
ment of the committee, which was the original proposition, by leaving 
the word ‘‘on’’ in there, and that, in effect, left his an amendment to 
an amendment to a committee amendment. 

The committee proposed the amendment which has been stricken out, 
the Senator from Kentucky proposed an amendment to that amend- 
ment, and then the Senator from Vermont came in and proposed an 
amendment to that amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, which 
was an amendment to the proposition reported by the committee. I 
say, therefore, there has not been a fair and square contest on this 


q 

It is of no consequence to me whether or not Senators shall get up 
here and endeavor to protect a Democratic President. I think he can 
take care of himself. I admit his record rather beats that of any Presi- 
dent we have had in the veto line. This is a proposition to relieve the 
pressure on the business interests of this country by throwing into cir- 
culation oe a is hoarded up in the Treasury. That policy has 
been pursued long enough by the friends of gold, by New York 
millionaires, and even by New York Secretaries of the Treasury. The 
money should be thrown out among the people, increasing the cir- 
culating medium to the extent of $96,000,000. 

The proposition is put in theonly bill in which I believe it could have 
any hope of ever passing; and we here find ourselves the same Senate 
that the United States has had for years past, until it now realizes that 
the Republican party finds itself in the attitude of protecting a Demo- 
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cratic administration by striking out of the bill this simple provision. 
You are protecting it by taking this provision out. I am willing you 
shall take it out; but | want you to give the credit to those who do 
take it out. They ought to be permitted to die a natural death. 

There is not a day that we do not have Senators on this floor talking 
about hard times and making speeches of that sort, and now when we 
come to relieve the pressure, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
talks about the business interests as I have always heard him talk. 
What constitutes the business interests of this country? The million- 
aires, the corporations, the banks, the large importing merchants? 
These are the men who come to you as representing the business inter- 
ests in the opinion of some people. The men who constitute the busi- 
ness interests, in my judgment, are those who produce that which lies 
at the very foundation of all values in a country like this. 

Mr. President, of course after the vote just taken this whole ques- 
tion has the go-by, far beyond the Sabbath that we heard of in the per- 
suasive manner of the Senator from Iowa, and it will not be brought 
back to sunlight after he has had communion to-morrow. It is dead 
now. It has been killed by means which the Senator from Ohio at 
the outset suggested should not be employed, for he said he wanted 
free, fair, and open combat. If he had killed it in that way, it would 
have been another thing; but it has been killed here by a dodge on a 
little preposition, and I believe, with all deference to the Chair, by a 
ruling that will never be sustained by parliamentary rules. Even the 
Senator who offered it would not rely on that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not think the word ‘‘on’’ should be stricken 
out, and I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to 
the proposition I make. 

The language which was covered by the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont is a part of the text of the bill, and the amendment adopted 
by the committee was to strike out the word ‘‘on’’ and all that fol- 
lowed down to and including the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 440. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moved tostrike ont all after the word ‘‘on.’’ Strike 
it outof what? Outof the proposed amendment, not outof the text of 
the bill; and when the proposed amendment is amended by striking 
out certain language which is a part of the text of the bill, in my judg- 
ment the effect of the motion is to leave that text still a part of the 
bill. If that is so the word ‘‘on’’ should be left there in order tocom- 
plete the text. 

I have nodoubtabout what the parliamentary effect of the action taken 
by the Senate is. I reserved my vote until the close of the roll-call, 
being in doubt as to the effect of it, but after voting I was persuaded 
that I was right in regard to it, and that the effect of the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont is to leave all that was covered by his motion 
standing a part of the text of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to make a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the last four lines, all after the word ‘‘on,’’ were stricken out 
of this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment. How does the text stand? I un- 
derstand now that the amendment of the Committee of the Whole strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘all the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury, 
in payment of the appropriations made in this bill and other expendi- 
tures or obligations of the Government. That’’ has been concurred 
in to that extent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the action of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I hope that we shall concur in striking out 
the word ‘‘on”’ also, and I think that will end it. 

Mr. FRYE. If we do that, it simply restores the text of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is entirely mistaken. The Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole struck out these words, and the Senate has 
now concurred in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
except as to one word. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will look at it he will see that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations offers an amendment to this bill tostrike out 
all after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ in line 437, down to and including the 
word ‘‘that,’’ in line 440. That is an amendment of the committee. 
The Senator from Vermont moves to amend that by striking out all of 
it after the word ‘‘ on.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Not atall. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatistheamendmentexactly. That hasbeen stricken 
out. Now the Senator moves to strike out the word ‘‘on;’’ andif that 
is carried, your whole amendment is stricken out and the original text 
remains, 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Maine is entirely mistaken. 
The Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out all these words, 
and the Senator from Vermont moved to concur—practically that was 
the effect of his motion—in the committee amendment, except as to 
the word ‘‘on.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir, that was not it at all. 
stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam a little surprised that my friend from Maine 
does not understand it. Here we had the simple or the compound propo- 
sition in this bill, as the case may be, of the text of the bill. A com- 
mittee of this body, just as if it had not been reported from acommittee 
at all, and a Senator in the body move to strike out a certain number 
of words in that text. 


The other lines were 
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I moved to amend the proposition in order to perfect the paragraph 
proposed to be stricken out, by limiting that motion to strike out, 
which had been made before my motion, so that it would not apply to 
the whole of that text to strike out a part of the words and leave the 
others stand. On that the yeas and nays have been taken, and the 
Senate has voted to strike out the words except those that are left in 
the proposed amendment as stated. So far we have gone. 

Therefore, I submit, with great respect, that it is perfectly clear that 
the Senate has voted to strike out of the text of this bill the words that 
I proposed to strike out, instead of striking out all the words that the 
preceding proposition of a committee or of aSenator sought todo. That 
leaves the word “‘ on ”’ in. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, suppose the Senator from Vermont withdrew his 
second amendment, which was to strike out the word ‘‘ on,’’ and then the 
Chair put the question, what would the question be? It would be on 
the amendment of the committee as amended; and what is that amend- 
ment as amended? It is *‘ five dollars on,’’ the rest of it having been 
stricken out from the amendment is restored to the text of the bill. 
How can the Chair put the proposition in any other way? 

Tae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willstate that the proposi- 
tion pending at the time the Senator from Vermontoffered hisamendment 
was a simple amendment striking out four lines, the text of this bill. 
The Senator from Vermont distinctly stated that he proposed to perfect 
the language proposed to be stricken out before the question to strike 
out should be put. The Chair held that amendment to be perfectly 
in order. 

Mr. FRYE. It wasin order. I have no doubt about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment was proposed and 
the question taken upon it, and a majority of the Senate has agreed to 
thatamendment. Now the remaining part of the amendment proposed 
by the committee is before the Senate for its action. 

Mr. BUTLER. If inorder, I should like to make a motion to strike 
out all of that clause from line 435 down to and including line 454, so 
as to strike out the whole question from this bill. 

I make that motion upon the ground that this is general legislation 
upon an appropriation bill; and however much I might be in favor of 
the proposition itself, or of any part of the proposition, I should vote 
to strike it out; and I make that motion if in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it be in order to perfect the clause before 
striking itout? If so, 1 move to amend by inserting, after the word 
**on,’’ these words: 

All the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on the amendment of 
my friend from Kansas. Those words have just been stricken outand 
can not be reinserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. But they have been stricken out in connection with 
other words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas is in order. Those words have just been 
stricken out, it is true, but they were stricken out in connection with 
other words. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
*‘on,’’ in line 437: 

All the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK, In line 437, after the word ‘‘on,’’ it is proposed 
to insert: 

All the surplus silver dollars now in the Treasury, 


Mr. DAWES. Let the clause be read as it will be after it is amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the clause 
as it would stand if amended as proposed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars on all the sur- 
plus silver dollars now in the Treasury, and the silver certificates herein au- 
thorized shall be receivable, redeemable, and ia in like manner and for 
like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by theact of February 28, 1878, 


entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver doliar, and to 


restore its legal-tender character,”’ &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr, PLUMB. I eail for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. ; 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. Cuace]}. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). The Senator from New 


Jersey Mr. SEWELL] has returned to the Senate Chamber, and I there- 
fore announce my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 


The question ison the amendment 















paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 
present, I should vote “‘yea.’’ 
















Mr. KENNA (when Mr. Farr’s name wascalled). TheSenator from 


Nevada [Mr. Farr] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota | \1, 
SABIN ]}. 


My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator jr.) 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). I am jp. 


formed that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is paired wi; 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question | gy, 


If he wer 


Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). My colleagye 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Michigam [Mr. Paty, 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the affirmative). [ ingnis. 
whether this is a motion to amend the amendment of the committe: ,, 


to amend the text of the bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is to insert a part o/ 


the language of the text of the bill which was stricken out by the amen). 


ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDS]}. 

Mr. DOLPH. And insert it as part of the amendment of the con. 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As part of the bill. 


Mr. DOLPH. I change my vote then. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois [M; 
LoGaN]. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumn) an. 
nounced that he was paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor. 
GAN], and therefore declined voting. I am quite certain that the 
Senator from Alabama, if present, would vote ‘*yea’’ on this amend- 
ment. I feel warranted in saying that upon this amendment the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is at perfect liberty to vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. After that statement I ask that my name be called 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Beck, Cockrell, Kenna, Teller, 
Berry, Coke, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Blackburn, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Brown, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Whitthorne. 
Call, Jonesof Nevada, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—27. 
Allison, Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, 
Butler, Gray, Mahone, Sherman, 
Dawes, Hale, Manderson, Spooner, 
Dolph, Harrison, Miller, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Frye, oar, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
George MeMillan, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—30. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Blair, Eustis, Logan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Evarts, Mitchell of Pa., Saulsbury, 
Camden, Pair, Mo > Stanford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Chace. Hampton, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pike, 
Ingalls, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it in order now to move'to strike out the whole 
clause? The text is perfected, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us get the word ‘‘on’’ out first if we can. 

Mr. BUTLER. From line 435 to line 454 inclusive I wish to strike 


out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s amendment is in order, 
but any amendment proposing to change the text proposed to be stricken 
out would be in order first. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall get rid of the word ‘‘on’’ now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole striking 
out the word ‘‘on?”’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Chair, before the roll is called, have the Chic! 
Clerk what the amendment now is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerKk. In line 437, afterthe word “‘ dollars,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word ‘‘on.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, to concur with the recommendation made 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. Whatwasthe votejusthad? Was it not on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas to strike out the words ‘‘ on all the surp!us 
silver dollars now in the Treasury ?’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the contrary, it was to insert cer- 
tain language inning with the word ‘“‘all.’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment, I wanted to show the importance of 
this word and try to impress it on the Senate. I will, however, |) 
ananimous consent, withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, provided 
the Senator from South Carolina will make his motion tostrike out tae 
whole clause; which, of course, I shall vote against. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be uo objection, the order 
for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 
question is, Will the Senate concur in that part of the amendment not 

isposed of? 
= FRYE. Before the question is put, I want to know what part 
of that amendment is not disposed of. I want it read in words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read that part of 
the amendment not yet disposed of. ; 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 437, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ on.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in this 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment will 

read. 
or SHERMAN. There are no other amendments reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that there are no other reserved amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then my motion is in order, and I renew it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a reserved amendment iv another part 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair is now advised. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 60. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not finished this paragraph yet. The 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, recommended to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘ character,’’ in line 446. 


There is a reserved amendment, the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was concurred in. 
It was not reserved. 
Mr. ALLISON. Do the Secretary’s minutes so show? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So it appears. 

Mr. ALLISON. If those words are out now, as there has been some 
confusion about it, I ask the Secretary to read the paragraph as it 
stands now in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to issue 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two and five dollars, and the silver 
certificates herein authorized shall be receivable, redeemabie,and payable in 
like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by the 
act of February 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tendercharacter:" Provided, That said de- 
nominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver certifi- 
cates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to that extent said certifi- 
cates of larger denominations shall be canceled and destroyed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 60, line 1467, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the word 
“ninety ’? and inserted the word *‘sixty.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent, if that be necessary, to 
insert “‘seventy-five’’ instead of ‘‘sixty.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe that will remove the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the amendment by striking out “‘sixty’’ and inserting ‘‘seventy- 
five;’’ so as to read: 

Protecti blic lands: For the prote ubli 
tue - ae Psa of public lands from illegal and 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

-_ vee Now, I propose te go back to the paragraph on 
page 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole have been disposed of. The Senator from South Car- 
olina moves to strike out a clause. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to strike out, on page 19, from line 435 down 
to and including line 454. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves to strike out the paragraph from line 435 to line 454 inclusive. 
The words proposed to be stricken out will be read. 

The Secretary read the words proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and uired to issue 
silver certificates in denominations of one, two, and five colar and the silver 
certificates herein authorized shail be receivable, redeemable,and payable in 
like manner and for like purposes as is provided for silver certificates by the act 
of February 28, 1878, entitied ‘An act to authorize the coinage of the standard sil- 
ver dollar,and to restore its legal-tender character: " Provided, That said de- 
nominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in lieu of silver certifi- 
cates of larger denominations in the Treasury, and to that extent said certiti- 
cates of larger denominations shall be canceled and destroyed. 


The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move to insert, after line 1349, the following 


amendment: 

That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
Tected to pay to les A. Ruffee, frem any money in the Treasury not other- 
a ran . the sum of $1,350, being the ae oe ho for pay as 

ny White Earth agency consolidated, m yi, , to September 
80, 1831, inclusive. 


That will be done. 


The next reserved amendment will 
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Mr. ALLISON. I make the point that that is a deficiency, if any- 


The | thing. 


Mr. McMILLAN. This matter has been referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, who reported a bill covering it which is now on the 
Calendar. It has also been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
as an amendment to the pending bill, and that committee reported the 
amendment, and had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that this is 
subject to objection, as being a private claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt of that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to state the facts in regard to this mat- 
ter, and I think it will strike the Senate as an item that ought to be 
put in this bill. 

Mr. Ruffee was appointed Indian agent at the White Earth agency 
in Minnesota. The salary of thatagency was $1,600 perannum. After 
his appointment and during his term of office the agencies of Mille-Lac, 
of Red Lake, and Leech Lake were consolidated with the White Earth 
(Indian agency under the title of ‘‘ the White Earth agency of Minnesota.”’ 
‘That was done under authority of law by the President of the United 
States. The salary of the consolidated agency was fixed at $2,200 per 
annum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isthe duty of the Chair to inform 
the Senator that unless he takes an appeal he is not at liberty to debate 
the question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tne Chair held that this was clearly 
a private claim, the payment to an individual of a specific sum of 
money. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
submit. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 1488 I move to amend by inserting: 

For furnishing transcripts of records and plats and paying therefor, $5,000. 

That meets the wishes and requirements. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move toadd “te be expended in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say with reference to that amendment, 
that while I agree to it, when we had under consideration the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill it was claimed that the 
clerical force in the Land Office could be reduced, and we did reduce the 
clerical force some five or six, and now in this indirect way it is to be 
restored. I merely want it understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. In the clause making appropriation for “‘ repro- 
ducing plats of surveys,’’ after the word ‘‘ doliars,’’ at the end of line 
1488, it is proposed to insert: 

For furnishing transcripts of records and plats and paying therefor, $5,000, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I were wickedly disposed, I should say that this 
was a manner of getting around the civil-service law; but 1 do not say 
that. 

I donot rise for the purposeof objecting to thisamendment, but simply 
for the purpose of saying that I think I know the force now employed in 
the General Land Office has not work enough to keep it going; that 
there is an excess of clerical force inthat department. Whereas under 
former administrations there were issued three thousand patents a 
month, the issues now amount to only about three hundred, and in 
every way there has been a decrease of the ordinary business of that 
office, which has served to keep a large number of the employés un- 
employed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. On page 59 I move to insert after line 1436: 


For gilding in gold the statue of Freedom on the Dome of the Capitol, includ- 
ing base, and the scaffold, to be done under the supervision and direction of the 
Architect of the Capitol, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
ment. 

Mr. MAHONE. The amendment has been recommended by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and has been referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. I believe it is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis for gilding in gold. If it was silver I might 
have been disposed to report it, but I do not like this discrimination. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAHONE. You arenot much ofasilverman to-night. [Laugh- 
ter ] Thenecessity of this is manifest. Weare advised that thisstatue 
is corroding and that this work is necessary for its proper preservation. 
Weall must admit that it is very necessary, for its appropriate relations 
to the Capitol. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sees no point of order that 
can be raised against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the Senator stated that it was reported 


I did not know the Chair had decided the ques- 


If the Chair has so decided I suppose I must 


If I can I reserve the point of order on that amend- 
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by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That makes it in order. 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. In iine 1472, on page 61, I propose to strike out the 
word ‘‘ten,’’ before ‘‘ thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ and I will ask 
the Secretary to read a letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, indorsed by the Secretary of the Interior, which I send to 
the desk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1472, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by reg- 
isters and receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to deter- 
mine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been 
made in compliance with law, $20,000. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is in accordance with the estimate, I will say. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., July 22, 1886. 

Sir: I beg to call your attention to the paragraph in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, lines 1468, 1472, reducing the amount of appropriation for “ ex- 
penses of hearings in land entries,” from $20,000, as estimated and as previously 
appropriated, to $10,000. The expenses necessary to be appropria for under 
this head are the expenses of publication of notices and costs of witnesses for the 
Government. The Coastane are ordered upon application of parties to show 
cause why their entries should be sustained. and it is imperatively necessary 
both for the protection of claimants and for the interest of the Government that 
such hearings should be proceeded with. It has heretofore happened that the 
Government has been unable to go on with these hearings after parties were pre- 
pared and witnesses summoned, because of the want of funds to meet costs on 
the part of the United States. This has resulted in a double expense to private 
parties and frequently to a duplication of all the expenses of investigation by 
special agents, cases having to be begun de novo when, as it often occurs, the 
agents who made the original investigation have left the service or it has been 
necessary to transfer them to other fields of duty. Meanwhile witnesses have 
disappeared, and embarrassment to the operations of this department arises on 
every hand, 

The amount estimated for, $20,000, averages barely $200 to a land district, and 
is insufficient for the needs of the service. The amount appropriated ought to 
be not less than $30,000, and my estimate of $20,000 was made only because | de- 
sired to keep the appropriations down to the lowest limit at which the service 
could go on in any manner. To further reduce this small sum to $10,000 is to so 
cripple this office as to render it practically impossible to extend to claimants 
whose entries have been investigated the privilege of controverting the evi- 
dences in possession of the Government upon which their entries are held for 
cancellation. I earnestiy urge that the amount of $20,000 be restored to the bill. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 



































































The ques- 


Approved: 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 


Hon, Woe Saemees, ‘ a 
irman mm on Approprial L 
” Senate of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. This matter was all submitted tothe committee of 
the House of Representatives, presumably in sympathy with the ad- 
ministration of this office, as it is with the entire administration, and 
that committee, after a hearing, and presumably for good reasons, 
made the amount $10,000 in place of ,000. If the Senator from 
Tennessee is satisfied that he has information on this point that the 
amount ought to be $20,000, I shall not oppose his amendment. 

It is a little remarkable, I may say, in matters of this kind, in regard 
to which there has been so much clamor and so much has been said, 
that the House of Representatives should have so disregarded the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury and the recommendations and 
solicitations of the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the 
Secretary of the Interior as to have cut the amount down from $20,000 
to $10,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. All I have to say on the subject is that I submit this 
question to the Senate without knowing or caring what has been done 
elsewhere. The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office say the public service will be seriously crippled if 
this appropriation is cut down to $10,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. lI ask for the adoption of the following amend- 
ment, to be inserted at the end of line 108, page 5: 


Five hundred dollars to repair walks and fountain in United States grounds 
surrounding post-office building in Lincoln, Nebr. 


Mr. ALLISON. I find that the Secretary of the Treasury recom- 
mends that as absolutely necessary to preserve the grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I reserved the question on the for the 
public building at Denver. I do not desire to offer amendment 
that I offered in committee, but I desire to offer an amendment which 
I believe is acceptable to the chairman, namely, strike out, in line 47, 
the words: ~ 
For completion of building under present limit. 
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next session, the money would be available without waiting for the next 
annual appropriation bill. 


JULY 24, 


And after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in the next line, to add: 
Said sum shall be available only when the limit of expenditure fixe, 





I by an 


act entitled “‘An act to erecta public building at Denver, Colo.,” approved \ ay 
8, 1882, shall by act of Congress be extended. ~~ 


I will state why I dothat. Should this bill pass, say early at i}, 
Otherwise it would not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TELLER. And then the committee’s amendment should }y. 


disagreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 


Colorado will be stated. 


The Carer CLERK. In line 47, strike out the words: 

For completion of building under present limit. 

And after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of line 48, insert: 

Said sum shall be available only when the limit of expenditure fixed by ,, 


act entitled “An act to erect a public building at Denver, Colo.,”’ approved May 
8, 1882, shall by act of Congress be extended. . 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I desire to say, before the vote is taken oy 


that amendment, that the appropriation is within the present limit. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Colorado. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 


the committee to line 2016, on page 83, in the clause making appropri- 
ation for pay of the Signal Corps. 


Mr. TELLER. Weare not through with my proposition, I under- 


stand. Having amended the text, should we not now disagree to the 
amendment to strike out? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that was al- 


ready the action. 


Mr. TELLER. Very well. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The provision on page 83, line 2014, is— 


Or for the pay and allowances of exceeding four hundred and seventy enlisted 


men of the Signal Corps. 


Unless there is some proviso put in there that might cause an im- 


mediate discharge of a number of enlisted men who have been regu- 
larly enlisted for the term of five years, and who may be at distant 
stations. 
Secretary of War, that an amendment be added there after the word 
‘*Corps’’ to this effect: 


I propose, in accordance with the suggestion made by the 


And there shall be no new enlistments or re-enlistments in the Signal Corps 


until the number of privates is reduced below two hundred and ninety, and 
thereafter there shall not be in the corps more than four hundred and seventy 
men. 


I understand that according to the ratio of decrease and enlistment 


in the service about one hundred changes occur each year by expiration 
of enlistment, discharge, death, and so on. 
or four months for the service to be reduced in regular order down to 
four hundred and seventy, without doing injustice to any one. 


So it will only take three 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri will send 


up his amendment in writing. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I wil! 


not object to this amendment going in, but I want to reserve the right, 
if I have anything to do with the future fate of this bill, to examine it 


further; and, if I find that there is some mistake about it, I want tle 
privilege of correcting it in conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make that statement, because it is rather an ex- 
traordinary thing todo. I would be glad to reserve the right to over- 


look the matter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the amendment agreed to in line 216 
it is proposed to insert: 

And there shall be no new enlistment in the Signal Corps until the number 
of privates isreduced below two hundred and ninety; and thereafter there shal! 
not be in the corps more than four hundred and seventy men. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ioffer the following amendment, to come in on 
page 105, after line 2572: 

. 1 loyed on the ConGRESSION AL 
ae es Senceel aertas Sresent session, $5,850. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want tosuggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
that is a proper thing for the deficiency bill, for if i. is anything it 1s 
deficiency for the last fiscal year. I hope the Senator will not offer it 
on this bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I can have any assurance from the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations that it has received or will receive 
the consideration of his committee I shall accept his suggestion. | 10- 
troduced it as an amendment to the sundry civil bill, and as such it 
went to the Committee on Printing and received their approbation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can assure the Senator it has received already 
quite a considerable consideration at the hands of the Committee 0» 
A 


Mr. MANDERSON. Favorably ? 


Mr. ALLISON. We had it in and out once ortwice. We have had 
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a great deal of discussion concerning it; but I think its present status 
jsthat it is not in the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am afraid if offered to the deficiency bill that 
it would be subject to a point of order that will not be raised here. It 
is offered as an amendment to the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will agree for one to waive the point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Let there be unanimous consent that this amendment 
may stand in relation to the deficiency bill as it now stands in relation 
to this bill. 

Mr. HALE. The invariable practice of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations is where an amendment is referred to that committee to be con- 
sidered in connection with the sundry civil bill it is proper as a defici- 
ency to consider it on that bill and to consider that it is not subject to 
the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. No point of order shall be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the point of 
order shall not be made when I offer the amendment to the deficiency 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
serting: 

For the establishment of a salmon hatchery upon the Columbia River, its trib- 
, uneen” or their branches, and for the current expenses of the same for one year, 

The question being put on the amendment, the Chair declared that 
the ‘‘noes’’ appeared to prevail. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAce]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and withdraw my vote. 


Does the Senator from Nebraska 


That is understood. 
I move to amend, on page 50, after line 1211, by in- 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 


Senate by illness. 


Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr] is paired on | 


this question with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sabin]. My col- 


league [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 


The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Blair, Harrison, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Call, Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Dolph, Hoar, Ransom, Walthall, 
Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
George, MeMilian, Sewell, 
Gray, one, Spooner, 
NAYS—17. 
Allison, Coke, Harris, Sherman, 
aoe Dawes, Kenna, Whitthorne. 
= Gibson, McPherson, 
Blac’ burn, Gorman, Maxey, 
Cockrell, Hale, Piatt, - 
ABSENT—30. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Camden, Fair, Palmer, Vance, 
‘Cameron, Hampton, Payne Voorhees, 
Chace — Pike, Wilson of Md. 

tt, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 

’ Logan, ugh, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. On page 60, line 1452, I move to strike ont of that 
ye all succeeding the word ‘‘dollars.’’ 
ail ief Clerk read the words, proposed to be stricken out, as fol- 

Ws: 

All fees collected by registers or receivers, from any source whatever, which 
would increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year, shall be covered into 
the Treasury 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state briefly in regard to it that this provision 
does not work a limitation upon the salaries of receivers. The only 
youre effect of it is to take away from them the fees which are paid 

'y contestants in land contests, and which now they use to pay for 
clerk-hire for the doing of the work necessary to carry on the contests. 
In all the land districts of the United States where there are many 
contests of entries the work is behind. If this provision remains in the 
bill the contests can not be heard, and they are not only burdensome 
to claimants themselves, but they result in the holding of a very large 
amount of public land from settlement and use because of the doubt 
about the title. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


| of the Senator from Kansas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire tosay one word and then offer an additional 


| amendment. 


The Secretary of the Treasury and the Treasurer of the United States 
wrote me a day or two ago that if the provision with reference to small 


| Silver certificates should prevail the issue and distribution of these cer- 


tificates would be from the subtreasury in New York, and that it would 


| be absolutely necessary to increase to a small extent the clerical force 


I ask now to offer an amendment increasing the clerical force, 
after line 1083, by inserting: 

For additional cler 
or so 


eal force for the 


much thereof as may be ne 


assistant treasurer at New York, $6,400, 
ssary 

The amendment was agreed to 

The amendments were ordered to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third tim« 


engrossed and the bill to be 


, and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 3186) to de- 
clare a forfeiture of lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 


| and Vicksburg Railroad Company, to confirm title to certain lands, and 
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for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


| ate. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2871) for the relief of Semon, Bache & Co., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

HOUSE 


BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, to con- 
firm title to certain lands, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is detained from the | Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent—I suppose there will be no 


objection—to take up the general deficiency appropriation bil). 

There being noobjection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that then the amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions be first acted on as recited in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection to that 
suggestion, and that order is agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say to the Senate that on Monday morning 
I will ask part of the morning hour to attend to pension legislation. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 26, 1886, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 24, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 


FURLOUGHS, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in reply to a resolution of the House asking for 
information in regard to leaves of absence and furloughs of employés in 
that Department; which was referred to the Select Committec on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WALLACE, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. OWEN, until Tuesday next, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Monday. 

To Mr. MCKINLEY, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WuirtE, of Pennsylvania, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (S. 901) to grant to the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad 
Company the right to construct bridges over navigable waters. 
VETO MESSAGE—MARY ANDERSON. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted 
a report from that committee upon the bill (H. R. 7436) granting a 
pension to Mary Anderson, vetoed by the President; which was ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. Sawyen, from the Committee on Invalid Pension, submitted the follow- 


ing report: 
[To accompany bill H. R. 7436 and Ex. Doc. 322.] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, on a review of the case, would submit 
the following statement of the facts: 
The claimant is the widow of Richard Anderson, who at the time of his death 


was receiving a pension on account of chronic diarrhea contracted in the serv- 
ice. On the day of his death he was at Sparta, Wis., by order of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, for examination by a board of surgeons on his application foran in- 
crease of pension. Thesurgeon’s report in relation to his condition on that day 
is as foliows, to wit: 

* Soldier's pulse soft and compressible; tongue red, smooth, and glossy, with 
deep lines extending through and over it ; muscles soft and flabby; abdomen 
at present distended and tympanitic, with some tenderness upon ; that 
there is at present considerabie gaseous rumbling; find external emorrhoids ; : 
that soldier appears poverty stricken, and evidently can not labor atall. His 
hands are sok. and he states that he has almost lost all control of his bowels, 
which statement the examining su: -- credit from the condition of his cloth- 
ing and person, and rate him total third grade.” 

This shows a pitiable condition inieods a condition resulting from his faith- 
ful service in the defense of his country ‘for his military record shows that he 
was a brave and faithful soldier during whole war of the rebellion. 

Your committee are reliably informed that said Richard Anderson was and 
had been for about five years before the commencement of the war a soldier in 
the regular Army of the United States, and at the break outof the rebeliion 
was stationed in Texas, under the command of General ges; that when that 
officer joined the rebellion, Anderson with many other private soldiers refused 
to do likewise,and worked their way north, and reported to the United States 
military authorities, and served from that time faithfully in the Army of the 
United States until peace was declared. 

The President is of opinion that the circumstances indicate that Anderson 
committed suicide. In this we are of opinion, first, that there is no evidence 
even in the cireumsiances to indicate that such was the case, and, second, if it is 
true that he committed suicide, it was under such circumstances as to show that 
he was in irresponsible condition of mind caused by his disease contracted in 
the service and in the line of duty. 

That there is no circumstance indicating suicide we submit is established 
from the facts known and set forth in the original of this committee. 
That report sets forth that— 

“He was, in consequence of his disability, so weak at the time he started to 


Sparta as to make it unsafe for him to go alone. He arrived in in the 
evening, reported to the exam surgeons at 9 p. m. for exam in order 
te take the morning train home. hen the examination had taken it was 


so late that the hotels had been closed, and he went to the depot of railroad 
and was in the room of the night operator, where he sat for a few moments ; hav- 
ing oceasion to go out some time in the night, in the morning he was found 
dead, supposed to have been struck by a passing freight train.” 

This is all that is known of the manner of his death. Is there anything in 
these circumstances that indicate suicide? We think not. He was, as — 
by the surgeon's report, very weak and sick, in a most deplorable condition. Is 
it not much easier to eallove that his death was caused by his condition render- 
ing him unable to get out of the way—a condition which undoubtedly existed, 
and which originated in the service in the line of out, and which, we think’ 
was the cause of his death by rendering him ees taking care of himself 
while obeying the order of the Pension Office in himself before the 
surgeons at Sparta for examination. 

Second. If the President is right in his supposition of aS death, we 
think the case is still stronger for the granting of a pease ee to 
your committee that under the unbroken decisions of roe the In- 
terior, the Pension Office under such circumstances should have granted the 
application of claimant for a pension. The man was in such condition 

as to show that his mind was enfeebled and probably dethroned; that suicide, 
if: it occurred, was the act of a diseased mind, caused by a terribly diseased and 
enfeebled body. Claimant is entitled to this presumption, if presumptions are 
to be indulged in. 

The following decisions of the Interior Department will show the usual rulings 
of the Gevernment in relation to wr of facts, to wit: Pension laws 

should be construed and executed in the liberal and generous spirit which 
prompted their enactment, and when doubts can not be resolved by evidence, 
presumptions should incline towards the claimants; following this view in the 
ease of a man who was found dead in his tent with a bullet wound in the head, 
the fact that he committed suicide can oer be p peaamaed, it must be be- 
fore the claim of his widow for (Vimont, Jane, 
application No. 65251; Harlan, a, Recretary: 17, 1866, vol.1, page 
50; Benner, Mary a caylee | No. 187738; ‘Delano, Secretary, an 
29, 1874, . ¥ol.3, page 94); and so if it is presumed that he com commi suicide, . 


ates circumstances in this case be presumed that his disease mad 
m™m Insane. 

The claimant and her family of ee 
President admits, in a pitiable He says: “ His wife and family pre- 
seat pitiable aeeueey commiitee are still of the 
that the death of the soldier is fairly ottri le to his military service ; his 
pees ates = tte hen was such eee tieat comes ; eben he 
toavo estruction by the train, or ofreason where’ 
in a demented or crazy condition of mind, threw bimself under eva 
that if his death had occurred he could not have =a. 


The committee believe that the pitiable condition of claimant should be 
relieved, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass notwithstanding the 
objections of the President, 


{House Ex. Doc. No.322. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
Message from the Presidentof the United States, returning House bill No. 7435, 
with his objections thereto. 

To the House of Representatives: 
I return herewith iow equal House bill No. 7436, entitled ‘‘An act to 


eae nderson.” 

This mant is the widow of Richard Anderson, who at the time of hisdeath 

was RE SS ee ee ae ee 
On the 7th day of February, 1882, the deceased pensioner 

the State of Wisconsin, to be examined for an increase of his pension. 
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on the surgeon and was cxamined,and the next morning was found be) ca;).) 
on the railroad track under such circumstances as indicated suicide. 

The claim of the widow was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the gro), 
that the cause ofthe death of her husband was in no way connected w it! 
military service. 

His wife and family present pitiable objects for sympathy, but Iam una 
see how they have any claim for a pension. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXEcuTIvVE Mansion, June 23, 1886. 

(H. R. 7436. Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ]} 
An act to grant a pension to Mary Anderson. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United S' of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and }y« js 
hereby, pot wan amy and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the p, 
visions and limitations ot the pension laws,the name of Mary Anderson, y - 
of Richard Anderson, late a private in Company I of the Seventeenth Rey: 
of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE 


Speaker of the House of Representa! 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tem; 


cosuty that this act originated in the House of Representatives. 
ttest : 


JNO. B. CLARK, Jr., C 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mitte of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the special 
order fixed for to-day, the bill providing for an increase of the nay! 
establishment. 

Mr. COBB. I want to raise the question of consideration upon that 
bill with a view to taking up the Northern Pacific land grant. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on the Public Lands will have to 
night. 

Mr. COBB. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can not be raised in 
that way to defeat the consideration of this bill. The only way to do 
that is to refuse to agree to the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion in connection with this matter [cries of “‘ Regular order !’’] whether 
or not under the rules of the House the question of Jand forfeitures may 
not be taken up at any time [cries of “Regular order!’’], and the 
naval bill has only to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded on all sides of the 
House. 

The motion of Mr. HERBERT was agreed to; there being on a divis- 
sion—ayes 88, noes 27. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the House formally resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Has the Committee on Rules reported any resolu- 
tion giving the Committee on Public Lands the session for this even 


ing ? 
The SPEAKER. It has not. 
Mr. PAYSON. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 


say that the Committee on the Public Lands would have to-night. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did notsay the Committeeon Rules had reported 
it back; but the House by its voteon yesterday fixed to-night for that 
committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. But I understand it requiresa report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say it had been re 

Mr. PAYSON. I know the gentleman did not state ‘that, but I un- 
derstood him te Say that the committee would have to-night. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isaidso. The House has fixed this evening by 
its vote on yesterday for that business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Committee on Rules - 
could make no change in the resolution which instructed them todoa 
certain thing. If there be no objection, the order will be made now. 

Mr. PAYSON. My inquiry was whether the committee had or had 
not acted in pursuance of the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state that the Committee on 
Rules, if they had a meeting, could do no more than report back the 
resolution under the instructions. . 

Mr. RANDALL. The understanding was that at some time during 
the day the Committee on Rules would obey the order of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not do it now? 

The SPEAKER. It will be done some time during the day. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 
a in obedience to the vote just taken, resolved itself into 
the Wholé on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
is a made a special erder for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, the development in the art of mak- 
ing war at sea in the last twenty years is simply wonderful. 

We all remember the bombardment of Alexandria by the British 
fleet in 1882. Stone forts like ours at Boston and New York afforded 
no protection. Before modern artillery they were as if made of card- 


Two years ago, in the Minn River, China, the Chinese fleet was at- 
tacked by the French under Admiral Courbet. The Chinese had eleven 
vessels, mounting fort?-five guns. The French fleet was about twice 
as strong. It was thoroughly modern—ships, guns, and torpedoes. 
The Chinese were anchored under their forts. 

Lieutenant Osterhaus, who witnessed the battle, in his report, says: 


In less than half an hour the entire Chinese fleet was destroyed, and all that 
could be seen of the fine fleet were hulks in flames or sunken vessels. 


It was simply a massacre. The loss of the French was seven men. 
The loss of the Chinese from eight hundred to fifteen hundred. 

Against such a fleet as the French had in that battle our ships now 
in commission would be utterly worthless. 

Asa fair sample of our Navy I may state that the Alliance, one of 
the eight wooden ships suddenly built when we were in dispute with 
Spain about the Virginius affair in 1873, recently refitted and furnished 
with new engines, has just reported her speed as 9 knots an hour. A 
first-class modern cruiser makes 18 knots. Even an armored vessel 
makes 16 and 17. In all our Navy we have but one that makes 13 
knots—the Trenton. 

The truth is that our Navy could neither run away nor fight. We 
have not afloat a single high-power gun—not a gun that could pierce 
the armor of the Brazilian steamer Riacbuelo. This vessel carries four 
9-inch and four smaller modern breech-loading rifles. She is protected 
by armor 10 to 11 inches thick and makes over 16 knots an hour. 

At sea, against any of our vessels or all of them, she could choose ab- 
solutely her own distance for battle. It is humiliating to say it, but 
if all this old navy of ours were drawn up in battle array in mid-ocean 
and confronted by the Riachuelo it is doubtful whether a single vessel 
bearing the American flag would ever get into port. And if in the 
mélée and the chase which followed some ship by leaving its fellows 
should escape into port, the Brazilian could follow and destroy it under 
the guns of any fort we have. We have not even a safe harbor of refuge 
for a fleeing vessel. 

Mr. Chairman, your committee having this matter in charge have 
been deeply impressed with the defenseless condition of our country. 
If we could believe that the days of war had passed we would he glad 
to abolish our Naval Academy, discharge our naval officers, on some 
terms that would be just to them, make a. bonfire of such of our ves- 
sels as we could not sell, and go home and tell our constituents we had 
economized. Forone, I believe unless we are prepared to take steps to 
render our Navy more efficient, which it is not now either for purposes 
of peace or war, we ought to abolish it. 

Your committee were not ready to recommend this step, so we framed 
with care a bill to increase our naval establishment and brought it into 
this House on the 10th of March. 

Every President this Government ever had, from Washington down 
to the present day, recognized the necessity of putting the country in a 
en attacks by sea. I will not stop to quote from them 

In his annual message December 2, 1834, Andrew Jackson said: 


The wide seas which separate us from other governments must of necessity 
be the theater on which an enemy will aim to assail us; and unless weare pre- 
pared to meet him on this element we can not be said to possess the power re- 
quisite to repel or prevent We can not, therefore, watch with too 
much attention this arm our defense or cherish with too much care the 
means by which it can possess the necessary eflicie . 


Here is Jackson advising Congress to ‘‘cherish’’ the Navy in order 
that we may be prepared to “repel or prevent aggressions,’’ and here 
we have had a distinguished gentleman on this floor arguing that we 
ought not to consider a bill to increase that Navy even in its present 
pitiable plight, becanse ‘‘ we do not represent a timid people.”’ Let 
me commend also to the consideration of this House the words of Pres- 
ident Tyler, who in his first annual message said: 

It is due not only to the honor but to the securit 
States that no n should be permitted to in 


subject our towns and villages to conflagration or pillage. Economy in all 
branches of the public service is due from all the public agents of the people, 


parsimony alone could wanmgent se withholding of the necessary means for 
the protection of our domestic les from invasion and our national honor 
from disgrace. I would most earn recommend to Congress to abstain from 
all appropriations for objects not utely necessary, but I take upon mystif 
without a moment of hesitancy all the responsibility of recommending the in- 
crease and prompt equipment of that gallant Navy which has lighted up every 
Sea with its victories and spread an im glory over the country. 


All our recent Presidents have recommended the increase of our naval 
President Cleveland is veryemphatic. He says in his 


of the people of the United 
our waters at pleasure and 


z 


All must admit the importance of an effective navy to a nation like ours, 
ha such an extended seacoast to protect. And yet we have nota single 

of war that could keep the seas against a first-class vessel of any impor- 
tant power. Such a condition ought not 1 rtocontinue. The nation that 
can not a ce is constantly ex to it. Its foreign policy is of ne- 
cessity weak, its ions are conducted with disadvantage, because it 
not in condition to the terms dictated by its sense of right and justice. 


e 
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The recent patriotic letter of our great statesman Mr, Tilden, too, is 
fresh in our minds. 

But it is urged with great persistency that we ought not to expend 
money in building a navy because improvements are constantly being 
made in the material of war. 

3ut ships to go to sea will always be necessary. In shape there has 
been little change since the days of the Phenicians. We build them 
stronger and larger, but the limit of practicable size seems to have been 
reached and passed long ago in the Great Eastern. We build themof 
better material, but are we now to stand still until some other sub- 
stance shall supplant stee) ? Improvements are still going on in the 
application of motive power, but what gentleman here is willing to 
leave our seacoast undefended while he waits for something to super- 
sede steam ? 

Again, guns as offensive weapons, heavy guns for longrange and lighter 
guns for rapid firing at close quarters, must always be in use. Torpe- 
does may and I think will become more effective for some purposes, but 
guns will probably never be superseded. In fact there has, strictly 
speaking, been no revolution in the art of war, simply a development; 
and in the opinion of the best authorities the advance has reached a 
point beyond which the development is not likely to be so rapid as in 
the past. 

Bat if this argument, that we must not build ships and guns and tor- 
pedoes at this time because the future will develop something superior 
to what we know of at present, is good now it will always be good; for 
improvements will continue till human ingenuity shall fail. Washing- 
ton, Adams, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Polk, and Pierce listened to 
no such argument as this. They waited not on other nations, but took 
the lead in developing and improving ships and guns and fortifications. 
They held themselves always in readiness to defend and maintain the 
rights of our fellow-citizens, native and adopted, at home and abroad. 

What American is there who does not remember with pride how in 
1853 the gallant Captain Ingraham saved Martin Kostza from an Aus- 
trian prison? When the liberties of this foreigner, who was not even 
an adopted citizen, but had simply declared his intention to become 
such, were endangered, there was an American ship to offer him refuge 
and the American flag to welcome and protect him. 

It was the old Democratic idea that while a large standing army was 
dangerous to the liberties of the citizen, an efficient navy was the right 
arm of the nation. 

It was its broad policy, its bold aggressiveness, its ever readiness, 
with the will and the means to defend our rights, that attracted to the 
standard of Democracy equally the generous youth of the land and the 
liberty-loving foreigner who sought our shores. If we who belong to 
this grand old party were looking no further than to party advantage, 
the same elements are with us to-day and the same reasons would im- 
pel us to a similar policy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not and ought not to be made a party 
question. I have seen some indications here that there was a disposi- 
tion on the part of a few gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
to put impediments in the way of this bill in order, as it occurred to 
me, that party capital might be made by reason of a failure of the Dem- 
ocratic majority here to answer the demands of the country; but, sir, 
I can not believe that any such motives will actuate gentlemen, now 
that the question is up for consideration. This bill is not for party, 
but for the country—a bill for the ‘‘common defense’’—the great pur- 
pose for which the Union of these States was formed. It is a reason- 
able bill and both sides must be for it. The Republicans have been 
demanding an increase of our naval establishment, they claim to be 
friends of the Navy; and as for Democrats, they certainly will not de- 
sert the traditions of their party. 

I have said, sir, that this bill wasreasonable. It provides for a very 
moderate increase. Our Government has never sought to have the 
largest navy in the world. Our insulated position always gave us ad- 
vantages which rendered this unnecessary; but it was deemed essen- 
tial by the statesmen of the past that we should keep pace with all the 
improvements in maritime warfare, that our ships should be among the 
best that floated, that our guns should be equal to any in the world, 
and that we should demonstrate our capacity rapidly to increase our 
Navy to any required extent. All this we accomplished. 

It is now just thirty years ago since we put in commission four ships 
which with their guns were superior to anything that floated 
Wabash, the Merrimac, the Niagara, and Minnesota. 
went to England and became the sensation of the day. 
ors and merchants and ship-builders crowded her decks. 

The Princeof Wales came down to see the vessel and the guns which 

laimed that America was foremost among nations—not in the num- 
ber, but in the character of her ships and their armament. 

Why should we abandon the policy approved by the statesmen of the 
past? What security have we against the recurrence of war ? 

Our true policy is peace, but a defenseless nation often finds it diffi- 
cult to maintain its neutrality in time of war. It was the violation of 
our rights as a neutral that forced us into the war of 1812. In case of 
war now between Great Britain and any other great maritime power 
our immense carrying trade, most of which is at present in foreign bot- 
toms, would seek our flag, and I ask gentlemen to think—how could 
we protect it without a navy? 


the 
The Wabash 
English sail- 
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Sir, even while I speak there are unsettled questions with Canadian 
fishermen. These questions are not without theirdangers. Toadd to 
the complication the English doubtless feel some offense at the sym- 
pathy shown by Americans for the Irish in their struggle for home rule. 

And it was only last year we had occasion to use our Navy on the 
Isthmus of Panama. Great Britain claims treaty rights and French- 
men have interests there. What if France or England had forbidden 
our interference and war had resulted? Sir, it is not too much to say 
that our Navy would go down before that of France or England or Ger- 
many or Italy in half an hour, like that of China before Admiral 
Courbet. 

War in this age of steam is short, sharp, and terrible. Austria was 
defeated at Sadowa, seventeen days after her emperor had issued his war 
manifesto. Napoleon III surrendered himself with one hundred thou- 
sand men at Sedan within forty-seven days after he had declared war 
against Prussia. 

If a naval descent upon our coast cities were planned it would come 
almost like the lightping. It would be upon us before breakfast. 

Sir, I can not understand gentlemen who shut their eyes upon the 
lessons of experience and philosophize themselves into the belief that 
war will never come again. 

Twenty-six years ago I listened to a great orator theorizing in that 
manner. He was the most eloquent man I ever heard. He stood bya 
cotton bale, which was on end before him, as he spoke. He was argu- 
ing that secession would be peaceable; that there would be no war; that 
Europe could not afford to let the North coerce the South. After dis- 
coursing eloquently upon the distress that would come upon the indus- 
trial world if the supply of cotton should be cut off by a blockade he 
brought his hand down upon it and proclaimed with triumphant em- 
phasis, ‘‘ This cotton bale will command the peace.”’ 

Within four years and a half mighty armies had swept over the spot 
where he spoke, leaving death, desolation, and despair behind them, 
and the great orator had sunk broken-hearted into his grave. 

The old Democratic idea, as expressed by James K. Polk, was that 
our Navy should be increased in proportion ‘‘to the growing interests 
to be protected’’ by it. 

Let us contrast our present expenditures with those made thirty years 
ago for the Navy. 

In 1856 our population was 27,000,000, our exports and imports com- 
bined six hundred and twenty-five millions, and our wealth eleven and 
a half billions of dollars. That was the day of wooden ships and cast- 
iron guns. Our expenditures for the Navy in that year were $14,074,- 
000. And this was not an exceptional expenditure. The appropria- 
tions for the Navy were more than fourteen millions in 1858 and more 
than fourteen millions in 1859 

Now in this day of steel ships and steel guns, incalculably more ex- 
pensive, with a population of 55,000,000, with exports and imports com- 
bined amounting to thirteen hundred and seventy-two millions, and 
wealth equal to $54,000,000,000—in other words, when our population 
has more than doubled, our exports and imports more than doubled, 
and our wealth quintupled, we have just passed in the House a bill ap- 
propriating for the expenses of the Navy less than $13,000,000. 

If we should carry out President Polk’s idea and increase our naval 
establishment in proportion to the magnitude of the interests to be pro- 
tected (and certainly a due proportion of all this increage is in the cities 
on our coast), we should spend on the Navy more than $28,000,000. 
This would give us for the increase of the naval establishment $15, 000, - 
000 per annum. 

Sir, it would be an easy matter to put our Navy back where it be- 
longs, to give it that place among the navies of the world assigned to 
it by the wise statesmanship of the past. We have but to make.mod- 
erate appropriations from an overflowing treasury, avail ourselves of 
the experience of other nations, the results of which are al] at hand, and 
rely on the enterprise and talent of our people. In no other field has 
American genius shone more conspicuous than in fashioning material 
of war. Look back at some of its achievements. 

In 1861 the confederates, almost without workshops, armored the 
Virginia, and hearing of the progress of the work on that vessel, in 
ninety days the Federals built the Monitor to match it. 

The noise of the conflict between these two vessels in Hampton Roads 
reverberated around the world and as the echoes came back to us they 
were mingled with the sound of the hammers that had been set going 
in the workshops of Europe. From these two American inventions 
and from the development of the torpedo by the confederates have come 
the modern ship of wdr and the modern torpedo. The Yankee has 
make the best pistols, the best small-arms, and the best rapid-firing 
guns in the world, the Gatling and the Hotchkiss. And see what we 

ve already accomplished in ordnance here at the navy-yard in Wash- 
ington. We have only justbegun, and yet we are making guns which 
are not copies of, but improvements upon, the best guns in the world. 
The highest velocity ever imparted to a projectile from a 6-inch gun 
was obtained from a piece tested at Annapolis on the 30th of last March. 

If we are ever to undertake the work of rehabilitating our Navy we 
ought to begin it now, in a time of profound peace. Every step ought 
to be taken with great care and deliberation. The modern vessel, like 
the modern gun, is a work of high art. To plan it in detail is a great 
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labor and requires time and patience; to build it requires time and pa- 
tient labor. U 

The act of March 3, 1883, authorized the construction of three cruisers 
and a dispatch boat. These were the first modern vessels ordered by 
Congress. Secretary Chandler began at once to devise them. On the 
28th of April he advertised for offers. The contracts were closed jy 
July, 1883, and the vessels were to be built all within eighteen months. 
and still these ships (the Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin) are 
not completed. ‘They will all, however, be ready for sea before Merch 
next—that is, within four years from the passage of the act authoriz- 
ing them. The $186,000 necessary to their completion is carried in the 
annual appropriation bill. The delays in the construction of these 
ships, those which occurred before the failure of the contractor, re- 
sulted from alteration of plans after the vessels were begun. This has 
been a frequent cause of delay in the construction of such vessels. 

A careful study of the history of recent naval ship-building in Eng. 
land shows that delays in the construction of modern vessels are incy;- 
table. They occur if not in maturing plans, then certainly afterward 
in altering them. The Ravensworth report sets this forth clearly. 

The act of March, 1885, authorized the construction of two more 
cruisers and two gunboats and appropriated for that purpose $1,495,- 
000. With the experience before him gained from the construction of 
the Boston, Chicago, Atlanta, and Dolphin the new Secretary went 
very carefully to work. His purpose has been to perfect plans before 
giving out work. He believes it is better that delaysshould occur he- 
fore than after construction begins, and he hopes by taking great pains 
with plans to avoid the necessity for alterations. It therefore results 
that invitations for proposals have not yet been advertised. Such ad- 
vertisements, however, will Le outin a few days. One of these vessels 
the Secretary proposes to build after the plans of the Nani-wa-kan, a 
4,000-ton cruiser, recently built by an English firm for the Japanese j 
Government. This vessel is the fastest of her class in the world, mak- j 
ing 18.9 knots an hour. It is the last and best result of twenty years 
of costly experience in the building of metal ships in England. The 
Secretary bought from the builder the plans and working drawings all 
complete. 

With one accord American ship-builders and their designers, who have 
examined these plans approve the project, and they believe that, having 
these plans to work from, we will hereafter improve upon them. Util- 
izing information gained from the experience of other nations is pre- 
cisely what we have already done in our Ordnance Bureau, and it is the 
theory upon which the Navy Department has always proceeded—that 
to be abreast of the times we should have accurate knowledge of all 
improvementsabroad. Itis what every engine-builder and ship-builder 
in this country does. Prior to 1882 each bureau in the Navy Depart- 
ment obtained this information for itself. March 23, 1882, Secretary 
Hunt established the office of Naval Intelligence. Secretary Chandler 
continued and fostered it, and Secretary Whitney has still further util- 
ized it. 

I feel sure that the result will vindicate the wisdom of the Secretary’s 
course. 

Your committee does not believe, as I have before said, that we are 
called upon to build a navy equal to that.of England or France. At 
the same time we should not utterly disregard what has been done and 
is doing elsewhere. We do not believe we have yet passed entirely be- 
yond the wisdom of President Polk, who in his first annual message 
December 2, 1845, said: 

Considering an increased naval force, and especially of steam-vessels, corre- 
sponding with our growth and importance as a nation and proportioned to the 
increased and i ng naval power of other nations of vast importance as re- 


gards our safety and the great and aa interests to be protected by it, I rec- 
ommend the subject to the favorabie consideration of Congress. 
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Let us look a moment at the fleets of other nations. Great Brit- 
ain has available, armored and unarmored vessels, including torpedo 
boats and all other classes: 


Ce thi i cata sce 50 

Unarmored........ aaa stead inaee ata inh mntienhaleemlincncanennadediaticunarnensilibantecnsennewse 286 

I s ctibidieccctnariinlbbaiecctiiabitlabidanitiibtisia istvantincerenvinteseseectlasnctianiiailintides TOS 
FRANCE. 

aera die ihliceticncupnidas sae tavcaiinsnséccnncettinbieennecinttiniitnenenncnas B61 


















a puipitienanninten caiieioieia noseieinatl be mvhicnistalnnes aidiareemitidistiaieesancinidsaeavers 138 

DENMARK. ; 

vn pibgesabiasininituipadpoenepenmn tenses REI Redt schiteacncbdaennniend eosenesotene 6 

Unarmored........... nseteniiniesnabiincigniannie pinot 53 

Total.. oes : 59 
NORWAY. 

Armored...... siuienadiesenncatts lis ach taldadeeinasenaginsienaniatcatieronanebndcotniuieucmeeenetiniielia 4 

Unarmored.. dingeueebthnscte cece eesembues 28 


Si idiidinsdhediastanidiiah nb adinndendbshintantonsettonsscotnerstenbeennnancveatescinacsousetececeseces. Sin 
SWEDEN. 

SuIIIIITTAI II itn tascteeetetneebintitiene dincesamasscendeqnanscaesioatdooesstatvansenes meahiieaietin ssigiaaial 14 

Unarmored........ Readahiiepacpaietn eal adele tnennemnedhinemacaatienbneneencguaennieiamall 43 

SNE iiisiicncinnniosctevsscshialneinede iiitiietinbumimnpsetmaieneiee a diailinndatioiiesainaiiecnsiciin 57 
TURKEY. 












BRAZIL, 
Armored.........0c0000s nena litaihitimeiiaitianslinbiiidieades il 
IIIT ETE t EE Eats, Ui tenaccnousentuaenbecetbsoatnnbeatness cocapeecentecbeedunes ceneobennesoeesesete - 2 
i Satih ob anks edubd dba dlatniadcdbundeteccduvendecséibobon stbveevseece 34 
ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 
stl isecincnentcivsngtbinbucesepseccencpabesarenesssunrecudeceete sseubecseseasecteeees 4 
Unarmored.,......0.ccsssssseeeseees mgnoeempenconespecen sea eennempeceten situlinecnanndinah Siataicienbiiiiicheias 20 
ON, cccecstnswsites -_ we 24 
° 
3 
i eliiaslaticectbisvcingveccen sieaiandiliaecaseaunnincianonnnn s scaaielicantiaeianaeatatinieiansdndiimeumonese 5 
HAYTI 
Unarmored gun-vessels........ igvesnehipantiggyereruesi tale einthethideseeibhlinmesieutiswciasanteie 4 
CHILI 
Armored............. sapetnees ails oes eneg 3 
Unarmored...... aonee won jomatnn sien i 7 
Pe eicreresece eotnenion, ecaceess 10 
CHINA, 
CS Sialieetis ie eiheidieatiantaiceieatiattesmeniiienenaniaeenth wtiisiaitinn we 
SIE tnicsnisensncntqerscostmnens Sndbathiemeisuneenatcapenninneiigiann sineeanimnnagmabieenninen outed 46 
JAPAN. 
IE Aavcttstiercccissnvcscpenserceceses ecnsovese dasbenoseovines pencborctatbultibesstbbbetsoesses » @ 
CI aiicistiscearecmpectitaneminesieviventonnenii Iblaibiiesonheyicn penises decilipaian vethesbbeseadtetsiCncet . DS 
I iisichaiinaintidcnsbensiemtidnch ausevlideensteneretomencseconcdseeres pdinpiacsebe silbivetetegéoneie » @ 


This list comprises only those now available for service—not those 
thatare being built nor those unserviceable. And still these nations are 
building other vessels. 

When the committee had decided to recommend a further increase 
the next question was what vessels we should recommend and how 
should we build them. None of us claim to be experts. So we took 
the testimony of ship-builders and naval officers and of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and we consulted the best authorities. The vessels we recom- 
mend the construction of are those in favor of which we found a decided 
preponderance of testimony. I think I may say the committee were 
all agreed as to the class of vessels we should construct. 

Since the bill was reported, finding that the appropriation proposed 
was larger than many members of this House were willing to vote for, 
and that the number of vessels proposed was greater than the House 
seemed disposed to authorize, the committee have empowered me to 
propose a substitute. Every member of the committee agrees, as I un- 
derstand it, that every vessel mentioned in the substitute ought to be 
built; that they all should be constructed in the manner provided in 
the substitute. In other words, we all agree on all that is in the sub- 
stitute, bat the minority think that we should build more vessels. 
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In explanation of the action of the majority I have this to say: We 
have not changed our views. It is, I am sure, the individual opinion 
of each of us that it would have been well to pass the bill as originally 
reported. But we recognize the fact that as a committee we are but 
the organ of the House, and that it is our duty when principle is not 
involved, and the question is one simply of the amount of money to be 
expended on an enterprise, to frame a bill that will accord with the 
sentiment of the House. This we have done willingly and without 
reservation because we most sincerely desire to increase our naval estab- 
lishment. 

I appeal most earnestly to every friend of the Navy on this floor, Dem- 
ocrat and Republican, to every one who really desires to increase the 
Navy, to stand by the committee on these amendments and on this bill. 
Remember that there is not a ship or a boat in the substitute that does 
not have theassent of every member of the committee, Democrat and Re- 
publican. Every one here knows that at this stage of the session and 
in the present temper of the House it will be an easy matter, if mem- 
bers so desire, to defeat the bill by loading it down with amendments. 
I sincerely trust that the friends of the measure will see to it that this 
is notdone. It can be defeated by parliamentary tactics, but the coun- 
try will know who does it. If Democrats defeat it the responsibility 
will beon them. If Republicans do it they must take the responsibil- 
ity. 

“Mr. Chairman, I shall not take time here to repeat what is said in 
the report in explanation of the class of ships we recommend. But 
in view of what was said by the gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. 

10FF] about the monitors of which we recommend the completion, I 
beg the indulgence of the House while I speak briefly to that point. 

For myself I am free to say I began the investigation of the question 
what to do with these monitors with a prejudice against them. They 
had been begun as I believed without authority of law, and nearly $5,- 
000,000 had been expended on them altogether. But we wereall deter- 
mined to do what was best and cheapest for the Government if we could 
ascertain it, and we concluded that as so much money had been expended 
upon them andas they would make effective coast-defense vessels when 
clad with modern armor, it was best tocomplete them. Wedid not con- 
clude they would be the “* finest of their class,’’ as the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] stated in his speech on the naval appropri- 
ation bill. Here is what the gentleman said: 


Now, these much-abused vessels, these double-turreted monitors, the con- 
struction of which was commenced in 1874 and has been dragging along from 
that time to this with occasionally a small appropriation, and often none—these 
ships are to-day conceded by Secretary Whitney and the officers of the Navy 
Department to be the best ships of their class in the werld, The Secretary of 
the Navy in his testimony before the Naval Committee co.:cedes that these ves- 
sels, which have been thus shamefully treated for years, and referred to as 
worthless, as not fit to finish, are the finest of their class. 


The gentleman is mistaken and must have quoted from memory. 
What the Secretary did say was as follows: 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
Q. Give us your opinion as to whether this Congress oughi to appropriate 
money to complete these monitors. 
A. It would be my opinion that they ought. It was not my opinion origi- 
I think there has been considerable 
prejudice against these ships. They have been taken up piecemeal and carried 
on by little contracts and drawn on through a great many years, and I don’t 
think perhaps in a business-like way. I think there is some prejudice against 
them from that. When you think what we have spent on those ships 
By Mr. HARMER: 


Q. You base your opinion upon what their usefulness would be to the Navy? 

A. Yes,sir. We have already spent nearly $5,000,000, and they require about 
four million two hundred and odd thousand to complete. So,of course, it is 
not as if it were an original question, 





By Mr. Norwoop: 

Q. How many ships? 

A. Five. AsI have said,the Miantonomoh is nearly completed. She only 
requires about $200,000, and that entirely for her armament. I don’tsuppose for 
the expenditure of $4,000,000 you could expect to get the same amount of fight- 
ing qualities anyway other than by completing those ships, and that I suppose 
is about what the question is just now. 

By Mr. Tuomas: 


Q. Before you leave the Miantonomoh I would like to ask you if you have 
made a personal examination of these vessels, especially the Puritan. 

A. No; I have not. 

Q. You have examined the Miantonomoh? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For the purposes for which they are intended, do you not regard them, if 
completed according to your proposed plan, as first-class vessels ? 

A. I suppose they would be quite formidable vessels. 

Q. Would be successful vessels, as far as one can judge now, for coast and 
harbor defense? 

A. I should suppose so. 


So here we see that the Secretary was distinctly invited by Mr. 
Thomas to say they would be “ first-class vessels’? and that he dis- 
tinctly refused to say so, but answered, ‘‘I suppose they would be 
quite formidable vessels.’’ 

The views of the Secretary were shared by the majority of the com- 
mittee. We recommend the completion of these monitors, not as an 
original question but because we believe that they will be quite formi- 
dable and effective coasi-detense vessels. We may believe they were 
begun without authority of law, but we can not now remedy that. 
Neither is it profitable to discuss the question whether the work was 
extravagantlydone. Nearly $5,000,000 have been ex pended upon them. 
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Wethink it economy tocomplete them. They will present a small sur- 
face asa target, they are admirable gun-platforms, and will carry heavy 
uns. 

. The turret system is still in favor. The British are now building 
two turreted ships, the Nile and the Trafalgar, but the turrets are dif- 
ferent from those of our monitors, and in many other respects they are 
on widely different principles. We could never recommend, and not 
a single person that I know of has proposed, we should build new ves- 
sels like these monitors. But the overwhelming sentiment of naval 
officers is that as they are started it is economy to complete them; and 
such is the opinion of the naval boards which have examined them. 
There is one vessel in the substitute which was not in the original bill— 
the pneumatic torpedo cruiser. This is not explained in the report, 
and it is too important for me to passit by. The inventor of the pneu- 
matic gun seems to have solyed the problem of projecting a dynamite 
bomb froma gun. It is done by using instead of powder compressed 
air as the motive power. The explosive shock from powder explodes 
the dynamite in the gun, and therefore powder can not be successfully 
used to propel bombs containing large charges of dynamite. 

The pneumatic gun overcomes this difficulty, and the contractor guar- 
antees to throw 200 pounds of dynamite at least a mile. The radius 
of destruction of such a bomb is claimed to be about 33 feet; that is, 
it is claimed that such a bomb exploding in the water within 33 feet 
of a vessel will destroy it. It is also claimed that compressed air is a 
more uniform motive power than powder; that the bomb thus thrown 
is superior to and cheaper than the Whitehead or any other torpedo, 
and the company guarantees that the boat it is to construct will make 
20 knots per hour. 

If these claims be well founded, and they seem to be, this pneumatic 
gun will becomea leading feature in coast defenses. But itis believed 
that nothing will ever supersede entirely the necessity of having ships 
and gnns fora navy. The substitute we offer for the bill carries only 
$3,500,000. It must be remembered that to plan and construct the 
vessels we propose will require nearly or quite four years. So that in 














































inches of not less than 25 per cent." Experience derived from the constr),,.:., 
of the Chicago and other vessels recently provided for shows there wi)! }. ,,, 
difficulty in procuring such steel, and that the competition therefor is like|y ; , 
be considerable. Should there be any combination, however, in this or iy, ,,,. 
other matter against the Government, such a contingency is amply met }), ;)” 
provision in section 6 of the bill, giving the Secretary of the Navy powe,; 
reject any or all bids made under the provisions” of the act. 

he tests of tensile strength and elongation provided in section 2 are 4 });,), 
higher than those in use by the English, but will probably secure a}yo);; ;) 
same quality of steel. 

In section 4 of the bill it is provided that the armor used in constructi;,.. ;), 
armored vessels provided for, and in completing the monitors, shall be of (),; },,., 
obtainable quality and of domestic manufacture, provided contracts for furn is); 
it in a reasonable time, at.a reasonable , and of the required quality can be me. 
with responsible parties; otherwise the Secretary may import it. The arm.- 
heretofore used in completing the Miantonomoh was imported. It is hop. 
however, that in view of the very considerable quantity of armor require, 
carry out the purposes of this bill, responsible American firms may be indy...; 
to enter upon the work of making such armor as shall be needed. It is we) 
known that such ie the wish of the present Secretary of the Navy, whio js 
vested with large discretion by this and other sections of the bill. ' 

Your committee have not considered it prudent, in view of the fact t): 
such armor is now made in this country, to limit the Secretary in this m 
absolutely to the American market. This would be to place the Governmey: 
in the hands of those who mightbid. We feel quite confident that if the Goyern. 
ment, by the passage of the bill reported, shall enter upon the work of cr 
a respectable navy, holding out all the time such inducements to make a:;),-. 
plates as are provided in this bill, the needed workshops will grow up a\»; 
with the Navy. Itis matter of history that all such great establishments .. 
Whitworth’s and Armstrong & Co.’s, in England; Schneider's, at Le Cre 20: 
in France, and Krupp’s,in Germany, have been creatures of gradual growt) 
We hope to see such establishments in the United States at no distant day 
Their existence is essential to our complete and perfect security. But th 
tempt to create such an establishment suddenly might prove to the Governn, 

a costly experiment. 

As an instance of natural growth in this direction, we cite the Midvale St: 
Works, in Philadelphia. ese works made, first, steel for 6-inch guns equa! in 

uality tothe best English article. Next they produced steel for8-inch, and now 
they will soon, it is believed, manufacture forgi for the construction of | 
guns. Side by side with, and as part of, this development, the Govern 
shops in the navy-yard at Washington have progressed with the manufact 
guns, using steel imported from Whitworth’s, in England when necessary, 411 
that made at the Midvale Works when obtainable. In like manner your com- 
mittee confidently hope that using competition as an aid and not in hindra 
the arts of forging heavy steel and of building gunsand shipsof war wil), un‘ 
the policy indicated in the bill of your committee, develop in America sid 


t 


estimating the cost of the vessels included in our proposed bill we 
must divide the appropriations into four parts. The limit to the final 
cost of the vessels the substitute carries is as follows: 


First : Two sea-going armored vessels, to cost not more than $2,500,000 

each 
Second, One protected double-bottom cruiser... . 
Third. One first-class torpedo boat...............:cccsscerssssesssseessensecceseseneennes 
Fourth. For the completion of the Puritan, Amphitrite, Monadnock, 

SE POCO ciiventncciteinnae ES a SN 
Fifth. One dynamite pneumatic Cruiser............:..sesesseveseseeseeerececess cones 350, 000 


Preset BAR. ...nvecssccecesceqrecwepeneceveqnpertremulibousempaneapemnerseerunbeinetngey TE 
Add for the four vessels, under act of 1885, necessary to complete....... 1, 100, 000 
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Total necessary for vessels under both acts...........0..0c+ssseseseeseees - 11, 228,046 


The estimate of the chief of the Bureau of Ordnance for the arma- 
ment of all the vessels in the bill, for the Miantonomoh, for which no 
armament has been provided, and for the four vessels under the act or 
1885, likewise without any appropriation for armament, is as follows. 


Vessels authorized by act of March 3, 1895: 





One cruiser (type of the Naniwa-kan)............ccess<...sssscesssesresecseeevenes $380, 000 
One cruiser, ordinary type, between 3,000 and 5,000 tons..................ss0+« 315, 000 
One gunboat, b, FED CRIA, .ccscsstenctcnesassncinecsacecsivisiinsictseseusbeniains 190, 000 
One grant, BBD ORB eee cnnnerementitnesemmsitncittiinnininiitiniimngiin 90, 000 


The vessels now proposed: 


Twoarmored vessels carryingeach four 10-inch andseven6-inch guns.. 1, 236, 7) 
One large cruiser (say 6,000 tons) carrying four 10-inch and twelve 6- 
inch guns..... ..... o> pasceeocée 625, 000 


Dynamite gunboat, secondary battery only, no torpedoes... 
Five monitors, including the Puritan..................ccccsssesssse 





4, 634, 300 


This includes main and secondary batteries, torpedo outfits, search- 
lights, defense-nets, and equipments complete. 

Adding together the estimates required to complete all the ships I 
have mentioned and all their armaments and we have the sum of 
$15,862,346 to be spent in four years, which is less than four millions 
per annum. This is a liberal and an outside estimate, for the reason 
that if we pass this bill we shall allow our old ships to drop out. We 
will spend on them less money for repairs, and the annual appropria- 
tion bill, excepting out of it the items here estimated, would be less 
than thirteen millions. But counting it at thirteen millions and add- 
ing the four millions each year, the annual appropriations for all pur- 
poses of the Navy need not exceed seventeen millions. Even if we add, 
to be spent during these four years, one million for _ and another 
for torpedoes, our annual bill for four years would be only seventeen 
and one-half millions. The appropriation for 1876, ten years ago, was 
$18, 963,309.82—in round numbers, nineteen millions. With one and 
a half millions less per annum we can in four years complete all the 
ships in this bill and all nowauthorized. For ten years prior to 1877, 
including that year, the appropriations averaged twenty-one millions. 

As to the material of which we propose to construct these ships and 
how we shall procure it, I can not do better than to read from the re- 
port of the committee: 


It will be seen that we propose in section 2 of the bill herewith reported that 
all the vessels “‘shall be buiit of steel of domestic manufacture, having a tensile 
strength of not less than 60,000 pounds per square inch and an elongation in 8 


Total for all vessels authorized, including those in this bill....... 








side, and that in a few years we shall have that feeling of national securi: 


which can only resu!t from the conscious ability to beat back all invad: rs 
whether they come by land or sea. 


I will also read from the report as to 


HOW THE SHIPS SHALL BE BUILT. 


Another question your committee have considered with great care, wa: 
whether the ships provided for in the bill should be built by contract or in th« 
Government yards. There seems to be no serious question as to having all re- 
pairs done in Government workshops. The difficulty of defining and valuing 
the work to be performed renders the contract system so impracticable that a)! 
important naval powers have repairs and refits done in their own shops. Some 
as England, even establish government workshops in theircolonies. The plant 
necessary for repairs and refits is almost, if not quite, sufficient for the construc- 
tion of vessels; and navy-yards and docks are certainiy in better condition t 
do such work when also engaged in construction. 

The bill reported, therefore, provides that one or more of the new vessels « 
templated by tlie bill shall be constructed in one or more of the navy-yards 
the United States. Power is also given to the Secretary to build or complete 
Government workshops all the vessels included in the bill, in case it shall be- 
come apparent to him that contractors have made a combination against 1! 
Government. This provision will, it is believed, operate as a security for the G 
ernment, and will at the same time result in having most of our naval vessels proc: 
by contract. The weight of evidence is that contract ships are cheaper; but the: 
is some very strong testimony tending to show that Government-built ships ai 
better. 

In a table recently prepared by Maj. W. A. Jones, Engineer Corps, Unite: 
States Army, it appears that the annual cost of repairs per ton of hull of Britis 
naval vessels built by contract is £1.2 per annum, and of vessels built in t 
Government dock-yards the cost is £0.08; butthe report of a special mixed cor- 
mittee appointed by the English admiralty in 1884, to inquire into the building 
and repair of ships, known as the Ravensworth committee, recites that the 
unanimous testimony of witnesses was that the quality of contract work in the 
construction of ships “‘as performed under admiralty supervision” was ‘in 
no way inferior to that performed in the dock-yards.”’ Ships have heretofore 
been built in England, almost in equal numbers, by contract and in the Govern- 
ment dock-yards. This committee also found that it was ‘‘ expedient to extend 
the practice of building ships of war by contract.” ; 

One of the desirable results to follow from this policy, with us, will be (he 
encouragement of private building of naval vessels, and the consequent m1|ti- 
plication of the means of rapidly increasing our naval strength in case of nec. 


I read now another extract from the report, showing that as the r- 
sponsibility is with the Executive Department, and as we desire to 
utilize all the mechanical genius of the country, we have given the 


Secretary a discretionary power over contracts: 
The general policy pursued in framing the bill reported by the committee ha; 
been to leave a Gonsknees of discretionary power in the of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, who will thus be held responsible for results. One leading 
to this policy is that changes in the mode of constructing; 
vessels, engines, ordnance are siill occurring, and it is desirable not to e1- 
barrass the Executive Department of the Government by unwise restrictions. 
We think it better to leave it free to select what may seem at the moment to be 
oe eee t bill is a departure from precedent. Instead of 
n another a ure P hs 0 
nn nreests for vessels or engines the Secretary shou!'! 
or “full and complete detail 


drawings and specifications 
a hacheed caida hn chels havepeethed on e 


drawingsand spec'- 


fications,”’ thus lea’ power to with such details as it may be 
impracticable to req To what extent detail drawings and specifications 
should be required has been a mu point in the construction of modern 

has been contended before us that it was ble to furnish full and 
complete detail Cnwinep oot of either vessels or en- 
gines, and the practice 


the English Government has been cited. There it hs 
detail and drawings. 
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the report of the Hawley committee, that, though the admiralty contract for 
the specifications in an English contract for engines are quite minute. 
The Ravensworth committee say on this point as to ships: | : 

“It has been represented to the committee by several witnesses that the in- 
complete and meager character of the specifications furnished by the admiralty 
to contractors not only increases the time during which ships are under con- 
struction, but also materially enhances the cost of the work,the contractors 
being under the necessity of framing their estimate without possessing full 
knowledge of the extent and details of the work they may be called upon to 
perform. The contractors, in conjunction with the admiralty, ought, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, to complete the specifications and designs, so that the 

lans may be.as far as possible agreed upon before the work is commenced. 

his opinion is strengthened by the evidence submitted that, in the case of sev- 
eral ships of war which have been recently built in this country for foreign 
powers, specifiations and drawings have been so prepared as to enable the ves- 
sel to be completed without important changes and in a reasonable time.”” 

The considerations urged in this extract,as well as others which will readily 
oceur, render it very desirable that the Secretary of the Navy should always 
have drawings and specifications as minute and specific as practicable. This 
the committee does not doubt will be done. 

The latitude allowed by the proposed bill to constructors of engines permits 
the Government to utilize all the constructive genius of the country. The bill 
further purposes to have all our engines constructed by contract. Americans 
have had comparatively little experience in the construction of naval engines. 
In many other classes of engines we excel the world, and it is hoped that bythe 
adoption of the policy of this bill we shall soon build the best naval engines 
afloat. It will be observed that inthis as in other res the bill arms the Sec- 
retary with a check upon contractors. It provides that in case he can not con- 
tract at fair prices he may construct the engines in Government workshops. 


And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, permit me to say a few words 
about the personnel of our Navy; for the bravest ships that ever stood 
out to sea are worthless unless manned by brave offieers and brave 
men. 

There are in history no brighter pages than those which record the 
deeds of our naval heroes. There is not a generous youth in all the 
land who does not warm with emotion and aspire to great deeds as he 
reads of Paul Jones during the war of the Revolution lashing his vessel, 
inferior in force, alongside the British Serapis, and winning victory 
with a sinking vessel; of Preble in the war with Tripoli, and of Perry 
and Hull and Macdonongh and Lawrence in the war of 1812. 

And look at our civil war—at Federals and Confederates—Americans 
all. There was Catesby Jones in the Merrimac at Hampton Roads; 
Buchanan on the Tennessee in Mobile Bay; Brooke, who designed the 




















Mr. HERBERT. I have been unfortunate if I have not already ex- 
plained it satisfactorily. I said that the bill itself carried $10, 124,046, 
that it would require about four years to plan and complete these ves 
sels, and that that amount had to be divided into four annual appro- 
priations. Then I added the other things necessary to arm the vessels, 
to provide docks, &c., and stated that the appropriations would be 
about four millionsa year. In the substitate, the appropriation is only 
three and a half millions. This simply begins the work. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I wish he would 
explain one other point before hesitsdown. DolI understand that the 
bill authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to construct all of these ves- 
sels in the navy-yards of the United States? 

Mr. HERBERT. I will answer that question after we have limited 
debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like a definite answer on that point now. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill itself answers the question 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, in very plain terms—in section 5. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Then the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 
construct all these vessels in the navy-yards, if he so desires. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, ifheso desires; but the bill contemplates that 
he wiil not do so—at least, will not construct more than one in a navy- 
yard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nevertheless he is authorized, in his discretion, to 
construct all in the navy-yards. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Now, I desire that the Committee of the Whole rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate. I will ask my friends on the other side who are upon 
the committee whether we can agree upon a half-hour more of general 
debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like very much tolimitthe debate. Iam 
satisfied that all of us at least who are on the committee desire to get 
through with this bill. 

Mr. BUCK. The gentleman has already taken twenty minutes 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam willing to deduct that from our share of the 
debate after debate is limited. 


great ironclad; Hunter Davidson constructing torpedoes; Maflit, witha Mr. BOUTELLE. What does the gentleman propose as the limita 
genius born of audacity, running the blockade in open day in the pres- | tion of debate? 
ence of a hostile fleet whose officers could not believe, until the feat was Mr. HERBERT. I propose half an hour more of general debate, 


almost accomplished, that an enemy would dare to attempt it; and there 
was Waddell in the Shenandoah, and Semmes, bold rover of the seas, 
who developed that branch of warfare inaugurated by the United States 
in the war of 1812, and whose wonderful career was cut short only when 
those two American game-cocks met—the Alabama and the Kearsarge. 
All these were officers trained in the American Navy. 

And on the Union side there were the passage of the batteries at 
Vicksburg, the capture of the forts on the Mississippi, the exploits of 
the fleet at Fort Fisher, and many other engagements in which officers 
and men distinguished themselves by their gallantry. ‘There was Por- 
ter, bold, indefatigable, fertile in expedient; John Rodgers, chivalrous 
and cultivated; Jouett, full of dash and courage; and Dupont and 
Truxton and Farragut; and there were Worden and his men, whose 
courage in trusting themselves to go down in the untried Monitor and 
out tosea, while the waves dashed over it, even surpassed if possible the 
gallantry with which they fought that vessel when it was in that great 
contest with the Merrimac. All these are but representatives of gal- 
lant veterans whose names even I have not time to call. Those who 
won the greatest names in those days that tried men’s souls have most 
of them passed away; but many of their gallant comrades are with us, 
still in the prime of life. And as our old veterans drop away, young 
men replace them—young men gathered together as boys from the 
North and the South, the East and the West—young men worthy to 
share in the glorious memories of the past, and given, in order to fit 
them for the demands of the future, a still higher culture than their 

rs. 

These constitute the personnel of our Navy. Give them the guns and 
the ships—the matériel of war—and they will protect the honor and the 
rights of this nation on the high seas as securely as the millions of citi- 
zen soldiers, ready to spring to arms, like the clansmen of Rhoderick 
Dhu, at thesound of the bugle, would defend us from assaults by land. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question before he sits down? I do not understand from the remarks 
of the gentleman which I have heard just what amount he desires 
to have appropriated. ‘The bill shows an aggregate appropriation of 
$3,500,000, but the items contained in it added together make much 
more than that. I wish the gentleman would state to the committee 
just how much he desires to have appropriated under this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. Three millions and a half. 

Mr. McCREARY. The bill covers much more than that. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the gentleman has not seen the substitute. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have the substitute in my hand. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, thesubstitute on its face purports to appro- 
priate only three and a half millions. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand that; but in the body of the bill 
appropriations are made which go much beyond three and a half mill- 
ions. I wish the gentleman would explain that. 


and will deduct from my part of that the twenty minutes, or not quit 
twenty minutes, which I have already occupied. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me this is a prop- 
osition on which there should be an opportunity for more debate than 
the gentleman indicates. 

Mr. HERBERT. There will be opportunity for debate under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The committee has spent eight months on this 
subject, and it is a very remarkable proposition that it should now be 
disposed of here without any opportunity to discussitatall. I cer 
tainly desire to make some observations in regard to this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is all very true; but I suggest to my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. BOUTELLE] thatit is very apparent this 
is the only day we shall have, and that insisting on debate kills the 
bill, which I am satisfied he does not want to do. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I certainly have no desire to kill the bill. On 
the contrary, if proper time be allowed for discussion I propose to show 
the House that I not only do not propose to kill the bill, but desire to 
give you a great deal more bill than you seem to want. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; thatiswhatIunderstand. I think, how 
ever, that we ought to be able to get along with half an hour more of 
general debate. I will give the other side twenty-five minut nd 
occupy only the concluding five minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are two or three gentlemen on this side 
who desire to speak on this question. 

Mr. McADOO. There are three or four gentlemen on this side also 
who desire to make speeches, but they are afraid a prolonged debate 
might imperil the bill, and they are not going to speak. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is now only quarter before 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know; but dilatory motions may be made. 
Would not the gentleman be satisfied -——- 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Whatother business is there to supervene to-day ? 

Several MemBers. Oh, lots of it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know anything that will necessarily in- 
terfere with this biil to-day; but the bill is subject to amegdment and 
diseussion under the five-minute rule, which will occupy considerable 
time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Do you propose not to allow any general dis- 
cussion ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I propose that half an hour be allowed, all of which 
can be oceupied on the other side except five minutes, which I will oc- 
cupy myself. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It seems to me that is preposterous. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman from Maine, who knows all about 
the rules of this House, will reflect for a moment, I think he will see 
that to insist on a longer time for general debate will endanger the pas- 
sage of the bill, and the gentleman certainly does not want to do that. 
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to supply the deficiency in what the Chief Magistrate of the country 
declares to have become ‘‘a shabby ornament to the Government.”’ 

We are asked to say to the people of this country that the Govern- 
ment does not need the ships that the Naval Committee in March said 
we ought to have. Weare asked to-day to proclaim to the people that 
there is no need for the defense which only a few months ago we were 
urging as essential to the maintenance of the dignity and safety of our 
Government. We are asked to take up here and pass at the very heel 
of the session, as a lame and impotent conclusion of all the grand fan- 
fironade of what the Democracy were going to do for the Navy, a sub- 
stitute for the original measure, so hacked and slashed and emasculated 
that its parent would not recognize the offspring in its present guise. 

Now, why, Mr. Chairman—why this change of front? I desire, so 
far a8 I am personally concerned and on behalf of my colleagues of the 
Republican minority, to divest myself and them of every vestige of re- 
sponsibility for this change in the attitude of the committee upon this 

t question. Why is it that we are considering here to-day a sub- 
stitute bill appropriating $3,500,000 i: place of the bill appropriating 
$6,425,000 ? 

Why is it that the three hundred 1.74 twenty-five Representatives of 
the American people have not been permitted to take up this carefully 
formulated bill of the Naval Committee and express in regard to its 
provisions their assent or dissent, according to their convictions? How 
is it that the committee’s original bill has not been brought up here 
for discussion and amendment? Why, Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that the reason is because the Democrats in this House, distrustful of 
themselves in open legislation, fearful of what they might do if left to 
their untrammeled course, have delegated the entire power to control 
the legislation of this body to three distinguished members of the Dem- 
—_t and that those three eminent gentlemen, for all of whom 
pe ly I entertain avery high degree of respect, have been in- 
vested by the Democratic caucus with dictatorial power, have been set 
up as a triumvirate who can say in effect to a committee of this House: 
“You shall not be permitted to bring your messure before the Repre- 
sentatives of the people to be acted upon; you shall not be permitted 
to test the sense of the House upon the proposition that you have for- 
mulated. We know that the Naval Committee, with practical una- 
nimity, has declared that $6,000,000 ought to be appropriated and cer- 
tain vessels ought to be built; that there is a very general opinion 
afloat that something in that direction ought to be done at this time; 
but we will not permit you to take the expression of the House upon 
your proposition; we will not let you take up your own bill; we will 
say to you what you shall submit, and unless you consent to have your 
bill cut and carved according to our notions you shall not bring it be- 
fore the tatives in Congress.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, oflowa. Thissubstitute appears to be proposed 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs? / 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have undertaken to state, Mr. Chairman, that 
while this substitute comes here practically with a proclamation that it 
represents the second thought of the Naval Committee and is indorsed, 
as I understand, by a majority of that committee, I reserved for my- 
self the right to express the dissent of the minority upon that subject, 
and I am endeavoring now to show that the Republican members of 
that Naval Committee are in no way responsible for this emasculating 
process, 

Mr. SAYERS. May I ask the gentleman from Maine a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the only difference between yourself and the 
Democratic majority of the committee as to the number of vessels rather 
than as to the organism of the bill? Is not that the difference? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My friend from Texas [Mr. SAvERs] asks me if 
the only difference between the committee and myself is not as to the 
number of ships rather than as to the organism of the bill. As the bill 
is simply a proposition to build ships, the difference in the number of 
ships to be built strikes me as a very important element in the matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not that the only difference between yourself and 
the majority of the committee, that you want more ships built and the 
majority of the committee think it advisable under the circumstances 
ore for the building of the number indicated in the substitute 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I have been exceedingly unfortunate, Mr. Chair- 
man, in my endeavor to explain my views if I have failed to make it 
clear that that is exactly what I have been talking about. I have stated 
heretofore that there are some minor features of the original bill upon 
which I desired to indulge in some criticism and to which I would pos- 
sibly have offered some amendment, but I say that upon the general 
proposition that we need a navy, that we need it now, that the people 
are able and willing to construct it, and that we ought to begin its con- 
struction to-day, the Republican members of that committee have ut- 

their voices and given their votes with no uncertain purpose. 
what I am complaining of is that our Naval Committee, after re- 
ing to the House an appropriation of $6,425,000 to build and com- 
ete a certain number of ships, should now turn about and come be- 
the House with bated breath, without a whisper of support for 
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their original proposition, but practically saying that they made a great 
mistake, that we ought not to appropriate six millions of dollars; that 
we ought not to build these ships which a few months ago they said 
were necessary; and that they think on the whole that about all the 
United States can afford this year is to appropriate $3,500,000 for the 
Navy, or about one-half of the amount in the original bill. Mr. Chair- 
man, if the great effort on behalf of the construction of a Democratic 
Navy was so soon to be done for, we might well ask ‘‘ what on earth it 
was begun for?’’ 

But I was adverting to the manner in which this measure comes be- 
fore the House, to the peculiarly undemocratic and unrepresentative 
manner in whichitappears here. I have no right to speak for the ma- 
jority of the committee. I have noright to say that the majority have 
not been thoroughly converted from the views they expressed last month; 
but yet Ihave a conviction, based upon the bill which they did formu- 
late, that there has been a time within a few months when they thought 
the Government of the United States ought to do something more to- 
ward building up its Navy than appropriate $3,500,000, and I want to 
put the responsibility for the change of base just where it belongs. I 
do not want my Democratic friends to bear one ounce of responsibility 
that is not justly placed upon them, for we all know they are heavily 
enough handicapped already; but there is no propriety or justice or 
reason, under the conditions that exist to-day, when the Democrats of 
the House have had full control of this subject, with a Democratic Sec- 
retary of the Navy behind them and a Republican minority to re-enforce 
them—if they utterly and abjectly fail to come up to the measure of 
public expectation, there is no reason why they should be permitted to 
share the responsibility with those who are not justly chargeable with 
it. My understanding is that the reason why we are to-day consider- 
ing this emasculated and unsatisfactory substitute for the original bill 
is that organized Democracy in its concrete form—the tripartite Ex- 
ecutive of the Democratic party—has put its mailed hand upon the bill 
of the committee and said, ‘‘Gentlemen, you shall not add $6,000,000 
to the appropriations in the off-year before the Congressional elections, 
Wait until another year; not this session, some other session. Unless 
you permit us to run a pencil through one-half of the appropriations 
in this bill, starting out with a ‘horizontal reduction’ of one-half of 
its total and then indicating the particular portions that we want elim- 
inated, you shall not consider the bill at ali.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe if it is wise for us to do anything 
toward building up the Navy, that after these eight months of incu- 
bation we ought to make at least a respectable addition to our ships of 
war. Everybody familiar with the subject understands that this mat- 
ter of building ships is not one that can be accomplished in a moment. 
The authorization has got to antedate by a long time the completion 
of the vessels. I understand that it requires at least three years to com- 
plete the ordnance for one of these ships, and if we are to have a mod- 
ern navy, if we are to fulfill the pledge, the promise, the boast of the 
Democratic party that it is going to rehabilitate the Navy during the 
Democratic administration of the Government, I certaixiy think the 
gentlemen on the other side have reason to ‘‘ hurry up their cakes,’’ 
for, according to the present outlook, Democratic administration in this 
country does not promise to be sufficiently protracted to warrant the 
belief that they will succeed in rehabilitating the Navy at the rate of 
$3,500,000 a year. [Laughter. } 

i want to show in brief and without going into details some of the 
changes that have been made from the original bill. 

The first clause of the substitute provides, as the former bill did, for 
two sea-going double-bottomed armored vessels of about 6,000 tons dis- 
placement, to cost, excluding armament, not more than $2,500,000 each. 
But in the original bill $1,250,000 is specifically appropriated toward 
the construction of these vessels, while in the substitute no specific ap- 
propriation is made. 

The second paragraph of the original bill provided for three protected 
double-bottomed cruisers from 3,500 to 5,000 tons, to cost in aggregate 
not exceeding $4,000,000, and appropriated $1,100,400 toward their 
construction. The Naval Committee, under the tutelage of those dis- 
tinguished marine architects, the gentlemen composing the Democratic 
‘* steering committee ’’ 

Mr. FINDLAY. Being ‘‘steerers,’’ they ought to know something 
about ships. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Possibly. The Naval Committee, Mr. Chairman, 
after consultation with those distinguished gentlemen, have come to the 
conclusion that, on the whole, we need only one double-bottomed pro- 
tected cruiser, and they have cut down the appropriation accordingly. 
The original bill provided for four first-class torpedo boats—and on this 
matter of torpedo boats we had volumes of testimony as to the impor- 
tance of that arm of the service and the immediate necessity of strengt- 
ening it as an intermediary mode of defense pending the time when we 
shall have some ships—the Naval Committee have reconsidered that 
and haveconcluded that, on the whole, a nation with only 3,000 or 4,000 
miles of seacoast does not really need three or four first-class torpedo 
boats, but that one will answer every purpose. 

The original bill provided for one torpedo cruiser; and that has been 
stricken out. The original bill provided—and I understood at the time 
that the provisions were made upon the recommendation of the experts 
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of the Navy Department—for the completion of the monitors, with a 
specific appropriation indicated foreach. For some reason—possibly a 
good one, but involving a mistake either in the first bill or the present— 
the specific appropriation to the different vessels of the sum required 
to complete them has been stricken out, and the appropriation left in 
block to be applied to the completion of the monitors as the Secretary 
of the Navy may see fit. 

Mr. SAYERS. Youdo not complain of the amount appropriated 
for the purpose, do you? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This was the original amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. You donot complain of the appropriation? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was heartily in favor of it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Is it understood that the three million and a half 
of dollars appropriated by this bill is to be spread all over these differ- 
ent vessels the construction of which is provided for in the bill ? 

Mr. BUCK. It can be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam not sure that I understand the question of 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Here, for instance, the first paragraph provides for 
‘‘ two sea-going double-bottomed armored vessels;’’ second para- 
graph provides for ‘‘one protected double-bottomed cruiser;’’ then 
there is a torpedo boat; in addition to that provision is made for the 
completion of the monitors Puritan, Amphitrite, Monadnock, and 
Terror; then there is provision made for armament, and the total 
amount appropriated in the bill is three and a half million of dollars. 
Is that amount to be spread all over these different vessels? That is 
what I understand. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand that these various vessels contem- 
plated by the bill are provided for at a limited cost, but that the ap- 
propriation here made is considerably under the . Wedo 
not in this bill or in the substitute appropriate for the entire cost of 
these vessels, 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
the expense. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the estimate of the Department for the 
completion of the monitors; it was always so understood. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We are not speaking aboutthat particular item. 
Let us have this matter understood. The gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. FINDLAY] wants to know whether the $3,500,000 appropriated 
by this substitute is to cover the construction of all the vessels pro- 
vided for or authorized by it. I understand not. I understand that 
this appropriation of three and a half million dollars is an appropria- 
tion on account. 

Mr. HERBERT. On account. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have you made an estimate of the entire cost? 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘Ten million five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HERBERT. The entire work contemplated by the bill carries 
an expense of $10,000,000 and a little over. 

Mr. SAYERS. About $10,600,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman states that the provisions of this 
substitute, when entirely carried ont according to the present es/imates, 
would involve an expenditure of something over $10,500,000. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But this bill appropriates only about three and a 
half million dollars. 

Mr. HERBERT. Because it will take over three years to do the 
work. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exactly. Threeand a half million dollars is ap- 
propriated in this bill toward operations which are to carry an ex- 
penditure of $10,500,000. Now, I do not know why that is done; I 
suppose, of course, there is a good reason for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘The reason is that the amount appropriated in this 
bill is all that can be advantageously expended during the coming 


year. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose one good reason is that there are exi- 
gencies which require that the aggregate of appropriations should ap- 
pear small upon given ns. 

Mr. McADOO. Has it not always been the custom—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. During my brief experience in Congress I think 
it has been. I believe appropriations have very largely been conducted 
upon the principle that the first thing to be considered was to make the 
expenditure appear as small as possible before the people. 

Mr. McADOO. Has not Congress frequently provided for the build- 
ing of a vessel without appropriating anything at the time, the object 

Congress 





The appropriation would not meet one-fourth of 


being that the work should be started, and that should make 
the appropriation afterward ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That isaverypoorwaytodo. ButI will answer 
the gentleman’s question i y- His-statement is true; but no 
better illustration of the fallacy of that sort of proceeding could be 
presented than the condition in which we found ourselves during the 
last Congress. Gentlemen who are now present will recollect that at 
the close of the last Congress, having failed in our efforts to get an ap- 
propriation for the Navy, we were only enabled finally to ao 
for building the vessels for which designs are now in course 
tion by hunting up a law which had been passed ata previous 
a for building certain ships, but making no appropriation what- 
ever. If that law under which these cruisers are now being designed 
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the vessels rested upon the statutes until in the hours of the las: 
Congress the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Talbott—and I am g}a,;, 
give him the credit for it—by dint of i t effort succeeded, by a; 
of Republican votes, in getting an appropriation based upon that author. 
ization for those vessels. 

Mr. HEWITT. Will the genileman yield to me? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT. What provision for those two vessels was wade iy 
the Forty-seventh Congress, which was a Republican Congress’ » 
appropriation was made by that Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not know what Congress it was. 

Mr. HEWITT. It was the Forty-seventh Congress, a Ie.) 
Congress. The last one did appropriate money. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know what Congress it was. [ kn 
the votes by which Congress was prevented from making appropriatiyy 
for the Navy in that Congress, the Forty-seventh Congress, were Der. 
ocratic votes. And I know also that the votes in the Forty-eighth Coy. 
gress against the ition of the gentleman from Maryland, \; 
Talbott, by which we got the ships now being designed, were 2! 
Democratic votes. 

Mr. HEWITT, That may be, but the Forty-seventh Congress was 
contro'led by Republicans. 

Mr, SOUTELLE. Without discussing the matter of control, I necd 
only say that the people of the country are sufficiently intelligent to 
know the difference between placing the responsibility for levislation 
upon either party in Congress because it is nominally Republican or Dew- 
ocratic, and placing responsibility which belongs to them upon the men 
who voted for or against aproposition. I affirm thatin the Forty-tifth 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses, as in t! 
Forty-ninth Congress, the votes of the Republican representatives « 
the people have been in favor of liberal appropriations for the Navy, 
and that the obstruction to such legislation has come from the gent!:- 
man’s side of the House. That, sir, can not be disputed. 

Mr. SAYERS. -Is it not true that day before yesterday a majorit: 
of those who voted against the consideration of the bill for an increase 
of the Navy were Republicans, and did not they vote to take up the 
oleomargarine bill instead? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman asks that question I will r 
mind him that more voted on this side than on that to take up 
naval bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Did they not have a vote on it yesterday ° 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman referred to day before yesterday. 
That was entirely a question of the order of business. I say to my 
friend from Texas that before we get through with the discussion ani 
disposition of this bill I trust we will have a vote that will advertise 
to him how people stand on this matter of building up the Navy. | 

, when the time comes, if under our remarkable system of p.'- 
iamentary ure, which I do not pretend to understand—— 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Nobody does. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I say I will take an opportunity at the prope: 
time to offer as an amendment, if you like, or as a substitute, or as a 
substitute for the substitute, or in whatever shape I can get it in—! 
propose to offer the original conclusions of the Naval Committee in r- 
gard to the matter of building ships before they were wrestled wit) 
by the concrete will of the Democratic party as exercised by the stec'- 
ing committee. And on thet we will try to have a record made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How does this matter come up now? Is it 
not cn the original bill ? 

Mr. BOUT E. I understand this original bill, reported wit 
prayer and hopefulness on the part of a practically unanimous comm!t- 
tee, unanimous as to substance, with only the reservation of criticism 
as to matters of detail—I understand that devoted bill No. 6664 has 
sunk into some obscure crevice or cranny from which the power of the 
House is unable to extract it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to say that was not the understand’) ~ 
of the Committee on Rules when permission was given to this comm't- 
tee to come here. The understanding was the original bill was to | 

I never heard of any change until this morning. 
4 LLE. Iam afraid my friend has never been admitte:! 
to the holy of holies. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I was admitted to very nearly that, the Con- 
mittee on Rules. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is a Committee on Rules, but behind t! 
are the seraphim and the cherubim. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There isevidently a difference between the 
whether the seraphim or the cherubim differ or 1! 
but there is evidently a difference. 

“You pays your money and you takes your 


A trinity. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; a Democratic trinity. 
Mr. BUCK. Iask the gentleman from Maine to yield to me fora 


moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCK. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] said the 
Forty-seventh Congress was a Republican Congress and controlled by 


the Republican party. That is true. He said further that, while they 
authorized the construction of these cruisers, they did not appropriate 


money. I wish to read the law on that subject passed March 3, 
1383, by the Forty-seventh Congress. It is as follows: 

For the construction of the steel cruiser of not less than 4,300 tons displacement 
ee ety, conn diniectaank cath, and une dlepaich bost, ae recommended 
fe er pe ng a ny ey of December 20, 1882, $1,300,000. 

These are the cruisers, the Boston, the Atlanta, the Chicago, and the 

i -boat, the Dolphin. 

Mr. HEWITT. We do not disagree—— 

Mr. BUCK. And we appropriated more than a million of dollars for 
that purpose. 

Mr. HEWITT. We agree fully upon that point. 

Mr. BUCK. We agree fully now, but we did not before. 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, we did before. It is not these ships that the 
gentleman from Maine referred to, not the Boston, the Atlanta, the 
Chicago, and the Dolphin, but he referred to two other ships which 
were authorized to be constructed but were never begun. 

Mr. BUCK. Then there is a further correction to be made, for the 
Forty-seventh Congress had nothing to do with the appropriations for 
these ships, and if the gentleman referred to the appropriations of the 
Forty-seventh Congress he could have meant nothing else than the four 
cruisers. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘The gentleman from Maine referred to two other 
ships which had been authorized but were not appropriated for at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I shall not proceed further in the 
comparison of these two propositions. I think I have made it clear to 
the committee that this measure which is now before us is a mere make- 
shift. It is not a respectable response to the demands of the people of 
this country that a Congress which has control of the people’s money, 
and which is intrusted with the protection of the public interests and 
national security, should on this question make a reasonable anda wise 
contribution toward strengthening our naval force. There is no need, 
Mr. Chairman, there should be no need, to go into a discussion as to 
the necessity and the importance of increasing our naval establish- 
ment, 

Any man who reads the newspapers of the day must be duly im- 
pressed with the humiliation of the attitude occupied by a great gov- 
ernment with sixty millions of people, so weak in its naval power that 
it would be incompetent to cope with the naval force of any of the 
petty nations of the earth. 

I will not plead the weakness of our naval power as an excuse for 
any failure to uphold the dignity of the Government in its relations 
with the nations of the world, because the people of this country do 
not expect of those who are intrusted with maintaining the dignity 
and honor of the United States that they should be governed at every 
stage of controversy by the consideration of how much ofa naval force 
we could bring to bear in behalf of the assertion of the clear, plain, 
unquestionable rights of our citizens, . 

But I am very much afraid that it may have had some influence in 
controlling the action of our present authorities. I can conceive of no 
other excuse for the present halting, indecisive, and impotent policy of 
our Government in regard to rights which at one time in the history of 
our country were jealously guarded by the Democratic party of the 
United States. There is hardly a newspaper which reaches the desks of 
members of Congress which does not contain some account of a petty out- 
rage perpetrated upon vessels of the United States by the so-called im- 
provised navy of a mere province of Great Britain on our Northeastern 
border. We are told that Canada, after fitting out her armed schooners 
and steam-tug cruisers with their pop-gun armament to harry and ob- 
struct our fishermen and legitimate traders, has sent over into the 
United States to buy a steam-yacht and is going into the commerce- 
raiding business on a wholesale basis. And yet with this kind of re- 
minder brought home to us daily and hourly, with this knowledge of 
the present needs of our Government in regard to its maritime defensive 
power forced upon us, not hypothetically but by the actual occur- 
rences of the day, the Congress of the United States, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, with a large Democratic majority, with its ‘‘ great Jack- 
sonian President in the White House, and a Secretary of the Navy rep- 
resenting in himself all the beauties of Jeffersonian simplicity with 
J energy combined, have dodged and evaded and hid away 
from their responsibility in this matter until at the close of the session 
they come creeping in with this substitute behind the coat-tails of three 
members of their y to whom they have delegated the power to say 
what kind of ion the three hundred and twenty-five Representa- 
tives of the people ought to permit themselves to consider. 

Lite Sab ho yammege of such a substitute under the circumstances 
will be regarded by the American people as an affront to the necessities 
of the hour. If the measure had been brought in here as an original 
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proposition the people might have said they were surprised that the 
Democratic party had been willing to doeven so much. But when we 
have had a bill brought in here after months of incubation; when we 
have had the telegraph wires of the country burdened with hymns of 
praise as to what the Democratic party was at last going to do to build 
up the Navy, it is an astonishing proposition and one which will not 
fail to make its proper impression upon the public mind, that here on 
the 24th day of July the Naval Committee changes front in line of bat- 
tle, committing in its official capacity an offense similar to that which 
if committed by an individual in the Army or Navy would subject him 
to court-martial and to be shot. And unless I mistake all the signs of 
the times, Mr. Chairman, the members of the dominant party in the 
House of Representatives and in other branches of the Government, who 
take upon themselves the responsibility of foreing that substitute 
through under this sort of coercion, will, before the ides of November, 
be called to face something a great deal more formidable than this con- 
tribution which they propose to make to the Navy. 

I would likeif I had time to refer to some of the features which have 
cropped out in the discussion and management of this question which 
indicate, more clearly than even this remarkable performance with re- 
gard to the bill, the peculiar disposition of the Democratic party toward 
this subject. 

When the regular naval appropriation bill was under discussion | 
asked the chairman of the committee if he could tell me how many 
thousand dollars had been expended in Europe to purchase plans and 
designs from Sir William Armstrong or some other British constructor. 
He was unable to give the figures. But it has since been developed 
that the Secretary of the Navy, following at first in the beaten track of 
his predecessors, who have been, I may say for years, obtaining very full 
and complete information in regard to naval matters in all parts of the 
world, went a step farther and bought a complete set of detailed draw- 
ings and specifications of a steam-vessel designed by Sir William Arm- 
strong. Ithas been recently promulgated that one of the vessels already 
provided for by the last Congress, and the designs for which have been 
so much delayed, shall be built upon these designs of the Na-ne-wa-kan, 
a cruiser designed by Sir William Armstrong for the Japanese Govern- 
ment; probably a fine vessel, and undoubtedly containing features that 
would be worth our while to examine, to imitate, and, in accordance 
with American precedent and habit, to improve upon. 

But there has seemed to be all through this matter of Democratic 
dealing with our naval establishment a desire to imitate foreign models, 
an overweening desire to depend almost unquestioningly upon English 
precedents, a distrust of American capabilities, a feeling that the best 
can only be obtained acrussthe water. This disposition cropped out in 
the proposition to buy the engines for one of the new cruisers in England 
and import them as an ‘‘object lesson’’ to American engine-builders. 
And now we are informed that the Department has decided to build in 
this country, line upon line, and rivet upon rivet, a duplicate of a vessel 


i 


built by Sir William Armstrong at a period of development und evolu- 


Armstrong would never think of thus duplicating his last ship. But 
we are to have something ‘‘ English, you know.’’ We are to have some- 
thing we can set up and make acomparison with. Andsoin the Navy 


Department they have placed upon the wall a beautiful model of thi 
British-built cruiser as a sort of fetich before which the officers of our 
Navy may be led to bow down, and from which they are expected to 
derive inspiration. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am notaffected with Anglo- 
phobia to the extent of being unwilling to take a good thing because it 
is from abroad. I have none of that in my composition. But, Mr. 
Chairman, this is the first time in the history of our country that it was 
ever proposed that in anything connected with maritime excellence 
or achievement the American people should slavishly copy from any na- 
tion or any people on the face of the globe. 

It is the first time in the history of maritime development that it has 
been proposed to place the American standard anywhere below the pin- 
nacle of superiority. Never before has the idea been entertained that 
the United States flag should be hoisted by the Government at any 
mast-head except where it would float as a challenge of American skill 
to the admiration of the world. 

From the time of ourearly colonial struggles, when our fathers boldly 
grappled with the mistress of the seas, and with American-built and 
American-manned vessels fought Britain’s most formidable war.’ ~s 
broadside to broadside and won the victories that are cherished in. 
and story; from the hour when Perry sent from Lake Erie the immor- 
tal message: ‘‘ We have met the enemy and they areours,’’ all through 
the glorious history of our early naval prowess, in which stand out 
in bold relief the achievements of the grand ‘‘Old Ironsides,”’ ‘the 
Constitution, frigate, to whose venerated remainsI wish our present 
Secretary and some of his advisers might make a pilgrimage as to a 
shrine of American inspiration—in every field of commercial enterprise 
and every phase of maritime progress, the Stars and Stripes of the 
American Union have led the advance and left the world to follow. 

The birth of steam navigation dates from the hour when Robert Ful- 
ton’s little Clermont made her trial trip on the Hudson in 1806, 

A year later the Phoenix, built by John Stevens, made the first ocean 
trip of a steamboat, from New York to Philadelphia. 
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In 1818 the first passage across the ocean by steam-power was made 
by the Savannah, built in New York, which made the trip from that 
port to St. Petersburg via Liverpool, reaching the latter port in twenty- 
six days, and making the return trip across the ocean. 

Following up this experimental voyage, the first regular passages made 
by steam-vessels across the ocean were by the American vessels Sirius 
and Great Western, in 1838. 

Next to the application of steam itself to ocean navigation the most 
important change has been the substitution of the screw-propeller in 
place of the paddle-wheel. And ‘here, again, while tentative experi- 
ments were made in Europe, the practical introduction of the propeller 
was made by that Ericsson who has since become famous as an Ameri- 
can inventor, and the second screw-steamer ever built was constructed 
for an American citizen in 1839. 

The history of our mercantile marine in the early days is full of in- 
terest and a source of pride to every American citizen. 

Immediately after the war of 1812-’14 had secured the rights of Amer- 
ican commerce, the famous Black Ball line of packets was estab- 
lished in New York, sailing once a week between that port and Liver- 
pool. The ships then employed were only of 400 or 500 tons, but at 
that time were deemed large vessels. The average passage eastward 
was twenty-three days and homeward forty. One ship, the Canada, 
made the outward trip in fifteen days and eighteen hours, which was 
considered very remarkable. In 1821 the Red Star line was organized, 
and soon after Grinnell, Minturn & Co. established the Swallow-tail 
line, so named from the shape of the signal-flag ofthe firm. New York 
then had weekly packets to Liverpool, carrying the mails and passen- 
gers. 

Then came the famous Dramatic line, founded by Capt. E. K. Col- 
lins, who afterward organized the splendid line of steamships that 
bear hisname. Among his sailing packets were the Shakspeare, Sid- 
dons, Garrick, and Roscius, all of them greatly admired on both sides 
of the Atlantic. Grinnell, Minturn & Co. entered competition with 
what were known as the Statesman fleet, and the ships by this time 
nad grown to double the size of the packets of 1816—the Patrick 
Henry, of 1,000 tons; the Ashburton and Henry Clay, of 1,250 tons; 
and in 1846 the New World, of 1,400 tons, was launched for this line 
from the yard of Donald McKay, of East Boston, and created a great 
furore on her arrival in England as the largest and finest vessel afloat. 
She was followed in 1848 by the Constitution, of the same tonnage, and 
a splendid vessel. In 1852 the Spofford & Tileston line put afloat the 
Orient, followed by the new Henry Clay, the Webster, and Calhoun, 
built in New Hampshire, the former being still afloat a few years ago. 
Then there were the beautiful ships of Williams & Guion’s Black Star 
line, the Havre line, the London line, Enoch Train’s famous Boston 
Diamond line, the Philadelphia line, and others, which whitened the 
seas with American canvas and won credit for their country wherever 
they displayed their colors. 

At this time no maritime nation thought of competing or comparing 
with American vessels, whose beauty of model, superior speed, and lux- 
ury of appointments were unapproached by any other craft. They had 
a monopoly of the passenger business, and their superiority was every- 
where conceded. 

The discovery of gold in California and the development of the tea 
and silk trade with China created a demand for the application of the 
Baltimore clipper model to ships of larger size, and W. H. Aspinwall’s 
Rainbow, Helena, Houqua, and Sea Witch, ranging from 700 to 900 
tons, were followed in 1852 by the launching from the yard of William 
H. Webb in New York of the clipper ship Challenge, of 2,000 tons, which 
became famous under the command of Capt. Bob Waterman. Then 
came the Invincible, 2,150 tons; Comet, 1,209, and Sword Fish, 1,150; 
the latter sailing from Shanghai to San Francisco in thirty-one days, an 
average of 240 miles a day. 

Closely following came the Flying Cloud, Tornado, and Sovereign of 
the Seas from the Boston yard of Donald McKay. In 1852, of one hun- 
dred and fifty-seven arrivals at San Francisco, seventy were clippers, 
and in 1853 more than $8,000,000 in tea was imported into New York 
in these vessels. Their achievements in regard to seaworthiness and 
speed continue to be marvels of maritime history. The Samuel Rus- 
sell for thirty days averaged 226 miles per day. The Flying Cloud, 
Capt. Josiah P. Creesy, made the fastest trip on record, eighty-four 
days from New York to San Francisco. Lieutenant Maury, of the Na- 
val Observatory, reported that the greatest distance ever made by asail- 
ing vessel from noon to noon, 433} miles, was covered by the Flying 
Cloud on that voyage. 

In 1853 the Dreadnought, built in Newburyport, Mass., commanded 
by Capt. Samuel Samuels, beat the Cunard steamer Canada one day on 
the trip across the Atlantic, the Dreadnought sailing from Liverpool 
to New York and the Canada from Liverpool to Boston. The same 
elipper made the trip from Sandy Hook, New York, to Queenstown, 
2,760 miles, in 9 days, 17 hours. 

The Red Jacket, built by George Thomas, at Rockland, Me., in 1853, 
made the passage in 1854 from New York to Liverpool Bar, 3,000 miles, 
in 13 days, 1 hour, 25 minutes. 

The Lightning, built by Donald McKay, made the passage from 
Liverpool to Melbourne in sixty-two days and back insixty-four. Also 
sailed from Boston to Liverpool, 2,827 miles, in thirteen days. 


At this period the glory of the American merchant marine was at its 
height. Our ships were the acknowledged sovereigns of the seas, ani 
nothing more beautiful or inspiring will ever be seen on the ocean than 
the picture presented by one of the great sailing packets, or one of the 
magnificent clipper ships of that era from the ship-yards of New Eng. 
Jand or New York, dashing along under a cloud of canvas. 

Not satisfied with laurels won on the outer ocean, American enter- 
prise determined to compete with John Bull in a field where he had 
long boasted pre-eminence; and in 1851 the little yacht America, buiit 
by James R. and George Steers, of New York, sailed across the ocean 
and boldly entered for the Queen’s cup in the regatta of the London 
Royal Yacht Club. Although ruled out by a technicality as to owner 
ship the Yankee yacht sailed over the course, beat the English yacht 
squadron out of sight, and was presented by Queen Victoria with a 
duplicate of the Queen’s cup, which has been held by the New York 
Yacht Club ever since against all comers, the latest trial for it having 
been won by the Boston sloop Puritan, which defeated the British cutter 
Genesta last year. 

The victory of the America created the most profound sensation in 
England; it was deplored in the newspapers and made the subject ot 
speeches in Parliament. As adirect result of thatrace and the achieve- 
ments of our clipper ships the English began to imitate our models and 
to buy many of our ships. I well remember seeing in one of the docks 
of Liverpool a fleet of American-built ships flying the Cross of St. 
Geurge and the private signal of James Banes & Co., a great shipping 
firm, which my friend from New York [Mr. HEw1tTT] has undoubtedly 
known. Ata time when Great Britain was subsidizing its commerce 
for the transportation of its overcrowded population to fill up the col- 
onies of Australia; when the English ship-builder had every advantage 
that government aid could give, people came from all parts of the king- 
dom and the continent to admire the superb fleet of American ocean 
racers, purchased by that British house from the ship-yards of Massa- 
chusetts and Maine, the Blue Jacket, the Red Jacket, the Donald Me- 
Kay, the Lightning, and other triumphs of naval architecture, such as 
no other nation in the world had ever produced. 

The superiority of American models and types of war vessels was no 
less conspicuously maintained so long as our ship-building industries 
continued to flourish. In his recent interesting article on the United 
States Navy, Rear-Admiral Edward Simpson, than whom there is no 
higher authority, says: 

Our wooden ships that sailed the sea from 1840 to 1860 were the finest in the 
world. The old frigate Congress, in 1842, was the noblest specimen of the frigates 
of the day, and the sloop-of-war Portsmouth was unsurpassed as a corvette. 
The clipper ships of that period need no eulogy beyond their own record. 
Those ships were the models for the imitation of all maritime nations, and 
among the constructors of the period may be recalled, without detriment to 
many others omitted, the names of Lenthall, Steers, Pook, and Delano. The 
poetry of sailing reached its zenith during this period. 

The Princeton and San Jacinto were among the first war ships fitted 
with screw-propellers, and were fine ships of their time, The Merri- 
mae frigate, built in 1856, was greatly admired by foreign architects, 
and the British admiralty at once proceeded to imitate the type in ves- 
sels that became the crack ships of the British navy. The Wabash, 
Minnesota, Roanoke, and Franklin were of the same class and all splen- 
did ships. A few years later the corvettes of the Hartford class were 
built of live-oak and proved famous vessels, the Hartford being identi- 
fied with the glory of Farragut as his flag-ship. Admiral Simpson says 
these vessels were reproduced by England and France when they made 
their appearance upon the ocean. And so I might enumerate the 
noble ships that have borne our flag in honor to every sea, and show 
that they were the pride of our people and the envy of all others. 

At the time of the outbreak of our civil war England and some other 
European powers had been experimenting with heavily armored ships, 
and had expended vast sums in their construction. At that time the 
advantage over us in facilities for iron-clad ship building, as to ma- 
chinery and experience, was vastly greater than it is to-day, and in the 
spring of 1862 few would have believed that we could produce any- 
thing in this country that could attempt to cope with the great wall- 
sided castles of iron that were the boast of the British navy. An 
awakening came on the 9th of March, 1862, when the little turreted 
Monitor defeated the rebel iron-clad Merrimac at Hampton Roads, es- 
tablished the fame of Ericsson, and proclaimed a revolution in naval 
warfare. 

Again America took the lead in naval development, and again the 
naval constructors of Europe abandoned their latest designs and set at 
work copying the new and formidable type of war vessel that the 
Yankees had produced. At no period in the naval history has there 
been so sudden and complete a revolution wrought in plans and methods 
of construction as that which immediately followed the success of the 
“* cheese-box on a raft’ in 1862. An eminent naval officer has told 
me that on visiting the office of the chief constructor of the British 
navy just after our war he found all the models on the walls were 
adaptations of our Monitor type, and the most formidable iron-clads 
of England to-day are designed on the same general principles. 

The war also furnished another and most conspicuous illustration of 
American superiority in the destruction of the Alabama by the Kear- 
sarge in the English Channel, June 19, 1864. : ; 
The Kearsarge was built at the navy-yard at Kittery, Me., in 1859, 
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and during the progress of the war was sent to cruise in search of the 
rebel privateer Alabama, which was engaged in capturing and destroy- 
ing our unarmed merchant vessels. , : 
The Alabama was built for the confederate government in 1862 in 
the famous Laird ship-yard at Birkenhead, and, being designed three 
ears later than the Kearsarge, represented the best effort of one of the 
greatest ship-building establishments of Europe in the production of 
that type of vessel. 
In point of size, armament, &c., they were remarkably well matched, 
as the following figures will show: 
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Alabama's battery: Eight guns—one 68-pounder pivot smooth-bore, one 100- 
pounder pivot rifle, six heavy 32-pounders. 

Kearsarge’s battery: Sevenguns—two ll-inch pivot smooth-bores, one 28- 
pounder rifle, four light 32-pouuders 


The Kearsarge, Commander John A. Winslow, lay off and on, outside 
of Cherbourg, France, for several days until the Alabama, which was in 
port, made all preparations for the fight and steamed out on Sunday 
morning, the 19th of June, 1864, under command of Raphael Semmes, 
accompanied by some English friends in the yacht Deerhound, who had 
come out tosee the Yankee gunboat captured or destroyed. 

The Alabama commenced firing first, and the Kearsarge steamed up 
to close quarters and opened fire, the two vessels circling around a com- 
mon center and plying their guns until within an hour and a half from 
the firing of the first shot the rebel cruiser tlung her bow high into the 
air and disappeared forever. 

The executive officer of the Alabama, Mr. Kell, in a recent article in 
the Century magazine, says of that vessel: 


The Alabama was built for speed rather than battle. Her lines were symmet- 
rical and fine; her materia! of the best. In fifteen minutes her propeller could 
be hoisted, and she could go through every evolution under sail without imped- 
iment. In less time her propeller could be lowered; with sails furled and yards 
braced within two points of a head wind she was a perfect steamer. Her speed 
independent was from 10 to 12 knots; combined and under favorable circum- 
stances she could make 15 knots. 


Yet, after this high praise of his British-built ship, largely manned by 
seamen from the British navy, Mr. Kell, in accounting for the swift and 


utter defeat concedes to the Kearsarge superiority of speed and also | 


pays a tribute to the effectiveness of the American guns, saying: 

The ll-inch shells of the Kearsarge did fearful work, and her guns were 
served ee being aimed with precision and deliberate in fire. She came 
into action magnificently. Having the speed of us, she took her own position 
and fought gallantly. 

In another article in the same magazine Mr. Haywood, one of the 
Alabama’s crew, sums up the the matter as follows: 


One grim old tar who had been quartermaster in the British navy and was 
saved with me, said to the point: ‘We was ee because she was a better 
ship, better manned; had better guns better served. That’sabout the size of it.”’ 


Thus, during the progress of a great civil war, American genius not 
only revolutionized the construction of armored vessels, but we also 
demonstrated the superiority of an American wooden sloop of war over 
a similar type of vessel built three years later by one of the foremost 
naval constructors of England. 

For various reasons, since the war, less has been done to keep up the 
pre-eminence of our Navy. Our ocean commerce having been largely 
destroyed, the most of our great wooden-ship building establishments 
have fallen intodecay, and with the attention of our people being more 
and more directed to internal development, we have failed to make 
adequate provision for the maintenance of our prestige on the high seas. 
Yet there has been good work done, and our naval corps is capable of 
designing as good ships as can be builtin any country. There is too 
much of a tendency to belittle and detract from the ability of our own 
constructors and engineers. I believe that the bureaus of our Navy 
Department are capable to-day of furnishing as fine models and as ex- 
cellent designs for the hulls, engines, and armament of modern war- 
ships as can be produced anywhere under the sun. The flippant slurs 
at the Engineer Bureau which are indulged in by those who want us to 
bay our ships and our machinery abroad find no warrant in the his- 
tory of theservice. It is a well-known fact that the Wampanoag, built 
in 1863, made an average speed of 16} knots for thirty-eight hours at 
Sea; an @ of 17 knots for twenty-four .hours, and a maximum 
speed of 17} knots—the fastest time that had ever been made by any 
ship of war. 

The Inconstant, built by the British navy on a similar model and 
rom to beat the American ship, succeeded in making only 15 knots 


Of another of our vessels, the Vandalia, whose machinery was de- 
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signed by the Bureau of Steam Engineering under its present accom- 
plished Engineer-in-Chief, and concerning which criticisms have been 
made, the following commendation was expressed by Sir Thomas Bras- 
sey in The British Navy, volume 1, page 545: 


The record of the Vandalia affords a good illustration of the efficiency of the 


type of machinery employed for her. This ship was first commissioned in 1875, 
and returned home, after a full three years’ cruise, late in 1878 in good order, 
having steamed curing her absence the very unusual distance of 26,230 knots, 
During the entire interval she was never detained a single day in port on ac- 


count of repairs to the engines or boilers, or for work required in the engineer's 
department. A record equal to this can rarely be found on the logs of any other 
American shipof war. There cau be no more convincing proof needed thatthe 
engines and boilers were properly designed and well built, and had excellent 
management and care during the cruise. 

That is an English indorsement, and on this side of the water we 
have that of Secretary Whitney’s advisory board, who have accepted 
the designs of the bureau for the machinery of the new steel cruisers. 

The present administration seems to have started out with so intense 
a determination to discredit the new ships commenced under Repub- 
lican auspices, that no effort has been spared to convince the public that 
they are failures. The effort was so strong that it overreached itself, 
and the public has been convinced only of the injustice and reckless- 
ness with which the Department drove into bankruptcy in his old age 
one of the greatest ship-builders in the world, and practically broke up 
the most important ship-building establishment in the country. The 
people have looked into this matter avd public sentiment has deter- 
mined that the crusade against John Roach was the most cruel and 
unjustifiable persecution of which a government was ever guilty to- 
ward one of its own worthy citizens. 

The people were quick to note and condemn tie manner in which one 
board after another was ‘‘ organized to convict’’ the Dolphin of failing 
to meet the conditions of the contract; and the systematic publication 
of everything unfavorable, while everything favorable was suppressed, 
added to the popular conviction that Mr. Roach was not receiving ‘‘ fair 
play.” 

‘Take the matter of speed. The advisory board reported that it sat- 
isfied the conditions of the contract, but the Belknap board was ordered 
to make a special test. In theSecretary’s report in November he gave 
the official report of the Belknap board, dated June 15, 1885, in which 
they said: 

The board witnessed her performance on the smooth waters of Long Island 
Sound on three occasions. The conditions were most favorable but the speed 
attained was not in excess of 15 knots per hour, a result far from promisinga like 
speed at sea, under the conditions she must always be ready to meet in actual 
service. 

In response toa call from the Senate the Secretary recently sent some 
correspondence, among which appears in print for the first time the fol- 
lowing dispatch sent to Captain Belknap nearly a month previous to the 
date of the report above quoted: 


{[Telegram. ] 





New York, May 28, 1885, 
Hon. SECRETARY OF Navy, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Dolphin ran six consecutive hours to-day without mishap of any sort, averag- 
ing from 72 to 76 turns per minute; all conditions very favorable; steam press- 
ure from 84 to 89 pounds; average speed 15} knots; speed for two hours 15.9 
knots per hour; approximate mean collective horse-power, 2,240. As ship was 
aground on reef on Wednesday,she ought to be docked before sea trial. 

G. E. BELKNAP, 
President of Board, Aster House. 

This shows that she did make an average speed of 15} knots and a 
maximum of nearly 16 knots per hour. It will be remembered that 
the Belknap board also severely denounced the construction of the vessel 
in many respects, and especially on account of ‘‘ structural weakness.’’ 
The naval advisory board, however, very effectively answered the crit- 
icisms made, although the Secretary would not publish their report to 
offset the Belknap strictures that had been promptly given to the press. 
Finally Capt. R. W. Meade was put under confidential instructions to 
give the Dolphin another trial atsea. From the experiments to which 
he subjected the vessel one would infer that he had been ordered to de- 
stroy her if possible, but she passed safely through an ordeal that few 
steamship owners would select with a view to benefiting their vessels. 

But Captain Meade’s report was withheld, and for months the public 
could ouly surmise that his findings were favorable to the devoted 
craft or the Secretary would have promptly advertised them. A few 
weeks ago the report saw the light under a resolution of the Senate, 
and it will make some old salts open their eyes to learn the sort of tests 
that the Secretary of the Navy deemed it necessary to apply to deter- 
mine the stability of a vessel. Captain Meade says: 

When about 65 miles east by north of Cape Hatteras encountered a m« 
gale from the southward. the force of the wind being rex 
eight; sea rough. 

The proposition I made to the civilian experts in order to test the ship was 
acceded to, and is substantially as follows: 

To run the Dolphin under full steam power (draught forced) two hours head to 
wind and sea; two hours with the wind and sea four points on the starboard 
bow; two hours before the wind and sea; and, finally, two hours with the wind 
and sea on the port quarter. 


He reports the result of these experiments as follows: 


At 7.50 a. m. the trial commenced, the revolutions of the screw being sixty- 
eight per minute; steam pressure, 75 pounds; speed per log, 11.1 knots; the 


ship very uneasy, pitching through large arcs and taking large quantities of 
water forward, necessitating the battening down of the hatches. 


«lerate 
orded as from seven to 
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mended that William Cramp & Sons should go abroad and pur}, 
plans, which they did, at an expense of more than $10,000. Th 
shows that the gentleman i is not familiar with the facts at all. Th 
Yankee of this country is ahead of the world, because he puts }) |), 
ahead whenever he can. That is exactly what Secretary Whitney },,. 
done. He has bought the plans of the best cruiser that has ever }, 
constructed, the last result of twenty years’ experience in shi) : 
ing. Now, as to the substitute, I have only this to say, and | {}, I 
speak for all the majority of the committee. 

We have not changed our opinion. We thought at the time tha; 
would be well to appropriate the amount of money carried in the, 
inal bill and to build the number of ships there provided for 
recognize the fact that the committee is simply a represgniatiy, 


The lack of a proper numbe r of freeing ports now became painfully evident. 
The angle of pitch was 20°; S'cend, 15°; roll to starboard and port, not over 5°. 

At Wa. m., justas the tirst part of the proposed trial was over and I was about 
to subject the vessel to the second test of ranning with wind and sea on the bow, 
instead of directly ahead, she plunged and took a solid green sea over the bows, 
which carried away bridge- ladders and gratings, started the frame-work of the 
bridge, filled the pilot-house and forward fire-room ventilators, and left 2} feet 
of water fore and aft the deck, which passed off through the seu rs and fillin 
ports very slowly (on reducing the speed), the shiptrembling under the in: 
weight—which must have been quite 40 tons—and manifestly satin, 

Not desiring to strain the vessel unnecessarity, I slowed the engines until the 
ship became dry and easy; the revolutions were then forty per minute and the 
speed by log 3 knots, the ship beingetill head to wind and sea. 

I am satisfied, however, that had I continued to urge the Dolphin to full speed 
she would speedily have been in great jeopardy from the vast amount of water 
which would have continued to come on board owing to the absence of the 
usual ‘‘ turtle back ’’ fitted to small vessels required torun at high speed in rough 


"yer; House; and when we found that there w inion in the House 
Yet under like conditions of wind and sea the steamers of the Ward, Alex- ouse; and when we found that there was an opinion In the House 
andre, or Cromwell lines, and even the small chanel, packets (half the size of | we ought not to expend this year as much money as was carried 


the Dolphin), could have made their schedule apeen without any difficulty. 
The gale was but a moderate one, and just before the heavy sea referred to was 
shipped I noticed several merchant vessels running before the wind under top- 
gallant sails. The sea, however, was rough for a small vessel. 

The Dolphin, as at present fitted, can not safely be driven at full power even 
in moderately rough water, and my opinion is, she is merely useful forsmooth- 
water dispatch. 

U nder these circumstances it seems rather a misnomer to call her a “ dispatch 
vessel.’ 

And comparing her with sea-going yachts she appears to great disadvantage, 
since she is too large, too expensive, and much too ill-arranged and inconven- 
ient for use as a pleasure craft. (See Inclosure C.) 

About 2.30 p. m., with the acquiescence of the civilian experts, I altered the 
course to the westward to close with the land, and ran the vessel in the trough 
of the sea to test her rolling powers. I soon found I could not run her over forty 
revolutions per minute without endangering the boats,and forty revolutions 
under the circumstances only gave a speed of about 6 knots. The engine-room 
——. showed the greatest roll to be 26°, but the pendulum in the pilot- 

ouse marked 40° to leeward and 34° to windward. Yet the roll was easy, and 
she shipped no water so long as the revolutions were ae down to forty. The 
experiment of increasing them to fifty caused her to roll quickly and uneasily, 
and I slowed again. 

During this time neither myself or officers observed any lack of strength in hull or 
machinery, and through the voice-tube from the pilot-house I was in constant 
communication with the engine-room. If any structural weakness exist it did 
not exhibit itself; and the engines ran smoothly, and were only stopped once in 
sixty-four hours, and then merely tosound. There was but slight tendency to 
heat reported,and no unusual amount of oil or water, for a new ship, used on 
bearings or journals. The ship arrived at Hampton Roads the next morning. 

By separating the statements of fact from the expression of opinions 
in the above report it will be seen that this much-criticised vessel was 
subjected to most extraordinary tests of her stability, and that she ever 
reached port to tell the story of how she had been driven into a heavy 
head-beat sea at the rate of over 11 knots an hour, and then run “‘in 
the trough of the sea to test her rolling powers,’’ is in itself an ample 
refutation of the charge of ‘‘ structural weakness.’’ 

It will also be seen that the criticism of Captain Mead, as he says, 
**eoncerns the designer rather than the builder.’’ In other words, he 
raises a question of judgment as tothe design between himself and the 
other eminent raval officers and civilian experts who designed the ves- 
sel. Such a dispute would be likely to arise between any two sets of 
persons and is a matter of opinion. 

A strenuous effort seems to have been made to figure the speed of 
the Dolphin down to the lowest point, but the statistics given in the 
log reports of the various trials show indisputably that the vessel devel- 
oped more than the fifteen knots claimed by her designers; and Ad- 
miral Simpson says, in an article printed since all the trials were made: 

She (the Dolphin) has proved herself eminently successful, and is the fastest 
sea steamer of her displacement built in the United States, with perhaps the ex- 
ception of the steam-yacht Atlanta. She is a staunch vessel of great structural 
strength, and does credit to the ship-building profession of the 


The action of the Department in finally, though reluctantly, accept- 
ing the vessel and undertaking the completion of her consorts is a con- 
fession that the unprecedented efforts made have failed to discredit 
these first-fruits of American handiwork in the line of building steel 
ships of war. 

1t now seems that the administration, which commenced by break- 
ing down the greatest ship-building establishment in America, is fol- 
lowing its un-American policy by going to England for designs for our 
ships, and insisting that we shall literally copy a foreign model. 

This is the first time, to my knowledge, in the history of this coun- 
try when we have had before us the proposition to lower our standard 
and say to England or any other country, ‘‘ We acknowledge that with 
all our inventive capacity and ability we must come to you and take 
your models and build upon them without improvement or modifica- 
tion.’ 

I protest that we have the ability, and it should be a matter of na- 
tional pride with us to improve upon the best models and designs that 
the Old World can furnish, and to put afloat American ships of Amer- 
ican design, and built of American materials, that will set the example 
of our superiority as of old. [Applause.} 

Mr. HERBERT. My colleague on the committee from Maine [Mr. 
BoUTELLE®] is very badly mistaken in his facts. in 1867, en- 
gines were put into the Quinnebaug Secretary Welles them 
abroad as models by which our builders in this country could work 
and on Which they were expected to improve. So, when the American 
line of steamships constructed their four vessels, the Pennsylvania, the 
Ohio, the Illinois, and the Indiana, it was understood and recom- 


that bill and that we ought not to authorize the building of « 
ships as were there authorized, we conformed to what we beli: ' 
be the sentiment of the House, and for that we have no apolozy ty 
offer. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Ithink we willshow the gentleman that tha; 
sentiment does not exist on this side of the House. 
Mr. HERBERT. Very well; perhaps it does not. But we under. 
stood that to be the sense of the House, and therefore we proposed th 
substitute. LIask gentlemen who are in earnest in their desire to do 
something for the Navy to stand by the majority of the committee upon 
this substitute, and I ask gentlemen on the other side who are in {a\: 
of even more to stand by the substitute upon the principle that ‘half 
a loaf is better than no bread.”’ 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Why should we not have the whole loaf? 
Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from Alabama wil! permit 
me, I will say this: If you have forty Democrats who are in favo: 
your original idea you can carry it, because our side will vote ior i 
If you have not forty Democrats who are in favor of it, I shal! be glad 
to see you admit it in this way. 
Mr. HERBERT. Ihave nodoubt, Mr. Chairman, that there wil! ! 
attempts to load down this bill, but I hope the gentleman froin Maine 
will not do anything of that kind. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. ‘‘ Load it down”’ with your original proposi- 
tion ! 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not the chairman of the committee in favor o! 
the original bill? 
Mr. HERBERT. I have spoken on that question. No, not now 
Tam in favor of the substitute now. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. We will give you an opportunity to show 
what you are in favor of. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, do not say that we “‘load it down” when 
we simply give you your own original proposition. 
Mr. HOPKINS. That was an embarrassing question which the ¢ 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BovrELLE] asked, and he ought not to ha ive 
asked it. 
Mr. HERBERT. Iam not embarrassed atall. I say that I am in 
favor of the substitute. 
Mr. Chairman, I <a the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania | Mr. CURTIN]. 
Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-eighth Congress Mr. F!- 
lis, of Louisiana, then a member of the House and on the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, stated that since the war $154,000,000 had been ex- 
pended for the construction and repair of the Navy, and that the money 
was gone and the Navy with it. In the Forty-seventh Congress » 
spent time and money in an effort to repair the old monitors, which h 
were of no value at all. I remember that a long time ago Davy Crock- 
ett, then a member of the House of Representatives from the State o! 
Tennessee, said, ‘‘ Whar’ now is your public Treasury? Echo answer 
nowhar’.’’ The same might be said, Mr. Chairman, of our Navy av dj 
of our expenditures for it. I am in favor of the bill as introduced, |- 
cause it received the sanction of the administration and of a majority 
of the committee. Who would not favor the construction of a navy !\' 
this country? Who-can fail to remember the glorious achievements ©! 
our Navy. In 1812 and 1813, when the British fleet was on our coast 
and our armies surrendered and disaster came upon us and our capital 
was burned, our improvised Navy went out upon the high seas, lowere 
the flag of the greatest nation in the world, orn eee ar, 
gave the country consequence before the world ‘ 
Mr. Chairman, we should be provided against war. In the affairs 0! 
wars come suddenly upon all nations. Wars have come |” 
> wars. We have had a <o- 
vy say they knew the war was 
that day did not know if was coming 

at that time burst suddenly upon the country in «|! 
i adi-at Ghatbeetaning el die tarde ctonggfe andr. 
stood the magnitude of the war, that it would involve an expenditure 
of billions of money and the los loss of seven hundred thousand precious 
lives, perhaps nobody would have been brave enough to face the con- 
But as the war progressed we realized its magnitade, and sto! 

by the issue which had been made up of fanaticism, frenzy, and 10- 
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It is true, Mr. Chairman, that we did improvise a navy which block- 
aded the Southern coast—the only actual blockade in the history of the 
world. It was not a blockade by proclamation; foreign countries ad- 
mitted that we did blockade 4,000 miles ef coast with an improvised 
navy. But that blockade was intended to prevent commercial inter- 
course between the people of the South and foreign countries; we never 
with that navy could have resisted foreign ion. One ship of 
the Italian navy could have destroyed our whole blockading squadron 
if gathered together. 

Now, the administration is in favor of commencing the building of a 
navy. There is no use turning this question into politics. It is a 
question which appeals to the American heart. Our commerce should 
be extended throughout the world, and should be protected under the 
flag of this country and by the guns of this Government. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, in, the Forty-seventh Congress I introduced a bill appropri- 
ating $25,000 to try experiments on steel armor made in this country. 
Ani ious man in the Stateof Pennsylvania discovered that he could 
weld steel of three qualities: the first pliable, the second harder, and 
the outside layer as hard asa file. There was thus constructed a plate 
13 feet long and 6 feet wide; but the Government of the United States 
admits that it has not a single gun with which to try experiments upon 
that plate. 

Now, as l understand, the present administration has reported through 
this committee a modified proposition to commence building a navy. 
If you would appropriate $100,000,000 you could not build a navy at 
once, though you did improvise a fleet at the time of our domestic war. 
It is proposed now to make cruisers. What difference about the mod- 
els? The learned gentleman and gallant sailor from Maine {Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] has said that we accept English models. Why, I would have 
that gentleman remember that the fight down here in Hampton Roads 
between the Merrimac and the Monitor changed the naval warfare of 
the world. The ingenuity of our people conceived a plan of warfare 
with iron-clad or steel-clad cruisers or ships of war. Foreign nations 
imitated our example. If there is anywhere in the world a model of 
aship better than we have yet constructed in this country, let us adopt 
it. Let us take it for what itis worth. Letus build a navy, proceed- 
ing, as proposed by the administration and by the bill under consider- 
ation, by degrees, and thus prepare for the future and be prepared for 
war if such a calamity is in the future to afflict our country and inter- 
rupt our peaceful pursuits, and further break our normal condition. 

Let us make adequate appropriations now, so that we may have the 
cruisers upon the high seas as soon as possible to defend our commerce. 
As I understand now, the great question is whether you can build a 
cruiser with one gun which can get away from the big ships which can 
not make the same speed that your cruiser makes, and that should be 
our policy. Let us give our commerce protection; let us build up a 
navy such as will comport with the glory and power and consequence 
of this country. Let us doit through the administration in power. 
And I say to the gentleman from Maine that the administration now 
in power and the man who occupies the Presidential Mansion stand by 
= measure now proposed; and we on this side of the House will stand 

y it. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Which bill do you understand the administration 
stands by ? 

Mr. CURTIN. As I understand, the substitnte—the smaller one. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The “‘ half-a-loaf’’ proposition. 

Mr, CURTIN. I donot care whether it is “ half a loaf’’ or one grain 
of wheat that is to make the loaf. I want anavy. Ido not want it 
to be said that we have spent $154,000,000 for a navy and have neither 
the money nor the Navy. 
_ Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman understand that the admin- 
istration desires the of this bill cut in two in this way? 

Mr. CURTIN. I understand that from the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That this measure is desired by the Department? 

Mr. CURTIN. I understand so. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The chairman of the committee does not say 


bo. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to have that matter understood. 

Mr. CURTIN. I think he means that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He does not say it; and he is silent yet. 

Mr. CURTIN. I understand that it meets the approbation of the 
Navy ee 
Mr. ERT. 1 have not said anything as to what the President 
wishes. This bill was reported from the committee; the committee 
considered and approved it. That is what I said. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What do you understand the fact to be? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand the fact to be that the committee 
Teported this substitute, and are in favor of its passage. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you not understand that the administration 
wants the bill as reported in the first instance ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Neither the Secretary of the Navy nor the Presi- 
a edialntive power or 8 past of this House. 

Mr. , of Maine. I hope you are in harmony with them. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think Iam. They are both in favor of increas- 
ing the Navy; so am I; and so is the committee. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. 
joint. 

Mr. CURTIN. Nobody is ‘‘out of joint.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
expired. 

Mr. CURTIN. 
administration. 
Mr. HERBERT. I have no doubtit approves of everything in it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The administration does not seem to have 
the support of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr.CURTIN. Oh, yes, it has; and I would be willing to give $100,- 
000,000 if necessary for this purpose. 

Mr. HERBERT. If I can have order, I desire—— 

Mr. CURTIN (addressing the Republican side of the House). You 
are an organized party on yourside; we are not wellorganized. [Laugh- 
ter.] You move at the indication of the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine. We do not move at anybody’s indication. 1 would like to 
know where Iam. [Laughter.] Surely I desire to submit to party 
discipline, and in doing so to advocate measures that will give a navy 
to the country worthy of its consequence and magnitude in the nations 
of the world. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
original bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We are in favor of the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to taking up and considering 
the substitute instead of the original bill? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. Very well; then let us proceed with the considera- 
tion of the original bill, and I give notice that when we get through 
with it I will offer the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, and the 
bill will now be considered under the five-minute rule, and will be read 
by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe President is hereby anthorizedto have constructed, 
as hereinafter provided— 

First. Two sea-going double-bottomed armored vessels of about 6,000 tons dis- 
placement, designed for aspeed of at least 16 knotsan hour, with engines having 
all necessary appliances for working under forced draught, and costing, includ- 
ing engines and machinery and excluding armament, not more than $2,500,000 
each. Toward the construction of said vessels the sum of $1,250,000 is hereby 
appropriated. Said cruisers shall have each a compiete torpedo outfit and be 
armed in the most effective manner. 

Second. Three protected double-bottomed cruisers of not less than 3,500 nor 
more than 5,000 tons displacement, with the best type of modern engines, fur- 
nished with necessary appliances for working under foreed draught, said cruis- 
ers designed to have the highest practicable speed. Nooneof said vessels shal! 
cost, including engines and machinery and excluding armament, exceeding 
$1,500,000, and the cost of the three vessels, including engines and machinery, 
shall not exceed $4,000,000. Two of said cruisers shall be provided with spars 
and rigging to spread at least two-thirds of full sail-power: Provided, however, 
That said spars shall be easily removable in case of need. The other of said 
eruisers shall be required to have only military masts, but shall be so con- 
structed that masts and spars may be readily inserted sufficient to carry at least 
two-thirds of full sail-power. Toward theconstruction of said cruisers the sum 
of $1,100,000 is hereby appropriated. Said cruisers shall be armed in the most 
effective manner. 


Mr. BALLENTINE was recognized. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Is this beipg read for amendment? 


We do not want another Department out of 


[ Langhter. ] 
time allowed for general debate has now 


Tam quite sure this bill meets the approbation of the 


I ask the substitute be considered instead of the 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the first reading been waived? 
The CHAIRMAN. It has. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. McApoo took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill and joint reso- 
lution of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods 
for exhibition at the fourth annual exhibition of the United States Bot- 
tlers’ Protective Association; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to forward 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to our legations abroad. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 
Fla. ; and 

A bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler. 

It further announced that the Senate disagreed to the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses to 
tae amendments of the House, and had appointed as managers of said 
cvnference on their part Mr. SEWELL, Mr. BLAtIn, and Mr. W1Lson, of 
Maryland. 

NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out paragraph 2, and in lieu thereof insert the following 


“One cruiser of not less than 2,500 nor more than 3,500tons displacement; sala 
cruiser 1o be constructed upon designs, plans, and specifications furnished by 
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Charles G. Lundborg, of New York, and under his supervision and direction. 
The said vessel shall have the highest practicable speed (not less than 20 knots 
per hour), full sail power, and an armament as heavy as may be compatible with 
the foregoing conditions. The cost of said vessel, including engines and ma- 
chinery and exclusive of armament, shall not exceed the sum of $1,200,000, which 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary,is hereby appropriated.” 


Mr. BALLENTINE, Mr. Chairman, in submitting this amendment, 
I do so in view of the fact, publicly stated, that during the last admin- 
istration the Navy Department procured the plans of the Esmeralda, a 
cruiser built in England for the Chilian Government, and the advisory 
board accepted this design as a type of vessel of the highest speed and 
greatest efficiency after which to model and construct the ships now 
building at Chester. The present administration has purchased the 
plans of the Naniwa-Kan, and propose to build a cruiser upon her de- 
sign. Neither of these ships is over 18 knots speed, and the copies 
which our Government propose to build will not be likely to equal the 
originals in speed and efficiency. The ship proposed by the amendment 
just read will be superior to both these foreign plans, as attested by the 
eminent authorities who indorse it. 

“There is a rank due tothe United States among nations which will 
be withheld, if not absolutely lost, by the reputation of weakness. If 
we desire to avoid insult we must be able to repel it; if we desire to se- 
cure peace, one of the most powerful instruments of our prosperity, it 
must be known at all times that we are ready for war.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, these words of wisdom and sound policy, spoken by 
the first Chief Magistrate of the Republic, inspired the organization 
and development of a naval establishment in this country, which en- 
abled us to repel insult, vindicate the rights of our citizens, defend our 
national honor, and achieve the highest rank among the foremost naval 
powers of the world. Under the wise counsel of Washington we 
achieved this high distinction within the first half-century of our na- 
tional existence. 

If we desire to relieve ourselves from our present condition of defense- 
lessness, avert humiliation and disgrace, we must return to the wise 
policy enunciated and carried out by the Father of his Country. The 
time for doing so is both opportune and propitious. Public sentiment 
demands it, and the condition of our public Treasury warrants it. It 
devolves upon Congress to enact the necessary legislation to establish 
an adequate and efficient navy for this country. 

Two questions confront us: What kind of a navy do we require, and 
how can we secure it? In solving these important questions correctly, 
it may not be unprofitable to take a retrospective view of our naval 
history. The inventive talent, mechanical skill, and undaunted cour- 
age of our people, stimulated by an ardent patriotism, attained for us 
the highest distinction, and secured national safety and prosperity. 
We continued to hold this proud position of honor and security until 
wooden walls were superseded by ironclads and turreted ships, created 
out of the unfortunate emergency of our internal conflict. Even in the 
extraordinary transition in naval construction, from wooden toiron ves- 
sels, we taught the naval powers of the world, and revolutionized, by 
the results of a single engagement, their systems and establishments. 
The encounter between the Merrimac and Monitor inaugurated a new 
era in naval architecture. The results demonstrated in the naval bat- 
tle of Hampton Roads rendered obsolete the navies of the world. The 
enterprise, ingenuity, and skill of our people were again equal to the 
great emergency. ‘They adopted the innovations in naval construction 
with alacrity, and produced with wonderful facility and dispatch a for- 
midable fleet of ironclads, gunboats, and cruisers, the number and 
type being controlled only by the public necessity and the facilities 
available to build them. 

Our war navy was an emergency navy. When it had fulfilled the 
purposes for which it had been created, it should have given place to, 
and should have been superseded by, a modernized fleet of efficient, su- 
perior ships of the latest improved type. It should have been apparent 
not only to our naval constructors but also to the administration that 
the radical and universal change in the methods and materials of ma- 
rine construction rendered it impossible to make our war navy perma- 
nently useful and efficient asa peace establishment. Here is where our 
fatal naval policy began. Waste, extravagance, and disgrace followed. 
Disregarding the grand achievements and glorious history of our gal- 
lant Navy in the past, and ignoring all improvements in naval archi- 
tecture and construction, we degenerated into a navy for repairs only. 
This policy, wasteful and profligate, not only squandered many mill- 
ions of the public funds, wrung from the honest tax-payers of the coun- 
try, but it excited the cupidity of the unscrupulous and venal, and was 
prolific of jobbery, corruption, and scandal. 

If proof is demanded in support of this grave charge I need only cite 
the books of the public Treasury, which will disclose the fact that the 
expenditures for the Navy from 1866 to the present time, covering a 
period of twenty years since the war, aggregate the enormous sum of 
over $400,000,000. Angi then examine the Register of our Navy, and 
you will not find a single first-class war ship. Is not this a national 
disgrace ? 

Itis the permanent policy of all the first-class naval powers of Europe, 
and particularly of Germany, France, and England, to destroy their ob- 
solete war ships and to replace them with modern improved types. It 
seems most singular indeed that we do not possess the wisdom and sa- 
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gacity to adopt a similar policy, as it is in the interest of both economy 
and the efficiency of our Navy. But it is stil] more inexplicable th; 
we should now attempt to rehabilitate our Navy by undertaking to re. 
produce obsolete English ships. 

While we have been squandering hundreds of millions in repairjno 
old ships other nations have availed themselves of the latest inventions 
and improvements in naval architecture, and, keeping up with the prog. 
ress of the science, they have modern efficient naval establishments. 
During our era of repairs 
England expended for new modern Ships OVET.......00...00+-esseereesceeeeee $170, 000. 909 


France expended about..............cceccssemesseee anenes wee 90, 000, 000 
Germany. 





Sieh elsininitediiiathdiideiiadlinhadiietnneasitebinietenans henernncen amansiinmmenitabiseiinneaneiieneeimmmnanens 7, 000, 000 

In addition to these vast expenditures by England and Germany and 
France, these powers have now under consideration propositions to sti|| 
further increase their naval establishments, at an aggregate expense of 
over $100,000,000. 

Uncle Sam’s ‘‘ naval repairs ’’ teat having run dry, and the voracious 
cormorants tugging at it for twenty years having let loose their hold, 
it may be assumed that we are new in condition to enter upon a new 
era for the restoration of our Navy to its former position of efliciency 
and distinction. , 

In entering upon this new era let Congress make no mistake. As to 
the proper measures necessary to provide this country with a naval es. 
tablishme»t commensurate with its necessities, upon that momentous 
question there is a wide difference of opinion. But it may be con- 
tended that the era of rebuilding our Navy began a few years ago when 
Congress provided for the construction of the Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, 
and Dolphin. 

The new ships now building are surrounded by the most serious 
doubts as to theirsuccess. The Dolphin is pronounced a failure. Wil! 
the Chicago, the Boston, and the Atlanta be any better? All the crit- 
icisms upon them, both in this country and England, are adverse and 


‘condemnatory. Chief Engineer Isherwood, one of the ablest and most 


experienced officers of our Navy, testified concerning the Chicago as 
follows: 

Her machinery is inefticient in type, and will fail at high speed. She has but 
half sail-power, and can not cruise under sails; she will always have to use 
steam. Herspeed will be entirely too little, and her endurance much too small. 


Concerning the Atlanta and Boston, he said: 


That excepting their machinery they would have all the faults of the Chicago 
in an exaggerated degree. 

But assuming that these vessels may fulfill the expectations and prove 
successful, according to the theories of their designers, even then they will 
then be comparatively useless and not equal to the exigencies of the 
times. In what respect, may I inquire, do the cruisers provided for in 
the pending bill differ from those now building at Chester? Only in 
size and cost. Like the Chicago and her consorts, the proposed ships 
will be too slow for cruisers and too vulnerable to give battle. Not 
being able to fight or run, I ask, what are this class of vessels fit for? 
Are they intended as slow pleasure boats to accommodate a few line 
officers of our Navy with independent commands? For any other pur- 
pose they will be absolutely worthless. 

The political situation and necessities of this nation differ entirely 
from those of European countries. We have no outlying colonial pos- 
sessions to maintain and defend. A naval establishment suitable and 
adequate for their purposes would not be adapted to the requirements 
of thiscountry. If we should get into war with any of the great naval 
powers of Europe, we would encounter ironclads of the most formida- 
bletype. Insuch aconflict armored cruisers, and especially of low speed 
and light armor, such as we are building and propose to build under 
the provisions of this bill, would be utterly worthless. In defending 
our seaboard we must be prepared to resist and fight the largest aud 
most powerful iron-clad navy in the world, and to do that success- 
fully requires ships equal to if not superior to the best now afloat. The 
idea advanced in some quarters that forts and torpedoes are a safe re- 
liance for the protection of our exposed cities is atterly untenable. 
The sea must be the field of battle, and therefore a navy is essential. 
But if forts and torpedoes were adequate as a means of defense, to 
fortify our extended seaboard would cost more than ten times tlc 
amount necessary to build a powerful navy. Aschemealready reported 
by the ‘‘ordnance commission’’ estimates the cost of earthen-work 
forts and great guns alone at $126,000,000. 

In referring to the matter of independent commands, an exp:anation 
may be found in the following extract from the testimony before the 
Naval Committee of one of the most intelligent officers of our Navy, 
who says: 

I would have these vessels for the purpose of giving command tolieuten®n's, 


who are nee for want of something todo. We have the finest body of 
lieutenants in the world, simply rusting away. 


This, sir, is doubtless an honest expression of the prevailing sentiment 
of our Navy. It is no doubt the dominant sentiment among the Lue 
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officers, who are all anxious that the Government should build a large 
number of small ships, so that each one of these ‘‘ rusty lieutenants’’ 
may have an independent command. It seems to be a fancy and not 
an efficient Navy which these officers desire. 

Can it be possible that the views and desires of this class of officers 
have controlled the head of the Navy Department in his recommenda- 
tions to Congress as to what class of vessels should be built at this 
time? Whether such influences have controlled or not I am unable to 
state, but it is a fact patent to any one who reads the testimony before 
the Naval Committee that there is a remarkable concurrence of views 
on this subject between the line officers and the head of the Depart- 
ment. But the important fact was not disclosed whether the vessels 
recommended to be built are to increase the efficiency of the Navy, or 
only to gratify ‘‘rusty lieutenants’? with independent commands. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, of which I have the honor of being 
a member, has recommended the building of five additional vessels, 
ranging from 3,500 to 6,000 tons displacement. The largest of these 
are to have armor belts of the maximum thickness of 10 inches, pro- 
tecting the engines, boilers, and magazines. They will probably carry 
a few 10-inch breech-loading rifle guns, besides some lighter ordnance 
and machine-guns, and they are believed to make quite formidable 
fighting ships. The weight of thicker armor plates than permitted by 
the limited displacement would, of course, necessitate a larger ship. 
Let us now for a moment suppose two vessels of precisely equal speed 
and armanent, but one of them unarmored, having no protective armor 
at all, while the other carried a protective belt of compound plates of 
10 inches at the waterline. We would naturally at once conclude that 
the unarmored ship had no chance whatever in a contest with the arm- 
ored one. Let us see, however: The two vessels, if armored with 10- 
inch breech-loading guns, would be within range of each other ata 
distance of 5 miles or more. But I will suppose that they approached 
each other to within a distance of 7,000 yards, or about 4 miles. 

Referring to the report to the present Congress by the Select Commit- 
tee of the Senate upon Ordnance and War-ships, we find, page 25, that 
at the distance of 7,000 yards, the projectile from a 10-inch breech- 
loader will penetrate a plate of solid wrought iron of 13.23 inches thick- 
ness. At that distance, therefore, the 10-inch armor would probably 
be penetrated if fairly hit, and its capability of protection would thus 
be, if not completely nullified, at least very much reduced. The only 
practical advantage that one vessel might have over the other would, 
consequently, consist in the best gunnery, and that leads us to inquire 
what would be the chances of hitting each other at that distance. A 
circle with a radius of 7,000 yards has acircumference of nearly 44,000 
yards, or 132,000 feet, and assuming the ship to be 206 feet iong it fol- 
lows that it would occupy only one four-hundredth part of the circum- 
ference, or less than one degree. 

Any artillerist with experience in a seagoing vessel knows that the 
chances of hitting a ship under such circumstances, taking into con- 
sideration the motion of the vessel, are very small—not one in a hun- 
dred. At shorter range the armor would offer no protection at all 
against the projectiles from the 10-inch gun, which at a distance of 
4,000 yards, or about 2} miles, would penetrate 16.33 and at 2,000 
yards 18.96 inches of solid iron. Indeed, it will be seen that at this 
distance the 10-inch plating would offer no effectual protection even 
against the 8-inch breach-loading rifle gun, the projectile of which 
would then penetrate 13.63 inches of solid wrought iron. 

It appears, therefore, that the chances of the unarmored ship would 
not be quite so hopeless as at first supposed. So far from that being 
the case, the issue of the battle would most likely depend upon the 
most skillful commander and upon the greater steadiness, the ship pre- 
senting the most steady gun platform or most free from rolling and 
pitching having a most decided advantage, and if this advantage should 
happen to be on the side of the unarmored ship it would probably more 
than counterbalance the armor. It is evident, however, that the pro- 
tection obtained by a moderate thickness of armor plates against mod- 
ern guns such, as most ships now carry, is only imaginary, and thus we 
come to the conclusion that cruisers—the principal object of which can 
only be to show our flag in distant waters, protect our merchant ships, 
if we had any to protect, and possibly to destroy those of an enemy in 
‘imes of war—would be as effective if unarmored as if armored. On 
the score of economy, since the difference in cost between the two kinds 
of vess. ls is very great, this may be well worthy of consideration. 

But if armor of moderate thickness, such as is used by the most pow- 
erful cruisers, Jike the English Warspite and Imperieuse, the armor of 
which hasten inches maximum thickness, can not be considered to 
afford protection even against an unarmored vessel of equal strength, 
what quality then would be most desirable as conducive to superior- 
ity? The answer is speed. In this direction lies the way to improve- 
ment. Superior speed means substantially superior power, whether 
for offense or defense. A difference of only a quarter of a knot between 
two ships otherwise equal gives such a decided advantage that it means 


vietory. This quality is of so great importance that no effort should | 


be spared to gain any possible improvement in this respect. Improve- 
ment in that direction is of far greater importance than improvements 
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exist, whatever may be the fate of enormously heavy armor plates and 
guns, which is in the highest degree problematical. 

Modern iron-clad ships have never been in battle, and we know con- 
sequently absolutely nothing of what is likely to happen, except by 
theory. There has been no experience whatever in the matter worth 
mentioning, except so far as regards experiments in firing against targets 
on shore, consisting of iron or steel plates fastened to frames, repre- 
But I need hardly say that the experience de- 
rived from such experiments must be greatly at variance with what is 
likely to happen on a vessel moving in the sea. These experiments in 
firing against targets, which have been carried on by the European 
powers for more than twenty years, or ever since the memorable battle 


| in Hampton Roads between the Monitor and Merrimac inaugurated the 


era of iron-clad ships, have cost enormo 
of dollars. 

Even the smallest European nations, living as they do in a chronic 
state of political uncertainty requiring great sacrifices and unceasing 
vigilance and preparation for possible eventualities, have found it nec- 
essary to spend large sums upon such experiments. But owing to our 
isolated geographical position our people have not been called upon for 
sacrifices of such nature. The fruit of these enormously expensive ex- 
periments have come to us gratuitously, aud this fact might be urged 
as one of the reasons why our country, rich and powerful as it is, should 
not hesitate to bear any reasonable expense that might be needed in the 
practical solution of questions which may be of importance for our na- 
tional security and honor. . 

If these experiments against targets have proved anything at all it 
is that no steel, compound, or iron plate yet manufactured is strong 
enough to resist the projectiles from a heavy modern gun. At the ex- 
periments at Spezzia in the latter part of 1884 with a 100-ton gun 
against solid steel and compound plates of 19 inches thickness it was 
found that the projectile weighing 1,840 pounds passed through the 
plates with the greatest ease. An examination of the table on page 
xxv of the report of the Committee on Ordnance and War-ships shows, 
that the projectile from the 100-ton gun will penetrate 29 inches of solid 
iron at the distance of 1,000 yards, and it also shows how little pro- 
tection may really be expected from the armor ina battle between 
large ironclads armed with heavy guns, particularly if engaged at close 
quarters. The probability is that they would sink each other. 

The only recent trial of iron-clad ships from which can be drawn 
even an approximate estimate of their efficiency and power was the 
bombardment of Alexandria by the British fleet in 1882. But that was 
an engagement between ships and forts, and gives no reliable data as 
to what is likely to happen in a battle between ships armed with heavy 
modern guns. The Egyptians were greatly overmatched, having only 
mostly light smooth-bore guns to oppose tremendously heavy rifled 
breech-loaders. Yet it is shown by the results of that unequal conflict 
that the few rifled muzzle-loaders of the Egyptians, although much in- 
ferior to the modern high-power rifled breech-loader, did considerable 
damage. The Inflexible, the most powerful ironclad of the British 
fleet, having armor 24 inches thick, was penetrated below water, neces- 
sitating her going into dock at Malta for repairs. The extent of the 
damage was, however, concealed from the public, which would indicate 
that it was of a serious character. 

It is safe to say that the first battle between iron-clad ships will totally 
upset a great many notions and theories prevailing at the present time, 
and the inevitable consequence will then be a more or less complete re- 
modeling and rebuilding of all navies in the world, and it would not be 
at all surprising ifthe final result would be a total discarding of all sorts 
of ponderous armor on vessels. It is clearly evident that all modern 
war ships, ironclads, armored, and belted cruisers, are, without a single 
exception, huge experiments. The philosopher may well ask why is 
it that all these vast sums, aggregating thousands of millions, have been 
spent upon a matter involving so much uncertainty. 

Was there ever in all history, such a display of reckless folly? Never! 
Posterity will contet plate with wonder and amazement this extrava- 
gant and wasteful expenditure. And this, too, in an age of progress 
and vaunting intelligence. It is idle to speculate upon what incalcu- 
lable benefit might have been conferred upon mankind if this vast 
treasure had been expended upon matters of practical utility instead 
of upon these studendous experiments. 

If the Cumberland and Congress on that memorable day in Hampton 
Roads had been armed with modern guns, the projectiles from which 
would have crashed through the improvised iron-clad sides of the Mer- 
rimac as through brown wrapping paper, not only would those ill-fated 
ships probably be afloat to-day, but we should in all likelihood never 
have witnessed the enormous development of tremendous guns and iron- 
clad ships which has since taken place. At the period of the begin- 
ning of our late unpleasantness the great powers of Europe were in a state 
of nervous expectation, watching every movement of the Sphinx in the 
Tuileries of Paris. The Empress Eugenie astounded the better half 
of mankind with new inventions and adornments in female attire, and 
while she was absorbed in the mazes and intricate tours of the lanciers, 
which through her heroic efforts was made to triumph over the polka, 


is sums, hundreds of millions 


in guns and armor, because the advantage of the former will always | her crafty husband racked his brain with new projects aud inventions 


X VIT-——169 




































































































































7490 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 24, 





in fire-arms, cuirasses, and explosives. The event of the Monitor gave 
him the clue so eagerly sought for, and the result was the Gloire, the 
first iron-clad ship ever builtin Europe. This, of course, excited the 
jealousy of England, and so the ball was set rolling. 

It is needless to review the developments of the modern navies which 
have followed. Every year, every month bas brought a change. New 
plans are started and acted upon in rapid succession, and new ships are 
projected and built almost without even the slightest regard to cost, but 
only more formidable in theory—only in theory, sir, for the practical test 
of these stupendous experiments is yet tocome. As to when and where 
the limit is to be no one can tell. It would seem that the size of the 
ships necessary to carry a still greater burden of armor, guns, engines, 
and coal is limited by the draught of water at the entrance to harbors, 
but that limit is yet far off, not perhaps with the present model, asex- 
emplified in the largest English and other foreign ships, but with im- 
proved models there is yet a wide range beyond the tonnage of the larg- 
est vessel ever yet designed before the size of ships will be limited 
even by the depth of harborsonour coast. Guns of 150 tons and more, 
throwing projectiles of 14 tons, are already projected, and the thickness 
of armor plates will no doubt keep time to the music, until a naval 
war shall happily deliver us from this terrible nightmare. 

This is a time of rapid transitions, the age of evolution in every direc- 
tion, and the most formidable iron-clad ship of to-day, may be practically 
useless a few years hence. Common sense, sir, divested of all sophis- 
try, is afterall nota bad guide, and it points out plainly enough that thé 
near future, perhaps within the next few years, will witness a total rev- 
olution in the building of war ships, and probably in naval architecture. 
This state of transition which, while we go on building armored ships, 
may, and probably will, end in the actual throwing away of most, if 
not all, of the public money hitherto spentand now proposed to be ap- 
propriated upon the Navy, clearly points to a conservative policy on the 
part of this country as the wisest and most prudent under the circum- 
stances. Although we may realize the utter folly of spending large 
sums of money upon a matter of so extremely doubtful a nature as the 
building of vessels to-day which may be obsolete to-morrow, yet I can 
see no way of escaping from the dilemma. 

The necessities of the country demand anavy. This country, North, 
South, East, and West, appreciates the importance of the fact that all 
the great cities on our coast, with an aggregate value of five thousand 
million dollars, are at the present moment practically defenseless against 
the fire of an enemy’s guns. Such a state of things, which makes it 
possible for any nation possessing a ship with heavy guns to come and 
insult us with impunity, should not be permitted to exist. While it 
lasts it is a blot upon the national honor, and as there seems to be no 
other policy left us we are thus reluctantly compelled to strike in, even 
at this late hour, upon a road similar to that upon which the European 
powers have been traveling for the last quarter of a century. 

We are now building what is called unarmored cruisers and are on 
the point of beginning to build armored ones, and the bill from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs now before the House contemplates, besides 
more cruisers, the building of two iron-clad vessels, each of about 6,000 
tons displacement. This, it is thought, will be the beginning, the nu- 
cleus of an efficient navy, commensurate with the power and greatness 
of our people. 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope it may. But an indispensable condi- 
tion for an early realization of this hope requires us to emancipate our- 
selves at once from European tutelage. If we are compelled by the 
force of circumstances to build up a navy of iron-clad ships, although 


‘with the full knowledge that they may all be worthless for their in- 


tended purpose within a few years, or perhaps even before they have 
been completed, if we are forced to do this apparently senseless act, let 
us at least confine ourselves to the act itself without committing the 
fatal errorof simply imitating other nations, particularly Great Britain, 
in the building of our ships. The copy is always worse than the origi- 
nal, and if we go on imitating the English or other people’s vessels we 
must, with mathematical certainty, always be behind, always remain 
in the rear instead of being in the front, whichis our rightful position 
among the naval powers of the world. 

But here I would ask, Why is it that we never hear of any but Eng- 
lish-built ships as the original for ovfr copies? Why do we never hear 
of other nations as having vessels worthy of our consideration? It is 
England—England, first and last England. But we are alone in this 
abject adulation. Other nations do not blindly follow in her wake in 
the construction of their vessels. They all have confidence in the 
ability of their own people, and while they all must admit the fact that 
John Bull has a very long purse, they are not by any means prepared 
to accord to him superior intelligence; but to the very contrary they 
are apt to remember that Englishmen always were, and are, greatest in 
their own conceit. This abject pandering to English conceit, believe 
me, sir, is repulsive to American feelings. Theverythought of an emer- 
gency which makes us dependent upon England is humiliating. 

Does this nation of sixty million people possess less intelligence and 
independence now than in the past? Have we degenerated and for- 
gotten our glorious history, or are we unworthy as successors of the 
heroes and statesmen who achieved our national independence? If 
not, then let us cease to debase ourselves before the world. Let us 








cease to go hunting afterforeign designs and begging forcign construct. 
ors to teach us how to build a navy. Iam sure that I reflect the f 
ings and sentiments of the American people when I characterize as . 
graceful the recent covert overtures and negotiations to this end rep 
in the public prints. Is it not sufficiently humiliating to proclaim our 
defenselessness from the house-tops? Must we offend our nat 
pride by a confession of ignorance, inefficiency, and helplessness? \y j:}; 
such national debasement I would hardly be surprised to hear o; 
proposition not only to buy our war ships of England, but also to man 
them with British sailors. 


‘ 


England’s greatness, sir, like that of any other country, has | 


tained through originality, and not by imitation. An Englishman: 
toimitate anybody underthesnun. He may be flattered fora mon: 
foreign, fawning imitation, but his unerring instistet of manhood 
breed a sovereign contempt for the individual or nation practic 


He acknowledges no superiority over the achievements of his cou: 


and that spirit, Mr. Chairman, has given England the lead in the 1 

of civilization. No people, sir, ever achieved greatness by force of 

tion. A nation must be true to itself or sink into insignificanc: 1 

contempt. Let us be Americans at all hazards, for no grotesqueness to 
l 


which originality may lead us can be more revolting and debasing | 


a cowardly policy of imitation. Let uscontinue tobe Americans. | ct 


us stand on our own bottom, free and independent, and rely upon the 


genius and the skill of our own people, now as in by-gone days. 


But in order to make superiority possible it is absolutely necessary to 
take a new departure. The road leading to tremendously heavy armor 
and guns, in which we are far behind the European powers, and 
which it would be hopeless to attempt ever to take the lead, is not the 
road for us to superiority. But there is another way, which may lead 
to improvements of more substantial value. It is the improved ship 
itself. If we can improve the qualities of the ship, making her s 
rior in any of the essential qualities to what other natioas have, then 
we shall have a sure and sound foundation upon which we may 
dently expect to take the lead among nations and to build up a power- 
ful navy such as our people demand. This would only be in strict 
keeping with our own traditions, recalling the glorious era of the clip- 
per ship thirty years ago, when we built and sailed the best and fastest 
ships in the world, and when our flag was to be seen proudly floating 
on every sea. 

Our great ship-builders of that day, Donald McKay, Webb, and 
others, did not then go to England for the designs and models of their 
ships. To the very contrary, English merchants bought our ships for 
models to copy. The tables are now turned, but they may be turned 
again. Ifin deviating from the beaten track we can secure vessels of 
a different and better model than the ordinary type, superior in speed, 
steadiness, stability, or handiness, we shall then have secured advan- 
tages of permanent value, such as will always endure whatever may be 
future inventions in armor and guns. Innumerable attempts at inno- 
vations and improvements have been made, but they have generally 
proved to be either the crude conceptions of persons ignorant of phys- 
ical and mathematical laws, or they have simply involved some slight 
modification in the old model. But when such innovations and im- 
provements are proposed upon whose judgment are we to rely? This 
is a legislative body. It is not composed of naval architects and scien- 
tific experts. In legislating upon technical matters of this character 
Congress must rely upon the superior knowledge and judgmentofsome- 
body. That has been the invariable practice of all preceding Con- 
gresses since the foundation of the Government. 

It may be contended that we should accept the views and recom- 
mendations of the technical corps of the Navy as our guide and basis 
of legislative action. Asa humble representative on this floor I am 
not prepared to admit any such necessity. And here it may be perti- 
nent to inquire what ability has this corps displayed or what has it pro- 
duced in recent years which entitles its opinions upon this question to 
the consideration and confidence of Congress? Gentlemen on this floor 
who have such implicit faith and confidence in the ability of this corps 
may answer that it has produced the Dolphin. It did indeed, and I 
shall not in this presence utter a word which might in any respect de- 
tract in the slightest degree from the honor or credit due to anybody who 
was coneerned in or responsible for the production of that naval abor- 
tion. 

While the naval advisory board was incubating upon ‘‘ the maximum 
of unarmored fighting efficiency,’’ and “the pure type of the lightly- 
armed high-speed economically-maintained commerce destroyer,”’ (their 
own words, sir,) and hatched out only a lot of hybrids of 13 to 14 knots 
speed, unable to fight or ran, what was transpiring among other naval 
powers? England was building five large ironclads, the Collingwoo:, 
Rodney, Benbow, Campredown, and Howe, of 16 knots speed and armed 
with the heaviest guns. And twoarmored cruisers, the Warspite and |m- 
perieuse, and six unarmored cruisers of about 3,500 tons displacement, 
the Arethusa, Leander, Phaston, Amphion, Mersey, and Severn, all of 17 
knots speed. France was building two large ironclads and several 
small vessels of at least 16 knots speed. Italy was building four large 
ironclads of 16 knots speed, and three smaller vessels of from 3,00 to 
3,500 tons displacement, of 17 to 18 knots speed. Germany was build- 
ing six vessels of 16 to 18 knots speed, and Russia four of 16 knots. 
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Thus it is shown that while our advisory board was engaged plan- 


ning four inferior, obsolete, worthless ships, almost all the European 
countries, and Brazil, Chili, and even China were building su rior 
ships of greater speed and greater powerthan ours. Can it be possible 
that our tehniecal corps were totally ignorant of the events transpiring 
in other countries? 


No, this is not the fact, for I find a descriptive | 


table of these very ships printed in the paper compiled by the secre- 


tary of theadvisory board. Then being in possession of this knowledge 
there is ground for only one other conclusion, which is that our tech- 


nical corps of experts did not possess the ability to even imitate the | 


best results obtained in other countries. 


In view of these undisputed facts, I must submit that the skill and | 


ability to design modern ships has not yet been developed, or it does 
not exist among our technical corps of experts. Ineithercase Congress 
should be cautious in accepting without question their reeommenda- 
tions as a basis of wise legislation. But permit me to say in defense of 
our corps of experts that they are not altogether responsible for their 
incompetency, as our naval policy for the past twenty years has made 
no demands tpon them which they were not able to meet out of their 
practical experience acquired in apastera. They have had no encour- 
agement by our Government either to acquire scientific education or to 
adopt new methods. Their skill and energies have been absorbed in 
carrying out a comprehensive and huge policy of repairs. It is true we 
have made some slight efforts to keep up with the progress of the age, by 
occasionally sending a constructor and engineer abroad to examine ship- 
yards and machine-shops in the hope of accumulating some useful 
knowledge. The result has been that the extent and value of the 
knowledge acquired by such officers has been about what would be 
gained of the inhabitants, manners, and customs of a people by travel- 
ing through their country on an express train at the rate of 40 miles 
an hour. . 

A design and model embracing improvements of the very highest im- 
portance has been presented by Capt. Charles G. Lundborg, a gentle- 
man well known as one of the ablest scientific architects of our time. 
Like Captain Ericsson, a Swede by birth, but now a citizen of this coun- 
try, Captain Lundborg was educated in the Swedish navy, and his 
record for scientific attainments from his youth isof the highest order. 
Having since then had great practical experience at sea in the com- 
mand of ships, he has devoted the latter part of his life exclusively to 
science, particularly to naval architecture. Asan authority on that 
subject 1 doubt if he hasasuperior, if an equal,in the world. Captain 
Landborg’s system is the fruit of scientific research extended over half 
a lifetime. It shows a radical deviation from the common vessel, but 
it is yet in every particular based upon sound mathematical premises 
and in strict conformity with the scientific principles, which are the 
foundation of naval architecture. 

The principles and theories of his system have been examined and 
indorsed by the most eminent ship-builders and scientific experts in 
this country and Europe, and being based upon purely scientific ground 
there can be ne doubt as to the correctness of the conclusions which fol- 
low from it. ‘These conclusions are of so great importance that I feel 
abundantly justified in bringing the matter before the country. 
subject was presented to the Forty-eighth Congress and was carefully 
and thoroughly examined by the Committee on Shipping. General 
Sloeum, a technically educated man, was chairman of that committee, 
and among its distinguished members who are in the present House are 
the learned gentlemen from Maine and Massachusetts, Governors DInG- 
LEY and Lona, and my friend from South Carolina, General DIBBLE, 
and my colleague on the Naval Committee, Mr. Lore from Delaware. 
That able committee of the last House submitted a report in which I 
find the following language: 

Your committee have examined and considered the subject of the invention 


of. Capt. Charles G. Lundborg, and have had ful! hearings and explanations by 


the inventor, which are reported and printed by order of the House in Mis- 
cellaneous Doeu: nent 36. 


Every inte'ligent person who examines this document will be impressed with 
the great scientitic as well as with the practical ability of its author, the in- 
ventor, and of the importance of his design. 


I will now sabmit some testimonials of leading ship-builders and 
practical naval architects who have examined this matter, which were 
presented to the Naval Committee the present session. 

|W. H. Webb, 64 Cedar street. } 
New York, October 31, 1882. 

Dear Sre: Having examined the model presented by you this day, and which 
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and I consider them just what is 


borg’s plans for Atlantic express steamships, 


























requisite for transatlantic steamers of greater speed, greater safety, a id wreater 
comfort to passengers than has hitherto been given to the traveling public. 
¥e urs, respe ctiully 
EDWARD FARRON, 
Engir ind Constructor to John Roach & Sons. 
Messrs, Car s L. Wr rr & C il Broadwa 
C. & I s rild < 2+ South street 
New Y r.O r 30. 1882. 

GENTLEMEN: Having cx i drawings and « stions of Capt. C. G, 
Lundborg’s mode! of steamshi > At itic Serv ve would state that we 
can see no objection t ¥ Ln ul nm lg his model pos- 

| Sesses several important a intawes : : ships now 
in use, combining fine lines fo i stab y, and light draught. 

rhe advantage of two pro Ww sin solid water. is very por 
tant to obtain a high rate of spee: : s of sifety in case of a lent 
to the machinery. The form « le stability when lizht, avoiding 
the necessity of using ballast, thus s mace, trouble. and expens 

In our judgment, Captain L org’s specifications possess 
advantages claimed by him, as y ‘ snts of success 
Atlantic service, nam s of © carl g capacit i 
light draught. 

Yours, truly 
Cc, & R, POILLON 
New Y« Octo 20, 1882 

My Dear Srrs: The design of an ocean steamship made by Capt. C. G.I i- 
borg, for the Atlantic Steamship Company of New York city, presents ich 
that is novel, and after a thorough examinati ida vsis of its pr al- 
ures, its fine lines, combined with great stal yy, and the « ‘ he hu 
for the introduction of a much greater amount o ing er tha 31 
afloat, we unhesitatingly assert herewith that Ca n Lundborg’s s 
prove faster, and at the same time steadier and more profitable, th 
vessels of similar dimensions or capacity built on the prevailing ty} 
and propelled by a single-screw propeller-wheel 

Both in the abstract and detail his plans are in the highest d ee | 
when viewed in the light the well-known principles o eam 1 
tecture. 

It is beyond dispute that the maximum efliciency of t sit crew propel- 
ling wheel has been already reached in sea-going steamers ore prope ig 
power, and its consequent speed can be achieved only f : ws, 
and this feature in Captain Lundborg’s pian makes its superiority obvious to us 

We remain, respectfully, yours, 
NATHANIAL McKAY, 
CORNELIUS W. McKAY, 
Naval Archit 
John Elder & Co., Govan, Glasgow,] 
CFOVAN r17 any 

Dear Sir: I have looked through your design for an Atlan steamer of 20 
knots an hour, and [ am of opinion that this speed would be « 1ined with the 
power you state, and I also believe that you would have a \ uly ship at 
sea. The idea is goingin the right direction, as I am convin 20 knots an 
hour must be the speed of Atlantic steamers in the immediat 

I remain, dear sir, yours, faithfully, 
W. PEARCE 

Captain LuNDBoRG. 

PHILADELPHIA, F ry S85 

DEAR Sre: In compliance with your request to submit my views to the Naval 
Committee upon the merits of a vessel of war, constructed upon the design and 
plan proposed by Capt. C.G. Lundborg, I beg to say that I have given the sub- 
ject careful consideration, and | am of opinion that his theories and principles 
are sound and correct, and that, while I might suggest n cations tn his pro- 


a 


The | 


you have designed for the Atlantic merchant service, | find so mueh in aceore | 


with my own experience and practice of former years that [ do not hesitate to 
give it my approval. 

It possesses many important advantages over the generally accepted models 
of ocean steamers. Its general dimensions will secure very light draught, and 
with fine lines, as shown in the model, and adequate power, great speed can 
certainly be obtained. 


Also, greater stability when light; less disposition to roll at sea when loaded; | 


certainty of answering the helm quickly; large carrying capacity on a | 


greater 
light draught; greater safety and comfort at sea. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


W. H. WEBB. 
Capt. C. G. Luspzora, Naval Construelor. 





(Morgan Iron Works, foot Ninth street, E. R., John Roach & Sons, proprietors.] 


New York, September 18, 1382. 
Dear Ses: I have examined the model and specifieations of Capt. C. G. Lund- 


—eeeeeeseeetetmaa tt 


posed details of construction, [do not hesitate to a 
and plan of his proposed ship, and I believe that the adv 
type are sufficiently evident to warrant the Governme: 


ral d sign 


e propo sed 





i S$ to test 
it by the construction of a ship embodying the Lundborg sy : 
Yours, very truly, 
CHAS. H. CRAMP 
Presidentof the Wm. Cramp & Sons Ship and E ne Building Comr 
Hon. H. A. HERBERT, 
Chairman Commitiee on Naval Affairs, 


House of Repre sentative 














Mr. Speaker, this is positive and reliable testimony from the highest 
and best sources. It is trustworthy and valuable because of the well- 
known and conceded skill and ability of the witnesses, and especially 
on account of their absolute disinterestedn« 

The system presented by Captain Lundborg, when introduced 1 
practically tested, will no doubt revolutionize naval arch:tectu It 
promises on the highest scientific as well as pra il authorit: iter 
speed, greater stability, greater steadiness at ind gre r ness 

| than can possibly be obtained by a vessel of mmon form. Each 
of these advantages is of so great importance in ashipof war, that even 
a slight improvement in either of them would lead to the universal 
adoption of this new system. 

I havealready shown, with regard to the speed f 
even greater importance than armor; for superior speed ul 
tion of a knot, would be apt to decide the battle in favor of the -fastest 
ship, everything else being equal. And of almost equal i is 
the steadiness of the ship. Comparative freedom i g and 
pitching is the great desideratum ina ship of war tead in plat- 
form insures an accurate fire, the importa ch i ifliciently 

| clear. Quicknessof maneuvering, or handi: , is hardly less desirable 
for reasons equally obvious. 

Naval men will tell you that the importance of th: ? 
hardly be overestimated. They are even of greater imp i 
armorand guns, for the superiority, as derived from the q t 1e 
vessel itself, will not change or deteriorate, while a -and guns are 
liable to infinite and immediate changes. But t) 3 | another 
point which makes the adoption of the Lundborg s hly desirable. 


In the report submitted to the House by the Com 
wesay with regard to large iron-clad ships of 13,' 
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like the Italian Lepanto and others, that the great draught of such ships 
would prevent them from entering any of the principal seaports of the 
United States, except San Francisco, and for that reason the commit- 
tee would not advise the building now of such vessels. 

Itis, however, clear that unless the experience of a naval battle should 
in the near future totally change the nature of the navies of the world 
the time must evidently come very soon when we must build large 
ships, able to compete with the most powerful navies of other nations. 
This can not possibly be avoided. Here the ship upon Captain Lund- 
borg’s system is just what is wanted. According to all authorities it 
is admirably adapted for light draught of water. The model easily 
admits of constructing ships of immense displacement, very much larger 
than any ships hitherto built, and yet upon moderate draught, enabling 
them toenterour great harbors. There would be no difficulty whatever 
in building a ship upon the Lundborg plan of 20,000 tons displacement 
or more, of good proportions and the finest lines for high speed, on 24 
feet draught of water, or even less if necessary. 

I have only mentioned some of the great advantages of the Lundborg 
system with respect to ships of war, as more particularly coming under 
the functions of the Committee on Naval Affairs. But I ought not, on 
this occasion, to omit to say that it also possesses many other features 
of the highest importance of which I have not spoken, but which will 
prove of incalculable benefit to shipping at large, to the merchant ma- 
| rine as well as to ships of the Navy. Among these I will only mention 
e} stability, or the quality of the ship which keeps her upright in the 

water. Thousands of vessels, steamers in particular, capsize and are 
lost at sea because, after consuming a portion of their coal, water, and 
stores, they become top heavy, upset and are lost, in most cases with 
all hands. 

Sir Edward Reed, the celebrated chief coustructor to the British 
admiralty, threw a vivid light upon this subject in his report as chair- 
man of the board appointed to investigate the capsizing of the Daphne 
and Austral, two large English ships which capsized in port, one in 
the Clyde and one in Sydney Harbor, Australia. Judging from this 
able report, published in October, 1883, there exists no more fruitful 
source of danger to navigation than want of sufficient stability in mod- 
ern ships. It is clear, therefore, that the discovery of a system of de- 
signing vessels so that they can not under any circumstances capsize 
at sea would be not merely a great advantage, but a positive benefit 
to mankind, which would entitle that inventor to a place in the front 
rank among public benefactors. 

This problem has been solved in Captain Lundborg’s system, for it 
possesses this inestimable quality. A ship upon that plan possesses 
the singular, or rather wonderful, feature, that it actually gains in sta- 
bility the lighter she becomes by the consumption of coal, stores, and 
ammunition, making capsizingimpossible. And I need hardly say that 
that great and inestimable advantage alone, even if there were no others, 
ought to insure the immediate and universal adoption of Captain Lund- 
horg’s system. 

In view of the many potent reasons which I have now given, it ap- 
pears clearly that it would be an act of eminent wisdom for Congress 
to authorize the building of a vessel upon Captain Lundborg’s design. 
it is superfluous to say that if that vessel should fulfill even only partly 
the claims of the inventor, and of the eminent scientists and experts 
who indorse and vouch for his plans, all the vessels already built will 
be quickly superseded by others upon his system. It would therefore 
be in the direction of economy to build such a vessel as soon as possi- 












































spending any more money upon ships of the ordinary type. 
tem. 


larly as there might be much delay on account of the armor plates, 


manufacture such plates in this country. 


of higher speed than any existing warship, probably exceeding 20 knots. 
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ble, so that the result as to her performance could be ascertained before 


There is a bill (No. 4329) introduced in the House by my colleague 
on the Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. Lore, for the building of a 
large armored cruiser of 20 knots’ speed upon Captain Lundborg’s sys- 
She would unquestionably be the most efficient and powerful 
cruiser in the world, a ship capable of accepting battle with heavily 
armed ships, and unequaled in speed and endurance. The building 
of that ship, however, would probably take considerable time, particu- 


which must be ordered from abroad, since we are not yet prepared to 
But as it is of the highest 
importance that the question should be settled with the least possible 
delay, I would suggest the building of a smaller ship, an unarmored 
cruiserof about 3,000 tons displacement. She would, ifsuccessful, bea 
most efficient and useful vessel, armed with powerful guns, and capable 


She would also have great endurance, carrying full sail power, enabling 
her to keep the sea cruising under sail alone, thus saviag the coal for 
emergencies when high speed was required. Such a vessel could be 

it built complete for service in less than a year from the signing of the 


a In pursuing this course there would probably be but little or no delay 

in the building of the propesed new ships. The four vessels author- 
ized by last Congress, now more than a year ago, are not yet laid down 
or even contracted fer, the designs and specifications not being com- 
pleted; and there is but little reason to suppose that the designs of the 
vessels now proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, if the bill 
should become a law, will be completed in less time. If, therefore, by 





JULY 24, 


the time that these designs are about to be completed the performance 
of the Lundborg ship, which may be built in the mean time, shouiq 
cause further work upon the old vessels to be abandoned, the |p. 
would be limited to thesalaries of the constructors and draughtsmen w };, 
had been employed upon the designs, while many million dollars woy|q 
be saved to the Treasury from being wasted upon inferior or obsolete 
vessels. The cost of the cruiser of about 3,000 tons displacement upon 
Captain Lundborg’s system would not exceed $1,200,000. This woulq 
not increase the appropriation beyond what is recommended in the })j|! 
under consideration. The amendment provides only that one of the 
proposed cruisers shall be built on Captain Lundborg’s design without 
increasing the apsropriation. 

Some members of the House may look upon this as an experiment. 
and I must say for myself that until I had more fully studied the ques. 
tion I was inclined to be of a similar opinion. Bat after hearing Cap. 
tain Lundborg’s testimony and explanations before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs during the last and present Congress, in conjunction with 
the testimony and unqualified indorsements of his system by the most 
eminent living authorities, and having given the subject most carefy| 
study and investigation, I feel now justified in declaring most em- 
phatically that the term experiment, in the general acceptation of the 
word, is a misnomer when used in connection with the building of 4 
vessel upon Captain Lundborg’s design, for there can be no experiment 
in it, none whatever. 

Every vessel without exception, be its shape ever so singular or fan- 
tastic, is amenable to certain laws, which if disregarded must cause 
failure, while, on the other hand, if these laws are not infringed upon, 
failure in the broad sense of the word is entirely out of the question. 
The experience of ages has proved that the theoretical calculations, 
determining the behavior of a vessel at sea, atu correct. Indeed, it 
could not possibly be otherwise, since the rules for such calculations 
are derived purely from mathematical conclusions. They infallibly 
give true res2lts, and any failure which might occur can always |e 
traced either to errors in the calculations, which, if rightly performed 
would at the outset have shown the faults in the design, or to mechan- 
ical mistakes in the ship not having been built strictly in conformity 
with the design. 

Captain Ericsson’s Monitor presented a most radical deviation from 
the old type vessel, and the building of her was consequently looked 
upon as an experiment by everybody, except those very few whose scien- 
tific attainments enabled them to form a just opinion. But the great 
inventor knew that his design did not conflict with the laws of science, 
and the result did not disappoint either him or the American people. 
This invention, made by a countryman of Captain Ericsson, is also based 
upon the same immutable laws, in complete accordance with the rigid 
principles of science; and, therefore, we may safely assume that failure 
is impossible. Any other conclusion would simply be a contradiction 
of the laws of science. The building of the bridge between New York 
and Brooklyn, the Washington Monument, and all other great enzi- 
neering works ever made, were quite as much experimental as will be 
the building of this ship. 

The vessels now building for our Navy are quite as much experi- 
ments as can possibly be the building of a ship on Captain Lundborg’s 
plan, while the vessels proposed in the pending bill, armored and pro- 
tected cruisers, are experiments in the broadest sense of the word. 
Captain Lundborg’s system involves nothing which can not be foretold 
with absolute certainty by science, correct and infallible, as proved 
through the experience of all ages; while the armored vessel is built 
upon conjectural theories and based upon assumptions without having 
ever yet been brought to any reliable practical test. Yet we are ready 
to spend large sums of public money upon these doubtful experiments, 
while the building cf a vessel on the Lundborg plan is no experiment 
atall. But let us take the worst possible view of the matter; let us 
for a moment suppose that Captain Lundborg and all the eminent 
scientists and experts who have indorsed his system are totally wrong— 
an assumption which is simply absurd—that science in short is no 
science at all, but only a heterogeneous mass of conjectures, what then 
would.be the actual loss under such circumstances by having built the 
vessel? The calculation is quickly made: 

The cost of a vessel of 3,000 tons displacement would, as before stated, 
not exceed $1,200,000. Of this sum the engines would cost fully one- 
half, and they could always be utilized in other vessels, and so could 
the masts and sails, the anchors, the cables—everything, in fact, which, 
together with the engines, would make up the greatest portion of the 
cost of the complete vessel; while finally the hull itself, the cost of 
which would only be a small fraction of the whole, could probably also 
be used for some p The actual loss would, therefore, in the 
worst imaginable contingency be confined to a sum considerably less 
than one-half and probably not even one-third of the total cost of the 
vessel. One-third of $1,200,000 is four hundred thousand, which sum 
consequently would represent the possible loss; but this sum also in- 
cludes the labor. . 

Let us now compare this with the risk incurred by building the pro- 
posed armored ships. The armor of one of the 6,000-ton vessels will 
weigh not less than 1,500 tons, and the of such armor plates may 
be assumed to be about $500 per ton. t of the Miantonomoh cost, 
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as stated in the report of the Select Committee on Ordnance and War 
Ships, $535 per ton. The cost of the armor plates for one of these ar- 
mored ships will therefore amount to $750,000, and for the two vessels 
to $1,500,000. Add to this the cost of the protective armor for the 
three cruisers, which may be assumed to cost at least $750,000, and we 
have an aggregate of $2,250,000 to be expended upon armor plates for 
these vessels. The whole of this large amount will actually be jeop- 
ardized in a purely experimental way, liable to entire loss at any mo- 
ment if the experience of an actual battle, an experience which is now 
totally wanting, should prove armor on ships to be worthless, and to 
be abandoned for something else in keeping with new theories. 

Almost every dollar expended on armor plates would then be lost, 
for the ponderous masses might perhaps not bring even the price of scrap- 
iron. The comparisen as to the possible risk will then take this form: 
The risk on the Lundborg ship will be $400,000, while the risk on the 
proposed new ships will be two $2,250,000. But this comparison does 
not after all give a true conception of the case. More fairly it may be 
stated thus: In building a vessel on Captain Lundborg’s system we in- 
cur a very remote risk of losing $400,000, with the expectation, amount- 
ing almost to the certainty, of gaining something of inestimable and im- 
perishable national value; while in building the proposed armored and 
protected cruisers we run a very great risk of losing $2,250,000 at any 
moment, with a fancied public utility depending upon precarious con- 
ditions of continuous peace among the naval powers and theabsence of 
radical changes which may be expected. 

But the incredulous, skeptical, and ignorant always antagonize and 
resist the introduction and progress of improvements in every branch 
of science and industry. To this rule our non-progressive rulers of the 
American Navy, whether Secretaries or line officers or advisory boards, 
are not an exception. They seem to oppose any and all innovations 
with the same apprehension as they would if a personal right was in 
jeopardy. When anything new is presented, no matter how meritori- 
ous, they cry out ‘‘experiments!’’ ‘‘cranks!’’ and at once retire 
within their charmed circle of obsolescence. 

It may be contended that we are obliged to go abroad for the skill 
and ability to reconstruct our Navy. I am not willing to admit that 
assumption. Have our executive authorities made any effort to dis- 
cover and secure the requisite skill and ability in this country, outside 
of the technical corps of the Navy Department? Has our Government 
given any encouragement or offered any inducements to develop this 
talent? On the contrary has not the policy been to repel and reject all 
advice and suggestion from outside parties, no matter how wise and im- 

t? Has not the Department always given encouragement and 
support to the technical corps in its suspicions and jealousies toward 
civilian naval architects? This Government has given no encourage- 
ment or recognition to anybody, no matter of what distinction, for su- 
perior knowledge, skill, and ability. 

John Ericsson was tabooed and ridiculed when he first submitted 
his proposition to the Government to buil&™™he Monitor. There were 
some officers of our Navy who even predicted that the vessel would not 
float when launched, and it was only through the influence and efforts 
of patriotic private citizens and the exigencies of the times that the 
Monitor was built. Ericsson was compelled to break through the ar- 
mor of the technical corps of the Government before he could get rec- 
ognition and be permitted to become a benefactor to his adopted coun- 
try. Are we going to have another illustration of this illiberal and nar- 
row policy? I trust not. This amendment now under consideration 
contemplates avoiding that. If it becomes a law, I predict that the 
American Navy will no longer be the subject of ridicule and derision 
among the naval powers of the world. 

But if we assume this matter to be in any degree experimental, what 
then is theduty of Congress? In view of the testimony of eminent and 
skillful experts, its immense importance and value to the country if suc- 
cessful, the small risk in making a practical test, then every considera- 
tion of wise policy demands without delay the construction of a ship of 
this type. 1t has been a well-established practice of Congress for half 
a century to apprepriate public funds for purposes of experiments for 
both public and private benefit. The Twenty-seventh Congress, in the 
days of strict construction of the Constitution, appropriated $30,000 
to test the electro-magnetic telegraph invented by Professor Morse. 
From that period to the present every Congress has appropriated public 
—— for experimental objects for almost every conceivable purpose, 
and amounts aggregate millions of dollars. Then with preponde- 
rating expert testimony approving, with public expediency urging, 
with the public exigencies demanding, and with abundant legislative 
precedent sanctioning, and in the highest interest of economy, public 
safety, and national honor, wisdom, duty, and sound statesmanship, all 
require and demand the enactment of this measure. [Applause. } 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the committee will not adopt this amend- 
ment. This tleman, Mr. Lundborg, whose name appears in the 
amendment ‘of the gentleman from Tennessee, who is so much opposed 
to taking up the inventions of foreigners, isa Swede. He appeared be- 
fore the committee and was heard at considerable length. We were, 
some of us, considerably impressed with his arguments, but the experts 
to whom we submitted the plans did not advise the building of this 
vessel, and the Committee on Naval Affairs thought it was their duty 
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not to prescribe the model for the vessel, but to leave the responsibility 
in that matter where it properly belongs—with the executive depart- 
ment of the Government. When Captain Lundborg appears before the 
Department he will no doubt have a fair hearing. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will ask the gentleman was not Captain Ericsson 
a Swede? 

Mr. HERBERT. I think it is the duty and the right of the Amevi- 
can Government to-go anywhere and everywhere that the best possible 
plans can be had, and utilize all the information that can be got, come 
from where it may. Although I have mentioned the fact that this gen- 
tleman isa Swede I do not say that is anything in the world against him 
or his plans. What I say is he should goto the executive department. 
We were not willing to tie the Department down by adopting a partic- 
ular plan. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. I desire to inform the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama that Captain Lundborg is a citizen of the United States, 
and so was Ericsson. When Captain Ericsson submitted his design to 
build the Monitor there were officers in our Navy who predicted it 
would not float when launched, and it was only through the influence 
and efforts of patriotic private citizens and exigencies of the times that 
the Monitor was built. Captain Ericsson had to break through the tech- 
nical corps of the Government to get recognition and be permitted to 
confer a boon on his adopted country. 

But I wanted to let the gentleman from Alabama know that this gen- 
tleman is not a foreigner; although he was born in Sweden, he is to-day 
a citizen of the United States. This amendment is in the interest of 
the civilian naval architects of the country. If we can not find the 
necessary skill and ability in the technical corps of the Navy to build 
these vessels let us get the help of the civilian naval architecture of the 
country. This amendment contemplates doing that thing; and if the 
amendment becomes a law I predict the American Navy will no longer 
be a subject of ridicule and derision among the naval powers of the 
earth. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was not the Monitor private property? 
the property of the Government when it tought the Merrimac? 

Mr. BALLENTINE. I do not know. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Chairman, this bill, in my judgment, is one of 
the most important that has been brought to the consideration of this 
Congress, and can not fail to attract the earnest attention of the Amer- 
ican people. 

It has long been a matter of astonishment that the American Con- 
gress has contemplated with such supreme indifference the dilapidated 
and utterly inefficient condition into which our once proud navy has 
been allowed to fall. Whenthe Republic was in its infancy, and while 
still struggling for its existence, no flag floated with more confidence 
than our starry banner, and the heroic deeds of the American Navy dur- 
ing those years can never be recalled without emotions of pleasure and 
pride. The renown of our Navy spread through the world and received 
unbounded praise. From that high eminence we have suffered an ig- 
nominious fall, and to-day it can hardly be claimed that we havea navy 
worthy to be so called. If this Congress shall succeed in putting un- 
der headway any plan that shall result ultimately in giving the coun- 
try such a navy as our wants and standing demand, its work in that 
regard will receive the just plaudits of the nation, and will be remem- 
bered with much gratitude through all coming time. 

The bill now under consideration, when shorn of the objections to 
which I propose tocall attention, will,in my judgment, ‘‘ promote the 
general welfare of the American people,’’ and if it shall become a law, 
when so amended, will place us in the way of realizing much that the 
American heart desires. 

The objections to which I allude and would strike out of the bill are 
to be found: 

First. In section 4 I would strike out the following: 


Was it 


Provided, Contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a reason- 
able price, and of the required quantity, can be made with responsible parties; 
otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase the same, 
or any portion thereof, and to import it 

Second. In section 6 I would strike out the following: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may buy abroad and import such 
shafting and other material or machinery as he may be unable to procure in the 
United States: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may purchase 
abroad only such shafting and other special materia!s as it may be impossible 
to obtain in the United States in time for use in the construction of the 


vessels 
herein provided for. 


Mr. Chairman, we have all the material in our own country neces- 
sary to construct these vessels, and why should we go to the foreigner 
to buy that which we already have? Our mechanics and ship-builders 
are as intelligent and skillful as the foreigner. Why should we go to 
him for his labor? To go abroad for anything entering into the build- 
ing, construction, and armament of these vessels is not patriotic, it is 
not just to our own people, it is not American, and I can never consent 
to do it. Whenever our people have been brought in cortact with the 
cheap labor of Europe they have risen in their might and repelled it 
with just indignation. I need hardly to ask you to remember the dis- 
content aroused among the coal-workers of Pennsylvania when a few 
years ago the mining corporations threatened and in some cases actu- 
ally did import contract labor to take the place of our citizens in their 
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mines. Nor need I, perhaps, call to your mind the degrading influ- 
ence imported Chinese labor has had upon American labor on the Pa- 
cific coast. 

The sections in this bill to which I object propose instead of bringing 
the cheap labor of Europe here that the Secretary of the Navy shall go 
to cheap labor in Europe with America’s money and buy in part these 
proposed ships of war, a proposition lam sure the American people will 
denounce as a blow at their industries and an injustice they will be slow 
to forget. 

It is our duty to care for our own workmen without regard to what 
can be done by the pauper labor of Europe. 

The proposition here suggested to go abroad for material and arma- 
ment for these war vessels is but an entering-wedge of the pernicious 
doctrine of free trade and will not be tolerated by the freemen of America. 

If we have regard for the prosperity of our people we will never allow 
the Secretary of the Navy to go abroad to buy a farthing’s value in ma- 
terial, labor, or armament for these vessels. 

When the European comes to our country to make a home for himself 
and his family we extend to him a hearty welcome, but our citizens are 
not willing to adopt a policy which in any respect is more beneficial to 
the foreigner than to ourselves. 

Any measure which has a tendency to reduce the wages of labor 
should not be advocated for one moment in this House. 

I believe it is the patriotic duty of the Government to build our war 
vessels and allother vessels at home, even though to do so will cost more 
in wages to workmen than to go abroad. 

The building of ships isa great industry and the Government should 
encourage those engaged in it. 

It will be anything but pleasant for the American people to behold 
the Secretary of the Navy of the United States in the workshops of 
Europe making contracts to build ships of war for the American Navy. 
Such a spectacle would hardly be creditable to the self-respect of our 
people. 

Permit me to illustrate how important it is to our people to foster 
and encourage the art of building ships. 

To build a first class iron vessel costs about $550,000. Five per cent. 
only of this cost is for material. The balance, or 95 per cent., is for 
labor. This labor begins with the miner and his drill, the woodman 
and his ax. It passes through many other grades and kinds of employ- 
ment and receives wages ranging from $2 a day for the laborer to $20 a 
day paid to the skilled designer. When ashipis built in our own yards 
all this money is kept at home. It goes to the mechanic and laboring 
man, to the merchant and professional man. It furnishes the wages 
and the profits by which our people are enabled to procure homes, to 
educate their children, and to cultivate the artsof peace. Italso repre- 
sents the property upon which taxes are levied and collected to support 
the Government. 

For one I am not willing to take this money, no, not one cent of it, 
to a foreign country and pay it to their cheap labor. It belongs toour 
own people and should be kept here. 

In the name of the millions of freemen of Pennsylvania I protest 
against such a policy and earnestly hope that the objections to which I 
have referred may be stricken from the bill. 

I appreciate fully how important it is to plant our flag boldly and 
strongly upon the sea, and I am sure the day is not far in the future 
when it will be there to stay. 

It is our duty to build up a navy; but it must bean American navy, 
built in our own country by our own people and of domestic material. 

Then, indeed, may we begin to see the dawn of that period when our 
country shall stand forth among the nations of the earth a beacon-light 
to cheer the world, and our flag shall be recognized as an emblem of 
the superior greatness and dignity of the American people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall now have a vote. 
There is nothing in the bill about foreign materials. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to strike out the last word. 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to vote for this bill as it comes from the com- 
mittee. I did intend to offer an amendment to it, but I am conscious 
of the fact that very few amendments offered to any bill coming from 
any committee of this House ever receive much consideration here. I 
wish to call attention, however, to the fact that there is a large section 
of our country which is equally as important in every respect as our 
seacoast, but for the protection of which no provision is made in this 
bill. I mean our frontier upon the northern lakes. 

It wasonly this morning that the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BourELLe] referred to Commodore Perry’s famous message, ‘‘ We 
have met the enemy and they are ours,’’ and it was on the waters of 
Lake Erie that the war of 1812 between the United States and Eng- 
land was settled. Yet, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and the Navy Department, while they recommend the construction of 
ships for the protection of our seacoasts, make no recommendation for 
the protection of that great northern frontier extending for nearly 
2,000 miles. In the year 1840 the Congress of the United States made 
an appropriation for one war ship for our northern lakes. That ship 
has now been in commission forty-six years, and I do not think that 
during the whole period there has been $10,000 expended upon her 


for repairs. I have risen on this occasion merely to call the atten: 

of the honorable chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs to this 
subject, and te suggest that when he brings in a bill in the future jy; 
the increase of our Navy it might be well for him to remember t),t 
we have a coast on the northern lakes which needs protection as we|| 
as the seacoast, and that the people living along that northern borde, 
pay a larger proportion of the taxes that go to maintain and keep up 
your Navy than is paid by those on your Atlantic coast. 

Mr. HERBERT. There is nothing in this bill to prevent the use o{ 
these vessels on the lakes. 

Mr. SCOTT. You can not get them there. 

Mr. HERBERT. They can be built there. 

Mr. McADOO. If the gentleman from Penusylvania will permit » 
a suggestion, the condition of things is totally altered since the war o; 
1812. The changesin the relative population of Canadaand the United 
States since that time make it almost impossible that we should have 
another war on that border. 

Mr. SCOTT. You can not tell about that. 

The question was taken on the amendmentof Mr. BALLENTIN: id 
it was agreed to—ayes 37, noes 36. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the first section of the bil! 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the first section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 9, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract with 
the Pneumatic Dynamite-Gun Company of New York for one dynamite-¢u: 
cruiser, as follows: Said cruiser to be not less than 230 feet long, 26 feet breadih 
of beam, 7} feet draft, 3,200 horse-power, and guaranteed to attain a speed of 2) 
knots an hour, and to be equipped with three pneumatic dynamite-guns of |\).- 
inch caliber, and guaranteed to throw shelis containing 200 pounds of dynam ite 
or other high explosives at least 1 mile, each gun to be capable of being dis- 
charged once in two minutes, at a price not to exceed $350,000; said contract to 
be made only on condition that there shall be a favorable report made by the 
existing naval board on the system; to be paid for as the work progresses, and 
upon the report of such board or boards of inspectors as the Secretary of tlic 
Navy may for that purpose appoint, reserving 30 per cent. on allsuch payme:'s 
until the whole work is completed and accepted by the Secretary of the Nav. 

The Pneumatic Dynamite-Gun Company shall furnish bonds satisfactory \o 
the Secretary of the Navy for the faithful performance of its contract, and for 
the refunding of the money paid hereunder in case of the non-performance 
the same, and shall further agree with the Secretary of the Navy upon a |i: 
of price which shall not be exceeded in any future contracts which the Govern- 
ment may desire to enter into for the purchase of the company’s guns. 


on 


Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, since the original bill was perfected this 
matter has been brought to the attention of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and they have unanimously recommended that an addition be 
made to this bill in the precise language of the amendment which I 
have offered. It was the unanimous opinion of the committee that we 
ought to purchase this gun and gunboat at a costof $350,000. It is the 
invention of Lieutenant Zalinski, of the United States Army, one of 
our own citizens. It is a pneumatic gun, which is guaranteed by its 
inventor and owner to th a projectile of dynamite a distance of one 
mile; which, when at an@vation of 10 degrees, will strike a blow of 
6,500 pounds to the square inch and will of course destroy any vessel 
that it comes within 21 feet of. It has been experimented with for a 
long time and is considered to be a complete success, and, as I have 
said, the owner of the gun guarantees that it will accomplish this re- 
sult, and that guarantee is provided for in the amendment which | 
have offered. 

I have offered it here because this is the proper place for it in the 
original bill. It is also in the substitute which the gentleman from 
Alabama has under his charge, and which I understand he proposes to 
offer later; but I hope that the original bill as reported by the com- 
mittee will be adopted by this Committee of the Whole and by the 
House. Of course it may not be, but if it should be, I contend that it 
is important to have this provision included in it. I offer the amend- 
ment in good faith, and hope the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hrr- 
BERT] will not object to it, because it can do no harm, even if it has 
to be stricken out afterward by the adoption of the substitute. 

It makes the bill, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE | 
suggests, that much better; and it can not possibly do any harm. If 
we should conclude to adopt the original bill to construct ten ships, 
instead of five as the substitute provides, then we should want this 
amendment to be in the bill. I do not know what may be the temper 
of the House on this question. The committee as constituted by a 
majority of the House thought it not best to support the original bill; 
in that respect I think they madea very serious mistake. But if fol- 
lowing our individual judgments we should decide here in Committee 
of the Whole to,adopt the original bill, then a provision of this kind 
would be necessary. I hope therefore it will be adopted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand, tls provision simply au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Navy in his discretion to make this con- 
tract? 

Mr. BUCK. Thatisall; and it is provided that he shall take a bond 
from the inventor and owner. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This matter was investigated somewhat by 
our committee and was favorably considered, but we thought it best 
that, if this board should be appointed, the matter should be le/t to 
them. 


Mr. BUCK. The amendment proposes simply toappropriate $350, - 
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000, to be expended for this purpose if the Secretary of the Navy deems | 
it proper. If this provision should become law I am inclined to think it | 
would revolutionize the question of armament ofall war vessels, for this 
jnvention is, in my judgment, altogether the most deadly projectile ever | 
discovered. It would destroy the largest ship of war afloat by throw- 
ing a charge of 100 pounds of dynamite, which, falling within 21 feet 
of the vessel, would certainly sink her. 

Mr. HERBFRT. As I understand, this amendment is precisely the 
same provision that is in the substitute; is it not? 

Mr. BUCK. Precisely the same, word for word. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope it will be voted down. 
sity for it if we adopt the substitute. 

Mr. BAYNE. Suppose we adopt the original bill, would it not be 
best to have this in? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not think we shall do that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is not the chairman of the committee in favor of hav- 
ing the original bill in as good a form as possible if we should adopt 
it? 

Mr. HERBERT. There is no doubt about that; but I do not care 
to discuss that question now. 

Mr. BUCK. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will allow the 
amendment to come in. It will not do the least harm in the world. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Buck, it was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following: 


Seo, 4. That the armor used in constructing said armored vesselsand forcom 
pleting said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic 
manufacture, provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, 
at a reasonable price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible 
parties; otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase 
the same, or any portion thereof, and import it. Such armor shall be accepted 


only after passing such tests as shall be prescribed by the Secretary cf the Navy 
and inserted in the contracts. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to amend by striking out in the section 
just read all after the word ‘‘manufacture,’’ in line 3, down to and in- 
cluding the words ‘‘import it,’’ in line 8. Theclause which I propose 
to strike ont is in these words: 

Provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a reason- 
able price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible parties; 
otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase the same, 
or any portion titereof, and import it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
in the same line which I see he is pursuing? . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The object of the gentleman is evidently to require 
that the armor which is to be used for the purpose contemplated shall 
be manufactured in this country and nowhere else. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My amendment will secure that object. 
first portion of the section will then read: 


That the armor used in constructing said armgred vessels and for completing 
said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic manufact- 
ure, 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understand the gentleman’s object—that the 
armor shall be made in this country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My amendment provides for that. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I suggest that the amendment would be much sim- 
plified if it merely struck out at the beginning of line 8 the words ‘‘and 
import it.’? The previous part should remain in. It will then read. 

Provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a reason- 
able price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible parties; 
otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase the same, 
or any portion thereof. 

The provision in line 3 requiring this armor to be ‘‘ of domestic manu- 
facture’’ will remain; and consequently under the section, if amended 
as I suggest, the Department will be required to purchase armor of 
domestic manufacture. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not with that proviso. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Not with the proviso, undoubtedly. 
out the proviso—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine, rose. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Excuse mea moment. If you strike out the pro- 
viso there is nothing in the section which will provide for the purchase 
of this material, which of course can be done outside of the contract, 
ifnecessary, whereas if you strike out what I propose you will prevent 
the importation of such material and confine it to domestic manufacture. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maryland to the lines in the preceding section of the law. He 
will see the Secretary of the Navy is there empowered to make con- 
tracts, or take such course as may be necessary for that purpose. And 
then in section 5 it is provided— 

That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause one or more of the new vessels here- 
inbefore provided for to be constructed and one or moreof the said monitors to 
be completed in one or more of the navy-yards of the United States, 

Mr. FINDLAY. There is no power in that for him to purchase 
abroad or import material from abroad. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not wish him to import from abroad. 
Mr. FINDLAY. Neither do I, and that is what I wish to prevent, 

especially after you provide in this section 4— 

That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels and for completing 


There is no neces- 
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»f the best obtainable quality and of domestic manufact- 
provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a rea- 
sonable price, and of the required quality can be made with responsible parties. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. That is provided for. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The part of the proviso I leave in provides that the 
Secretary is authorized to purchase the same, or any portion thereof, 
or to make contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
except under contract ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. 


said monitors shall be « 
ure, 


Practically, how can the hased 
It is not kept in stock. 

Undoubtedly not. That is true, but still at the 
time if this section is passed with the words I have suggested left 
out, that is, if those words, ‘‘and import it,’’ are struck out, there is 
nothing by which the Secretary of the Navy could make purchase of 
this armor abroad. 

Mr. REED, of Maine 
away. 

Mr. FINDUAY. There is no use of the proviso except for the power 
to be vested in the Secretary of the Navy to make contracts. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Contracts abroad ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. If you strike these words out—that is, the words 
‘‘and import it’’—you will give him no power to make contracts abroad. 
You may infer that from what power youdogive him. You will have 
a barren, naked proposition if you adopt the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; it provides it must beof the best obtainable 
quality of domestic manufacture. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Strike out all after the word “ otherwise.’ 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly you should leave something in there by 
which he may be guided in obtaining the article. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Theamendment of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
REED] will accomplish the purpose certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope we are not going to get into a political dis- 
cussion here upon this question. It will not further the bill, and there 
is an amendment before the House for consideration. The question is, 
ought that amendment to be adopted? 

Now, this section of the bill provides that this armor shall be of do- 
mestic manufacture; that is to say, it is mandatory, with the proviso 
that contracts for furnishing the same at a reasonable time, and at a 
reasonable price, and of proper quality can be made. I do not have any 
doubt whatever about the fact that this armor would be procured here 
under this bill. 

3ut there is a limitation that simply provides against any combina- 
tion on the part of the iron men or of anybody else so that the Depart- 
ment or the Government shall not be placed in their power. The Sec- 
retary is directed in express terms to get it of domestic manufacture if 
he can, at a reasonable price, and certainly no gentleman here would 
desire that an unreasonable price should be paid. It is simply a pro- 
vision put in there for the protection of the Government. 

[admit what the gentleman from Ohio says, that the Senate Committee 
on Ordnance and War Ships did report that the armor couid be made 
in this country, and I hope it will be made in this country, because we 
will not be independent, so far as the means of self-defense are con- 
cerned, until we can furnish our own ships and heavy gunshere. That 
is the purpose of the bill in every line and in every section of it. If 
gentlemen will examine they will see that purpose cleasly. There is 
no sort of doubt about it, and this provision is simply for the protection 
of the Government. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave had my attention calléd by my hon- 
ored friend from New York-to the fact that this seeks to secure armor 
which can not be manufactured in this country inside of three years, 
and that this is only to meet an emergency which may possibly arise. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was coming to that in a moment. 
vision inserted for caution sake, so that in case it can not be done here 
within the time required it can be gotten elsewhere. So far as the 
Miantonomoh is concerned, which is now being armored, Secretary 
Chandler bought that armor 
within the time required 
sonable time get it here; 
in time, the Governmen 
until American manufacturers can procure the necessary p 
material, which may take years. 
there is no doubt of the 
Navy is required to get 


armor be pure 


There is nothing if the proviso be taken 


, 


It is a pro- 


abroad because he could not get it here 
Now, suppose we could not within a rea- 

if our own people can not get the plant ready 
t certainly should not be compelled to wait 
lant and 
If they can furnish it, and I think 
] iry of the 


fact that they can, the Secret 
is no doubt of our ability 


why 
it from them. There 
to have these vessels built within a reasonable time and out of iron and 
steel of domestic manufacture. If possible, this must be done; and I 
do not see how gentlemen would really want the bill to pass or want 
the Navy increased without some such provision as this in it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to have my amendment as modi 
reported. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my hon- 
ored friend from Alabama that for one I would not throw any cbstacle 
in the way of securing the early completion of these cruisers. A con- 
dition of things may arise, and very speedily, which will suggest to this 
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country the importance of having vessels of this character ready for serv- 
ice. But there is one thing equally clear that unless our domestic 
manufacturers are encouraged by the Government they can not, they 
will not establish plants equal to providing the character of armor re- 
quired in completeing these cruisers; and it is in the interest of the 
Government uJ timately that it should give such aid and encouragement 
to domestic manufacturers as will enable them to meet all requirements 
as they arise. 

But we have reason to be apprehensive from the experience of the 
past few years that there will not be given that encouragement to our 
own people in the matter of producing heavy armor plates and guns 
which they ought to receive, and in the absence of which it is utterly 
impossible for us to ever realize our hopes that our own people will in- 
vent and manufacture every kind of war enginery needed todefend our 
country against all assaults, whether of a domestic character or whether 
they shall come from abroad. I recognize the force of what my honor- 
able friend suggested, that in this emergency it might possibly be néc- 
essary to purchase certain guns or material abroad; but for one I do not 
want that to interfere with that policy of the United States which looks 
to establishing a plant in this country equal to providing whatever our 
Government may need in the conduct of offensive and defensive war- 
fare. 

This can only be done by giving our own manufacturers such encour- 
agement and governmental patronage as will insure a just and proper 
return for the outlay and effort embarked in establishing a proper plant. 

If I could conceive it possible that the billas itis would not have the 
effect to stifle rather than encourage our own manufacturers I would 
be glad to clothe the Secretary of the Navy with power to purchase 
wherever in the earth he could find that material which is necessary to 
push forward the very early completion of these cruisers. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
BouTveLLe]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My object in offering this amendmenf has been 
to encourage if possible what I regard as one of the primarily important 
features of the re-establishment and maintenance of a navy; and that 
is the establishment in this country of the machinery and the plant and 
the hammers that are necessary to furnish the material out of which the 
navy can beconstructed. The establishment of a navy fora nation like 
ours is not accomplished when we have simply obtained ships. We 
want to have the ability here to construct ships. That is infinitely of 
more importance than the question whether we shall have a few ships 
at this time. 

I am told by manufacturers that the only difficulty in the way of 
manufacturing this armor is as to the size of the hammer and the weight 
of certain machinery which is too expensive to be put up in this coun- 
try, unless there is some encouragement that there would be use for it. 
These immense masses of iron and steel are not used in business opera- 
tions in civil life. They are only used in the military operations of the 
Government. I want the Government of the United States to offer an 
inducement and encouragement for setting up this plant. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. I desire to say asingle word in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

There has been a variety of efforts made at one time or another to in- 
troduce into the policy of this country the purchase of foreign-built 
ships; but each time that attempt has resulted in failure. Now, it 
seems to me the attempt, even in the very mild form in which it ap- 
pears in this section, to purchase abroad the armor which is necessary 
for the monitors, particularly when it is followed up, in section 6 of the 
bill, by a provision for the purchase of engines, boilers, machinery, 
shafiing, and what not that may be necessary for the vessels to be con- 
structed under this bill, in certain contingencies where it is impossible 
for the Secretary of the Navy tc purchase it or have it made in this 
country—when this provision, coupled with the second one, comes be- 
fore this House it simply means an attempt to buy abroad what is 
necessary for the motive power and machinery of the Navy. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Inamoment. Now, I say, sir, if we are to have 
a navy in this country we must be able to put into the vessels all that 
is necessary to run them, all that is necessary te armor them, all that 
is necessary to make them effective, and that we have only half a navy 
if we are to build ships and then go abroad and buy what is necessary 
to run them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has anticipated my ques- 
tion, which was, whether it is not as important to be able to construct 
a@ navy as to have it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Thatis whatIam contending for. AndI go further. 
If it be requisite to appropriate a large sum of money for the purpose 
of establishing the plant by the Government of the United States in its 
own navy-yards, necessary to turn out the guns and the armor requisite 
to make the ships effective, I am ready to vote that sum. Thereseems 
to bean impressiona navy, by the wave of some magic wand, can spring 
out of the sea like an exhalation. Why, sir, it is a tedious process. Mr. HERBERT. And this contemplates that he shall make those 
The ocean on her sterile and uncertain bosom produces no fruit of her | contracts with persons who will enter into an agreement to furnish the 
own. All that is there comes from the land, from the forests and from | armor, but in order not to put himself at the mercy of combinations 





the mines. And even, sir, if in some pitying throeshe should cast uy 
her dead and deliver them to us, if all the fleets, argosies, armadag 
that ever floated on her bosom and now lie in the oozy bottom of the 
deep were to come up and with weather-stained wings should agaiy 
rustle upon the face of the sea, not a stick or spar would be of any us, 
in our modern naval service. It is true in that strange resurrection 
much of the United States Navy would come up. But of what uso 
would it be to us? 

We might as well settle on the policy now and here by laying the 
foundations of our future navy broad and deep, not merely to stand 
upon our bottom, as was suggested by a distinguished gentleman, but 
to stand on our bottoms, which make a still surer foundation. The 
time has come when we should not be nibbling at this thing, when we 
should not be building half and buying half, but when we should de- 
termine upon a policy right now and here by which we can build the 
whole and farnish the whole by American enterprise and genius, which 
I iiold to be equal to anything required of us in any emergency. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the friends of this bill will allow a vote, 
If we have too much talk it can not pass. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Onlyamoment. I was unhappy if I con- 
veyed the idea to some of my friends here that I advocated the provision 
of this section. It is manifest tomy mind that if we adopt this section 
the steps in the direction of providing sufficient plant in this country 
and of giving sufficient encouragement to American enterprise wil! be 
indefinitely postponed. I do not think there is any such pressing want 
now as should authorize or compel Congress to make such a provision 
here which looks to reasonable prices and raises the question of economy. 
Nor is there anything here that requires the Secretary of the Navy to 
recognize the necessity in procuring plans and giving contracts to en- 
courage our own industries enabling them to provide for what is abso- 
lutely essential to give us anything having the semblance of a navy. 

I can not fully reconcile myself to voting for that clause as it stands 
unless my friend will couple with it a provision to compel the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to proceed at once to make contracts for whatever may 
be required in the matter of constructing our Navy, and to cee to it 
that these plants shall be established under the encouragement of the 
Government, if they can not be established otherwise. 

Mr. LONG. Have you any doubt that in case the Secretary of the 
Navy should find that hecould purchase the armor abroad much cheaper 
than at home, even if it could be produced at home, he would feel that 
the consideration of price would compel him to prefer the foreign article ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not a doubt of it. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine. 









































LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, for the remainder of the session, on 
account of important business. 
To Mr. GLAss, indefinitely, on account of indisposition. 
To Mr. PETERS, on account of sickness. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a motion to limit 
debate. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a 
yery important proposition that we are now on. Do I understand the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs to say that armor can not 
be procured in this country for the purposes which this section is in- 
tended to cover? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; I do not say that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then why should the Secretary have such a 
privilege with regard to this matter? 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to answer him right 
here? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will. 

Mr. HERBERT. TheSecretary of the Navy will be obliged, in order 
to procure thearmor in this country, to make contracts for large amounts 
of it to carry out the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Precisely. 
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who might charge him whatever they chose this provision is inserted, 
that the contracts shall be made on condition that the contractors shall 

agree to furnish the armor in a reasonable time and at a reasonable price. 

These provisos are put in here simply for the purpose of protecting the 

Government against combinations. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will there be no competition among the contractors? 

Mr. HERBERT. Of course there will be competition among them, 
and this is the way to secure competition. This is for the protection 
of the Government. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the force of what 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] says, but we are giving 
the Secretary of the Navy a very grave power. We are proposing that 
his judgment as to what is a reasonable price shall control. Now, the 
real thing that we need in this country is not so much armor for two 
or three monitors, as it is establishments which can make armor for ail 
the monitors and all the iron-clad vessels that we may want, and we 
want it for the future not for the present. Yet we must make a be- 
ginning somewhere. We have got to cause the establishment in this 
country of plants capable of manufacturing this armor, and we have 
got to make a beginning. It would seem tome that this bill is a good 
place to begin, and to put it in such a shape that we shall have estab- 
lishments that can do this work. 

The idea which I got when I was on the commission for investigating 
this and cognate subjects, was that there were already two or three 
establishments in this country capable of making the necessary armor, 
and if the amendment which my colleague has proposed is adopted the 
Secretary can at once see what can be done; and if he receives any bids 
which he can satisfy Congress are exorbitant, why, we meet next De- 
cember, and in the mean time he can reject all bids that he does not 
regard as proper and on the rejection of which he is ready to face Con- 

But if we give him the simple right to reject on account of 
price, then we do not get any responsibility and we do not get any 
establishments for making armor. I confess I hesitated when the gen- 
tleman from Alabama made his suggestion that we were in danger of 
subjecting the Government to extortion. I am opposed to that. I do 
not believe in surrendering this Government to any great establishment, 
nor, on the other hand, do I believe in surrendering the power and 
capacity of this country to make what we need. 

We have delayed this matter ofa navy year after year; we have de- 
layed it Congress after Congress; and although we made a commence- 
ment in the Forty-seventh Congress we have to-day no war vessels of 
any consequence except the Dolphin, and everybody knows what a 
struggle we have had to get even the Dolphin. 

Mr. CURTIN. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIN. Weshall never have a navy until we build it from 
the keel up and put the guns on. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. True. 

Mr. CURTIN. Now, I can inform the gentleman that iron for this 
armor imported from abroad will cost three or four hundred dollars a 
ton, and I can bring to the Secretary of the Navy in ten days men who 
would produce that armor for $175 a ton, and better armor than can 
be obtained abroad. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Now I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. CURTIN. Iam not in favor of allowing to any Department of 
this Government any latitude for the use of foreign material. We 
should require that all our ships be built of material produced in this 
country and by the ingenuity of American citizens. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I heartily agree with the gentleman from Maine 
that we should be prepared in this country to build all parts of aship. 
Nevertheless I suppose it is true, and we might as well meet the ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
say ? : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said I agreed with the gentleman that we should 
be prepared to build all parts of our ships in this country. 

Mr. CURTIN. We are prepared now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are not prepared as to every part. So far as 
concerns the armor for the turrets we are not prepared to make that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Permit me to say to the gentleman from Maine 
there is no difficulty so far as I know in some of the establishments 
in this country making the armor necessary for the double-bottomed 
ironclads, and we really need notembrace that in this provision at all. 

A MEMBER. It is not embraced. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it is embraced by the language. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the gentleman will see that it is not. 
This provision only applies to the armor used in constructing the 
armored vessels. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the term “‘armored vessels ’’ applies to the 
other vessels as well as to the monitors. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, of course. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now I suggest that we do not apply this provision 
to the new vessels at all, but leave it to apply to the turrets of the mon- 
itors. As has been stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
Cock], there may be difficulty in getting immediately some of the armor 
for the turrets of the monitors, but there is no difficulty in getting in 
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this country the armored steel-plate essential for the vessels other than 
the monitors. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, we are not prepared and can not 
be forsome little time to build the armor for these turrets. Iam will- 
ing, nevertheless, to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine and force the preparation. We may as well get ready now to do 
the work as at any other time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the best information which I have 
been able to obtain—and it is information which I believe to be en- 
tirely reliable—is to the effect that the manufacturing establishments 
of this country can within six months put themselves in condition to 
produce this armor which is required—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. No. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Iam making this statement on what I be- 
lieve to be sufficient authority. The gentleman can contradict it after- 
ward if he wishes to do so. I say the best information I have—and I 
have had reassurance on this subject very recently—is that if we will 
offer simply the inducement provided in this amendment that Ameri- 
can manufacturers shall have the opportunity to produce the armor for 
these vessels, they will within six months be ready to respond. Cer- 
tainly this a very small inducement. 

I am also informed and know that to-day there is at one of the hotels 
in this city the agent of a French manutactory of armor who is here 
ready tomake these contracts. Furthermore, I am informed that two 
or three officers of the United States Government in the city of Wash- 
ington to-day are the representatives of an English manufactory of 
armor. 

Mr. McADOO. Is it not the fact that the last administration con- 
tracted with the English firm of Cammell & Brown for compound armor 
for the Miantonomoh? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think it likely it did. 

Mr McADOO. And the plates are now on the dock at Brooklyn, 
being put on the turrets. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I tell you, no other administration, with my 
consent or by my vote, will be permitted to make these contracts abroad, 
refusing to our people the inducement which I believe is ali that is nec- 
essary to make us independent in this matter. 

I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

30UTELLE] has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to membersof this 
House that when the hour of 5 o’clock to-day is reached, if this bill 
shall not have passed, we shall have no bill at this session for the in- 
crease of the Navy. Now, if gentlemen will consume time in talking 
instead of voting, we may as well put astop to the consideration of this 
bill and go to something else. 

Mr. McADOO. That is so. 

Mr. SAYERS. From 1874 up to this hour these monitors have been 
in process of construction. Gentlemen on the other side have com- 
plained that appropriations have not been made by previous Congresses 
for the completion of these monitors. The Naval Committee has re- 
ported in favor of such appropriations. We obtained from the House 
an assignment of two days for the consideration of this bill. One of 
those days, the day before yesterday, was taken from us by a vote of 
this House; and a majority of those who voted against the consideration 
of this bill were Republicans. Now, we have not quite three hours be- 
fore us for the consideration of this bill. Let us vote upon this amend- 
ment; and if the House is in favor of it let it be put ou the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I must say I am surprised at 
the extreme lameness of the excuse the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] presents. I am surprised at his introduction of it at this 
moment. We are discussing the bill legitimately and properly, and 
he is proposing an important matter like this shall be disposed of with- 
outdisecussion. And why? Simply because eight months have elapsed 
without the party which is responsible for the control of the business 
of the House doing anything for the construction of anavy. And he 
comes in here with his little excuse that the other day a majority of 
Republicans voted one way or the other. What has that to do with 
it? It was pitted against another important bill. Why did the gen- 
tleman and his associates so conduct the business of the House that the 
naval bill which interests your coast should be pitted against a bill 
which interests all the other country? Does he think he can disguise 
from the people the real issue? It was not a question of a naval bill 
or nothing; it was a question of the naval bill or another bill in which 
the people of the interior of the country thought themselves more inter- 
ested. But after having gone eight months without bringing these 
matters here before the House as he ought to have done he proposes 
now to stifle honest and legitimate discussion on the ground the bill is 
in danger. 

Mr. CURTIN. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas intimates 
if we do not go this thing blindly and accept the bill without discus- 
sion we can not have any naval legislation at this session of Congress, 
Sir, if we are to accept conditions which will preclude the establish- 
ment of places and means for making the armor of naval vessels or go 
without this bill, I say go without the bill, and try next year or the 





















































































































































{ 
1 
} 

v 
t 
£ 


fe ei ta aioe 


is Se aah 


7498 


next to put ourselves on a footing for the construction of ironclads or 
steel vessels which will compete with the stoutest navy of the world. 
Applause. ] 

We do not know what we can do, and we do not know how far 
the hope excited by the agitation of the establishment of a metallic 
navy has led the people in the way of preparation. There by yonder 
eastern door of the Senate lies a single piece of metal which comes to 
us from the Union Iron and Steel Works of the Pacific coast, an estab- 
lishment that is prepared to do the largest and best work which can be 
done in armored ships of any size. What are its appointments? I do 
not know in full, but I know that establishment has paid to one of the 
manufacturers of machine tools in my district $130,000 in order to have 
the latest improvements in such machinery, and has not given the firm 
in my district the monopoly of its trade. 

I do know a firm in Pittsburgh which will produce you armor for 
ships which will resist any projectile that any naval vessel of the wor) 
can withstand 

Mr. CURTIN. Let me s«, they have the plate ready now. 

Mr. KELLEY. They have the plate ready. It is of steel, notfriv- 
eted, of three kinds, welded with the weldable qualities of each of the 
grades of steel. ; 

Look at Alabama as an iron and steel producing country. Who of 
us four years ago knew that Anniston was a region from which the coun- 
try might hope some day to equip itself for shaping its steel guns for 
armament? Ido not say it can produce either now, but it is advanc- 
ing with progress that seems magical to the master workmen and con- 
tractors of Great Britain and Germany. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCK. We have now but two hours and ten minutes to com- 
plete this bill. I would like to say how much I favor the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine, but I will not take the time of the com- 
mittee to do it, ior time is more valuable now than speech. We can 
spend it to much more advantage in voting. [Applause.] I appeal, 
therefore, to every friend of this bill to give his vote for the amend- 
ment, and give it now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read what I have 
written here in the shape of an amendment to the amendment, which I 
think will meet the views of all parties. It is as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels shall be of 
the best obtainable quality and of domestic manufacture, and the armor used in 
finishing said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic 
manufacture, unless it shall be found that a part of the turret armor for said 
monitors can not be furnished within a reasonable time and at a reasonable 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding to the section : 

* Provi , That if practicablic one of said vessels shall be constructed o; 
pleted at the Norfolk (Va.) navy-yard. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Chairman, I realize fully the importance . ' 
passage of the bill under consideration and have no desire to take ,,,, 
any of the time of the committee except for afew brief moments jy »,, 
vocacy of the amendment I have offered. It isa well-known fact t),; 
the navy-yard at Norfolk is superior in many respects to any navy-yapj 
in this country if not in the world. Admiral Decatur, Rear-Ad:j;, 
Smith, successive boards of naval officers, and successive Secretaries of 
the Navy have in their reports all agreed that it is, or should be, ; 
the great navy-yard of the country. Its climate is unsurpassed 
harbor is open all seasons of the year, mechanics can work at Nor: 
out of doors all the year round; indeed it is the only great naval . 
lishment on the whole Atlantic coast. 

Now, as to the plant necessary for the construction of these vesse}s ; 
very considerable portion of it is already on hand at the Nor{o!! 
yard. We also have the facilities in order to establish all tife re, 
plant to do the work. Millions of dollarsof Northern capital has eo) 
invested in our State to develop our valuable iron and coal reso) 
and we can more readily than many other sections of the country fur. 
nish all the iron and steel needed for the complete construction of a 
these vessels. As to skilled mechanics and laborers, I assert that we 
have at Norfolk men who are equal in that respect to any elsewhere in 
this country or in the world. 

These mechanics and laborers are now and have been for months | 
employed; idleness reigns supreme at this magnificent naval esta\) 
ment, and our people who pay the United States millions of d\! 
yearly of internal-revenue taxes are sadly in need of work. 

Under the provisions of the section as embodied in the bill, and with- 
out theamendment I havesubmitted, the discretion as to this construc- 
tion and completion of these vesselsis left with the Secretary of the Navy 
I am not in favor, in consideration of the treatment by the present Dem- 
ocratic administration of the Norfolk navy-yard, of permitting t 
discretion to remain in his hands. -I have no fault to find with him 
but I do claim that he is under the influence of New York. We have 
a New York President and a New York Secretary of the Treasury and 
a New York Secretary of the Navy; and, sir, unless the amendment | 
propose is adopted, in my judgment this work will go to New York and 
to the other navy-yards in the North and the Norfolk navy-yard wil! 
be left out and our section of the country will not receive the considera- 
tion it deserves in the distribution of the work authorized under the 
bill. 

Iam not here, Mr. Chairman, making an appeal as far as my own 
party is concerned; because it is a fact well known that we have hil 
under the present administration a clean sweep in the Norfolk nay 
yard, and the question of politics therefore has nothing to do with 
so faras I ameconcerned. Iam for justice to all sections; and I belie, 
that the Norfolk navy-yard, with all its facilities, can do this work 
equally as good, if not better, than any other navy-yard in the coun- 
try. It can be demonstrated to every fair-minded man that in many 
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price in the United States. Sucharmor shall be accepted only after passing such 
tests as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy and inserted in the con- 
tracts. 

Mr. WHEELER. Strike out “‘ reasonable price ’?—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The effect of this is to allow the Secretary of the 
Navy to buy certain armor that it is alleged can not be produced in this 
country at present for the turrets within reasonable time, but that all 
of the other armor shall be purchased in our own country. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that ought to be adopted. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Upon what information is the statement made that 


this armor can not be produced for the turrets in this country ? 

Mr. RANDALL. By expert testimony; those conversant with the 
matter. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Where is that information to be found? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I have heard it stated by American manu- 
facturers themselves. I am not at liberty to mention names here, but 
I so understand. 

I want to say that the Secretary of the Navy is as firm in purpose as 
any of us here in desiring to make these purchases of domestic material 
and of domestic manufacturers. I offer that, therefore, as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, and think that it will meet the views of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I prefer the original proposition. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. BoUTELLE. 

Several Members. Let thé amendment be again read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That thearmor used in constructing said armored vessels and for com- 
pleting said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic 
manufacture, and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase 
the same by contract or otherwise. Such armor shall be accepted only after 


passing such tests as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy and in- 
serted in the contracts. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 101, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Section 5 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 5, That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause one or more of the new ves- 
sels hereinbefore provided for to be constructed and one or more of the said 
monitors to be completed in one or more of the Taare of the United States; 
and if he shall be unable to contract with responsible jes to construct or 
complete, at reasonable prices, all or any of the vessels inbefore provided 
for, he shall cause the same to be constructed or completed in such of the navy- 
yards of the United States as may be best adapted thereto. 


Mr. BRADY. I offer an amendment to this section. 





respects our Virginia navy-yard is the best in the United States, and 
asa matter of justice and fair-dealing we should have at least one of these 
vessels to build. [Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I hope there wil! 
be no such restrictive provision adopted as that suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. There are other navy-yards in this country |x 
sides the navy-yard at Norfolk in which the work can be done equi'ly 
well and probably better; and I will merely mention here in that 
connection that there is the League Island navy-yard. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where is it? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Near Philadelphia; in which any 
kind of work can be done, and all the vessels, iron-clad or otherwise, 
can be constructed, where we have thousands of skilled mechanics ani 
laborers ready and fit to do that work. 

I have nothing to say against the Worfolk navy-yard. I believe it 
is a great navy-yard and a very good situation, but I am unwilling io 
make such a direction as this to the Secretary of the Navy. I am un- 
willing to take from him that discretion which would enable him to 
select the best locality for this work and oblige him, by legislation, 
to doa portion of the work in any navy-yard that may be name‘! 
Why, sir, can you doubt the ability of the League Island navy-yari, 
located where it is near everything that enters into the construction 
of an iron vessel or a wooden vessel? 

I simply rose, Mr. Chairman, to protest against individualizing any 
naval station in which any of this work may be done. I am willin: 
to leave it to the Secretary of the Navy, and I believe the Secretary ©! 
the Navy, in considering and making up his mind where the work sh. 
be done, or a portion of it, will seleet the League Island naval stati. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the committee rise to obtain an order 
to limit debate, unless the committee is willing to vote now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us vote on this amendment. 

The question being taken on Mr. BRaDY’s amendment, the chair- 
man stated that the *‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 
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Mr. BRADY. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 86. 

Mr. BRADY. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. HERBERT] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BRADY]. 

Before the count was completed, 

Mr. BRADY said: I withdraw the point as to a quorum. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I offer as a substitute for the fifth sect 
the Clerk has at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Navy shall advertise for proposals and shall con- 
tract with responsible parties in the United States to construct or complete at 
reasonable prices all or any of the vessels herein provided for: Provided, That 
ali the repairs of vessels of the Navy,so far as practicable, shall be made in the 
navy-yards of the United States, one or more of which shall be completely 
equipped for the construction of modern war ships in case of exigency. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The section of the bill for which this is proposed 
as a substitute provides that one or more of the new vessels shall be 
constructed and one or more of the monitors completed in one or more 
of the navy-yards of the United States. And it provides further if the 
Secretary shall be unable to contract with responsible parties to con- 
struct or complete at reasonable prices all or any of these vessels he 
shall cause the same to be constructed or completed in the navy-yards. 

Under the section as it stands in the bill the Secretary may, if he 
choose, cause all of these vessels to be constructed and-all of the mon- 
itors to be completed in the navy-yards. The experience of naval con- 
struction has been that work in the navy-yards is very much more ex- 
pensive than the work which has been done outside. And in consonance 
with the principle on which I advocated the amendment discussed a 
short time ago I believe it is of the very first importance that we should 
encourage the establishment of private ship-building yards in this 
country upon which the Government may rely in case of exigency. 

It is well known that for many years the British Government have 
adopted the principle of having their vessels very largely constructed 
outside of the navy-yards. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘English, you know.”’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I quoted that for the purpose of endeavoring to 
secure for this amendment the vote of my friend from New York, as he 
is always so fond of an English precedent. 

In. this country the experience has been, as I have said, that the con- 
struction of vessels in private yards has cost very much less than inthe 
navy-yards. My substitute provides that these vessels shall be con- 
structed upon proposals from private parties; but that one or more of 
the navy-yards of the United States shall be put in complete equipment 
for the construction of war vessels, so that the Government may have 
its own establishment in readiness, if necessary, and that the navy- 
yards shall be utilized as far as practicable for all the repairs required 
by the Navy. 

I think it would be profitable for the Government not only to offer 
such encouragement as is afforded in giving the construction of these 
vessels to the open competition of private ship-builders, but I believe 
that we could well afford to offer a large bonus, a large pecuniary en- 
couragement for the establishment of the grezt plants which are neces- 
sary to dothis work. But it appears to me that we ought at least to 
afford such encouragement as is furnished in ihe construction of these 
few ships to the great ship-building establishments of this country, to 
encourage them in keeping up their plant and improving it so as to 
put us in a position of independence of foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. McADOO. I desire to ask the gentleman a question before he 
resumes his seat. Do you contemplate by this amendment that any 
ships shall be built in the navy-yards? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. None ofthese. But I have provided that at the 
discretion of the Secretary one or more of the navy-yards of the United 
States shall be completely equipped for the purpose of constructing 
ships, so that ifhereafter atany time somesucceeding Congress, Demo- 
cratic or Republican, shall be liberal enough to provide for building a 
large number of vessels the Government will have facilities in its own 
yards to participate in the construction. 

Mr. McADOO. I desire to say one word on this amendment. In 
the first place, one or two of the navy-yards, as they exist to-day, are 
in better condition for building or repairing vesscis than any private 
establishment. In the second place, considering the profit derived by 
the contractor from the Government, it is about as cheap to build the 
vessels in the navy-yards. In the third place, and on the authority of 
eminent men in the naval service, I will say that the vessels which 
have heretofore been built or repaired in the navy-yards have given 
more satisfaction as to the working of their machinery and the dura- 
bility of their hulls than any vessels constructed or repaired by private 
parties. 

I hope this amendment will not prevail. The bill as it is now sim- 
ply leaves it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy that he can 
build one or more of these vessels in a navy-yard and the rest can be 
built by contract. I have no doubt from my knowledge of that gentle- 
man that in the exercise of his discretion he will not undertake to 
build all of these vessels in the navy-yards, and even if he did I fail to 
see anything to be condemned J hope a vote will soon be reached. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ion what | 


7499 


A minority of the whole House, as I think, but astrong and determined 
one, have given us a hearing on condition. As a matter of honor I for 
one propose to Keep faith with them. Let us start the new navy now, 
at any rate. 

Mr. FELTON. Is there a navy-yard in the United States capable ot 
building an iron-clad ship ? 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FELTON. What one? 

Mr. McADOO. The Brooklyn navy-yard, or the navy-yard at Nor- 
folk, or the navy-yard in the gentleman's own State. 

Mr. FELTON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
there is one in the United States. 

Mr. McADOO. Oh, 
Island, where this work « 





I do not think 
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ard at Mare 
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; they have an excelient navy-y 


be done bette: 


in than in any private yard. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know the ob- 
ject of this section. Here is a proposition to have all these ships built 
in the Government navy-yards by workmen under Government employ. 
Now, what is the object of that? 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman is mistaken. There is no such 
proposition in the bill. The bill, fairly read, simply indicat at it 
is the intention that not more than one of these vessels shall be built 
in the Government yards, but it gives the Secretary the discretion, if 
he can not get the work done at fair prices outside, to do it all in the 
navy-yards—which, however, he does not propose to do, and I have no 
idea that he will do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But this gives him the power. 

Mr. HERBERT. It gives him the power to protect the Government 
against combinations. That is the purpose, and the sole purpose 

Mr. REED,of Maine. Thesole purpose? It will take pretty nearly 
eighteen months to get up the plans, and that will bring us to a period 
when the public mind will be in such a condition that the state of things 
which seems to be provided for here ought not to be permitted It 


seems to me that if we really want this legislation for the benetit of the 
Navy we had better not have init this provision. It is g 


yng to te 


i- 


ble to misconstruction either on the part of the Secretary of t! ivy 
or on the part of the public, and I should much rather have miscon- 
struction on the part of the public than on the part of the Secretary. 

Mr. HERBERT. Oh, I think there is no danger. While we under- 
take to build these ships, we must not lose sight of the ne ty of pro- 
tecting the Government. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama whether 
there would not be as thorough protection secured by open competition 


between the bidders as there would be by setting up the Government 
of the United States to compete against its own citizens? 

Mr. HERBERT. 
to compete against its own citizens if they are making combinations 
against it. I trust that we shall now have a vote. 


+ 
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nent 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BOUTELLE; and 
it was rejected—ayes 69, noes 93. 
Mr. HISCOCK Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘or 


in line 3. 
It seems to me that we do not want to enter upon a Hew policy with 
reference to this matter by requiring all these vessels to be built in 
the navy-yards, for that is what this means. 

Mr. HERBERT. Oh,no; not atall. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then if you mean only to build up one navy-yard, 
say so. If you want to have one navy-yard fully equipped for the pur- 
pose of building or repairing vessels, this amendment of mine will not 
interfere with that. 

Mr. MCKENNA. MayI ask the gentleman from New York 
Hiscock | a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If there is a necessity 

Mr. HISCOCK. I don’t think there is any such necessity. 

Mr. HENLEY. There is a necessity, I suppose, for conti 
to make men work ten hours a day at starvation prices. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal said about en- 
couraging home industry and A ‘ries of ‘* - 
“Vote!’’] I do-not want to occupy time, Mr. Chairman, or 
the passage of the bill. 


more,’’ in line 2 of this section, and also the words ‘‘or more,”’ 


{ Mr. 


for 


act work, 
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to delay 


merican labor—— 










The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HIscock, it was 
rejected—ayes 62, noes 94. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the engines, boilers, and machinery of ali the new v« s provided 
for by this act shall be of domestic manufacture and procured by « t, un- 
less the Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to obtain the same at fair prices, 
in which case he may construct the same, or any portion thereof, in the navy- 


yards of the United States: Provided, That the Secre y of the Navy may buy 
abroad and import such shafting and other materia be 


r machinery as he may b« 
unable to procure in the United States: Provided furiher, That the Secret of 
the Navy may purchase abroad only such shafting and other special n ls 
as it may be impossible to obtain in the United States in time for use in th 
struction of the vessels herein provided for. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I send to 


the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the 
“States,” in line 9. 


Mr. BUCK. 


word “ States,” in line 
Also strike out the word “ further, 


stricken out is that the 


luding the word 
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Secretary of the Navy is authorized to buy abroad or to import such 
shafting and other material or machinery as he may be unable to pro- 
cure in the United States. That provision would authorize him to 
purchase all the materials, engines, and boilers abroad. I have sep- 
arated that from the following proviso because they are entirely differ- 
ent. In the one at the end of the section it is only provided that the 
Secretary may purchase such shafting and special materials as it may 


be impossible for him to obtain in this country. While I should vote |- 


to strike that out also, I do not feel so strongly called upon to oppose 
it as to offer an amendment striking it out, but if any gentleman 
chooses to offer such an amendment to my amendment, I will vote for it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state for the information of the House that 
as a matter of fact the language from ‘‘ provided,’’ in line 6, down to 
** provided,’’ in line 9, is a misprint. 

Mr. HERBERT. No; itis not. The gentleman himself in-com- 
— offered the last proviso as an amendment_in addition to the 
other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The last proviso was a substitute for the other. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BUCK. The first proviso should be struck out. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It issurplusage. 

Mr. BUCK. I think there can be no objection to striking it out. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not object. With that clause omitted, I pre- 
sume the section will read better. 

The amendment to strike out from ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 6, down 
to and including ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 9, was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCK, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of testing the sense of 
the House, I move to strike out the second proviso. I do not care to 
occupy time with any remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil) read the clause proposed to be 
struck out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy may purchase abroad only 
such Shafting and other special materials as it may be impossible to obtain in 
nary oe States in time for use in the construction of the vessels herein pro- 
vided for. 


Mr. HERBERT. We can not get along without that provision. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 7. That the Secretary of the Navy shall not contract for the construction 
or completion of any of said vessels, or of their engines, machinery, or boilers, 
until drawings and specifications of the same shall have been provided oradopted 
by him; and after said drawings and specifications shall have been provided, 
adopted, and approved as aforesaid, and work shall have been commenced on 
any contract made therefor, such plans and specifications shall not be changed 
in any respect when the cost of such change in the execution of the work ex- 
ceeds $500, except upon the written order of the Secretary or acting Secretary 
of the Navy; and if changes are thus made, the actual cost thereof and the 
damage caused thereby shall be ascertained, estimated,and determined by a 
board of naval officers to be provided for in the ccatract ; and in any contract 
made pursuant to this act it shall be provided in the terms thereof that the con- 
tractor shall be bound by the determination of said board, or a majority thereof, 
as to the amount of increased or diminished compensation said contractor shall 
be entitled to receive,if any,in consequence of such change or changes. In 
every contract te be made under this act there shall be prescribed a period 
within which the work provided for in said contract, or specified portions 
thereof, shall be completed, and the completion of such work within the periods 
prescribed shal] be insured by penal provisions. For the construction or com- 
pletion of such vesseis hereinbefore provided for as the Secretary of the Navy 
shal! propose to have constructed or completed by contract, as well as also for 
the engines, boilers, and ney hereinbefore provided for, he shall invite 
peepee from every American ship-builder and other n who shall show 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy that within three months from 
the date of the contract he will be of the necessary plant for the per- 
formance of the work in the United States which he shall offer to undertake, and 
such contract shall be jet to the lowest and best responsible bidder or bidders, after 
at least sixty days’ advertisement, published in five leading papers in the United 
States, inviting proposals for the work purges, which work shall be subject 
to all such rules, lations, superintendence by naval officers during con- 
struction, and provisions as to bonds and security for the quality and due com- 

letion of the work as the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe; and no vessel, 

iler, engine, en or portion thereof shall be —aates unless completed 
in strict conformity with the contract; and the aut ty given hereby shall 
take effect at once. The Secretary of the Navy shall have the power to reject 
any or all bids made under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. EVERHART. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘*same,’’ in line 4, the words “ by citizens of the United States,’’ so 
as to read, ‘‘ until drawings and specifications of the same by citizens of 
the United States shall have been provided or adopted by him.’’ 

The amendment was not agreed to, there being—ayes16, noes 77. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to inquire whether there is any provis- 
ion of general law which will secure the proper distribution of the ad- 
vertisements which this section provides shall be ‘*‘ published in five 
leading newspapers of the United States.’”? Of course the newspapers 
selected should not be confined to one or two cities. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know whether there is any general law 
on the subject; but this provision is copied from previous bills. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Of course the newspapers selected ought to be 
published in different parts of the United States. 

Mr. HERBERT. That matter will of course be looked after by the 
Department. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, we will trust the Secretary of the Navy. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BUCK. If no gentleman desires to offer any amendment to the 


last section I move that the committee rise and report the bil! ap) 
amendments favorably to the House. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut moves that t}). 
committee rise and report the bill as amended. 7 

Mr. HERBERT. The understanding is that in the House | shall 
offer the substitute. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thesubstitute can not be offered in the Hoysp 

Mr. HERBERT. Oh, yes, it can. 
- Mr. REED, of Maine. It must be first considered in Committee of th. 

‘hole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no control of that matter. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I notify the gentleman from Alabama tha 
the course he indicates will be objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. That isa matter which the present occupant of 
the chair can not determine. 

The motion of Mr. Buck was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having resume) 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H, p 
6664) to increase the naval establishment had directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments. 

Mr. Buck and Mr. HERBERT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hernenr). 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that in Committee of the Whole the gentleman from Connecticut { Mr, 
Buck] made the motion that the committee rise and report the bil], 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Alabama, as the Chair 
understands, has charge of the bill, being the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and having reported the bill from that com. 
mittee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He did not seem to have much charge of it, 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTeLr] will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. At the conclusion of the reading of the bill by 
sections in Committee of the Whole the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Buck] moved that the committee rise and report the bill and 
amendments favorably to the House; and upon that motion the com- 
mittee did rise and so repert. Does not that give the gentleman from 
Connecticut the right to control the disposition of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Thé Chair thinks not. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama, as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the 
bill to the House from that committee and has had charge of it; and until 
there is some adverse vote of the House, some vote indicating that the 
gentleman does not represent the sentiment of the House on this ques- 
tion, he must, according to all the practice heretofore prevailing, be 

ized to control the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I merely asked for information. 

Mr. HERBERT. I offer a substitute for the bill and amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and then I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BUCK. Does the gentleman demand the previous question? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do. 

Mr. BUCK. I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. HERBERT. We have to do something of that kind in order to 
get to a vote. 

Mr. BUCK. The gentleman hasprovisionsin that substitute for the 
purchase of the armor abroad in case the Secretary can not contract for 
it within a reasonable time in this country. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute is offered in the House, but the 
amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to the original bill must first be disposed of. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But thesubstitute has never been in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That substitute is in the nature of an amendment 
permissible in the House to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. If an amendment to the bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. It is. 

The SPEAKER. And contains any provisions not considered in the 
Committee of the Whoie House on the state of the Union the Chair will 
decide it must be read. 

Mr. FINDLAY. As I understand the Chair, the amendments to the 
original text must first be voted upon. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It contains provisions which the Committee 
of the Whole have stricken out of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. Still the House can overrule the Committee of the 
Whole, and does it frequently, and refuses to agree to amendments the 
committee rated and agree to amendments it has not incorpo- 
rated; but the substitute must be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We want it read. 

The SPEAKER. It must be read before the vote istaken. The 
House may not want to order the previous question until it has hear 
it read. 
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Mr. HERBERT. I ask for the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. But the amendment must be read. The ordering | 


of the previous question is the consideration of a matter—— . 

Mr. BUCK. Will the gentleman from Alabama allow me to ask him 
this question? Isthesubstitute he offers precisely like the paper which 
has been distributed and placed upon the desks of members? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is precisely the same, having only the word 
‘“‘thereunder’’ instead of “‘hereunder,’’ which is a mistake. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the following- 
“That the President is hereby authorized to have constructed, as hereinafter 
provided— 


“ First. Two sea going double-bottomed armored vessels of about 6,000 tons dis- 
placement, designed for aspeed of at least 16 knots an hour, with engines having 
all necessary appliances for working under forced draught, and costing, includ- 
ing engines and machinery and excluding armament, not more than $2,500,000 
each. Said vessels shall have each a complete torpedo outfit and be armed in 
the most effective manner. 

“Second. One protected double-bottomed cruiser of not less than 3,500 nor more 
than 5,000 tons displacement, designed to have the highest practicable speed and 
furnished with the best type of modern engines, furnished with necessary ap- 
pliances for working under forced draught. Said vessel shall cost, including 
engines and machinery and excluding armament, not exceeding $1,500,000. 

“Third. One first-class torpedo-boat, costing in the aggregate not more than 


00,000. 

“Spo. 2. That the vessels hereinbefore authorized to be constructed shall be 
built of steel of domestic manufacture, having a tensile strength of not less than 
60,000 pounds per square inch, and an elongation in 8 inches of not less than 25 

cent. 

“Sec. 3. That the President is hereby authorized to direct the completion, as 
hereinafter provided, of the double-turreted monitors Puritan, Amphitrite, Mo- 
nadnock, and Terror, at a total cost, exclusive of armament, not toexceed $3,178,- 
016. 
“Sec. 4. That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels and for com- 
pleting said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic 
man ure, provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, 
at a reasonable price, and of the required quality can be made with responsi- 
ble parties; otherwise the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to pur- 
chase the same, or any portion thereof, and import it. Such armor shall be 
accepted only after passing such tests as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Navy and inserted in the contracts, 

“Sec, 5. That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause one or more of the new 
vessels hereinbefore provided for to be constructed and one or more of the said 
monitors to be completed in one or more of the navy-yards of the United States; 
and if he shall be unable to contract with responsible parties to construct or com- 
plete. at reasonable prices, all or any of the vessels hereinbefore provided for, he 
shall cause the same to be constructed or completed in such of the navy-yards of 
the United States as may be best adapted thereto. 

“Sec. 6, That the engines, boilers,and machinery.of all the new vessels pro- 
vided for by this act shall be of domestic manufacturé and procured by contract, 
unless the Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to obtain t2e same at fair prices, 
in which case he may construct the same,or any portion thereof, in the navy- 
yards of the United States: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may buy 
abroad and import such shafting and other material or machinery as he may be 
unable to precure in the United States: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Navy may pu abroad only such shafting and other special materials 
as it may be impossible to obtain in the United States in time for use in the con- 
struction of the vessels herein provided for. 

“Src.7. That the Secretary of the Navy shall not contract for the construction 
or completion of any of said Yessels, or of their engines,machinery or boilers, 
until oo and specifications of the same shall have been provided or 

m 


adopted by ; and after said drawings and specifications shall have been 
provided, adopted, and approved as aforesaid,and work shall have been com- 


menced on any contract madetherefor,such plans and specifications shall not 
be changed in any respect when the cost of such change in the execution of the 
work exceeds $500,except upon the written order of the Secretary or acting 
Secretary of the Navy; andif changesare thus made, the actual cost thereof and 
the damage caused thereby shall be ascertained, estimated, and determined by 
a board of naval officers to be provided for in the contract; andin any contract 
made pursuant to this act it shall be provided in the terms thereof that the con- 
tractor shall be bound by the determination of said board, or a majority thereof, 
as to the amount of increased or diminished compensation said contractor shal! 
be entitled to receive, if any,in consequence of such change or changes. In 
every contract to be made under this act there shall be prescribed a period 
within which the work Pas for in said contract, or specified portion thereof, 
shall be completed, and the completion of such work within the periods pre- 
seribed shall be insured by penal provisions, For the construction or comple- 
tion of such vessels hereinbefore provided for as the Secretary of the Navy shall 
propose to have constructed or completed by contract,as well as also for the 
engines, boilers, and machinery hereinbefore provided for, he shall invite pro- 
posals from every American ship-builder and other person who shall show to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy that within three months from the 
date of the contract he will be of the necessary plant for the perform- 
ance of the work in the United States which he shall offer to undertake, and such 
contract shrl be let to the lowest and best responsible bidder or bidders, after 
at least wel days’ advertisement, published in five leading papers of the United 
ng proposals for the work proposed, which work shall be subject 
regulations, superintendence by naval officers during construc- 
tion, and pro as to bonds and security for the quality and due comple- 
tion of the work as the Secretary of the ps prescribe ; and no vessel, 
boiler, engine, mach , or portion thereof shall be accepted unless completed 
in conformity with the contract; and the authority given hereby shall 
take effect at once. The Secretary of the Navy shall have the power to reject 
y or all bids made under the provisions of this act. 
“Sec, 8. That the sum of $1,000,000 is neny Sepegeates toward the arma- 
ment of the vessels authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, of the vessels author- 
ized 7 section 1 of this act, and of the unfinished monitors hereinbefore men- 
and of the Miantanomoh; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
uthorized to direct the application of such portions of this sum as may be neces- 
to the ufacture or purchase of such tools and machinery or the erection 
as may be required for use in the manufacture of such arma- 
or any thereof: That the Secretary of the Navy may con- 
with domestic manufacturers for the construction of such portion of the 
vy guns herein provided for as may not be built by the Government. 
Sec.9. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract with 
Dynamite-Gun Company of New York for one dynamite-gun 
cruiser, ag hiew: Said cruiser to be not less than 230 feet long, 26 feet breadth 
beam, t, 3,200 horse- 
knots an inet a be equi 
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10} inch caliber, and guaranteed to throw shells containing 200 pounds of dyna- 
mite or other high explosivesat least 1 mile, each gun to be capable of being dis- 
charged once in two minutes, at a price not to exceed $350,000; said contract 
to be made only on condition that there shall be a favorable report made by the 
existing Naval Board on the system; to be paid for as the work progresses, and 
upon the report of such board or boards of inspectors as the Secretary of the 
Navy may for that purpose appoint, reserving 30 percent. onall such payments 
until the work is completed and accepted by the Secretary of the Navy. 

“The Pneumatic Dynamite-Gun Company shall furnish bonds satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Navy for the faithful performance of its contract, and for 
the refunding of the money paid thereunder in case of the nen-performanes of 
the same, and shall further agree with the Secretary of the Navy upon alimitof 
price which shall not be excceded in any future contracts which the Government 
may desire to enter into for the purchase of the company’s guns, 

“Sec. 10, That toward the construction and completion of the vessels herein- 
before mentioned, including the vessel and guns mentioned in section 9, the 
sum of $2,500,000 is hereby appropriated, of which not more than $75,000 may be 
expended in manufacturing purchasing, and experimenting with torpedoes of 
domestic manufacture, and not ex eeding $150,000 may be expended, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, in improving the plant of such of the 
navy-yards as he may select. 

“Amount appropriated by this bill, $3,500,000." 


Mr. MCKENNA. I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the substitute, as we all know what it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I object. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the following amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Strike out in section 1 the following: 

Second. Three protected double-bottomed cruisers of not less than 3,500 nor 
more than 5,000 tons displacement, with the best type of modern engines, fur- 
nished with necessary appliances for working under forced draught, said cruis- 
ers designed to have the highest practicable speed. Noone of said vessels shall 
cost, including engines and machinery and excluding armament, exceeding 
$1,500,000, and the cost of the three vessels, including engines and machinery, 
shall not exceed $4,000,000. Two of said cruisers shall be provided with spars 
and rigging to spread at least two-thirds of full sail-power: Provided, however, 
That said spars shall be easily removable in case of need. The other of said 
cruisers shall be required to have only military masts, but shall be so con- 
structed that masts and spars may be readily inserted sufficient to carry at 
least two-thirds of full sail-power. Toward the construction of said cruisers 
the sum of $1,100,000 is hereby appropriated. Said cruisers shall be armed in 
the most effective manner. 

And in lieu thereof insert the following as a substitute therefor: 


One cruiser of not less than 2,500 nor more than 3,500 tons displacement; said 
cruiser to be constructed upon designs, plans, and specifications furnished by 
Charles G. Lundborg, of New York, and under his supervision and direction. 
The said vessel shall have the highest practicable speed (not less than 20 knots 
per hour), full sail-power, and an armament, as heavy as may be compatible 
with the foregoing conditions. The cost of said vessel, including engines and 
machinery, and exclusive of armament, shall not exceed the sum of $1 200,000, 
which sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. I ask for a division on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced the result. Does any 
gentleman ask for aseparate vote on the amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union? If not, they will be 
voted on in gross. 

No separate vote was asked. 

The question recurred on the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 77. 

Mr. BOUTELLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative--yeas 
108, nays 111, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—108. 


Adams, G. E. Felton, Little, Rockwell, 
Anderson, J. A. Findlay, Long, Romeis, 
Ballentine, Fleeger, Lovering, Ryan, 
Bayne, Fuller, Lyman, Sawyer, 
Bingham, Gallinger, Mahoney, Scranton, 
Bound, Gay, Markham, Sessions, 
Boutelle, Green, R. 8S, McKenna, Spooner, 
Brady, Grosvenor, Merriman, StahInecker, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Millard, Stephenson, 
Brown, C. E. Harmer, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Hayden, Moffatt, Stone, E. F. 
Buck, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Strait, 
Bunnell, Henley, Morrow, Struble, 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Negley, Swinburne, 


Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Felix 


Hiestand, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 


Nelson, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Osborne, 


Symes, 
I aylor, I. Hf. 
Taylor, Zach, 


Conger, Holmes, Parker, Thomas, O. B, 
Curtin, Jackson, Payne, Thompson, 
Cutcheon, James, Payson, Tillman, 
Davis, Johnston, J.T. Perkins, Wade 
Dingley, Kelley, Pettibone, Warner, A. J. 
Dunham, Ketcham, Pirce, Warner, William 
Ely, La Follette, Plumb, Weaver, J. B. 
Evans, Lawler, Price, Weber 
Everhart, Lehlbach, teed, T. B. White, Milo 
Farquhar, Lindsley, Rice, Woodburn, 
NAYS—I111. 
Allen, J. M. Burnes, Cowles, Dougherty, 
Barnes, 3ynum, Cox, Dunn, 
Barry, Caldwell, Crisp, Eden, 
Belmont, Candler, Croxton, Eldredge, 
Bennett, Carleton, Culberson, Ermentrout, 
Blount, Clardy, Dargan, Fisher, 
Boyle, Clements, Davidson, A. C. Foran, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Cobb, Davidson, R. H. M. Ford, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Comstock, Dockery, Forney, 
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Frederick, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Glass, 

Green, W. J. 
Hale 

Hall 


Halsell, 
Hatch 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, J.8. 


Jlerbert, 
Hewitt, 

Hill, 

Holman, 
Hudd, 

Irion 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 


Adams, J. J 
Aiken, 
Alien, C. 


Anderson, C. M. 


Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 
Barbour, 
bar ksdale, 
Beach 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Bragg, 
Brumm, 
Suchanan, 
‘abell, 
‘ampbell, J. E. 


~ 


‘ampbell, T. J. 
‘annon, 
‘aswell, 
fatchings, 
‘oliins, 

Som pton, 
Cooper, 


te 


‘ampbell, J. M. 


King, 
Kleiner, 
Latfoon, 
{ andes, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Martin, 
McCreary, 
Me Millin, 
McKae, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Neal, 
Neece, 

N« rwood, 
Oates, 
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Outhwaite, 

Peel, 

Perry, 

Pindar, 

Randall, 
Reagan, 

Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Sadler, 

Sayers, 

Seott, 

Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 

Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 


NOT VOTING—16&., 


Crain, 
Daniel, 
Davenport, 
Dawson, 
Dibble, 
Dorsey, 
Dowdney, 
Elisherry, 
Funston, 
Geddea, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Gilfillan, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Harris, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, T.J. 
Hermara, 
Hires, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Howard, 


Hutton, 
Johnson, F. A. 
Laird, 
Libbey, 
Louttit, 
Lowry, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
MeKinley, 
Miller, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
O' Dennell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O' Hara, 

© Neill, Charles 
Owen, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Pideoek, 
Ranney, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 


So the amendments were rejected. 


Mr. HERBERT. 
ing of the names. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. 


Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 
Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Welford, 
Worthington. 


Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Smalls, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 

St. Martin, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Trigg, 

Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. FI. 
Ward, T. B. 
Weaver, A.J. 
West, 

White, A.C. 
Whiting, 
Willis. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


This is a very close vote; let them be read. 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


notice: 


Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DoNNELL. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. SymMgEs. 


Mr. HERBERT. 


further reading of the pairs. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the pairs as follows: 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. West. 
Mr. ROGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAyLor. 
Mr. barvour with Mr. Lipsey. 
Mr. TitROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. MiL_ice with Mr. Houx. 


Mr. Dowpney with Mr. O'HARA. 
Mr. DANIEL with Mr. WurItTine. 
Mr. Rowpertson with Mr. STEELE. 


Mr. Rrees with Mr. PHELPs. 


Mr. Arnot with Mr. Toomas, of Illinois. 


Mr. Spriees with Mr. OWEN. 


Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. Brace with Mr. CASWELL. 


Mr. GLAss with Mr. SWINBURNE. 
Mr. Murnpsy with Mr. Lourtrit, on this vote. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for this 


day. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. O’Netiz, of Pennsylvania, for 


this day. 


I was paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Wise, this afternoon, and was present in the Hall when my name 
was called, but refrained from voting, believing the pair to be still in 
force. I understand that Mr. W1sE has voted, and I ask to record my 


The gentleman’s name will be called. 
The following gentlemen were announced as paired until further 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, with Mr. CANNON, for this day. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. Gorpr, for this day. 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. ATKrNson, for this day. 


Mr. WiLLss with Mr. HeNpDERsow, of Illinois, for this day. 


Mr. CABELL with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 


Mr. MULLER with Mr. WAlrTt, for this day. 
Mr. WALLACE with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for this day. 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. iam, for this day. 
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Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL with Mr. GUENTHER, for this day. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Hopxrns, for this day. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. PEerers, for this day. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. McComas, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the sy})<; 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. lask unanimous consent that the hour for ad 
ment to-day be extended until this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is an evening session, I believe 

Mr. ELY. I object. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the substitute, ther. 
were on a division—ayes 82, noes 70. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is manifest that we can not get throuch with 
this bill to-day unless we get an extension of the time. I theretor: 
new the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not think that anybody on this « 
object. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent to submit a i tion 
under instructions from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall object to anything until this bil! is dis- 
posed of, unless we can extend the time. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BUCK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask 
whether if we vote down this substitute we still have a vore upon the 
original, or if we vote for the substitute will we huve another vote 
upon the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the House agrees to the substitute that would 
take the place of the original bill, and the question would then be upon 
ordering its engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. BUCK. That will be a final vote? 

The SPEAKER. It isa final vote as between the two propositions. 
It does not dispose of the bill finally, but as between the two measures. 
The substitute will then be before the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand the objection has been withdrawn. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The objection made by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to the request of the gentleman from Alabama has been with. 
drawn. 

Mr. ELY. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Indiana objected. 

Mr. MORRISON. I again ask unanimous consent to submit this 
resolution. 

There was no objection. 

EVENING SESSION ON LAND-GRANT FORFEITURES. 


Mr. MORRISON. I now submit a resolution under instructions 
from the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on this Saturday evening, the 24th day of July, the House s)ali 
take a recess at 5 o’clock until 8o’cloek p. m., the evening session to be devotod 
exclusively to the consideration of such bills forfeiting unearned land grant. 
railroadsas may be presented by the Committee on the Public Lands. That (le 
evening session herein provided for shall not continue later than 11 o'clock 
p.m. 

The resolution was adopted. , 

Mr. MORRISON moved to réconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be |.id 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT. I now renew my request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gentleman 
from Alabama to extend the time for the recess until the completion 
of this bill? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now wish to ask a parliamentary question, 
whether if the substitute is adopted it will be liable to the point of or- 
der that it must go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make the point of order. It has 
been considered by the House, the previous question having been or- 
dered, and the yeas and nays ordered upon its adoption. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In the interest of forwarding legislation I desire 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs whether he 
not consent to accept as an amendment to the original bill the prop- 
osition submitted by me and adopted in Committee of the Whole, ) 
viding for the purchase ef the armor in this country, as I am contident 
he wil! thereby secure the solid support of this side of the House fur ‘!° 
original bill of the committee. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have not got authority to make any such agree- 
ment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I believe you can pass your original bil! if you 
accept that amendment. 


iTn- 
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Mr. HERBERT. The question must be passed upon by the House. 
The question was taken on the substitute; and there were—yeas 


118, nays 103, not voting 101; as sllows: 


Allen J. M. 
Barnes, 
Barry, 


Belmont, 

Bennett, 

Blount, 

Boyle, 
Breckinridge, C. R. 
Breckinridge, WCP. 
Burnes, 

Bynum, 

Caldwell, 

Candler, 

Carleton, 

Claray, 

Clements, 
Comstoek, 

Cow les, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 

Croxton, 
Culberson, 

Curtin, 

Dargan, 
Davidson, A. C. 
Davidson, R. H. M. 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 

Dunn, 


Adama, G. E, 
Anderson, J. A. 
Ballentine, 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Brady, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, C. E. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Felix 
Cobb, 

Conger, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 

Ely, 

Evans, 
Everhart, 


Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 

Allen, C. H. 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, 
Barbour, 
Jarksdale, 
Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Biand, 

tragg, 

Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
surleigh, 
Burrows, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Collins, 
Compton, 


So the substitute was adopted. 
Mr. LORE. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 


YEAS—118. 


Eden, 
Eldredge, 
Ermentrout, 
Fisher, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Gibson, C. H. 
Glass, 
Green, W. J. 


Hatch, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, J.8. 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, 

Hill, 

Holman, 
Hudd, 

Irion, 
Johnston, T. D. 
Jones, J, H, 
Jones, J.T. 
Kleiner, 
Laffoon, 


Landes, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
Martin, 
McAdoo, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Murphy, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Outhwaite, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Pindar, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W. 
Richardson, 
Sadler, 
Sayers, 


La Follette, Scott, 
NAYS—108. 
Farquhar, Ketcham, 
Felton, King, 
Findlay, Lawler, 
Fleeger, Lehibach, 
Foran, Lindsley, 
Fuller, Long, 
Funston, Lovering, 
Gallinger, Lyman, 
Gay, Mahoney, 
Gilfillan, McKenna, 
Green, R.S. Merriman, 
Grosvenor, Millard, 
Grout, Milliken, 
Harmer, Moffatt, 
Hayden, Morrill, 
Henderson,D.B. Morrow, 
Hepburn, Negley, 
Hiestand, Nelson, 
Hiscock, Osborne, 
Hitt, Parker, 
Holmes, Payne, 
Hutton, Payson, 
Jackson, Perkins, 
James, Pettibone, 
Johnston, J.T. Pirce, 
Kelley, Plumb, 
NOT VOTING—101. 
Cooper, Louttit, 
Daniel, Markham, 
Davenport, Matson, 
Dawson, Maybury, 
Dibble, McComas, 
Dowdney, McKinley, 
Ellsberry, Miller, 
Geddes, Mills, 
Gibson, Eustace Muller, 
Glover, O'Donnell, 
Goff, O'’ Ferrall, 
Guenther, O’ Hara, 
Hammond, O' Neill, Charles 
Hanback, Owen, 
Haynes, Peters, 
Heard, Phelps, 
Henderson,T.J. Pideoelk, 
Hermann, Ranney, 
Hires, Reese, 
Hopkins, Riggs, 
Houk, Robertson, 
Howard, Rogers, 
Johnson, F. A. Rowell, 
Laird, Seney, 
Libbey, Shaw, 
Little, Smalls, 


be dispensed with. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WIsE] desired 
me to state that if present he would vote ‘‘ay;’’ I would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
St. Martin, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Swope, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 

Tucker, 

Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 

Warner, A.J 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wolford, 
Worthington. 


Price, 

Reed, T. B. 
Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sessions, 
Spooner, 
Stah!inecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F. . 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Swinburne, 
Symes, 
Taylor, I. H.: 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Yhompson, 
Wade, 
Weber, 
Woodburn, 


Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Throckmorton, 
Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Wellborn, 
West, 

White, A.C. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Willis, 

Wise. 


Mr. Wise with Mr. Burkows, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. McComas, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. Louttir, on this vote. 


Mr. WELLBORN. 


I was not present when my name was called. | 


If I had been present, I would have voted in the affirmative. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider hg laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand 
the bill. 


















the previous question on the passage of 


The previous questi nm w : orders d. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon that qu 1D ud the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were nD rrdered, only 6 members voting therefor. 

The bill was passed , 

Mr. HERBERT moved to ynsider the vote by lich t b was 
passed and also move { t the motion to reconsider | laid on the 
table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. Some gentlemen desire leave to print s e- 
marks on this bill. I m 1 m. 

here was no obje tion 

Mr. HAT H. I ask to | excu 1 ) ‘ nda ice on t ‘ i y 
session, on account of sickness 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman h ilready been e) 

By order of the House a recess is taken till 8 o’ x, the evening 
session to be devoted to the consideration of bills forfeiting land erants 
tora 1d companies reported by the Committee on Pu La 


' ; } + A } ’ oN ‘ ed 
rhe House accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 57 minutes p. n took a 


until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION 





The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m 
and was called to order by the Clerk, who directed the reading of 
following letter: 

Spraker’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 21,18 

Tion. Bewron McMurry, of Tennessee, is d . S r 

re at this evening's session of the Hou 

H foun B. Cuark, Jr 

Clerk Hor of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution 
under which the House assembles this evening. 

The resolution assigning the session of the House this eveuing fo 


consideration of such bills forfeiting unearned land grants to 


companies as may be presented by the Committee on Public ! 
read. 
NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD 


Mr. COBB. 
bill (H. R. 3186 


I call up for consideration from the House Calendar t 
te declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Orleans, Baton Rouge 


and Vicksburg Railroad Company, to confirm 
title to cert l 


in lands, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, 


" 





4 1? . 
aS IO1LoOWS: 
























Be it enacted, &c.. That the lands granted tothe New Orleans, Baton Rouce 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the act entitled An act toin ate the 
Texas Paciti lroad Company and to aid in the construction ad, and 
for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1871, are hereby declared to be forfeited 
to the United States of America in all that part of said grant which is sit 
on the east side of the Mississippi River, and also in al! that part of said ¢ t 
on tt west of the Mississippi River which is opposite to and coterminous th 
the part of the New Orleans Pacifie Railroad Company which wa 
the 5th day of January, 1881; and said lands are restored to the pub 
of the United States 

Src. 2. That the tit ates and of the g 
lands granted by said a Cor h 3, 1871, to « f ! \ 
Orleans, Raton Rouve a Vieksburg Railroad Company, not herein de i 
forfeited, is relinquis anted.conveyed,and co rmed to the New O . 
Pacific Railroad Com) s the « the w Orleans, Baton Re f 
and Vicksburg Railroad ¢ pany, saic be locate 1 1 
the map filed by said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vi ! rR ( 
pany in the Department of the Interior, which indicates th tablished line of 
said railroad. 

Sxc. 3. That the relinquishment of the landsand the nation of tl 
provided for in the second s n of this act are r i It ffect 
whenever the Secretary of t In or is notified that said New Orleans Pa 
Railroad Company, th: act ae a ty t rs, h vo 
cepted the provisions of this act, an 3 satisfied thatsaid c« . ‘ l 
and fully discharged a > ties and ob ations posed upon Vv 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg road Compar 4 f March 3, 
1871. entitled “An actto i orate the Texas Pacific Rail ui Company and to 
aid in the construct « i i for other purposes 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the ty of the Secretary of the Interior 
patents for the lands veved |} to establish s i < iy <4 
to enable all persons v ) day of Decem 
occupancy of any of the ‘ the New Orleans P 
pany is entitled under the provisions of this act, and ) of t i 1 

| of pe rsons entit it ] tead or pre-emption entry on } ls 
ij} under the genera iws oOo 1¢ United States, to s« es { id 
by them, not to exceed i tity « qua ? 
sixteenth of a section. on the payment to said co . . i 
United States, at the rat per acre, for the la » occupied, at e-third 
cash and balance su imi annua: instalim ‘ retary tne i 
terior shall by regul ‘ scribe t being th tent of thi 
tect the settlers up« 5 nds, and to ve binding force and effect t 
Blanchard-Robinson agree: it mone with the New Orleans Pa 
|} on the ——— day of - and ed in the offi of th 

nterior. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior shal ‘ ! 
reguiations for carrying thi«act intoeffect,and shall y 
if he shall think proper, and shall so declare in such reg 3 
may be made for the lands |! land occupied under t f this 
act in not exceeding four equal annual inst 4 i ita 


i 
interest thereon not to exceed 6 per cent. per : 
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Src, 6. That the patents for the lands conveyed herein that have already been 
issued to said company be, and the same are hereby, confirmed; but the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby fully authorized and instructed to apply the pro- 
visions of the fourth and fifth sections of this act to any of said lands that have 
been so patented,and to protect any and all settlers on said lands in all their 
rights under the said Blanchard-Robinson agreement. 


The Committee on the Public Lands reported the following amend- 
ment: : 

Fill the blank in section 4, line 19, with the word “ fourth ;”’ and the blaniin 
line 20, section 4, with the words “ January, eighteen hundred and eighty-two ;”’ 
@o that it will read “4th day of January, 1882."’ 

Mr. OATES addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]. 
How long time does he desire? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not wish to make aspeech. I desire to say only 
a few words. 

Mr. COBB. — I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I will not occupy so much time as that. I desire, as 
the author of the bill, to submit noremarks. Nochange has been pro- 

by the committee except one, upon which they are unanimous. 
The bill as reported by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Larroon] 
is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. PAYSON. I may say in addition to what the gentleman from 
Alabama has said that the Secretary of the Interior in his last annual 
report has recommended in express terms the passage of this bill. It 
was prepared in accordance with that action, and the Secretary wrote 
a letter to the Committee on Public Lands on which they acted as the 
basis of their unanimous report that the billin its present form should 
be adopted. 

Mr. OATES. I was aware that the bill met the Secretary’s approval. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama how 
much land will be restored to the public domain under this act. 

Mr. OATES. I do not know the precise amount. 

Mr. PAYSON. All opposite 68 miles of road. Between three and 
four hundred thousand acres, as I am advised. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Speaker, when I came to this House it was 
my purpose to be a silent member and in no event to interrupt its pro- 
ceedings by anything I might say except in obedience to the strict de- 
mands of duty, and I promise now that I will be brief as the facts in 

-this particular case will permit. 

The Committee on Public Lands has delegated to me the authority 
and made it my duty to explain to this body the provisions of this bill 
and to give you the reasons which have led them to adopt the report 
which we have presented to this House. 

This bill I regard as a very important measure and in the line of very 
important legislation, if we are here to discharge our duty to the Amer- 
ican people. Its provisions are simple, and will be easily comprehended 
by this Congress. It provides— 

First. That all the land granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the twenty-second section of the 
act incorporating the Texas Pacific Railroad Company be declared for- 
feited to the United States of America. 

Second. From this forfeiture is reserved all that part of the grant 
which is situate between White Castle, in the State of Louisiana, and 
the city of Shreveport, in the same State. 

Third. That in order to quiet the title of the settlers thereon that 
part of the grant situated between the said points is confirmed to the 
said New Orleans Pacilic Railroad Company. 

Fourth. It provides for the designation and identification of those 
lands so confirmed and identified, and establishes the manner in which 
they are to be patented so as to preserve the rights of the settlers thereon, 
and confirms the provisions of the Blanchard- Robertson agreement, the 
terms of which are explained in the accompanying report. 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
was chartered by an act of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana 
December 30, 1869. By said charter it was authorized to construct 
and operate a railroad from any point on the line of the New Orleans, 
Jackson and Great Northern Railroad within the parish of Livingston, 
running thence to any point on the boundary line dividing the States 
of Louisiana and Mississippi. The line thus indicated by its charter 
was east of the Mississippi River as far north as Baton Rouge. Its 
charter also authorized it to construct a branch road from its main stem 
as above described to the city of Baton Rouge, and for the purpose of 
connecting its railroad with the railroad of other compaines it was au- 
thorized “‘to construct, maintain, and use by running thereon its 
engines and cars such branches and tracks as it may find necessary 
to own and use,’’ and such railroads were to be considered as part of its 
main track in the State of Louisiana. 

Every one who has given the history of this company a study can 
but conclude that outside of its corporate franchises it had not a cent. 
It was an institution formed for the purpose of catching every passing 
opportunity to make its stockholders rich. It was a bag of wind and 
a thing of straw. With this purpose in view, armed and equipped 
with its franchises, it awaited every chance to speculate on its position 


and to catch every comer that wanted what it had. So skillfully was 
its affairs managed that it secured a donation of public lands to it from 
the Congress of the United States by virtue of the twenty-second sec- 


tered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the right to connect by ti. , 
eligible route, to be selected by said company, with the said Texas |)», 
road at its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through 1), 

land to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad 
pany and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge. t), 


Company at its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said com 
successors and assigns, the same number of alternate sections of pubic |, 
mile in the State of Louisiana as are by this act granted in the State os 
fornia to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said lands sha}! },. 
drawn from market, selected, and patents issued therefor, and open fo; 
ment and pre-emption upon the same terms and in the same manner a 
as is provided for and required from said Texas and Pacific Railroad ( 
within said State of California: Provided, That said company shal) eo, 
the whole of said road within five years from the passuge of this act. 





tion of the act incorporating the Texas Pacific Railroad Company. ,, 
this section is the one which grants the land a part of which we .,, 
seeking to forfeit, I desire to read it: 


That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company , 


»y way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with said Texas Pacific |: iin 





In pursuance of this grant this rotten company filed on November 


11, 1871, in the General Land Office a map designating the gener] 
route of a road projected by it from Shreveport by way of Alexandria 
to Baton Rouge, and thereupon a withdrawal of the public lands alony 
said route was made to take effect in April, 1873. . 


On February 13, 1873, a second map was filed in the General Lang 


Office by the same company designating the general route of a road 
projected by it trom New Orleans to Baton Rouge, and a withdrawal of 
the public lands along said route was ordered, which took effect in April 
1873. 


The quantity of land withdrawn from the public domain and from 


entry by actual settlers by these filings consisted of twenty sections to the 
mile of completed road built under the sections of this act of Congress 
This meant 12,800 acres to the mile—a grand donation in the shape of 
inducement to build this road. The land proposed by this bill to be 
restored to the public domain is 870,000 acres, which will be brought 
back to actual settlement and homestead entry. 


This compa~y rested in a perfect state of ‘innocuous desuetude” un- 


til the expiration of the time in which it was to complete the road. It 
appears to have done nothing in that direction, nor in any other direc- 


tion, except to execute a mortage which will appear furtheralong in my 


remarks. 


The five years in which this road was to be completed expired on 
March 2, 1876, and during all this time nothing had been done by this 


company to earn this grant. Owing to this neglect in performing or 
attempting to perform this grant, the Legislature of the State of Lov- 


isiana, by an act approved April 30, 1877, repealed the charter of this 


company, and all acts amendatory thereof, and this company was then 
thought to have passed out of existence. 


It is useless for the purpose of my argument to advert to what has 


been said of the methods by which this legislation was obtained. but 


for the execution of the mortgage which I have mentioned, this repeal- 
ing act would have been the fit funeral ceremony over the remains of 
this corrupt institution. 

But on the 9th day of June, 1877, a few days after the repeal of tle 
charter of this company, Jeremiah Councellor filed his suit in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States in and for the fifth cirenit and district 
of the State of Louisiana against the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company, alleging that he was the owner and holder 
of a quantity of its mortgage bonds for valuable consideration paid to 
it, denying the constitutionality of the act of the Legislature forfeiting 
its franchises and corporate existence as against its acquired rights and 
the vested rights which the plaintiff had by virtue of his ownership 
for valuable consideration of said mortgage bonds. The courts in that 
case decided that the act forfeiting said charter was ‘‘ unconstitutional, 
invalid, and without the slightest effect.’’ 

This decision of the court invalidating the act of the Louisiana Leg- 
islature left this company in full possession of all the franchises which 
had been conferred on it by all the legislation to which I have referred. 

On the 5th day of January, 1881, it sold all of its franchises and prop- 
erty to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. I desire here to 
read an extract from the deed showing what property passed to the lat- 
ter company: 

All the right, title, and interest of the said party of the first part, its successors 
or assigns, of, in, or to a certain grant of public lands gran to the said party 
of the first part by an act of Congress of the United States, approved March }, 
1871, and entitled *‘An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other purposes,” together w:ti 
all and singular the tenements, hereditaments, and appurtenances thereunto 
belonging or in any wise appertaining, and the reversion and reversions, rc 
mainder and remainders, rents, issues, and profits thereof. 

This deed was authorized by the directors of the New Orleans, Vicks- 
burg and Baton Rouge Railroad Company at a meeting held 29th 0! 
December, 1880, was approved by the stockholders of said company 00 
the 9th day of December, 1881, and on the 3d day of December, |>"!. 
the grant and deed by a resolution of the directors of the assiguee 
company were duly accepted. 

The New Orleans Pacific Railway Company by virtue of all tlese 
facts had become, as is conceded by the courts and by all persons wo 
have attempted to afgue the question, the perfect owner of all the prop 
erty and rights which had been granted by the United States and the 








1886. 





State of Louisiana, the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- | 
road Company and were subrogated to all its right, franchises, and | 
property; subject, of course, to whatever right the General Govern- 

meat had to forfeit this grant for failure to complete the road in the 

time fixed by law creating the original donation, and the New Orleans, 

Baton Rouge and Vicksburg company passed out of existence. 

I desire in this connection and before I go further in my argument to 
give a sketch of the history of the company which claimed to own the 
property and franchises of this company. 

The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated by no- 
tarial act under the general laws of the State of Louisiana, approved 
April 7, 1875, and the Legislature of that State by an act approved 
February 14, 1876, confirmed its corporate existence and enlarged its 
powers. Its charter was further amended by an act of the Legislature 
on the 5th day of February, 1878, still farther enlarging and confirm- 
ing its powers. By all this legislation it had all the ordinary powers 
conferred in this way on railroad corporations. It could sue and be 
sued, contract and be contracted with, locate, construct, lease, buy, and 
use @ railroad from any point on the Mississippi River in the State of 
Louisiana to the city of Shreveport, or to Dallas or Marshall, Tex., or 
any route or routes it saw proper to select. 

This company now owning the property asstated, under grant from 
the General Government to the other company, projected a line in the 
same general direction as the route which had been indicated by its 
assignor on file in the General Land Office, except that the latter was 
on the east side of the Mississippi River and the former on the west 
side, but within the granted limits. 

It is a fact that a line of road has been partly purchased and partly 
built by this company from New Orleans to Shreveport, and that the 
great purpose had by the Stateof Louisiana in granting the charterand 
the General Government in giving the land has been effected. A line 
of railroad connecting the Lower Mississippi and the Texas Pacific sys- 
tem has been accomplished. With these facts before this House the 
questions to be discussed are, Should this grant be forfeited and re- 
turned to the public domain? Should any part of it be forfeited ; if so, 
how much? These are the pertinent questions to be answered, and I 
desire to give my views after thorough investigation of this subject. 

Sixty-eight miles of thisroad was built before the grant was ever made, 
or if not built before that date was never constructed on the faith of this 
grant. It was built by another company. The Morgan Louisiana and 
‘Texas Railroad and Steamship Company owned itand sold it to the New 
Orleans Pacific Company. That 68 miles extends from New Orleans 
to White Castle, and is within the limits of the land withdrawn from set- 
tlementor sale 'ty the order of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, dated February 13, 1873, to which I have heretofore referred. 
The most favorable and latitudinarian construction which can be given 
to these grants to this corporation can go no further than to the build- 
ing of railroads. They were gifts to induce construction of great high- 
ways forcommerce rather than to enrich great corporations, and certainly 
did not extend to the buying of constructed lines of railroads. 

It is perfect folly to talk about the equity which belongs to railroad 
companies. He who seeks equity must do equity, and it yet remains 
to be discovered where they have ever regarded this maxim. Their 
rights in these grants which are attempted to be forfeited must be 
measured by the clean-cut, cold law, and when thus determined let 
them be respected, but let them be tested by no other standard. Con- 
struing the grant of lands coterminous with this 68 miles of purchased 
road this House can come to no other conclusion than that these lands 
as to this part of the road have never been earned. But if a solitary 
doubt yet remains in the minds of any gentleman on this floor let me 
say that this company has filed in the General Land Office a disclaimer 
of any right or title to these lands by virtue of their deed from the de- 
funct company. I desine to have it read and made a part of my re- 
marks: 
In the matter of the application of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 

as assignee and grantee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 

Railroad Company, for the roval of the report of the commissioner to ex- 


amine the road constructed by the former company and for the issue of patents 
under section 22 of the act of March 3, 1871. 


Now comes the said New Orleans Pacific Railway Company and states that it 
claims as the assignee and ntee of said New Orleans, Baton Rougeand Vicks- 
burg Railroad Company, the benefit of the grant of lands made by section 22 of 
the act of March 3, 1871, to said last-named company,as shown by documentary 
and record evidence on file in the office of the Secretary of the Interior; it also 
statesthat it has built and has in operation a road from New Orleans to Shreve- 
Ores that about 68 miles of said line of road extending from New Orleans to 

te Castle was acquired from anothercompany and put in repair by the New 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company, and the said New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Com hereby disclaims any right to receive land under the said section 22 
of the act of March 3, 1871, in res: of the said 68 miles of railroad extending 
from New Orleans to White Castle, but claims and insists that it is entitled to 
the lands es by said section 22 for and in respect of all of the rest and resi- 
due of the line of railway built by it extending from White Castle to Shreve- 
port, with a branch or spur to Baton Rouge. 

Dated and signed this 19th day of October, A. D. 1882. 

NEw ORLEANS Paciric RAILWAy Company, 
By JOHN F. DILLON, iis Atiorney. 


Tn the light of these facts it must be apparent that all that part of 
the grantembraced within the territory co-terminous with this 68 miles 
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should be forfeited and restored to the public domain and opened up 
for settlement under the homestead law. 


I now come to a question which involves more difficulty of solution. 


Can this Congress forfeit that part of the granted lands which lie co- 
terminous with the road from White Castle to Shreveport? 
ceded fact that all this part of the road was completed out of the time 
fixed by the twenty-second section of the act of March 23, 1871, for its 
construction. ; 
appearing, if the Government had done nothing by its authorized agents 
which would estop the Government from forfeiting this grant, then the 
power of this Congress to declare a forfeiture and a restoration of these 
lands to the public 


It is acon- 


It is further conceded that if there were no other facts 


doniain would be unquestionable. 
The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, after obtaining the deed 


to which I have referred from the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Company, before the construction of any part of their road applied 
to the General Land Office and Interior Department as to the recogni- 
tion of the validity of the transfer to it of the lands lying along the 
contemplated roads, and on February 17, 1881, before the construction 
of any partof this road, and in response to their inquiries, the company 
received the following answer, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 17, 1881. 


Str: In compliance with the verbal request of Hon. J. H. Kercuam I mako 


the following statement: 


By the twenty-second section of an act of Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 


porate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,” &c., approved March 3, 1871, a grant 
of land was made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Kailroad 
Company for the purpose of aiding in the construction of its road. 


Ata special meeting of the directors of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 


Vicksburg Railroad Company, held December 29, 1880, a resolution was adopted 
authorizing the president and secretary of the company to transfer all the right, 
title, and interest of said company in and to said grant to the New Orleans Pa- 
cific Railway Company, and to make and execute such instruments as should be 
necessary for that purpose. 


On the 5th day of January, 1881, the president and secretary, pursuant to said 


authorily, executed a deed in the name of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Company, conveying all the right, title, and interest of said company 
in and to said grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 


On the 3d day of February, 1881, the directors of the last-named company 


adopted a resolution authorizing the president of the company to accept said 
conveyance, and to execute any documents necessary to evidence the acceptance. 


There can be no doubt that when the president of the New Orleans Pacific 


Railway Company accepts said transfer the company will be fully vested with 
all the right, title, and interest which the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Company has in and to said grant. 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 
Still further anxious of ascertaining their rights to this land before 


they began the construction of their road, they asked for and received 
this further communication from the Interior Department on this sub- 
ject, on the 2ist day of February, 1881: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1881. 
Str: The president of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company has duly 


accepted, in behalf of said company, the deed referred to in my letter addressed 
to you, dated February 17, 1881, being the deed to the said New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company of all its right, title, and interest in and to the grant to said last-named 
company by the twenty-second section of an act of Congress entitled “An actto 
incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,” &c.,approved March 3, 1871. 


The transfer by the said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 


Company of all its right, title, and interest in and to said grant to the said New 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company is now complete. 


Very respectfully, 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 


The road was completed, accepted by the Government, and classified 


as a land-grant road before any hostile legislation was undertaken by 
Congress. 


These events in their order show that before its acceptance of the 
grant under the deed to which I have referred the company was careful 
that their title would be effectual. They built the road with-the ex- 
ception I have mentioned. with the understanding and on the assur- 
ance of the officers of the Government that they would be entitled to 
the land embraced in the grant. As the road progressed in its con- 
struction the land to which they claimed title was duly certified to 
them and patents issued therefor. The company acquired credit and 
obtained money on the faith of these lands and on the assurance of the 
Government that the company’s title was perfect. 

The settlers who are in possession have acted in good faith and pur- 
chased these lands depending upon the Government to keep good faith 
and make this title good. These lands on the line from White Castle 
to Shreveport, as the committee is informed, have all been sold in small 
quantities and all in the possession of innocent purchasers for valuable 
consideration, and I can see no law, no justice, no reason of public 
policy why their title should be disturbed. If it was a question be- 
tween the Government and the company I would look on it with more 
favor, but as it could only affect the interest of the poor settler I am op- 
posed to the forfeiture of this part of the grant. 

3ut if I were disposed to override all the questions of policy and jus- 
tice embraced in the situation as I have stated it, could this Congress 
as a matter of law at this late stage of proceedings forfeit this grant? 
If there were no rights involved in this forfeiture except those which 
are claimed by the company, I would go as far to consummate it ag 
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chartered by the State of Louisiana, shal) have the right to connect, by th. 
eligible route, to be selected by said company, with the said Texas Pacific };.,;). 
road at its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through th. »,,, 
lic land to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Raj)..,,; 
Company; and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton hw... 
thence by the way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said 7... 
Pacific Railroad Company at its eastern terminus, there is hereby gran: 
said company, its successors and assigns, the same number of alternate sec), 
of public lands per mile, in the State of Louisiana,as are by this act grant.) 
the State of California to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said |,),.) 
shall be withdrawn from market, selected, and patents issued therefor , 
opened for settlement and pre-emption, upon the same terms and in the «a 
manner and time as is provided for and required from said Texas Pacific }:,;). 
road Company, within said State of California: Provided, That said « - 
shall complete the whole of said road within five years from the passage «/ ; 
act.” 


any member on this floor. But would not the Government, after ail 
the proceedings had, to which I have referred, be estopped in any court 
from insisting upon this forfeiture ? 

The legai feature of this case has been before this House before. This 
is no new question here. This proposition of forfeiture was submitted 
to the Judiciary Committee by a joint resolution introduced into this 
body by Mr. Ellis, a Representative from the State of Louisiana, on 
April 21, 1884. 

In an exhaustive report, after reviewing all the facts as I have at- 
tempted to state them, and numerous citations of authorities, they con- 
clude their report as follows: 


st 





The facts already set forth with sufficient fullness satisfy your committee that 
the substantial fulfillment of the condition has been met by the assignee com- 
pany; that it wasdone under the eye of and was accepted by the executive de- 
partment under the provisions of the law of Congress; that all which Congress 
contemplated in making the grant has been realized, and that it was done by the 
company on the belief of having secured the grant—a belief based upon the as- 
surance of the Department of the Interior and upon the official action of the 
President of the United States in the examination of the work as it progressed 
in his sanction of its sufficiency under the law, and in his order for the issue ot 
patents for the land. After all this the question is, can—and if it can, ought— 
Congress to forfeit the land grant to this assignee company ? 

Your committee think both branches of the question must be answered in the 
negative. 


The same question, by a similar resolution introduced into the Sen- 
ate, was referred to the Committee on Railroads, and I desire to have 
read their report: 


[Senate Report No. 711, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
in the Senate of the United States. June 7, 1882.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Jonas, from the Committee on Railroads, submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Railroads, to whom the subject was referred, submit the 
following report: 

A petition has been referred to the Committee on Railroads of certain citizens 
of Louisiana, asking for the forfeiture of the land grant made to the New Or- 
leans, Vicksburg and Baton Rouge Railroad Company by the ninth section of 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and 
to aid in the construction of its road, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, L871, on the ground that the company to whom the grant was made has failed 
to build the road within the time prescribed by the act. 

The grant was made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns. That company was a by 
an act of the Legislature of Louisiana, approved December 30, 1869. he object 
of Congress in making the grant was to aid in the construction of the proposed 
road, via Baton Rouge, A:exandria, and Shrev rt, to connect with the eastern 
terminus of the Texas Pacifie Railroad, and thus connect that road with the 
Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The committee find that this connecting road, on almost the same line, and be- 
tween the same points (if not built by the original grantees) has been built by 
the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, which was organized under a char- 
ter confirmed by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana, approved February 19, 
1876. This road is now completed and running between New Orleans and the 
eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, at or near Marshall, Tex., its 
route being via Baton Rouge, Alexandria, and Shreveport. 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vieksburg Railroad Company (which 
still has corporate existence), by deed dated the 5th day of Jan y, 1881, granted 
and transferred to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company all its right, title, 
and interest in and to the lands granted to it by the before-mentioned act of 
Congress incorporating the Texas Pacific teettveed Commpame. This transfer was 
approved, ratified, and confirmed at a meeting of the stockholders of the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail Com y by a vote of two-thirds 
ofits entire capital stock. The transfer was formally accepted by the board of 
directors of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

The deed of transfer, a certified copy of the resolution of the stockholders of 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company ratifying the 
transfer, and a certified copy of the resolution of the board of directors of the 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company accepting the transfer, have been filed 
in the Department of the Interior. 

A commissioner to inspect a portion of the railroad built by the New Orleans 
Pacific Railway Company was, upon the application of that company, appointed 
by the President of the United States, the report of the said commissioner, 
cogrering: the construction of the portion of the railroad inspected by him, was 
duly filed in the Department of the Interior. 

Application is now made for the issuance of patents to the New Orlean Pacific 
Rail way Company for the lands granted by Congress to the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and by the last-named company as- 
signed to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company as heretofore stated. 

Thegrant was originally made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
boas Sree Company, its successors and assigns, for the purposes above 
stated. 

The road has been built by the assignee of the grantee, and the objects of the 
grant have been fully attained. 

No forfeiture of the grant was made before the completion of the road, on the 

pands alleged, and we think it would be unjust and inequitable to make such 

rfeiture now when the work has been com by the company, 
which has built the road in good faith and in pe receiving the 
none of the grant which remained unforfeited assignable in the control 
of their grantor. 

Your committee think no consideration of public policy requiresthe forfeiture 
of the grant, and they recommend that the committee be discharged from fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial. 


In further support of the views I entertain on this subject I desire to 
call the attention of this House to the opinion of the Attorney-General 
of the United States ezabraced in a letter written by him to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior Department June 13, 1882. I send it tothe Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Derartxext or Justice, Washington, D. C., June 13, 1882. 
Sir: By a letter dated the Sth of January predecessors submitted to 
me a number of questions arising upon ae 
eae Com y for certain lands claimed under the land grant made to 
ew 
Congress of March 3, 1871, chapter 122. 


The land grant mentioned is contained in the twenty-second section of that 


act, which provides: 
“That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, 





































New Orleans, Baton Rouge and V 
general route of a road projected bs 

and a withdrawal of the public lands along the same was ordered, which took 
effect in April, 1873. The route between those places, those designated, lies on 
the east ofthe Mississippi River. That company has not constructed any part 
of its road, either on the route between New Orleans and Baton Rouge or on the 
route between the latter place and Shreveport; nor, indeed, has there been » 
definite location of its road anywhere between the points mentioned. Nothin. 
beyond the designation of the general route th appears. 


Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the act of 


The eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad,as fixed by the sa: 


was a point at or near Marshall, Tex. 


The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company was 


porated by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana passed December 
which ante 

line of the New Orleans, Jackson and Great Northern Railroad, within the par- 
ish of Livingston, running from thence to any point on the boundary livid- 
ing the States of Louisiana and Mississippi,” the route here indicated lying ea. 
of the Mississippi River. It was also authorized to construct and operate 
branch salineall 

and for the purpose of connecting its railroad with the railroads of other com- 
panies, &c.,it was furthermore authorized “‘to construct, maintain, and use py 
running thereon its engines and cars, such branch railroads and tracks as it 1) 
find necessary and ex jient to own and use;”’ and such branch railroads were 
for all the purposes of the act, to be deemed and taken to constitute a part 
the main line of its railroad within the State of Louisiana. 


orized it to construct and operate a railroad “from any point the 


from its main line (abovedescribed) to the city of Baton Rouy 


On November 11, 1871, that company filed in the General Land Office a map 


designating the-genera! route of a road projected thereby from Shreveport 
_ of Alexandria, to Baton Rouge, and thereupon a withdrawal! of the p 
lie la 

lowing. 


nds along the same was ordered, which became effective in December {o!- 


Subsequently, by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana December 11 


1872, the same company was given “full power and authority to commence the 
construction of their 
intermediate point on their line of road, as may best suit the convenience of 
said company and dacilitate the : 
the city of New Orleans to the city of Shreveport, or perfect railroad communi- 
cation with the Texas Pacific Railroad, or any other railroad in Northwestern 
Louisiana, at or near the Louisiana State line: i 
company shall construct the line of its road between the city of New Orleans 
and the city of Baton Rouge on the east side of the Mississippi River, to the cor- 
porate limits of the said city of Baton Rouge, or adjacent thereto.”’ 


road in the city of New Orleans or Shreveport, or at any 





eonstruction of a continuous line from 


. however, That the said 


In the mean time, by the act of Congress of May 2, 1872, chapter 132, the Texas 


and Pacific Railway Company (formerly styled the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany) was “authorized and required to construct, maintain, control, and operate 
a road between Marshall, Tex.,and Shreveport, La., or control and operate any 
existing road between said points, of the same 
Railroad.” The same act further provided that “all reads terminating at 
Shreveport shall have the same right to make the same running connections, 
and shall be entitled to the same privileges, for the transaction of business in 
connection with the said Texas oak 

tersecting therewith.” 


as the Texas and Pacific 


Pacific Railway as are granted to roads in- 
On February 13, 1873, a second me was filed in the General Land Office by the 


urg Railroad Company, designating the 
thereby from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, 


rsuant to a resolution of its board of directors, adopted December 29, 155) 


all the right, title, and interest of that company in and to the aforesaid grant of 


ublic lands made by the act of March 3, 1871, were deeded by it to the New Or- 
eans Pacifie Railway Company. This action of the board of directors and «f- 
ficers of the former company was afterward approved and ratified by the stock- 
holders thereof at ameeting held in December, 1881. 

The New Orleans Pacific Railway Company was originally incorporated un- 
der the general laws of the State of Louisiana in June, 1875. Its charter was 
subsequently amended by acts of the Louisiana isiature passed February 19, 
1876, and Fe 5, 1878. It is thereby authori to construct a railroad ‘ he- 
ginning at a point on the Mississippi River at New Orleans, or between New 
Orleans and the parish of Iberville, on the right bank of the Mississippi, and 
Baton Rouge, on the left bank, &c., or from any point within the limits of t!\\s 
State, and running thence toward and tothe city of Shreveport,” which is made 
its northwestern terminus, , 

The route of this company as projected is understood to extend from New 
Orleans to Baton Rouge, and thence, by way of Alexandria, to Shreveport. Be- 
tween New Orleans and Baton Rouge it lies on the west side of the Mississippi 
River; while the route of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 

Company, between the same points, lies on the east side of that 
river. Between Baton Rouge and Shreveport its general course and direction 
corresponds, in the main, with the route designated by the last-named com- 
pany. Itisthroughout itsentire length from New Orieans to Shreveport within 

limits of the before-mentioned withdrawals of public lands. 

1881, the of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
made affidavit that three sections of its road were then completed and ready for 
examination by the Government; whereupon a commissioner was appointed 
to examine the same, the result of whose examination in a report made 
by him to the Secretary of the Interior, under date of 26th of that month. 
One of the sections embraces 68 miles of road, beginning on'‘the west bank of the 
ississippi River, meme nd Orleans, and ending near the town of Donald- 

ville; another em 20 miles of road near Alexandria: and the third em- 
50 miles of road terminating at Shreveport. For each of these sections 
areclaimed by that company under the aforesaid land grant, as assignee 
Baton Rouge and ae Railroad Company. 

definite location of any portion of its road has been filed other 
portions. 
appears that in February, 1881, the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
purehased from Morgan's Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Com: 
parte road constructed on the west bank of the Mississippi River by the New 


ny 
| 


=F z 
i 
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Mobile and Texas Railroad Company, from Westmego to White Casile. 
a distance of 68 miles, and that the same become a part of the main live of 
ee ee ee ee 
The following are questions submitted : : 
“1. Was the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vieksburg Railroad 


Company in ? 
~“_ Tad the New Dricens, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg -Railroad Company, 








1886. 
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date of its alleged transfer of lands to the New Orleans Pacifie Railway 


oe such an interest in the lands, under said act, as was assignable? 

“3. Is the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company such a successor to or as- 

i of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company as 
is contemplated by said act? : 

“4, Should it appear that the 68 miles of the New Orleans, Mobile and Texas 
Railroad was constructed prior to the act of March 3, 1871, granting lands to aid 
in the construction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad, 
can the New Orleans Pacific Company (its assignee) claim any benefit from the 
grant? Or, in case of such prior construction and the non-construction of any 

rtion of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Road, has the purpose 

‘or which the grant was made failed and the grant consequently lapsed? 

“5, Lf the New Orleans, Mobile and Texas Road was constructed subsequently 
to the date of said act, isso much of its road as is now owned by the New Orleans 
Pacific Company such a road as is contemplated for acceptance by the President 
within the meaning of said act, and may patents issue to the latter for lands op- 
posite toand coterminous with such constructed portion of road?” 

These questions are accompanied by a request for an opinion upon such other 
questions of law as may suggest themselves touching the transfer of said land 
grant, to which reference is above made. 

Of the above-stated questions the first three may be considered together, in 
connection with the following inquiry, which presents itself at the outset, 
whether the assent of Congress to the transfer made by the New Orleans, 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company of all its interest in said land 
grant tothe New Orleans Pacific Railway Company is necessary (by reason 
of anything in the provisions of the grant itself) to entitle the latter company 
to the benefit of said grant in aid of the construction of the road projected by it. 

The act of March 3, 1871, passed to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 

Railroad Company a present interest im a certain number of alternate sec- 
tions of public lands per mile within the limits there prescribed. Its language 
is “there is hereby granted to said co ny ’’ the number of alternate sections 
mentioned; words which import a grant in presenti, and not one in futuro, or 
the promise ofa grant. (97 U.S. Rep., 496.) But the grant thus-made is in the 
nature of a float. It is of sections to be afterward located, their location de- 
a upon the establishment of the line of the road. Until this is definitely 

ed the grant does not attach to any specific tracts of land. Upon the line of 
the road being definitely located the grant then first uires precision, and the 
company becomes invested with an inchoate title to the particular lands cov- 
ered thereby, which can ripen into a perfect title only as the construction of 
each section of 20 miles of road is completed and approved, when the right to 
patents for the lands opposite to and coterminous with such constructed section 


accrues, 
The proviso in the grant that the company shall complete the whole of its road 
within five years from the date of the act is a condition-subsequent, the failure 
which does not ipso facto work a forfeiture of the grant, but only 
gives rise to a right in the Government to enforce a forfeiture thereof. Yet in 
order to enforce a forfeiture such a must be asserted by a judicial proceed- 
ing, authorized by law, or by some are action amounting to a resump- 
tion of the grant. (Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wal., 44.) Hence, until ad- 
vantage is taken of the non-performance of the condition, under legislative 
authority, the interest of the grantee in the grant remains unimpaired thereby. 
Such being the nature and effect of the grant and its accompanying condi- 
tion, and no action having been taken either by legislation or judicial proceed- 
ings to enforce a forfeiture thereof, it follows that at the period of said transfer 
by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company this com- 
pany was invested with a present interest in the number of alternate sections 
lands per mile granted by the act of 1871, notwithstanding it was 
already in tin the performance of the condition referred to, and that it 
still retained a right to proceed with the construction of the road, in aid of 
which the grant was made until advantage should be taken of the default. But 
as it had not then definitely fixed the line of its road, although a map designat- 
the genera! route thereof was duly filed, that interest did not attach to any 
tracts of land, but remained afloat, as it were, needing a definite loca- 
of the road before it could become thus attached. Was the interest here 


ty 


described ass: to another company, so as to entitle the latter to the ben- 
efit of the in aid of the construction of its road between the places named 
therein, the assent of Congress? 


perhaps arisen on this point in view of the fact that in one or two 
instances it has been thought expedient to obtain legislation by Congress con- 
firming or authorizing a similar assignment (see section 2 of the act of March 


3, 1865, 88, and section 1 of the act of March 3, 1869, chapter 127) and also 
in view of the adverse ruling of this Department in the case of the Oregon Cen- 
tral Railroad Company. (13 Opin., 382.) However,a similar assignment made 


in a Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad Company tothe Pike’s Peak 
Rai Company, afterward known asthe Central Branch Company, was held 
to be valid by Attorney-General Stanbery in an opinion given to the Secretary 
the Treasury under date of July 25, 1866. 
In the latter case the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Company, which was incor- 
by the State of Missouri, with authority to construct a railroad bet ween 
and Saint Joseph, within that State, was, by the Pacific Railroad act 
of July 1, 1862 (section 13), authorized to “extend its road from Saint Joseph, via 
a, connect and unite with the road through Kansas, * * * and 
pe og en ee use any railroad charter which has been or may be granted 
by Legi of Kansas,” &c., and by the fifteenth section of the same act 
it was provided that ‘‘ wherever the word company is used in this act it shall be 
construed to embrace the words their successors, and assigns, the 
same as if the words had been properly added thereto.” 
Subsequently,in 1863, an ment was made by that company of all its 
under said act (which included an interest in both a land and a bond sub- 
iy) to the Atchison and Pike’s Peak Railroad Company,a company previously 
organized under a charter granted by the latureof Kansas. The latter com- 
pany having constructed a on of 20 miles of the proposed road west from 
A claimed the benefit of the grant made to the Hannibal and Saint Joseph 
Company, as its assignee, and this claim was ized and allowed, in accord- 
ance vith the opinion of the Attorney-General. It will be observed, however, 
ibal and Saint Joseph Company was authorized to *‘ use any rail- 
which has been or may be granted by the Legislature of Kansas,” 
together with the provision in the fifteenth section quoted above, may 
regarded as sufficient to sustain the assignment. 
of the Oregon Central Railroud Company, mentioned above, a grant 
way through the public lands, and also of alternate sections thereof, 
that company, “and to their successors and assigns,” by the act 
4, 1870, cha 69, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a rail- 
and line between certain in In August follow- 
an instrument was executed oe Ge company —— its interest in 
grant to the Willamette Valley Railroad Company, and thereupon the ques- 
arose whether the grant was susceptible of being thus trasferred. The At- 
(Mr. Akerman), to whom the question was submitted, after re- 
various provisions of the act,some of which (see section 5) im- 
certain duties and required certain important acts to be performed by the 
, decided in the negative, holding that, upon consideration of those 
the Oregon Central Company was alone within the contemplation 
Congress in respect of the donation made and duties imposed by that act. 


e successors and assigns,” as used in the act, were regarded as 
of limitation merel~ - 
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} on a different line, though following the general course of the other road 
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3ut the grounds upon which that decision appears to hawe been based are not 
found to exist in the case now under consideration. Here a grant of a certain 
number of alternate sections of public lands per mile is made to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, its successors and as- 
signs, in and of the eonstruction of a road from New Orleans, by the route in- 
dicated, to connect with the eastern terminus of the Texas and Pacific Railroad, 
which lands are required to be “ withdrawn from the market, selected, and 
patents issued therefor, and opened for settlement and p tion upon the 
same terms and in the same manner anc time as is provided for and required 
from said Texas Pacific Railroad Company.’ 
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The grant is coupled with no special duties or trusts, for the performance of 
which there is reason to believe the particular company named therein was 
more acce > to Ux 


han any other 
nthe }j 


or by anot 


Its purpose is to secure the con- 


nated, and whether this purpose 





be fulfilled by that « 





Mm pany ppany must be deemed unimpor- 
tant in theabsence of any provision ind iveofthecontrary. The interestde- 
rived by the grantee, though it remain y afloat, is a vested interest, and itis 
held under the same limitations which ufter it develops into an estate in 
particular lands until ext shed by forfeiture for non-performance of the 
condition annexed to the ¢g Ip ceive no legal obstacle arising out of the 
grant itself to atransfer of such interest by the grantee to another company, and 
should the latter construct the road contemp!ated agreeably to the requirements 


of the grant, and thus accomplish the end with Congress hadin view, I submit 
that it would clearly be entitied to the benfits thereof. 

The question of the assignability of the interest of the grantee would be more 
difficult if, after definitely locating the line of its road, and thus attaching the 
grant to particular lands along the same, it was proposed to transfer that inter- 
est to another company for the benefit of a road to be constructed by the latter 
But 
in the present case the facts give rise to no such difficulty. The grant had not, 
previous to the transfer, become thus identified with a particular line of road, 
and was thereafter susceptible of location upon the line of the road projected 
by the assignee (the New Orleans PacificCompany), provided this road met the 
requirements of the grant in other respects, as to which no doubt is suggested. 

My conclusion is that the assent of Congress to the assignment made by the 
New Orleans, Baton Roduge and Vicksburg Railroad company as above, is not 
necessary in order to entitle the assignee to the benefit of the land grant in ques- 
tion. 

The remaining questions relate to the 68 miles of railroad formerly belonging 
to the New Orleans, Mobile and Texas Railroad Company, but now owned by 
the New Orleans Pacific Company, and made a part of its main line between 
New Orleans and Baton Rouge. 

The land grant in question was, as its language imports, made in aid of the 
construction of a railroad between certain termini, contemplating a road to be 
constructed, not one already constructed. It has not been the policy of Con- 
gress thus to aid constructed roads. Had a constructed road existed at the date 
of the grant, which extended from one terminus to the other, and afterward the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, instead of en- 
tering upon and completing the construction ofa road, had purchased the road 
already constructed, this, it seems to me,would not have satisfied the pufposes 
of the grant so as to entitle the company to the benefit thereof. The same ob- 
jection would apply were the constructed road extended over only a part of 
the route contemplated by the grant. So far as I am advised, the action of the 
Government hitherto has accorded with this view. 

On the other hand, if such road was constructed subsequently to the date of 
the grant, and is owned by the grantee or the assignee of the latter, I see no 
ground for excluding it from the benefit of the grant should it otherwise fulfill 
the requirements thereof. 

Agreeably to the foregoing views, and in direct response to the several ques- 
tions submitted, I have the honor to reply as follows: The first, second, and 
third questions I answer in the affirmative. The fourth question (including the 
alternative added thereto) I answer in the negative. The fifth question I an- 
swer in the affirmative—assuming, as I do, the company named therein to be 
an assignee of the grantee in the act referred to. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
RENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General. 






Hon. H. M. Terier, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. LAFFOON. Summing up now the facts in their order that relate 
to the forfeiture of that part of the grant from White Castle to Shreve- 
port, we find that the grant was made by the Government on the 22d 
day of March, 1871, to the New Orleans, Vicksburg and Baton Rouge 
Railroad Company. That company sold out all its rights, property, and 
franchises to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company on the 5th day 
of January, 1881; that before any construction of that road the author- 
ities of the Government in two different communications assured it that 
it was the owner of said grant and that its title was complete; that the 
citizens along its line.purchased in small tracts the land from the rail- 
road company and are now in possession of same, engaged in all sorts 
of industrial pursuits; that the President of the United States has ap- 
pointed commissioners and they have examined and accepted the road 
as it progressed, and that it has been classified as a land-grant road, 
and in all of its settlements with the Government of its postal accounts 
has been so considered and regarded, and that no hostile legislation 
was ever attempted until all these things in their regular order had 
been transacted and done. 

In the face of these facts the question arises, can Congress as a mat- 
ter of ‘‘ cold-cut’’ law forfeit this part of the grant? The committee 
after a full discussion of these questions have agreed with the Attorney- 
General, the Committee of the Judiciary of this House, and of the Rail- 
road Committee of the Senate, and say ‘‘no.’’ 

The settled doctrine of the courts in regard to all grants to railroads 
in analogy to private grants is that they are grants in presenti, and 
vest the donor with a present title subject to be forfeited at the option 
of the grantor or donor upon the violation of the condition upon which 
they are made. It is further held by the courts that the grant carries 
the title without the aid of a patent to the lands. They hold that a 
patent only identifiesthe land granted and only to that extent perlects 
the title of the holder. ; 

In the case of a grant on condition the holder takes the immadiate 
title subject to be forfeited upon the application of the party who made 
the graui. Ifthe grantor encourages the fulfillment of the corilition 
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after the time expites for its performance, then the law says you can 
not object, and the title in the grantor is complete. 

I have read with care on this subject the cases of Schulenburg vs. 
Harriman, reported in 21 Wallace; Ludlow rs. New York and Harlem 
Railroad Company (12 Barbour’s report, page 440); People of Vermont 
es. The Society, &c. (2 Payne’s report, page 562); Willard vs. Alcott 
(2 New Hampshire); Chalker vs. Chalker (1 Connecticut); Hume vs. 
Kent and Andrews vs. Suiter (32 Maine); Murray’s Lessees et al. vs. Ho- 
boken Land and Improvement Company (18 Howard, 280); Cooley’s 
Constitutional Law, page 69; Lyttle vs. State of Arkansas (9 Howard, 
383); United States vs. Arredendo (6 Peters, 691). 

Mr. Speaker, there is now one other proposition of this bill on which 
I have not touched, and that is the Blanchard-Robertson agreement. 
I prefer to let that agreement explain itself. The Blanchard-Robert- 
son agreement made with the New Orleans Pacific Company originated 
from a protest filed by Hons. E. W. Robertson and N. C. BLANCH- 
ARD, members from the State of Louisiana, with the Interior Depart- 
ment, requesting the holding up the action of said Department in pat- 
enting lands to said company until some agreement could be made by 
them with said company looking to the protection of the settlers on 
said land in the limits of said grant. Said protestis as follows: 


Str: Referring to our interview a few evenings since with yourself, relative 
to the land-grant claimed in Louisiana by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company, we hereby formally ask that further action by your Department to- 
ward recognizing the said land-grant as existing in favor of any party or parties 
be deferred for the present, and until such further action can be taken by us as 
will conserve the rights and interests of the people most vitally interested, 
namely, those living in the country in which the grant lies, and included within 
the limits of the fourth and’sixth Congressional districts of Louisiana, now rep- 
resented by us 

In support of this request, we submit the following, namely: 

1. A large portion of the land embraced in the grant above referred to was, 
by an act of Congress passed in 1856, donated to another railroad company. 
Prior to 1856, many persons had settled upon this land preparatory to the entry 
and purchase of the same from the Government. These parties were settlers 
in good faith, and if time is given us, a list of their names and the extent of 
their claims can be furnished, Between the year 1856 and that of 187la great 
many more persons settled upon said lands. In the mean time, somewhere 
about the year 1870, the original grant to the railroad company in 1856 was, by 
act of Congress, declared forfeited. Upon this declaration of forfeiture, tie 
parties who had settled on the land became entitled to file their applications 
for entry and purchase. But before this could be done a grant, covering the 
Jand, was made by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1871, to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and under this grant 
the land, something over a million acres, was withdrawn from the market. 

We think these parties who had, under the circumstances above enumerated, 
settled on the land, are settlers in good faith, and have legal rights that should 
be protected. 

We ask for time-to present more fully the case of these settlers, and to pro- 
duce their names, extent of their claims, &c. 

2. Many of the parties who had settied on this land up to 1871 could not make 
application for the entry and purchase of the land, for the reason that a large 
part of the land, up to that time, had not been surveyed by the Government so 
as to designate the sections, townships, and ranges in which were situated the 
different tracts of land settled upon, or else their settlements were upon lands 
that required to be resurveyed—the necessity for which surveys and resurveys 
is shown by the reports of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, made 
repeatedly to Congress, and asking for adequate appropriations for surveys and 
resurveys declared to be necessary in order to enable settlers to locate their 
claims and the Government to dispose of the lands. By the failure of Congress 
to make these adequate appropriaticns the surveys and resurveys have never 
been completed, and hence the rights of these settlers have re ned in abey- 
ance,and would now be entirely lost by the issuance of patents to cover the land 
included in the grant made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Railroad Company. 

Reserving the right to file additional and supplemental reasons and protests, 
we are, 

Respectfully, &c., 





E. W. ROBERTSON, 
M. O., Sixth District, Lowisiana, 
'N. C. BLANCHARD, 
M. C., Fourth District, Lowisiana, 
Hon. SecRETARY oF THE INTERIOR. 


After this protest was filed and the suspension of the issual of patents 
by the Interior Department this letter, which contained the agreement 
mentioned, was written by said company and embraces the agreement 
which is proposed to be confirmed by this bill. 


WASHINGTON, January 4, 1882. 

GENTLEMEN: In consideration of the withdrawal by you of the protest and 
objection filed by you with the De ent of the Interioragainst the ition 
of the claims urged by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, to land 
grant made by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany by the act of Congress of 187l1,and now claimed the New Orleans Pa- 
cific Company, transferees of the New Orleans, Baton uge and Vicksburg 
Company,on behalf of the said New Orleans Pacific Company and any other 
railroad association or combination with which said New Orleans Pacific Com- 
pany is conuected,I hereby agree, consent,and obligate myself and the said 
company and any other company or association connected with it that the right 
of settlers and occupiers on the land included within the limits of said grant 
shall be recognized and protected as follows, to wit: . 

Settlers and occupiers of any of the lands aforesaid up to this date shall be 
given the right within twelve months from the register of the patents issued by 
the Government tothe said company or its transferees forsaid lands, in the office 
of the clerk of the district court and ez officio recorder of conveyance and mort- 
gages of the parish where the land wanted by such settlers or occupiers is sit- 
uated, to file their applications with the railroad —aes , through agents to 
be designated by the company for the purpose, for the d claimed or wanted 
by them; such settlers or occupiers shal! at the time the title-deeds are issued 
to them pay one-third in cash of the price of the land so occupied or settled by 
them, and shall have one and two years from that time, with 6 per cent. inter- 
est, in which to pay the remainder, mortgage and vender’s privilege to be re- 
tained by the company. ? 

The price of land to be paid by such settlers or occupiers shall not exceed $2 
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per acre, and the quantity of land to be claimed by each shall not exceed 
acres. 

Immediately upon the register of the patents in the office of the recorder of 
mortgages of the parishes affected by the land grant, the railroad compan, 
shall give notice by publication for ten days in a newspaper in the parish w}).-. 
any settlers or occupiers live,and also by publication at the court-house (,,,- 
of such parish, the fact of the register of patents, and that the company jc 
ready to receive application from settlersand occupiers for the land wanted py 
them, and indicating the place where, and person to whom, application shou)q 
be made. 

Should this notice not be given immediately upon the register of the patents 
these settlers and occupiers are to have twelve months in which to file the); ap 
plication from the time of the giving of such notice aforesaid. Proof of oc. 
pancy shall be the same as required by the laws of the United States for ih. 
acquisition of public lands, if required by the company. 

E. B. WHEELOCK 
President New Orleans Pacific Railway Co; 
Hons. E. W. Rosrrrson and N. C. BLANCHARD, 
Representatives in Congres’ from Louisiana, 
Accepted on behalf of settlers and occupicrs. 


After the filing of this letter was made Blanchard and Robertson 
filed their withdrawal of protest on the same day, and the Department 
proceeded to adjust the conflicting land titles upon the basis tixed py 
this agreement, and have so acted ever since. : 

I have explained the features of this bill, and now I hope the bij! 
will pass, and I demand the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reported by the committee were adopted, and the bill 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. 
OATES] whether this bill goes as far as the one on this subject that was 
before the House in the last Congress. 

Mr. OATES. Itdees not. It forfeits, however, all the land on the 
east side of the river and all to the terminus of the Morgan road, but 
it carries out the Robertson-Blanchard agreement as to the other lands. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It forfeits all that is forfeited. 

Mr. OATES. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the grant is not all forfeited. 

Mr. OATES. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that this isa case in which it would 
be eminently proper to forfeit the entire grant. 

Mr. OATES, The House did not think so last Congress. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. I know, but the House acted under a misapprehen- 
sion. 

Mr. OATES. And the Public Lands Committee did not think so 
this Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House acted under a misapprehension in the 
last Congress. I think it was evident that they.acted on the opinion 
of the Judiciary Committee as to the estoppel of the Government, and 
I am sure that all lawyers will agree—I am sure that the gentleman from 
Alabama himself will agree—that an examination of the subject shows 
clearly that the rule laid down by that committee as to the estoppel of 
the Government is not properly laid down, and that the law of estoppel 
does not go to the extent there declared. However, as the Committee 
on Public Lands seem to be entirely harmonious in support of this bill, 
I shall raise no objection, although I do not see why an acre of these 
lands should be exempt from forfeiture. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not rise to oppose this bill, but 
neither do I desire the House to vote under the misapprehension that 
the committee are unanimously in favorofit. There is no minority re- 
port, yet some membersof the committee are opposed toit. The minority 
advocated a different policy in the committee and sought to have the 
House adopt it, but the House upon another bill which was presented 
to it refused to adopt the policy of the minority, and since that time 
we have not seen fit to urge it upon the House. I want to state, how- 
ever, that I do not agree to the policy upon which this bill is based. 
I do not agree with those who say that we have no right to forfeit all 
of this land grant, yet, under the circumstances, it may be best to Ict 
the bill pass in its present form, since the House at the last session re- 
fused to pass it in the other form. I will vote against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet this bill has the effect of confirming a 
large portion of that t. 

Mr OATES. It ‘aad confirm the grant as to a large portion of the 
land; but that land has already been sold to settlers upon terms very 
favorable to them, giving them one, two, and three years’ time to pay 
for it; that is the Robertson-Blanchard agreement with those settlers 
which this bill carries out. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 9117) for the 
forfeiture of certain lands granted to the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc,, That all the lands granted and certified to the State of Ala- 
pama to aid in the construction of the Mobile and Girard Railroad, from Girard 
to Mobile, within said State, by act of Congress approved June 3, 1856 (11 
Statutes at Large, page 17), be, anc. the same are hereby, forfeited to’ the United 
States, for the non-performance by said railroad company of the conditions upon 
which said nt was made, and at the expiration of one year from the approval 
of this act | be subject to entry and homestead under the general land laws 
ofthe United States, without any further previous offering: Provided, however, 
That all of the aforesaid lands which have been sold and conveyed by said rail- 
road company, or which have been sold as the property of said railroad company 
for State and county taxes thereon, and purchased by actual settlers, are hereby 
excepted from said forfeiture to the extent of 320 acres, and the titles to said lands, 
to the extent so excepted, are hereby confirmed and made valid to such pur- 
chasers, their heirs or assigns ; and if any such purchaser shall have purchased 
more than 320 acres for the uses ofactual settlement, he shall select said 320 acres 
herein exce from forfeiture within one year from the approval of this act, 
and file of such selection with the register of the land-office at Mont- 
gomery, Ala.; and any such purchaser who shall fail to make such selection 
and file said notice shall not thereafter have the benefit of the exception herein 
made: Provided further, That when any such purchaser shall have purchased 
in excess of 320 acres for the purpose of actual settlement, or in cases where any 
of the lands hereinbefore forfeited have been sold and conveyed by said rail- 
road company, or sold and conveyed as the property of said railroad company 
for State and county taxes thereon, and purchased by other than actual set- 
tlers,all such purchasers shall have a prior right to purchase said lands from 
the United States at the price and sum of $1.25 per acre, which prior right of pur- 
chase shall continue for one year after the approval of this act, and not longer: 
Provided , That all such purchasers, or their assigns, shall each, within 
one year afler the approval of this act, make proof, before the register of the 
land office at Montgomery, Ala., of the amount of land purchased, from whom, 
the title received, and the amount paid therefor,and when: Provided also, That 
such proof may also be made before a judge of probate or clerk of the circuit 
court, under the seal of office, and forwarded by mail to said register: And pro- 
vided further, That the above-named privileges to purchasers are granted only 
on condition that no claim shall even be made by them or any of them against 
the State of Alabama, or any county, school district, or municipality thereof, for 
taxes erroneously assessed and collected on any of said lands, whether the same 
were paid voluntarily or not. 

Sec. 2. That the said Mobile and Girard Railroad Company shall, within three 
months after the eve of this act, file with the aforesaid register a full list 
and description of all the lands of said grant certified to them, and designate the 

rtions thereof which have been sold and conveyed by said company, to whom, 
Ypracticable, when, and for what price or consideration, which list and statement 
must be sworn to by two of the officers of said company, or two other credible 
witnesses who know the facts to be true; and with such list said company shall 
surrender to said register all patents and certificates to said lands now held or 
owned by the said company; and whenever the said register is satisfied that 
said company has in good faith complied with the requirements of this act, he 
shall certify the same to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with all 
of the evidence upon which his certificate is based; and if said Commissioner 
approve the same, it shall be final, subject to appeal and review of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. That whenever said railroad,company complies with the requirements 
of this act as hereinabove provided, the Secretary of the Interior shall certify to 
the president of said railroad company that it is thenceforth relieved and ab- 
solved from all the duties and pF oe of a land-grant railroad. 

Src, 4. That at the expiration of the one year as hereinabove provided the 
said r of the land office at Montgomery shall certify to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office a list of the lands proven to have been purchased, and 
owners thereof, and a brief of the evidence, and his decision, succinctly stated, 
which, if oy by said Commissioner, shall be final, subject to appeal to the 
Secretary of the Interior. ; 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to prescribe 
notices and rules for the enforcement of this act. 


Mr. COBB. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN 
Eaton] who reported this bill. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, the grant now proposed to be for- 
feited was made by an act of Congress of June 3, 1856, and it com- 
prised some 850,000 acresof land. The grant was made in aid of a road 
proposed to be built from Girard to Blakely, Ala., a point on Mobile 
Bay, opposite the city of Mobile. The road was only partially built. 
The obligation of a land-grant road had been imposed upon this rail- 
road by the Government, namely, the obligation to carry the mails and 
troops and munitions of war at reduced rates. The company have not 
completed the road. Having built it only some 8t miles to a point 
called Union Springs, they abandoned its construction from thence to 
Mobile. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the distance? 

Mr. VAN EATON. The length of the unbuilt portion of the route 
is probably about the same as the portion built, or perhaps greater. In 
view of these circumstances, Mr. Speaker, the committee have reported 
in favor of forfeiting the entire grant, with the condition that, so far 
as the company is concerned, it shall be absolved when the grant is so 
Torfeited from all the obligations of a land-grant road. This is, in 
brief, the substance of the bill, with the exception that it proposes to 
give to persons who have purchased lands from the railroad company 
the right for one year to purchase them from the Government at the 
Government price. The company has sold some of these lands, but 
members will observe that the bill provides that within a certain time 
the company shall give up their patents and yield their title, and that 
then in that case the lands being forfeited to the Government, per- 
sons who have bought them from the company may obtain title from 
the Government at the Government minimum price. 

Mr.DUNN. What does the railroad company do with the purchase- 
money. which it has received from those people ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. With regard to that I will state that it is a very 
smallsum. None of these lands were sold at over 50 cents an acre, and 
some of them were sold as low as 10 cents an acre. There was a prop- 
osition before the committee to make an account of how much money 
the company had received from the sale of the lands on the one side, and 
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then how much they had lost by conveying the mails and other prop- 
erty of the Government at reduced rates and strike a balance; but we 
found that if that were done we would be owiag the road a very con- 





| siderable amount of money, and we thotight it was easier, better, and 


cheaper all round to just quit, striking no account with the company 
for the money which they had received for those lands, which, as I have 
said, was a small amount comparatively, or for their loss from carrying 
the mails, &c., at a reduced rate. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the railroad company agree to accept that condi- 


tion? 
Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DUNN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 


that we have had some experience in that kind of recession heretofore, 
and that the parties have always come in with claims for pay for the 
difference. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Precisely. 

Mr. DUNN. Is there anything in this bill requiring the company 
to accept the provisions of the act and to release the Government from 
the payment of that difference? 

Mr. VAN EATON. The road wants to be released from its obliga- 
tion as a land-grant road. 

Mr. DUNN. The other roads did also, but afterward they wanted 
pay for the difference. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I think the bill is sufficiently guarded so far as 
that is concerned. It provides that the company— 

Shall, within three months after the approval of this act, file with the aforesaid 
register a full list and description of all the lands of said grant certified to them, 
and designate the portions thereof which have been so!d and conveyed by said 
company, to whom, if practicable, when, and for what price or consideration, 
which list and statement must be sworn to by two of the officers of said company 
or two other credible witnesses who know the facts to be true; and with such 
list said company shall surrender to said register all patents and certificates to 
said lands now held or owned by the said company; and whenever the said 
register is satisfied that said company has in good faith complied with the re- 
quirements ofthis act, he shall certify the same to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, with all of the evidence upon which his certificate is based. 

Then the company, if thisis approved, will be relieved fromm its ob- 
ligations as a land-grant road. 

Mr. DUNN. Now there should be added just there words to this 
effect: ‘‘And shall release the Government from any payment on ac- 
count of the reduction heretofore made in the compensation for trans- 
portation of mails, troops, and Government property.”’ 

Mr. VAN EATON. I presume the committee will have no objection 
to adding that provision. 

Mr. DUNN. It ought to go in. 

Mr. VAN EATON. If the gentleman will kindly draw up an 
amendment of that kind, I will, so far as I am concerned, accept it. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount of these lands adjacent to the com- 
pleted portions of the road have been sold? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ido not remember; not a very large amount. 

I was going on toremark that the State of Alabama for some years 
has treated these lands as the property of this road and has sold them 
on account of unpaid taxes. Certain parties have purchased the lands 
at the tax sales; and we provide in the bill that such parties shall have 
the right to enter the lands from the Government at $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. Suppose they do not choose to enter the lands from 
the Government at $1.25 an acre, but claim that the title of the lands 
adjacent to the completed portions of the road is already in them by 
proper conveyance. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I think that is provided for in the bill in this 
proviso, which will be found on page 3: 

That the above-named privileges to purchasers are granted only on condition 
that no claim shall even be made by them or any of them against the State of 
Alabama, or any county, school district, or municipality thereof, for taxes er- 
roneously assessed and collected on any of said lands, whether the same were 
paid voluntarily or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me make my question more explicit. If this 
is an ordinary land grant upon conditions-subsequent, the probabilities 
are that the purchasers of these lands adjacent to the railway have 
taken a title which they claim to be perfect and which probably is per- 
fect. This bill provides, as I understand, that these parties may pur- 
chase from the Government that which no doubt they claim to own 
already. Now, if there be a mortgage upon these lands or if they have 
been in the main sold, 84 miles of the road having been constructed 
and the lands probably taken, the title passed from the Government, so 
that it can not forfeit those lands, may it not be perhaps doubtful pol- 
icy to release this road from the liabilities and burdens of a land-grant 
road? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I will answer my friend from Illinois in this 
way: I believe it is within the scope and contemplation of all these for- 
feiture bills to forfeit the grant along the completed road if not.com- 
pleted in time; and the same difficulty would arise in all these cases. 
How it is to be met I do not know. 

Mr. LONG. Is it not true that the provisions of the bill are satis- 
factory to those parties who appeared before the committee, and who 
represent the ownership of the Jand purchased under a tax title ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I thank the gentleman from Massachusetts for 
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that suggestion. 
is concerned. 

Mr. BOYLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I would like to answer the other question first. 

Mr. BOYLE. My questicn relates to that point. Do I understand 
the gentleman to say that the purchasers of these lands from the rail- 
road company are content with the provisions of this bill ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. They came before the committee and so ex- 
pressed themselves, nearly all of them. 

Mr. BOYLE. I happen to have as a constituent the principal pur- 
chaser, who has bought some 50,000 acres of these lands; and I am pre- 
pared to say for him that he is not satisfied with the provisions of this 
bill, and not content that it shall pass. 

Mr. McRAE. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether he knows the purchaser the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
concerned for did not take a quitclaim from the railroad, and whether 
he holds anything more than a quitclaim? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I think that is true. And further, I would 
state, and I do not think it is out of place to say, that before the com- 
mittee in the Forty-eighthCongress parties professing to represent the 
gentleman spoken of by the gentleman from Pennsylvania came and 
told us that would be satisfactory to them. 

Mr. BOYLE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that I 
know the gentleman to whom he refers, and he denies he ever was be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. VAN EATON. In fairness I would admit that statement was 
made before the committee of the Forty-ninth Congress, but as stated 
by my colleague on the committee, this gentleman took a quitclaim 
from the railroad, and that is all. 

Mr. BOYLE. Allow me again. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. BOYLE. My constituent does not hold a quitclaim at all. 
holds’a deed of grant, bargain, and sale, a deed in fee-simple. 

Mr. VAN EATON. What is to prevent him coming on the railroad 
for his warranty ? 

Mr. BOYLE. I understand the railroad to be worthless and not re- 
sponsible. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I would state to the gentleman that we ex- 
amined that very deed, if I remember aright, before the committee, 
and while it is not in form a quitclaim deed, in substance it is, in this, 
that it goes on and guarantees the right and title to the land so far as 
the railroad is concerned. Every lawyer knows that is only a quit- 
claim. 

Mr. BOYLE. Every lawyer does not know that. 
grant, bargain, and sale, with special warranty. 

Mr. VAN EATON. So far as the railroad is concerned. 

Mr. BOYLE. That is not material in the view I present. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Permit me to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. I understand from all that has been said that a part 
of the road has been completed and that a certain quantity of land 
thereby earned. Is that correct? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I believe that is in substance correct. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That a part of the land was earned. If 
that be the case were not these lands mortgaged by the road? 


It is true so far as the evidence before the committee 


He 


It is a deed of 


Mr. VAN EATON. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No mortgage? 

Mr. VAN EATON. No, sir; no incumbrance whatever. 

Mr. FINDLAY rose. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Let me finish. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN EATON. The evidence before the committee is that this 


owt the road was built without their knowing they had a land-grant 
fund. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I wish to ask this question——— 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It is whether this bill and other bills on the table 
propose to do anything more than express the intent on the part of the 
United States to forfeit these lands. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Nothing more. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Under the decision in Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 
21 Wallace? 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is all. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I ask the further question whether it is nota judi- 
cial question which must be determined by the court. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. We must express our intention to forfeit; we must 
declare our intention to enter upon it. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Thatis undoubtedly true. [Cries of “‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr, DUNN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will movemy amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN EATON. i donot think we will object to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. I will move my amendment, and I ask the Clerk to 
read it. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 of the bill: 

“And said company shall also release the Government from any 1/,-), 
or elaim oa of any further compensation for transporting the 1. 
troops, and Government property than that heretofore allowed and paid |), 
Government.” 

Mr. VAN EATON. I hope that amendment will be adopted. | 
now yield to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I think all has been said that is necessary 
to be said in reference to the provisions of this bill; and I ther 
move the previous question on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust mycolleague will yield to me for a fey 


utes. 
Mr. COBB. I hope we will get along with the bills. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I shall insist upon having a few minut: 


minutes at least. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I have no objection to that. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to suggest to my colleague, if I can have 
the ear of the House for a few moments, that there is grave 
whether the effect of this act is not more beneficial to the corporatioy 
than to the Government. About half of this road, as I understand i: 
has been completed. The road has obtained the benefit of the sale o; 

a portion of the lands, and the corporation now seeks to be released 
from the obligation to transport the troops and supplies of the United 
States free of cost and to transport the mails of the United States at . 
such price as Congress may designate, and I submit to my friend from 
Mississippi, as a fair question for consideration, whether it is not likely 
to confer a substantial benefit upon the corporation and none whatever 
upon the Government? On the one hand you release to this railroad 
company all the lands which have been disposed of by them, and up 
the other you release them from the obligation they are now under to 
the Government. I think this is rather a liberal proposition as far as 
the road is concerned. 

My friend stated that if you made up an account as between the Gov- 
ernment and the railroad company showing the amount of money re- 
ceived by the corporation upon the sale of the lands and the amount 
due to it for the transportation of the mails, as I understand it, with 
the 20 per cent. reduction, that such an account would show a favor- 
able balance to the co: tion. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I said that the Government would owe the rail- 
road company money. 

Mr. DUNN. But that is only the money received from the sale of 
asmall amount of the lands. I understand that no great quantity o! 
the land has been sold. It does not take into account the value of the 
lands which are forfeited under this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government now has a very valuable right in 
regard to that corporation; that is to say, the transportation of its troops 
and supplies free of all charge, and the transportation ofits mails at 
such rates as Congress shall prescribe, and Congress has already pre- 
scribed that the compensation of these land-grant roads shall be 20 px 
cent. less than the amount paid to the other railroad corporations who 
have received no benefit from the Government. 

Now, I do not think this ought to be done. I am perfectly willin 
if my friend will allow me, to offer an amendment to declare a forfei! 
ure of the lands conterminous with that portion of the road not con- 

leted. 
"i Mr. DUNN. Would thegentleman from Indiana insist upon impos- 
ing a condition upon the railroad company to carry the mails of the 
Government at a reduced price, for nothing? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I would leave to them the lands contermi- 
nous with the 84 miles of completed road. 

Mr. DUNN. Butthey have nothing left. 
feits all of the lands. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but does not the gentleman see that that 
portion of the land which is not forfeited has already inured to the'r 
benefit? 

Mr. DUNN. 
the lands. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Not an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But they get the benefit of the lands which have 
been sold. 

Mr. COBB. Only about 120,000 acres have been sold. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Some of the lands have been sold for taxes and the 
Government _ nothing. 

Mr. DUNN. What is the consideration that you would propose for 
carrying the mails, or what will be the consideration in the event of 
the forfeiture should your amendment be adopted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. These lands have been kept from settlers for some 
thirty-odd years—— 

Mr. DUNN. I understand that, but, as I understand further, the 
lands have been sold in many instances for 10 cents an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Bat the corporation obtained credit upon the 

of the land grant. 

Mr. DUNN. Which lands were sold for 10 cents an agre. What do 
you in return for the service you demand? They got little or 
nothing for the lands. 
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I understand this act for- 


But this railroad company have retained no portion of 
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Mr. HOLMAN. That was their own bargain; but they agreed, 
nevertheless, to transport the troops and supplies of the United States 
free, as well as to carry the mails at the rate that might be fixed by. 
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Congress. 4 
Mr. DUNN. It is a matter of no differenee to me; but I merely 
wanted to test the gentleman’s sense of justice. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to make a statement to the gentleman | 
from Indiana. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. In a moment. 

Mr. OATES. I wanted to give the gentleman some information 
upon this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield with pleasure for that. 

Mr. OATES. The completed portion of this road runs right through 
my district, and I know pretty well all about it. I offered this bill, 
which the committee have reported or rather a substitute, and there 
is no difference in the bill reported from the committee except in some 
of the provisions of the first section. There are 84 miles of the road 
completed from Girard, opposite the city of Columbus, Ga., to Troy, in 
Alabama. There were nopublic lands available under the grant along 
this line of completed road until it reached within about 10 or 12 
miles of Troy, which is its present southern terminus. So that the 
lands that the company have received or nearly all of them lie beyond 
the constructed portion of the road and are of but little value. The 
company has sold no lands at more than a doliar and a quarter an acre, 
and most of them up to $1, and to actual settlers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What about the 50,000 acres, spoken of by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, in one body ? 

Mr. OATES. But they have earned more than that, of course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I understood my friend to state that these 
lands had been sold to actual settlers. That certainly was not a sale 
to actual settlers. 

Mr. OATES. My recollection is the lands were sold under a quit- 
claim to give the right to cut the timber off them. 

Mr. BOYLE. 1 have the deeds. 

Mr. OATES. They are only quitclaims. 

Mr. BOYLE. No; they donot quitclaim; they have no resemblance 
to quitclaims. They are an actual conveyance of title to this property. 

Mr. OATES. ‘Let me go on with mystatement. I will come to that 
a little later on. That land down there was granted, and has been 
used and sold to these gentlemen, and has been used for the purpose 
of cutting the timber off it. There have been other purchases in that 
locality by saw-mill men for the purpose of cutting timber. 

Mr. COBB. I yielded to my colleague, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN], five minutes. I believe his time has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will allow me to get through 
with my statement. 

Mr. COBB. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
five minutes. 

Mr. OATES. It may take me alittle longer. I want to state the 
facts. I donot wish to take any time unnecessarily, for I desire to see 
the bill pass. 

Thecompany received certification of the whole of these lands and held 
the title improperly I conceive, and it is to the credit of that. company 
that they have not disposed of the quantity of land which they have 
earned by the constraction of the road. I will not undertake to state 
theexact figures, but I havetheminmy desk. They have earned much 
more land than they have disposed of. Thecompany do not set up any 
claim against the Government for any service rendered in the transpor- 
tation of the mails, but are perfectly willing to surrender all these lands 
which they have not sold, and be released from their obligations-as a 
land-grant company. 

The effect of a forfeiture of these lands would release them as a mat- 
ter of law, because you can not revoke a contract as to one party, and 
leave it binding as to another, as every lawyer knows. Theitissimply 
incorporated in the bill so as to make it clear and beyond dispute that 
this contract is revoked except so far as these lands have been sold by 
the company to actual purchasers who have paid forthem. And the 
substitute reported by the committee confirms such purchase and also 
the purchase at tax-sales to the extent of 320 acres, and then gives the | 
option or a to the purchasers of larger quantities than 320 
acres to buy the excess at $1.25 from the Government. 

Mr. LONG. Just what they would pay if there had been no grant. 

Mr.OATES. Preciselyso. Justasif there had been no grant at all. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
up to 320 acres the title is confirmed to actual settlers without their 
being required to pay any more? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir; where the purchase has been made in good 
faith the bill provides for certification and proof to be made before the 


register of the local land office, which must be confirmed by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Ofiice. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What amount has been received for these lands? 
Mr. OATES. The actual amount received for lands sold is less than 


Mr. BOYLE. That remains with the company.? 
Mr. OATES. Ofcourse. The title of that company to all of those 
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lands was certainly defective under the provisions of the grant which I 
hold in my hand. That act I may say has been construed by the su- 
preme court of Alabama in a recent decision to the effect that the com- 
pany had not the power to dispose of these lands any further than they 
had constructed the road, and in attempting to convey a title they 
could not convey to the purchaser the title to these lands when they 
had none themselves or when they had a mere shadow of title, a right 
to complete the road and perfect the title. Then the purchaser who 


accepted such a title accepted it with all these defects 

I would say as matter of law if such were not the fact and the pur- 
chaser was chargeable with notice that this would be a judicial question 
the title of such a purchaser could only be divested by a judicial pro- 


ceeding; it could not be by legislat But it is a defective title to 


lands which the Government might >and forfeit for failure to 
perform the condition on which the lands were granted. It is, there- 
fore, competent for the House by its action to confirm the titles upon 
certain other conditions imposed upon the purchaser Chat is my 
view of the law of the case. 

I think that this bill can work no injustice to any one. ‘To my cer- 
tain knowledge it is satisfactory to the people of that country except a 


few of these large purchasers for saw-mill purposes; and some of them, 
I believe, are satisfied. I believe some of them are the constituents of 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. ‘They are satisfied to pay 
$1.25 for the lands in excess of the 326 acres. The provisions of the 
bill are also acceptable to the railroad company. Itisa company which 


I know well. They are not disposed to take any unfair advantages. 
It is a company which is popular withthe people. It never has sought 
any unfair advantages either of the people of the country through which 


the road runs or of the Government; and I trust the bill will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my colleague [Mr. Cons] will allow me to 
submit the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the g 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], reserving the remainder of my 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I send tothe Clerk’s d: 
an amendment which I hope to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out “entry and,” inlinell, and“ without further } 
offering,” in lines 12 and 13 of section 1. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the 
the House for a moment, I want to say that I am heartily i 


ntleman 
time, 


sk to be read 


revious 


attention ot 


ympathy 


with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana { Mr 
HoLtMAN]. I feel satisfied that it is far safer to forfeit this land that 
has not been earned than to seek to forfeit the land that has been earned 


T 


with these conditions and provision’. I want to say further, that my 
amendment as to these lands to be forfeited will prevent the purchase 


of them at $1.25 an acre and leave them to be homesteaded. I think 
that it is now, perhaps, an open secret that we are not to have any leg- 
islation this session repealing the pre-emption law; at least we have not 
had it, and I think there is a fair chance that that legislation will fail. 

Now it is already confessed here that gentlemen who claim to own 


large quantities of these lands are willing, and perhaps glad, to pay 
$1.25 an acre for them, and I apprehend that under this proposed for- 
feiture, even if it were made under the amendment of the gent] 


man 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], we would find parties entering very large 
tracts of these lands at $1.25 per acre. I hope that this ameudment of 
mine will be adopted as well as the amendment of the gentleman from 


Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that my colleague [ Mr. C 
me to offer the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield any further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be at least voted upon. 

Mr.COBB. Ican not yield for any further amendments, Mr. Speaker. 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be 
ceived. 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague must see that this bill as it stands is 
simply for the benefit of the railroad corporation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Coss] insists on the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist on offering the amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on ordering the previ- 
ous question. 

The question was taken; and there were—aycs 80, noes 40. 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point that no quorum has 


3] will permit 


allowed to be re- 


voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum 
has voted. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Coss] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Boyz] to act as 
tellers. 


The House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 37. 

Mr. BOYLE. No quorum. 

Mr. OATES. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana {Mr. Coss] for the previous question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 37, not vot- 
ine 157; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 

Baker, Eldredge, Lanham, Sayers, 
Ballentine, ily, Lawler, Sessions, 
Barnes, Everhart. Lehibach, Seymour, 
Barry, Fisher, Little, Singleton, 
Blanchard, Foran, Long, Skinner, 
Blount, Ford, Lowry, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Forney, Mahoney, Sowden, 

y Frederick, Martin, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Fuller, McCreary, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gallinger, MeMillin, Stewart, 
Burnes, Gilfillan, McRae, Stone, E. F. 
Bynum, Green, R.8. —e, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Campbell, Felix Guenther, ills, Storm, 
Candler, lale, Morgan, Strait. 
Carleton, Hall, Morrison, Struble, 
Clardy, Halsell, Murphy, Swope, 
Clements Harmer, Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Cobb, Hayden, Neece, Taylor, Zach. 
Comstock, Henderson, J.8. Negley, Thomas, O. B, 
Conger, Hepburn, Oates, Tillman, 
Cowles, Hitt, O'Neill, J. J. Townshend, 

x, Holmes, Osborne, T cb 
Crisp, Hutton, Payson, Tucker, 
Croxton, Irion, Peel, Turner, 
Culberson, Jackson, Perry, Van Eaton, 
Curtin, Johnston, T. D. Pindar, Viele, 
Davidson, A.C. Jones, J. H, Randall, Warner, A. J 
Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J.T. Reagan, Weaver, A.J. 
Dingiey, Ketcham, Reid, J. W. Wellborn, 
Dockery, Laffoon, Richardson, Willis, 
Dougherty, Laird, Romeis, Winans, 

ann, Landes, Sadler, Worthington, 
NAYS—37. 

Adams, G. E. Findlay, Johnston, J.T. Taulbee, 
Anderson, J. A. Fleeger, Kleiner, Thompson, 

yne, Funston, La Follette, Wade, 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Lyman, Weaver, J.B, 

vie, Hemphill, Moffatt, Wheeler, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T.J. Parker, Wilson, 
Buck, Hermann, Price, Woodburn. 
Bunnell, Hill, Reed, T. B, 

en, Holman, Ryan, 
Felton, James, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—157. 

Adams, J. J. Dawson, Lindsley, 
Aiken, Dibble, Lore, Rowell 
Allen, ©. H. Dorsey, Louttit, Sawyer, 
Alien, J. M. Dowdney, Lovering, Scott, 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, Markham, Scranton, 
Arnot, Ellsberry, Matson, Seney, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, aybury, Shaw, 
Barbour, Evans,« cAdoo, Smalls, 
Barksdale, Farquhar, McComas, Spooner, 

h, Gay, McKenna, riggs, 
Belmont, Geddes McKinley, Steele, 
Bennett, Gibson, C. H Merriman, Stewart, J. W 
Biand, Gibson, Eustace Millard, St. Martin, 
Bliss, Glass, Miller, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bound, Glover, Mitchell, Swinburne, 

rages, Goff, Morrill, Symes, 
Brown, C. E. Green, W.J Morrow, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Brumm, Hammond, Nelson, Taylor, 1. H. 
Buchanan, Hanback, Norwood Thomas, J. R. 
Burleigh, Harris, O’ Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Burrows, Hatch, O’ Ferrall, an ic 
Butterworth, Haynes, O’ Hara, Wadsworth, 
Cabell, Heard, O’ Neill, Charles ait, 
Caldwell, Henderson,D.B. Outhwaite, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. E. Heniey, Owen, allace, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Payne, Ward, J. H. 
Campbell, T. J. Hewitt, Perkins, Ward, T. B. 
Cannon, Hiestand, Peters, Warner, William 
Caswell, Hires, Pettibone, Weber, 
Catchings, Hiscock, Phelps, est, 
Collins, Hopkins, Pidcock, White, A.C. 
Compton, Houk, Pirce, White, Milo 
Cooper, Howard, Plumb, iting, 
Crain, Hudd, Ranney, il 
Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A Reese, Wise, 
Daniel, Kelley, Rice, Wolford 
Dargan, King, Riggs, 
Davenport, Le Fevre, Robertson, 
Davis, Libbey, Rockwell, 





Mr. VAN EATON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know whether some gentlemen who are paired would not, if their at- 
tention were called to the matter, be at liberty to vote in order to make 
® quorum, this not being a political question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the language 
of the majority of the pairs, all of them which follow the printed form, 
is ‘‘not to break a quorum.’’ The question, however, as to how fara 
member is restricted in regard to voting by a pair is a matter which 
the member must determine for himself; it is not a question which the 
Chair can decide. 

Mr. CANNON. I voted unwittingly. Iam paired for to-day, and 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY], reserving tke right to vote to makea quorum. In addition 
to that, the gentleman from Ohio would vote upon the same side as 
myself on this question. 


Mr. SNYDER. Iam paired on all political questions with the gen- 








tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. Understanding that he woulq 
vote in the affirmative on all land-forfeiture bills, I have voted ‘‘ay.») 

Mr. LAFFOON. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
STONE, of Kentucky] is sick at his room. If present, he would vote 
‘ a 7 
Mr. WARD, of Illinois. Iwas paired with my colleague [Mr. Hop- 
KINS]; but after this roll was called I wished to be relieved from the 
pair, and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] was sub- 
stituted in my place. I would like to vote on this question. 

Mr. BOYLE. I object. 

Mr. COBB. I think the gentleman has the right tovote. As I un. 
derstand, he withheld his vote on account of a misunderstanding about 


@ pair. 
oe WARNER, of Ohio. He was present in his seat during the ro}!- 


Mr. BAKER. Iam paired on all political questions with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrpsLze]. If he were here, he would 
vote in the affirmative on this question. I desire to be recorded in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where a gentleman refrains from voting be- 
cause of a pair which he has misunderstood, or where he has, though 
present, failed to hear his name called, it seems to me he is entitled to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule on this 
subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the whole 
name shall be called; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall 
call in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter 
the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The practice of the House has been different. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of opinion that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. WARD] does not bring himself within the rule, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BoyLE] objects to his vote 
being recorded. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has not the practice been to receive the 
vote in such a case? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The practice has been to allow gentle- 
men to vote where they state that they were in the Hall during the 
roll-call and failed to hear their names. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ° Or where they failed to vote because of a misun- 
derstanding about a pair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
was in the Hall when his name was called. 

Mr. BAKER. I was present when my name was called and refrained 
from voting for the reason that I was paired with the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DipBLE]. Believingthatif present he would vote 
for this proposition I desire, if it be in order, to be recorded in the af- 
firmative, so as not to break a quorum. 

Mr. BOYLE. I object. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BLIss] came in 
during the roll-call, but after his name had been passed. I ask unan- 
imous consent that he may vote in order to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall at the 
time his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? If so, he is enti- 
tled to vote. 

Mr. BOYLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not a matter for objection. If 
the gentleman is entitled to vote the objection is of no avail; and if he 
is not entitled to vote, the Chair can not entertain the request. The 
gentleman from New York can state the facts of the case. ' If he brings 
himself within the rule, objection is of no avail; if he does not, objec- 
tion is unn ° 

Mr. BOYLE. If I understand the rule, it is too late now for the 

tleman to be allowed to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not too late if the gentleman 
brings himself within the rule. 

Mr. BOYLE. But does he bring himself within the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the matter which the Chair is 
trying to find out. 

Mr. BLISS. I was in during the roll-call, but not until after my 
name had been called, having gone to a committee-room on business 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CuRTIN] and his colleague 
(Mr. RANDALL]. 

The SPEAK tempore. The gentleman’s statement does not 
bring him within rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKE®] 
was in the Hall when his name was called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] has stated that he was in the Hall when his name was called, 
but refrained from voting for the reason that he was paired. He now 
desires to vote, understanding that the gentleman with whom he is 
ss here, vote on the same side of the question. 

The Chair is inclined to think it does not bring him within the rule. 
It has been customary to entertain a request to vote when a party 














1886. 


stated he was in the Hall and refrained from voting because he thought 
he was but subsequently ascertained he was not paired. The 
Chair knows of decisions to that extent, but none where a party re- 
frained from voting because he was paired and afterward desired to 


e. 

= CANNON. Onsecond thought, not knowing how my pair would 
yote, I will record my vote. 

Mr. BOYLE. I am advised that Iam not paired. I refrained from 
yoting on the supposition that I was paired with Mr. DIBBLE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman comes 
within the rule and his vote will be recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. Hopxurys, for the rest of the evening. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. Spooner, for the evening session. 

Mr. Le FEVRE with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HIESTAND, for the night session. 

Mr. Stone, of Kentucky, with Mr. Brum, for the night session. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, for the evening ses- 








sion. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. Lourrir, for the evening ses- 
sion. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. NELSON, for the evening session. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. PERKINS, for the evening session. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BuRRows, for the evening session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My colleague[Mr. WARD] states he was paired. 
He found out after his name was called that he was not paired. I sub- 
mit to the Chair he is entitled to vote. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Ifthe gentleman makes that statement, 
he is entitled to vote. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois. I was paired with my colleague [Mr. Hop- 
KINS], but after the roll-call I wished to be relieved, and Mr. BENNETT 
was substituted in my place. 

Mr. BOYLE. The gentleman was not mistaken; he was paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks he does not come 
within the rule. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BOYLE. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. COBB. I move there be a call of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Adams, J.J. Dawson, Le Fevre, Robertson, 
Aiken, Dibble, Libbey, Rockwell, 
Allen, C. H. Dorsey, Lindsley, Rogers, 
Allen, J. M. Dowdney, Lore, Rowell, 
Anderson, C. M. Dunham, Louttit, Sawyer, 
Arnot, Ellsberry, Lovering, Scott, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Matson, Scranton, 
Barbour, Evans, Maybury, Seney, 
Barksdale, Farquhar, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Beach, Gay, McComas, Smalls, 
Belmont, Geddes, McKenna, Spooner, 
Bennett, Gibson, C. H. McKinley, Spriggs, 
Bland, Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Steele, 
Blound, Glass, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Bragg, Glover, Miller, St. Martin, 
Brown, C. E. ; Mitchell, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Browne, T. M. Green, W. J. Morrill, Swinburne, 
m, Grout, Morrow, Symes, 
‘ Hammond, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Buck, Hanback, Nelson, Taylor, I. H. 
Burleigh, Harris, Norwood, Thomas, J. R. 
Burrows, Hatch, O'Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Butterworth, Haynes, O’ Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Cabell, Heard, ’Hara, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell Henderson,D.B. O'Neill, Charles Wait, 
Campbell, J.M. Henley, Outhwaite, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. E. Herbert, Owen, Wallace, 
Campbell, T. J Hewitt, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Perkins, Warner, William 
Catchings, Hires, Peters, Weber, 
Collins, Hopkins, Phelps, West, 
Compton, Houk, Pidceck, White, A.C. 
Crain, Howard, Pirce, White, Milo 
Hudd, Plumb, Whiting, 
Daniel, Johnson, F’. A, Ranney, Wilkins, 
Dargan, Kelley, Reese, Wise, 
Davenport, Ketcham, Rice, Wolford. 
Davis, * King, Riggs, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed, and the 


names of the absentees will be called for excuses. ' 
Mr. LAWLER. I have seen this performance gone through more 
than once, and I have never yet seen it come to anything. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that a quorum 
have to their names. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then we onght to dispense with all further 


en the call. 
The SP R pro tempore. That motion is in order, if the motion 


to adjourn be withdrawn. 
Mr. LAWLER. I will withdraw my motion to adjourn, and move 
that the absentees be excused in gross. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
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Mr. LAWLER. J ask by unanimous consent that the question be 
acted on in that shape. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Several members objected. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
for excuses. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How many members answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and seventy, which is 
more than a quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move then to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I suppose the next thing in order will be the call of the 
roll? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana for the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, will it not be necessary to carry out the 
order of the House for the call of the roll? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If that is demanded it will be. 

Mr. BOYLE. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and I ask for 
the execution of the order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 20, not vot- 
ing 177; as follows: 


Is there objection ? 


The roll of absentees will now be called 


YEAS—125. 
Baker, Dougherty, Landes, Sayers, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Lanham, Seymour, 
Barnes, Eldredge, Lawler, Singleton, 
Barry, Ely, Lehlbach, Skinner, 
Blanchard, Everhart, Little, Snyder, 
Bliss, Fisher, Long, Sowden, 
Blount, Forney, Lowry, Stewart, Charles 
Boutelle, Frederick, Lyman, Stone, E. F 


Breckinridge, C. R. Fuller, 


Mahoney, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gallinger 


Stone, W. a Mo, 
Martin, 


Storm, 


Buck, Gilfillan, McCreary, Strait, 
Burnes, Green, R.S. MeMillin, Struble, 
Bynum, Guenther, McRae, Swope, 
Campbell, Felix Hall, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Candler, Halsell, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
Carleton, Harmer, Morrison, Taylor, Zach. 
Clardy, Hayden, Murphy, Townshend, 
Clements, Henderson, J. 8. Neal, Trigg, 
Cobb, Hepburn, Neece, Tucker, 
Comstock, Hitt, Negley, Turner, 
Conger, Holmes, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Cooper, Hutton, O'Neill, J.J. Viele, 
Cowles, Irion, Osborne, Ward, J. Fi. 
Cox, Jackson, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Crisp, Johnston, J. T. Peel, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. Perkins, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Pindar, Willis, 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. Reagan, Winans, 
Davidson, A.C. Ketcham, Reid, J. W. Worthington, 
Davidson, R.H.M. King, Richardson, 
Dingley, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Dockery, Laird, Sadler, 

NAYS—20. 
Bayne, Fleeger, Holman, Reed, T. B. 
Bingham, Funston, Kleiner, Springer, 


Brown, W. W. 


Hemphill, 
Bunnell, 


La Follette, 
Hermann, 


Taulbee, 
Parker, 


Thomas, O. B, 


Eden, Hill, Price, Weaver, J. B. 
NOT VOTING—177. 
Adams, G. E. Dargan, Hires, Payne, 
Adams, J.J. Davenport, Hiscock, Perry, 
Aiken, Davis, Hopkins, Peters, 
Allen, C. H. Dawson, Houk, Pettibone, 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Howard, Phelps, 
Anderson, C. M. Dorsey, Hudd, Pidcock, 
Anderson, J. A. Dowdney, James, Pirce, 
Arnot, Dunham, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, 
Atkinson, Elisberry, Kelley, Randall, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Ranney, 
Barksdale, Evans, Libbey, Reese, 
Beach, Farquhar, Lindsley, Rice, 
Belmont, Felton, Lore, tiggs, 
Bennett, Findlay, Louttit, Robertson, 
Bland, Foran, Lovering, Rockwell, 
Bound, Ford, Markham, Rogers, 
Boyle, Gay, Matson, Rowell, 
Brady, Geddes, Maybury, Ryan, 
Bragg, Gibson, C. H. McAdoo, Sawyer, 
Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace McComas, Seott, 
Browne, T. M. Glass, McKenna, Scranton, 
Brumm, Glover, McKinley, Seney, 
Buchanan, Goff, Merriman, Sessions, 
Burleigh, Green, W. J. Millard, Shaw, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Miller, Smalls, 
Butterworth, Grout, Mills, Spooner, 
Cabell, Hale, Mitchell, Spriggs, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Moffatt, Stahlnecker, 
Campbell, J. E. Hanback, Morrill, Steele, 
Campbell, J. M. Harris, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, Muller, Stewart, J. W. 
Cannon, Haynes, Nelson, St. Martin, 
Caswell, Heard, Norwood, Stone. W.J., Ky 
Catchings, Henderson, D.B. O'Donnell, Swinburne, 
Collins, Henderson, T. J. O’ Ferrall, Symes, 
Compton, Henley, O’ Hara, Taylor, E. B, 
Crain, Herbert, O’ Neill, Charles Taylor, LH. 
Cutcheon, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Thomas, J. R. 
Daniel. Hiestand, Owen, Thompson, 
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Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 

Van Schaick 
Wade 
Vadsworth 
Wail, 





Wakefield, 
Wallace, 

Ward, T. B. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A.J. 
Weber, 


So no quorum voted. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 


the reading of the names. 


Mr. BOYLE. 


I object. 
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West, 
White, A.C. 
White, Milo 


Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, 


Wise, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of tuose voting. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. BoyLe with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. MorRILL. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. COBB. 


night. 
** No!” 


another? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana. 


53. 


ing 190; as follows: 


Ballentine, 
Blount, 
Candler, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Curtin 


Adams, G. E. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Baker, 

Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Boyle, 


YEAS—23. 


Breckinridge, C. R. Gilfillan, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Green, R. 8. 


Brown, W. W. 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Felix 
Carleton, 
Clardy, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 

Cox, 

Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Ely, 
Everhart, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 

Alien, C, H. 
Allen, J. M. 


Anderson, C. M. 


Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Barbour, 
arksdale, 
Barnes, 

Barry, 

Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Brady, 

Bragg, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, ©. E. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Burleigh, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbeli, 3. M. 
Campbell, J. BE. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 


Davidson, R. H, M. Landes, 
Eden, Martin, 
Forney, Morgan, 
Hayden, Morrison, 
Henderson, J, 8. Oates, 
Hill, Price, 
NAYS—109. 
Felton, La Follette, 
Fisher, Laird, 
Fleeger, Lanham, 
Frederick, Lawler, 
Fuller, Lehlbach, 
Funston, Lowry, 
Gallinger, Lyman, 
Mahoney, 
Markham, 
Guenther, McCreary, 
Hall, McMillin, 
Halsell, McRae, 
Hemphill, Moffatt, 
Henderson, T.J, Murphy, 
Hepburn, Neal, 
Hermann, Neece, 
Hiscock, O'Neill, J.J. 
Hitt, Osborne, 
Holman, Parker, 
Holmes, Peel, 
Hopkins, Pindar, 
Hutton, Reed, T. B. 
Jackson, Richarcson, 
Johnston, J. T. Sadler, 
Johnston, T. D, Sayers, 
Jones, J. H, Sessions, 
Kleiner, Seymour, 
Laffoon, Snyder, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Catchings, Hale, 
Collins, Hammond, 
Compton, Hanback, 
Comstock, Harmer, 
Crain, Harris, 
Crisp, Hatch, 
Cutcheon, Haynes, 
Daniel, Heard, 
Dargan, Henderson, D. B. 
Davenport, Henley, 
Davidson, A. ©. Herbert, 
Davis, Hewitt, 
Dawson, Hiestand, 
Dibble, Hires, 
Dingley, Houk, 
Dorsey, Howard, 
Dowdney, Hudd, 
Dunham, Irion, 
Elisberry, James, 
Ermentrout, Johnson, F. A. 
Evans, Jones, J. T. 
Farquhar, Kelley, 
Findlay, Ketcham, 
Foran, King, 
Ford, Le Fevre, 
Gay, Libbey, 
Geddes, Lindsley, 
Gibson, C. H. Little, 
Gibson, Eustace Long, 
Glass, Lore, 
Glover, Louttit, 
Goff, Lovering, 
aren, W.d. Saeenety, 
rosvenor, , 
Grout, McAdoo, 


No quorum has voted. 
Mr. Speaker, itis evident from the call of the House, and 
the roll-call now, that gentlemen are here who refuse to vote, and there- 
fore it wiil be impossible, I presume, to pass this bill or anything to- 
I therefore move that the House do now adjourn. [Cries of 
** No!”? 

Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. Can not we lay this bill aside and take up 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 
The regular order isthe question on the 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 55, noes 
2 
Mr. SOWDEN and others demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 23, nays 109, not vot- 


Reagan, 
Romeis, 
Trigg, 
‘Turner, 
Van Eaton, 


Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Storm, 

Strait, 

Struble, 

Swope, 

Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 

Taylor, J.M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Thomas, O. B, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Wade, 


Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Willis, 
Winans, 
Worthington. 


Feeeeenn, 
cKenna, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Millard, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 


O’Ferrall, 


O’ Hara, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Outhwaite, 


Rice. Skinner, Taylor, L.A Warner, Willia: Co 
Riggs, Sunalis, Thomas, J.B. Weber, ~ : 
Robertson, Spooner, Thom West, ae 
Rockwell, Spriggs, Th morton, White, A.C. be 
Rogers, Stahinecker, Tillman, White, Mil 
Rowell, Steele, Van Schaick, Whiting, 
Ryan, Stewart, J. W. Viele, Wilkins, of 
Sawyer, St. Martin, Wadsworth, Wilson, re 
Scott, Stone, E.F. Wait, Wise, Re 
Scranton, Stone, W.J.,Ky. Wakefield, Wolford, " 
Seney, Swinburne, Wallace, Woodbu: 
Shaw, Symes, Ward, T.B. Ca 
Singleton, Taylor, E. B. Warner, A. J. ba 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
On motion of Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent the recap) y)). re 
tion of the names was dispensed with. bi 
The result of the vote was then announced as above record: fei 
The SPEAKER protempore. The question recurs on the d; d for sti 
the previous questiqn, on which the yeas and nays have been ordereg he 
Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking to pass to 
this bill over and take up Senate bill No. 149. St 
Mr. STRUBLE. I hope that will be done. hi 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There ought to be no objection to tha: at 
quest. This is a little matter up in the State of lowa— fo 
Mr. HILL. Does that require unanimous consent? P 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 
Mr. HILL. Then I object. xe 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. BYNUM. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. se 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BYNUM. The roll-call on the motion for the previous « or J 


showed no quorum; and the roll-call just taken on the motion t 


journ also showed no quorum. I desire to know if we can transact x 
business till we get a quorum. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The next roll-call may show a quo: a 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I desire to make a statement. [ know t 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hri1] did not understand the o! 
of the request. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 52, noes 38. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the House’ad 
journed. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Memorial of Joseph M. Sowell, of Lawrence 
County, Tennessee, for payment of his war claim—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Laura Newberry, widow of Jefferson 
Newberry, late of Company H, Eleventh Indiana Volunteers, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of Newton Kin- 
nebrew, of Richard Tucker, executor of David Luber; of Martha N. £ 
Rice, widow of Fleming Rice, of John Dejournett, of John W. Dun- 
nahoo, of Matthew Harper, of Rebecca Hood, of William H. Johnson, 
and of Mary Ann Parton, of Floyd County; of Jane A. King, of Polk 
County; of Daniel Lowry, sr., and of Joseph H. Smith, of Walker 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Sanford Johnson, of Tennessee, asking 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committec. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Azel B. Smith, guardian of minor chil- 
dren of Thomas B. Smith, late private in Company B, Twenty-third 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, protestof Currie Post, No. 94, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Cedarville, Ohio, against special taxation for payment of pensions—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MoCOMAS: Petition of James M. Lindsay, administrator of 
James Lindsay, deceased, late of Washington County; of Daniel C. Mi'- 
ler, of Frederick County; of Philip Beck, of Washington County, and 
of C. J. Maddox, of Montgomery County, Maryland, praying that thei 
war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on \\a 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEIL: Preamble and resolutions of the [u- 
gineers’ Club, of Philadelphia, favoring competition in plans for t! 
improvement of the entrance to New York Harbor—to the Commit' 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Derby, Kans., favoring t) 
bill pensioning Jesse G. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid le- 
sions. 


By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Thomas B. Moody, of Grains! 
County; of Jethro Hill, of Hamblen County, and of H. C. Smith. °! 
Timber Ridge, Tenn., asking that their war claims be referred to *)¢ 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of John Henry, of Jefferson 


— 
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County, and of C. M. Wellons, administrator of Solomon P. McKinnie, | Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Matthew McFarlan Lewey, late 
deceased, of Hardeman County, Tennes3ee, asking that their war claims | of Company D, Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be al- 
pe referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. lowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of Philip Bardon and 136 others, | Pensions. 
of Sibley County, Minnesota, for the passage of an act embodying the REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
recommendations . the eee of the Grand Army of the 
2epublic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. as re ill (S. 2857) mae ony r ahaanes to eamlave 
“by Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of William W. pg emt Siperberrasd Peedi, eeostadl tb ai h aiiiena 
Campbell, administrator of James Campbell, of Jackson County, Ala-| Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Education and 
bama—to the Committee on W ar Claims. 11 mage | Labor, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an 
The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, | smendment to the Constitution in relation to alcoholic liquors and other 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House | poisonous beverages, to r port it without amendment, and submit a 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- | ;eport thereon. It is the re port of the majority, and there may be views 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been | of the minority. -. , 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla-| Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wh 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation | was referred the bill (S. 2870) for the relie f of Alfred B Mulle tt, asked 
tosettlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United | ¢o he discharged from its farther consideration, and that it be referred 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days | to the Committee on Claims: which was agreed to. ee 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of = 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes | 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands: 





Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to wham 





CONVICT L 


AROR 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam imstructed by the Committee on Education a 
Labor, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 142) auth 








By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Patrick Haggarty and 24 others, citi- | ing and directing the Commissioner of Labor to make an investigation 
zens of the first district of Delaware. as to convict labor, and for other purposes, to report it without amend- 
By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of members of Stephens Local As- | ment. 
semby, Knights of Labor, of Buffalo, N. Y. As this is simply directory to the Commissioner with refere: 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of 136 citizens of Lonaconing, and of | the discharge of his duties, and requires that he may make this in- 
James Finn and 24 others, citizens of Vale Summit, Md. vestigation during the present year out of funds already appropriated 
By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of Thomas M. Gent and 147 others, citi- | for the expenses of his bureau, I ask that the joint resolution be put 
zens Of the eighth district of Illinois. on its passage. 
By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of Frank Welsh and 195 others, 


J By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
and of William M,. Ginley and 43 others, citizens of the seventh dis- | ceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as fol 
trict of Massachusetts. 


| 
| 
Resolved, &c., Thatthe Commissioner of Labor be, and he is her: 
and directed, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, t 
— aE | investigation as to the kind and amount of work performed in t! 
j 





tutions of the several States and Territories of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,as to the methods under whieh convicts are or may 
ployed,and as to all the facts pertaining to convict labor and the influe: 
the same upon the industries of the country,and embody the results of sucl 
investigation in his second annual report to the Secretary of the Interior: P) 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 26, 1886. 





vided, That the investigation hereby authorized can be carried under tl 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. | appropriations made for the expenses of the Bure: Labor f , 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. ending June 30, 1887. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap-; The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamendment 
proved. ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of W. W. Allen and 
70 other citizens of Richland, [owa, praying for the passage of the bill 


} 
ALASKA AND BRITISH COLUMBIA BOUNDARY. 
3 105 ; : : report of the Secretary of State relative to the frontier line between 
(S. 1253) granting a pension to James D. Haworth, vetoed by the Presi- | i oS F ie E rae 
| 
| 


Mr. MANDERSON. There came to the Committee on Printing a 


“A 


: : Alaska and the British possessions. This report was accompanied by 
dent, and stating the reasons for their request. " : } : ©} oe 
Tam personally acquainted with a large number of the — o this printing was referred to the Committee on Printing. The committec 
petitionand know them to be among the best citizens of our State. | uy com ler eeeaniied Seteed Cant ined af ha teincaiieciian of Chey tin 
. . ° . . ipon investigate und that 5 t Ol s reproauctio! ne maps, 
Inasmuch as the Committee on Pensions report in favor of the passage | |. of which are in print, would be some six ine 
° . : » ma 0 il are lI rint, aC © Some Six or sever nousand aol- 
of the bill over the President’s veto, in order that the members of the | : 


numerous maps bearing upon the subject, and the question of their 


7 : 3 : ; : lars. The committee took the liberty of consultation with the Secre- 
Senate may know what this man’s neighbors think of him I ask that | (oor ciate. who has withdrawn his de ee eee oe 
the petition without the names be printed in the RECORD | tary of State, who “ee withe ao iis demand for -~ printing of these 
a : P ~ . ,, | voluminous maps, and selected but one or two of the number needed te 
The petition was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the | ;,° peenineed Y — — ao ee 
| Aa Ae 
RECORD, as follows: Ricntaxp. Iowa. July,isss, | We find that the cost of printing the accompanying documents thus 


“er rill » or he usua } > > 5 and for ) additional for 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : | oy ae = be , lor = — number, $450, and for 100 additional for 
GrsTLEMEX: We, the undersigned, your petitioners and citizens of Richland | te State Department, 936.30. 5 : od 
and vicinity, who are well acquainted with our fellow-citizen, James D. Ha- I ask that the report and accompanying resointion be read and now 
Leet of Company ees er none pee have | considered, providing that the usual number be printed, and 100 addi- 
mown etek al cee oon aoe eee aeeaeiceeesemeees tional copies for the use of the State Department. 
’ - n Ire ATT = 
fally ask that whereas your honorable bodies did both pass Senate bill No. 1253, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read 
granting a pension to said James D. Haworth because of disabilities incurred | The Chief Clerk read the report and resolution, as follow 
during his three years’ service in the United States Army; and ™ an i Re oF OT aes : eile ‘ 
Whereas Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, vetoed said bill, The Committee on Printing, to whom was referre ithe map an t dox uments 
thus depriving a good soldier and honest gtizen of his just dues; and accompanying the message from the Pre ident of the U n ited States on the loca- 
WwW from what we know of the personally we believe said soldier's tion of the frontier line between Alaskaand British Columbia, having considered 
daim to be a just one, and that he ought to be placed on the pension-list : the same, respectfully report: | {the Uni - dn . sone 
Therefore we most respectfully pray thateach of your honorable bodies take The message of the President o the t nited States dated May 17, 1886, was ac- 
such action as shall secure to him his just dues. .}| companied by a report from the Secretary of State, with ac« ompanying papers 
‘ anid P | and several inaps. The message was read and ordered to be printed, and the ac 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I present ten different petitions, signed by a | companying maps and documents were referred to the Committee on Printing. 
large number of citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of eight = capes found on oe neh tine publication 7 rather repul 
different bills as heretofore stated. I move the reference of the peti- | eer: Oe re are ee Oe re ocuments accompanying the report o 


: . . Secretary of State might be dispensed with, and on calling the attent 
tions to the Committee on Finance. 


Secretary of State to the fact that it already existed in print he wit}! 


i | Your committee recommend the printing of the report of the Secretary of 
e was agre 0. I 


3 a sas +: is ite wi 3 accompanying ms d documents d that 100 additional copies 
Mr. GORMAN. I present a similar petition of James Finn and 24 | > evinted fer See emailed tei iad ——— — . ; 
e - a > . 4 }; rin is Ato Lenb estate. 
other citizens of the sixth Congressional district of Maryland, praying Resolved, That the documents and maps accompanying the message of the 
for the passage of the eight bills referred to. I move the reference of | yi a ee S iehen en i wate on en c f the b ameee line betwe . n 
: ° - lask c Sriti olumbis Te) rinted, and that li ‘ itione copies be 
a. titi - 
motion was agreed to. ’ aden a eas , 
7 os : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ne question is on agreeing to the 
Mr, RIDDLEBERGER presented the petition of Samuel Baker and | _ ccs ae saga seta one Spas on = 
64 ae } ; as aoe a. s resolution reported by the committee. 
other citizens of the fifth Congressional district of Virginia, and the | Thin uuthihien wae eaves’ tn 
petition of George H. Wilsoh and 104 other citizens of the second Con- ? , os , 














gressional district of Virginia, praying for the pasgage of certain bills MAP OF UNITED STATES. 
in relation to the public lands, Presidential and Congressienal elections, Mr. MANDERSON. I am also directed by the Committee on Print- 
and the distribu of a part of the Treasury surplus; which were re- | ing to report back favorably with amendments the joint resolution (EH. 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioncr of the General Land Office to 
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cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United States and Territories to 
be printed. I ask for its present consideration. 

$y unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were, in line 
6, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘15,000’’ and insert “‘3,500;”’ 
in line 8, to strike out ‘‘4,500’’ and insert ‘‘1,000;’’ in line 9, to strike 
out ‘'10,000’’ and insert ‘‘2,000;’’ and in line 12, before the word 
**dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty thousand two hundred and fifty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ four thousand seven hundred and twenty-five;’’ so as to make 
the joint resolution read: 

Be it resolved, &c., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and 
he is hereby, directed to cause to be printed, under the existing contract, at a 
rate not exceeding $1.35 each, 3,500 additional copies of the map of the United 
States, edition of 1885; 1,000 of which shall be for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and the sum of $4,725, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A joint resolution to author- 
ize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 3,500 copies 
of the map of the United States and Territories to be printed.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, and ask for a committee of conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


REPORTS OF CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a compilation of the reports of 
committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides that there shall be 
prepared, under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, a 
compilation of the reports of the Senate and House of Representatives 
from the Fourteenth te the Forty-eighth Congress, inclusive, classified 
by committees, arranged, indexed, and bound in suitable volumes, for 
the use of the standing committees of the two Houses of Congress, and 
appropriates $7,750 for the preparation of the work. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DIGEST OF OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] July 7, 1886, for printing 6,000 addi- 
tional copies of the Digest of the Official Opinions of the Attorneys- 
General of the United States from 1789 to 1881, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the Digest of the Official Opinions of the At- 
torneys-General of the United States from 1789 to 1881; of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. We ought to haveadded a digest of the opinions of the 
Attorneys-General down to the present date, which could be added in 
a very short time by a clerk there, because otherwise this document 
will have grown old like an old edition of an encyclopedia before it is 
published; it will be born worthless. I move to add to the resolution: 

With which shall be included a digest of such official opinions from 1881 to the 
date of publication. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not object to that amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment ted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be made. It will not cost much labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was ageeed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ELECTRICAL CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am alsodirected by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back a Senate concurrent resolution to print 2,500 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the electrical conference at Philadelphia 
in 1884. I ask that it be considered at this time and thata letter from 
the State Department in connection therewith be read. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the concur- 
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rent resolution, which had been submitted by Mr. MANDERSoN Maret 
23, 1886, as follows: : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there by. 
printed and bound in cloth 2,500 itional copies of the report of the electri. | 
conference at Philadelphia in 1884, being Senate Executive Document No ;- 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, for the use of the Department of State 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The accompanying letter from the 
Secretary of State will be read. : 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF StTaTE, Washington, March 22, igs 


Sim: The report of the United States Electrical Commission, together with the 
proceedings of the national conference of electricians in 1884, was commyy). 
cated to Congress by the President on the 25th of January last and is now going 
through the press. 

As it is desirable that copies of this report should be furnished to al! the de}. 
egates participating in the conference, and it being deemed advisable, with g 
view to the dissemination of the important results of the conference, to furnish 
foreign governments also with copies of the report, I therefore have the honor 
to recommend that 2,500 additional copies be printed for the purpose herein ex. 
pressed. Inclosing a draught of a resolution, 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


H 


4. 


T. F. BAYARD. 
Hon, Caartes F. MANDERSON, 
hairman Committee on Printing, Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


THOMAS R. WARE. 


Mr.GEORGE. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 7881) to remove 
the political disabilities of Thomas R. Ware, of Virginia, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative. 


MINT REPORT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report favorably with amendments the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives for printing the report of the Director of the 
Mint on the production of the precious metals in the United States. | 
ask for its present consideration. 

By. unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the concur- 
rent resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Pesolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the 
United States for the year 1885 be printed, and that6,000 extra copies be printed ; 
4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate. 

Theamendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 6, to strike 
out ‘six’ andinsert ‘‘ nine;’’ and atthe end of the resolution to add: 
‘‘And 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint;’’ soas to make 
the resolution read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report of 
the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the United 
States for the year 1885 be pees. and that 9,000 extra copies be printed ; 4,00 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment: 
and ask for a conference.with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to uip- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GoRMAN, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr. HAWLEY were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6664) to in- 
crease the naval establishment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2875) to determine and settle final 
alanc es of accounts due to and from the United States Government, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2876) to transfer a cer- 
tain lot or tract of land in the city of Saint Augustine, Fla., known as 
the ‘‘Old Powder-House’’ lot, to the city of Saint Augustine, Fla., 19 

for educational, library, and park purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


A. K. CUTTING. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 
That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 


usemn toemaieeene to the information as may be in his pos 
session concerning the alleged illegal detention of A. K. Cutting, an Americad 















1886. 





citizen, by the Mexican authorities at El Paso del Norte, and also whether any 
additional United States troops have been recently ordered to Fort Bliss. 


LOUISIANA PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
orotherresolution,”’ the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution which 
comes over under objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Gisson July 24, 1886: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United Slates, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby directed to inform the Senate, on or before its next regular session, what 
progress has been made annually by the surveyor-general of Louisiana in sat- 
isfying and adjusting the confirmed and unsatisfied private land claims in said 
State,as required by the third section of the act of Congress approved June 2, 
1 entitled “An act to provide for the location of certain confirmed private 
Jand claims in the State of Missouri, and for other purposes.” 

And ly to inform the Senate— 

First. The whole number and te quantity,as near as may be, of said 


aggrega 
claims in the said State wholly or partially unsatisfied at the date of said act 
and entitled to relief under its provisions. 

Second, The number and aggregate quantity of said claims finally satisfied 
and aye under said act, and the number and aggregate quantity remaining 
unsati: fe 

Third. What defect, in his opinion, if any, in existing laws, executive regula- 
tions and decisions, or otherwise, impedes the adjustment of said claims under 
said law,and what new legislation and changes in said regulations and decis- 
jons, if any, are required, in his opinion, to enable the said surveyor-general to 
finajly adjust and settle said claims. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it was the intention of the Senator from Lou- 
jsiana to strike out a portion of the third clause of the resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Massachusetts insists upon it, I 
have no objection. I think it is quite usual for the Secretaries to come 
before the committees of Congress and make suggestions and give in- 
formation. 

Mr. HOAR. We havea right to direct the Departments to furnish 
evidence and facts or documents in their possession, but I do not think 
we have a right to require them to express an opinion. I do not think 
we have a right to give an order which the Department is under no 
obligation to obey. . 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no desire to insist on retaining that portion of 
the third clause. I wish to say, however, to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that this resolution was submitted to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and he had no objection to it whatever. I offered it by request. 
I will ask that the resolution be amended by striking out the conclud- 
ing lines of the third clause, which direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to report what new legislation, &c., is, in his opinion, required. 

Mr. HOAR. The objection was made by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that I do not think the resolution is 

unusual in form. I certainly think I remember the Senate having 
adopted resolutions calling on various Secretaries for a statement as to 
what, if any, legislation would be necessary to accomplish certain ob- 
jects. Itis the suggestion of a form from the Department which has 
finally to administer the law, and I do not think it would be amenable 
to — of the objections which the Senator from Massachusetts has 
stated. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Ido not know whether 
there be any precedent or not, but I thought when the Senator from 
Vermont made his point the other day that it was well taken, and that 
if any such practice ever existed it was an irregular one and puts the 
Departments into a new and awkward relation with the President. The 
President has the right to recommend to us such legisiation as he sees 
fit, and when such recommendation comes from the heads of Depart- 
ments it comes in reports made tothe Presidentand by him forwarded 
either with or without his indorsement, but it comes from him. 

It seems to me without the intervention of the President, for each 
head of an Executive Department to recommend such legislation as he 
thinks best, especially when directed to do it, would make avery irreg- 
ular relation between the Departments and the President. Suppose 
the head of each of these Departments happened to differ with the 
President about some matter in his Department, or to make a recom- 
mendation to Congress one way and the President the other. Of course 
this case is an unimportant one, but it seems to me if we 
want about the recommendations of a Department we should 
apply to the President, and he should obtain from the head of the De- 
partments the suggestions and transmit them to Congress. 

Mr. GIBSON. I concur in the theory stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Technically it is correct; but I think a different prac- 
tice has prevailed for many years. We are in the custom of calling 
the Secretaries before our committees and calling upon them for infor- 
mation and : ions. 

Mr. PLUMB. And we send bills to them for their approval or sug- 
gestions of amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. This body has often called on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to give suggestions as to what legislation was nec- 
essary in relation to the finances of the country, or funding the public 
debt and various measures which he does without having consulted the 
President at all. I will modify my resolution, however. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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and it ought to be acted on during this session of Congress. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana mdi- 
The proposed modification will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the latter part of the 


third clause of the resolution in the following words: 


And what new legislation and changes in said regulations and decisions, if 


any, are required, in his opinion, to enable the said surveyor-general to finally 
adjust and settle said claims, 


So as to make the resolytion read: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the Interior is 


hereby directed to inform the Senate, on or before its next regular session, what 
progress has been made annually by the surveyor-general of Louisiana in sat- 
isfying and adjusting the confirmed and unsatisfied private land claims tn said 
State, as required by the third section of the act of Congress approved June 2, 
1858, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the location of certain contirmed private 
land claims in the State of Missouri, and for other purposes.” 


And especially to inform the Senate— 
First. The whole number and aggregate quantity, as near as may be, of said 


claims in the said State wholly or partially unsatisfied at the date of said act 
and entitled to relief under its provisions. 


Second. The number and aggregate quantity of said claims finally satisfied 


and adjusted under said act, and the number and aggregate quantity remaining 
unsatistied. 


Third. What defect in his opinion,if any, in existing laws, executive regula- 


tions and decisions, or otherwise, impedes the adjustment of said claims under 
said law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on agreeeing to the 


resolution as modified. 


The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
TREASURY SURPLUS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate as 


a part of the morning business a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoKE] which comes over under objection. 


The resolution submitted July 24, 1886, by Mr. CoKE was read, as 


follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of House joint resolution No. 126,‘ directing payment of the surplus 
in the Treasury on the public debt.” 


Mr. COKE. I ask that House joint resolution 126, referred to in my 


resolution, be read. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair feels authorized as a mem- 


ber of the Committee on Finance to state to the Senator from Texas 
that the joint resolution will in all human probability be reported to- 
morrow from that committee. 
pressing the resolution under that statement, it is for him to deter- 
mine. 


Whether the Senator would care about 


Mr. COKE. I shall not press the resolution this morning upon the 
My object is to get the joint reso- 
It is a matter of great importance to tho 
The joint resolution was 
It has 
The session is drawing to a close, 


I am satisfied with the statement of the Chair that the joint resolu- 


tion will be reported to-morrow, and will agree that my resolution may 
go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] which 
comes over under objection. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Vest July 
24, 1886, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire whether 
the chartered rightsand powers of the corporations owning and operating street 
railroads in the city of Washington, D. C., are such as to prevent appropriate leg- 
islation by Congress requiring said corporations to remove or alter the rails now 
used by them,and the road-beds of said roads as now constructed within said 
city; and that the committee report in writing to the Senate on the first Monday 
in December next, or as soon thereafter as practicable. ° 

Mr. VEST. Since offering the resolution I have had a conversation 
with the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
This matter, I find, is pending substantially before that committee. I 
ask unanimous consent to modify the resolution so as to make it read 
‘*that the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed,’’ and 
let the resolution then go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
the resolution; and as amended it will be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment 
of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and 
Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The message also announced that the House sti!! further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 
17, 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for 


The resolution will be passed over. 
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the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1837, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, 
and Mr. CANNON managers at the farther conference on the part of 
the House. 

















Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and the order regnes; 
the return of the bill will be made. : ° 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intendeq ;, 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9736) to grant the Maricop, 4», 
Phenix Railway Company of Arizona the right of way throu, 
Gila River Indian reserv ation; which was refered to the Co: 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Appropriations, to ¥+:.m was re- 
ferred the bill (FH. R. 9798) making appropriations for i rtifications 
and other works of de fense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, have instructed me 
to report the same back with amendments. I give notice that as soon 
as the deficiency bill is disposed of, or as early thereafter as practicable, 
I will call this bill up for action. 

OTOE AND MISSOURIA LANDS. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


EXEC#TIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the foj]ow;, 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was reti-ry, 
to the Committee on Printing: 


To the President pro tempore United States Senate. 

Sr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in compliance with Senate roc, 
lution dated the 24th instant, the compilation of the laws of the U; States 
relating to loans and the currency, coinage,and banking, now being pr: 
in the Treasury Department. 





the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the pur- 
chase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of 
Indians, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to said bill, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Add to 
said Sens.te amendment the following: “ Provided further, That no forfeiture 
sha!! be deemed to have accrued solely because of a default in payment of prin- 
cipal or interest becoming due April 30, 1886, if the interest due upon said date 
shall be paid within sixty days r the passage of this act." 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
to the title of the bill, and agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES. 


BENJ. HARRISON, 
8. B, MAXEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
OLIN WELLBORN, 
T. G. SKINNER, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
. Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of William P. Chambliss, that passed by 
a mistake occurring in the House, contains a wrong initial. I there- 
fore move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the con- 
ference report on that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. 1 awtey inthe chair). The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to the report of the commitee of conference on House bill No. 68. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now present a new conference report, that I 
ask may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of William P. Cham- 
bliss, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 


Strike out the name of William B. Chambliss wherever it appears in the bill 
and insert the name of William P. Chambliss. 


CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
FRANK L. WOLFORD, 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 


Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives. 
The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COURTS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider an amend- 
ment made by the Senate to House bill 3014. I ask that the bill may 
be recalled from the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. A local bill. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider 
the emendment made by the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3014) to provide 
or terms of court in Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado desires to 
reconsider the bill, as the Chair understands. 

Mr, TELLER. I ask to recall the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives, and I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 suggest that the Senator move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill passed. That is the way to get at his object, and 
then ask the House to return the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. I should like to have my request put in 
such a way that it will accomplish what I want. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado enters a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and also 
moves that the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill. 










It was the intention of the Department to include in the compilat 


islation which might be enacted during the present session of Congress, gj }; 
is respectfully suggested, if it be the pleasure of the Senate to direct the printi; 
of the compilation, that it be returned to the Department for completi 


= = will be ——_ = when a paged proof shall have been received, 
} 
Cc. 8, FATRCHILD 


eting Secrctars 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica. 


tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 23d instant, a list of claims of volunteer go)- 
diers adjusted by the accounting. officers of the Treasury since the al- 
lowance of those embraced in House Executive Document No. 294 
amounting to $122,938.49. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Perhaps that had better lie on the table instead 


of being referred to the Committee on Appropriations, as I shall move 
it as an amendment to the deficiency bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. Why print it? It can not be printed in time. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be printed afterward, so as to show 


the reason for our action; but we do not want it taken away. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on the 


table, and the order to print withheld until the deficiency bill is dis- 
posed of. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer; 
A bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods 


for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States 
Bottlers’ Protective Association; 


A bill (8. 948) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Moody; 
. bill (S. 453) for the erection of a publie building at Jacksonville, 


A bill fe 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadle: 

A bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to forward 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD to our legations abroad; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harber and 
William Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged in the search 
for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the time employed in 
bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long anil 
party. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 0! 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9726) making 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Saturday I gave notice that during the morning hour 
to-day I would ask the Senate to consider pension cases, but the Sea- 

ator having charge of the deficiency bill has satisfied me that it w: i 
facilitate the public business if I give way, and ask for a correspou 
ing courtesy on his part to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate having by unanimous 
consent dispensed with the formal reading of the bill, it will be reai 
now for action upon the amendments of the Committee on Appropria 
tions. The reading will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment vu. the Committee on Appropriations was, in s« 
tion 1, under the head of ‘‘ Department of State,” in the clause mak 
ing appropriations “*for contingent expenses Department of State, to 
pay outstanding accounts,’’ line 26, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to in- 
sert: 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 30, to increase thn total 
amount of the appropriation for contingent expenses Department of 
State, to pay outstanding accounts, from $405.43 to $517.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 79, to insert: 
Salaries of d’affairés ad interim: To supply a deficiency in the appro 
riation for salaries of ae d'affaires ad interim, $8,100. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for salaries of charges d’affairés 
ad interim for the fiscal years 1879 and 1880, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 87, to insert: 

Contingent expenses foreign missions: To enable the proper accounting offi- 
cers, without the payment of any money from the Treasury, to settle the ac- 
counts of United States ministers and others on account of the appropriation for 
“contingent expenses of foreign missions’ for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
18%, by means of utilizing the entire ———- under that head generally ; 
and, without regard to the division of the amount between specified and un- 
specified objects, authority is hereby granted for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 97, to insert: 

To enable the accounting officers, without the payment of any money from 
the Treasury, to allow and credit Gustavus Goward, secretary of legation of the 
United States in Japan, the sum of $552.55, expended by him as bearer of dis- 
patches from Washington to Tokio, Japan, in 1883, the same having been disal- 
lowed in his accounts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendwment was, in section 1, in the appropriations for ‘‘ con- 

: ) ee : 
tingent expenses United States consulates,’’ after line 153, to insert: 

To pay Fulton Paul, late consul-general at Bucharest, for protest fees and ex- 
penses incurred by him on his draft for contingent expenses for second quarter 
of 1884, while consul at Odessa, Russia, returned to him on account of the ex- 
haustion of the appropriation for contingent expenses United States consulates 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, $22.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 239, to insert: 


Rent of court-house and jailin Japan: For payment of the annual rental of 
the court-house and jail at Tokio, Japan, for the year ending March 15, 1886, $3,- 
400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 267, to insert: 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account 
of contingent expenses, Civil Service Commission, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1885, $73.62. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Department,”’ 
in section 1, after line 329, to insert: 
Coast and Geodetic Survey : 


For a expenses Coast and Geodetic Survey, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1885, Is55. 


For furnishing points for State surveys, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1885, $350.50, 


For general expenses Coast and Geodetic Survey, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1885, $1,498.33. 

For expense of lithographing illustrations for the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
annual report, during the fiscal year 1882, $75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 355, to insert: 

For heating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus, and for repairs to the same, 
for court-house and post-office building in New York, $4,692. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 359, to insert: 


To pay Mrs. Imogene Robinson Morrell for painting the portraits of Howell 
Cobb and John ©. Spencer, ex-Secretaries of the Treasury, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 380 to line 391, inclusive, as follows: 

For repayment to importers the excess of deposits for unascertained duties, 
or duties or other moneys paid under coe tengo) al interest a onus in 
judgment cases, the balance of the appropriation made by the deficiency act of 
August 5, 1882 (22 Statutes, page 260), for the pu: mentioned, and carried 
tothe surplus fund June 30, 1885, amounting to 4.59, is hereby reappro- 
priated for the same object and under the same limitations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 452, to insert: 

For the maintenance of the United States ca’ nds in Washi d else- 
where, and the distribution of the young fish including Triton. 
tion of all necessary employés, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1884, $226.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 438, to insert: 

For the maintenance of the veutei of tho United States ¥ich Coumission, in- 

or com sation em ci 
gating salaries ame necessary ployés, being a deficiency 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from liné 453 to 
455 of section 1, as follows: 

To pay Wardman, late assistant agent at the seal fisheries in Alaska, 
salary fonda his removal to date of his arrival home, and traveling ex- 
penses ineurred by him in proceeding to his home, $696.25. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 524, to insert: 
In cases where vouchers and accounts based upon expenditures under appro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


<-eeeee tai LL 


ee 





Wol9 





priations heretofore made have been suspended or disallowed since January 1, 

855, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
tobe revised by the accounting officers of the Treasury such disallowed orsus- 
pended accounts and vouchers; and upon such revision such accounts and 
vouchers, and payments covered by the same, shall be allowed by such aceount- 
ing officers where it appearsthat the United States received and used or retained 
the consideration and value stipulated for by the appropriate executive officer 
of the Government who authorized and d 


rected the payments in such cases to 

be made, or who authorized or directed the services rendered or the supplies or 
materials so furnished: P l, That no fraud appears or is shown in such 
transaction. 

r 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

1 ; ‘ . : - , 

he next amendment was, in section 1, after line 540, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay a reasonable additional com- 

pensation to the employés of the Treasury Dep ment who were actually em- 








ployed during the months of July, August, September, and October, 1882, in 
addition to the usual business hours, on account of the work of exchanging 
bonds of the United States bearing 3} per cent. interest for bonds bearing inter- 
est at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, authorized by section 11 of ““An act to 
enable national banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 12, 1882, to be paid by the said Secretary to 
those actually engaged as aforesaid, in such sums as shall seem to him to be just 
and equitable, as follows: 

For employés in the division of loans and currency of the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, $1,384.48; the office of the Secretary of the 
$1,384,48, 

For employés in the division of records, files, and mail in said office, $564.56. 

For employés in the office of the Register of the Treasury, $1,498.10 

For employés in the office of the Treasurer of the United States, $59 
all, $4,146.95. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 567, to insert: 

For expense of paving on Locust and Olive streets around the United States 
custom-house, Saint Louis, Mo., fiseal year 1884, $6,169.39. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 572, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorize! and directed to pay 
to the Alamo Cement Company of San Antonio, Tex., for work done and mate- 


rial furnished by said company in constructing a permanent pavement around 
the United States arsenal in the city of San Antonio, Tex. , $8,233.13. 





Treasury, 


9.80; in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ District of Columbia,”’ 
in section 1, after line 624, to insert: 

For completion of the boundary sewer, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 686. after the words ‘‘sub> 
mit to,’’ to strike out: 

The board of engineers for fortificatiess and for river and harbor improve- 
ments whether any changes are deraanded for reasons of safety or economy in 
the method of lining said tunnel heretofore adopted and pursued. 

And in lieu thereof i sert: 

A board consisting of two expert civilian engineers and two officers of the 
Corps of United States Engineers whether any and what changes are demanded 
for reasons of safety or economy in the entire system of the new water supply, 
including the reservoir and the method of constructing and lining said tunnel; 
and said board shall make full report thereon to the Secretary of War before 
such work shall be resumed. 

So as to read: 


Increase of waiter supply, Washington, D. C.: To enable the Secretary of War 
to complete the work of increasing the water supply of the city of Washington 
under the act entitled “An act to increase the water supply of the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes,” approved July 15, 1882, namely : To complete 
the reservoir, $160,000; to complete the tunnel, $395,000; in all, $555,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary; but the Secretary of War is instructed forth- 
with, and before resuming work on said tunnel, to submit to a board consisting 
of two expert civilian engineers and two officers of the Corpsof United States En- 
gineers whether any and what changes are demanded for reasons of safety or 
econom y in the entire system of the new water supply, including the reservoir 
and the method of constructing and lining said tunnel; and said board shall 
make full report thereon to the Secretary of War before such work shall be re- 
sumed. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). This is a very impor- 
tant amendment and I wish the attention of the Senate toit. The 
Senate seems to be taking this bill as a matter of course and I am dis- 
posed to do so; but, at the same time, there are some provisions in it 
which should be looked at. 

This amendment proposes to stop the construction of the work for the 
supply of water for the city of Washington until a board of civil en- 
gineers shall review the plan of the military engineers and the matter 
is settled hereafter by the action of the Secretary of War or of Congress. 

If the Senate wish to stop during the whole of this season and per- 
haps the next the construction of the water-works to supply the city of 
Washington with water they ought to agree to this amendment, because 
the amendment does do it if it is left to stand. 

I have inquired of the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
what they desire, and I have no objection to what they really desire, 
but their amendment goes far beyond what they seek to accomplish. 
A member of that committee tells me that they fear the dam or the 
reservoir will not hold the supply of water but will leak; that it is not 
sufficiently protected. I have no objection to that part of the water- 
works being suspended, but the operation of this clause as it now stands 
would suspend the whole work until a board of civil engineers, to be 
hereafter organized, shall have examined all the plans of the board of 
military engineers under which the work is going on, and shall have 
reported to the Secretary of War; and until the matter is disposed of 
the work on the whole improvement is stopped. 
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As a matter of course, when this report is made to the Secretary of 
War he can not act upon it; he has no power to decide that dispute; 
and he must wait to communicate the information to Congress; so that 
the amendment stops the whole work until the next session of Congress, 
and even then when we come here we shall not be in a very good con- 
dition to decide an engineering problem between a board of civil engi- 
neers and a board of military engineers. If the committee are willing 
to strike out the last five words in the clause, ‘‘and said board shall 
make full report thereon to the Secretary of War before such work shall 
be resumed,’’ I shall have no objection. I wish simply to strike out 
the words suspending the operation of the work. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There would have to be an amendment in line 
685 also striking out ‘‘ and before resuming work on the said tunnel.’’ 

Mr. HALE. No, those words should not be struck out. That clause 
is only submitting the question. I am entirely willing that the words 
indicated by the Senator from Ohio shall go out, because I am willing 
that the matter should be left to the discretion and judgment of the 
Secretary of War. 

The committee has no desire to interrupt for a single day unneces- 
sarily this great work, but there are serious alleged defects in the tun- 
nel, so serious that if the work should proceed without a new examina- 
tion and an overhauling of the work that has been done, all the money 
that has been expended would be useless and we should not get the sup- 
ply that we want. I am willing that those words should be struck 
out, and that then the Secretary of War should make up this board; 
and I will say in passing that it is not a civil board, but it is a board 
to be composed of two expert civil engineers and two officers of the 
Corps of United States Engineers, that body in the service not being 
eliminated from the consideration and examination of this subject at 
all, but it is intended to get the best men that can be found, and I be- 
lieve that in twenty days, or in thirty days at most, a report can be 
made giving a complete examination of this work and suggesting 
changes which the Secretary of War, I have no doubt, will be glad to 
accept and embody in the work. 

For these reasons I am willing that those words, ‘‘ before such work 
shall be resumed,’’ after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War,’’ should come 
out. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee had information of the most reliable 
character to the effect that the bottom of this reservoir was porous quick- 
sand ahd in such a condition generally as that it would not hold water 
and that it would have to be covered probably with a course of clay at 
least 10 feet deep thoroughly pounded down in order to make it acom- 
pact, solid mass at the bottom of the reservoir. There was other in- 
formation too from similar authoritativesources in regard to the tunnel, 
which indicated that the whole scheme of construction had been de- 
fective to the last degree, and it was feared there might be some effort 
now to hide those defects of construction in such a way as to impose 
finally upon the public a work in reference to this most important mat- 
ter of the water supply which would prove insecure and entirely insuffi- 
cient for the purpose for which it was constructed; and at the thresh- 
old of this new appropriation, which is made to repair the errors and 
defects of former estimates, it was deemed wise to pause long enough to 
enable us to see whether or not we were building upon an insecure 
foundation before we cast any more money into this great reservoir 
which has been so effective in absorbing money heretofore without any 
useful result. 

There will be necessarily no detention whatever, because the inves- 
tigation in regard to this matter can be very speedily performed. The 
Secretary of War, as stated by the Senator from Maine, can very readily 
summon a board and have it at work and have the result of its work 
before him within thirty days at least in such a way as to resume oper- 
ations on some portion of this tunnel or reservoir, unless it shall be 
found that the whole thing is in such a faulty shape that it had better 
be abandoned rather than to go ahead with it in its present shape in 
the way of repairs or something of that kind. While, of course, it is 
desirable to have a water supply, at the same timea water supply with 
a defective improvement is no more certain than it is without any im- 
provement. ‘The design of the committee simply is that there shall be 
a useful expenditure of the money and that the method of that useful 
expenditure shall be determined in advance of any further action be- 
ing taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The idea of the Senator from Kansas, and that 
seemed to inspire the Committee on Appropriations, is that the water 
is going to leak out of the reservoir that has been provided for the hold- 
ing of the water. The same idea was entertained when General Meigs 
was pfosecuting the work in the upper reservoir. A great many people 
said that if they took reservoirs up there, which were much larger than 
this one, the water would all leak out into the Potomac River before 
it would get down to the city of Washington; but skilled engineers 
knew very well that the water in the reservoir rests substantially upon 
the level of the Atlantic Ocean, and it is not at all likely to leak out. 

If there should be even astratum of quicksand at the bottom of this 
reservoir, it would come to a stratum of blue clay and other clay that 
holds water perfectly. The samedifficulty might be said to have existed 
in the reservoir above. Senators have passed it a hundred times and 
there they see a great high bank and a large reservoir which protects 
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the water from going right over into the Potomac. There it has «,..; 
and there has been no leakage for twenty or thirty years. = 
This will be found a mere scare, a mere idea started for the py)... 
of getting up some scheme to compel a new contract and a joey... 
penditure by the Government of the United States; that is what |)... 
lieve. We have two great reservoirs now of this same water ¢},; ;, 
brought down to this new reservoir, and nobody ever heard of ¢},:. 
leaking, although they are protected by much less secure banks +)... 
are built here. The bank built for the protection of the city j,, . 
case is one of the greatest works of the kind to be found anywhere. |, 
is made enormously strong in order to prevent the possibility of ;,, 
breaking and flooding this city. It is made under the direction o; ;),. 
most skilled engineers of the United States, including the whole o». 
gineer corps of the United States Army. Every oneof these probes 
that are now talked about has been solved in the most careful manne 
and this outcry is merely made by somebedy, who no doubt may jy. 
lieve in it, who is endeavoring to stop this great work and compel som. 
experiment by a new board of engineers. 

I have no objection to an experiment being made; I have no objec. 
tion to the appointment of this mixed commission to examine into ¢), 
work of General Newton and the engineers who have charge of ¢hjs 

‘work. Let them go and seeit. All I want is that the work shall yo; 
be stopped. If there is any doubt about the safety of the reservoir. | 
want to know it. 

Mr. HALE. That is all the committee want. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then strike out the last clause of the amen. 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. Strike ont the words “‘ before such work shall be re 
sumed.”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisall I desire. I have no objection to th 
other part of the amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to ask the Senator from Ohio whether, 
if this board should agree upon different plans for the prosecution of 
this work, the continuous prosecution of it from now on would not be 
hazardous? Would it not be likely to interfere with any different 
plans? In other words, the Department would be pushing a work 
subject to an entire c of plan after a little while. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, theSenator is mistaken there. The only de- 
fect in this work, as I understand, is the reservoir up here; that is, 
they fear it will leak, but this money can all be properly and judi- 
ciously expended in making the tunnel. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; the tunnel is defective. That defect has been as. 
certained. 

Mr.SHERMAN. But upon a mere outcry, without any report from 
the engineers, is it worth while to stop this great work? I have no ob- 
jection even to allowing the President of the United States to stop the 
execution of this work, or the Secretary of War to stop the execution 
of the work if he finds there is something in all this scare. But there 
is not anything in it. It is important to have this commission in order 
to dissipate a possibility; and if the work is only suspended upon the 
declaration or finding of the President of the United States that there 
is sufficient reason to believe that the plans have been defective, that 
would be different; but to stop it suddenly, merely because a report 
might be made by this mixed commission, is not wise. And even with- 
out the report, this amendment stops it until they make a report and 
until somebody acts on it. 

Mr. HALE. I think we have it nowsoas to be satisfactory to every- 


body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Will the 
Senator from Ohio please state his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the last words in the amend: 
ment of the committee, ‘‘ before such works shall be resumed.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. DoI understand that the Senator from Maine ac- 
cepts that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. So far as I am concerned, I do not object to it. I am 
willing to leave it discretionary. Whether or not there are serous 
defects there I can not tell. There area great many people who be- 
lieve there are. If there are, a board selected in this way wil! report 
to the Secretary of War after an examination, and that will be bene- 
ficial, whether they recommend going on just as things are now, o 
whether they suggest some changes. It will tend to settlein the mind 
of the people this important question, and will show that the sulject 
has been investigated. I am willing to strike out these words, s+ 
have said, and leave the matter with the Secretary of War as to whetic 
or not the work shall be entirely suspended. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senate will not agree to this amcnc 
ment to the amendment of the committee. I understood the Senuatt 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to say that the proposition of the comm! 
tee was for the purposes of those who wanted a new contract. | 04 
to say to the Senator that this whole question has originated wit! \1« 
United States Engineers, and it seems to bea very serious one. (2p ':'" 
Hoxie, who was formerly connected with the District governmet, 
the designer of this tunnel and of the reservoir. I happened to s«''¢ 
with my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] upon a subcommitic 
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that had the matter in charge originally. Captain Hoxie began the 
work, or, rather, the work was begun in conformity with his plan. 
Captain Hoxie was shortly after removed from Washington and the 
work was placed in the charge of another engineer. 

Mr. HARRIS. He being in charge of it up to the time he was re- 

oved. 

a Mr. GORMAN. Up to the time he was transferred to some other 
place. Recently Captain Hoxie, in a public communication and ina 
communication addressed to the Appropriations Committee of the House, 
states that the original plans of the tunnel have been changed, that the 
location of the tunnel is now defective, that it has not been sunk as deep 
as was intended, nor is constructed in solid rock, and therefore it will 
of necessity require to be lined; and the question arrises whether it shall 
be lined, contrary to the original plan, either with brick or with con- 
crete—a difference in cost of some hundred or more thousand dollars. 

Butthatisnotall. The construction of the tunnel under Rock Creek 
coming down on an inclined plane on both sides, with no possibility of 
ever draining the tunnel or getting the water out in case of accident 
except by pumping it with the most powerful engines for weeks at a 
time, is a matter that nearly all engineers in the country say is a defect 
in the design and location. 

As to the lining, the United States engineers who were before the com- 
mittee and examined on the subject do not agree as to what shall be 
done. As to the construction of the reservoir I think I am perfectly 
within bounds when I say that there isa great difference of opinion; but 
it seems clear that a large part of the bottom of that reservoir is a quick- 
sand, and it is doubtful to-day whether it can be made, within any reas- 
onable cost, to hold water. 

Certainly the United States Army officers, who have no special adap- 
tation or experience in construction of works of this character, have 
misled Congress as to the cost of the work. Ido not think I overstate 
it when I say it will cost two million and a half of dollars before it is 
completed; and, as I have said, the difficulty comes principally from 
placing the work in charge of gentlemen who have never had experience 
in this class of work, confiding it to young Army engineers who have 
thought more of the society of Washington than they have of making 
a great improvement here; and hence the Committee on Appropriations 
believed that the only way the Government could be protected was by 
bringing in two civil engineers, selected by the President of the United 
States, whose judgment should be had upon this work. I trust, there- 
fore, that the amendment of the Senator from Ohio will not be agreed 


to. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to know of the committee if the work 
has been suspended, as the phraseology of this clause would seem to in- 
dicate when it says that work shall not be resumed. Can the Senator 
from Maine tell me? 

Mr. PLUMB. The work has been suspended for some time. The 
appropriation was exhausted and it was ascertained that it was neces- 
sary to line the tunnel. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
which has been accepted by the member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in charge of the bill, will be adopted, or that the amendment 
will be adopted with that proviso. It is a well-known fact that the 
supply of water is deficient. There are a great many houses in K 
street, and it is so in a still greater degree when you come to a lower 
level, in which the occupants can not get water in their third stories 
and even in their second stories. It is very essential I think that this 
great work should be carried on. I do not know the animus of the 
amendment as incorporated in the bill, but it seems to me all the good 
to be accomplished can be accomplished by the amendment as amended 
by the Senator from Ohio. 

I understand if the work is suspended for any length of time great 
damage will ensue from the infiltration of water and the percolation of 
water, and the necessary pumping will be greatly increased. On that 
account I think the discretion should be left with the Secretary of 
War, and the work should not be suspended authoritatively as it is in 
the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. - I ask the Senator from Ohio how he secures the 
result he professes to desire by striking out in lines 696 and 697 the 
words which he proposes to omit after ‘‘Secretary of War,’’ if he re- 
tains in lines 685 and 686 concerning the tunnel ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to that is that ‘‘ the Secretary of War 
is instructed forthwith, and before resuming work on said tunzel, to 
submit to a board consisting of two expert civilian engineers and two 
officers of the Corps of United States Engineers,’ &. He can do that 
Se He need not await their report. 

. INGALLS. He is ‘‘instructed forthwith, and before resuming 
work on said tunnel, to submit the question to a board,” &c. That is 
to say, the Secretary is required to obtain the opinion of a board before 
any work can be resumed or money expended on the tunnel. 

This whole operation and the entire expenditure will be futile unless 
the work is to go on upon the tunnel; and having been familiar with 
this transaction from the beginning, having been a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia when the bill was passed for ex- 
teading the water supply, I have followed the operations since with a 
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great deal of interest, and it is my deliberate opinion that the principal 
reason why there has been so much delay about completion of the tun- 
nel is that sufficient money has not been appropriated and expended to 
put it in proper condition soas to prevent percolation. In other words, 
water has been allowed to infiltrate and accumulate in the apertures. 
It is true that the conjecture of the engineer was not entirely verified. 
He supposed, from surface examination and from borings, that the en- 
tire orifice would be made through solid rock; but no person can tell 
by examination of the surface of the earth what is underneath. So it 
turned out that in certain places the rock not being continuous the bore 
was through soft strata, which necessarily will require masonry for sup- 
port, and hence the work has become more expensive than it other- 
wise would have been, and, in consequence of the failure to appropriate, 
much of the work has been obstructed from the infiltration of water 
and the subsequent destruction of the roof. 

With regard to the reservoir I have conversed with Major Lydecker, 
Captain Hoxie, and other engineers who are familiar with the subject, 
and they all state affirmatively that nothing has thus far been disclosed 
in the excavation than might reasonably have been anticipated; certain 
alluvial deposits will have to be removed; but that on the whole the 
work is absolutely satisfactory, and there is no more uncertainty about 
a reservoir that will hold water satisfactorily being constructed there 
than there would be in any other place that might be selected. No 
quicksand has been discovered that can interfere with its security. 

It will be a great calamity if the work on this tunnel and reservoir is 
permanently arrested. The health and convenience of the city require 
an additional water supply; and whether we have made mistakes, or 
whether we have not, so much money has been expended and so great 
progress made with this present system that returning would be as diffi- 
cult as goingover. Money may have been wasted, but it certainly will 
cost a great deal more to adopt a new plan and abandon what has been 
accomplished than it will to go on and appropriate the necessary amount 
for completing this present system under the most extravagant appropria- 
tions that have yet been estimated. I hope the committee will agree 
that, subject to an intelligent supervision by the Secretary of War of this 
work, it may be allowed to proceed and that the appropriations made 
by the House will not be hampered by any unnecessary limitation im- 
posed upon the Secretary of War; and if the Senator from Maine is not 
strenuous about it, it occurs to me that it would be wise to strike out the 
proviso about the resumption of work on the tunnel in line 685, because 
the longer that work remains as it is now the greater is the destruction. 
Every day is a direct loss. They are doing the best they can to pump 
out the water that is in the perforation; but if is to be completed then 
the sooner it is finished the better, and there ought not to beany delay 
depending upon the caprices of the Secretary of War or any one else 
unless we intend to abandon it. If we intend to go on with it, the 
sooner the money is begun to be expended the better it will be for all 
parties concerned and all interests involved. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There has been a great deal of controversy over 
the subject we are now considering, and I see by the bill, as it is re- 
ported here with amendments, that the House of Representatives, where 
gentlemen of antagonistic views were heard before the proper commit- 
tee, inserted that— 


The Secretary of War is instructed forthwith, and before resuming work on 
said tunnel, to submit to the board of engineers for fortifications and for river 
and harbor improvements whether any changes are demanded for reasons of 
safety or economy in the method of lining said tunnel! heretofore adopted and 
pursued, 


It seems to have occurred to everybody, there seems to have been 
quite a unanimity on the subject of an examination and a resurvey, and 
all the difference proposed by the Senate amendment is as to the board 
to which this subject shall be submitted. ‘The House provided that it 
be submitted to the board of engineers for fortifications and for river and 
harbor improvements, and the Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
simply amended it by striking that out and asking for a different board. 

It was my desire mainly to call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio and others who are taking an interest in this subject to the fact 
that the amendment complained of offered by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate makes no change as to the suspension of the 
work contemplated by the bill when it reached here. It reached here 
with a provision for the suspension of the work until the board of en- 
gineers for fortifications and for river and harbor improvements can 
make this very examination. The Senator from Ohio dissents. Iwill 
read and see whether the Senator is right or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It suspends work on the lining, not on other 
parts. There is a great deal of work going on at the dam and other 
work besides the lining. The House provision only suspended opera- 
tions on the lining. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think there is the distinction which the Sena- 
tor has pointed out, but I am strongly inclined to think that a general 
examination of the whole system as provided for by the committee is 
required. I have not been satisfied that there has been fair play on 
this subject for the last year. I never thought Captain Hoxie ought to 
have been ordered away in the midst of his great work. I regard him 
as the most competent man who has ever had charge of works of this 
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kind in the District of Columbia. For many years he was in charge of | ment,” in section 1, to strike out the clause from line 709 to 713 in- 

this and other Government works here, and no charge, no word was | clusive, as follows: 

ever uttered against him. 4 To pay Meredith H. Kidd amount found due him, on settlement num), red 
As to his competency and his integrity there can be but one opinion. | 55667, by the Second Auditor, on account of pay, &c., of the Army, $237.54. 

He was in the midst of this work on plans of his own creation when or- The amendment was agreed to. 

dered away upon other duty; new men were placed in charge of it, and The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 723, to insert: 























ever since that there has been difficulty and confusion. Captain Hoxie is To enable the Secretary of War to pay, out of the unexpended balance of th, 
asingularly modest man; he has made no complaint, but.some observa- eppsepuintion at on sae spatote the apeoesene® Anwaes _ for payment of 
‘ ‘ s ; : ‘ : awa growing °o oO! i ess and buria 2e resident Gartie|; 
tions he has submitted on this subject which I believe to be correct. | hi, ‘Bianche W. Woodward, widow of the late Surg. Joseph J. Wocdatn? 
When this question first arose, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. a, 


United States Army, for —— and meritorious services rendered by her hus. 
band in the last illness of ident Garfield, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 723, to jnsert: 

Army and Navy hospital, Hot Springs, Ark.: For completion of hospital, to 
put it in proper condition to receive patients, as enumerated in House Exeey. 
tive Document No. 62, page 15, first session Forty-ninth Congress, $5,052. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 778, to reduce the tot] 
amount of the appropriation “‘for transportation of the Army, includ- 
ing baggage of the troops, when moving either by land or water,” &&_, 
from $95,000 to $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amcndment was, in section 1, line 805, after the word ‘‘do)- 
lars,”’ to insert: 

_The same to be received in full compensation for such work up to the present 
time; and hereafter none of such work shall be done except under specific ap- 
propriations therefor made in advance. 

So as to make the clause read: 


To pay the American Graphic Company of New York city for making plates 
and publishing weather maps, during the fiscal year 1885 and 1886, $5,750, the same 
to be received in full compensation for such work up to the present time; and 
hereafter none of such work shall be done except under specific appropriations 
therefor made in advance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was, under the head of **Navy Department,”’ 
in section 1, line 822, after the words ‘‘ year 1884,’’ to strike out 
“* $160.67’ and insert *‘and prior years, $538.39; ’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


GoRMAN ] knows, I was not aware there had been a departure from the 
original plans. Iwas under the impression there had been a defective 
execution of the original plans rather, but I see it stated here that the 
original plans as they emanated from the War Department, and for 
which Captain Hoxie was responsible, have been departed from by those 
now in charge of this work, and I think it eminently proper that an ex- 
amination of the entire system should be made before more money is 
expended. 

Now the proposition of the Senator from Ohio involves this, that in 
face of the uncertainty as to whether these plans are the best or not 
those in charge of them shall go on and execate them, while at the very 
time side by side with their execution they are under investigation, to 
be changed perhaps by this new board. If there is a sufficient ques- 
tion as to the propriety and correctness of these plans as to call for an 
investigation, that very fact should cause a suspension of the work. If 
there is a query in the minds of legislators, if there is a doubt, that 
doubt should be solved before any additional money is buried in the 
ground under those rocks and hills. Some light should be thrown in. 
‘Therefore I concur with the Senator from Maryland in the hope that 
these four or five important words at the end of this amendment may 
not be stricken out, and that it shall stand as it is now: 

And eaid board shal] make full report thereon to the Secretary of War before 
such work shall be resumed. 

*‘Resumed work’’ is what the Senator from Ohio insists upon, on 
defective plans, or upon plans that have been departed from. Are we 
to agree with him when he says it is a baseless clamor? Others think 
otherwise. There are people who think that these charges are well 
founded. At any rate there is a difference of opinion, so that upon a 
full examination in the House of Representatives the bill came over | To pay amount found due by tye accounting officers of the Treasury on ac- 
here as it was; and men of the highest reputation and standing in the eee rena Soke” ment, being for the service of the fiscal year 
service of the Engineer Corps have been examined, and they say that it Tek enn aineeah ites E 1 to 
ae cadet eiaieadeae eiddaeian ng the _ The next amendment was, in section 1, tostrike out the clause from 
sary. ‘The lining of a tunnel to bring water to this city or any place else line 825 to line 829, inclusive, as follows: 
is a very important matter. It is pretty much all there is of security | ,, Tat the eum of $377.72 is hereby reappropriated to pay amount found due by 
toa tunnel. When the question is raised as to whether a tunnel is so Sansa for the fiscal a ee 
lined as to hold water or not, I think we had better stop spending The amendment was agreed to. 
money, and not only investigate that, but while investigating that im-| ‘The next amendment was, in section 1, line 851, to strike out the 
Vestigat. other things besides. . R p head-line ‘‘ Bureau of Navigation.’’ 

_ Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that I think thig tunnel and this water The amendment was agreed to. 

improvement generally will be accelerated by the adoption of the} ‘The next amendment was, in section 1, line 864, to strike out the 
amendment of the committee. The work has already been stopped. | head-tine “Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting.” 

Very great doubt exists in the public mind, as I think it does in the| The amendment was agreed to. 

minds of Senators and Members who have investigated the matter,| The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 898, to insert: 
whether or not the plans which are being proceeded on now are the very Co aah a 0 
best, and whether they will not result in the expenditure of a — ee oso contingent se rdnance, 
amount of money, and therefore require a large amount next year an 

the year thereafier. While this doubt exists, which has certainly sub- = amendment onepneh, to. ‘ ieee. 
stantial foundation so far, it seems to me it would be wiser to take) " monn aenene nn _ i ee sl —— : 
counsel from the best possiblesources before expending as and agent for pe a hn of tee Amrton schooner Viking, of San Fran- 
and, as I said before, it seems to me that will not really work delay, | cisco, the amount due, under charter-party dated April 17, 18%, for conveyance 
for the Secretary of War may have the report before hin in thirty days. | from Mare Island, California. to Kotzebue Sound. of hifteen officers and enlisted 
This science of water supply—because it is a science—is one of those | men, comprising the ° aeereen So ein qsoterien on Borthern Alaska 
things which have come to be understood very well by certain very emi- | ‘er with stores pertaining — 

nent civil ~~ ere word i authority on that subject which — —— — t ee tain 1 ei 2088. to insert: 

i neral ri enginee endmen » after ’ ; 

’ The PR ESI DING OFFICE. the waiien is om the amendment | _ To pay to Benjamin Atwood, late an acting master’s mate in fae United States 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the amendment of the Ro cate aide ie aee ——— oo 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. Therearecvideutly two cides to thisauhject, .My-ger- | on? SU atimens was agreed to. 
sonal belief is that the most satisfactory way would be to adopt the 


The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Interior Department,”’ 
; sec i ine 09. after he ‘ tte ” st ri on t ‘‘two 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio and go no further. I am willing = tion 1, line 1109, the word “ Gazette,” to ke ou “ 
for one to vote for that. 


thousand ”’ and insert “five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 


For or otherwise producing plates for the Patent Oflice 
dment | oficial Gesette, 08 - . 
of the Senator from Ohio, after the words ‘‘Secretary of War,’”’ in line 


. : ; ; The amendment was agreed to. 
696 of the amendment reported by the committee, to strike out the : ; 1 *‘ ses- 
words ““befoss euch week ehall he ” The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1115, after the word “se 


"he a : sion,” to strike out ‘‘to be paid out of any moneys already appropriated 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. for the Capitol terrace:’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Mr. INGALLS. Was there any motion pending about the same For the P ait tit ta iaadin tian: 2 Middleton, Lane & Co. for ma" 
words in lines 685 and 686 ? terial and lator furnished for north approach of United States Capitol terrace 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was not. The question is on | as per statement, Executive Document No. 104, Forty-ninth Congress, first s¢s- 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. sion, $2,533.48. 

The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1141, to insert: 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘War Depart-| ‘The accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to credit 
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the accounts of Richard Joseph, late disbursing clerk, Deyartment of the Inte- 
rior, with the following disbursements, made in good faith and on properly ap- 

ved vouchers, heretofore disallowed in the settlement of said disbursing 
clerk's accounts by the late accounting officers of the Treasury, namely : 

Extension of the Government Printing Office: June 30, 1882, to Michael Brady, 
for rent of smal] building in rear of Government Printing Office, used as a work- 
shop while engaged in the extension of the Printing Office, $25. 

Annual repairs United States Capitol: June 30, 1882, to Washington and George- 
town Rai Company, for rent of frame building used by the engineer's cflice, 
Capito) Grounds, during the second quarter, 1882, $120. 

Salaries office Secretary of the Interior: June 30, 1880, to George W. Evans, ex- 
tra services, $200. 

Expenses of the Tenth Census, $11,329.52. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Indian affairs,”’ 


in section 1, to strike out the following clause from line 1209 to line 
1216. inclusive: 


To enable the accounting officers to adjust certain appropriations on the books 
of the t the sum of $2,621.60 is hereby reappropriated, to be carried to 
the credit of appropriation ‘‘ Fulfilling treaty with Seminoles,” being amount 
found due this ropriation in the adjustment of the accounts of the late Doug- 
jas H. Cooper, United States Indian agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the following 
clause from line 1217 to line 1229, inclusive: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be paid to the Western Miami Indiansof Kansas, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, out of the land fund to their creditin the United States Treasury, in cash, 
per gh. or to be expended in such other manner as he may consider best for 
their interest and welfare,the sum of $9,495, in order to relieve their pressing 
wants and ties, vecasioned by the destruction of their crops and loss of 
cattle, hogs, and horses by disease during the summer and fall of the year 1835, 
to be available for expenditure until June 30, 1887. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the following 
clause from line 1230 to line 1245: 

For thisamountto be paid tothe Pottawatomie Indians, or expended for their 
benefit under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, being the difference 
between the amount paid tosaid Indians in currency in the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 
1866,and 1867,a2nd the sum due in coin, under their treaties of 1818 and 1829, as 
required to be »scertained ny entiole 9 of their treaty of August 7, 1868, $49,382.08 ; 
but this provision shall not be held as panes hereafter for the regulation or 


decision of any controversy between the Government of the United States and 
any parties whatsoever. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the following 
clause from line 1246 to line 1260, inclusive: 
For pay of — ow of the Round Valley Indian agency, California, being 
for services rendered during the fiscal years 1885 and 1886,namely: To G. W. 
$532.18; CO. M. Brown, $486.01; J. W. Hannah, $131.65; P. G. Tuttle, 


Cummings, ‘ 
$809.83; A. Odell, $280.80; 5. B. Larimer, $473.89; N. ©. Salisbury, $336.30; D. W. 
Reardon, $123.41 ; in all, $2, 974.10. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1261 to line 1265, inclusive, as follows: 

Flora Skinner, widow of Dr. Gilbert A. Skinner, deceased, $100, being the 


amount of salary due said Dr. Gilbert A. Skinner, Government physician at 
said agency at the time of his death ; in all, $400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1265, to insert: 


nds: 
SS for gas service for the fiscal year 1895, $1,945.20; 
service, electric Botting. pay of superintendent of me- 
one jamplighter for the year 1886, $4,419.85; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1275, to insert: 
National Museum : 
For expense of heating, lighting, and electrical and telephonic service, $631.67. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Jus- 
tice,’’ in section 1, after line 1356, to insert: 


The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to allow credit in the accounts of Lieut. W. P. Duvall, Fifth Artillery, 


United States Army, disbursing officer for the board of United States Executive 
ts, New Orleans Exposition, for payments made, by order of the said 
board, for filling and engrossing charts for the exhibit of the Departmentof Jus- 
tice, amounting in all to $81.75, as follows: December 1, 1884, to C. Mahon, $37.50; 
December 1, 1881, to H.M. McNeal, $10; December 3, 1884, to 8. G. R. Raby, $17; 
December 3, 1854, to James V. Kearny, $17.25; the same not to involve the pay- 
ment of any money from the Treasury. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1376, after the word 


“courts,” to strike out “‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 


Fees and expenses of marshals: For fees and expenges of marshals, United 
States courts, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Thenextamendment was, insection 1, line 1390, after the word ‘‘pay,”’ 
to insert ‘‘to the legal representatives of;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Attorney-General to pay to the legal representatives of Thomas 
Simons for services rendered in the case of the Choctaw Nation of Indians vs. 
The United States, in the Court of Claims, between June 3, 1885, and March 2, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, in the clause appropriating 








a 


$50,000 ‘‘for fees of commissioners, and justices of the peace acting as 


commissioners,’’ after the word “* dollars,’’ in line 1408, to strike out 
the words: 


” 


And hereafter the whole of the compensation and fees paid a commissioner, 
and to which he may be entitled, for services in the examination of criminal 
charges, shall not exceed eight hundred dollars per annum, or exceed that rate 
for any time less than a year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the clause appropriating fora 
deficiency in commissioners’ fees for 1885, lines 1417 to 1421, and for 
information which may be desired hereafter, I wish to call attention 
to a letter transmitted to me by the First Comptroller dated July 24, 
1886. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
TrReasuRyY DEPARTMENT, First CoMPTROLLER’s OFrricr, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1886, 

Sir: Complying with your request of the 
ber, compensation, &c., of United States commissioners throug 
States, I inclose herewith lists of all the commissioners who drew compensation 
from the United States during the fiscal years 1534 and 1885 respectively, and the 
amount of compensation so drawn, in the States of Maine, Connecticut, Ver- 
mont, Pennsylvania, Indiana,and Missouri. In the State of Massachusetts Mr. 
Henry L. Hallett was the only commissioner that rendered accounts against 
the United States, and the books of the Department do not show money paid 
to any other commissioner. 

It has not been practicable, in the limited time at my command, to make the 
list embrace other S:ates, but I will do so if desired. 

I think, however, the information before you will show that legislation which 
would fix the maximum compensation of United Siates commissioners at $500 a 
year would be legislation in the interest of the great body of commissioners 
throughout the country, and I do not entertain a doubt but it would be legisla- 
tion in the interest of the United States. Some twenty-five commissioners 
might be found in the United States who by their system of absorbing business 
that should properly go to other commissioners—to commissioners nearer the 
locality in which the accused and the witnesses are resident—are responsible 
for the needless expenditure of fully one-fourth of the judiciary appropriations 
of the Government. 

I suppose that the most easy, legitimate, and proper way to correct this evil 
would be for Congress to remove from commissioners the motive they have 
heretofore had that influenced them to useless activity and improper practices. 
1 do not see why a commissioner should seek to draw business from every part 
of a judicial district, nor do I see why a deputy marshal should pass by two, 
three, or more commissioners with prisoners and witnesses in order to reach 
some particular commissioner. 

If, however, the lawmakers should prefer that the aceounting officers under- 
take to correct the evil herein referred to with the law as it stands at present. I 
am willing to do my whole duty in the matter. 

Very respectfully, 


22d to be informed as to 
sioners throu 


the num- 
hout the United 


M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 
Hon. F. M. CocKRett, 


United States Senate Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the exhibit accompanying that letter 
be printed in the REcop in connection with it, and I simply desire to 
call attention to a few statements. 

The exhibit is as follows: 


MAINE, 


W. 8. Choate, Augusta, 1584 






































dinindintieninein $216 
W. 8S. Choate, Augusta, 1835..... 232 40 
FE. M. Rand, Portland, 15%4....... 74 
E. M. Rand, Portland, 1835. ..... 721 © 
Charies Hamlin, Bangor, 1884.. 
Charles Hamlin, Bangor, 1855.. 90 00 
L. G. Downes, Calais, 1984....... 
L. G. Downes, Calais, 1335.. 18 30 
E. F. Webb, Calais, 1884......... 
E, F. Webb, Calais, 1885..... ... 16 3 
J. E. Badger, Augusta, 1854..... 12 15 
J. BE. Badger, Augasta, UGG ..cecececceeveeccevevscecsevecsse cece 
Royal Tyler, Brattleborough, 1884 

toyal Tyler, Brattleborough, 188 16 6&0 
R. W. Clarke, Chelsea, 1534....... 
R. W. Clarke, Chelsea, 1385............... il 25 
T. Sibley, Bennington, 1884 .............. ll 3 
T. Sibley, Bennington, 18% ........... 
H. A. Harmon, Rutland, 1884.... i2 20 
H. A. Harmon, Rutland, 1885 
B. B. Smalley, Burlington, 1334................ 28 00 
B. B. Smalley, Burlington, 1885......... 
0 eernrncenaonesinannmanagaanntithess <inctincecspguneueunte 31 6 
G. E. Johnsen, Burlington, 1855. .......................... 127 3% 
E. L. Waterman, Jamaica, 1854... 42 30 
E. L. Waterman, Jamaica, 1585... 
C. W. Porter, Montpelier, 1844............... 17 3 
C. W. Porter, Montpelier, 1855... 10 % 
A. P. Cross, Saint Albans, 1554... 
A. P. Cross, Saint Albans, 1835... ........6 ...cec0rss00s Serieienresasen 12 90 

CONNECTICUT. 
E. E. Marvin, Hartford, 1884.... ........ ¥ 288 35 
E. E. Marvin, Hartford, 1885. _— 118 70 
Allen Teney, Norwich, 1354......................- 6 8 
TTI atredicnnntgutatoasencapaneseroosnscccectonssese 29 50 
Johnson T. Platt, New Haven, 1854......... secces oaecese 48 40 
Johnson T. Platt, New Haven, 1835 selieanpbdaiaie’ stitial 96 45 
NDIANA. 

C.G. McCord, Vincennes, 1884...............-..- 23 80 
C. G. McCord, Vincennes, 1855 ............... 12 
W.A. Van Buren, Indianapolis, 1894. ... 27 & 
W.A. Van Buren, Indianapolis, 1835. 19 30 
J.W. Wartman, Evansville, 1884....... 159 70 
aE o We CR, TVR iccbnctcceenccntttdesccnccevesccocscececess 000002 54 20 
C. Martindale, Indianapolis, 18B4 .........cccccooss:esssccccecesscecsscceres vesses sees seonecs 151 60 
C. Martindale, Indianapolis, 1885 ............-00cccessceceecccseereveeereeseees cones 210 & 
H.J. Milligan, Indianapolis, 1854 ............000 0.2.0. cccccscecensecssecnecsersnsecevevenens 68 2% 
H. J. Milligan, Indianapolis, 1855 ... 55 2 


J.G. Harrison, New Albany, 1884 
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J.@. Harrison, New Albany, 1606.....ccccsccsscesstcccocsccecocesossocsnevsccescoessvocenesee 
&. E. Williams, La Porte, 1854......... 
8. E. Williams, La Porte, 18%...... 
5. EK. Barper, Fess Wy Re, BED6 ..cccscse crccsecccereceynccceen s0pegenupessespconenqugecianeie 
Jd. B. Harper, Feat Wage, B00. ..ccocce.csecocosssecescocsebsnczeqscnneces 
PENNSYLVANIA (EASTERN DISTRICT). 
Worets TeseaeTEs, TN BIR icscicpstivcienstistatarieceibtincscsecccibincgrtienintais 
Morris Kirkpatrick, Easton, 1855............ ....... 
Henry Phillips, jr., Philadelphia, 1884.......... 













































Henry Phillips. jr., Philadelphia, 1885....... 
SORE Fr. re Bi sctee cicsgnceccntenssen<nbdsned cceschseveiey aektmssuneenne 
Tokaen BP, TEGma, Pete Ga, BOD cc ccccrccscccecscecuevemsvceccsuscnscossecrssnceussenebesnees 


Samuel Bell, Philadelphia, 1884.............00000 <seeee« 
Samuel Bell, Philadelphia, 1885................cccccceceeeeeeee 
Charles Gibbons, Philadelphia, 1884......... .............-.0+ 
Charles Gibbons, Philadelphia, 1485... 
BE, Te en ee I cctenitapeccssnsnennenetnmmmnbnnderantananings 
H.R. Edmunds, Philadelphia, 185.... 
L. J. Wolfe, Harrisburg, 1884............ 

L. J. Wolfe, Harrisburg, 1885........ _— 


PENNSYLVANIA (WESTERN DISTRICT). 

ae, Tithe, BOI sine cocccsce catiysectitmanicninacntsiicapdiiingenstntpenticagiahinis 
. W. Grant, Erie, 1885............ 
}. Hahn, Wilkes Barre, 1884... 
. Hahn, Wilkes Barre, 1885............... 
. W. Lingenfelter, Bedford, 1884. .......... 
W. Lingenfelter, Bedford, 1885....... .... 
©. MeCandiess, Pittsburgh, 1884 ............ 
©. McCandless, Pittsburgh, 1885... 
.O. Parmelee, Warren, 1854..,............. sve 
.O. Parmelee, Warren, 1885............000...00 
M. Wilson, Scranton, 1884................-csces0++ 
Ss. Yt eae 
.8. Bently, Williamsport, 1884...................cccsscsssses 
. 8. Bently, Willhamsport, 1885.... 
. 8. Herron, Knox, 1884 ......... 
. 8. Herron, Knox, 1885 ... 

. Ewing, Uniontown, 1854. 

. Ewing, Uniontown, 1885. .. 
H. McDevitt, Sunbury, 1884.. 
H. McDevitt, Sunbury, 1835.. 
. W. Mix, Towanda, 1884............ 
J. W. Mix, Towanda, 18%5............ 
A. G. Richmond, Meadville, 1884 
A.G. Richmond, Meadville, 1585...... 
Edmund Shaw, Altoona, 1884.......... 
Edmund Shaw, Altoona, 1885.......... 
H. E. Smith, Bloomsbury, 1884.. 
H, E. Smith, Bloomsbury, 1885.. 
8. C. Clarke, Washington, 1884...... 
8. C. Clarke, Washington, 1885. 
8. B. Chase, Great Bend, 1884 
8. B. Chase, Great Bend, 1885........... 
W.A. Ambrose, Altoona, 1584....... 
W. A. Ambrose, Altoona, 1885....... 
James Doughty, Meadville, 1884.. 
James Doughty, Meadville, 1885... 
W. A. Sober, Sunbury, 1884........... 
Wy. Ah a, IIE, Bee Piepererencconcescnnntangmeenganennennbegueanaquonninbantasnenenesepent 


MISSOURI (EASTERN DISTRICT). 
William Morgan, Saint Louis, 1884 .... 
William Morgan, Saint Louis, 1885 .... 
M. R. Cullen, Saint Louis, 1884......... 
M. R. Cullen, Saint Louis, 1885...... 
E. Higbee, Lancaster, 1884............ 
E. Higbee, Lancaster, 1885............ 
J.R. Musick, Kirksville, 1884.... 
J.R. Musick, Kirksville, 1885.... 
H. F. Millan, Kirksville, 1884.... 
H. F. Millan. Kirksville, 1885 .... 
Bernard Zwart, Ironton, 1884.... 
Bernard Zwart, Ironton, 1885.... 
J. Holland, Saint Louis, 1884 
J. Holland, Saint Louis, 1885.............cccccccoscssseeseee 
A. P. Selby, Saint Louis, 1884 ............sescsssssoseseseee ee 
pw OS 8 Rae aE 


MISSOURI (WESTERN DISTRICT). 
McLain Jones, Springfield, 1884.............cccsssseeee os 
McLain Jones, Springfield, 1885....... 
F. W. Perkins, Kansas City, 1884............... 
F. W. Perkins, Kansas City, 1885 ................. 
J. W. Scott, Lebanon, 1884.......... heat 
J. W. Scott, Lebanon, 1885...... 
W. A. Mills, Versailles, 1884... 
W. A. Mills, Versailles, 1885......... 
H. W. Long, Jefferson City, 1884.. 
Ii. W. Long, Jefferson City, 1885..... -_ 
EB. G. Evans, Cuba, 1864......cccccccssssssssecccseosceses 
EE. G. Evans, Cuba, 1886.......ccccsccssvescesecceceseees 

L. A. Chapman, Chillicothe, 1884.............. 

L. A. Chapman, Chillicothe, 1885........ 
8. G. Brock, Macon, 18864 .............. 

8. G. Brock, Macon, 1855 ........... 
Arthur Corse, Rolla, 1884 
Arthur Corse, Rolla, 1885 
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MISSOURI (WESTERN DISTRICT). 
A. G. Benth Bete ainnsttecctaninvescneavsennsts 

A. C. Scott, Sedalia, 1885..........cececessssesee 
John M. Stewart, Saint Joseph, 1884.......... 
John M. Stewart, Saint Joseph, 1885 
C. H. E. Shutte, West Plains, 1884 ......... 
©. H, E. Shutte, West Plains, 1885 ... 
L. D. Burns, Jefferson City, 1884 .... 
L. D. Burns, Jefferson City, 1885 ....... 
Warren Watson, Kansas City, 1884... 
Warren Watson, Kansas City, 1885... 


eeeeee oan ee eewereens 


MISSISSIPPI (NORTHERN DISTRICT). 
8. P. Seay, Iuka, 1884 .... 







8. P. Seay, Iluka, 1885.. 
3B. C. Simms, Aberdeen, . 
B. C. Simms, Aberdeen, 1855 ..... 
John H. Kimmons, Oxford, 1884 
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$121 50 | John H. Kimmons, Oxford, 1855...........c0cc0e weresseresrerererermeecseeeeeveersneme $2189 
W.G. Beanland, Oxford, 1854 ...................... 
13 19 | W.G. Beanland, Oxford, 1885 .................000+ - 
12 ©) | E. Dismukes, Macon, 1884.................s0ecees+0« 
6 55 | E. Dismukes, Macon, 185... .............:00...-csere-sesesccsessseccsscosegeescees 8H 
MISSISSIPPI (SOUTILERN DISTRICT). 
19 60 | L. M. Lowenburg, Vicksburg, 1884.............. ..ccrccessessecesseresessesecesececsccese ses 13 49 
BB TS | 1. BE. Lowoembare, Vistar, 1B, ....ccscc scceesscccesscesecces sonsvessecneere cesses coosee 
310 50 | J. M. McKee, Jackson, 1884 ..............+ ili 20 05 
3 | J.M. McKee, Jackson, 1885 ..............ss00000 et oaieiiines a, 
Fred. Parsons, Natchez, 1884 14 5o 
= SPR, IT FIs nnnsisicennenttipginindiaimmgummbinelniiatbtnpmencecce 8 45 
75 Mr. COCKRELL. The most paid to any commissioner in Maine jy 


1885 was $731.95 to E. M. Rand, of Portland. The most paid to any 
one commissioner in Vermont in 1885 was $127.35, toG. E. Johnson, of 
Burlington. The most paid to any commissioner in Connecticut in 1885 
Was $118.75, to E. E. Marvin, of Hartford. The most paid to any com- 
missioner in Indiana in 1885 was $210.95, to C. Martindale, of Indjan- 
apolis. In Pennsylvania the most that was paid to any commissioyer 
in the eastern district in 1885 was $882.75, to Samuel Bell, of Philadey- 
phia, and in the western district the greatest amount in 1885 was $177.35 
to 8. C. McCandless, of Pittsburgh. In the eastern district of Missourj 
the greatest amount paid in 1885 was to William Morgan of Saint Loius, 
$442.30, and in the western district of Missouri—— 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator got the aggregate paid to all the com- 
missioners in those different districts ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not theaggregate, but I have the amount 
paid to each one and it will be printed. lam only calling attention to 
the highest ones. 

Mr. HOAR. But you have the amount of all? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and it will be printed with this. In the 
western district of Missouri the largest amount paid in 1885 was $1,- 
769.70, to McLain Jones, of Springfield, Mo. In Mississippi the largest 
amount paid to any commissioner in 1885 was $21.80, to John H. Kim- 
mons, of Oxford, and the largest amount paid in the southern district 
of Mississippi in 1885 was $8.45, to Fred. Parsons, of Natchez. 

In connection with that, I desire to read a letter I have just received 
from the First Comptroller in regard to certain affairs in Alabama: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFfFicr, 
Washington, D. O., July 24, 1886. 

Sie : I desire to further cal] your attention tothe matter in reference to United 
States commissioners. 

An account of a United States marshal has been laid before me, in which wit- 
nesses have oe who appeared before a United States commissioner at 
Mobile, Ala. I find that on January 29 this year two witnesses were summoned 
to appear before him,and they charged, one 324 and the other 320 miles. On 
February 1, three days thereatter, they both charged the same sum. On Feb- 
ruary 2 one charges 207 and the other 2065 miles. On January 17 one of them 
charges 324 miles, and on January 18, 252 miles. They both claim from a town 
named Claiborne, which I suppose to be their residence. But what I desire to 
call your attention to particularly is that there are two United States commis- 
sioners living not very far from where both these men were summoned, and 
where the offense charged was committed. The United States commissioner 
at Mobile, as I wrote to either you or Mr. Epmunps, receives five or six thousand 
dollarsa year for his fees; and you need not wonder at this when persons are 
called from the most distant portions of the State to appear before him, although 
other United States commissioners are living close by. 

You will observe that it is not alone the large amount paid to commissioners 
which is involved, but there is an enormousexpense for the traveling expenses 
of witnesses who have to go so far to appear before these commissioners. The 
mileage of the witnesses in the cases above mentioned amount to nearly $20 
apiece for each trip, whereas it would not have been half as mach had they 
gone before a nearer commissioner. I simply give you this as an additional il- 
lustration of the excessive amounts paid by the Government, showing that the 
fees of these commissioners should be limited to $800 or $1,000. I am sure that 
you wish to be put into possession of all the facts possible in regard to this 
matter. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. Francis M. CocKRELL, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to my friend from Missouri, 
whose general views about this matter I entirely concur in, that in re- 
spect of commissioners bringing the accused person and the witnesses a 
long distance, passing by other commissioners, to the injury of the pub- 
lic service, as it generally is, and to the worry and unnecessary dis- 
comfort of the person accused and everybody else, it may not be the 
fault of that particular commissioner. The commissioner under the law 
stands as a committing magistrate, on official information presented to 
him by the district attorney of the United States, who is the prosecut- 
ing attorney; and he has no authority to issue a warrant, so far as I 
know, upon any other ground than upon the application of the official 
authority; and if applied to, by the proper and formal information, by 
that district attorney he is bound by law to issue the warrant on that 
information for the arrest and bringing before him of the accused person. 

Mr. COCKRELL.~ Just there let me ask does the law require that 
the accused shall be brought before the commissioner who issues tlie 
warrant rather than before the nearest commissioner to the place 
where the alleged criminal is arrested? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was just the next subject I was going to ca’! 
attention to. Thatraises a question I wasabout to state. If the com- 
missioner has the discretion to issue a warrant commanding the ma 
shal to arrest me and take me before some other commissioner, in that 
case the commissioner ought to issue his warrant ordinarily directing 
the marshal to take me before a commissioner nearest conveniently to 
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the place where I am supposed to be found. However, I confess that divided among ten men, as they would be if nobody could get more 


I do not know anything in the statutes of the United States which 

lates this business, which authorizes one commissioner to issue a 
warrant for my arrest. and direct the marshal not to bring me before 
him where the official information of the district attorney is filed, but 
before some other commissioner or magistrate; and I am very mach 
afraid, if I were brought before some other commissioner or magistrate 
and were committed for trial that I should get out on a habeas corpus, 
and should be able to sue the marshal for a false imprisonment. 1am 
very much afraid that that is the law. Whether it ought to be other- 
wise is another question. 

But supposing it to be so, then if the district attorney of the United 
States does his business properly, when a complaint was made against 
him for counterfeiting, or distilling illicit whisky, or doing any other 
offense against the laws of the United States, he would cause the in- 
formation to be filed before the commissioner most convenient to the 
place where the alleged culprit and the witnesses were, and then all 
this thing would be easily disposed of and without expense. 

We have no difficulty of that kind in the region of country from 
which I come; nobody would think of carrying a man a great distance. 
I have reason to belive that in one of the States of this country where 
there is a good deal of this commissioner business from illicit whisky, 
and so on, where the judge of the court, who has the appointment and 
removal of the commissioners in his hands, has informed the commis- 
sioners that they must be extremely careful in respect of issuing these 
warrants, and must hold the district attorney, by reporting to the court, 
&c., up to a careful performance of his duties; and secondly, that the 
judge in that State has admonished the district attorney that his ac- 
counts will not be passed, and that he will be reported to the Depart- 
ment of Justice if he undertakes the business of carrying an accused 
man or the witness a long distance over the State to one commissioner 
rather than bring him before the nearest one, in order that the matter 
may be disposed of. 

It is really a question of administration which between the President 
of the United States, the Attorney-General, and the judges of the courts 
can be perfectly well and economically and satisfactorily disposed of, 
except the question as to what the Supreme Court have decided about 
docket fees, which nobody in New England I suppose ever suspected 
would be a charge against the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
what power the President has in the matter? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The President has the power, as the general super- 
visor of the administration of the Government, in the first place, to 
select and nominate district attorneys who, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall be appointed, who are so clearly fit for their 
places, 80 upright, so intelligent, so economical, and so just that they 
will see that every abuse of this kind continues nolonger. The judges 
of the courts have the power to regulate it where abuses may occur, 
as I say has been done in one State, where it has been brought to the 
attention of a very just judge, and who is a Democrat, I am sorry to 
say; it is the only fault he has, so far as I know—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. A very commendable one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a bad one with him. He having had 
his attention called to this business, has, I believe, removed two or 
three commissioners who have been in that sort of business, apparently 
cuddling with somebody to multiply business and get more fees, &c., 
and has admonished the new Democratic district attorney, his brother 
in the faith, that that sort of thing must not go on in that way any 
longer. It is really a question of administration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Attorney-General would have authority to 
issue instructions to district attorneys to prefer their complaints to the 
commissioner residing nearest the place of the offense? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly. It is a mere matter of adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there ought to be some regulation of this mat- 
ter by law to eae improved administration, but I do not think the 
proper remedy is that suggested in the passage inserted by the House 
which is proposed to be stricken out. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri that while I quite agree 
with him that there is call for new legislation, and also for more cir- 
cumspect administration, I think that he will himself agree with me 
that this proposition of the House has much that is bad in 
it as well as much that is good. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I know that. 

Mr. HOAR. In the first place, in populous cities like Boston and 
New York it is desirable to have this important duty-done by an ex- 
Ss man rather than divided among a hundred men, who will all 

of less experience. Take the case of Mr. Hallett, whose name has 
been mentioned here, I think; at any rate it has been mentioned in 
connection with this matter. He is a gentleman of great education 
and He is the son of Mr. Benjamin IF’. Hallett, who is the 
grandfather of all the Democrats in our part of the country. 

If you that no commissioner shall get more than $800 a year 
you have got this difficulty among others. Suppose there are ten cases 
and they go to one commissioner. He disposes of them all in a day. 
He can charge but one day’s service for that work, whereas if they are 





than $8C0 a year, each of them will get a day for what one commis- 
sioner would do perhaps in half an hour or an hour in the morning. 
So it is quite obvious that the House enactment is not the road out of 
the difficulty. 

It seems to me you might very properly have a limit put to the 
amount that the commissioner shall receive, enough to make a reason- 
able compensation, and then make some enactment which will cover 
the difficulty suggested by the Senator from Missouri, which is a very 
great one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There is force in what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says. If the portion recommended to be stricken out by the 
Senate committee were to be retained it would be proper, in my judg- 
ment, toexcept cities of acertain population; but as the committee have 
recommended striking out that clause I shall leave it just where it is. 
I wanted to get these facts before the country, because I believe, as the 
Senator from Vermont has said, that the judges and the district at- 
torneys and the Attorney-General can correct most of these abuses. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
appropriations for ‘‘ Territorial courts in Utah,”’ in section 1, after line 
1443, to insert: 

To enable the Attorney-General to pay a reasonable compensation to the assist- 
ants of the United States attorney in the Territory of Utah for services rendered 
in prosecuting offenses in that Territory (namely, Edward Critchlow, V. Bier- 
bower, Charles W. Zane, and C.S. Varian), $2,300, or so much thereof as shall be 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1450, to insert: 

To reimburse W. H. Dickson, United States attorney, Territory of Utah, the 
sum paid by him as a reward for the apprehension of George Q. Cannon, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1464, to insert: 

To pay Edwin B. Smith for legal services rendered the Government in the 
case of the United States vs. Charies J. Guiteau, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Judgments Court of Claims: 
For payment of the judgments of the Court of Claims, as follows—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks the Senator from 
Maine whether he desires to have all the judgments of the Court of 
Claims read in the succeeding pages ? 

Mr. HALE. I-wish to ask that the reading of the text from line 
1471, on page 60, to line 2250, on page 92, may be passed over. They 
are simply lists of judgments and amounts, and I ask that the reading 
be dispensed with. There are several little amendments in that part 
of the bill which we can go back to afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the reading 
will be dispensed with. 

Mr. INGALLS. Have these items all been carefully examined by 
the committee? 

Mr. HALE. They have been carefully examined by the committee, 
and also with the documents before us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The verbal amendments referred to 
by the Senator from Maine in the part passed over will be stated in 
their order at this time. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations ‘‘for payment of the judgments of the Court of 
Claims,’’ in section 1, line 1512, after the word ‘‘ Company,”’ to insert 
‘limited ;’’ so as to read: 

Curtis & Brown Manufacturing Company, limited, $46.59. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1606, to strike out the 
name ‘‘Pardue”’ and insert *‘Perdue;’’ so as to read: 

A. J. Perdue, $1,524. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1623, to strike out ‘‘Car- 
doza’’ and insert ‘‘ Cardozo;’’ so as to read: , 

Isaac N. Cardozo, $930. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1660, to strike out the 
name ‘“‘Groynne’’ and insert ‘‘Gwynne;’’ so as to read: 

Gwynne.and Day, $678.64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1753, to change the name 
**Dornett’’ to ‘‘ Domett;’’ so as to read: 

Domett and Nichols, $1,049.89. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1772, to change the 
name ‘‘ Hemingway ”’ to ‘‘ Heminway;’’ so as to read: 

A. G. Heminway & Co., $113.78. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1918, before the word 
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‘*cents,’’ to strike out “‘ninety-eight’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to 
read: 
Worthy 8. Streator, $561.08, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1954, to change the 
name ‘‘Girard’’ to **Girand;’’ so as to read: 


F, W. Giraud, $139, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1968, to change the 
name ‘‘ Dullard’’ to *‘ Dillard;’’ so as to read: 

Alfred T. Dillard, $407. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1986, to change the name 
** John G. Allen’’ to *‘ John J. Allen;’’ so as to read: 

John J. Allen, $6,962. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 2039, to change the name 
**G. A. Scroggs’’ to ‘‘ Gustavus A. Scroggs;’’ so as to read: 

Gustavus A. Scroggs, $282. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ cents,’’ at the 
end of line 2045, to insert: 

John I. Brown & Sons, $445; John Bond, $72.27. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 2048, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriations ‘for payment of the judgments of 
the Court of Claims’’ from $83,228.12 to $683,744.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the following 
clause from line 2060 to line 2070, inclusive: 

To pay Albert Grant for interest, at 5 per cent. per annum, on judgment of 
Court of Claims for $14,016.29, from January 17, 1870, the date the original tran- 
script was filed with the Secretary of the Treasury, until paid, a sufficient sum 
to pay the same, the principal of the judgment having been appropriated by the 


act making appropriations to supply deticiencies in the appropriations for 1884, 
and for other purposes, approved July 7, 1884. 


Mr. FRYE. I hope that my colleague in charge of the bill will con- 
sent that the Senate may disagree to that amendment. I have known 
about this case ever since I entered Congress, and have been entirely 
familiar with it, having made myself two reports in relation to it, and 
my judgment is that Mr. Grant is entitled to this interest beyond any 
manner of question. 

On a bill which I reported he was given leave to go the Court of 
Claims. He went to the court and recovered a judgment for $34,000; 
I do not give the odd figures. There was a clear, palable error made 
by the court of fourteen thousand and some odd dollars. He might 
have entered an appeal, but the United States itself entered an appeal. 
The appeal was withdrawn by the United States after the adjournment 
of that term of court. Thus Mr. Grant was left without any oppor- 
tunity for review or appeal. 

He then applied again to Congress and finally on a report made by 
me as a member of the Senate Committee on Claims he was authorized 
go to to the Court of Claims. Here I have the act of the 5th of Jan- 
uary, 1883, by which he was thus authorized, and after giving him the 
authority to go the act itself says ‘‘ that the judgment recovered shall 
be a part of the original judgment in the case recorded in the fifth 
Court of Ciaims Reports, page 80.’’ The court investigated the case 
and determined that it did make a mistake of over $14,000, and ac- 
cordingly entered up judgment as a part of the old judgment of some 
six or eight years prior. 

The United States only offered to pay the $14,000 which had been 
made a part of that judgment, but the United States had paid 5 per 
cent. interest on the former judgment,-and here the delay was entirely 
the fault of the United States and not of Mr. Grant. 

I understand that the Senate Committee en Appropriations had an 
idea that he had slept on this claim, but on reference to the REcorpD I 
find that in the Forty-second Congress I made a report on it, in the 
Forty-third Congress, Mr. BuRRows, in the Forty-fourth, Mr. Frye, 
in the Forty-fifth, Mr. Ellsworth, in the Forty-sixth, Mr. Lindsey, in 
the Forty-seventh Ossian Ray, so that in every Congress there has been 
a favorable report made on this item. 

‘Lhe House committee in the last Congress inserted this item for 
Mr. Grant. It was stricken out on a point of order in the Senate, and 
therefore did not become a law. After full and careful consideration 
at this session of Congress the House Committee on Appropriations 
unanimously reported it, and it was inserted unanimously in the bill 
by the House without any division, and as I understand was stricken 
out by the Senate Committee on Appropriations upon the ground that 
Mr. Grant had been negligent himself. I have shown already that 
there has been no laches on his part. He is clearly under the law en- 
titled to this sum. 

The only reason why the United States declines to pay interest is be- 
cause it is assumed that the United States is ready to pay its debts. 
That can not be assumed in this case, because it is a part of a judgment 
recovered away back in 1879, made a part of it bya law of Congress, and 
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made a part of it by the court itself which gave the former judgment 
and it was not the fault of Mr. Grant at all, but the fault of the United 
States in entering an appeal and afterward withdrawing it. 

Mr. Grant is now an old man, stricken with paralysis, probably yj) 
net live long; it is a matter of almost life and death with him as he j, 
situated; and I hope that under these circumstances my colleague wil] 
assent that the Senate may disagree to this amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask theSenator from Maine at what , 
the interest is calculated. 

Mr. FRYE. At 5 per cent.; the same as the interest on the other 
judgment. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 2250, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to pay to J. Volney Swetting, $1172.25: to J 
C. Burdick, $1,440.95; to John C. Thompson, $882.60; to George H. Buckstair 
$732.60; to E. M. Wadsworth, $255.15; and to George H. Read, $357.30, commis. 
sioners appointed under the authority of an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1875, entitled “An act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,” for services in ascertaining and awarding 
the amount of damages by reason of the flowage of lands caused by the jim. 


rovement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin ; in al), 
4,441.55, 


ite 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Senate,’’ in section 
1, after line 2276, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Mary C. Miller, widow of Hon. 
John F. Miller, late a Senator from the State of California, deceased, the amount 
of compensation as a Senator from March 9, 1886, to March 3, 1887, in 
$4, 931.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2283, to insert: 

For folding documents, §2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2285, to insert: 

For furniture and repairs of furniture, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2287, to insert: 

For horses and wagons, $1,253.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2289, to insert: 

For horses and wagons, fiscal year 1885, $11.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2291, to insert: 

For fuel for heating apparatus, fiscal year 1885, $20.77. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2294, to insert: 

For miscellaneous items, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2295, to insert: 


To pay W. P. Canaday, Sergeant-at-Arms of the United StatesSenate, for hire 
of horse and wagon for his use from December 19, 1883, to June 30, 1885, inclu- 
sive, at $600 per annum, $921. 20. 

The araendment was agreed to. , : 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2301, to insert : 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the ae | persons, namely: 
J.C. Witel. M. Rea, J.T. Johnson, P. P. Finigan, 8. C. Wailes, Jed. Gittings, W. J. 
Johnson, V. B. Sharpe, E. T. Bynum, N. J. Coffin, Alex. Green, J. E. Clifford, (. 
F. Holbrook, R. L. Cooper, G. W. Price, J. H. Davis, J. W. Pettit, J. H. Houston, 
Asa Gardner, and J. W. Hayward, the sum of $9 each, being the amount due 


them for services rendered as special policemen on the 3d, 4th, and 5th days of 
March, 1385; in all, $180. 


Mr. FRYE. Iask my colleague to consent, in line 2308, after the 
name of ‘‘Asa Gardner,’’ to insert the name of ‘‘Asa P. Barker.’’ |! 
was employed on the special police for three days, and the Sergeant at- 
Arms tells me in rendering the statement to the committee he acci- 
dentally omitted that name. 

Mr. HALE. Iknewthatone name was omitted, and if my colleague 
knows that that was the name I consent to the insertion. 

Mr. FRYE. I know that to be the name which was omitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment tothe amendment 
will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 2308 it is proposed to insert the name 
of “‘Asa P. Barker;’”’ and in line 2311, after the words ‘‘in all’’ \o 
strike out ‘‘ $180” and insert ‘‘ $189.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 2314, to in- 
sert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Christopher Phillips for services 
rendered by him to the Senate, under employment of the Sergeant-at-Aris, 


from November 10 to December 1,1834,in pursuance of the resolution of the 
Senate of March 3, 1885, $41. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2319, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Beverly Hudnell for services as 
Jaborer in the Senate from the 15th day of May to the 3ist of July, 1884, $145. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2324, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay William M. Olin as clerk to the Committee on Indian Affairs from the 
16th day of December, 1885, to the 2lst day of January, 1886, out of the appro- 
priation for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others, Senate, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 2322, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay for clerical and stenographic 
services and other expenses of the Joint Commission to Consider the Organiza- 
tions of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, $1,828; the accounts for said 
services and expenses to be paid on vouchers audited and approved by the 
chairman of said joint commission, and to the persons who have rendered the 
services, notwithstanding section 1765 of the Revised Statutes, or section 3 of 
the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 328. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Represent- 
atives,”’ in section 1, after line 2414, to insert: 

To pay to the widow of the late Hon. William H. Cole the amount of salary 
and allowance for stationery for the unexpired term of his service as a mem- 
ber of the Forty-ninth Congress, $3,458. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 2420, after the name ‘“Ur- 
ban,” to strike out ‘‘and;’’ after the name ‘‘Antz,”’ at the end of the 
line, to insert “‘and Julia Schuetze;’’ in line 2421, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ dependent”’ before the word “‘ sisters;”’ and after the word ‘‘sis- 
ters’ to insert ‘‘ and only heirs;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To to Caroline Urban and Christine Antz and Julia Schuetze, sisters and 

only Beire of the late Hon. Michael Hahn, the amount of salary for the unex- 

ired term of his service as a member of the Forty-ninth Congress, $4,974.41, to 
paid in equal parts to said dependent sisters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inline 2426 the word “‘ dependent”’ 
should also be stricken out, as the word is stricken out in line 2421. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, thatis right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, after line 2480, to insert: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay A. Vangender 


$300, for extra compensation as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions during the present session of Congress. 


Mr. HALE. The nameshould be changed in that item. 

mder.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That correction will be made. 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether amendments are in order now or whether the bill is being 
read under the usual custom, waiting until the bill is read through ? 

Mr. HALE. Amendments will be in order after we get through 
with the committee amendments. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 2, under the head of 
‘claims allowed by the First Comptroller,’’ in line 35, after the date 
** 1883,’ to strike out the words ‘‘ except the claims numbered forty-six 
thousand and fifty, forty-seven thousand three hundred and eighty-one, 
and forty-seven thousand four hundred and thirteen contained in said 
Executive Document number seventy, seventeen thousand one hun- 
dred and ninety-seven dollars and thirteen cents,’’ and in lieu thereof 
to insert ‘‘thirty-nine thousand and twenty dollars and twenty-eight 
cents;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For refunding taxes illegally collected, prior to July 1, 1883, $39,020.28. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, to strike out the clause from 
line 168 to line 171, inclusive, as follows: 

To pay fees of jurors and witnesses, United States courts, 1885 and prior years, 
when said claims are in the hands of said jurors and witnesses, $10,0v0. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, under the head of ‘‘ claims 
allowed by the Third Auditor and Second Comptroller,’ in line 496, 
after the word “‘ years,’’ to strike out ‘‘except the claim numbered 34- 
652 in said Executive Document No. 70, $6,358.84”’’ and insert ‘‘ $9,- 
278.84;”’ so as to make the clause read: 
ona regular supplies Quartermaster’s Department, 1883 and prior years, $9,- 

4 


Itis ‘‘ Van- 


The 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 506, after the word 
“years,” to strike out ‘‘except the claims numbered 80737, 79968, 
54216, and 80966, $13,413.29” and insert ‘* $39,367.35;’’ soas to make 
the clause read: 


ear ag, MaNApattation of the Army and its supplies, 1883 and prior years, $39,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, under the head of ‘‘ Claims 
allowed by the Sixth Auditor,” in line 619, after the word “‘eighty- 
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after the word ‘‘seventy,’’ 
eight hundred and sixty-three dollars and thirteen cents,’’ and to in- 
sert the words ‘‘ twenty-four thousand three hundred and forty dollars 
and ninety three cents;’’ 


allowed by the First Comptroller,” 
strike out the words 
one hundred and ninety-one, forty 
eighty-one, and forty-eight thousand two hundred and eighty-two, con- 
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nine,’’ to insert the word ‘‘and;’’ in line 620, to strike out the words 
“sixty-eight hundred, and sixty-eight hundred and two;’’ in line 621, 
to strike out the words ‘‘four thousand 


so as to make the clause read. 
Post-Office Department 


For deficiency in postal revenues, 1883 and prior years, except the claims num- 
bered 6783, 6789, and 6799, contained in said Executive Document No. 7u, $24,- 
340.93, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, under the head of ‘‘ Claims 


in line 34, after the date 
“except the clai 


** 1633.” @& 
ms numbered forty-eight thousand 
-eight thousand two hundred and 


tained in said Executive Document number seventy, two thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-six dollars and eighty-four cents,’’ and insert ‘* $10,- 
735.53;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For refunding taxes illegally collected, prior to July 1, 1883, $10,735.53. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Claims allowed by 


the Second Comptroller,’ in section 4, line 41, after the words ‘‘ Ex- 
ecutive Document number two hundred and ten,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ex- 
cept the claims numbered 4377 and 1308 enumerated therein, $59,- 
405.81,’’ and insert *‘ $107,994.29;’’ soas to make the clause read : 


For the payment of the claims on account of transportation of the Army and 


its supplies certified as due by the Second Comptroller in Schedule A, pages 21 
and 22, of said Executive Document No. 210, $107,994.29. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, after line 51, to insert: 
For the payment of the claim on account of barracks and quarters, certified 


as due by the Second Comptroller in Schedule A, page 22, of said Executive Doe- 
ument No. 210, $18,430.56. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 
Sec. 6, That for the payment of the following supplemental list of claims, 


which are fully set forth in Senate Executive Document No, 213, first session, 
Forty-ninth Congress, there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR 


War Department: 
For horses and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 1383, 


AND SECOND COMPTROLLER 


$14,343.26. 


Compensation of postmasters readjusted under act of March 3, 1883: 
For compensation of postmasters readjusted because of the act of March 3, 
1883, and to pay the several amounts reported by the Auditor of the Treasury for 


the Post-Office Department as due and unpaid, payable from deficiency in the 


postal revenue for 1883 and prior years, $380,209.46: Provided, That the method 


of reviewing and readjusting the salaries of postmasters and jate postmasters 
of the third, fourth, and fifth classes, under the classificat 


mm of the act of July 1, 
1864, during the period between July 1, 1864, and July !, 1874, which has been 
practiced in the Post-Office Department under and since the act of March 3, 1883, 


extitled “ An act authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust 
the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the 
of the act of June 12, 1866," by which all such reviews and readjustme: 


vision of section8 


yr 





' 
its have 


been made prospectively for the biennial periods provided for in the said act of 


July 1, 1864, upon the basis of the quarterly returns of postmasters during the 


preceding biennial periods, respectively, whenever the salary actually paid was 
10 per cent. less in amount than such salary should have been if adjusted cor- 
rectly upon such returns by computing what the commissions upon the same 
would have been under the act of June 22, 18)4, and averaging 
thereof annually, as directed by the act of July 1, 1864, for fixing salaries, is ap- 
proved and ratified as a correct administration of the aforesaid act of March 3, 
1883, and of all other actsapplicable thereto; and that the several readjustments 
which have been made are ratified as a correct disposition of the several claims 
which have been considered and disposed of, and for which this appropriation 
is made; and the several persons to whom amounts have been respectively 
found due are declared the rightful persons entitled to the same, and such 
amounts to be the full sums due upon any and alli such claims; d that all 
claims in excess thereof, and all other claims for readjustment which have been 
examined and found by the proper officers of the Post-Office Department not 
entitled to readjustnrent within such rule of administration, are disallowed and 
barred, That no claim for review or readjustment of any such salary shall be 
hereafter considered unless the same sha!l be presented to the Post-Office De- 
partment before the Ist day of January, 1887; and in considering all claims not 
yet readjusted the same method shall be pursued which is hereby approved; 
and any and every different method of readjutment of salaries of such post- 
masters and late postmasters during the period between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 
1874, than is herein approved, is hereby prohibited; and no action or suit shall 
be maintainable in any court against any officer of the United States by reason 
of his action in reviewing or ré 


the amount 








fusing to review, or allowing or disallowing, 


any application for readjustment of any such salary: And provided rther, 
That payment of all sums hereby appropriated shall be made by warrants or 
checks, as provided by the said act of March 3, 1833, payable to the order of and 


transmitted to the persons entitled respectively thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have certain amendments to offer from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, which I will now take up in order. In section 
1, line 220, after the word ‘‘ eighteen hundred and eighty-three,’’ the 
amount of the appropriation should be putin ‘* $600, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary,’’ so as to read: 

To reimburse C. C. Andrews, late United States consul-ceneral at I 
neiro, amount expended by him for clerk-hire jp excess of the amoun 
by law during the year ending September 1, 1883, $600, or so much tue 
be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In section 1, line 382, after the word ‘‘ cases,’’ the rest 
of the clause should be stricken out and the appropriated, 
** $248,574.59,’ inserted. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in thechair). The Chair 
informs the Senator that that paragraph has been stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask that the vote be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the paragraph was stricken out will be reconsidered. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Now instead of reappropriating it should appropriate 
the sum of $248,574.59, and I move to insert that after the word ‘‘cases,’’ 
and then to strike out the rest of the paragraph, making a direct appro- 
priation instead of a reappropriation, as we have doneall through the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read as now 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For repayment to importers the excess of deposits for unascertained duties, 
or duties or other moneys paid under protest, including interest and costs in 
judgment cases, £248,574.59. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish the Senator would explain that appropriation 
and the necessity for it, and tell us why the committee came to its 
present conclusion on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of the Treasury has written a letter 
stating the amount which would be needed to cover costs and receipts 
in these suits which have been brought where imposts have been ex- 
acted and are paid back upon judgments. The amounts of the judg- 
ments are paid gut of the general fund, a permanent appropriation, and 
the Secretary now writes that this exact amount, $248,574.59, will be 
needed to cover cases for the last two or three years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine is agreed to, and the-re- 
mainder of the paragraph is stricken out. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and tat amendment is made. 

Mr. HALE. In section 1, after line 379, I move to insert: 

To pay the amount found due Chester A. Arthur, late collector of customs for 
the district of New York, on account of expenses of collecting the revenue 
from customs, fiscal year 1879, $972.29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In section 1 I move to strike out the two clauses from 
line 433 to line 443, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine pro- 

se to reconsider the vote by which those clauses were inserted ? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

Mr. FRYE. What for? 

Mr. HALE. The superintendent has telegraphed that they are not 
necessary. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a good reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For the maintenance of the United States carp-ponds in Washington and else- 
where, and the distribution of the young fish, including ries or compensa- 
tion ofall necessary employés, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1884, $226.03. 

For the maintenance of the vessels of the United States Fish Commission, in- 
cluding salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1884, $178.78. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection the vote by 
which these two amendments were to will be reconsidered and 
the amendments will be disagreed to. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. In section 1, the clause included in line 1230 down to 
and including line 1245 should be agreed to. The vote disagreeing to 
t::at paragraph should be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words which have been stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For this amount to be paid to the Pottawatomie Indians, orexpended for their 
benefit under the direction of the Sccretary of the Interior, being the difference 
between the amount paid to said Indiansin currency in the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 
1866, and 1867,and the sum due in coin, under their treatiés of 1818 and 1829, as 
required to be ascertained by article 9 of their treaty of August 7, 1868, $49,382.08 ; 
but this provision shall not be held as precedent hereafter for the regulation or 
decision of any controversy between the Government of the United States and 
any parties whatsoever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to as in Committee of the Whole 
will be reconsidered. The Chair hearsno objection. The question re- 
curs, Will the Senate agree to the amendment striking out the para- 

raph? 

’ The aniendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. On page 53, in section 1, after line 1279, I move to 
insert: : 

For preservation of collection 1883 and prior years, $149.16. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 57, in section 1, line 1388, after the date 
**1884,”’ I move to insert ‘‘ two thousand;’’ soas to read: 

Fees of district attorneys: For payment of district attorneys and their assist- 
ants, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1884, $2,195.09. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. HALE. On page 60, in section 1, lines 1465, 1466, and 1467 
should be struck out. That provision is in another part of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 
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The Corer CLERK. It is proposed tostrike out from line 1465 to ling 
1467, inclusive, as follows: 


To pay Edwin B. Smith for legal services rendered the Government jn :),, 
case of the United States vs. Charles J. Guiteau, $2,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This was reported as an amendment 
by the Committee on Appropriations and agreed to by the Senate. 1), 
Senator from Maine moves that the vote by which this amendment was 
agreed to be reconsidered and the amendment disagreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Why shouid that be done? 
Mr. HALE. It is in one of the schedules. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the vote py 
which this amendment was adopted will be reconsidered and the amend. 
ment will be regarded as disagreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. HALE. On page 95, after line 2345 of section 1, I move to in. 
sert: 
For expense of draping the Capitol building on the occasion of the death of | 
ex-President Grant, $624.25, one-half to be paid by the Secretary of the Senate 
and one-half by the House of Representatives. | 
The amendment was agreed to. a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk suggests that the last 
amendment should be modified so as to read: 
One-half by the Clerk of the House of Representatives. ) 


Mr. HALE. That is right. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified | 
if there be no objection. 
Mr. HALE. On page 149, after line 202 of section 5, I move to insert ) 
the following and I file to be printed in the RECORD the estimate of 
the Department: 
Pay on account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads operated, 
leased, or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad Company, being a deti- 
ciency for the first three quarters of the present year ending June 30, 156, and 
for prior years, as estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury, in Executive 
Document No. 280, first session Forty-ninth Congress, orsomuch thereof as may 
be necessary, $626,714.57. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document referred to will be 
printed in the RecorpD if there be no objection. ) 
The document is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 19, 1536 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
estimates of appropriations submitted by the Postmaster-General on account of 
mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads operated, leased, or controlled 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Company, amounting to $625,714.57. 


Respectfully, yours, 
Cc. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., June 18, 1886. 
Sr : I submit herewith for transmission to Congress additional deficiency 
estimates of appropriations required for the service for the first three-quarters 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886,and for prior years,on account of mail 
transportation over non-subsidized railroads operated, leased, or controlled by 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
_ WM. F. VILAS, Postmaster-General. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Estimates of appropriations required for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and prior years, by the Postmaster-Gencral, out of the 
postal revenue. . 


‘ 
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Detailed objects of expenditure, and explanations, ZF_t3 
@2es5 
ZPeocTte 
- 
a 
Year ending June 30, 1886.—Inland mail transportation—Raitroad, | 
On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads 
ope , leased, or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad | 
Company. (March 3, 1879 ; Revised Statutes, sections 3964, 4002, | 
5260; 30 Bintutes at Large, page 420, sectiof 1). 
Central Pacific Railroad, California... .....ccc.-.ccsceeeeeeesseceseeeceerseeeeeee| $58,100 3 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific | = 
Railroad Company of New Mexico........ ........0cceccswsseseseressessessesecees 2, 821 23 
Central Pacific iilroad Company, lessee of the Berkley Branch sd 
Railroad, California............. eieiadilntntinncee 185 31 


Central Pacific Railroad Company, leasee of the Northern Railway.. 5, 24 33 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific | ie, 

Ne i ictiinsintnntinittintbtiedhe pmaniaryptittimseupsinangpetcrens 47,858 29 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the San Pablo Railroad, 


Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Los Angeles and ce 
San Diego Railroad, California. .............-..-seeceseee-seeerereneeees serve ceeees 2,025 09 
Amador Branch Railway Company, California. ...............----s-ve-seeee 1,372 26 
Stockton and C is Railroad Company, California....... ........ 2, 195 99 
California Pacific Railroad Com y. Coens Sicietiahlidetinasies chbaigsononee pS CL 
Los Angeles and Independence NS ET 621 21 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, Califormia...................0.0 «ese | 40.9; 1 % 
Total, 1886, to March 31, 1896............... easegunocoresqeovecsesveerenssasneccecees 170,094 76 
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Estimates of appropriations required for the service, &c.—Continued. 
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Sess. 
a ee 
“3803 
Detailed objects of expenditure, and explanations, 3 32 
seize 
E2535 
weove 
= 
qo ee — —— 
Inland mail transportation— Railway post-office car service. | 
On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads | 

operated, leased, or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad 

Company. (Same acts). 

Centra’ Pacific Railroad Company, Califormia.............ccc0-.cccceseecee eeeeee 9,620 61 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the San Pablo Railroad, 
California...... A i dace laa andes canehennedsbetmmecseteo eunend 958 89 
Southern Pacific Rai ilroad Company, California....... Jidedehanameibaabiseventen 4,409 14 
Total, 1886, to March 31, 1886...............+++ aitabedoceee poasebibiteatecceuben eeoes| 14, 988 G4 
Year ending June 30, 1835.—Inland mail transportation— Railroad. 
On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads 

operated, leased, or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad 

Company. (March 3,1879; same acts.) 

Central Pacific Railroad Company, II itdcnvidaatnhieplicdsiinesnedsee 77,456 32 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific 

Railroad of New Mexico... 3, 782 38 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the “Berkley ‘Branch ‘ 

IN Alas iis cll Cs ceticncetaditiasverineetecss exsersicissoehoenee 247 08 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Northern Railway..! 6, 965 67 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific | 

Railroad of Arizona.......... .| 64,113 84 
Central Pacific Railroad. Company, ‘lessee of the San Pablo ‘Railroad, | 

ilk sacs ereetsastenpnaphencsadabeasoube*pesnsionaess | 7,520 64 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Los ) Angeles and 

San Diego Railroad, California....................000- 2,861 72 
Amador Branch Railway Company, California................. .-| 1,829 68 
Stockton and Cop epperopolis Rai'road Company, California... a 2,927 40 
California Pacific Railroad Company, California................ -} 4,152 72 
Los Angeles and a Railroad —e- 833 60 


Southern Pacific Railroad Company, California... 54, 992 91 




















i ictaticttncstetcnstessronee esiebiihellentdanatiine bs silenetant snhadinbaneeatiaininanmenibnnnd 227,683 96 
Inland mail transportation— Railway post-office car service. 
On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads op- 
erated, st orcontrolled by Central Pacific Railroad Company. 
(Same acts. 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, California... 12, 827 48 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the ‘San Pablo Railroad, | 
CT iitetintse cqceveeccecenesee nasil 1,278 52 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, ‘California... 6,040 48 
I itatiisnccstsithbiebeciviscenetttnicctscocsce cocsteseetescotnceeeenveorse 146 48 
Year ending June 30, 1884.-Inland mail transportation— Railroad. _ 
On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads 
— leased, or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad 
Compan (March 3, 1879; same acts.) | 
Central Pi Pacific Railroad Company, INDI. cintiicpesnmabenceessoveterine $61, 829 81 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific | 
Railroad of New Mexico............0+.s.000++. 2,818 62 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Berkley ‘Branch | 
Railroad, CalifOrmis.....cccc.ssecu.+,coesesessoce | 185 81 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Northern ‘Railway. | 5,227 83 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Southern Pacific | 
Railroad oe wed Site cisdnpiebtignasenhemndinascerienvescoeminpenpeertaeeees | 46,060 00 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, leesee of the San Pablo Railroad, | 
SE sibbpeeeowtes 5,619 89 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, lessee of the Los “Angeles ‘and 
San SIT SET iacrctaonsere dnchandnnaguguegentcosensceeanessepevepacenee 1, 864 98 


Diego 
Amador Branch > Ralwes Company, California........ 1,372 26 





Stockton ai ropolis Railroad Company, . California. 2,195 55 
California. Peciae. ilroad Company, California. ...... paneusieneld 3,114 54 
622 3 


Les Angeles and Independence Railroad nas 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, California... 


BE isicecesccccnsmstocussnsecessqussosee shoanennseee 
Inland mail transportation—Railway post-office car service. 


On account of mail transportation over non-subsidized railroads 
apaneed. or controlled by the Central Pacific Railroad 


seen teeeeenes 


| 47,779 73 


nena eeneeeeeereeeeecses eeeceeees 








Com (Same acts.) 
Cent Pacific Railroad Company, California....................++ss000+ 9,620 61 
Central Pacific Company, lessee of the San Pablo Railroad, | 
Southern Pacific I d Company, California... lnciitiditpnoteebuiinnns cmpeeel 4,530 36 

SE iitiitiis <civtnenecesbvcntnces hate abbdtenbuneissensn piiidieampbadohasnnintccnsedl | 15,109 86 
WaAsnHINGTon, July 21, 1886. 

I haveexamined and compared the above statement of accounts pertaining to 

the P Department, and they agree with the books of this office. 


D. McCONVILLE, Auditor. 


M9.HALE. The Committee onthe Judiciary, through the chairman, 
submitted the following amendment; and, as he is not here, I offer it for 
him, it having been regularly examined by the Committee on Appro- 
— approved by them. On page 52, after line 1265 of section 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay H. L. Warren and N.C. Collier, 
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attorneys at law, for services, under appointment of the court, in defending Nan- 
nock-qui,a Zuni Indian, charged with marder, at the May term, 1886, of the dis- 
trict court of the second judicial district of New Mexico, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I believe I am through. The Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. CocKRELL] has an amendment to offer from the committee. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To come in on page 150, I offer an amendment, 
covering a list of claims audited and allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to the soldiers of the late war for back pay, bounty, 
&ce.; let it be a new section. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Src. 


That for the payment of the following supplemental list of claims 
transmitted to the Senate by the acting Secretary of the Treasury, July 26, 1886, 
in response to Senate resolution of July 23, 1886, being Senate Executive Doc- 


ument No, 218, there is appropriated as follows 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR 


AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


Var Department: 
For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and pri 
For bounty to volunteers and their widows and leg 
years, $38,204.69. 
For bounty under act of July 28, 1866, 1880 and prior years, $8,846.59 


or years, $52,628.61. 
ul heirs, 1871 and prior 


For pay, &e., of the Army, 1883 and prior years, $1,952.60 

For pay of volunteers (Mexican war), 1871 and prior years, $2.64. 

For support of four companies of volunteers mustered at C amp Scott, Utah 
(act of June 12, 185s), $6.92. 

For traveling expenses of First Michigan Cavalry prior to July 1, 1883 (act of 


July 28, 1866), $203.07. 
For medical and hospital department, 1883 and prior years, $36 
Interior Department: 
For pay of Indian agents, 1883 and prior years, $262.15. 
For support of Klamaths and Modocs, 1883 and prior years, $281.97. 
For traveling expenses of Indian inspectors, 1585, $60.53. 


890, 


2 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND OCOMPTROLLEL, 


Navy Department: 
For pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 1883, $12,874.40. 
For pay miscellaneous, 1883 and prior years, $22.96. 
For contingent Marine Corps, 1886, $82.25. 
$ For contingent Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, 1883 and prior years, 
12, 

For enlistment bounties to seamen prior to July 1, 1883, 

For indemnity for lost clothing prior to July 1, 1883, $60. 

For bounty for the destruction of enemy’s vessels prior to July 1, 1883, $22.05, 

For payments on account of clothing or bedding destroyed by order for sani- 
tary purposes in preventing the spread of contagious diseases, 1886 and prior 
years, $13.98. 

For payment of claims for difference between actual expenses and mileage 
allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case of 
Graham vs. United States, $6,773.56. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment is offered in accordance with a 
report made by the Secretary of the Treasury to-day in response to a 
resolution of the Senate passed on Friday last calling for the list of 
these claims which have been audited and allowed and properly certi- 
fied since the last report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following < 
page 28, after line 668 of section 1: 

For the rent of 
1887, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I also offer the following 
one just adopted: 

That the sum appropriated for the erection of school buildings during the 
current fiscal year as appropriated for by the District appropriation act be in- 
creased to $75,000; and the sum of $25,000 additional is hereby appropriated for 
said purpose, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a piece of very bad legislation to increase 
on a deficiency bill a regular yearly appropriation. It may be that it 
is necessary, but it would be very bad legislation indeed to put intoa 
deficiency bill an increase of appropriation for carrying on the future 
work of the Government. I object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to withdraw his objection for one 
moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an additional appropriation there of $25- 
000 to meet the increase. It is a very necessary thing. Some of the 
buildings which have been occupied by the public schools in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have recently been vacated by a judgment of the 
court, so that they must havea new appropriation. This provision was 
agreed to by the Committee on Appropriations to be inserted on the 
sundry civil bill, but by a mistake of my own it was omitted on Sat- 
urday night from that bill. It is so important, however, that it ought 
to go on some bill, and although it is a little irregular I think it ought 
to be inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw all objection under the circumstances. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. On page 50, after line 1208 of section 1, I move to 
insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Chippewa TIadians resid- 
ing upon Winnebagosish and Leech Lake Indian reservations in Minnesota, on 
account of damage heretofore sustained by them in consequence of the ov erflow 


$590.72. 


amendment, to be inserted on 


school buildings in the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 


amendment to follow the 
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of the land of their reservations by the erection of United States reservoir dam, 
the whule amount of such damage to be hereafter ascertained, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the following amendment, to come in on 
page 99, after line 2426, of section 1: 


To pay to the family of the late William Hunter the amount of salary as As- | 


sistant Secretary of State for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $2,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the following amendment to come in on 
page 101, after line 2490, at the end of section 1: 

For payment of sixty-five printers regularly employed on the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, $90 each, for time unemployed during the present session, $5,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On behalf of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- Roads, and in the absence of the chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to come in after line 1320, of section 1, on page 54: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the United States and Brazil 
Mail Steamship Company for carrying the United States mails during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1836, $36,000. 


Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have some explanation in regard 
to that matter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The explanation is simply this: In the trans- 
portation of the mails by that company there was no special agreement 
made with reference to compensation to the company, who performed 
the service regularly and acceptably. The Department agrees that it 
should have this additional compensation over and above the amount 
that it would receive from the inland and ocean postage. It was con- 
sidered fully and carefully by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and they agreed, I believe unanimously, that that sum was a 
fair and reasonable compensation for the service rendered by the com- 

ny. 

“a PLUMB. I ask to have the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT inthechair). The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 


Mr. GORMAN. I know the amendment was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations. I have no question that some amount is 
due this steamship company for this service, but, as I understand, no 


Committee on Rules of the Senate, for preparing, under resolutions of ¢} 


1€ Sen. 


ate of July 1, 1884, February 28, 1885, and April 1, 1886, three editions oft}. «, 
ate Manual, $1,000. Pre 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the following amendment, to come j; 
bottom of page 56, in section 1, after line 1373: 
National Board of Health : 
To pay outstanding liabilities contracted by the National Board of }_.4), f 


rent, clerk-hire, messenger service, traveling expenses, and sundry eo):),,,- 
expenses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, $1,449.37. ” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. HALE. Is it regularly estimated for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam informed by the Secretary of the hoard ¢),.+ 
it is regularly estimated for. ‘The vouchers which I have in my): 
session are all certified to by the proper officers as being correct, — 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Rhode Island will allow mo. | 
think Icanexplain. Intheappropriation billof the session of j934_'25 
the House made an appropriation of a certain sum deemed to be nec. 
essary to pay the expenses of the National Board of Health up to the 
1st of March, 1885, and also incorporated a clause in the bill repeg 
the act creating the board. : 

The bill came to the Senate in that form. The Senate increased the 
appropriation and struck out that part of the bill which repealed the 
act, but neglected to strike out that part of the act which limited the 
appropriation to the Ist of March. In consequence, the bil! was s» 
framed as to strike out the repealing clause and reduce the appropria- 
tion to the original amount appropriated by the House, being only suf- 
ficient to carry the board to the Ist of March, 1885. It left the board 
in existence, but with an appropriation not for the whole fiscal year, 
This is intended to cover that period from the Ist of March to the 30th 
of June, 1885, the end of the fiscal year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment on page 14, section 1, after 
the word “ cents,’’ in line 321, to add: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and ¢ 


rected to pay William R. Beatty, of Denver, Colo., the sum of $585.84 for services 
as internal-revenue gauger for Colorado from August 1, 1872, to January 31, 1873, 


bg 
Dg 


amount has been agreed on between the company and the Post-Office | which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any money in the 
Department. I may be mistaken, but my impression is that this is to | Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


pay them at the rate of 50 cents per mile run. It seems to me unwise 
to make an appropriation here until the proper amount is ascertained. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator is mistaken in regard to the 


Mr. HALE. Is that estimated for by the Department? 
Mr. TELLER. It is, I think. 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator has the estimate for it it is not subject 


amount. It is not placed on that basis at all, but after considering the | to the point of order. 


character of the service, the expense of the service to the company, this 
sum was agreed upon as a lump sum, so tospeak, as a faircompensation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Iowa has that amount been 
agreed upon by the Post-Office Department? 


Mr. TELLER. This is for services rendered in the internal-revenue 
department in 1872 and 1873. The Treasury Department, through 
the head of the Department, sends up a stated account showing serv- 
ices rendered for each month and the amount, with a recommendation 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I did not mean to say that the Post-Office | that it be accepted. I think that brings it within the rule. It was 
Department had agreed on that particularsum. In fact, the Post-Office | py 9 technicality that this young man was left without his money and 


Department has not committed itself exactly toa particularsum, butit 
was left to the consideration of the committee, and the committee, hav- 
ing investigated the subject carefully, concluded that this amount was 
a fair compensation. - 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I have no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move after line 1356, of section 1, on page 56, to in- 
sert the following: 


To enable the Attorney-General to cause to be prepared a digest of the opin- 
ions of the Attorneys-General from 1881 to the time of publishing the new edi- 
tion of the digest of such opinions from 1789 to 1381, $300, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is that under the resolution adopted this morn- 


ing? 


Mr. HOAR. Itis. The amendment is subject toa point of orderif | Revenue, of the 20t 


anybody objects, but nobody, I am sure, will object after hearing an 
explanation. 

We passed this morning a resolve to publish a new digest of the opin- 
ions of the Attorneys-General—not the opinions but the digest that 
comes down to 1881—and, of course, if we merely publish a new edition 
of the old book all the opinions in the years since 1881 will not be in 


through no fault of his. They say the services were properly rendered, 
and the claim should have been put in at the time. 

Mr. HALE. Is there a letter from the head of the Department? 

Mr. TELLER. The head of the Department says under date of July 
22, 1886, and there are several letters before that, but this is the im- 
portant one—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at the desk that we may hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The let- 
ter will be read. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘There must be read with it the letter of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, but let the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury be read first. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 22, 1585 
Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the >cn- 
ate Committee on emg copy of report of the Commissioner of Inter: al 
instant, in the matter of the claim of William R. Bea 
late internal-revenue gauger for Colorado, for services as such gauzer frow A\- 


gust 1, 1872, to January 31, 1873, $585.84. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Cc. 8S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secre!ary 
Hon, Wrui.1amM B. ALLIson, 
Chairman Commitiee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


Mr. HALE. Whether that paper is an estimate is a question that ! 


it, and that book will be comparatively worthless. Accordingly the | will take the ruling of the Chair upon. 


Senate adopted an amendment tothe resolution this morning that there The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection 


should be a digest of the opinions for these last five years; and it has 





Mr. HALE. I make the pointoforder. I said I was willing to take 


been suggested to me that that would involve a small expense for pre- | the ruling of the Chair as to whether the letter brings it within tue 


paring it in the Attorney-General’s Office. This is only an appropria- 
tion of $300, and it will prevent the waste entirely of the matter. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will be agreed to. The resolution for | ury 


rule. . 
Mr. TELLER. There isa detailed statement sent here by the Treas- 
t of the amount they recognize as due him, in addi 


n 
printing that document was introduced by myself, and I think it is very | to that. It seems to me that is an estimate within the meaning 0! '° 


important to have it printed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


rule. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will look at the letter. 


Mr. HARRIS. _I offer the following amendment, to comein on page| Mr. TELLER. The Chair can hardly tell what that letter is with- 


94, after line 2301 of section 1: 


out reading the letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue acco™ 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Charles B. Reade, clerk of the | panying it. 





> 


-- 


1886. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ternal Revenue will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, July 20, 1536. 
Sie: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of Hon. H. M. Te.uer, 
United States Senate, referred by you to this office for report, and the accom- 
ying papers, relative toa proposed amendment to the sundry civil appro- 
riation bill authorizing payment to William R. Beatty, late internal-revenue 
Foger for Colorado, the sum of $585.84 for services as such gauger from August 
1, 1872, to January 81, 1873. j 

"The records of this office show that William R. Beatty was appointed internal- 
revenue gauger in June, 1871, but did not file a proper bond or take the oath 
as required oe and regulations, or receive a commission as gauger, until 

u 6, 1 ie 
we August 1, 1872, gaugers were paid by the distillers or rectifiers for 
whom the gauging was done. : ey 

Since August, 1872, they have been paid by the United States, under provis- 
ions of the act of June 6, 1872. 

Accounts for feesas gauger for the months of August, September, October, 
November, and December, 1872, and January, 1873, were filed in this office by 
Mr. Beatty, which were not paid, for the reason that as there was no evidence 
that he had filed the bond or taken the oath uired by law prior to February 
6, 1873, there was no authority of law for paying forservices rendered prior to the 
date he was duly qualified to act as such officer. The amount of fees to which 
Mr. Beatty would have been entitled for services rendered during the period 
stated, ifhe had been duly qualified, was $585.84, as claimed, and as these serv- 
ices appear to have been faithfully rendered, this office would recommend 
favorable action on the claim as proposed. 

Respectfully, 


The letter of the Commissioner of In- 


JOS. 8S. MILLER, Commissioner. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That seems to be a fair case. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that brings it within the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe amendment reported by a com- 
mittee or offered by the Senator? 

Mr. TELLER. It is offered by myself, not reported by a commit- 
tee, but it comes with the indorsement of a stated account sent from 
the Department. 

Mr. HALE. I think the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
sending to the Senate the communication just read is enough, and I 
shall not insist on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 
613 of section 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary suggests that the place 
the Senator indicates is not the proper place for the amendment. The 
words proposed to be inserted will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To pay George F. Potter the difference between the pay of a laborer and that 
ofa clerk in the post-office from March 4, 1385, to April 5, 1886, $520. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
Department. 

Mr. HALE. Is that estimated for? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, sir. On page 95—— 

Mr. HALE. £f raise the point of order. That is not estimated for, 


nor is itto my knowledge reported as an amendment by any commit- 
tee of the Senate. 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
on Appropriations. 

Mr, HALE. Was it reported from any committee? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Itwas not reported*from a committee. 
of a similar character was inserted in last year’s bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Was this amendment reported by any 
standing or select committee of the Senate and sent to the Committee 
on Appropriations? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It has not been reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. ThatiswhatI regret. I thought perhaps they would 


The amendment was referred to the Committee 


An item 


ae done that. I observe other items of a similar character in the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the question of order is insisted on 


the Chair will be bound to rule that the amendment is not in order. 


Mr. HALE. There are no such items on the bill that I know of. | 


The committee has been verycareful. Of course if a standing commit- 

tee investigates one of these subjects and reports it with a favorable rec- 

ommendation, the Committee on Appropriations sometimes puts it on. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. What is this item in the bill ? 


To pay Maurice Ruddlesden the difference between the pay of a laborer, at 


per annum, and that of a messenger, at the rate of $3.60 per day, from Jan- 
wary 1 to June 30, 1886, $291.70. 


Mr. HALE. On what page? 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 97. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis for an employé of the House of Representatives. 
We do not deal with the House of Representatives at all. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Here is another item: 


To pay Frank B. Gorman the difference between his pay as laborer and that 
of page from January 13, 1886, to June 30, 1836, inclusive, $97.50. 


Mr. HALE. That is a House item. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the amendment 
is not in order. 
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It should come in under the head of Post-Office | 
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Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 1073 of section 1, on page 44: 


For completing coaling-shed and buildings, Port Royal Harbor, $1,000, 

Mr. HALE. Is that reported from a committee ? 

Mr. BUTLER. That amount has been estimated for in the Book of 
Estimates, on page 161. I introduced the amendment, and had it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and therefore it is not 
amendable to any point of order. 

Mr. HALE. Is it estimated as a deficiency ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I know about that. I have a letter 
Commodore Harmony, which explains the whole matter. 

Mr. HALE. It clearly ought not to go on this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is as good a bill as any for it to go on. 

Mr. HALE. This bill is for deficiencies for last year and prior years. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the letter which I send to the desk be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows. 


ao not 


from 


BUREAU oF YARDS AND Docks, Navy DEPARTMENT, 


m, D. C., July 20, 1886 


Washing 2 
Sir: Referring to your conversation this morning, in accordance with your 
request, I have the honor to state that there is now on hand in this bure« 
expended about $4,000 of the appropriation for store-house and wharf a 
Royal, 8. C. 

The wharf is entirely completed and in use. Owing to the want of sufficient 
funds it has not been deemed advisable to commence work on the store-house 
until action is taken by Congress on the estimate submitted for $4,000 additional, 
with which and the money on hand a building can be erected to hold 1,200 tons 
of coal, sufficient quantity of general stores for the station, and a ber 
for the sailors employed there, and also a small house for the officer in ch 
The building now occupied by him is an old structure, formerly occupied b 
groes, and is in such dilapidated condition as to be almost uninhabitable Og 
that you will favor the bureau by having the above-named sum, namely, $4,000, 
for the purpose mentioned, added to the naval appropriation. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


t Port 


hing room 


D. B. HARMONY, 


Chief I eau, 


Hon. M. C. BurTLEer, United States Senate. 


Mr. HALE. That ought to have gone on the naval appropriation 
bill or the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I got it too late for the naval appropriation bill. 
That bill had been reported. This is the first bill I could get it in on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 


| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 


Mr. HALE. What has the Chair done with my point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that the 
Senator raised a point of order. If he did he will state it. 

Mr. HALE. This is not a deficiency and not proper for this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. lL insist that it isa deficiency. Commodore Har- 
mony so states. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not prepared to decide 
whether an amendment is for a deficiency or for some other object. As 
a question of order the Chair will not rule it out on such ground as 
that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Chair to the language of 
the bill which purports to be a bill to meet deficiencies for the fiscal year 
1886 and prior years. If this money has been expended, of course it 
ought to go on this bill; but if it is to be expended for the next year I 
do not see how you can put it on this bill under the title of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a deficiency, and Commodore Harmony so 
states. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not prepared to decide 
as a question of order whether an amendment is or is not for o defi- 
ciency. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have a vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Tne amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA. I offer the following amendment, to come it on page 
97, after line 2381 of section 1: 

To pay Patrick V. Dolan the difference between the pay of a laborer at $720 
per annum and that of a messenger at the rate of $3.60 per day from July 1, 1835, 
to January 1, 1886, $302.40. 

Mr. HALE. I must make the point of order on that. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will not urge any point of order 
against this proposition. It is precisely in every feature a duplicate of 
clauses already agreed to; and if there is any employé of either House 
who should receive this reasonable and fair compensation for h 
ices it is this man, and the mere fact that he may not have given that 
attention to it which involves an amendment being introduced and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations it seems to me ought not 
to affect him injuriously. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair notifies the Senator that 
the question of order is not debatable. 

Mr. KENNA. I appeal to the Senator from Maine to allow the 
amendment to be voted on, 

Mr. HALE. There are: a good many such cases, and I must make 
the point of order on all of them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

mittee ? 


3 serv- 


Is the amendment reported bya com- 
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Mr. KENNA. It is not. 
but on its merits. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not estimated for by a Depart- 


ment. ‘The Chair is bound to hold that the amendment is not in or- 


I offer the amendment, not on a report, 


der. 

Mr. KENNA. I only know that it is precisely like the preceding 
clause which makes a discrimination in favor of Maurice Ruddlesden, 
and my impression is that Mr, Dolan is as much entitled to this as an 
honest debt as Mr. Ruddlesden. 

Mr. HALE. The item the Senator refers to, that he says discrimi- 
nates, is a House item, that under the courtesies between the two Houses 
we have little or nothing to do with; but there are no provisions in this 
bill providing for this increase of pay for employés of theSenate. There 
are scores of cases where men are appointed as laborers and then do the 
duties of messengers. They are very desirous of doing the duties of 
messengers; it is a little higher rank and place, and after a little while 
they come in and want the pay of messengers for the work they do. 
The committee has put none of those on. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out from lines 649 to 651 of sec- 
tion 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLerk. On page 27, after line 648, it is proposed to strike 
out the following words: 

For judicial expenses: Fcr counsel fees in defending the District of Columbia 
against the claims of Samuel Strong in the courts, $1,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand, there was no authority whatever 
to the District commissioners to employ extra counsel in this or any 
other case. Some $8,000 are paid annually to the legal officers of the 
District of Columbia, and there is nothing to show that there was any 
special necessity for this appropriation. I therefore move to strike it 
out. 

Mr. HALE. This is a provision that came to us from the House of 
Representatives. The committee investigated it, as they did all of those 
portions of the bill that came from the House, and found that here was 
a case involving a very great amount of money that is and has been in 
controversy in the courts for years. The counsel employed bythe Dis- 
trict has heretofore been in the employment regularly of the District; 
he has left that employment, and has gone into the practice of his pro- 
fession by himself, but the commissioners of the District and the at- 
torney of the District, Mr. Riddle, declared that his knowledge of this 
case was such that it would be very bad management and bad hus- 
bandry to discontinue his employment, and therefore they recom- 
mended this appropriation, and the House put it in the bill. The 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, with the exception per- 
haps of the Senator from Maryland—I do not know whether any one 
else was with him—thought it was a proper item, and left it in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. On page 58, section 1, I move tostrike out from line 
1413 to line 1416 inclusive, as follows: 

Provided, That for issuing any warrant or writ and for any other necessary 
service commissioners may be paid the same com on as is allowed to 
clerks for like services, but they shall not be entitled to any docket-fees. 

This bill contains some change of the fee bills, one of which the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations has discarded. I now move that this 
also be discarded, leaving the item to stand: 


Fees of commissioners: For fees of commissioners, and justices of the peace 


acting as commissioners, $50,000. 


Leaving the regulation of their fees undisburbed by the present appro- 
priation. The docket-fees are not very important in the aggregate, but 
they are of some importance te the commissioners and to some that are 
not largely compensated for theirservices. The Department of Justice 
recently within some years required these commissioners to do what 
had not been exacted from them before; that is, to keep docket entries 
and docket records with the same regularity as of a court, and to make 
reports of them to the Department of Justice. This docket-fee then 
stands on the same footing for these commissioners that it would stand 
for the clerks. I ask that this clause may be stricken out because it 
does not properly belong to an appropriation bill, and on its merits it 
ought not to be retained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on concurring inthe 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. The occupant of 
the chair desires to have the amendment made on page 29, in relation 


to the increase of water supply of the District of Columbia, reserved 
for a separate vote. 


Mr. HALE. Let that be reserved. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. About the reservoir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there any other reservations 
desired by Senators? If not, the question will be taken on the amend- 
ments in gress with that exception. 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 





Mr. EDMUNDS. Now we come to the reserved amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendment jj) }, 
stated. 7 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 686, after the words ‘ sy}; 
to,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the worgs. 

The board of engineers for fortificationsand for riverand harbor impr 


whether any changes are demanded for reasons of safety or economy _— = 
method of lining said tunnel heretofore adopted and pursued. a 
And inserted: 

A board consisting of two expert civil engineers and two officers of the ¢.,, 
of United States Engineers whether any and what changes are deman je _ 
reasons of safety or economy in the entire system of the new water supply, in. 
cluding the reservoir and the method of constructing and lining said tujne) 


and said board shall make full report thereon to the Secretary of War befor, 
such work shall be resumed. F 


So as to read: 

To complete the reservoir, $160,000; to complete the tunnel, $395,000: jy 4)) 
$555,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; but the Secretary of Wa; is 
instructed forthwith, and before resuming work on said tunnel, to submit to g 
board consisting of two expert civilian engineers and two officers of the (, tps 
of United States Engineers, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). I have an amendment 
to the amendment which I should like to have adopted, and to which 
I hope there will be no dissent. I have shown it to the Senator jy 
charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio to the amendment wi)! 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 696, after the word “ war,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ before such work shall be resume,” 
and to insert, ‘‘ but pending such examination the work shall proceed 
upon such parts thereof as the Secretary of War shall direct,’’ s0 as to 
read: 


And said board shall make full report thereon to the Secretary of War, but 
pending such examination the work shall proceed upon such parts thercof as the 
Secretary of War shall direct. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think in line 685 the words ‘‘ and before resum- 
ing work on said tunnel ’’ should be stricken out, because the clause 
provides that the Secretary of War is instructed forthwith, &c. I 
move to strike out,.after the word ‘‘ forthwith,’’ the words ‘‘ and be- 
fore resuming work on said tunnel.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate at 6 o’clock take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BECK. Tell us why. 

Mr. KENNA. For what reason? 

Mr. ALLISON. For every purpose connected with the public busi- 
ness, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To go on with work. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa, that the Senate at 6 o’clock this even- 
ing take a recess until 8 o’ clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considers- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and thirty-tive min- 
utes spent in executive session a recess was taken at 6 o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. in executive session, and 

after fifty minutes spent therein the doors were reopened. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate to the consideration 
of pension bills on the Calendar favorably reported. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of cases on the Calendar 


favorably from the Committee on Pensions. Is there objec- 
tion? The hears none, and the first case of that kind on the 
Calendar will be stated. 


ELIZABETH MILLER. 
The bill (S. 2768) granting a pension to Elizabeth Miller was 00- 
nounced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whi0!e, 
to its consideration. It to place on the pensiou- 
roll the name of Elizabeth Miller, dependent mother of Martin V. Mil- 
ler, late acting second lieutenant of Company E, Seventieth New Yors 
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Volunteers, at the rate allowed to dependent relatives of second lieu- 


ts. 
= pill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. That seems to have been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. This seems to have been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, according to the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Therefore I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not see exactly how the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs got the control of a pension bill. 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs reported this as a pension case as the best 
yay of disposing ofaclaim. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. Cam- 
yron from the Committee on Military Affairs July 29, 1486, but be- 
fore concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. It evidently ought to be referred for their report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CATHERINE REISINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 5950) granting a pension to Catherine Reisinger was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catherine Reisinger, widow of Martin Reis- 
inger, late a private in Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN 8S. LENTS. 


The bill (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Lents was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jonathan S. Lents, late a private in Company 
K, One hundred and forty-third Regiment of Indiana Infantry Volun- 


teers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JULIA DE QUINDRE. 


The bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 4, after 
the word “‘at,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at $25 per month, the name 
of Julia De Quindre, for services as nurse during the war of the rebellion, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MORRIS T. MANTOR. 


The bill (S. 2686) granting a pension to Morris T. Mantor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Morris T. Mantor, late a private in Company 
F, of the Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY M. GILLHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mary M. Gillham, widow of James G. 
Gillham, late a private in Company I, Seventeenth Regiment of Iowa 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 

The bill (S. 2797) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lizzie Wright Owen, only surviving daughter 
of George Wright, late a brigadier-general of United States volunteers, 
at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There ought to be some explanation from the 
committee which reported these bills. We do not know anything about 

unless we have the reports read. It is a very ungracious matter 
to object to pension bills unless we know something about them. I 
ask that the report be read in this case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 













The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIr 
July 6, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2797) granting 
a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen, have considered the same, and report: 

The claimant is the daughter of George Wright, late a brigadier-general of the 
United States volunteers. We append hereto the record of his distinguished 
military service furnished by the War Department, and a notice of his services 
and death which appeared at the time. Also a copy of her petition, which states 
the grounds of her present claim, and other documents in support thereof. 

She is now poor, and her physician in this city presents a statement ot her pres- 

ent condition, that she is suffering with attacks of disease, increasing in sever- 
ity, which will soon entirely disable her. 
_ It will be observed that the extraordinary services and misfortunes detailed 
in this case prevent its forming a precedent to any extent for other applications, 
and to refuse this application would in the opinion of your committee be an ex- 
hibition of ingratitude unworthy the Republic. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


To the honorable Committee on Pensions, United States Senate : 


GENTLEMEN : I have the honor to present my petition for a pension at the rate 
of $0 a month in recognition of the services of my father, the late General 
George Wright, United States Army, who after more than forty years’ services 
lost his life while in pursuance of his official duty in traveling from California 
to Oregon on the steamer Brother Jonathan, which was lost July 30, 1865, 

His wife, my mother, losing her life at the same time, no pension has ever aw 
crued to any member of the family for my father’s services, and at this date, I, 
his only daughter, find myself a widow entirely dependent on my own exertion 
for the support of myself and daughter, with a son still dependent upon me for 
assistance in placing him in life. My health, which has of late failed, may atany 
time unfit me for further exertions, and I pray that a consideration of these 
facts and furthermore that my husband served for eighteen years as an officer 
of the regular Army, but resigning a short time before his death deprived me ofa 
pension on his account,and that my brother, the late Col. Thomas F. Wright, 
to whom I might have looked for assistances in my present circumstances, 
having been killed in the Modoc war, and no pension being drawn at the present 
time for his service, may have such weight with the honorable committee, as 
may induce you to grant my prayer. 

LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 
BRIGADIER-GENERAL WRIGHT. 


When a noble and brave soldier falls inthe heat of battle, the sorrow that 
must be felt is in a measure assuaged by the fact that he periled life in a noble 
cause—the defense of the land of his birth and the institutions of his govern- 
ment. Weare apt, however, when we learn the sudden taking from our midst 
of a faithful soldier, to lose sight of the great good he accomplished in his offi- 
cial career. Buta few brief daysand we chronicled the departure of Brig. Gen, 
George Wright, to take command of the new military district of Columbia, 
We little thought that it should be our duty to pen the notice of his death, for 
we have no reason to doubt that he, with the ill-fated passengers of the Brother 
Jonathan, has found a watery grave. 

California and the Pacific coast may well put on sables, for one of the truest 
and best of men has been taken from among us. Asa military chieftain, his 
record stands among the most distinguished of American generals. Not alone 
was he great in the field—where masterly ability characterized his every action— 
but his diplomatic tact, as evinced during ti.s trying period of the past four 
years, enabled our people to enjoy the blessings of peace. 

We owe everything to that conciliatory spirit which marked General Wright's 
military administration, and it must be remembere.i that although many could 
not look into the future with his foresight, the wh le nation is indebted, in a 
very great measure, for the pacification of the turbulen, «nirit which at one time 
threatened to embroi! us on the Pacific coast in the horrors of rebellion and civil 
war. When we look back and review the past, we can not but feel grateful to 
the wisdom and prudence which marked General Wright's career. Isolated as 
we were at the inception of the rebellion, almost wholly without defense, with 
a community of mixed and multiform opinions, liable to become excited, and 
when excited to do deeds of violence, which sober second thought would con- 
demn, he steered the bark of nationality throughout the whole sea of troubles 
with discretion, foresight,and wisdom. At the time wespeak of California did 
not appear as prominent as history has made her. The siightest difficulty— 
arupture between the civil and military authorities—wou!d have embroiled 
her in the horrors which beset our sister States. At this period our industry 
was an essential to the maintenance of our Government and our institutions. 
If we were not in actual strife, if the clang, clamor, and clash of conflict did 
not resound from San Diego to Fraser River, we know of no one but Brigadier- 
General Wright to whom the honor and credit is due. 

Peace has its victories as well as war. In a peaceful capacity General Wright 
did his country great service. Had California proved recreant to her fidelity to 
the Union; had our mines ceased to pour their wealth into the national Treas- 
ury, who could depict the sad picture of our national dishonor? Luring General 
Wright's direction of the military department of this coast, no measure was left 
untried which could further, not alone our own interests, but the great and ab- 
sorbing interests of the General Government. By his wise and conciliatory con- 
duct he cemented the bonds of union and drove gaunt war and all its attendant 
horrors from our midst. 

General Wright was a soldier, and had a record that any great and good man 
might feel proud of. His career in Mexico and in the various Indian campaigns 
in Oregon is well known. He was born in Vermont, and entered the Army ag 
a second licutenant of the Third Infantry in July,1822. His rank in the regu- 
lar Army was colonel of the Ninth Regiment of Infantry, and he was brevetted 
a brigadier-general of volunteers in 1861. He leaves a son in theservice, a colo- 
nel, commanding the Sixth Regiment of California Volunteers, at the Presidio, 

As an officer he won the respect and esteem of all; asa man he was kind and 
genial; as a citizen he filled all the various positions with credit to himself and 
the flag he served and so revered. His loss is a public calamity, yet the keen 
edge of sorrow is tempered when we all know that,covered with years and 
honors, he surrended life in the discharge of his duty. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, June i7, 1836, 
Statement of the military service of George Wright, late of the United States Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from September 14, 
1818, to July 1, 1822, when graduated and appointed second lieutenant Third In- 
fantry; promoted first lieutenant September 23,1827,and captain October 30, 
1836; transferred to Eighth Infantry July 7, 1838; promoted major Fourth In- 
fantry January 1, 1848; lieutenant-colonel February 3, 1855; appointed colonel 
Ninth Infantry March 3, 1855, and brigadier-general United States Volunteerg 
September 28, 1861. 

He received the brevets of major March 15, 1842, “ for meritorious conduct in 
zeal, energy,and perseverance in the war against the Florida Indians ;” of lieu- 
tenant-colonel August 20, 1847, “ for gallant and meritorious conduct in the bat. 
tles of Contreras and Churubusco, Mexico ;” of colonel September 8, 1847 ** for 
gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of Molino del Rey, Mexico,” and 
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of brigadier-general December 19, 1864, “ for long, faithful, and meritorious serv- 
ices, 

He joined his regiment September 29, 1822, and served therewith at Fort How- 
ard, Wis., to Jaly, 1824; on recruiting serviceto May, 1826; with regiment at Fort 
Howard, Wis., to September, 1826; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to May, 1828; 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., to May, 1829; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. (reg- 
imental adjutant from February 1, 1531, to October 30, 1836), to September, 1831, 
and at Fort Jesup, La., to October 7, 1836; on leave to February, 1837; on recruit- 
ing service to October, 1838; with regiment at Madison Barracks, N. Y., to May 
2.1840; at Fort Winnebago, Wis., to June 22, 1840; near Fort Crawford, Wis., to 
July 8, 1840; at Madison Barracks, N. Y., to August, 1840; at Jefferson Barracks, 
Mo., to September 3, 1840, and in the operations against Seminole Indians in 
Florida to June 3, 1841; on leave to October, 1841; with regiment in Florida to 
April 26, 1*44; on recruiting service to December 25, 1846, when he joined his reg- 
iment and served with it in the war with Mexico, being wounded September 8, 
1847, at the battle of Molino del Rey. He commanded the regiment from Sep- 
tember 20 to November 25, 1847, the second brigade, first division, army of Mex- 
ico, from November 25 to December 15, 1847, and the regiment to February 20, 
1848; was on detached service in the city of Mexico to March, 1848; on sick- 
leave to June, 1848; mustering out volunteer troops to August, 1548; awaiting 
orders to November, 1848; commanded the of Fort Ontario, N. Y., from No- 
vember 13, 1848, to June 15, 1892; en route to California to August 19, 1852; on duty 
at Benicia Barracks, Cal., to § mber 17,1852; was in command of Fort Read- 
ing and the northern district of California to May 19, 1855; commanded his regi- 
ment at Fort Monroe, Va., from July to December 15, 1855; en route to Washing- 
ton Territory to January 22, 1856; he commanded the Columbia River district 
to June, 1857; Fort Dalles, Oreg., to July 17, 1858; the expedition against Coeur 
d'Alene and Spokane Indians to October 16, 1858; Fort Dalles, Oreg., to June 15, 
1859: Fort Walla Walla, Wash. Ter., to June 29, 1860; the De ent of Oregon 
from July 5, 1860, to Septemtcr 13, 1861; the Department of the Pacific from Oc- 
tober 20, 1861, to July 1, 1864, and the district of California to July 27, 1865. He 
was drowned July 30, 1865, in the wreck of the steamer Brother Jonathan, while 
on his way to Portland, Oreg., to assume command of the Department of the 


Columbia. 
0. D. GREENE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Wasnrverton, D. C. 
To the honorablethe Chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions : 

The undersigned respectfully beg leave to invite the atteniion of your honor- 
able committee to the claim for pension presented by Mrs. L. W. Owen, the 
daughter of the late General George Wright, United States Army. 

General Wright entered the military service as a commissioned officer, =n 
graduation from the Military Academy in 1822, and remained therein, continu- 
ously, until his death in 1865, which occurred at sea by the foundering of the 
steamer Brother Jonathan, between San Francisco and the Columbia River, 
General Wright being at the time en roule to Portland, Oreg., to assume com- 
mand of the Department of the Columbia. 

General Wright's record of military service extended over a period of near 
half a century, covering three wars (Seminole, Mexican, and the rebellion), and 
unnumbered conflicts with hostile Indians, in all of which he was most highly 
distinguished and successful. 

While serving in the junior grades his record was invariably characterized by 
zeal, energy, and brilliant acts of oie. In the higher grades, and es 
cially as a general officer in eommand of the Department of the Pacific during 
the critical period of the late war, his services were of inestimable value, char- 
averted by wisdom and ability, both as soldier and statesman, of the highest 
order, 

His whole career was that of the gallant, noble, heroic, spotiess man and 
soldier whose deeds and fame will ever be remembered and cherished in our 
service. 

At the time ef his death he was accompanied by his wife, who went down 
with him. His son was killed in the lava-beds during the Modoc war while 
gallantly leading his company. 

We are informed that no claim for pension has heretofore been presented on 
account of the services of either father or son. Mrs. Owen, the only daughter, 
was widowed several years since and left with quite a family of children. B 
her own exertions she has hitherto reared, edueated, and maintained her chil- 
dren most reputably and well; but now, with advancing years and failing 
health, she asks aid from a generous Government in her and their support. 

We respectfully beg to hope her claim will receive your most favorable atten- 
tion and consideration, 


Lieutenant-Colonel Engineers, Colonel, U.S. Army. 
JOHN G. PARKE, 
Colonel of Engineers, Brevet Mi 


Assistant Adjutant-General, Brevet Brigadier-General. 
ROBT. N. SCOTT, 
Lieutenant-Oolonel Third United States Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALLIE B. BENT. 


The bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sallie B. Bent, dependent mother of David P. Bent, 
late a private in Company G, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH WARD. ; 

The bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Ward, the dependent widow of General 
Durbin Ward, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Let us have the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. }:; ,,, 
from the Committee on Pensions, July 6, 1886, but before conclud)y, 

Mr. HALE. That is right; let it go. I hope the bill will pass w;;}, 
out objection. The whole country knows about the case. ‘i 

Mr. CAMDEN. I withdraw the call for the reading of the ry. 
I did not understand the case. I see that it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the g.._ 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to call forthe reading of the mens 

Mr. PLATT. I did call for the reading of the report, and | wis), ; 
record my vote against this case. - 

Several S—NAToRS. It is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordeyeq 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSHUA ARMSTRONG. 

The bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to Joshua Armstrong wag 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on th, 
pension-ro!l the name of Joshua Armstrong, dependent father of Jo}, 
E. Armstrong, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment United st,;p- 
Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ; 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA L. STRONG. 


The bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong was considered a5 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay out of the Navy pen- 
sion fand, to Maria L. Strong, widow of the late Real-Admiral James }, 
Strong, of the United States Navy, $50 per month, during her widow- 
hood, in lieu of her present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ANTONIA B. LYNCH. 


The bill (H. R. 1630) to increase the pension of the widow of the late 
Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, \e- 
fore the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘*forty;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the pension now allowed Mrs. Antonia B. Lyncl, widow of 
the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy, from twenty-five to forty 
dollars per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 

The bill (S. 368) for the relief of Susan E. Alger was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amen(- 
meut, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitatio 


the pension laws, the name of Susan E. Alger, dependent mother of \ arren A 
Alger, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Voluntcers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tl: 
third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. BERKLEY. 

The bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Berkley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Berkley, tormerly 
of Company C, Seventh Regiment Illinois Cavalry, at the rate of $24 
a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL FITZPATRICK. 

The bill (S. 2803) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick w2s 
announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that a House 
bill of a similar character is upon the Calendar; and if there 
be no objection the House bill will be placed before the Senate instead 
of the Senate bill, and the Senate bill indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the House bill be considered. 

The bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Michael Fitzpatrick, late a private in Com- 
pany A, One hundred and fiftieth New York Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
g third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 2803) granting a pension to 
Michael Fitzpatrick be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PENSIONS FOR DEAFNESS AND LOSS OF SIGHT. 


The bill (S. 2818) to increase the rate of pension for deafness and loss 
of sight was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a general bill. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. The 
next case will be stated. 

MRS. ELIZABETH COLLINS. 

The bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins 
was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Collins, widow of William 
H. Collins, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment of Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. LAURENCE. 


The bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Laurence was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It-proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of George H. Laurence, late a first lieutenant and brevet major of 
Company C, Second Regiment New York Mounted Rifles Volunteers, 
United States Army, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


The bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand was 
announced as next in order. 


Mr. PLATT. I presume that it is not proposed to take that bill up 


to-night. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is one of the bills vetoed by 
the President. 


Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. HARRIS. Let it be passed over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


THEODORE DUNMIRE. 


The bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Theodore Dunmire, late of Company E, First 
Regiment United States Veteran Engineers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that Order of Business 1695 may be taken up 
at this time. Itis not absolutely a pension case, but it is so near it 
that I think the Senate will not object. It is a House bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read, for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate pending the present order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a bill which will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. 
Haldeman, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
toconsider it. It proposes to pay to Francis W. Haldeman, of Avoca, 
Iowa, $200, as compensation for services performed and money expended 
for the benefit of the United States during the late civil war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent to correct a mistake made 
in the passage of a printing resolution day before yesterday. The Sen- 
ate, intending to concur with the House in the passage of a joint resolu- 
tion, acted upon a copy, which was the original House resolution. The 
Honse passed an amended resolution, and that is what we intended to 
concurin. J move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate ordered to 
4 third reading and passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 
ten thousand copies of the Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture on 
be Se ee ipent Wool Show, held in Philadelphia in Septem- 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate and to amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to have the joint resolution passed. It is 
the one the Senate thought it was passing, and is the same thing pre- 
cisely except in line 9 of the copy by the Senate the word 
4 are” occurred before the word ‘‘thousand’’ in place of the word 

one, 

Mr. GOURRELL. What is the number for the Senate and for the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed 10,000 copies of the Report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep and Wool Show, held in 
Philadel»hia, Pa., in September, 1880; of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use 
of members of tho Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of members of the House ef 
Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; 
the work to be subject to the approval of t riture, 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
wish to have the copy which was passed recalled from the House ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has not been sent to the House. 
tained it here. 


he Commissioner of Agric 


The clerks re- 


ARETUS N. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
dar will be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus N. 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Aretus N. Butler, late a member of Com- 
pany B of the Twenty-seventh lowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUTLER. 
The next pension bill on the Calen- 


Butler was 


GEORGE W. PARKS. 


The bill (H. R. 7736) granting a pension to George W. Parks was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
rate of pension now allowed to George W. Parks, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Seventh Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, from $30 per 
month to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. H. 


The bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Buck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place the name of William H. H. Buck, late of Company G, First Ver- 
mont Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, in- 
stead of $6 per month, as provided by act of Congress approved March 
3, 1879. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUCK. 


SAMUEL BULMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8977) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sam- 
uel Bulman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel Bulman, late a private 
in Company M, First Regiment New York Volunteer Artillery, as de- 
pendent father of Dewitt C. Bulman, late a private in Company B, 
Twenty-eighth New York Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). 
port will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLArr 
July 13, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8977) to re- 
store to the pension-roll the name of Samuel! Bulman, have examined the same, 
and report: 

The facts of this case are briefly stated in the annexed report of the House 
committee, made during the present session, House Report No, 2551, which we 
adopt, and recommend the passage of the bill: 

The claimant in this case was himself a private of Company M, First Regi- 
ment New York Artillery, and, as appears from the official discharge on file, 
enlisted September 4, 1362, and was discharged Mareh 25, 1863, “for physical 
disability by reason of old age, no upper teeth, broken-down constitution, and 
improper enlistment.”’ 

The son, Dewitt C. Bulman, private Company B, Twenty-eighth New York 
Volunteers, was killed in battle at Cedar Mountain, August 9, 1862, as appears 
by the report from the Adjutant-General’s Office. 

It appears by the evidence on file in the Pension Office that the son contributed 
to the support of the claimant $50 per year for the four years prior to his enlist- 
ment, and sent home S40 while in the service. 

The claimant was placed on the pension-roll July 8, 1869, as the dependent 
father of said soldier, at the rate of $5 per month, and in November, 1878, he made 
application for an additional pension for disability incurred while in the service 
of the United States. While said claim for additional pension was pending the 
claimant was dropped from the roll as dependent father on the ground that at 
the time ef the death of hisson t claimant was not dependent on him, furthe 
reason that he himself was in the United States service as a soldier. 
dence from the Adjutant-General'’s Oflice, however, shows that the father en- 
listed about a month after the death of hisson, who for four years had been con- 
tributing to his support, and these facts show that the Department was incorrect 
in its reasons for suspending and dropping him from the rolls 

The special examiner having charge of the exami: 
for additional pension, in his report of date September 16 
claim for the additional pension, but says: 

“The pension as dependent father is undoubtedly v 
ommend its continuance.” 

The claimant is seventy years of age, has b 
poor and dependent. Hisson, who had contributed to his support for i 
killed in battle. Theclaim is eminently meritorious, asa dependent father, and 
the committee recommend the passage of the bill herewith reported as a sub- 
stitute for House bill 6531,by which the claimant is restored to the pension-roll 
as thedependent father of Dewitt C. Buiman, late private of Company B. Twenty- 
eighth New York Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without ame 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The re- 
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MRS. AURELIA C. RICHARDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson, dependent 
mother of Albert H. Fillmore, late of Company F, Eleventh New York 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 


The bill (S. 2868) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Ann Dougherty, at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA J. HALLOWAY. 


The bill (TH. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Emma J. Halloway, widow of Henry C. Hallo- 
way, late a captain and commissary of subsistence in the United States 
Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
July 20, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. RB. 578) for the 
relief of Emma J. Halloway, have examined the same, and report «s follows: 

The committee find upon examination that the papers in the case show the 
following statement of facts, as set forth in the report of the House Committee 
on Invalid Pensions: 

The claimant is the widow of Henry C. Halloway, who served during the en- 
tire war, for the first few months in the Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers, and later, by appointment of President Lincoln, as assistant commissary 
of subsistence, with the rank of captain. 

The evidence of the late Commissioner of Pensions, Col. W. W. Dudley, is to 
the effect that he had known the soldier since boyhood, and was a comrade 
with him in aforesaid Nineteenth Indiana Regiment. He further says “that 
afterward the said Halloway was serving in the same army and part of thetime 
in the same division with him; that his acquaintance was intimate and that he 
remembers well that at the battle of Gettysburg the said Halloway was seri- 
ously injured by being thrown from his horse, which was shot under him and 
fell upon him; that he was not an eye-witness to the accident, but that it was a 
matter of common report in the command in which he was then serving and 
where Halloway had many warm friends, and that this was known to him 
very soon after it happened, and that said Halloway was seriously injured in 
the chest by said accident. He says that Halloway was a stout,robust man 
when he entered the service, and that he so continued until the time of said ac- 
cident; that he then complained of said injury and that his health failed him, 
and that he continued to grow worse, until his death, as said Dudley believes, 
was the result of said accident. A number of persons testify to the physical 
soundness of said Halloway prior and up to the time of his entering the army.” 

Dr. J. K. Bigelow,a member of the board of pension-examining surgeons of 
Indianapolis, testifies that he began to treat said Halloway in 1866 for lung 
trouble, and sentieen his treatment for ten years for that disease, and also for 
chronic diarrhea, 

This officer appears,from the testimony of those who served with him, to 
have been conspicuous for his gallantry,and although serving on the staff of 

ral officers, in a capacity where he was not required to go into a general 
agement, he never lost an opportunity to act as aide-<de-camp,and could 
always be seen in the thickest of the fight. While serving in the Nineteenth 
Indiana he was engaged in every skirmish and battle in which that regiment 
took part. 

He never applied fora pension, because he said he did not need one. He has, 
however, left his widow without property,and she, having applied at the Pen- 
sion Ofice, has met with a rejection of her claim upen the ground that the origin 
of his fatal disease in the service was not sufficiently proven. 

This committee, after a careful review of the above case, feel justified in revers- 
ing the decision of the Pensioa Office, and without hesitation say that they be- 
lieve that this officer died of an injury and disease contracted in the military 
service and in the line of his duty, and that his widow should be pensioned; 
and therefore report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANN KINNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to Ann Kinney was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to dg on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ann Kinney, widow of Edward Kinney, late a 
private in Company E, Seventy-seventh Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. ~ 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
July 20, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5389) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Kinney, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Edward Kinney, who yee peniones at the rate 
of $18 permonth. The Pension Office rejected herappli on on the statements, 
which were solicited, of two persons who, it is alleged, were prejudiced, and 
whose statements are positive'y contradicted by sworn evidence. The reportof 
the House committee is adopted, and is as follows: 

“Ann Kinney is the widow of Edward Kinney, who wasa private in Company 
E, Seventy-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who was upon the pension-rolls at 
$18 per month from 1862 until the time of his death, which occurred ber 
5, 1875. Mrs. Kinney filed ber claim November 2s, 1877, alleging that hus- 
band died from theeffects of his wounds received at the battle of Shiloh. The 
Pension Ofice disputed this fact and alleged that death ensued from the result 
of a drunken spree, as Kinney was said to have been addicted to the intemper- 
ate use of liquors, and for this reason the widow's claim was rejected. 

“Only two witnesses are brought up to sustain this allegation—one of them 








JULY 26 


——ee 


the postmaster at Bellaire, Ohio, and the other the city marshal of ¢)}, 
place. These two persons were not even sworn when giving this te<;,, ane 
and as both were persons who disliked Kinney, it is not probable they ..."! 
say anything in his favor. On the other hand, a large amount of tes; 
sworn to, was adduced by Mrs. Kinney to the effect that her husband yw... 
ject to epileptic fits,and that death ensued from congestion of the braj,, .)..” 
in one of those fits. In view of these facts, and that the unsworn testj,,, 
the persons stated seems to be all upon which the rejection of the ¢j,\,, ° 
based, your committee recommend that the bill do pass.”’ — 
The bill is herewith reported to the Senate, with a recommendation tha; ; 
pass. = 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde,, 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. me 
WILLIAM HICKS. 


The bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks was considersq 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of \y))). 
iam Hicks, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunt¢¢, 
Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER ADAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams was op. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tho 
pension-roll the name of Peter Adams, late of Company D, One hyp. 
dred and sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered tp 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ERASTUS W. KENNEDY. 


The bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Erastus W. Kennedy, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Ninth Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WARREN L. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 7517 ) for the relief of Warren L. Rice was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Warren L. Rice, late a private in Company F, Sixth Mich- 
igan Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES ROBINSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7169) to grant a pension to James Robinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Robinson, late of Company F, Fortieth 
Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA SAWYER. 

The bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lucinda Sawyer, stepmother of John Sawyer, 
late a private in Company C, Third Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Sawyrn 
Jaly 20, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8333) grant- 
ing a pension to Lucinda Sawyer, have examined the same, and report: 

This is the claim of a dependent step-mother. The soldier, John Sawyer, died 
from wounds received in battle, and his dependent father received a pension 
until he died. There has been no application for pension, because a step- 
mother can only be pensioned by special act. The need and worthiness of this 
claimant is well ibed in the report of the House committee, which is 
adopted and is as follows: 

“ The petitioner is the step-mother of John Sawyer, a private of Company C, 
Third Regiment Maine Volunteers, who died from wound received in tlie first 
battle of Bull Run. The mother of soldier died while he was an infant. His 
father married the petitioner when John was about three years old, and she 
filled a mother’s place in every particular from that time till the time of lis 
death; in fact, she had the care of him almost from the time of his fathers 
death. She reared him as her own child, nursed, clothed, and worked herd for 
him, for the family seem to have been poor. ; 

* Leason Sawyer was pensioned as dependent father ofthe soldier. He died in 
1879. The claimant was equally dependent with the father upon the pension 
for support, but, as a Rapeaeien, can have no claim under the laws governing 
pensions. She is sixty-three years old, and in feeble health, with no means of 
support, having no money or property from which she derives any income 

“It is in the line of numerous precedents, and this committee think it is right 
that this woman, the only mother John Sawyer ever knew, who nursed him 
and reared him and sent him forth to die in the service of his country, is en! 
tled to the same consideration she would receive as his natural mother. a 

“ We therefore report the accompanying bill and recommend that it do pass. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE. 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1%. 

Sir: In to your request for the papers in the case of Lucinda Saw- 
yer, shapanaitaran a Sawyer, Company C, Third Maine Volunteers, | have 
the honor to state that the records and tiles of this office fail to show that 4 « — 
for pension by Mrs, Sawyer, or by any other person on account of the service 
the abo soldier, has ever been filed. 

Very respectfully, 


JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioncr. 
Hon. Jouw I. Mrrcwett, 
Chairman Senate Commitice on Pensions. 
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The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 
pass. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
y third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES F. SALYERS. 


The bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F. Salyers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James F. Salyers, late a private in Company B, 
Eighteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. SHELTON. 


The bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William P. Shelton, late of Company A, First 
Alabama Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB NIX. 


The bill (H. R. 8334) granting a pension to Jacob Nix was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jacob Nix, who served as a captain in the Brown 
County (Minnesota) militia during the attack of Indians upon New 
Ulm, Minn., August, 1862, and grant him the pension as a captain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
July 20, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8334) grant- 
ing ® pension to Jacob Nix, have examined the same, and report: 

he claimant was pensioned by special act of Congress,at the rate of $6.66. 


A recent examination reports him totally disabled. The committee adopt the 
report of the House committee, which is as follows: 

* Claimant was a captain of a com y catied out by the governor of the State 
of Minnesota during the Sioux Ind outbreak and massacre, 1862,when he 
was wo in the hand and arm, and lost its use on account of said wound. 

“The Legislature of the State of Minnesota passed the following resolution: 

‘“That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to 
obtain a act of Congress ting a captain’s pension to said Jacob Nix, 
or such relief‘as his condition demands, 

“Gpbnant aa pe 

“Ch t was granted pees by act of Congress approved July 22, 1882, 
with the rank of captain, at the rate of one-third disability. In accordance with 
said act claimani is now drawing a pension of $6.66 per month. Owing to the 
act referred to claimant is from the relief intended and can not be rated 
in accordance with his disability. The Mankato board of examining surgeons 
makes the following report: 

“* The examination reveals the following conditions: A circular cicatrix, size 
of quarter of a dollar, on inner side of left arm, a little anteriorly and about 3 
inches above internal condyle of humerus, said to be site of alleged gunshot 
wound; no exit wound, ball being removed some time after injury; arm and 
forearm atrophied, measuring 1 inch less than right; loss of left ring finger, it 
being amputated near metaca: halangal joint; cicatrix adherent to bone and 
very ; muscles of left hip, thigh, and leg much atrophied; knee joint en- 

, tender, and ._~ ; is very lame. Claimant connects this condition 
wii woun Thinking it not ns to rate this injury we omit 
it,and rate for gunshot wound of left arm three-fourths of total; for loss of left 
rin, finger one-fourth of total. We find the disabilities entitle him to a total 
rating. 

“ Your committee recommend that House bill 6096 lie on the table and theac- 
companying substitute be adopted in lieu of said bill.” 

The bill is herewith repo to the Senate, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time and passed. 


ELIZABETH S. DE KRAFFT. 


The bill (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. De 
Krafft was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth S. De Krafft, widow of 
John Charles Philip De Krafft, late a commodore and rear-admiral in 
the United States Navy, at $50 per month, in lieu of that which she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS 8. DUVALL. 


The bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas S. Duvall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Thomas 8. Duvall, late captain of Com- 
pany A, Kentucky Home Guards. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLarn 
July 20, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 887) grant- 
ing s penston to Thomas S. Duvall, have examined the same, and report : 

our committee have considered the facts in this case and adopt the report 


of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives made 
during the present session (House Report No. 2623), and recommend that the 


bill do pas. 
Thomas S, Duvall was captain of Home Guard Company attached to Eight- 
= een en under command of Col. John J. Lan- 
; that on uly, and during an engagement in the battle of Cyn- 


thiana, Ky., @ gunshot wo! in left hand, resulting in amputation. 
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He filed claim for pension June 16, 1882, which was rejected on the ground that 
no claim of a State militiaman or non-enlisted person, on account of disability 
from wounds or injury in battle with rebels or Indians while temporarily ren- 
dering service, shall be valid unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to 
July 4, 1874, 

Your committee has invariably recommended the passage of similar bills, 
— = isa very meritorious one. We therefore recommend the passage of 

1e bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALLY A. STONE, 


The bill ‘H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sally A. Stone, dependent mother of Lieut. 
Col. Henry M. Stone, deceased, late of the Third New York Volunteer 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE M. LEE. 

The bill (S. 2790) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert 
“*twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine M. Lee, a volunteer nurse 
during the late war, ard pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARTIN VY. CURRY. 

The bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martin V. Curry, late a private in Company 
G, First Regiment United States Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABEL MISHLER. 


The bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsyivania, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel Misbler, late 
a first lieutenant of Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighih Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and quartermaster of that regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONAS SCHOONOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Jonas Schoonover, late colonel of the Twenty-ninth Reg- 
iment Ohio Infantry Volunteers (who is now on the pension-roll under 
certificate of invalid pensions numbered , at the rate of $30 per 
month), to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

VETOED PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. The bills on the Calendar from Order of Business No. 
1745 to 1760 inclusive, being bills which have been vetoed by the Pres- 
ident, should be passed over. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is just what I was going to suggest, that we 
pass over vetoed cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills referred to will be passed over. 

THOMAS W. EGAN. 

The bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Thomas W. Eagan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘ month,’’ to strike out “from the 29th day of September, 
1864, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving,’’ and ins t ‘in lieu 
of any pension he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bi. read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas W. 
Egan, late colonel of the Fortieth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension of $100 per month, in lieu of any pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. The Chair 
understands it is quite a long report. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill go over then. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is report No. 1534. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire what the case is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is for the relief of Thomas 
W. Egan. 
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Mr. SAWYER. The report is here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the re- 
port proper is not very long. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. Vaw 
Wyck from the Committee on Pensions July 20, 1886. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very long report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understands that the body 
of the report is not long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless there is some grave reason why this pen- 
sion is put up to $100 I shall have to object. 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg that the Senator from Missouri will not ob- 
ject to the case. It is a very peculiar one. I served with General 
Egan. He was one of the most gallant men in the Army of the Poto- 
mac. He is utterly and totally unfit to earn a living and has been for 
a number of years. Hewas wounded, I do not know how many times, 
but a great many. He was one of the most gallant men we had, 
always in the thickest of the fight, and he always managed to get 
wounded in almost evety fight the Army was engaged in. I look upon 
it as a most meritorious case, one where you can not in view of the 
fact that he was a volunteer officer put him on the retired-list as you 
would an officer of the regular Army similarly situated, utterly unable 
toearn aliving. I think the Senator ought not to object to that. The 
Senate ought to pass the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
jection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the reading proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is withdrawn. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought all objection was withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want the report read without the exhibits. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2682) nting 
a pension to Thomas W,. Egan, have examined the same, and report as follows: 

homas W. Egan was colonel of the Fortieth Regiment New York Volunteers; 
that he is now and has been since 1864 receiving a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

Senne Egan was a brave, faithful, and distinguished officer—distinguished 
for ‘ong, faithful, and valuable service. His long ce was exceptionally 
brilliant, his many wounds were severe, his injury permanent, his pains and dis- 
abilities increasing, so that now and for many years his pension has been inad- 
equate to his just claims. 

In 1869 Dr. l’otter says: 

** Finds gunshot wound of right forearm, fracturing the ulna, from which sevy- 
eral pieces of bone have exfoliated, and injuring both the ulnaand radial nerve, 
causing loss of sensation in part of ee and impsiring motions of forearm and 
hand; also a wound of right thigh, through its middle; also wound of thorax, 
Lineh to left of spinal column. Disability total; permanent.” 

In 1873, an examining surgeon in New York city, Thomas Franklin, says: 

“ About 2} inches of right ulma has been resected; hand is cold and clammy ; 


complete anchylosis of the wrist joint.” 
In 1886, Dr. J. EB. Dexter, late medical inspector Third Army Corps, states: 


“ WasurnotTon, D.C., June 23, 1886. 


“IT knew General Egan when he first entered the military service of the 
United States, being at that time the t su nof his regiment. He was 
then a man in the enjoyment of perfect health, None more activeand enthusi- 
astic. I well knew of his gallantry on the field. His record, as it appears in the 
War Department, does him but partial justice. 

‘General Egan is at present under my treatment, and I can state that his con- 
dition is unqualifiedly deplorable, requiring the regular attendance of another 
person, or a physician, all the result of wounds received and exposure incident 


to his military life. 
“J. E. DEXTER, M. D., 
** Late Medical Inspector, Third Army Corps.” 


The following certificate of General Hancock was given January 30, 1869: 

‘Thomas W. Eagan was a colonel, brigadier-general, and brevet major-gen- 
eral in my command, and is, as I am informed, an applicant foran invalid pen- 
sion; that he was honorably discharged January 15, 1866, by reason of his serv- 
ices being no longer required, he also ee is resignation. 

“And I further certify that the said Thomas W. was wounded June 16, 
1864, near the Avery House, in front of Petersburg, Va., by being struck over 
the left kidney with a piece of shell, from the effect of which he fell from his 


horse and was carried m the field. 

“ He was also wounded November 14, 1864, on the picket line of my command 
in front of Petersburg, Va., being struck by a min’ 1, ane through 
his right forearm. That at of these times he was in the line of his duty 
commanding a brigade of my command. And that the said Thomas W. 
was in perfectly good health and not suffering from any wound or disability 
when he entered the service.” 

The following is a brief statement of the military history and indorsements 


of General Egan: 
‘General ‘thomas W. Egan entered the service in April, 1861, as quartermas- 


Does the Senator withdraw his ob- 


ter of the “‘ Constitution Guard,” afterward known as the “ Mozart ent” 
and “ Fortieth New York Volunteers.” The work of su , arm- 
ing, and equipping the mt fell upon him. On its com , June 14, 

as was See ee mustered od a ee —_ 
“He wasin charge igue parties during the entire orktown 
Their demanded 


Va., they a ten thousand men per day. 
constant personal risk and superhumanexertion. For several weeks he passed 
twenty hours per day in the trenches. 
“The gross misconduct of the colonel at Fair Oaks, Va., on 31, 1862, com- 
‘lied Eagan to place him under arrest and assume com: the regiment. 
is (Eagan’s) action was fully a by his superiors, and his subsequent 
ae in the fight was conspicuous. He was commissioned and mustered 
n as colonel June 5, 1862, commanding the regiment in the battles of Robin- 
son's Field, Savage Station, Charles City, Cross Roads, Malvern Hill, Second 
Bull Run, Chantilly, Chancellorsville, Mine Ruan, Wilderness, and 
Ny River. He commanded the bean the battles of Spottsylvania Court- 
House, North Anna River ( lor’s ), Cold Harbor, and bb 
“He was woundedat Gettysburg and had two horses killed under him. 
ing to dismount under fire, he always rode into action, and lost eight horses in 
al 
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“He was wounded again at Petersburg, June 16, 1864, and compelled to ;.. 
from the field for about two months. This wound was near th os 
caused a progressive pocslyete of the lower limbs. 

“On September3, 1564, he was promoted tobrigadier-general. Secreta, 
ton handed him his commission in person, accompanying it with pas: 
encomiums on his military services. He (Egan) was placed in comman, .;. 
second brigade, second division, Second Army Corps, then in front of p, 
burg. He pressed the siege works in his front with his accustomed yj,,,. 
address. Atthe battle of the Boydton Plank Road, October 27, 126; -. 
manded the division, consisting of four brigades, with consummate <)-;)) 
courage, saving the day and converting an impending disaster into q |...) °°" 
victory. He wasbrevetted major-general for his services on thatday, |... 
to have had the full rank, but there was no vacancy. i peal 

“This was his last battle, for on November 14, 1864, he was almoa: 
wounded in front of Petersburg. On his partial recovery in March. j«; } 
was sent to the Shenandoah Valley at General Hancock's persona! re, a 
commanded the provisional division, Army of the Shenandoah. Th, |, 
were commanded by Generals McCook, McKibbin, Banning, Fisher.» 
and others. The command was under marching orders for Genera! Lce’s ;..,: 
when the news of his surrender and the assassination of the President ap), 

“Egan was held in service until January 15, 1866, the administration ¢,....., 
ing a conflict with the Maximilian empire in Mexico, but Bazaine’s < p alia 
eee the necessity, and Egan was honorably mustered out at his ow), -. 
quest. 

“He never went through an action without winning the unstinted py 
his superiors and the admiration of his associates and subordinates. 

“ A single company of his original regiment had forty men killed in jas; 
This proportion was not greater than that of the whole regiment. 

“ His gallantry was not greater than his humanity to the enemy, and }):. 
grudging kindness to such families as the fortunes of warthrew within his |;), 
was proverbial. 

“ His testimonials were written by such men as Lincoln, Stanton, Hejnt;.). 
man, Sedgwick, Porter, McClellan, Pope, Hancock, Kearny, Birney, Si¢\\.< 
Berry, Ward, Meade, Hooker,and Grant. Copies of some of them are appeide' 


THOMAS W. EGAN. 


“His wounds have rendered his right arm useless,and partly paralyzed }js 
lower limbs. For two years he has been under the constant care of nurses , 
oe. His present pension is wholly insufficient for his support, and he 

and always will be unfit for work of any kind.” 

HeapquaRters Minirary Division ATLaxtic, 
Philadelphia, June 29, 1966, 

Sm: I take great pleasure in bearing testimony to the good conduct and 
meritorious services of General Egan whilst under my command in the Army 
of the Potomac. He was particularly distinguished for his gallantry at the bat- 
tle of Hatcher’s Run, October 27,1864, where his good conduct was so conspjc- 
uous that at my urgent solicitation he was brevetted a major-general of volun- 
teers. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


€ sping ; 


ise of 


GEO. G. MEADE, 
Maj. Gen., U. 8.4 
To his Excellency ANDREW JOHNSON, 
President United States. 


General Egan served with the Army of the Potomac during all the time I was 
with it, and I believe from the beginning of the rebellion. 
His military record is of the first order, he having risen by merit from licu- 
tenant-colonel to brigadier and brevet major-general during the war. 
U. 8S. GRANT, Liecutenant-General. 
JULY 24, 1866. 


HEADQUARTERS Tarep Division, Srconp Corps, July 8, 185! 

Cotone.: I have the honor to state,in reply to circular from headquarters 
Second Army Corps of this date, that I have no recommendation to make, ex. 
cept in the case of Col. Thomas W. Egan, Fortieth New York Volunteers, whom 
I have already recommended for his gallant conduct,throughout this campaign, 
ae at the Wilderness, Spottsylvania, Nortn Anna, and before Peters- 

urg. 

Colonel Egan was first brought to my attention at the battle of Fair Oaks 
On that occasion I sent for his regiment—Fortieth New York, of which he was 
lieutenant-colonel—to come tothe front. Thecolonel (Riley) hesitated. b. 
ae oo drunk, placed him in close arrest, took command, ani 
ported with his regiment. : aa 

At the battles of Glendale, Malvern, and Bull Run his conduct elicited the 
strongest commendations of myself (his brigadier commander) and of Major- 
General Kearny, the division commander. In thethree battles his conduct wis 
the most distinguished. At the battle of Chantilly, upon the rout of Stevens's 
division, his regiment (Fortieth New York) under hisecommand held the: 
in check until our line could be re-established, and received my highest prai~ 

During the battle of Chancellorsville, upon the misbehavior of Colone! — 
Egan was in command specially of First Brigade (First Division, Third 
Corps). again received the warmest encomiums on his energy and) \lan! 

At ysburg, when the enemy was pressing Ward's brigade, who repor 
himself in the last extremities, I sent Egan to charge with the Fortieth. Ile ed 
his regiment, and succeeded in —— three times his number in a bona Jide 
bayonet charge. My staff officer (Capt. James C. Briscoe) reported it to me asthe 
most brilliant affair of the day. . 

At Kelly’s Ford, November 9, 1863, I seleeted Egan's regiment to storm tl 
emy’s rifie-pits by wading the river. He was entirely successful. E 

At Paynes’s farm, November 27, 1863,in the engagement of the Third Corps, 

ent received my warmest thanks. ‘ 

Dy the winter of 1863, under his personal attention, his regiment was not 
surpassed in its discipline, complete een at soldierly bearing. — 

On the 5th and 6th of May, —= atthe Wilderness, his conduct was admira)le, 
and he was selected to the rear guard, which he did with great a- 


dress. 

On the 12th of May (Spottsylvania) he commanded the brigade, and during that 
day and a'! of this until he was wounded in storming the encmy 
works at Petersburg, h conduct met my warmest approval. I was always sure 





of >. warm and co-operation from him. * 
i have uently recommended him for promotion. He is one of the oldest 


colonels in volunteer service, and his term has expired. He has ever been 
an active, “healthy,” gallant soidier—always at the head of his comman(. 
Tearnestly recommend his promotion, to date from the storming ofthe enemy * 
works at Taylor's bridge, North Anna River, May 26, 1864. 
motion. 


I have no one in my command who has so well earned The gal- 


and of this officer are prov: in my division. | 
count 7 officer will bo coommied and to my 
colonel, very respectfully, your servan ¢ 
oa , D. B. eee, ; 
Toluntcers. 


Lieut. Col. F. A. WALKER, 
Assistant Adjutant-General Second Army Corps: 
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[General Hancock's indorsement. } 
HEADQUARTERS, SeconD ARMY CORPS, 
Near Petersburg, Va., July 15, 1864. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to recommend the following officers of the Second 


in the rear. The right wing marched steadily in the front and drove the en- 
emy, after a furious contest, from the woods, The Fortieth behaved nobly, and 
maintained their position. 








Army Corps for promotion to the rank of brigadier-general for distinguished [Extract from letter of General Porter.—Yorktown 
services. * * * Col. T. W. Egan, Fortieth New York Volunteers, for gallant WASHINGTON, D. C., December 16, 1862. 
and meritorious conduct while in command of a brigade, to date May 26, 1364. I take great pleasure in bearing testimony to the energy, ability, and excel- 
* en ’ . = lent judgment of Colonel Egan, Fortieth New York Volunteers, as exhibited by 
Ww INFIELD 8. HANCOCK, him while under my direction during the siege of Yorktown. He always fore- 
Major-General, Commanding. saw what was required and did it without prompting. By his exertionn the 
eK preparations for the opening of the siege batteries were hastened and prepared, 
[General Meade’s indorsement. } F. J. PORTER, Major-Ge 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE Poromac, July 20, 1864. _— . 
Respectfully forwarded approved. i‘ Seven Days’ Battle General I 
GEO. G. MEADE, ° On the Ist of July, at Malvern Hill, my brigade was again ordered 
Major-General, Commanding. to the front to meet the advancing enemy. This was done in good order, with 
— full ranks and determined spirits. We held the front line during a furious can- 
[General Grant's indorsement to General Birney’s letter. ] nonade and intrenched our whole front under fire. We held the position until 
> vite 2 a.m. July 2 (having been exposed to nine hours’ cannonade unsheltered), and 
HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES, then marched to Harrison’s Landing 


City Point, Va., July 22, 1863. 
Respectfully forwarded approved, with the remark that the officer herein rec- 


nll : ; 7 Second Bull Run.—Kearny 
ommended is worthy, meritorious, and deserving of promotion, or to fill any va- ©. SLA Rhine Weake Cehaatenrs: tides thin Genes Olen Mn 
a — suffered the most 
U. S. GRANT, Liewlenant-General, £c. = - , P KEARNY. Major-General 


[President Lincoln's indorsement. } 


This is a very meritorious case for appointment, which should be made at the 
earliest opportunity. 


AvuGustT 20, 1863. 


[Chantilly.—Birney 
* * *® Jimmediately ordered forward the Fortieth New York Regiment, 
and it gallantly advanced, and was soon in active conflict. This regiment held 


the enemy, and sustained unflinchingly the most murderous fire from a supe- 
rior force. 












A. LINCOLN. 


D. B. BIRNEY 
Brigadier-General, Commanding Division, 


Extracts from reports of battles and operations in which General Hancock gave Gen- 
eral Egan honorable mention. 


[Second epoch— Wilderness. |! 
A aera line, under command of Colonel (now Brevet Major-General) 


Thomas W. Egan, Fortieth New York Volunteers, remained out in front of 
our line of battle, along the Brock road,to cover the departure of my troops 


from that position. 
(Third epoch—North Anna.] 


Egan's brigade, led gallantly by its commander, charged over an open field, 
several hundred yards in breadth, which ascended sharply towards the enemy's 
position, carrying the intrenchments, and driving the enemy pell-mell across 
the stream, with considerable loss to them. I have seldom witnessed such gal- 
lantry and spirit as the br eof Egan displayed in the assault upon the ene- 
my’s works which cov the wooden bridge over the North Anna. 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGAD! 

First Drviston, THirp Corrs 

Camp near Fulmouth, Va., November 24 

Sir: The friends of Colonel Egan, of the Fortieth New York Volunteers, 

have applied to me for a letter recommending that officer 4s a proper person for 

promotion. I have known Colonel Egan for a year or more.+ He was always 

regarded asa most devoted officer. He acted with great gallantry at Williams- 

burg and Fair Oaks, after which he was made a full colonel. He led his regi- 

ment at Fair Oaks, where it did most gallant service. At the 

Glendale,and Malvern Hill his conduct was no less conspicuous. Under Gen- 

eral Pope he did good service, particularly at Chantilly. General Kearny re- 

garded Colonel Egan as one of his best fighting colonels, and as one of his 

most reliable officers. Ido not know of a more gallant officer than Colonel 

Egan, and no one that I would more like to have in my command, were it ad- 
missible, 

tespectfully, your obedient servant, 


So? 


“ Orchards,” 


[Fifth epoch—Petersburg.} 

During this first advance on the morning of the 16th, Egan’s brigade of Bir- 
ney’s division made a spirited attack upon the — who held a small re- 
doubt on 8 left, which was carried by Egan in his usual intrepid manner. 
* * * The following officer is entitled to my thanks for his distinguished and 
valuable services: Colonel Egan, commanding First Brigade, Third Division, 
Second Corps. 


H. G. BERRY, 
Brigadier-General Volunteers 
ABRAHAM LINCOLY, 

President of the United Slates. 


[Boydton Road.—Hatcher’s Run, October 27, 1364.] 
* * * The march was somewhat delayed by obstructions in the road, but 
the head of Egan’s column reached Hatcher’s Run very soon after daylight, 
and Egan at once made his arrangements to force the crossing. The enemy 


were = in a rifle-pit on the opposite bank. The approaches were difficult, 
trees having been filled in the stream, which was waist deep, above and below 
the ford. 


Smythe’s brigade was deployed in the first line, and went forward in gallant 
style, carrying the works witha loss of about fifty, including Lientenant-Colonel 
- Fourth Ohio, killed. Egan then moved by the nearest road to Dabney’s 


Here the enemy, under A. P. Hill, charged heavily, forcing their way between 
Egan’s division and Mott's, and capturing a section of Metealf’s battery. Egan 
formed his men into an irregular square, covering one front with a heavy 
skirmish line. He was now catisaty teulated, but causing the brigade forming 
the front nearest Mott to face by the rear rank, and execute a “ left whee!,’’ he 


[General Heintzelman’s indorsement and others. } 
HEADQUARTERS DEFENSES OF WASHINGTON, December 13, 1362. 
The Fortieth New York is one of the most distinguished regiments I have had 
under my command. Colonel Egan was with it in all the battles, and has al- 
ways conducted himself with great gallantry and good judgment,and I cheer- 
fully recommend him to the favorable consideration of the President. 
S. P. HEINTZELMAN, Major-General. 
Colonel Egan was under my command as colonel of Fortieth New York Vol- 
unteers for six months. I always regarded him as a faithfel, gallant oflicer, al- 
ways doing his duty with zeal and ability. 
JOHN SEDGWICK, 
Major-General Volunteers. 


WaAsHINGetTon, D. C., December 24, 1862. 


I most cordially and heartily indorse the within recommendation. The For- 

closed the gap and cut off a | body of the enemy. tieth New York belonged to the division of the late lamented Kearny, and 
At the first sound of this at I sent Major (now Brigadier General) Mitchell, | rendered the most distinguished and gallant service under my command in the 
my senior aid, to General Egan, with orders to desist his own assault and | battles at Bull Run and Chantilly. Colonel Egan was regarded by General 


to face his command te the rear and attack the enemy with his whole com- 

mand. When Major Mitchell reached General Egan, he found that the general, 

=— the instinct of a true soldier, was already in motion to attack the force in 
rear. 

General Egan had perhaps an unusual opportunity for distinguishing himself 
and he avai himself of it to the utmost, materially to our suceess. He has 
been recommended for the appointment of brevet major-general of volunteers 
for his distinguished service and marked gallantry on this oceasion. * * * 

W. 8S. HANCOCK, 
Major-General, Commanding Second Corps. 


[Hateher’s Run.—Meade.]} 


have no hesitation in attributing our success and freedom from dis- 
aster to the Prienaie exertions of Major-General Hancock and the conspicuous 


GEO. G. MEADE, Major-General, U.S.A. 


Kearny as one of his most distinguished and capable officers, and he deserves 
and should receive promotion. 

I most earnestly present his claims to the Government. It will be well for 
the interests of the Government, as well as a proper tribute of gratitude from 
the Government, that Colonel Egan should be appointed brigadier-general. 

JOHN POPE, Major-General. 

I cheerfully concur in all that is said of Colonel Egan by this commanding gen- 
eral, and desire that he be promoted. 

JOSEPH HOOKER, 
Major-General Commanding. 





[Chancellorsvilie—Birney.]} 
Cotonst: * * * Amongthecolonels under my immediate eye in the move- 
ment, Col. Thomas W. Egan was distinguished for his energy, dash, and enthu- 
siasm. I would call the attention of the major-general commanding the corps 


ous to this officer, and would recommend his promotion. * * 
lam, your obedient servant, 
[Pair Oaks.—General Ward.]} 7 D. B. BIRNEY, 
* * * Tcan not find words to express my admiration of the conduct of both Brigadier-General Commanding Division. 
officers and men in the d of their several duties. I would leave to Lieut. Col. O. H. Harr, 
mention as having y distinguished himself Col. Thomas W. Egan, Assistant Adjutani-General, Third Corps. 
Fortieth New York Volunteers. Colonel Egan was “superb.” * * * 





J. H. pr a aeetieieciods [(Chancellorsville—Sickles. } 

; I commend to the particular notice of the general-in-chief the high praise be- 
stowed by General Birney upon Col. Thomes W. Egan (Fortieth New York) 
for the energy and dash which he threw into this attack. Al! our guns and 
caissons and a portion of Whipple’s mule train were recovered, besides two 
pieces of the enemy’s artillery and three caissons captured. 

D. E. SICK LES, Major-General Volunteers. 


(Gettysburg—Ward.] 
*® * *@ The valuable services rendered by Col. T. W. Egan and his noble 


[Robinson's Field, June 2, 1862.—General Birney.]} 


T take in ing of the high state of diseipline manifested by the 
Portieth New Tout olunteers, Col Egan. * © * 


" D. B. BIRNEY, Brigadier-General. 


[Williamsburg.—General Birney.] 
* * © The left wing of the Fortieth New York was sent to take the enemy 
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regiment (Fortieth New York) atan opportune moment can not be overesti- 
mated. Their steadiness and valor were not unknown to me, I having com- 
manded them on other occasions, They came to me at the right time, and well 


did they perform their duty. 
J. H. HOBART WARD, Brigadier-General. 


(Gettysburg.—Birney.]} 

* * * The Fortieth New York, Col. Thomas W. Egan, was sent by me to 
strengthen Ward’s line, and, led by its gallant colonel, charged the enemy and 
drove him back from his advanced point, * * * 

D. B. BIRNEY, 
Major-General, Commanding First Division, Third Corps. 





[Second Bull Run.—Robinson. ] 


* * * General Birney turned over to me his Fortieth New York Regiment. 
These troops were deployed to the right and left of the railroad, and pushed for- 
ward. Our men now gained steadily on the enemy, and drove him before them 
until he brought up fresh masses of troops. Then, with ammunition nearly ex- 
pended, we withdrew to our second position. Our loss was severe, embracing 
some of our best officers. 

My thanks are due to Col. Thomas W. Egan, Fortieth New York Volunteers, 
for valuable services. 

JOHN C. ROBINSON, 
Brigadier-General Volunteers. 


[Orange Grove and Kelly's Ford, November, 1863.—Birney.] 


General Carr now reporting his center hard pressed, I moved forward 
the Third Brigade (Egan), and relieved his centerline. They weredriven back, 
and the ridge firmly held by Egan. Before daylight on the 30th November, I 


received orders from General French to be prepared to assault the enemy in my 
front, crossing Mine Run. 
+. >. 


- * * * 
The Third Brigade (Egan) was most hotly engaged, and acquitted itself most 
gallantly, Colonel Egan exhibited much skill in handling the troops. 
D. B. BIRNEY, 
Major-General Volunteers. 


{Mahone’s report.—Extract. ] 


The most prominent action in which Mahone was to emulate the thunderbolt 
was at Hatcher's Kun, on the 27th of October, 1864, when Grant operated to turn 
Lee's extreme right in order to pewneten of the South Side Railroad. The 
main movement was intrus to the Second Corps, Hancock’s ; subsequently 
the Second was supported by the Fifth, Warren's. The latter was ordered u 
to form a connection between Hancock's right and the left of the Ninth (Parke’s), 
who was to engage the attention of the rebel troops in the front while Hancock 
was making the turning maneuver. 

Hatcher's Run is a marshy stream, flowing from east to west through thick 
forests and dense underbush. Its headwaters are near Zion and Corinth 
churches, on the South Side Railroad, about 15 miles east-southeast of Peters- 
burg, and it struck the extreme left of the Union lines near Armstrong's, on the 
Duncan road (Grant's map), about 7 miles of the “ Cockade City.”’ 

It would be difficult to conceive a more ugly country tocperatein. Ourma 
were defective; brigades and regiments went astray ; officers sent to dis- 
entangle the “ Toho Bohn ”’ became lost themselves in the maze; a driving rain 
and fog made bad worse; night came on, and thus, inan unknown region, 
“darkness which could be felt’’ converted the termination of this military 
movement into a literal groping in the dark. This was one of our disasters, 
and had Mahone been adequately supported it is impossible to estimate what 
might have been the extent of our losses. On our side it was redeemed by Gen- 
eral Egan, commanding Gibbon’s division of the Second Corps. Mahone pays 
the highest compliments to the ability and intrepidity displayed. Praise 
such a man is indeed pone. and Egan deserved it. 

While Heth was to head us off at the bridge, at the Burgess Mill Dam, and at- 
tack vigorously, and Hampton was to harass us, Mahone, as usual, made a turn- 
ing march through the woods, and, after a detour, formed his line in their edge, 
charged across an open field, and struck Egan onthe right flank. Egan’s divis- 
sion, which was on a clearing south of the run, with his guns on an eleva- 
tion toe the left of the Boydton road, made aconversion, wheeied around his guns, 
and gave Mahone such a stunning reception as finally, after a hard fight, Seve 
him back to the shelter of the forest. 

Mahone says the scene was beautiful in the dimness of the mist, and the thick- 
ening darkness through which the blaze of the musketry shone like lightning 
against a black cloud. While he was performing according to his wont, he a 

ears to confine his praise to that officer, Hampton, who did yd os well. 
here seems to have been as little co-operation in our own Army, and the glory 
of this involved Se belongs to Egan and Mahone. Our losses were 
great, the result a failure,and this,as on so many other occasions, was due to 
that little man whose name is hardly known in the North, and yet was one of 
our most dangerous and indomitable adversaries. He realized the idea of the 
“hornet” of the Scripture in the spitefulness and persistency of his attacks, 
He was a perfect military yellow-jacket wasp. 

Historical Magazine, January to June, 1870. 

Vol. VU, 2d Series, 17, Rebellion Record. 

Crry Port, October 23, 1864. 
To E. M. Srawnron, Secretary of War: 

The attack on General Hancock, now that a report has been received, proves 
to be a decided success, He repulsed the enemy and remained in his tion, 
holding possession of the field until midnight, when he commenced withdraw- 
ing. Orders had been given for the withdrawal of the Second Corps before the 
attack was made. We lost no prisoners except the usual stragglers, who are al- 
ways picked up. Our captures for the day on the South Side, 910. 

The rebel General Dering is reported killed. 

General Meade in his report says: “I am induced to believe the success of 
the operation, which was most decided, was mainly due to the personal exer- 
tions of Major-General Hancock, and the conspicuous gallantry of Brig. Gen. 


Thomas W. Egan.” 
U. 8. GRANT, Lieulenant-General. 


My Dear GENERAL: I regret my condition is such at this time as to be totally 
unfit for the task 1 have undertaken. My mind will notobey my wish, and it is 
very difficult for me to connect two words; still I feel very anxious to say some- 
thing in your favor where so much is due, I, who was an eye-witness of your 
conduct on that memorable day, surely ought to beable to say something, but in 
truth Iam not the man to do it justice even at my best. One thing I have k 
in view, namely,a strict regard for truth. I have not gone beyond the mark. 
Much more might be said without infringing on the truth, but if I were to write 
ae lthink and feel it would sound like a romance. 

Yours, in 
J. G. SMITH. 
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Stray shots from Gettysburg. 

The closing conflict of the Fortieth New York Volunteer Regimen: a, j 
Fourth New York Independent Battery at “ Devil’s Den.” * * « eo 

We had been swept from the crest of “ Devil's Den,” leaving three «5 
guns behind, and had opened with the remaining three from a position 4)... 
75 yards nearer Little Round Top. Our fire was directed at the enemy thera 
stationed at or near Plum Run Gorge. We were trying to keep up the charac.» 
of a fight, hoping for help, and fearing the enemy were about to charge is 
which eventour weakness would be discovered, and then our bold front w.,),) ; 
availus nothing. All that men could do the artillerists of the battery were q. 
ing. If the enemy would stand off and fight us the battle would last as |, 
as there was a man left to load a gun, but when it came to a charge we must (,)| 
back or yield. During this critical moment the fate of the Round Top hung j, 
the balance; five minutes more and the battery must retire or fal! int. ;). 
enemy's hands. The Round Tops were still defenseless. General Warner 
had gone in search of troops for the purpose of defending this importan, ;, 
tion, had not yet returned. Time was precious. The nation was great}, 
need of men at this particular moment, and at this point of the Federa| |; 

Brave men had fought over this ground but a few minutes before, and jeg 
many of their comrades to tell the tale of the unequal contest. Still the harvest 
was incomplete, more human grain must be garnered before the demon of go. 
struction could be ap . It wascoming. The Fortieth New York Vojyy- 
teer Regiment, led by the indomitable Col. Tom W. Egan, has heard the roar 
of cannon, and, without waiting for orders, following the true instinets of 
brave and gallant soldier, noble Tom Egan moved at a double quick with jj. 
band of heroes and was soon charging through the battery. A new lease of |i; 
was given us; in fact, this timely assistance enabled the battery to renew 1), 
contest, and with the aid of the Fortieth New York impose a longer delay of 
half an hour upon Hood’s troops, thereby giving the approaching troops under 
Vincent O’ Rourke and others just sufficient time to scale the summit of Little 
Round Top, together with Hazlett’s Battery, and after a short, sharp strugyic 
repulse the foe. 

The importance of Colonel Egan’s intelligent and soldierly manner of moy- 
ing his command to a point of our line where he could do the most good can not 
be estimated. His practiced ear, ever on the alert for the sound of the enemy's 
guns, when confronted by the foe, led him to discern where he was most needed, 
As soon as he arrived he quickly divined the enemy’s intentions and made suc}; 
disposition of his troops as to best delay, if not entirely thwart his purpose. [/, 
as has been said, the enemy lost Little Round Top by less than five minutes, 
what can be said of Col. Tom Egan’s timely arrival, and the importance of his 
fightat Devil's Den? May it not truly be said of him, ‘* He deserves well of his 
country?” If the American people had seen this fearless soldier in the battle at 
“ Devil’s Den,” July 2, 1863, his name would be a household word at every fire- 
side “ in the land of the free and the home of the brave.” 


our 








in 





J. G. SMITH, 
Late Captain Fourth New York Independent Battery, Third Corps 

Reference is also called tc the following wpe: 

Report of Gettysburg, pase 498, General Ward’s report. 

Page 514,de Trobriand says that Colonel Egan, Fortieth New York Volun- 
teers, has had his horse killed under him. 

Pages 517, 518, official report Fortieth New York Volunteers, Colone! Egan 
commanding. 

General A. A. Humphreys’ “ Virginia Campaign, 1864 and 1865.” 

—— 169, North Anna. “Egan’s and Pierce's bri es had to advance sevy- 
eral hundred yards over open ground, ascending to river bank,” &c. 

Page 216, assault on Petersburg, June 16, 1864. 

Page 2%, Boydton Plank (pages 298, 299, 301, 302), quotes from Hancock’s 


report. 
These services are also referred to by William Swinton in his Campaigns of 
the Army of the Potomac, published by Charles B, Richardson, New Y ork, 1866, 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1886. 
Statement ofthe mili service of Thomas W. Egan, late of the United States 
volunteer army , compiled from the records of this office: 

He entered the service as lieutenant-colonel, Fortieth New York Infantry, 
July 1, 1861, and was promoted colonel June 5, 1862. 

He served with his regiment in the Army of the Potomac to June, 1862, and 
commanded the regiment in November 26, 1862; was on leave to January, | 863; 
commanded the regiment to November 22, 1863; the Third Brigade, First Divis- 
ion, Third Corps, to December 30, 1863; the regiment to February 22, 1864 ; the 
Third Brigade, First Division, Third Corps, to March 18, 1864; the regiment to 
April 1, 1864; the Firrt Brigade, Third Division, Second Co to April 8, 1864; 
the regiment to May 12, 1864, and the First Brigade, Third Division, Second 
Corps, to June 16, 1864, when wounded in battle before Petersburg, Va.; was 
absent on account of wounds te September, 5, 1864, upon which date he was hon- 
orably mustered out on expiration of term of service. 

He was appointed ier-general United States Volunteers, September 3, 
1864 


He received the brevet of major-general United States Volunteers, October 
27, 1864, for gallant and distinguished services at the battle of Boydton Plank 
Road, Virginia. 

He commanded the First Brigade, Second Division, Second Corps, Army of 
the Potomac, from September 27 to October 9, 1864; the Second Division to No- 
vember 1, 1864, and the First Brigade, Second Division, Second Corps, to No- 
vember 14, 1864, when wounded in action before Petersburg, Va.; was absent 


u 


on account of wounds to March 18, 1865; commanded the Third Provisional 
Division, Army of the Shenandoah, to July 18, 1865, and the Division of Har- 
per’s Ferry to A , 1865; was awaiting orders to January 15, 1866, upon 
which date he was honorably mustered out of service. 


‘0. D. GREENE, 
i Adjutant-General. 
The present bill provides for arrears of proposed increase of pension. As this 
is in violation of the well-known policy of Congress, the committee can not 
recommend that much, but, with an amendment striking out the proposition 
for increase, they recommend that the bill do pass, addin as a further ameni- 
ment the words “in lieu of any pension he is now receiving.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MOSES B. WALKER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The next case on the Calendar is reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It is to pay a small sum due to 
an officer, a perfectly clear case, already by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and reported by the Military Committee. I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed to its consideration; it is House bill No. 1802. | 
ask it now because I can not always attend to these matters. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope it will be passed without reading the report. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


1886. 





roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of Moses B. 





Walker. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to enter 
in the of the Treasury Department the settlement of $550 
which is in the accounts of Moses B. Walker, late colonel of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN HAWES. 


The bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Susan Hawes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Susan Hawes on the pension-roll, she being the mother of Jeremiah 
H. Hawes, late a private in Howe’s battery, Company G, Fourth Ar- 
tillery, United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third tire, and passed. 

ROBERT B. KIRKPATRICKE. 


The bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Robert B. Kirkpatrick, late a private in Company E, Eighty- 
ninth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS WALSH. 


The bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-Toll the nameof Thomas Walsh, late of Company F’, Seventy-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM POINTS. 


The bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Abraham Points, late a private in Company C, “orty-second Regi- 
ment Missouri Infantry, and now a resident of Allerton, Iowa, on the 
pension-roll. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. JOHN F. MORRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John 
F. Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of John F. Morris, late captain of Company B, 
Eighty-third iment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $72 per month. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
July 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9052) grant- 
ing a pension to John F. Morris, have carefully examined the same, and report, 


recommending the passage of the bill. The subjoined House report correctly 
states the facts in the case. 


ihe Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of the 30th of September, | 
Capt. John F. Morris enlisted August 25, 1861, in Cape B of the Ejighty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was discharged September 15, 


1861, for money received by him while in the service of the United | 
1862. In the battle of Gaines’s Mills, June 77, 1862, he received three wounds, 


States. 
one in the hip, one in the side, and a shell wound in the lower portion of his 


spine. 
Soldier was ted a pension of $20 per month from September 15, 1862, upon 
a of the examining surgeon, John T. Ray, dated April 29, 1863, which 
as follows: 


“Captain Morris was wounded in the back bya musket ball, which has never 
been extracted; also in the side and lower portion of the spine by a fragment 
of shell. This wound has produced paralysis of left leg, rendering him unable 
to walk without the assistance of crutches, and then only for a short distance, 
accompanied by pain and a shrunken condition of the muscles of the thigh and 


” 
"Fits ion was increased, as his disability became greater, as follows: May 
12,1 to $24 per month; by act of March 3, 1883, to $30 per month; and to $50 
Per month March 6, 1835, upon the report of the examining surgeon, dated June 


28 


z 
: 


4; 1882, which states: 

‘I findshell wound over the lower part of sacrum, also over the right nates; 
sear of minie-ball in front of trochanter major on right side, also on about oppo- 
site the lower dorsal vertebra and to the right of spine 1 inch; shell wound over 
sacrum very tender — ee ‘ul; it also extends to foot of left side, especially 
along the course of nerve; left limb is atrophied, is 2 inches less in cir- 
cum than right around thigh, and 1} inches less above knee; the tem- 
perature is 2 less than right. First and second toes were amputated at 
the articulation last August on accountof gangrene. Foot 
is edematous; health very poor, and he is now obliged to take 4 grains 
of morphine 7 to keep down the pain, and he requires an attendant most 
of the time, came very near dying this spring; is alittle better now. Since 
last sickness he has a feeling of suffocation at times, or dyspnea; the increased 
disability has not been caused by any vicious or imprudent habits. Disability 
is much greater than if whole limb had been amputated and was without pain. 
I find his disability to entitle him to total first-grade degree of disability.” 

Ata special examination held March 8, 1883, at Meadville, Pa., the board of ex- 
ee iemmnene reported: 

“We wounds by shell and ball, the ball passing through or rather be- 
tween the eleventh and twelfth ribs. This ball has never beenextracted. Asit 
passed very near the spine, it evidently has affected spinal and sciatic nerves 

left side. We find atrophy of left hip, thigh, and leg, with paralysis of same. 
degree of vitality has been so iow that great and second toes have had to 
putated by reason of ne, Captain Morris is and has long been 

hown to each member of board. i 

We can certify to his intense suffering day and night for years past, his pains 


i 
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only relieved by large subcutaneous injections of morphia, with all supple- 
mental means that could be devised by his physicians. Captain Morris is en- 
tirely unable without constant attendance to care for himself, and requires at 
all times watchful care, from paralysis of the lower portion of the bowels. They 
are never moved except by use of injections. We would therefore recommend 
in this case an increase to $50 a month.” 

Your committee here append the petition of soldier asking the increase by 
Congress, together with the affidavits of his attending physicians; also a peti- 
tion from his comrades, 


To the honorable Members of the House of Representatives? 


Your petitioner, Capt. John F. Morris, of Company B, Eighty-third Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, would state that he enlisted in the service of the United States 
August 25, A.D.1881. He served withthe Army of the Potomac during all its 
campaigns upto the battle of Gaines’s Mills, June 27, 1862. In that conflict he 
received three wounds—one in the hip, onein the side, anda shell wound in the 
lower portion of his spine; the latter caused paralysis of the lower limbs, while 
the ball from the gunshot still remained lodged under the spine, producing pains 
to such an extent that it impaired his eyesight to such a degree that it is impos- 
sible for him to read or write or perform any duties whatever. He has been 
bedridden for months, aza now gropes his way along on crutches. 

His sufferings are intense, relieved only by hypodermics of morphine injected 
in his limbs, and with no hope for any relief, as he is growing worse, and at 
times even morphiadoes not relieve him. Heis in need,as be can not support 
his family, has exhausted means in medical attendance that he had accumulated 
in his younger days. He made application for an increase some years ago; it 
was made from $20 to$24; then from that to $30, and, as his disabilities increased, 
to $0a month. This does not cover the medical attendance and incidentals con- 
sequent upon his constant illness and suffering. 

JOHN F. MORRIS. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
County of Crawford, ss: 


Personally came before me, clerk of the court in and for the county aforesaid, 
John F. Morris, late captain of Company B, Eighty-third Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, who, being duly sworn, says that the above and foregoing statement is 
just and true to the best of his knowledge and belief. And I hereby certify that 
I have no interest direct or indirect in the prosecution of this claim. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 20th May, A. D., 1886. 

[SEAL.] A. B. EDSON, 

Proth’y and Clerk of Court of Common Pleas. 


MEADVILLE, PA., May 20, 1886. 

I have known intimately John F. Morris, formerly captain Company B, Eighty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for nearly thirty years, and have 
been his physician for nearly twenty years. Have attended him profesionally 
for gunshot wound received in the service of United States. The injury wasto 
his spine and left leg. Left sciatic nerves diseased, consequently circulation 
very feeble; so much so that two toes had to be removed for gangrene. The 
pain resulting from this condition has been the most intense I have ever known. 
After these long years of suffering his general health has given way,and now 
he is a physical wreck, unable to care for himself in many ways, and in my opin- 
ion requires and should have a constant attendant. 

I have been in active practice of medicine and surgery for twenty-four years. 
Have no personal interest in claim for his pension, 

T. B. LASHELE, HM. D. 

Sworn to before me this 20th day of May, 1886. 

[SEAL.]} JAMES GRAHAM, C’k., 


A fiidarit of physician or surgeon. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
County of Philadelphia, ss: 

In the pension claim of Capt. John F. Morris, late of Eighty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, personally came before me,a deputy prothonotary, 
clerk, in and for the aforesaid county and State, Alf. W. Green, a citizen of Mead- 
ville, in the county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, whom I believe to 
be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in rela- 
tion to the aforesaid case as follows: 

That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
soldier for about thirteen years, and that for that length of time have known the 
aforesaid Capt. John F. Morris intimately; although noc his regular physician, 
have seen him frequently professionally; he has been to my certain knowledge 
one of the greatest sufferers I have ever met with, the result of wounds reGeived 
at Gaines’s Mills. He is unable todress himself,and can only limparound with 
the aid of a crutch and cane; he is totally unable to perform manual or other 
labor. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for forty years, 
and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of this 
claim. 

ALF. W. GREEN, Late Surgeon P. R. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of May, A. D. 1886, and I 
hereby certify that the affiant is a practicing physician in good professional 
standing; thatthe contents of the above declaration, &c., were fully made known 
unto him before swearing, including the words erased and the words added; 
and that I have no interest, direct, or indirect, in the prosecution of this claim, 

F. H. SMITH, Deputy Prothonotary. 





We, the undersigned, members of the Grand Army of the Republic, would re- 
spectfully petition the honorable members of the House of Representatives to 
a special act for the increase of pension for Capt. John F. Morris, of Company 
B, Eighty-third Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

We feel that it would be no more than justice to a suffering comrade to grant 
him the pension he is now applying for. 

We subscribe ourselves, respecctfully : 

Chas. C. Johnson, Thos. A. Stebbins, Chas. W. Lane, 8. F. Nelson, C. Van 
Horne, F. N. Clark, B. F. Smith, J. H. Dickson, R. B. Burns, Sam’! B. Dick, 
J.D. Gill, E. H. Bernhoft,O. H. Hollister, I. E. Myers, H. H. Davis, S.C. 
Beach, T. L. Flood, J. W. Cainer, Almond Delamater, H. P. Marley, F. E, 
Underwood, W m. Roberts, E.G. Taylor, Lloyd E. Riddle, Benjamin Em- 
erson, John Porter, Frank Shippen, W. P. Porter, A. B. Edson, J.G. Lin- 
deman, John J. Henderson, 8. C. McDowell, Sturges T. Dicks, Geo. F. 
Davenport, H. J. Humes, Geo, A. West, H. E. Wilson, R, Michael, John 
F. Bruner, M. R. Jenks, F. H. Davis, Robt. Andrews, John Hull. 


The evidence as to the condition of this claimant for increase of pension as 
detailed above has been further supplemented by inquiries made of gentiemen 
of character whom your committee have consulted concerning this case 

They are therefore fully satisfied that the soldier is suffering as is claimed; 
that he is practically totally disabled; that he requires the almost constant min- 
istration of others; and that cost of medicines and medical treatmentare a heavy 
tax upon the pension which he now receives. 

They therefore report this bill favorably, with anamendment striking out the 
words “one hundred” in line 6,and inserting the words *‘ se venty-two,” and 
as thus amended recommend that it do pass. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANNA ETHERIDGE HOOKS. 

Che bill (2774) to provide a pension for Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 5, after 
the words ‘‘ rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty and insert ‘* twenty-five; ”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Anna Eth- 
eridge Hooks, at the rate of $25 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Sawyer 
July 22, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2774) to pro- 
vide a pension for Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks, have considered the same, and 
report: 

Anna Etheridge, now Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks, shows in her petition that 
she entered the military service of the United States in May, 1861,among the 
first to respond to her country’s call in its hour of need, with the Second Michi- 
gan Volunteer Infantry, determined to serve her flag as long and as faithfully 
as her comrade brothers in every duty whicha woman coulddo. She remained 
during the entire war with the Second, Third, and Fifth Regiments Michigan 
troops attached to the Army of the Potomac, returning home with the Fifth 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry (which was the Third and Fifth consolidated), in 
July, 1865. 

She was in twenty-eight battles, as will appear from a list presented to her 
when camped near Jeffersonville, Ind,, July 5, 1865, in which she shared with 
her commands the dangers of the field, having two horses shot under her, and 
the hardships ofthe —— hospital, under fire, dressing the wounds of the fallen, 
caring for the dying, and preparing and supplying from the stores in her care 
the nourishment and stimulants which alone could save the lives of many of 
our brave men. 

During her four years’ service she was in every battle in which the Army of 
the Potomac was engaged, except South Mountain and Antietam, when her di- 
vision was temporarily detached and left in front of Washington. 

She was also one of the few among the meritorious an: distinguished non- 
commissioned officers and privates who received the “‘ Kearny Cross,” the di- 
vision decoration. 

She received no compensation whatever during the war for any services, and, 
more than that, expended a considerable amount out of her own funds for ex- 
penses in living, clothing, transportation, &c.,for which she has never been rec- 
ompensed in any way. 

She isnow poorand needy, has never recovered from the results of her long 
and arduous service, and now asks this recognition of her services, sacrifices, 
and disabilities incurred during the war. 

Your committee report back the bill with a recommendation that the word 
“fifty,” in line 5, be changed to “twenty-five,” and with this amendment that 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must have some explanation of that bill. Here 
is a soldier who served four years as a non-commissioned officer. Why 
has not the Pension Office granted the pension? The report does not 
state what capacity she served in or anything aboutit. I should like 
to know on what evidence the report is based. The only thing it refers 
to there is her petition. I should like to know whether there is any 
other evidence than her petition. 

Mr. PALMER. Thisisone of those few cases that were well known 
all through the Army of the Potomac. This woman has had one of the 
most remarkable and dramatic records of any woman that was ever in 
the Army of the Potomac. At Chancellorsville when the Michigan 
Eighth, I think it was, were repulsed, she rallied them and led them 
again to the attack. She was a woman who went on the battlefield in 
the face of fire. At it appearsin the report, two horses were shot under 
her. The evidence that was put before the committee was too long to 
print; but, if it had gone into the report, it would have been enough 
to convince any one that she was entitled to fifty dollars a month in- 
stead of twenty-five. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wassheenlisted? Washer name on any muster- 
roll? 

Mr. PALMER. Not that I know of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The reportsays she was a non-commissioned offi- 
cer. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think not. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator misapprehended the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether I do or not. 

The report says: 

She was also one of the few among the meritorious and distinguished non- 
commissioned officers and privates who received the “‘Kearny Cross,”’ the 
division decoration. 

I apprehend she was a soldier if she received that. 

Mr. PALMER. I imagine that was put in because although she was 
neither a private nor a commissioned officer, she was regarded as one 
of the regiment, and she was so endeared to the soldiers that she was 
called “‘our Anna.’’ 

I hope no levity will be indulged in, for this really is a very dramatic 
case, and if I could take up the time of the Senate I think I could con- 
vince them that she is entitled to $75 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must have more of an explanation. I am ex- 
amining the papers; I ask that the case be passed over. I want to see 
if there is any evidence here besides her own petition, because this re- 
port is evidently inaccurate, as it is admitted here on the floor of the 
Senate. Itis stated in the report that she was a non-commissioned 
officer or a private. 
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Mr. PALMER. I think it does not follow as a matter of course fp), 
the phraseology of the report that she was either a private or 4 p,,. 
commissioned officer, but she was among them. What they cai) , 
vivandiére in the French army might be considered among the pri " os 
and non-commissioned officers, but still she would not be eithe; ,, 
them, but she was among them. Pa 

Mr. SAWYER. That is the idea. The language may } 
tunate. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator from Missouri misapprehends 
the statement. I hope he will make no objection. I know t] ; 
kind heart, if he knew the whole case, would permit the phil] ¢, 
through without objection. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I knew all about the case, perhaps I y 
but my trouble is that I wantto know aboutit. I think we can age,’ 
tain by an examination of the papers; and if there is any other pyc. 
ness that can be transacted, it will take less time than to haye thes, 
whole documents read. Therefore I ask that it be passed over, 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator insists, I ask that it be passed , 
informally, not losing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, tha: 
will be made. 





ELLEN J. WELCH. 

The bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Elien J. Welch was coy. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ) 
sion-roll the name of Ellen J. Welch, widow of John H. Welch, late of 
the Third Massachusetts Light Battery Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. CUTLER. 

The bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. Cutler, 

a private in Company B, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET S. FAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of Margaret 8. Fain was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Margaret 8. Fain, widow of William C. Fain, who 
was killed while recruiting a regiment about April 6, 1864, at Pitman’s 
Ferry, Hope County, Tennessee, and to pay her the pension allowed to 
the widow of a captain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’GOWAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John McGowan, late of Company K, Twenty- 
seventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to : 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES SAVERCOOL. 


The bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savereool was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on thie 
pension-roll the name of James Savercool, late of the United States 
Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI A. CRONEKHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 8352) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place the name 
of Levi A. Cronkhite, late a private in Company E, Eighty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Sawyer 
July 23, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8352) graut- 
&@ pension to Levi A. Cronkhite, have examined the same, and report: — 
of the House committee is full and eonelusive, and the commitice 
believe the facts fully warrantits approvalofthisclaim. It isadopted, au 


is as follows: 

‘*Cronichite served as private of y EB, Kighty-sixth Indiana V olunicers, 
from 15, 1862, to June 6, 1865. He applied for pension July 29, 1871, ai\es- 
ing that he contracted measies in November, 1862, in mence of which he 
is suffering from disease of eyes. The record of the War Department show; 
that he was absent, sick, from October, 1862, to February, 1863, but the Surgeon- 
General reports the absence of the medical records which cover the period «! 


aforesaid treatment. 
“Two comrades testify to claimant's sickness after enlistment, but can 10 
re of the disease 


now recall the natu . i 
“Der. Asa Bigelow testifies that he treated claimant for measles on Nove™'' 
21 and 24, 1862, also on December 4 and 11, 1862, as shown by his books. !aim- 
ant was at home on furlough. pat bs 
ope Chareh, Ss aeaaeaetiontteette nope santecion of 
y 2, t an injury te eyes by explosion © 
shells was taken to the rear and affiant examined him. Found that dirt an’ 
gravel had been thrown with great violence in his face, injuring his eyes ve'Y 
much; remained under treatment fc: +bout three weeks, but returned to du) 


es 





1886. 





' 


and suffered with impaired eyesight during remainder of his service. Claim- 
ant is now (August, 1882) almost blind in right eye, with vision of left eye much 
impeised. | Affiant does believe that this condition is due to the injury above 
entioned. 

ee Joseph Jones, late surgeon of the regiment, testifies that claimant had an 
attack of measles after his enlistment; that he took cold while convalescent, 
which greatly impaired his cye-sight, but continued to do duty until he was 
stunned and blinded by the explosion of a shell in May, 1854, while in battle, 
after which he became so disabled in his sight that he was transferred to the 
Pionver Corps. : 

“Medical examination in August, 1881, showed asthenopia, which the exam- 
ining surgeon states was undoubtedly caused from the effects of measles. 

** Doubts as to claimant’s soundness before enlistment were thrown in the case 
by information furnished the office, tending to show that claimant, prior to his 
enlistment, was slightly near-sighted, and thecase was specially examined. The 
examination was concluded in December last,the case being returned to the 
Pension Office, with the special examiner’s recommendation for admission. In 
April last claimant was in examined by an oculist, who pronounced the de- 
fective vision the result of hypermetropic astigmatism, which is probably con- 
genital. Upon this finding the claim was rejected by the medical referee. 

“There may have been some defect in claimant’s sight prior to his service, 
but he was not disqualified in any way to perform military duty until after he 
suffered from an attack of measles,and still later, when he received a morese- 
rious injury to his eyes, as is shown by the unimpeached testimony of both the 
sui m and assistant surgeon of the regiment. 

“He is now in a deplorable condition,and in the opinion of this committce 
should receive the benefit of whatever doubt may existin the case. 

“The Commissioner of Pensions, in a recent letter to this committee, says: 

“The action of rejection was based on the opinion of the medical referee of 
this Bureau, who was unable, on the testimony on file, to accept that the disease 
of eyes alleged by claimant was caused by, or due to, his army service. In my 
opinion it isan equitable case, worthy the consideration and action of your com- 
mittee. 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IRENE GOOGINS. 

-The bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Irene Googins, widow of Oscar Googins, late a 
private in Company B, Seventh Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
VIRGINIA TAYLOR RANDALL. 


The bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Virginia Taylor Randall, widow of Lieut. 
Col. Burton Randall, late a surgeon in the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I believe that finishes up the pension bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That closes the list. 


MRS. BARBARA FUCHS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that Calendar No. 1177, being House bill 6489 

granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs, be now taken up. It was 
over on a former call. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Barbara Fuchs, stepmother 


of John Fuchs, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry Vol- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
Mr. GORMAN. LI object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 


R. D. BECKLEY AND LEON HOWARD. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask consent of the Senate to proceed at this time 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 1639. Itis House bill 5872, grant- 
ing compensation to two colored employés of the House, about $600 
between the two. I ask the Senate to consider it at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 5872) for the relief of R. 
D. Beckley and Leon Howard was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for payment to R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard, 
late employés under the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
Forty-eighth Congress, the sum of $368 each, being the difference in 
salary paid to laborers and that paid to messengers, which latter office 
they respectively filled from the 2d of January, 1884, to the 7th of 
July, 1884, and from the 1st of December, 1884, to the 4th of March, 
1 aggregating nine months and six days, during which they per- 
formed all of the duties of messengers and received only the pay of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOTEL AT FORTRESS MONROE. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to consider Senate joint resolution 73. 
There will be no objection toit, I think. It is Order of Business 1629. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 73) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to grant a permit to John F. Chamberlin to erect a 
hotel upon the lands of the United States at Fortress Monroe, Va. 
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Mr. VEST. This is reported with the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of War and the commanding general of the Army. I move in 








line 7, after the words ‘‘Secretary of War,’’ to strike out ‘‘and the 
commanding officer at Fortress Monroe,”’ so as to leave it in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amen will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the words ‘Secretary of War,’’ it 
is proposed to strike ot nd the commanding officer at Fortress Mon- 
roe;’’ so as to read 
That the Secretary sh y, autho 1 to grant permis- 
sion to John F. ¢ : l upon the lands of the United States 
at Fortress Monroe, Va nd with such plans and dimensions as 





may be approved by th 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in 

The joint resolution was ordered to be e1 
read the third time, and passed. 


rrossed for a third reading, 


srr 


ROLLTON 

Mr. BECK. I ask tot 
bill 4503. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to permit the Corroliton and Lock Number One Turnpike Road 
Company to locate and construct its road on land belonging to the 
United States at Lock No. 1, on the Kentucky River, in the State of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. Thisisreported by both the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and the Committee on Commerce. The company undertook to do 
it themselves, but found that they had to come to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


sup Order of Business 1679, being House 


LAND OFFICE AT LAMAR, COLO. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire tocall up Order of Business 1692, being the 
bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC-BUILDINGS BILLS. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask to take up the few remaining public-build- 
ings bills. The first in order is Order of Business 1678. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks per- 
mission to call up in order the public-buildings bills. Is there objec- 
tion? ‘The Chair hears none. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT READING, PA 

The bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of the public building at Reading, Pa., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 

The bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of 
a public building for the post-office, United States collector’s office, 
United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United 
States officers in said city, and appropriating money for said pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 

The bill (S. 2194) for the erection of a public building at Haverhill, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 

The bill (S. 2242) to change the limit of appropriation for the pub- 
lic building at La Crosse, Wis., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEX. 

The bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, en 
titled ‘‘An act for the construction of a public building at Galveston, 
Tex.’’ was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the qrection 
and construction of a public building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July 


| PUBLIC BUILDING AT OXFORD, MISS. 
12, 1882, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


The bill (S. 1847) for the purchase of land for the Federal building 
in Brooklyn, N. Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Te bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 


The bill (S. 246) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Charlotte, N. C., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABINGDON, VA. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that Order of Business 1699, being the bill 
(H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange 
property purchased at Abingdon, Va., asasite for a public building, for 
more suitable property, be recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES CAIN. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the consideration of Order of Business 
1627, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief James 
Cain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to change the record of James Cain, late a 
captain in the One hundred and fifty-eighth Regiment of Infantry, New 
York State Volunteers, and grant to him an honorable discharge, with 
the rank held by him at the time his connection with the service was 
severed, such change of record not to involve any claim for pay or serv- 
ices from the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIDNEY R. SMITH. 


Mr. SEWELL. I have two more bills from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs which I should like the Senate to indulge me in consid- 
ering, the first one being Order of Business No. 1628. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney 
R. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
for paying to Sidney R. Smith, late a sergeant in the Thirty-third Reg- 
iment of New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, the pay and allowances of a 
second lieutenant of infantry from the 10th of March, 1864, the date 
at which he was assigned to duty under his commission as such, to the 
date of his actual discharge from service, deducting therefrom the pay 
received by him as sergeant during that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET F. RYAN. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask to take up Order of Business No. 1702. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Mar- 
garet F. Ryan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment to Margaret F. Ryan, late widow of George F. 
Cole, late a private in Company F, Fifty-first Regiment of New York 
Infantry Volunteers, the amount due Cole for military services ren- 
dered by him from the 15th of August, 1864, to the 25th of July, 1865; 
also commutation for rations and clothing not drawn by him while a 
prisoner of war, from the 30th of September, 1864, to the date of the 
discharge of his regiment from the service, July 25, 1865; and, fur- 
ther, to pay to her such bonnty as she is by existing law entitled on 
account of the services of Cole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY POST AT DENVER. 


Mr. SEWELL. [I ask to take up Order of Business No. 1706. 

The bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment 
and erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of 
Colorado, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
by the bill appropriated for the establishment and erection of a mili- 
tary post or garrison near the city of Denver, Colo., to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that to be selected without any action on the 
part of the War Department and the commanding general? 

Mr.SEWELL. Oh, no; the report will show that the War a 
ment approve, it and the commanding general is very anxious to have 
this post established in order to abandon four other posts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The report had better be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report is called 
for. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
July 13, 1886: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2477) 
making an appropriation for the establishment and erection of a mili 


near the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, beg leave to reportas follows: 
The committee present the following communications from Secretary of 





War and the Lieutenant-General commanding the Army, and make them a part 
of their report: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, July 7, 1956, 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th 
ultimo, inclosing a copy of Senate bill No. 2477, “ making an appropriation for {) : 
establishment and erection of a military post near the city of Denver, iy {),, 
State of Colorado,” and requesting to be furnished with my opinion upon ¢),, 
P measure, accompanied with such facts and information as the D. part- 
ment may |p eay 

In reply I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of the report of the Liey- 
eee of the Army, made to me under date of the 8th ultimo, upon this 
subject. " 

The subject-matter of this bill involves, in its consideration, the question of 
abandonment of numerous small posts that are no longer necessary, and the 
concentration of larger forces at strategtic points near the frontier, or at points 
of railroad intersection. This question has hitherto engaged the attention of 
the Department, and has been presented to Congress through the annua! re. 
ports of the Secretary of War for several successive years, ; 

There can be no doubt that such a policy would prove highly advantageous 
to the military service,and result in ter economy,and I think from such 
facts as are before me and such consideration as I have been able to give the 
subject, that Denver should be one of the points at which one of the permanent 
military posts of the country should be located,and with that view I do not 
think there would be any objection to making an ee now for that 
purpose. If such an appropriation is made and a military post near Denver es. 
tablished, the following smaller posts could be disposed of, as no longer needed 
for military purposes,namely: Forts Lyon, Colorado; Union,New Mexico: 
Fred, Steele, Wyoming, and the cantonment on the Uncompahgre, Colorado. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. eeOrT. 


etary of War, 
Hon. Wriu1AM J. SEWELL, 
Of Committee on Military Affairs, United Slates Senate. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., June 8, 1886. 

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 2477, making an appro- 
priation of $250,000 for the establishment and erection of a military post near 
the city of Denver, Colo. 

The city of Denver is situated in about the center of population of the State 
of Colorado. Itis at the base of the Rocky Mountains, and is noted for its pict- 
uresque beauty and healthfulness. It isthe center of a railroad system which 
embraces several transcontinental and one continental railroad, and strate- 
gically answers all the conditions of speedy transfer of troops in all directions. 


It is inexpensive compared with other posts, and the troops at Forts Lyon and 
Union could be advantageously quartered there at a much less expense to the 
Government. These posts have outlived the wants of the country surrounding 
them, and there is no necessity of keeping them up except to furnish shelter for 


the troops. Ifa post be established at Denver it would be attended with much 
less expense to the Government than the maintenance of the troops at the posis 
of Forts Lyon and Union. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieulenant-General, Commanding. 
Hon. Wii11am C. Expicorr, 
Secretary of War. 


The committee, after full consideration of this bill, believe that there is now 
no doubt as to the propriety of concentrating the posts of the Army, and to 
abandoning the numerous small ones, which, by reason of the settlement of the 
country, have, to a certain extent, become unnecessary to the service. 

The concentration of the troops and the establishment of larger posts at points 
where railroad facilities are such that they can be maintained at minimum 
cost, and the commands distributed, in case of necessity, with the least possible 
delay, seem to the committee to be the policy which should be adopted by the 
Government. Denver is admirably situated for this purpose. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report from the Committee on Printing the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture favorably, with amendments, and I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Printing 
with amendments, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to 
strike out “‘and forty;’’ in the same section, lines 5 and 6, after the 
word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘and thirty-three;’’ in the same sec- 
tion, line 7, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-six ”’ 
and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ and in the same section, line 8, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘thirty-one’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;’’ so as to make the joint resolution read: 

yee eg ty eh of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled, That there nted 400,000 copies of the Annual Report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1886; 300,000 copies for the use 
of Members and Delegates of the House of tatives, and 75,000 copies for 
the use of members of the Senate, and 25,000 copies for the use of the Departinet 
of Agriculture. : 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, |5 
hereby app , out of any money in the Treasury net otherwise appro- 
priated, to defray the cost of the publication of said report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that the amendments may be put as onc 
amendment, and I will explain what they are. We reduce the total 
number 40,000 and make a different distribution, giving 300,000 to the 
House of Representatives, 75,000 to members of the Senate, and 25,000 
to the Department of Agriculture, which is the usual proportion of these 


reports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the ques- 
tion will be put on all the amendments as one. 

The ments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


* 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 
SUPPLEMENT TO THE BOWMAN ACT. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up Senate bill 2643. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill (S. 2643) supplemental to an act 
spproved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to afford assistance and relief 
to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims 
and demands against the Government.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that after this bill is disposed of I 
will move an adjournment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair takes the liberty to say 
that there are two or three Senators who have applied for recognition, 
and the Chair promised to recognize them. The Senator from Tennes- 
see is now entitled to the flour. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the consideration at this time of Order of 
Business 1563, being the bill (S. 2516) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I object to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There being objection, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
porte oo adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 27, 1886, at 11 
o'clock @ m. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nomi nations received by the Senate the 26th day of July, 1886. 
TERRITORIAL JUSTICES. 

Henry P. Henderson, of Mason, Mich., to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice Philip H. Emerson, re- 
signed. 

‘Charles M. Thomas, of Bowling Green, Ky., to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, vice William E. Church, 
resigned. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Dupont Guerry, of Americus, Ga., to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of Georgia, vice 8. A. Darnell, whose 
term of office expired July 18, 1886. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Bradley B. Smalley, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont, vice William Wells, re- 
signed, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended officer. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

James H. Freeman, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United Stales 
for the western district of Tennessee, vice M. T. Williamson, commis- 
sion expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the suspended 
officer. . 

Nathan D. Bates, of Preston, Conn., to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Connecticut, vice John C. Kinney, whose term 
of office will expire August 4, 1886. 

Ezra Baird, of Lewiston, Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Idaho, vice Frederick T. Dubois, whose term of office 
expired July 17, 1886. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Charles E. Sausser, of Lebanon, Ohio, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Yakima agency in Washington Territory, rice Robert H. Milroy, 
commission expired, in lieu of previous nomination in place of the sus- 
pended officer. 

Wilson H. Talbott, of Grand Junction, Colo., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Tulalip agency in Washington Territory, vice Patrick 
Buckley, resigned. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Mornethy Grover, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the land 

office at Miles City, Mont., vice Washington Berry, resigned. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Jeremiah W. Coveney, of Boston, Mass., to be surveyor of customs for 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, 
tice Adin B. Underwood, commission expired. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Eugene Potter Stone, of Massachusetts, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Artiilery. 
First Lieut. Selden A. Day, to be captain, July 18, 1886, vice Weir, 
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Second Lieut. J. Walker Ben¢t, to be first lieutenant, July 18, 1886, 


vice Day, promoted. 


Additional Second Lieut. Gustave W. S. Stevens, of the Fourth Artil- 


lery, to be second lieutenant, July 18, 1886, vice Benét, promoted. { 


Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. David B. Wilson, adjutant, to be captain, July 16, 1886, 


vice Courtney, deceased. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE 
First Lieut. Mancil C. Goodrell; a resident of Iowa, to be a captain 


CORPS. 


in the Marine Corps from the 16th of July, 1886, vice Capt. J. H. Wash- 
burn, Marine Corps, retired. 


Second Lieut. T. Glover Fiilette, a resident of South Carolina, to be 


a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 16th of July, 1886, vice 
First Lieut. M. C. Goodrell, Marine Corps, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Frances B. Sprague, to be postmaster at Haywards, Alameda County, 


California, the office having become Presidential. 


Napoleon B. Witt, to be postmaster at Tulare, Tulare County, Cali- 


fornia, vice Joseph M. Johnston, resigned. 


Frank B. Genovar, to be postmaster atSaint Augustine, Saint John’s 


County, Florida, vice William M. Dewhurst, commission expired. 


William A. McAlister, to be postmaster at Vinton, Benton County, 


Iowa, vice Stephen A. Marine, suspended. 


The nomination of William H. McAlister for the said office, deliv- 


ered to the Senate on the 17th instant, is this day withdrawn. 


Emanuel M. Funk, to be postmaster at Manning, Carroll County, 


Iowa, the office having become Presidential. 


William H. Bowser, to be postmaster at Warsaw, Kosciusko County, 


Indiana, vice John N. Runyan, resigned. 


Frederick H. Bates, to be postmaster at Elmhurst, Da Page County, 


Illinois, vice Jacob Glas, commission expired. 


The nomination of Christian Blievernicht, who was appointed and 


afterward nominated to the Senate, and who since resigned, is this day 
withdrawn. 


William H. Loomis, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, Gallatin 


County, Illinois, vice Sarah E. Edwards, commission expired. 


Isaac D. Toll, to be postmaster at Petoskey, Emmet County, Mich- 


igan, vice Ralph Connable, resigned. 


Duncan Patterson, to be postmaster at Wymore, Gage County, Ne- 


braska, vice Seth H. Craig, resigned. 


Isabell Campbell, to be postmaster at Blairsville, Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania, vice Elizabeth Alter, commission expired. 

James P. Owens, to be postmaster at Scottdale, Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania, vice John Robertson, commission expired. 

John R. Young, to be postmasterat Hempstead, WallerCounty, Texas, 
vice A. C. Tompkins, removed. 

Otis G. King to be postmaster at Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wis- 
consin, commission expired. 

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 10, 1886. 


B. F. Ellsberry to be postmaster at Ironton, Lawrence County, Ohio. 

The injunction of secrecy having been removed from the report in 
this case it was ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

Your Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have considered the case of 
S. B. Steece, suspended and to be removed from the office of postmaster at Iron- 
ton, in the State of Ohio, and the appointment of B. F. Ellsberry to the same. 
The response of the Postmaster-General to tie request of the committee for in- 
formation, supplemented by their investigation elsewhere, satisfies them that 
Major Steece was a brave and faithful soldier in the Union Army in the war of the 
rebeilion; that he isa reputable citizen of unblemished character and undoubted 
integrity; that his conduct of the affairs of his office was unexceptionable; that 
he was not removed for any cause affecting his official or personal character, 
but for political reasons alone. 

Your committee further find that the appointee, Ellsberry, is entirely compe- 
tent for the performance of the duties of this office, and, as Major Steece has no 
wish touching this suspension and appointment other than full vindication of 
his personal and official character against any suspicion that might attach from 
the same, they report back to the Senate this nomination with the recommen- 
dation that the nominee be confirmed. 

0. D. CONGER, of Committee, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAY, July 26, 1886. 


The House met at 11 0’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 
Washington, D. C. 
CORRECTION OF JOURNAL. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Journal wherein 
it states that on the last bill under consideration at the evening s«ssion 
on Saturday, on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cons | 
for the previous question on the bill and pending amendments, it was 
announced that no quorum voted thereon. That point was made, and 
the House, under a misapprehension, supposed it was so. In facta 
quorum had voted, and the previous question was ordered. The ReEc- 
ORD shows there were 128 yeas and 37 nays, making 165 votes. That 
was the fact; but the House, on the suggestion of the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. BoyLe] that no quorum hed voted, accepted that 
as correct, although in fact a quorum had voted and the previous ques- | 
tion was ordered. i 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be correct«d in accordance with 
the statement of the gentleman from Alabama. The Chair desires to 
state as a matter of justice to the tally clerk, that in recording the af- 
irmative vote in the column assigned for that purpose upon the sheet, 
when that vote had reached 49, he put down the figures 49, and called 
two or three more names before there was any other vote in the affirm- 
alive. When the next gentleman voted in the affirmative the tally 
clerk, looking back to his previous figures, took the 9 for a 4, and it 
looks very much like a 4, as the gentleman from Alabama will see if he 
examines it, and therefore reeorded the next vote as 45, when it should 
have been 50; and that error was continued until the close of the roll- 
call, and the‘Tootings were made accordingly. It was a mistake made 
simply by the tally clerk on account of mistaking the figure. The Chair 
therefore thinks the Journal should be corrected to show the previous 
question was ordered. On the next vote taken in the House aquorum 
did not vote, and further proceedings were stepped. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that much inconvenience may result from 
going back from the announcement made, if under a mistake the Chair 
makes an incorrect statement and the House proceeds with the current 
business. 

The SPEAKER. But the session of Saturday evening was a special 
session. The only effect of the mistake was to prevent apparently the 
previous question being ordered on that bill. As a matter of fact the 
previous question was ordered. The Chair thinks the Journal should 
be corrected; and the bill comes over when next taken up for consid- | 
eration with the previous question ordered on the amendments and the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr.OATES. The Recorp does notshow that the Speaker pro tempore 
announced that no quorum had voted. It says: ‘“‘The vote was then 
announced as above recorded.’’ Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [{ Mr. 
BOYLE] suggested that no quorum had voted, and the House accepted 
that statement. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair calls the attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama to the fact that the House got as far as it could in the pro- 
ceedings anyhow, because or. the next vote it was clear there was no 
quorum on the call of the yexs and nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know what the Recorp shows, but as a 
matter of fact, misled by the mistake te which the Speaker has called 
attention, I, being in the chair at the time, announced that no quorum 
had voted. I was under the same misapprehension as the clerk was. 

The SPEAKER. The mistake of 5 votesin the tally would show no 
quorum. The Journal will be corrected, and without objection will be 
approved as corrected. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAFFOON, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Davipson, of Florida, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. SMALLS, until Tuesday next. 

To Mr. WADE, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Howarp, until Thursday, the 29th instant, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. Morrow, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 9807) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
A. Smith has been erroneously referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
It should have been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
That order will be made. 


YELLOW FEVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
Senate bill 1730, with amendments, providing for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the truth of alleged discoveries of the specific 
cause of yellow fever, and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, Inow ask unanimous consent to introduce 
the amended Senate bill asa distinet bill. 

Mr. DOWDNEY. I object. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr.COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill 8599, providing an additional cireuit judge in the second 
judicial district, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. COX. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, as the consideration of this bill is 
likely to occupy more time than wecan give to it this morning, I shall 
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call for the regular order, suggesting that the bill go over unti] 
row morning, and reserving my right to object. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the sundry 
propriation bill taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iobject. Letitgoto the Commit 
on the state of the Union. 

OTOE AND MISSOURIA BESERVATION. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a . 
port: 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of th 
the amendments of the Senate to the biil (H. R. 7087) entitled * 4 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend the t 
ment of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of | 
souria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec: 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendme 
to said bill, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
ate amendment the following: “Provided further, That no for 
deemed to have accrued gplely because of a default in payment « 
interest becoming due April 30, 1886, if the interest due upon s: 
paid within sixty days after the passage of this act; and that tl 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the s 
to the title of the bill, and agree to the same. 

OLIN WELLEO 
T. G. SKINNER 
B. W. PERKINS 
Managers on the part of the 
H. L. DAWES 
BENJ. HARRIS 
S. B. MAXEY 
Managers on the part 

Mr. PERKINS. Unless some gentleman desires an explanat 
move that the conference report be adopted. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the re] 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ont 
table. 

The latter morton was agreed to. 

SUNDEY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEPEuR 
withdraw his objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsy 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that the sundry civil appropriation bill be 1 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw it. a sal 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further objection it will be so 
dered. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, inform 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the Ho 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Cathar 
Lanigan. / ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend. 
ments the bill (H. R. 9478) making appropriations for sundry civi) ex- 
pens2s of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, an 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the r- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the t 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 68) for t! 
relief of William P. Chambliss. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported tha 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the to 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonvil! 
Fila. ; 

A bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadi 

A bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver; an 

A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Moody. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit as a privileged question the 
port of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hiousc: « 
certain amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriatic'- 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for ' 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, having met, aite! 
and free conference have been unable to agree. . 

W.S. HOLMAN, 

GEORGE C. CABEL! 

J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the H» 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M, COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
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The following is the statement accompanying the report: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for 1887 submit the following written statement in explane- | 
tion of the accompanying report from the conference committee : : | 

The amendments referred to and considered by the conference committee re- 
late to the payment of clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, | 
the increase of the amount for payment of subordinate officers of the internal- 
revenue service from $1,900,000 to $2,050,000, and the sum of $10,000 proposed for 
the collection of statistics relating to the laws of marriage and divorce. Being 
unable to agree upon any of said amendments, the bill is in the same condition 
as when last considered by the House. 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 

GEO. C. CABELL, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
cepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The conferees of the two Houses have been unable 
to agree on the first of the three pending points of disagreement; that | 
is, the appropriation of $23,250 for clerks of Senators. The other two | 
points of disagreement are more formal than real. The real point of | 
A ment is in regard to the clerks for Senators. I believe this is | 
the second or third time the subject has been reported to the House. | 
The conferees on the part of the Senate are not willing to recede, and | 
the question is what the House shall do. 

I wish to state as a reason why this subject should be disposed of at | 
the earliest moment that the bill, as already agreed upon by the two 
Houses, materially reduces the number of employés of the Government, 
so that every day that this bill is delayed in becoming a law expense | 
is being incurred to the extent of several thousand dollars more than 
would be incurred if the bill were in force. I mention this as a reason 
why it is important the two Houses should come to an agreement at 
the earliest moment. Every day’sdelay involves an extra expenditure 
of several thousand dollars. As a matter of form, I move that the 


cane . 
If there be no objection this report will be a-'- | 
' 


Mr. STRUBLE. 
matter of form??? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
he thinks proper. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
it is not true that the main question now in controversy is in reference 
to the salaries of clerks of Senators. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I have been attempting to say. 
is really the point of disagreement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In an experience of many years has not the Senate 
always insisted firmly on this point and has not the House always | 
yielded; and is not that likely to be our experience at this time ? 


Why does the gentleman make that motion ‘‘as a 


So that any gentleman may make any other motion 


That 


If 
so, and if the delay in the passage of the bill is imposing expense upon | 


the Government, had we not better yield at once than yield later on | 
after further expenditure has been incurred ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, experience demonstrates that the House 
finally yields the point. [Laughter.] And the subject is presented in 
this form—that the Senate is a unit in insisting upon this provision, 
while the House is not a unit in opposition to it. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman think the | 


House has held out long enough to satisfy the country of the reform 
tendency of the House? [Laughter ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
posed of promptly. I think that this expenditure of several thousand 
dollars a day ought to be saved. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. As the gentleman from Indiana feels a delicacy in 
making the motion I will move that. the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call the previous question. 

Mr. CABELL. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. I do not think we ought to concur 
as to the first amendment. I am perfectly willing for the House to say 
what should be done in regard to the other amendments; but as to the 
first amendment, I think it possible we may come to some agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to move that the House recede from its disagreement te amend- 
ments numbered 2 and 17 andagree to the same, those being the amend- 
ments relating to compensation of clerks of Senators. 

Mr. OATES. That is my motion. 

Mr.HOLMAN. There aretwoother matters pending and not finally 
disposed of; but an agreement is practically reached upon those. I call 
the previous question. 

_Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OAres] 

give us some reason in favor of his motion? 

Mr. OATES. I think it is right. Senators have determined that 


they ought to have clerks, that the clerks are necessary for the perform- 
ance of the duties of Senators; and I think they ought to have them. 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman give us some reason why the 
pay of a Senator should practically be $19.49 a day, while that of a 
tative is only $13.69 ? 





| 
House further insist on its disagreement. 


I think it important the measure should be dis- | 
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of the House; perhaps the 
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titled to in this respect. I am in favor of members of the House who 
are not chairmen of mittees having clerks. 

Mr. BL RROW >. lam oppose d to th 3 inequali . I ld like to 
hear some reason for allowing a Senator $6 more cor yn per diem 
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Mr. OATES. Well, as I said, it is perh t the House 
that we have not asked for an allowance of this kind; otherwise we 
} might be on e h the Senato: 
The previ us quest l ordered. 
rhe SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of ntleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that the House recede from its disagre 
ment to Senate : dments num!l 12 and 17and agree to thesame, 
those being the amendments whi le compensation ior Senat 
clerks. 
Mr. COX. I demand a division 
Che question being taken, theré were—ayes 61, 1 
Mr. PAYSON and Mr. REED, of Maine, called for th nd na 
Che yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 35, noes73; mo 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
Che question wa ken and there were—yeas 96 j ne 
ing 105; as follows: 
YEAS 
Adams, G. E. I Lore maw 
Allen, C. H I Martin, Sk 
Baker I Millard | 
Bayne, G Moffatt Spr 
te Morgan Stephenso 
‘ Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
Gi Morrison St. Martin 
y Gr Murphy Stone, E. F 
sreckinridge,C. R. Gu Negley, Stra 
Breckinridge, WCP.Ha Nelson, Struble 
Burleigh, Ha Oates, Swinbur 
Butterworth, Harris, O’ Neill, Charles T ney, 
Carleton, Henderson, D. B. O'Neill, J.J. raulbee, 
Catchings, Henley, Outhwaite Thomas, O. B. 
Conger, Hewitt, Park Van Eaton 
Crisp, Hiestand Payne Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Hill, Peel, Warner, A. J 
Davidson, A. C. Holmatz Perkins, Weber, 
Davis, [rion, Plumb, Wilkins 
Dowdnev Jones, J. T Reagan Wilson 
Dunham, Kelley, Rice, Winans 
Eden, Ketcham, Romeis, Wolford 
Evans La Follette, Rowell, Woodbur 
Feltor Lindsley Sadler, Worthingt 
NAYS—121. 
Allen, J. M Dockery Lehlbach, Rockwel 
Anderson, J. A. Dorsey, Little, Ryan, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Lovering, Sayers, 
Barnes, Elisberry, Lowry Seney, 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Lyman, Sessions, 
Bennett, Everhart, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Bound, Farquhar McAdoo, Singleton, 
Brown, C. E. Findlay, McComas, Snyder, 
Brown, W. W. Fleeger McCreary, owden, 
Browne, T.. M. Ford, McKenna, StahInecker 
|} Buchanan, Frederick MeKinley, Stewart, Charles 
Bunnell, Fuller, MeMillin Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Burnes Geddes McRae, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Burrows, Green, R. 8. Merriman, Swope 
Bynum, Green, W. J Milliken, Taylor, J.M 
Cabell, Hatch, Mills, Thompson 
Caldwell, Hayden, Mitchel! Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Neal, fownshend 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, J.S. Neece, rrigg, 
Cannon, Herbert, Osborne Turnet 
Clardy, Hitt, Owen, Viele, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Payson Wade, 
Collins Hudd, Perry, Ward, J.H 
Compto! Hutton, Peters, Warner, William 
Cowles Johnston, T. D Pettibone Weaver, A. J 
Cox, Jones, J. H Pindar, Weaver, J.B 
|} Croxton Kleiner Pirce, Wheeler 
Culberson nd Price, Wise 
Curtin, n Randall, 
Dargan y Reed, T. B. 
Dibble, Le Fevre Richardson, 
| NOT VOTING—16 
| Adams, J Cral Hermann O'Donnell, 
| Aiken, Daniel Hires, O' Ferrall, 
| Anderson, C.M Davenport, Hiscock, O’ Hara, 
| Arnot, Davidson, R. H. M. Holmes, Phelps, 
| Atkinson, Dawson, Houk, Pidcock, 
| Barbour Dingley, Howard Ranney, 
} Barksda Dougherty Jackson Reid, J. W. 
Barry, Eldredge James, Rees 
| Beach Ely, Johnson, F. A Riggs 
| Blanchard, Fisher, Jobnsto j.7 Robertson, 
| Bland, Gallinger, King Rogers, 
| Bliss, Gay Lath Seott, 
| Boutelle, Gibson, C. H Laird, Scranton 
Bragg, Gibson, Eustace Libbey Seymou 
Brumm, Glass, Long, Smalls 
| Buck, Hale, Louttit, Spriggs 
Campbell, J..E. Halsell, Markbam steele 
Campbell, T. J. Fiammond, Matson, St« 
Candler, Hanback, Maybury Symes 
Caswell, Flay nes, Miller, raylor, E. B. 
Clements, Heard, Morrow, laylor, I. H. 
Comstock, Henderson, T. J. Muller iylor, Zach. 
Cooper, Hepburn, Norwood Thomas, J.R 
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Throckmorton, Wait, West, Willis. 
Tucker, Wallace, White, A.C. 

Van Schaick, Ward, T. B. White, Milo 

Wadsworth, Wellborn, Whiting, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the recapitula- 
tion of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. THomas, of Illinois, 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Spricecs with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. Braco with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Hovuk. 

Mr. DANIEL.with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WEst. 

Mr. RoGcers with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. RiaGs with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. Loutt!r. 

The following pairs were announced for to-day: 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. JoHnson, of New York. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. HALSELL with Mr. Ety. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BRuMM. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House still further insist upon the 
amendments numbered 2, 88, 179, and 180, the remaining amendments, 
and ask a further conference; and on that I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and Mr. CAN- 
NON as conferees on the part of the House. 


CORRECTION OF A ROLL. 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Recorp of the 
23d instant. I am recorded as voting upon the last ballot recorded on 
page 7341. That isa mistake. I had been called out of the House 
and was not present during that ballot, but was paired with my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE]. The pair is inserted, but my name is er- 
roneously recorded as voting in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the matter under con- 
sideration on that occasion? 

Mr. COWLES. The question was on considering the bill (H. R. 
9114) to provide for the fortification of wine fer exportation. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent that members be allowed 
to hand their bills to the Clerk for reference to-day, without taking the 
time of the House to call the States in their alphabetical order, just as 
was done on last Monday. I make this request for the purpose of saving 
time. 

TheSPEAKER. For how longatime? Will the gentleman indi- 
cate? The leave on last Monday was quite indefinite, and members 
continued to hand bills in at the desk for a day or two afterward. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Only for tis day. 

Mr. STRAIT. I object. 


HARRIET A. ROBB. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 9936) for the relief of Harriet A. 
Robb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL F. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9937) for the relief of Samuel 
F. Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. STOUT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 9938) 

for the relief of William W. Stout, adzainistrator of James M. Stout; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT BALANCES OF ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
9939) to determine and settle finally balances on accounts due to and 
from the United States Government, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN EAGAN. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 9940) for ti. 
relief of John Eagan; which was read a first and second time, referreg 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF PROPERTY AT SAINT AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), also introduced a bi)! (;y 
R. 9941) to transfer a certain lot or tract of land in the city of Sain; 
Augustine, Fla, known as the “‘old powder-house lot,” to the city of 
Saint Augustine, Fla., in trust, for educational, library, and park pur. 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit. 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER-PROFIT FUND. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas. 
ury Department: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish to (he 
House of Representatives, at the beginning of next session of Congress, 9 de. 
tailed statement of all sums expended by the various mints and assay offices 
from the fund known as the silver-profit fund, authorized by section 3526 of the 
United States Statutes, from and including the year 1878 to the present time. 

HENRY P. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9942) granting a pension to 
Henry P. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


R. M. WILSON. 
Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 9943) for the relief of R. M. 
Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELISHA YOUNG. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9944) for the relief of 
Elisha Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL WALCOTT. 

Mr. FINDLAY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9945) for the 
relief of Rachel Walcott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. GORSUCH. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 9946) for the relief of William 
P. Gorsuch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WHITE. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 9947) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA H. SANBORN. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 9948) for the relief of Martha 
H. Sanborn; which*was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN R. GUSTIN. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 9949) granting a pension to 
Edwin R. Gustin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY POWELL. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 9950) for the relief of 
Mary Powell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HATTIE E. BOUGHTON, 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 9951) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Hattie E. Boughton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HUGHES. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9952) granting a pension 
to Thomas Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT A. MURRAY. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9953) granting a pension 
to Robert A. Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER H. P. APPLEGATE. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9954) granting a pension 
to Oliver H. P. Applegate; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


OWNERS OF STEAMER CLARA BELL. 


Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9955) for the relief of 
owners of steamer Clara Bell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





—_ 
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EXPENDITURES BY GENERAL HANCOCK. 
Mr. GLOVER (by request) also submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed to inquire as to the expend- 
jtures made by the late General W. S. Hancock in September and October, 
jsl, in entertaining, under direction of the Secretary of War, the French offi- 
cers invited to assist at the centennial celebration of the surrender of the British 
army at Yorktown to the combined forces of the United States and France, and 
whether the same had been paid to him in his lifetime or to his estate since his 
decease. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 9956) requiring all expendi- 
tares of the Post-Office Department to be passed upon by a comptroller; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DE CAMP. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9957) granting a pension 
to James De Camp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES JONES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9958) for the relief of 
James Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL CORBIN. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 9959) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Corbin, late a private in Company A, First New 
York Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. HOPSON. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 9960) 
for the relief of John L. Hopson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM E. BOUDINOT. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 9961) for the relief of William E. 
Boudinot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMPHIS BRIDGE. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 9962) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB CROSLY. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9963) granting a pension to 
Jacob Crosly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY WEATHERWAX. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9964) for the relief of Henry 
Weatherwax, of Cleveland, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN PENDLETON. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9965) granting a pension 
to John Pendleton, Company E, Forty-fifth Regiment United States 
Colored Troops; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. M’KAY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9966) granting an increase 
of pension to George A. McKay, captain Seventh Ohio Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES GOOD. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9967) granting a pension 
toCharlesGood, Company E, Fifth United States Colored Troops; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET SHANLEY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9968) granting a pension 
to Bridget Shanley, widow of William Shanley, late of Company C, One 
hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. POWERS. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9969) granting a pension 
to Lieut. Thomas B. Powers, One hundred and ninety-ninth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


M. J. SHELP. 


_ Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9970) granting accrued pen- 
Son to M. J. Shelp, widow of Charles Shelp, Company G, One hundred 
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and twenty-second New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 





MARY STEWART. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9971) granting a pension 
to Mary, widow of John Stewart, Company F, Thirteenth Ohio Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. C. CONLEY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9972) granting a pension 
to Mrs. C. Conley, late army nurse; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

BOUNTY ACT OF JULY 28, 1866. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9973) to extend the limit- 
ation of the additional bounty law known as the act of July 28, 1866; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

° 
PATRICK TIGUE. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9974) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Patrick Tigue; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JOHNSON. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9975) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Johnson; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW BROWN. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9976) to remove the charge 

of desertion from the military record of Andrew Brown; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS MOSER. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9977) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Moser; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SHANNON. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9978) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Michael Shannon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF LIEUT. GEORGE R. M’GUIRE. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 9979) granting a pension to 
Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, Helen, minor children of Lieut. George 
R. McGuire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H. CLAY FISHER. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 9980) for the relief of H. 
Clay Fisher, second lieutenant United States Marine Corps; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW N. BURNS. 

Mr. GLASS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief 
of Andrew N. Burns, late of Company C, First Kentucky Mounted 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF J. G. RANDOLPH, DECEASED. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 9982) for the relief of 
the estate of J. G. Randolph, deceased, of McMinn County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9983) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the district courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOSE B. MARTINEZ. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 9984) for the relief of the heirs 
of José B. Martinez, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9985) to confirm a grant 
of land to citizens of Socorro, N. Mex.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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SWEETWATER LAND DISTRICT, WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 9986) to establish the Sweet- 
water land district, in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW FOR LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. LAWLER introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That on Saturday evening, July 31, the House shall take a recess at 
5 o'clock until 8 o'clock p.m.,the evening session to be devoted exclusively to 
the consideration of Senate bill 2076, passed by the Senate, and entitled “An act 
to extend to letter-earriers the advantages secured to other employés of the 
United States by section 3738 of the Revised Statutes relating to the hours of 
labor,” and known as “ the eight-hour law.” 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 
Mr. HERBERT introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Reso!ved, That the first Wednesday after the first Monday of December, 1886, and 
from day to day thereafter, after the morning hour for the consideration of bills 
and resolutions be set apart for the consideration of business from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs; not to interfere with revenue nor general appropriation 
bills, nor with prior orders, nor with the consideration of reports from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands under the special order, nor with the Contneseéf Mondays 
and Fridays; and the consideration of such business from said Committee on 
Naval Affairs shall be continued subject to the limitation until the said commit- 
tee shall have occupied for two days the time remaining after the expiration of 
said morning hour for the consideration of bills and resolutions. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following tittles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer; 

A bill (H. R. 9208) to permit the entry free of duty of foreign goods 
for exhibition at the fourth biennial exhibition of the United States 
Bottlers’ Protective Association; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieutenants Giles B. Harber 
and William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea-pay while engaged in 
the search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the time em- 
ployed in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander De 
Long and party; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 129) directing the Public Printer to for- 
ward the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to our legations abroad. 


FORFEITURE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 


Mr. HENLEY. I rise to make a privileged report for present con- 
sideration from the Committee on the Public Lands. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain of the lands to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and 
for other purposes, 


The following substitute proposed by the Committee on the Public 
Lands as an amendment was read: 
Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


That except as to all lands granted for that n of the road of the Northern 
Pacitic Railroad which was completed before July 4, A. D. 1879, andalsoexcepting 
the right of way, with necessary lands used in operating said railroad, and also 
except all lands included within the limit of any village, town, or city site, the 
grant of public lands made in aid of the construction of the said Northern Pa- 
cifie Railroad by act of Congress approved July 2, A. D. 1866 (13 Statutes at 
Large, pase 305), be, and it is hereby, declared forfeited and determined ; and 
the said act making the grant is,so far as said grant is concerned, hereby re- 
peaied, and said lands are hereby restored to the publie domain, for sale and 
settlement under existing laws of the United States; and all of said lands shall 
be held and treated as though said grant and the withdrawals under it had 
never been made: Provided, That in case of any of the lands embraced within 
the terms of this act, to which said railroad company would have been entitled 
had the said road been constructed as provided in the act maki the grant, 
have been sold by said company prior to January 1, A. D. 1884, the or 
person so purchasing any said lands, his heirs and assigns, shall have the 
right to the lands so purchased to the extent of 320 acres, upon making proof of 
the fact of such purchase before the register at the local land office of the dis- 
trict where said land may be located; and upon proof as above within twelve 
months of the sage of this act patents shall issue to the parties entitled 
thereto for the land; and in any case of or settlement, as contem- 
plated in this act, of more than 320 acres by each settler, the 320 acres to 
settler may be selected by him within one year from the passage of this 
filing the description of such selection at the proper land office or with 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

Src. 2. That all persons who have made actual settlement or 
uable improvements upon the odd-numbered sections adjacent to the 
or branch thereof,with or without contract of purchase therefor,with a bona. 
intent to secure title thereto by purchase from said Northern Pacific Rai 
Company when the said company had earned thesame by compliance with 
conditions and requirements of said act, or to acquire title to the same under 
public-iand laws of the United States, and being a citizen of the United States, 
or having declared his intention to becomeone in compliance with the natural- 
ization laws of the United States, shall be entitled to enter one-quarter section 
of 160 acres each, of the lands sosettied u or improved by such person, un- 
der the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States; and in case such 
person has exhausted his or her right under said laws, then and in that case 
such person may enter one-quarter section, of 160 acres, of the land so settled 
npon or improved, by paying therefor $1.25 per acre. 

Sec. 3. That the following words in act of July 2,1864,section 2, “and the 
right of way shall be exempt from taxation within the Territories of the United 
States" are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. How dees this bill eome here? 

The SPEAKER. By report from the Committee on Public 1... 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then it goes to the Calendar, does it not» 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The committee reports it y.)9, 
rule of the House. eae 

Mr. HENLEY. It is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The committee makes a privileged rep + 
asks its immediate consideration. _F 

Mr. DUNHAM. How does it become privileged? 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House, clause 49, Rule \1 
to the committee the right to report atany time upon certain , 
bills. 

Mr. DUNHAM. DolI understand that this is a substitut 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The committee reports back a Senate | 
recommendation that a substitute be adopted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is it the Northern Pacific forfeiture }j]] 

The SPEAKER. Itis. It has just been read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is it in order to vote on the question at this timo: 

The SPEAKER. The bill is up for consideration unless the qye< 
tion of consideration be raised against it—it is before the House or , 
vote or for debate or amendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’) 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has the bill been printed? : 

The SPEAKER. TheSenate bill, as the Chair supposes, was printed 
and the bill offered as a substitute appears to be in print. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has the amendment been printed? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, it would seemadvisable to have some 
understanding about the limit of debate on this question. This bil! js 
simply an amendment of the bill passed by the Senate. The distinct- 
ive difference between the Senate bill and the House bill is this: The 
Senate bill proposes to forfeit all the lands within the grant to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company from the town of Wallula, Wash., 
to the city of Portland, Oreg. 

The House committee have recommended the amendment of that bill 
including the forfeiture of the grant from Bismarck out to the Paciti 
Ocean. 

Mr. Speaker, those are the distinctive features of difference bet) 
the two measures. 

I should like now to hear from the other side; that is, from the op- 
ponents of this measure, if there be any, as to the limitation of this 
debate. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. What is the difference as to the number of 
acres of land? 

Mr. HENLEY. It amounts to somewhere between 33,000,000 ani 
34,000,000 of acres. . 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. In favor of your bill? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes; in favor of the House bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This is the land the Government granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad ? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Now, does he propose to take it back? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes,sir. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order to get the Lill 
before the House so that we may have action at the earliest possible 

riod, I ask by unanimous consent that all general debate be closed at 
40’clock thisafternoon. [Criesof ‘No!’ ‘‘Thatistoolong!’’] Then 
I will amend by saying 3 o’clock. 

Mr. VAN EATON. No; say 5 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Californiaasks that by unani- 
mous consent the previous question shall be considered as ordered on t!i's 
bill. Does the gentleman ask that it shall be ordered on the pass.z 
of the bill or on the ent and third reading of the bill? 

Mr. HENLEY. On the passage of the bill. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I wish to say a word, if I may be allowed to 
do so—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has the right ' 
make a suggestion. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I favor the adoption of the Senate bill, and » 
far shall antagonize the gentleman from California. This is a matter 
of grave importance, and, I take it, onght to be discussed at length. 
Such time as members wish for its discussion ought to beallowed. |t 
was discussed for nearly two weeks in the Senate. It isa matter 0! 
too grave im to force it to a vote without both sides bein: 
fairly heard. I think it would be better not to fix a limitation to the 
debate at this time, but to allow it to run on for a time, and then aiter 
members have been heard on both sides we can with more judgmeu' 
fix a time for closing debate. 

Mr. HENLEY. It is quite true as stated by the gentleman {ro 
Mississippi, but the very fact the subject has been discussed so clabor 
ately during the two weeks in the Senate furnishes an additional res 
son why we should not spend mach time on the subject in this I[ou-:. 
Members have undoubtedly informed themselves by perusal of tho- 
debates in the Senate and are prepared to vote on one side or the oter. 
My proposition is that general debate be limited, and I therefore mov’ 
that the previous question be called on the passage of the bill at 
o’clock. 
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The SPEAKER. That can not be done. The gentleman can not 
move the previous question in advance. At any time he gets the floor 
he has the right to move the previous question. 

Mr. HENLEY. I give notice, then, Mr. Speaker, that I will call the 
previous question at 3 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. PAYSON. On the third reading and engrossment of the 
bill? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, on the third reading and engrossment of the 
bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the bill make an appropriation of money 
or land? 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, it forfeits land to the United 
States. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. [If it can. 

Mr. HENLEY. It is understood that the opponents of the bill are 
to have half the time allowed for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to recognize members 
alternately. 

Mr. VAN EATON. [ask to be recognized as in control of the time 
on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not control thetime. He will 
have one hour, of course. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He has his hour. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; he will have his hour, and other gentlemen 
will get each his hour. 

Mr. HENLEY. It will probably conform to the wishes of a num- 
ber of gentlemen upon the floor if I request that members so desiring 
may have leave to print remarks in the RECORD on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing members to print 
remarks in the REcoRD on this subject ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is proper I should submit some pre- 
liminary remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit some preliminary 

ks in reference to this measure, and for the reasons which I hope 
to be able to outline to secure the favorable regard of the House in its 
behalf. 

Iam quite certain that I could do nothing better, that I could by 
no possibility betteremploy my time or my imperfect powers of advo- 
cacy in any way more directly responsive than this to the pledges of the 
national platform upon which the Democracy won its late victory and 
placed in the Presidential chair that calm, self-poised, self-reliant man 
and statesman who now illustrates the highest tenets of its faith and 
upholds its loftiest traditions. 

Sir, a simple invocation to members of this House to discharge a plain 
duty, to vindicate a solemn promise, solemnly made by the chosen rep- 
resentatives of the dominant party of this mighty nation in convention 
assempled at Chicago, could not assume a more impressive shape than 
by this bill, which proposes to wrest from the clutch of corporate ra- 
pacity 35,000,000 of acres of the public domain and turn them over to 
those from whom they were originally taken and to whom, by reason 
of the breach of the conditions of their bestowal, they now rightfully 
belong—the people of this Union of American States. 

To the discharge of this high, this imperative, this necessitous duty, 
to its discharge in a manner and with that unanimity that shall leave 
no doubt that gladly and freely and cordially we do it, I now invoke 
the patient and earnest consideration of this House. And, sir, speak- 
ing in this regard at least for the Representatives of the Democracy on 
this floor, I may be permitted to say that with a purpose of showing 
the world that there was no disposition to dally or palter with the ob- 
ligations of this lofty duty we have first presented for forfeiture the 
most valuable of all of the grants that was ever made in the history of 
this Government, the Northern Pacific. 

Now, let me be understood. I say again that in order to make the 
test in respect to the forfeiture of land grants crucial, to the end that 
all doubt should be dispelled from the mind of every human being on 
earth desiring to be informed thereon as to the honesty and earnestness 
of the promises contained in our platform, we have selected for our first 
action the largest and most valuable grant of land that any government 
has made probably for two hundred years to a corporation, and which 
from its immensity and its almost incalculable value has, according to 
report, brought into play for its perpetuity and to defeat its forfeiture 
multitudinous agencies, powerful influences, and every meretricious 
method of controlling legislation that could be devised. 

To give an adequate conception of the vastness of this grant I will 
state that it reaches from Lake Superior to Puget Sound on the Pacific 
Ocean, embraces 12,800 acres of land for every mile of railroad built 
in the States and 25,600 acres for every mile built in the Territories, 
and amounts to about forty-seven millions of acres, worth, at the lowest 

per acre, making a grand aggregate of $188,000, 000. 

Including its indemnity limits, by this grant Congress ceded to this 
corporation the absolute power to exclude, as a trespasser, any American 
citizen who should attempt to set his foot within one-half of a scope of 
country reaching across the continent from one of our great lakes to the 
Pacific, being 2,000 miles in length and 120 miles in breadth in the Ter- 
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ritories and 100 miles in the States. It is larger than the State of In- 
diana multiplied by nine; larger than France. 

Well has one of our great statesmen, Senator Casserly, of California, 
speaking in the Forty-first Congress of the magnitude of this grant, 
said: 















Sir, it is not much tosay that no such grant was ever before made by our Gov- 
ernment. None such has been ma land fifty or 
two hundred years by any government in Europe -orporation, 
nor indeed to any grantee. No emperor or minister there to- r se- 
cure his power, would venture on such a spoliation of his country. msider 
ing the wide difference between to-day in the United States, with all itsgolden 
promise, and a hundred years ago in India, I greatly doubt whether the grant 
made in 1864 to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company is not equal in ail real 
elements of wealth, prosperity, and wer to the vast Indian possessions held 
inthe latter part of the last century by the East India Company, the mightiest 
chartered company the world has ever scen, or I hope will ever see again. 

Mr. Speaker, it is upon this grant, environed and buttressed by so 
many of the potentialities ever arrayed in behalf of great wealth, that 


we propose to make the test of our fidelity to the platform upon which 
we solicited the votes pf the American people in the late political eam 
paign. 

‘*This grant,’’ we said to the people, ‘‘ will afford roof and livelihood 
to homeless millions; in an hour of reckless or criminal improvidence, 
or overpowered and subdued by the artful solicitations of the myrmi- 
dons of corporate power, Congress gave this, your heritage, away; re- 
store to us the supremacy, and we will give you back your land, whereon 
you may make your homes.’’ The people, believing in our sincerity 
gave us a majority in this House, and now the hour for the redemption 
of our pledge has arrived, and by the passage of this bill mere than any 
other before the House that act may be consummated. 


PROMISES IN PLATFORMS. 


I beg to pause right here to advert somewhat to this matter of 
promises made in political platforms. A great English jurist and phi- 
losopher, Lord Brougham, upon a memorable occasion in defending his 
queen against an accusation involving her honor, involving her right 
te be received among the reputable matrons of England, in a burst of 
inspirational eloquence declared that alawyer’s duty to his client should 
be held paramount to every other earthly consideration; fame, fortune, 
life, property, even one’s country, should be subordinate to the one 
great object, namely: the successful issue of the litigation or other 
matter in hand. 

In my humble judgment there is one other duty of equal solemnity, 
of loftier dignity, whose obligation can never be forgotten without a 
forfeiture of self-respect, nor ignored without personal dishonor. | 
mean that deathless devotion that a public officer owes to his constit- 
uency. This he never, never should forget. This, whenever he does 
forget, he thereby is self-decreed to political outlawry; this, if he bea 
man of rectitude of character, he can not forget; it should be ever pres- 
ent to him to guide, control, and dominate his public acts. He should 
have no wish that does not emanate from his constituents; no hope that 
is not born of a free and frank communion with them, and no aspi- 
ration that does not spring from a constant and fervid desire to do the 
very thing that he has promised them to do. 

It is the custom of political parties to require of their candidates 
pledges. These pledges areordinarily contained in the party platforms 
of the conventions nominating the candidates. No compulsion is used 
to make a man run for office, and if he can not stand on the platform 
he should decline the nomination. But if ‘he does accept, then he 
pledges himself thereby to support the platform—a pledge from which 
no power short of Omnipotence can absolve him, except the reassem- 
bling of another convention of his party. But suppose he does violate 
his pledges; suppose that being instructed by his platform to do a cer- 
tain thing, he does another and a different thing, what then? You 
can not punish him by the instrumentality of sheriff, juries, or courts; 
he has violated no penal statute, and is not amenable to indictment 
or trial. 

What then should be done in such acase? Sir, the only available 
remedy is to make such recreant feel the weight of a people’s wrath in 
some other way; and I declare hereand now that he who being elected 
by the people to office upon a platform suffers himself to be beguiled 
by any means or any agency or influenced to a betrayal of these pledges 
should be burned with a brand so that he may be known of all men, a 
‘* fixed figure for the time of scorn to point its slow unmoving finger at;”’ 
he should be forever pilloried in the stocks of infamy and shame. 

Mr. Speaker, every party that ran a ticket in the late campaign 
pledged itself to the forfeiture of railroad land grants—Democratie, 
Republican, Prohibition, and Greenback Labor parties—all by their 
platforms recognized the widely prevalent, in fact the universality, of 
the desire of the people for this legislation, and pledged themselves to 
that end. In truth, it is about the only great question upon which all 
parties united in their professions and promises. 

We of the Democracy pointed to the reeord of the Republican party, 
which showed that in thirteen years, namely, from 1860 to 1575, that 
party had given about 180,000,000 acres of the public domain to cor- 
porations, while the entire amount given before then during the his- 
tory of the Government extending over a period of ninety-seven years 
was but 30,000,000. We drew public attention to the shameful sat- 
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urnalia of maladministration and corruption that were the natural con- 
comitants of these vast and prodigal gratuities, all of which was in apt 
and truthfal phraseology described in the Senate by a distinguished 
Republican, Hon. G. F, Hoar, from whose speech I quote one para- 


graph: 

When the greatest railroad of the world, binding together the continent and 
uniting thetwo great seas which wash our shores, was finished, I have seen our 
national triumph and exultation turned to bitterness and shame by the unani- 
mous reports of three committees of Congress—two of the House and one here— 


that every step of that mighty enterprise had been taken in fraud. 


These things we dwelt upon in every town and city, in every hamlet 
and at every cross-roads in the land, and my judgment is, that it was 
the confidence that our record and our promises created in the people’s 
mind, more than any other one thing, that reinstated us in the political 
supremacy after so many years. 

PROPOSITIONS OF LAW CONSIDERED. 

Now, sir, as to certain legal propositions. I beg the House to remem- 
ber that we are merely acting as trustees in our dealing with the pub- 
lic lands and that the duty of a trustee prohibits the exercise of gen- 
erosity or the play of those delicate sensibilities by which we might be 
animated were we acting for ourselves. These lands belong to the 
people, and we as trustees are only permitted to stand upon the law. 

Another thing that should never be lost sight of. In the interpre- 
tation of a public grant its provisions are always to be construed most 
strongly against the grantee, reversing the rule which obtains in ref- 
erence to grants from one private party to another. 

The consideration of the case involves two general and leading ques- 
tions: First, the power of Congress to declare a grant of public lands 
forfeited for breach of condition-subsequent; second, whether, this power 
being established, there are any features in this particular case except- 
ing the grant from the general rule. 

The power of Congress to declare forfeited a grant of the public lands, 
made to either a corporation or a State, by an act containing a clause 
providing that the lands should revert upon failure to build the road 
within a specified time, is established beyond all controversy by re- 
peated decisions of the Supreme Court. 

It is specially so held in United States vs. Repentigny (5 Wall., 211) 
and Schulenburg vs. Harriman (21 Wall., 44). 

Following these cases is another which even more unequivocally de- 
fines the power of Congress in this regard. In Farnsworth vs. Minne- 
sota and Pacific Railroad Company (92 U. 8., 66), the court, consider- 
ing the question, said: 

A forfeiture by the State of an interest in lands and connected franchises» 
gran for the construction of a public work, may be declared for non-com- 

»liance with the conditions annexed to their grant or their possession, when 
Sorfelture is provided by statute, without judicial proceedings to ascertain and 
determine the failure of the grantee to perform the conditions. 

Following these authoritative expositions of the law, as well as the 
reasons and sense of the principle involved, your committee have uni- 
formly held that jurisdiction existed in Congress to declare these grants 
forfeited and have reported several bills to accomplish that purpose, 
some of which have already passed the House. We adhere to this po- 
sition in the case under consideration. 

The question turns upon a consideration of sections 3, 5, 8, and 9, 
hereinbefore quoted. The company claim that they constitute an ab- 
solute dedication of the lands to the purpose of constructing the road; 
and that the only power in the United States is the power through Con- 
gress to adopt such meastres as may be necessary to insure the comple- 
tion of the road in case the company does not build it. 

On the other hand, I regard this construction as utterly untenable, 
and am of the opinion— 

1. That section 8 of the act declares a condition-subsequent, namely, 
that the road shall be completed within a certain time, upon breach of 
which the grantor may declare a forfeiture. 

2. That section 9 is in no way repugnant to section 8, but while em- 
bracing all that is included therein, and to that extent perhaps cumu- 
lative, is also, in connection with section 5, a declaration of farther and 
additional conditions-subsequent, for breach of which Congress may 
interfere to protect the rights of the United States. 

3. That under either of said sections, or both her, the United 
States, by Congress, has the right to declare the grant forfeited for 
failure to build the road within the limitation. 

Section 8 is perfectly plain in the language used and the purpose con- 
templated. It declares in so many words that the grant made is given 
by the United States and accepted by the company ‘subject to the 
following conditions, namely, that the said company * * ghalil 
construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole road,’ &c. This is 
too plain for any construction. Congress intended to provide, and did 
provide, that the road should be completed within a certain time, and 
that that should be a condition of the grant. If a condition, the grant 
is determinable upon its breach, at the option of the grantor. 

The argument of the company rests upon the absence of express 
words declaring a reversion in case of the breach. The estate, so con- 
ditioned, is created by declaring the condition, not by declaring the 
result of its breach. The latter, re-entry or its equivalent, follows as 
matter of legal effect. Every lawyer knows the result of a breach of 
condition-subsequent, and the statement of that result in any grant 


SS 
adds nothing to the previous description of the estate created. ),,, 
land does ‘‘revert’’ by operation of law upon the breach being en (i), * 
by re-entry or its equivalent; but the right to that re-entry I 
upon no express provisions that the land shall revert. It stands upon 
the condition declared and its breach. Upon this point I beg to «y.;, 
from the report of the Public Lands Committee, made at this sej,,, 


a 


of Congress, upon the bill forfeiting the Texas Pacific land grant... 
ported to the House by Judge Payson: 


In other words, generally stated, the distinguished counsel for the eo.,, » 

declares that in law the power to declare a forfeiture of a grant made ©), ,.. ov 
tion-subsequent for breach of the condition must be reserved to the grantor Lo 
express terms in the act making the grant, or it does not exist. ” 

No authority was produced to the committee except the statement of the a. 
torneys asserting this extraordinary doctrine in support of it; but the ine, 
being so great, we have examined the books on the question, and are not 4). 
to find a single authority in support of the proposition, and we believe nona 
can be found. me 

On the contrary, Washburn on Real Property (vol. 2, 3d ed., p. 15) asserts t}), 
rule to be: “ Where the condition of a grant is express there is no need of reser... 
ing a right of entry for a breach thereof in order to enable the grantor to ayaj| 
himself of it.” See also Jackson vs. Allen (3 Cowan, 220; Gray vs. Blanchard 3 
Pic., 284; Littleton, sec. 331.) 

Indeed, all the decided cases we can find, as well as the text-books are in 
harmony and to the same effect ; so we do not presentargument upon it here. 

The estate is created by proper words of description declaring the 
condition, and the legal effect of what follows the breach is exactly 
the same whether it be described in the grant or not. Thus in the case 
underconsideration the estate upon condition is created by the specitic 
language used. The legal effect of reversion follows the breach and 
declaration of forfeiture. No provision that the land should revert was 
D , and if added would simply have described the legal result 
of what preceded it. 

The Touchstone, page 122, thus describes the operative words creat- 
ing an estate on condition: 

Conditions annexed to estates are sometimes so placed and confounded among 
covenants, sometimes so ambiguously drawn,and at all times have in their 
drawing so much affinity with limitations, that it is hard to discern and dis- 
tinguish them. Know, therefore, for the most part, conditions have conditional 
words in their frontispiece, and do begintherewith, and that among these words 
there are three words that are most proper, which in their own nature and efti- 
cacy, without any addition of other words of re-entry in the conclusion of the 
condition, do make the estate conditional, as proviso, ta quod and sub condi- 
tione. 


Washburn, in his work on Real Property, marginal page 42, says: 


ends 


Among the forms of expression, which imply a condition in a grant, the 
writers give the following: ** On condition,” ** provided always,” “ if it shall so 
happen,” or “so that the grantee pay, &c., within a specified time,” and grants 


ie upon any of these terms vest a conditional estate in the grantee. 

When the condition of a grant is express, there is no necessity of re- 
serving a right of entry for breach of the condition in order to enable 
the grantor to take advantage of it. (Jackson vs. Allen, 3 Cow., 220; 
Gray vs. Blanchard, 8 Pick., 284.) 

That the words “‘ upon condition,’’ and even words less specifically 
expressing the intent, are construed as establishing an estate upon con- 
dition-subsequent, without further description, is shown by many 
authorities. (Littleton, pp. 228, 329, 330, Com. Dig. Condition A 2; 
2 Wood, Com. Powell’s ed., 505, 512, et seq.; Wheeler vs. Walker, 2 
Conn., 201; Thomas vs. Record, 477 Me., 500; Sharon Iron Co. rx. 
Brin, 41 Penn. St.,341; Taylor vs. Cedar Rapid R. R. Co., 25 Iowa, 371; 
Attorney-General vs. Merrimack Co., 14 Gray, 612; Hadley vs. Had- 
ley, 4 Gray, 145; Rawson ts. School District, 7 Allen, 128; Caw. t:. 
Robertson, 1 Selden, 125; Pickle vs. McKissick, 21 Penn. 8t., 252; 
Hooper vs. Cummings, 45 Me., 359; Chapin vs. School, 35 N. H., 450; 
Wiggin vs. Berry, 2 Foster, 114; Hayden vs. Stoughton, 5 Pick., 534; 
Wright ce 4 Day, 326.) 

Authorities upon this point might be multiplied. It is the construc- 
tion of principle and authority, and your committee have been referred 
to no case which in their judgment militates at all against the position 
here assumed. The Touchstone, at page 122, immediately following 
the quotation which we have made, is suggested as modifying the au- 
thority of the citation in its applicability to the case under considera- 
tion. But no such effect can possibly be given the language used. 
After stating the broad proposition quoted, the writer proceeds to siy 
that although the words mentioned are ‘‘the most proper words to 
make conditions,’’ yet that they are sometimes used for other purpos«=. 
He then points out instances where the word “‘proviso’’ in certain par- 
i relations may be given a different meaning. 

But the entire discussion is limited to that particular word—does 
not once mention the words ‘‘ sub condilione ”’ or name a single instance 
where they are used in a sense contrary to the general rule, and even 
in respect to the word ‘“‘ proviso ’’ the exception could not apply to the 
case under consideration, for it is expressly limited to a use of the word 
where it does not stand “ originally, by and of itself.” 

The other authorities to which I have referred are not in any sense 
repugvant to the view of the law I adopt. They are few in number, 
and at the best simply hold that these apt words may, in certain in- 
stances, be restricted by immediate reference to other portions of the 
deed clearly expressing a different intent in the grantor. That this is 
true is not denied; but it does not change the general rule, and its 2p- 
plicability to the case under consideration will more properly be noticed 
hereafter 


Iam, therefore, clearly of the opinion that section 8 of the act, by 
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the express language used, created an estate upon condition-subsequent, 
forfeitable upon breach of the condition. 
FINANCIAL MANIPULATION, 


As to the financial features attendant upon the construction of this 
road I can do no better than quote from a speech made in the Senate 
this session by that stalwart and able champion of the people’s rights, 
Hon. J. Z. GeorGeE, of Mississippi. ‘The Senator, speaking of the re- 
organization that took in the company in 1875, and after showing how 
the corporators allowed ten long years to pass by without sticking a 
spade in the ground or without making any visible effort to build the 
road, said: 


Then came reorganization ; and how did they reorganize? With only 530 
miles of road completed, this is the way they reorganized: they reorganized by 
issuing to the bondholders $30,000,000 which had been spent on building these 
530 miles of road in preferred stock guaranteed to pay 8 per cent. interest and 
$21,000,000 more of preferred stock 1,000,000. Then what became of the bal- 
ance? They could not give up this magnificent empire, and so they issued $49,- 
000,000 of common stock to the stockholders, 

My friend from Texas [Mr. CokE] a few days ago told us something of the 
watering of stock by the railroads of this country. I do not know whether he 
referred to this company or not. If he did not, when he bas occasion again to 
say as he did then in eloquent and strong pointed language anything about the 
watering of stock he ought to talk about this. All other waterings of stock 
were mere little dews falling on the morning grass to vivify and make it fresh ; 
but here, when the stockholders had never paid a cent, as was charged by Mr. 
Thurman in his speech, and he challenged Senators on the other side to show 
that they had ever paid a cent, they turned loose a Niagara of water into the 
stock of this corporation—$51,000,000 of preferred stock and $49,000,000 of com- 
mon stock , $100,000,000 to represent 530 miles of completed road! 

Mr. President, that is not all, Here is $100,000,000 to represent 530 miles of 
road, just $25,000,000 more than the Commissioner of Railroads estimates as the 
cost of the whole 2,000 miles. 


* 7 * « - * 


Now let us see what else they did. This $100,000,000 of stock, preferred and 
common, represented $188,698 a mile of railroad built. The line built was the 
easiest in the world. One Senator said they had nothing to do but to stick a 
spade in the und and level it a little and put the cross-ties on, and the Com- 
missioner of Railroads put the cost at $28,000 a mile. That left $160,000 of stock 
to each mile of the railroad for $28,000 a mile of actual expenditure. 

That was notall. They were entitled on the 530 miles to a land grant and 
eemeey posoeses to take it away from them. That land grant amounted to 
10,518,756 acres. At $4 an acre—and they sold their lands at that, and those 530 
miles of road were in the ae yee of the country, as I understand—its value 
was $42,075,000, or at the rate of $78,000 a mile for a road which ought not to 
have cost and did not cost over $28,000 a mile. 

A land grant worth over twice the cost of the road and $100,000,000 of stock 
were the proceeds of this first operation on the property of the American peo- 
ple; and yet we are told that we are bound in good faith or we are bound by 
some sort of generosity on subjects of this sort to waive the right of the Amer- 
ican people in order that the men who captured 530 miles of this railroad and 
this enormous sum may capture still more. The company reported that it cost 
them $40,000 a mile to build the road. 

Mr. Vax Wyck. At what time was that report? 

Mr. Groree. They reported that the first 530 miles cost $40,000 a mile. 

Mr. Vax Wyck. Allow me right there to say thatin 1872there was an investi- 
gation ordered in regard to this road by the House of Kepresentatives, if it is 
proper to refer to it. 

r. TELLER. That was a past House. You can refer to that. 

Mr. Van Wyck. In that investigation this question was put: 

“ What has been the total cost of the work done. and the cost per mile; first, 
for the eastern division; second, for the western division?” 

This was to Mr. J. Gregory Smith, president of the Northern Pacific at that 


“Answer. The roadway and superstructure on 229 miles of the eastern end of 
the road cost $5,397,843, or $23,571 per mile; the same for the 25 miles on the west 
end of the road cost $714,000, or $28,560 per mile. All the elements of railroad 
construction cost more on the Pacific slope than on the Atlantic slope.”’ 

Mr. Groree. Is that their own report? 

Mr. Van Wyck. That is the sworn statement of Smith, the president of the 
road in 1872. 

Mr. Grorce. I have no doubt that was ample, and I was going further to 
quote the Commissioner of Railroads. 

Mr. McPuerson. Allow me right there—— 

Mr. GrorGe. No, sir; I prefer to go on. I am very much disposed to oblige 
everybody, but I shall never get through if I keep on yielding; and I am get- 
ting weary, and I prefer to goon. 1 would yield to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey as soon asto anybody living, but I want to get through. 

¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi declines to yield. 

Mr. Groree. They charge $42,000 a mile in the report. f will show you how 
they made up that charge. It appears that in this $42,000 a mile was $1,108,- 
278.52 or $1,900 a mile for surveys. That is a good deal for surveys of 530 miles, 
and it would almost build the road. The equipment was put at $2,434,346, a 
pew extensive equipment, indicating, if it was an honest and just amount, 

doing of an immense business on the 530 miles of railroad. Then there was 
$2,728,346.25 which they expended for what they called “auxiliary railroad and 
water lines,”’ which they had no right, as far as I can see, to expend. 

I understand that stock represents money paid into the corporate treasury. 
Is that right, I ask the Senator from Texas [Mr.Coxke|? Henods assent. Stock 

ts money -_ into the treasury of the corporation. Then at the end 
of 530 miles, with all these magnificent land grants, they had $100,000,000 stock, 
and according to the estimation of the Commissioner of Railroads only $75,- 
000,000 was necessary to complete the entire road for 2,000 miles. 

I think that even these poor men who happened to be so unfortunate as to 
all these magnificent grants from Congress ought to have been satistied 
the gains they had then made. But suppose we go on and give them all 
ask, still let us see how they will come out. Their grant, as estimated by 
Commissioner of Railroads, amounts to 42,000,000 acres of land, or 65,620 
miles—a little more than twice the size of the State of Indiana, about as 
State of Indiana and the State of Ohio combined. An empire the 
‘© great States is the game for which the Northern Pacific is play- 
now American Congress and before the American people. 

Railroad Commissioner estimates these lands in 1881 as follows: They 
to the 30th of June, 1880, 2,600,000 acres of this land, for $9,000,000, 
The rest of this land, estimated at $2.50 per acre by the Rail- 
issioner, amounts to $99,750,000; total, $108,750,000; and then the 
stock of $100,000,000; when the whole cost of the road did not exceed 


Mr. ident, I want to put before the Senate and the country some 
about the character of this railroad. Gentlemen talk about it being built 
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} over mountains and through a vast desert plain and all that sort of thing, and 
| 


tell us that the immense cost justified these enormous drafts, I will read fr 
the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1569: 

“The Northern Pacific presents as one of its strong claims to public attention 
its comparatively low summit levels. It proposes to cross the Cascade Mount- 
ains in Washington Territory by the Snoqualmie P 3.000 feet above sea level, 
and the highest range of the Rocky Mountains by Cadotte’s Pass, whose eleva- 
tion of 6,167 feet may be reduced to 5,337 feet by a tunnel 2} mil Blodg- 
et’s charts show that the respective points where the Northern Pacific and the 
Union Pacific pass the main range of the Rocky Mountains are on nearly the 
same winter isothermal parallel of 20° Fahrenheit, with about the same winter 
temperature on the adjacent plains and with a summit level at 
Cadotte’s Pass” 

That is on the Northern Pacific 
“three thousand feet lower than that at Evans's Pass’ 

Which is on the Union Pacific Railroad rhe Commi 

“The Northern Pacific offers a pretty safe guarantee 
obstructions from snow which the more southern r 
The Northern Pacific route claims to be the shorte 
tributary waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, 

Then, speaking of the company, he says 

“The undeveloped resources of thfs company are attracting the attention of 
capitalists. Its landed subsidy is double that of the Union Pacifie road 
paratively a very small proportion of its line runs through anu elevated region, 
Governor Stevens was of the opinion that not more than one-fifth of the land 
from Red River to Puget Sound is inarable 

Not fit for cultivation— 

‘and that this is largely made up of mountains cove: 

Says the Commissioner: 

“It is evident that an immense agricultural area is here awaiting develop- 
ment. The great wheat-growing regions, on the left bank of the Upper Mis- 
souri, promise speedy settlement upon the opening of anu avenue for the trans- 
portation of their products to market 

That is the kind of country, four-fifths of it arable, a great wheat-producing 
country. 
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rd with valuable timber.” 


The foregoing clearly shows that this company have no ground to 
complain of the severity of this measure; that in fact they have never 
spent one dollar of their own money and have built the entire road 
from Government bounty. 


DANGERS OF MONOPOLY. 


Nearly one year to-day I addressed an audience in the city of San 
Francisco, and | am prompted right here to read an extract from that 
speech. 

In 1836 Jackson aroused the people to the danger of munopoly in a message 
that rang like the peal of aclarion from end to end of this continent. He sol- 
emnly admonished them that their dearest rights and liderties were menaced 
by the great monopolistic power of that day, namely,.the United States Bank. 
He removed the deposits and vetoed the bill rechartering the bank. Then came 
the mighty contest, the shock of which rocked our political fabric to its founda- 
tion. As Judge Black says of it, Jackson knew the corporators had done wrong 
and he would make no compromise with wrong. Do not we know our corpo- 
rators have done wrong, and, if so,shall we dally or compromise with wrong? 
Nothing was spared to swerve him from his lofiy purpose. But his steadfast 
and unquailing heart never knew a pulsation of doubt. The bank suddenly 
withdrew her discounts and pressed her debtors. This created widespread dis- 
tress and ruin, and the bank pointed to Jackson as the prime cause. Comuit- 
tees from all over the Union waited upon him, pretesting against his course; 
bitter complaints assailed him on allsides; two-thirds of the press, three-fourths 
of the orators, abused him with an acrimony of temper and a variety and reck- 
lessness of assault never before equaled; violence and assassination were 
threatened, but there stood Jackson, ** constant as the Northern Star, of whose 
true, fixed, and resting quality there is no fellow in the firmament.” 

Well has his great eulogist Judge Black said of him: “The electric chain of 
communication between him and the people was still unbroken, and whatever 
link of that chain was struck by his master hand the response was a deep thrill 
of sympathy from the hearts of millions. His steady and fearless voice was 
ever heard above the din of conflict and it went over the land like the tones of 
a trumpet ringing fall on the ear, banishing doubt, inspiring confidence, and 
swelling the hearts of the people with a foretaste of victory.” 

He pointed ont the incalculable power wielded by those moneyed institutions 
with their $35,000,000 of capital, and controlling $70,000,000 of indebtedness. The 
danger. at that time, was tangible, ominous, and it startled the nation by 
gigantic proportions. It was promptly grappled, met by that intrepid old hero 
aud those whom he marshaleu in his train, beaten down, and overthrown. If 
the danger really existed at that time, what shall be said of that which threatens 
us to-day? Thirty-five million dollars appalied the stout heart of Jackson. 

A combination representing hundreds of millions have inaugurated the cru- 
sade against your rights and liberties, and it reaches out with the arms of the 
fabled Briareus in countless directions. It isseen in every phase of life that con- 
fronts us—moral, social, political. In the highways, in the marts of com: 
in the counting-house and shop, at the fireside, in every pursuit, trade 
cation,the sorcery of this all-prevading and infernal influence is felt 
widespread as the winds, and its universality is as the light of the opening of 
day. You have seen it, as we all have; you haveseen what you have presumed 
to be the keenest sense of honor, the highest obligations, the most solemn ties 
of gratitude or friendship,the dearest affections,everything that you revere, 
love,or cherish, fade and wither at the touch of corporate power or like the 
flower before the sirocco’s breath; while laws, ordinances, and constitutions are 
but as cobwebs in the pathway of its consuming desires 

I defy contradiction upon the asseveration. It is within the knowledge and 
profound belief of every one who listens that these corporations have labitu- 
ally, by money, controlled primary elections, suborned conventions, and pur- 
chased Legislatures ever since their origin, and now ILask you, my countrymen, 
how long this thing shall last. It is a disgrace that burns so deep y. an iniquity 
so Monstrous that upon every side it uprears its crest and challer our atlen- 
tion in tonesthat we dare notdeny. [Loud applause.} Of course, in addressing 
you thus, I know what the penalty is going to be. It will be fraught with noth- 
ing that I can contemplate with unconcern. The assau!ts upon me will inten- 
sify in fierceness, but through no merit or seeking of my own, the logic of 
events has cast upon me a duty from which I can not escape without dishonor, 
and I shall take nostep in retrogression, come what may. And I confess to you 
that I do not say this without trepidation. I know the power of constant 
sparing, and remorseless detraction. 1 know whatithas accomplished in { 
times and with others, and I have no reason to doubt of its malign eflica 
day. I may,and probably will, be finally overborne, find myself circumvented, 
baffled, with my influence and power destroyed or materially abridged; but 
somebody else will be my successor, able, more capable, and will find some of 
the work already accomplished. 

Besides, my overthrow isof trivial moment and does not weigh even as the 
dust in the balance compared with those mighty issues, the evolution of which 
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now progresses and will soon confront with solemn and portentous aspect for 
permanent solution this American people. The brutal and arbitrary exercise of 
power, the scornful disregard by its possessors of the rights of those who are en- 
thralled from the beginning of time, has brought upon itself,sooner or later, 
atonement, expiation, justice. Laurid,dark,and ghastly, we summon from the 
chambers of our memory a recollection of the unimaginable excesses of the 
French Revolution, when for eighteen never-to-be-forgoten months the streets 
of Paris were red and slippery with carnage,and,as a writer describes it, “‘ the 
sun's eye had a sickly glare and the world grew faint with horror.” Abnormal 
causes produce like results, 

The signs of the times are not to be mistaken; mutterings of discontent are 
heard throughout the land; a cloud heavy and dark with a people’s wrath 
overspreads the sky, and the red bolt of retribution threatens soon to descend 
and scathe these transgressors. In manv States besides our own the law has 
been cloven down and lies prone beneath the parted and satanic hoof of corpor- 
ate insolence and greed. Buttime wears apace ; the handwriting upon the wall 
is visible, but not, my friends, by violence or the inauguration of chaos—not in 
the wild swirl of physica! strife nor with the concommitants of havoc or the de- 
struction of property, but peacefully, calmty—with that majesty that befits a 
great cause; but inexorably these corporations will be reduced to subordina- 
tion, to justice, and to law. And this revolation, though peaceful, is, as-1 have 
said, nearat hand. “It comes with a force that nothing can stay; a force that 
is so stupendous that it can only be likened to the great ocean when it lifts it- 
self beneath a darkened sky and a rolling thunder and resists everything short 
of the Supreme Power with an elemental force and fury that defies the expedi- 
ents of carping man.” 

Never again say,as I have heard said: ‘‘Don’t quarrel with the railroad, 
temporize with them or with money they will beatus.” Oh, fatal, false, perfid- 
ious words! Evenif they were true, could they speak who have gone before us, 
who have passed to the “ realms of shade,” they would tell us as our own man- 
hood tells, that better, a thousand times better, to go down fighting like free men, 
than to live in servitude, than to live lifting to the gaze of mankind our wrists 
encircled with the galling manacles of a willing degradation. [Loud and con- 
tinued applause.} But it is not true, The fear is begotten of abjectness and 
cowardice. Never tell me that the gallant, free, chivalric, hospitable, cultivated 
people of America are, when the battle comes,to be dragged at the chariot 
wheels of monopoly, and that money has so debauched or devitalized their 
lofty, imperial manhood. Never say that money can control our elections. 
The record belies the assumption. Whenever the test has been fairly made the 
corporations have been defeated. Their impotency was demonstrated in last 
election, when money was lavished without stint,and every one for sale was 

surchased. He lies in his throat and slanders our people who asserts it. And 
i deny it. In the name of an educated, Christianized people I deny it; in the 
name of bright-eyed Truth; in the name of the dauntiess, invincible spirit of 
Democracy ; in the name of the on-rushing, stalwart, ever-progressive genius 
of American civilization, I deny this allegation,and denounce it as the slander- 
ous outgrowth of either the hopeless pessimist or corporation aycophant. 

Therefore I say again to you,my friends,stop this folly. Tear from your 
bosoms this louthsorge fetichism, this fright ..1 superstition, which has lured you 
on and on until meen, hee found yourselves prostrate before an idol falser than 
hell, fouler to the sight than the beast of the Apoca)ypse, and whose votaries 
can not worship at the same shrine with freemen, whose ministrationsare death 
to free government, and the incense from whose altar is a poisonous stench in 
the nostrils of Democracy. [Cheers.] Together then let us gird up our loins; 
together we will storm the temple of this base and paltry idol. Aye, by the 
beard we will drag bim from his unclean sanctuary, disrobed and unsceptered : 
and then this grand constellated sisterhood of States will look upon the vision 
prefigured by the blazing genius of Milton: “ Methinks I see a noble and puis- 
sant nation arousing herself like a giantand shaking herinvincible locks; me- 
thinks I see her as an eagle, renewing her mighty youth and kindling her 
undazzled eyes in the full midday beam.” 


Sir, as we have seen in other days and generations, humanity has 
been beaten down, humiliated, and oppressed, and has finally turned 
upon their oppressors. From the speech of the eloquent Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] I am furnished a suggestion. I am minded, 
sir, to read a page from that wizard of literature, Charles Dickens, in 
his wonderful creation entitled A Tale of Two Cities. While some- 
thing may be conceded to the advance of thought and the humanizing 
tendencies of widely disseminated education, yet the railway magnate 
of to-day, in his disregard of natural right and the imperial reach of 
his ambition and sway, presents many points in common with his pred- 
ecessor, the marquis of the last century. 


Yes. Ittook four men, all four ablaze with gorgeous decoration, and the 
chief of them unable to exist with fewer than two gold watches in his ket, 
emulative of the noble and chaste fashion set by Monseigneur, to conduct the 
happy chocolate to Monseigneur’s lips. One lackey carried the chocolate pot 
into the sacred presence; a second milled and frothed the chocolate with the 
little instrument he bore for that function ; a third presented the favored nap- 
kin; a fourth (he of the two gold watches), poured the chocolate out. It was 
impossible for Monseigneur to dispense with one of these attendants on the 
chocolate and hold his high place under the admiring heavens. Deep would 
have been the blot upon his escutcheon if his chocolate been ignobly waited 
on by only three men ; he must have died of two, 

Monseigneur had been out at alittle supper last night,where the Comedy and 
the Grand Opera were charmingly represented. Monseigneur was out at a lit- 
tle supper most nights, with fascinating company. So polite and so impressi- 
ble was Monseigneur, that the Comedy and the Grand Opera had far more in- 
fluence with him in the tiresome articles of State affairs and State seorets, than 
the needs of all France. A happy circumstance for France, as the like always 
is for al! countries similarly favored—always was for England (by way of ex- 
ample) in the regretted days of the merry rt who sold it. 

Monseigneur had one truly noble idea of general public business, which was, to 
let everything go on in its own way; of particular public business, Monseigneur 
had the other truly noble idea that it must all go his way—tend to his own 
power and pocket. Of his pleasures, general and cular, Monseigneur had 
the othertraly noble idea, that the world was forthem. The text of his 
order (altered from the origina) by only a pronoun, which is not much) ran: 
“The earth and the fullness thereof are mine, saith Monseigneur.” 

Yet Monseigneur hed slowly found that vulgar embarrassments crept into 
his affairs, both private and public; and he had, as to both classes of affairs, 
allied himself perforce with the Farmer-general. Asto finances public, because 
Monseigneur could not make anything at all of them, and must uently 
let them out to somebody who could; as to finances private, because 
generals were rich, and Monseigneur, after generations of great luxury and ex- 
pense, was growing poor. Hence Monseigneur had taken his sister from acon- 
vent, while there was yet time to ward off in the impending veil, the cheapest 

arment she could wear, and had bestowed her as a a very rich 
‘armer-general, poor in family. Which Pusuengenesl, emuyinganagyeenet- 
ate cane with a golden apple oa the top of it, was now among the company in 
the outer rooms, much prostrated before by mankind—always excepting su- 
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perior mankind of the blood of Monseigneur, who, his own wife included. |, 
down upon him with the loftiest contempt. 
= a * > o > . 
Monseigneur having eased his four men of their burdens and tak 
chocolate, cau the doors of the holiest of holiests to be thrown 0)» 
issued forth. Then, what submission,what cringing and fawning, what ser 
what abject humiliation! As to bowing down in body and spirit noth 
that way was left for Heaven—which may have been one among other | 
why the worshipers of Monseigneur never troubled it. Bestowing a w 
»romise here and a smile there, a whisper on one happy slave and a way; 
nd on another, Monseigneur affably passed arcu his rooms to the ; 
region of the Circumference of Truth. There, Monseigneur turned, an: 
back again, and so in due course of time got himself shut up in his sa; 
by the chocolate sprites, and was seen no more. 
* * - - * ” . 


Its owner [the marquis] went down-stairs into the court-yard, got int 
riage, and drove away. Not many people had talked with him atthe rece), 
he had stood in a little space apart, and Monseigneur might have been w,; a 
in his manner. It appeared, under the circumstances, rather agreeal|e t. };, 
to see the common people dispersed before his horses, and often bare! y es : 
from being run down. Hisman drove asif he were charging an enemy 4)\1j ; 
furious recklessness of the man brought no check into the face or to {!), 
the master. The complaint had sometimes made itself audible, «\ 
deaf city and dumb age, that in the narrow streets without footways t)e« | 
patrician custom of hard driving endangered and maimed the mere yi 
barbarous manner. But few cared enough for that to think of it a s« 
and in this matter, as in all others, the common wretches were left to get 
their difficulties as they could. 

With a wild rattle and clatter, and an inhuman abandonment of consid 
not easy to be understood in these days, the carriage dashed through stree:s 
swept round corners, with women screaming before it, and men clutching ea 
other and clutching children out of its way. At last, swooping ata street ; 
ner by a fountain, one of its wheels came toa sickening little jo!t, and there was 
a loud ery from a number of voices, and the borses reared and plunge). | 
for the latter inconvenience the carriage probably would not have stopped 
carriages were often known to drive on, and leave their wounded behin i 
why not? But thefrightened valet had got down in a hurry, and the: 
twenty hands at the horses’ bridles. 

“ What has gone wrong?” said Monsieur, calmly looking out. 

A tall man in anightcap had caught up a bundie from among the fect « 
horses,and had laid it on the basement of the fountain, and was down 
mud and wet, howling over it like a wild animal. 
aa Monsieur the Marquis!" said a ragged and submissive man, 

iid.” 

“Why does he make thatabominable noise? Is it his child?" 

“* Excuse me, Monsieur the Marquis—it is a pity—yes.” 

The fountain was a little removed; for the street opened, where it was, intoa 
space some 10 or 12 yards square. As the tall man suddenly got up from the 
ground, and came running at the carriage, Monsieur the Marquis clapped his 
band for an instant on his sword-hilt. 

“ Killed!” shrieked the man, in wild desperation, extending both arms at their 
——— above his head and staring at him. “ Dead!” 

The people closed round and looked at Monsieur the Marquis. There was 
nothing revealed by the many eyes that looked at him but watchfulness and eager- 
ness; there was no visible menacing or anger. Neither did the people say any 
thing; after the first cry they had been silent, and they remained so. The voice 
of the submissive man who had spoken was flat and tame in its extreme sub- 
mission. Monsieur the Marquis ran his eyes over them all, as if they had been 
mere rats come out of their holes. 

He took out his purse. 

“It is extraordinary to me,” said he, “that you people can not take care of 
yourselves and your children. One or the other of you is forever in the way 
How do I know what injury you have done my horses. See! Give him that 

He threw out a gold coin for the valetto pick up, and all the heads craned for- 
ward that all the eyes might look down at it as it fell. The tall man called out 
again with a most unearthly cry,“ Dead!” 

He was arrested by the quick arrival of another man, for whom the rest mad 
way. On seeing him,the miserable creature fell upon his shoulder, sobbing 
andcrying,and pointing to the fountain, where some women were stooping 
over the motionless bundle,and moving gently about it. They were as silent 
however, as the men. 

“T knowall, I know all,” said the last comer. “Bea brave man, my Gaspard 
It is better for the poor little plaything to die sothan to live. It has died in 4 
moment without pain. Could it have lived an houras happily?” 

“You are a philosopher, you there,” said the Marquis,smiling. ‘“‘How do 
they call you?" 

“They call me Defarge.”’ 

“Of what trade?’ 

“Monsieur the Marquis, vendor of wine.” 

“ Pick up that, philosopher and vendor of wine,” said the Marquis, throwing 
him another gold coin, “and spend it as you will. The horses there; are they 


t ? ” 

Without deigning to look at the assemblage a second time, Monsieur the Mar- 
quis leaned back in his seat,and was just being driven away with the air of a 
gentleman who had accidentally broken some common thing, and had paid for 
it, and could afford to pay for it, when his ease was suddenly disturbed by a 
coin flying into his ca , and ringing on its floor. 

“ Hold!” said Monsieur the Marquis. “Hold the horses! Who threw that’”’ 

He looked to the spot where Defarge the vendor of wine had stood a moment 
before ; but the wretched father was groveling on his face on the pavement 1 
that spot,and the figure that stood beside him was the figure of a dark, stou' 
woman, kuitting. 

“ You dogs!” said the Marquis, but smoothly, and with an unchanged front 
except as to the spots on his nose: ‘I would rideoverany of you very willingly 
and exterminate you from the earth. Lif I knew which rascal threw at the car- 
riage, and if that brigand were sufficiently near it, he should be crushed under 
the wheels.” 

So cowed was their condition, and s» long and hard their experience of what 
such a man could do to them, within tire law and beyond it, that not a voice, or 
a band, or even an eye was raised. 


The foregoing, though professin,; to be a fiction, is conceded by al! 
students of history to be a true portraiture of the condition of things 
at that time. 

Is there no moral to be drawn from all this? Must we stand idly 
by, in the face of all our professions, and do nothing to abate the evils 
resulting from corporate power that seem to multiply every day? | 

not. 


Mr. Speaker, this is not the time for this House to hesitate or falter 
in its onward Yourse in this matter of land forfeiture. We have thus 
far done good work. Right nobly have we responded to the obliga- 
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tions of our platforms. Thus far the Public Lands Committee has 
considered and favorably reported and has on the Calendar now ready 
for action the following bills: The Atlantic and Pacific grant; Mem- 
phis and Charleston Railroad; Savannah and Albany Company; the 
southern Pacific; the Northern Pacific; the Ontonagon and Wisconsin 
State Line; the Oregon and California; the California and Oregon; the 
Houghton, Marquette and Ontonagon; the Ontonagon and Brulé River; 
the Mobile and Girard Company. 

The foregoing embraces over 70,000,000 of acres to be reclaimed from 
the corporations and returned to the people. 


them ever. Renew in yourselves the purer and better days of your 
party and of the Republic. Reclaim this vast area of land for your 
countrymen and for their wives and children. They ask it, and it is for 
you to award it. And remember, if in this beautiful country of ours, 

whose landscape to-day laughs in its exuberant and abounding fertility, 
there be disquiet and unrest; if it be true that the affluence of the few 
waxes and the independence of the many wanes; if there be “‘sloth in 
the mart and schism in the temple;’’ if the omnipotence of wealth has 

indeed undermined the people’s faith in the integrity of the judiciary, 

than which nothing can be more ominous of ill in a free government; 

if in many instances justice has been cloven down and dragged from 
its high eminence by the hand of official malversation; if Congress has 
come to be regarded in the last twenty years as the arena for the em- 
ployment of those malign agencies that thrive and fatten upon wrong- 

doing and misrule; if within sight of the palatial home may be heard 
ascending to Heaven from poverty’s wan lips the unavailing prayer for 
bread; if the millionaire’s invocation for the law’s protection be some- 
times drowned by the starving laborer’s malediction upon asystem that 
denies him the means of decent sustenance; if peace and content, the 
offspring of requited toil, find no longer an abiding-place at the 
hearthstone of labor; if the bomb-thrower, if the mad, insensate spirit 
of the Old World that impels men to the wanton destruction of life and 
property has found a ledgment with us; if, inother words, the red spec- 
ter of communism has dared to imprint its cloven hoof and uprear its 
hideous crest upon American soil; if these things have gone on and on 
and on until the heart sickens.and the pulses of the nation throb with 
apprehension of some vague, unspoken, undefined disaster; if any or all 
of these things be trye, then remember, Representatives, that the pri- 
mary, substantial cause therefor is to be found in the concentration of 
colossal fortunes in the hands of the few, which, in turn, was caused 
by these enormous gifts of the public lands, one of which gifts this 
measure is designed to reclaim. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the pur- 
chase-money on the sale of the reservation of Otee and Missouria tribes 
of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of 
William P. Chambliss. 

The e also announced that the Senate agreed to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of July 17 to print the annual report 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in 
the United States, with amendments, requested a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the said resolution and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. GorMAN, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. HawWLEy the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Fhe message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment (two-thirds agreeing therein) the bill (H. R. 7881) to re- 
move the political disabilities of Thomas R. Ware, of Virginia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a com- 
pilation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com- 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United States and Ter- 
Titories to be printed. 

_ The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested, fer printing 2,500 
additional copies of the report of the electrical conterence at Philadel- 
phia im 2884, for the use of the Department of State. 

_ The farther announced that the Senate had passed a resoln- 
tion, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for printing 
6,000 additional copies of the official opinions of the Attorneys-General 
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Then, gentlemen, I adjure you, stand to your promises now, stand to | 
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of the United States from 1789 to 1881, to which shall be added a digest 
of such official opinions from 1881 te the date of publication. 

The message also requested the House of Representatives to return 
to the Senate the bill 


H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Col- 
orado. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND-GRANT FORFEITURE 
Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt, as gentlemen have 
said, that both political parties come here pledzed to restore to the public 


domain all of such lands as have been granted but not earned by the 


£, 


for one, sir, ] came here to fulfill that pledge, and so I be- 
lieve did every member of this House. Now, he history of land- 
grant legislation is perhaps the most singular chapter in the legislative 
history of this country. It is true tl between about 1860 and 1870 





Congress voted aw 


y the public lands with the profusion and reck- 
lessness. It is also true that shortly alter that time the e turned, and 
to-day we are feeling the force of th lent wai » strong is the 
demand among the people that lands not earned s be restored to 
the public domain that it has been formulated kin I be 
lieve each political platform. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen « not frighten 
me from my legal position by intimating that I am i 1g upon 
that platform if I take a view of the law and of the equity of the case 
different from that taken by other gentlemen. As time is limited, I 
will come at once to the point. I take it we all wish to forfeit these 
lands so far as they are forfeitable. I take it that we wish, all of us 
to restore all of them that ought to be restored to the public domain 
For one I certainly do. There is, however, a difference in men’s minds 
about this question of ‘‘ earned lands ’—~a difference in the minds of the 
members of the Committee on Public Lands—and i wiilstate it briefly. 

The majority of the committee hold that where lands have been 


granted to aid, for instance, in the construction of a railroad, if the en 
tire road has not been completed within the time fixed, the entire grant 
is forfeitable, utterly regardless of any rights or equities that may have 
grown up. 

A MEMBER. Except the road-bed. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Except the road-bed. They, however, qualify 
that position to the extent of saying that for reasons of public policy 
they do not favor forfeiting the lands coterminous with the portions of 
the road completed within time, as it is called. The view of the mi 
nority of the committee, and the view, as I understand, of other gen- 
tlemen upon this floor is, that where the road has been completed strictly 
in accordance with the law, strictly in accordance with the terms of 
the granting act, whether in time or cut of time, even if built aiter 
the time limited for the completion of the whole road, if that road has 
been examined, accepted, and certified to the company before any steps 
have been taken by the Government to declare the lands forfeited, then 
the granted lands coterminous with the portions of the road so com- 
pleted are earned lands, and not to be forfeited. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold not only that this view is correct, in rdance 
with law and in accordance with right, but I take the further position 


ic 


“acco 


that it has been emphatically sustained by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in every word, line, and letter that the minority claim, 
and to that I shall now address the argument. Understand me. 
Wherever any portion of the road has been completed without any at- 


tempt at forfeiture, where it has been constructed ac ug to law, 
strictly according to the bond, and examined, accepted, and certified, 
although out of time, the coterminous lands, whether patented or not, 
are lands upon which we have no right to lay our hands. I propose to 
show that the Supreme Court of the United States has already decided 
this point, so that it is now the settled law of the land 
to show that the decisions of the Supreme Court 
with what the minority of the committee claim, and 
to be claimed by many members on this floor. 

Let us, in the first place, examine the grant. 
act of July 2, 1864, 13 Statutes, 362, and rea 

Sec. 3. And be it furiher enacted, 
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That there be 
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vy is,g t 
‘Northern Pacific Railroad Company,” its su wa and assigns, for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of said railr lt ph to t a 
cific coast, and to secure the safe and speedy trans at of the mails, t ps 
munitions of war,and public stores, overthe route « d 1 O way, every 
alternate section of public land, not mineral, d« by odd numbers bie 
amount of twenty alternate sections per mile 5 said r rad 

as said company may adopt, through the Territori« f the I ted State d 
ten alternate sections of land per mile oneach side of said railroa v 1ever it 
passes through any State,and whenever on the line thereof, the Un i Stat 
have full titie, not reserved, sold, granted,or otherwise appro} d fre 
from pre-emption, or other claims or rights, at the time t f i road is 
definitely fixed. and a plat thereof filed in the oflice of the ¢ n er of the 


General Land Office ; and whenever, prior to said time, any 
parts of sections shal! have been granted id, reser: 
settiers, or pre-empted, or otherwise disposed of. 

said company in lieu thereof, under the dire 
rior, in alternate tions, and designated by il numbers, not m 
miles beyond the limits of said alternate sections: Pravided, That i 
shali be found upen the line of any other railroad route to aid in t 
tion of which lands have been heretofore granted by the Us 
as the routes are upon the the same general line, the amou 
granted shall be deducted from the amount granted by 


Wherever the lands are referred to in su 
spoken of as ‘‘the lands hereby granted.’’ 
the Supreme Court, I commence with the 
riman, reported in 21 Wallace. 
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of Wisconsin to aid in the construction of a railroad, and the language 
of the granting act was the same as in the case of this Northern Pacific 
grant, ‘‘that there be and is hereby granted,’’ &c. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
it is important to notice the condition of things when the circumstances 
took place out which this controversy grew. The grahting language, 
as I said, is identical in both these acts. In the case to which this de 
cision relates, when the trouble arose out of which the lawsuit grew, 
there had not been one single foot of the road constructed, and the time 
limited for its construction had expired. That was the condition of 
things, the land having been granted to the State by this language, “‘ be 
and is hereby granted.’’ The timelimited had expired without the road 
being built. Harriman was the agent of the State. Schulenberg went 
upon the land and cut logs. Harriman seized them. Schulenberg 
brought replevin, and in that way the case went to the Supreme Court, 
and the court decided that the title to the lands remained in the State. 
Why? 

The Supreme Court, on page 59 of the volume which I hold in my 
hand, 21 Wallace, in speaking of this question, say: 

The company named in the act never constructed any portion of the road ; 
and there is no evidence the State ever exercised the power to sell, &c. 


Now, what does the Supreme Court say about that grant—a grant of 
the identical sort that we have here in the case of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad? I ask the Clerk to read from page 60 the passage I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First. That the act of Congress of June 3, 1856, passed a present interest in the 
lands designated there can be no doubt. The language used imports a present 
grant, and admits of no other meaning. The language of the first section is 
** that there be and is hereby granted to the State of Wisconsin ” the lands spe- 
cifled. The third section declares “ thatthe said lands hereby granted to said 
State shall be subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof; "’ and the fourth 
section provides in what manner sales shall be made and enacts that if the road 
shall not be completed in ten years “no further sales shall be made, and the 
lands unso!d shall revert to the United States."" The power of disposal and the 
provision for the lands reverting both imply what the first section in terms de- 
clares, that a grant is made, that is, that the title is transferred to the State. It 
is true thatthe route of the railroad, for the construction of which the grant 
was made, was yet to be designated, and until such designation the title did not 
attach to any specific tracts of land, The title passed to the sections, to be 
afterward located ; when the route was fixed their location became certain, and 
the title, which was previously imperfect, acquired precision and became at- 
tached to the land. 

Inthe case of Rutherford vs, Greene's Heirs, reported in 2 Wheaton, a similar 
construction was given by this court to an act of North Carolina passed in 1782, 
which provided that 25,000acres of land should be allotted and given to General 
Greene and his heirs within the limits of a tract reserved forthe use of the Army, 
to be laid off by commissioners appointed for that purpose. The commission- 
ers, pursuant to the directions of the act, allotted the 25,000 acres, and caused 
the quantity to be surveyed and the survey to be returned to the proper office, 
and the questions raised in the case related to the validity of the title of General 
Greene and the date at which it commenced. The court held that the general 
gift of 25,000 acres lying in the territory reserved became by the survey a par- 
ticular gift of the quantity contained in the survey, and concluded an extended 
examinStion of the title by stating that it was the clear and unanimous opinion 
of the court that the act of 1872 vested a title in General Greene to the 25,000 
acres, to be laid off whithin the bounds designated, and that the survey made in 
pumas of the act gave precision to that title and attached it to the land eur- 
veyed. 

On the 6th of March, 1820,Congress passed an act for the admission of Mis- 
souri into the Union, and among other regulations to aid the new State enacted 
“that four entire sections of land be,and the same are hereby, granted to said 
State for the purpose of fixing the seat of government thereon, which said sec- 
tions shall, under the direction of the Legislature of said State, be located as 
near as may be in one body,at any time,in such townships and ranges as the 
Legislature aforesaid may select, on any of the public lands of the United States.” 
In Lessieur os. Price, reported in the twelfth of Howard, the operation of this act 
was considered, and the court said: 

The land was granted by the act of 1829; it wasa present grant, wanting iden- 
tity to make it perfect; and the Legislature was vested with full power to select 
and locate the land; and we need only say here, what was substantially said by 
this court in the case of Rutherford vs. Greene's Heirs, that the act of 1820 vested 
@ title in the State of Missouri of four sections, and that the selection made by 
the State Legislature pursuant to the act of Congress, and the notice given of 
such location to the surveyor-general and the register of the local district where 
the land lay, gave precision to the title, and attached to it the land selected. 
The United States assented to this mode of proceeding, nor can an individual 
call it in question, 

Numerous other decisions might be cited to the same purport. They estab- 
lish the conclusion that unless there are other clauses in a statute restraining 
the operation of words of present nt, these must be taken in their natural 
sense to import an immediate transfer of title, although subsequent proceedings 
may be required to give prevision to that title and attach it to specific tracts. 
No individual can call in question the validity of the proceeding by which pre- 
cision is thus given to the title where the United States are satisfied with them. 

The rules applicable to private transactions, which regard grants of future 
application, of lands to be afterward designated,as mere contracts to convey, 
and not as actual conveyances, are founded upon the common law, which re- 
quires the ibility of present identification of property to the validity of its 
transfer. legislative grant operates as a law as well as a transfer of the prop- 
erty, and has such force as the intent of the Legislature requires. 

The case of Rice vs, Railroad Company, reported in 1 Black, does not conflict 
with these views. The words of present grant in the first section of the act 
there under consideration were restrained by a provision in a subsequent sec- 
tion declaring that the title should not vest in the Territory of Minnesota until 
the road or portions of it were built. 


Mr. VAN EATON. Ihavehad that read toshow, and the majority of 
the committee admit it in their report, that this sort of a grant isa 
grant in presenti with a condition subsequent; that is to say, the title 
passes eo instanti when the act is approved. 

Mr. CASWELL. And without any reversionary clause. 

Mr. VANEATON. Andinthiscase without any reversionary clause. 
I will come to that directly. The Supreme Court hold that although 
a definite line of location is required to give the grant precision, yet the 





title passed out of the grantor and into the grantee at the date of th, 
approval of the act. This being the case, what rights has the - 
and when do those rights terminate ? 

I pause right here to remark that it has been held in both ends o¢ 
this Capitol by committees of both bodies, by lawyers, by everybody 
who has ever discussed the question as a lawyer so far as I know— it has 
been held on all hands until a recent date that this is just that sort of 
a grant, a grant passing the title at once with a condition-subsey yen; 
In these latter days it has been assumed by some that it is a grant Upon 
condition-precedent, and that the title never passed until the condition 
was performed, and even the case of Rice vs. The Railroad Company 
has been quoted to sustain that doctrine. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi allow me this 
question? Has he considered in this connection the act of July 1, 146s. 
in which it is provided— 

That section 8 of an act entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the eon. 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound 
on the Pacific coast,” is hereby so amended as to read as follows: That each 
and every grant, right,and privilege herein are so made and given to and ac. 
cepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon and subject to the fo). 
lowing conditions, namely: that the said company shall commence the work 
on said road within two years from and after the 2d day of July, 1568, and sha}j 
complete not less than 100 miles per year after the second year thereafter, and 
shall construct, equip, furnish,and complete the whole road by the 4th day of 
July, A. D. 1877. 7 

Mr. VAN EATON. Oh, yes, Mr. Speaker, I have considered a]! 
that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the express condition on which the grant 
was made. 

Mr. VAN EATON. No, sir; the grant had been made long before 
that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But had the road been constructed ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. This was an added burden placed upon this 
road, and had nothing to do with the grant, because the title had al- 
realy passed. If the title had passed what could any subsequent leg- 
islation do to affect what had already taken place, except to resume the 
grant, &c. ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision was put upon the law before the 
road was constructed. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ican not yield; I have not the time. If the 
gentleman will get the House to vote down the previous question, if it 
should be called at 3 o’clock, he will have just as much time as he 
wants; but I can not now yield further. 

I was saying that in these late days it has been held, and sometimes 
in high quarters, that this is a grant upon a condition-precedent, and 
the case of Rice vs. The Railroad Company has even been quoted in 
support of that doctrine. But in this case the Supreme Court consid- 
ers that question and brushes it aside as having nothing to do with this 
sort ofagrant. Why? Because in that particular case after the grant- 
ing words ‘‘ be and are hereby granted’’ it was subsequently provided 
in that case in express terms that no title should pass until certain things 
bad been done and so much of the road completed. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does the gentleman refer to the Wisconsin grant? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Iam referring to the case of Rice vs. The Rail- 
road Company, which was discussed by the court in the case of Schul- 
enburg vs. Harriman; and the court shows distinctly that the two 
grants were not of the same class, for the reason that in Rice vs. The 
Railroad Company the words ‘‘ be and are hereby granted ”’ in the first 
section were restricted by a provision in a subsequent section declar- 
ing that the title should not vest until the road or certain portions of 
it had been completed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having established that this is a present grant, 
conveying a title at once with a condition-subsequent, the next ques- 
tion is, what happens if the condition-subsequent is broken? Very 
strange to say up to the time of this decision it had been held, I be- 
lieve, to a very great extent by the profession that in a case where tlic 
granting act provided that if the road should not be built within 4 cer- 
tain time the lands should revert, that the lands reverted tpso facto on 
the termination of the time designated. 

Surely if lawyers had looked into the law relating to this subject 
more carefully they would never have come to such a conclusion s 
that. Let us see what the Supreme Court has to say on that subject: 

The provision in the act of Congress of 1856 that the lands remaining unsold 
after ten years shall revert to the United States ifthe roads be not then com- 
pleted is no more than the grant shall be void if the condition-subsequent be not 
fulfilled. 

There was the plain provision—not found in the granting act to tlic 
Northern Pacific—that the land should revertand no furthersales shoul: 
be made if the road was not built in time, in ten years. When tiis 
time elapsed and the road was not built, then what? The Supreme 
Court holds that the provision against further sales in that event adds 
nothing to the force of the provision, and if the condition be not en- 
forced the power to sell continues as before the breach. Mark the lan- 

limited only by the object of the grant. What was the object 

of the grant? To build the road. They said in a preceding page tle 
sale never could be made so as to pass title only as the road is built. 
Here they say, although the time is out, although the time in which 
the road was to be built has long since passed, if there has been no en- 


£rantee 








1886. 
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try on the part of the grantor the power to sell continues as before its 


preach limited only by the object of the grant. 


ment: First, the character of the grant, being a present grant on a con- 
dition-subsequent; secondly, when the condition is broken the grantee 
may then comply with the condition and earn the grant if the giv utor 
stands by and allows it to be done. I think that is decided empuati- 
ly. 
aye have remarked, but being hurried I overlooked it when I 
started, and I shall take occasion to do so now, that in this case the road 
was completed to the Missouri River—to Bismarck—within the time 
limited, July 4, 1879. 
July, 1866, and the road was to be completed by July 4, 1876, but it 
was afterward extended, by law and by construction of the Interior De- 
partment, until the time for building the road wassaid to be July 4, 1879. 
Mr. PAYSON. That was under numerous Congressional extensions. 
Mr. VAN EATON. I saidthat by acts of Congressand departmental 
constructions it might go on until the 4th of July, 1879. This road was 
completed to Bismarck intime. After the time, I admit it, the road was 
built to Wallula. From Wallulato Portland, 214 miles, the company 
leased a road which they found completed between those points. 
Portland to Tacoma they built their road. 
the construction of what is called the Cascade branch. There is no dis- 
pute about the facts. There is no dispute except as to the law. 
Now, having shown why the minority of the committee hold as we 
do, let me read further. This decision of the Supreme Court has been 


criticised. I have heard men, not lawyers, speak of itin terms of great 
opprobrium. I have heard lawyers assert if the Supreme Court had the 


chance again they would decide differently; reverse their decision in 
Schulenberg vs. Harrimon. Let us see whether that is possible. The 
Supreme Court on page 63 say: 


The prohibition against further sales, if the road be not completed within the 
riod prescribed, adds nothing to the force of the provision. A cessation of 
sales in that event is implied in the condition that the lands shall then revert; 
if the condition be not enforced the power to sell continues as before its breach, 
limited only by the objects of the grant and the manner of sale prescribed in the 


act. 

And it is settled law that no one can take advantage of the non-performance 
of a condition-subsequent annexed to an estate in fee, but the grantor or his 
heirs, or the successors of the grantor if the grant proceed from an artificial 


rson; and if they do not see fit to assert their r «ht to enforce a forfeiture on | 
The authorities on | 


that ground the title remains unimpaired in the grantee. 
this point, with hardly anjexception, are all one way from the Year Books down. 
And the same doctrine obtains where the grant upon condition proceeds from 
the Government; noindividus! can assail the title it has conveyed on the ground 
that the grantee has failed to perform the conditions annexed. 

In what soanner the reserved right of the grantor for breach of the condition 
must be asserted so as to restore the estate depends upon the character of the 
grant. Ifit be a private grant, that right must be asserted by entry or its equiv- 
alent. Ifthe grant be a public one it must be asserted by judicial proceedings 


authorized by law, the equivalent of an inquest of office at common law, find- | 
ing the fact of forfeiture and adjudging the restoration of the estate on that | 


und, or there must be some legislative assertion of ownership of the property 
Er breach of the condition, such as an act directing the possession and appro- 
priation of the property, or that it be offered for sale or settlement. At com- 
mon law the sovereign could not make an entry in person, and, therefore, and 
office-found was necessary to determine the estate, but, as said by this court in 
a late case, “‘the mode of asserting or of resuming the ferfeited grant is subject to 
the legislative authority of the Government. It may after judicial investiga- 
tion, or by taking ion directly under the authority of the Government 
wiheutthune preliminary proceedings.” 
taken either by legislation or judicial proceedings to enforce a forfeiture of the 


estate granted by the acts of 1856 and 1864. The title remains, therefore, in the | 


State as completely as it existed on the day when the title by location of the 
route of the railroad acquired precision and became attached to the adjoining 


alternate sections. 

Mr. PAYSON. The same title they had by act of Congress. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Why, of course. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely. 

Mr. VAN EATON. And by the act of Congress they had a right to 
build the road. They have the same right to build it if the Govern- 
ment did not see fit to enforce the forfeiture of the grant that they had 
in the beginning. The title remains unimpaired inthe grantee. But 
if there is a possibility of being mistaken in that point there are two 
other points to which I desire to call attention. In 12 Howard I find 
this in the case of The Propeller Genesee Chief et al. vs. Fitzhugh et «/., 
and which I believe first laid down the doctrine in referencs to mari- 
time law as applicable to fresh-water rivers and lakes. The Supreme 
Court had previously decided differently in the case of the Thomas 

Jefferson. In the present case the court go on to hold, page 76: 

The case of the Thomas Jefferson did not decide any question of property or 
lay down any rule by which the right of property should be determined. If it 
had we should have felt ourselves bound to follow it, notwithstanding the opin- 
jon we have expressed. For every one would suppose that after the decision 
of this court in a matter of that kind he might safely enter into contracts upon 
the faith that rights thus acquired would not be disturbed. In such a case sture 


decisis is the safe and established rule of judicial policy and should always be 
adhered to. For if the law as pronounced by the court ought not to stand, it is 


in the power of the Legislature to amend it without imparing rights acquired | 
under ft. 


But the decision referred to has no relation to rights of property. It wasa 


question of jurisdiction only,and the judgment we now give can disturb no | 


rights of property nor interfere with any contracts heretofore made. The rights 
of property and of parties will be the same by whatever court the law is ad- 
ministered. 

And as we are convinced that the former decision was founded in error and 
that the error, if not corrected, must produce serious public as well as private 
inconvenience and loss, it becomes our duty not to perpetuate it. 
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Under this decision (Schulenberg vs. Harrimon) rights have been 


| acquired, rights innumerable, and that would be the reason why the 
I think up to this point I have established two steps in this argu- | Supreme Court, even if it were not the established law, would never in- 


terfere. But, again, I hold in my hand a letter from the Interior De- 


| partment written by Commissioner Sparks, in which he holds this lan- 


guage; he was answe ring a quest ion: 


The rights of the State and of the compa 


inv claiming under the State were not 

vacated by the failure to complete the road within the time required. In the 

| case of Schulenberg vs. Harrimon (21 Wallace, 44) the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that until some action be taken either by legislation or judi- 
cial proceedings to enf e a forfeiture of the grant, the title remains in the 
State as completely as 1 on the day that it took effect by the location of the 


It is true the grant was made on the 2d of | 


From | 
They are now engaged in | 





In the present case noaction has been | 





road, 
The Department has 





been, and is now, governed by that decision in all cases 
to which it is applicable, and in view thereof it is not seer »w the grant can 
be considered as “ vacated’’ until a forfeiture of the same has been declared 


Then, the point is this: That since the decision of the case in 
Schulenberg against Harriman, rendered in 1874, this has been the 
accepted doctrine upon which the Interior Department and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office have acted namely, that the 
grantee company may go on and build their road just as well after the 
ten years (or the time limited) had expired as before, and the constant 
practice is that when the road is built in sections each section, say, of 
25 miles for instance, as completed is examined by special examiners 
sent out by the President, who report the fact of the completion within 
the terms of the law; and I repeat that has been the practice and still 
remains the practice, and that is just what has been d 
ticular case. 

My text, so to speak, is that these lands can not be forfeited, and 
that is what I promised to prove. Having gone as far as I have with 
reference to the nature and effect of the grant, I want to call atten- 
tion to another decision that in my opinion settles beyond all pos- 
sibility of controversy the correctness of the position I assume with ref- 
erance to the language of this grant. I refer now to the case of Van 
Wyck vs. Knevals (106 United States Rep., page 368). This is a very 
important decision in connection with the argument I am making, be- 
cause if there is anything that has been left out as far as I have gone 
with these decisions, it is completed or supplemented in this case. I 
quote now from the case to which I have referred, 106 United States 
Kep., 16 Otto. In this case it was provided, and I want it distinctly 
understood—but I had better read the language: 


one in this par- 


The third section provides that the lands granted “ shall inure to the benefit 
of said company as follows: When the governor of the State of Kansas shall 
certify that any section of 10 consecutive miles of said road is completed in good, 
substantial,and workmanlike manner as a first-class railroad,then the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall issue to the said company patents for so many sections 
of said land hereinbefore granted as lie opposite to and coterminous with the 
said completed sections, and when certificates of the governor aforesaid shall be 
presented to the Secretary of the completion as aforesaid of each successive sec- 
tion of 10 consecutive miles of said road the said Secretary shall in like man- 
ner issue to said company patents for the said sections of said lands as aforesaid 
for each of said sections of road until said road shall be completed: Provided, 
That if said railroad company or its assigns shall fail to complete at least one 
section of said road each year from the date of its acceptance of the grant pro- 
vided for in this act, then its right to the lands for said section so failing of com- 
pletion shall revert to the Government of the United States: Provided further, 
That if said road is not completed within ten years from the date of the accept- 
ance of the grant hereinbefore made, the lands ren zr unpatented shall re- 
vert to the United States.” 





Minne 


What I wish to remark in this connection is this, and it will be seen 
by the language of the granting act, that if this road was not com- 
pleted within the ten years the unpatented lands should revert to the 
United States. The Supreme Court held that all the lands cotermi- 
nous with the completed portion of the road belonged to it, whether pat- 
ented to it or not, and right in the face of the language of the grant- 
ing act. 

The defendant having failed to establish the validity of his own title, attacks 
the right of the company to the lands covered by all the 
company never completed the construction of the re road for which the 
grant was made; that after filing its map with the Secretary of the Interior it 
changed, for part of the distance, the route of the road,and that 
plied with the conditions of the laws of Nebraska for the ext 
within the limits of that State. 

We do not deem these objections w n considere 
they are based as having yforce. There is tot 
answer. Assuming that the Burlingtonand Missouri 
the company’s road connected was not, asaverred 
of the Union Pacific Railroad, and that, therefore 
was not entirely completed the f 
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grant, ging that 
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it 
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never com- 


ension of its road 
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Il with the facts on which 
2m a ready and conclus 

tiver Railroad with which 
y the complainant, a branch 
, the company’s proposed road 









ve 





wt remains that the company constructed a 
pottion of the proposed road, and that portion was accepted as completed in 
the manner required by the act of Congress, Patents for some of the adjoining 
sections were accordingly issued to the company and a right to all of them, not 


especially reserved by the condition of the grant, was vested in it 


Then, so far as that portion of the road which was completed and 
accepted is concerned, the contract of the company was executed. 
So far as that portion of the road which was completed and accepted is con- 


cerned, the contract of the company was executed, and as tothe lands patented 
the transaction on the part of the Government was closed 


and the title of the 
company perfected. The right of the company to the remaining odd-numbered 
sectionsadjoining the road completed and accepted, not reserved, isequally clear 
If the whole of the proposed road has not been completed any forfeiture se- 
quent thereon can be asserted only by the grantor, the United States, through 
judicial proceedings or through the action of Congress. (Scliulenberg vs. Har- 
riman, 21 Wall.,44.) A third party can not take upon himself to enforce condi- 
tions attached tothe grant when the Government does not complain of their 


breach. The holderof an invalid title does not stre n his position by show- 
ing how badly the Government has been treated with respect to the property, 
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property of all kinds and descriptions, :eal, personal, and mixed, includi;,.. 
franchises as a corporation; and,as proof and notice of its legal executi,,, 
effectual delivery, said mortgage shall be filed and recorded in the office or.) 
Secretary of the Interior; and also to locate and construct, under the provi«:,,. _ 
and with the privileges, grants, and duties provided for in its act of inc, 
tion, its main road tosome point on Puget Sound, via the valley of the Co), 
River, with the right to locate and construct its branch from some cony.; 
point on its main trunk line across the Cascade Mountainsto Puget Sound. ... 
in the eventof there not being in any State or Territory in which said ma), 
or branch may be located, at the time of the final location thereof, the ay... 
of lands per mile granted by Congress to said company, within the limits ,,, 
scribed by its charter, then said company shall be entitled, under the direc,,,.. 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to receive so many sections of land belonoi,. ._ 
the United States,and designated by odd numbers, in such State or Terri;,, 
within 10 miles on each side of said road, beyond the limits prescribed | 
charter, as will make up such deficiency, on said main line or branch, ex.« 

eral and other lands as exempted in the charter of said company of 1561 ; 


Although the act provided that the unpatented lands should revert 
to the United States, yet having built the road and earned them, the 
Supreme Court held that the title of the road is as clear to these lands 
as it is or was to those that were patented. I should before this have 
read section 4 of the granting act to the Northern Pacific Railroad. I 
will read it now: 




































































Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That whenever said ‘‘ Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company” shall bave 25 consecutive miles of any portion of said railroad 
and telegraph line ready for the service contemplated the President of the United 
States shall appoint three commissioners to examine the same, and and if itshall] 
appear that 25 consecutive miles of said road and telegraph line have been com- 
pleted in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner, as in all other respects 
required by this act, the commissioners shall so report to the President of the 
United States, and patents of lands as aforesaid shall be issued to said company, 
confirming to said company the right and title to said lands, situated opposite 


to, und conterminous with, said completed section of said road; and, from time | ®™ount of the lands that have been granted, sold, reserved, occ upied by hor 
to time, whenever 25 additional consecutive miles shall have been constructed, | Stead settlers, pre-empted, or otherwise disposed of subsequent to the pass 
completed, and in readiness as aforesaid, and verified by said commissioners to the act of July 2, 1864, and that 25 miles of said main line between its we. 


terminus and the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, shall be comp)ereq 
the Ist day of January A. D. 1872, and 40 miles of the remaining portion {jor.,,/ 
each year thereafter, until the whole shall be completed between said pojp+.. 
Provided, That all lands hereby granted to said company which sha)| not }, 
or disposed of or remain subject to the mortgage by this act authorized. a: 1),.. 
expiration of five years after the completion of the entire road, shall be «.} oat 
to settlement and pre-emption like other lands, at a price to be paid to said cy 
pany not exceeding $2.50 per acre ; and if the mortgage hereby authorized sha}| 
at any time be enforced by foreclosure or other legal proceeding, or the » 
gaged lands bereby granted, or any of them, be sold by the trustees to y 
such mortgage may be executed, either at its maturity or for any failure « 
fault of said company under the terms thereof, such lands shall be sold at py! 
sale, at places within the States and Territories in which they shall be situa: 
after not less than sixty days previous notice, in single sections or subdivisions 
thereof, to the highest and best bidder: Provided further, That in the cor 10 
tion of the said railroad, American iron or steel only shall be used, the same to 
be manufactured from American ores exclusively. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That Congress may at any time alter or amend 
this joint resolution, having due regard to the rights of said company, and any 
other parties. 5 

Approved May 31, 1870. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] said if they meant to 
give the road any greater right or title to these lands than had heen a!- 
ready given why not set it up in this amending act or joint resolution? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, that is just what they diddo. I do not think Con- 
gress could have done it in any plainer language than they have done 
it in thisact. They provide this: 


Provided, That all lands hereby granted to said company which shal! not 
be sold or disposed of or remain subject to the mortgage by this act author- 
ized, at the expiration of five years after the completion of the entire road, sha!! 
be subject to settlement and pre-emption like other lands, at a price to be paid 
to said company not exceeding $2.50 per acre; and if the mortgage hereby au- 
thorized shall at any time be enforced by foreclosure or other lega! proceeding, 
or the mortgaged lands hereby granted, or any of them, be so!d by the trustees 
to whom such mortgage may be executed, either at its maturity or for any fail- 
ure or default of said company under the terms thereof, such lands shall be sold 
at public sale, at places within the States and Territories in wich they shall be 
situate, after not less than sixty days’ previous notice, in single sections or sub- 
divisions thereof, to the highest and best bidder. 

Mr. Speaker, I put it toany lawyer, is the express permission to 
mortgage the granted lands and the specific directions as to the man- 
ner of sale in case the mortgage is foreclosed consistent with the idea 
that Congress also and at the same time or at any time can declare a 
forfeiture of the lands, and so destroy the very security it has author- 
ized? 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me one question? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does he think asa matter of law that under the 
mortgage any better title would pass than the mortgagor himself had at 
the time of its execution ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. In other words, the power to mortgage being given 
in 1870, when the time for the construction of the road did not expir 
until 1879, and the general grant contained the conditions of which the 
gentleman has spoken, does he not think, as a lawyer, the same con- 
ditions attach to the land after the mortgage as before? 

Mr. VAN EATON. With this exception, that by this very permis- 
sion that condition was waived. 

Mr. PAYSON. How? 

Mr. VAN EATON. By allowing these lands to be mortgaged an 
inviting the people of the United States to come in and take these 
mortgage bonds to enable them to build the road, and this permission, 
when that act was passed, they had. 

Mr. PAYSON. Except, subject to the condition. 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘Thecondition of forfeiture as far as that is con- 
cerned is waived. The mortgage was authorized expressly to ‘‘aid the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the construction and equipment 
of its road.”’ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. They had the land on certain conditions. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Please make your speeches in your own time. 

Now, sir, let us look at this for a minute in a common-sense point of 
view. What was the object of allowing the railroad company to mort- 
gage these lands? Wasitnotto raise money to build the road? Now, 
suppose the men who loaned the moncy had said to the company, ‘You 
are giving us a mortgage on these lands, it is true, but suppose you do 
not build the road in time and the United States Government forfeits 


the President of the United States, then patents shall be issued to said company 
conveying the additional sections of land as aforesaid, and so on as fast as every 
25 miles of said road is completed as aforesaid: Provided, That no more than 
ten sections of land per mile, as said road shal! be completed, shall be conveyed 
to said company for all that part of said railroad lying east of the western bound- 
ary of the State of Minnesota, until the whole of said railroad shall be finished 
and in good running order, as a first-class railroad, from the place of beginning 
on Lake Superior to the western boundary of Minnesota: Provided also, That 
lands shall not be granted under the provisions of this act on account of any 
railroad, or part thereof, constructed at the date of the passage of this act. 


sc 1 


That is our case on the law up to this time. I have brought these 
decisions down now se as to apply the law to the exact case before us, 
making it applicable to the existing facts. Although much of this road 
was built out of time, yet it was built when there was no act of for- 
feiture on the part ofthe grantor. On the contrary the grantor was co- 
operating with the builders of the road all the time, sending out ex- 
aminers, inspecting portions of the road completed, certifying to the 
fact that it was properly constructed and patenting the conterminous 
lands. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Is that under the act? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes,sir; instrict accordance with the very letter 
of the law. 

But, Mr, Speaker, that is not all. I might stop here and claim that 
this land coterminous with the built portion of the road is not forfeit- 
able. But I have something else to submit on this point. I will refer 
here to Ludlow’s case in 12 Barber, and to the text in 2 Washburne 
on Real Property, where the following is held: 

Where, however, a grant to a railroad company of land was upon condition 
that the road should be completed by a certain time, which was not done, and 
after that, the grantor knowing the fact, suffered the company to go on and in- 
cur expenses in constructing their road and made no objection, it was held to be 
a waiver of the condition and forfeiture. And it is laid down as a general prin- 
ciple that a condition which, if taken advantage of, destroys the whole estate, 
if once dispensed with, in whole or in Lan is gone forever, for acondition being 
an entire thing can not be apportioned except bylaw. Thus, where a grant was 
made to a company on condition that they should erect a bloomery on the estate 
by such a time, and the grantor afterward waived that and gave them permis- 
sion to erect a blast-furnace in its stead, and extended the time for its erection, 
it was held that a failure to erect the furnace within the extended time was not 


a ground for forfeiture. The condition was gone,and the terms of the grant 
did not create a covenant. 


tr 





That was the case of a road built out of time. Yet the grantor say- 
ing nothing, the court held the title was good to the land. It is true 
that was an individual, but the great principles of right and justice, I 
take it, are the same between nations and individuals and corpora- 
tions as they are between individuals. 

There is another thing to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House particularly. The ficts in this case were that no road had been 
built up to March, 1869. TS» granting act provided that the company 
should not put out any mortage bends on any of its property without 
the consent of Congress. In 1869 Congress authorized the company to 
issue its bonds and secure the same by mortgage on its railroad and tel- 
egraph line. Even on that no money was raised and no road was built. 

What was done next? We nowcome to the joint resolution of May 
31, 1870. The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] who opened 
this argument treated this very lightly; but I think it is absolutely 
conclusive. 

In section 10 of the “9. som granting act this was provided: 


Sc. 10. And be it further ettacted, That all people of the United States shall 
have the right to subscribe to the stock of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany until the whole capital named in this act of incorporation is taken up, by 
complying with the terms of subscription; and no mortgage or construction 
nena shall ever be issued by said company on said road, or mortgage, or lien 
made in any way, except by the consent of the Congress of the United States. 


Well, now we come down to 1870, and find this state of things. No 
road’ had been built. It was not even commenced. Then Congress 
came in and did this, Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, it would have been wiser 
then to have repealed the act and resumed theland. But, sir, they did 
not do it. Congress, in 1870, passed this joint resolution, approved 
May 31: 

, [Resolution of May 31, 1870.] 


No. 67.—A resolution authorizing the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
issue its bonds for the construction of its road and to secure the same by mort- 
gage, and for other purposes. 




















Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America | the lands, what security have we got?’’ and suppose that right then 
in Congress assembled, That the Northern Pacific Railroad Company be, and . : 
hesshey ta, authorized to isaue ite bonds toaid in the constrestionend equipunens and there a competent authority could have told the money-lenders, 
of ita road,and to secure the same by mortgage on its property and rights of ' ‘‘You run the risk of losing your money if this road is not built in 





1886. 





time, strictly up tothe letter of the bond,”’ do you suppose any money- 
lender in Christendom would have invested his money on such condi- 
tions? Certainly not. But when he looked at the resolution granting to 
the company the right to mortgage these lands and saw prescribed the 
manner i which they should be sold in case the debt was not paid, 
and saw farther that the road was to be completed in 25-mile sections 
and the coterminous lands patented, then he could not doubt any longer. 

Mr. McKENNA. Do younot suppose the money-lender would take 
into consideration the power of the road to complete the road within 
the prescribed time, and thereby to earn the land grant? 
Very likely he would; and he would know per- 
fectly well, too, that just as the road was built the lands coterminous 
with that portion of it would be earned and a security for his debt. 
How long did these bonds run? 
I do not remember just now; but I will answer 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention at 
this point to what was done under this resolution. 
of the said resolution giving the company permission to mortgage the 
road mortgages were made as follows: 

1. The mortgage of July 1, 1870, now represented by the preferred stock of the 


Mr. VAN EATON. 


Mr. FINDLAY. 
Mr. VAN EATON. 
the gentleman later. 


omuey, ; se 
2. The Missouri division mortgage of March 1, 1879. 
3. The Pend d’Oreille mortgage on that portion of the line of September 1, 19. 
4. The general mortgage of June 1, 1881, at the rate of $25,000 per mile, now the 
first mortgage on the greater portion of the main line. 
5. The second mortgage of November 20, 1883, for $20,000,000. 
The outstanding mortgage bonds of the company were as follows July 30, 1835, 
the close of last financial year: 


Ts a ctrencriemeabiapeateqnnccaeebedoousbens 
General second-mortgage bonds... 
Missouri division mortgage bonds........ 
Pend d’Oreille division mortgage bonds 


Add to this preferred stock, which is an equitable mort 
the old first mortgage converted into stock. ....... eaeeeehennennmnes un 


The power to make these mortgages and give a valid title which could be en“ 
forced by foreclosure is utterly inconsistent with the existence of a forfeiture. 

However, I must go back a little before I leave the subject of the 
mortgage. I want to call attention to one point in the second section of 
the resolution passsed in May, 1870, and I lay particular stress upon 
it. Itis this: ‘‘Congress may at any time alter or amend this joint 
resolution, having due regard to the rights of said company and any 
other parties.’’ Now, that is very important. What other parties were 
there? What other parties could there be than the creditors of the 
road? And if Congress altered the act, it was to be done with due re- 
gard not only to the rights of the railroad company but to the rights 
As throwing further light on what the object 
of the grant was I wish to call attention to the recapitulation in section 


of ‘‘any other parties.’’ 


20, and I read it: 


The better to accomplish the object of this act, namely,to promote the public 
interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line and 
keeping the same in working order, to secure to the Government at all times, 
but particularly in time of war, the use and benefits of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes, Congress may at any time, having due regard for 
the rights of said Northern Pacific Railroad Company, add to, alter, amend, or 


repeal this act. 


There you have the object of the grant recited and repeated. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, we have this state of facts: The road virtually 
completed, at least so far so as to obtain the object of the grant, and 
the cars running from laketo ocean, completed and accepted from Lake 
Superior to Wallula, say 2,000 miles, connection of Wallula and Port- 
land by leased lines, and built from Portland to Tacoma, with the Cas- 
eade branch from Wallula to Seattle in rapid process of construction, 
and since February, 1884, 150 miles of the road have been accepted and 
approved by the President of the United States, and of this 25 miles 
of the Cascade branch by President Cleveland, November 18, 1885. 

Great quantities of the lands proposed to be forfeited are in the 
Five mortgages, ranging in date from 
July 1, 1870, te November 20, 1883, have been executed by the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, all covering the lands filed in the In- 
terior Department and recorded in the proper offices along the line of 


hands of innocent purchasers. 


the road. 


And this was done under authority of Congress. We know it was 
the intention of Congress to allow the entireland grant to be mortgaged, 
and that the lands were so mortgaged five times with the knowledge 
of Congress and the Interior and Executive Departments. 
that the bonds issued under the mortgage have been sold to citizens who 
paid their money for them. -They have gone into the business of the 
country, and are held by innocent purchasers. 
doubt truly, that these bondsare held inevery Statein the Union. There 
can be no doubt that all this has been done under the firm and confi- 
dent belief that every step was taken under the approbation of Con- 
: The bondholders, citizens everywhere, 
have now this day the lands and all the Jands for their security. 
we have the power, have we the right to deprive them of that security ? 
Is itonly the railroad we are injuring ? 
ness of the country to the extent of depreciating these securities in the 
hands of all sorts of people, not simply bankers and capitalists? 


gress and tocarry outits policy. 


respect? 


time. 


After the passage 


... $43, 403, 000 













gage, being 


It is a fact 


In fact it is said, and no 


Are we not deranging the busi- 
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Again, have the purchasers of these lands no rights we are bound to 


doubtless many of them are. 
ings for the benefit of his growing family; another may have invested 
all his earnings, looking prudently forward to a rise in price. Owner- 
ship of these lands may in many cases stand ‘ 
Nomatter; 
majority of the committee. 


Oh, yes, say the majority. 


We will give each of these 360 
acres, no more, whether he be settler, or purchaser for investment, as 


A father may have invested his hard earn- 


ruthlessly sweepall away save o 


for the earnings of a life- 
ly 360 acres, say the 
What for, I would respectfully ask? Why, 
simply to drive out the present settlers and purchasers to let others 
come in. 


A great deal of rhetoric has been expended in describing the magni- 


tude of this grant, and it is a large one; 
The grant is for the 
of the public lands, 
mile, on each side of the line of the road, 
and ten alternate 


the argument? 


but what has that to do with 
alternate odd-numbered sections 
to the amount of twenty alternate sections per 
through the Territories, 
sections on each side in the States, with an ad- 


dition of not more than ten sections on each side for indemnity limits. 


Now, gentlemen spea 


of the grant as if it comprised a tract of land 60 


miles wide from the lakes to the Pacific Ocean, which is a gross exag- 
geration. In the Territories very little indemnity lands will be re- 
quired, and whatever the quantity it must be borne in mind an equal 
quantity, the even-numbered sections, are along the line of the road, and 


remain at the disposal of the Government for the 


benefit of settlers and 


purchasers. Gentlemen speak of the granted lands as if they were lost, 


obliterated, wiped out. 


Why, they are still there in place, open for set- 


tlement the same as they ever were. True, they can not be homesteaded, 
and there may be some increase in the price, but so far, as a general 
thing, very little, if any, more than the lands reserved by the Govern- 


ment. 


Again, much is said of the great munificence of this grant and its vast 


pecuniary value. 


This, as I have said, is greatly exaggerated, but evcn 
if true what gives the lands their increased value? 
very road it is proposed to deprive of the lands? 


What but this 


Why, it is well known 


that but for the road these lands would have no present value, could 
not be sold for any price, nor could they be taken tor homesteads. ‘To 
illustrate how railroads enhance the price of lands coterminous with their 
lines, I venture to read here an extract from the Commercial Herald of 
recent date, a progressive and representative paper of my State, pub- 


lished in thecity of Vicksburg. 


Speaking of a road recently constructed 


through Mississippi, and forming, I believe, a part of what is known as 
the Huntington system, that paper in a late issue said: 


THE BOOM. 


We print this morning a letter from a correspondent, which shows how rail- 


roads develop a country. 


We venture the assertion that the magnificent trunk 


line known as the Louisiana, New Orleans and Texas Railroad has added to 
’ 


values in the State five times what the 


road const, and its own value ina 


tion, for it rans through the State on a longer line than anyother road, Its 
building and operation have acted like magic. 


Mississippi River have b 


The trackless swamps of the 
een subdued, and the famed tales of Aladdin’s lamp 


are surpassed by the reality. On all the line through the State prosperity pre- 


vails, and the throb of renewed life is given t 


ered worthless. 


» lands that were before consid- 


Where a forest stood before, in old abandoned fields, in the 


tangled jungles of the great valley, may now be seen thriving towns, cities, and 


villages, and happy homes 
friends of railway development what has actually t 


It is almost bey: 





construction of this road through our State. 


These results are to be observed by all, but there are 


ynd the most 





lent hopes of the 
t sult of the 


‘ 


, not to be estimated 


in dollars and cents, but fully appreciated,and perhaps more valuable to the 
Yazoo Delta. The people of the Delta have a powerful ally to protect their lands 
from the floods of the mighty Mississippi, and an indorser of their credit to en- 


able them to utilize in the best manner their own means of protection. Years 
ago we wrote up this giant enterprise, but as hopeful a were we dared not 
anticipate what has actually occurred. 

These values have been added ina very short time, and the future is before us 
Who can tell the full extent of the benefit the country will receive? Whocan 
tell what limits our city will reach in business and growth as the years ro}! by, 
if our citizens realize the advantages now wit! > Let our cilizens 
resolve not to be outstripped byany city, no mai ze. Let the boom 
be kept up, and ina short while thore w new h town of Vicks- 


burg will see in its place a 
sults are to be obtained with the 


Now, Mr. Speaker, 


swamps, rarely penetrated by man save | 






and rapidly growi 


proper co-o] 


Certainly these re- 


and effort. 


much of this improvement and prosperity 
are being developed three years ago were impenetrable jungles and 


} 


yy the adventurous hunter. 


The much-abused railroad has been the agent of the change, and what 


achange! So with trackles 
cific. Where only wild i 


3 deserts where 


asts and wild Indians r 


s the Northern Pa- 
ed, fields and vil- 


lages and settlements with all the appliances of civilized abound. 


Yes, the lands are increasing in value and will cor 
population surges westward, and all on account of the 
Railroad. This road is abused as an oppressi 


increase as 


» Northern Pacific 
ve corporation and mo- 


nopoly, and for all I know, justly; of that I knownothing. Nor has 


that anything to do with the question before the House. 


lam not the 


apologist of the road; in fact, I know nothing about it, its owners, di- 


rectors, or officers. 


I am simply arguing a legai question; and it seems 
to me all the rhetoric brought into requisition to excite 
dice against the road is simply wasted in the argument. 
or any other is guilty of acts of oppression let us a] 
proposed by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN 





undue preju- 
If this road 


7 } ~ 
ivy the correctives 


], or something 


in that direction, and to that I have no sort of objection. 


The lands granted in aid of the building of th 


; road should be for- 






















































































































































































7560 


feited, we are told, because the road was not completed in time. 
why was it not so completed ? 

In the first place, the building of the road was greatly retarded by 
the financial troubles of 1873. It is in the memory of members that 
for several years after that panic no enterprise of this kind could be 
prosecuted, the money could not be had, and so several years passed 
and nothing was done orcould be. But that was notall. It was part 
of the contract on the part of the Government that surveys should be 
made as fast as might be required for the construction of the road. Sec- 
tion 6 of the granting act provided as follows: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President of the United States shall 
cause the lands to be surveyed for 40 miles in width on both sides of the entire 
tine of said road, after the general route shall be fixed; and as fast as may be re- 
quired by the construction of said railroad; and the odd sections of land hereby 
granted shal! not be liable to sale, or entry, or pre-emption before or after they 
are surveyed, except by said company, as provided in this act; but the provisions 
of the act of September, 1841, granting pre-emption rights, and the acts amenda- 
tory thereof, and of the act entitled “ An act to secure homesteads to actual set- 
tlers on the public domain,” approved May 20, 1862,shall be, and the same are 
hereby, extended to all other lands on the line of said road, when surveyed, ex- 
cepting those hereby granted tosaid company. And the reserved alternate sec- 
tions shall not be sold by the Government at a price less than $2.50 per acre when 
offered for sale. 


Well, 


How did the Government comply with its part of this agreement? 
The answer is found in the views of the minority as set forth on pages 
22, 23, which I here quote: . 

3. The grantor agreed to clear the right of way of Indians to enable the grantee 
to construct its road. The grantor alone had the power to do that. It was 
not done, and many of the surveying parties of the company were killed while 
endeavoring to select a route for said road, What was the condition of the 
country through which said road has subsequently been built prior to July, 
1879? Let the commanding officers of the United States Army tell. General 
Brisbin, commanding at Fort Keogh, wrote from that place under date of April 
23, 1882, as follows: 

“I mention these incidents to show you the condition of the Yellowstone 
country prior to 1877. It was so unsafe that not less than one thousand armed 
men could penetrate it without suffering great risk. I advised the delay or 
abandonment of the survey for the Northern Pacific Railroad because we had 
not sufficient men to make the country safe. These brave fellows were several 
times attacked, and I expected they would be massacred.”’ 

General Gibbon, April 27, 1882, wrote : 

‘From 1870, when I first went to Montana, till 1876, that whole region (be- 
tween Mandan, Dak., and Bozeman, Mont.) was an almost unknown wilderness, 
where it was not safe for any but large and well-organized parties of white men 
to go. Engineer parties had upon all occasions to be well protected with troops, 
and even after the establishment of Forts Keogh and Custer, in 1876-77, the 
bands of roving, hestile Indians rendered engineering operations along the line 
of the Northern Pacific Railway hazardous.” 

. On same date General Terry, commanding the department, wrote from Fort 
inelling : 

‘**T came into command in this department in January, 1873. From that time 
up to the beginning of 1877 it would have been impossible to make surveys in 
the valiey of the Yellowstone from the mouth of the river to the western part 
of the Crow reservation except under the protection of a very large escort of 
troops. That portion of the valley of which I have spoken has been constantly 
overrun by hostile Sioux, and even with a powerful escort surveys could have 
been prosecuted only at a very great disadvantage.” 

Under such circumstances, we think that the company has done all that a rea- 
sonable government could expect or require. The condition was one which it 
was impossible to peform within the time required. It was rendered impossi- 
ble by the failure of the grantor to keep its part of the contract, There was, 
therefore, no breech of condition. (2 Blackstone's Com. (by Cooley), 156, note 11; 
4 Kent's Com., 129, 130; Coke's Ins., 206b, 2209a; Sheppard’s Touchstone, 133; 
Unter States vs. Maca, 18 Howard, p. 557; United States vs, Reading, 18 How- 
ard, 1.) 


But this is not all. 
words: 

The United States shall extinguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with pub- 
lic policy and the welfare of the said Indians, the Indian titles to all lands fall- 
ing under the operation of this act, and acquired in the donation to the [road] 
named in this bill. 

Now, when the engineers and construction men reached the Crow res- 
ervation in Montana they were stopped by the Indian agent and threat- 
ened with military force if they entered, and thus they were halted 
until the treaty of 1882. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as late as 1882 what did Congress do? I con- 
tend they condoned any delay on the part of the company, acknowl- 
edged its right to go on and build the road, and again waived any right 
of forfeiture (if any existed, which I deny, and will attempt to prove 
if I have time) on the part of the Government. 

Let us see, Chapter 284, 22 Stat., page 157, July 10, 1882, was ‘‘an 
act to accept and ratify an agreement with the Crow Indians for the 
sale of a portion of their reservation in the Territory of Montana re- 
quired for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and to 
make the necessary appropriation for carrying out the same.’’ In this 
act the right of the company to construct its road through this reser- 
vation is distinctly recognized, and the fact that it had filed a map 
showing the definite location of the road was conceded, and then the 
act recites— 

Whereas the said company desires to construct its line of railroad upon such 


designated route, and claims the right by virtue of said act (the act granting the 
lands) so to do: Now, therefore, to fulfill the obligations of the Government, &c. 


Then follows the actratifying the treaty with the Crow Indians. What 
for? Toenable the company to construct its road through their reser- 
vation. And this was as late as July 10, 1882, barely four years ago and 
more than three years after the time for the completion of the road had 
elapsed. Comment, Mr. Speaker, isunnecessary. In the case of United 
States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Company (9 Supreme Court Reports, 


In section 2 of the granting act is found these 
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page 72), the Supreme Conrt, in rendering their decision, have so we}} 
described the interests requiring and the difficulties attending the coy. 
struction of such a road as this that I quote what they have to say in t}\. 
opinion delivered by Mr. Justice Davis. All that was said on the sub. 
ject with regard to the building of that road applies with equal for. 
to this: 


In construing an act of Congress we are not at liberty to recur to the views «¢ 
individual members in debate nor to consider the motives which influ: need 
them to vote for or against its passage. The act itself speaks the wil! of (4). 
gress, and this is to be ascertained from the language used. But courts, in oop. 
struing a statute, may with propriety recur to the history of the times when ;: 
was passed ; and this is frequently necessary in order toascertain the reas a5 
well.asthe meaning of particular provisions in it. (Aldridge vs. Williams, 3 Hoy, 
24; Preston vs. Browder, 1 Wheat., 120.) ' 

Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usig) 
course of legislative action concerning grants to railroads, and can not be prop- 


erly construed without reference to the circumstances which existed when jt 
was . The war of the rebellion was in progress; and, owing to compli- 
cations with England, the country had become alarmed for the safety of our 
Pacific possessions. The loss of them was feared in case those complications 
should result in an open rupture; but, even if this fear were groundless, it was 
quite apparent that we were unable to furnish that degree of protection to the 


people occupying them which every government owes to its citizens. It istrue 
the threatened danger was happily averted; but wisdom pointed out the neces: 
sity of making suitable provisions for the future. 

This could be done in no better way than by the construction of a railroad 
across the continent. Such a road would bind together the widely separated 
parts of our common country and furnish a cheap and expeditious mode for 
the transportation of troops and supplies. If it did nothing more than aff 
the required protection to the Pacific States, it was felt that the Government, 
in the performance of an imperative duty, could not justly withhold the aid 
necessary to build it; and so strong and pervading was this opinion that it is 
by no means certain that the people would not have justified Congress if it had 
departed from the then settled policy of the country regarding works of inter- 
nal improvement and charged the Government itself with the direct execution 
of the enterprise. 

This enterprise was viewed as a national undertaking for national purposes, 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view rather than to the particu- 
lar means of securing it. Although this road was a military necessity there 
were other reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for its comple- 
tion besides the protection of an exposed frontier. There wasa vast unpeopled 
territory lying between the Missouri and Sacramento Rivers which was prac- 
tically worthless without the facilities afforded by a railroad for the transporta- 
tion of persons and property. With its construction the agricultural and min- 
eral resources of this territory could be develo , settlements made whiere 
settlements were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the United 
States largely increased; and there was also the pressing want, intime of peace 
even, of an improved and cheaper method for the transportation of the mails 
and of supplies for the Army and the Indians. 

It was in the presence of eese facts that Congress undertook to deal with the 
— of this railroad. The difficulties in the way of building it were great, 
and by many intelligent persons considered insurmountable. 

Although a free people, when resolved upon a course of action, can accomplish 
great results, the scheme for building a railroad 2,000 miles in length, over des- 
erts, across mountains, and through a country inhabited by Indians, jealous of 
intrusion upon their rights, was universally regarded at the time as a bold and 
hazardous undertaking. It is nothing to the pu that the apprehended 
difficulties in a great measure disappeared after trial, and that the road was con- 
structed at less cost of time and money than had been considered possible. No 
argument can be drawn from the wisdom that comes after the fact. Congress 
acted with reference to a state of things believed at the time to exist; and, in 
interpreting its legislation, no aid can be derived from subsequent events. The 

roject of building the road was not conceived for private ends; and the preva- 
ent opinion was, that it could not be worked out by private capital alone. It 
wae a national work, originating in national necessities, and requiring national 
assistance. ’ 

The policy of the country, to say nothing of the supposed want of constitu- 
tional power, stood in the way of the United States taking the work into itsown 
hands, Even if this were not so, reasons of economy suggested that it were bet- 
ter to enlist private capital and enterprise in the project by offering the requisite 
inducements. Congress undertook to do this, in order to promote the construc- 
= and operation of a work deemed essential to the security of great public 

nterests. 

It is true the scheme contemplated profit to individuals; for, without a reas- 
onable expectation of this, capital could not be obtained, nor the requisite skill 
andenterprise. But this consideration does not in itself change the relation of 
the parties to this suit. This might have been so if the Government had incor- 
porated a company to advance private interests, and to aid it on account 
of the supposed incidental advantages which the public would derive from the 
completion of the projected railway. Butthe primary object of the Govern- 
ment was to advance its own interests, and it endeavored to engage individual 
co-operation as a means toan end—the securing a road which could be used for 
its own purposes. The obligations, therefore, which were imposed on the com- 
pany incorporated to build it must depend on the true meaning of the enact- 
ment itself, viewed in the light of contemporaneous history. 


Here I desire to call attention to the report of the Commissioner of 
Railroads for 1385. Speaking of the Northern Pacific he says: 


The eastern portion of the road has been completed to Ashland, the last sec- 
tion being accepted by the President January 6, 1885. On October 7, 1884, 25 miles 
eastward from ma, constructed in 1877, were accepted ; and on December 9, 
1884, 37} miles westward from the Columbia, and January 17, 1885, 25 miles more, 


were accepted. 

The length of the com y’s road, including the Cascade branch, is 2,029.58 
miles. It has leased 143.34 miles, and the length of its branches is 477.65 miles. 

The length of road finished would entitle the company to 43,200,000 acres of 
land. It had sold to June 30, 1885, 5,468,779.97 acres. 

The rolling-stock consists of 391 engines, 167 with air-brakes; 274 passenger 
cars with train-brakes; and 9,217 freight cars of all kinds, 1,097 of which have 
train-brakes. 

The terminus at Duluth and the recent extensions to Superior and Ashland 
give such excellent connections with the Lake Superior trade and with the rail- 
ways from the ports South and East that its through traffic may be considered 
quite well secured at these points. 

The road-bed has been well constructed throughout nearly the whole length; 

provision made for drainage ; bridges and trestles st rongly built; good 
uildings put upatall stations; abundant water ee ee ; and the track 
put in good order, much more than half its length being well ballasted with 





good gravel and stone. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, if we wish to do something practicable 
and practical we should pass the Senate bill that declares forfeited all 
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the granted lands coterminous with the uncompleted portions of the | 
road. For myself I should be willing to except the lands along the 

Cascade branch, for the reason that the road there is being constructed 
about as fast as is humanly possible, considering the natural obstruc- 

tions in the way; at the same time I would not make a point on that. 

Gentlemen may insist on passing the House bill, but I have no idea 

one of us here will ever live to see it become law. 

In the mean time the settlers along the unbuilt portions of the road, 
on lands clearly forfeitable, are begging us for action; petitions signed 
py hundreds and hundreds of these hardy pioneers have been received 
by their Representatives on this floor begging Congress to do something 
for their relief, so that they may know when they have titles to their 
Jands. They pray to be separated and relieved from the ever-returning 
attempt to forfeit the entire grant, or that portion between Bismarck 
and Wallula. They pray for speedy, separate relief for themselves first, 
and action, if we see proper, as to the rest afterward. 

And exactly this, Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill gives us an opportu- 
nity to do—the last section providing as it does that the act shall not 
be construed to estop the Government from proceeding in future against 
the rest of the grant. If we refuse this, if we turn a deaf ear to the 
prayers of these settlers, it will not be long before they will lay the blame 
of our non-action at the right door. Session after session Congress goes 
through this farce of demanding what we know we can not get, and 
nothing is done, and no relief is furnished to anybody. 

Each succeeding Congress we commence where we left off, and at the 
close of the session we leave off where we commenced. Some day our 
masters, the people, will get tired of this game of hide-and-seek, fast- 
and-loose, and will send men here who will act and will effect some- 
thing. 

Mr. Speaker, I am just as anxious as any member on this floor 
to forfeit every acre of land that has been granted to railroads or 
other corporations or enterprises, and which they have not earned. 
The people demand such forfeitures, and they demand speedy action, 
and they are right, and it is our bounden duty to execute their will in 
this respect. Why, sir, there is no official, no body, no man in this 
Capitol or in this country that is or can be superior to or independent 
of the will of the people. And it is equally certain the people do not 
and will not demand an unjust thing. Why, sir, what does the for- 
feiture demanded by the majority of the committee mean? That the 
Government, the representatives of the people, shall forfeit the grant 
of these lands, utterly reckless and regardless of all rights, not of the 
railroad simply, but of the innocent holders of their bonds, of the 
settlers all along the line of the road, of the purchasers of these lands, 
and of the multitudes of rights and interests which for years have been 
both accumulating and maturing in connection with this grant. 

Are there no people living along the long line of this road worthy of 
our consideration? Have norights grown up there which weare bound 
in all fairness and strict justice to regard? Can we now enter as of our 
first estate? Suppose we can and do forfeit all these lands and enter, 
what will be the state of affairs? Well, we shall resume the grant, 
take back all the lands on the faith of which the money was loaned 
which built the road and developed that vast country. We shall ignore 
the rights of every person who ha: invested honest money in bonds or 
lands. We shall have the lands we have reserved, the even-numbered 
sections; doubled or trebled in value by the road, and the others, the 
odd-numbered sections, the ones we forfeit, according to the argument 
of some gentlemen quadrupled in value, an immense accretion and ag- 
gregate of wealth literally created by this very road. We shall get all 
the advantages of the road. We shall get just that for which the grant 
was made—and then get back the lands largely increased in value We 
shall impoverish vast numbers of purchasers and holders of these lands, 
and owners of the bonds—but we shall have all the lands. We shall 
have the road with all its measureless advantages, while all these 
others, who trusted in the good faith of their Government, shall have 
nothing! Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the people, our masters, de- 
mand at our hands any such course of conduct. The people, sir, are 
not unjust, they are not cruel, they askat our hands only even-handed 
justice, and this, so long as I remain in public life, I shall endeavor, so 
far as in me lies, to mete out to all comers without regard to ephemeral 
popular clamor and without regard to the position, standing, wealth, or 
poverty of the comers! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The Chair will in- 
form the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] that he has 
consumed fifty-five minutes of his hour. 

Mr. VAN EATON. This argument ought to go on a little longer. 
I ask that I may have fifteen minutes in addition to my hour. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I would like to finish my argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the time which the gentleman from 
Mississippi asks will be granted. This is a matter of very great conse- 
quence. 

_ HENLEY. How much time does the gentleman desire to oc- 
caupy 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire an hour and a quarter in all. 

Mr. HENLEY. I have no objection, but I give notice that I pro- 
pose to adhere to my original determination in regard to calling the 
previous question. 
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SEVERAL MEMBERS. 

Mr. VAN EATON. 
an hour and a quarter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
an extension of fifteen minutes beyond his hour. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. HENLEY. I considerthat the fate of this bill depends on reach- 
ing a vote to-day. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think after eight months’ waiting we can 
afford to give some time to this discussion. 

Mr. COBB. It is not necessary for the gentleman from Maine to be 
making charges against the committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, it is not necessary; that is so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cops] objects to the extension. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the 
objection. 

Mr. COBB. Let the time be granted by some 
want to reach a vote. 

Mr. HERMANN. I give notice that, representing a great State in 
the Northwest directly interested in this question, I propose to ask for 
at least thirty minutes. It is neither courteous nor just to the great 
Northwest that we should be cut off in this manner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price], or 
does he propose to occupy all his time himself? The gentleman has 
five minutes more in his own right, but the Chair was informed that 
he had agreed to yield those five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I trust I may beallowed ten minutes additional. 

Mr. HENLEY. I would have no objection if we could arrive at an 
amicable understanding, but I have understood—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HENLEY. Precisely. I was about to say that there is an evi- 
dent disposition to defeat this bill at any rate by the consumption of 
time, and I do not see that anything is to be gained by attempting to 
reach an understanding. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, when this wrangling commenced 
the Chair stated that I had five minutesremaining. Certainly this col- 
loquy is not to be deducted from my time, and I ought to have five min- 
utesnow. I yield those five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
and ask leave to print the residue of my remarks. 

Mr. HENLEY. I believe there has been a general leave to print. 

Mr. NEGLEY. No, there has not been. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
permission to print the residue of his remarks in the RECORD, and with- 
out objection permission is granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HENLEY. Do I understand that the request is for general 
leave to print? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I believe I will make the request general. 

Mr. HENLEY. I object to a general leave. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
that all members be allowed to print in the RecorpD their remarks on 
this bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. HENLEY. I object to the gentlenian from Mississippi being 
allowed to print. Let him control those who are on his side. 

Several MEMBERS. The objection comes too late. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I had permission already. 

Mr. COBB. Lunderstood the gentleman from Mississippi was granted 
leave to print additional remarks in the RECORD on condition that the 
same privilege was granted to others. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. COBB. And objection being made, he can not print. 

Mr. HENLEY. Iobjected underamisapprehension. Iam reminded 
that while I was speaking [ asked leave to print in my remarks some- 
thing which I had not time to read, and leave was granted me. Iam 
therefore not in condition to object to the gentleman from Mississippi 
having such leave. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state the request again. 
The gentleman from Mississippi asks permission to print in the RECORD 
the residue of his remarks. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand the gentleman from Mississippi 
already has permission—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the permission is 
granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi 
had fifteen minutes to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; there was objection to that re- 
quest. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. By whom was the objection made ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the gentleman from Indiana [ 
Coss]. 

Mr. COBB. I made the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [M:. 
PRICE] is now entitled to occupy the floor for tive minutes, granted to 
him by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton]. 


i 


We will vote that down. 
I hope there will be no objection to giving me 


of your friends. We 


I object. 


Mr. 
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Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition to forfeit 6,170,640 
acres of land yet unearned on 340 miles of road now unconstructed, 
and also to forfeit 30,737,101 acres on 1,492 miles of road constructed 
since the expiration of the time named in the original grant. As I 
imperfectly caught the remarks of the gentleman who advocated the 
passage of this bill, he referred to declarations made by the several po- 
litical platforms in 1884 on this question as a justification for pursu- 
ing the course indicated by this bill. I desire to call attention to the 
fact that no political party that ever had existence has by any declara- 
tion in any platform ever enunciated anysuch doctrine. Take the Re- 
publican platform of 1884, and we find this language: 





We demand of Congress the speedy forfeiture of all land grants which have 
lapsed by reason of non-compliance with acts of incorporation, in all cases 
where there has been noattempt in good faith to perform the conditions of such 
grants. 

That certainly does not justify the passage of this bill. 

Take the platform of the Democratic party of 1884 and we find this 
language: 

We believe that the public land ought, as far as possible, to be kept as home- 
steads for actual settlers; that all unearned lands heretofore improvidently 
granted to raijroad corporations by the action of the Republican party should 
be restored to the public domain, and that no more grants of land shall be made 
to corporations, or be allowed to fall into the ownership of alien absentees. 

‘‘All unearned grants!’’ Nobody will pretend to say there has not 
been by virtue of this grant 30,737,101 acres earned since the expira- 
tion of the time limited by the original grant. 

Next we find that the anti-monopoly national convention said: 

That no further grants of public lands shall be made to corporations. All en- 
actments granting land to corporations should be strictly construed, and all 
jJand-grants should be forfeited where the terms upon which the grants were 
made have not been strictly complied with. The public lands must be held for 
homes for actual settlers, and must net be subject to purchase or control by 
non-resident foreigners or other speculators. 

That certainly will not justify the forfeiture of this land which has 
been carned by the construction of this road. 

One other party and I am done. 

A MremBer. What party? 

Mr. PRICE. I will read a plank from the platform of the Prohibi- 
tion national convention—a party small in numbers but magnificent 
in its principles. [Laughter and applause.] Yes, gentlemen, a party 
behind which is a more vital principie than ever governed any polit- 
ical party which ever rose or ruled or exists or has fallen in this country. 
This party platform affords no justification on the part of this Govern- 
ment to violate the contract under which this railroad corporation has 
gone on to finish its road. 

A Member. You have not read what the platform of that party is. 

Mr. PRICE. I will read from the platform of the Prohibition na- 
tional convention of 1884: 

That the public lands should be held for homes for the people and not for gifts 
to corporations, or to be held in large bodies for speculation upon the needs of 
actual settlers. 

You and I, Mr. Speaker, and allof us were before the people on these 
various platforms avowing the doctrine which has been expressed in 
the language I have read to the House. We must stick to our pledges 
to the people, and if we do observe the spirit of those pledges, it is not 
possible that we can advocate the forfeiture of the land granted for the 
construction of this Northern Pacific Railroad. It has been earned 
by that corporation under an implied contract, upon which they have 
gone on to finish the road. Such forfeiture, I may say, would be in- 
equitable. 

I deny there was ever an acre of land given to this road. It was a 
fair contract by which the Government was to be the beneficiary, and 
by which the road was to be also benefited. The Government was to be 
benefited in the construction of the road so that emigrants might be 
able to get into and open up to settlement and cultivation that then 
almost inaccessible Territory. In consideration of the construction of 
this road for that purpose the corporation was to be compensated by 
this grant of lands. 

As I have said, it was a fair contract, with obligations on both sides, 
and no one can say the road has not fulfilled fairly its partof the con- 
tract to the extent that it is built. 

While the Government was justified under the then existing circum- 
stances in accepting such a policy, change of circumstance makes a 
change of policy necessary. It was necessary at that time to do as we 
did, but under all the circumstances we do not now wish to go further. 
I am willing to bow to the very general sentiment which seems to pre- 
vail throughout the country on the subject of withholding farther land 
grants, but I am opposed to doing any injustice under the contract we 
have made with this road, or te violating the pledges made by the sev- 
eral parties in national conventions, under which we have been elected 
to seats upon this floor. Every principle of justice is hostile to the de- 
struction of the right inherent in this road by reason of the contract 
which it made with the Government. 

We will not pretend to interfere with that contract if we are wise. 
If we do, every good lawyer will see at once they will only have to 
carry the investigation into the courts to secure every acre of the land 
belonging to thte road as its part of the consideration under that con- 
tract with the Government. 
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This bill is wrong in principle, illegal, illogical, and contrary 
stipulations and pledges upon which at the last election we we, 
fore the people of the United States and were elected to this 11 
Representatives. 

Mr. NEGLEY. 


to the 


And it is the sheerest demagogy. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, demagogy of the cheapest class. Let us ati, 
our promises. We have received our consideration under { 
tract; let us not deny to the road the consideration which belon, 
under the same contract. : 

It is true they only built a part of the road within the time }j; 
but it is equally true that they have built 1,492 miles since th, 
in good faith, and we have raised no protest against it, but hay 
by and justified it by examining it and accepting it, and hay 
pelled the company to carry our mails at the reduced rates allow, 
land-grant roads, by which reduction we have been benetited o 
million dollars. 

Strike from the bill the provision forfeiting the lands earned bety 
the time limited by the grant and the passage of the bill, and | y 
join its friends in forfeiting the lands unearned at this time; and | q, 
this more in obedience to the will of the people as expressed in p)at. 
forms to which I have subscribed than because I believe it to be righ; 

My own idea is that all grants that are now being earned in » 
faith should remain undisturbed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, when, on the 2d day of July, 136; 
Congress passed the act granting lands to aid in the construction of t) 
Northern Pacific Railroad, there was entailed upon all the communit;; 
through which the road extends the blighting and far-reaching curse 
which inevitably attends the control of large landed estates by corpo. 
rations. : 

Born, as it was, in the midst of falling homes and shattered heart- 
stones, when the wheels of progress were clogged by the disasters of 
civil war, this corporation, through all the years of its existence, se 
ingly drawing its inspiration from the unsettled period of its creatio; 
has been essentially a stumbling-block and an obstruction in the way 
of the material progress of the country through which it passes. Fo; 
nearly a generation the people of Washington Territory have watched 
and waited for the consummation of this enterprise, to aid in the com- 
pletion of which Congress granted, with unexampled munificenc: 
nearly 50,000,000 acres of the public domain. They believed in the 
honeyed promises of this corporation. They believed that, fostered 
as it has been by the generous care of the Government, it would come 
as the evangel ofa broader and more comprehensive civilization. They 
believed that in its coming they would find a mighty ally in their 
struggles to meet the rapidly increasing demands of the tax-gatherer 
They congratulated themselves that the completion of this transcon- 
tinental highway would afford cheaper and more expeditious transpor- 
tation for the products of their industry. These were the vain ani 
illusive dreams of the hardy pioneer, whose unflinching courage and 
intelligent industry had overcome the savagery of man and beast, 
well as of nature, long before the first evidences of the completion o! 
this enterprise began to appear. The assurance had gone forth tha! 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was to be regarded as a “‘ } 
nevolent monopoly,’’ which was to result in naught save the choices! 
blessings and benefits to the people. 

Scarcely had the sound of the construction hammer with which was 
driven the last spike on that portion of the road which was completed i: 
September, 1883, died away, when the people were rudely and savagely 
awakened from their dreams of security against corporate oppression be- 
cause of the benevolence of their masters. With the completion o! th 
greater portion of their road it was believed that Congress could be 1 
duced to ignore the flagrant breach in the conditions of the grants, and 
that there existed no further necessity for concealing the cloven toot 
which had up to that time been so cleverly hidden from public view 

Big with thisidea they havedominated the various governmental Depar'- 
ments, dictated the laws touchi ¢ theirinterests, and have by every con 
ceivable method endeavored to set at defiance every legitimate right : 
the people and to escape the exactions of any portions of the public bu 
dens. By the exercise of their peculiar tactics they have succeeded :! 
securing within the Territory of Washington immunity from the bur 
dens of taxation in respect of all their real property. The present lay 
providing a scheme for the taxation of railroad property in Washinz' 
Territory was born in the law offices of the attorneys of the Norther 
Pacific Railroad Company, and by them lobbied through the Terri 
rial Legislature. With insufferable and amazing effrontry the privc- 
pal counsel of this company in Washington Territory sought ani 
tained an opportunity to lecture the representatives of the people in | 
Territorial Legislature upon their duties in providing for the taxation : 
railroad property. 

The result of this intermeddling of railroad attorneys was the enac' 
ment of a law which, for cold-blooded and grotesque iniquity, has * 
dom, if ever, been paralleled in the entire history of bad legislat 
After providing that 2 per cent. of the gross earnings sha}! constitu' 
the full measure of taxation upon railroad property within the Term: 
tory, and providing a scheme for its collection, the very apex of Inia") 
was reached when section 5 was incorporated into the law. On pag 


A 
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66 of the session laws of 1893 this villainous section is to be found in 
the following terms: 


The lands of any railroad company shall become subject to taxation in the 
same manner as other similar property as soon as the same are sold, leased or 
contracted to be sold or leased; and on or before the Ist day of April of each 
year cach railroad company having land within this Territory shall return to the 
county auditor of each county, full and complete lists, verified by the affidavits 
of some officer 0 ) I 
«uch company situated in said county, sold or contracted to be sold or leased, 
during the year ending the last day of December preceding; and the list fur- 
nished on or before the ist day of April, A. D., 1884, in compliance with the terms 
of this section, shall include a complete list of all lands sold or leased, or con- 
tracted to be sold or leased prior to the last day of December, A. D., 1833. 





A cursory examination of this section makes it painfully apparent 
that, so long as any railroad company holds the title to any real prop- 
to erty in the Territory derived from any source whatever, such property 


\ is wholly exempt from its legitimate and just proportion of the public | 


purdens. If, however, it should chance that some struggling pioneer, 


a little more favored than his fellows, has been enabled by frugal in- | 


, dustry to lay aside a sufficient sum to purchase trom such company a 
10 home, immediately upon the consummation of such purchase with the 
transfer of title all the burdens of taxation which properly belong to 
such property, and from which the company has enjoyed complete im- 


the laws. There is no exemption for the farmer. On the contrary, 
f this law makes it necessary that he shall go to his daily labor a little 
ie earlier in the morning and work until the gathering shadows envelop 
the objects of his labor, in order that he may, in addition to his own 
taxes, pay those of the wealthy corporation as well. 

Surely of these corporate spoilers was spoken the word of Agur, the 
son of Jaketh, even the prophecy: 

There isa generation, whose teeth are as swords, and their jaw teeth as knives, 
to devour the poor from off the earth, and the needy from among men. 

When the law has chanced to declare in their favor they have been 
most punctilious in their insistence that its provisions shall be rigidly 
and literally complied with. When, as has almost continually been 
; the case, the law has been adverse to their claimsand pretensions, they 
have simply placed upon it the tourniquet of official subserviency, its 
plainest mandates have been disregarded, and the people left to depre- 
cate the cruel results of corporate dictation in high official places. 
we During the twenty-one or twenty-two years of Republican suprem- 
acy which have elapsed since this grant was made to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, every demand for an honest and reasonable 





y exposition of the law has been made in vain. ‘‘Corporation logic”’ 
“4 has invariably proved too much for the judicial fairness of those in- 
CT, 


trusted with the interpretation of the law. Inall the litigation of the 
past arising out of this grant, the people, whose rights have constantly 
been invaded, have been the plaintiffs, because of the unrighteous rul- 
ings of Republican officials. With the advent of Democratic officials 
positions have been reversed, the railroad company is now the plaint- 
iff, and the people have been greatly advantaged by the change. 

In advocating the passage of the pending bill I am simply demand- 
ing that which the law entitles me to demand. 
insist, however, that even admitting that a strict construction of the 








- law would authorize a forfeiture in the premises, the extreme honesty 
of the corporation in all its transactions, and its perfect good faith in 
— constructing the road, should entitle it to a generous measure of for- 
ty bearance on the part of Congress. It is only necessary to refer to its 
" earlier records to completely overthrow these flimsy pretensions. 

re Tn 1881 an effort was made to transfer, without any authority of law 
e whatever, to certain favored individuals, 180,000 shares of stock of the 





Northern Pacific Railroad Company valued at $18,000,000. Henry 
Villard objected to this proceeding, and filed a bill for an injunction 
to restrain the issuance of the stock. In his affidavit he uses this lan- 
guage 


After such preferred stock had been issued to the bondholders, to the credit- 

: ' ors, and parties entitled to the same under said agreement, and after shares of 
( common stock had been issued to all the then existing stockholders of the 
1 . Northern Pacific Railroad Company who came in and surrendered their exist- 
and took new common stock in the place of the same, there remained, 

as appears by the reports of the directors which have been published, an amount 
of shares of the common stock not required to satisfy the existing stockholders 
who were entitled to receive such shares in lieu of their former stock. Such 
surplus of shares amounted to one hundred and eighty thousand shares, or 
$18,000,000. Such shares have never been brought to the public for subsecrip- 


to- No money has been received or paid for the same, as I am informed and be- 
e,at anytime. It is not pretended that any money or other consideration 
received or paid for the same since the organization of the company. 
The said shares remain in the contro! of the company, and scrip or certificates 
as lam informed and believe, were issued for the same to the treasurer of the 
company, subscribing himself as a trustee. It has been publicly announced 
that at a meeting of the executive committee of the board ef directors of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, held on the 18th of March, 1881, it was de- 
termined to issue this 180,000 shares of stock and to make and deliver certificates 
for the same to certa® persons who claim to be holders of certain interests 
which are known and described as “ proprietary interests” in the Northern 
Railroad Company. Such interests have been quoted and sold in the 
stock market for some time past, selling for about 20 cents on the dollar, while 
the common stock of the said company has been at the same time selling for 
between 40.and 50centson the dollar. 
proprietary interests, as I am informed and believe, are alleged or pre- 
tended to have been created under some agreement made as long ago as the 
year 1887, between certain persons who assumed to create and issue all the stock, 
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r of the company having knowledge of the facts, of ali lands of | 


munity, must be borne by such purchaser in order that the vast interests | 
of such company may receive their full measure of protection under | 


The friends of the road | 
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the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, a o 
distribute the same ! iselves. not been able to obtain a copy 
of this agreement, nor« I state who now are or claim to be the holders of ail 
shares described as proprietary inter and claimed to hay= been created un 
der this agreement; it lam advise und believe that if any such agreement 
was ever entered into san I and can ed d rendered impossible 
of execution by the foreclosure of th rag » which I have referred, and 
the reorganization of the ec 

The agreement to which he refers, and I read L court recordsof 
the superior courtof New York, so that there can beno stion as to its 
authenticity, is as follows 

Whereas a charter has b granted the ¢ of 1 States for 
a railroad and telegraph live f 1s < ! S { sota 
or Wisconsin to Puget Sound, with t rht to construct a | ito P and 
Oreg., under the name of the N h 1 P Railroad Cx 
ing lands to aid in the construct of said and telegraph t ul of 
ten sections per mile on ¢ s ‘ { Sta and 
tions per mile on each side tn the Terr 3 1 id grantof la 
by estimate to nearly 47,000,00 acres; and 

Whereas the co f said « ir I rc} sr v t J. 
Gregory Smith, of Saint Albans, Vt.,a 3 ass at and 

Whereas said Smith and his associates have paid for the procur i 

charter and other expenses the sum of $102,000 in « : 
| Paid for the procurement of the cha from Co 3 
| exclusive of any compensation for himself or his associates 
So determined and grasping were the demands upon that fund here 


graspin ¢ 
he could not save even a portion of it for t 


in Washington that he pur- 
| pose of compensating himself and associates— 
| and have issued the certificates of indebtedness of the company ci t 
from March, 1866, for $100,000 additional, and have agreed to recog the 
of the company issued by Josiah Perhém, late president of the co any, t 
amount of $600,000; and 
Whereas it is proposed for the purpose of providin 
Bear in mind that it was three years after the passage of the original 
| charter that it occurred to these people that it was time to think of an 


efficient organization { x results— 


D 


yr the purpose of accom plishin 


for the purpose of providing for the early commencement and prosecution of 





the work of construction of said road and telegraph, to effect an efi nt organ- 
ization of said company, and to procure from Congress— 

Forty-seven millions of acres of the public domain did not constitute 
sufficient aid, it seems, but they were to make an effort to— 

Procure from Congress additional aid therefor by way of subsidy, and h 
other legislation as may be necessary in the premises; and 

Whereas it is proposed for the purpose of more nvenient organizati 


More ‘‘convenient organization,’’ not for the purpose of a lawful or- 
ganization, but— 


For the purpose of more convenient organization to divide the said enter; 
into twelve shares to be valued at the rate of $8,500 per share: Now, therefore, 
for the purpose above set forth, this agreement made and concluded this 10th 
day of January, A. D. 1867, between J. Gregory Smith, of Saint Albans, Vt 
ing for himself and associates, of the first part, and such persons as may here- 
afier become subscribers to this agreement, parties of the second part, 


Witnesseth— 


, act 








First. That each subscriber or party of the second part shall pay demand 
of said Smith, the sum of $8,500 for each one-twelfth part or share in said ent« 
prise,and in that proportion for any lesser part so by himself subseribed 
and upon payment of said amount each subscriber aforesaid shall, and he does 
thereby, become jointly interested with said Smith and his associates, according 


to the number of sharesor parts of shares so subscribed f 
|} and franchise of the Northern Pacitic Railroad, with all i 
leges,and immunities. 


or by him, inthe charter 
S rights, powé¢ I 


It will be borne in mind, Mr. Speaker, that se 
July 2, 1864, provides— 


tion 10 of the act of 





That all the people of the United States shall have the right to subscribe to 
the stock of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, until the whole ca; 
named in this act of incorporation is taken up, by complying with the ter: f 


the subscription, &c. 


opened to the public generally, and n 
provisions of this section did not sui 


oring to swall 


The subscriptions were to be 
to be confined toa few. But the 
the purposes of this small coterie who were end 
this immense franchise i 
of $102,000; so they 

In his complaint, in tl 
terizes this feature of 


The plaintiff alle 
to whom such s 
der and by virtue 
ization of said railr« 
among themselves a re « 
| the same to public 
as required by the s 
tiff avers the fact to 
| was fraudulent 
the directors of . 
named, had any right, power, or 
of the said corporatior 
mon stoek, ex< ’ 
peop! of the 


$100 in cash for eax a 


SAY 
‘ 4 +» Viv wT ‘* : -y ¥ 
lor Loe triuing sum, 1n Com paf;»risol 
incontinently ignore 


tion referred 


were 





> par rp 


r directed ) ied s1imed the sams 


1e forec! 











sure and reorgan- 
arties undertook to di‘ 
yn, without off 


the s 





“ !tagreemen 


ital stock of th 
i without payi: 


s of Cor 


ess and the law 
eement, if an 
nat neither 


orpor 





the 
ion, I 





? 
ay t 


that + 


This indicates, ar he very th 
Northern Pacific ] was inspired with no p 
desire to carry on its 0} tions within the clear scope and purview of 
the law. Allof the law made and provided for its government wa 

| at defiance at the very outset. 


The agreement continues: 





mMpanv 


pera 


Second. It is mutually agreed by and betw 
of each and all sha!! be given to o! f 


fforts 
bill erant 
lll grant 
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of 


“0, 


JULY 


eee 


ing aid to the said company for the construction of said road and telegraph, and 


for such further legislation as may be needed; and that each party shall con- 
tribute according to the interest that he holds, the necessary funds for that pur- 
pose ; said moneys and expenses to be paid and incurred under the direction of 
a committee to be appointed for that purpose. 

Third. It is further agreed that each share in the enterprise shall be entitled 
to one director in the company to be elected at the next annual election of the 
board, and that in the mean time the vacancies that can now be obtained by the 


resignation of present members may be filled from such parties from among the 
subscribers hereto as may be by them designated. 


Fourth. That as soon as the necessary legislation from Congress can be ob- 
tained a meeting of the subscribers shall be held at an early day to make such 
further organization as may be advisable, with a view to the commencement of 


the work of construction of said road and securing the land granted by the char- 


r. 

Fifth. Each party hereto may subdivide his interest according to his own 
choice, the subdivision and addition of new parties, however, not to change the 
mode and manner of representation in the management as set forth above. 


I advert to these earlier records to emphasize the assertion that there 
never has been an honest purpose on the part of this company to pro- 
ceed in accordance with the law. 

For nearly three years after the passage of the act of 1864 practically 
nothing was accomplished toward the inauguration of work upon this 
enterprise. On the 10th day of January, 1867, the above agreement 
was executed, which told the story of the corruption which presided 
at the birth of this ‘‘ benevolent monopoly.’’ 

From this agreement it will be seen that the first steps taken by this 
corporation were steeped in fraud andinfamy. From the very outset it 
developed into a combination for the purposes of individual aggran- 
dizement, by most questionable methods, and each succeeding manage- 
ment has religiously adhered to this cardinal principle of the organiza- 
tion. 

Until the 20th day of May, 1869, the records show that the holders 
of these proprietary interests faithfully and zealously waited for some- 
thing to turn up. On that date an agreement was executed with Jay 
Cooke & Co. looking to some substantial result. 

Five years had elapsed since the granting of the charter by Congress, 
during which time the projectors of this enterprise had been so busily 
occupied in an effort to purchase the Congress of the United States that 
they had no time to even attempt a compliance with the terms of the 
act of 1864, nor is there any evidence that they ever contemplated do- 
ing so until it became certain that such compliance would result in 
their individual advancement. 

An enterprise which is founded as the records show this to have been 
can at no stage of its existence be said to be characterized by any de- 
gree of honesty or good faith. 

In addition to the corrupt tendencies of this corporation thus evi- 
denced, there has never been that degree of good faith in the construc- 
tion of the road which would entitle it to the special consideration of 
Congress. The work of construction was not even begun until 1870, 
six years after the granting by Congress of this magnificent charter. 

Jongress originally intended that the road should be constructed as the 
resultof the sale of the stock of the corporation. This intention ismade 
manifest by the provisions of section 10 of the act of 1864, that ‘‘no 
mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be issued by said company 
on said road, or mortgage or lien made in any way except by the con- 
sent of the Congress of the United States.’’ 

It is evident, however, that there never existed a purpose on the 
part of the managers of this ‘‘ gift enterprise’’ to construct the road 
within the scope of this well-defined intention of Congress. 

On the 3lst day of May, 1870, they procured from Congress permis- 
sion to mortgage their franchise and other property interests, and then, 
and then only, was any substantial step taken toward the accomplish- 
ment of the result foreshadowed in the act of \July 2, 1864. Every 
mile of this long line of road has been constructed with the proceeds 
of the sale of the mortgage bonds contemplated in the act of May 31, 
1870. The individual capital of not one of the projectors of the enter- 
prise has ever been for an instant jeopardized or endangered. 

Whenever they could negotiate their mortgage bonds they resumed 
work on the road. Whenever the bonds could not be negotiated and the 
prosecution of the work required any investment whatever of private 
capital a deadly paralysis settled upon all their operations. The entire 
history of this corporation conclusively demonstrates that in its in- 
cipiency and throughout all its stages it was designed to enhance the 
personal fortunes of a few; and that the road was constructed only so 
fast as would contribute to such a result. 

In the language of section 20 of the act of July 2, 1864, the object of 
said act was ‘‘to promote the public interest and welfare by the con- 
struction of said railroad and telegraph line, and keeping the same in 
working order.’’ The policy of this company has always been of such 
a character, however, as to lead to the conclusion that corporation con- 
struction has been wholly unable to distinguish between the ‘‘ public 
interest and welfare’’ and the pecuniary advancement of the individual 
members of the corporation by whatever methods. Manifold illustra- 
tions of this policy might be given. In a single illustration, however, 
to which I shall direct attention, will be found all the indicia of high- 
way robbery and piracy on the high seas, sufficiently marked to em- 
phasize the company’s entire policy. 

More thantwenty years ago, when the suggestion of transcontinental 




















railroad communication was regarded as the offspring of the theorist and 


the dreamer, a few hardy spirits, who had picketed the outposts of .;, 
ilization, planted a pioneer town in the Yakima Valley in Central W ac}, 
ington Territory, and called it Yakima city. Year by year they zea), 
ously guarded their isolated offspring until they saw it develop ir ei 
thriving, beautiful town, the commercial center of an exceedine|y . 
agricultural region. Under their progressive touch it became the |) recs 
town within a radius of 100 miles, and assumed sufficient importanoo 
to justify the Territorial Legislature in clothing it with all the fas a 
tions of a city by an act of incorporation. 

From the beginning the Northern Pacific Railroad Company jy, 
given the inhabitants of this little city every assurance that the comin : 
of the road meant permanent prosperity for them. The clouds of {roy,. 
tier deprivation were to be rolled back, and the sunshine of an assured 
and permanent growth was to envelope the results of more than twenty 
years of frugal industry and toil. Many made modest investmen:s 
from scant means, in the town, with the purpose of realizing ihe Jegit. 
imate profits certain to attend the arrival of railroad facilities. [1p {jis 
instance, as in every other, however, they who placed any reliance ip 
the promises of this corporation found themselves the victims of Punic 
faith. 

Up to the time of the completion of the road to Yakima city it was 
supposed that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company had sounded a)| 
the depths and shoals of corporate infamy and rapacity. It remained 
for it, however, to emphasize, in its conduct, the most heartless, ruth- 
less, and damnable transaction ever known to the full history of cor- 
porate speculation. To deliberately set on foot and push forward g 
speculation in ruined homes, shattered fortunes, and broken hearts 
requires such colossal and gigantic scoundrelism that the mind instinct- 
ively shrinks from its contemplation. And yet this is just what the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company did in dealing with Yakima city. 

When the time came for striking the blow, they pushed their road 
through the corporate limits of the old pioneer town of Yakima city 
toa point about 4 miles beyond and there located a town upon one 
of the odd sections embraced within the limits of the grant s» long 
since forfeited by the company, and called it North Yakima. Certainly 
no one will seriously contend that Congress in its wildest flights of im- 
agination ever contemplated that its bounty should become such an 
engine of oppression and destruction as it thus developed under the 
skillful manipulation of this company. ‘The fact that this move car- 
ried consternation into many a hard-earned home was not sufficient to 
turn them from their nefarious purpose. 

The fact that in pursuing such a course they advertised themselves 
as the monumental liars of the century was insufficient to deter them 
from the infamy. The fact that bankruptcy and ruin hovered over 
many a household as the result of the success of the assault upon the 
old town seemed to urge them to renewed effort. It mattered not to 
them that the old town had been made sacred by the associations of 
nearly a generation; that within its precincts children had grown to 
manhood and womanhood; that within its quiet churchyard ‘the rude 
forefathers of the hamlet sleep;’’ and in short, that all the tender and 
beautiful memories of home, both joyousand sad, were rudely trampled 
upon and uprooted. 

Seemingly fearful lest, with any encouragement whatever, the fecl- 
ing of devotion to the home of nearly a generation might induce a re- 
sistance to this scheme of pillage and plunder, the order was issued to 
afford the old town no railroad facilities whatever. Every passenger 
residing in Yakima city who was forced to ride over the road was com- 
pelled to go to North Yakima to take the train, notwithstanding the 
fact that every train directly through the center of the old town. 

People walked about as in the shadow of a great bereavement and 
dak the evil hour in which Congress chartered so villainous a com- 
bination. A more daring, shameless outrage has no place in the wide 
range of corporate villainy. 

It is marvelous that in the face of such an exhibit as this any one 
can be found to insist that this corporation is entitled to any consider- 
ation save that which belongs to the common marauder upon the prop- 
erty of others. It is entitled to no consideration at the handsof honest 


people. 

Alaric and his Goths would have blushed to have been charged with 
such wholesale and comprehensive villainy. : 

Do I misrepresent my constituency in thus boldly denouncing the 
crushing methods of corporate brigandage? As demonstrating that the 
people are actively alive to their present wrongs, I read from a petition 
toCongress recently received, signed by 438 citizens of Klikitat County, 
in which the characterization of this company’s methods is none too 
pronounced: 

That the policy of the company has been such as to alienate the affections and 
good-will of the people of the Territory; that they have discriminated in rates; 
that they have induced settlers to locate on and improve their lands under a cir- 
cular notice that they would be sold for $2.60 per acre; but that as soon as they 
obtained title to said lands, the value of which had been enhanced by the labor 
been bestowed upon them by reason of this promise, the company 

and unblushingly broke faith with the people and demanded and 
collected $2.60 to $18 per acre, the average being about $5per acre ; thereby 
reaping the benefits of their own fraudulent violation of contracts and com)c'- 
ling the settlers to pay them — for the land, or to see the fruits of 


v ric h 


the labor of years pass into the hands of strangers, specu ‘and swindling 
adventurers. f . 
That the history of this company is a chapter of broken promises, misrepre 
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sentations, and double-dealing; that it has cheated the people, juggled with 
their most vital interests, and betrayed their confidence until there is a feeling 
of distrust and fear seizing those who have settled and improved what is known 
as railroad lands; thatthe permanent settlement and improvement of the coun- 
try is retarded; that the hopes and energies of the people are paralyzed, and 
that every material interest of the country is most seriously impaired. 


A close and carefal examination of the record of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company will convince the most skeptical that the only 
evidences of good faith evinced by its management have arisen not 
through any consideration whatever for the rights of the public, but 
from a desire to advance their individual interests. 

Having established the utter lack of honesty or good faith in con- 
nection with the transactions of this company, it becomes important to 
ascertain just what power resides in Congress or elsewhere to restore to 
the people the lands withheld from settlement for so many years for 
the benefit of this company. 

Section 3 of the act of 1864 contains the following granting clause: 


That there be,and hereby is, granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific coast, and to secure the safe and 
speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions of war,and public stores 
over the route of said line of railway, every alternate section of public land, not 
mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of 20 alternate sections 
per mile, on each side of said railroad line, as said company may adopt, through 
the Territories of the United States, and 10 alternate sections of land per mile on 
each side of said railroad whenever it passes through any State, and whenever, 
on the line thereof, the United States have full title, not reserved, sold, granted, 
or otherwise apgoepuanes, and free from pre-emption or other claims or rights 
at the time the line of said road is definitely fixed and a plat thereof filed in the 
office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


It has been held by the Supreme Court repeatedly that the words 
“there be, and hereby is, granted’’ import a present grant when un- 
accompanied by words which restrain their present operation. These 
words of restraint in the present grant are to be found in section 8 of 
said act, which is as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein 
are 80 made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany upon and subject to the following conditions, namely: That the said com- 
pany shall commence the work on said road within two years from the approval 
of this act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year 
after the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole 
road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. 

This section ig mandatory and provides that the acquisition of each 
and every “‘ grant, right, and privilege ’’ is dependent upon the construc- 
tion of the road within a specifiedtime. This section was subsequently 
amended so as to fix the time as the 4th day of July, 1877. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have fixed the 4th day of July, 1879, as the 
date of the expiration of the grant. In this conclusion I am unable 
toa A careful analysis of the legislation in this connection I think 
will establish the 4th day of July, 1877, asthe date Did these two 
sections stand alone, there is no doubt but that, in order to acquire title 
to any of the lands contemplated by the act, the entire road should 
have been located and constructed within the time specified. 

Section 4, however, contains certain provisions from which the con- 
clusion is possible that Congress intended that as fast as each section 
of 25 miles was completed the company should receive patents for the 
lands lying opposite to and conterminous therewith; but in view of the 
provisions of section 8, it is absolutely essential that each section of 25 
miles must have been constructed within the time specified, to entitle 
the company to the issue of patents for the lands conterminous there- 
with, 

From a careful consideration of all the legislation in the premises, I 
am justified in the conclusion that this is a grant upon conditions pre- 
cedent, and that time is one of these precedent conditions. 

Throughout the act of 1864 the intention of Congress to throw around 
js princely generosity the safeguards of a condition precedent is man- 
ifest. 

In addition to the conditions to be found in section 8, section 19 con- 
tains a most pronounced precedent condition in the following language: 

And be it further enacted, That unless said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
shall obtain bona fide subscriptions to the stock of said company to the amount 
of $2,000,000, with 10 per cent. paid within two years after the passage and ap- 
proval of this act, it shall be null and void. 

By the terms of this section unless certain results are accomplished 
within a period of two years after the passage and approval of the act 
it shall be null and void. This section indicates very clearly the in- 
tention of Congress relative to the character of the conditions contained 
in the grant from the beginning tothe end. There is nothing that an- 
tagonizes the position that Congress intended that certain weil-defined 
Tesults should be attained by thiscompany before they should become 
entitled to any portion of the land grant contemplated. 

Section 20 of the act of 1864 provides that Congress may add to, alter, 
amend, or repeal the act, having due regard for the rights of the said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. Every step taken by Congress 
within the scope of this provision most conclusively fixes the status of 
the grant as one upon conditions precedent. 

In the United States vs. Freeman (3 How., 556), the Supreme Court 
of the United States thus lay down the rule governing the construc- 
tion in such cases: 

The correct rule of interpretation is, that if divers statutes relate to the same 
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thing they all ought to be taken in consideration in construing any one of them; 
and it is an established rule of law that all acts in pari maicria are to be taken 
togetheras if they were one law. If a thing contained in a subsequent statute 
be within the reason of a former statute, it shall be taken to be within the 
meaning of that statute; and if it can be gathered from a subsequent statute in 
pari materia, what meaning the Legislature attached to the words of a former 
statute, they will amount to a legislative declaration of its meaning, and will 
govern the construction of the first statute. 

In the act of July 15, 1870 (16 Stat., 395), Congress exercised the 
power conferred upon it in section 20 of the original act, and provided: 

That before any land granted to said company by the United States shall be 
conveyed to any party entitled thereto under any of the acts incorporating or 
relating to said company, there shall first be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States the cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying the same to the 
said company or party in interest. 

In Railroad Company vs. McShane, 22 Wall., 462, the Sepreme Court, 
in determining the character of the condition created by a provision 
identical with this, reached the following conclusion: 

That the payment of costs of surveying of the land is a condition precedent 
to the right to receive the title from the Government can admit of no doubt, 
Until this is done the equitable title is incomplete. There remains a payment 
to be made to perfect it. 

In a case involving the settlement of just this question, in which the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company was a party (Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company vs. Rockne), the Supreme Court recently affirmed 
its decision in the case just cited, and held that the act of July 15, 
1870, embodied a condition precedent. Keeping entirely within the 
rule laid down in the case of United States vs. Freeman, if any legis- 
lative declaration was required to fix the status of this grant it is to be 
found in this act of July 15, 1870, which unequivocally declares the 
grant to be one upon conditions precedent. 

Nor is this all the legislation of Congress bearing upon this point. 
Prior to this act Congress had put forth the most unequivocal legisla- 
tive declaration of the meaning of the act of 1864. Recognizing the 
fact that the time within which this road should be completed was a 
condition precedent to the acquisition by this company of any right to 
enjoy any of the privileges enumerated in the act, by joint resolution 
1866, 14 Stat., 355, Congress declared: 

That the time for commencing and completing the Northern Pacific Railroad 
and all its several branches is extended for the term of two years. 


Again, on July 1, 1868, the last day of the extension, work not hav- 
ing been commenced in accordance with the undoubted requirements 
of the law, and still regarding time as a condition precedent and as of 
the essence of the contract, Congress provided, 15 Statutes, 225, that 
section 8 of the act of 1864 should be amended so as to read: 


* * * That the said company shall commence the work on said road within 


two yearsfrom and after the 2d day of July, 1868, and shail complete not less than 
100 miles per year after the second year thereafter, and shall construct, equip, 
furnish, and complete the whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1877. 

From this subsequent legislation the conclusion is irresistible that 
Congress originally, in 1864, made a grant upon conditions precedent, 
and that subsequently, in 1866 and 1868, becoming convinced that the 
grant must lapse for want of a compliance with its conditions within 
the time specified, new life was imparted to it by legislative action. 
At the expiration of this extension no further action was taken, and 
whether the limitation be taken as the 4th day of July, 1577, or the 
4th day of July, 1879, no action was had on the part of Congress, and 
every acre of land opposite to and conterminous with the uncompleted 
portion of the road at that day was forfeited to the United States for 
the failure in the performance of a condition precedent, and became 
subject to entry under the public-land laws of the United States. 

Up to and including July 4, 1877, the President of the United States 
was authorized to issue patents for the lands opposite to and contermi- 
nous with each section of 25 miles completed within that time. After 
the expiration of that period he was wholly without authority to issue 
any patents whatever in the premises. When Congress limited the 
time in which this road should be built it also limited the time in 
which patents might issue. This limitation was as operative in gov- 
erning executive action as it possibly could be in determining the rights 
of the company. A temporary statute is in force up to the time for 
which it is made. (9 Bac. Abr., 223.) 

‘* The time within which the condition precedent is to be performed is 
as much the essence of the contract as any other part of the require- 
ment of the condition. Conditions precedent must be strictly, lit- 
erally, and punctually performed; and if not so performed within the 
time provided, no act or declaration of forfeiture is necessary, and no 
subsequent performance can avail.’? (2 Dallas, 317; 6 Otto, 544.) 

‘*Not even equity will relieve against failure to perform within the 
time allowed a condition precedent.’’ (Willard’s Eq. Jurs., 274-5; 16 
Wallace, 229-30; Hilliard on Vendors, 184-5; Pomeroy on Contracts, 
379. ) 

‘* Nor when the time of performing a condition, whether precedent 
or subsequent, is fixed by statute.’’ (2 Otto, 68; 2 Story’s Eq. Jurs. 
103, 27.) 

‘*Nor when time is the essence of the condition, whether precedent 
or subsequent.’’ (Willard’s Eq. Jurs., 294.) 

The representatives of this railroad company who in 1866 and 1868 
were clamorous for legislation preventing the death of their grant, are 
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at this time most diligent in their efforts to make it appear that this 
grant of lands was irrevocably dedicated for the constraction of this 
railroad, and that it could not possibly be used for any other purpose. 
As sustaining this theory great retiance is placed upon the decision of 
Judge Deady, in the United States district court for the district of 
Oregon, on the 27th of June, 1882, in the case of United States ve. 
William Childers. In this decision Judge Deady holds *‘that thegrant 
is not a grant in presenti, and that it was in effect a gran‘ upon condi- 
tions precedent.’’ 

In this conclusion I agree. Hissuggestion, however, that it was the 
intention of Congress te set apart and devote the lands in question 
absolutely to the construction of the Northern Pacific Railroad is no- 
where sustained in all the legislation of Congress upon this subject, as 
I think I have already demonstrated. Section 9 of the act of 1864 is 
not at all imcompatible with the idea of a grant upon conditions pre- 
cedent. This section reads as follows: 

That the United States make the several conditioned grants herein, and that 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the further 
condition that if the said company make any breach of the conditions thereof 
and allow the same to continue for upward of one year, then,in such case, at 
any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may do any and all acts 
and things which may be needful and necessary to insure the speedy comple- 
tion of the said road. 

It will be observed that in this section, as in every other section in 
the act containing any essential provision, the consideration of time is 
an important one. By this section Congress is simply empowered to 
take such steps in the event of any breach of conditions as may be need- 
ful and necessary looking to the speedy completion of the road. Con- 
gress is not required toe do so, but may do so or not in its discretion. 

Section 9 can not be so construed as to justify or warrant the con- 
clusion that Congress was directed by its provisions to build this road 
in the event of a failure on the part of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to doso. The power of Congress to declare a forfeiture for 
a breach of the conditions of the grant is nowhere abridged, in section 
9.or elsewhere in the act. 

Had the Congress of the United States had in its mind in 1864 this 
irrevocable dedication theory, which is so conveniently invoked at this 
time, the task of substituting in the phrase “* may do any and all acts 
and things which may be needful and necessary to secure a speedy com- 
pletion of the said road ’’ the word ‘‘ must’’ would not have been sur- 
rounded by any serious or insurmountable difficulty. The fact is Con- 
gress meant exactly what it said, which simply was that it might, in 
the event ofa breach of condition, devote granted lands to the constrac- 
tion of the read, should the public interest demand it, and that it might, 
on the other hand, restore the land to settlement and occu under 
the public land laws of the United States, should the public interest 
demand it. 

The peculiar thecry advanced by the railroad people was born of the 
necessities of the corporation and was not dreamed of until their grant 
expired by limitation of time because of the refusal of Congress to fur- 
ther extend its operation. In framing his derision Judge Deady has 
entirely ignored that condition of the grant which appeared to Congress 
to be of sufficient importance to justify two separate and distinct pieces of 
legislation. Ivrefer te thecenditionof time. As Ihave already shown, 
almost every piece of legislation subsequent to the act of 1864 has been 
declarative of the meaning of said act. 

If Congress contemplated by the act of July 2, 1864, a grant in pra- 
senti upon conditions subsequent, the act of July 15, 1870, which the 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided embodies a condition 
precedent, must be wholly nugatory, since it assumes to legislate with 
reference to property to which the United States has no title whatever. 
In the case of The Northern Pacific Railroad Company vs. Iver L. 
Rockne, county treasurer of Traill County, October term, 1885, in con- 
struing the act of July 15, 1870, the Supreme Court, instead of reach- 
ing such a conclusion, reaffirmed the decisions in the cases of Railway 
Company vs. Prescott, 16 Wallace, 603, and Railway Company vs. Mc- 
Shane, 22 Wallace, 444. 

A simple present grant, as every lawyer knows, is a grant where the 
title, the fee-simple, passes with the act, by the words of the act itself, 
from the State to the grantee. Itis equivalent to a deed in fee-simple 
to the property in question, and the State thereafter is completely di- 
vested of title, and can no more control the property the title to which 
has thus passed foreverout of its hands than it can control property 
to which it never had the shadow of right, that may, perchance, belong 
to the same or any other citizen. To assume that Congress may retake 
to the Government all the pre-emptions and homesteads and grants 
that have ever been made by the Government is a proposition too 
monstrous to need disenssion. 

A present grant with conditions subsequent is a grant where the fee 
passes from the State to the grantee by the words of the grant itself, 
the deed, the instrument ef transfer, the law itself containing a clause, 
which is a notice to all the world, that if certain conditions are not 
performed within a certain time the fee to the granted premises will 
revert to the grantor. It is like unto deed of gift of property toa 
daughter conditioned that if she should die without issne the property 
shall revert to the estate of the grantor. 

A grant with conditions precedent is a promise that if the party to 
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whom the promise is made will perform certain conditions on or };, 

a ccrtain specified time the State will thereupon make to the gray, = 
full and complete tithe in fee-simple—issue its letters patent to ; ce 
grantee or his assigns. 

Observe that neither a simple present grant, nor a present grant yt) 
conditions subsequent, requires patent, for if the fee does not | 
the words of the act itself, if the act does not pass the fee fro nm 
State te the grantee, the grant is less than a present grant, eithe 
ple or with subsequent conditions. Hence as the law constitutes , 
transfer, after the passage of the act the Government, no longer pos = 
ing the fee in the land, can lend no additional validity to the t; 
the issuance of a patent. 

Where a grant is upon precedent conditions Congress might conyer 
its promise into a grant in presenti upon conditions subsequent, or mi ih 
give it full fruition by adding a fee-simple absolute—a simple pre — 
grant. Congress could transfer any title or remnant of title th 1e Govern 
ment might possess; but Congress can not grant that which it does not 
own. 

Now if the fee in this property passed from the United States prior to 
July 15, 1870, as it must have passed had there been a grant in » 
senti, simple or with conditions subsequent, the Government could not 
then require the performance of a condition precedent to the transfer o; 
the fee, for it had already parted with the fee. The Government cap 
not take the property of a citizen from him and require him to per! rm 
a precedent condition before he can again be vested with his property 
It must of necessity follow that if on July 15, 1870, the compa: Was 
vested with a present grant the act of that date was w holly n 
and of no effect; and if the act of July 15, 1870, was a valid pie ece O 
legislation, as held by the Supreme Court of the United States, the pre- 
vious grant was a grant upon conditions precedent. It could not th ive 
been otherwise. 

Having clearly demonstrated the power of Congress to declare t 
grant forfeited for non-compliance with the plain and manifest condi- 
tions of the contract, it becomes important to determine from the stand- 
point of public policy the propriety of exerting that power, which it 
undeniably possesses. A brief but careful examination of all the facts 
in the premises will conclusively prove that this grant of lands has been 
a scourge and curse to the people. At the very threshold of the grant 
a monstrous iniquity was imposed upon the toil and labor of the pio- 
neer settlers of the remote regions of the Republic. 

Congress in 1864, instigated by this corporation, provided that every 
settler upon the even sections within the railread limits should pa: 
$1.25 more for his land than he who had planted his home outside the 
baleful'shadow of thisgrant. Every settler who, because of the crowded 
condition of the public domain, has been forced, in pursuit of a home, 
within the limits of this railroad grant, has been forced as a condition 
precedent to the acquisition of his home to make a donation of $1.25 
per acre to reimburse the Government for the lands granted to = 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. It is in the nature of a spe: a 
tax imposed by Congress on all the people for the building up of : 
enterprise which has for its ultimate object the enrichment of tho: re 
connected with it. 

I submit that it is most difficult to conceive of a more unrighteo ous 
piece of legislation. The capitalist who dwells in the cities, in that 
away western country, pays no such price for the privileges of railro “a 
communication. In addition to all this, after having laboriously gath- 
ered together and paid the increased demands arising out of the pres- 
ence of this railroad grant, an additional burden is imposed upon them 
of paying all the additional taxes made necessary in the protection 0! 
such large and varied property interests. It is well known that thi 3 
railroad company pays no taxes, unless forced to do so in the court of 
last resort. These considerations are most weighty and deserving 0 
the gravest attention. They, however, become practically insigui(i- 
cant when we proceed to the consideration of the infamous contract 
upon which is based the conveyance of the company’s alleged title to 
these lands. 

By its provisions every public burden chargeable upon the land is 
lifted from the broad and stalwart shoulders of the company and pe 
upon the weak and overburdened shoulders of the settler, carrying 0 
the avowed policy of the company to pay no taxes when able in an) 
manner to avoid sodeing. Although ex.empi from taxation on its lands 
im the Territory, by Territorial legislation, while the title remains in 
the company, for fear that in some inconceivable way it might become 
subject to some measure of the burden, piratical ingenuity inserted tlic 
following in this indefensible contract: 

The purchaser shall,so long as the contract remains in force, pay all taxes an a 

ordinary and extraordinary, that may be levied orassessed, or ths 
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chargeable on the premises or any part thereof; and all buildi gs 

nal ecntpemeenlaneaaiadithe aaeebed, placed, or made thereon, shal! not bc 
removed therefrom, but shall be and remain the property of the company unt! 
the contract shall be fally performed by the purchaser; and should default o¢ 
ntospene at the paymen s of or interest, at the time for the pay- 
ment thereof; or in case the pasthnest cheuld Gail 40 gag the taxes or assess- 
ments the land. the contract, at the option of the company, shall be vi! 
.and all the payments that shall have been made on the land, and «!! 

the building and rereasee shall be and a remain the — pre 4 
e oe the purchaser shall have no right or m thereto 
ft be 2 hen Cine inef the eanence of the contract, and that 


the guibemancoet each and every of the covenants and agreements is as much 


a a ee. 
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a a a 
» partof the consideration of the contract, and a condition-precedent, as the 


sayment of the ney. 


How like the exactions of the feudal barons these uncorscionable re- 
¢rictions appear ! How entirely devoid of anything like common de- 
cency they are! When some one is tobe oppressed ‘‘ time is the essence 
of thecontract.’’ When an assaultis in contemplation upon thescanty 
yccumulations of daily toil ‘‘the performance of each and every of the 
corenants and agreements is as much a part of the consideration of the 
contract, and @ condition precedent, as the payment of the purchase- 
money.’ When an outraged people demand the literal construction 
of the conditions precedent in the act of July 2, 1864, a change comes 


over the spirit of this “‘benevolent monopoly,” and that condition | 


which, in their infamous contract is precedent, becomes subsequent in 
the act of July 2, 1864. 

Having thus mortgaged the bone and sinew of the country, it was 
necessary to suggest some method of foreclosure, so the following al to- 
gether one-sided provision was inserted: 

And in ease the purchaser should fail to pay, when due, any installment of 
principal or interest, or to pay any taxes or assessments at the date when the 
same shall become payable, or shall be in default in respect of any other condi- 
tion of the agreement, the whole amount of principal unpaid shal! at the option 


of the company become dee and payable forthwith, with interest thereon atthe 
rate of 10 per cent. per annum until paid. 


It would seem from such a showing that the limits of oppression had 
beenreached. The purchaser hasan expert to deal with, however, in mat- 
ters of this kind, so he must submit to the following additional burden: 


The company reserves a strip of land extending through the land sold (or so 
much of such strip of land as may be within the sold premises) of the width of 
W@W feet on each side of the center line of the Northern Pacific Railroad or Cas- 
cade branch, or 50 feet on each side of the center line of any other branch or 
other railroad operated or to be operated, in whole or in part, by the company, 
to be used for right of way,or other railroad purposes,in case the line of the 
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tain hour, that they would not have time to express their views upon 
this subject; and I want to get from them an expression of opinion as 
to what may be agreeable in that respect. 

Mr. STRAIT. I think that debate had better be allowed to run 

Mr. VAN EATON. Iask the gentleman from California to allow 
the general debate to run along until 5 o'clock at all events. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And then we will be better able to determine 
when the previons question may be ordered. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will make this proposition to the other side that 
the previous question will not be called to-day, but that general debate 
shall be continued up to the ordinary hour of recess, and to-merrow as 
soon as this comes up I will call the previ 

Mr. REAGAN. I must object to this debate going over 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the debate be continued up to the 
hour of adjournment, with the understanding that the 
is to be called at that time. 

Mr. HENLEY. Iam in f 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let it go on and see how it 

Mr. REAGAN. I give notice that if'the 
I will antagonize the bill with 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 


1S question upon it. 


previous question 


vor of that. 

comes out. 
debate is not closed to-day 
bill. 


This is a matter which involves a larg: 


the interstate-commerce 


;uUeS- 


tion and very important interests. We have spent many a day thisses- 
sion in discussing affairs which involved less than $100, and it is now 
proposed that we shall dispose absolutely at 5 o'clock this afternoon o 


| a question which involves thirty miilion acres of land and very impo 


Northern Pacific Railroad has been, or of such branch or other railroad as has | 


been or shall be, located on or over or within 200 feet respectively of the prem- | 


jses; and the purchaser shall,on receiving notice so to do from the company, 
erect a good and substantial fence, sufficient to turn stock and to comply with 


} 


} 


the requirements of law, on the line or lines between any part of the premises | 


and the lands reserved to the company for right of way on other railroad prior 
and herein expressed ; and thereafter shall maintain such fence or fences 
ina good, substantial. and sufficient manner. The company reserves the coal 
and iron in certain of its lands in Montana and Western Washington. 





Herein is provided a burden to which there is no end. It is a con- 
tinuing, never-ending incumbrance. Through all the generations of a 
family the power of this company to run a branch road over any por- 
tion of the pu premises is assured. 

Does any one doubt that such incumbrances upon real titles work a 
lasting and substantial injury to a country? Does any one imagine 
that the home-builder can be induced to surround himself with such 
rank and heartless tyranny ? Such contracts have resulted and are re- 
sulting in checking the tide of immigration into Washington Territory, 
and are, of themselves, entirely sufficient to justify the restoration of 
this unearned grant to the public domain. 

In accomplishing this great act of justice the right of every bona fide 
purchaser should be amply guarded. Relying upon the erroneous rep- 
resentations of Government officials that this company had earned its 
grant, thousands of settlers have purchased their homes from the com- 


pany, and a failure to protect such purchasers would result in wide- | 
spread distress. While I insist that this company shall be made to | 
restore to the public domain every acre of land not earned by a rigid | 
and literal compliance with the terms of the grant, I insist at the same | 
time that every settler who has been drawn into a controversy over the | 
title to his home by reason of this grant shall not have his burdens in- | 


creased by a failure on the part of Congress to offset by legislation the 
misleading rulings of Republican officials. I would go even further 
in the direction indicated than does the bill under consideration. 

I would confirm to every purchaser, from the company, who is resid- 
ing thereon, the title to every acre of his purchase. 
favor of this course, and I would supplement it with such legislation 
as would enable the United States to recover by suit from the company 
the value of the lands, the title to which is thus confirmed. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have, however, submitted to the House in the 
pending measure a proposition to confirm bona fide purchasers from the 
company in their titles to the extent of 320 acres without reference to 
actual residence thereon. While this does not go so far as I would be 
willing to go, it will tend largely to avoid the bad effects which will 
follow a failure to include some such legislation in the bill. 

_ Mr. Speaker, the day of unquestioning acquiescence in railroad dom- 
ination, in this country, has passed away. The day when the Ameri- 
can citizen was forced to humbly sue at the feet of the railroad magnate 


for permission to enjoy the natural rights of man has given place to a | 
| pose, and has yielded to me to make the motion 


kindlier day, and a mighty protest is taking its place in history as the 


outgrowth of the gross wrongs committed upon the sovereignty of the | 


American people. 

“The multitade is patient to a certain point,’’ and the American peo- 
ple, after years of and indifference have reached that point, and 
ee to enact the rdle of pack-horses for the corporations of this 
country. 

Mr. HENLEY. I think it would be satisfactory for gentlemen all 
‘round if some understanding could be reached as to when the previous 
question shall be called. Gentlemen on the other side have said, un- 





I would be in | 


| 


| 
| 
| 





tant and serious principles of law, which need to be discussed. There 
are several gentlemen who desire to make some observations with regard 
to this. There is no disposition to prevent action on this bill after due 
and proper discussion. itseems to me the discussion might as well run 
on this afternoon, because it is in the power of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia representing the Committee on Public Lands to call for the 
vious question at any time when he gets the floor and sees fit te do so 
and he will be recognized by the Chair for that purpose. 
to call the previous question at 1 o'clock to-morrow and the House sus- 
tains him, that will be an end of the matter. It seems to me that is 
fair and just and that weshould goon now without a request for unan- 
imous consent to close up the debate; because from the very nature of 
a debate of this kind there may be some questions come up that it will 
be desirable to discuss, and we may find ourselves confronted with the 
unanimous decision of the House, so that those questions can uot | 
discussed in the presence of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. I made the proposition I did in order to learn if the 
disposition on the other side of the House was in good faith to come to 
a vote on this bill within a reasonable time. The response of the gen- 
tleman from Maine is not satisfactory, and the House now understands 
he is unwilling to enter into an agreement to that effect. I therefore 
now move that general debate close at 15 minutes to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from California has 
floor for the purpose of making that motion. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from [1] 
SON ] has the floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The regular order i 
the debate. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. Without prejudice to my right to the floor, I am 
willing to yield it to the gentleman from California to make the motion 
he has indicated. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. PAYSON. 
rived at. 

Mr. HENLEY. I understand the gentleman from 
PAYSON ] has yielded to me. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before doing so I propose to occupy 
my own right. AsI have said, Iam desirous there should be some 
amicable arrangement with reference to closing the debate. On the 
other hand I appreciate the desire of several gentlemen opposed to the 
bill to be heard in reference to it. I shall be content when the proper 
time comes to occupy the little fragments of time allotted to me by gen- 
tlemen who havespokenatlength. Without interfering with the right 
of anybody else, I have no objection, if it is the sense of the House, 
without prejudice to my right to occupy the floor, to yield to my col- 
league on the committee to make the motion he has stated. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. If the gentleman yields the floor 
that ends it. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman can yield the floor for a spe 


pre- 


ia he chooses 


not t! 


inois [| Mr. Pay- 


to proceed with 


I object to that. 
I am anxious an amicable adjustment should be ar- 


Illinois [ Mr. 


& minute in 


51¢ pur- 


Mr. PAYSON. 
tleman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia whether he really desires to pass the bill? 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman knows we desire to pass the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I suggest you allow « reasonable amount of 


Without prejudice to my right I yield to the gen- 





debate in order to facilitate that object. 
Mr. HENLEY. What is a reasonable amount of debate? 
Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Llinois has suggested it; and 
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it has been suggested this bill might have been brought in a long time 
ago. It is brought here in the late hours of the session. 

Mr. COBB. It was brought in on an early day of the session. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is obviously the object of gentlemen on the other 
side to delay action on this bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] yields 
the floor to me that I may make the motion indicated. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object to any such arrangement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois can yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the Speaker 
advised as to the parliamentary condition of affairs at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HeNLeyY] yielded a portion of his time to the gentle- 
man frow Llinois [Mr. Payson], and also that the gentleman from 
Washington Territory [Mr. VooRHEES] yielded some time to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. 
VooRHEES] yielded me fifteen minutes, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HENLEY] twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has been recognized as entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes. Now, Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry 
is this: Have I a right, without prejudice to my own right to resume 
the floor, to yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] in 
order that he may make a motion for the purpose of limiting debate? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. In the face of an objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. In the face of an objection, the Chair thinks not. 
The Chair thinks the gentleman from Illinois could not rield to the 
gentlemen from California to make a motion so as to cut off other gen- 
tlemen who may hereafter obtain a right to the floor. In other words, 
if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] yielded to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HENLEY] to move the previous question, and if 
the previous question were ordered by the House, the effect would be 
to stop the debate and take the gentleman from Illinois off the floor. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Butthe gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 
did not move the previous question. He simply moved to limit the 
debate so as to have it terminate at 15 minutes past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That motion can not be made. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to limit debate in the House can not 
be made. This bill is not being considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; it is being considered by the House as an ordinary 
legislative body, and it has been often decided that the only way to 
limit debate in the House is by the previous question or by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not yield the floor. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I 
represent the same side of this question that has been advocated by the 
gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. VooRHEES], and as the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STRAIT] desires to be heard in opposi- 
tion to the bill, I will yield to him, reserving my time. 

Mr. STRAIT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
bill so that it may be pending. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the follow- 
ing: That in consequence of the failure of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to construct its road from Walla Walla junction to Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, a distance of 214 miles, over which line the said company have run- 
ning connections with the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company, and have 
abandoned the building of their own road between said points, the United States 
resume the title to the lands granted to said company coterminous with such un- 
finished part of said road,and so much of the act making the nt of lands to 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company as applies between Walla Walla and 
— is hereby repealed and the said land is resumed as a part of the pubiic 

omain, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to offer this 
as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. STRAIT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STRAIT] has 
the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. StRarT] has 
the floor unless he yields it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, Mr. Speaker, I make a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My point is that as the House is now 
engaged in general debate and has not reached the stage of the pro- 
ceedings at which amendments can be offered, this amendment is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a case in which the House is engaged 





I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
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in general debate in the ordinary sense of that term. Genera) a.) 
takes place in Committee of the Whole on the state of the |... 
This is simply the consideration of a bill in the House, and any .., 
tleman who obtains the floor in his own right has a right to oy. 
amendment at this stage of the bill, to be voted upon after the g,),... 
closes. er 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Chair aiways. 

Mr. STRAIT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague 5, 
GILFILLAN ]}. = 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the bill r¢ ported by 
the Committee on Public Lands as a substitute for the Senate ))\)) 
one can be more profoundly impressed than myself with the fac: 
in the brief time which seems to be allotted to any one member her); 
discuss the important issues involved in this question it is j1 po<c;)), 
for any gentleman to begin to do anything like justice to those jcu.. 
or to himself. 

With all due deference to the gentlemen who have preceded me on 
this question, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we are to try the jssiec 
here not by the use of declamation, which has merely a tendency to 
irritate passion and prejudice against railway companies and other ¢or. 
porations; but that we are to come down to the record, examine tho 
issues as they are, and try them upon the factsand the law in the ex: 

It is idle also to try to arraign this or that political party as respoy. 
sible for the present condition of things, for I would simply reming og; 
friends on the other side of the Chamber that this doctrine of gp 
grants was inaugurated by the great prophet of Democracy in these 
modern days, Stephen A. Douglas, and almost every statesman of that 
persuasion down to the late lamented Vice-President, whose memory js 
still fresh in the minds of us al), was an advocate of grants of this kind 
as conducive to the public interest and promotive of the public good, 
And the party on this side of the House can ‘‘throw no stones,” {ir 
they themselves in this respect ‘‘live in glass houses.’’ The lepub- 
lican party, and the better part of it, has been devoted during all these 
years to the granting of just such aids as that involved in this grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railway Company, and it is through just sucha 
policy as this that our country has made the rapid and unprecedented 
strides in growth and development which the last quarter of a century 
has witnessed. 

This is no longer a party issue, for both parties have receded from 
this doctrine upon the ground that public necessity no longer exists for 
aid of this kind. For more than a decade both parties have abandoned 
the policy as well as the practice of granting lands to States or railroads 
to aid enterprises of this character. 

Now let us go back to the contract rights of the parties in contr- 
versy; for I apprehend that it is simply a question of contract rights 
and nothingelse. There is no question here but that this railway com- 
pany has discharged and is continuing to discharge its duty. ‘This is 
not a proceeding to impeach its charter; it is simply a question of for- 
feiture of lands. Both political parties and all parties are agreed upon 
forfeiting such lands and such only as we have the right to forfeit—the 
right in law and in good morals. There is no party in this land to-day 
that is pledged to any doctrine which involves dishonesty or want of in- 
tegrity or moral turpitude. 

Now I undertake to say right here that when we come to view this 
issue in the light of the facts and the law there is a great deal of moral 
turpitude in the form of the proposition which now comes before this 
House. I undertake to say we have neither the legal right nor the 
moral right to do what is proposed to be done by the substitute pre- 
sented here by the Committee on Public Lands. 

This whole matter has its origin in the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Statutes 
at Large, 365). The first section of thatact createsthiscompany. he 
company thus created and existing under this act of Congress has ever 
since been under the control of Congress. The act is subject to amend- 
ment; and for every dereliction of duty, for every violation of any pro- 
vision of this act, for every neglect of a condition precedent or su!- 
quent, this company has during every moment of its lifetime been 
amenable to Congress. Congress has had the power atany time to all 
it to account; and if this company was proving inefficient, or dishonest, 
or not faithful to the trust which was committed to it, it has been 
within the legal power of Congress at any time to resume all the rights 
which were granted by the original act and to control this whole prop- 
erty. 

Section 1 of this act enumerates a long listof corporators, comprising 
some of the best known public men in the country, gleaned from some 
twenty-seven or twenty-eight States of this Union, thus seeking to 
make this enterprise a matter of national interest, represented by men 
from all the different States, selected for their well-known ability, i1- 
tegrity, and trustworthiness. It creates them a body-corporate by the 
name of the Northern Pacific Railway Company. This section gives 
them the right not only to be a corporation, but to construct a railway 
planned and mapped out in this act from the great lakes of the conti- 
nent to the Pacific Ocean by the nearest and most practicable railroad 
route. 

Section 2 gives the right of way for the requisite width of 200 feet 
through all the public lands of the UnitedStates; and inasmuch as ‘or 
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n long distance the road was to traverse the new country, a wilderness | 
inhabited only by hostile savages, the Government in the closing para- | 


ph of section 2 assumed the following obligation : 


The United States shall extinguish as rapidly as may be consistent with pub- 
Jie policy and the welfare of the said Indians the Indian titles to all lands fall- 


ing under the operation of this act, and acquired in the donation to the road 


named in this bill. 
Section 3 is devoted to the granting of the land. 


| United States have full title, 


Section 4 provides for the construction of the road in sections of 25 
miles each; for its inspection under the control and authority of the | 


executive department of the Government, and for its acceptance when 
found to have been completed in accordance with the conditions of the 
act. 

Section 5 contains the provisions and specifications by which the 
company was to be controlled as to the manner of the construction and 
the kind of road. 

Section 3 also specifies the considerations for which the Government 
enters upon this enterprise, ‘‘ to secure the safe and speedy transporta- 
tion of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and public stores over the 
route of said line of railway.’’ 

These purposes are further stated in section 11, as follows: 

That said Northern Pacific Railroad, or any part thereof, shall be a post-route 
anda military road, subject to the use of the United States for postal, military, 
naval, and all other Government service, and also subject to such regulationsas 
Congress may impose restricting the charges for such Government transporta- 
tion. . 

The objects of the act are further recited in the last section, where 
an unlimited right to repeal, amend, or modify the act is reserved, i 
order to secure the objects sought to be accomplished by the act. 

Sections 8 and 9 prescribe the conditions upon which the grant is 
made and the conditions upon which the lands and other rights granted 
shall be held. 

The company duly organized and accepted the grant. The time 
within which this road was to be completed was by the original act 
limited to July 4, 1876; by subsequent legislation this time was ex- 
tended to July 4, 1879. 

Now, what has been done by the railway company under this act in 
execution of these provisions on their part? The company not being 
able to raise the necessary funds to prosecute the work, Congress, in 
1870, by a joint resolution, to be found in the sixteenth volume of the 
Statutes at Large, page 378, authorized the company to issue bonds 
and to mortgage its property to raise means to prosecute the enterprise. 
The work was begun and carried forward with such progress that up 
to and including t&e year 1874 529 miles of road were constructed and 
accepted in pursuance of the act. This much, then, was indisputably 
done within the time of the original limit as extended; and this em- 
braces the only portion of the road in relation to which the Public 
Lands Committee do not propose a forfeiture of the granted lands. 
They concede that the company has earned and is entitled to the lands 
pertaining to this portion of the road. 

The financial disaster of 1873 put a stop to the work and the com- 
pany was unable to resume operations during the continuance of the 
depression, which prevailed throughout the country for more than five 
years. In the mean time the bondholders had become the owners of 
the property and of the enterprise with all the grants, rights, privileges, 
and franchises of the company, including the right to be a corporation 
by means of the foreclosure of the mortgage. They reorganized the 
company, and in the fall of 1878 the work was resumed, and from that 
time the construction was carried on unremittingly, so that the follow- 
ing miles of road have been completed, examined, and accepted by the 
President of the United States under the provisions of section 4 in the 
following years—that is tosay: In 1880, 150 miles; in 1881, 325 miles; 
in 1882, 404 miles; in 1883, 411 miles; in 1884, 112 miles; in 1885, 88 
miles; in 1886, 40 miles; or a total of nearly 2,100 miles. 

The work has been accomplished by means of money borrowed on 
the security of the land grant as authorized and sanctioned by the said 
acts of Congress. 

The purpose of the pending bill as reported by the Public Lands 
Committee is to declare a forfeiture of the land grant pertaining to so 
much of the road as was not completed strictly within time, or all of 
such grant pertaining to all that part of the road west of the Missouri 
River. The sole ground for such action is that the whole road was not 

completed by July 4, 1879. 

The first and important question now is whether Congress can so de- 
clare a forfeiture of these lands, and that depends upon the proper con- 
struction of the granting act. As preliminary to this main question 
there naturally arise two other questions. 

First. Did Congress reserve to itself the right to declare a forfeiture 
for breach of condition-subsequent, or does such rights follow as the 
legal effect of such breach? And second, if yea, has such right been 
waived or lost by the United States ? 

The grant embraced in this act is manifestly one of the class which 
by repeated decisions of the Supreme Court has been held to be a grant 
in presenti upon condition-subsequent, and the sections of the act di- 
rectly bearing upon the grant of lands are sections 3, 5, 8, and 9, which 
are as follows: 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That there be and is hereby granted to the 
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Northern Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific 
coast, and to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, 
munitions of war, and public stores, over the route of said line of railway, 
every alternate section of public land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, 
to the amount of twenty alternate sections per mile, on each side of said rail- 
road line, as said company may adopt, through the Territories of the United 
States and ten alternate sections of land per mile, on each side of said railroad, 
whenever it passes through any State, and whenever, on the line thereof the 
not reserved, sol, granted. or otherwise appro- 
priated, and free from pre-emption or other claims or rights at the time the line 
of said road is definitely fixed and the plat thereof filed in the office of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office; and whenever prior to said term, any of 
said sections or parts of sections, shall have been granted, sold, reserved, oc- 
cupied by homestead settlers or pre-empted, or otherwise disposed of, other 
lands shall be selected by said company in lieu thereof, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, in alternate sections and designated by odd num- 
bers, not more than 10 miles beyond the limits of said alternate sections 

Sec. 5. That the said Northern Pacific Railroad shall be constructed in a sub- 
stantial and workmanlike manner, with all the necessary draws, culverts, 
bridges, viaducts, crossings, turnouts, stations, and watering-places and all other 
appurtenances, including furniture and rolling stock equal in all respects to 
railroads of the first class, when prepared for business, with rails of the best 
quality, manufactured from American iron. And a uniform gauge shall be es- 
tablished throughout the entire length of the road. And there shall be con- 
structed a telegraph line of the most substantial and approved description to be 
operated along the entire line: Provided, That said company shall not charge 
the Government higher rates than they do individuals for like transportation 
and telegraph service. And itshall bethe duty of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to permit any other railroad, which shall be authorized to be built by 
the United States or by the Legislature of any Territory or State in which the 
same may be situated, to form running connections with it, on fair and equitable 
terins. 

Src, 8. And be it further enacted, That each and every grant, right, and privi- 
lege herein are so made and given toand accepted by said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, upon and subject to the following conditions, namely; That the 
said company sha!! commence the work on said road within two years from the 
approval of this act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles 
per year after the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete 
the whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D.1868. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States make the several con- 
ditioned grants herein and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
accept the same, upon the further condition, that if the company make any 
breach of the conditions hereof and allow the same to continue for upward of 
one year, then in such case, at any time hereafter, the United States by its Con- 
gress, may do any and all acts and things, which may be needful and necessary 
to insure a speedy completion of said road. 









It will be observed that there is no provision to be found anywhere 
in these sections nor in the act expressly providing for a forfeiture of 
the lands or of anvthing in case of a breach of any condition. But 
say the Public Lands Committee in their majority report accompany- 
ing H. R. 147, which is the same as the pending substitute, ‘‘ that 
section 8 of the act declares a condition-subsequent, namely, that the 
road shall be completed within a certain time, upon breach of which 
the grantor may declare a forfeiture.’’ 

Now, it is unnecessary here, and we shall not attempt, to controvert 
the proposition that Congress has the right and power to devlare a for- 
feiture of granted lands for breach of condition-subsequent in a proper 
case. We might not care to contend against the abstract proposition 
enunciated by the committee as above stated. But the committee in- 
sist that there is nothing elsewhere in the act repugnant to their con- 
struction of section 8 or that qualifies it in any way, and so they seg- 
regate that section from the remainder of the act and construe it by 
itself, and as a result arrive at what seems to us a mischievous and 
misleading misconstruction of the act. 

The granting act in this case is in the nature of public law and it 
must be construed as a whole to ascertain the legislative intent, and 
force and effect must be given to the whole act; it is also in the nature 
of a grant and no rule is better settled than that all the stipulations in 
a deed must be considered in construing it, and that, if possible, full 
force and effect be given to all its parts; it is also in the nature of a 
contract between the parties, and the same rules of construction must 
apply. Tnose principles are elementary and need not be further argued. 
It is also a principle of familiar and elementary law that when a statute 
creating a right provides a specific remedy for non-compliance with its 
provisions such remedy is exclusive of all other and different remedies, 
and only the remedy prescribed can be pursued. 

It is familiar law also that the court must construe the contract, and 
determine its legal effect, when the contract is in writing and its terms 
are unambiguous; but it is to be construed in the light of surrounding 
circumstances, and the situation of the parties at the time of entering 
into it, and parol proof even if neceesary of these facts is admissible 
both for the purpose of raising and explaining a latent ambiguity (1 
Chitty on Contracts, 11 Am. ed., 149; 20 Minn. at page 297). 

Now, one of the facts and circumstances surrounding the inception 
of this contract, and it is a very significant one and may very properly 
be here noted, is that up to the date of the passage of this act all grants 
of public lands to railroad companies or to States to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads were by the terms of the act not only made subject to 
certain conditions, but also made forfeitable to the United States for 
failure to comply with such conditions. This factshould be distinctly 
borne in mind as we come to consider the provisions of this act, because 
we can not assume that so important a provision could be inadvertently 
omitted from the terms of a grant styled by the committee to have been 

‘“*in extent the most munificent of all the princely donations in the 
era of liberality toaid in the construction of railroads,’’ but if omitted 
it must have been intentionally omitted. 
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By reference to section 9 of this act we find that the usual forfeiture 
clause is transformed into another and very different provision, and 
that instead of providing for a forfeiture of the lands it is provided 
‘‘that if the company make any breach of the conditions hereof’ 
(that is of the whole act) “‘ and allow the same to continue for upward 
of one year, then in such case at any time hereafter the United States 
by its Congress may do any and all acts and things which may be need- 
ful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of said road.”’ 

That is to say, all the grants, not only of lands but of the franchise, 
rights, and privileges, were so made, given, and accepted upon this ex- 
press condition. We can not and must not assume thatso important a 
feature of this act was incorporated in it thoughtlessly, being such a 
wide departure from all previous grants, for not only this fact but 
every word and clause of the section seems to lead to the inevitable 
conclusion that such phraseology was used with the utmost care, cau- 
tion, and intendment. And having provided the remedy and an ade- 
quate one for the protection of all public rights and interests in case 
of a breach, the presumption of law is that it is exclusive of all other 
remedies. 

This theory that the remedy prescribed in section 9 was exclusive and 
to be in lieu of and to take the placeof the usual forfeiture clause is not 
only supported by the natural import of the language used but is in 
harmony with the leading ideas and scope of the whole granting act. 

The leading ideas of the act were to insure the construction of a rail- 
way and telegraph line from the great lakes of the continent to the Pa- 
cific Ocean by the shortest route. It was to be aided and encouraged 
asa great national enterprise for national purposes, for national protec- 
tion and service, including the transportation of the mails, troops, mu- 
nitions of war, and public stores, and thus to provide for the common 
defense of the nation, the suppression of Indian wars and disturbances, 
the development and settlement of that vast portion of the national do- 
main, and the general welfare of the people of the United States. 

The prime desire and object was to accomplish this great enterprise 
and to avoid a possible failureof it. And so the act first creates a com- 
pany that should in the first instance be clothed with the necessary 
powers, rights, and duties; and which should undertake the construc- 
tion of this great national highway. The contingency sought to be 
guarded ag vinst was a possible failure by that company to complete the 
work, and this was to be met and overcome not by a forfeiture of the 
lands and an abandonment of the enterprise, but by the interposition 
by the United States, through its Congress, anda resumption of the sit- 
uation in case of necessity; not only a resumption of the lands but of 
the franchise as well and of such portion of the road as may have been 
constructed, and the doing of any and all actsand things which might 
be needful and necessary to insure the speedy completion of said road. 
‘Those were the leading ideas of the scheme as declared and provided 
for by the very terms of the act, and the idea of a forfeiture of the land, 
leaving the company with the mere skeleton of a franchise, without 
means or credit, entailing an inevitable abandonment of the enterprise, 
but merely standing in the way of other agencies, would be wholly re- 
pugnant to the declared objects sought to be accomplished. 

We therefore insist that it was manifestly the fixed purpose of Con- 
gress to adopt a different theory in the enactment of this law from that 
before acted upon, to ingraft upon it a new feature with respect to the 
building of this road; instead of a forfeiture to provide other means if 
this company should fail; to resume the possession and control of all it 
had granted, and to prosecute the work through new instrumentalities, 
or a new company, and to push it forward to a speedy conclusion. 

Hence we say, with reference to section 9, that it clearly appears from 
the language there used, and the theory is corroborated by the other 
provisions of the act, that it was the intention of Congress to vide 
against the legal effect of section 8, or what its legal effect. might have 
been standing alone, by providing in the very next section another and 
different result that should follow in case ef a breach of the conditions 
of the act by the company, and the continuance of such breach for one 
year. This section in effect provides that the other result that isa for- 
feiture shall not follow. By prescribing this one result that should fol- 
low the breach of a condition, Congress excluded the idea of any other 
result or effect following upon a breach of such condition. 

Now, the Public Lands Committee, in their majority report, at page 5, 
contend that this remedy provided in section 9 has no relation to the 
conditions in section 8, but relates to some other condition than that 
mentioned in seetion 8. They say: 

This section evidently relates to some other condition than that mentioned in 


section 8. 

These other conditions or requirements are found in section 5, which provides 
that six separate and distinct things should be done by the company, namely : 
First, that the road should be constructed in coubutnntitndwesthaaseliinseaa 
ner, equal in all respects to first-class railread ; 
rails of the best quality, manufactured from American iron; 
gauge should be established th utthe entire line; fourth, thatthe company 
should construct a telegraph line of the most approved and substantial 
tion ; fifth, that it should not charge the Government higher rates than 
uals, and, sixth, that it should permit other railroads to make running 


econnec- 
tions on fairand reasonable terms. These are the other and further conditions 


mentioned by section 9, in default of any of which, continuing @ year, Con- 
gress should have the to “do any and all acts and things” to 
“speedy completion of said road,”’ as contemplated and provided. 
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Now in answer to this argument we insist that these are not the-fur- 
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ther conditions referred to in section 9. Section 9 was never int¢, 
as the guarantee of compliance with those conditions. Compliance \,;; 
the first four of these enumerated conditions is infinitely better sey... 
by the provisions of section 4, which requires that all of these , 
tions must be performed before the road is accepted in sections , 
miles each, and before the lands accruing thereto, that is to e., 
such sections of road, can or will be confirmed to the company |) 
issuance of a patent therefor. And security against a violation 
last two conditions is abundantly provided for in section 20 in + 
served right to alter, amend, or repeal the act. Wesay again 
rect and only object to be accomplished by the conditions of sect io, 
and 9 was as stated therein, to secure a speedy completion of t! 
road. 

There are other facts and circumstances surrounding the inc: 
this grant which may perhaps with propriety be considered, as throvy- 
ing light upon this question and leading to correct conclusions as to j {js 
what Congress did intend and what was its real objeet and intention j; 
the enactment of this charter and the bestowing of this grant of lands. 
Without impugning the motives of any one, I will say that it is qigy- 
cult to read the report of the committee reporting this substitute wit)- 
out feeling that the natural effect of some of the language is rather to 
prejudice and bias the judgment of the reader rather than to throw light 
upon the question as te what wasintended by theactof Congress. They 
style this grant: 

An isolated example of unparalleled generosity on the part of the United Sta 
in giving away millions of acres of the public domain without any provisiy 
for resuming its title even upon absolute failure of the company to fulfill its part 
of the contract. 

Again they say: 

The grant itself was in extent the most munificent of ali the princely dona- 
tions made in the era of liberality to aid in the construction of railroads— 


And again, “this munificent grant,’’ ‘‘this princely gift,’’ ‘this 
munificent donation,’’ all quoted from the*report of the committce, are 
simply catch-words, the effect of which is to excite prejudice against 


the railroad corporation and to bias the mind in favor of a proposition 
which it seems to me is wholly indefensible. Instead of looking at the 
country as it is to-day, with its lands enhanced in values by the con- 
struction and operation of this railroad which now spans the continent 
from the lakes to the western ocean, let us go back a little and look 
at the state of things in this part of the country now traversed by this 
road as seen at the time by those who enacted this law. What they 
said and what may now begileaned from the debates involving the con- 
sideration of the original bill will best disclose what they understood 
and what they intended and what was the legislative intent in the 
framing and enactment of this law. By a reference to the Globe of 
April 18, 1864, volume 51, page 1698, we find that the House of Rep- 
resentatives, on the motion of Mr. Stevens, proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill granting lands to this road. 


Mr. Stevens said: 


I do not know that I desire to say anything upon this bill unless there sha!! 
be some objection to it. [ hope there will be none. 


, Mr. Wilson said: 


I do object to the passage of this bill, for it proposes to grant to this company 
over 46,000,000 acres of the public lands, &c. 


Mr. HoLMAN said: 


I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this is the largest grant of public lands ever pro- 
posed to be made and will absorb a very large proportion of the remainder of 
the national domain. It will operate to that extent in defeating the operation 
of the homestead law. 


Mr. Stevens said: 


In answer to the gentleman from Indiana I will say that in our grants to the 
Union Pacifie Railroad we gave $16,000 a mile in bonds, $48,000 across the mount- 
ains and ten sections of land per mile. And there the United States Govern- 
for all transportation the sameas other individuals. The com- 

to — the company any subsidies except in 
public lands in that unbroken wilderness. 

As to these lands, the committee was willing to give to the company almost 
any amount that it thought that it could make use of, and because the Govern- 
ment has already devoted the land not for sale, but for homesteads of such in- 
dividuais as chose to séttle on it. The commitice supposed that the true way 
te provide for homesteads there was to have a railway constructed; and hence 
it proposed to give this increased quantity of the public lands, while it refused 
to any subsidies, I submit to the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Hotman 
r he believes that the value of the lands here given approaches at al 
near the amount of subsidies granted to the other company. 

I am not discussing the subject of the Union Pacific Railroad now. I am in 
am in favor of all these roads; and I hardly expected that 

worthiess there should 


of this bill, that is, the con- 
ve that the shortest route for 
the Pacific is by the northern route, and if [ had any assurance that the 

is te be made by this bill would result in the construction 
I wo eertainly be very earnestly and zealously in favor of the 


lands which itis i 
46,000,000 of acres of 

chartered by the State of Maine, a State 
removed of any State in the Union from the scene of the 


reference to the company which is named in the bill, not!- 
ing in relation to its facilities or ability to accomplish this great work. The 
this matter in charge have to commit it to 

I were satisfied that it is of such men as will insure the execu- 

tion of the work, they would not have a more earnest supporter upon this floor 





1886. 


—_—_ 








than myself. But it must be recollected that this is an enormous grant of 
jand to be donated to a single company, and that if they should fail to do any- 


thing under ib they may stand in the wgy of the organization of another com- | 


many for the com 
| confess that I 1 
pill so as to understand all the guards which the committee have thrown around 


i letion of this important national work. 


ve not had an opportunity of examining the details of the | 


the grant. But,sir, I desire to say that without understanding what the prece- | 


dents have been in this respect, it does seem to me that in a work of such national 
importance asthe construction of a railroad between the Atlantic and Pacific 
States a corporation should be organized under this bill by the Congress of the 
United States, and this within such limits and under such liabilities as may be 
deemed proper, instead of leaving it toa company organized in one of the States. 

Mr. Sweat: “I hope to live long enough, without looking forward to a very 
long life, to see mining and agricultural communities growing up in that inte- 
rior, which shall constitute an element of peace and concord among the States 
of this Union,” were words spoken on this floor in May, 1860, upon the very 
question now under consideration, by the gentleman whose labors in behalf of 
the project of developing that vast extent of territory between the Mississippi 
River and the Pacific Ocean entitle him to the high consideration and gratitude 
of the American people. He did live long enough to see the initiation of a part 
of his plan in the charter granted for the Union Pacifie or Central road, and had 
he lived until this time he would have rejoiced stil! more in this other fact now be- 
fore us of the unanimous report of your committee in aid of his favorite north- 
ern route, and which, I trust, is to receive the friendly support of this Congress. 
His mind, remarkable for its quickness and vigor of action, comprehended from 
the first, not only the importance in a commercial view of opening a communi- 
cation tothe Pacific Ocean by railway but upon the broader ground of develop- 
ing the untold resourcesand wea!th of the vast, fhsettled, and almost unknown 


territory within our borders, and asa means of providing for the military de- | 


fenses of the great Northwest of this Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, the question of railroads to the Pacific is not another chimera. 
It has been answered. They are not only practicable but they are indispensa- 
ble as @ means of developing and protecting that 


| 


rtion of our country des- | 


tined at no distant day to equal if not transcend in importance any other equal | 


extent of our domain. Thanks to such men as Lewis and Clark and Whitney 
in earlier days, and Stevens, Mullan, McClellan, Lander, Fiske, and others, more 
recently, public interest is now centered upon this grand movement, searcely 
second in importance to the establishment of peace within our borders, for 
without the development of this portion of our country no peace can be per- 
manently assured and maintained. 


REFERRING TO LANDS GRANTED. 


This land is now virtually useless to the Government, and so far as surveyed 
is open to occupation and settlement at mere nominal prices. The land which 
would be left r this appropriation to the road will increased a hundred- 
fold afterthe road is built; and to meet any possible suspicion that this is to be 
used as @ mere speculative scheme for the purpose of getting hold of the public 
lands I beg you to bear in mind that by the language of the biil expressly pre- 
pared for the purpose not one single acre of land can ever vest in this corpora- 
tion except upon the terms of actually constructing and having ready for serv- 
ice the road in sections of at least 25 miles each. 


Page 1701: 

Is this road important? Is it worth the attention of this Congress? It is not 
credible that at this late day any argument can be needed to show either the 
importance or the necessity of this northern connection with the Pacifie. What 


is the extent of territory povpenes to be opened by the various routes between 
the Missouri River and the Pacific? More than 1,000,000 square miles, and ex- 
tending from the thirty-second to the forty-ninth degrees of latitude, large 
cnough for thirty States like Ohio. In the absence of all knowledge of the re- 
sources of this country the simple statement of so vast an area of unimproved 
land would of itself preclude the idea that it could be too unimportant to attract 
public attention and interest, unless one adopts the theory that the Almighty 
created so large a portion ofthe western world for naught. Happily we are not 
obliged to rest on the blind faith that nothing is created in vain to be satisfied 
that this territory was made for the abode of man; and not only so, but that it 
is full of wealth and capabilities, inviting the enterprise ofthe world. Allthose 
who have surveyed this route concur in saying that the land is cultivable nearly 
the whole distance. 


May 16, 1864, Globe, volume 52, page 2291: 


Mr. Sloan: In my judgment no better disposition could be made of the Jands 
along the line thanthis. A northern Pacificrailroad will undoubtedly 
a hope if the grant proposed in the bill is made it will accomplish 

ect. 


important . 

If this road is not built within our own territory, it will be built within the Brit- 
ish possessions. There are already settlements in the lower and western por- 
tion of British Columbia which are rapidly increasing in population and com- 
mereial ce, and they are largely interested in opening up a communi- 
cation with the seaboard. The English never negiect their own interests. If 
this bill will be the means of constructing a road on our own soil,south of the 
British possessions, it is certainly a measure which every gentleman in the 
House ought to vote for. 


Mr. Sweat (page 2292), May 16: 


I had occasion, Mr. Speaker, to make some remarks upon this subject two or 
three weeks ago, and I will say in the outset that I will occupy the attention of 
the House but a few minutes. I wish simply to reply to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. Spaulding, who has just taken his seat. He objects to 
giving away so much of our publicdomain. I admit that the amount which is 
taken under this bill is large, some 40,000,000 acres; but let me ask that gentle- 
man and all other — what that land is worth unless it is improved? 
And how will you improve itunless you open avenues to it? Why, these pub- 
lic lands of ours, let me say to the gentleman from Ohio, he knows very well are 
now open to settlement at a mere nominal price, and what are they worth? 


Mr. Brown, of Wisconsin (page 2293): 


I wish aa. as representing a Western State that is mentioned in this bill, 
ttle by what State the charter was — to this company. One 
be built to the Pacific by a north- 


for all hostile purposes an American road and within our 
control. If built on British soil, then it comes in collision with our interests on 
the Paeifie; and I insist that whenever a practical —— is submitted to 
Congress by which it can aid in the construction of a road to the Pacific that 
to be over our territory, within our own power, it ought to do so. 
So far as the mere question of ing land is concerned I will say that as a 
general principle I have been entirely opposed to railroadgrants. But there 
are exceptions to the rule. The ru/e would haveapplied to various grants made 
The exception is applicable to this very road by which a great 
is to be attairied. 
Mr. Morrill: I desire to say a few words in regard to the gentleman's posi- 
If this road was built it would be an American read in time of war pro- 
we have a sufficient foreeto protect it. Lf itis built over our ewn soiland 
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rove | 


the British have sufficient for 
intents and purposes. 

Mr. Brown, of Wisconsin: I will inform the gentleman that the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, over w have furnished very 
good evidence during this war and hold in behalf 


size it, then it will be a British road to all 


hose soil this road is to pass 


that they are able to mainta 






























of the United States any road that may pass through their territory; and I 
think the fear of the gentleman in that respect is entirely unfounded. 

Mr. Donnelly said (May 16, 1864, Globe, volume 52, page 2294 

If this grant is made,a region of country rea gy fre t Mississippi Valley 
to the Pacific Ocean, with an a ge width of a sand ¥ ft ed 
Ip to settlement w 1 othe : tld pr ab = der- 
ness for very many years to e. 7 

It not to be expected that any large agricu al pop i an be 
rrought to settle in acountry having no ready outlet to arket of the world. 
rhis railroad is ecessity to that great region of country 

But it may be said that that outlet w s found in the Central Pacifix nad. 
I answer that it is impr tble for this important and immense regi of 
country ever to be drained by a series of transverse railroads reaching to a cen- 
tral line nearly a and miles dist In fact this country: ! e 
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main of no value unless communication is opened between the Mississippi Val- 
ley and the Pacifie Ocean. * * You can not deny to this great region of 
yan outlet; and it is simply a question whether you will ke it a com- 
id perfect outlet as you now can, or trust, with the g iual development 





e country, to add link after link to a crude, imperfect, 





d gradually devel- 











oped system as State after State is built up in that at int yr region. 

+ € « s a 
Another question occurs. It may be said—and there is upon the minds of 
many such an impression—that this wide interior region of country is a vast 
wilderness, unfitted for settlement and incapable of supporting any considera- 
ble body of population. This is very far, indeed, from b x the case. I have 
never been more surprised by the perusal of any work than I was in reading 
the report of Capt. John Mullan in reference to the construction of a wagon- 
road from Fort Benton westward. It appears from that official document that 


on the line over which this road would pass the road would scarcely ever. be 
beyond the reach of timber, and rarely, if ever, beyond the reach of fertile and 
cultivable soil. 

I state to this House a fact, referred to more than onee upon this floor, that 
there is a wide difference between the country over which the Central Pacifie 
road will pass and the region which this road would develop. It isthe popular 
belief that all that interior region is a sterile, treeless wilderness; and yet there 
is at one point on the route of this road a solid forest 120 miles in width; there 
are vast ranges of fine agricultural soil; there is room for the development of 
immense States,and the day will come when those States will be represented 
upon this floor, and, gazing back to theeventof the present hour 
der that the right of this great region to a railroad outlet ev« 
intelligent members of this House. 

I say to you that if a continuous line of fertile agricultural States ever reaches 
across this continent it must be through the country over which this road will 
pass. This region of country and the British possessions north of it are the only 
unsettled regions in the temperate zone of our continent fitted to sustain large 
agricultural populations. The flood of emigration must move in that dir« 
or be permanently checked. 

7. 


man will won- 
r was denied by 
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How wide the difference between this favored region and the country farther 
south through which the Central Pacifie road must pass! A vast, treeless waste 
of sage bushes, alkaline plains, and sand hills, it will be impossible ever to es- 
tablish through it any continuous line of settlements. The way-traffie of such 
a road can be of little or no value; it must create depots of fuel at stated inter- 
vals,and must carry forward with it everything it consumes 

Listen to the description which Lieut. G. K. Warren gives in his report (page 
8) of an exploration of the country between the Missouri and Platte Rivers and 
the Rocky Mountains, of the sand-hill country, a description which applies toa 
very large portion of the route of the Central Pacific Railroad 

“The sand hills present their most characteristic appearance just north of 
Calamus River, spread out in every direction tothe extreme verge of the hori- 
zon. The sand is nearly white, a lightish yellow, and is about three-fourths 
covered with coarse grass and other plants, their roots penetrating sodeep that 
it is almost impossible to pull them out. 

“The sand is formed into limited basins, over the rimsof which you are con- 
stantly passing, up one side and down the other, the feet of the animals fre- 
quently sinking so as to make the progress exeessively laborious 

“The scenery is exceedingly solitary, silent, and desolate and depressing to 
one’s spirits. Antelope, and at times buffalo, are numerous. The character of 
the country is well calculated to cover a stealthy march or retreat; and if one 
keeps as much as possible to the hollows he may even fire his rifle within a 


* * 


t 
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quarter of a mile of an enemy’s camp without the faintest sound reaching it. 
Two parties may pass close without being aware of each other’s presence, angl 
I consider it hopeless to attempt to capture any who had sought refuge in thip 


sand hills. Farther west, I am told, these hills increase in height and are im- 
passable for horses.” 

And yet, while to a railroad running over such a eountry as thisnotonly lands 
but bondsof the United States are given, the country described by Captain Mul- 
lan is denied even the poor boon of a land grant, and all manner of captious ob 
jections are raised against the one great measure necessary for its develo pment 
But there is still another fact, a very significant fact, connected with this meas- 
ure. 

We have upon our continent a chain of mighty lakes which have been not in- 
aptly termed a great river, because from the point where they arise in the plains 
of Minnesota te the point where the St. Lawrence falls into the Atlantic they 
are, as it were, but the expansicns of one mighty river. The head of Lake Su- 
perior, at its western extremity, is almost half way across this continent. What, 
then, is more natural to connect this mighty system of water communication 
with a railroad system stretching away from its western extremity by the most 
direct route to the Pacific Ocean? You can not ignore the great fact that at the 
head of Lake Superior you are several handred miles further westward, several 
hundred miles further into the heart of this continent, several hundred miles 
nearer the Pacific than you are upon the shores of Lake Michigan. Shall we 


‘ 
yt 


then, ignore this mighty fact; shall we, in aiming at the Pacific, seek land 
travel in a parallel line for several hundred miles side by side with Lake Su- 
perior? Shall the movement of commerce over this mighty water system be 
forever checked and arrested at the mouth of Lake Superior, and b« r in- 
terdicted from moving over its broad waters? Certainly not; nolocal jealousy, 


no temporary superiority in numbers in this House of rival interests can per- 
manently negative the importance of that great fact. Commerce is not to be tied 
to the heels of local prejudice. but will seek out its own natural pathways with 
an instinct that never errs. These lakes, with a railroad prolongation from their 
western extremity, will yet form the great causeway of commerce across our 
continent. 
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Hence, if we have, as I have tried to show, first, a great territory, nearly 
a thousand miles in width, demanding this outlet ; secondly, a territory capa- 
ble of a very high degree of agricultural development, to which this road is a 
necessity; and, thirdly, a chain of great lakes, running from east to west, reach- 
ing half way across the continent and to the very point where this road proposes 
to commence, and forming a connecting link is this great system of continental 
communication—if we have all these things, Mr. Speaker, in our favor, can this 
a i us what it has given so liberaily to all other projects—a grant of the 
public lands? 

But there is still another argument just been brought to bear against this bill. 
It is said that we should keep the public lands to pay the public debt. Let us 
consider this, 

I had occasion a few days since, in some remarks I made upon another ques- 
tion, to allude hurriedly to the eame objection now raised here; and nothing but 
the respect which | entertain for the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. Spalding}, who 
has made the objection at this time, would induce me to recur to it. It is this: 
The great interior of the country, as it now lies, unsettled, uninhabited, in- 
capable of settlement, because without the great outlets of rivers or rails agri- 
culture can not prosper, for it depends for its growth not upon itself but upon 
its markets; this great interior region, I say, so situated, is valueless to the peo- 
ple and to the nation. Andsolong as thatregion of country remains in the con- 
dition in which it now is it can be of no value to the Government or the peo- 
ple, and its land can not be worth any conceivable price. But if, bythe granting 
of these lands, you can build up vast communities; if you can develop a 
mighty country; if you can create great States that will come on this floor by 
their Representatives and on the floor of the other House by their Senators; if 
vast populations can be made to cluster around these fertile regions, then you 
obtain the means of taxation; you obtain men; you obtain the sinews of 
strength, of government, of power. 

Contrast for an instant the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, as they now 
stand—mighty Commonwealths, inhabited by vastand patriotic and intelligent 
populations, full of wealth, and prosperity,and happiness—with the value that 
the territory upon which they are planted would now possess to the nation if it 
had never been settled. Who will dare to draw the comparison ? 

This, then, seems to me to be not only the policy of the Government, but it has 
been its settled, uniform, unvarying policy for a quarter of a century; and it is 
too late now to attempt to displace or alter it. 

* . * + * * . 


Mr. Morrill: Mr. Speaker, of course I despair of retarding the progress of 
this bill longer than while I am talking or of ultimately preventing its passage. 
1 know that when a proposition of this kind is introduced here giving away 
forty or fifty millions acres of lands it is certain to pass, especially under the lead 
of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens]. Itis at least 
singular that we should propose to take up and galvanize an obsolete, dead cor- 
poration of the State of Maine, a thousand miles away even from its eastern 
terminus, for a great national work of this kind. if it isa thing proper to be 
done by Congress, why not create the machinery ourselves and have the creait 
for it? I do not like the idea of giving away lands to extend the Grand Trunk 
railroad of Canada. This appears to me to be the object aimed at. I am re- 
minded in this connection that this bill proposing to aid in the building of a rail- 
road over a tract of country in which there are no inhabitants, to reacha State 
containing only one hundred thousand inhabitants, is like the proposition of a 
gentleman who formerly represented Oregon here and who urged upon the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend an a for establishing 
a fort at Walla Walla and sending a regiment of soldiers there. It was asked if 
there were any inhabitants there; he said no, but if we would only build a fort 
there and place a regiment of men in it there would be. [Laughter.] 

So it is argued here that if we build this road we will have inhabitants in the 
region through which it passes, and that we shall thus develop the resources of 
the country. It strikes me, Mr. Speaker, that the more prudent course for us 
at this time is to husband our resources, such as we have left, to sustain the 
credit of the Government, and let this stupendous project wait until the com- 
merce of the country will do something toward sustaining the road after it shall 
be built. This is a most munificent grant, involving, I believe, not less than 
40,000,000 acres of land; at least there is no agreement among the friends of the 
measure as to how much it will uire, whether thirty-six, forty, or ak million 
acres. I hope the House will consider long before they pass a bill of this kind. 
I can see no trade there is now to support a road through this country, except 
the earrying of a few muskrat skins from the Red River of the North. There is 
no trade whatever, except the fur trade, beyond the limits of our settlements. 
If lean have the opportunity I shall move that this bill be postponed till De- 
cember next, 


Mr. Stevens, page 2296: 


What then have we given them which gentlemen seem so sensitive about? 
We gave them that which to this natien to-day is not worth a dollar. We gave 
them land wholly uninhabited, lying in the bleak regions of the north and 
which, without some such road as this, never will be inhabited until the great 
fire shall consume those forests, It is therefore as a means of settling that 
country, now without one white inhabitant,and it is for the purpose of bring- 
ing the alternate sections into value so that homesteads may be wort! some- 
thing there, that we propose to give this company an opportunity to open up 
that vast wilderness to civilized man. 

. a a t if y 

Ido not call the grantof these lands giving away anything. The Governt 
ment does not sell this land now. The Government at present says that any 
man who chooses to go and take may do so by paying simply $10 for the sur- 
veying expenses. The land is no longer held as part of the national revenue 
My eloquent friend from Ohio [Mr. Spalding] seems not to have remembered a. 
the moment that the land is no longer for saie by the Government of the United 
States; the whole of it is devoted to the purposes of population, and it is for that 
same purpose that I urge the building of this great road. What private owner 
of such land would not say, *‘ Open out a road through it and you shall have 
half the land that lies anywhere within a reasonable distance, tothe extent even 
of a kingdom?’’ Who would not dispose of it in that way if it were his own, 
and who would not do it acting disinterestedly in trust forthe nation? I think, 
sir, that this is one of the greatest enterprises of the age, the opening of a rail- 
road from the Pacific Ocean tothe northern lakes. 

I do not suppose that at once it would attract much trade from the East In- 
dies, from Japan and China, but it will not be long before a very important 
country will be developed which lately belonged to China but now to Russia, 
which is drained by the waters of the Amoor River. This road would be the 
nearest outlet forthe trade of that great tee. 

The value of our Northwestern possessions depends upon their being popu- 
lated, and their population depends wholly on the construction of such a@ road. 

I do not speak of the value of our public lands as a source of revenue, That 
never was of much importance compared with the value of its prodnets. Now 
they have ceased to be of any marketable value. How, then, can the road be 
built? 

Important as is the enterprise, the committee were unwilling to give any grant 
of bonds by the United States as was done to the Union Pacific road, but they 
feit willing to give them almost any amount of land along the route. By doing 
s0 we really gave away nothing, as the whole of it may be now taken by settlers 
without paying anything tothe Government. The committee feel sure that tnis 
is the quickest way of settling it. 
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JULY 26, 
The Territories through which this road would run contain about 516 >» 
square miles. When settled at least eleven new States would be added t, the 
Union. From Puget Sound to either China, Japan, or Calcutta is from th;., na 
four hundred miles nearer than from San Francisco. This would jy, «,,_ 


measure compensate for the greater population and better climate of (y ae 
nia. - 

The building of this road and settlement of the country would prevent fut,,. 
Indian wars, and save the repetition of the horrible scenes which were |i, , 


enacted in Minnesota. 

To aid the company the Government are asked to give twenty sections a mjjq 
through the States, being 12,000 acres, which, if it could be sold at the hig), <- 
Government prices, would be $16,000, and double that in the Territories To 
the Union Pacific Railroad she granted that sum in bonds and ten section ,; 
land, and across the mountains three times that amount. But we in truth 
nothing. Government no longer sells her lands, as I before said. 

The bill being put on final passage there were—ayes 55, nays 66. 
was lost. 


This was May 16, 1864. 

Now, it will be observed that in the debates upon this bill graye 
doubts were expressed as to the propriety of giving this grant of Jangs 
to the People’s Company, a company created and organized under the 
laws of the State of Maine, and it was advocated by some that a cor- 
poration should be organized under the bill by the Congress of the 
United States, and which should be under its control. Consequent|y 
just a week after the failure*of the bill upon which the foregoing djs. 
cussion was had the following proceedings were had, to wit: 


[May 23, 1864. Globe, volume 52, page 2427.] 

Mr. Stevens asked unanimous consent to introduce a bill for the purpose of 
having it printed and committed (H. R. 433), a bill granting lands to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound 
on the Pacific coast by the northern route. 

The rules were suspended, and the bill was committed to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 


May 31, 1864 (Globe, volume 52, page 2611), Mr. Stevens called up 
H. R. 483. 


Mr. Hotmay. I understand that this is the same bill that has been already |). 
fore the House ; and I raise the point of order that it can not be again considered, 

The point of order was overruled as coming too late. 

This is substantially the same bill as that defeated in the House on May 16, ex- 
cept. as to the company to receive the grant, and except also the provision as to 
the forfeiture of the lands ; and excepting also that the new bill provides that 
the alternate sections should not be sold under $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. Stevens said that he supposed it would be tedious for gentlemen to make 
their old speeches over again, and therefore he moved the previous question. 
(Top of page 2612.) 

The previous question was ordered and the bill put upon its final passage, and 
passed—ayes 74, noes 50. 


In Senate, June 27, 18614 (Globe, volume 53, page 3290): 


The Senate proceeded, on the motion of Mr. Harlan, as Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill H. R. 483. 

In the course of remarks Mr. Hendricks said : 

“ The bill before the Senate proposes to encourage the construction of a very 
important railroad to connect the waters of Lake Superior with the waters of 
the Pacific Ocean. Everybody can see at a glance that it is a work of national 
importance. It proposes to grant lands in a northern latitude where without 
the construction of a work like that the lands are comparatively without value 
to the Government. No person acquainted with the condition of that section of 
the country sup that there can be very extensive settlements until tle 
; aeeremyges all cena such settlements by the construction of some work 

e 


Mr. Harlan (page 3292, column 2): 


Perhaps it is my duty to call the attention of the Senate to the difference be- 
tween this grant and other land grants that have been made heretofore to aid 
in the construction of railroads. There is no material difference except in this, 
that this bill grants four times as much land per mile to the road west of the 
western boundary of Minnesota as Congress hitherto has ever granted to aid 
any other road. It will amount to about 25,000 acres tothe mile. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands agreed to report this bill favorably on account of the 
vast consequence that will attach to the completion of the road. The land is to 
be conveyed to the company only as the progresses. The committee were 
of opinion that if the road should be built the Government could well afford to 
give one-half of the land for the distance of 40 miles on each side of the road to 
secure its completion. 

The bill was then passed with some amendments, which were afterward con- 
curred in by the House or agreed upon by a committee of conference, and finally 


Now, it is a significant circumstance surrounding the inception of 
this grant that the only substantial points of difference between the 
provisions of the bill that failed and the one that became the law were 
three, to wit: 

First. In respect to the company provided for to build the road and 
receive the grant. 

Second. The clause with reference to the forfeiture. 

Third. The price at which the lands within certain limits which 
were not granted should be sold. 

Section 9 of the bill, which was lost, read as follows (Globe, page 
2293): 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States make the several con- 
ditional grants herein, and that the said People’s Pacific Railroad Company ac- 
cept the same, upon the further condition that if the said company make any 
breach of the provisions or conditions hereof, and allow the same to continue 


for upward of six months, then in such case the lands hereby granted shall re- 
vert to the United States and the grant hereby made shall be null and void. 


Now we submit that if the former bill had become a law, and the 
new bill had been amendatory of the former one, proposing just this 
change in section 9, could there be any possible question as to what 
was intended by such change? The lawyersof the Houseneed hear no 
argument upon such a proposition. As a matter of legislative intent, 
from the foregoing facts there is as little doubt. And we have a cou 


struction of these sections by at Jeast one court. 
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In the case of Hughes vs. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
and others, heard and decided by the circuit courtof the United States 
for the district of Oregon, in October, 1883, a suit in equity brought 
to restrain this company from proceeding further with the erection of 
a bridge over the Willamette River, one ground alleged was that the 
company had lost the right to build the bridge or further construct the 
road by failure to comply with the condition upon which the grant to 
it was made. — 

In the decision the court (Deady, J.) says: 

But the condition imposed upon the defendant by section 8 of the act, iseven 
modified by the provisions of section 9, from which it plainly appears that so far 

° intending that the powers of the corporation should cease, or be- 
come forfeit in any particular, by reason of its failureor inability to keep any of 
the conditions imposed by said section 8, expressly reserved toitself the right in 
case of such failure for the period of one year, to * doany and all acts and things 
which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the said 

” 


In this way Congress undertook to secure the completion of this great national 
work in any event, and so plainly declared in advance what might otherwise 
have been leftto inference and argument from analogous cases, that it reserved 
to itself the right to deal with the defendant for any failure to comply with the 
conditions of the grant, and to excuse or enforce the same as it might, anderall 
the circumstances, deem just to the defendant and best forthe public good. In- 
deed, in view of the magnitude and hazard of the undertaking, it was expressly 
provided that even Congress should not take advantage of a failure to perform 
any of the conditions for any period less than a year. And even the land set 
apart by Congress to aid in the construction of the road was not left liable to re- 
vert to the public domain or be otherwise disposed of by Congress for the failure 
of the company to construct or complete the work as required by the act, but, as 
was said in United States vs. Childers,8 Sawyer 174, it was devoted to the con- 
struction of the road in any event, and it is the duty of Congress to see that it 
is soapplied. See, also, on this point Southern Pacific Railroad Company vs. 
Orton, 6 Saw., 178. 

And this position is fortified by the fact that when Congress intended that 
the corporate existence of the defendant should be forfeited or affected by its 
failure to keep a condition imposed upon it, it has expressly said so, as in sec- 
tion 19, where it is provided that unless two millions of the stock is subscribed, 
and 10 per cent. paid thereon within two years from the passage of the act, 
“it shall be null and void.” (18 Federal Reporter, 106, 108.) 

Against this honest and well-considered opinion of a judge of great 
eminence and ability the committee have furnished no legal authority 
nor cited any legal principle directly in point. To say the least, it is 
clear, that, in view of this decision and opinion, it is extremely doubt- 
fal whether this land grant can be forfeited as proposed. 

The conclusion of this whole matter then is, that what was intended 
by Congress in the passage of the act granting the franchise and the land 
to this company was to create acompany which, unlike the former one, 
should be the creature of the actand under the control of Congress so 
far as might be necessary to carry out the objects of its creation, to create 
a trust fund in lands to aid in this enterprise, to make such company 
the trustee of that fund and toirrevocably devote that franchise and the 
lands to the consummation of this national enterprise. 

It was manifestly the intention that if this trustee should prove re- 
creant to its trust or fail to perform the conditions annexed to it Con- 
gress might interpose after the equitable forbearance of one year, resume 
the control of the whole matter, and do any and all acts and things 
which might be needful and necessary to insure the speedy completion 
of said road. This was not intended to bean act depriving the trustee 
of its rights in the property or ignoring such rights in any way, but it 
was framed with the purpose of so managing the trust by placing it in 
the hands of more energetic and active agencies to carry on the grand 
work which had been commenced. It is idle to say that such a pur- 
pose could be accomplished by a forfeiture of the lands and a diversion 
of them to any other purpose. Such a course would inevitably but 
cripple the trustee and disable it to execute the trust. 

Whe policy of Congress was rather to aid the trustee, and to aid the 
enterprise by aiding the trustee, as long as it was acting in good faith; 
and it was in pursuance of this theory that in 1869 and again in 1870, 
before the limitation had expired, in view of the necessity of aid to 
the trustee in its great and embarrassing work, Congress did interpose 
at the solicitation of the trustee—the company—and did, for the pur- 
pose of furthering this work, authorize a mortgage to be given by the 
trustee upon all the lands covered by its grant, not only those pertain- 
ing to the constructed portion of the road but those pertaining to the 
unconstructed portion, and which are now sought to be reclaimed to the 
Government by this legislation. It was by this means and this means 
only that the company was enabled to proceed and build the road with 
the full sanction and approval of Congress and its co-operation in the 
inspection, examination, and acceptance of the road by sections as the 
same was completed, and the confirming of the lands accordingly. I 
mean its sanction and co-operation implied by its silences, and allowing 
these things to be done when it had the right and it was its duty to 
speak. It was only by this friendly co-operation of Congresss that the 
company was enabled to realize the means whereby to build the road, 
and it was from the proceeds of the mortgage so authorized and made 
that the road was finally built. 

It is évident, therefore, that the authority given by Congress to the 
company to make this mortgage and give a valid title which could be 
enforced by foreclosure is utterly inconsistent with the idea of the ex- 
istence of a forfeiture; and Congress so understood the matter at the 
time, and held out such view as an inducement for the company to pro- 
ceed with its work in execution of the trust. This was evidently the 
contemporary construction given by both the parties to the contract 
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and upon which they both acted, and this consideration onght to have 
great weight in a proper rendering of the contract now in the light of 
what has been done. 

Another act of contemporary construction of the act by the parties to it 
occurred in 1882, for it was in furtherance of this same purpose to insure 
thespeedy completion ofthis road, that Congress, as late as 1882, longafter 
the expiration of the limitation referred to, again interposed, and by the 
act of July, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to accept and ratify an agreement 
with the Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation in the 
Territory of Montana, required for the use of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and to make ‘he necessary appropriations for carrying out the 
same,’’ lent its friendly aid to this enterprise, fully and distinctly rec- 
ognized the continuing force and effect of this grant, manifested its sat- 
isfaction with the progress that was being made and the manner in 
which the trustee was acting, and virtually waived any forfeiture which 
might otherwise have been claimed. This act wasa full and complete 
legislative recognition of the continued and continuing power, right, 
and authority of the company to proceed with the work of construc- 
tion and to remain in the possession, use, and enjoyment of every grant, 
right, and privilege originally granted to it for the purposes specified. 

It is true that for a period of years, from 1874 until 1878, the finan- 
cial stringency of the times, resulting in disasters all over the country, 
interrupted the progress of this work; but at the date of the last- 
named act and for some four years prior thereto work had been re- 
sumed upon the road and was being carried forward with a rapidity 
and diligence that was entirely satisfactory to Congress. It was mani- 
fest that the company was doing everything that could be done and 
making progress as rapidly as any agency which could have been in- 
voked by any interposition by Congress. Hence the satisfaction which 
then existed on the part of Congress and its disposition to again lend 
its friendly aid to enable the trustee, the company, to carry out the 
purpose of its creation. The work progressed as rapidly as could rea- 
sonably have been expected, and, to borrow an argument from the ma- 
jority report of the Public Lands Committee, no reasons of public policy 
demanded the interposition by Congress or a resumption of any of the 
rights granted to the railroad company, but on the other hand the most 
enlightened policy dictated the recognition of such rights as still con- 
tinuing. No one then claimed or urged a right of forfeiture of the 
lands. We say then in conclusion upon this point that no right of for- 
feiture such as is here claimed was reserved in this grant, nor does it 
follow as a consequence of any breach of any condition-subsequent at- 
tached to the grant. Such was the natural import of the language 
used and such was the construction given to the contract while being 
executed by the parties to it. 

But conceding, for the sake of the argument, that this was a forfeit- 
able grant, forfeitable for breach of condition-subsequent, what, then 
was the condition of these lands after the failure of the railway com- 
pany to complete the line within the time limited? Happily this 
question has been settled by the Supreme Court by repeated decisions, 
and the law applicable to them is tersely stated in the case of the Saint 
Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Company vs. McGee, 115 
United States, at page 473, where the court says: 

It has often been decided that lands granted by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads do not revert, after condition broken, until a forfeiture has 
been asserted by the United States,either through judicial proceedings insti- 


tuted under authority of law for that purpose or through some legislative ac- 
tion legally equivalent to a judgment of office found at common law. 


In other words, both the title and the possession remained in the 
railway company unimpaired for all the purposes of the grant tntil 
Congress should interpose to assert its rightato a forfeiture. Conggess 
has not yet so interposed nor authorized any judicial proceeding to de- 
clare a forfeiture. Can it do so now in the light of subsequent events ? 
It has also been decided by the Supreme Court in the case of the Home 
of the Friendless vs. Rouse, 8 Wall., at page 437, that a legislative grant 
is a contract to be construed the same asa contract between individuals. 
This doctrine is also affirmed in a later case, which we will note further 
on. 
Now I claim it to be elementary that one having the right of re-entry 
for breach of condition-subsequent who stands by looking on and per- 
mits one having the right so to do to perform the condition thereby 
waives and loses his right of re-entry. I will go further and contend 
that if such one having the right of re-entry suffers his grantee in pos- 
session without objection to spend money in part performance of the 
condition broken, the right of re-entry is thereby lost. ‘The right of 
re-entry once lost, it is lost forever; the party must resort to equity for 
relief. 

And conceding that the right of forfeiture exists under the grant, I 
hold that the Government has waived that right, and is equitably es- 
topped from asserting a forfeiture as to the portion of road built. 

It is a rule of Jaw in private controversies between man and man that 
when work has been fully done under a special contract, though not 
within the time prescribed, that if the work has been accepted and en- 
joyed, without objection, the party performing is entitled to recover 
on a quantum meruit. (2 Smith’s Leading cases, 48 and 49.) 

In this case the President, under the provisions of section 4 of the 
original act, has from time to time inspected and accepted nearly all 
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the road built, and the Government, as wellas all the people of this coun- 
try, have used and availed themselves of the road. 

The principles and doctrines of equitable estoppel apply to States as 
well as to private persons. So held by a Federal judge in Vermont vs. 
Society, &c. (2 Paine, U. 8. Cir., 545). Touching equitable estoppel 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in Morgan vs. Railroad Com- 
pany (96 U. 8., 720) say: 


The principle isan important one in the administration of the law. It not 
a gives triumph to right and justice where nothing else could save 
them from defeat. It proceeds upon the ground that he who has been silent as 


to his alleged rights when he ought in good faith to have spoken shall not be 
heard to speak when he ought to have been silent. 

These are golden words of equal sanctity with a decree from Mount 
Sinai, and should be taken to heart by all of us. Surely a great gov- 
ernment ought not to bid defiance to this principle nor to be beyond 
and above the rules that govern private individuals. 

This principle has been practically applied in a case quite analogous 
tothis. In the ease of Ludlow vs. The New York and Harlem Railroad 
Company, 12 Barbour, 445, Ludlow had conveyed certain lands to the 
railroad company, with a condition in the deed of conveyance that the 
same should be void unless the railroad was completed through the 
premises conveyed on or before the ist day of January, 1843. The road 
was not completed through the premises by the ist day of January, 
1843, but was completed on the 25th day of September, 1844; and on 
the 22d day of October, 1846, the grantor, Ludlow, commenced an action 
of ejectment for the land, but no attempt was made by the plaintiff to 
enter for the condition broken, or to assert his right to the possession 
until the 9th of September, 1846, when he gave the defendant written 
notice to surrender to him the possession. The court said: 

Did the grantor in the case under consideration manifest an intention not to 
insist upon a breach of the condition and dispense with the forfeiture? Was his 
conduct such as to induce the company to expend its money and proceed with 
the construction of the road after he knew that the condition had been broken? 
The referee found thathe did. The facts, which are the evidence of this design, 
are not in dispute,and leave no room for doubt as to their real tendency. He 
made no effort to assert his right to the estate, or to do any act equivalent to an 
entry at the common law, until two years after the forfeiture had occurred. 
During this time he saw the company making large expenditures over the prem- 
ises in question, and extending the road at an enormous expense toward its 
northern terminus. * * * Nostronger evidence could be exhibited short of 
the execution and delivery of a new deed, ofa design to waive the forfeiture and 
confirm the grant, than the facts towhich I have adverted. Motion to set aside 
the report of the referee is denied. (12 Barbour, 445.) 

The United States have been silent nearly seven years, while money 
has been borrowed to the extent of over $60,000,000, and while 1,400 
miles of most difficult road has been constructed and equipped—a con- 
tinent has been spanned during this interregnum—the Forty-sixth, 
Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses have been in session since 
the alleged default occurred, and neither took any action. If there is 
any negligence in this, it is the joint property of both parties, for two 
Congresses were Democratic and one Republican. 

Now, wesay that not only has the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment participated in the performance or the substantial perform- 
ance of all the conditions subsequent in this grant, and examined and 
accepted the road in sections of 25 miles, as provided by section 4 of 
the act, and in the conveying and confirming of the lands accordingly, 
but all these steps and the progress made by the railroad company from 
year to year has been faithfully spread before Congress by the Execu- 
tive in his messages and in the report of the Secretary of the Interior 
accompanying the same, so that Congress has been kept fully advised 
andsinformed of all these proceedings from time to time. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in his report of November 15, 1879, gives a full 
account of the status of affairs at that time, and presents an opinion in 
a letter to the attorney of the railway company, in which he sets forth 
the non-forfeitable character of this grant that such was the construc- 
tion placed upon it by the Interior Department. Again, in his report 
of November 1, 1880, after a general review of the affairs of the com- 
pany, the Secretary says: 

Under the present management the general condition of the company has 


greatly improved and vigorous measures have been adopted to push the work 
to a successful completion. 


This it will be observed was after the time limited had expired for 
the completion of the road and after more than one year had elapsed 
after the limited time for the completion of the road, and Congress is here 
informed that vigorous measures have been adopted by the company to 
push the work to a successful completion. Surely it was the duty of 
Congress here to interpose and declare a forfeiture or else forever keep 
silent. Again in the report of the Secretary of November 1, 1881, the 
Secretary again reviews the general status of the company, refers to 
lines of road under construction lands, patented to the company, and 
other statistics. Again in his report of November 1, 1882, speaking of 
the affairs of this company, the Secretary says ‘‘the rapidity with 
which construction has been progressing upon both eastern and west- 
ern divisions of this road is without precedent in the history of that 
company,’’ and gives statistics. 

Again, in report of the Secretary of the Interior of November 1, 1883, 
the Secretary reports the completion of the main line of this road, and 
refers to the entire line as having been inspected and found to be very 
thoroughly constructed. He refers to the settlement and development 
of the extensive regions tributary to the road and the immense increase 


in population and the growth of the towns along the line from \);,,,. 
apolis and Saint Paul and Duluth to Portland and Tacoma. Az .., 
before, all these facts are thus brought to the knowledge of Coy 
which has stood by looking on and had thus participated in and . 
tioned the performance of these conditions-subsequent when it had ¢}), 
righttoobject. Now, weinsistthat, having stood silent when it had ¢},. 
right to object, it shall not now be heard to object. By every prin-jp) 
of justice and equity the right of the Government to re-enter or ; 
clare a forfeiture has been waived. 

But not only is the Government estopped by its silence—duriyg }) 
to the company pregnant and active period—but by its open and m- 
ative acts both through the executive departmentand through the |... 
islative department, it has clearly and unmistakably indicated to ;); 
company and to the whole world that this great work should | 
to final completion undisturbed and unconfiscated. There are t) 
these open and affirmative acts. The first is the joint - 

Congress, approved May 31, 1870 (16 Statutes at Large, 37 
the Government, with a knowledge of the inability of the company , 
construct the road, and before any of it was constructed, authori; 
**to issue its bonds to aid in the construction and equipment of ; ud 
and to secure the same by mortgage on its property and rights of prop. 
erty of all kinds and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, inclu) 

its franchises as a corporation.’’ And in the proviso it declares: 

That all lands hereby granted to said company which shall not be s: 
posed of or remain subject to the mortgage by this act authorized, at t 
piration of five years after the completion of the entire road, shall be s 
settlement and pre-emption like other lands, at a price to be paid to sai « 
pany not exceeding $2.50 per acre; and if the mortgage hereby authorize < 
at any time be enforced by foreclosure or other legal proceeding, or the : 
gaged lands hereby granted, or any of them, be sold by the trustees to w! 
such mortgage may be executed, either at its maturity or for any failure 
fault of said company under the terms thereof, such lands shall be sold at 
lic sale, at places within the States and Territories in which they shall be si: 
after not less than sixty days’ previous notice, in single sections or subdi\ 
thereof, to the highest and best bidder. 

Here was an authority to mortgage the lands before any of th: 
were earned, and that, too, at a time when the company was in de/ault 
Surely this act ought to estop the Government from confiscating th 
security and lien of the mortgage creditors. 

The Supreme Court, in its opinion in the Sinking-fund cases ({)9 | 
8. Sup. Ct. Rep., 721), opinion by Chief-Justice Waite, says: 

Congress can not undo what has already been done, and it can not unma 
contracts that have already been made * * * It might originally have pro- 
hibited the borrowing of money on mortgage, or it might have said that no 
bonded debt should be created without ample provision by sinking fund to me« 
it at maturity. Not having done so at first, it can not now by direct legislation 
vacate mortgages already made under the powers originally granted, nor re- 
lease debts already contracted. 

The final and strangest act of estoppel, however, was by the legisla- 
tive department in 1882, when the company were three years in deiau!t. 

On the 10th day of July, 1882, Congress passed an act entitled ‘‘\n 
act to accept and ratify an agreement with the Crow Indians for the 
sale of a portion of their reservation ‘x the Territory of Montana, re- 
quired for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same.’’ (22 Statutes at 
Large, 157. 

In the agreement accepted and ratified by the Forty-seventh Congress, 
it is, among other things, recited that— 

Whereas the said company did,on the 25th day of June, 1881, file in the De- 
pariment of the Interior a map showing the definite location of its line of rail- 
road from the one hundred and seventh degree of longitude west from Green- 
wich westwardly through said reservation and adjacent territory tothe western 
boundary of the said reserve, as provided by said actof 1864. And whereas said 
company desires to constrruct its line of railroad upon such designated rout: 
and claims the right by virtue of the said act so to do. 

Now, this definite location of the line was nearly two years after the 
expiration of the extended time specified for the completion of the road, 
namely, July 4, 1879. 

By the agreement, as set forth in the act, the Indians, for the consid- 
eration therein mentioned, did surrender and relinquish to the United 
States a strip of land 400 feet in width, that is to say, 200 feet in width 
on each side of the line laid down on the map of definite location, through 
the reservation, containing 5,384 acres; also, eleven several tracts of 
land therein particularly described, and aggregating 266 acres, and by 
section 3 of this act, approved July 10, 1882, it was enacted: 

That the right of way over the ond, wanes ished by said agreement for the 
construction of said Northern Pacific Railroad, and the use of the several parce! 
of land so relinquished, intended to be used for depots, stations, sidings, and so 
forth, for said railroad, are hereby granted to said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, its successors, and assigns, for the uses and purposes in said agreement 
set forth. 

Under and ee to this legislative act and on the faith of it the 
company on the 19th day of August, 1882, filed its acceptance in writ- 
ing of the terms and conditions thereof, and on the 23d day of August, 
1882, paid to the Treasurer of the United States the $25,000 required by 
section 3 of the said act of July 10, 1882. : 

By these various acts and by this conduct Congress is estopped and 
can not now declare a forfeiture. Its right so to do has been waived. 

But, says the committee, ‘* Estopped can not be pleaded against the 
Government.”’ : 

We respectfully dissent from this doctrine. We think that when 
the Government steps down from its pedestal of sovereignty and en- 
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es in contracts with its subjects it is amenable to the laws and it is 

governed by the Jaws the same as an individual. Or, in other words, | 

that the courts will treat the estate created by a grant of this kind the 

same as it would a like estate between individuals. (The case of the 
United States vs. Arredondo, 6 Peters, 691.) 

In this case there was a grant of land containing about 300,000 acres 
of land from the King of Spain to Arredondo, of lands in Florida while | 
it was still a province of Spain, upon a condition-subsequent that the 
grantee should establish on the lands two hundred Spanish families. | 
This, it will be observed, is a grant by a king to his subjects, and if | 
estoppel can be pleaded in such a case, why not against the govern- | 
ment constituted as ours is, where the fallacy that the king can do no 
wrong has never found a place in our jurisprudence. In this case the 
Supreme Court in its decision says: 


The condition of seftling two hundred families on the land has not been com- 
plied with in fact; the question is, has it been complied with in law, or has such 
matter been presented to the court as dispenses with the performance and di- 
vests the grants of that condition ? 

It is an acknowledged rule of law that if a grant is made on a condition-subse- 
quent, and its performance becomes impossible by the act of the grantor, the 
grant becomes single. We are not prepared tosay that the condition of settling 
two hundred Spanish families in an American Territory has been or is possible. 
The condition was not unreasonable or unjust at the time it was imposed. Its 
performance would probably have been deemed a very fair and adequate con- 
sideration for the grant,as Florida remained a Spanish province; but to exact 
its performance after its cession to the United States would be demanding the 
summon jus indeed, and enforcing a forfeiture on principles not forbidden by the 
common law would be utterly inconsistent with tts spirit. Ifthe case required 
it, we might feel ourselves at all events justified, if not compelled, to declare 

that the performance of this condition had become impossible by the act of the 
grantor; but transferred the territory, the change of government, manner, hab- 


an laws, religion, and all the social and political relations of society and 
of life. 

The United States have not submitted this case to her highest court of equity 
on such grounds as these. We are noteither authorized or required by the law, 
which has devolved upon us the final consideration of this case, to be guided by 
such rules or governed by such principles in the deciding on the validity of the 
claimant’s title. Though we should even doubt, if sitting as a court of common 
law and bound to adjudicate this claim by its rigid rules, the case has not been 
so submitted. The ppoeeatines are in equity, according to its established rules, 
and our decree must be in conformity with the principles of justice, which would 
in such a case as this not only forbid a decree of forfeiture, but impel us to give 
a final decree in favor of the title conferred by the grant. 


In the case of Fremont vs. United States (17 Howard, 542), which 
was a grant of a tract of land in California while it was a province of 
Mexico, upon certain conditions-subsequent requiring certain improve- 
ments and settlements to be made, it was held that the fact that Mex- 
ico, and California as a part of it, had for some years before been in a 
disturbed and unsettled state, constantly threatened with revolutionary 
and insurrectionary movements, and that in this state of things the 
uncivilized Indians had become more turbulent and were dangerous to 
the frontier settlements, which were not strong enough to resist them, 
and that this state of things existed in the Mariposa valley when this 
grant was made, that it was unsafe to remain there without a military 
force, and that this continued to be the case until the Mexican Govern- 
ment was overthrown by the American arms was a sufficient excuse 
for a non-performance of the conditions-subsequent. 

In the case of the Northern Pacific Railway, it is an admitted fact that 
asimilar state of affairs, so far as hostile Indians were cencerned, existed 
along a great portion of its line or route during the most of the time 
allowed for the construction of itsrailroad. Davisvs. Gray (16 Wallace, 
203) ts a case in some of its aspects very applicable to the facts 
involved here. This was a grant of land by the State of Texas to the 
Memphis, El Paso and Pacific Railroad Company in 1856 to build a 
railroad across the State upon certain conditions-subsequent. Thecom- 
pany accepted the grant, expended about $100,000 in surveys, and built 
about 50 miles of railroad before the 1st of March, 1861; and up to this 
time there was no bridge of any condition, but at this time the State 
of Texas went into the rebellion and the company went into bank- 
ruptey. Afterward Gray was appointed receiver of the road. 

In 1869 Texas, by constitutional amendment, undertook to declare a 
forfeiture of the lands granted and to devote them to the benefit of the 
schoolfand. The receiver (Gray) brought this action against Davis, who 
was governor of the State, and against the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to restrain them from disposing of the lands under 
this constitutional amendment, and the court granted the relief. In 
its opinion the court says: 

_Here the controlling consideration is that the performance of all the condi- 
tions not performed was prevented by the State herself. By plunging into the 
war a eoning it she confessedly rendered it impossible for the company 
pene uring its continuance. This is alleged in the bill and admitted by the 

The rule at law is that if a condition-subsequent be possible at the time of 
mak: it, and becomes afterward impossible to be complied with, by the act 
of or the law, or the grantor, the estate having once vested, is not thereby 


absolute. The analogy of that rule applied here would 
blot out theseconditions. But this would be harsh and work injustice. Equity 


will, therefore, not apply the Loe to that extent. It will regard the condi- 
tions as if no part time for performance were specified. In such cases the 
rule is that the performance must be within a reasonable time. We are clear 


in our conviction that, under the circumstances, a reasonable time for perform- 
ance had not elapsed when this bill was filed. 

The State, by her own acts, has lost the benefit of an earlier completion of the 
work. Thecompany has lost the income which it might have enjoyed, and has 
doubtless been thrown into embarrassments it would haveescaped. Thecircum- 
stances do not call for a severe application of the rules of law upon either side. 
Breaches of such conditions may be waived by the grantor expressly or in 
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4ed ded 
pais. * * * That the act of incorportion and theland grant here ing : 
were contracts,is too well settled in this court torequire discussion. Assu they 
| they were within the protection of that clause of t Constitution of the United 
States, which declares that no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation 
of contracts is too well settles liscussion. As such, the) 
were within the pro ti 1of the T ted States 
which declares that no State 1 the obligation of con- 
tract. The ordinance of ! l in that year, in so far 
as they concern the quest re nullities, and may be laid 
out of view. Whena Stat contr 4 1e case be- 
fore us, the same rules of law > priv under like 
circumstances, When she or re proj ito the 
form of litigation, 1 ler n g 
dent to her political sovereignty 
By these various acts of per! t o e 
by the executive department of Go iment brought | o the 
knowledge of Congress, &c., wv } t Governmen I - 
nized the continuing force of th l 1t and t 'S- 
session and title of the company in all its granted rights and is estopped 
to now allege to the contrary in condemning its earnet nds. The 
only ground upon which it can be claimed that a forfeiture should be 
declared is because the road was notcompleted strictly within the time 
limited in the act, to wit, by July 4, 1879. Sucha claim we say is 
purely technical and puerile and absolutely without met road 
has been built and substantially completed faster than was ever antici- 
pated by the most sanguine and as fast as it was possible to do ler 
all the circumstances surrounding the enterprise. The peop : 
Government have reaped and are reaping all the beneficial r 
could possibly accrue from sogreata work. The road has not on i 
built but has been maintained efiiciently and in full complia th 
the grant. The Government has for years been enjoying and is now ¢ 
joying the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, manitions 
of war, and public stores over the route of said line of railway. It is 
to-day enjoying and will for all time to come enjoy a large d mn 


in the expense of the transportation of the mails and other property ot 
the United States through that vast extent of country. 

The substitute ought not to prevail. 

The time having expired, 

Mr. REED, of Maine, said: I ask by unanimous consent that the gi 
tleman’s time be extended for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 


Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Srrair] has 
not used all his time. , 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Minnesota has promised to 
giveaway allof histime. Let the gentleman [ Mr. GILFILLAN | have 
fifteen minutes more by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Before yielding I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.STRAIT. I yield the balance of my time tothe gentleman from 


Alabama. 

Mr. OATES addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, although coming in at nearly the close 
of the debate, I venture the hope that my remarks may not prov 
of interest to the House. 

I shall endeavor, sir, to confine myself to the question of the actual 
merits of the controversy, and, in the limited time permitted under the 


devoid 


rules of the House, endeavor, in a practical way, to give the reasons 
which impel me to support the committee amendments and oppose the 
Senate bill. 

The important questions involved, partaking largely of a judicial 


character, suggest to my mind the propriety of discussing them before 
this body as I would in a court of justice, making no appeals except to 
the reason of those who do me the honor of giving me their attention, 
and to the precise questions presented I at once address mysel! 

Mr. Speaker, as has been stated, this bill involves over 
acres of the public lands. This area of lands, as large in 
which I live, belongs either to the people of this country or to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. One of those two propositi true. 
It does not belong to the Government as such; for 1 take it that it goes 
without saying that all the property which we control, the lands of the 
nation, the public buildings, the Navy, the money in the Treasury, all 
the property under our control and subject to our direction, belongs to 
the people whom werepresent, and we deal with it simply as their agents 
and in the capacity of trustees. And it does not matter my indi- 
vidual notions may be in reference to any proposition which appeals to 
my generosity, in my official position here I am bound to deal with this 
property acting in a fiduciary capacity. 

Nor doI believe, Mr. Speaker, that we have the right, unless under 
the law we are bound to do it, or there are strong equitable reasons 
which are practically equivalent to a legal obligation, to dispose of this 
vast empire of territory to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
unless they occupy one of those two positions. When I say ‘‘dispose’’ 
of it, I mean pass it from under the assumed control that we have over 
it. If it belongs to them, nothing that we can do here will divest 
them of their title to it. No action of ours here can interfere with any 
legal right that that company has to this area of land 
Believing as I do, Mr. Speaker, that we not only have the legal right 
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but that it is our duty in dealing with the question from equitable 
considerations to restore this land to the public domain, I am in favor 
of the adoption of the bill reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The reasons which I have for entertaining these views I am very glad 
to have the opportunity to give to the House, premising what I say with 
reference tothem with another statement. I do not believe, while not 
indulging in any criticism on the course of any other gentleman, that 
it is a proper method of discussing this question to allow political con- 
siderations to enter intoit. There is no party or partisan question con- 
nected with this discussion. I yield to nobody in my fidelity to the 
views which I believe to be the national political questions which the 
Republican party of this country have espoused hitherto. And yet I 
deny the right of any man who belongs to that party or any convention 
of its membership to bind mein my ideas or actions in dealing with an 
economic question of this character, involving, as I know it does, legal 
questions which I am called on to deal with as a lawyer. 

Nor do I believe in that policy which has prompted some of the gen- 
, tlemen on the other side of the Chamber, but on the same side of the 
question that I occupy, in assuming to the Democratic party as a party 
the sole credit which may grow out of any attempt on the part of this 
Congress to restore to the public domain these millions of acres of the 
public lands to which these corporations are not in my opinion en- 
titled. On this point I may say, Mr. Speaker, that within the last 
four or five years both political parties have manifested a somewhat 
tumultuous haste in coming tothe fronton this question and indorsing 
public sentiment with reference to it. There is no party politics in it. 
I have been in it from the first; not as a partisan, but as a citizen. 
Gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber honestly entertain, I have no 
doubt, different views with reference not only to the question of law 
involved here, but also the question of policy as to dealing with the 
questions betweeen the Government and the railway company. 

To correct erroneous impressions and to convince the judgment of 
those who differ from me is my sole purpose here to-day. 

But I notice, sir, in the debate thus far that possibly a sufficient 
amount of information has not been given to members of the House 
with reference to the exact position of this case as it presents itself to 
the House and to the country. And I desire to be permitted to give 
briefly a résumé as to the history of the corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, three classes of people are interested in the provisions 
of this bill: 

First. The holders of its securities, which are first and second mort- 
gage bondholders. 

Second. The holders of the preferred stock of the company. 

Third. The holders of the common stock of the company. . 

To understand the exact situation, then (for I may remark here that 
I hope to demonstrate that we have the legal right to assert this for- 
feiture, and therefore the question of the policy of so doing will be pre- 
sented), 2 history of the company is important. 

The grant was made by the act of Congress of July 2, 1864, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound. 

It contemplated the construction of a competing transcontinental 
line, in round numbers 2,500 miles in length. It was assumed upon 
the face of the legislation that the railroad would be built by the 
wealthy and distinguished gentlemen who were named as corporators 
and their associates with money which ihey would farnish and the 
grant which the Government made to them; for the granting act con- 
tained a provision prohibiting the railway company from making any 
mortgage whatever. It had no right under the granting act to issue a 
bond or a security upon what Congress gave it. It was represented, as 
has been stated by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. GILFILLAN], 
that the corporators of the company were men of wealth and influence 
in the communities where they resided and amply able to build the 
road with their means and the public grant. The charter was very 
broad and contemplated a right on the part of citizens of every por- 
tion of the Union to subscribe to the capital stock of the corporation, 
which was fixed at a hundred million dollars, and these gentlemen 
coming here and asking to be named as corporators, being, as I have 
said men of wealth and influence, the charter was given to them with 
all the privileges which are contained in it, upon the assumption that 
they would furnish the money to build the road with the Government 
aid, because there was a prohibition in the charter against their issu- 
ing securities. This was in 1864. 

September 1, 1864, the books of the company were opened for sub- 
scription to the capital stock, and on paper appeared the subscription 
for twenty thousand and seventy-five shares, on which, by the charter, 
$10 per share in cash should have been paid, so that there should have 
been in the treasury of the company $200,750. 

Nothing in the way of progress wasdone. In January, 1867, twelve 
persons met in Boston and made an agreement, in substance, reciting 
that J. G. Smith, of Saint Albans, Vt., and his associates held this 
charter; that it could be purchased, and should be, and that the “ en- 
terprise’’ be divided into twelve shares, each $8,500, or $102,000, to 
be paid Smith and his associates therefor. This was done, and the 
‘‘enterprise’’ became the property of these gentlemen. 

In July, 1867, a second agreement was made between these parties 


for paying assessments to the amount of $12,5C0 each, if needed, fo; 
expenses in obtaining legislation. F 

Bear in mind, sir, that no work was being done; none of these wealthy 
gentlemen had expended a dollar in the legitimate work of bui\ 
the railroad; but legislation was necessary, and apparently it was 
pected to be costly. 

The legislation then sough’ was of two kinds—first, an extension of 
the time within which the road was to have been completed (which was 
fixed at July 4, 1876); and, secondly, to obtain from Congress ;} 
power to mortgage the road. 

They secured both by the joint resolutions of May 7, 1866, and Jy) y 
1, 1868. The time for the completion of the road was extended fins 
two years and then one, so that July 4, 1879, became the date when 
the whole road should be completed; and of the second character, the 
actof March 4, 1879, first gave the power to mortgage the railroad ang 
telegraph line. This not proving satisfactory, they secured the passave 
of the joint resolution of May 31, 1870, which gave them full power to 
mortgage ‘‘all its property and rights of property, real, personal, and 
mixed, including its franchise, &c.’’ 

But resuming the history: 

As I have said, on July 3, 1867, this second agreement was made je. 
tween the same persons to use further effort to obtain aid from Con- 
gress, that assessments, not to exceed $12,500, might be made upon 
any of the twelve parts or shares as contribution for expenses in obtain- 
ing legislation. On May 20, 1869, an agreement was made between J, 
Gregory Smith, as president, and six of the directors of the company, 
acting as executive committee, on the one part, and Jay Cooke & Co, 
on the other part. This agreement recites the division of interest into 
the twelve parts or shares, and creates six (afterward increased to twelve) 
more parts, to be held and enjoyed by Jay Cooke & Co., subject to the 
two agreements of 1867 given above. It then provides that ‘‘ the cap- 
ital stock of said company, $100,000,000, shall be appropriated as fol- 
lows, that is to say, $80,001,000 thereof shall be subscribed for by the 
representatives of the eighteen (afterward twenty-four) shares above 
described in equal proportions by each share, and shall be issued in 
fully paid-up stock toeach of said eighteen shares, $2,241,000 of which 
was to be issued at once, and the remainder from time to time, and the 
residue of said capital stock, $19,999,000, shall be delivered to Jay 
Cooke & Co., in fully paid-up stock of equal value with the rest of said 
stock,’’ in such amounts that Jay Cooke & Co. shall have $200 of stock 
(afterward increased to $400) for every $1,000 of the bonds of the com- 
pany sold by them. 

This agreement then provided for the issue by the company of one 
hundred millions of bonds to be negotiated by Jay Cooke & Co. The 
thirteenth section of this agreement provides for the payment to all the 
holders of these eighteen (afterward twenty-four) parts or shares for all 
amounts paid by them or expenses incurred, with interest, and for their 
personal service, by giving them these bonds of the company at the rate 
of 88 cents on the dollar. So that now J. Gregory Smith and his asso- 
ciates, and the twelve shareholders who became liable to pay for legis- 
lation, &c., got back their money with interest, in marketable bonds at 
12 percent. below par. The $600,000 worth of stock said to have been 
‘* issued by Josiah Perham, late president of the company,’’ was also by 
the agreement to be taken up and retired with these bonds at the rate 
of 50 cents on the dollar of said stock. 

But the most remarkable exposure made by this agreement is its re- 
cital of the fact that the twenty thousand shares originally subscribed 
for, and upon which the company was organized at Boston, had been 
‘*forfeited for non-payment of assessment.’’ 

It is therefore known now, out of the mouths of the persons at pres- 
ent claiming this $18,000,000 of new stock, that all the originally sub- 
scribed stock had been extinguished; that the six thousand shares of 
Perham stock, however created, were to be extinguished; that J. Greg- 
ory Smith ‘‘and his associates,’’ and the persons afterward joining him 
in the enterprise for getting Congressional aid, were to be paid for all 
advances ‘‘and compensation for personal services and expenses ’’ out 
of company bonds at an extravagant share. 

The agreement shows more, by implication, that at this time, ex- 
cepting the six thousand Perham stock to be immediately extinguished, 
there was no stock of this company of any kind in existence; none had 
been ever subscribed for as contemplated by the charter, except the 
twenty thousand shares already forfeited. But the parties to these 
agreements, calling themselves the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
without subscription or payment of 10 per cent. as required by the 
charter, without any consideration to the company from them of any 
kind, because all their expenses, advances, and personal services were 
paid for in bonds—these ns, without the payment of a dollar, agreed 
to issue to themselves and Jay Cooke & Co. $30,001,000 of stock, and 
besides this, to issue to Jay Cooke & Co. a further $19,999,000, at the 
rate of $400 for every $1,009 bond the latter should sell. 

A large part of the $80,000,000 was to be divided atonce among these 
persons, and the remainder to be issued, but always to them, as the 
road was built. This isthe ‘‘ old proprietary interests,’’ and these per- 
sons and their ‘‘assigns’’ are the “‘ proprietors ’’ who upon this state 
of facts claimed the ownership of, and have received from themselve3, 
as the company, the $18,000,000 of stock just issued. 
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Rat a word need be said as to the effect of the foreclosure by the 
Jders in 1875. Under this foreclosure all the property and fran- 
chises of the company were sold to the bondholders, represented by a 
committee, and a “‘plan’’ of reorganization was agreed to by which 
stock was issued in exchange of bonds, and new common 

v ock in substitution of old common stock. 

The original twelve ‘‘ proprietors’? were J. Gregory Smith, W. B. 
Ogden, R. H. Burdell, D. N. Barney, R. H. Barney, B. P. Cheney, W. 
G. Fargo, G. W. Cass, J. Edgar Thomson, and Edward Reilley. When 
Jay Cooke became the financial agent of the company the number of 
“proprietors ’? was increased to twenty-four. 

The ment of these ‘‘ proprietors’’ was, that of the $80,001,000 
jeft after Jay Cooke had been granted $19,999,000 for selling bonds, 
$2,241,000 was to be issued to them directly, and the remainder, $77,- 
760,000, was to be issued, “‘ $40,500 to each of said twenty-four shares, 
whenever and so often as 25 miles of said road is completed, so as to be 
run over by cars.” 

So it appears, Mr. Speaker, that after this first paper subscription for 
20,075 shares these proprietors issued their prospectus, and endeavored 
to getothersubscribers. That effort failed and nothing wasdone. No- 
body would subscribe any money to the enterprise, so they came to 
Congress again in 1868 and asked a grant of additional privileges. Upon 
their petition an act of Congress was passed authorizing them to mort- 
gage their road (not a rod of which was yet constructed), to mortgage 
their franchise and their telegraph line for any amount that the di- 
rectors might think justifiable. No money was raised under that prop- 
gition. Not a spadeful of earth had been turned in the enterprise up 
to that time. In 1870, six years after the charter was passed, they 
again came to Congress and asked for additional privileges, namely, the 
privilege to mortgage their interest in the land grant as well as their 
franchises. Bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, that down to this time not a 
dollar had been subscribed even upon paper, except at the meeting of 
these twelve gentlemen in Boston in 1864, and I will say in passing, 
in order that my argument may be appreciated, for I shall emphasize 
this point a little later, that even that subscription was only a paper 
subscription, because not a dollar was paid into the treasury by any 
of those gentlemen, although the act of Congress provided that no in- 
corporation should be made until at least 10 per cent. of the amount of 
the stock was paid in cash into the treasury. 

This point is of special importance, because the holders of the com- 
mon stock are one classof persons interested in this bill, and especially 
as the common stock in the original enterprise is the common stock in 
the present company, which was organized in 1875, after the failure of 
Jay Cooke & Co., of which I shall speak later. I may as well notice 
that interest now and here, as it bears upon the question of equity as 
to the common-stock holders, which I shall emphasize a little further 
on. I have heard it said in debate, and have read it in reported dis- 
cussions of this question in another place, as bearing upon the ques- 
tion of equity here, that gentlemen who have subscribed to the capital 
stock of this company and have put their money into the building of 
the road relying on the non-action of Congress ought not to be inter- 
fered with; that the bonds which have been issued are a security that 
ought not to be lessened in value by Congressional interference; that 
the rights of the common-stock holders of the company, men who put 
their money into this enterprise upon the faith and credit of the enter- 
prise itself and who have nothing to show for the money which they 
invested in the common stock and which has gone into the construction 
of the road for all these years, except the hope of the ultimate profit 
which would come out of it—I have heard the rights of all these gen- 
tlemen adverted to in very feeling terms. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I desire to be understood as saying is—and 
I have the documents here to prove it and will read them now if dis- 
puted—that not adollar was ever paid into the treasury of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company by the holder of a share of the common 
stock of that company—not a dollar. The common stock of that cor- 
poration was $49,000,000 under the reorganization of 1875, and every 
dollar of that stock was parceled out to the promoters of the enter- 
prise and to those who joined them later as a bonus and a speculation; 
and Mr. Speaker, if any gentleman thinks I am mistaken about this 
I will now and here yield five minutes of my time to any one who is 
familiar with the history of these transactions in order that he may 
have an opportunity to prove the contrary of what I have stated. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I understand the gentleman’s statement 
to apply to the original stockholders. 

Mr. PAYSON. What I say is that the only subscription that was 
ever made under the old organization was the subscription to these 
twenty thousand and seventy-five shares by the twelve gentlemen who 
met in Boston in 1864, and I say that not a dollar was ever paid on 
that subscription. Then, when the company reorganized in 1875, the 
common stock of the company was fixed at $49,000,000, the entire 
stock being one hundred millions. Of that total fifty-one millions was 
preferred stock and forty-nine millions was common stock. Upon that 
commen stock not a dollar was ever paid, and the subscription for the 
twenty thousand and seventy-five shares had been canceled because no 
money had ever been paid upon them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thegentleman’s statement, as I understand 
it, is that the stuck was parceled out and nothing was paid for it. 
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Mr. PAYSON. That is what I say—that is it exactly; and a large 
part of the preferred stock as well, as I shall show. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam simply asking for information, and I 
now ask the gentieman whether that stock has been scattered and dis- 
tributed among innocent holders? 

Mr. PAYSON. That Icannotsay. Ido not know whether it has or 
not. I know where it went originally. I know also, as part of the 
financial history of the country and from an examination of the reports 
coming from New York, the great financial center, that very little of it 
is on that market, and that what little of it there is is quoted at about 
21 cents, 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
whether the facts he is now adverting to constitute any reason why the 
securities 4 ; 

Mr PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will not anticipate me. 
no, it has nothing to do with the securities. 
due time. 

Mr.GILFILLAN. The gentleman will perhaps hear my question. 
I desire to ask him whether the facts he has just been stating have any- 
thing to do with the franchise or constitute any reason why the securi- 
ties which men hold who furnished the money to build the road should 
now be snatched away from them ?. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the result were so I should say not at all; cer- 
tainly not. But I say to my friend, if he will follow me, that I am 
dealing now only with the question of the common shareholders, not 
the holders of the bonded indebtedness. I shall address myself to them 
later, and I hope to his satisfaction. 

I am trying, Mr. Speaker, to make myself definitely understood upon 
each proposition as I proceed. I was addressing myself to the propo- 
sition which I have heard stated on this floor, and have read in the 
debates which have occurred elsewhere as to ihe duty which Congress 
owes to the stock-holders of this company. It has been urged that at 
this late day, owing to the inaction on the part of Congress heretofore 
with reference to this matter, we ought to do nothing which may in 
any degree impair the security which these holders of the common 
stock have in this line of railroad and the property therewith connected. 
I am now talking about them and them alone. As I have said as to 
the class of gentlemen referred to by the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. GILFILLAN], I shall have something to say later on. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, precisely how is this question presented? What 
are the facts about it? After Congress had’given to this railway com- 
pany in 1870 the power to mortgage the road, the gentlemen who were 
at the head of the enterprise made a contract with Jay Cooke & Co., 
whose names are somewhat familiar with the affairs of this company 
the country over. That arrangement was, in substance, that under the 
act of Congress of 1870 a mortgage should be issued upon the property 
of the company, whatever it was, to the amount of $30,000,000. Mort- 
gage bonds to this amount were to be floated by Jay Cooke & Co., un- 
der a contract made between that firm and the railroad company at 
that time. This was in the fallof 1870. A large share of this common 
stock was parceled out as a bonus to Jay Cooke & Co., as I have said, 
as part of the consideration for their services in floating the $30,000,000 
of bonds which were issued. ‘These bonds were put upon the market 
and were sold. There was realized from the sale of these securities a 
trifle over $20,000,000, which was expended in good faith by the pro- 
moters of the enterprise in constructing the line of railroad from Lake 
Superior westwardly to where Bismarck now is on the Missouri River, 
a distance of 529 miles and a fraction. 

In detail, there was built before October, 1872, the line from Thomp- 
son to Red River in Minnesota, 228 miles, and thereon to Bismarck, 
196 miles, in 1873; that same year from Kalama to Tenino in Washing- 
ton, 65 miles; and in the fall of 1873, Tenino to Tacoma, 40 miles; in 
all, 530 miles before March 1, 1874, and this is all that was built be- 
fore the expiration of the grant. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, that these facts, as part of the history of this 
transaction, be kept in mind; that when it became apparent to the pro- 
moters of the enterprise during the years intervening between 1864 and 
1870, and later on, after Jay Cooke’s failure, that the road could not 
be constructed within the time required, application was made to Con- 
gresstoextendthetime. The originalact provided that the road should 
be completed and accepted by the 4th day of July, 1876. 

Many of us remember the statements which were made in connection 
with the passage of the bill, that the centennial anniversary of the 
foundation of the Government would be celebrated by the opening of 
this transcontinental line; and it was confidently predicted by the emi- 
nent gentlemen named as corporators that with the money they had 
and were willing to advance the road could be completed by that time. 
But, failing to secure subscriptions outside, and failing or refusing to 
invest their own money in the enterprise, of course the road could not 
be built; so they came to Congress and asked for an extension of time, 
and the time was extended. By an act of Congress passed in 1866, an 
extension was granted for two years, running to 186%. Later, in 1868, 
another act of Congress was passed, at the instance of the same gentle- 
men, extending the time for another year and giving them, as they 
claim, an additional grant of land for the branch line across the Cascade 
Mountain. 

And, sir, no work was done after 1874 until 1880, when the bonds 
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issued » build the Missouri division were sold on the market. And | 
in 1881, the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, bills were in- 
troduce d deck laring a forfeiture of lands not earned ‘‘in time,’ and have 
been pending since, constantly, and though vigorously pressed, the con- 
ition of the public business has been such that no vote could be had 


i until now. 

The time has been twice extended by Congress, and though afterward 
applications were made for further extensions of time, those applica- 
tions were invariably refused. So that, pending the construction of 
the road west of the Missouri River, those engaged in the enterprise as 
well as the publicat large were notified that Congress had given all the 
extensions that the railway company would ever get. 

But 530 miles of road were built within the time required for the 
completion of the whole line. There remain unconstructed to-day, ac- 
cording to reports from the Interior Department, 340 miles; and there 
have been built out of time 1,492 miles, making, with the 530 miles 
constructed in time, a total of 2,362 miles, the mileage of the road. 
‘The number of acres to which the railroad company is entitled for the 
road built ‘‘in time,’’ is 10,039,450. The acreage lying opposite that 
portion of the road which was built ‘‘outof time’’ is 30,737,101. The 
number of acres lying opposite the unconstructed portion of the road 
is 6,170,640, the total amount of the grant being in round numbers 
46,947,200 acres. The Senate bill proposes to allow the railway com- 
pany all lands lying opposite the road which is now constructed. The 
House substitute for the Senate bill proposes to restore to the public 
domain every acre of land lying opposite the road which was not con- 
structed in time, aggregating, as I have stated, 36,907,741 acres. 

I resume now the history of this transaction from its financial stand- 
point. After this contract with Jay Cooke in 1870, by virtue of which 
$30,000,000 of bends were to be floated, and on which a trifle over $20,- 
000,000 was realized, the building of the road was proceeded with, and 
all the road which was constructed in time was constructed prior to 
the spring of 1874. During the year 1873 the bubble burst; Jay Cooke 
& Co. failed, and in their downfall were involved the affairs of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, that firm having been the finan- 
cial agents of the corporation. Construction ceased. Nobody who was 
interested in the railroad company sought to pick up the wreck and go 
on with the work by furnishing the money; but the same policy was 
expected to be pursued that had been adopted in the past—to build the 
road only when the people of the country would advance their money 
upon the faith of the securities of the road and without its promoters 
putting a dollar into the enterprise. So, the five valuable years be- 
tween 1875 and 1879, which could have been utilized in the construc- 
tion of this read by the promoters of the enterprise, if they had fur- 
nished the money, were allowed to elapse and the enterprise to lie dor- 
mant. So the time expired. 

In 1875, after the failure of Jay Cooke & Co., those who had money 
in the enterprise in the form of these bonds met together to see what 
could be done with reference to it. A plan of reorganization was en- 
tered upon in the summer of 1875, growing out of litigation which arose 
in this state of the case. 

On the 10th day of April, 1875, a bill was filed in the United States 
courts in the city of New York for the foreclosure of these $30,000,000 
of bonds. Thedecree in that case was entered on the 25th of August, 
1875. On the 20th of May of that year in anticipation of this decree, 
or rather pending the litigation between the filing of the bill and de- 
cree, a large number of bondholders got together and adopted a plan 
of reorganization of the affairs of the road, which plan I hold in my 
hand and shall ask leave to insert itin the RecorD. Itis too lengthy 
to read to the House at this time; but the substance of which, so far 
as it bears on what we are considering, is this: 

The plan contemplated taking up the $30,000,000 of bonds ontstand- 
ing, adding two years of interest in arrears, and three of interest yet to 
come, making an aggregate of $42,000,000, and for this amount $42,- 
000,000 of preferred stock in the new company should be issued for the 
bonds and interest. The capital stock of the company under this re- 
organization was fixed at $100,000,000, $51,000,000 of preferred stock, 
being a majority and giving the control of the affairs of the company, 
$51,000, 000 of preferred stock, and $49,000,0000fcommonstock. Forty- 
two million dollars represented the $30,000,000 of bonds and the two 
years’ interest in arrears, and the three years’ interest to come, or five 
years in all. The other $9,000,000 was left in the Treasury as the plan 
of the organization suggests to be used as might be deemed expedient 
and proper by the directors of the company. 

I may say in passing here, so the history may be connected, that this 
$9,000,000 of preferred stock has been held in the Treasury of the com- 
pany and parceled ont as a bonus to those who subscribed to the mort- 
gage bonds of the company in the directory so that the subscribers 
should get on the ground floor. This bonus was always given when 
mortgage bonds were taken, and this $9,000,000 of stock was parceled 
out in this way. 

The other $49,000,000 of common stock was used, as I stated ten 
minutes ago, that is divided up as a bonus and a gift to the original di- 
rectors of the enterprise as their interest might appear; not a dollar 
being subscribed on it, not a dollar given for it or charged by way of 
interest on it. It was used to fatten up those already plethorie with 
wealth in this transaction. 
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Another provision was inserted in this plan of reorganizati 
is this: any holder of any preferred stock in the en 
his option exchange it for lands of the company which ]a) 
Missouri River. Who hears me that does not remember th tie 
the great wheat-raising belt in the Northwest. It was deternj, 
experiment and observation that land was rich and fertile anq , 
gentlemen of the company being interested, holding all these s, 
and all this preferred stock of the company, incorporated in ¢| 
of reorganization this proposition. The bonds then selling j; 
market, as I happen to know from experience of some of my to 
at 9, 10, and 11 cents, were gathered together in this plan of ,, 
ization and put into the lands of the company, at $1.50 anu s» 
acre, which was the highest, in the great wheat-growing count 
Northwest. Every thinking gentleman will remember, whey ;),, 
hear accounts of the great farms of the West devoted to wheat pajc;,,, 
the Dalrymple farm with 50,000 acres, the Cheney farm with 4 ;,, 
acres, the Cass farm, the Dwight farm consisting of two tov 
other farms belonging to men, some of whom are in publi 
every one of them coming from the surrender of these bon«s 
to 15 cents for lands of this company, east of the Missouri ki 
is one part of the plan of the reorganization of this company. 

So much of this plan of reorganization as I deem material | h 


The capital stock of the company shall be as *—-- in the act of in 
and shall be divided into preferred and commo, 

On the sale of the railroad and the other prope r' ,, and the acquis 
thereto by the committee above named, the present stockholders sha 
der their certificates of stock into the hands of the said committe: 
by them either as confirmatory evidences or munimentsof title, to b 
cordingly by them. 

PREFERRED STOCK. 

Preferred stock shall be created and issued to the amount of $51 ,000,(" 
a majority of the share capital) for the following purposes: to retire t! 
pal of the outstanding 7.30 bonds, and the interest thereon due and to 
due up to and including July 1, 1878, at the rate of 8 per cent. currency | 
num; and also to retire the principal and interest, to and including Ja: 
1875, of the land-warrant bonds; to pay the floating debt not protect 
the existing orders of the court; and, generally, for the purpose of carr) 
effect this plan. 

The preferred stock shall have all the rights and privileges of th n 
stock, with the right to vote, and the holders thereof shall be entitled to « 
dends, not exceeding 8 per cent. per annum, as the “ net earnings” he: 
defined, in each calendar year, may suffice to pay, and before any diy 
shall be paid on the common stock. 

After and during the time the income of the road shall be sufficient to 
per cent. dividends on both the preferred and the common stock, the su: 
shall be divided on both alike per share, according to the number of « 
issued of each. 

ae preferred stock shall be convertible atthe par value into any Jands! 

saaase the company, or hereafter to belong to it, east of the Missou R 
nt tate of Minnesota and in the Territory of Dakota, until default s} 
occur in some of the provisions of the new first-mortgage bonds, hereina! 

rovided for, and enh conversion shall be an extinguishment of such st 
he of all sales of such lands, until such default, shall be used like) 
in extinguishment of such stock. 

The words “ net earnings,” as used above, shall be construed to mean sic): 
surplus earnings of the said railroad as shall remain, after paying all expenses 
of operating the said railroad and carrying on its business, including al! taxes 
and assessments and payments on inceumbrances, and including the interes! 4 
sinking fund on the first-mortgage bonds, the expenses of repairing or re}!.c- 
ing the said railroad, its appurtenances, equip ments or other property, so tha’ 
the same shall be in high condition, and of  povidingendh additional equipment 
as the said company shall deem necessary for the business of said railroad 


COMMON STOCK, 


Common stock shall be issued to the amount authorized by the charter 
the amount of $51,000,000 of preferred stock. The holders of the common st 
shall not have the right to vote on it, until on or after July 1,1878. The hold 
of this stock shall only be entitled to dividends in each year at the discretio 
the board of directors, when the net earnings, as heretofore defined, exceed 
amount sufficient to pay interest and sinking fund on the mortgage debts « 

r cent.on the preferred stock. Certificates of this stock shall be issue 
olders of, or to those now entitled to, certificates, share for share; and the: 
due ratably to those originally entitled thereto, or their assigns. 


FIRST-MORTGAGE BONDS, 


To provide the means to complete and equip the road, there shall be issuc’ 
first-mo: mostra bonds not to exceed an average of $25 000 per mile of road actua!'|y 
comp! and accepted by the President of the United States, to be secured 
a@ mortgage or mortgages which shall be a first and paramount lien on the who: 
line of road, constructed and to be constructed, and on the equipment, proper': 
lands and franchises, acquired and to be acquired, , including the franchise to | 
a corporation, subject only to the right holders of the preferred stock |» 
convert their stock into the lands of the company, now owned or hereafter to be 

uired east of the Missouri River,in the State of Minnesota, and Territory of 

Dakota, and also to the right to the proceeds of the sales of said lands, to be use: 
in the extinguishment of said stock, Pantil any default is made in the provisions 
of this mortgage. The ee of these bonds shall! be payable forty years after 
date, and the interest and sin fund may be made payable in gold. 

There shall be provided a visto fund for the redemption of the principal of 
these bonds, at or before their maturity, which shall be accun 
lative and shall commence five years after the date of the issue of each seri: 
The first-morigage bonds shall be countersigned by one or more trust companic: 
and said trust company or companies shall deliver to the railroad compa: 
bonds to the amount of $25,000 per mile of each mile of road already complete: 
and shall continue to deliver bonds to the company, not to exceed $25,000 per 
mile of road constructed, or for which the materials may have been furnish«: 

Provision shall be made in the first mortgage or mortgages to secure effectus 
the holders of the bonds issued under them in the event of any and every « 
—_ No other bonds shall be issued, except on a vote of at least three-fourt! 

the preferred stock, at a meeting specially held in reference thereto, 01 4 
<a of at least thirty’ days by advertisement in two newspapers published : 
spectively in the cities of New York, Philadelphia, and Boston. 


{Here the House adjourned, Mr. Payson holding the floor. ] 

Mr. HENLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to nie for 
a moment I will ask consent to make an order with reference to the 
debate. 
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Mr. PAYSON. If the House desires the debate should be closed I 
will yield to the gentleman from California. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 





j 


for adjournment be extended to let the gentleman conclude his re- 


marks. ens esc 
Mr. PAYSON. Idonotask that. I prefer tocontinuc in the morn- 
ing. 1 think sitting here until 5 o’clock is late enough. 


Reserving my right to the floor, I will yield for a moment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor. 
INFORMATION FROM TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
jntion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested, if not inconsistent 
with the public welfare, to transmit to the House, in compliance with its re- 


caest emb in House resolution of January 28, 1886, such information as ha 
heen compiled as therein directed. 


DETENTION OF A. K. CUTTING IN MEXICO. 
Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to communicate to the House of Representatives such information as 
may be in his ion concerning the alleged illegal detention of A. K. Cut- 





ting, an American citizen, by the Mexican authorities at El Paso Del Norte, and 


also whether any additionai troops have been recently ordered to Fort Bliss 
ORDER OF 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The hour of 5 o’clock has arrived. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m. 
House adjourned. 


BUSINESS. 


the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Robert S. Lacy, of Alexandria 
County, Virginia, relative to claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill fortheimprovement of rivers 
and harbors—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Protest of Miles Post, No. 113, Grand Army of 
the Republic, against the passage of a law making a special tax for the 
purpose of paying pensions—tc the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 


Also, resolutions of Fairbanks Post, No. 17, Grand Army of the Re- | 


public, of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the bill granting a pension 


to Cornelia R. Schenck over the veto of the President—to the same com- | 


mittee. 


By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of members of Ogden Post, Grand Army | 
of the Republic, of Ashland County, Ohio, for pension legislation, with- | 


out first providing means of payment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition and papers of John R. Reynolds, of 
Dayton, Ohio, for payment of his claim for property taken and prop- 
erty purchased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KING: Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of 
Louisiana, relative to the national defenses—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition for the relief of Isaac N. 
worth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of John Stewart and others, for the passage 
of Senate bill 2056—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Memorial of property-holders in squares 
729, 730, and 731 in the city of Washington, asking for relief—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of R. H. Wade and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Jackson County; of George R. Browning and 20 others, citizens 
of Martin County; and of 58 citizensof Watonwan County, of Minnesota, 
for Congressional action in the matter of alleged illegal certification of 


Hollings- 


lands to the Saint Paul and Sioux City and Southern Minnesota Rail- | 


road Companies—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7887, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad and other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strietly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Okla- 


} an 
[ask unanimous consent that the time | 


By Mr. EUSTA 


( 


" 
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dof W. R. Neale and 46 others, 
Virginia. 
By Mr. SENEY: Pet ! We 79 oth ‘ 
meneca County, Ohio 
SENATE. 
Ly AY, July 27, 1886. 
The Senate met at 11 0’< 
Prayer by the Chap! ( yr. D. D 
rhe Secretary pre 0 Lt t 
ings, and after readi } 
Mr. HALE. Itis s fu 
be dispensed with 
The PRESIDENT pro 
Mr. INGALLS. I whether tl \ 
can be better employes in in liste gto 
Mr. HALE. If tl enator ‘ 
right. 
Mr. INGALLS. JT ‘ qu I 
The PRESIDENT ; rhe 1d t] 
| proceeded with. 
| The Secretary resumed and <¢ ided t t 
The PRESIDENT pro If " ‘ 
will stand approved as t 
I NS ) 
Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of | 
vate in Company H, Twentieth Regiment W 
fantry, praying to be allowed arr pen 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HALE presented three petitions of « < 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the publ 
dential and Congressional elections, and the dis! 0 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Com ee ¢ I 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of ex-Ur é Ma 
Iil., praying for the passage of the bill pensioning e 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Af 
He also presented a memorial of citizens of Chicago ‘ 
strating against the passage f the oleomargarin bill; hich y 
dered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PALMER. I present a resolution of Fa ks P G 
Army of the Republic, of the State of Michigan, concerning tl 
| by the President of the bill for the relief of Cornelia R. Schene 


ask 


tion will be read. 
Mr. HARRIS. 


} 


that it be read, s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


that it may placed in the Recorp. 
If thers be no obiecti i the 
Will the Senator from Michigan state rin 1 


paper is which he proposes to put in the RecorD. 
Mr. PALMER. A 


President in the m 


Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. PALMER. 
Republic. 

Mr. HARRIS 


The PRESIDENT »p 


pape r? 


The Chair 


Che paper was read, 


Dear Sir: A 


ment of Michigan, Grar 


| the veto by the Pr 


was discussed, and as the benefi« 


are 


| lief in the justness of her 


homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation | 


to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 


at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes | 


for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands: 


i 


By Mr. CANNON: Petition of W. B. Kerz and 173 others, of Carl C. | 


| as follows: 


Winston and 250 others, and of David H. Murchey and 316 others, 
Citizens of the fifteenth district of Illinois. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of J. T. Cornelius and 60 others, of Sam- 
vel Muller and 60 others, and of James E. Moore and 138 others, cit- 
izens of the seventh distri<+ of Texas. 





by & unanimous vote of th 
** Resolved, That the Senators ar 


Michigan be instructed 


bill of Cornelia R. S« 


And I was directed to con 


With great 1 


Hon. T. W. PALMER, 
United States 


Mr. EVARTS. 


Eight-hour League of Brooklyn, N. Y.., t! 


rr } v >» mess 
utter of the pension of ¢ lia R. § ) 
\ resolution of what body ? 
A resolution of a post of the ¢ vd A 
[ hardly see the prop of t 
» tempore. Is there ob to ! lir 
hears none, and it will be read 
and ordered to lie on the table, as low 
HEADQUARTERS FAIRBANKS Po 
DEPARTMENT oF Mu ( I 
D y 22 
iy att led me ng of F: iks i, 1 
i Army of the R Vex la vening, J 
sident of the special pensior of Mrs. Cornelia R. S« 
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claim being st ng, thet wing i is 
e post 
d Representatives in Congre f the 
to cast their votes in favor of the pas the 
renck over t President's veto 
municate the same to our re r 
ct. reanectf —— rs. & ' 
IAS. C. WH I 
Senate ts} at Dc 
I present a petition signed by the president 


solution in 
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tive of the same league of Philadelphia, a1 


the city of Washington. 
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regard to the 
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ecretary and repres 
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spectiul sta 


ask that they may be allowed to go to the Court of Claims for a 


mination of their rights 


To the honorable the Sei 
Your petitioners respectfully 
by and acting for a large number of | c 
now or have been employed by the Government 
enactment of what is commonly known as the 
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That a large number of the above-named classes of employés have been com- 
pelled to work ten hours per day since the passage of said act to earn their 
daily wages, and as your petitioners honestly believe in violation of said law, 
and for which your petitioners feel that they have a just and equitable claim 
against the Government of the United States. 

Your petitioners further respectfully represent that for several years they 
have petitioned the Congress of the United States to grant them the relief to 
which they consider themselves justly entitled. That bills have been iatro- 
duced and favorably reported looking to the adjustment of their claims, but 
that said bills have heretofore been allowed to die upon the Calendar of the 
Senate and the House. That there is now pending in your honorable body, fa- 
vorably reported, Senate bill 1884, which if passed would «allow your petitioners 
to bring suits in the Court of Claims and there have their rights under said law 
determined, and that is all that your petitioners now ask; but from all the in- 
formation your petitioners are able to obtain we very much fear that this bill 
will be allowed to die upon the Calendar unless your honorable body will have 
sufficient compassion upon your humble petitioners to take immediate action 
upon the same. 

Your petitioners further respectfully state that for the last ten years commit- 
tees have been sent to Congress by the claimants from the various parts of the 
country, at great expense to said claimants, imploring Congressto take such ac- 
tion as would meet the justice and equity of the case, but so far to no purpose 
except as above stated. 

Finally, your petitioners respectfully submit that they have a just and equitable 
claim against their Government for services honestly and fairly rendered, and 
which up to the present time has been denied them although committee after 
committee have admitted that their claims were just and ought to be paid, and 
have so reported to their respective bodies. And now your petitioners humbly 
implore you to send them to a tribunal of your own creation where their claims 
way be adjudicated upon the basis named in the bill above referred to. 

We are all poor men; most of us have families to support; and while the 
amount is small in each individual case, it is money that is due us for hard work 
in the service of our Government, and we feel that we ought to have it. 

We do not ask for bounty or gratuity ; we ask for simple justice, nothing more ; 
and we humbly beg and pray that before the present session closes your honor- 
able body will find it consistent with your publie duties to mete out to us that 
simple justice for which we humbly implore and pray. 

IRA LILLIE, 
President Light-hour League of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
JACOB M. DAVIS, 


Secret nd tati G ment ‘ 
Peary Gnd TePreseniatier dh Frankford road, Philadelphia, Pa. 
RICH’D EMMONS, 
Washington, D. C. 
A. M. WARFIELD, 
Washington, D. 0. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented five petitions of citizens of Louisiana, praying 
for the passage of certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presi- 
dential and Congressional elections, and the distribution of a part of 
the Treasury surplus; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWELL. I report back from the Committee on Pensions the 
bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen, with the ac- 
companying veto message of the President, and submit a report thereon. 
The committee recommend the passage of the bill, the President’s ob- 
jections to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed, with the ac- 
companying message, on the Calendar. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 5599) granting a pension to Joshua L. Morris, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1920) to increase the appropriation 
for the erection of the public building at Minneapolis, Minn., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6314) to increase the pension of James Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to James McGlen; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension te Cyra L. Weston; 

A bill (H. R. 8150) granting a pension to Jesse Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 8830) granting a pension to Aaron Garis; 

A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a pension to James R. Baylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting a pension to William Lynch; 

A bill (AH. R. 6443) granting a pension to Alexander Falconer; 

A bill (H. R. 8836) granting a pension to John Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 429) granting a pension to Harry McElhinny; 

A bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long; and 

A bill (S. 2293) granting a pension to Hannah C. De Witt. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the messages of the President returning to the Senate the fol- 
lowing bills with his objections thereto, submitted reports theron, rec- 
ommending the passage of the bills, the objections of the President 
thereto to the contrary notwithstanding: 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 
Mich. ; and 

A bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7616) for the relief of W. D. Havely, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8335) to restore William 8. Ray to the pension-roll, submitted an ad- 


verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. : 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance. to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing pay men; 
of the surplus in the Treasury on the public debt, to report it with a, 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the joint resolution py 
afiding the following proviso: : 

Provided, That no call shall be made under the provisions of this reso} 4; . 
until a sum equal to the call is in the Treasury over and above the reserve her. “ 
mentioned: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, j), ),., 
discretion, may have in the Treasury over and above the foregoing sums a wor. 
ing balance not exceeding $20,000,000. And in the case of any extraordina-y 
emergency, and when, because thereof, in the opinion of the Secretary of ;),. 
Treasury, the public interests shall require it, he may, by written order, suspenq 
the further call for the payment of such indebtedness for such period of time as 
shall be necessary to maintain the public credit unimpaired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placeq 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that that is the report of a majority 
of the committee. The minority adhere to the joint resolution as passeq 
by the other House. 


WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. From the Committee on Pensions I report back 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1227 
granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires. As the bill was 
passed by theSenate it proposed to increase the pension to $50 per month. 
The other House amended the bill by making it $45 a month. The 
amendment came back to the Senate and was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and the committee report recommending concurrence in 
the amendment of the House. I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That seems to be the same bill we acted upon a 
day or two ago. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is not the same bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is exactly the same amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the House recommend an increase or a diminu- 
tion of the amount? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. A diminution. The Senate passed the bill giv- 
ing $50 a month and the House recommend $45. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems to me there was a bill exactly like that 
acted upon two or three daysago. I donot know that it was the same 
name, but it was the same amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advisec that the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska has not reported back the bill which was referred 
to the committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have here the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely suggested that I thought we had acted 
upon, I was afraid, that very bill, or a precisely similar amendment. a 
day or two back. It may have been another soldier, but it was a sim- 
ilar amendment, where $50 fixed by the Senate was put down to $45. 
I did not know but that this might be the same one. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What was done with that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is a Senate bill with a House 
amendment reducing the pension from $50 to $45. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is there any report with the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is not the bill which was re- 
ferred to the committee with the amendment of the House. This is 
the printed and not the engrossed copy of the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I shall get the proper bill and call it up pres- 
ently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will lie over. 

Mr. VAN WYCK subsequently said: I now present from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions the amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires, 
and I ask that it may be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representative to the bill, which was in line 7, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘forty- 
five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, av- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of William P. Squires, late of Company 


C, Seventy-fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $45 per month, in licu 
of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
port with an amendment the resolution providing for printing the pro- 
ceedings of the Supreme Court of the United States on the occasion of 
the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President, with the me 
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moria! addresses authorized by Congress. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution: 
Resolved, That the proceedings of the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
appear on page 707 of volume 117 of the Supreme Court Reports, on the 


po of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United 
States, be published with the memorial addresses already authorized by Con- 


The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after the word 
“ Resolved,’’ to insert ‘* by the Senate (the House of Representatives con- 
curring).”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ACTS RELATING TO LOANS AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There came to the Senate yesterday a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, being a compilation of all the laws 
of the United States relating to loans and the currency, coinage, and 
banking. It was referred to the Committee on Printing, that they 


might investigate the advisability of printing it as a document. The 
committee direct me to report favorably, and ask the adoption of a 
concurrent resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
pilation of the laws of the United States relating to loans and the currency, 
coinage, and banking (including any subsequent legislation which may be 
enacted on those subjects at the present session of Congress) now being pre- 
= at the Treasury Department, be printed; and that 6,000 additional copies 

printed ; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the Senate and 4,000 copies for the 
House of Representatives. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the joint resolution (H. Res. 201) for printing the report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture, and ask for a conference with the House 
of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of 
the General Land Office; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MRS. ANNA ETHERIDGE HOOKS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill (S. 2774) to provide a pension for 
Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks be recommitted to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. There is an error in the report, and it is my fault, I have no 
doubt. I failed to get the evidence in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to recommit the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say, with the permission of the Se:_ator from 
Indiana, that it is, I believe, the intention to move to proceed to the 
consideration of the vetoed pension bills at the conclusion of morning 
business day after to-morrow. . I shall at that time move to take them 
up in their order. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to allow me to 
make a motion that the House be requested to return to the Senate the 
bill (S. 428) to provide for the appointment and compensation of a dis- 
trict judge for the southern district of Alabama. 

Mr. HARRISON. I can not give way to any other business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 


offer to enter a motion to reconsider is in the nature of morning busi- 
ness, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But is it within the time? 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. Probably it is not within the time. 
If the Senator from Indiana insists upon it, his motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business is now in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I insist on my motion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(H. R. 3014) to provide for terms of court in Colorado. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to extend 
the time of payment to purchasers of lands of the Otoe and Missouria 
and of the Omaha Indians; 

A bill (H. R. 7881) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Virginia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) authorizing the preparation of a com- 
pilation of the reports of committees of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Com- 
missioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for 
other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana[ Mr. HAn- 
RISON ] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After six hours spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily J. Stannard, agreed to the 
conference asked iby the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOVERING, Mr. TAULBEE, and 
Mr. MORRILL managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to au- 
thorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 15,000 
copies of the map of the United States and Territories to be printed, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Re1p of North Caro- 
lina, Mr. DUNN, and Mr. FARQUHAR managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution for printing 1,000 copies of Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 85, Forty-ninth Congress, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for printing 5,000 copies of the Special Intelligence Report 
by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cadet Capp, United States Navy, 
upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885. 

The message further announced that the House still further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
ht. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes; asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIs, 
Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. T. J. HENDERSON managers at the further 
conference on the part of the House; and that it had further— 


Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed that it is the sense of the House that 
the item in the Senate amendment to said bill, making an appropriation for the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal, be stricken from said Senate 
amendment. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be,and they are hereby, instructed to insist on striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for the 
Lake Michigan and Hennepin Canal. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canai. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said billthe item commencing with line 1446,down 
to and including line 1525, providing for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio River. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said billso much thereof as appropriates $375,000 
for continuing the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of Wash- 
ington. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
July 26, 1886, approved and signed: 

Anact (S. 1839) for the relief of Richard C. Ridgway and others; and 

An act (S. 2759) to remove the political disabilities of William H. 


F. Lee. 
REPORT ON EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring thereis That 
10,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No. 55, Forty-ninth Congress, be 

rinted; one-half for the use of the Senate and the other half for the use of the 
Louse, 
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PROGRESS OF PANAMA CANAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Com- 
mittee on Printing be directed to cause to be printed, for distribution by the Sen- 
ate and members of the House in the usual proportion, 5,000 copies of the Special 
Intelligence Report, by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cadet Capp, United States 
Navy, upon the Progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885, which re- 
port was transmitted to the House by the honorable Secretary of the Navy on 
May 20, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 36 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 28, 1886, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate the 2 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Charles E. McChesney, of Dakota, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Cheyenne River agency in Dakota, vice William A. Swan, whose term 
of office has expired. This nomination is in lieu ef that delivered to 
the Senate December 15, 1885. 

Mark W. Stevens, of Flint, Mich., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Mackinac agency in Michigan, vice Edward P. Allen, whose term of 
office has expired. This nomination is in lieu of that delivered to the 
Senate December 15, 1886. 

POSTMASTERS. 


W. T. Anderson, at Washington, Wilkes County, Georgia, vice George 
Ware, commission expired. ‘The nomination of John T. Erwin for the 
above office is this day withdrawn. 

William T. Martin, at Madison, Morgan County, Georgia, vice David 
8. Johnson, removed for failure to qualify as postmaster. The nomi- 
nation of Benjamin M. Blackburn for the said office is this day with- 
drawn. 

Samuel Jacobs, at Hamburg, Fremont County, Iowa, wice H. C. 
Colbaugh, suspended; the nomination of George Wise, who was desig- 
nated and afterward nominated to the Senate, having been rejected. 

John A, McLaughlin, at Guthrie Centre, Guthrie County, lowa, vice 
William Holsman, commission expired. The nomination of W. H. 
Camp for the said office is this day withdrawn. 

Lewis C. Martin, at Garden City, Finney County, Kansas, the office 
having become Presidential. 

Everett K. Brewer, at Bar Harbor, Hancock County Maine, th 
office having become Presidential. 

Agnes J, Smith, at Stockbridge, Berkshire County, Massachusetts, 
vice Henry L. Plumb, commission expired. 

Henry A. Baker, at Rockland, Plymouth County, Massachusetts, 
vice Joshua S, Smith, commission expired; the nomination of Andrew 
Shanahan to fill the vacancy having been rejected by the Senate. 

Morgan L. Gage, at Vassar, Tuscola County, Michigan, vice Edward 
C. Crane, commission expired. 

James Cannon, at Mankato, Blue Earth County, Minnesota, vice | 
Lewis P. Hunt, suspended; the nomination of John C. Wise, who was 
designated and afterward nominated to the Senate, having been re- 
jected. 

James S, Jennings, at Waynesburg, Greene County, Pennsylvania, 
vice Joseph Cooke, commission expired. 

George T. Mooney, at Saint Albans, Franklin County, Vermont, vice 
Benjamin D. Hopkins, resigned; the nomination of Felix W. McGet- 
trick to fill the vacancy having been rejected by the Senate. 

Clinton Babbitt, at Beloit, Rock County, Wisconsin, vice Chalmers 
Ingersoll, suspended; William T. Hall, who was desi and also 
nominated to the Senate, having resigned and his nomination having 
been withdrawn. 

William W. Hart, at Murray, Shoshone County, Idaho, the office 
having become Presidential. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Thomas Jefferson Carr, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United 
States for the Territory of Wyoming, vice Gustave Schnitger, com- 
mission expired, The nomination of Mr, Carr for the said office, here- 

tofore delivered to the Senate, is this day withdrawn. 


7th day of July, 1886. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 26, 1886. 
UNITED STATES ASSAYER. 


John W. Twiggs, of California, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, in the State of California. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 
Robert L. Upshaw, of Brenham, Tex., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Tongue River agency in Montana. 
L. Foster Spencer, of New York, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Rosebud agency in Dakota. 
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George W. Norris, of Woburn, Mass., 
the Nez Percé agency in Idaho. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Charles E. Stott of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 1 
dise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
MINT SUPERINTENDENT. 
Israel Lawton, of California, to be superintendent of the n 
United States, at San Francisco, in the State of California. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
Samuel H. Keedy, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United s 
at Rheims. 


to be agent for the Indi, 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 
Irwin Dugan, of Kentucky, to be supervising inspector of ste; 
sels for the sixth district. 
BECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Dominick F. MeDermott, of Clontarff, Minn., to be receiver of pubiio 
moneys at Benson, Minn. ; 
Sterling S. Smith, of Mandan, Dak., to be receiver of publi: 
at Devil’s Lake, Dak. 

Colin F. MacDonald, of Saint Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Saint Cloud, Minn. 

David W. Hutchinson, of Girard, Pa., to be receiver of public 
at Bismarck, Dak. 

John J. Hoge, of Boonville, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Boonville, Mo. 


MULECYVS 


BEGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Frederick A. MeDonald, of Cross Keys, Oreg., to be register o/ 
land office at The Dalles, Oreg. 

David H. Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be register of the land office at 
Eureka, Nev. 

Patrick B. Gorman, of Saint Cloud, Minn., to be register of th 
office at Saint Cloud, "Minn. 

8. C. Boon, of Eureka, Cal., 
boldt, Cal. 

Leland Wright, of Missouri, to be register of the land office at Boon- 
ville, Mo. 


to be register of the land office at Hum- 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Barton Atkins, of New York, to be marshal of the United States fo: 
the district of Alaska. 

Daniel W. Maratta, of Dakota, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Dakota. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Mark D. Wilbur, of New York, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of New York. 

Charles Parlange, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United States i 
the eastern district of Louisiana. 

Monti H. Sandels, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United Stat 
for the western district of Arkansas. 

James C. Williams, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the U: 
for the eastern district of Tennessee. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBLA. 

John A. Moss, whose commission expires July 1, 1886, to be assigued 
to Anacostia. 

Alfred G. Osborn, whose commission.expired June 20, 1886, to be as- 
signed to Brightwood. 

Mathias V. Buckey, to be assigned to the city of Georgetown. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John 8S. Hager, of California, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of San Francisco, in the State of California. 

Oliver Kelly, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey. 

Wyndham R. Mayo, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State cf Virginia. 

Baker P. Lee, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Yorktown, in the State of Virginia. 

George G. Savage, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis 
trict of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia. 

Philander Cobb, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


George N. Davis, of Michigan, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Michigan. 

Robert Black, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of New York. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate tv 
be printed in the Recorp: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nominatio 
y= 860) of Robert Black, ef New York, te be collector of internal Saiteeaee dor the > 
ee eS Ward, ied, and, so far 
as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Black iss 
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stand proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are no 
-harges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Mr. Ward, suspended, 
7 wil appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 


sm: Your communication on behaif of the Finance Committee of the Senate, | 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on file against | 
the official or moral character of Rodney C. Ward, late collector of internal rev- 
enue for the first district of New York, suspended,’' is received. 

Jn reply thereto I have the honor tostate that, so far as this inquiry relates to 
ssuspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's | 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute relat- | 
ing to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
ave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- | 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the ineumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- | 
ce, and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 
py such change. 

‘Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
ining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
oficer mentioned in yourcommunication are in the custody of this Department. 

Respectfully, yours, 


| 
} 


i 
| 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justry S. Morrie, 
Chairman of the Senate Conmmiitee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting im any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Black. 


John A. Sullivan, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue | 
for the second district of New York. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report | 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the Recorp: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
#2) of John A. Sullivan, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue forthe 
second district of New York,in place of Marshall B. Blake, suspended, and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Mr. Sullivan 
isa fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are 
no charges or paperson file reflecting upon the character of Mr. Blake, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury . 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1836. 

Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral character of Mr. Marshall B. Blake, late collector of 
internal revenue for the second district of New York,suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relatesto 
asuspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
reeent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating te the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached te it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the ineumbency ef said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
iee, and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 
by such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining charges reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
ment. 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Justrx S. MoRRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance. 

A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance April 5, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregeing: 

Resolved, Tixat the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspensiou 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
—— reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 

racter. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Sullivan. 





D. MANNING, Secrefary. | 


TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 

William W. Porter, of California, to be associate justice of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first liculenant. 
Francis J. Ives, of New York, July 25, 1885. 
William P. Kendall, of Massachusetts, August 12, 1885. 
Edward R. Morris, of Indiana, September 17, 1885. 
William B. Banister, of Alabama, January 26, 1886. 
Charles F. Mason, of Virginia, May 5, 1386. 
Leonard Wood, of Massachusetts, January 5, 1886. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Charles E. Hargous, to be captain, May 12, 1886. 
Second Lieutenant Charles A. Churchill, to be first lieutenant, May | 
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Second Lieut. George H. Morgan, to be first lieutenant, November 


26, 1884. 
Second Lieut. Joseph T. Dickman, to be first lieutenant, January 
. 188 . 
MEDICA \RTMI 
Capt. Calvin De Witt n, to be surgeon with the rank 
of major, July 21, 1885. 
Capt. Benjamin F. Pope, as: 1, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, September 16, 1885. 
Capt. James P. Kimball, assist to be s ith the 
rank of major, January 2 4, 1886 
Capt. John H. Bartholf, assis ob reer vith the 
| rank of major, January 4, 1886 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN ARINE SER‘ 
Daniel J. Ainsworth, of Virginia, to be a third lieutenant. 
J. Charles Harris, of New York, to be a third lieutenant. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-MARIIE SERVICI 


Third Lieut. 
Third Lieut 
Third Lieut 
Third Lieut 


George H. Doty, to be a second lieutenant. 

. Howard Emery, to be a second lieutenant. 

. Francis M. Dunwoody, to be a second lieutenant. 
. John E. Lutz, to be a second lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS 

Lloyd Reed, to be postmaster at Clarksburg, in th: f Har- 
rison and State of West Virginia. 

A. 8. Hottenstein, to be postmaster at Milton, Northumberland 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Herman Baumer, to be postmaster at Johnstown, Cambria County, 
Pennsylvania. 

James H. Mudey, to be postmaster at Pottsville, Schuylkill County 
Pennsylvania. 

Louis Doumaux, to be postmaster at Wellsborough, Tioga Count 
Pennsylvania. - 

Hugh W. Barrett, to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, Montgomery 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Cornelius Casey, to be postmaster at Sharpsburg, Allegheny Count 
Pennsylvania. 

J. H. Brinker, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of Clay 


and State of Mississippi. 

Deville L. Harkness, to be postmaster at Berlin, Green Lake County, 
Wisconsin. 

Gilbert P. Hall, to be postmaster at Petalama, Sonoma County, Cal- 
ifornia. 

Dennis G. Clary, to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, Brown County, 
nesota. 

H. M. Sapp, to be postmaster at Thomasvi 
gia. 

George W. Andrews, to be postmaster at Murphysborough, Jackson 
County, Illinois. 

Albert Snyder, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug] 
and State of Illinois. 


Min 


1 
A 


le, Thomas County, Geor 


as 


Edward McClung, to be postmaster at Fairfield, Wayne County, Illi- 
nois. 

Wilbur B. Foster, to be postmaster at Rockville, Tolland County, 
Connecticut. 

Henry D. Linsley, to be postmaster at Branford, New Haven County, 
Connecticut. 


Walter S. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kokomo, in the county of 
Howard and State of Indiana. 

James E. McDonald, to be postmaster at Ligonier, No 
Indiana. 

John B. Ruger, to be postmaster at La Fayette, in the 
Tippecanoe and State of Indiana. 

William Huber, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the county 
of Dearborn and State ef Indiana. 

Thomas Brady, to be postmaster at Bergen Point, Hudson County, 
New Jersey. 

J. J. L. Peel, to be postmaster at Spokane Falls, Spokane County, 
Territory of Washington. 

Frank Chapman, to be postmaster at Fenton, Genesee County, Michi- 


WI] 


pie 


County, 


county of 


n. 

Charlies W. Stewart, to b 
braska. 

Thomas O'Shea; to be postmaster at Madison, Madison County, Ne- 
braska. 

George F. O. Kimball, to be postmaster at Vergennes, in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont. 

L. W. Redington, to be postmaster at Rutland, Rutland County 
Vermont. 

Willebald Yehle, to be postmaster at Maryville, N 


@ TY 


e postmaster at Alma, Harlan County, Ne- 


( nty 


12, 1886. j ; | Missouri. eo 
Third Regiment of Cavairy. M. E. Smith, to be postmaster at Osborne, Osborne County, Kansas. 
Pirst Lieut. James F. Simpson, to be captain, November 26, 1884. Charles E. Monell, to be postmaster at Kirwin, Phillips County, 


Pirst Lieut. Edgar Z. Steever, to be captain, January 18, 1886. 





Kansas. 
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Frank B. Smith, to be postmaster at Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kan- 
gas 

Charles L. Knight, to be postmaster at Council Grove, Morris County, 
Kansas. 

James B, Goff, to be postmaster at Lincoln, Lincoln County, Kan- 
62s. 
John B. Barbridge, to be postmaster at Attica, Harper County, Kan- 
8as. 

Patrick H. McKanna, to be postmaster at Stockton, Rooks County, 
Kansas. 

Paul Barthel, to be postmaster at Jamaica, Queens County, New 
York. 

William McNeily, to be postmaster at Canandaigua, Ontario County, 
New York. 

Nathaniel Y. Elliott, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York. 

John Van der Burgh, to be postmaster at Matteawan, in the county 
of Dutchers and State of New York. 

Edward H. Freeman, to be postmaster at Binghamton, Broome 
County, New York. 

Darius A. Ogden, jr., to be postmaster at Penn Ygn, Yates County, 
New York. 

Robert Robson, to be postmaster at Dundee, Y ‘es County, New 
York. 

Suber McCaru, to be postmaster at Clayton, Jeff on County, New 
York. 

Blucher Rick, to be postmaster at Pratt, Pratt County, Kansas. 

John H. Wallbank, to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Henry 
County, Iowa. 

Thomas Bowman, to be postmaster at Council Bluffs, Pottawattamie 
County, Iowa. 

David W. Flowers, to be postmaster at Newton, Jasper County, Iowa. 

David 8. Beardsley, to be postmaster at Grinnell, Poweshiek County, 
Towa. 

Ferris W. Latimer, to be postmaster at Addtson, Steuben County, 
New York. 

Anthony L. Underhill, to be postmaster at Bath, Steuben County, 
New York. 

William C. Allen, to be postmaster at Akron, Summit County, Ohio. 

Albert H. Jones, to be postmaster at Granville, Licking County, 
Ohio. 

James G. Hunt, to be postmaster at Frankfort, Herkimer County, 
New York. 

John ©. Streeter, to be postmaster at Watertown, Jefferson County, 
New York. 

John D. Thompson, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Stark County, 
Ohio. 

Samuel 8. Clayton, to be postmaster at Ada, Hardin County, Ohio. 

John Finn, to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Winneshiek 
and State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered by 
the Senate to be printed in the Recorp: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nomination of John Finn to be postmaster at Decorah, lowa, submits the fol- 
low 5 t: 

The President suspended from the position of postmaster at Decorah, Iowa, 
A. K. Dalley. on June 15, 1885, and designated John Finn, the present nominee, to 
discharge the duties of said office. The suspension of Mr. Bailey was solely for 
and on account of political reasons, and there is nothing in the case in any de- 
gree reflecting injuriously on his integrity as a man or his efficiency as an offi- 
cer. He is aman having the confidence and respect of the community in which 
said office is located. His term of office expired December 16, 1885, and John 


Finn was nominated tothe fullterm. The committee recommend that the nom- 
ination be confirmed. 


William G. Buckner, to be postmaster at Brownsville, Saline County, 
Missouri. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RecorD: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom the nomination of 
William G. Buckner to be postmaster at Brownsville, Mo., vice Milo L. Laughlin, 
whose removal! for cause is proposed, reports: 

That the papers in this case show that in May, 1885, petitions numerously 
signed by citizcns of Brownsville and vicinity were presented to the President 
praying for the appointment of William G. Buckner as postmaster at Browns- 
ville. These petitions contained no charges of any character against Mr. Laugh- 
lin. No action was taken in the case by the President or Postmaster-General 
until about the month of December following, when an inspection of the office 
and its administration was ordered by the Post-Office De: t, based on 
complaints made by several citizens relative to the management of the office. 
The substance of the complaints was communicated to Mr. Laughlin by the 
committee, and he madea very satisfactory response in writing thereto. And 
the inspector who made the examination and reported the results to the De- 
partment said in his report that— 

“Mr. M. L. Laughlin, the postmaster at Brownsville, seemed to be a very nice 
aE and as such the patrons of the office entertained a very high opinion 
of him.” 

But the inspector reported several objections to the management of the office, 
which, in the opinion of the committee, might be alleged against many officers 
of the same class 7 the country, as they do not involve the element of 
moral turpitude, The inspector, however, concluded that, taking the case alto- 
gether, it would be proper to make a in the office. Hence the nomina- 
tion of a successor to Mr. Laughlin. And the committee can safely say that, 
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taking the case altogether. no good reason appears why the community «), 

change the high opinion which it holds of Mr. Laughlin, as testified (y },y +) i 

inspector in his report. vy the 
Mr. Laughiin says, in a letter to a memberof the committee: 

“IT am a Republican, and if removed because I am one, I have no objecti,, 
The committee think that, in view of all the information it has of {),.., 
the real cause of the removal lies in the fact that Mr. Laughlin is a Repui;.. 
and as he has no objection to removal on that ground, the case is reporte:{ wish 
recommendation that the nomination of William G. Buckner be contirmeg ” 


Homer Luce, to be postmaster at Higginsville, iu the county of | a 
Fayette and State of Missouri. r ? 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following r, port 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was onde sed 
by the Senate to be printed in the REcorp: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referre, ; 


An 


nomination of Homer Luce to be postmaster at Higginsville, Mo., vice Jv) nW. 
Endly, suspended, submits the following report: =e 

‘The papers in the case were communicated to the committee on its request by 
the Postmaster-General. From these it appears that the petition to the Pres). 
dent praying for the appointment of Homer Luce was signed by a large num- 


ber of citizens, and contained no charges of any character whatever against 
Mr. Endly, the postmaster, nor does it appear that at any time or in any other 
way charges were preferred inst him except of a political character: and it 
appears from papers submitted to the committee in the nature of protests against 
the suspension of Mr, Endly and the appointment of Mr. Luce that the com. 
munity in which the t-office is situate holds the suspended officer in high 
esteem and indorses him as an estimable citizen and competent and faith{)| 
public officer, These protests are about as numerously signed as are the peti- 
tions asking for the pene of Mr. Luce. 

This being the case, the committee can but regard the suspension of Mr. Endly 
as being based on political considerations exclusively. His place was wanted 
for a member of the Democratic party; hence he was suspended and Mr. Luce 
nominated to succeed him, This being the case, and itappearing that the nom. 
inee is a competent person to discharge the duties of the office, the committee 
report the nomination of Homer Luce to the Senate with a recommendation 
that it be confirmed. 


William Hyde, to be postmaster at Saint Louis, in the county of Saint 
Louis and State of Missouri. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RecorD: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nomination of William Hyde to be postmaster at Saint Louis, Mo., in place of 
Rodney D. Wells, suspended, submits the following report: 

The records and files supplied to the committee in this case by the Postmas- 
ter-General disclose a very resolute purpose on the part of the partisan adhe- 
rents of the present administration of the executive de ment of the Govern- 
ment toeffect a change in the office of postmaster at Saint Louis. 

Applications and importunities in this regard were so frequent and persistent 
that a commission of three post-office inspectors was organized and instructed 
to inspect the affairs and condition of the office. The commission entered upon 
its work early in July, 1885, and forwarded its report to the Department on the 
22d of that month. The committee has examined the report so made, and is 
impressed thereby most favorably in respect of the efficiency of the service in 
the Saint Louis post-office, and it may well be doubted whether any first-class 
office in the country could be subjected to the ordeal applied to that office and 
withstand it with as little resulting damage as it did. The service of the office 
during Mr. Wells’s administration has been efficient; his accounts are correct. 
The only faults found with him by the commission are such as the members 
thereof admit and state in their report to be, “those which appeal to the noblest 
sentiments of manhood.” No one can read the report of the commission with- 
out coming to the conclusion that Mr. Wells is a man of high character, of reso- 
lute purpose to do right, and to so conduct the affairs of his office as to secure a 
entiaieetoey service to the public and to maintain absolute integrity in his ac- 
counts as a public officer. 

Taking the case in its entirety it does not admit of a doubt that the suspen- 
sion of Mr. Wells was the result cf partisan pressure. He isa Republican. His 
office is wanted by a Democrat. He is suspended, an:! a Democrat designated 
to his place. If Mr. Hyde,the nominee, shall succeea in giving to the public 
as efficient service, and to the Government as correct and faithful aceounting of 
the revenues of the office as Mr. Wells did, he may indeed congratulate himse!’. 

The evidence of the files in the case indicates that the nominee is a fit and 
competent man to discharge the duties of the office, and the committee there- 
— oe his nomination to the Senate with a recommendation that it be con- 

rmed. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 27, 18886. 
MINT ASSAYER. 


George C. Munson, of Colorado, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at Denver, Colo. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 27, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOcK, of 
Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
filed, in accordance with a previous order, views of the minority on 
House bill 4620, for the purchase of land for the Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

PAY OF FOLDING-ROOM EMPLOYES. 

Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 

olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives pay to Hon. Samucl 
Donelson, of the House of Representatives, out of the contingend 
fund of the House, sum of $288, bein g the amount paid by him to A. B. Raber, 
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Benjamin Doane, and Frank Bissicks, jr., for work done in the House folding- 
room during the present session of the House. 


MAPS OF UNITED STATES AND TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (H. Res. 
160) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 
15,000 copies of the map of the United States and Territories to be 
printed, with Senate ‘amendments. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, in regard to that I ask, in view of the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on Printing, and as I had 
the honor to introduce the resolution, unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendments be non-concurred in, and the conference asked for 
agreed to. It is a matter of printing some maps which is of general in- 
terest to both Houses. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE RESOLUTIONS. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate concurrent 
resolutions; which were read, and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, namely: 

Concurrent resolution providing for printing 2,500 additional copies 
of the report of the electrical conference at Philadelphia in 1884, for 
the use of the Department of State. 

Concurrent resolution providing for printing 6,000 additional copies 
of the Digest of the Official Opinions of Attorneys-General from 1789 to 
1881. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the House providing for printing the annual report of the Director 
of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the United 
States, with Senate amendments; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED Srates, July 26, 1836. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 3014) to provide for holding terms of 
court in Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this request will be complied 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Houk, an extension of leave until Saturday next. 

To Mr. GALLINGER, from further attendance during the present ses- 
sion. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, from Friday morning, July 30. 

To Mr. CANDLER, for the balance of the session, on account of sick- 
ness. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1630) to increase the pension of the widow of the late 
Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 9726) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1836, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture on the international sheep and wool 
show held in Philadelphia in September, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of Moses B. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, entitled 
“An act for the construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex. ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carrollton and Lock Number One Turnpike Road Company to locate 
and construct its road on land belonging to the United States at lock 
No. 1, on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 


’ 
A bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James Cain; 
A bill (H. R. 5872) for therelief of R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard; 
A bill (i R. 260) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain; 
A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway; 
A bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas S. Duvall; 
A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson; 
A bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Laurence; 
A bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks; 
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A bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to Joshua Armstrong; 
A bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of 


Misiuler, - Pennsylvania; 


Abel 


A bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Bue k; 
A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. Cutler, late a 


rivate in Company B, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton; 

A bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F. Salyers; 

A bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 

A bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to Ann Kinney; 

A bill (H. R. 5950) granting a pension to Catherine Reisinger; 

A bill (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jonathan 8. Lents; 

A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savercool; 

A bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) to grant a pension to James Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Susan Hawes; 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 
for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 


A bill (H. R. 7517) 
A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall; 


I 


3: 


A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 
A bill (H. R. °° 28) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; 


A bill (H. R. 36) 
A bill (H. 
A bill (Tf. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

sulman; 

A bill (H. R. 
Morris; and 

A biii (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed joint res- 
olution and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 73) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
a permit to John F. Chamberlin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the 
United States at Fortress Monroe, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 246) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Charlotte, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Owensburg, in theState of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of a pub- 
lic building for the post-office, United States collector’s office, United 
States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United States ofli- 
cers in said city, and appropriating money for said purposes; 

A bill (S. 1847) for the purchase of land for the Federal building in 

3rooklyn, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 2194) for the erection of a public building at Haverhill, 
Mass. ; 

A bill (S. 2242) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of Col- 
orado; 

A bili (S. 2643) supplemental to an act approved March 3, 1883, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against 
the Government; ’ 

A bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
and construction of a public building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July 
12, 1882; 

A bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Lamar, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 368) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 

A bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to Renjamin F.. Berk- 
ley; 

7 bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre; 

A bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward; 

A bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Thomas W. Egan; 
A bill (S. 2686) granting a pension to Morris T. Mantor; 

A bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong; 

A bill (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. De 
Krafft; 


A bill (S. 
A bil! (S. 
A bill (S. 


to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 

49) granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler; 
£46) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy; 
8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; 
8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

8334) for the relief of Jacob Nix; 

8352 ) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite; 
8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham; 
8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; 
8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points; 
8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; 
8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover; 
8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick; 
8977) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 


2790) granting a pension to Catherine M. Lee; 
2797) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen; and 
2868) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PAYSON. I demand the regular order. 

I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House made on yesterday 
morning, by unanimous consent a bill called up by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLLIns] comes over until this morning, 
subject, however, to objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will goover under the same conditions 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COLLINS. I must be content if that is the desire of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the bill to which the gentleman re- 
fers? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill providing for an additional circuit 
judge in the second judicial cireuit. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the wish of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ? 

Mr. COLLINS. As there is objection to its present consideration, I 
am content that it shall go over until to-morrow morning under the 
same conditions. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been printed in the Recorp, and 
by consent it goes over until to-morrow, subject to the same objection 
that might be made against it to-day. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have a privileged report which I wish to make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, the Chair sup- 
poses, presents a privileged report? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9478) 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Gevernment for the 
fiscal year ending June 3), 1887, and for other purposes, together with the Senate 
amendments thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows : 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 68 
69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 144, 147, 156, 157, 158, 170, 171, 204, 218, 223, 224, 225, 231, 240, 241, and 242. 

They recomme nd non-concvurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, 
7,8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 7, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35,36, 

7, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, “a 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, SS 62, 63, 64 
65. 66, 67, 75, 76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82. 83. 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89.90.91, 92, 98, 94 , 95,96, 97, 99, 100, 
101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115. , 116, 117, 1 119, I: 

122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 181, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, ion a 4 

143, 145, 146, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 159, 160, 161, 
169, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 1 
192, 198, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 205, 
214, 215, 216, 217, 219, 220, 221, 222, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 232, "233; 234, 235, 236, 237. 238, 239" 
and 243. 

‘That the House concur in the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the 
following: And denominations of one, two, and five dollars may be issued in 
lieu of silver certificates of larger denominations in the Treasury, or in exchange 
therefor, upon presentation by the holders, and to that extent said certificates of 
larger denomination shal! be canceled and destroyed 

That the House concur in the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, with an 
amendmentas follows: After the word “ Virginia,”’ in said amendment, insert 
** Tennessee River.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question on the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think some explanation ought to be of- 
fered. 

Mr. RANDALL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BURROWS. Nointelligent idea can be obtained from the read- 
ing of the report. We ought to have some knowledge of what is rec- 
ommended. I make the point that the report must have its first con- 
sideraticn in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, It will take all day. 1 ask the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to dispense with the morning hour. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLLS. I present a report of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 7480) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 


been unabie to agree, 
ALBERT 8S. WILLIS, 
NEWTON C, AA 
THOMAS J. HENDERSO 
Managers on the part of the = 
8. J. R. MoMTLLAN, 
0. D. CONGER, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. WILLIS. I offer tho resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask the previous question on it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that this, 
being an appropriation bill, must be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 
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The SPEAKER. But this is a conference report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does that make any difference > 

The SPEAKER. All amendments have been considered jn ( 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and even jg ; at 
were not the case the point of order made by the gentleman docs », ot 
apply to a conference report. 

The Clerk read the resolution offered by Mr. WILLIs, as follows- 

Pzzolved, 'Shat it is the sense of this House that the item in the river a, 
ber appropri:\tion bill making an appropriation forthe Portage Lake a: 
Superior Ship-canal be stricken from the amendment of the Senate, and ¢ t 
eonfe, ees of the House, when next appointed, be, and are hereby, su inst; i ted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, thirty minutes are allo owed for 
debate, fifteen minutes in supportof the proposition and fifteen ag ‘ 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ** Vote!’’] 

Mr. MOFFATT. I would like to be heard on that proposit 
What is the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered and the 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MOFFATT. I desire to be heard on it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MOFFATT. In the very few moments which under the rules 
are allotted to me to expiain the proposition contained in the Senate 
amendment I can expect of course to do so only very briefly. Lut | 
shall say to the House that this amendment proposed by the Senat 
one of the most meritorious propositions that have been su; ggeste 4 in 
the river and harbor bill. 

This amendment is in the interest of the commerce of the great North- 
west. It is in the interest of a commerce which last year aggre sated 
$53,000,000 and will this year reach $60,000,000, and has the right to 
demand consideration from the Congress of the United States. The 
Keweenaw Peninsula of Michigan extends for about 100 milesinto Lake 
Superior across what would be the direct line of the commerce of the 
greatlakes. Near the southern extremity of this peninsula is the Port- 
age Lake and River, extending within 14 miles of the whole distance. 
Between Portage Lake and Lake Superior a canal has been cut connect 
ing these two waters. Portage River, the outlet of the lake, has been 
deepened and improved. So by these two improvements a channe! o1 
water way has been made across this peninsula. 

These improvements are owned by private corporations, authorized 
to charge and collect toll from all vessels using these canals and their 
freight. By means of these canals the great commerce of Lake Supe- 
rior is enabled to save a distance of 125 to 15:) miles, or from fifteen to 
twenty hours of time. It needs, I apprehend, no argument to demon- 
strate to this House the benefit to the great commerce of the North- 
west of a saving of 150 miles’ distance, or twenty hours’ time each way 
each tripof the vessel. This alone should be sufficient reason why this 
amendment should be adopted, to the end that these canals should be 
made free to this commerce. 

Time is money, and a saving of twenty hours in the single passage of 
a steamer or sail vessel the length of LakeSuperior means a large amount 
of money in the season of navigation. It means at least seventy-five or 
one hundred dollars per trip. Why, sir, in the matter of time alone the 
money saved by making these water ways free to the commerce of the 
lakes would equal, yes, exceed, in one season all you are called upon to 
pay for them, and, sir, if this was the only reason forconcurring in the 
amendment of the Senate [ should feel perfectly justified in urging this 
action. 

But, sir, there are still farther and more important and weightier 
reasons. From the Apostle Islands to Marquette, a distance of 27) 
miles or thereabout, along the southern shore of Lake Superior, the 
bleakest and most dangerous coast on the great lakes, there is not 2 
harbor where a vessel engaged in this great and rapidly growing com- 
merce can seek a shelter and protection from the storms which sweep 
over Superior. Vessels engaged in this great commerce, $53,000,000 of 
freight, and hundreds of lives are thus put in jeopardy. 

I know of no place in the nation where commerce is left thus ex- 
posed and unprotected. I know of no coast where for this distance an 
enormous commerce is left without a harbor in which it can seek a 
shelter. 

Why, sir, the whole coast of Keweenaw is strewn with the wrecks 
of steamers and vessels and its beach covered with their valuable car- 
goes. There is nota year but what the loss by shipwrecks on Superior 
far exceeds the amount necessary to purchase the canals and provide a 
harbor of refuge. 

Again, sir, on the Keweenaw Peninsula, on Portage Lake and tribu- 
taries thereto, there is one of the greatest industries in this nation, to wit 
copper mines which produce one-half of the copper product of the world, 
and every pound has to be tolled as it passes through these canals to 
the markets of the world, and everything which enters into the produc- 
tion of this copper—the ‘machinery, the coal, all material, all that the 
large population of this country eat or wear, " everything exported and 
imported inte the countries where are situated these great indastries—is 
tolled. It amounted last year to a tax of $1.25 upou ever man, woman, 
and child in the copper district. 
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A toll on a greatcommerce is odious, a great burden, a grievous wrong | 
which should not be tolerated. Here then are three reasons, any one 
of which is good and sufficient of itself, why these canals should be 
owned and controlled by the General Government. 

This is not a proposition in which my State or the constituency I 
represent in this House are alone interested. The commerce of Supe- 
rior is wholly interstate. It is the wheat of Dakota, the grain and 
flour and iron of Minnesota, the iron of Wisconsin, and the copper and 
iron of Michigan, and the return cargoes from Chicago, Milwaukee, Buf- 
falo, Toledo, Erie, and Cleveland. Not 20 per cent. is to or from 
Michigan ports. It is the great commerce to and from the Northwest 
growing and developing with marvelous rapidity every day that asks 
care and protection at your hands. 

You have on the files of this House resolutions from the Legislatures of 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Michigan, asking that the General 
Government acquire title to these canals; petitions from the boards of 
trade in cities of Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
Michigan, asking that these canals be made free to the commerce of the 
lakes; you have petitions from more than one thousand ship-owners and 
navigators, asking that their property and lives may be protected by 
the acquisition of the titles to the canals, that they be a free harbor of 
refuge. You have been petitioned by citizens of New York, Massa- 
chusetts, and Connecticut, interested in the commerce of the lakes, ask- 
ing this action. Your files are burdened with these petitions and 
memorials from all parts of the country, asking at your hands what 
thisamendment will accomplish. No proposition ever came before any 
Congress better indorsed or more strongly urged. 

Tt has also been indorsed by the Engineer Department of the Govern- 
ment. On the 22d day of April, 1884, the Senate passed a resolution 
calling on the War Department for a report as to the advisability of 
this purchase, in response to which the Department transmitted the re- 
port of General Poe, of the Engineer Corps (see Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 15, Forty-eighth Congress, second session). I quote from 
said report: 


Lieutenant-Colonel Poe reports ths‘ the price asked for the two canals is 
$350,000, and if the ownership of this important water way can be vested in the 
Government free from all incumbrance, thus rendering their navigation free to 
commerce, there can be no question but that the price is reasonable and the pur- 
chase advisable. 

The opening of these canals would shorten the route for all vessels from Sault 
Saint Mary to Duluth and avoid the dangerous passage around Keweenaw 
Point, which is extremely hazardous, especially during the stormy months of 
spring and fall, 


The already great and rapidly increasing commerce of Lake Superior would 
seem ‘to commend this purchase to the favorable consideration of Congress. 


Now, sir, if this amendment simply provided that, in answer to the 
demands of Legislatures, boards of trades, ship-owners, navigators, and 
citizens all over the country, a harbor of refuge should be constructed 
for the commerce of the lakes, or to shorten the sailing distance of the 
vessels engage | in that commerce and to relieve one of the great indus- 
tries of the nation from an excessive burden in the shape of tolls, I doubt 
if a man in this House would object. 

Then what is the cause of the opposition in thiscase? It was voiced 
the other day by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hot- 
MAN], and [ am surprised that a man of his accuracy and with his 
great knowledge of matters of legislation should have made the state- 
ment he did. He said these canals were built with a land grant and 
that they had served their purpose, and it was now proposed to unload 
them on the General Government. As to the last statement, I will say, 
the canals to-day are of infinitely more importance than they were at 
that time. They werethen of a mere local importance, and now they 
are in the pathway of the commerce of the whole Northwest, amount- 
ing to $60,000,000. 

And I submit that the objection as to the land grant is not valid. 
Here it is claimed that because a grant of land worth $500,000 was 
made to aid in the construction of one of these canals twenty years 
ago when the commerce of Lake Superior was in its infancy, therefore 
we will refuse to care for and protect the commerce of to-day,worth 
fifty orsixty millions. Because somebody some time may have made 
some money out of a land grant the great commerce of the lake shall 
be exposed to shipwreck and destruction for want of a harbor of refuge, 
valuable time shall be lost each year worth more than you are asked 
to appropriate, and great communities and industries taxed and tolled. 
It is proposed that the interests of the States and cities and commercial 
bodies who have memorialized and petitioned you shall have no relief 
because forsooth somebody received $500,000 worth of land to aid in 

ing a cana! that cost millions twenty years ago. 

For this reason ail these great interests, rivaling any on this continent, 
must beturned away from these Halls and their prayer for relief refused. 
But, sir, I want to say to gentlemen that it is not proposed to pay a 
cent for the canal constructed by the aid of this land grant—nota cent. 
You will have to invent some other objection. 

This isthesituation: There isa canal, so called, ateach end of Portage 

The upper one was built by aid of the land grant. The lower one 
‘was constructed without the aid of a dollar of money or an acre of land 
from the General Government. Both canals are now owned by the same 
company, or rather the individuals composing the two companies are the 
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same. The upper canal,tothe construction of which the Government lent 
its aid, is of no value to its owners. It nets less than $1,000 per year, as 
you will see testified to before a committee of this House in the last 
Congress, and I have a certified statement of receipts and expenditures 
showing thesame. This, of course, is no object tothecompany. They 
would be glad to give it awayto get rid of it. But the lower canal is 
a valuable property. The tol! ted amount t tty to sixty 
thousand dollars per year, and the net profit is ; ston the 
amount asked for both canals 

canal is actually worth as 
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land grant went is ‘‘thrown in’’ because it is of no value 


to the eonm- 

pany. This is the condition of affairs, and the land grant is foreiga to 
the question. 

This isa safe amendment. It has been indorsed by the Engineer 


Department, as I have before stated; and it is now further provic 
that the purchase shall not be consummated until two other officers « 


the Engineer Corps shall certify that it is desirable and nex ry, and 
> . . 
the price to be paid is reasonable. 
This is not an effort of a corporation to unload a poor property on to 
I I pro} 


the United States. It is the effort of a people interested in a great 
commerce; a people interested in great industries, striving for protec- 
tion for that commerce and relief for these industries. 

I but give voice to the request and prayer of the people of Minnesota, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, and Michigan, as expressed by ‘heir Le 
the boards of trades of all the cities of the great lakes; of the cities 
almost every commercial center of New England; and 
owners and sailorsof the lakes, when I ask this House to hearken te their 
requests and give to the commerce of Lake Superior the consideration 
its importance demands, by providing in this bill, carrying from fifteen 
to eighteen millions of dollars, the comparatively smal! suin necessary 
to provide for it that protection acc d to the commerce of all other 
sections of the country, and to relieve its industries by removing the 
burden of tolls. And I wish to say to the members of this House who 
favor the river and harbor bill that you can not afford to pass this reso- 
lution and thus tie up the hands of your conferees so that they can not 
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agree to these amendments, if they deem it best, in order to secure the 
passage of the bill. 
[ During the delivery of the above remarks the fifteen minutes allowed 


in opposition to the resolution expired 

Mr. MOFFATT. May I have a momient more? 

Mr. WILLIS. How much time does the gentlem 

Mr. MOFFATT. About three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield the gentleman three minutes 

Mr. MOFFATT resumed and completed hisremarks as above printed. } 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I desire to know whether as this res- 
olution relates to three distinct matters debate should not be permitted 
upon each distinct proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the resolution embraces 
only one proposition. It relates only to what is known as the Portage 
Lake Canal. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Then I misunderstood it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire briefly to call the attention of the House to 
the condition of this bill. I have great sympathy with every effort to 
make free every water way of this country; but I have still 
sympathy at the present moment with the pressing ty of pro- 
viding for the wants of the great harbors and rivers of this country; 
and I fear that if this and other schemes—I use the word scheme in no 
improper sense—be placed upon this bill they will sacrifice all the 
great interests that I have alluded to without accomplishing anything 
for their own benefit. 


in desire ? 


I desire to make a parliamentary in 
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If I desired to go into the merits of this proposition, I would state to 
the House that there are two canals, as the gentleman from Michigan 


| 
i 


has stated, but that they are owned by the same parti 
that the Congress of the United States appropriated over § 
half a million dollars, to complete one of these canals, g 
acres of the richest min ral and agricultural 
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the commerce of the country. But the gentieman from Michigan states 
that there is a burden now of $64,060 per annum by way o I 
stated, as the gentleman knows, that of that $64,000 $60,0 paid 
by these great copper mines, whose owners in large part 1 whers 


of these canals. 
Mr. MOFFATT. May limterrupt the gentleman ? 
taken. The owners of the canals are not the owners 
Mr. WILLIS. In part, I stated. 
Mr. MOFFATT. 1 think not. 


He is quite mis- 


of the mines 


Mr. WILLIS. Now I say to my friend, let this wait a little. This 
House has been exceedingly liberal to Michigan, and to that part of the 
country, and I am glad of it; but let them not jeopardize other inter- 


bil 


ests, and their own interests also, by pressing this matter on this bil 
to the destruction, as I believe, of the whole bill J 


Let them wait a 
few months ora year. It has been only a few years since the toll has 
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been imposed, and I ask the friends of this bill, and I ask my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. MorraTtT] not to press this measure here, but to 
give us a vote on the bill, eliminating for the present, without regard 
to its merits if you please, this item. Let us leave this out and act 
upon the other subjects that we can agree upon, and go on and dispose 
of the bill. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words to the 
House in favor of the adoption of this resolution. The time has come 
in the history of this bill when something will have to be yielded or 
the life of the bill will be imperiled. I do notassail this Portage Lake 
Canal appropriation as one which, under other circumstances, might 
not be properly made; but with the light which I was able to get dur- 
ing the examination of the question in the committee, I was unable to 
bring my mind to agree that the time had been reached when Congress 
could act intelligently and wisely in making an appropriation for this 
purpose. ‘The fact of the title of the property being in a corporation 
which has to be extinguished, raises a number of questions which, put- 
ting it upon the very best ground, leaves the case a doubtful one. I 
do not share the idea that piling up in one State a large amount of the 
appropriations made by this bill is necessarily an objectionable thing; 
but we can not shut our eyes to the fact that an unreasonable propor- 
tion of the appropriations carried in a bill like this lavished upon a 
single State must affect the passage of the bill in the House and in the 
Senate. 

So it occurred to me as a member of the committee, and I am still 
of the opinion, as to these great improvements along the line of the 
great lakes—and I agree that there are none more important in this 
country—that, inasmuch as a very large sum of money was appropri- 
ated in the bill for improvements in that region, inasmuch as there was 
no emergency pressirg upon us in regard to this item, and inasmuch as 
the sum which it requires runs away above a quarter of a million dol- 
lars, it ought in my judgment to be postponed until another Congress, 
or another session of this Congress, shall have further light upon the 
various questions involved. I subtract nothing from the argument of 
the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Morratr] in regard to the ultimate 
importance of this improvement, but 

Mr. COBB. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that Congress gave 
to the original corporation for the construction of this canal a grant of 
400,000 acres of the very best lands in the northern peninsulain Mich- 
igan? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam awareofthat. My colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. WILLIS] has just stated that fact. Congress did give a 
large body of very valuable land to aid in the original construction of 
this work, and I will never consent to the purchase of the canal with- 
out an accounting being made to the Government for a fair proportion 
of the value which Congress has given to the work by that danation. 
In other words, I am not willing to consent that after Congress has con- 
ferred a great subsidy upon a corporation to enable it to construct its 
works, Congress should then buy the works without any allowance be- 
ing made to the Government for the value created by that original grant. 
So, Mr. Speaker, fer all these reasons, I think that the friends of this 
project, without compromising its ultimate adoption, without com- 
promising the question of the great value of this canal as a public work— 
I think that under the cireumstances they can very well afford to with- 
draw this provision, and let us try to pass the bill leaving it out. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Ohio hasexpired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HENLEY]. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr Speaker, I know something about the canal 
that is sought by this amendment to be settled upon the Government. 
It was a subject of investigation by the Committee on Public Lands in 
the Forty-eighth Congress. A resolution was introduced to refer the 
subject to that committee for the purpose of investigating the questions 
connected with the construction of that canal and the grant of land 
that accompanied the act providing for it. The grant, as I remember, 
was of 400,000 acres of land of enormous value, containing some of the 
most valuable mineral deposits and some of the best timber on thecon- 
tinent. TheCommittee on Public Lands would have reported in favor 
of the forfeiture of the grant had it not been for the fact that the act 
devolved upon the governor of Michigan the duty of certifying as to 
the completion of the canal in accordance with the terms of the law. 
The governor had socertified, and the committee thought that it would 
be perhaps dangerous for Congress to undertake to interfere with the 
validity of that certification. But the inquiry that was instituted un- 
der the resolution developed the fact that the canal had been constructed 
in an exceedingly imperfect and incomplete manner, 80 as to be quite in- 
sufficient to meet the requirements of commerce, and had it not been for 
the provision of the law which authorized the governor of Michigan to 
certify the completion of the canal, the committee would have recom- 
mended the forfeiture of the grant upon the ground that the grantees 
had not complied with the terms of the law. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will permit me, I will ask him if it 
was not also a part of the defense made by Mr. Davis, the president’of 
the company, that the lands had been sold and had passed into the 





hands of aliens, English capitalists, who knew nothing of any possible 
defect in the title. 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, sir; thatis true. One of the grounds againc: 
forfeiture urged by the president of the canal company was that tho 
lands embraced within the grant itself had actually passed into ti» 
hands of foreign capitalists, and were therefore beyond the reach of 
Congress. We did not pay special attention to that position; fi; jr 
that was the only difficulty with which the committee was confronted 
we should certainly have urged a forfeiture. It was claimed, however 
that they were innocent purchasers. 

Mr. MOFFATT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MOFFATT. Are you aware of the fact that we are not paying 
a single dollar for that canal ? _— 

Mr. HENLEY. Why you got $5,000,000 more than enough to build 
the canal, according to the requirements of the act of Congress, 

Mr. MOFFATT. This bill does not provide a dollar for that canal. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
which has been read. 

Mr. NEECE. I ask that it be reported again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 109, 
noes 63. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the last vote taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now offer the other resolation, which is at the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees of the House on the river and harbor bill, when 
next appointed, be instructed to insist on striking out the amendment of the Sen- 
ate making an appropriation for the Lake Michigan and Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen on each side. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] to control the time in opposition. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ ‘* Vote!”’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield one minute to my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. NEEcE]. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, there is no measure pending before Con- 
gress, nor is it likely that there will be one, which tends so largely to 
regulate the charges of railroads for the transportation of freight as the 
completion of this Hennepin Canal. It is a question which has been 
before Congress for many years; it is before this one and will be here 
before the next one, urged by the friends of cheap transportation in this 
country, unless it is adopted; and you people who have so much trouble 
about the Constitution in connection with this canal will find that the 
Constitution will take care of itself and that the people will force this 
canal to be builtin the interest of cheap transportation in this country. 
It will have the effect to put it beyond the power of railroad corpora- 
tions to extort just what they please from the people of the Northwest, 
and to that extent it will help the entire country. I hope the resolu- 
tion will not be agreed to. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Lilinois. I now yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois { Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Speaker, by the action of the Senate the House is 
now brought to face the question of accepting from the State of Illinois 
96 miles of canal with an appropriation to begin the work of extending 
said canal to the Mississippi River. 

It seems to me, sir, that not in this Congress nor in many preceding 
sessions of this body has any question which affects so largely and di- 
rectly the prosperity of the whole country been presented for our con- 
sideration. 

The resolution now offered by the chairman of the River and Harbor 
Committee [Mr. WILLIs], by which it is proposed to instract the com- 
mittee of conference to strike out the Senate amendment which provides 
for the acceptance and construction I have referred to, ought not to pass. 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this question a few days ago this 
enterprise was characterized on this floor asascheme. It was denied 
emphatically that it was a ‘‘steal,’’ but it was insisted that it was 
a ‘‘scheme.’’ Mr. Speaker, it is a scheme, and one of the grandest 
schemes that has ever been — to the American Congress in the 
interests of all our people. It is a scheme, sir, toconnect the East with 
the West. It is ascheme to connect the Mississsppi Valley, which con- 
tains one-half of the population of these States, with the industries of 
the East. It is ascheme to connect the waters of the Mississippi Valley 
with the waters of the East. It is a scheme to benefit all the farming 
interests that lie west of Chicago in six States of this Union and one 
Territory i ly. It is to benefit the manufecturing interests of 
the East. It is a scheme to develop every coal field in these portions 
of the United States. It is a scheme that will aid and benefit one-half 
of the people of this country, and which does no injury to the remainder. 
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It isascheme to present to the Government of the United States a canal 


that has cost $6,000,000 for the sole purpose of inaugurating the scheme | 


I have suggested. 


Mr. Speaker, the Illinois and Michigan Canal extends from Chicago 
and the waters of Lake Michigan southwesterly to the city of La Salle, | 


a distance of 96 miles, and there connects with the Illinois River im- 

rovement. This canal was built by the State of Illinois, aided by 
grant of lands from the United States, and has been in successful opera- 
tion since its completion in 1847. 
a water depth of 6 feet. The total cost of the work was $6,557,681.50. 
It has been the practice of the State to operate the canal on the policy 
of low tolls, and yet its net receipts over operating expenses amount to 
$2,993,691.74, 

By an act of the Legislature of Illinois approved April 28, 1882, ‘‘the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal, its right of way, and all its appurtenances, 
and all rights, titles, and interest which the State has in any real estate 
ceded to the State by the United States for canal purposes,’’ was ceded 
to the United States upon the express condition that the grant should 
be accepted within five years, and that thereafter the said canal should 
be maintained as a national water way for commercial purposes, to be 
used by all persons without discrimination, under such rules and regu- 
lations as Congress may prescribe. This act was ratified by a large 
majority of the voters of the State at the election of November 7, 1882. 

The proposed canal from Hennepin, on the Illinois River, to the Mis- 
sissippi, is designated as the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal, and 
is known as the ‘‘ Hennepin Canal.’’ It has been surveyed by author- 
ity of the Forty-seventh Congress, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, and the United States engineers report ‘‘a perfectly feasible 
route’’ for a canal 80 feet wide at the water-line, with 7 feet of water. 
When completed direct water communication will be secured between 
the great lakes and the water ways of the East to the Mississippi River 
on the west and the Gulf of Mexico on the south. The length of the 
line from Hennepin to the Mississippi at the mouth of Rock River is 
74.5 miles. A feeder 37.1 miles in length is to be built extending to 
Dixon, on Rock River, and called the Rock Island route. Major Ben- 
yaurd, in his report, says of the dimensions of canal and locks: 


It is proposed to make the canal and feeder 80 feet wide on the water surface, 
and 7 feet deep, with slopes of 1 on 1}. The locks for the main canal are 170 
feet long and 30 feet wide. These latter dimensions were adopted after consid- 
ering the question of low-water navigation on the Upper Mississippi, as affecting 

transportation. The hull measurement of the larger size barges adapted 
to the passage of the locks, is, according to the custom-house authorities, about 
300 tons, though with deeper water afforded by higher stages of the river, and 
also by the proposed dimensions of the canal, such barges can, with the box- 
top. carry over 600 tons; but we had to be governed by the minimum draught 
of the boats at the most unfavorable stage of of the main river. 

The same lock dimensions for the Hennepin Canal were also adopted by Col- 
onel Macomb in the report of 1874, in connection with the subject of transpor- 
tation routes to the seaboard. 


The estimated cost of constructing this canal and feeder, including 
right of way, is $6,672,890.67; the estimated cost of enlarging the Illi- 
nois and Michigan Canal, $2,298,919.15; total, $8,971,809.82. Thiscs- 
timate is for the construction of what is known as the Rock Island 
route, which is recommended by the committee. 

The proposition in the bill is to accept of the proffered grant of the 
Tilinois and Michigan Canal made by the Stateof Illinois on the terms 
proposed, and to construct, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 


the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal (called the Hennepin), thus | 


connecting the great water systems of the East and West. 

The western system, consisting of the Mississippi and its tributaries, 
drains an area of 1,244,000 square miles—considerably larger than all 
central Europe, a region which for richness of soil is without a parallel, 
and contains a population of over 25,000,000. 

Turn now to the East; look at the great lakes, the River Saint Law- 
rence, the Erie Canal, and the Hudson River, which touches New Eng- 
land and reaches New York Harbor, and you have another grand system 
which in its importance as a developed inland water way stands un- 
equaled in this country. These two are waiting to be united in one 
grand water way, calling, if you please, on this Congress to supply the 
needed link that shall furnish to the nation advantages for internal 
commerce unequaled on the globe. 

Why is this work demanded now? Mr. Speaker, the answer is to 
cheapen and regulate rates of transportation. 

As has well been said, the four great departments of industry which 
give employment to our people are, agriculture, mining, manufacture, 
and commerce. Next to personal liberty and the equal rights of all, 
if there be any duty which in time of peace a government owes to the 
people of greater sacredness than is involved in promoting these, I know 
not what it is. Cheap transportation is essential to the prosperity, ay, 


and almost to the very existence, of every one of these departments of 


industry. To the agriculturist it is the same as cheaper production; 
to the miner it is better wages for his work; to the manufacturer it isa 
saving in the cost of his wares; to commerce it lessens outlay and en- 
larges the volume of business, and to the consumer of both agricultural 
products and of manufactured goods it lessens the cost of living. In 
short, cheap transit is a blessing to all and an injury to none. 

In discussing rtation, two methods now in use must be con- 
sidered—one by water, the other by rail. 
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The railway age in which we live has made us almost forget the river 
and the canal, and the impression seems to have been made on the pub- 
| lic mind that the canal method has passed away, or, at least, has been 
so completely superseded by the railroad as to be unworthy of attention. 
Mr. Speaker, no greater mistake can be made. 

Sir Vernon Harcourt, in his late work on rivers and canals, says 
there are in use in Great Britain 3,138} miles of canal; in France, 2,954 
| miles; while Holland and Italy are famed for their extensive systems 
of canals. In India, canals are utilized for both irrigation and trans- 
| portation; one of the most important being the Lower Gan 
582 miles in length, just completed. I 
this distinguished authority says: 


res Canal, 


In concluding a chapter on canals 
k 


It is evident that rivers and canals when properly maintained and developed 


still form important routesof inland communication rheir commercial value 
has in most cases been considerably impaired by railways; but they are grad- 
ually recovering from the depression into which they were thrown by the keen 


competition of the railway systen 
with railways in the conveyance « 
it is certain they possess 


is. Though canals can not hope to compete 
f passengers and of light, perish able artic 


advantages for the transport of heavy and bulky goods, 


He concludes by saying: 


Canals, if maintained, extended, and, when necessary, enlarged, as_is being 
done now in France, and if not suffered to fall into the hands of the proprietors 
| of railways traversing the same districts, both fostera healthy competition with 
railways and tend consequently to reduce the cost of transport to the advantage 
of the public. 


7 





Mr. Speaker, it is by no means strange that the advent of railways 
and the wonderfully rapid development of the system should, for a time 
at least, have caused the river and canal to be pushed out of favor- 
ableconsideration. Why, sir, as young as I am, the first laid railway 
track on which passengers were carried in the United States is within 
my recollection. Since then, what a miracle has been wrought by steel 
and steam. From that small beginning railways having covered as 

| with a net-work every State east of the Alleghanies, have found their 
way over these mountain barriers into the valley of the Mississippi, en- 
tering every State and Territory, and almost every county therein. 
They have sped across the plains from the Missouri to the base of the 
Rockies, and, nothing daunted by their steep ascents, have found for 
themselves passes or pierced their way through tunnels, and with 
five magnificent trunk lines are now carrying passengers and freight 
from the shores of the Atlantic to the Pacific, while with the number- 
less branches, the rich valleys and mining region of the Rocky and 
Sierra mountain ranges are everywhere being reached by the railway 
train. 

Since the world began, in no other half century has so much been 
done by any one agency to push forward the interests of the four great 
departments of industry already referred to, or to advance civilization, 
as by the railways of the United States. They represent an invested 
capital of $8,000,000,000; they are conducted by the best business talent 
the country affords; they have had, moreover, conferred upon them cor- 
porate powers under which they claim the right to act in any way that 
in the judgment of their managers is calculated to promote their own 
interests. The railway shareholder delegates the management of his 
capital to a board of directors and to managers, and thereafter has no 
care respecting it other than a good dividend. Selfishness, strength- 
ened by corporate powers, must necessarily control every railway cor- 
poration in theland. Thecompetition to which a confiding public once 
looked for protection has faded from sight, and combination has taken 
its place. The powers conferred by State government upon the corpo- 
rations which control the 125,000 miles of existing railways in this coun- 
try have been so exercised that nowhere is there a section wherein com- 
merce is not at the mercy of the railways, save where there is water 
transportation. 

In all this I bring no railing accusation, but merely state facts as they 
do and must exist with such a railway system as we now have. The 
men who control these railways will compare favorably with any other 
class in all that goes to make up business character and respectability, and 
itis by no means probable that those by whom railroad managers are as- 
sailed would have shown themselves less subject to criticism than the 
latter had the same business devolved upon them. I put this case as 
it is, simply to show the criminal folly of a government that proposes 
irrevocably to commit its internal commerce to the unrestrained and un- 
controlled guardianship of such asystem. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
propose to enter now into the discussion of the railway problem and its 
bearing on the vital interests of the country. The highest interests of 
our 


INTERNAL COMMERCE 

require that transportation should be regular, the tariff on heavy ar- 
ticles should be placed at the lowest remunerative rates that actual 
competition can secure. To accomplish this a free water way open to 
all is the only certain method ; and this proposition I shall endeavor 
to prove before I conclude. 


ie 


Fortunately for this discussion, Mr. Speaker, we are not le/{t to any 
speculation or guess-work for facts on which to base our arguments; 
we have instead, years of legitimate competition between railways and 


water ways, conducted on agrand scale, each system doing its very best 
to secure the enormons traffic which has been carried on; and I have 


here the results to which I invite the candid attention of the House. 
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The following statements are copied from a public document entitled 
**“Commerce and Navigation, 1884:’’ 
Statement showing the average freight per bushel on wheat from Chicago to 
New York for ten years. 


| 
| 
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43} 14.6) 24.1 
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| 13.3] 17.3 
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| 10.4 14.4 
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\u1.5!| 16.5 

| 9.75 31.0 


Statement showing the rate per ton per mile on railroads west of Chicago compared 
with railroads east of it—1883. 
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Cents. 
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Now, sir, here is demonstration that water ratesfrom Chicago to New 
York are 6.40 cents per bushel less than all-rail rates between the same 
points. Mr. Speaker, I challenge the closest scrutiny as to the correct- 
ness of these statements, and I here ask any who can to controvert them. 
I repeat the statement—water beats rail between Chicago and New 
York over 6 cents per bushel. This is the result of a contest in which 
railways having superior facilities and managed by the ablest have done 
their best to absorb and control the traffic, and I may add that one of 
the leading authorities on railway traffic concedes that water lines must 
control rates for all heavy traffic. 

Now, suppose we apply these ascertained facts in relation to the effect 
of all-water transportation eastward from Chicago to the traffic west of 
Chicago and what do we find? Why, sir, we find, first, that railway 
rates west of Chicago are 70 per cent. higher than rail rates east, and 
why? Simply because of the absence of an all-water competition to the 
West. Nor is this all that would inevitably follow if the great lakes 
and the Mississippi were connected by the proposed Hennepin Canal. 

The same reduction already secured on freights east of Chicago ap- 
plied to freight west, upon the basis of the facts as shown in the tables 
furnished, would amount to a saving of 8 cents per bushel on grain 
from Mississippi points to Chicago. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having shown by reliable data the saving on each 
bushel of grain transported over the contemplated route, it is next in 
order to ascertain the quantity of cereals produced in the region of 
country that will be reached and influenced by the proposed canal, and 
in this way we can satisfy ourselves as to whether or not we can afford 
to build it. 

The following tables are compiled from the report of the Statistician, 
Department of Agriculture, No. 25, made to Hon. Norman J. Coleman, 
Commissioner, for the year 1885: 
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OATS. 
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RECAPITULATION. 
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These tables must be received as the most reliable data Within our 
reach, and they show the annual production of cereals in the States 
most ‘directly affected by the construction of the proposed canal, in 


1885, to be the enormous total of 1,555,633,000 bushels. No cne wil! 
pretend but that the value of every bushel of this grain is determined 
by the price of what is shipped away; so that whatever of saving can 
be made in the cost of transportation should be calculated on the en- 
tire crop whether it is shipped or not; but to meet every possible criti- 
cism, let us calculate the saving on one-half the crop of 1885, or 777,000. - 
000 bushels, to be not 8 cents, as the facts before quoted demonstrate. 
but only 4 cents per bushel, and the result is asaving of over $30,000,000 
per annum to the producer of those cereals alone. But, Mr. Speaker, 
this saving, vast as it is, becomes insignificant when compared with the 
future possibilities of the region we are considering, and these we should 
take into account if we desire to act wisely in reference to the question 
before us. 

It is estimated that the proportion of acres cultivated to the cultiva- 
ble land in the States named is as follows: Wisconsin, 1 in 64; Minne- 
sota, 1 in 13; Nebraska, 1 in 29; Kansas, 1 in 34; Dakota, 1 in 30; 
Missouri, 1 in 11; Illinois, 1 in 5. 

Nowhere else in our own country is there such an agricultural region; 
none where the proportion of cultivable lands is so large; none capable 
of making so many homes of plenty for prosperous, intelligent cultivat- 
ors of the soil—a class of citizens indispensable to the stability of our 
institutions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose we build the canal and so cheapen transit 
on the productions of these States as to give to the agriculturist a fair 
return, and to the farm laborer fair wages,who can doubt but in afew 
years the sparsely settled portions of that entire region will be covered 
with homes of comfort. Hither the surplus laborers in the crowded 
cities and towns of the East will find their way, and a happy deliver- 
ance from deprivation and want will await their coming. 

But to come back to our present condition—I propose to show what 
effect the proposed canal will have on other portions of our country, 
but more especially on the East, with which naturally our traffic rela- 
tions are most extensive and direct. Now, it must be conceded that 
any saving in freights on the cereals and other products of the West 
consumed in the East must be shared by both producer and consumer, 
and this will be especially the case in the ‘‘good time coming,’’ when 
we shall more nearly consume what we produce, and produce what we 
consume at home. The amount of grain distributed from the trade 
centers of the East for consumption (see Nimmo’s Report on Internal 
Commerce of the United States, 1880, page 57) shows the cereal receipts 
in bushels and exports from the cities of Boston, New York, and Phil- 
adelphia as follows: 


Receipts. | Exports. 
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Subtracting the exports from the receipts of each of these cities, the 
balance will show what was retained in each for home constwmption, as 
follows, namely: Omitting small fractions, Boston retained 19,000,000 
bushels, New York retained 32,000,000 bushels, and Philadelphia re- 
tained 17,500,000 bushels, all for consumption. Besides this, as every 
business man knows, shipments of grain from the West to Pittsfield, 
Springfield, Worcester, Lowell, Lawrence, and numerous other cities 
and towns in Massachusetts do not go to Boston at all, but directly to 
those cities and towns. 

Neither does the grain from the West shipped to the many cities and 
towns west of New York city go the city of New York, but directly to 
those cities and towns. There is no extravagance, therefore, in the sup- 
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ition that the amount of grain from the West consumed in Massa- 
chusetts west of Boston, and in New York west of the city of New York, 
equals the quantity retained for home consumption in those cities and | 
their immediate neighborhoods respectively. 

This granted, and we have a grand total of grain consumed in the | 
cities of Philadelphia, New York, and Boston, and in the New England 
States, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, amounting to 137,- 
000,000 of bushels annually. How much of the freight saving accrues 
to the consumer I will not undertake to determine, but conceding that 
it is 1 cent per bushel, it is more than sufficient to pay annual interest 
at 10 per cent. on the entire cost of the improvement provided for in 
this bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are other reasons why the manufacturing and 
commercial East should take a deep interest in this great enterprise. 
The people of the West are the customers of the East. They buy their 
manufactured articles, and whatever adds to the prosperity of the peo- 
ple of the West increases their ability to purchase from the East; and 
whatever reduces the cost of shipment, not only enlarges the market, 
but adds to the profit of the manufacturer. 

In view of these facts so well known to business men is it surprising 
that the National Board of Trade, the New York Produce Exchange, the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, the Buffalo Board of Trade, 
and numerous other boards of trade and conventions in various parts of 
the country, and that the Legislatures of New York, Illinois, and Iowa 
should have so unanimously passed resolutions calling upon Congress 
to make the necessary appropriations for the construction of this much 
needed improvement? 

Before entering upon another branch of this discussion allusion should 
be made to the fact that with this improvement barges towed by steam 
will transport such heavy articles from New Orleans and the entire 
South to Chicago as may seek market there, and in turn take back the 
products of the North—a trafic that will assume an importance un- 
dreamed of now as soon as with enlightened statemanship we reach out 
and secure a proper commercial alliance with our South American 
republican neighbors. 

Mr. Speaker, I come now to the effect of cheap transit on our 
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This brings us to the contemplation of a commercial fact that never 
before existed, namely: Wheat produced by American farmers compet- 
ing for a market with wheat raised in India. 

Wheat sown and harvested in fields 12,000 miles from each other are 
to-day being sold side by side in the markets of Central Europe, and 
mostly Great Britain. The significance of the stupendous fact more 
fully appears when we examine the agencies that have produced it, and 
the lesson that it teaches. 

The Mississippi Valley we know; the depth and richness of its soil, 
its climate, its beautiful prairies where our hardy pioneers have made 
themselves homes, erected churches and school-houses—with cities and 
towns already built up and building—a population called ‘‘ rowdyish ”’ 
sometimes, but as intelligent, industrious, enterprising, and brave as 
ever gave character to any country on which the sun of heaven shines. 

Labor-saving implements have enabled them to conquer in part the 
drudgery of farming. The gang-plow, the seeder, the harvester, and 
the thrashing-machine move through their fields in obedience to the 
intelligence that guides them. Mr. Speaker, not elsewhere on earth is 
there to be seen the equal of the farm laborers of the great Northwest. 

But, sir, they are raising wheat for the European market, and who 
are their competitors? They are the lowest caste or outcasts of India; 
men whose religion dooms them to remain the hopeless victims of a 
degraded caste. For clothing a strip of cotton about their loins and 
another about their brows is the one unchanging costume. The outfit 
of one of these competing wheat producers consists of— 
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Thus equipped he pays a rental of $3.60 per acre for the land to till. 
He manures his field, and with his rude plow scratches a shallow fur- 
row, a process which he repeats not less than twenty times before the 
wheat issown. The village priest is consulted as to the time the sow- 
ingistobegin. Seeding is done by hand-dropping in thefurrows. The 
sprouting crop is often weeded by hand and is watered again and again 
inthesame way. When the harvest is ripe, the reaper with his 6-cent 
sickle, sitting upon his haunches, cuts a gathered handful at each stroke 
and lays it in a gavel by his side, and in this way the patient harvester 
finishes one-twelfth of an acre each working day. The thrashing-floor 
isaspotof hard ground witha center stake, to which a group of bullocks 
in line are attached by ropes, and around this stake they tramp until 
the straw is flattened and the thrashing is done. Then comes the 
Winnower with his scoop, that costs 7 cents, and finishes the work. 
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Mr. Speaker, is it possible that while we have a soil so rich that if 
transported to these fields in India it would bring a high price as manure, 
and with every agricultural implement brought to the highest perfec- 
tion of labor-saving, it is yet a question whether we can maintain our 
hold on the wheat markets of Great Britain ? 

It is even so, and the reasons foritshould now command 


us 
attention. 

The British Government, guided by a stetesmanship that does it 
honor—a statesmanship worthy of a nation that aspires to lead the world 
in commercial greatness—has had the courage to act upon the convic- 
tion that the operators in her mines and factories must be fed at the 
lowest possible cost. 

British statesmanship has secured the control of the Suez Canal; it 
has improved the rivers and harbors of India, and with a lavish hand 
dug canals which are used both for irrigation and transportati ind 
has by subsidizing railways and controlling rates and by government 


building of railways brought the distant wheat-fields of India within 
profitable reach of Calcutta, Bombay, and Kurrachee. 
The following statement of the amount expended by the British Gov- 


ernment in aid of inland transportation in India is taken from the ad- 
ministration report on the railways in India for 1884-85, made to the 
British Parliament. 
SUMMARY 

The total extent of railways open for traffic in India on the 3ist of March, 1885, 
is 12,004 miles, of which 6,906 miles are in the hands of companies, 4,451: sure 
state lines, either imperial or provincial, and 664 miles belong to native sta 

The total capital outlay on the railways and connected steamer services 
amounted on the 3ist of December, 1854, to £155,450,565, of which £105,319.144 
have been expended by guaranteed companies inclusive of the cost of t! ast 
India Railway. 

Total expenditure on canals used for irrigation and navigation, from 1873 to 


1883, a period of ten years, amounted to £11,335,964. 


Thus we find that the total amount expended by the British Gov- 


ernment in India for canals for irrigation and transportation, for rail- 
ways and connected steamer service, either directly in building, or by 


guarantees to companies, up to 1884, is over $800,000, 000 

The total expenditare of the United States, from the becinning of 
the Government, for river and harbor improvements, to June ‘ 
was less than $125,000,000. Whatacontrast! Great Britain provid- 
ing for an expenditure of $800,000,000 in India alone to develop the 
resources of one of her dependencies, while we in a century have only 
expended one hundred and twenty-five millions on our rivers, harbors, 
and canals. 

Sir Lord Salisbury, in speaking of the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, declared: 


Tw) 
0. i be 


We are rivals—rivals politically, rivals commercially. We aspire to the s 
position; we both aspire to the government of the seas. We are bo Iai t- 
facturing people,and in every port,as well as in every « t, we are rivais to 
each other. 

Mr. Speaker, shall we hesitate to accept of the position thus authori- 
tatively assigned us? Shall we not rather with eagerness enter into 
contest with theonly country on the globe that can cope with the grea 
Repnblic in a rivalry which embraces every object so aptly stated by 
the noble lord? Sir, there aresome who propose that we shall ignobly 
refuse to assert our right to lead the nations of the earth in the grand 
march toward that true greatness which protects and defends without 
hesitation the weak and the strong alike, and which, so far as a govern- 
ment can, will secure life, liberty, and happiness to ail. e 
who insist that in respect to supremacy in mauufactures and commerce 
we must not strive to win, and that the best that can be done for 
agriculturists is to suffer them to become the unaided competitors of the 
wheat-growers of India for the markets of Europe. 

Our great rival expends immense sums to secure cheap transit for ce- 
reals produced by her subjects, and we refuse to aid our own Western 
| farmers—notsubjects, but fellow-sovereigns. Look now atthe result of 
' 


a 
t 


There areson 


our 


our folly. Why, sir, that we are steadily losing our market for cereals 
can not be denied. In 1880, our exports of wheat and corn amounted 
to $288,000,000, and decreased from year to year until in 1885 the ship- 
ments had fallen to $162,000,000, a loss of $126,000,000 in five years. 
During the same period the increase of exports of wheat from India 
have been most remarkable. 

In 1872 the first experimental cargo came to Liverpool from India. 
In 1875 she sent only 1,500,000 bushels; in 1882, 37,000,000, and last 
year India shipped to England over 60,000,000 bushe 

It is profitable, Mr. Speaker, to note here the effect of this British 
policy in India on our monetary system and our finan: ndition. 
Sir, recent discussions in this House have made so prominent the dan- 
ger to which a loss of gold would expose every interest in the land that 


«al 0) 


a reference to it is sufficient here in this connection, and I desire to call 
attention to the fact that in 1880, the year that India wheat began to 
compete with American in Europe, our exports of cereals an ted to 


$288,000,000 in value, which was 35 per cent. of our entire exports for 

that year. Now observe our loss year by year until in 18#5, when the 
| value of cereals exported by our people was reduced to $126, 0 
| 17 per cent. of the entire export trade of 1584 (exclusive of coin and 
bullion), 


1). 000, or 
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In this connection I call attention to the exports of coin and bullion: 


souls sovpovesecedeveo coceebundousbonnenstennnsenbinlaunibainduvessesisaalinaiay ann 
ED inonemuniniian peovedseevenvesesonabann’ -cscteunpendinnpiniesttngiiohnanns neibeiiaiaenebemned 21, 623, 181 
138, 003, 924 


coin and bullion exported in the same years that our exports of cereals 
fell off one hundred and twenty-six millions. 

Mr. Speaker, the proposition is a plain one. We still buy largely 
from abroad; how shall we pay? If we send our great staples to mar- 
ket we keep our gold; if we can not do this, the gold must go. The 
financial doctors disagree as to whether silver will drive gold from 
us, but practical men will let doctrinaires dispute about that, for they 
know from long experience that neither silver nor gold will leave the 
country to any harmful extent if we send to foreign markets more in 
value of the great staples we produce than we buy from abroad. 

What, then, is duty? Sir, it is as plain as the proposition. We 
should henceforward devote the energies of the nation to the regula- 
tion of internal commerce by cheapening transportation, so that the 
producers of our staples can obtain living prices for their products and 
yet successfully compete with the cheaper labor of other countries. Let 
no man tell us that this can not be done. It must be done; and that, 
too, without laying burdens on the back of labor. It is the mission 
of our civilization to do this very work, and doit well. It was for 
this that the great Republic came to be. For this, through costly, 
bloody war we have wiped out chattel slavery, and established forever 
the integrity of the Union. Impelled by a force as silent as it is re- 
sistless we are even now brought face to face with the question. 

Next to the freedom of the negro as a person bound to labor, is the 
emancipation of labor itself. It is ours to meet this question and to 
invite to its solution the laborer himself; to reverse the history of the 
past, which through weary centuries has made money king, and labor 
its tool. 

With a country as rich in material resources and as vast in extent as 
ours, with a population as energetic and enterprising, we think, as any 
other, our expenditures for internal improvements have fallen far below 
the demands of a wise economy. True, there has been a remarkable 
interruption of our energies and of our attention to these improvements. 
An immense debt had to be incurred to preserve the integrity of the 
nation, and now, after a quarter of a century has been employed to re- 
pair as far as possible the terrible waste which has come to all sections, 
we find ourselves confronted with questions pertaining to progress and 
peace. Mr. Speaker, I am rejoiced to witness on all sides and from all 
sections a disposition to take up the questions pertaining to internal 
commerce, and especially the establishment and maintenance of our 
water ways. 

Investigation will show, I am sure, that we are not only able to carry 
forward these enterprises on a scale commensurate with our present and 
future needs, but that we can not afford to delay. We should begin 
now the interrupted work. There is much to do, but this great nation 
can doitall. Year by year these improvements can be carried forward 
and the burden will scarce be felt. Why, Mr. Speaker, we know not 
the possibilities of sixty million of people in time of peace. Let all who 
want to labor have an opportunity to do so at fair wages, so that all 
this vast army of workingmen may have the means to supply the wants 
of themselves and of their dependent families, and you will at once set 
in motion the wheels of industry throughout the land. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this question is one of most serious im- 
port. It will be a shame and a disgrace to a government like ours, in 
a country like this, to permit the existing state of things to continue. 

I hold in my hand a petition from an honorable body of laboring men 
in my district, an organization as intelligent and law-abiding as can be 
found elsewhere, men who are as true patriots as ever loved a country, 
many of whom have shown their devotion by the personal sacrifices 
they have made as soldiers in the ranks. These men ask in language 
so respectful and with statements so forcible for relief, that I will in- 
corporate their own language into my remarks: 

Resolved, That in time of depression the General Government should make 
liberal appropriations of the surplus revenue for the construction of works of 
internal ng" temp and of rational importance, and redistribute among the 
po. in the form of wages, funds hoarded in the vaults of the Treasury that 

nave been taken from the people by taxation on what they eatand on what they 
Pee. That we heartily indorse the plan for the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal by the General Government as an undertaking of national impor- 
tance and necessity, an improvement that will not only benefit thousands of 
needy men pending the construction, but one that will furnish employment for 
all time to come to thousands engaged in a vast system of internal water traffic 
between New Orleans, Saint Paui, .nd New York; that will present an insur- 
mountable check tothe greed of monopolies; that will give cheaper bread tothe 
Eastand cheaper goods tothe West; that will stimulate commerce, industry, and 
agriculture every where in this great Republic. 

Resolved, That our Representatives in Congress are hereby urged to consider 
this and like projects, questions of paramount and immediate importance, and 
to act in accordance with the spirit of these resolutions. 

This plea comes from the real wealth producers. They do not ask 
that a dollar shall be ruthlessly taken away from any man; they only 
ask for the privilege to produce more wealth in a form that, like the 
proposed Hennepin Canal, shall be a national blessing for all time. 
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Their demands are just, and their ideas of true political economy ara 
sound. Sir, on every grave question of public concern the instincts 
the American people are always right. 

Let us pass this bill and the great work will thereby be made suro 
By it we shall connect the two grandest inland water ways of the wor|q 
into one system. We shall thereby add untold millions to the vaing 
of the agricultural lands of the Mississippi Valley and to the coal Janis 
of Pennsylvania. We shall foster and strengthen the manufactu:jy« 
towns of New England and New Jersey, and by increasing our foreign 
shipments benefit our Atlantic seaports and add to the financia) 
strength of the country by aiding to maintain our foreign commer. 
and more than that, when the time comes, if it shall, when we pro- 
duce no surplus cereals for foreign markets, this water line wil] con- 
tinue then as before to cheapen breadstuffs and provisions to the con- 
sumers of our manufacturing towns of the East. 

Build this canal and provide for the enlargement of the Erie Canal. 


of 


and you will have donesomething, at least, to restrain the influence of 
railway monopoly and combination. Buildit, and you will supply the 
missing link in the great line of navigable waters from the Gulf of st. 
Lawrence to the Gulf of Mexico. Build this canal, and you wil) not 
violate the letter of the Constitution, but, on the contrary, wil! fulfil) 


the spirit of the preamble to that instrument which interprets one of 
its great objects to promote the general welfare of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, there be some I know whostill hold to the old idea that 
each State should build all public improvements intended for water 
ways within its own borders—a proposition which must carry with 
it an imputation thatthe Stateof Illinois, in which the Hennepin Canal 
is located, is not willing to do her duty as one of the States of the Union. 
Why, sir, Illinois never yet has asked to be excused from doing all that 
sheshould do to promote the interests of her own people or of the peo- 
ple of the United States. In this very bill she asks the Government 
to accept as a free gift 96 miles of canal, costing over six and one-half 
millions of dollars, in order to assist in securing cheap transportation 
for the people of the States east, west, and south of her own borders— 
a canal that has already earned above operating expenses nearly three 
millions of dollars. 

I have already pointed out that the region most directly interested 
in this canal is the six States and one Territory lying west of Chi- 
cago, comprising the Upper Mississippi section. 

Now that we may correctly decide whether or not the section de- 
scribed is fairly entitled to take from the public Treasury the amount 
required to build the Hennepin Canal, let us see how much these same 
States have put into this same Treasury fora period of ten years. 

The following apportionment of the public revenues of the United 
States to the States and Territories named below, according to the pop- 
ulation, from 1871 to 1880, is from a speech delivered by Hon. Thomas 
Turner, of Kentucky, to the Forty-sixth Congress: 


Public revenues collected on import ations of dutiable articles consumed in the 
Jollowing States for a period of ten years. 





i acetate talent nthe tinea sinranedand $205, 812, 817 45 
i httaiien ceesiainsendiliinatdinhedimatnelnriivsresenieapmecagdinbensnneniteiinensoneds 96, 754, 019 03 
ii ditndoecntencoresctimigtnbouetne sidcencscesbuszesetss cabsdacsbecstansadenssibinbeesent 29, 528, 032 78 
iI sits in celta aenanaiancdenntinaimatelmnenedtininnimcenanpebbetiptimmeneiit 35, 630,305 72 
IIIT iene nenninecintenunstndiitimenetntethinspeneemimeuueepetinnnuresemenaien 139, 480, 241 12 
STITT is caciemenbenesenkegaanitedaniabenniemmiihedas sieeaammanbertantgemnnsniaannedintel 9, 966, 364 S4 
PI cakshitiniescudisestethdedadechs dnbtctbbathonicssnsetidecmaeisatbesatovestatedivers 85, 462,192 48 
icin ncciaaancnsdatinitilie mane conannnnnuies pemcititenivciiiianiti ooo 782, 616 69 

ites citdindtuiihintndinnd tig uubiatpnsantnitandiiatancapiiaatdnanprinjaimvagghocat 603, 416,590 11 


In regard to the foregoing table Mr. Turner says: 

In ascertaining the amount of money paid into the Treasury by each State I 
do not proceed on the erroneous idea that Kentucky paid into the Treasury the 
tobaccoand whisky tax, or that New York city paid into itthe customs collected 
at that port, but that each State consumed tariff and internal-revenue articles 
in proportion to its population. Iam aware thatthis assumption may not be 
exactly accurate, but it is the best possible approximate basis. 

Sixty millions a year, then, is the amount which, according to popu- 
lation, the States named are entitled to have credit for as their contri- 
bution tothe national Treasury. I do not admit, Mr. Speaker, that the 
dutiable goods consumed by the people of these States have cost the 
consumer more by the amount named than the same goods would have 
cost had there been no protection, for,as I understand it, the foreign 
manufacturer has contributed the largest share; but be that as it may, 
the credit fairly belongs to those States, and on every principle of justice 
and equity the national Legislature should appropriate the amount re- 
quired by the provisions of the bill for the construction of a public 
work national in its character, of great importance to one-half of the 
States of this Union, and an injury to none. 

In conclusion: The substance of the facts set forth in the report on 
the Hennepin Canal, and of the arguments which follow with irresist- 
ible logic therefrom, may be briefly summed up as follows: 

1, Our cereal exports in 1880 amounted to $288,000,000. 

2. Since 1880 we have lost more than 40 per cent. of our cereal ex- 
ports by reason of competition in the great foreign markets. 

3. Foreign markets are indispensable for our surplus products. 

4. Nothing but the t transport possible can enable us to com- 
pete with Russia, Australia, and India in those markets. 

5. The value of every acre of wheat and corn producing land in the 
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Mississippi Valley depends upon the cheapest possible transport tothe | tions for important public works, such as will prove a public benefit 
rd. 


waperThe cheapest transport possible is admitted to be by water. 

7, The Hennepin Canal is the missing link to furnish complete water 
pavigation from Saint Paul to New York, a distance of 2,000 miles, util- 
jzing about 600 miles of the Mississippi River in its course. 

8, By building this canal we can regain and retain the great foreign 
markets for our cereals, and increase the magnitude of our exports. 


that region will reach the consumers of the East at reduced cost to the 
Jatter and ‘acreased profits to the former. 

10. No public improvement proposed in this country bas been so gen- 
erally and so strongly commended and urged by Legislatures, internal- 
jmprovement conventions, boards of trade, and other commercial bodies 
and eminent public men. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER). 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I was under the impression that 
when this subject was before the House for consideration in Committee 
of the Whole a few days ago the question as to whether this proposi- 
tion should remain in the bill or be stricken out was definitely settled. 
The friends of the river and harbor bill desired at that time to take the 
sense of the House as to whether this proposition should be retained in 
the bill or not. That question was submitted, a fair vote was taken, 
and when those who are opposing the policy of getting control of this 
canal discovered that there was a majority of this House in favor of this 
proposition they immediately changed their tactics and insisted that 
the subject should go into conference. 

It was then agreed by the friends of the measure, recognizing as they 
did the importance of the subject and its value to the people of this 
country, that it might go into conference, and we then believed, and 
hope now, that the House would regard that action as an instruction to 
the committee which will be again ratified by this body. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the friends of this bill that if they ex- 
a to pass it through this House they must allow these lines to stand. 

f they strike that out, although the thermometer is bordering on the 
nineties, there will be frost in Washington before this bill passes. [Ap- 

lause. 
: Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have not often in 
the twelve years, or nearly so, in which I have occupied a seat on this 
floor, troubled the House with many or with long speeches; and, of 
course, it is utterly impossible now for me, in the very few minutes I 
have in which to address the House, to enter into any extended argu- 
ment on this proposition. But I beg the attention of the House to 
what I may have to say. 

The Senate amendment, which it is proposed by this resolution to 
insist upon striking out of the river and harbor bill, embraces one of 
the most important improvements to the people of the Northwest con- 
tained in this bill. I assert here as a proposition which can not be suc- 
cessfully contradicted, that the lakes, connected as they are by the 
Erie Canal with the Atlantic seaboard, have for very many years con- 
trolled the freight rates on the commerce of the country, transported 
east and west, in at least the northern part of the United States, and 
that they have saved to the United States untold millions of dollars in 
the way of reducing freights and saving the cost of transportation to the 
people, both producers and consumers. I assert here that from 1868 
down to 1884 the saving on freight charges on the Erie Canal for the 
transportation of wheat and other cereals, the products of the North- 
west, has not been less than 6 cents on every bushel of grain trans- 
ported in each and every year; and there have been saved annually to 
the people of this country by the cheap transportation, secured by lake 
and canal, many millions of dollars. So much for that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is this proposition? It is to extend the 
benefits of that cheap line of transportation from Chicago to Saint Paul 
at the head of navigation on the Mississippi River. It is to extend this 
advantage five orsix hundred miles farther west into the heart of the great 

wing region of this country. And I say here now that it is as- 
tonishing to me that people will support improvements in this bill 
which are of minor interest, when here is an improvement of great na- 
tional importance, one of deep interest to millions of people in the 
Northwest, and gentlemen say it must be stricken out of this bill or they 
will not vote for it. But the people of that section have been demand- 
ing and will continue to demand this improvement, and I give notice 
here and now to the members of this House that like Banquo’s ghost it 
will not down. [Applause.] It is in the interest of the people. It is 
for the benefit of the people. You spend millions to erect magnificent 
buildings for the public service. You spend millions to erect monu- 
ments to the fathers and distinguished men of our couutry and to our 
great benefactors. But this isa government of the people and we should 
legislate in the interest of the people, and to benefit them. When gen- 
tlemen say here on the floor of this House, not publicly, but quietly to 
those who are the friends of this canal, that ‘‘1f you vote for this prop- 
sition you strike down the river and harbor bill,’’ that is a game that 
can be played by more than one; and I want those who are the friends 
of tion for the people, who believe in legislating in the 
interest of the people, to stand together and make judicious appropria- 


, 


I yield now two minutes to the | 





and promote the public welfare. 

Here are 500 miles of the Mississippi River from Keokuk to Saint 
Paul that would be put in direct connection with the lakes at Chicago, 
a city now of seven hundred and fifty thousand people. And it is in 
the interest of New York; it is in the interest of New England; itisin 


| the interest of Pennsylvania; it is in the interest of all the Northwest 
i . > 

| to make this connection. 
9, By this extension of our water ways to the West the products of | 


You doour manufacturing forus. Yousend 
us your iron, your coal, and the products ef your manufactories; and 
we send you the products of our farms. We have a common interest. 

This canal would make an east and west line of transportation. It 
would convert the Upper Mississippi River into an east and west line of 
commerce as well as a north and south line. I say to the friends of the 
Lower Mississippi River it does not divert, in my opinion, one ton of 
freight from that river. But I have herea statement, whichI shall in- 
corporate in my remarks, showing that while in 1875 and 1878 less than 
200,000 tons of merchandise in each year reached Saint Louis from the 
North, in the same years the tonnage which moved east by rail across 
the Mississippi River above Saint Louis was, in 1875, 2,344,354 tons, 
and in 1878, 3,554,838 tons, to say nothing of the tonnage which goes 
west. Thisimmense tonnage goes toChicago, and why? To findcheap 
transportation which the lakes and the canal secure. Is it notin the 
interest of the people to make a cheap line of water transportation from 
Saint Paul to New York? As the Erie Canal has been so productive of 
good woulditnot be productive of more good to extend this line of cheap 
transportation a few hundred miles further west and on toward Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Colorado, Minnesota, Dakota, and all the great grain 
fields of the West and Northwest and which States I have thestatistics 
here to show produce a large percentage of all the wheat, corn, and rye 
that are produced in this country? 

I say to the people of the city of New York you are deeply interested 
in cheap transportation and you must encourage it, if that city main- 
tains itscommercial importance. The commerce of the West has helped 
to enrich New York and to make it the great commercial city of the 
continent; and unless that city encourages these lines of cheap trans- 
portation her commercial growth and prosperity can not be maintained. 

I repeat there is no question of greater importance to our prosperity 
than this question of transportation. We improve and sometimes prop- 
erly improve rivers by simply removing overhanging trees, and snags, 
and digging out shoals, and so benefit a small amount of commerce. 

3nt can we refuse to doa great national work like this, that will benefit 
millions of people and millions of commerce? If so, we fall short of our 
duty, and exhibit narrow statesmanship. [ Applause. ] 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Hatcnu]. 

Mr. HATCH. It is utterly impossible, Mr. Speaker, in five minutes 
to review this canal scheme, as the gentleman from I)linois [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ] himself characterizes it, or to present anything like an elab- 
orate argument against it. It has been so often discussed, however, in 
this House that that is unnecessary at this late day. I have sought 
this opportunity to intensify the expression of my opposition to this 
scheme, and also for the purpose of expressing my admiration of the 
earnestness and zeal with which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON | and my friend from Iowa [ Mr. MuRPHY ] have supported 
and urged this scheme. In season and out of season these gentlemen 
have pressed this Hennepin Canal project upon the attention of Con- 
gress at every session since the beginning of the Forty-sixth Congress. 
And if you will take out the personal influence of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Mur- 
PHY] there are not to-day 25 votes upon this floor in favor of the 
scheme upon its merits. Every vote that it gets here to-day beyond 
25 will be due to the personal exertions and personal influence of those 
two gentlemen. 

The gentleman from Illinois says that this scheme will not down. 
Yes, it will down, if members of this House do their duty, and this 
will be the last time that it will come here from the Senate after the 
House has condemned it time and again as a rider upon the river and 
harbor bill. It has no place upon this bill under our rules; it is here 
now as an intruder. It comes as an amendment from the Senate in 
violation of the rules of the House, and its supporters hope to get it 
through in that way in the conference report. It will down to-day 
unless members of this House are willing to embark upon a series of 
appropriations not only for this but for every canal scheme that has 
been introduced into Congress in the past twenty-five years. And does 
it not come with a bad grace from the State of Illinois to ask that the 
Federal Government shall build this canal through half a dozen coun- 
ties in that State when the people of Illinois have put the mark of their 
disapprobation upon it in the very constitution of the State, so that 
while that constitution exists not one dollar of the money of Illinois 
can ever be appropriated by the State Legislature to aid this Hennepin 
Canal scheme? Nevertheless, they seek to ‘‘unload’’ it upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and to make the tax-payers of the coun- 
try pay forit. It is said that this is in the interest of the farmers. The 
farmers will pay this tax and the monopolists of Chicago will get what- 
ever benefit there may be in the scheme. But, sir, I do not believe 
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there is any benefit in it. I do not believe it has a single merit to rec- 
ommend it to-day. If it had, the wide-aiake monopolists and busi- 
ness men of Chicago would build it inside of six months. It is nothing 
in the world but an attempt to ‘‘unload”’ a local State scheme upon 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is the gentleman aware that the canal, instead of 
having been a burden to the State of Illinois, has been a source of profit 
to the State thus far? 

Mr. HATCH. Then why in the name of common sense and good 
business do you not go and build it yourselves? Take that provision 
out of your State constitution, and go on and build the canal. 

Mr. NEECE. If the gentleman will permit me to answer that ques- 
tion, it is because your State, and the State of Iowa, and the State of 
Michigan, and all the Northwest, have as much interest in it as Illinois. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, we have no interestin it, and we do not ask for 
any. 

Mr. NEECE. We improve the Mississippi River fer you; we build 
you Government buildings in your towns, and yet you stand up here 
and oppose this work which is for the benefit of the commerce of the 
West. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; and you stood here and obstructed the appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Mississippi River in behalf of this 
scheme. Missouri and Iowa and all the Northwest that understand 
the merits of this proposition are opposed to it, of course. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Secretary of War has recommended the ap- 
propriation of about $42,000,000 to carry on river and harbor improve- 
ments this year. There has never been a Congress assembled bold 
enough to appropriate twenty millions in one year for those purposes. 
Only a small proportion of the amount that is‘actually required for 
river and harbor improvements can be appropriated in any one year, 
and therefore it seems to me that the inauguration of new canal schemes 
to draw off a portion of the money that can be allowed for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors is the beginning of the death-knell of that 
kind of work. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will permit 
me, the estimates in the book I hold in my hand are forty-two millions, 
but the summary in the Book of Estimates reduces the amount to ten 
and a half millions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going by the Book of Estimates; but whether 
the estimates be one thing or another the measures which have already 
been undertaken by Congress in the way of river and harbor improve- 
ments can not be carried out for $250,000,000. The result is that you 
have to appropriate dribbling amounts for improvements, instead of 
appropriating sufficient sums to prevent that waste and destruction 
which with partial appropriations ‘evitably result fromdelay. Shall 
we aggravate that state of affairs, or shall we struggle to mend it? 
That is the question for us to determine here to-day; and the man who 
votes for the inauguration of new canal schemes is only putting a 
stumbling-block in the way of legitimate river and harbor improve- 
ments. ‘This proposition for the Hennepin Canal does not belong on 
this bill. It isa different kind of work. It has always been so held. 
The rules previde a different committee for the consideration of such 
questions. This proposition has been saddled upon the bill by the 
Senate; and the question is whether we shall let the Senate ride this 
bill to death. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATEs]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who are denominated 
by someas *‘ old fogies,’’ who believe that Congress has no power to act 
in any case unless that power is derived from constitutional grant. 
Not only is there no power in the terms of the Constitution for this sort 
of legislation and appropriation, but in the history of the convention 
which framed that instrament there is an express negative, showing 
clearly that this power was purposely withheld by theconvention. Dr. 
Franklin, as appears in Mr. Madison’s record of the debates, moved to 
add, after the words ‘‘ post-roads,’’ in Article I, section 8, the power to 
provide for cutting canals where deemed necessary: 

Mr. Wilson seconded the motion. 


Mr. Sherman objected. The expense in such cases will fall on the United 
States, and the benefit accrue to the places where the canals may be cut. 


Mr. WiLsoyn. Instead of being an expense to the United States they may be 
made a source of revenue. 

Mr. Madison suggested an enlargement of the motion into a power to grant 
charters of incorporation where the interests of the United States might require 
and the legislative provisions of individual States may be incom t. His 
primary object was, however, to secure an easy communication ween the 


States, which the free intercourse now to be opened seemed to call for. The 
political obstacles being removed,a removal of the natural difficulties as far as 
possible ought to follow, 

Mr. Randolph seconded the proposition. 

The motion being modified so as to admit a distinct question specifying and 
limiting the case of canals, the vote was taken and resulted— 
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Pennsylvania, Virginia, and Georgia, 3—yea ; Massachusetts, Connecticut. 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, no—s. 

Thus it is shown conclusively that the convention refused io ;,,. 
porate into the Constitution any such power on the part of Congr. 88 
is now proposed we shall exercise. Some of those in this House—|)..,, 
ocrats among them, I am sorry to say—who find with remarkab}¢ (,,. 
ity some clause in the Constitution under which to claim power {,, ,,, 
anything which cupidity or demagogy deems expedient, may {,, 
derive this power from that clause of the Constitution which ¢i,; 
Congress the right to regulate commerce between the States, [; <,.. 
power resides therein, Congress can cut canals, construct artificja| } a 
bors, build railroads, and create as well as regulate commerce. 1. 
short, can do anything, and there is no limit to its power. 

Sir, in receiving my political education, such as it is, I learned ¢} t 
the doctrine of the Democratic party was that this is a governmen;: ,, 
enumerated and limited powers, and that all powers which were yo: 
by the Constitution granted to this Federal Government were reseryeq 
to the States or the people; and an attempt to exercise any powers 
not granted but reserved was usurpation and diametrically opposed to 
the principles of American democracy. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an old Roman adage that times change and we 
change with them, but principles never change but live on forever. No 
power is enumerated in the Constitution to cut canals. Is it possi})|; 
that the patriots who framed that instrument could have been such 4 
lot of dolts, such dunderheaded asses as to have left or intended to have 
left in the Constitution an implied power to cut canals when they 
utterly refused to place within it the express power to do so ? ; 

Why, sir, it is much more respectable and manly and far more cred- 
itable to the intelligence of those who advocate this and similar meas. 
ures to boldiy stand on the damnable heresy of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court in the lost Legal-tender case, namely, that Congress has 
power to do whatsoever it is not prohibited by the Constitution from do- 
ing. They can not wellreferit to the general-welfare clause, because the 
canal is not beneficial to the entire people but only to those in close 
proximity to the proposed work. ‘The framers of the Constitution 
wisely withheld from Congressthispower. One State hasas much right 
as another to have acanal, which is but an artificial river cut through 
it at the expense of the Federal Treasury. 

The people of each State have contributed the money to be appropri- 
ated. That one has or may have a greater amount of commerce to {loat 
than the other has no effect upon their respective rights to the benetfac- 
tion. They are the same in principle, and one State isas much entitled 
to the benefit as the other. The difference is only in degree. If Con- 
gress is going to embark in this business of cutting canals why not now 
provide for one across the Florida Isthmus? It would be more impor- 
tant and useful to commerce than the Hennepin. 

If Congress is to embark in the business, why not now and at once 
make an appropriation for a canal to connect the waters of the Tennessee 
River with the Gulf of Mexico by the way of Mobile, passing through 
the vast and as yet undeveloped wealth of coal and iron for hundre«s 
of miles in Alabama, which when utilized will produce hundreds of mi!!- 
ions of dollars—many, many times more than the canal would cost; more 
than double all the wealth which the proposed Hennepin Canal could pro- 
duce even on the most extravagant estimates of the wildest and mosi 
zealous promoters of that scheme ? 

I could mention many others equally feasible and gigantic. I warn 
gentlemen here and now to think twice before they vote once to em- 
bark the Government in this unconstitutional business. Southern men, 
with few exceptions, have ever been the supporters and defenders of 
the Constitution; but whenever your clamors and combinations over- 
come their opposition to this kind of appropriation, as I hope they never 
may, and they enter into the grab-game, remember that the solid South 
will have but few trades and but limited combinations to make in order 
to vote more money out of the Treasury for internal improvements in 
the Southern States than twice your present bigh rates of taxation will 
put into it. Itrust that there never may be occasion for such a state 
of affairs. 

To construe the Constitution by precedents proves nothing beyond 
the number of times it has been violated. They are the sappers and 
miners in the work of its destruction. Nowhere on earth is precedent, 
right or wrong, but mostly wrong, so potential as in the Congress of the 

United States. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told by the advocates of the Hennepin Canal 
scheme that if the United States would but accept of the Illinois Canal 
upon the condition of its enlargement and cutting the Hennepin to con- 
nect it with the Mississippi River, as proposed by the State of Illinois, 
there would, in the language of Col. Mulberry Sellers, be ** millions in 
it.”? I have no doubt of it. There would at least be the ten millions 
in it which the work would cost the Government. But the millions 
to come ont of it would be no nearer realization than those of that hope- 
ful individual for the vast fortune he expected to obtain by the sale o! 
his eye-water. 

The total number of canals which have been constructed within the 
United States is one hundred and four, with an length ot 
4,468} miles at a total cost of construction of $214,041,802. Of these 
fifty-two have been abandoned. The gross income of all the canals 
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operated in the year 1880 was $4,538,620. The gross expenditures for 
the same period were $2,954,156. The net income for the same time | 
was $1,584,464. The fifty-two abandoned canals aggregate a total | 
length of 1,953} miles, and cost $44,013,166 to construct them. 

The net income of the operating canals is shown to have been for the 
gear 1880 less than three-quarters of 1 per cent., only about seventy 
one-hundredths of 1 per cent. upon the money invested. I publish | 
below some statistical statements which illustrate what I say in this | 
connection. Now, if this Hennepin Canal scheme is a good one and | 
would prove a paying investment, why does not the great and prosper- 
ous State of Illinois take hold of it and build it? 

Why does not the great and growing city of Chicago, which is situ- 
ated immediately on the proposed line, raise the money and eut the 
canal? Itis entirely within thatState. If the Illinois Canal is a pay- 
ing institution, as is asserted here, why did the voters of the State poll 
such a tremendous majority—nearly all the votes being one way—to 
give it to the United States? Whence comes such liberality? It 
seems to me like the story of the dog-skin, which the owner could not 
sell nor give away, and finally determined to loseit. I hope the United 
States will never be committed to such a scheme as cutting canals or 
buying those already constructed. 


OPERATING CANALS, 


Statement of length, cost of construction, and annual report of business operations for 
the year 1880 of all canals, including their branches and feeders, in the United States 
costing each $1,000,000 or more, and being twenty-five in number. 

NEW YORK. 

Erie Canal and branches and feeders: Cost, $51,609,200; length, 365.48 miles; 
gross income, $1,120,691; total expenditures 1880, $678,124; dividend, eight hun- 
dred and fifty-six one-thousandths of 1 percent. net income from operating Erie, 
1880, $442,567. 

Oswego: Cost, $3,077,429 ; length, 18 miles; gross income, $14,388; total expend- 
itures for 1880, $37,877; percentage of loss, seven hundred and sixty-three one- 
thousandths of 1 per cent.; net loss 1880, $23,489. 

Cayuga and Seneca: Cost, $1,520,542; length, 24.77 miles; gross income, $1,532; 
total expenditures 1880, $11,788; net loss 1830, $10,256. 

Champlain feeder and dam: Cost, $2,378,910; length, 81 miles; gross income, 
sei total expenditures 1880, $136,520; percentage of loss, 3.58; net loss 1880, 
. . . 

Black River and improvements: Cost, $3,224,779; length, 35.50 miles; gross in- 

come, $11,800; total expenditures 1880, $51,293; loss 1.23 per cent.; net loss 1880, 

$39,493. 

Delaware and Hudson: Cost, $6,339,210; length, 83 miles; gross income, $39,500; 
total expenditures 1880, $184,272; percentage of loss, 2.28; net loss 1880, $144,772. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Morris Canal and Banking Company: Cost, $6,000,000; length, 103 miles ; gross 
income, $215,677; expenditures for 1880, $160,418; dividend, nine thousand two 
hundred and nine ten-thousandths of 1 per cent.; net income 1880, $55,259. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Pennsylvania Company, six divisions: Cost, $7,731,750; length, 322 miles; gross 
income, $368,770; total expenditures for 1880, $177, 826; dividend, 2.47 per cent.; 
net income 1880, $190, 944. 

Susquehanna Tide Water: Cost, $4,930,705; length, 30 miles; gross income, 
$55, 260; total expenditures for 1880, $35, 979 ; dividend thirty-nine one-hundredths 
of 1 per cent. ; net income 1830, $19, 281. 

Union Canal Company: Cost, $5,907,850; length, 84.64 miles; gross income, 
$26,997; total expenditures 1880, $22,496; dividend, seven hundred and sixty-one 
ten-thousandths of 1 per cent.; net income 1880, $4,501. 

Schuyikill Navigation Company: Cost, $12,580,461; length, 58.18 miles; gross 
income, $573,133 ; total expenditures 1880, $169,952 ; dividend, 3.20 per cent. ; net in- 
come 1880, $403,181. 

Lehigh Coal and Navigation Company: Cost, $3,000,000; length, 48 miles; 
gross income, $187,520 ; total expenditures 1880, $78,854 ; dividend, 3.622 per cent. ; 
netincome 1880, $108,666. 

Delaware Division Canal: Cost, $2,433,350; length, 60 miles; gross income, 
$113,334; total expenditures 1880, $43,318; dividend 2.87 per cent.; net income 
1880, $70,021. 

Monongahela Navigation Company: cost, $1,115,452; length, — miles; gross 
income, $236,929; total expenditures 1880, $50,585; dividend, 16.70 per cent. ; net 
income 1880, $186,344. 

DELAWARE. 


Chesapeake and Delaware: Cost, $3,730,230; length,14 miles; gross income, 
$201,783 ; total expenditures for 1880, $62,245; dividend, 3.74 per cent. ; net income 
1880, $139,538. 

MARYLAND. 

Chesapeake and Ohio: Cost, $11,290,327 ; length, 179.50 miles; gross income, 
$372,616; total expenditures 1880, $227,277; dividend,1.28 per cent.; net income 
1880, $145,339. 


VIRGINIA. 


Albemarle and Chesapeake: Cost, $1,641,363; length, 8.44 miles; gross income, 
$86,138; total expenditures for 1880, $56,432: dividend, 1.80 percent. ; net income 
1880, $29,706. 

Dismal Swamp: Cost, $1,151,000; length, 28 miles; gross income, $13,524; to- 
tal e ures 1880, $6,000; dividend, sixty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. ; 
net income 1880, $7,524. 

Alexandriaand Georgetown: Cost, $1,250,000; length, 7.12 miles; grossincome, 
$4,386; total expenditures for 1880, $9,200; percentage of loss, thirty-eight one- 
hundredths of 1 per cent.; net loss 1880, $4,814. Of above $9,200 expenditures, 
$6,200 was for repairing aqueduct. 

GEORGIA. 

Augusta Canal: Cost, $1,500,000; length, 9 miles; gross income, 9909; total ex- 
penditures for 1880, $7,382: percentage of loss, forty-three one-hundredths of 1 
per cent. ; net loss for 1880, $6,473. 


LOUISIANA. 

Orleans Bank Company: Cost, $1,000,000; length, 6.5 miles; gross income, 
— total expenditures 1580, $13,650; dividend, sixty-seven one-hundredths 
of 1 percent.; net income 1830, $6,690. 

Illinois and 


ILLINOIS. 
: Cost, $6.557,681; length, 102 miles; gross income, $107,- 
5; total expenditures for 1880, $125,601; percentage of loss, twenty-eight one- 
hundredths of 1 per cent. : net loss 1880, $17,996. 
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Saint Mary's Falls: Cost, $3,500.00 g i s 3s income, 544,74 
otal expenditures for 1880, $254 le sixh ired i eighty-one th 

sandths of 1 per cent.; net in¢ re 1880, $2 
Lake Superior Company: Cost 2 W: length, 2.12 1 S$; gross Income, 

$7,776; total expendit s for 1830, $6,089 i lend, four « sundredths of 1 

per cent.; net mecome 1580, $1 

‘ 

Ohio Canal and feeders: Cost, $4,695,202 th, 323 n s: Walhonding 
Branch, cost, $607,369: length, 25 n Hocki } cos { 7 ngth, 42 
miles; Miami and Erie and f ers, &c., t, 37,144.234; leng 254.25 miles; 
Muskingum improvement, cost, $1,62 4: total enst, $15,022.5 ross me, 
$214,891; total expenditures f I t of - i loss 
1880, $8,752 

The foregoing exhibit sh 5 ws: That t twe e cana with 
branches and feeders, cost $162,418,042; that t VY are in length es tt 
miles) slack water 309.55 

The business exhibit herein made i t 1eys I ved 
by these companies from every source said y ne, $4,091 5098, 
and all moneys expended l purposes wh 2 leav ipal- 
ance as net income of $1,491,250, and being « 1 div i of 
nine hundred and eighteen one-thousandt on the a 1 in- 
vested in said companies. 

Aban: ved ¢ ls @ Uni l Slate 
VIRGIN 
James River and Kanawha: L ngth, 196.50; cost constructio $6,139,280, 
NEW YORK 

Chenango Canal: Length, 128 ost construction, $2,782,124 

Chemung Canal: Length, 23; cost construction, $1,2 l 

Genesee Valley: Length, 107; Genesee (Dansville branch), length, 11; Gen- 
esee (Millgrove extension’, length, 6.75; cost construction, $5,827,813 

ENNSYLVANIA, 

Pennsylvania Canal, western division: Length, 104.25; cost construction $3,- 
73,432. 

Lehigh Coal and Navigation Company: Length, 36; cost construction, $1,455,- 
000. 

Erie and branches: Length, 161: cost construction, $5,433,291 

OHIO, 


000 
$1.000.000 


Sandy and Beaver: Length, 84; cost construction, $2,00 
rth. 87; cost construction 


Ohio and Pennsylvania: Leng 
INDIANA, 
Wabash and Erie: Length, 379; cost construction, $6,325,262 
Whitewater Canal: Length, 74; cost construction, $1,400,006 
Total length of all abandoned canals in the United Stetes, 1,953 
$44,013, 166. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS resumed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
four minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I accept the judgment of the friends of the Hennepin 
Canal in this Congress, and it has no abler or better friends anywhere: 
and that judgment is and was that the Hennepin Canal should stand 
in a separate bill, be voted on as a separate propusition, and not incor- 
porated in a river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 


ment? 


96 miles; cost, 


WILLIS] has 


Will the gentleman yield a mo- 


Mr. WILLIS. I have not time. 

Mr. Speaker, there are knocking at the door of this House—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Llinois. 1 desire to correct the itleman, 

Mr. WILLIS. Twenty other propositior — 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman should not misstate 
the position of the friends of the Hennepin Canal, and then deny an 
opportunity for correction. The gentleman does not correctly state the 


views of the friends of the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. If my friend will restrain his impetuosity 
on. I can not be drawn off by these interruptions. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then state the facts. 

Mr. WILLIS. I state, Mr. Speaker, that the Hennepin Canal propo- 
sition was introduced into this House, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, reported by that committee, and is to-day on your 
Calendar. There are other canal schen nd I use the 
offensive sense. There is the project for a great canal acros 
isthmus, which wil! cost $10,000,000 or $15,000,000. There is the 
Chesapeake and Ohio, and These in the aggregate 
would amount to about 515! Can you construct them upon a 
river and harbor bill? Can you construct the Hennepin Canal upon a 
river and harbor bill? The amount proposed to be appropriated for 
that project in this bill is $300,000. It would require a quarter of a 
century, by the showing the friends of the e, putting the 
lowest estimate upon the cost of this improvement, to complete it by 
appropriations on a river and harbor bill. Do you want to waita quar- 
ter of acentury for the completion of thiswork? Bring in your separate 
bill and test the sense of the majority ise. If it passes, then 
you have a practicable scheme. But the work can not be completed 
by appropriations on a river and harbor bill. By the estimates of the 
engineers $42,000,000 could be profitably expended during the present 
year on legitimate and important works of river and harbor improve- 
ment. We have not been able to appropriate more than one-third of 
| that amount. Now, if you put these canals on this bill we shall not 
| be able to appropriate one-tenth of what the engineers estimate from 
year to year can be profitably expended on the great rivers : nd harbors 
of the country. 
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I appeal to the friends of the Hennepin Canal, I appeal beyond them 
to the friends of rivers and harbors, not to ingraft upon this bill this 
proposition, which may be—and I say it after a calm review of the sit- 
uation—destructive to the whole bill. I appeal to them to stay their 
hands for the present, and let us bring fairly before the House this bill 
upon which there is no objectionable item. Let the friends of the Hen- 
nepin Canal take from the Calendar their proposition, for which they 
have an order; let them in proper time call up their bill. I will vote 
to give it consideration at any time. 

| Here the hammer fel]. } 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the House will allow the gentleman to be 
heard. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The gentleman from Kentucky cer- 
tainly does not fairly state the position of the friends of the Hennepin 
Canal. We have tried twice to get the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. I said in this Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. We did not at this time, because 
we knew t¥e point of order would be made. It is now ina position 
where the point of order can not be made. The Senate have twice in- 
corporated it in the bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. NEECE. And I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that while I repre- 
sent a district ranning for 150 miles along the Mississippi River, and 
while I am in favorof the Mississippi River [ cries of ““Order!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 
my constituents have moreinteresti: the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal than they have in the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
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[Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 
I have no doubt of it. 


Mr. WILLIS. 
The SPEAKER. 


The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 98. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


139, nays 112, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, J.J. Dibble, Howard, Reagan, 
Allien, J. M. Dockery, Hutton, Reid, J. W. 
Atkinson, Eldredge, Johnston, T. D. Richardson, 
Barnes, Elisberry, Jones, J. H, Sadler, 
Barry, Ermentrout, Kelley, Sayers, 
Belmont, Evans, Ketcham, Scranton, 
Bennett, Everhart, Laffoon, Seney, 
Bingham, Felton, La Follette, Seymour, 
Blount, Fisher, Lanham, Shaw, 
Bound, Foran, Le Fevre, Singleton, 
Boyle, Ford, Lehlbach, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Forney, Little, Stewart, J. W. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Geddes, Lore, St. Martin, 


Browne, T. M, Gibson, Eustace Lawry, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Buck, Glover, Martin, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Bunnell, Green, R. 8. Matson, Storm, 
Burnes, Green, W.J. McAdoo, Swope, 
Bynum, Grout, McComas, Tau . 
Cabell, Hale, McCreary, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Halsell, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer, McRae, Trigg, 
Clardy, Harris, Millard, Tucker, 
Clen:ents, Hatch, Mo . ‘Turner, 
Cobb, Hayden, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Collins, Heard Norwood, Wait, 
Compton, Hemphill, Oates, ‘Warner, A. J. 
Comstock, Tenderson, J.8, O’ Ferrall, Warner, William 
Cowles, Henley, O’ Neill, Charles Wheeler, 
Crisp, Herbert, Osborne, Wilkins, 
Croxton, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Willis, 
Culberson, Hiestand, eel, Wilson, 
Curtin, Hill, Perry, Winans, 
Daniel, Hires, Pidcock, Wise 
Dargan, Hiscock, Pindar, Woodburn. 
Davidson, A.C. Holman, Randall, 

NAYS—I112. 
Adams, G. E. Fleeger, Markham, Sessions, 
Allen, C. H. Frederick, McKenna, Skinner, 
Anderson, J. A, Fuller, McKinley Smalls, 
Baker, Funston, Miller, Snyder, 
Bayne, Gay, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blanchard, Gilfillan, Moffatt, Springer, 
Brady, Grosvenor, Morrill, Ste . 
Brown, C. E. Hall, Morrison, Stewart, Charles 
Rrown, W. W. - Henderson,D.B. Murphy, Stone, E. F. 
Burleigh, Henderson,T.J. Neece, Strait, 
Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Negley, Struble, 
Campbell, T. J. Hitt, Nelson, Swinburne, 
Cannon, Holmes, O'Neill, J. J. Symes, 
Carleton, Hopkins, Owen, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Irion, Parker, Taylor, Zach. 
Conger, Jackson, Payson, Thomas,0O. B, 
Cooper, James, Perkins, Thompson, 
Cox, Johnson, F. A. Peters, Townshend, 
Crain, Johnston, J. T. Pettibone, Wade, 
Cutcheon, Jones, J.T, Pirce, Wakefield 
Davis, Kleiner, Plumb, Ward, J. H. 
Dorsey, laird, Price, Ward, T. B. 
Dowdney, Lawler, ice, ‘Weaver, A. J. 
Dunham, Libbey, Rockwell, Weaver, 
Dunn, Lindsley, Romeis, Weber, 
Eden, Long, Rowell, w 
Ely, Lovering, Ryan, Wolford, 
Farquhar, Lyman, Sawyer, Worthington. 
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NOT VOTING—7L. 


Aiken, Davenport, Landes, Rogers, 
Anderson, C. M, Davidson, R. H. M. Louttit, Scott, 

Arnot, Dawson, Mahoney, Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Maybury, Stahinecke, 
Barbour, Dougherty, Merriman, Steele, : 
Barksdale, Findlay, Milliken, Taylor, E.R 
Beach Gallinger, Mills, Taylor, I. H 
Bland, Gibson, C. H. Morrow, Thomas, J. jr 
Bliss, Glass, Muller, Throckmortop 
Boutelle, Goff, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Bragg, Guenther, O’ Hara, Viele, 
Brumm, Hammond, Payne, Wadsworth. 
Buchanan, Hanback, Phelps, Wallace, 
Burrows, Haynes, Ranney, Wellborn, 
Butterworth, Hermann, Reed, T. B. White, A. c. 
Campbell, J. E. Houk, Reese, White, Milo 
Candler, Hudd, Riggs, Whiting. 
Caswell, King, Robertson, 


So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague [Mr. 
THROCKMORTON }, who is absent from the House on account of sick- 
ness, is paired with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W answorrg ]. 
He is also absent by leave of the House. If present, he would vote in 
the affirmative on the adoption of this resolution. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. ARNoT with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Sprieas with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. Rocers with Mr. Ezra B. Tay Lor. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr.. Riees with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. Lovutrtir. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. Davinson, of Florida, with Mr. GALLINGER. 

For this day: 

Mr. Kino with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Hovuxk. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. BruMM. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Is it too late to move to reconsider 
the vote just taken? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not vote with the majority 
side, and under the rules of the House can not make the motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. OWEN. My attention is called to the fact that Iam announced 
as paired with Mr. Sprices. That is a mistake. Who is the pair 
signed by ? 

The SPEAKER. It is signed by Mr. Price. 

Mr. OWEN. I have voted and will allow my vote to stand. 


STURGEON BAY AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I submit the following resolution, on which I demand 
the previous question. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


R That the conferees of the House on the river and harbor bill, when 
next appointed, be instructed to insist on striking out the amendment of the 
Senate making appropriations for the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship- 
canal 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes for and fifteen minutes against the adoption of 
the resolution. [Cries of ** Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no desire myself to take up the time of the 
House in any discussion, but the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. GUEN- 
THER] desires to be and I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope this amendment 
will be allowed to remain in the bill. It is a disgrace the navigation 
of the great lakes is not free, especially when it can be procured for the 
paltry sum of $112,000, or even much less. I wish gentleman of the 
House to understand that while it has been charged there is a job in 
this amendment, there is no foundation for any such allegation. There 
is no job in this atnendment, but, on the contrary, the purchase of this 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal is demanded by the com- 
merce of the lakes. The canal company has not asked for it. The 
canal company will not receive a cent more than the canal cost it. | 
know from actual knowledge this canal was built as cheaply as it was 
possible to be built, and that it was built far more cheaply than the 
Government could build it. 

This canal is 114 miles in length, and vessels drawing 14 feet of wate’ 
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can pass through it with ease. Lines of barges laden with lumber, half 
, mile in length, can pass from the lakes into the canal and through the 
canal without uncoupling—barges containing over 3,000,000 feet of lum- 
jer. If this canal is purchased and the navigation made free 500,000, - 
qo feet of lumber annually will pass through it. 

A line of steamers runs upon it to-day. The entire commerce from 
Chicago to Green Bay and from Green Bay to Chicago and other lake 
ports has to pass through this canal in order to avoid a dangerous pas- 
sage. Thiscanal saves to the navigation of the lakes 160 miles, which 
are so dangerous that the point of this peninsula around which it has to | 

ss is called by navigators Death’s Door. For a paltry sum you can 
make this navigation free. You will allow everybody, every vessel from 
Chicago or from Green Bay to pass through the canal and thus save 160 
miles. I sincerely trust this Senate amendment will be allowed to re- 
main in the bill. My colleague [Mr. Hupp] is perhaps better posted 
; to its bearing on navigation, and I will yield my time to him. 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Speaker, every case that comes for consideration 
before a legislative body, as well as before a court of justice, should be 

verned by the circumstances surrounding that particular case. Here 
we have not a canal really, not an internal work of improvement that 
somebody’s constitutional scruples may be opposed to acquiring on the 

of the Government, but here is something in the direct interest of 
commerce and for the protection of the great harbors of our inland 
lakes. 

This Sturgeon Bay Canal, so called, is what? It is only an opening 
oran arm of Sturgeon Bay, which is an indenture on the great Lake 
Michigan, which arm in the processof time has been filled up by sand, 
put which now by the operations of this canal company has been cleared 
out and a continuous harbor made into Lake Michigan. 

As my colleague has already told you, there is a channel provided 
through which millions upon millions of feet of lumber are shipped 
every year; all of the great commerce between Chicago and Green Bay, 
both ways, goes through this canal, as well as all the commerce in con- 
nection with the many miles of water and scores of lumber mills of 
the Menomonee, Peshtigo, Oconto, and Pensaukee Rivers in Wisconsin 
and Michigan, which finds an entrance into the lake at that point. 

My colleague is mistaken in one thing when he says, ‘‘I think that 
it might cost the Government to make this a free canal $112,000:” 
That is a mistake, and: I will explain the conditions as to that part of 
the question. 

This canal, or this scooping out and reopening of this old channel, 
was made by a corporation, which received a grant through the State 
of Wisconsin of 200,000 acres of the United States public lands for that 
purpose. They have used that grant in constructing thiscanal. They 
claim that in addition to the grant they have expended some thousands 
of dollars in excess of the amount derived from it. What amount this 
is we do not know positively. Iam passably well informed, however, 
from my acquaintance with the matter, that the excess which the cor- 
poration paid over and above the grant will not exceed $35,000 cr $40,- 
000, and we have provided that the Secretary of War shall investigate 
the matter, and if there is an honest investigation—and we all believe 
and must believe that the War Department will have an honest inves- 
tigation—we shall obtain the needed channel for our commerce—for 
the free commerce of the Northwest—at a cost of probably not exceed- 
ing thirty-five or forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representatives, I have 
had the honor in the State Legislature of Wisconsin for three sessions 
in the last six years to introduce and send to this body a memorial 
from the great State of Wisconsin asking the passage of this act. Itis 
not the request of the canal company; it is not somebody who is pre- 
senting a scheme here that hasa job back of it; but the people of 
Wisconsin, interested in the great commerce of the lakes, who petition 
to have this made a free canal. 

I do not care to detain the House longer in this matter. I think I 
have stated the question, and it seems to me that the acquisition of 
this property by the Government will benefit the people of that State 
(Wisconsin) and of all the lake regions in its commerce. 

Mr. PAYSON. What was the cost of this improvement? 

Mr. HUDD. It is variously stated to be somewhere about a half a 
million of dollars. All of this has been paid for by the land grant ex- 
cept perhaps from $35,000 to $40,000, and the company are willing to 
surrender it back to the General Government if that amount which 
they have paid in excess of the value of the grant be refunded. 

Let me state also that this Congress has appropriated considerable 
sums of money already for the purpose of constructing a harbor of ref- 
uge immediately adjacent to this canal and a part of it. Now, will we, 
by the action of this House, fritter away that appropriation for mak- 
ing provision for something which is absolutely necessary and destroy 
a harbor of refuge for the mariner in case of storms? Will you oblige 
them to be forced to take a course across this point, which is not im- 
properly called Death’s Door, on account of the dangerous character 
of the navigation there? I repeat, therefore, that it is in the interest 
of commerce as well as of humanity to let this remain and be a harbor 
for those e. 

I will back the remainder of the time to my colleague. 
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Mr. GUENTHER. In order that the House may fully know what 
they are voting on, I ask that the Senate amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read in the time of the gentleman. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 


For making free of toll to commerce the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Ship-cana!. connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $112,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended until the Secretary of War shall have 
caused an examination to be made by a board of three United States engineers 
into the importance and value to commerce and navigation of the free use of 
said ship-canal, and unless the report of said board shali be in favor of making 
said canal freetocommerce: And provided further, That no part of said sum shall 
be expended until the Secretary of War shal! be satisfied, upon investigation, as 
to the actual cost of said canal to said company; and then only so much of said 
sum shall be expended as the said Secretary of War shall be satisfied is neces- 
sary to reimburse the said company for advances and expenses actually made 


and ineurred in constructing said canal, and in maintaining the same, over and 


above the net proceeds of the lands granted by Congress to aid in constructing 
said canal, and over and above the tolls received therefrom, with interest, as 
provided by the act of Congress making said grant, approved April 10,1866; and 
none of said moneys shall be expended upon e full and absolute conveyance to 
the United States of said ship-canal, harbor, easements, rights of way, piers, 
docks, and appurtenances of every name and nature pertaining to said work, 
free and clear of all liens and incumbrancec. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I want to emphasize again that this is nota 
company which asks this appropriation, but the commerce of the great 
lake demands it. The canal is completed, and nothing is to be done 
by the Government in that respect. It is moreover a harbor of refuge. 
There is a life-saving station and light-house there, and there is not 
another within 75 milesof the canal. I sincerely trust the amendment, 
in the interest of the great commerce of the lakes, will remain as passed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire in three minutes to endeavor to state the 
reasons why this appropriation should not be increased upon a river 
and harbor bill. Years ago certain parties applied to the United States 
Government to secure 2 grant of 200,000 acres of land—rich, fine land— 
the object of which grant was to construct this identical canal. 

A company was soon found who undertook to use this great land 
grant—a company composed, as I am informed, in large part of the 
owners of these immense pine forests and of the copper mines in that 
vicinity. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
That has nothing to do with the case. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think I can show it has to do with the case. 

Mr.GUENTHER. The Secretary of War is going to ascertain what 
the cost was and therefrom deduct the value of the lands and everything. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say in 1882 that company completed the canal. 
The charter required it should make a report to the State of Wisconsin. 
Up to the present time, I am informed, no such report has been made. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It has been made. The State authorities in- 
spected the canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. When was the report made? 

Mr. GUENTHER. About six years ago. I was one of the State 
officers who examined and inspected the canal in compliance with the 
law. 

Mr. WILLIS. I repeat what I stated. In 1882, immediately after 
the completion of this work, they came to Congress with a resolution 
looking to the purchase of thiscanal. It had not been completed more 
than six months when Congress, the same Congress that had given this 
land grant, was applied to by a resolution, whether in behalf of the 
canal company I care not, to find out how much it would cost to get 
back from the company this work which had been improved by itsown 
grant. At that time, I state again, and up to the time this investiga- 
tion was made, no report to the State had ever been made. 

Mr. GUENTHER. There has been a report. 

Mr. WILLIS. Since then. Now I state upon the report of the offi- 
cers themselves it appeared that this canal had not only been con- 
structed, but there were very reasonable fees in the shape of presidents’ 
salaries and directors’ fees and negotiation fees; and when all these 
were put together and added to the cost of the construction of the canal 
it did not reach the value of this 200,000 acres by $25,000. 

Now, we are called upon without investigation of these facts, with- 
out time to look into them, to throw this into a conference report on a 
river and harbor bill in the hurly-burly of the closing hours of the ses- 
sion. I do not say the proposition is wanting in merit, but it is one 
which ought to be diligently and properly inquired into before action 
is taken. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That will be done. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, let it wait till that isdone. The gentleman 
says a commission has been appointed. Why this haste? I respect- 
fully ask a vote upon the resolution striking this out of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 41. 

Mr. HUDD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 18 members voting there- 
for. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] and the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. WIxLIs]. 
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Before the count was completed, provision urged by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Morrarr). q,) Mr. 
Mr. GUENTHER (one of the tellers) said: I withdraw the point of | I know of no reason why we should send back our conferees y ith< = and 1 
no quorum. instruction upon this pent which was so elaborately discussed }), a - connn 
So (further count not being called for) the resolution was agreed to. why we should hesitate to instruct them in regard to this, as we }, : the tv 
Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House further insist on its disagree- | already done in regard to other provisions of the bill. It seems ne : went 
ment to the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. that in this case where there is se wide a difference between {he oe who @ 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer a resolution of instruction. Houses the conferees should go back into conference fully ady is. a. desire 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation. The gentle- | the intention and the judgment of the House on the subject. [joy over § 
man from Kentacky [Mr. WrLLIs] moves that the House further in- | much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? that 1 
sists upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments and requests a The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes remainin, whet 
further conference. The Chair ruled the other morning that that.mo-| Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman ;,», then, 
tion had priority over the resolution to instruct; and the Chair also | Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWortTxH }. ieee latel 
ruled at the same time that a resolution to instract the conferees was Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, not only has the Senate pa. peri 
not in order after the Chair had actually appointed the managers, as | stored to this bill a provision which the House deliberately struc oy; f Mr 
was the case when the gentleman from Kentucky moved an instruction | but it has gone further. The bill not only requires that the Secretary 88S} f 
at that time. But the Chair thinks even if the present motion of the | of War shall construct levees above the reaches now being improved subn 
gentleman from Kentucky prevails, at any time before the Chair ac- | the Lake Providence and Plum Point reaches, but it also authoriz.. do m 
tually appoints the conferees, which takes the matter away from the | the construction of levees below those reaches. The House was aq- — 
House, resolutions of instruction are in order, and the Chair will enter- | vised before that under the peculiar phraseology of this bill not on), W hy 
tain them after this motion is disposed of. were the engineers permitted but they were required to construct joey sipp! 
There bas been one instance in the House where a resolution of in- | ees there, because they were required to construct them wherever jy 2,0" 
struction was offered and entertained while the motion to insist and for | the judgment of the commission it was necessary to give ease and safety and , 
the appointment of conferees was pending; but the question of order | to navigation, and the commission had distinctly said that it was ne; we 
was not then made. At any rate, there is an interim after the motion | essary all along the river. Although the statements were scattered from 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WrILLts] has been disposed of | through different portions of the report the commission had distin:)}; by 
when instructions are in order under the practice of the House. The | taken that ground. Notonly does this provision require the Secretar; of th 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. of War to construct levees which are in fact for the benefit of the ripa- M 
The motion was agreed to. rian owners and not for the benefit of navigation according to the testi- boun 
Mr. HISCOCK. Now I offer the instruction which I send to the | mony of experts, but it goes further and says that below the reaches er 
desk. now being improved the Seeretary of War may construct levees when- want 
The Clerk read as follows: ever a crevasse is threatened, or wherever it may be necessary to pre- vs 
Resolved, That the conferees of the House, when appointed, be instructed to in- | VENt & crevasse, which simply means that they are to build levees {o; eM 


the benefit of the riparian owners from the Ohio River to the bal'x: 


sist upon striking out the amendment of the Senate commencing with line 1401 ré 
Now, I would discuss the propriety of doing that if it were presented ee 


and ending with line 1465 providing for the improvement of the Mississippi 


kiver from the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio River. as a distinct proposition, but so far as the improvemont of the naviy M 
4 st aviga- ‘ 

Mr. DUNN. I move to lay that on the table; and on that motion I | tion of the river is concerned the testimony of men who have been A 

call the previous question, if it is in order. navigating the Mississippi for half a century is that the levees do no som 

dace 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not call for the previons ques- 


good whatever. The reasons I have not time now to discuss, but it 
tion. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has the floor. 


was the deliberate judgment of the House that the building of the on 


Mr. HISCOCK. I now demand the previous question upon the | levees ought not to be permitted, and the plan of the commission has NI! 
resolution. been condemned by experience. a 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will ask the gentleman from | Mr. HISCOCK. I reserve the balance of my time until we shall ha\« a 
New York whether the lines he proposes to strike out include the ap- | heard from the other side if they wish to discuss this question. = 
propriation for the Mississippi River? Mr. WILLIS. if the House will hear me for a moment or two, I do a 
Mr. HISCOCK. If this portion is stricken out the House provision | not think that the resolution offered by the gentleman from New York 
will still remain. [ Mr. Hiscock] is in the direction of securing the objects that I know an 
Mr. WILLIS. I call for the regular order. he has in view. The House agreed upon certain matters; the Senate a? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask that the lines proposed | disagreed and put in entirely new matters. P i 
to be stricken out be read. I submit to him that there has never been within my recollection a on 
The SPEAKER. They can not be read now without indulging in | provision connected with the Mississippi River which so carefu!!y a 
debate, which would prevent any debate after the previous question is | guarded the very objects that he wants to accomplish as does this pro- m 
ordered. The first question is upon ordering the previous question. vision. Why dolsay that? Because by express terms upon a reso- = 
The previous question was ordered. lution which I may bé permitted to say was offered by the Senator trom the 
TheSPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed forde- | Kansas, Mr. INGALLS, the commission was practically dethroned- : 
bate—fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and fifteen minutes | was directed not to expend one dollar; and this, I say to the gentle 7 
in opposition to it—and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- | man from Maine, is in the direction of his desire not to expend on - 


RIDGE}, when he has the floor, can call for the reading of the lines pro- 
posed to be stricken out if he desires. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no desire for debate. 


dollar upon what is known as therevetment system, which is the cost!) 
part of this work. The expenditure is confined to the contraction ( 
work, upon the plan of Mr. Eads—the original plan by which the Mis- 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”? Vote!’’] sissippi River was to be improved. I submit to my friend that we . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is | had better take this as the best provision that has ever been presented ori 
entitled to the floor. on the subject. 80 


Mr. HISCOCK. Will there be any discussion upon the other side? 


In regard to the levees, that is simply the plan in regard to Plun (M 
Mr. WILLIS. I want only about two minutes. 


Point and Providence reaches, which has been in operation in the im- 


Mr. HISCOCK. Well, use up the time on the other side first. provement of this river from the very first. It is not a new departure fet 
Mr. WILLIS. I have nothing to say if you have nothing to say. The difference between that and this is that the small amount we hav: tic 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the provision in the House bill was | appropriated in this bill will in the first place not permit us to go be- oi 
adopted after a full and exhaustive debate. The subject then received | yond Plum Point and Providence reaches. Why? Because the es w 


full consideration, and I do not propose now to discuss the proposition 
upon its merits. The effect of the Senate provision is of course to re- 
establish the Mississippi River Commission. More than that, it is ex- 


timate made by the engineer for these two reaches alone was $2,000,00)\'. 
and the Senate gives not enough by one-half to complete those tw: fo 
reaches. So that it not only prevents revetment, but it practically 


tremely vicious in its provisions for the construction of levees, and | limits the work to Plum Point and Providence reaches, and in con- “ 
there is omitted from it the provision for the expenditure of the money | nection with the resolution of Senator INGAIAS looks to confining the fr 
upon certain reaches of the river with a view of demonstrating by that | improvement of this river to the original plan of Captain Eads. i» 
expenditure whether or not any good results will come from the pro- I may be permitted to go so far as to say that the committee of con- t 
posed methods. It goes much further than the original House bill, and | ference have not agreed upon this matter; and that the resolution | . 
is more vicious than that. have offered provides that the House still further insist upon its non- e 

Mr. REED, of Maine That is saying a great deal. concurrence. t 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, the result of our yote I sup- Mr. BAYNE. Does the Senate amendment cut down the amount h 


pose will be this: The House will insist upon striking out the Senate 
ainendment, and that will leave the House provision of the bill in con- 
ference; it will leave the appropriation and all of the provisions of the 
bill as adopted by the House in conference, and the conferees will be 
authorized to agree to those provisions as we adopted them here. In 
my judgment, the Senate provision is far more vicious than the Hen- 
nepin Canal project; I am inclined to think it is more vicious than the 


proposed by the House 25 per cent. ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, it cuts it down 25 per cent. I submit to gen- 
tlemen here that we have not come to any conclusion on this matter. 
We know the views of the House, and we are bound to carry thei out. 
Speaking for myself, I have no desire in the world in connection with 
this paragraph or any other except to execute as far as we can in the 
conference committee the will of this House. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. One of the objects which I certainly had— 
and 1 suppose @ great many other members agreed with me—was to 
confine Whatever appropriations were made, if we must make any, to 
the two reaches named, so as to make a test or experiment. 





who are specially behind these Mississippi appropriations is that they 
desire to extend the expenditure of whatever money is appropriated 
over such distance of river, to use it in making such commencements 
that they continually involve us in expense before we have determined 
whether the experiment can by any possibilty be a success. Why, 
then, can there be any objection to an amendment which shall abso- 


jntely limit the expenditures to these two reaches upon which the ex- | 


periment is in progress at present? 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman has expressed my views of this Mis- 
sissippi River improvement much better than I could do myself. I 
submit to him that this provision—I do not say we have assented to it, I 
do not know that we shall assent to it, but if we should, it practically 
secomplishes in that direction the very object which he has in view. 
Why? Because the Senate has cut down by 25 per cent. the Missis- 
sippi River appropriation. Prior to this cutting down there was only 
$2,000,000 for this work; and the lowest estimate made for Plum Point 
and Providence reaches by the Engineer Corps or by the commission 
was $2,000,000. Besides, if we adopt the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] we supersede the resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Kansas, Mr. INGALLS, which goes to the very heart 
of these heavy expenditures, this revetment system. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is to keep the commission within 
bounds? What is to confine it inside the banks? Can we not build 
some sort of levees to hold the commission in check? That is what I 
want to do. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ifthe House passes this resolution there is no dan- 

r of the conference committee agreeing to it, is there? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions which have been intro- 
duced prior to this one by the chairman of the commitiee [Mr. WILLIs] 
sought to ascertain the sense of this House on projects which had 
never been considered by the House, which were introduced into the 
bill and insisted upon by the Senate. The votes upon those resolu- 
tions were in the nature of an expression of the wish of the House 
upon those points. This measure, this project, this item was carried 
into the bill by the vote of the House originally. It was debated de- 
liberately and adopted by Congress many years ago, and has been ad- 
hered to with great firmness and great unanimity. The Senate changes 
simply the details of the plan and imposes some directions as to the ap- 
plication of the appropriation for this item in a manner which they say 
will make it more economical and more effective. I am myself well 
satisfied that limitation imposed by the Senate amendment will largely 
reduce the cost of the work and accomplish the best results, and do it 
more expeditiously. 

Now the conference committee ought to be left to deal freely with 
these details. It will all come back foracceptance by us. We all must 


They can not expend more money than we give them, 


understand, and do understand, this great project for the improvement | 


of the Mississippi River is to be slaughtered anyhow, at all events, and 
under all circumstances, It is not to bespared at any stage of the pro- 
ceedings. 

Gentlemen say they want a better plan. 
want any plan atall. Thegentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ], 
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My judg- | 
ment (it may be an uncharitable one) about the purposes of gentlemen | 


The truth is they do not 


TO9Y 


the public good. They have the ingenuity and skill to project and set 
before us all the private interests in their country as questions of great 
public moment, of public and not individual interest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. DUNN. I leave the country to judge of the sincerity of the 
| motives of those gentlemen who deal with great public interests in that 
way. 

I hope we will leave the managers for the Hons 
| the propositions in the bill, and to sel 
| results at least cost. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. 


» to consider all 
h promises the best 


ect that whi 
| How much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield whatever time I have remaining to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. There is but one minute remaining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the time has been kept cor- 
rectly there are five minutes remaining on this side. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman ran over his time, and there is now 
but one minute remaining. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas wili be 


permitted to go on and submit his remarks 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. For five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of t 
man from Maine? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, it is provided 
in the Senate amendment that no levees shall be built for the purpose 
of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands on private proy 
by overflows. Then there is the usual provision of power to build 
levees if they are required by the needs of navigation. It is probably 
not a very amiable word to employ, but it certainly seems absurd f 
gentlemen to pretend that the requirement, that the commission shall 
| bring up the high-water bank by levees within the measure of these 
two reaches, is a movement to benefit the private property on either 
| side. The population along these reaches is scant, the land limited, 

and does not belong to influential bodies, and it would not be pro- 

tected by this from crevasses above. It is solely to conserve the vol- 
ume of water immediately in the reaches. It prevents dispersion of 
| power there. The amendment is restrictive to a full application of 
| the adopted plan in the reaches that we are committed to. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman 
me first to read a few lines? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In thelast Congress Linvei 
against the introduction of the revetment system as not being in the 
plan adopted by Congress, as gentlemen will remember id I want to 
read a few lines froma resolution that was adopted unanimously by the 
commission, as reported in their minutes, at a meeting when they were 
maturing the plan that was adopted. It was proposed by the president 
of the commission, General Gillmore, at the meeting in Saint Louis, on 
January 17, 1880: 

That the method of improvement by outlets of any 
| Mississippi River, either to the permanent improvemse 
| the ultimate prevention of destructive floods. , 3 ; 
| That the method of improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River 
which promises the most valuable and permanent results will comprise 
essential features the contraction by suitable worksof the water way in the 
portions of the riverand t! 
ever the contracting work 
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when he attacked this provision of the bill while before the House 
originally, said the revetment was the great scarecrow at which he was 


This idea of uniformity of width and of bringing the banks, new and 
so frightened. He told us, and quoted from a speech of my colleague | old, up to the high-water point, and of the projecting works in the wide 


| 
| 


[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in a former Congress, that the revetments were places being at all times, with the closures of all « sses or other out- 
to cost $150,000,000, or even more. And also because they were inef- | lets, the first thing, the main thing, and the leading thing to do, was 


fectual and could not be made secure; that they were liable to destruc- 





adopted time and again, and it was clearly set forth in the plan that 


tion; and he relied on the speech of my colleague in a former Congress | was recommended to Congress for adoption, and it was adopted on, say, 
as the highest authority he could find to sustain that theory. He ad- | June 28, 1880. It then became law, and was the plan laid down in 
vocated an amendment which contained an arbitrary provision propos- | the law. Someof you remember my surprise, and I may say my indig- 
ing absolutely to prohibit all revetment in future plans of operations | nation, when I found, in the last Congress, that it was being abandoned 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River. Now he insists on re- | by the commissioners, and in defiance of what we have been taught to 


storing revetment and striking out everything else. | believe is reason and of what we know to be law. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman To my astonishment and to the astonishment of both Houses of Cor 
from Maine [Mr. REED] constantly attack the motives of those of us | gress the commissioners claimed in their last report that they were con- 
who support this improvement. Who can believe in the sincerity of | forming to the plan of 1880. The result was that the Honse, by a de- 


I 


4} 


their motives when they leap so glibly and nimbly over every barrier 
set before them, and are one day found advocating what they opposed | 
ona former day? If they were really frank, they would admit that 
the Mississippi River does not ran toward New York and Maine, and 
hence should be blockaded. 

They mean simply, and the friends of the bill might as well under- 
stand it, that this measure of improvement is to beslaughtered. They 
can see nothing in all this great work, in which more of the commerce 
of the country is interested than in any other great work in progress. 


cisive vote, though 
intended to desfroy 
striven for, effecting a chan or else giving instr 
tions so specific as could not be evades This course, which I thin 
| the wiser one, and I have a! ways striven for it, holds on to the commi 
| sion, but reforms the com They are excellent 
| only they do not carry out the plan that Congress saw f 

| them for execution. 


an ubwise one, 


passed a motion that was 
instead, as I have always 


mmeuntaateas, itualf 
nimissio 1tsell, 
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They show confusion of though yn in coun- 


| sel, and feebleness in action. As one of the 


lished Senators irom 
They can see nothing but private interest, some proposition for the im- | Louisiana [Mr. Greson] said in his very able speech a few days ago, 
provement of private property. All the private interests of New York | such gentlemen ‘‘ ought to be 1 yved.’’ This amendment from the 
and the East which come under the operation of the tariff law are for | Senate cites again the ‘‘ adopted plan,’’ and then it goes on and so 
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clearly defines it that misconception is impossible. I trust the House 
will adopt it, and not strike a blind and angry blow at the organic 
feature—the commission. The commission is one thing; the com- 
missioners are another. They may come, and they may go; but let the 
work and the organization, or framework, continue. 

I am deeply obliged to my kind and distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. Hrscock] for his indulgence, and I will append the amend- 
ment that passed the Senate and I hope we shall adopt it, and that 
in conference the full amount of two and a quarter millions will be re- 
stored: 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $1,687.500; which sum shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, speci- 
fications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission : Provided, 
That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees 
for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or private 
property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is authorized 
to repair and build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of their 
plan to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and 
to deepen the channel: And provided further, That the expenditure of so much 
of said appropriation as may be required to continue the improvement of Plum 
Point and Lake Providence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair 
and maintenance of the levees throughout said reaches to the height of 2 feet 
above the flood of 1882,and to the completion of the permeable works of con- 
traction to such extent as may be required to bring the high-water banks of 
the river to the comparative uniformity of width contemplated in the first five 
paragraphs of the plan of improvement recommended by the Mississippi River 
Commission and adopted by Congress in 1880, and more fully set forth in 
the report of the Secretary of War for 1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733 : And pro- 
vided further, That no works of bank protection or revetment shall be executed 
in said reaches or elsewhere until after it shall be found that the completion of 
the permeable contracting works and uniform width of the high-water chan- 
nel will not secure the desired stability of the river banks: Provided, however, 
That nothing herein contained shall prevent the construction of revetment 
works where the banks are caving at Greenville reach, Delta Point, in front of 
the cities of Vicksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus: And provided further, 
That contraction works shall be built at the same time in the wide portions of 
the river immediately above the said revetment works. Of the amount herein 
appropriated for the Lower Mississippi, $75,000 are to be expended in continu- 
ing the work in progress at New Orleans; $187,500 for the rectification of the 
Red and Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further enlargement of the latter 
stream and restricting its outlet capacity,and for keeping open a navigable 
channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi; $37,500 in 
improving navigation in the Greenville reach by preventing the bank at Green- 
ville from further caving; $75,000 in deepening the channel at Vicksburg by 
dredging through the bar existing there; but this last-named sum shall not 
be expended unless after another examination or survey the commission shall 
deem it advisable; and if they shall not, then $37,500 shall be expended in the 
improvement of navigation at Vicksburg by constructing suitable dikes and 
other appropriate works, and $56,250 in completing the work on the river at 
Memphis; also $18,750 for the work on the river at Hickman, and $18,750 for 
work on the river at Columbus, Ky. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, all the results of the consideration 
of this question in the House have been lost to the House by the Senate 
amendment; for that portion which was regarded as objectionable in 
the original bill by the House, and which was eliminated after a full 
and extended discussion, has been re-enacted by the Senate and much 
more added, which, in my opinion, is more objectionable than anything 
previously incorporated in the bill. 

Under this amendmentof the Senate the feature that gentlemen have 
constantly denied as the prominent one they had in view, namely, the 
protection of their own plantations by levees, is forced absolutely upon 
the commission. Heretofore gentlemen have constantly said that they 
wanted no improvement of the levees of the river, except as it might 
affect the navigation, and that the commission was to be allowed to 
determine for themselves in regard to them. Now they have thrown 
off their disguise and present this extraordinary provision in the bill: 

And provided further, That the expenditure of so much of said appropria- 
tion— 

That is the whole of it— 
as may be required to continue the improvement of Plum Point and Lake 
Providence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and maintenance 
re she leven throughout said reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 

382, &e. 

Now, I want to know how they propose to reconcile that proposition 
with their statements heretofore made that they were content to allow 
the commission to determine exclusively the question as to whether or 
not the levees were essential to improving the navigation of the river. 
Here it is imperatively made, by the terms of the bill, compulsory upon 
them, notif in their judgment it shall be so required, but they actually 
fix the limit to which they shall go before there is an appropriation 
available for entering upon the work of the improvement of channel 
navigation by revetment, contraction, or otherwise. They say, first 
you must perfectly repair the levees before any work on contraction of 
the channel, revetments, or repairs of existing work shall be done. 

I am glad they have put that provision into the bill. I am glad that 
gentlemen have at last thrown off the disguise. I am glad that the 
pretense of the improvement of the Mississippi River is no longer to be 
held up before the American people. Now we have it in plain terms 
that the primary object, that the first thing to be done, that the first 
step in the enterprise, is tosecure from overflow the plantations border- 
ing upon the river, even in the district represented by the exceedingly 
solicitous gentleman from Arkansas. I think it is well for him to omit 
staiements he has indulged in here in regard to the motives of other 
men and the springs of action that animated them. I know of nothing 
in all the history of legislation in this House that could be well char- 


acterized with all that is offensive in connection with selfishness 1) 
than this very amendment that the gentleman is the special advo, 


of. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there is one other feature of +),;, 
amendment to which I desire to call the attention of the House ¢ Pe 


few moments. 


ore 


ite 


It is this: The report of the commission—the Mig. 


sippi River Commission—recommended the levee system ax one of ;) 


necessities for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
provision struck that out. 


The este 


We got rid of the plans and recommend,. 
tions of the Mississippi River Commission; but here we go right 


back 


to that commission again, and all their reports, at least the most pro. 


nounced of them, lay great stress upon the levee system. 
Now, then, the provision to which the gentleman from Kentucky }, 


is 


called attention is wise enough and should be in the bill; but if yo, 
go farther down into the bill you will find another provision, whic} 


will readily absorb all the money here appropriated. 


The first is in 


conflict with this one to which the gentleman from Iowa has alluded, 
and if I read this provision of the bill correctly there is a change per- 
mitting the construction of the levees, and to carry on the work of re- 
vetments, to carry on the whole system which was once denounced by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] upon this floor,” 

Now, it seems to me, sir, that it is high time we should settle this con- 
troversy finally. With reference to this question, so far as the Missis. 
sippi River Commission is concerned and the plans of the Mississippi 
River Commission are concerned, the House should take no backward 


action. 


My attention is called by a gentleman near me to the fact that this 


bill provides actually for the construction of 138 miles of levees. 


There 


is no doubt about that, and I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky 


{[Mr. WILLIs] for the correctness of the statement. 
building of 138 miles of levees above high-water mark. 


It provides for the 


When has a 


provision of that kind ever before been introduced in this House—a pro- 
vision absolutely directing that the work to this extent shall be carried 


on? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no such provision 


there. 


Those levees are in existence to-day. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Well, the provision is for their repair. 
It is to raise them. 


Mr. BAYNE. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. About 2 feet. 
different thing from building them. 


Mr. HISCOCK. This is the provision: 


That the expenditure of so much of said appropriation as may be required to 


But that is a 


continue the improvement of Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches sha!! 
be confined to the complete repair and maintenance of the levees throughout sa il 
reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 1882, and to the completion 
of the permeable works of contraction to such extent as may be required (o 
bring the high-water banks of the river to the comparative uniformity of widt) 
contemplated in the first five paragraphs of the plan of improvement recom 
mended by the Mississippi River Commission. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is very different from 


building them. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 
I hope we may have the yeas and nays on this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 50 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 88, not vot- 
ing 91; as follows: 


Mr. HISCOCK. 


YEAS—143. 

Adams, G. E. Dunham, Johnston, J.T. Rice. 
Allen, C. H. n, Johnston, T. D. Rockwell, 
Anderson, J. A. Eldredge, Ketchain, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Ely, La Follette, Ryan, 
Baker, Ermentrout, Lehibach, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Evans, Lindsley, Scranton, 
Belmont, Everhart, Little, Seney, 
Bingham, Farquhar, Long, Sessions, 
Blount, Felton, Lowry, Seymour, 
Bound, Fisher, Lyman, Smalls, 
Grate, Fleeger, Mahoney, Sowden, 

yle, Frederick, son, Spooner, 
Browne, T. M. Fuller, McAdoo, Springer, 
Brown, C. Funston, McComas, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Geddes, McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
B » Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Storm, 
Buck, Green, R.8. Millard, Strait, 
Bunnell, Grout, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Burnes, Hall, Morrill, Swope, 
Burrows, Harmer, Morrison, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Hayden, O’ Ferrall, Thomas, O. B. 
Bynum, Henderson,D.B. O'Neill, Charlies ‘Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Osborne, Viele, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Outhwaite, Wait, 
Cannon, Hermann, Owen, Wakefield, 
Cas Hewitt, Parker, Ward, J.H 
Cobb, Hiestand, Payne, Ward, T.B 
Conger, Hill, Payson, Warner, A. J 
Cooper, Hiscock, Perkins, Weaver, A. J. 
Cowles, Hitt, Peters, Weaver, J.B. 
Cox, Holman, Pidcock, est, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Pirce, Wilkins, 

Hudd, Plumb, Wilson, 
Davis, Jackson, Price, Winans, 
Dockery, James, Randall, Worthington. 
. Johnson, F, A. 





BHQococoooCeryyrtty 









1886. 





NAYS—88. 

Allen, J. M. Findlay, Laffoon, Sayers, 

Barnes, Foran, Lanham, Shaw, 

Barry, Ford, Lore, Singleton, 
Blanchard, Forney, Markham, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, Martin, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Glover, McCreary, Stewart, Charles 
Burleigh, Green, W. J. MeMillin, St. Martin, 
Cabell, Hale, McRae, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Caldwell, Harris, Miller, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Carleton, Hatch, Mills, Symes, 
Catchings, Heard, Moffatt, Taulbee, 
Clardy, Hemphill, Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Clements, Henderson, J.S. Negley, Taylor, Zach. 
Compton, Henderson, T. J. Nelson, Tillman, 

Crisp, Henley, Norwood, Tucker, 
Croxton, Howard, O'Neill, J.J. Turner, 
Daniel, Hutton, Peel, Van Eaton, 
Dargan, Irion, Perry, Wade, 
Davidson, A.C. Jones, J. H. Reagan, Warner, William 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. teid, J. W. Wheeler, 
Dowdney, King, Richardson, Willis, 

Dunn, Kleiner, Romeis, Wise. 

NOT VOTING—91. 

Adams, J. J. Dawson, Libbey, Scott, 

Aiken, Dingley, Louttit, Snyder, 
Anderson, C. M. Dougherty, Lovering, Spriggs, 

Arnot, Ellsberry, Maybury, Stah!necker, 
Ballentine, Gallinger, McKenna, Steele, 
Barbour, Gibson, C. H, Mitchell, Struble, 
Barksdale, Gilfillan, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Beach, Glass, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Bennett, Goff, Muller, Thomas, J. R. 
Bland, Grosvenor, Murphy, Thompson, 
Bliss, Guenther, Neece, Throckmorton, 

y; Halsell, Oates, Trigg, 
Bragg, Hammond, O’ Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Hanback, O’ Hara, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, Pettibone, Wallace, 
— Hires, Phelps, Weber, 
ler, Holmes, Pindar, Wellborn, 

Collins, Houk, Ranney, White, A.C. 
Co: ° Kelley, Reese, White, Milo 
Crain, Laird, Riggs, Whiting, 
Culberson, Landes, Robertson, Wolford, 
Davenport, Lawler, Rogers, Woodburn. 
Davidson, R. H.M. Le Fevre, Sadler, 


So the resolution of instruction was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. BURROWS. LIobject. Let them be read. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. SPRIGGS with Mr. DINGLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. WHITING, on this vote. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. KELLEY, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that the managers upon the part of 
the House in any conference hereafter granted upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 7480) insist upon striking out of the Senate amend- 
ment so much thereof as appropriates $375,000 for continuing the improvement 
of the Potomac River iu the vicinity of Washington. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes in support of the proposition and fifteen minutes 

it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will only detain the House for a minute or two 
in advocacy of the resolution I have offered. This appropriation was 
refused in the House, and for the best of reasons. In the first place it 
does not legitimately belong on a river and harbor improvement bill. 
The expenditure is to be made above the Long Bridge, where navigation 
of the river is utterly impossible. In addition to that, we are already 
investigating the title of the flats, which are intended to be raised by 
the appropriation. I think that work should be done before any ap- 
propriation is made. I think of this as of other matters that it is not 
es vod on the river and harbor bill; and I hope the resolution will 

adopted. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 70, noes 39. 

Mr. STRAIT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Minwesota [Mr. STRAIT] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 107, noes 70. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers of the conference 


on the part of the House on the river and harbor bill Mr. WILLIs of 
Kentucky, Mr. BLANCHARD of Louisiana, and Mr. HENDERSON of 


Illinois, 
MAP OF THE UNITED STATES AND TERRITORIES. 
TheSPEAKER. TheChairappoints as managers on the part of House 
of the conference on the disagréeing votes of the two Houses on the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 160) to authorize the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to cause 15,000 copies of the map of the United States and 
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Territories to be printed, the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Rrern, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. FARQUHAR, and, in the absence of 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing, the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, Mr. DUNN, 


EMILY STANNARD. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will insist upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily C. 
Stannard, and agree to the request of the Senate for a committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the part of 
the House the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. LOVERING, the gen- 
tlenan from Kentucky, Mr. TAULBEE, and the gentleman from Kansas, 
Mr. MORRILL. 


Cc, 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
eral deficiency bill be taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TREASURY BALANCES. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested, if not inconsistent 
with the public welfare, to transmit to the House, in compliance with its request 
embraced in House resolution of January 28, 1886, such information as has been 
compiled as therein directed. 

The committee having considered the resolution report that they have con- 
sidered the same; that they are informed that the information can be furnished 
without great additional labor; that bills are pending providing means of set- 
tling the balances, and it is important to have information concerning their nat- 
ure and amounts. They therefore recommend that the resolution be amended 
by striking out the words “ requested, if not inconsistent with the public wel- 
fare,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ directed; ’’ and that as amended 
it do pass, 


Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ment and the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROGRESS UPON THE PANAMA CANAL, 1885, 

Mr. REID, of NorthCarolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Printing. 

TheSPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 7, 1586. 

Resolwed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Com- 
mittee on Printing be directed to cause to be printed, for distribution by the Sen- 
ate and the members of the House in the usual proportions, 5,000 copies of the 
special intelligence report by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cadet Capp, 
United States Navy, upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 
1885, which report was transmitted to the House by the honorable the Secretary 
of the Navy on May 20, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the House concurrent res- 
elution of June 7, 1886, to cause to be printed 5,000 copies of the special intelli- 
gence report by Lieutenant Kimballand Naval Cadet Capp, United States Navy, 
upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885, having considered 
the same, have instructed me to report the resolution with a favorable report 
thereon and to recommend its passage. The estimated cost of the proposed 
printing is $3,317.50. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON ALASKA. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present an- 
’ Pp I 
other privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The report was read, as follows: 

In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 21, 1886. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 
10,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No, 8, Forty-ninth Congress, be 
printed, one-half for the use of the Senate and the other half for the use of the 
House. 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution, have con- 
sidered the same, and have instructed me to make a favorable report thereon 
and to recommend its passage. The estimated cost of printing said report is 
$5,477. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I willstate for the information of the 
House that this is the report of Mr. Jackson concerning Alaska. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote hy which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (8S. 1227) granting an increase of pension 
to William P. Squires. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had passed a 
concurrent resolution, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, providing for the printing of 6,000 additional copies of the com- 
pilation of the laws of the United States relating to loans and the cur- 
rency, coinage, and banking. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed 
a concurrent resolution, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, providing that the proceedings of the Supreme Court of the 
United States (as they appear on page 707 of volume 117 of the Supreme 
Court reports), on the occasion of the death of the late Vice-President 
Hendricks, be published with the memorial addresses already author- 
ized to be published by Congress. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed 
with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to provide for the 
printing of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, requested a 
committee of conference, and had appointed as conferees on the part of 
the Senate Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr, GORMAN. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
foll »wing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7881) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 22) authorizing the preparation of a compilation of the 
reports of committees of the Senate and House of Representatives; 

A bill (If. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money on 
the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing and directing the Commis- 


sioner of Labor to make an investigation as to convict labor, and for 
other purposes. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND-GRANT FORFEITURE. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now move to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture bill. 

A MemeBer. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. It is a privileged re- 
port, which was under consideration at the adjournment of the House 
yesterday. 

Mr. STRAIT. I make the point of order that the bill must go to 
the Calendar as unfinished business. I do not believe that the right 
to bring a bill in as a privileged report at any time carries with it the 
right of consideration beyond the day when it is taken up. 

The SPEAKER, There is norule limiting the privilege. The Chair 
thinks, however, that if the House should enter upon the consideration 
of a privileged report of this character and should cease to consider it 
before adjournment, it would perhaps lose its standing as a matter of 
privilege. But in this case there was a privilege not only to report, but 
to consider, and the consideration was going on at the hour of adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYSON. And it was only interrupted by the adjournment. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Is this equivalent to an order from day to 
day? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report, and privileged for con- 
sideration under the rules, and the House was proceeding with its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is a privileged report only; and the right 
to report at any time gives the right of consideration at any time. It 
thereupon comes before the House in regular order, like any oth«r bill 
having the right to be considered. But any other bill which was being 
considered would become unfinished business by the adjournment of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, unless it were a privileged 
bill. But the privileged character of this measure does not prevent any 
member from raising the question of consideration, as the Chair has 
ruled frequently. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I know it does not, 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair thinks the consideration of the bill 
continues to be privileged from day to day, especially when its consid- 
eration was proceeding at the time of adjournment on the day before. 

Mr. HENLEY. Regular order! 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This does not set aside the morning hour, 
does it? 

The SPEAKER. It has preference over the morning hour; but the 
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gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has moved to dispense with ¢}, 
morning hour. 
Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw that motion and demand th: 
order. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Does this bill have precedence over the mory. 
ing hour on the second day of its consideration? ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does, until its considera: 
is completed. It is not a report of as high privilege, for instance. ; 
report from a committee of conference; still it is a privileged repo; 





n 
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| the same character, and if its consideration is entered upon by the 
House it continues, if called up, to be privileged until the House », 
fuses to consider it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I supposed the report was privileged, bu; 
hardly seemed to me the consideration was privileged continuous); 

Mr. HENLEY. I call for the regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is ep- 
titled to the floor for the remainder of his time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, at the hour of adjournment yesterday j 
was giving a history of this corporation and of its present relation to- 
ward the public interest. One fact which I regard as important, ang 
which I should have stated, I overlooked and desire now to state. | 

| is this: While in the granting act the city of Portland was named as 
the western terminus of the line of the road down the Columbia Va)- 

ley, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the fall of 1880 (about 

the time Mr. Villard, who was subsequently closely identified with the 
interests of that company, was operating in Oregon) made a contract 

with the Oregon Railroad and Navigation Company, the substance of 
which was that the last-named company would build a line of road from 

Portland, Oreg., eastward along the valley of the Columbia River and 
to what is known as Wallula Junction, 214 miles distant eastwardly 
from Portland, and the Northern Pacific refrain from building on 
that line and use the line of the Oregon Company by rental; that is, in 
advance the Northern Pacific Railway Company contracted with the 
Oregon Railroad and Navigation Company for the right of user of this 
road to be built by the Oregon Company, and, as we upon the Public 
Lands Committee are advised, though we have never seen the original 
contract, it contemplates a perpetual lease. 

Thus the Northern Pacific Railroad Company practically abandoned 
a portion of the road which Congress authorized them to construct, and 
which was in contemplation atthe time the grant was made. The im- 
portance of this fact will be seen later. I deem it essential to state it 
now in connection with the other points in the history of the corpora- 
tion. I think I stated also, but if not, I do now, that the road has been 
built from the sale of bonds and lands and the earnings; the promoters 
have invested nothing not paid for. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that I am in favor of the House bill and 
opposed to that of the Senate; and having given the facts as I under- 
stand them I reach the point to state the reasons. Involved in this 
case, as in every other of like character, are two questions: First, the 
question of power; second, the question of policy; that is to say, first, 
whether we have the legal right or authority under the law to declare 
a forfeiture of these lands; secondly, if the first point should be es- 
tablished affirmatively, whether as a matter of policy, as a matter of 
fair dealing under all the circumstances of the case, the power that 
Congress has ought to be exercised. 

I am ready to agree now at the outset that upon both these questions 
gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to me will differ, and differ 
with sincerity. I shall address myself first to the legal question in- 
volved, insisting that we have the legal right to assert this forfeiture 
with reference to these lands. Afterward I shall address myself to the 
question of policy—whether or not this power should be exercised. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that in this grant two things are 
given by the General Government to the railroad company. First is 
given the right of way through the public lands of thenation. For 200 
feet on either side of the line of the road as it shall be definitely located, 
the General Government makes an out-and-out donation of the land for 
this purpose, and I ought to say here that there is not and has never been 
any disposition on the part of the Public Lands Committee or of either 
House of Congress to interfere with the right of the railway company 
to that grant. There has never been any proposal to interfere with its 
right to the right of way, the right to build the railroad, or its right to 
operate under the ises which were given to it by this act of Con- 

Second, the grantof land toaid in itsconstruction. Only, then, 
with reference to this grant of public lands have we any concern now. 

The first time that this question was presented in Congress (and | 
may say that this is the pioneer case as to the investigation of the legal 
right or power inherent in Congress to interfere for a breach of the con- 
dition upon which the land was granted) was in this very case. In the 
Forty-seventh Congress a bill was introduced to declare a forfeiture ot 
this grant. That bill was referred to the Judiciary Committee of this 
House, of which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] was then chair- 
man, and of which I had the honor to be a member. 1t was, as I have 
said, the first grant in connection with which the matter was considered, 
and the inquiry involved then was as to the power of Congress to deal 
with the question and assert a forfeiture. 

By a majority vote of 1, the vote in the committee standing 8 to 7, 
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the Judiciary Committee determined there was no power on the part of 
Congress to interfere. In other words, it was held this enactment mak- 
ing this grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was an irre- 
yocable pledge of this area of public land to the purpose of the con- 
struction of this road, either by this company or such other instrumen- 
tality as Congress in its wisdom might determine should carry it out. 

The report from that committee was made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Reep], a copy of which I hold in my hand, and without 
stopping to read the whole of it, only stating the substance of it, Is 
incorporate it in my remarks for economy of time. 

I had the honor to prepare the views of the minority on that com 
mittee in reference to the same proposition, taking the ground then, as 
I say now for reasons I shall personally give, that Congress had the 
right to declare a forfeiture of this grant, and that the question of pol- 
i. was one to be determined by the House. 

No discussion was ever had in the House of Representa 
erence to these two propositions during that Congress. 
ary reasons, the whole matter going on the table 
order being made against it, it was never adopted. 

The reports from that committee are as follows: 
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NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 
June 6, 1882.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Reep, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
rt: 
The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred sundry bills relat- 
= grants to railroads, have had the same under consideration and 
rt, as to the Northern Pacific Railroad, as follows: 
he Northern Pacific Railroad C ompany derives its chartered rights from the 
act of July 2, 1964 (13 Statutes, 365). The road isto be constructed from a point on 
Lake Superior to Puget Sound, with a branch, via the valley of the Columbia, 
to a point at or near Portland, Oreg. Twenty alternate odd-numbered sections 
per mile on each side of the road in Territories and ten in States were granted 
to the company, with a right under that and subsequent statutes to make up 
out of a twenty-mile limit on either side all losses arising from prior disposal! 
by the United States of lands the company would have otherwise been entitled 
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: > terms of the criginal act the road should have been completed July 4, 

1876. By joint resolutions approved May 7, 1866 (14 Statutes, 355), and July 1, 
1868 (15 utes, 255), such changes were made as to time of completion that the 
Secretary of the Interior, June 11, 1879, held that the effect of them was to re- 
quire the completion of the road July 4, 1879. Whether this was the exact date 
or not, it is sufficient to say that the time for completion has now expired be- 
yond question. Eleven hundred and eighty miles of the road have been com- 
pleted. On‘: the western side it is finished from Puget Sound to the western 
boundary of Montana, and on the eastern side from Lake Superior to the cross- 
ing of the Big Horn, in Montana. About 69 miles remain to be built. These 

res we understand to refer to the main line. 

Jnder the provisions of section 3of the act of July 2, 1964, the land was granted; 
under those of sections § and 9 the conditions were imposed. 

The important granting words of section 3 are as follows: 

“Szc.3. And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company * * * every alternate section of public 
land, &c.” 

The conditions are as follows, in full ; 

“Szpo.8. Thateach and every grant, right,and privilege herein are so made 
and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon 
and subject to the following conditions, namely : That the said company shall 
commence the work on said road within two years from the approval of this 
act by the President, and shall complete not lessthan 50 miles per year after the 
second year,and shall construct, equip, furnish,and complete the whole road 
by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. 

“Sec. 9. That the United States make the several conditioned grants herei 
and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same, upon t! 
further condition that ifthe said company make any breach of the condit 
hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, in 
case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress,may do any and 
all acts and things which may be needful and necessary toinsure aspeedy com- 
pletion of the said road.” 

Upon this state of facts your committee are called upon to state their opinion 
asto the legal rights of the U nited States, and to advise what legislative action 
a ought to be taken. 

The legal effect of the sections as quoted above is to make a present grant to 
the company of the lands in question, subject to the provisions and conditions 
stated in sections Sand 9. The sections taken together vest in the company an 
estate upon condition-subsequent. If section 9 had not been enacted, it would 
be quite clear that the estate of the company would have been determinable, at 
pleasure of the United States, on the happening of any one of three things 
ist, a failure to begin the road in two years; 2d, a failure in any one year to 
build 50 miles; and, 3d, a failure in ten years to build, equip, and complete the 
whole road. To secure this right of forfeiture it wus not necessary to mention 
itin the act. The words “upon condition” were the only wordsneeded. They 
areas potent as if the words had been added, “ and if these conditions are not 
fulfilled the land shail revert to the United States.” But the severity of the 
words in section 8 Congress had a perfect right to modify. It had aright to say 
just what should be the effect of a breach of the conditions of the grant. It 
could rest its reserved rights on the words “upon condition,” and then the 
legal effect would be to retain the right of revertiter, or it could claim that 
in so many words, as was done in all the railroad grants made to States. 
of either of these things, Congress enacted section 9, limiting and defin- 
ing the effect of a breach of the conditions named in section 8. By that limita- 
tion the sole right which remains in the United States at the present time is the 
right, * 
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by its Congress, to do any and all acts which may be needful and nec- 
© insure the speedy completion of the road.’ Of course this stil! leaves 


to Congress a wide range of poms, but its power is necessarily subordinate to | 


completion of the road. If Congress deems the forfe riture of the 
for the speedy completion of the road, it would have a right 
forfeitthe lands. It might give them to a: vother company, sell them and apply 
proceeds, provided it jadged such a course “ needful and necessary to se« 
completion of the road.’ 
The and intention of Congress in passing the act of July 2, 1964, ap- 
Sounshant oll the act to be the «peedy completion of the road. 
thatin view. Al! the limitations and conditions are to that end 
limitations of time had that purpose only. Even the right to amend 
repeal is subject to the same controlling desire. 


80 to 


and the point of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUS 


7603 























Se mm 20 reads as follows 
| “Sec.20. And be it fur é l. That the better to accomplish the object of 
this act, n amely,to promote the | interest and welfare by the constructior 
of | railroad and tel graph line i keeping the same in working order, at 
t >to the Gover t ull times (but pa u in f war) the 
ur d benefits of th postal, military,and other | poses, Congress 
iy,atany time, y r i . said Northe Pa ic Rail- 
L Cor ipany to, a il this a 
ilted States i " s la It w la t lie 
’ ilar ss t ii x ¢ y > ita 
on 
equ I and 
st . iy ens ior 
5S remain Work is g Zz ia i r t } i mn the tut sin 
the heart of Montana. It appears that 150 1 s were approved by P leat 
H $s in 1880, and 32 ~ , las I i As 
| Sert that by Sept b . i the road ‘ ig 
as iast as can possibly be é No test yors ra as 
been made by any one .ou 1m ao © 
is to another « mpany i hasten t < nplet 1 Mi. t \ wld 
} it regarded as advisal rovernment ul ~ ¥ 
| direct act } Congress Ww l ird reward « r t ~ edf j 
ry to insure the sp ly npietion of ther 
| n mceive of no iecis mw iw ih t I t é the 
}% l,and therefore recommend 1 
House Report 1283 part 2, Forty-sev th ¢ Tress rat seasion 
| 
| NORTHERN PA I RAILROAD LA RA 
} July 24, 1382 irdered to be printed 
Payson, from the Committee on t Judie nitted the following 
| as tl vo whene al the minor 
| Unable to agree with rit he or ‘ 8 con s s as to 
| the legal rights of the Ur ites the land an vid of this r road, 
we submit our views 
| [wo questions are presented under the | be f s 
| First. Is there right « iture as to a ) i is wit! the 
imits of the grant to this r l, so that the United Stat at its th 
| che title than as in its former est by declara : ur And 
| cis ae If the right of such rfeiture is found to « ~ policy to exer 
| Of course the first question is und, if dete ined in the 
| negative, renders absolut« to the second 
he eminent counsel for the ra i the elaborate briefs 
filed \ with the committee s nts before it, assumed 
¢ ae Sey Uae ate oS hg ess mak ts armendatory thereto 
* title to all these lands was abso r! tha use Ho power 
was reserved to Congress in expr o declare orf ire for breach of 
the condition as to the time of t letion « tl rer thes re no such 
power exists; and they also insist that, in any ev t, byt provisions of the 
ninth section of the act of July 2, 1864, the grant is irre | pled ito the 
construction of this particular road, and that by that s the act Con 
gress has restricted its right and power to this: That the la ts proceeds 
1ust be appropriated to the completion of the road, irresp« ve of the time 
required for its completion 
rhis latter view the majority of the committee adopt, and, while not assenting 
to the views of the company as to the necessity of an express reservation in the 
granting act of the right to declare a forfeiture, yet hold that 
‘By that limitation (section 9) the sole right which remains in the United 
States at the present time is the right by its Congress to do any and all acts 
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which may be needful and nex essary to insure the speedy completion of the 
road. * * * All the limitations and conditions are to that end 

And conclude: 

We can concvive of no legislation which would hasten the completion of 

the road, and therefore recommend none 

rhe minority do not egree with these views; we assert that the power to de- 
clarean absolute forfeiture of this land grant is in Congress, and that the ques- 
tion of the policy of action to that end should be considered and be decided after 

















a care fal examination of existing conditions as well as past transactions, and 
1a broad and liberal view of what has been done under the disadvanta- 
yas surroundings of the promoting, constructing, and equipping a railroad 
through the unimproved section of the country traversed by this road 
The questions are important, involving the title to upwards of 39,900,000 acres 
of la d. ext mated by the company to be worth $2.50 per acre, or $99,750,000 
Report of Commissioner of R roads, 1881, page 155 
The legislation neces y to be notived is as follows 
The act incorporating company and making the grant \ passed July 2, 
1864 (13 Statutes sections 3,8, 9,and 20 being the only ones deemed essential 
to be noticed in this inquiry, and they are as follows 
Sy 3. And be it further enacted, That there be,and hereby is, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Comps r ite su pennse ans cares .for the purpose 
aiding in the construction o i railroad and telegraph | ne to the Pacific 
coast, and to secure the safe and speedy tr snsport ition of th mails, troops, mu 
nitions of war,and public stores over the route of said line of railway, every al 
ternate section of public lands, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the 





armount of twenty alternate se« s per mile, on each side of said railroad line, as 
said company may ado; rh lhe Territories of the United States, and 10 
alternate sections of la e on each side of said railroad whenever it 
passes through any State . 

“Sec. 8 That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made 
and given to and accepted by uid Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon 
and subiect to the following « tions, namely That the said company shall 
commence the work on said road within two years from the approval of this 
act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year, and 
shall construct, equip, fur: und complete the whole road by the 4th day of 
July, 1876 

“Sec. J. That the T nited > ‘ make the ma vernal « ynditione ! grante he ; 
and thatthe said North Pacific Kailroad Company accept are ! 
the further condition that if the said company make any breach of condition 
hereof and allow the same to continue for upward of one year, then in such cnse 
at any time hereafter, the | ted States by its Congress may do any and ‘ 
and things which may b« nd necessary to insure a speedy cor ' 
of the said road 

“Sec. 20. And be it further enacted. That the better to accomplish th ‘ 
of this act, namely, to promote the public interest and welfare by t 

tion of said railroad and telegraph line, and keeping the same in wo 
and to secure to the Government at all times (but particular! 
the use and benefits of ‘tl 1¢ same for postal, military,and other p sea, Co 
gress may at any time, having due regard for the rightsof said y 1 Pacific 
Railroad Company, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this ac 

By joint resolutions of May 7. 1266, and July |, 1968 (as ruled by the Departmen 
the time of the completion of the road was extended to J "79; a0 that abso- 


bate default has occurred so far as t 
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It is perfectly clear, under the authorities, that the interest acquired by the 
company by the act of 1864 to the lands in question was an estate in presenti, 
with the conditions-subsequent created by the eighth and ninth sections of the 
act R. RB. Co, vs. Smith, 9 Wall, %; Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wall., 60; 
Leavenworth, &c., R. R. Co. vs, U.S., 92 U.8., 741.) 

Hy the eighth section of the act it was distinctly asserted— 

* That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made and given 
toand accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon and subject 
to the following conditions, namely, (1) that the said company shall commence 
the work on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the 
President: and (2) shall complete not less than 50 miles per year; and (3) shall 
construct, equip, furnish,and complete the whole road by the 4th day of July, 
1876.”’ 

These are the conditions of the eighth section of the act. Nothing could be 
clearer than that upon a default inthe performance of either of these conditions 
the right attached of declaring a forfeiture for the breach by the Government. 
The right existed independent of any express reservation in the grant. The 
law gives the right; it follows as an incident to the estate “ upon condition 
subsequent” as fully and absolutely in the grantor as though expressly reserved ; 
indeed, it is believed that no respectable authority can be found which holds 
that the power to determtne, by the grantor, an estate on condition-subsequent 
for breach thereof is strengthened by express reservation of the power. 

The majority of the committee concede this, and say : 

“To secure this right of forfeiture it was not necessary to mention it in the 
act; the words “ upon condition” were the only words needed,” 

It is perfectly clear, then, that to this point in the legislation the position of 
the company was that of any ordinary grantee of such an estate, one determi- 
nable at the pleasure of the grantor on the happening of either of the three con- 
tingencies named in the eighth section. 

To this the majority of the committee agree with us. 

The divergence in opinion between us begins with the introduction of the 
ninth section. The majority says: 

“But ‘the severity of the words in section 8 Congress had « perfect right to 
modify. it had a right to say just what should be the effect of a breach of the 
conditions of the grant. It could rest its reserved rights on the words ‘ upon 
condition,’ and then the legal effect would be toretain the right of revertiter, or 
it could claim the right in so many words, * * * Instead of either of these 
things, Congress enacted section 9, limiting and defining the effect of a breach of 
the conditions named in section 8. By that limitation the sole right which re- 
mains in the United States at the present time is the right, by its Congress, to do 
any and all acts which may be needful and necessary to insure the speedy com- 
pletion of the road.” 

Is this conclusion warranted? That is the question to be first considered. 

It should be observed that the language of the ninth section is peculiar, 
namely: 

“That the United States make the several conditional grants herein, and the 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the further con- 
dition,” &e. 

Is it not absolutely certain, leaving no room for interpretation or the enter- 
tainment of any doubt, that to this point in the legislation, by breach of any of 
the conditions named in section 8, every right of the company, not only to the 
land grant, but its very franchises as a corporation, were determinable at the 
option of the Government, expressed by Congressional action? There is no 
foundation for even conjecture on this point; the language is explicit, and there 
is no conflict of authority in the text-books or reportsas tothe right of revertiter 
of all rights nted by the act, upon breach of any condition, if forfeiture should 
be declared by Congress. 

So well established is this proposition that it would appear to be an affecta- 
tion of learning to cite authorities in support of it. 

Now, it is insisted that because Congress inserted the provisions of section 9, 
that “the United States makes the several conditional grants herein” (plainly 
referring to the condition in section 8; there can be no question as to this), “and 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same” (that is, the 
grant of land, as well asthe franchise and privileges in the act conferred, subject 
to the conditions named in section 8). 

‘* Upon the further condition that if the company make any breach of conditions 
hereof and allow the same to continue for upward of one year,then * * * 
the United States * * * may doany and all acts which may be needful and 
necessary to insure a speedy completion of the said road.” 

This was, in express terms, inserted as a further condition upon the already 
‘conditional grants’? of the act; a condition superadded to those in the eighth 
section, and, by apt expression in the act, the com: y accepted the “ condi- 
tional grants” created by the eighth section, with the additional burden im- 
posed by the “ further conditions” of the ninth section. 

How can it be pretended that the provisions of the ninth section were in- 
tended to “‘ modify the severity of the words in section 8?” 

No reference is made in the language of the ninth section toany intention to 
divest the Government of any rights it has reserved by the provisions of the 
eighth section by operation of law; indeed, we insist that no language could 
be used which would more forcibly convey the idea that Congress reserved all 
rights which it had under the eighth section than by using the expression that 
it did in the ninth section, that “the conditional grants” are made and ac- 
cepted on the “ further (additional) condition,” &e, 

Undoubtedly Congress had the right to “ modify the severity of the words in 
section 8; equally clear is it that it had the right “to say just what should be 
the effect of a breach of the condition of the grant.” But has Congress “ mod- 
ified the severity of the words of section 8?" Has it said just “‘ what the effect 
of a breach of the condition of the grant” should be? Not a word as to this in 
express terms. Keeping in mind that to reserve the right of forfeiture it was 
Rot necessary to mention it in the act; that all that was needed was to use the 
expressions that were used, namely, “that every grant, right, and privilege 
herein are so made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company upon and subject to the following condition,” and that the right ot 
declaring a forfeiture for breach of condition is not in the least strengthened by 
an express reservation of the right in the act, if Congress did modify the sever- 
ity of the words of section 8, the modification must arise from the legal effect of 
the provisions of section 9, because no express words are used showing such in- 
tention, and the modification, if it exists, must be by an interpretation of the 
ninth section. 

The difficulty with the report of the majority is that it assumes this interpre- 
tation of the provisions of section 9, that by imposing a further condition on the 
company, namely, giving Congress the right to exercise power in its discretion 
as to the details of business management of the company,and to say what 
should or should not be done by the company affecting its methods of advanc- 
ing the work, &c.—a right that Congress would not have had without such a 
provision—Congress relinquished and absolutely lostall the rights of declaring 
a forfeiture for breach of condition which the law gave it,and which rights, as 
we have seen, were as well preserved by operation of law as though saved by 
express reservation in the grant. 

In other words, the majority assert that because, in express terms, Congress 
imposed a further condition on an already existing “conditional grant,’ which 
further condition was not inconsistent with the prior conditions and correlative 
rights and liabilities under them, the imposition of such further condition was, 
in legal effect, an abrogation of all legal rights beneficial to the Government 


growing out of the prior conditions, and the grantee took the estate practically 
discharged therefrom, 


=] 


As this is the material portion of the inquiry, let us examine it further 

Under section 4, for a breach of either of the conditions, Congress coo ,),4 
termine the estate in the company and revest itself with the granted tit\,. on i 
here its power would end. It could not give direction as to any of the «.;.. 
of the business of the company; it would be powerless to command any o..._ 
be done with reference toa speedy completion of the road, or to coerce j,, .,. 
way any action on the part of the company. It was in a position sim,,jy .; 
ability to restore itself to its former sition, if it chose to exercise aa Hong 
leaving the company perfectly free to do as it chose as to either manner or 1). 
of completion of the road. - 

Congress assuming that perhaps it might be to the advantage of the Goyer. 
ment to have the power, in certain contingencies, to give such direction (, ;),, 
company in any matter that would insure more speedy action on its part jy, ; 
construction of its road, in case default should continue as to any conditio: 
more than a year, the ninth section was added, not as a substitute for 1), 
visions of section 8, but, as stated in the section, as a further condition to ¢),, 
already “conditional grants.’ This is the only reason which can properly be 
assigned for inserting section 9. F 

There is no inconsistency between the two sections. 

For breach of either condition of the eighth section a power to declare f,, 
feiture existed. This power might or might not be exercised, in the discretig:, 
of Congress. 

A mere delay to assert the right would not interfere with the subsequent exer- 
cise of it,nor relieve the grant of its conditional character. Nothing js t 
settled than that laches is not imputable to the Government. (See U.S. rs 


any 





rk 
patrick, 9 Wheat.,720.) The doctrine is reaffirmed in 11 Wheat., 184; 7 Otto. 5.4. 
8 Otto, 489. 
If Congress did not choose to assert the right it had, and the default continued 
for more than a year, then the provisions of section 9 became operative, and «|| 


the rights growing out of the conditions in both sections were in a condition to 
be enforced by the Government, at its pleasure. 

It could,as it did,extend the time for the performance of the work, the 
ditions meanwhile being none the less operative on the ground; no one pre- 
tending, however, that the mere extension of time relieved the grant of any 
of the conditions imposed by the original act. ; 

All parts of a statute must be construed together and effect given to all the 
provisions, if possible. It is never to be presumed that the Legislature enacts 
useless provisions ; effect must always be given to every provision of a statute, 
if that be possible, and in the construction of the a that interpretation 
should always be given which strengthens the rights reserved by or for the 
Government, 

The courts have frequently held that these grants are laws as well as convey- 
ances, and that such effect must be given them as will carry out the intent of 
Congress. (Mo. R. R, Co., &c.,7 Otto, 491; Hall vs. Russell, 11 Otto, 503.) 

In Leavenworth, &c., R. R. vs. U.S. (92 U.S., 740), citing approvingly Dubuque, 
&c., vs. Litchfield (23 Howard, 66), the court say : 

“All grants of this description are construed strictly against the grantee.’ 

And further: 

“A grant like this should be neither enlarged by ingenious reasoning nor 
diminished by strained construction. If the terms u: are plain and unam- 
biguous, there can be no difficulty in interpreting them; if they admit of dif- 
ferent meanings, they must be accepted in a sense favorable to the grantor. 
wae is not expressly given or follows by necessary implication is with- 

These views are substantially indorsed by Attorney-General Devens (16. Op. 
Attorney-General, 572), when,in giving a construction to the charter of 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com y, where the provisions were identi- 
cal with those being considered here, that officer held, under these two sections, 
in case of default continued for more than a year, that it would be necessary for 
the United States to take advantage of such condition by acting under the ninth 
section, or by declaring a forfeiture of the grant by legislative action, or by pro- 
ceeding for enforcing a forfeiture by a judicial proceeding ; and he concludes: 

“If the United States were disposed to revest in itself or enforce a forfeiture 
of the lands granted, it would be necessary to take some action indicative of 
that intention.” 


ae that the common-law right of declaring a forfeiture exists in his 
j ent. 

or is the character of the grant changed or the rights of the company en- 
larged as to the estate granted by the resolution of May 31,1870, which author- 
ized the issuing of bonds and securing them by mortgage, as that resolution 
only authorized the pledging of “ its property and rights of property of all kinds 
and description,” &c. . 

No language is used which in any way changes the leyal character of the orig- 
inal grant or makes the estate in the company other than one “ on condition- 
subsequent.” 

Nothing is better settled than that a grantee of such an estate can not, by any 
act less than performance, defeat the condition and convert such estate into an 
absolute fee. . ‘ 

This committee, in its report in the matter of “ Title to certain lands in Mich- 

n,” No. 1266, asserted the true doctrine on this question; and if further au- 
thorities were needed, Foxcroft vs. Mallett (4 Howard, 353) would appear deci- 
sive. 

We conclude, then, on the legal question of power in Congiess (and we are 
only dealing with the abstract legal question now), that it has the right— 

First. To declare the title to all unpatented lands in the grant forfeited, and 
revest the United States with it, so that it can be restored to the public domain, 
open to sale and settlement under existing laws, under section 8. 

Second. To take any steps it may deem advisable io insure a speedy comple- 
tion of the road, under section 9. 

So much on the questions of pouse and the legal status of the grant. 

The first question presented by the bill being answered affirmatively, an ex- 
amination of the second is necessary, namely, Is it wise and prudent policy to 
exercise the power to forfeit? 

The company has contented itself with resting its case before the committee 
on the legal arguments inst the right of forfeiture. 

Of course, the majority being of the opinion that no right of absolute forfeiture 
exists, the facts, figures, conditions, &c., upon which the question of policy must 
necessarily be decided have not been presented to the committee, and this re- 

rt does not assume to deal with t but the legal aspects of the case. The 

ouse will determine the question of policy. 

Under the law, as we understand it, we are driven to the conclusion above 
stat 
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R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Of Lilinots. 
So, Mr. Speaker, for the first time in the history of this grant, though 
pending before Congress for all these years, and continuously, the 
House of Representatives is now called upon to pass its judgment on 
the question. 
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1 insist at the outset, Mr. Speaker, that this legislation is not a con- 
tract in the ordinary acceptation of the term; that is to say that in this 
jegislation there is no mutuality of obligation between the two parties. 
There is no reciprocity of obligation between the railroad company and 
the Government. The railroad company has either to accept or decline 
the proffered aid which was made by that act of Congress. The prop- 
osition was, if they would build arailivad between the points indicated 


Congress would hold out to them as a bounty, as a donation, as a gift | 


to them this area of public land. They did not agree in consideration 
of this they would build it, and there was no obligation whatever on 
their part to do or notto do it. It must be entirely in their discretion 
and in their judgment as to whether they should or should not perform. 
It was a bounty, a donation, nothing else. I agree if they had per- 
formed they would have been entitled. 

But, Mr. Speaker, you test the liability of the Government and de- 
termine what Congress may do by the offer they made, by the language 
they used. What was it? 

First, it was agrant, as I have said, of the right of way; second, a grant 
of alternate sections designated by odd numbers, twenty sections in 
width on either side in the States and forty in the Territories. On the 
face of the section making the grant it is an absolute donation. After 
this are provisions in the act as to details, how this should be carried 
out, how the Government should be advised of the performance of the 
railroad company; after providing for appointment of commissioners by 
the President for the examination of sections of 20 miles of the road, 
after providing for determination and report by these commissioners on 
all these matters to the Government as to whether or not the road had 
been constructed in the manner provided by the law, after all these de- 
tails had been provided for, there was inserted in the law section 8: 


That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made and given 
to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company, upon and subject 
to the following conditions, namely: That the said company shall commence 
the work on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the 
President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year after the second 
year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole road by the 4th 


day of July, A. D. 1876. 

Tn connection with this section I beg to add, that by the act of 1866, 
and the subsequent act of 1868, the time for the completion of this 
road under this section was extended to the 4th of July, 1879. So that 
as.a matter of course the legislation we are now cousidering stands pre- 
cisely in the same attitude as though it bore date of July 4, 1879, in- 
stead of July 4, 1876. 

But that is followed by section 9: 
we it further enacted, That the United States make the several condi- 


And I beg, Mr. Speaker, the attention of the House to this language— 


Thatthe United States make the several conditioned grants herein, and that 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the further 
condition that if the company make any breach of the conditions hereof, and 
allow the same to continue for upward of one year, then in such case, at any 
time hereafter, the United States by its Congress may do any and all acts and 
things which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of 


Under these two sections, Mr. Speaker, has arisen a difference among 
the lawyers who have had occasion to examine into the question with 
reference to the legal effect of the sections I have quoted. The rail- 
way company have always contented themselves, so faras I know, with 
insisting that because section 9 was incorporated in the act that the 
only thing left for the Government to do was, after the expiration of 
one year from the time within which the road should have been com- 
ar that was left for Congress was ‘‘ to takesuch steps as might 

needful to insure the speedy completion of the road.’? That was 
the doctrine of eight members of the committee in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress which made the report presented to the House by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], who doubtless adheres to that position now. 

Without going into the details with reference to the matter, I think 
itis enough to say that upon an examination of these two sections, 
section 8 providing in express terms for the creation of the old com- 
mon-law estate, known as an estate in fee upon condition-subsequent, 
and the language of section 9, which I have quoted, there can be no 
doubt of the right of Congress in the premises. Of course this is not 
as exciting as a discussion of a point of order; but I hope to have the 
attention of the House for a few moments, and especially those who 
are unlearned in the law or whose attention has not been called to the 
terms of these sections, whiie I state the character of the estate that 
language would convey, leaving out the ninth section; and all agree, so 
far as I know with reference to this, that (leaving out section 9 for the 
present) the estate conveyed here is an estate in fee upon condition- 
subsequent; that is, a present vesting of the title to this land in the 
company. 

The Supreme Court have decided in numerous cases, beginning with 
Rice vs. The People and coming down through the case of Schulenberg 
vs. Harriman, and so on through the Leavenworth and Galveston case 
and others unnecessary to mention here, that when, in an act making 
a grant of this character, words in the present tense are used, as that 
“there be and hereby is granted,’”’ it vests a present interest in the 
company and conveys a title sub modo, vesting in them the title, but 
subject to the condition as named in the act. 
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What was the condition? That certain things were to be done within 
a certain time, and everything was to be done and completed according 
to the terms of the act by the 4th day of July, 1879. 

Now under the law, and under the decisions of the courts, what in- 
cidents attach to an estate of that character? I shall content myself, 
Mr. Speaker, by stating what I believe the law to be, and I have under 
my hand the adjudication of the courts holding what the law is, but 
shall content myself by asserting what the low is, and unless disputed 
by some gentleman who differs in regard to the matter I shall not stop 
to cite the precedents. If, however, the legal points that I now make 
are disputed Ishall be very grateful, and yield to any interruption with 
reference to the authorities from whichI speak. If any gentleman de- 
sires to dispute the authority I will be glad to have my attention called 
to it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Permit me to ask my colleague whether 
in this part of his argument he proposes to discuss this case without 
reference to section 9? 

Mr. PAYSON. I have said that I did not. 
question now in view of the grant and section 8. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And will my colleague then proceed with 

the discussion of the case in connection with that section? 

Mr. PAYSON. I promise in advance to cover every question made 
by any gentleman, and all I ask is that I may not be interrupted to 
anticipate the course of my argument, but simply to keep in mind what 
I desire to convey. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And in that connection I hope my col- 
league will state what he believes to be the object of inserting this 
ninth section. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iwill come tothatin the duecourse of the argument, 
and in the mean time refer my colleague to my report in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, already in, for as good an argument as I can now make 
on section 9. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will come at once to the legal propositions in- 
volved. What isthe character of the estate vested under the law which 
is conveyed by this kind of enactment, or, in other words, what are the 
incidents which attach to such an estate? I assert that the law is that 
the holder of the title possesses the lands in fee with a condition-sub- 
sequent. 

‘The object of inserting a condition, at the common law, was to in- 
sure the use of the’granted property to the purpose intended to be se- 
cured. A forfeiture for breach of the condition always, at law, brought 
back the property ab initio to the grantor, though the title had passed 
and been paid for by the grantee and he held what was practically the 
absolute fee, with all the incidents of that kind of title, except the re- 
served right of the grantor to re-enter for breach of the condition; and 
it did not matter into how many hands the title had passed. 

But such a title to lands in the hands of any grantee, direct or re- 
mote is this: He holds them with every incident attached to owner- 
ship and possession in fee and absolute conveyance of the title to him, 
with only one exception; and thatis the right on the part of the grantor 
to insist upon a forfeiture of this estate for a disregard of the condition 
when it shall be asserted. That is the only exception made in any of 
the books as between the estate upon condition-subsequent, such as is 
admitted to be, and an absolute fee-simple. It may be conveyed, it 
may be mortgaged, it may be sold and dealt with in any way that an 
absolute fee-simple could be dealt with. Now, that is the condition 
this grant was in. 

I presented to the House in the Forty-eighth Congress a report on 
the forfeiture of lands granted to a railroad in Oregon (Report No. 383) 
and which expresses my views so well on the legal question involved 
that I read so much of it, as part of my argument here, as is relevant. 

It must be remembered that under the law the grant of lands to aid 
in the construction of this road is a grant in presenti; and the condi- 
tions in the act conditions-subsequent (Rutherford vs. Green’s heirs, 2 
Wheat.; Luessen vs. Price, 12 How., 59; Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 
Wall., 44; Van Wyck rs. Knevals, 16 Otto; Opinion Attorney-General 
Devens, 16 Opinions Attorneys-General, page —; Opinion Attorney- 
General Brewster, United States Senate Ex. Doc. 31, first session Forty- 
eighth Congress). 

That the legal title to all the land is in the railroad company; and 
your committee also agree with the counsel for the company that the 
legal title so conveyed by the granting act isa subject of sale and trans- 
fer by the original grantee (subject, as we insist and shall show, to the 
condition contained in the act). So that no question arises as to the 
alleged transfer-of the grant by the Oregon Central to the Oregon and 
California, so far as the passing of the legal title, as such, is concerned. 
We agree that the last named company took by the transfer all that 
the first corporation had, and stood where the Oregon Central stood, 
with the legal title to the grant and charged with the conditions im- 
posed and the burdens created by the act. 

This brings us then to consider the real question at issue, and as this 
is the first grant we have considered where the question is presented 
of the effect legally of part performance by the grantee or its 
cessor and assigns,’’ of the conditions named in the granting act, and 
as the determination of that question in this case is to be a precedent, 
necessarily, for the action of the committee in subsequent cases, in 


I am dealing with the 
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like character of grant, we have given the subject careful attention, 
and believe our conclusions fally warranted. 

Upon the agreed statement that the grant was one in presenti, coun- 
sel for the company insist that this grant is materially and radically 
different from any grant ever made by Congress before or since in these 
two very material respects: 

First. There is no reservation in it whatever of any kind or charac- 
ter of a right to re-enter for condition broken; and 

Second. Thereis no reservation whatever of any right to al ter, amend, 
or repeal theact. Nor is there, third, as in the North Pacific and At- 
lantic Pacific, any reservation of a right upon the part of Congress, in 
case the grantee does not complete the road within the time specified, 
‘*to do any and all acts and things which may be needful and neces- 
sary to insure a speedy completion of the road.”’ 

All there is in the act upon the subject of a condition is in these 
words: 


cial question; one for the courts alone,and that Congress has no power in 
matter. 


Weare of different opinion. It seems perfectly clear to this committec ; 
declaration of forfeiture is only the act of the grantor, asserting his rig}, 
sume the nt, to be exercised at his option, terminating an estate for });; 
the condition on which it is granted. The power rests with him; it is at | 
tion whether he will exercise it or not; purely a matter of discretion, w 
exercise of which the courts have nothing to do; and until it is exercise, ;) 
is nothing on which the court can act. 

When forfeiture is declared and resumption of ownership asserted } 
grantor, then the court may be invcked to declare whether the right ex 
whether it had been effectively exercised ; but the question of forfeitur: 
the grantor, personal or legislative,as the grant is private or public, anc : 
diciary has no jurisdiction whatever until after the grantor has acted to 
his or its right to declare the forfeiture,and then the grantee may iny, 
judiciary. 

To us this is too clear to be regarded as debatable or needing cla! 

To this it might be added that the judicial proceedings, suggest, 

a necessity by the opponents of forfeiture, must be specially auth: 
by Congress. Nobody pretends that the Department of Justice coy)g 
institute any such proceedings without an express act of Congress ay- 
thorizing it; therefore, the whole matter comes back to this, that afirm 
ative legislation must be had, and we are clearly of opinion that (o; 
gress is the only body to exercise the option of reclaiming the la) 
grants. 

No difficulty has arisen in any of these cases as to the fact of non- 
performance; indeed, in all of them breach of the condition is admitted, 
so there are no disputed questions of fact to be investigated; ani 
whether the people shall preserve their own property is clearly a qu 
tion more properly for the people to determine through their represent 
atives than for any court. The Supreme Court, in United Stat 
Repentigny (5 Wallace, 267), decided that an act of Congress i 
equivalent for the ancient ‘‘ inquest of office found.’’ 

The election to waive the forfeiture or to enforce it rests with ( 
gress. 

It is a question of intention, and neither the executive nor judi 
department of the Government can know whatthe pleasure of Congress 
may be, and can not, therefore, act to revest the title until Cony 
has declared its intention in that regard. 

In cases like this, where there is no limitation in the act on the 
power, the declaration of forfeiture relates back to the date of the grant 
and the Government is restored to its original estate. 

This follows from the nature of the estate granted; the estate is on 
on condition-subsequent, that is, an estate liable to terminate and |x 
come no estate on the happening or non-happening of some event in 
the future. 

Here the legal title to the grant as an entirety passed to the company 
by the act as fully and completely as though the patents had issued at 
that date, subject, of course, to the conditions named in the grant. 
Let this be kept clearly in mind, that the act passed the legal titl 
and conveyed ali the estate which the grantee could get; the subse- 
quent building of the road and the issuing of patents only gave precision 
to the grant, but did not add to or strengthen the title which the com- 
pany had under the act. What it had it derived wholly from the act 
making the grant. This the Supreme Court has expressly and repeat- 
edly decided. There has been a breach of the condition of this grant 
since May 4, 1876, and an abandonment of the project. Therefor 
there is a right of forfeiture. How far does it extend ? 

In Sheppard’s Touchstone, 154, it is said: 

It is generally true that he that doth enter for a condition broken doth mak 
the estate void ab initio, and that he shall be in of his first estate in the sanx 
course and manner as it was when he departed with the possession and at (| 
time of the making of the condition. And hence it is that, if there be any char: 
or incumbrance on the lands, as if the lessee of land upon condition grant « 
rent charge out of the land or enter into a statute or recognizance and the con1- 
see has the land in execution and this charge is after the condition is made, in 


this case when the condition is broken and the party doth re-enter he shal! ! 
relation avoid the rent, statute, and recognizance and hold the land freed from 


them all. 
The same doctrine is found in other authorities. Thus in Coke-Lit- 
tleton 202a, it is said broadly: 


He who enters for breach of condition regularly shall have the land of his fir=: 
estate. 


At 201a it is said: 

In these cases if the rent be not paid at such time or before such time limited 
and specified within the condition comprised in the indenture, then may the 
feoffer or his heirs enter into such tands or tenements and them in his former 
estate to have and to hold the feoffee quite to ouste thereof. 

This is the language of Littleton. Coke says: 


Regularly it is true he that entereth for a condition broken shall be seized in 
his first estate which he had at the time of the estate made upon condition, but 
yet this fayleth in many cases, 

Coke goes on to specify the cases in which it ‘‘fayleth.’? They ar 
placed under the two heads of “‘ impossibility ’’ and ‘‘ necessity,’’ ani 
have no application here. 

Butler and Hargreaves, in their note to this passage, say: 

It may be further observed: Ist. That as the entry of the feoffer on the feoff: 
for a condition broken defeats the estate to which condition was annexed 
so it defeats all rights and incidents annexed to shat estate, as dower, &c., an! 
all mesne incumbrances of the feoffee. 

The samedoctrine is in 1 Rolle’s Abridgment, 474, 617; Comyn’s Di- 
gest, title Condition, 0.6. 5 

So in Greenleaf’s Cruise on Real Property, volume 2, page 25, section 


Sec. 6. And the foregoing grant is upon condition that said company shall 
complete a section of 20 or more miles of said railroad and telegraph within 


two years, and the entire railroad and telegraph within six years from the same 
date. 


Counsel call attention to the fact that in grants of this character, be- 
fore and since, Congress has generally, in terms, provided for forfeiture 
for breach of the expressed condition, and that in this case there is a 
departure in the language, in this, that all that section 6 provides is as 
above recited; and, quoting from his brief: 


It is respectfully insisted that the clause in the last section of the act (sectfon 
requiring said company to complete a section of 20 or more miles within 
two years, and the entire road within six years from the date of the grant, inas- 
much as there is no clause of reverter or right of entry for condition broken, 
and no reservation of any right to alter, amend, or repeal, can not be held acon- 
dition, but simply a direction; it is not a limitation, but merely declaratory of 
the desire of Congress in the premises, and the failure to keep which on the part 
of the company gives no right of forfeiture. 


We do not deem it necessary to argue that proposition; no language 
could be used more apt to make the estate one on condition-subsequent 
than is used in this act; the words are of present grant, ‘‘ there is hereby 
granted,’’ and then section 6, ‘‘and the foregoing grant is upon condi- 
tion,’’ &e. 

This has always been held by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
as shown by the cases cited above, to make the grant one on condition- 
subsequent. (See those cases.) 

Again, the counsel urges: 


But conceding, for the present, that the words used in the last section are 
sufficient to create a conten, it is respectfully insisted that there being no ex- 
press reservation either of a right to re-enter, or to alter or repeal, Con; bas 
no power to declare a forfeiture, and it can be done, if at all, by the judiciary 
alone. That the very most that Congress could doin this case would be to in- 
struct the Attorney-General to institute the necessary proceedings to have a 
judicial forfeiture declared. 

There being no such reservation in the grant of May 4, 1870, it follows thatthe 
judiciary only, and not Congress, can declare a forfeiture on account of failure 
to perform conditions. 


And, aside from all technical rules, it is respectfully submitted that 
the judiciary, and not the legislative department, is the one to which 
all these questions of failure to comply with conditions-subsequent 
should be remitted. The questions to be determined are essentially of 
a judicial and not of a legislative nature. We considered the same 
question in the Texas Pacific case, and are content to repeat here what 
we said there as to both propositions, namely: first, the lack of power 
to declare forfeiture because of a want of express reservation of the right; 
and, second, that declaring a forfeiture is a judicial proceeding purely. 
We said in that case: 


As has been stated, we have had the benefit of legal argument by some of the 
most eminent counsel in the land, and the claim by this company to the grant 
en legal grounds may be stated in this way: . 

By the act making the grant the title to the land to the Texas Pacific— 
the act was a grant in presenti, with a condition-su uent. 

The Texas Pacific, thus being vested with legal title (although subject to the 
condition-subsequent, which contained, among other things, the building of 
the road to San Diego and the completing of the whole line by May 2, 1882, and 
that there should be no consolidation with any competing line, yet) the legal 
title was an assignable interest,which could be conveyed, and that by the deed 
made by the Texas Pacific January 18, 1882, to the Southern Pacific, it became 
vested with the legal title to all land, and because the Congress did not, inmak- 
ing the grant and coupling with it a condition-subsequent, in express terms to 
reserve to itself the power to declare the grant forfeited for breach of the con- 
dition if it should not be complied with, therefore no right of forfeiture exists, 
and the hands of Congress are tied, and the Governmentis powerless to resume 
the grant by reason of such omission, 

In other words, generally stated, the distinguished counsel for the aneeey 
declares that in law the power to deciare a forfeiture of a grant made on condi- 
tion-subsequent for breach of the condition must be reserved to the grantor by 
express terms in the act making the grant, or it does not exist. 

No authority was produced to the committee except the statement of the at- 
torneys asserting this extraordinary doctrine in su of it; but the interests 
veing so great, we have examined the books on question, and are not able 
to Ona Sogte authority in support of the proposition, arid we believe none 
can be found. 


On the contrary, Washburn on Real Property, vol. 2, 3d ed., p. 15, asserts the 
rule to be— 

** Whore the condition of a grant is expressed there is no need of wanes 
right ot entry for a breach thereof in order to enable the grantor to avail hi 
self of it.” 

See also Jackson vs. Allen, 3 Cowan, 220; Gray vs, Blanchard, 8 Pick., 284; 
Littleton, sec. 331. 

Indeed, all the decided cases we can find, as well as the text-books, are in har- 
mony and to the same effect; so we do not present ————— — here. 

Counsel also urge that, under the law,a forfeiture of a grant is purely a judi- 
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j 
10 (in Greenleaf’s edition the original six volumes are bound in three, 
and the passage quoted is therefore in his first volume as bound), it is 
said: 

Where a particular time is appointed for the performance of a condition, it 
must be performed at or before that time. 

At page 40, section 39, it is said; 

Upon the breach of a condition the feoffer or grantor, or his heir, becomes en- 
titled to the estate to which such condition was annexed. 

At page 44, section 52, it is said: 

Where a person enters for a condition broken the estate becomes void, ab 


initio; the person who enters is again seized of his original estate in the same | 
manner as if he had never conveyed it away. Andas the entry of the feoffer | 


on the feoffee for a condition broken defeats the estate to which the condition | ®"' 


was annexed, so it defeats all rights and incidents annexed to that estate, to- 
gether with all charges and incumbrances created by the feoffee during his | 
possession; for upon the entry of the feoffer he becomes seized of an estate 
paramount to that which was subject to these charges. 

In section 53 the writer says that on re-entry a rent charge or judg- 
ment is gone; and in section 54 he says that the dower of the feoffee’s | 
wife is gone on re-entry. 

Washburn on Real Property, volume 2, section 13, says: 

When such entry had been made the effect was to reduce the estate to the 
same plight and to cause it to be held in the same terms as if the estate to which 
the condition was annexed had not been granted. 

At page 457, same volume, section 24, it is said that an estate subject 
to a condition does not lose its capacity of being sold or devised in the 
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| to the lands passed to the State by the act itself; that the condit 





same manner as an indefeasible estate, but that the purchaser or who- 


ever takes the estate will take it subject to the condition annexed. 


Kent declares the law to the same effect: 


Persons who have an estate or freehold subject to a condition are seized, and 
may convey, though the estate will continue defeasible until the condition be 
performed or released, or is barred by statute of limitations, or by estoppel. 

Again he says: 

Laches are chargeable upon the grantee (of an estate subject to condition), 
even though such grantee or his assignee be an infant or femme covert for non- 
performance of the condition annexed to the estate. (Kent’s Com., volume 4, 
pages 125, 126.) 

As held in the case of Jackson vs. Crisler (1 Johns. Cas. , 125-126), he 
who purchases an estate of a grantee who holds upon a condition-sub- 
sequent takes the estate subject to the condition. He must look to the 
title and take it as it exists. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has expressly decided this 
to be the lawin the well-considered case of Foxcroft vs. Mallet (4 How., 
353). The State of Massachusetts gave a large body of land in Maine 
to Williams College, on the condition that thirty settlers in each town- 
ship might each have 100 acres for $5. he college conveyed a township 
to Ingersoll, who conveyed 6,000 acres of the same to Samuel Mallet, 
subject to the condition that it should bear its proportion of that burden. 

Mallet gave back to college a mortgage upon all the land, without 
expressly referring to that condition in his title, though he did refer to 
the deed. 

That mortgage was afterwards foreclosed, and the lands were con- 
veyed thereunder by mesne conveyances to Foxcroft, who claimed to 
own the whole tract by title superior to David Mallet, one of the set- 
tlers who took title after the mortgage was made. The court decide 
that the mortgagor could not pass by mortgage a greater interest than 
he obtains; that— 

The condition or charge was on the land as an incumbrance by the very terms 
of the deed to him, and he could not, if he tried, convey a title to the land which 
should be free from it. Such a condition attaches to the land wherever it goes, 
although the same should pass through a hundred hands. In our view, it oper- 


ates like a covenant which runs with the laid,and all assignees are bound by 
covenants real that run with the land. (Page 377.) 


The case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wallace, 44, has been cited 
as against this doctrine, but an examination of that case will show that 
— in harmony with the principle. That case arose on this state of 

A grant was made to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the construc- 
tion of a certain railroad. 

The road was not built within the time—ten years—and after its ex- 
piration the plaintiff went upon the land and cut a lot of trees growing 
upon it and floated them off, with others. 

The defendant, as agent for the State, seized the logs as its property, 
they having been cut from the lands the title to which was in the 
State, under the grant, as he insisted. 

The plaintiff replevied them, and as to the claim that the title was 
in the State by the grant, made these points: 

(1) That the legal title did not pass by the act to the State; that the 


act did not vest the title in presenti; that the State was only an agent | 


for the future disposition of them. 

(2) If the title passed to the State by said acts such title reverted 
to the United States, no part of the road having been built at the ex- 
piration of the period limited in the grant, the condition being. ‘‘if 
the road is not completed within ten years no further sales shall be 
made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States.’’ 

So the precise question was, whether there was title in the State suf- 
ficient to maintain or replevin against a wrongdoer. 

The court held that the grant was one in presenti; that the legal title 
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in the act were conditions-subsequent, and as to them the court said 

The provision that all lands remaining unsold after ten years should revert to 
he United Statesif the road be 1 then completed is no more na provision 

| that the grant shall be void ifa condition-subsequent be not performed; * * * 
that it is the settled law that no one can takeadvantage of the non-performance 
’ condition-subsequent annexed to an estate ia fee but the grantor or his 
heirs,or the successors of t rantor,if the grant pro l from an artificial 
rson,and if they do not see fit to enfor for re on t ground the title 
1ains unimpaired in the grantee 

In what manner the reserved right of the grantor for bi iof the condition 

must be asserted so as to restore the estate depend } . the 
If it be apriv grant that right must be asserted by entr rits equiva- 
nt; if the grant be a public one it must be asserted by judicial edings 
iorized by law * * * orthere must be some legislative a r n of own- 
ership of property for breach of the « dition, s 1 as act directing the 
possession and appropri n of t property or that it offered ‘ sc 
tlement. 

Upon the question of sales by the State, after failure 1 nplete the 
road within the ten years, the court says: 

The provision in the act of ¢ J i sold 
after ten years shall revert to the Unite t icompleted, 
is nO More than a prov yn that the ¢g lition-subse- 

| quent be not performed. * he 
road be not completed within tl : ! > ree of 
the provision. A cessation of salesin that « t is implied in th i that 
the lands shall then revert; if the condition be not enforced the sell 
ntinues as before the breach, lim lonly by the objects of the t ithe 
manner of sale prescribed in the act. 

It was further held that where no action had been taken toa rt forte f 
the estate granted by the act, + title remains ‘in the Stat 
existed cn the day whe tle by location of the o 
precision and became ached to the adjoining alternate s 

The court therefore held that the plaintiff could not recover the logs, 
and, as must be apparent, the only question dealt with was the one of 

| legal title, and of course, as the legal title (though subject to the con- 
dition-subsequent) was in the State by the grant, it would continue there 


until Congress took advantage of the breach of the condition by assert- 
ing a forfeiture. 

This is in harmony with the text-books; the legal title is in the 
State or the corporation, as the case may be, and the estate may be 
sold, conveyed, and mortgaged precisely as though the 
not annexed. 

Washburne says, in his work on Real Property, volume 2, page 452, 
section 24: 


condition was 





An estate subject to a condition does not lose its capacity of ing sold o1 
vised in the same manner as an indefeasible estate, but the pu iser or who 
ever takes the estate will take it subject to the conditionannexed. Soin Ke 
Commentaries, volume 4, pages 125, 126, it is said: *‘ Persons w ! in estate 
or freehold, subject to a condition, are seized and may convey, though the es- 
tate will continue defeasible until the condition be performed or released, or is 


barred by the statute of limitations or by estoppel. 

Foxcroft vs. Mallet, 4 Howard, 353, also contains a full exposi 
the law on this subject worthy of careful reading. 

But Van Wyck vs. Knevals, 16 Otto, 365, is relied on as an authority 
that by a partial performance by the company it earns, so to speak, a 
proportional amount of its grant as to all the road constructed before a 
declaration of forfeiture in the proportion to the whole grant that the 
constructed portion ef the road bears to the whole length of the line. 
The question was betwen individuals and as to priority of ri 


tion of 


ght in this 





state of case. Van Wyck entered the land April 13, 1870, and received 
a patent therefor November 15, 1871. 

The map of definite location of the road, which gives precision to th 
grant, was filed in the Department of the Interior March 25, 1870, ac- 


cepted the same day, forwarded to the local land office April 8, 1870, 
and received there April 15, 1870. In the mean time Van Wyck had 
made his entry, and the question was whether the filing of map or the 
notice at the local land office gave the right to the company to the land, 
Knevals claiming from the company. On that question the court held 
for Knevals that the filing of the map and its acceptance by the De- 
partment fixed the right. 

The condition in the grant in question was as follows: 

Provided further, That if said road is not completed within ten ye 
date of the acceptance of the grant hereinbefore made, the lands 
patented shall revert to the United States. 

And on the question we are considering, the language of the court 
relied on by those denying the right of absolute forfeiture is as fol- 
lows: 

The defendant [Van Wyck 


‘ 





rom the 
g un- 


remaint 


having failed to establish the validity of h 


sown 
title, attacks the right of the company to the lands covered by the grant, alieg- 
ing that the company never completed the construction of the entire road for 


which the grant was made; that after filing its map with the Secretary of the 
Interior it changed for part of the distance the route of the road,and that it 
never complied with the conditions of the law of Nebraska for the extension of 
its road within the limits of that State. We do not deem these objections, when 





considered with the facts on which they are based,as having anyforce. There 
is to them a ready and conclusive answer. Assuming that the Burlington and 
Missouri River Railroad, with which the company’s road connected, was not, as 


averred by the complainant,a branch of the Union Pacific Railroad, and t 
therefore the company’s proposed road was not entirely completed, t f 





mains that the company constructed a portion of the proposed road, and that 
portion was accepted as completed in the manner required by the act of Con- 
gress. 

Patents for some of the adjoining sections were accordingly issued to the 
company,and a right to all of them, not specially reserved by the condition of 


the grant, vested in it. So far as that portion of the road which was completed 
and accepted is concerned, the contract of the company was exec uted, and as to 
the lands patented, the transaction on the part of Government was closed 


and the title of the company perfected. The right of the company to the re- 
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maining odd-numbered sections adjoining the road completed and accepted 
(not reserved) is equally clear. 

If the whole road has not been completed any forfeiture co uent thereon 
can be asserted only by the grantor, the United States, through judicial proceed- 
ings or through the action of Congress. (Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wall., 
44.) Athird party can not take upon himself to enforce conditions attached to 
the grant when the Government does not complain of their breach. 








All, then, that the court decides is that, as between the Government 
and the company, the title passed by the grant; it acquired precision 
by filing the map without regard to the question of notice; that, under 
the act, when the lands were patented the transaction is closed, and 
for the obvious reason that in the condition in the grant the act of re- 
vertitur in a declaration of forfeiture is restricted to ‘‘the lands re- 
maining unpatented.”’ 

Let it be remembered that in the acts making these grants various 
powers are conferred and various restrictions on the power of forfeiture 
are provided, and we agree that Congress may impose restrictions upon 
the power to declare a forfeiture in case of default; that it may bind 
the Government by a limitation as to the extent of the reversion as to 
what lands shall be affected by the assertion of the right, and what 
shall be exempted from the operation of the forfeiture; further, that 
whatever limits the act itself or subsequent legislation imposes on the 
power to declare forfeiture, either as to the manner of its exercise or 
the extent to which it shall extend, or as to what shall be exempted 
from its operation, subsequent Congresses are bound. 

In the earlier grants, like that to Illinois for the Illinois Central, the 
power to declare forfeiture was restricted to this: that if the railroad 
was not completed within ten years the State should pay the \Jnited 
States what it received upon sales by it; the title of the purchasers to 
remain valid; the title to the residue of the lands to reinvest in the 
United States as if the act had not been passed. (9 Statutes, paye 467.) 

In later grants, like those to Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, and other 
States, in 11,13, and 14 Statutes at Large, the restriction on the power 
of forfeiture was, that if the roads were not completed within the time 
fixed ‘‘no further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall re- 
vert to the United States.’’ 

Or, like the cases of the Wisconsin Central, and Lake Superior, and 
Michigan Railroads (13 Statutes, pages 64 and 66), where, if the roads 
were not completed, no further patents shall be issued to the company, 
and no further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert 
to the United States.’’ 

Or, like the grants to Arkansas, Minnesota, and Missouri (14 Stat- 
utes, pages 83 and 87), where, if the roads were not completed as re- 
quired, ‘‘the lands not patented shall revert to the United States.’’ 

Or, like the grant to Iowa (13 Statutes, 72) tor the Sioux City and 
Saint Paul Railroad, ‘‘if the.road be not completed within ten years, 
the lands not patented shall revert to the State for the purpose of se- 
curing the completion of the road, and should the State fail to complete 
the road within five years after the ten years, then the lands undisposed 
of shall revert to the United States.’’ 

Or, like the California and Oregon, and the Oregon and California 
grants (14 Statutes, 239), if the roads were not completed, or failed to file 
assent as required, ‘‘the act shall be null and void, and all lands not 
conveyed by patent at the date of such failure shall revert to the United 
States.’’ 

Or, like the Northern Pacific act (13 Statutes, 365), the Atlantic and 
Pacific act, and the Southern Pacific act (14 Statutes, 292), the Texas 
Pacific act, and the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg act (16 
Statutes, 573), where the right of forfeiture was not restricted, but left 
as at common law (unless modified by the subsequently conferred power 
to mortgage, not necessary to be noticed now and here) with the impo- 
sition of further conditions, ‘‘ that the United States might, in case of 
default, do any and all acts necessary to insure the speedy completion 
of the road.’’ 

Or, as in the case, in the act we are now considering, where the ‘‘es- 
tate on couditions’’ simply is granted, and no restriction whatever on 
the power of forfeiture. These different classes of conditions and re- 
strictions on the power we are discussing show the varying moods of 
Congress on the question, and each case must be examined, when the 
exercise of the power is invoked, under the particular terms of the con- 
dition and the restriction, if any, in it, and as to them all, this clearly 
follows under the authorities: That where, as in this case, the grant 
stands on common-law grounds, without restriction on the power by 
act of Congress, the forfeiture restores the whole grant as it was ‘‘at the 
date of it, at the time of making the condition,’’ nothing but full per- 
formance under the act, or waiver by some expressed enactment, will 
prevent it. 

Although the attention of the learned counsel for the company was 
especially called to this question (and time given to examine into it), 
namely, the power to declare an absolute forfeiture of this grant, not- 
withstanding a portion of the road has been built within the time, not 
an authority has been produced to the committee showing or tending to 
show that the power does not exist; nor does the committee believe 
that a respectable authority can be produced, either elementary or 
among the revorted cases decided by the courts, holding that the power 
to declare an absolute forfeiture is not in the grantor in cases like this 
where there is no restrictions in the act, or any subsequent enactment. 
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This, the committee think, determines the legal question, and that 
Congress has the power to declare full forfeiture. 

But having the power, it does not follow that it ought to be exer. 
cised. 

The question of proper policy, in the exercise of a wise and just dis. 
cretion, is frequently more difficult of solution than the one of lega) 
right. In this case there appears absolutely no equity or claim to {- 
vorable cousideration for aid for that part of the road built. 

This question in such an estate must be kept in view; thatis, namely 
who may exercise the right of declaring the forfeiture for breach of th. 
condition, if it occurs? The law is .niform. There has been no di- 
vergence, no breach in the uniformity of the authorities on the ques- 
tion—that nobody could assert that but the grantor himself, in this 
case the General Government of the United States. And I make this 
statement here so that gentlemen may understand when remembering 
the case of Schulenberg and Harriman, to which attention was called 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], and the case of Van 
Wyke and Knevals, referred to by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
VAN EATON ]—that gentlemen may understand the application of those 
cases as E shall make it. Nobody can insist upon a declaration of for- 
feiture for breach of this condition except the Government of the United 
States itself. Both these cases are referred to and fully explained in 
my report in the Oregon case, which I have just read. 

My report in the Forty-seventh Congress asserts all that I desire to 
say as to section 9. 

It simply inserts another condition: In express terms, ‘‘ this further 
condition’’ giving the Government all the right it could take under 
section 9, in addition to those it already had under section 8. 

Mr. CASWELL, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will if it does not anticipate what Iam going on 
to advert to. 

Mr. CASWELL. Before you depart from your construction of the 
grant, I wish to ask you a question for information. I understand that 
you say you do not regard this as a contract with the company ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will anticipate the gentleman myself. It is not 
necessary to debate that; in the strictest acceptation of the term it is 
not unless the company performs; because there was no mutuality or 
reciprocity of obligation. I make that statement that the gentleman 
may understand me. 

Mr.CASWELL. Section 12 provides the company shall accept within 
two years. You understand they did so accept ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do. 

Mr. CASWELL. Why does not that make a contract? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the company was not obliged to build the 
road unless it chose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why not a contract? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam saying that because this grant is held up as a 
bounty to them; they either have it or are entitled to it or they are not. 
What I am trying to arrive at does not turn upon that question. I was 
led to say what I did by the statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Price], on yesterday, in which he asserted that we had never given 
this railroad company nor agreed to give them an acre of ground, and 
made other remarks of that character which made some impression on 
some of the gentlemen who listened to him. Another point that was 
ad verted to by some of the gentlemen yesterday was the omission in this 
act of Congress of reserving to Congress a right to declare a forfeiture. 
I do not know whether that would be insisted on seriously by any gen- 
tlemen within the sound of my voice. It is enough to say I have the 
authorities at hand here, and read them in the Oregon case. They are 
numerous, and there is no one to the contrary so far as I am aware; and 
without any affectation of learning or vanity I assert that one can not 
be found that holds that where there is an express condition in a deed or 
an act of Congress making a grant it strengthens the right of the grantor 
as to the power to declare a forfeiture by reserving in express terms the 
power so todo. In other words, if there is a condition in the grant the 
law implies conclusively the right on the part of the grantor to assert 
a forfeiture, whether there is an express reservation or not. To that 
doctrine the Judiciary Committee of the House committed itself in the 
Forty-seventh Congress in a report made by Mr. ReEp, of Maine, which 
I have in my hand, of which I shall read only two sentences. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will permit me, I do not understand 
that there is any contention about that. Even where it is stated in 
the grant that the land shall revert if the condition is not performed, 
yet it requires a re-entry on the part of the grantor. : 

Mr. PAYSON, Oh, I agree to that; but the point I am making is 
that no express reservation of the right of forfeiture is required, and I 
may say in passing thatit is perhaps necessary for me to call attention 
to this, because it is suggested to me that the counsel for the railroad 
company have elaborated that point in the brief which they have filed 
and copies of which have been distributed among members of the House. 
This is what I desire to read from the report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee: 





To secure this right of forfeiture it was not necessary to mention it in the act. 
The words “upon condition” were the only words which were needed, and 
they are as potent as if the words had been , “and if these conditions sre 
not fulfilled the lands shall revert to the United States.”’ 
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That is the language of the Judiciary Committee in the Forty-seventh 

and that is undoubtedly the law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to another point. It was asserted earn- 
estly by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] that it was 
expressly decided in the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman that any 
railroad company getting a grant of this kind was entitled to the lands 
gs earned lands, provided they were co-terminous with the constructed 
portion of the road. I deny that proposition in toto. There is n&ia 
word in that decision that even squints in that direction, not one; and 
the sole effect of the decision in the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman 
js to enhance and emphasize the position which I have asserted here as 
to the character of an estate upon a condition-subsequent and the in- 
cddents of that estate and the parties who can take advantage of it. 
Without stopping to read the report (for I assume to be a little familiar 
with that case, it being the text-book upon which we have been acting 
for six years here), the case was this: Suit was brought by Schulen- 

against Harriman to recover the value of certain logs which had 
been cut upon land which it was claimed was Government land. For 
the value of those logs suit was brought by the plaintiff as the agent 
of the State of Minnesota, he claiming that the land had been granted 
to the State to aid in the construction of certain railroads; that al- 
though the railroads had never been built, still the title to the lands 
was in the State, and that therefore an action would lie by the State 
through its agent, he being authorized for that purpose to recover the 
yalue of the logs which were thus severed from the land. The defend- 
ant pleaded, as against that, that although the land was granted to the 
State of Minnesota, it was granted upon condition that the railroad 
should be built within five years; that more than five years had elapsed 
since the date of the grant, and that not only was the road still unbuilt, | 
but that no attempt had ever been made to construct it, and because | 
the law provided that in case the road was not built within five years | 
| 





all unsold lands should revert to the United States; that by operation 
of law the title did revert to the United States, and therefore that the 
wee could not maintain his suit. That is the whole case in a nut- 
shell. 

In that case the decision was simply that the estate was an estate upon 
condition-subsequent, that the title was in the State of Minnesota, that 
it made no difference whether the railroad was built or not so far as the 
condition of the title was concerned, that it was in the State of Minnesota, 
that nobody could take advantage of the failure to comply with the con- 
dition except the Congress of the United States by declaring a forfeiture 
for breach of the condition, that that right continued in Congress, subject 
to the right of the State to sell the land for the purposes named in the 
grant. Nowit will be noticed that the provision of that grant was that 
all lands unsold should revert to the United States. In other cases it is 
 damey that all unpatented lands shall revert to the United States. 

some other cases, like the California and Oregon case, there is a pro- 
vision for certification and a provision that all uncertified lands shall 
revert to the United States, while in other cases, like this which we are 
now considering, the power of forfeiture is absolute, there being no lim- 
itation or restriction upon it. In the Minnesota case it was decided, 
and very properly decided, that the title being in the State the suit 
could be maintained. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASWELL. Should notthe Government have exercised its right 
of forfeiture before the road was built ? 

Mr. PAYSON. It could have done it then. 

Mr.CASWELL. And having failed to doit, then are we not estopped 
now by every consideration of equity from exercising that right? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir. I say no. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen will persist in anticipating me. I will 
promise if I have time to reply to any question asked me, as I am ready 
to give my views on every possible aspect of the case. 

Ido not undertake to convince the gentleman, but I will give him 
my idea. 

On the first question he asks me. I have answered it fully in the 
language in the Oregon report. That the election to waive the right 
of forfeiture or to enforce it rests alone with Congress; no Department 
of the Government can assume to know the intentjon of Congress as to 
its future action in cases of discretion, and therefore can not act to divest 
the Government of its right to the title, until Congress has declared its 
intention in that regard. 

His last question, as to equity, involves the whole question of policy, 
which I shall discuss later and fully. 

But resuming, to notice the cases cited by the opponents of the bill, 
in the ease of Van Wyck against Knevals, the attempt was to reach 
lands that were patented. «Van Wyck had bought land which had been 
patented to the railroad company, and the Supreme Court put its de- 
cision upon the ground that because the condition in the grant was 


that un ted lands only should be subject to forfeiture, and because 
the in question were patented, therefore Congress could not in- 


terfere and the transaction wasclosed. They did put forward oneother 
consideration which I ought to state, for I desire to discuss this ques- 
tion fully and candidly. It being a familiarrule of law that theright 
toa patent is equivalent to a patent issued, the court say, as to the 





lands lying opposite to the portions of the road which had been con- 
structed and accepted, that the right to the patent was in the company, 
and that the right of the company to the lands was equally clear. 

If gentlemen will examine the opinion of the court in that case, they 
will find that one of the salient points of the case is that the limitation 
upon the power of forfeiture was as to patented lands. That is all there 
is of it. Isay here, and I challenge any gentleman who may follow 
me to show to the contrary, that there never has been a case decided 
by a Federal or a State court, as between the United States and a rail- 
road company, where the right of the United States to declare a for- 
feiture ab initio for breach of the condition in the grant has been denied. 
No such case can be found. Every case which has been cited here by 
gentlemen opposed to this bill has been a case which presented a con- 
test between inlividuals, an individual claiming under the general land 
law on one sids, and by or under the railroad company on the other, 
and the court has always contented itself in those cases with saying 
that because this right to declare a forfeiture could be exercised only 
by Congress, aid because Congress had not exercised it, therefore the 
title with this condition annexed rested in the party who claimed under 
the railroad grant, and had affixed to it a'l the incidents of title that 
a fee-simple title has, subject to this reserved right to which I have so 
frequently alluded. 

This, sir, disposes of all the legal questions made in the cases cited 
by the opponents of the bill. 

There are a few other questions which should be noticed. 

It has been suggested that the act of 1870 giving the power to mort- 
gage was a strengthening of the title of the lands in those who claim 
under the mortgage ! 

The act, sir, simply gave the company the right to mortgage ‘“‘its 
property and rights of property,’’ &c.; that is, just what it had, and 
nothing more, and all it could mortgage ? 

The Supreme Court in Farnsworth vs. The Railroad Company, 92 
United States, 66, as to precisely such a case, where the right to the 
land depended upon the completion of the road as a condition-subse- 
quent, which condition was operative when the mortgage was made, 
precisely as in this case, say: 

The mortgage not having been executed until after the amendment was ac- 
cepted, and the holdingof the lands of the company having been made depend- 
dent upon the completion of the roac within the period prescribed, the benefi- 
ciaries under that instrument took whatever security it afforded in subordination 
to the right of the State to enforce the forfeiture. 

No, sir, a power to mortgage can never be held to strengthen the 
title of the mortgagor. 

Nor does a ‘‘standing by”’ 
fect the Government. 

The road was theirs; we did not care to and did not interfere ; we had 
given them the rightof way, and were and are still willing they should 
have and use it, and aided them in getting it,asthe gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] has said. But that related only to the right 
of way, not to this grant; not at all. 

Let me put itin another way: It is admitted that they have not 
built the Cascade branch, even now. And thatthey havenot built the 
road from Wallula to Portland, 214 miles, and have practically aban- 
doned that part of the route. 

Now, sir, for this non-user of the franchise have we not the legal 
right to forfeit it, now and here? Unquestionably; and if so, have 
we not the right to the incident—the land grant? 

I am only now discussing the question of power, of strict legal right. 

Gentlemen say ‘* the law abhors a forfeiture,’’ and this is a frequent 
text in this case. If it were so the law would be very like the gentle- 
men who quote the maxim. 

But it is not so; the law is the reverse, as expressly decided in the 
Farnsworth case (92 United States). There the court says, that while 
forfeiture is not favored as between individuals where compensation 
can be made, yet in case of public grants like this the courts can not 
and ought not to relieve, and that the maxim quoted does not apply. 

We had the power to assert this in 1879, and the authorities I have 
cited show that we have it now, as a legal right, beyond question. 

Should it be exercised ? 

That is the question of policy, and to that I now address myself. 

If, sir, the road as an enterprise is worth all that it has cost, is an 
excellent investment for the money that is actually put into its con- 
struction and maintenance, then so far as the holders of the securities 
are concerned the proposed action is not inequitable to them, nur does 
it injure them. 

As I have before said, there are only three classes of people interested 
in this matter—the bondholders, the preferred-stock holders, and the 
common-stock holders. Ifthe property covered by the mortgage (which 
is all the property of the company, as well as these lands) outside the 
lands is ample security they can not complain; and it is. 

The financial condition of the company as to bonds is this 
by the counsel for the company: 


a copotenentverecoceer ce ; 
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The length of the road is 2,362 miles, an average of $28,000 per mile. 
This, sir, is moderate. The Atlantic and Pacific is bonded for $32,500 
per mile; the Southern Pacific of California for $34,000; the Southern 
Pacific of Arizona for $25,000; the Southern Pacificof New Mexico for 
$25,000; the Oregon Short Line for $25,000. This road runs through 
a better country than either of the other transcontinental lines. 

With the present undeveloped condition of the great West, it has al- 
ways had a good balance of net earnings; after paying all its operating 
expenses, its interest on the bonded debt, fixed charges, &c., its net 
earnings have been as shown officially each year: 








To June 30— 
ROT. xénddinrecdntisenginctetiniogvcsibicihe $969,129 
RUUEE-prenenedesadutunbvennsnmecborereneesetenmencepagautends dnaniedmetiannseieaentieiweeaitien . 1,857,465 
DOD cceustha 2,518,529 
ee 425,820 
ea 5,037,348 


And after expending large sums for new equipment there was to 
its surplus account in 1882, $3,258,483; in 1883, $1,149,583; in 1885, 
$91,959. 


It is becoming more and more valuable year by year; so the bond- 
holders are perfectly safe. 


It may be said that the sales of land have helped this. I shall show, 
later, that the sales of land for cash have barely paid the expenses of 


the Jand department; the preferred-stock holders have had the cream 
of this. 


The next class are the preferred-stock holders. They are the repre- 
sentatives of the wreck of Jay Cooke & Co.’s failure and areamply secured 
by having the preference over all except the bondholders, and there is 
not much of this left—about $35,000,000 secured by the plan of 1875 
on all lands east of the Missouri River, which we do not touch by this 
bill, about 10,000,000 acres, and they hold also $4,667,440 of dividend 
scrip, drawing 5 per cent. interest, issued to them in January, 1883. 
‘They are well provided for, the last class, and those who are actually 
interested are the common-stock holders. Notadollarwasever paid into 
the treasury of the company by a holder of this stock, as I have shown 


in detail. Therefore no hardships result by this proposed action that 
can be justly criticised. 

When this company asks for equitable treatment at the hands of the 
representatives of the people they should show that they are treating 
the people justly. This they are not doing and never have done. 

They were created and assisted to build a competing through route 
to the Pacific. They abandon that, and make an alliance with the 
Oregon Railway and Navigation-Company—a rival company—and 
abandon 214 miles of their route altogether, as I have shown. 


They exact onerous and burdensome contracts from the settlers along 
their line. 


This is one of their covtracts: 


Pacific Division, Land Department, Northern Pacific Railroad Company, Port- 
land, Oreg., May —, 1883.—This certifies thet , of King County, in 
the Territory of Washington, hereinafter called the purchaser, has this day paid 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, herei r called the company, the 
sum of $—, sane perenne in full for the following described tract of land, sit- 
ate in the county of King, in the Territory of Washington, to wit: ——————, 
containing 40 acres, more or less, according to the United States Government 
survey; and that the said purchaser is entitled to a deed from the company con- 
veying said above described premises (subject to the reservations and conditions 
herein contained) to the said purchaser, to be delivered upon the surrender of 
this certificate at the office, and until then this certificate shall entitle said pur- 
chaser to the full possession and occupancy of said land; reserving and except- 
ing therefrom, however, a strip of land extending through the same (or so much 
of said strip of land as may be within said described premises) of the width of 
400 feet, that is, 200 feet on each side of the center line of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, or of any branch or other railroad operated or to be operated, in whole 
or in part, by the said company, to be used for right of way or other railroad 
purposes, in case the line of the said Northern Pacific Railroad, or of such 

»yranch or other railroad, has been or shall be located on or over or within 200 
feet of said described premises; and also reserving and excepting from said de- 
scribed premises so much and such parts thereof as are or may be mineral 
lands, or contain coal or iron, and also the use, and the right and title to the 
use, of such surface ground as may be necessary for aaiaing | rations, and the 
right of access to such reserved excepted mineral lands, uding lands con- 
taining coal or iron, for the purpose of exploring, developing, and working the 
same, and also reserving the right to take water from, over, or through the said 
described premises for the use of said company’s successors or assigns. 

It is hereby agreed that the said purchaser shall, on notice so to do from the 
said company, erect a good and substantial fence, sufficient to turn stock, and 
to comply with the requirements of law, on the line or lines between any 
of said described premises and the lands reserved to the said company for right 
of way or other railroad purposes, as hereinbefore expressed; and thereafter, 
forever, the said purchaser, his heirs or assigns, shall maintain such fence or 
fences in a good, substantial, and sufficient manner, as above provided; and 
this agreement shall be expressed in the deed as a condition and a covenant to 
run with the land. 

in witness whereof the said company has caused this certificate to be signed 


by the general agent of its land department for the western ——— district the 
day and year above written. 








SAM. SCHULTZ, 
General Land Department, N. P. RB. R. 
That is what a purchaser gets in buying land from them: subject to 
a “‘condition’’ which may be enforced by the company as long as it 
shall b«ve existence, running with the land perpetually. 
The land grant is used to benefit those inside, and always has been. 


The ‘‘sales’’ were, up to May, 1882: 
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In 1884: 





lowed up for ‘* preferred stock.’’ 
They make discriminations in freight which are illegal and 
| sive. 

Previous to March 1, 1884, the rates from Chicago to points 
Pend d’ Oreille were the same as Portland tariff (from which ta 
Portland merchants received concessions, provided they 
their eastern goods via the Northern Pacific road). 

The late advance is, as a rule, made by adding to this tarii 
from Portland eastward to the local stations in the territ 
thus advancing the rates from Chicago to territory covered | 
miles of road in Idaho, Washington, and Oregon from 50 cents 
per 100 pounds. 


This rate was in force to last year, when it was suspended ; 


rarily, as I am told, and again enforced, but I know it was ado; 
enforced. 


It tells its own story of monopolistic oppression, and is con 
unjustifiable. 

They were to give us a competing line to the Pacific; they « 
their entrance to Portland by joining the ‘‘ pool.”’ 

We endeavored to procure in the Forty-eighth Congress primary 
dence of this, but could not; the Senate committee did the same, 
without success; but one of the live papers in Chicago, in an edit 


| which I quote in part, gave us some information, and the suggest 
are in point: 
LAND-GRABBING IGNORANCE, 

Very remarkable was the ignorance displayed by the officials of the Nv: 
Pacific who appeared before the Senate Committee on Public Lands to 
against the forfeiture of its land grant when they were asked about the a 
competitive l which the Northern Pacific had formed with the Centra! | 
cific. The Northern Pacific was chartered to give the Pacific coast com petit 
but almost the first act of its officers was to make an arrangement with tlic ( 
tral Pacific monopoly agreeing not to compete. But the representatives of t 
road protested that they knew nothing about any such arrangement. 1 
counsel of the road was present and he coolly remarked that ‘* he would ha. 
known of such a contract if there had been one,” but he had never heard o! 

Dear innocents! Fortunately we are able to supply the information about | 

Northern Pacific which the president and the able counsel did not have abo 
them. We have before us a printed copy prepared for the use of the transcont 
nental roads of what is called ‘‘ The Agreement of the Transcontinental Ass 
ciation.”’ The second paragraph reads as follows: 

“Resolved, That through rates via all routes to and from Portland via S 
Francisco and to and from San Francisco via Portland shall be the same,” & 

The fifth section reads: 

‘All lines here represented solemnly agree to maintain the rates now in fo: 
or which may hereafter be mutually agreed upon between San Francisco i! 
Portland on the one hand, and eastern through or competitive points in t!: 
United States on the other hand, without cut, rebate, or deviation in any n 
ner.”’ 

Subsequent sections provide forthe appointment of a pool commissioner, w 
shall have authority to enforce all the details of this “solemn” agreement 
to compete. He is to have copies of all the contracts made by the roads \ 
freight shippers; he is given the power to examine the books of the roads { 
evidence of violation of this agreement, and is empowered to fine any roa 
that give the public lower than the monopoly rates, the fine in no case to be |: 
than $500. The Northern Pacific goes so deep into the pool that it agrees to!» 
its proportionate share of the subsidy paid by the Central Pacific to the Pa: 
Mail Steamship Company as a reward for not giving the shippers of the Pac: 
coast lower rates by water than the Central Pacific wants to charge by |: 
The Pacific Mail, too, be it remembered, has been the recipient of aid from t!\: 
Government, like the Northern Pacific. 

On the last page of this ‘‘ Transcontinental Agreement ”’ we see the signatu 


“The Northern Pacific Railroad Company by John Muir, superintendent 
traffic.” 


The inquiry is one that if pursued would develop some very interesting i: 
formation for the people of the United States who have given hundreds of m1!!- 
ions of dollars’ worth of lands and bonds tothe Texas Pacific and the Atlan! 
and Pacific and the Northern Pacific and the Pacific Mail Steamship Compan) 
to secure the competition which this agreement is made toprevent. These c 
porations have failed to deliver us the competition, but they have no false mo: 
esty about insisting that they shall have the lands and the bonds. 


Again, sir, they join the combination in paying their part of the sub 
sidy to the Pacific Mail. 

The people have not forgotten the contract between the Union and 
the Central Pacific Railroads and the Pacific Mail Steamship Compan) 
by which the whole transcontinental traffic and transportation w: 
placed in the hands of these two railroad companies, and tribute was 
levied to the verge of endurance—daily extortion and robbery unde: 
the forms of law. 

The contract they made which caused such a state of feeling in the 
popular mind, so well remembered, I have, and will print so much 0! 
it as is specially relevant: 

This agreement between the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Centra! 
Pacific Railroad company. parties of the first part, and the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ie 


ship Company, party of the second part, made and entered into this 4th day of 
March in the year 1880. 


First. That the said railroad companies, in consideration of the undertakinz: 
ard agreements of the said ip company, hereinafter eontained, under- 
take, promise, and agree to and with said steamship company to guarantee, an‘ 


1886 


a 


do hereb 
gers bet 
compan) 
of 2,000 3 
each Wa, 
hereinaf 
All the 
York an 
said rail 
pany. 
Secon 
ompan 
agrees t 
will, at: 
for Asp" 
connect 
Francis 
steamer! 
steamst 
which 8 
gers shi 
of New 
to the pf 
increas 
existing 
San Fri 
tion of, 
ciseo te 
under 1 
amoun 
steame 
and in 
Mail Si 
capacit 
The 
every | 
to San 
and e3 
all sup 
first-cl 
gers as 
Thir 
compe 
of the 
way, | 
to be. 
conse: 
more 
panie 
thems 
panie 
steam 
Fou 
ery of 
to the 
acter 
Fif 
panic 
mont 
claim 
tlem\ 
day < 
Th 
acco 
as to 
agre 


com) 


B 
hop 
hist 
Pac 


T 
sist 
pan 
‘aC 
pan 
Ve 
gon 
pan 
Cor 
age 
rat 
the 
F 
an 
tal 
an 
pa 
sh 
io} 
mm 
as 
bu 
lo: 








1886. 


_ 





do hereby guarantee, that the gross earnings upon through freight and passen- | 
gers between New Y ork and San Francisco, to be provided to said steamship 
company by said railroad companies, shall be $110,000 per month for 1,200 tons 
of 2,000 pounds each way, being 600 tons for each of two steamers per month 
each Way, and agree to pay that sum tothe steamship company monthly, as 
hereinafter provided. 

‘All the gross earnings of said steamers from through business between New 
york and San Francisco, each way, shall go to and belongsand be payable to 
«id railroad companies, whether collected by them or by said steamship com- 

many. 

“Second. In consideration of said undertakings and agreements of said railrond 
ompanies, the said Pacific Mail Steamship Company covenants, promises, aud 
agrees to and with said railroad companies that it, the said steamship company, 
will, at its own cost and expense, dispatch and run from the port of New York 
for Aspinwall two through steamers per month and no more, and two steamers | 
connecting therewith from Panama to San Francisco, and from the portof San 
Francisco for Panama two through steamers per month and no more, and two 
steamers connecting therewith from Aspinwall to New York, and that said 
steamship company will permit said two railroad companies to fix the rates at 
which all through freight between New York and San Francisco and all passen- 
gers shall be transported by the vessels of the steamship company from the port 
of New York to the port of San Francisco, and from the port of San Francisco 
to the port of New York: Provided, always, That such rates shall in no case |! 
increased beyond the present general tariff rates of the railroad companies now 
existing, and will furnish room on each of said steamers from New York and 
San Francisco, respectively, and their connecting steamers for the transporta- 
tion of, and will transport from New York to San Francisco and from San Fran- 
cisco to New York, all such passengers and such freight as may be obtained 
under rates fixed by said railroad companies as hereinbefore provided, to an | 
amount as to freight not exceeding 600 tons of 2,000 pounds each upon any one 
steamer, All above steamers to be first-class and equal to those now maintained, 
and in case of the loss of a steamer, or its withdrawal for any cause, the Pacific | 
Mail Steamship Company shall, as soon as possible, furnish a steamer of equal | 
capacity and rating. 

The steamship company is to bear and pay all the expenses and charges of | 
every kind of transporting such goods, passengers, and freight f.om New York 
to San Francisco and from San Francisco to New York, including all charges 
and expenses of every kind in the ports of New York and San Francisce, and 
all supplies of passengers with food and sleeping accommodations, giving them 
first-class accommodations, and to continue to use all efforts to obtain passen- | 
gers as heretofore, 

Third. The understanding and intention of this agreement is that the railroad 
companies shall have entire and exelusive control of all the through business 
of the said steamship company between New York and San Francisco each 
way, and that no through freight or passengers shall be taken except at prices 
to be fixed as hereinbefore provided by the railroad compani » and by their 
consent, but if the said steamship company shall have room or capacity for 
more than 600 tons of through freight on any steamer and the railroad com- 
panies shall desire to fill it, they shall be at liberty to do so at rates fixed by 
themselves, but at the regular tariff rates then prevailing, the railroad com- 
panies to have one-half of the freights on such excess over 600 tons and the 
steamship company the other half. 

Fourth, The said railroad companies shall have the privilege, upon the deliv- 
ery of freight by thesteamship woe pwyae examine the same for the purpose and 
to the extent only of being enabled to ascertain whether the same is of the char- 
acter described in the bill of lading thereof. 

Fifth. The Pacific Mail Steamship Company shall render to the railroad com- 
panies an account or statement of the transactions for through business of each 
month on or before the tenth day of the succeeding month, showing the amount 
claimed to be due from the railroad companies under this agreement, and set- 
tlement shall be made of the accounts of each month on or before the twentieth 
day of the succeeding month. 

The railroad companies may at any time, on demand, examine the books and 
accounts of the said steamship company for the purpose of obtaining full details 
as to freight and passengers transported by said steamship company under this 
agreement, and verifying the statements and accounts of the said steamship 
company. 


But, sir, that all pretense of competition has been abandoned, and all 
hopes to that end must be relinquished, I read the next chapter in the 
history, the entering into this subsidy combination by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company: 


Thisagreement between the Transcontinental Association, an association con- 
sisting of the following railroad companies, namely, the Southern Pacific Com- 
ny, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company, the Atlantic and 
cific Railroad Company,the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Com- 
any, the Denver and Rio Grande Railway Company, the Denver and Rio Grande 
Vestern Railway Company,the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, the Ore- 
gon Railway and Navigation Company,the Texas and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, the Oregon Short Line Railway Company, and the Union Pacific Railway 
Company, which association is now represented by L. G. Gannon, its general 
agent, party of the first part, and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, a corpo- 
ration created by and existing under the laws of the State of New York, party of 
the second part, made and entered into this Ist day of June, 1885, witnesseth: 

First. That the said party of the first part, in consideration of the undertakings 
and agreements of the said steamship company hereinafter contained, under- 
takes, promises, and agrees to and with said steamship company to guarantee, 
and does hereby guarantee, that the gross earnings upon through freight and 
passengers between New York and San Francisco to be provided to said steam- 
ship company by said party of the first part shall be $85,000 per month for 1,200 
tons of 2,000 pounds, each way, being 600 tons for each of two steamers per 
month each way, and agrees to pay that sum to the steamship company monthly, 
as hereinafter provided. All the gross earnings of said steamers from through 
business between New York and San Francisco, each way. shall go to and be- 
long and be payable to said party of the first part, whether collected by it or 
said steamship company. 

Second. In consideration of said undertakings and agreements of said party 
of the first part, the said Pacific Mail Steamship Company covenants, promises, 
and agrees to and with the said party of the first part that it, the said steamship 
company, will, at its own cost and expense, dispatch and run from the port of 
New York for Aspinwall two through steamers per month and no more and 
two steamers connecting therewith from Panama to San Francisco, and from 
the port of San Francisco for Panama two through steamers per month and no 
more, and two through steamers connecting therewith from Aspinwall to New 
York, and that said steamship company will permit said party of the first part 
to fix the rates at which all through freight between New York and San Fran- 
cisco and all first-class or cabin passengers shall be transported by the vessels 
of the steamship company from the port of New York to the port of San Fran- 
cisco and from the port of San Francisco to the port of New York, and will 
furnish room on each of said steamers from New York and San Francisco re- 
spectively and their connecting steamers for the transportation of, and will 

from New York to San Francisco and from San Francisco to New 
York all such passengers and such freight as may be obtained under rates fixed 


| 
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be arrived at between them ona basis permitting said steamship company to 
take said class of freight and passengers when and so far as it does not in any 
manner conflict with the business of the railroad companies fo the party 


of the first part overland. 
This company, which now appeals to us for equitabl 
enters into the agree 


. nsideration 
e consideration, 


it to pay the share of $1,020,000 perannum to 
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the Pacific Mail for the privilege of fixing the rate of all passenger and 
freight charges between the oceans, no freight or passengers to be car- 


1 


i no steer- 


ried by water except at prices to be fixed by the railroads, anc 
age passengers to be carried at all. 


I do not enlarge upon this state of case ; it amply illustrates the adage 
that where combination is possible competition is impossible 
The ocean is under tribute as well as the land. 


} 
A 


The House bill protects all settlers who have purchasec 
company, validating their title to the extent of 320 acres each. 

We deal equitably and liberally with this company in the House bill. 
They are permitted to retain 10,039,459 acres of land, much of it very 
valuable coal land; also all town, city, and village sites. Ofthe land 
they have conceded to them they still retain the title to over 5,500,000 
acres, worth, exclusive of coal lands, at least $12,000,000; their coal 
lands are estimated at $8,000,000; the city, town, and village sites are 
worth at least $2,500,000; in all, over $22,000,000 that we give them 
by this bill. Repeating then what I said at the outset, this great area 
of land, 36,907,741 acres, worth at least $100,000,000, which this bill 
proposes to restore belongs, as a matter of legal right, either to the 
railroad company or to the people. 
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I have shown, sir, t! inder the law we have the power, the legal 
right, to assert this forfeiture. 

I said also that if this land belongs to the people, nothu ould 
constrain us to yield it to the company, except the strongest equ table 


consideration; equities which are equal to legal obligati 
With confidence I submit, that with what the House 
the liberality of its provisions in what mits tl 
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tain, the facts in the history of the building of the road, and the action 
of the company toward the people—monopolistic, exacting, and un- 
yielding always—I earnestly insist that to make this additional do- 
nation of one hundred millions of property would be an act of stu- 
pendous folly. 

A word more, sir, and Iconclude. I have endeavored to discuss this 
question with calmness and utter absence of passion. I have no feel- 
ing in the matter beyond that of doing my duty to the people whom I 
represent and the people of the whole country. 

I have not attempted to inspire feeling against that company by pas- 
sionate appeals or vehement declamation. 

I confess I desire to see this bill pass, and by an overwhelming ma- 
jority such as I believe it will receive, but every vote cast for it I de- 
sire to be directed by the reason and calm judgment of the member 
who casts it. 

To that end I have addressed the House, Mr. Speaker, asI have, and 
I thank the body sincerely for the considerate kindness it has shown 
me in its attention this oppressive day to these observations. 

But I can not close in justice to myself without noticing the closing 
remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin, which I see he permits to 
remain in the RecorD, that these efforts on the part of the Committee 
on the Pablic Lands to restore these lands to the public domain “ are 
the sheerest demagogy and of the cheapest class.’’ 

This kind of talk is not new tous. We have hada good deal of it, 
sir, first and last since this work began. Not only so, sir, but predic- 
tions have been freely indulged in by gentlemen who think and act as 
my neighbor, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price], thinks that 
nothing ever could or would come of it; that no lands would ever be 
restored to the Government by this movement, and that it would all 
end in empty talk. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of pride to me that I have been connected 
in my way and to the best of my ability with these efforts to reclaim 
these vast areas of land from those technically holding théra, but with- 
out right or equity. I was among the first in the matter, and am in 
the battle still, and expect to remain there. 

I have seen the bills in the cases of the Oregon Central grant, with 
its 3,000,000 acres; the great Texas and Pacific grant, with its 18,000,- 
000 acres; the Iron Mountain grant, with its 800,000 acres; the At- 
lantic and Pacific grant, with its 23,000,000 acres, all become lawsand 
these great bodies of land saved to the pioneer as a practical gift from 
the Government, instead of being held at a price by those who had al- 
ready carved out princely fortunes from the lavish grants and donations 
of a people’s Government. 

I see upon the calendars of both Houses bills from our committees 
which we hope to pass involving 25,000,000 of acres more, nearly all 
fit some day for cheap homes to landless emigrants. 

The results of these laws already passed are now apparent. I have 
seen myself some of the benefits already accruing to the sturdy pioneer 
in his quest for a cheap home, and I shall be glad, sir, to see the same 
measure of success in the near future in Congress that has attended my 
efforts since I have been here. 

I am not seeking popular approval except so far as that approbation 
is given to efforts for the public good. 

Mr. Speaker, next to the confidence and esteem of the membership 
here my highest desire and ambition is to be connected with efforts 
for the benefit of the common people of this land; and in the line of 
this class of legislation which has come to my hand by your partiality, 
Mr. Speaker, in committee assignment I know I have not been unsuc- 
cessful, and I am satisfied with it. When all this work shall be ac- 
complished or when my connection with public service shall have ceased, 
I venture the hope that my name shall be spoken in termsot kindly re- 
membrance by many who know me not except through earnest, heart- 
felt labor for their benefit, to provide for them, without cost to them- 
Selves except their own labor, the fields which support and the homes 
which shelter them. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has 
three minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HENLEY]. 

Mr. HENLEY. I demand the previous question on the pending 
amendments and the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], 
whose constituents are deeply interested in this matter, desires to be 
hearé. This question ought not to be disposed of in this way without 
giving him a hearing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 
demands the previous question upon the amendments and upon order- 
ing the bill to be read a third time. That is the question before the 
House. Of course, if the House does not order the previous question 
further debate will be in order. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 79, noes 36. 

Mr. NEGLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. HENLEY. I wish to makea record on this question, and there- 
fore I demand the yeas and nays. 








The yeas and nays were ordered, 50 voting in the affirmative, which 
was more than one-fifth of those present. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmatiye— 


184, nays 52, not voting 86; as follows: 


Allen, J.M. 
Anderson, J. A. 
Baker, 

Barnes, 

Barry, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Boyle, 


Breckinridge, C. R. Frederick, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Fuller, 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 

Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, T. J. 
Cannon, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Compton, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 
Croxton, 
Culberson, 
Curtin, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, A. C. 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dowdney, 
Dunn, 

Eden, 


Adams, G. E. 
Alien, C. H, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bound, 


Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Caswell, 
Cutcheon, 


Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, C. M. 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 


Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bragg, 
Brumm, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Collins, 
Davenport, 


YEAS—1s4. 
Eldredge, Lawler, 
Ermentrout, Le Fevre, 
Everhart, Lehlbach, 
Felton, Lore, 
Findlay, Lovering, 
Fisher, Lowry, 
Foran, Lyman, 
Yorney, Mahoney, 
Markhain, 
Martin, 
Funston, Matson, 
Gay, MeAdoo, 
Geddes, McComas, 
Gibson, Eustace McCreary, 
Glover, McKenna, 
Green, R.S. McKinley, 
Green, W. J. MeMillin, 
Grosvenor, McRae, 
Guenther, Millard, 
Hale, Miller, 
Hall, Mills, 
Halsell, Mitchell, 
Harris, Morgan, 
Hatch, Morrill, 
Heard, Morrison, 
Hemphill, Murphy, 
Henderson, D.B. Neal, 
Henderson, J. 8. Neece, 
Henley, Norwood, 
Herbert, Oates, 
Hermann, O’ Ferrall, 
Hill, O'Neill, J. J. 
Holman, Outhwaite, 
Howard, Parker, 
Hutton, Payne, 
Irion, Payson, 
Jackson, Peel, 
James, Perkins, 
Johnston, T. D. Perry, 
Jones, J. H. Peters, 
Jones, J. T. Pettibone, 
Kleiner, Pideock, 
Laffoon, Pindar, 
Laird, Pirce, 
Landes, Randall, 
Lanham, Reagan, 
NAYS—52. 
Davis, Hitt, 
Dunham, Holmes, 
Evans, Hopkins, 
Farquhar, Kelley, 
Fleeger, Ketcham, 
Ford, Libbey, 
Gilfillan, Lindsley, 
Grout, Long, 
Harmer, Moffatt, 
Hayden, Negley, 
Hepburn, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hewitt, Osborne, 
Hliestand, Owen, 
NOT VOTING—87. 
Dawson, Louttit, 
Dingley, Maybury, 
Dougherty, Merriman, 
Elisberry, Milliken, 
Ely, Morrow, 
Gallinger, Muller, 
Gibson, C. H. Nelson, 
Glass, O'Donnell, 
Goff, O’ Hara, 
Hammond, Phelps, 
Hanback, Ranney, 
Haynes, Reid, J.W. 
Henderson,T.J. Reese, 
Hires, Riggs, 
Hiscock, rtson, 
Houk, Rogers, 
Hudd, Sadler, 
Johnson, F. A. Sawyer, 
Johnston, J.T. t, 
King, Spriggs, 
La Follette, Steele, 
St. Martin, 


Davidson, R. H. M. Little, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. FINDLAY moved by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. GILFILLAN objected. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


yeas 


Richardson, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Sessions, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, ( harleg 
Stone, W. J. k ¥. 
Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Storm, 
Swinburne, 
‘Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Taylor, Zach. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Trigg, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 

Van Eaton, 
Viele, 

Wade, 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, William 
Weaver, A. J. 
Weaver, J. B. 
Wheeler, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, 
Winans, 
Wise, 
Wolford, 
Woodburn, 
Worthington. 


Plumb, 
Price, 
Reed, T. B. 
Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Scranton, 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F. 
Weber, 
West. 


Strait, 
Struble, 
Swope, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, I. H. 
Thomas, J. R. 
Thomas, O. B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Van Schaick, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, J. H. 
Weliborn, 
White, A.C, 
White, Milo 
Whiting. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, with Mr. WuiTina, until farther notice. 

Mr. BLounT with Mr. WAKEFIELD, on this bill. Mr. BLouNntT 
would vote for the House bill, and Mr. WAKEFIELD against it. 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr. Litt Lz, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. NELSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. STRUBLE, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. WAITE, for the rest of the day. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the proposition of the gew 
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jeman from Minnesota [Mr. STRAIT] as a substitute for the amend- 
went of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4 bill to resume the title to a portion of the lands granted to the Northern Pa- 
* dific Railroad Company, and to repeal in part the granting act approved July 

2, 1864. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That in consequence of the failure of the North- | 
ern Pacific Railroad Company to construct its road from Wallula Junction to 
portland, in the State of Oregon, a distance of 214 miles, over which line the said 
company have running connections with the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company, and have abandoned the building of their own road between said | 

»ints, the United States resumes the title to the lands granted to said company | 
coterminous with said unfinished part of said road; and so much of the act mak- | 
ing the grant of lands to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company as applies be- | 
tween Wallula and Portland is hereby repealed, and the said land is resumed 
asa part ofthe public domain. 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask to withdraw that amendment so as to let the | 
yote be taken on the substitute proposed by the committee. 

Mr. OATES. Is that open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Thepreviousquestion has been ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENLEY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his motion for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. OATES. On the adoption of your substitute ? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. If he does I will renew it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. If this vote on the substitute fails will the vote 
recur on the Senate bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The question will be on ordering the Senate bill 
to be read the third time. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
174, nays 65, not voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—174, 
Anderson, J. A. Findlay, Lawler, Ryan, 
Barnes, Fisher, Le Fevre, Sayers, 
Barry, Fleeger, Lehlbach Seney, 
Bayne, Forney, Lore, Sessions, 
Bennett, Frederick, Lovering, Seymour, 
Boyle, Fuller, Lowry, Shaw, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Funsten, Martin, Singleton, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gay, Matson, Skinner, 
Brown, W. W. Geddes, McAdoo, Smalls, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Eustace McComas, Snyder, 
Brumm, Glover, McCreary, Sowden, 
Buchanan, Green, R. 8. McKenna, Springer, 
Buck, Green, W. J. McKinley, Stahinecker, 
Bunnell, Hale, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Burnes, Hall, McRae, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bynum, Halsell, Merriman, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Cabell, Harris, Miller, Storm, 
Caldwell, Hatch, Mills, Swinburne, 
Cannon, Heard, Mitchell, Swope, 
Clardy, Hempbill, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Clements, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Taulbee, 
Cobb, Henderson, J. 8. Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Compton, Henderson, T.J. Neal, Taylor, Zach. 
Comstock, Henley, Neece, Thomas, O. B. 
Conger, Hepburn, Norwood, Tillman, 
Cooper, Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Townshend, 
Cowles, Hires, O'Neill, J. J. Trigg, 
Cox, Holman, Osborne, Viele, 
Crain, Holmes, Outhwaite, Wade, 
Crisp, Hopkins, Parker, Ward, T. B. 
Croxton, Howard, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Culberson, Hudd, Peel, Warner, William 
Cutcheon, Hutton, Perry, Weaver, A. J. 
Daniel, Irion, Peters, Weaver, J. B. 

b Johnston, J.T. Pettibone, Wheeler, 
Davidson, A. C, Johnston, T. D. Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Dibble, Jones, J. H, Pindar, Willis, 
Dockery, Jones, J.T. Plumb, Wilson, 
Dorsey, Kleiner, Randall, Winans, 
Dowdney, Laffoon, Reagan, Wise, 

nn, La Follette, Reid, J. W. Wolford, 
en, Laird, Richardson, Worthington, 
Eldredge, Landes, Romeis, 
Everhart, Lanham, Rowell, 
NAYS—65. 
Adams, G. E. Evans, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Allen, C. H. Farquhar, Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Alien, J, M. Felton, Long, Scranton, 
Bing 5 Ford, Markham, Spooner, 
Bliss, Gilfillan, Millard, Stephenson, 
Bound Grosvenor, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelie, Grout, Moffatt, Stone, E. F. 
y, Harmer, Negley, Strait, 
Burleigh, Hayden, Oates, Tucker, 
urrows, Hermann, O’ Neill, Charles Turner, 
Butterworth, Hewitt, Owen, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiestand, Payne, Weber, 
Campbell, T. J. Hiscock, Perkins, West, 
Caswell, Hitt, Pirce, Woodburn. 
Catchings, James, Price, 
Davis, Johnson, F. A. Reed, T. B. 
Du 4 Kelley, Rice, 
NOT VOTING—S83. 
Adams, J. J. Ballentine, Bland, Candler, 
Aiken, Barbour, Blount, Carleton, 
Anderson,C.M. Barksdale, Bragg, Collins, 
Arnot, Beach, Brown, C. E. Curtin, 
Atkinson, Belmont, Campbell, Felix Davenport, 
Baker, Blanchard Campbell, J. E. Davidson, R. H. M. 
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Dawson, Hill O’ Hara, Taylor, I. H. 
Dingley, Houk, Phelps Thomas, J.R 
Dougherty, Jackson, Ranney Thompson, 
Elisberry, King, Rees Throckmorton, 
Ely, Libbey, Riggs Van Schaick, 
Ermentrout, Little, Robertson, Wadsworth, 
Foran, Louttit Rogers Wait, 
Gallinger, Lyman Sadler, Wakefield, 
Gibson, C. TH, Mahoney Seott Wallace, 
Glass, Maybury, Spriggs, Ward, J. 
Goff, Morrow, Stce ie Wellborn, 
Guenther, Muller St. Martin, White, A.¢ 
Hammond, Murphy, Strubl White, Milo 
Hanback, Nelson Symes Whiting 
Haynes, O’ Donnell, Taylor, E.B 


So the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I 
with the reading of the names. 

Mr. STRAIT. I object. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam announced as having been paired te-day, but 
that pair is only on political questions; and not regarding this as a 
political question, I have voted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. JACKSON, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. KING with Mr. BAKER, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HITT. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HITT. At what stage of the proceedings would it be in order 
to move to recommit this bill with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. When the question is on the passage of the bill 
such a motion is in order, even though the previous question has been 
ordered upon it. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HENLEY. I demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. HITT. I move to recommit the bill to the committee with in- 
structions to report the Senate bill for which this substitute has been 
adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that this Senate bill is 
just the text that the House has stricken out, and it is not in order to 
direct the committee to report that which the House has just rejected. 

The SPEAKER. It has frequently been decided that it is not in 
order to move to recommit a bill with instructions to bring in a report 
which would not be in order if offered in the House. The House has 
just voted to strike out what the gentleman proposes to instruct the 
committee to report; hence it would not be in order to move that the 
Senate bill be reported as a substitute for the House bill. 

The point of order is sustained. 

The previous question was ordered upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. On the passage of the bill 1 demand the yeas and 


ask unanimous consent to dispense 






































































nays. 


‘Lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 187, nays 47, not vot- 
ing 88; as follows: 


Anderson, J. A. 
Barry, 

Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bound, 

Boyle, 


Breckinridge, C. R. 
Breckinridge,WCP. 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Cannon, 
iardy, 
‘ements, 
‘obb, 
ompton, 
Yomstock, 
Jonger, 
Jjooper, 

sow les, 

‘ox, 

Yrain, 

risp, 
‘roxton, 
‘ulberson, 
‘urtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Daniel, 
Dargan, 


i i mm 


YEAS—187. 


Davidson, A.C. 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dowdney, 
Dunn, 

Eden, 
Eldredge, 

Ely, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Fisher, 
Fleeger, 
Forney, 
Frederick, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 

Gay, 

Geddes, 
Gibson, Eustace 
Green, R.S 
Green, W.J. 
Guenther 
Hale, 
Hall, 
Halsell, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, J. 8. 


Henderson, T. J. 


Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 


Hitt, 

Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hiudd, 
Hutton, 

Irion, 
Johnston, J. T. 


Johnston, T. D. 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kleine r, 
Laffoon, 
La Follette, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Le Fevre, 
Lehlbach, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
Mahoney, 
Markham, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Moffatt, 


Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Neal, 
Neece, 
Norwood, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Pidcock, 
Pindar, 
Piumb, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reid, J. W 
Richardson, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Sessions, 
Seymour, 
Shaw 
Singleton, 
Skinner, 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Springer, 
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Stahl necker Taulbee, Wade, Wilkins, 
Stewart, Charles Taylor, J.M. Ward, T.B. Willis, 
Stone, W.J., Ky. Taylor, Zach. Warner, A.J. Wilson, 
Stone, W.J., Mo. Thomas, O. B. Warner, William Winans, 
Storm, Tillman, Weaver, A. J. Wise, 
Swinburne, Townshend, Weaver, J.B. Wolford, 
Swope, Trigg, Weber, Worthington. 
Tarsney, Viele, Wheeler 
NAYS—47. 

Adams, G. E Catchings, Kelley, Rockwell, 
Allen, C. H. Dunham, Ketcham, Scranton, 
Allen, J. M. Evans Lindsley, Spooner, 
Bingham, Ford, Long, Stewart, J. W. 
Bliss, Grout, Milliken, Stone, E. F. 
Boutelle, Harmer, Negley, Strait, 
Brady, Hayden, Oates, Symes, 
Burleigh, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Tucker, 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Pirce, Turner, 
Campbell, J.M Hiscock, Price, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, T. J. James Reed, T. B. West 
Caswell, Johnson, F. A. Rice, 

NOT VOTING—#%8. 
Adams, J.J + Davis, Libbey, Scott, 
Aiken, Dawson, Little, Spriggs, 
Anderson, C. M. Dingley, Lore, Steele, 
Arnot, Dougherty, Louttit, Stephenson, 
Atkinson, Elisberry, Maybury, St. Martin, 
Baker, Findlay, Merriman, Struble, 
Lallentine, Foran, Millard, Taylor, E.B. 
Barbour, Gallinger, Morrow, Taylor, L. H. 
Barksdale, Gibson, C. H. Muller, Thomas, J. R. 
Barnes, Gilfillan, Murphy, Thompson, 
Beach, Glass, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Belmont, Glover, O’ Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Bland, Goff, O’ Hara, Wadsworth, 
Blount, Grosvenor, Payne, Wait, 
Bragg, Hammond, Phelps, Wakefield, 
Brown, C. E. Hanback, Ranney, Wallace, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, Reese, Ward, J. H. 
Candler, Hill, Riggs, Wellborn, 
Carleton, Hires, Robertson, White, A.C. 
Collins, Houk, Rogers, White, Milo 
Davenport, Jackson, Sadler, Whiting, 
Davidson, R.H.M. King, Sawyer, Woodburn. 


So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. PAYNE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Lore with Mr. MILLARD, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was fhen announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it be in order to move at this time that a con- 
ference be requested with the Senate cn this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The House can ask a conference. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the motion, then, that the House ask a con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the conferees at some 
time during the day. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now call up the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that gentle- 
men present may have leave to print remarks upon the amendments of 
the Senate to the river and harbor bill considered to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that order was made this morn- 
ing on the request of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am informed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
that he does not think the request was granted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have reason to believe that there will be no ob- 
jection now to consider in the House the report of the Committee on 
Appropriations in relation to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and I 
therefore ask consent at this time to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consideration 
of the Senate amendments and consider them inthe House. Thegen- 
tleman from Texas will yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we had better go in the regular way 
about this. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
calls up the special order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does that take precedence of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen 
having reports from committees may be permitted to hand them to the 
Clerk for proper reference to the Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. For this day only? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Can that not be extended until to- 
morrow also? 


The gentleman from Texas 
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| cluded in the order. 


JULY 27. 


The SPEAKER. It could be if asked. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask that to-morrow be jy. 


Mr. MORRISON. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Pennsylvania. 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DAVID L. BRAINARD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fay oy. 
ably the bill (S. 1987) for the relief of David L. Brainard and ot}ers 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Priya; 


ite 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be print; dq 
RICHARD B. RIANS. 


Let each day take care of itself. 
Objection is made to the request of the gent 
Is there objection to the request of the « 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reporteq 
back with an amendment the bill (8S. 2519) granting an increase of pen. 
sion to Richard B. Rians; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany, 
port, ordered to be printed. 
BRYANT WATERS. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant 
Waters; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House oy, 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to } 
printed. 


g Te- 


ANDREW J. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 639) gramting a pension to An- 
drew J. Elliott, a soldier of the Mexican war; which was referred to th; 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with th: 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HOTEL, FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 197) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to grant a permit to John F. Chamberlin to erect a hotel upon 
the lands of the United States at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back ad- 
versely the resolution providing for the continuance of three session 
messengers of the House post-office in employment one month after ad- 
journment; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


FRANZ AND CHARLES HUNING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief of Franz and Charles Hu- 
ning and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hotse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely billsand petitions of the following titles; which were laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2177) for the relief of Daniel Black; 

The petition of Alexander P. Rose, of LaGrange County, Tennessee; 

The petition of James D. Terry, of Marshall County, Tennessee; and 

A bill (H. R. 813) for the relief of Abijah B. Gilbert. 


MINNEAPOLIS INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. McMILLLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9818) relative to the Minneapolis 
industrial exposition to be held annually in the city of Minneapolis, 
Stateof Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the House of the 
following titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7341) to provide for the payment of the salary of the 
agent of the Treasury Department at New York, now employed to 
supervise the imprinting of internal-revenue stamps upon tin-foil wrap- 

rs; and 
Pe“ bill (HL. R. 7342) for the relief of John J. Crooke. 

WAREHOUSING AND COLLECTION OF REVENUE. 


Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8730) to modify existing laws 
in regard to warehouses and the collection of the revenue; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. | the substitute of the committee by substituting for it the Senate bill 


Mr. LONG. Has the morning hour been dispensed with ? | with the additional clause attached, and which he has indicated 
The SPEAKER. It has not been; but the order as to the interstate | Mr. REAGAN. Is that in order? 
commerce bill comes up without the morning hour being dispensed with. a SPEAKER. It is. 
: Mr. HISCOCK. Is 1t in order to call the previous question on that? 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. : ne } h: 


; The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask consent of the House that a vote be first taken | Mr. HISCOCK. I move tl 


previous quest n 1 
on the amendment recommended by the Committee on Commerce, so Mr. HENDERSON, of Io. “y pon that I to i 
that that vote may determine which one of the bills we are to amend. | and nays. 
| make this request in order to avoid the delay consequent on amend-| Mr. TOWNSHEND. I toagq n da 
ing both Wills. If the House will take that vote at this time it will| The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
indicate which bill it proposes to iake up. Mr. TOWNSHEND. House had agreed by un sent 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- | to take the first vote on the bill of the committ vas 
sent to take the first vote on agreeing to the substitute proposed by the | agreed to the gentleman from New York now prop \ 
Committee on Commerce, leaving the substitute if agreed to or the bill | pending as an amendment to the committee’s bill. I subm ut: is 
ifnot agreed to open to amendment. | not in order. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from Texas The SPEAKER. The House agreed, as the Chair sup; 1, on th 
state what his purpose is afterward ? request of the gentleman from Texas, to take a vote immed ly on the 
Mr. REAGAN. The purpose is afterward to take it up by sections. | adoption of the substitute, with the privilege to any gentleman there 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman | after to move amendments to it if it should be def ated. But the gen 


from Texas? [Afterapause.] TheChairhearsnone. The question is | tleman from New York rose 
onagreeing to the substitute. 
Mr. HISCOCK. What is the proposition? It was not understood 


and said he did not understand what the 
gentleman’s request was and thereupon objected. The Chair was 
obliged to take the gentleman’s sta 


+ 
Al 


| ment of facts. 
here. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from New York can nullify 
The SPEAKER. The first vote will be on agreeing to the substitute | the agreement of the House in that way any other gentleman could 
of the Committee on Commerce. 


rise and nullify any agreement by saying he had not understood tl 
Mr. HISCOCK. That I object to. proposition. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The objection is made too late. The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there was so much confusion 
The SPEAKER. The Chair accepts the statement of the gentleman | at the time on the floor that it is not surprising the gentleman from 
from New York that he did not hear the proposition. New York did not hear the proposition. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If we can havea direct vote on the Senate bill Iam Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a parliamentary inqui1 
in favor of it. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


The SPEAKER. This will be a direct vote as between the substi- Mr. SPRINGER. I un 
tute and the Senate bill. Texas to be to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

Mr. HISCOCK. But I want to have a vote in direct terms on con- | the House bill. Now the gentleman from New York moves the Senate 
curring in the Senate bill. I wish to have the question decided in that | bill with an additional clause attached to the end of the bill. Am I 
way. correct? 


c 
lerstood the motion of t) ntleman from 
t 





The SPEAKER. Unless some amendment is offered the question| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers as a su! 
now is on agreeing to the substitute proposed by the Committee on | tute for the committee’s bill the Senate bill with an additional claus 
Commerce. | Mr. SPRINGER. How can we strike it out at one end and put it 

Mr. HISCOCK. But we can not vote on that without unanimous | in at the other? 
consent. | TheSPEAKER. But the House has not yet voted to strike it out 


The SPEAKER. Unless some other amendment is offered that is | The vote on striking out will come afterward. 
the only amendment pending. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the propo 
to be as itisstated by the Chair. I understood the gentleman from New 


Mr. HISCOCK. What motion can I make to obtain a direct vote on 
the Senate bill? York [Mr. Hiscock] to offer his amendment as a substitute—not to 
TheSPEAKER. There is no way except to vote down the substi- | be added, but as a substitute. 
tute which the committee proposes, and then the Senate bill will be The SPEAKER. He offers it as a substitute for the substitute, but 
before the House for consideration. But the gentleman from Texas | it is a different proposition from the Senate bill, because he attaches 


3 to 

proposes the vote shall now be taken on the substitute, leaving to gen- | it another sectiun. 

tlemen the right, if it should be agreed to, to offer thereafter amend- Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a point of order 

ments to the substitute; the right to do which does not exist without The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

an agreement to that effect. |} Mr. SPRINGER. The point is that the only motion the gentleman 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Isupposed from what I had under- | from New York can make before the 1 on of the gentleman from 

stood the gentleman from Texas to say to-day that he was not geing to | Texas is voted upon is to perfect the text of the original b 

call up this bill, but was to let it go over until next session. | TheSPEAKER. But no one has made a motion to perfect the text. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. | Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s motion is in effect to perfect the 
Mr. HISCOCK. Would it be in order—— : text. Itis simply an amendment to the Senate bill. 
Mr. REAGAN. I demand the previous question. The SPEAKER. That may be the ultimate result of it, but in form 





The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; not the | it isa proposition to adopt the Senate bill, with an addition to it, as the 
previous question, technically speaking, but general debate was closed | substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
by order of the House at 11 o’clock on the last day this bill was con- | | Mr. REAGAN]. 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Would it be in order to move as anamendment the The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Senate bill, adding to it a clause that it shall take effect on the Istday Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. In case the motion of the gentle- 

of January next? man from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] should prevail, would there then 
The SPEAKER. Both the Senate bill and the substitute proposed | be an opportunity for other amendments to be offered to the Senate bill? 


by the Committee on Commerce are before the House; and it is in or- | In other words, my inquiry is whether I would have an opp 
der to move an amendment to either one before the vote is taken on | of offering amendments to the Senate 
agreeing to the substitute. The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman would not, except by unanimous 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move to amend the substitute offered by | consent. That was the request which the gentleman from ‘Texas | Mr. 
the gentleman from Texas by substituting the Senate bill with an ad- | REAGAN] made, that after the vote amendments might still be offered 
ditional clause that the act shall take effect on the Ist day of January | to the proposition adopted, but that was not agreed to. 


rtunity 
+ hil] ? 
Mill: 





next. Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Then I suppose I can ofler any 
Mr. REAGAN. I suggest that that is an evasive proposition. amendment on the floor, whether in the Senate bill or not? 
TheSPEAKER. The question now is between the Senate bill and Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, is not the demand for the previous ques- 

the substitute. tion pending? 
Mr. HISCOCK. But I want a vote directly on the Senate bill, and The SPEAKER. It is. 

not in the form of being called on to vote down a substitute. The question was taken on ordering the previous question on the 
The SPEAKER. The question would be as between the Senate bill | amendment of Mr. Hiscock. 

and the substitute. Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, called for the yeas and nays, but be- 


Mr. HISCOCK. I understznd that; but thereis just this difference: | core the question could be taken he witlidrew the call 
In one case I would be voting against the substitute, and of course if| The previous question was ordered. 
I voted against it I would be voting in favor of the Senate bill. But Se 
I want to vote affirmatively on the Senate bill and not by a negative nie ain ee ae oe. 
Vote. A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to amend | communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 


’ 
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who also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 


of the following titles: 


An act (H. 


Rh. 


33) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard; 


An act (EL, R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson; 


An act (H. 


R. 8973) to autherize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 


Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; 


An act (H. R. 1205) to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
the west channel of the Detroit River to connect Belle Isle Park with 
the mainland; 

An act (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; 


An act (H. R. 9438) eenaeing money for the completion of the 


public building 2 ns oe 


An act (H. 


R. 


house districts; 


An act (H. it. 7471) to provide for the establishment of additional 
aids to navigation to guide vessels through the channels leading to Pen- 


sacola, Fla. ; 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
pension-roll. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] as a substitute 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


979) authorizing the construction of additional light- 


6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; 
3358) granting a pension to Hiram L. Wait; 

5715) granting a pension to Mary Sprague; 

8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett; 

758) granting a pension to Alexander Harper; 
8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; 

944) for the relief of Mary Jane Conrad; 

8066) for the relief of Martha A. Vorhes; 

4374) to increase the pension of Samuel Frost; and 


7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


for the amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


102, nays 125, not voting 95; as follows: 


YEAS—102. 

Adams, G. E. Dunham, Johnston, J.T. Rice, 
Allen, C. H, Ely, Kelley, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Evans, Ketcham, Romeis, 
Barnes, Everhart, La Follette, Rowell, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Laird, Ryan, 
Bliss, Felton, Long, Scranton, 
Bound, Fleeger, Lyman, Sessions, 
Boutelle, Funston, Markham, Seymour, 
Brady, Grosvenor, McKenna, Smalls, 
Brown, C. E. Grout, McKinley, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Guenther, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Buchanan, Hayden, Moffatt, Stewart, J. W. 
Buck, Henderson,D.B. Morrill, Stone, E. F. 
Bunnell, Henderson, T. J. Negiey, Strait, 
Burleigh, Hepburn, O’ Neill, Charles Swinburne, 
Burrows, Hermann, O Neill, J.J. Symes, 
Butterworth, Hewitt, Osborne, Taylor, Zach. 
Bynum, H iestand, Owen, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hires, Parker, Thompson, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Perkins, Wade, 
Cannon, Hitt, Peters, Warner, William 
Conger, Holmes, Pettibone, West, 
Cooper, — ykins, Pirce, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, son, Plumb, Worthington. 
Dargan, Loe Price, 
Dorsey, Johnson, F. A, Reed, T.B. 

NAYS—135. 
Allen, J. M. Ford, Martin, Sowden, 
Anderson, J. A, Forney, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bennett, Frederick, McComas, StahInecker, 
Boyle, Fuller, McCreary, Stewart, Charlcs 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, MeMillin, St. Martin 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glass, McRae, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Brumm, Green, R.8. Merriman, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Burnes, Green, W.J. Miller, Storm, 
Cabell, Hall, Mills, Swope, 
Caldwell, Halsell, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Campbell, T. J. Harris, Morrison, Taulbee 
Clardy, Hatch, Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Clements, Heard, Neece, Tillman, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Norwood, Townshend, 
Compton, Henderson,J.8. Oates, Trigg, 
Cowles, Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Tucker, 
Cox, Holman, Outhwaite, Turner, 
Crain, Howard, Payson, Van Eaton, 
Crisp, Hutton, Peel, Viele. 
Croxton, Irion, Perry, Ward, T.B. 
Culberson, Johnston, T. D. Pideock, ‘Warner, A. J. 
Daniel, Jones, J. H. Pindar, Weaver, A.J. 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J.T. Randall, Weaver, J. B. 
Dibble, Kleiner, R n, Wheeler, 
Dockery, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Willis, 
Dowdney, Landes. Richardson, Wilson, 
Dunn, Lanham, Sayers, ‘Winans, 
Eden, Le Fevre, Seney, * 
Eldredge, Lehlbach, w, Wolford 
Elisberry, Lovering, Singleton, 
Ermentrout, Lowry, Skinner, 
Fisher, Mahoney, Snyder, 


Comstock, Houk, Tsbtoen. 





NOT VOTING—S. : 
Adams, J. J. Curtin, Hudd, Rogers 1 
Aiken, Davenport, King, Sadler. the 
Anderson, C. M. Davidson, R. H. M. Lawler, Sawyer, the 
Arnot, Davis, Libbey, Scott, hat 
Baker, Dawson, Lindsley, Spriggs, bee 
Ballentine, Dingley, Little, Steele, 
Barbour, Dougherty, Lore, Struble, 
Barksdale, Findlay, Louttit, Taylor, E.R 
Barry, Foran, Matson, Taylor,I. H. 
Beach, Gallinger, Maybury, Thomas, J. R 
Belmont, Geddes, Millard, Throck mort in 
Bingham, Gibson, C. H. Mitchell, Van Schaick, ’ 
Blanchard, Gibson, Eustace Morrow, Wadsworth,’ 
Bland, Gilfillan, Muller, Wait, 
Blount, Glover, Murphy, Wakefield, 
Bragg, Goff, Nelson, Wallace Te: 
Browne, T. M. Hale, O'Donnell, Ward, JH. 
Campbell, J. E. Hammond, O’ Hara, Weber, re 
Candler, Hanback, Payne, Wellborr n, 
Carleton, Harmer, Phelps, White, A.c 
Caswell, Haynes, Ranney, White Mi lo 
Catchings, Henley, Reese, Whitir 
Collins, Hill, Riggs Woodbern, 


So the amendment of Mr. H1scocEe was rejected. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. WARD, of Lllinois, with Mr. HARMER, for the rest of this day. 
The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 102, the nays 1)5- 
so the amendment is not agreed to. And the hour of 5 0 ’clock having 
arrived, the House stands adjourned until to-morrow morning at 1] 
o’clock. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Papers relating to the claims of Joseph Com- 
mons, of Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Memorial of the Pensacola (Fla.) 
a of Trade and Exchange—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

Ts. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of soldiers of Butler County, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George W. Hartwell and 88 others, citi- 
zens of Lowell, Vt., for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the same ‘ 
committee. ' 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of soldiers of the sixth district of Mis- 
souri, for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hickory and Polk Counties, Missouri, 
for a pension to be granted to Herbert Vanderberg—to the same coni- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Malinda M. Whaley, of Marshall 
County, Mississippi, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of John W. Foster, of Benton County, Ar- 
kansas, for relief; also papers in the claim of Paul Meyer—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of G. A. Reese, of Jefferson 
County, Tennessee, asking reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, asking for the passage of House bill 7837, 
repealing timber-culture, pre-emption, and desert-land acts; of House 
bill 7021, for adjustment of railroad anJ other land grants; of bill for- 
feiting all railroad land grants the conditions of which have not been 
strictly complied with; of House bill organizing the Territory of Ok!a- 
homa; of Senate bill opening a portion of the great Sioux reservation 
to settlement; of bill prohibiting aliens from holding land in the United 
States; of bill making Presidential and Congressional election days 
holidays, and punishing bribery; and of bill directing disbursement of 
at least $200,000,000 Treasury surplus, and substituting Treasury notes 
for bank notes retired, were severally referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands: 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of J. W. Martin and 45 others, citizens 
of the eighth district of Texas. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of E. N. Harris and 128 others, citizens 
of the tenth district of Texas. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 28, 1886. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I rise to present a conference report on the river 
and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Minnesota presents 
a conference report, which will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7480) * making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have 
been unable to agree. 


Ss. J. R. McMILLAN, 

0. D. CONGER, 

M. W. RANSOM, . 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

ALBERT 8S. WILLIS, 

N. C. BLANCHARD, 

THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives received yesterday in respect to the same matter will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 27, 1886. 

Resolved, That the House still further insists upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7480) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, and asks a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. W1Luiis, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. T.J. HenpErson be the 
managers of the said conference on the part of the House. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed that it is the sense of the House that 
the item in the Senate amendment to said bill making an appropriation for the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal be stricken from said Senate 
amendment. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist on striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for the 
Lake Michigan and Hennepin Canal. 

Kesolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item making an appropriation for 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill the item commencing with line 1446, down 
to and including line 1525, providing for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio River. 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon striking out from the 
amendment of the Senate to said bill so much thereof as appropriates $375,000 
a continuing the irhprovement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of Wash- 

gton. 


Mr. McMILLAN. A parliamentary question arises under the cir- 
cumstances in regard to this bill with respect to the right of the House 
to make the instructions which have been read and change the charac- 
ter of the conference from a free conference to one with instructions to 
the members of the conference on the part of the House, but under the 
circumstances we have concluded to waive any question of that kind 
in the present case, as the session is so near a close and the interests of 
the public require, if we can, that the bill be disposed of. 

I therefore move that the Senate further insist upon its amendment 
and grant the further conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota what he 
understands by waiving the question which would arise? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That I do not desire to insist upon a point of 
order in regard to the instructions of the other House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope it will be understood as the sense of 
the Senate that our Senate conferees will be required equally to insist 
upon the Senate amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM and others. All of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allofthem. We have justas much right tosay to 
our conferees what they shall do as the House has to instruct its con- 
ferees what they shall do; and I hope especially where the House of 
Representatives have singled out items that the Senate conferees, with 
reference to those particular items, will feel themselves bound to insist 
upon the amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. I think this is a matter of more consequence than its 
bearing upon two or three items in thisbill. If this precedent isestab- 
lished, or if this method of instructing conferees, going into what is 
called a full and free conference, is in a single instance yielded to, the 
whole matter of conference between the two Houses ought to be aban- 
doned, and will be abandoned. 

I have no particular solicitade about these three or four items in the 
bill; I voted for each of them; but I say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that he is yielding the independence of this body when he proposes to 
waive and go into what he calls and comes back here and reports to be 
= and free conference with other conferees who are bound hand and 

The Senator is yielding what is of more consequence in legislation 
and in intercourse between these two bodies than the whole river and 
harbor bill together; and I do trust that the Senate, looking to the future 
as well as to this bill, will not for a moment enter into a conference of 
that kind with conferees instructed beforehand what to do and what 
not todo. Never in my experience here in this body was such a propo- 
sition put upon the records of either House. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to ask 
him a question before he sits down ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
pause for a moment. 
to move instructions ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will offer the following resolution— 

Mr. MILLER. I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield. 

Mr. MILLER. I wish toask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
floor. 

Mr. MILLER. [ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether in his 
long experience there can properly be any such thing as a conference be- 
tween the two Houses when one House sends their conferees to the 
meeting absolutely instructed that they shall doa certain thing and 
shall not do a certain other thing? 

Mr. DAWES. I never heard it attempted before. I have heard it 
discussed in both branches before as a thing which could never be tol- 
erated in a committee of conference by either side. I have heard it 
discussed by parliamentarians of great experience, and I never yet 
heard it suggested that there could be such a thing as one set of con- 
ferees going in free to concede, to consider, and to adopt modifications 
with another body of conferees bound not to make concessions or modi- 
fications upon the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire toask the Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
a large experience, whether or not—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to have the 
opportunity of having the question presented to the Senate before the 
debate proceeds. The resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] will be read, the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] hold- 
ing the floor. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate refuse to accede to the request of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. RK. 7480) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 


and harbors, and for other purposes, coupled asit is with instructions to the con- 
ferees on the part of the House in respect to certain items in the amendment, 


Mr. MILLER and others. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he has heard of such a proposition as a vote on the part of one House to 
adhere to a certain amendment to a bill? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. And whether that action of one body is not in effect 
precisely the action of the House in this case? 

Mr. DAWES. It may be in effect the same, but a vote of adherence 
is a parliamentary motion of last resort, and I understand the effect of it 
to be a notice to the other House that as between giving up the amend- 
mentand giving up the bill the House must consider what they are free 
to consider in that respect. I understand that it would be competent 
for the Senate to-day to adhere to its amendment, and I understand 
that so long as the record of a vote of adherence is upon the Journals 
of the Senate there is nothing for the House to consider but whether 
they will take that amendment or lose the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me ask the Senator if the Senate should adhere to 
one amendment and then conferees should be apppointed on the re- 
mainder of the bill, or what would practically be the remainder of the 
bill, is it still a free conference? 

Mr. DAWES. It is a free conference on the remainder of the bill, 
and it is to a conference alone that the remainder of the bill would be 
committed. Notice would be given totheother branch that this branch 
had voted to adhere to that amendment, and thatasto all other amend- 
ments they were ready to go into a fulland {ree conference; but it is a 
notice to the other branch that we do not desire to go into a conference 
upon that to which they have voted to adhere. It is a clear distinc- 
tion, and it is a clear parliamentary path to be trod; but at this moment 
I should rather vote to adhere to the amendment which substituted 
this matter than to be left hereafter to the continual plague that would 
be about us whenever an appropriation bill with many items in it 
should ever come to that stage when a conference between the two 
Houses was proper. 

I think a further consideration in another quarter of the position in 
which they have put themselves will show to them that they have taken 
a step which puts an end to all full and free conference between these 
bodies, and it is better to retrace when you can a step which may have 
been taken without due consideration or with too much hurry than to 
leave it upon the record in the condition in which it is. 

Mr. FRYE. I agree entirely with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and only asked him these questions to call the attention of the Senate 
to the parliamentary condition of the bill and to the difference between 
adhering and the action of the House on the bill. 

I am not in favor of a vote of the Senate to adhere to the amend- 
ments which it has made, for the reason that I am opposed to all the 
amendments myself, and voted against them both in committee and in 
the Senate; but I am in favor of the proposition of the resolution pre- 
sented by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], which is of adher- 
ence in a parliamentary point of view. I think that resolution ought 


The Senator from New York will 
Does the Chair understand the Senator from lowa 


The Senator from New York has the 
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to be passed, and that the Houseshould understand the position which 
the Senate takes in relation to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like for my own instruction in parlia- 
mentary law to know what the real mozal and legal difference is between 
a general insistence upon all the amendments, which each House d es 
usually do, and an insistence which simply specifies particular items. 
In one case we determine to adhere to A, B, C, and D, the several 
amendments, and in the other the House a little more formally and 
emphatically declares that its conferees are instructed to insist upon 
A, B, C, and D. 

As to the matter of instruction, my memory was to the effect that 
this had been done, as I had known it to have been done in the other 
House. 

I am fortified by a person whose memory and whose experience are a 
great deal older than mine, and than that of any of us, that this thing 
has been done in both Houses more than once. I do not think it isan 
adherence. It is simply an emphatic insistence. That is all there is 
to it. In one case the ordinary language is used to insist upon the 
amendments. In this case they resolve to insist upon A, B, C, and D. 
The door is not closed to a conference by the action of the other House. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand the resolution of the Senator from 
Iowa to be an amendment to my motion that the Senate further insist 
upon the amendment and grant the further conference asked by the 
House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wishes tostate that under 
the decisions of the Senate made by a very large majority the motion of 
the Senator irom Iowa would not be in order. Under the rules of the 
House they have the right to give instructions to their committees, and 
that is occasionally done, and has been done in a recent case. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish we might hear the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa once more read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. The Chair has a 
case before him where the Senate have decided that this motion would 
not be in order. The resolution of the Senator from Iowa will be again 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate refuse to accede to the request of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for a further conference on the di eeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (HL. 7480) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, coupled as it is with instructions to the con- 
ferees on the part of the House in respect to certain items in the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that practically we have done the same thing 
in the Senate which has been done in the House, and my recollection 
is that it has come about in this way, that a motion has been made to 
recede from the Senate amendments, and then to vote it down almost 
unanimously. I think that has been done over and over again to show 
the sentiment of the Senate. Perhaps we have not instructed our com- 
mittee of conference, but we reached it in another way on former occa- 
sions. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the parliamentary attitude of this matter 
to be this, that the two Houses, in the first place, have disagreed in re- 
gard to certain Senate amendments, and that the two Houses have each 
insisted upon their respective positions. Everybody understands the 
parliamentary difference between such a motion and a motion to ad- 
here, which means that the House adhering will not further consider 
the proposition of the other House. That of course puts an end to any- 
thing like a free conference, but a free conference takes place after an 
insistence. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator does not certainly state the position of 
affairs just as they are. He may not have heard the mesgage from the 
House read. 

Mr. HOAR. I have read it carefully three or four times. 

Mr. MILLER. It is in effect that the House instructs its conferees 
not to consent to a certain amendment made by the Senate. It is not 
a general insistence. 

Mr. HOAR. I bave read it three or four times over. I wascoming 
to that point. I differ from my honorable friend in his interpretation 
of it. 

The House of Representatives has taken special action since the last 
disagreement between the two Houses in regard to several of these 
items. In regard to the first it instructs its committee “‘ that it is the 
sense of the House that the item in the Senate amendment to said bill 
making appropriation for the Portage Lake and Lake Suwerior Ship- 
canal be stricken from said Senate amendment.’’ That is nothing 
more than ordinary non-concurrence in an amendment. That would 
appear even if that had not been specially called to the attention of the 
House. It is merely emphasizing the parliamentary attitade. 

Tn regard to the other three items there is a different form, which is 
this: 

Resolved, That the managers of the said further conference on the part of the 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed— 

Net to adhere, but only— 


to insist on striking out from the amendment of the Senate to said bill the item 
making an appropriation for the Lake Michigan and Hennepin Canal. 
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That is not a direction to these persons. to adhere, but is a direction 
to the committee to maintain what is the attitude of the House itse|,. 
the attitude of insistence, which in parliamentary language only means 
and imports a present opinion, and not a determination that they wil! 
not depart from that opinion in the future. 

Although it is a little irregular, so far as the practice of the Senate 





is concerned, as the Senator from Ohiooccupying the chair well sai, jt 
has been settled that while it is not the practice of the Senate to ac. 
company a free conference with instructions, yet it is the established 
practice in the other House. 

In 1874, the question having come up in the Senate on the salary 


bill passed at the end of the preceding year, the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMunps] had read to the Senate a summary of the precedents 
on that subject, which was understood to have been drawn up by Mr. 
Murphy, the Reporter, who is very well acquainted with the parlia- 
mentary practices of the Senate, and I should like to send that to the 
desk and have it read. I ask the Secretary to read the passage begin. 
ning in fine print. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before that is read, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether he regards the conferees on the 
part of the House as having any freedom at all in the consideration of 
the items which are specified in the particular resolutions. 

Mr. HOAR. In answer to that question, I suppose the conferees oy 
the part of the House would be required in the first place to insist 
upon this atiitude of the House, but that they would be at perfect lib- 
erty to report to the House that having insisted and communicated the 
attitude and purpose of the House, they had been led by the general 
attitude of the bill or the reasons suggested by the Senate conferees to 
report to the House that in their judgment it was not expedient for the 
House further to maintain that attitude, and that it would be wise for 
the House to withdraw from its disagreement. I ask to have the paper 
read which I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to say to my colleague—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will first read what 
has been sent to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


An examination, extending back but a few years, shows two instances in di- 


rect o ion to the ruling of the Senate on the 3d of March last. 
At first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, the con.mittee of conference 
upon a bill “to increase the internal revenue and for other purposes’’ having 


reported on the lst of March, 1864, tothe House of Representatives their inability 
to agree, a resolution was offered by Mr. Washburne, of Illinois, as follows : 

« wed, That the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 122, and that the House request of the Senate another 
committee of conference on the said bill; and it is hereby declared to be the 
judgment of this House that in an adjustment of the differences between the two 
Houses on the said bill, there should be an additional duty of not less than 20 nor 
more than 40 cents per gallon imposed on spirits on hand for sale.”’ (Congres- 
sional Globe, page 892, part 1, first session Thirty-eighth Congress.) 

A question of order being raised, the decision of the Speaker (Mr. Colfax) was 
as follows: 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the House of Representatives has the 

wer to instruct any committee which it authorizes to be appointed. It is a 

judicious check upon the power of the Speaker in appointing committees. They 

ve a right to instruct a committee of conference as they have a right to in- 
struct a standing or a select committee. The gentleman from I!linois moves 
this himself asa resolution. It seems, however, susceptible of division, first, 
upon asking another committee of conference, and, secondly, upon the instruc- 
tions. As to the right to move instructions the Chair has no doubt. (Congres- 
sional Globe, part 1, first session Thirty-eighth poneross, pege 892.) 

The decision of the Speaker was acquiesced in by the House, no appeal being 
taken, and the resolution of Mr. Washburne was agreed to. 

On the following day, the action of the House of reseniatives having been 
communicated to the Senate, the Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN, offered the 
following resolution : 

“Resolved, That the conference requested by the House of Representatives be 

to; and that the conference heretofore appointed by the Senate be in- 
structed to agree to proper amendments to the Senate amendments dis. zreed 
to by the House, providing for a tax of not exceeding 20 cents agaljon on spirits 
on hand for sale.” (Jbid., page 900.) 

The late Senator from Maine, Mr. Fessenden, at once s a doubt. as to 
the resolution being in order; to which the Senator from Ohio replied as fol- 
lows: 

“I have not examined for precedents, but I think there can be no doubt of the 
power of the Senate to instruct its conferees on wy Leg It is a question of 
discretion. Ordinarily it would not be done; but there have been two confer- 
ences on this disagreement, which has all grown up out of one difference. The 
House of Representatives have now expressed their opinion on that difference, 
and I think the Senate ought also to doso.”" (Jbid., page 900.) ; 

Mr. Fessenden then raised the question of order directly for the decision of 
the Chair,and the Vice-President, who is now Senator from Maine, Mr. Hamlin, 
gave his decision in the following words: 

“The Vice-PrREesipext. The Chair can have no doubt that the resolution pro- 

by the Senator from Ohio isinorder. Conferences are of two characters— 
Snddinete A free conference is that which leaves the committee of con- 
ference entirely free to pass upon any subject where the two branches have dis- 
agreed in their vote, not, however, including any action upon any subject whcre 
there has been a concurrent vote of both branches. A simple conference—per- 
haps it should more properly be termed a strict or a specific conference, though 
the liameatary term is ‘simple '—is that which confines the committee of 
coalaean to the specific instructions of the body appointing it. The Chair 
therefore rules that the resolution is in order.” 

In the discussion which ensued the Senator from Ohio said : 


“ The Senate might very Pas peteanpeaien be Ca Bencin costences 
hich was not strictly wi liamentary rule, but the Senate i may, 
or its i y the on of the committee. There is no doubt 


about that. There is no limit to the power of the Senate over its commitices. 
It may authorize itsconferees toagree to nts to itsamendments, which 
might not be in order if those amendments to the amendments came directly 
from the conferees without the action of the Senate. That is the view al! the 
conferees took, although they differed on the question of parliamentary law. 

(Tbid., page 900.) 
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In the course of the debate, Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, said : 
“ | agree with the decision of the President of the Senate that it is competent 
to instruct a committce of conference on the part of the Senate.” (Ibid., page 


oe he said: 


“Jn respect to the questions of disagreement, the Senate may instruct its part 
of the committee, but outside of the questions of disagreement the Senate can not 


instruct that committee, for the reason that thatis not one of the modes of legis- | 


Jation known to parliamentary usages. * * * ‘The Senate may instruct the 
committee upon all the questions that were referred to that committee, but not 
upon other questions.” (Jbid., pages 902 and 903.) 
From this view of parliamentary law no Senator dissented, although the de- 
bate on the subject-matter extends over many pages of the Congressional Globe. 
The result of the debate, which was quite protracted, was the rejection of the 


resolution of the Senator from Ohio, although no one doubted the right of the | 


Senate to instruct the conferees,and the adoption of the following reso) ution 
ered by Mr. Conness, of California: 

“Resolwed, That the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Ist instant, proposing instructions to the conferees, and ask 
another free conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 122) to increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes,”’ (Ibid, page 
97.) 

The House of Representatives having agreed to a further free conference, the 
conferees on again meeting were unable to agree, and the bill was di of 
by the Senate receding from its amendments. 

The procentinge in this case, as in that which follows, are recorded in the 
Journal, but the Congressional Globe is quoted from, because it contains the 
details of the points raised, with the decisions made and the debate thereon, in- 
stead of the Journal, which merely records the votes. 

At the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress an amendment was added by 
the Senate to the sundry civil expenses appropriation bill increasing the pay 
of Senators and Representatives and taking effect retroactively from the begin- 
ning of that Congress. This amendment was disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, but they amended other Senate amendments by the addition of a 
provision granting bounties to the soldiers of the war of the rebellion. Two 
committees of conference were unable to agree upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and when the second disagreement was recorded the Globe 
shows these proceedings occurred : 

“Several Senators. What shail be done? 

“Mr. SuerMan. There is but one point of difficulty. The Senate conferees pro- 
posed to recede from the amendment in regard tothe pay of members, but found 
that that was notatall in the way; that could be laid out of view ; the only diffi- 
culty is in regard to the question of bounties, The Houe insist upon some leg- 
islation being had in regard to the bounties,and their conferees submitted a 
proposition which we did not feel at liberty to accept. I will say thatthe propo- 
sition submitteci is much more moderate and much more reasonable than any 
Ihave yet seen; but we considered that the action of the Senate did not leave 
us at liberty to accept it.” (Congressional Globe, Thirty-ninth Congress, first 
session, part 5, page 4246.) 

And subsequently the Senator from Ohio suggested : 

“The Senate may instruct the conferees.” fihia., page 4247.) 

Whereupon Mr. Trumbull, then a Senator from Illinois, moved 

“That the committee of conference be instructed to agree to that proposition 
of the House.’ (Ibid., page 4247.) 

Meaning the proposition which had been stated in detail by Mr. SaerMAN as 
having been made by the House conferees. 

A modification of the terms of the proposition having been suggested by Mr. 
Doolittle, Mr. Trumbull said : 

“The proper motion, I suppose, would be to recommit the report to the com- 
mittee with instructions to agree to that proposition.” (Ibid., page 4247.) 

No point of order was raised, no doubt was suggested by any Senatoras tothe 
power of the body to instruct the conferees; and the motion having been stated, 
amendments to the instructions were moved, and finally, the question recurring 
on the motion of Mr. Trumbull, it was agreed to by a vote of yeas 28, nays 5. 
(Ibid., page 4248.) And on the very same page of the Globe it appears that the 
conferees immediately made a report conformably to the instructions of the 
Senate, and it wes agreed to and the bill disposed of, 


Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to add that I have no doubt a large ma- 
jority of the Senate do not desire and do not mean that this bill or any 
item in it shall be defeated by any difference of opinion or controversy 
or quarrel stirred up between the two Houses on a side issue not relat- 
ing to the merit of the bill or the merit of the items. I feel quite sure 
that if the Senate shall adopt the motion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce he will feel himself bound to maintain the posi- 
tion of the Senate as to all the items of the bill with the same zeal as 
if he had gone into a conference entirely instructed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Massachusetts is entirely right. 

Mr. DAWES. No one ever doubted the parliamentary power of the 
two bodies to create a special committee of conference, a committee of 
conference for a special purpose, to do a special thing, and to accom- 
plish that by the form of instruction or in the manner in which the 
committee is appointed; but I assert again that there can not be found 
a precedent where either body has yielded what to it was a committee 
of fall and free conference with another committee that was not capa- 
ble of entering into a fall and free conference. It is perfectly compe- 
tent for us (the parliamentary law I do not doubt and never did) to 
instruct a new committee like the committee which is tendered to ns 
here, bound hand and foot, and send the two to meet each other face 
to face, the one instructed to insist upon a particular line of conduct 
and the other instructed to insist upon an opposite line of conduct. 
But what the Senator from Minnesota proposes is not that. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask my colleague a question? Suppose the 
House had simply prayed for a free conference and nothing more, hav- 
ing itself insisted, would not the committee by all parliamentary law 
and usage go into the conference exactly as they do now, instructed 
themselves to insist ? 

If my colleague will pardon me with one sentence not a part of my 
question, but that my point may be understood, I have heard Sena- 
tors here state that they were bound in honor to insist on Senate amend- 
ments the majority of which they themselves disapproved of, merely 
from the fact of having been appointed to represent the Senate. There 
is one case in my mind which my colleague will recollect, of the Sena- 
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The Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB] 
resisted with very great earnestness, with all the force of which he was 
capable, an amendment to an Indian appropriation bill some years ago, 
providing for a large expenditure for Indian education. 
was appointed a member of the committee of con 


Thereafter he 
ference on the part of 





the Senate, and he went into that conference and insisted upon that 
amendment to which he had been personally opposed with as much zeal 
and loyalty and strength as if it had been an amendment of his own 
creation; and I wish to say that in my judgment the great progress 
which has been made in Indian education, which has delighted the 


friends of the Indians throughout the country since that time, has been 
very largely due to the thorough honor and loyalty with which that 
Senator stood by the proposition he had not originally approved. 
these conferees of the House, without this thing, could 
ference instructed exactly as they will be now. 

Mr. DAWES. If my colleague had added to th iw explanation 
this single sentence he would have answered himself, that the Senator 
from Kansas after having insisted as he felt bound in honor to do on 
that vote after that yielded to a modification of it; and he would have 
said merely this, that every conferee is bound in honor to maintain the 
position of the body that appoints him, but to maintain it subject, 
however, to deliberation on the whole, subject to perfect freedom, to con- 
sider whetheron the whole it is not best to concede either some portion 
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or the whole of the proposition that he was sent out to maintain. He 
is bound, but he is not bound absolutely; he is bound to maintain it 
under the limitations that the conferees who are sent over here have 
not upon them, that is after having considered the matter fairly to 


yield such modifications as their judgment shall dictate. 

My colleague thinks that the House, after having insisted upon a dis- 
agreement to the whole of this amendment of the Senate, when they 
went further and instructed their conferees in addition to the 
ence upon the whole, to do a particular thing, did not add at all to the 
original vote. I guess the House does not understand itso. I do not 
think anybody over there understood it so, and I do not understand it 
so now. If the Senate is disposed to instruct its conferees, then its con- 
ferees will stand upon an equality, and they will go into the conference 
and show their credentials and act accordingly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What doesthe Senator from Minnesota propose? 

Mr. DAWES. He proposes to concede a committee of conference 
which on our part will be free and full to a committee proposed by the 
other branch which is instructed to do a particular thing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him whether the action of the House has not been merely to per- 
mit their conferees to yield any differences that exist on all other points 
and to maintain their former position in the points in controversy speci- 
fied in the resolutions ? 

Mr. DAWES. It does not make any difference in parliamentary law 
whether it is a big thing or a small thing that they have in cted 
them upon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; but—— 

Mr. DAWES. The question is whether they send their conferees 
here just as free as the Senator from Minnesota proposes to send out 
ours. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to inquire if the resolation of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not desire to take up the time of the Senate, 
but simply to say that if the action of the House in reference to those 
particular amendments means any it means to strengthen their 
conferees in opposing the particular items which are mentioned in the 
resolutions from the other House. Butif that action does not take 
those items out of the question of conference, then, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I care not whether the resolutio the Senator from Iowa is 
adopted or whether the motion of the chairman of the Comn 
Commerce is adopted. 

The thing that I desire to emphasize in the Senate is that the Senate 
conferees shall stand by the action of the Senate on 
ments that the Senate has placed on the bill, 
action of the House in the instruction that 
ferees as a taking out of the 
far as I am concerned, [a 
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of insistance, but want some action on the part of the Senate that will 
place the Senate squarely as against the action of the House on those 
particular things. But the chairman of the committee, I suppose, will 


regard the action of the Senate heretofore as instructions to him and 
to his committee to stand by all the amendments that the Senate made 

ing, I do not know that it is 
very material, so far as practical results are concerned, which action is 
taken by the Senate at this time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is not the first time that victories 
won upon the field were in danger of being lost by diplomacy. ‘The 
enemies of the river and harbor bill, I assume, will hail with satisfac- 
tion any emergency that will prevent any farther conference between 
the two Houses upon the amendments of the Senate; and I should re- 
gard the adoption of the resolution offered by t! 


he Senator from Iowa as 
a summary and final disposition of this bill. Such I do not assume to 
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have been the object or purpose of the Senator in offering the resolution, 
but he can see as well as the rest of us can that it would be the black 
flag. It would be an announcement to the House of Representatives 
that unless they go through with the formality of backing out of the 
cul de sac in which they have placed themselves, there will be no con- 
ference on this bill. If that suits him, it suits me. 

But I wish to state as a parliamentary proposition that I can see no 
difference in the attitude of the House in instructing their conferees to 
insist upon striking out these five amendments from what it would have 
been if they had said to their conferees ‘‘ we insist that you shall en- 
deavor to prevail upon the Senate to strike out all their amendments.’’ 
In voting to insist upon our amendments, we simply act upon the whole 
in gross. The greater contains the less. And the House of Represent- 
atives in saying that they disagreed to all the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and asked for a farther conference, merely have ventured to express 
their opinion in rather an unusual way upon five of the amendments 
about which I suppose they desired to have a public declaration that 
they are particularly opposed to them. 

If the House of Kepresentatives, instead of passing the five partic- 
ular resolutions that they have adopted, had declared that it was the 
sense of the House that the managers be instructed to insist on strik- 
ing out all the Senate amendments, nobody would have objected. That 
would have been merely in a more formal way what they would have 
done any way by simply insisting on their refusal to concur in our 
amendments and asking for a further conference. 

But I think it would be well instead of allowing our conferees to go 
into this conference upon this formal action of the House of Representa- 
tives on these five amendments, to express our opinion about these five 
amendments; and I am particularly interested in the appropriation for 
the improvement of the Potomac River, and if I am in order I will 
move that it is the sense of the Senate that the managers on the part 
of the Senate in the conference hereafter to be granted upon the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the bill H. RK. 7480, insist upon re- 
taining the Senate amendment appropriating $375,000 for continuing 
the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of Washington. 

That will relieve the conferees from any embarrassment so far as the 
action of the House is concerned, as it will be offset by the action of 
the Senate, and therefore the conference would be full and free on that 
item. 

Mr.CULLOM. I move to amend that by adding the other four items 
that are objected to by the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take them one at a time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done I desire, if I can, to withdraw 
the resolution which I offered. Of course I am as anxious for the pas- 
sage of this bill as the Senator from Kansas, and I do not wish by any 
action of mine or any resolution of mine to impede the natural progress 
toward a conclusion of this bill satisfactorily to the Senate. I also yield 
to the judgment of the Senator from Kansas with reference to the pro- 
prieties of this particular resolution, so that I withdraw my resolution, 
if I can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his resolution. The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota to grant a further conference. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. I have moved to amend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Orrather to instract. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly I have so moved. I think the Reporter 
has my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposed it was a motion 
to amend the resolution of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; his motion was to amend the motion to agree 
to the conference. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Secretary has not the amendment I p: 
to offer, I wil) submit it again. I suppose the Reporter took it down. 
I had not written it. I will restate it: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the managers on the part ofthe 
Senate in any conference hereafter granted upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill H. R. 7480, insist upon retaining—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impossible for the Secretary 
unless he is a short-hand reporter to write so fast. Will the Senator 
write it himself? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While the Senator from Kansas is preparing his 
amendment I would like to say a word. 

If the Senate and the House of Representatives desire to pass any 
river and harbor bill and for objects that in the main all parties on all 
sides of the Chamber would be glad to appropriate money for, the sim- 
ple way to do it now is for the Senate to agree to the four propositions 
of the House omitting the Potomac River business, with an amend- 
ment which shall take out of the text of the House bill or now out of 
the text of our amendment the Muskingum business and the Barren 
River business in Kentucky, and subjects that ought to be considered 
separately and by themselves and without passing in this action any 
judgment upon the propriety of them intrinsically one way or the other, 
and the same in regard to the Portage Lake and the Sturgeon Bay and 
the Henuepin Canals and so on andso on. That would leave the bill 


then, like most of its predecessors, a pure and simple river and harbo; 
bill for carrying on existing works and opening some new ones upon 
natural rivers and natural harbors that now exist; and while the }j] 
would still contain many items that I should not be willing to vote for 
as unnecessary and going too far to localities, still its main objets 
would be such and the proportionate amount of good expenditure wou|q 
be so great that I believe it would become a law and the public wor| 
would go on. 

But it looks to me exactly as if when we attempt to ride into theca 
appropriation bills new schemes, opening new enterprises, no matter 
how good they are, which are not adapted to the existing rivers ang 
harbors of the United States as our fathers understood them to be, we 
seem to be working to the end of breaking the whole thing down and 
doing nothing at all. I suppose it would be perfectly useless to make 
such a motion, but I think it right to state it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I can not understand the reasoning 
of the Senator from Vermont. He says the Senate inserted certain 
things which might be left out as not being improvements of rivers 
and harbors. There is not one of the things that he mentioned by name 
which is not an improvement of the rivers and harbors as fully and as 
absolutely as any item in any of the bills. I illustrate by one of the 
things mentioned, the Portage Lake Canal. The object of this is to 
make a perfect harbor of refuge at each end of that passage-way, one 
of which the Government hasentered upon the construction of by grant- 
ing land, and has made it a harbor of refuge, and the only harbor of 
refuge there is for hundreds of miles on the worst part of Lake Supe- 
rior. Another is the case in regard to the Sturgeon Bay Canal, which 
in the last appropriation bill and this appropriation bill and every ap- 
propriation bill has had aid for making a harbor of refuge by this Goy- 
ernment independent of the company’s works in deepening the channel 
across this point. A part of the appropriation for the Hennepin Canal 
is work upon the Illinois River connecting it as it now is with Lake 
Michigan by the canal already built and already in use, just as much 
as the Keokuk Canal, the Louisville Canal, the Sault Ste. Marie, or 
the Muscle Shoals Canal. 

There is no more reason why Congress should make two or three mill- 
ion dollar appropriations to construct a canal through some 30 miles 
of rocky falls in the Tennessee River than why it should provide for a 
canal or a harbor of refuge already built, already used, already subjected 
to tolls; and the only object in putting these items in this bill is to do 
as we did with the Louisville Canal, and as we did with the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal, make a free canal. 

On Lake Champlain we are spending thousands of dollars of money 
in making a harbor of refuge where the lake is only 6, 7, 8, or 10 miles 
wide, where there is no danger from storms, at the Senator’s own home, 
where the water is deep enough, where there are no rocks in the way, but 
the Senator here and before the committee urged that appropriation on 
principle, and yet refuses to let a harbor of refuge exist on the stormy 
shores of Lake Superior or of Lake Michigan. Usually accurate, usu- 
aliy logical, I insist that the Senator in his remarks here misstates the 
case. What is the necessity of the $35,000 put on to this bill by the 
urgency of the Senator from Vermont, when he attacks the open harbors, 
the useful harbors of refuge assisted in building by this Government on 
Lake Superior and on Lake Michigan along a coast where the ribs of 
vessels destroyed for lack of a harbor of refuge to-day lie rotting in tle 
sand. 

Sir, the question ought to be, what does the navigation of the country 
require? At how small and how trifling an expense can we free that 
navigation from tolls which are onerous in one part of the country, 
when we have free navigation in other parts of the country? There 
is no logic in it; there is no reason in it; there is no liberality in it. 
The question is not one of locality. The question is one of advan- 
tage to commerce, to navigation, of the safety of the lives of the sailors, 
of the protection of the that goes upon vast fleets around 
Lake Superior and along Lake Michigan, and to give them, as this 
Goverament has attempted to do, by granting land to aid in building 
thess harbors of refuge, to give protection to life and property, which 
is Gemanded by the resolutions of five States, by the resolutions of 
three hundred chambers of commerce, by the petitions of 5,000 navi- 
gators and those interested in navigation on Lake Michigan and on Lake 
Superior. 

le can not believe that men who know the wants of that region can 
be driven from supporting them because a Senator, living on his little 
inland lake, urges the committee to increase even the House appropri- 
ation for a harbor of refuge on a lake that is itself a harbor of refuge! 
Oh, sir, if we had any place on Lake Superior or on stormy Keweenaw 
Point where we could run into, a place landlocked as Lake Champlain 
is, we could wait and wait for the assistance of this Government. — 

That is the condition. Why should the Senate, in view of the kind 
of advantage it is to commerce and navigation, relinquish its judgment 
upon these subjects although the House may ask it? Whyshould we 
give two, three, or four hundred thousand dollars to improve harbors 
which have been used since the country was discovered, along the At- 
lantic coast where there is access, in order to make them two or three 
feet deeper, and deny to the great, growing, increasing commerce (in- 
creasing beyond al] extent and beyond all comparison) upon the great 
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Jakes what it needs? Why should we withhold and refuse that little | 


ittance which is asked here to make for the navigation of the lakes 
these free harbors of refuge and these free channels which are now used ? 
I do not believe that Senators who desire this bill to be passed for 


the benefit of navigation all over the country, embracing objects which | 


are useful in all parts of the country, will yield, or will instruct any 
committee to yield, so plain, palpable, and desirable objects as the Sen- 
ate by a yea-and-nay vote has placed in this bill. 

Why is it, sir, that the protection of navigation in the North and in 
the Northern States and along the great lakes is the object of attack 
here? When have the representatives of the North ever shown any 
opposition to the improvement of every river from the Father of Waters 
down to the meandering stream of the South where we had to cut away 
the trees that overhung the banks to permit the passage of vessels, even 
where there was water enough? I for eighteen years or more in the 
House und in the Senate have had to do with this question of improv- 
ing water navigation in all parts of the country, and I defy any man 
here or elsewhere or anywhere to show that I have ever looked upon 
these appropriations with reference to sectional feeling or locality. If 
a place was worthy of improvement for the good of the people along 
the banks of a river, or for the protection of navigation along the shores 
of the ocean or Gulf or lake, these interests have found a firm and I 
believe a consistent friend in me, and they will continually. 

But, sir, there seems to be some rule about this, that the importance 
of the subject, the interest of navigation, wherever it may be found, 
is to be considered by all members of the Senate alike, and that there 
shall not be one rule to make great appropriations for one region of 
country and either in the House or in the Senate a rule which shall 
condemn the sailor and the vessel-owner and the owners of the car- 
goes to the uncertainties and to the vicissitudes and to the dangers 
of shipwreck and the loss of life and of property wherever vessels sail 
and wherever steamboats run. 

There is something more in this question of improving the water 
communications of the country than mere local desire. It is a question 
affecting the empire; and wherever commerce can be gathered from one 
river to another by a little canal, asat Keokuk, or asat Louisville, or as 
atthe Sault Sainte Marie, orasin Romely Marsh, or as in the Tennessee 
River or the Cumberland River or any other river, it is proper for us 
to extend the aid of the National Government. And where there are 
works which have been carried on by this Government aid, and the 
judgment of Congress is that the facility of navigation demands the as- 
sistance of the Government, it should be further extended. There are 
places where railroad transportation meets water transportation which 
demand the assistance of the Government, and there, in my judgment, 
the Senate and the House should agree to give whatever is reasonable and 
fair, and finally appropriate it to improve the general water courses of 
the country; whether by making canals up through rocky falis and 
rapids, or whether by paying a small sum to free from toll those already 
made, the principle is the same. I insist that we should be guided in 
our votes and in our judgment by the great demands of the country, 
‘and among those demands I venture to say that none is more merito- 
rious than that of the great West with its teeming acres of grain and of 
cattle and of produce to be transported—the great West when it comes 
here and demands that between one system of navigation, the Missis- 
sippi River, and the lakes there shall be a canal, longer perhaps than 
the Tennessee Canal, which is only 20 miles long; longer than the Louis- 
ville Canal, which is only 2 or 3 miles long; longer than the Keokuk 
Canal, which is 5 or 6 miles, but which we are improving above where 
the canal was put by deepening the channel of the Mississippi itself. 

Wherever the object is worthy, wherever the connection of one system 
of navigation with another cheapens transportation, I know of no set 
rule to preventour granting aid. The objects of the regulation of com- 
merce and the powers given in that connection are not todo this thing 
or that thing, not to make this canal or to blast out all the rocks of that 
river, or to make connection between the upper part and the lower part 
of it; the object is to regulate commerce; and if by cutting a new chan- 
nel you can connect two rivers that do not flow in continuous lines, it 
is as legitimate and as reasonable as it is to make a canal 20 miles long 
or 1 mile long to connect the lower part of a navigable river wiih the 
upper navigation of that river. The benefit to commerce and naviga- 
tion is the object. That being kept in view, under the power to reg- 
ulate commerce if we have power to pass any river and harbor bill at 
all, we have power to do it where in the judgment of the Senate it wil! 
be of important value to transportation and tocommerce. And I vent- 
ure to say there is not put into this bill by this Senate—and it has 
been by yea-and-nay votes—these important works without the full 
consideration that the growing demands of the country, the interests 
of commerce, of navigation, of safety all demanded that in the proper 
time and in the proper amounts these improvements should be mace. 

Allusion has been made—and I renew the allusion—to the fact that 
along the northern boundary line that extends from Puget Sound to 
Montreal the British Government, by the expenditure of millions and 
millions of dollars, has constructed one of the best-constructed railway 
beds and railroads ever built on the continent. It runs right along- 
side of our line. It is the bid of England to get away the traffic of the 
Pacific Ocean from our borders and from going through our land. All 
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these improvements in the northern lakes—the Hennepin Canal, the 
Illinois Canal, the Portage Lake Canal—all these are in aid of naviga- 
tion and of transportation across this continent. Shall we forego the 

opportunity, at a small expense by commencing works of this kind, of 

preserving within our own borders this commerce and this transporta- 

tion which belong to our country and which will so much enrich it? 

Mr. President, if one will look at the course of transportation in this 
world from the earliest history down to the present time, he will find 
that that nation in the Orient or in Europe, or in any part of the 
Old World or the New that controls the passage of transportation 
and the commerce that passes back and forth rules this world. Any 
nation that kept control of it were the most prosperous in the world. 
The ruined towers and columns of Palmyra and Baalbec recall the time 
when transportation from India to Europe passed by caravans through 
that country, and then Persia and Phenicia were the ruling powers of 
the world. Finally that route was changed. The great general Alex- 
ander made Alexandria the depot for commerce by the Red Sea, and 
the caravans went out from there on the voyage across the continents 
of the Old World. Then foratime Egypt controlled. Then Holland, 
by the discovery of a passage around the capes, commenced that trans- 
portation which destroyed the caravan transportation. Venice first, 
and then Holland, had the control; and for the time being Holland ruled 
the world. Then England got possession of those means of communica- 
tion and to-day England, a little island circumscribed and almost 
powerless in itself, has control of the commerce and the navigation and 
the transportation of the products of the world from one country to 
another. This it is which gives England that supremacy which she 
has earned. 

Now, sir, we are here between two oceans midway betweeen the East 
and the West, the Orient and the Occident, able to control this com- 
merce. Its natural passage is through our country and it should be 
under our control; and for a paltry difference of opinion we are to give 
that up and let it remain with England where it is to-day. 

Sir, there are higher and more important considerations than the 
building of this canal, or the improvement of that river, or the deepen- 
ing of the channel into this harbor or that; they are worthy of care 
and of thoughtful consideration by the Senate; and they are involved 
to a greater or less extent in the very questions which are under con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I propose to amend that proposition 
by adding that the conferees on the part of the Senate shall insist on 
the amendment adopted by the Senate relative to the Mississippi River. 
I would say, however, in the outset that the best way would be not to 
instruct the committee at all, but to leave it to their discretion to do 
what they think best. I offer this amendment, however, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
appropriated two million and a quarter for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River, while the bill as adopted by the Senate appropriated 
only $1,600,000, a difference of quite $600,000 in favor of the House 
bill. 

I do this because the House bill as it appears to me is inconsistent, 
illogical, and tends to a discontinuance of the work cn the Mississippi 
River, and is directly in opposition to the reports of the engineers em- 
ployed on the river. 

The House bill provides that the appropriation shall be limited to 
the improvement of the work from Plum Point reach to Lake Provi- 
dence reach. General Gillmore, whose engineering ability is well 
known to all Senators, particularly desires that that amendment should 
not be adopted. He says the Plum Point reach and Lake Providence 
reach have been improved to the extent desired by the commission for 
the present. I propose to incorporate an extract from this letter on 
that subject in my remarks. I will read it to the Senate if they will 
give me their attention: 

It is nefther desirable nor expedient that the plan of the 
be further “ tested’’— 

As the House bill directs— 


as the House bill directs, by the completion of the work on the Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches. The plan has been tested there already with 
amply successful results ; there are W per cent. greater-low-water-channel depths 
now over the stretches of river covered by the works than the commission 
originally promised to accomplish,and quite enough to insure transportation 


commission should 


at the lowest water rates when it shall be extended to the shoals above and be- 
low. What is needful there at present is that the works should be repaired and 
maintained at the stage of most advanced progress reached by them. It is not 
necessary to deepen the channel to 20 feet to prove that a 10-foot channel is at- 
tainable. 

It must be admitted, however, that the through navication of the stream has 
not as yet received any practical benefit. for the simple reason thatthe improve 
ment is restricted to localities hemmed in by bad river above and below. Two 
or three additional reaches of shoals and bars should be attacked with the 
money that first becomes available, with a view to gradually extending the! ts 
of improved navigation. As we already havea fine plant, fully equipped for 
service, nearly all the money allotted for works of improvement w i be ap- 


plied directly to them. 

Here then we have the House bill providing th 
priation, two million and a quarter dollars, shall be expended on Plum 
Point and Lake Providence reaches, and we have at the same time the 
report of the chief of the commission, General ril! more, stating that he 


it this large appro- 
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does not desire any farther sum to be appropriated for the improve- 
ment of these reaches because the commission have already obtained 
satisfactory results larger than they had expected to accomplish. In 
other words they have deep water already throughout those reaches 12 
and 15 feet where there wereonly 4} and 5 feet. That would appear to 
be ample reason why we should insist on this amendment. 

There is another view of the matter. The bill as it came from the 
House provides that this sum of two million and a quarter of dollars 
‘shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, with- 
out the intervention of the Mississippi River Commission.’’ ‘The Mis- 
sissippi River Commission have never had anything to do with the actual 
expenditure of the money appropriated by Congress for the improvement 
of the river, but it has been expended by the War Department through 
the engineers of the Army, so that this provision in the House bill would 
be inoperative and is superfluous and useless. Butif it have the mean- 
ing which many might ascribe to it, namely, that the improvement 
should be executed without reference to the plan or recommendation or 
supervision of the Mississippi River Commission, then I submit that 
this would be inexpedient and inadvisable. 

Here are a number of engineers who have adopted a plan for the im- 
provement of the river which has been approved by the War Depart- 
ment and approved by Congress, for Congress has already voted $28,000- 
000 to execute it, and it is now in process of successful execution. 
They have on hand a large plant costing $1,279,000. Is it reasonable 
now to retire these officers from the execution of this plan, from the 
supervision of it, and to turn the work over to new officers without ex- 
perience or the special training required—a responsibility not to be 
justified upon any safe principles? But the House bill does not super- 
sede the Mississippi River Commission. 

In line 1112, the bill of the House expressly provides that the works 
at Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches which are in progress shall 
be completed at an early day, ‘‘and the plan of the commission for the 
ne vigation of the river fully tested.’’ They desire these works to be 
executed according to the plan of the commission; and yet according 
to a construction that might be adopted of the bill they provide that 
the commission shall have no supervision whatever over the methods 
that may be adopted for the execution of their plan. 

But they go further. They provide in line 1117 expressly that the 
commission is authorized to repair and build levees if, in their judg- 
ment, it should be done as part of their plan to afford ease and safety 
to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the channel. 

Here it is in one part of the bill provided that the money shall be ex- 
pended ‘‘ without the intervention of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion,’’ and another part of the same bill provides that the commission 
is authorized to repair and build levees and so on—an utter inconsist- 
ency between the different provisions of the bill. 

But farther than that, with respect to the Vicksburg harbor it pro- 
vides ‘‘that the Mississippi River Commission shall execute further 
surveys and examinations if it shall deem the same advisable.”’ 

So we have a bill here which I submit is liable totwoconstructions. 
One is that the Mississippi River Commission is thereby abolished. If 
that be true, I submit that it is inexpedient in the present condition 
of the work on the Mississippi River after we have appropriated $8,000- 
000 to be expended according to the plans and under the direction of 
the Mississippi River Commission, after they have a plant costing a 
million and a quarter dollars, after Congress has repeatedly indorsed 
and approved their plan, that this work should be taken ont of the 
hands of these experienced, trained officers, and turned over to others 
who have had no experience and who, perhaps, possess no knowledge 
of the phenomena of the Mississippi River. 

But whether the commission be abolished or not, I say that the other 
amendments which were put in the bill by the Senate are proper and 
wholesome, especially the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] which imposes a restriction upon the Mississippi River Com- 
mission in respect to the revetment system which they have adopted in 
part through certain of the broad reaches in the river, and that system 
in a letter addressed to Senator HoAR by Captain Eads isshown to be 
expensive and in his jadgment unnecessary, and as a friend of the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River I am as anxious as any Senator on 
this floor to adopt not only the most enlightened and practicable sys- 
tem, but the most economical one that can possibly be suggested. I 
am sure if Senators will read the letter—I think it was printed by or- 
der of the Senate—addressed by Captain Eads to Senator Hoar, they 
will be convinced that the amendment offered by the Senator from Kan- 
sas is in the interest of the improvementof the Mississippi River on the 
most economical plan possible. I would request Senators who feel any 
interest in this measure that they read this letter of Captain Eads ad- 
dressed to the Senator from Massachusetts so that they may appreciate 
not only the difficulties which restrict and suspend navigation in the 
Mississippi River for a great many months in the year but the plan by 
which that distinguished engineer proposes to remove them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator have the letterof Captain Eads 
printed. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it is printed. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts can inform us. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Had it not better be printed in the Reco 
part of the Senator’s remarks? 

Mr. GIBSON, It is not a very long letter, and I should like ; ' 


RD ag 


the Senator from Massachusetts whether the letter addressed to him 
by Captain Eads was printed by order of the Senate. I am not cure 
but I think I saw a copy of iton my desk. * 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not remember that itwas. I think it was p 


as a pamphlet and circulated. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will ask the Senate to allow me to incorporat 
letter, if I can find a copy of it, in my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection t), 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

The letter is as follows: 


Letter to Hon. Georcs F. Hoar, United States Senate, from James B. Ee, 
the improvement of the Mississippi River, July 10, isss. 


My Dear Sir: Remembering that you framed the original act by which I was 
authorized to apply the jetty system to the improvement of the mouth of the 
Mississippi and that you have on many occasions evinced a deep interest in the 
success of that undertaking, I feel especial pleasure in furnishing you the infor. 
mation you now desire relative to the application of the same system to the 
river from Cairo to the sea, and the cause of the failure of the Mississippi River 
Commission to secure any additional depth of channel since that which it 
cured in 1883 through Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches, and 
explain in what important feature the plan it reeommended in 1880 differs fr 
that which it has been pursuing since 1383, and which has led the House of i: 
resentatives to virtually suspend its functions. 

In 1880 the commission recommended and Congress adopted what is known 
as the jetty system. This system consists in the reclamation of such excessiy«|y 
wide of the river as now interrupt its approximate uniformity. It is cal\, 
“the jetty system” because the proposed contraction of these wide places js | 
be accomplished by constructing permeable jetties of brush or willows acy 
the shoals and shallow parts of the river intended to be reclaimed, so that wi 
the floods come these works will make the currents passing through and oy; 
them still more sluggish and thus cause more rapid deposits to be made upon 
such places and so develop new shore lines and concentrate the flow in 
main channel and thus dee’ it. 

At locations A and Bon Chart No. 34are shown some of these permeable works 
at Plum Point. Those located parallel to the current are mattresses laid on the 
bottom of the river to protect the channel ends of cross dikes or jetties.* As 
the frictional resistance to the flow of water increases in exact proportion to tlic 
width of the river-bed in contact with it, the current flows more sluggish! y over 
these wide places, and thus retards the passage of the floods to the sea and 
causes them to assume greater heights. It is well known that the more rapid 
the current, the more highly the water becomes charged with sand and mud. 
As the current is made sluggish by the excessive friction of the wide plac 
large portionsof these materialsare deposited in them,and form shoals. These 
only exist in the wide places. 

The theory upon which the jetty system is based is that the shoals, shifting 
channels, caving banks, and inundations result from these excessively wido 
— of the river, and from the escape of its flood waters through lateral out- 
ets and over its banks; and also upon the fact that the greater the volume 
flowing in one channel of uniform width, the greater will be its excavating or 
erosive power, and therefore the deeper will be its channel and the lower wiil 
be the height of its flood line. The logical remedy for these evils consists in the 
contraction of the wide places, anc in the conservation and concentration of 
all the flood waters into one single channel of uniform width, ~ the closure of 
lateral outlets, the repair of defective levees, and the closure of island chutes 

The minutes of the proceedings and the report of 1880 show that the views of 
the several members were unanimous as tothe recommendation of the permea- 
ble contraction works, the concentration of all the flood waters into one chan- 
nel of uniform width, and theclosure of outlets. They were by no means unan- 
imous, however, as to protecting the banks against caving and the repairing of 
the levees. 

It will be seen that the grand essential feature of the jetty system consists in 
bringing the high-water banks to a uniformity of width. The commission hus 
undertaken to create this uniformity, without the chief factor of the plan it rec- 
ommended in 1880, namely,the permeable jetties. Since 1883 it has been en- 
deavoring todo this by revetting the banks with willow mattresses where they 
are caving or are likely tocave away. Where this protection is applied the 
steep banks are first cleared of trees and graded down to the water's edge, io 
an angie of 45 degrees, and are then covered with willow mattresses about a 
foet thick, made as wide as practicable, the channel edge being sunk as far down 
on the submerged bank as is possible. 

There are three methods by which this uniform width of the high-water chan- 
nel can be created : 

First. By eable jetties or contraction works properly placed in the wide 
portions of the river; 

Second. By means of levees alone; and 

Third. By bank protection or revetment works and levees. 

The first is rapid, certain, and economical ; the second is slower and more ex- 
pensive but equally certain; the third is uncertain, more expensive, liable to 
serious casualties, and involves wasteful expenditures in the construction of 
works which the changes in the river will often make wholly useless. 

The first method was applied at Plum Point reach, 20 miles long (see chart 
No. 34), and at Lake Providence reach, 35 miles long. These were the worst 

of the river, and are distant about 400 miles from each other. During the 
rst flood (1882-83), when the contraction works were ovly partially completed, 
the low-water depth through both reaches was more than doubled. 

Since 1883 the third method, or revetment system only, has been applied in 
other parts of the river. The report for 1885 shows that $2,240,000 have been ex- 
pended for revetment works alone. (See Appendix B.) 

To give a clearer idea of the vaiue of these three methods, it may be well to re- 
fer briefly to some of the phenomena of the Mississippi, and to explain the 
causes of them. 

Every one bas observed that water flows more sluggishly in shallow deptlis 
near the shore than in the central ones whicharedeep, Thisis because the fric- 
tional resistance in ortion to the volume is greater in the shallow depths 
than inthedeepones. The friction at one locality is not increased by the weight 
of the water as it would be if it were a solid mass. This fact is thoroughly es- 
tablished by a vast number of pncent on the flow of water through pipes. 
The currents are more rapid because they have greater volume in propor- 
tion to frictional resistance, and the shallow ones are more sluggish because 
they have less. The friction between the water and the river-bed is only in- 
creased by increasing the surface of the bed in contact with the water, and not 
by the depth or weight of the water. He who does not keep these simple facts 
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*In Appendix A will be found extracts from the report of 1830, more fetly ex- 
plaining the plan then recommended. 
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in mind will be unable to comprehend the seeming vagaries of the river. 
Appendix C.) 

Athird elenientof the problem consists in the transporting power of the water. 
This power increases and diminishes very rapidly as the velocity of the current 
changes. It increases with the square of the velocity and diminishes in the 
same ratio; hence if a shallow shore cutrent move at 2 miles per hour, while 
the central current moves at 5, the shaliow water can carry only four units of 
sediment per unit of volume, while the other can carry twenty-five, hence all 
silt-bearing rivers deposit sediment in the shallow partsand take up sediment 
from the deeper parts of their beds. 
and deepen the bed of the river. 
shallow by receiving the excess of sediment with which the water becomes 
charged when flowing elsewhere more rapidly. This tendency is hastened by 
levees because they conserve the whole volume of the river, and therefore in- 
crease the rapidity of the current in flood time, and thus create deeper chan- 


nels,and thereby lessen the ratio of frictional resistance and thus promote the 
discharge of the floods. 


See 


The current being thus made more rapid excavates the deep channels and 


ultimately produces in this way a lowering of the height of the floods, and so 
lessens the need of high levees. Although the width between the levees at first 
must necessarily be very unequal, the shallow parts of the bed which they in- 
close become gradually built up by deposits upon them, and where lands are 
valuable the riparian owners are prompt to reclaim these shallow parts, or bat- 
tures, by advancing the levees around them, and thus they gradually contract 
the stream by taking in these accretions, until finally the flood channel between 
the levees attains a remarkable uniformity of width. 

This process is necessarily slow when accomplished by individual effort alone, 
but that it will accomplish it will be seen by inspecting the accompanying chart, 


No. 23,* of a part of 230 miles of the river below Red River which has been thus 


improved. It represents this part of the river as surveyed by Humphreys and 
Abbot in 1851, and the survey of the commission in 1883. It shows the very 
slight changes which have occurred since that date, the latter survey being 
superposed upon that of 1851. 

These two surveys, thus compared, prove absolutely one ofthe most important 
facts ever brought to light in the improvement of an alluvial or silt-bearing river 
subject to overflows, namely, the immense importance of levees as a factor in 
deepening, correcting, and permanently locating its channel. (See Appendix 
F.) This chartis incontestable evidence that the caving of the banks practically 
ceases when the flood channel assumes a uniform width, and that revetment 
works are neither necessary in creating the desired contraction, nor in protect- 
ing the banks when it has been attained, and it proves beyond controversy the 
soundness of the foregoing theories. The total absence of shoals in this part 
of the river shows that the opinion of the commission advanced in its report of 
July, 1885, that uniform width of the high-water channel will not produce uni- 
form depth, nor any considerable approach to it, in a river where great differ- 
ences exist between its high and low water stages, is not well founded. 

The commission says: ‘* But it is nowhere asserted in the report, nor is it believed 
by the commission, that uniform depth or any very near approach to it is prac- 
tically attainable upon the Mississippi River, or upon any large silt-bearing 
stream flowing through an alluvial bed and having a difference of 45 to 50 feet 
between its high and low water stages.”’ In answer to the part of the above ex- 
tract which I have italicized, I submit, first, that the following from the report 
of 1880 led me to believe that it is so asserted: 

“This would seem to be so in the very nature of things, because uniformity 
of width secured by contraction will produce increased velocity, and therefore 
increased erosion of bed at the shallow places.” 

I am further constrained to believe that the commission is in error in its opin- 
ion that any “near approach to uniformity of depth is practically unattainable 
upon the Mississippi River or upon any large silt-bearing stream flowing through 
an alluvia) bed and having a difference of 45 to 50 feet between its high and low 
water stages.”’ 

The chart of the river I have submitted, showing the effect of levees, proves 
thecontrary, and if it be answered that this part of the river does not havea dif- 
ference of 45 to 50 feet between its high and low water stages, the rejoinder is that 
from Cairo to Columbus, 21 miles, the river hasa difference of over 50 feet between 
its high and low water stages,and it has maintained a comparative uniform- 
ity of width and freedom from shoals ever since it has been inclosed with levees. 
The fluctuations of the river,shown in the chart,are about 30 feet, and if these 
had anything to do in preventing the attainment of a near approach to a uni- 
form depth, they would certainly prevent the remarkable uniformity which ex- 
ists in this part of the river. The uniformity in width, which has been accom- 
plished here by levees alone, the stability of its banks, and its deep channel, 

rove conclusively that works of revetment are wholly unnecessary in bring- 
ing about or maintaining this condition of things. 

Caving will continue to occur in the wide reaches of the river until the high- 
water banks are fully developed, anc the flood volume is brought to a uniform- 
ity of width, but the caving will become less and less as contraction takes place. 
Although breaches may occur in the contraction works from time to time, dur- 
ing excessive floods, their repair will not often be required, for the very reason 
that the main channel will continue to develop, and minor ones, through 
breaches in the contraction works, will become less and less in depth until they 
are finally obliterated. I know this fact from experience with such works, where 
the river isa mile and three-quarters in width, and where breaches occurred 
through them, in some cases 200 feet wide, and of very considerable depth. The 
contraction works are expected to be simply temporary aids to the natural ac- 
tion of the river, and to promote its efforts to bring its banks toa uniformity of 
width; which uniformity, once obtained, is permanent, as chart 28 proves. 

The idea upon which the revetments are used is not simply because the com- 
mission believes that they are necessary for the fixation of the channel by pre- 
venting the caving, but that if the river be prevented from further widening by 
holding its caving banks it will contract itself by natural agencies. It is not 
elaimed by the commission that the channel can be immediately deepened by 
revetment. (See Appendix E.) Contraction works are immediate in their deep- 
ening effect, and require but one flood to produce all or nearly all of this effect 
Hence no part whatever of the improvement produced by the flood of 15=3 in 
these two reaches can be credited to the revetment works, then partially com- 
pleted. Nearly all of this was destroyed in a year or two, and the efforts to re- 
new it with stronger and more costly work since 1883 have not given an inch 
more depth through these reaches. The conclusion is, therefore, unanswerable 
that ali of this revetment work was utterly useless, so far as the improvement 
of the channel is concerned. Its beneficial effect, where it is dined that it re- 
mains intact,except at Memphis, is confined solely to the protection, at differ- 
ent localities, of a few acres of land, worth probably $20 per acre. (See Appen- 
dix D.) Unless maintained intact for many years it can be of no benefit to the 
channel. 

The contraction works, costing probably one-fourth as much per mile, do not 
require to bestrong or keptin repair. Having performed their duty during one 
flood, the next year’s work consists in building other similar structures on the 
deposits caused by those of the previous year. In some parts of these reaches 





*This shart and all of the others herein are reduced by photolithography 
from those published in the Annual Report of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, 1883, Ex. Doc, No. 37, H. R., Forty-eighth Congress, first session, except No. 
34, which is from the report three weeks later. 
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the deposits caused by thes s ug the flood of 1883 were over 30 feet 
deep. 

lt is amistake to suppose that when breaches occur through these permeable 
works the deepening produced in the channel by the parts left u ed will 
be lost again if they be not repa I ney of the river, as before stated, 
is to deepen its deepe st channe and to d posit ini = : arts (Crevasses 
through the levees and outlets interrupt this nat I ss | more 
or less of its volume into a alcha s. This interrupts t ' of 

| its velocity and a reduction of volume als sakes pla I ng 
power of the river depends \ y upon t > two, namely, velocity and vol- 
ume rherefore its natural t« ‘ en an ts in- 
terrupted and lessened 

Keep the whole flood vy vith levees, and in forty or filly vea it 
will assume the desir width wi r trea than that 
of contracting the levees and inclosing th ind made y the deposit Revet- 
ting its banks, without the ma of the levees, w never accomplish it, 
With levees, revetme may possibly reduce this period slightl) { will Im- 
volve the additional expendit < at least $100,000.00 » 4 vdix FE.) 
With the contraction v ees | ld be se i iro 
to the sea within three rs entire co of the work sh i be 
done within six or eight years, ata tof thirty or forty millions. 1 ev- 
ees above Red River w be practically useless, and th ast low-wate pth 
would be over 20 feet. The tendency to cay r would b me as lless as 
the correction of the width progressed,and,when completed, bank protection 
would be almost wholl; inecessary,or no more necessary than it now is be- 
low Baton Rouge. 

With respect to the value of levees I took issue with the con sion d sub- 
mitted a minority report,in which I said,“ I am unwilli commit myself 
now to any expression in the present report which in the slightest degree tends 
to throw a doubt upon the necessity of, or to justify any further delay in, the clos- 


ure of these outlets (or gaps in the levees). On the contrar 


to urge with redoubled force the absolute necessity of their 
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My reasons for urging the maintenance of the levees during the period of river 
improvement were given at full length in this report vl we furtl rged 
before the Committee on Commerce and the Mississi; R r,in the ] of 
Representatives. (See Appendix F.) 

Congress at that session appropriated $4,123,000 for the improvement the 
river, and left the commission free to use so much of it as they thought proper 
in the repairs of the levees, The commission now fully recognize the importance 
of maintaining the levees as a factor in the improvemant of the river But its 
members are not agreed as to the height to which they should be raised My 
own opinion is that the extraordinary floods should be restrained,and that 2 


feet above the flood of 183 is amply sufficient. 

Contracting the channel! of a stream to deepen it is q plan as old as navigation 
itself. It has been applied all over Europe and elsewhere, to deepen the 
water channels of navigable rivers. Yet the last report and recommendation 
made in 1879 by a board of United States engineers, for the improvement ¢ 
Mississippi below the Ohio, rose only to the dignity of advising such a plan as 
an engineer of the Nile would probably have suggested in the time of Thothmes 
I, namely, ** the contraction of the low-water channel and the protection of cav- 
ing banks where necessary.’’ This plan has been often confounded with the 
jetty system, and is referred to to prove that there is nothing new in the latter. 
The wide difference between the two is not generally und rod 

This board said:* ‘‘As the shoals are, ordinarily, at po 
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ints where the river, be- 

ing wide, crosses at low water from one bank to the other, those are the places 

at which greater depth of water is needed,and here works to narrow the low- 
water river will often be required on both sides. 

“ The object of these works is simply to give through the low-water river the 


form which it has given to itself where the navigation is good.” 
“If 10 feet of water could 
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Orleans, it would probably satisfy all demands; and if the improvement of the 
river is undertaken, that depth should be aimed at.” 

This board does not propose to cause the river to build up v high-water 
shore lines through the wide places. Its report has nota line in it alluding to 
the necessity of controlling the flood volume of the river, between high-water 
banks of uniform width, as the certain means of producing the deepest and most 
permanent low-water channel for navigation. It does not even allude to the 
necessity of closing the natural outlets and maintaining the levees during the 
progress of the work, tothe end that the increased volume of waterso controlled 
will insure the deepest excavation of the bed and thus lower the flood surface of 
the river, and so, ina few years, make safe, without levees, 32,000 square miles of 
land now subject to devastating inundations. Nor does it offer to demonstrate, 
by referring to the natural laws controlling the river, that these great benefits to 
navigation, agricult and commerce must inevital f yw the clo of 
outlets, the maintenance of levees, and the building up of n¢« ind parallel h i- 
water banks through its wide places. Neither does th r Lin why 
these wide places and depleting outlets are the disturbing h would 
have made the permanence of their 10-feet channel a simple impossibility so 
long as these outlets remain open and the excessive w sof the high-water 
channel still exist. Yet this report was made by e of the most accomplished 
officers of the United States Army, namely: Generals Bar r, W ht, 
Comstock, and Suter, and it was approved by General Hum hief of En- 





gineers. 
Their plan was wholly a low-water tr 
It does not approximate 





1e dignity « 


























ures of the jetty system begin. It onl; 

its completed contraction works are part of 

jetty system. It isa pian based i upon obs 

out reference to the nat ws y 

is no relation between t locity i 19- 
ported by the water; that outiets will 1 t 
of the flood-waters between leve would increase the d 
that the bed of the river was too firm to be eroded by > current: errors w h 
had been advanced int celebrated report of Hum eys & Abbot, an en 
erally accepted by the [ ited States Engineer Corps and by other ull 
over Europe and America, and which have now been proven to be errors he 
investigations of the Mississippi River Commission. 

The jetty system is based upon atheory which is the r t of tudy 
of the river, and is in pe t harms with the laws« y t and 
with their modif control over » silt-bearing power of the 1 whic 
all of its appar compiex phenomena ; produced,and t the« 
each one of these mysteries can be fully explained. By this t ry the w ; 
recommended are clearly indicated and their necessity f y demonstrated j 
I may add that the absolute truth of it has been proven by tie ts i 
in 1883 at Plum Point and Lake Providence. This theory was 
cepted by the distinguished engineers just referred to 

Congress when it created the commission directed it to « I 
upon the jetty system. It did so in 1890 and recommended its f i ‘ 
system (not simply contraction of the low-water channe t the ple 
ification of the high-water channel of a river by t thods set forth in the 
report of 1880) has ever been applied elsewher: never seer recount 
of it. It is only applicible through the alluvial basin of y large river. It 


*See Report of Chief of Engineers, 1579, vo! 
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would not do on the Ohio or on any stream having a bottom interrupted by 
ehains of rocks or bard beds of gravel. 

The inevitable lowering of the flood-line which would follow the complete 
rectification of the high-water channel, below the iron gate on the Danube, would 
increase the obstruction there, and compel the blasting of a deeper channel at 
that point, and this would allow a more rapid discharge than the river above 
could supply in summer without injury to the navigation above, hence the con- 
tracting dikes used there are built up only to the mean height between extreme 
high and low water on this and on most other rivers in Europe. Permeable 
jetties or contraction works are not used on any of them, I believe. 

The rectification of the Rhine, below Cologne, has produced results similar to 
those desired on the Mississippi, by bringing its high-water banks to a uniform 
width. But the new banks were not made by the river, or induced by permea- 
ble contraction works, but were stone dikes built by hand. This would be 
wholly impracticable on the Mississippi, because of its enormous cost. The 
uniform widths of channel on the Danube, Elbe, Rhone, and other rivers in Eu- 
rope are made by stone dikes also. 

By narrowing Current River in Missouri at its several shoals to improve its 
navigation the stream was virtually made dry through the dry season. 

The Ohio, Rhine, Danube, Elbe, and many other rivers constitute in low water 
a series of pools, the waters of which are prevented from rapidly escaping in the 
dry season by a shoal at the lower end of each. To completely scour this away, 
as is proposed on the Mississippi, would result in Qniaing off the water in the 
pool and increasing the obstruction at the next shoal above. Such streams are 
usually improved by movable dams, or by locks and dams at the shoals. 

The rectification of the high-water channel of the Mississippi and the closure 
of the Atchafalaya will in all probability lower the height of the floods at Red 
River 5 feet, and at Cairo probably 10 feet; but this will not impair the low- 
water navigation above, because of the immense volume of its discharge even 
in low water, when its surface slope is greatly reduced and its current more 
sluggish. At Cairo the rise is about 52 feet. 

I think the action of the House in suspending the commission is to be re- 
gretied, not only because of the reflection which such action casts upon the dis- 
tinguished, conscientious, and earnest men who compose it, but because they 
have accumulated a large amount of important data with which they are thor- 
oughly familiar, in addition to which they have secured an experience of much 
value in the further prosecution of the work, acquired after years of familiarity 
with the prominent features of the river under the stimulus of a laudable pro- 
fessional pride, tempered by a sense of grave responsibility. The organization, 
with its personnel, plant,and floating machinery for prosecuting this certain) 
the most important and extensive improvement ever undertaken on this conti- 
nent, will be disorganized, and the success of the plan adopted in 1880 will be 
imperiled by new experiments and needless delay. The views of any seven 
men on such a problem can never be completely harmonious until the work is 
finished, and final results are known. 

Congress alone has authority to decide and dictate where such conflicts of 
opinion on important questions occur ; and it has not hesitated heretofore to in- 
struct the commission as to what it shall, and what it shall not, do. It inter- 
dicted and subsequently authorized it to bu‘id levees. It twice gave the com- 
mission instructions to close the Atchafalaya, and it has instructed it on various 
other matters. 

As the attempt to protect the banks has not deepened the channel, after three 
years of trial, would it not be better, instead of suspending the commission, to 
instruct it to confine its expenditures to the levees and contraction works? Ex- 
perience has proved their efficacy in deepening the channel, and this was the 
primary object in creating the commission. (See Appendix G_) 

Very respectfully yours, 
JAS. B. EADS. 

Wasninerton, D.C., July 10, 1836. 

Hon. Grorar F. Hoar, 

United States Senate. 
NOTE, 
Jury 26, 1886. 

The House of Representatives voted to adopt the following amendment to the 
River and Harbor bill offered by Mr. Hersurn, of lowa, just before its final 
passage by that body: 

‘Improving Mississippi River from head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio: Continuing improvements, $2,250,000, which sum shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War without the inter vention of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission.” 

This amendment was adopted by 22 majority. 

The last eight words of this amendment were stricken out in the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and the following were inserted in lieu of them, namely: 
“*In accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission.” 

When the bill was under consideration by the Senate Mr. INGALLS, of Kansas, 
after consultation with the friends of the improvement, offered the following 
amendment: 

“And provided further, That \he expenditure of so much of said appropriation 
as may be required to continue the improvement of Plum Point and Lake 
Providence reaches shall be confined to the complete repair and maintenance 
of the levees throughout said reaches to the height of 2 feet above the flood of 
1882, and to the soapietion of the permeable works of contraction to such ex- 
tent as may be required to bring the high-water banks of the river to the com- 
parative unifurmity of width contem in the first five paragraphs of the 
plan of improvement recommended by the Mississippi River Comm n and 
adopted by Congress in 1880, and more fully set forth in the rt of the Secre- 
tary of War for 1881, volume 2, part 3, page 2733: And provided further, That no 
works of bank protection or revetment shall be executed in said reaches or 
elsewhere until after ii shall be found that the completion of the permeable 
contracting works and un.form width of the high-water channel will not secure 
the desired stability of the river banks: Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the construction of revetment works where the banks 
are caving, at Greenville reach, Delta Point, in front of the cities of Vicksburg, 
Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus: And provided further, That contraction 
works shall be built at the same time in the wide portions of the river imme- 
diately above the said revetment works.” 

This amendment was adopted by a vote of 32 to 18. 

On the return of the bill to the House, Mr. Hotman, of Indiana, moved to 
strike out this amendment. This motion was defeated by 44 majority. The 
bill is now before a conference committee of the Senate and House, and the 
amendment of Mr. INGALLs has been accepted by this committee, 





APPENDICES. 


A, 

On pages 2733 and 2734, volume 2, part 3, Report of the Secretary of War, 1881, 
the commission says: 

“The bad navigation of the river “ay by the caving and erosion of its 
— and the excessive widths and the bars and shoals resulting directly 

1erefrom. 

“It has been observed in the Mississippi River, and is indeed true of all silt- 
bearing streams flowing through alluvial deposits, that the more nearly the 


SUE 


high-river width, or width between the banks, approaches to uniformity, the 
more nearly uniform will be the channel depth, the less will be the variations 
of velocity, and the less the rate of caving to be expected in concave bend. 


This would seem to be so in the very nature of things, because uniformity , i 
width secured by contraction will produce increased velocity, and therefor. 
increased erosion of bed at the shoal places, accompanied by a correspond. 
ing deposit of silt at the deep places, and consequently greater uniformity of 
depth. 

“ Uniform depth joined to uniform width, that is to say, uniformity of effect. 
ive cross-section, implies uniform velocity, and this means that there wi!) j,. 
no violent eddies and cross-currents, and no great and sudden fluctuatiois j1, 
the silt-transporting power of the current. There will, therefore, be less erosion, 
from oblique currents and eddies, and no formations of shoals and bars produced 
by silt taken up from one part of the channel and dropped in another. As tho 
friction of the retards the flow of the water, any diminution of the friction 
will: promote the discharge of floods. The frictional surface is greater in pro. 

rtion to volume of discharge where the river is wide and shoal than where jt 
$s narrow and deep. It follows, therefore, that after the wide, shoal places are 
suitably narrowed and the normal sectional area is restored by deepening the 
channel the friction will be less than it was before. 

“ This will result in a more easy and rapid discharge of the flowing water, and 
consequently in a lowering of the flood-surface. It would seem, therefore, that 
the plan of improvement must comprise, as its essential features, the contraction 
of the water way of the river to a comparatively uniform width, and the jro- 
tection of caving banks, and this is presumed to be the plan referred to in the 
act as the ‘jetty system.’ It is known, from observation of the river below 
Cairo, not only that shoals and bars, producing insufficient depth and bad nayi- 
gation, are always accompanied by a low-water width exceeding 3,000 feet, but 
that wherever the river does not exceed that width there is a good channe|. In 
other words, bad navigation invariably accompanies a wide low-river water 
way, and good navigation a narrow one, 

“ The work to be done therefore is to scour and maintain a channel through 
the shoals and bars existing in those portions of the river where the width is 
excessive, and to build up new banks and develop new shore lines, so as to 
establish as far as practicable the requisite conditions of uniform velocity for all 
stages of the river. 

“It is believed that this improvement can be accomplished below Cairo by 
contracting the low-water channel way to an approximately uniform width of 
about 3,000 feet, for the purpose of scouring out a channel through the shoals and 
bars,and by causing,through the action of appropriate works constructed at 
suitable localities, the deposition of sand and other earthy materials transported 
by the water upon the dry bars and other portions of the present bed not em- 
braced within the limits of the proposed low-waterchannel. The ultimate effect 
sought to be produced by such deposits is acomparative uniformity in the width 
of the high-water channel of the river.” 

On page 2735 the report says: 

“ By a permeable dike located upon the new shore line to be developed, con- 
nected with the old bank at suitable intervals by cross-lines of like character, or 
by jetties of hurdles, or other permeable works projecting from the bank with 
their channel ends terminating on the margin tothe proposed water way, or by 
any other equivalent works, the area to be reclaimed and raised will be con- 
verted into a series of silting basins.” 


B. 


The minutes of the commission show that I gave no sanction whatever for 
any revetments or other bank protection, unless it should be found that the con- 
traction works would not stop the caving; and the report shows that the caving 
was not expected to stop until the high-water channel was made uniform by the 
contraction works. 

The commission endeavored to prove in its report of 1885 that all of the mem- 
bers of the commission in 1880 contemplated an extensive use of bank revet- 
ment, and it appeals to the minutes of the meetings of the commission to sus- 
tain this statement. It is proper here to say that as soon as I saw this report, 
which was not published until about six months after it was submitted, I ad- 
dressed a letter to the president of the commission potatoe against my being 
ineluded in the expression of any such views, and I made extensive quotations 
from the minutes to show that wherever bank protection was contemplated in 
any of the propositions proposed I had the idea of the necessity of it eliminated 
from such propositions, and never consented to any such idea being incorpo- 
rated into the report of 1880 as the protection of the banks without the addi- 
tional words “ wherever n Na 

That the commission did not contemplate the revetment system in 1890 except 
as a contingent and supplementary part of the plan it recommended, is shown 
by the minutes of the meeting held - it in Saint Louis, February 17, 1880, when 
preparing its official report. Several propositions for insertion in the report 
were then offered by different members, containing the idea that it would be 
necessary to the banks,and each one of these was omitted, after argu- 
ment by me,from the report. The following, which was offered by the presi- 
dent of the commission, was unanimously adopted, all the members being pres- 
ent: 

* Resolved, That the following general principle be embodied in the report 
of the commission that the method of improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi River which ises the most valuable and permanent results, will 
comprise, as its essential features, the contraction by suitable works of the 
water way in the wide portions of the river, and the protection of caving banks 
by special means, whev-ver &:< contracting works referred to do not effect that result.”’ 

The part of this resolution I have italicized, clearly conveys the idea that the 
——— of caving banks should not be undertaken until it shall have been 

rst ascertained that the contracting works referred to will not stop the caving, 


Cc. 


One illustration of the effect of increasing the surface in contact with flowing 
water, without altering the slope, weight, or depth of the water, is the following; 
Construct a conduit or flume, say 3 feet wide and 3 feet deep, with any given 
fall or slope, and supply it with water until it is brimful. Then put a cover on 
it in contact with the water's surface, and its capacity to discharge the water is 
at once diminished, because the wetted surface or frictional resistance has been 
increased from 9 feet to 12 feet. If a pipe 24 inches in diameter be substituted 
for the square box, its maximum discharge will be attained when the flowing 
water is about 22} inches deep. When flowing full it would discha less with 
the same head of water, because a very little additional volume of water has 
brought a ——— part of the surface of the pipe, not previously wetted, into 
contact with water, > 


70 feet wide; 2} miles above, it is at least 
iy there be any reliance placed upon the nat- 
ural laws above stated here is a place suggesting the contraction of this wide 
part of the river to cut down the shoals existing in it and tra their sub- 
stance by the current down into the deep place in front of Mem » which was 
causing the caving there. The water being checked by the great resistance to 
its flow in the w unloaded its excess of sand there in flood-time, and 
shoaled the river to 6 feet depth. Being contracted into one-fifth of its width 
at Memphis its current became again rapid, because the water had so much less 
frictional resistance here, and having unloaded its burden and thus built up the 
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shoals a mile or two above, the water was ready to carry its loadagain. Assum- 
ing that its flood velocity in the wide place was reduced to 3 miles an hour, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


| 


jn the narrow place was increased to 6 (not an improbable assumption), then | 


through the wide part the water could only carry nine units of sand for every 
thirty-six units in front of Memphis. 


That it went to work in the bed of the river to recover this, or some approx- 


jmate difference in its burden, is shown in the fact that che depth became twelve 
or sixteen times as great at Memphis ason the shoals above, and when the sup- 
rting pressure of the water was removed by the subsidence of the flood from 


its concave bank, a part of this bank, carrying valuable city improvements, slid | then it is believed to be imperative that the local remedy of 


jnto this deep hole and restored the angle of repose to the bank. Tbe process | 
was repeated year after year, and so this caving has continued for eight or ten 
years past. 


An examination of charts, Nos. 25 and 26, shows that these wide places, with 
their resultant caving banks, gradually move down stream, and this wide place 
has followed this general rule until its influence reached the narrow locality of 
Memphis. 


Some idea of the difference in cost of the works for bank protection and those | 


for contraction may be formed from the following statement (see page 2121, 
Report of the Chief of Engineers, part 3, 1883) : 

“The main item of cost will, of course, be the bank protection. The work so 
far done on the Plum Point reach has cost below low water about $3 per run- 
ning foot, the upper bank protection not yeton will not exceed $9 per foot, mak- 
ing a toisl cost of bank, per foot, $12. As regards contraction works, the dikes 
on Lake Providence reach have so far cost, complete with piles, foot mats, and 
screens, $3.50 per running foot. The prices given are for recent work, and do 
not include cost of plant.” 

In the Awnual Report for 1883, Executive Document No. 37, Forty-eighth Con- 

, H. R., I find the following statement : 

“In Louisiana Bend the work of revetting the bank has been commenced, 
and to date about half a mile has been completed. This is a work offering pe- 
culiar difficulties, the water being over 100 feet deep at low water, while at high 
stages = is impossible owing to the great depth of water and extremely rapid 
current, 

The first indication which the reports of the commission give of their deter- 
mination to advance the revetment system to an equal prominence with the 
system of contraction works referred to, occurs in its report for 1882 on page 
2120, Report of Chief of Engineers, part 3, 1883, and is as follows. In describing 
the plan of improvement, it says: 

“It consists eee in seeking to increase the navigable depth at low water 
by narrowing the width at that stage to about 3,000 feet, it being found that 
where this width is exceeded bad navigation as a rule exists. To accomplish 
this result recourse is had to light, permeable structures erected in the river-bed, 
and designed by checking the velocity of the current to induce deposits of sed- 
iment on those portions of the bed which it is proposed to reclaim from the 
river. By a continuance of this action, which merely imitates the natural proc- 
esses constantly at work, it is expec'ed that these deposits will ultimately be 
raised to the level of the normal banks. When this is done the river will have 
a nearly uniform width, and the tendency which now exists to form shoals in 
the wide places will be done away with. At the same time the concentrated 
flow thus set up will scour down the bed, remove the present shoals, and ulti- 
mately to some extent lower tlw 2cod line. To prevent the constant bank ero- 
sion now going on, both the old banks, and the new ones where exposed to this 
action, must be protected by brush mattresses below the low-water line, and 
above that point by brush or stone, or the natural vegetation.” 

In the commission’s report (see page 2538, Executive Document, part 2. vol- 
ume 1, Forty-ninth Congress, H. R.) we find that the revetment system has been 
still further advanced in importance as fullows: 

“They also deem it essential to the success of the work already done,and a 
necessary part of ‘heir plan of improvement, that the revetment of banks which 
are caving with sufficient rapidity to endanger or embarass navigation should 
be at once undertaken and carried forward systematically, beginning at Cairo 


and es down stream, precedence in time being given to those places 
where the caving is most rapid or injurious. Throughout the portions of the 
river lying between the reaches of bad navigation are found many long stretches 
where navigation is now good,and which only need work of this character to 
keep it so, while at other points shoals exist which would probably disappear 
or become less troublesome if the banks were held and the river allowed to con- 
tract and deepeen by natural agencies. The fixation of the channel! is of the ut- 
most importance in the plan of improvementcontemplated by the Commission, 
as otherwise changes may occur from the caving of the banks which will destroy 
or render useless costly works of improvement,and by causing fresh shoals 
where navigation is now good, render an indefinite extension of the work nec- 
essary. 

“This work is conservative in its nature,and can not supersede the work al- 
ready begun ar projected for the shoal poriions of the river, but it is an impor- 
tant unct. ona as much time will be require: for its execution there should 
be no delay in beginning it. The commission have provided for initiating this 
work between Cairo and Memphis in the estimate which accompanies this re- 
P This is really a pees to revetthe whole river commencing at Cairo, and 
to make this work the leading feature of the plan. 

On 2867,annual report Chief of Engineers, 1885, the following indicates 
plainly that the commission has placed still greater stress upon the revetment 
system than upon the contraction works. It says: 

“It has been claimed that the caving of banks should be arrested by works of 
channel contraction at the wide places above, and much unwarranted stress 
seems to have been laid upon a hypothetical discussion introduced into the first 
report of the commission, where it is stated theoretically that ‘‘ uniform depth 
joined to uniform width—that is to say, uniformity of effective cross-section—im- 
plies uniform velocity, and this means that there will be no violent eddies or 
cross-currents, and no great and sudden fluctuations in the silt-transporting 
pow the current.” But it is nowhere asserted in that report, nor is it be- 

ieved by the commission, that uniform depth. or any very near approach to it, 
is eg et mad upon the Mississippi River, or upon any large silt-bear- 
ing stream flowing through an alluvial bed and having a difference of 45 to 50 
feet between its high and low water stages. In its low siege the obstructed por- 
tions of the river present a series of shallow crossings or bars, wheve the width 
is excessive and upon which there is frequently only about 6 to i feet depth of 
water, alternating with concave bends, where there are depths of 5v ‘eet, and in 
some places of 9) to % feet and upward. 
“The scour induced by works of improvement at the wide places wi‘) doubt- 


aa the channel across the bars to 15 or 20 feet, leaving the depths in 


substantially unchanged, so that the full measure of approach to uni- 
form depth attained by these results consists in this, that where there formerly 
existed, as between the deep bends and the shallow bars, a difference ranging 
from 70 to 90 feet in depth, there now exists, after the improvement, a difference 
of 60 to 80 feet, or more. This represents an amelioration of former conditions, 
which, although sufficient for purposes of navigation, is evidently too small to 
effect in any considerable degree, or perhaps in any sensible degree, the cross- 
currents, and fluctuations of velocity resulting from constantly varying 

It would seem, therefore, that stability of banks, as the result of such 
ta of depth as can be secured by works of contraction is practically unat- 


“ For this reason the plan of improvement contemplated a liberal use of bank 





| cut-off, or where a city’s river front is to 
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revetment, roughly estimated to cost more than four times as much as the cor- 
responding works of channel contraction. It may be stated that itis not the 
intention, nor has it been the practice, of the commission to protect a bank by 
revetment merely because it is caving. Other considerations must govern this 
question, But where an imminent danger threatens the immediate destruction 
of interests of great value—as, for example, where a caving bend is about to take 
in flank and carry away costly works of improvement, or produce a disastrous 
be maintained, as at Vicksburg, or a 
portion of the city itself to be protected against undermining, as at Memphis— 

holding the banks 


intact by a mattress revetment or other equivalent device should be adopted.”’ 


In the report of 1880 will be found the following statement “he views of the 
several members, however, are notin entire accord with respect to the degree 
of importance which should be attached tothe concentration of the flood waters 
by levees as a factor in the plan of improvement of low-water navigation, which 
has received the unanimous preference of the commission.’ 

In the next annual report of the commission I differed with the majority so 
radically on the subject of levees that I su ted a minority report, from which 








I append the following extract. (See report of the Chief of Engineers, 18s2, vol- 
ume 2, part 3, pages 2765-2780 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 12, 1882, 
General Q. A. Grttmorr, U.S. A., 


President of the Mississippi River Commission: 
Sir: I feel compelled to w d my signature from the last annual report 
of the Mississippi River Commission, as [ differ with the views expressed therein 


on the following important points. 


ithhol 


LEVEES. 

In the report the following paragraph occurs 

“It is considered by all that levees, by contining the flood waters of the rivet 
within a comparatively restricted space, do tend, in some degree, to increase 
the scouring and deepening power of the current. But the extent and potency 
of their influence in the improvement of the low-water channel, in respect to 
which, for the purpose of navigation merely, improvement is most needed, and 
their value. for that purpose, as compared with other methods of improvement, 
and as compared with their cost, are regarded as subjects requiring further 
observation and study, and the accumulation of further and more comprehen- 
sive data, before final conclusions can be reached concerning them 

The effect of this paragraph is to weaken the recommendation made by the 
commission in its report of February, 1880, with regard to the importance of 
closing the gaps in the levees. The report of 1880 states that— 

“The views of the several members, however, are not in entire accord with 


| respect tothe degree of importance which should be attached to the concen- 


tration of flood waters by levees as a factor in the plan of improvement of low- 
water navigation which has received the unanimous preference of the commis- 
sion.”’ 

My views regarding the important agency of the levees in improving the low- 
water channel of the Mississippi were not expressed in that report with the de- 
gree of emphasis which I then desired, and I am unwilling to commit myself 
now to any expression in the present report, which, in the slightest degree, 
tends to throw a doubt upon the necessity of, or to justify any further delay in 
the closing of these outlets, On the contrary, I deem it proper to urge with re- 
doubled force the absolute necessity of their immediate closure. 

From quotations hereinafter made from the previous report of the commis- 
sion, it will be seen that it relies upon the increased volume of discharge for 
scouring more deeply the bed of the river and lowering its floods. The loss of 
its volume through outlets or crevasses is fully recognized in that report, asthe 
cause of the deposition of sedimentary matters in the bed of the river, by which 
its flood surface is raised from year to year. 

Observations made by the commission plainly show that the effect of the 
present gaps in the levees has been to raise the flood-line of the river many 
inches above any heights previously attained within the 700 miles in which they 
exist most numerously, between Natchez and the mouth of the Ohio River, 
Within this distance there have occurred during the last cighteen years innu- 
merable crevasses, aggregating, in 1875, a length of about 100 miles, and through- 
out this part of the river the deposits have raised its bed so much as to greatly 
injure navigation and to cause smaller floods to rise to heights never before at- 
tained. 

This question is of such vast importance, and in view of my dissenting from 
the report of the commission, I trust that I will be pardoned for explaining, at 
some length, the general principles underlying the plan of improvement rec- 
ommended by the commission, and the relation which the levees have to that 
plan. It should be borne in mind that this plan is only applicable to the rectifi- 
cation of asediment-bearing river, and not to rivers flowing through rocky beds, 
and whose waters are clear. It should be especially noted, also, that this plan, 
when fully executed, wil! render the further use of levees almost, if not entirely, 
unnecessary. A more ready understanding of the principles upon which it is 
based will be had by first briefly describing the formation of the lower or main 
alluvial basin of the river. 

This basin extends from Commerce, Mo. (a few miles above the mouth of 
the Ohio), to the Gulf of Mexico, and has an average width of about 60 miles. 
Its length is about 600 miles in a direct line, and it contains about 34,000 square 
miles, or an area equal to that of the State of Indiana. At the upper end of 
the basin a spur of the Ozark Mountains has been cut through by the river at 
the town of Commerce, and through this, over a rocky bottom 6 or8 eight miles 
in length, the Mississippi now flows. Forty miles above Cairv, on the Ohio River, 
the same spur has been cut through by that tributary. Throughout this entire 
basin bounded by highlands on each side we have every reason to believe that 
an estuary of the Guif of Mexico once existed similar to the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence or to the Rio de la Plata, which is now being filled and built up by the im- 
mense mass of deposits annually poured into it by the Parana and Paraguay 
Rivers. 

The floods of the Mississippi River, being highly charged with sedimentary 
matter, have filled this ancient and extensive estuary with alluvial deposits to 
the height of about 300 feet above the sea at the upper end of the basin. The 
surface of the land thus made by the river has a comparatively regular descent 
from the upper end of the basin to the Gulf, being at Gaines’s Landing, midway 
to the Gulf, about 140 feet above thesea. Through these deposits the river winds 
its tortuous course in a channel about 1,150 miles long. 

Experience and observation prove most conclusively thatthe quantity of solid 
matter which the water of the river is able to hold in suspension is strictly reg- 
ulated by the velocity of the current. Therefore during the natural process of 
this land formation whenever the flood waters escaped over the banks of the 
channel the loss of current in the water thus escaping caused the sandy or 
heavier portions of the solid matter held in suspension in it to settle almost im- 
mediately on the submerged banks, while the argillaceous and lighter portions, 
which take longer to settle, were carried back by the feebler current to the 
swamps or lower lands, on which they were deposited over a much m 


yreextet 


sive area. These lighter matters now constitutethe blue and other colored clay 
strata which are found in all parts and at all depths of the basin. The river 
banks were thus kept constantly higher than the lands more distant from the 


stream. Before any levees were built on them they were lv from 10 to 15 

feet higher thin tne lands one or two thousand yards distant from the river. 
The size of the flowing volume of any river constitutes, as will be seen here- 

after, a very important element in determining the velocity of its current, and 
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as the loss of volume over the natura! banks has the effect of producing a more 
sluggish current in the main channel, a deposition of sediment resulted wher- 
ever this loss cecurred, 

In this manner the bed of the stream, during each successive flood, was built 
up higher and higher, while the water escaping over the banks built them up 
also. Thus the river and ite banks were both gradually elevated above the 
neighboring lands until some important breach occurred in one or the other 
bank, and caused the river to seek a new channel through or over the lower 
lands. Lllustrations of this process are frequently occurring at this time in the 
lower part of the basin. 

Sixty miles above the mouth of the river its flood surface is now 7 or 8 feet 
higber than the mean level of the Gulf, and through this 60 miles it flows to the 
sea between narrow banks that have been elevated by repeated overflows above 
the sea-level. From time to time the river has broken through these narrow 
embankments and found a steeper and shorter route to thesalt water. Through 
such new ronte its heavily-laden waters beat immense quantities of sediment, 
which is deposited in the Gulf at the mouth of the outlet, because the current 
can carry it no farther. 

About 35 miles above the mouth, one of these outlets, knownas “ The Jump,” 
occurred about forty years ago. It has already formed over a hundred square 
miles of territory upon which rice plantations exist,and on which trees are 
growing larger than a man’s body. From 6,000 acres of this land, purchased 
from the State of Louisiana, were obtained nearly all of the willows used in the 
construction of the jetties. The gradual enlargement of this sub-delta has so 
lengthened the outlet and flattened the surface-slope of its branching channels 
that the current from the riverthrough them, even in flood time, is now tov slug- 
gish to carry the heavy sedimentary matters of the main river by that route to 
the sea, and hence this outlet is gradually closingup. When it first occurred the 
water in it was 100 feet deep; now it is searcely 4 or 5. 

During this land-building process of the river outlets were doubtless formed 
from time to time throughout the entire 600 miles of the basin in a similar man- 
ner to the one described at “The Jump.” Occasionally the conditi,as were 
such as to cause the entire stream to forsake its old channel, and ia tais way it 
was enabled to distribute its deposits throughout the whole +-idth of the basin 
from biuff to biuff. Cut-offs and crevasses facilitated this cistribution, and the 
elevation of the bed and the banks of the stream give it the ability to maintain 
a sufficient height above the adjacent lands to send its earthy matters many 
miles away from its channel, while the unstable character of its banks enabled 
it to change its location from time to time, and thus to cover every part of the 
basin with its deposits. 

Levees stop this land-building process, because they restrain the floods within 
the defined channel of the river, and so long as they are intact it is impossible 
for the banks or the bed of the river to be built up to greater heights by the 
natural process just described. It is an error completely and often disproved, 
but still repeatedly advanced by misinformed persons, that rivers confined be- 
tween levees have a tendency to have their beds elevated, and, as a consequence, 
to need a corresponding elevation of the levees. The Po and the Rhine and 
other rivers in Europe effectually disprove such assertions. Their channels 
have been deepened and their floods lowered as a consequence of perfect levees, 
and this, it will be presently seen, is an inevitable result of the laws which con- 
trol the phenomena of sedimentary streams, wherever they flow in channels 
made through their own deposits. ‘These principles or laws I will now endeavor 
to explain, 

The term “slope of the river”’ is used by engineers to indicate the inclination 
which the surface of the flood bears to the sea-level. When “the slope”’ is re- 
ferred to without quaiification, it means the flood line at the various alee along 
the river, and is synonymous with the term “the fall of the river per mile.” It 
has no reference to the slope of the bottom of the river. One end of the slope 
is unalterably fixed by the Gulf of Mexico. Other points in its line may be low- 
ered or elevated to a certain extent by natural or artificial causes. 

The force which produces the current is the fall of the water from a higher to 
u lower level, and the slope is an indication of the amount of this force. Other 
conditions being the same, the steeper the slope the more rapid will be the cur- 
rent. : 

The chief element which retards the current is the friction between the water 
and the bed of the stream. This friction increases as the surface in contact with 
the water increases, and is, therefore, greatest where the width is greatest, and 
conversely it is least where the width of the channel is least. Hence it is evi- 
dent that the velocity of the current may not only be increased by increasing the 
slope, but also by decreasing the friction. It must be remembered that nearly 
all of the sedimentary matter transported by the water is carried in suspension, 
and that the quantity carried is in proportion to its velocity. Only asmali quan- 
tity of it is rolled along the bottom. Hence if the current be checked when its 
waters are heavily charged with this sediment (as they always are in flood 
time), a deposition of a portion of their burden becomes inevitable. 

No fact in connection with the river is more thoroughly established than that 
the current in flood time can not be checked in the slightest degree without 
causing a deposition of some part of the sediment. Sereens of iron wire with 
meshes 1 foot square, placed across shoals in the Missouri River, have sufficed 
to retard the current enough to cause deposits 16 feet to be formed during 
one flood, and in this simple manner new banks have developed in ex- 
cessively wide parts of that river to deepen its channel and lower its slope. 
Willow screens, first used at the jetties at the mouth of the river for the same 
purpose, raised the bottom during one flood over a large area atthe head of the 
passes where it was from 12 to 16 feet deep, almost to the surface of the water, 
and 70 or 80 acres of land covered with vegetation are now to be seen on the 
eastern side of the upper end of the South Pass channel that has been thus 
formed. 

I have named three controlling principles which are present in every problem 
presented by the characteristic phenomena of the river. Each one of these is 
very simple in itself. It is, however, absolutely necessary to remember each of 
them to fully comprehend the subject, and to be able to recognize the respect- 
ive influence of each in creating these phenomena. I will briefly repeat them 
to more strongly impress their importance. The first is the force producing the 
current. This force is simply the result of the fall of the river from a higher to 
a lower level. The second is the fricti resistance of its bed. The third is 
the intimate relation between the quantity of sediment carried in the water and 
the velocity of the current. 

if we increase or decrease the current from any cause, we increase or decrease 
the quantity of sediment carried by the river. We can increase or decrease the 
current temporarily by either of two methods, namely, by altering the slope or 
by altering the frictional resistaace. Therefore by these two methods the scour- 
ing and depositing effect can be produced. If we increase the current duri: 
the floods we produce a greater deepening and enlarging of thechannel 
the shoals, and they are left in better condition during low water,and at 
same time we ultimately lower the he’ of the floods. If we decrease the cur- 
rent we produce shoals and higher fi 

The river, from Commerce to the Gulf, between the levees, is simply a grand 
trunk into which is poured all of the sedimentary matters of the tributaries. 
This trurk must discharge as much sediment as it receives, or that which it 
does not discharge must be left in the channel and thus injure navigation. 
it discharges more than it receives the excess must be taken out of the bed of 
channel, and it will bedeepened thereby and the floods will be lowered. 
it follows that by the process of a or scour, the river has the 
produce a current capable of carrying its sedimentary burden, without 


ie 


gain, tothe sea. The velocity of current we may call the normal curr.,; 
seasons of great floods the normal current will be more rapid than w},, 
waters are less highly charged with seliment. ’ 

This normal current is produced by the river itself asa result of 1) 
controlling principles. Flowing over a bed of deposits from which i: 
additional sediment when the current is too rapid, it thus deepens th, 
with it the slope,and thus the current declines. If it be too siuggis!; 
fall to the bottom and by raising the bed it increases the slope, 
steepened the current is accelerated until the normal velocity is; 
It follows, therefore, that it is not in the power of man to perman 
its current above the normal velocity. If it be increased from a 
water will take up an additional burden from the bed of the river an 
large and deepen its channel,and its slope will be thereby reduce.) Ste 
this reduction will follow a reduction of current and the scouring wi) ae 
the current diminishes until the normal rate is attained,and then te , 
will be sufficiently enlarged and the slope so lowered as to prevent an, 
scouring. ; 

The importance of the levees as a means of improving the navigation os ; 
river comes wholly from the relation which the volume of a sedime: tar, 
bears to the frictional resistance of the bed. If the volume be dimj 
ratio of friction to the volume will be increased ; and, conversely, if t}), 
be increased the ra‘ioof frictional resistance will be decreased. Hence. if j; , 
be shown that a higher velocity of current results from the retention of ¢),.. 
whole volume within the levees it must follow that a greater amount of sedi. 
ment will be transported, and if this amount be greater than that which 1 
tributaries contribute it must be taken up out of the bed to the benefit of nay 
gation and the flood line must consequently be lowered to such a devree as w 
finally reduce the excess of current which the increased volume hes produ 
down to the normal velocity. The increase of volume which will be s 
by the closure of these gaps will produce this increased current. 

Through these a large part of the volume of the floods now escapes, anit), 
force the river is expending in its prehistoric occupation of land-build 
process wholly incompatible with the occupation of this vast alluvial dist) 
by man. Instead of letting this worse than wasted force be thus employed, t! 
plan recommended by the commission proposes to utilize the entire force of t 
river to deepen its channel for the safe transit of the immense products of th: 
valley, and for the safe discharge of its entire volume of flood waters without 
interrupting in any manner the avocations of commerce and agriculture. That 
it is entirely practicable to retain within the present levees the entire flood dis 
charge of the river, if they be repaired, even without raising them any high 
i will now endeavor to prove. 

* 


and 


















o * + 


Some idea of the immense increase in the capacity of the river to dischar 
its floods, as a result of the reduction of friction and increase of slope, may be in- 
ferred from a few facts I have tabulated from the exact measurement of Humpii- 
reys and Abbot during the floods of 1851 and 1858. They are excerpted fron 
Appendix D of their report. These measurements were made at two places on 
the river nearly 1,090 miles apart, and when the floods were confined within th 
levees. 

FIRST—AT COLUMBUS, 20 MILE3 BELOW CAIRO. 
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June 14, 1858, height of river above low water........| 40.1 | 1,349, 400 | 8.19 











Difference......... teen cintncensiidiiplians kesencbiiedbintiweel 2.1 192, 440 









SECOND—AT COLUMBUS. 








| ' : 
Fane 15, 1858 2... ..0..10-eeeeseeeresscores ., 40.2 | 1,349,400 8 
July 1, 1858.......... —a quecaidd stpeerwevecevecocotuesecus cosswesenenl 33.3 | S41, 487 », 62 
Difference...... webbie 6.8 507, 913 2.57 





THIRD—AT CARROLLTON, NEAR NEW ORLEANS, 
February 2%, 1851............. seesemmeswnrenennd W.8|  Sen| 5.01 
March 17, 1851....001. veel «<A48 | 1,152,508) 6.22 


RIG so iececececcecensneteqgneeneweseqssecanepantieres oGtann) 3.0 | 258, 013 1.1 
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*OURTH—AT CARROLLTON. 








a I aii iii tiikn ba ntstccieninneatlly “ERG 706,497, 4.4 
March 8, 1851....... wehtiiladaeti tials iicbiccltniaindnscdatabeiiion | 14.1 | 1, 068, 464 5.8 
Differemee .........4......000s0000 iio iideaidthadsdeadinimnieil | 4.0| 301,967 1.4 
a 
FIFTH—AT CARROLLTON. 
; 
el eenin ony 14.9} 1,149,398] 6.19 
Gi cnapertramsmasmeanntacnnanl, tah 572,888 | 3.35 
ae reat sone 6.8 577,010! 2.8! 





We see by the first table that when the river at Columbus was 83 feet al 
low-water mark an additional rise of only 2.1 feet was sufficient to increase the 
mean current nearly 1 foot per second, and that the discharge was one-s!x'!: 
greater. The depth of river at the time was about 96 feet. Therefore this |» 
per cent. increase of discharge was attained with the addition of only one-lor- 
tieth part of its depth. 

The second table shows that a decrease of 6.8 feet in the height of the river 9: 
this resulted in a loss of more than 2 feet per second in the current an 

per second jn the discharge. If we suppose |''" 


banks of the poe oe Seve bee vie. the sae Eat —— ole 
table that 7 upon them, they would retain : 

ienosd vleme wasn a) cent. to the discharge of the river, 
and over 45 per cent. to the velocity of current. 
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The third table shows that at Carrollton, near New Orleans, an increase of 3 
feet in the height of the river added nearly 30 per cent. to the amount which 
was discharged (almost doubling the percentage of increase shown with a rise 
of 2.1 feet at Columbus) while the current was accelerated at the same time 
more than 20 per cent. 

The fourth table shows that at 4 feet greater height of the river it discharged 
40 per cent. more water and that its current was increased 32 per cent. 

The fifth table shows that with a difference of only 6.8 feet the discharge of 
the river at Carroliton was more than double. The river here at the lowest 
stage was 115 feet deep. 
pert of its total depth required to produce this astonishing difference in the 
discharge of the river. The velocity was at the same time increased 85 per 


nt. 
These tables are the result of actual observation and careful measurements. 
They represent stubborn facts, without any theorizing, and they show how ab- 


floods of the river. 
(March 19, 1851) was nearly up to the highest water mark known at Carrollton, 
itwould have required an outlet larger than the Mississippi itself to lower it 6.8 
feet. Such outlet would have had to discharge 577,000 cubic feet per second, 
while the whole river could only discharge 572,000 feet, when its surface was 6.8 
feet lower. 

This enormous quantity of water (577,000 cubic feet per second) would cover a 
square mile 1 foot deep in about forty-eight seconds, In twenty-four hours it 
would cover 1,500 miles to the same depth, and in less than a fortnight it would 

ut an average depth of 3 feet over an area as large as the entire State of New 

ersey. To lower the river only 2 feet at Carrollton, when in flood, would re- 
— an outlet as big as Red River. This is because such loss of volume lowers 

e s!ope and increases the frictional resistance in the main stream below tlic 
outlet; and this causes it to flow more slowly, and thus prevents that great re- 
duction in its height which the thoughtless would expect. 

When we refer to the three principles governing this problem and know how 
thoroughly they are established by experience, observation, and experiment, 
and remember the intimate relation existing between the quantity of sediment 
carried and the velocity of the current, it would seem impossible to arrive at 
any other conclusion than that the loss of velocity which invariably accompa- 
nies a lower height of the flood line can not fail to result in a deposition of sedi- 
ment in the channel of the river where such loss of velocity occurs during a 
fleod when the water is carrying such an enormous volume of sediment. But 
this fact does not rely for proof upon the plain deductions to be drawn from a 
consideration of the three principles we have referred to. The numerous sound- 
ings and examinations made of the bed of the river show that below every out- 
let its channel is reduced in size by the deposits thrown down as a result of the 
loss + acme through such outlet and the consequent reduction in velocity of 
current. 

The floods do not come so suddenly but that the increased velocity due to the 
increased volume is felt many days before the floods rise near the top of the le- 
vees. and if these gaps were closed I have no doubt that the increased velocity 
resulting therefrom would enuble the floods to be discharged without any danger 
of their as the present levees. It is possible that some very extraor- 
dinary flood, if it occurred the next year after they were closed, might break 
through them or escape at some one of the lowest points in them; but extraor- 
dinary floods are exceptional, and it is altogether possible that before another 
one comes the channel of the river would be restored to the dimensions which 
it had when these levees were intact, and when they were capable of discharg- 
ing any one of the ordinary floods which occurred. 

If they be left open, new shoals and injurious changes in the channel wil! be 
occuring at other points of the river than those selected by the commission for 
immediate improvement, and these new obstructions and changes in the chan- 
nel will require so much more additional work, and this will undoubtedly cost 
twice or thrice as much as it will to repair the levees. By repairing them the 
channel will not oniy be prevented from becoming worse at any point on the 
river, but the shoaling which has occurred asa result of these outlets will be 
removed by the effect of the levees, and the works of improvement can then 
be limited to the reduction of the excessively wide places which now exist, and 
which are inclosed by the present lines of levees. These wide places are the 
cause of cut-offs, caving banks, shifting channels, and vexatious dpoath. 

The plan of improvement recommended by the commission differs from any 
other previously proposed for the correction of the channel in the fact that it 
looks to a rectification of the high-water channel by the ultimate narrowing of 
these wide places as the only method by which a deep and uniform low-water 
channel can be permanently secured. 

The wide places in the high-water channel create alternations of current ve- 
locity and steeper slopes to overcome the excessive frictional resistance. These 
cause the water to be highly charged with sediment at one part of its journey 
to the sea, and much less highly charged at others. This creates scouring and 
depositing in the bed and radical changes in the channel by the caving away 
of its banks. 

By reducing these wide places to a width approximately the same as that of 
the narrow parts of the river, the friction is reduced, a lower slope and more uni- 
form depth will be obtained, and the velocity of current will not be subject to its 
presentchanges. A uniform charge of sediment will result from uniformity of 
current velocity, and the caving of the banks will then be practically arrested, 
for the reason that when the water has the full charge of sediment due to its ve- 
locity itcan earry no more, and can not, therefore, scour the channel more deeply, 
by which the undermining of the banks is effected. Permanence of channe! 
will not, therefore, be secured until excessive widths are reduced. A less depth 
at low water than 20 feet will not insure stability of channel for the reason that 
a less depth will result from only a partial reduction of the wide places. 

Permanence of channel will be attained only in proportion as uniformity of 
width of the high-water channel is attained, and when this is secured the depth 
at low water may be considerably more than 20 feet, but it will certainly not be 
less. The sooncr these wide places are corrected the less will the improvement 
of the river cost. The maintenance of the levees, as far as they may be neces- 
sary to control the floods, will greatly lessen the cost of the work, because the 
retention of the water within them will prevent new shoals from forming during 
the narrowing oi the wide places, and because the larger is the volume of a silt- 
bearing river in flood time the deeper will be its channel. 

Through the 330 miles below the mouth of Red River the river has a compar- 
—— width, and the caving of the banks is very slight as compared 
with the changes occurring in the 820 miles above Red River. In conclusion, I 
may say that what I have urged here in regard to the closing of these gaps is 


but a ae of an argument made by me before the Committee on Com- 
merce of the House six years ago (1876). In closing my address to the commit- 
tee, I then said: 


“There can be no doubt of the entire feasibility of so correcting the Missis- 
sippi River from Cairo to the Gulf that a channel depth of 20 feet during the 
low-water seasons can be permanently secured throughout its entire course, 
and that the alluvial lands on each side of its waters can be made absolutely 
safe from overflow without levees by such correction. This can be accomplished 
for a sum entirely within the ability of the Government, and one really insig- 

when compared with the magnitude of the benefits which would flow 
from such improvement. Until such work is accomplished an annual expendi- 
ture for the maintenance of the levees is imperative.” 
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I 
poss 
by the commission as 
Mr. GIBSON. This celebrated engineer, who h n so 
at the mouth of the river, insists on the 
from the mouth to Cairo, and I 
and the great interests involved in the 
the justice to read his lett 
I attempted the other day before the Senate to explail 
could the principles upen which the theory and plan of that eng 
rested, and I am sure if Senators will read his letter and give a little 
thought to the subject they will see that while the Senate bill provides 
$600,000 less for the Mississippi River than the Honse bill, the Senate 
bill is founded upon better principles not only of hydraulic engineering 
but of economy. I see for one that unless this plan shall be executed 
with economy and produce results that will justify these expenditures, 
the improvement of the Mississippi River will break down. I hope 
will not be permitted to fail on account of misrepresentations or through 
influences inimical to or jealous of the greatest n: 
our country. The fate of this measure is wa ith eager intel 
by the millions of people in the Mississippi Valley, whose voic 
again be heard demanding that the claims of this great river for im 
provement shall not be neglected. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, 
can do at this moment 
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think that the wisest thing we 
and now [ am addressing myself to the prop- 
osition of my friend from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS]—is to insist upon all 
our amendments; and I hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw 
the particular instruction that he proposed, especially so as that par- 
ticular amendment is in nopossible danger. I do not believe there are 
five Senators here who are not in favor of continuing 1 
about the city of Washington on the Potomac River 
fest that if we enter upon the question of specific in 

occupy anew the time of the Senate with reference to these diffe1 
tions. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is very much inte 
ested in one branch of this bill, as I am, namely, that portion of 
which accepts the Illinoisand Michigan Canal. The Senator from Lou 
siana [Mr. GIBSON] just now has made avery able and consider: 
gument in favor of the Senate amendment for the improvement of 
Mississippi River, including the amendment suggested 


he improvement 
But it is mani 
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pt ques- 
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py the Senator 


from Kansas. The other House, it seems, did not agree with that pro 
vision. 

Now if we argue them over and over again here the effect will 
that at the end we shall be practicaiiy in no better position in refer- 
ence to this bill than we shall now beif we insist upon the Senate 
amendments one and all and intrust this question again to our confer- 
ees, having faith that they will do what tl mide dl to be the hx 
thing to do as representing the true vot l t t of the S« 
upon these questions. 

So I trust my friend from Kansas no ly raw hi ) 
instruct and that we shall take the vote upon the motion of the 1a 


tor from Minnesota. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 1 3 on t tion 











of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGA! 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise a question « order on that! iil 
it is insisted on. Let the Chair have the motion read from the « 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Che motion be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the managers o 
Senate insist upon retaining Senate amendment appropriati: 
tinuing the improvement of the Potomac River in the “ 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator read it in a d it form. 
There was a point of order I had in my mind, w! will not igainst 
this. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If tlie Chair und: 
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tor from Iowa [Mr. Av.L1son], he moved, instead of the preposition of 
the Senator from Kansas, the following: 
That the Senate insist on its amendments, including the clauses thereof referred 


to in the message of the House of Representatives, and agree to the conferexce 
asked for. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will offer that if the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
McMILLAN ] is satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has endeavored to put the 
Senator’s motion in form. 

Mr. INGALLS. That proposition is the last one made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Iowa to move it as an amendment to the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Senate insist upon its amendment, including the clauses thereof re- 
ferred to in the message of the House, and agree to the conference asked for. 

Mr. MCMILLAN and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
this amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion as 
amended. 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unanimous consent, the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, and Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. ConGER, and Mr. RANSOM were ap- 
pointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of G. W. Church 
and 26 other citizens of Montague, Tex., praying for the passage of 
certain bills in relation to the public lands, Presidential and Congres- 
sional elections, and the disbursement of a part of the Treasury sur- 
plus; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CALL presented the petition of the Pensacola (Fla.) Board of 


Trade and Exchange, praying that provision be made by the present 
Congress for the protection and prosecution of the important public 
works which have been undertaken for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Flemming, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2878) to 
amend section 3860 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval 
establishment, to report it back favorably with amendments, and I give 
notice that immediately upon the completion of the fortification bill I 
shall ask the Senate to consider this bill. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 2714) to submit to the Court of Claims for ad- 
judication the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande tract of land, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
certain messages from the President of the United States returning the 
following bills with his objections thereto, submitted reports thereon 
recommending the passage of the bills, the objections of the President 
to the contrary notwithstanding : 

A bill (8S. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; and 

A bill (S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
Tetecced the bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and supplementary to 
‘“‘auact to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved May 26, 1824, and providing an additional place 
jor holding the several courts thereof, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9857) in relation to the western judicial district of Wisconsin, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborne, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


to whom was referred the bill (8. 2483) to grant to the trustees of the 
German Lutheran Trinity congregation of Washington, D. C., the right 


to sell a portion of their cemetery lands, reported it without amend- 
ment. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 118) relative to certain papers 








— 


in the State Department by error, reported it without amendment, anq 
submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a resol ution 


submitted by Mr. CALL on the 9th instant in relation to the arrest and 
detention of American citizens in Mexico, reported it with the recom. 


mendation that its farther consideration be indefinitely postponed, anq 
reported the following resolution in lieu thereof, recommending 
passage: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his opinion not incompatible 
with the public interests, to send to the Senate all the information and corre. 
spondence in his possession concerning the imprisonment of citizens of the 
United States in Mexico, and any delays or injustice in respect of their being 
brought to trial, or their trial,and what efforts have been made by the Exec. 


its 


tive Departments to redress such grievances, if any exist. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5196) to detach certain counties from the United 


States judicial district of California and create the United States judicia) 
district of Southern California, reported it with amendments. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 982) granting the right of way to the Wyoning 
Central Railway Company across the Fort Fetterman military reserya- 
tion, in the Territory of Wyoming, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

HASKELL MULTICHARGE GUN. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol. 

lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 


Resolved, That the testimony taken before the two Houses of Congress on 
the Haskell multicharge gun, with the accompanying reports, be printed, and 
that 200 additional copies be printed for the use of the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8. 2879) granting an increase of pension 
to Matthew McFarlan Lewey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2878) donating condemned cast- 
iron cannon and cannon-balls for monumental purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commiitee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2881) for the relief of G. D. Hamil- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN ALABAMA—JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to allow me to 
enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed House 
bill 28, and to accompany that with a request to the House to return 
that bill to the Senate. I make this motion with the knowledge and 
consent of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN], who offered an 
amendment to this bill. The bill merely provides for the appointment 
and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of Ala- 
bama, while the amendment affects the salaries of all district judges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate for leave at this time to offer a motion 
to reconsider the action of the Senate on the passage of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

TheCuier CLERK. A bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment 
and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of Ala- 
bama. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The motion to reconsider will be entered and the usual request 
for the return of the bill from the House of Representatives will be sent. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES. I move to proceed to the consideration of House bill 


The motion wasagreed to; and theSenate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations tor 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 


FEDERAL COURTS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I appeal to the Senator from Massacliusetts to lay 
the appropriation bill aside temporarily to allow me to call up a bill 
which has been recalled from the other House. The bill came from the 
House to the Senate, and was amended after it came from the commit- 
tee. Finding that it is impossible to get it through the House, I have 
had it recalled, and now ask to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to, and that we disagree to the amendment and let 
the bill become a law. It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 3014) 
to provide for terms of court in Colorado. The question is on that mo- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator also moves to reconsider 
the vote on the third reading of the bill. 

The motion was agroed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate will be stated. 

The CotEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘year’’ in line 6 the Senate 
inserted “instead of the terms now provided by law.”’ 

The vote adopting the amendment was reconsidered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to explain, and then I shall leave it to the 
Senate todo whatit likes. The committee recommended that amend- 
ment, or it was put on here, I do not remember which. 

Mr. TELLER. It was put on here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the ground that as the bill was drawn it pro- 
vides on the face of it for other and different terms from those now fixed 
by law without abolishing the other terms. If that construction be 
correct—and in point of mere literal law I think it really is, although 
that is not what was meant to be done—then as in criminal cases (as 
the judges will not call the old terms) the man must be bound over to 
the next legal term of court. Iam afraid there may be a jailure of 
justice. My friend from Colorado thinks that as the judge himself 
drew the bill he and all the other judges will construe it to be a pro- 
vision in lieu of the old terms. I think that in point of law adminis- 
tered in a criminal case it will not bear that construction; but as I heve 
stated to the Senator from Colorado who thinks it quite desirable to 
get it done now, if he is willing to take the risk I have nothing to say. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the amendment may be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TELLEi:. Now, I hope the bill will pass without amendment. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


The amendment made by the Sen- 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill proceeds I desire to give notice that 
immediately upon its conc usion I shall ask the Senate to take up the 
joint resolution relating to the surplus in the Treasury, and I think 
from what I know of the fortification bill that it will not take much 
time, so that I can call up the joint resolution by 3 or 4 o’clock. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to me 
for a moment to call up House bill 8.58 to amend the Revised Statutes 
as to packing and selling cut tobacco. I very seldom make such a re- 
quest, but this bill will take but a very few minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwish to appeal, too. Ihave a bill I should like 


pass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to appeal, too. 

Mr. INGALLS. I desire to call up a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia for the purpose of erecting a bridge 
over the Eastern Branch at the eastern end of Pennsylvania avenue, 
a very important bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no recourse but to object. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam unable to hear the answer of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam compelled under the circumstances to decline 
to yield. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I must appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
This is a bill which has passed the House of Representatives and beea 
reported by the Finance Committee. It is simply with reference to 
the mode of packing tobacco. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall object to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fortification bill is before the | 


to 





Mr. DAWES. 1 ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed | 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the formal 
reading will be dispensed with, and the bill will be read in connection | 
with the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. What bill is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to state before the reading of the bill com- 
mence that the bill as itcame from the House contained an appropria- 
tion of $620,000, although the estimates of the Department for the 
necessities of fortifications and coast defense were $3,396,000. The act 
of last year contained an appropriation of $725,000. The amount pro- 
posed by the Senate Committee on Appropriations to this bill is $6,010, - 
000, amount is added to the bill, so that the amount of the bill 
a8 reported to the Senate is $6,630,000. 

the fact that the Senate is impatient at any debate 
Upon matters under consideration, I think that it will contribute to the 
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speedy disposition of this bill if I should in as few words as possible ex- 
plain to the Senate what has led the Committee on Appropriations to 
recommend this departure not only from the bill as it bas come from 
the House of Representatives, but from the fortification bills which 
have passed both branches of Congress for a great many years past. 

It is true that for over twenty years Congress has appropriated for 
fortifications and coast defenses but little more, if any, in any one year 
than the amount appropriated in this bill as it came from the House, 
that is $600,000 yearly for nearly twenty-five years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How was that divided—tor what purposes? 

Mr. DAWES. About $100,000 of it was appropriated to the preser- 
vation and care simply of the fortifications of the country, not one dol- 
lar for the improvement of their efficiency or the enlargement of their 
power and ability to do what they were erected for. The miserable 
balance of $400,000 or $500,000 from year to year has been devoted to 
minor propositions, the construction of small guns, the purchase of 
powder, and other matters of no moment at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
I understood him to say that the estimates of the Deparizent were 
about $3,000,000 ? 

Mr. DAWES. 
sand dollars. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I further understand him to say that the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations had recommended the appropriation of 
something over $6,000,000? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator ought to have understood meso. I said 
that the Committee on Appropriations had added to this bill by way 
of amendment $6,010,000, making the appropriations in the bill as re- 
commended by the committee $6,630,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I would be glad to say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I want to hear his explanation as to why the com- 
mittee has exceeded the estimates. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will give me 
his attention, for I thought it was due to the Senate that there should 
be some explanation of this considerable departure from the precedents 
in this respect. 

I have said that only $100,006 or such a matter each year had been 
appropriated for over twenty years to the preservation and care of the 
fortifications of the country. The result of this policy of appropria- 
tions simply for the preservation and repair of fortifications without 
any addition or improvement has been that while the fortifications of 
this country in 1860 were perfectly ample for the purposes for which 
they were erected, and equal in reference to the power of assault upon 
them from armament on the sea to those of any other country in the 
world, the utter failure by this policy of any enlargement or improve- 
ment during all the time from 1860 to this present day has been, in 
view of the great improvement of the power and effective work possi- 
ble from offensive warfare from the sea, to leave all our ports absolutely 
defenseless. 

There is not a port of the United States that can offer the slightest 
resistance to the approach of a hostile vessel of war which now would 
rank at all amony the first-class vessels of war. There are powers, 
what are called third or fourth rate powers, among the nations of the 
earth who possess ships of war capable of laying the port of New York 
under contribution, if not in ashes, in an hour’s time, or any other 
port of the United States, in spite of any resistance that any of those 
ports can offer to any hostile vessel of war that can be sent into them. 
And not only can they lay them in ashes or under contribution, but, 
being the center from which radiates commerce by railroad or igter- 
national commerce, it would be the same as seizing the center of the 
nervous system of the body in a close grasp or cutting it with a knife; 
it would paralyze the entire commercial interests of the country. 

This has been called to the attention of Congress from time to time. 
It is no new statement on my part. Nothing which I can offer in sup- 
port of the amendments proposed by the committee will have the at- 
traction of anything new in statement. It is an old story, often re- 
peated, that such has been the progress of improvement in the arma- 
ment of war vessels owned by other countries, and such has been the 
stationary condition of our coast defenses, that in vie 
as I say, perfectly defenseless 

There are now in construction guns that are to be 
sels of war incased in an armament of wrought steel 
ness, and which will carry themselvesa projectile of 
ton’s weight, for 10 miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that? 

Mr. DAWES. Being constructed in England at this moment isa 
war vessel and guns with which to arm it which, I beg leave to repeat, 
will be of such formidable character as to be incased in an armament 
of steel 30 inches in thickness and carrying a projectile of 2,000 pounds 
10 miles. It so happens that the harbors into which vessels of the 
deepest draught may enterare the greatcommercial centers of 
try and are more exposed than any other points upon 
into them a vessel owned by the inconsiderable, in comparison with us, 
power of Chili or Italy is able to enter to-day to wor 
subjection of the great commercial centers and through them ali the 
radiating nerves of commerce in this country. 
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Sir, the question which the Committee on Appropriations met and 
which they have endeavored in some part to answer is this: Are we con- 
tent to continue this condition of things? Are we content to confess 
to the whole world that we are entirely helpless in defense? Are we 
content to present this Government in such a helpless condition that in 
all our negotiations with foreign powers, in all our treatment with them 
or complications which necessarily arise, we are to take their terms? 
The committee felt as if that question had been ignored from year to 
year quite long enough. They felt that in some respects this was an 
opportune moment to seek, if possible, to adopt some policy that would 
clearly bring us into some condition of defense on our coast commen- 
surate with our importance in other respects as a nation and our wealth 
and enterprise and growth, which areal] temptations to those who might 
desire, in our he)pless cofdition, to pick a quarrel with us. 

While we have been thus hesitating, other nations have been assidu- 
ous in their efforts to keep their coast defenses abreast pari passu with 
all the improvements which have been adopted in modern warfare in 
the armament of vessels and in the construction of guns. While we 
have left ourselves prostrate before England she has erected at Halifax 
on our north and at the Bermuda Islands on our south fortifications 
of modern improvement and of modern strength and capacity; so that 
in our present condition she actually commands us. Although thereis 
nothing in our present relations with England that would lead us to 
suppose thai our present peaceful condition in reference to her may not 
continue, yet she has the power to take in her great war vessels at 
either point and from them to dictate to us any terms she might please 
to impose in any negotiations, even the pending negotiations in refer- 
ence to the fisheries. 

I say that other nations have been thus assiduous. They have de- 
veloped the true method of improving armament, and they present to 
us to-day the results of all their experiments and inventions, and we 
are able, if we are disposed to avail ourselves of them all, to start from 
this time forward where they leave off. We are safe if we avail our- 
selves of existing knowledge upon the subject and all the expense to 
which other nations have resorted. And, sir, this is anopportune mo- 
ment in other respects. The Treasury of this country is in such a con- 
dition as will justify an appropriation of as large an amount in entering 
upon this policy as can be economically and wisely expended. There 
is even in the Treasury so much money that some of us are willing, as 
has been expressed upon this floor, to vote for very extraordinary out- 
lays for rivers and harbors and for like appropriations in order to get 
that money out of the Treasury and into circulation among the people. 
If that was a sound policy for a statesman upon this floor, here is an 
opportunity to expend money in a way that will bring to the country 
permanent and indispensable benefits. 

Therefore the committee made up their minds that it would not do 
for us to continue this state of things any longer, and they addressed 
themselves to the best means, and to what means would be justified in 
this present condition of things, toward inaugurating a policy which 
would at least lead this Government to put itself in a conrparative atti- 
inde of safe defense. 

The great outlay and that which will cost the most time and money 
is the construction of the armament of fortifications and of vessels of 
war. If we were prepared to enter to-morrow upon the work of con- 
structing guns that would compare favorably with those already com- 
pleted and in existence and in operation among foreign nations, it would 
take us two years or two years and a half before a single gun would be 
constructed and ready for use. But before that is to be considered in 
whag way and by what means shall we obtain those guns. There are 
three ways of obtaining them. One is to purchase them abroad, con- 
structed iu the great gun foundries of England or France, and import 
them. ‘Tne answer to that is twofold. First, in the condition of the 
opportunities and ability to construct guns abroad, there is no capacity 
existing abroad to supply the foreign demand; there is no ability in the 
largest plants abroad to take a contract in addition to what they now 
have to supply the Government of the United States with any consid- 
erable supply of these guns. They would, therefore, be obliged to en- 
large their plant and require as much time for that purpose as would be 
required by ts for the construction of a plant to produce these guns. 

Another answer is ihat to be dependent upon foreign nations for the 
supply of guns for our own defense is to surrender in ad vance our power 
to defend ourselves, for the moment that any difficulty should arise with 
the foreign nation with whose subject we had that contract, that moment 
our ability to supply ourselves with the means of defense would be cat 
off, and therefore we should be as dependent as if we had made no ef- 
fort whatever. 

The committee were led step by to the conclusion they have ar- 
rived at in their amendments to this bill, and the 4irst step was to de- 
termine that if possible they would seek to embark in the work of pro- 
ducing the armament for the fortifications of thiscountry. The next 
step was to determine that in securing these guns they would if pos- 
sible determine that they should be made in this country, and thereby 
make ourselves as independent in our ability to arm ourselves as we 
should be when we had got possession of the guns themselves. 

‘The next step was to determine how in thiscountry it could be bronght 
about that these large results could come to us whatever inducement 
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we might hold out by way of appropriation. There are three ways of 
doing it. One way is to open up this project to everybody and adver. 
tise for bids from those who would undertake to furnish the ( 
ment with this material. The answer to that wasapparent to the cor. 
mittee, that an outlay in the outset to the amountof a million dollars wa, 
perhaps necessary, for anybody who would undertake to manufacty;. 
a single gun of the quality required, and there being no such manu fact. 
ory now existent in this country, no men to offer in advance to take 4 
contract that would involve them in the first instance in an out|ay of 
a million dollars, and then trust not only to the uncertainty of obtain. 
ing a contract but to the uncertainty of its continuance for more than 
a single year, so that the committee were compelled to abandon that 
project. 


rOVE Tl- 


Another project and another step in the investigations of the commit- 


tee was to consider whether the United States could not in some gor 
of partnership with private enterprise so encourage it that it woulq 
come forward and invest itself in such plant. The answer to that js 
from experience everywhere that it is not only fruitless but entangling 
and always accompanied with loss and ultimate abandonment. =~ 


The committee, however, were led to inquire whether it were possi- 


ble under any circumstances to embark in this country in the produc- 
tion of the materials suitable for the proper armament of our coast (e- 
fenses. That involvesa preliminary question before all others, whether 
there exists in this country the proper material out of which to con- 
struct such armament. On that point the committee had the advan- 
tage of the investigation which the Senate had ordered two years ago 
by a special committee of which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr 
HAWLEY] was chairman, which made, after a most thorough and ex- 
haustive examination of the resources of this country in this regard, a 
report to the Senate which is full of not only most valuable iniorma- 
tion an instruction upon these points, but information which is 


most gratifying to those who feel the necessity of so developing this 
country as to put it upon an independent footing in all its relations to 
the other countries of the world. From that report they learned, and 
upon it they act in this bill, that this nation has at hand all the ma- 
terial of the quality and the quantity needed, and so located as to be 
able in and of itself to produce from itself everything necessary to make 
the coast armament and the fortifications of this country equal to the 
exigencies and necessities of this day. 

Then it was considered by the committee that if the Government 
could not do this itself, could not do it in partnership with private en- 
terprise, was it possible to divide this work, and is there any part of it 
that private enterprise can well and successfully, and more so than the 
Government, undertake, and is there some part of it that the Govern- 
ment can better perform than private enterprise? And upon this point 
they had the benefit of a board called the gun foundry board, ap- 
pointed by act of Congress three or four years since, that considered 
this subject most elaborately and made a report, and of a commission 
that was appointed by the last fortification act, which has also reported, 
which commission consisted of the of War as its president, 
General Benét, General Newton, Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbot, Capt. 
Charles 8S. Smith, Commander W. T. Sampson, Commander C. 8. Good- 
rich, and Messrs. Joseph Morgan, jr., and Erastus Corning from civil 
life. They all join, and the committee have adopted their conclusions 
upon the developments of the special committee of which the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was chairman, that it is possible to 
make this division of the work; first, that the rough casting, the ma- 
terial, the parts of all the gun armament and armor of the country 
could best be produced out of material in this country by private en- 
terprise, and the finishing and the completing and the putting to- 
gether for final use of these parts thus produced was better to be done 
in a Government establishment than by private enterprise. 

The operating considerations which led to this were that an estab- 
lishment made for the purpose of producing the rough parts of the gun 
could also be utilized in other private enterprises, would not be exclu- 
sively devoted to the uses of the Government, and that therefore they 
could be maintained at less cost and with more prospect of successful 
and profitable operation than could those that were established for the 
final finishing up and nice construction of those parts which would re- 
quire machinery of great force and of special application, so that they 
could be used for nothing else, and an establishment for that work 
could look nowhere else for remuneration except by contracts with the 
Government. Therefore it was thought by these boards—which opin- 
ion the Committee on Appropriations adopted in this bill—that it was 
better to divide the whole work and to contrive some method by which 
the rough parts would be constructed at private establishments and the 
finer finishing of those parts by the Government. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask whether I understood the Senator cor- 
rectly in saying that the report of the committee of which the Senator 
from Counecticut was chairman ascertained that we had in this coun- 
try steel and other materials suitable fo: heavy ordnance, such as would 
be required for modern warfare? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Connecticut of course will answer 
that much better than myself. I will say that the committee so un- 
derstand the report of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the question was addressed to the Sena- 
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tor from Massachusetts, and I did not pay close attention. 
genator from Louisiana kindly repeat it? 

Mr. GIBSON. The question was whether we have in this country 
the necessary materials, steel, Kc. ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. We make as fine steel as there is in the world for 
certain purposes, and we have alarge number of open-hearth furnaces, 
sme of them capable of producing and producing very large quanti- 
ties. Iam not aware that the steel-makers of any nation in the world 
confine themselves absolutely and strictly to the ores of their own 
cantry; but I think we are more nearly independent than any other 
nation; avd in reality, if it be needed, we can furnish from the ore up 
io the manganese, everything that is necessary to the operation of mak- 
ing steel, from our own soil. We do not produce it now in the sizes; 
we have no machinery in the sizes adapted to large guns, but it re- 
quires only a respectable contract to induce any one of a dozen manu- 
feturers to undertake that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam very much gratified to hear that we have steel 
to make the heaviest ordnance in modern warfare. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We lave the steel and can produce it now in a 
small quantity, but there is no plant that is capable of producing and 
wielding and handling it. We now make admirable steel for all or- 
dinary purposes, and can, if necessary, confine ourselves to domestic 
materials entirely. 

Mr. DAWES. I think theSenator from Louisiana has only to study 
the report and the evidence accompanying it made by the Senator from | 
Connecticut to be relieved of any doubt. The fact that there exists 
in this country the material in the quantity necessary, of the finest 
quality, to produce this armament, that it is brought into use, no one 
intends to declare; but the upshot of this bill, as amended, is to bring 
it forth, to demonstrate itsexistence here. The very fact that all these 
resources are within our reach is of itself an element of strength in 
any contest we may have with foreign nations who undertake to arro- 
—_— themselves all the facilities of making the armaments of the 
world. 

Going upon that supposition and upon that idea of division, I will 
state the next step taken by the committee. It is perfectly evident, 
as I have said in reference to another point, that in order for any pri- 
vate concern to undertake to produce at all any portion of the arma- | 
ment which it is proposed to produce, they must first make a very large 
outlay of capital, investment, plant—a plant which will depend almost 
exclusively upon the chance of obtaining a contract with the Govern- 
ment to produce this article. As I have said, no half-dozen concerns, 
companies, organizations will enter into an investment in advance be- 
fore the Government upon the uncertainty of a competition in entering 
into this contract. Then it must take at least two years to perfect such 
a plant, and no man is going to make that investment in advance of 
knowing what he is going to do. 

The committee, following the suggestions of these boards, and the 
other committee to which | take such pleasure in alluding, whose help 
in this matter the Committee on Appropriations are so willing to ac- 
knowledge, make this proposition: They offer to contract after adver- 
tisement for thirty days with anybody who will enter into a contract 
with the Government to produce a certain quantity of this material; 
and they say you shall not depend for the ability to fulfill this contract 
on our part upon a yearly appropriation, which is always subject to the 
contingencies of i action, but we will say to you that this 
contract shall be to the extent of $6,000,000. For that amount we want 
as early as practicable to be produced all the specifications indicated in 
the bill, and that you shall have six years to fulfill this contract, re- 
quiring them to complete their plant and be able to protiuce portions 
of it within a year and a half or two years. 

This is the plan of thecommittee. Along with it comes the idea that 
the Government has establishments furnished to some extent now, and 
if this plan is adopted to enlarge, to meet this branch of the case, a 
plant in which they can assemble and finish and put together the parts 
pete armament just as fast as they can be produced by private con- 

I apologize to the Senate for taking so much time to explain this 
plan. Any Senator who has followed me will see the idea of the com- 
mittee. If any Senator feels satisfied with the present condition of 
things he of course will not vote for this proposition. If any Senator, 
feeling that he is not satisfied with this condition of things, desires to 
enter upon any method of restoring to their relative power and effi- 
cacy the fortifications of this country and yet does not agree to this 
method, it will be certainly within his power to offer by way of amend- 
ment such ms as will improve and work out the problem that 
the committee desire to work out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
& question. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say before the Senator puts his interrogatory 
that with any Senator who with the committee agrees that this con- 
dition of things ought not longer to exist, but who may not quite agree 
with the by the committee, the committee will have no 
struggle, will join heartily with any Senator in an earnest and 
honest to improve this plan in such a way as will most effectively 
and most speedily accomplish the result which he and they have at 


Will the 
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heart. But with any Senator who is satisfied with the confessed help- 
less and defenseless condition of this country, confessed to the world, 
the committee have an earnest and a sincere difference. They feel that 
the country has continued in this condition quite long enough. They 
feel that this is a serious question which commends itself to the states- 
manship of the Senate and can not be longer ignored. 

The tact that for twenty-five years we have gone on developing and 
increasing in population and wealth and have suffered no harm from 
this condition of things does not to the Committee on Appropriations 
seem a sufficient argument for continuing this condition of things, but 
rather an argument that we should make haste, availing ourselves of 
our increased abilities as well as our increased necessities to 
the best and the most efficient remedy. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON ] said to me tha 


eek out 


t before he put his question to the Senator from 
gestion about the diffi- 
culties I have in regard to the bill, andthat I might ask tosee whether 
some improvement could not be made. 


Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me toadd a few words more ? 


Mr. BECK. After I have madea few suggestions I will yield, be- 
cause it is only at this point that I desire to do it, and I not wish to 
take the Senator from New Jersey off the floor. I desire to explain 
something of the extent the committee went, because I am a member 


of the committee, and I have had a good deal of difficulty to k 
it was best to do. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it not be as convenient tothe S 
pone his remarks until I have said all I desire to say? 

Mr. BECK. Of course; but I should a great d 
Senator tell me wherein Iam mistaken. Iti 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. I was very much at ease with regard to this bill, asthe 
Senator knows. My desire is to procure the best gun: 
them now, and then to go onand make more. I went to see the com- 
manding general of the Army and had a long and very interesting con- 
versation with him. I went to see the Secretary of the Navy and had 
an interesting conversation with him. I went wherever I thought I 
could obtain information. The result of my examination was that guns 
are what we want, and big guns; that we want them now, and then 
we want to make as many more as we can on the best terms which can 
be made; to make them at home ultimately, but not to wait defense 
less until we can make such as we need. I want to see the ports of 
Boston, New York, Norfolk, and San Francisco, which seem to be the 
most important points, fortified now; and my desire was to buy from 
Mr. Krupp or anybody else in the world enough guns to give us pro- 
tection while we were going on. 

This bill seems to me to fail to do that, and as we have waited for 
vears and years, lying at the mercy of England as the Senator has said, 
with Halifax on one side of us and Bermuda on the other, to dictate 
terms, I do not want to lie that way any longer, nor to wait until we 
make guns of our own and establish plants of our own, which may be 
very difficult. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] madea 
statement the other day before the committee which was so full of in- 
formation and so hopeful of the future that I think the time is not far 
distant when we can do it. 

As to fortifications, I should keep up what we have got, partly for 
ornamentation and partly for the purpose of showing what we have 
once had. As the commanding-general of the Army said to me, he 
would rather have something in the shape of guns. He said that he 
would dig the holes if -we would give him the guns, and I believe he 
will, and he will have a sufficient amount of troops and a safe place to 
prevent the landing of any hostile force from any fleet. 

Iam not going to vote against this bill. Iam forit. I 
the chances on it, whether it is right or wrong; but I shoul ke 
add to it something that would give us some guns now, such as all the 
world use. As the Senator from Massachusetts said, we can not buy 
them abroad, because where they are making first-class guns they can 
not fill their contracts. That shows that there are some guns which 
the world has accepted as being first class, and we had better have some 
of them added also to what we are going to make, and then make as 
good as those are and improve on them if we can, and I think we 
can, for I believe if the opportunity was given to us we have talent 
enough to improve on anything made anywhere. But it takes 
and it takes a great deal of expense, and a plant has to be established. 

I intended to propose an amendment to have Mr. Barlow test a gun 
That aniendment was to insert the following: 

To enable the Secretary of War to procur 


seeks 
to be constructed after the designand under tl 
low, of Richmond, Ky., and for testing the same, £20, 
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h cast-iron rifled cannon, 


» superintendence of Milton Bar- 
0: Provided, That the 
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said Barlow shall make no claim on the United States other than an amount 
which may seem reasonable to the Secretary of War for his services in superin- 
tending the construction and testing of said gun, and which amount shal! be 
paid from the sum above appropriated. 

This gun is designed by a simple and effectual method to accomplish 
the same object for which the multicharged gun is desig: namely, @ 


’s plan of gun will 
nerease of length 
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of powder. It is intended that this gun is to be made at the South 
Boston Lron Works, an establishment that served us so well during the 
late war and has been held intact at grea expense expecting patronage 
from the Government, &c. 

The only reason why I wanted that appropriation made is because I 
have known Mr. Barlowsolong. He invented thefirst rifle-gun in 1866, 
and he is one of the best men I ever saw to make things useful. Icould 
not get tha: put in; perhaps it would not be right; but still I want 
something done, and to appropriate money, I do not care how much, in 
the bounds of reason, to relieve us from our present defenseless position. 
That is what I want. The very statement the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has made about the power England has over us and the humiliat- 
ing condition we are in, ought to be removed at once. I would regret 
nothing so much as to see England, France, or Germany do anything to 
humiliate us. When there wastrouble between Chili and Peru I would 
not have regretted so much if Chili had sent some ship of war to make 
some demonstration upon us, perhaps to bore a hole or two in the post- 
office in New York or some other fine public building, to showour folly 
in being so defenseless so long. We could have stood that from some 
little power, though not from a big one, only to illustrate the condition 
we are in. 

I do not believe the bill goes quite far enough to xet us something 
now while we are waiting to see if we can make these great guns; and 
that is my objection to it, after talking with the best informed men 
upon the subject. 

Mr. DAWES. No onecan appreciate more than I do, and the rest 
of the committee, the attitude of the Senator from Kentucky toward 
this measure, and certainly no one would more heartily co-operate with 
him in the very direction he has indicated than I myself. As to his 
allusion to the statement made by the Senator from Connecticut before 


the committee, I would not take a word of that out of the mouth of 


the Senator from Connecticut, but I choose to have him make the im- 
pression that we know he willupon the Senate and which he did make 
upon the committee, when I shall get through with my remarks. 

Mr. BECK. I did not mean that. I meantto say that I hoped the 
Senator from Connecticut would tell the Senate in substance what he 
said to the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt we shall have the benefit of it. I 
should regret very much if we did not. 

On the point of obtaining guns sooner than these plants would obtain 
them, I should like very much some plan that would result in that; 
but we are ‘nformed by this very able board which made its report to 
this session of Congress, and which was appointed last year, over which 
the Secretary of War presided, the ablest board that it was possible for 
the President to select to test means for us to procure guns of Kruppor 
any of those great establishments, that they are employed now to their 
utmost capacity in filling the contracts of nations abroad, and that it 
would be impossible for them to undertake to produce for us any consid- 
erable number of these guns, or any gun perhaps until they had enlarged 
their plant, which would take substantially as much time as it would 
to develop as efficient a planthere. So, very little time would be gained 
by any resort to a foreign purchase for that purpose. 

My idea is (it may be a crude one, anc inay not be worth anything) 
for us to hurry on this process as fast as possible, and to supply in the 
mean time all present exigencies by utilizing the plants in this country 
in the production of cast-iron guns, which are of great value. Though 
the common consent of all engineers and learned men on this point is 
that they are ultimately to be superseded entirely by steel, at present 
they can be utilized just as far as we can find opportunity and place 
to put them. There isin this bill a provision looking to that end, 
but any amendment to the bill which will produce sooner than this 
proposition does what we want, and at the same time not make us more 
dependent on foreign nations than we are now, which can be suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky, or the Senator from New Jersey who 
is familiar with these things, will find no more earnest and honest sup- 
porter than myself. 

Mr. BECK. That is just the difficulty I have had. I do not know 
what to suggest, but I desired to call out some suggestion from the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. DAWES. I am unable, it would be foolishness for me to pre- 
tend that I was able, to suggest any method by which we could sooner 
than this produce any considerable amountof armament. This, in the 
opinion of the committee, will ultimately produce these results. 

Mr. President, one word more and I shall leave this subject. This 
is a matter which deserves the serious consideration of the Senate. It 
is embarking upon a policy which must necessarily cost the Govern- 
ment a great deal of money. The fortifications in their present condi- 
tion (the same they were in in 1860, not improved at all from that time) 
cost the Government to put them in that tion $45,000,000. They 
are now in comparison with offensive utterly useless. It will 
-ost US Many more millions before we get through with this work to 
put our fortifications again in a position relatively to what they were 
in in 1860. Itis nosmall or child’s work; it is an earnest work; and if 
it does not address itself to the statesmanship of the country we had 
better abandon it at once and content ourselves with the heipless con- 
dition we find ourselves in. If, on the other hand, we are determined 


such suggestions of improvement as shall come from better k; 
and better experience than the Committee on Appropriations }) 


and in proof of my earnestness and sincerity upon this subject | \ ll 





to take hold of it in earnest, let us address ourselves to this plan y ith 
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aVe been 


able to bring to bear upon the subject. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Before the Senator from Massachusetts «;, 
down I should iike to have him answer a question or two, which [ », ; 
sume he has already answered, but owing to my necessary absence ,.,. 
the Chamber I did not hear him. I wish to premise, however. be... 
asking the question, by saying that I am in entire sympathy with },,, 


um; 


state that five years ago I introduced a bill into the Senate maki, 
provision for an appropriation of about $5,000,000 for a like purpose. 
and almost in like terms with those employed by the committee in ,),); 
bill. : 

I find, however, on the second page, in the second amend ment offereq 
by the committee, that it is proposed to expend $400,000 in the pur. 
chase, manufacture, and erection of tools and machinery at a Jocation 
designated in the bill, namely, Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, p,. 
I wish to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. DAWES. I think the words “‘ Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, 
Pa.,’’ are in there by mistake. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They are in the copy of the bill I have. 

Mr. DAWES. Those words are printed in the amendment, but | 
certainly am of the opinion that they were stricken out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to me that unless the committee hayg 
excellent information touching that point it would be unwise to desig. 
nate a particular point where the money should be expended, becuse 
there are many things to be coasidered. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon; those words were left in 
by design. It was in another part of the bill that that modification 
was stricken out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am not prepared to say that the Frankford 
arsenal is not the best location for these works, but there are many 
things to be taken into consideration in a measure of this kind. The 
material being very heavy the matter of transportation should weigh 
very much. It seems to me that unless the committee are thoroughiy 
advised it would be unwise to designate any particular point, but we 
should rather leave it to the board appointed to supervise these matters 
under the direction of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senator what led to the insertion 
of those words. It comes back tome now. There was another loca- 
tion in another part of the bill which it was thought wise to strike 
out, and I first thought this was the one. If I do not interrupt the 
Senator I will state it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee were led to insert these words he- 
cause of theestablishment already existing at Frankford arsenal, Phila- 
delphia, where, on the information the committee had from the Ori- 
nance Bureau, they are in process of doing, on a small scale, the very 
work which it is proposed to do here, and that it would be economy to 
go on and develop the work there. If, however, I understand and sve 
the force of the Senator’s suggestion—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is thereany water transportationat Frankford, 
Pa., where these guns when made, or any of the material proposed to 
be made, coald be moved immediately by water transportation ? 

Mr. DAWES. I am not able myself to answer that question. [| was 
about to say to the Senator that if the location at Frankford arsenal, 
Philadelphia, is any obstacle in that amendment, and he will move to 
strike it out, I shall not object to leaving it to the discretion of the Sec- 
retaries to locate it either there or anywhere else, availing themselves 
of their knowledge of the existing condition of things at Frankford. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think for safety it would be wise to do it. 

Mr. DAWES. When the amendment is reached I shall leave the 
matter to the consideration of the Senate. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then there is another clause to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senator, which he will find near the bottom 
of the third I see that provision is made for testing guns to |e 
man to be contracted for at the South Boston Iron Works. 
The first test is a very severe one. They shall endare “a firing test 0! 
two hundred rounds with standard charges adapted to such a weapon.” 
I find as we go on there shall be such a test of each of said guns there- 
after manufactured and tested by ten rounds in the same manner. | 
suggest to the Senator that inasmuch as the test of a heavy gun isa 
very delicate matter and one which requires a good deal of care, lie 
ought to increase the test of all the guns to fifty rounds instead of ten. 
Mr. DAWES. That may be. 3 
Mr. McPHERSON. Because if there is a defect in the individaal 
gun, of course it always produces disaster. Then I would recommend 
fifty rounds instead of ten rounds. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement (0 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 2 and 17 to the bill (H. I. 


8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicia 
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| 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, | 
and for other purposes; still further insisted upon its disagreement to | 


the amendments of the Senate to the said bill numbered 8%, 179, and 
180; asked a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. CABELL, and 
Mr. CANNON managers at the further conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 71) for the 
benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, 
Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, 
and Nevada when a Territory. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the reso- 
lution of the Senate to print the proceedings of the Supreme Court of 
the United States on the occasion of the death of Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks, late Vice-President of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
and construction of a public building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July 
12, 1882; and 

A bill (S. 2796) to establish a land office at Leme-r, Colo. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of Margaret F. Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of Moses B. Walker; 
A bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act approved May 25, 1882, entitled 
“ Anact for the construction of a public building at Galveston, Tex. ;’’ 

A bill (H. R, 4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the 
Carvilton and Lock Number One Turnpike Road Company to locate 
and construct its road on land belonging to the United States at Lock 
No. 1, on the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of James Cain; 

A bill (H. R. 5872) for the reliefof R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain; 

A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Halloway; 

A bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas S. Duvall; 

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George H. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William Hicks; 

A bill tr R. 2027) granting a pension to Joshua Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; 


A bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Buck; 
A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. Cutler, late a 
private in Company B, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to William P. Shelton; 
A bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to James F. Salyers; 
ill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John McGowan; 
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A bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pension to Ann Kinney; 

A bill (H. R. cans granting a pension to Catherine Reisinger; 

A bill (H. R. 6425) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Lents; 

A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Savercool ; 

A bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) to grant a pension to James Robinson; 

A bill te R. 7234) granting a pension to Susan Hawes; 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 
A bill tr R. 7517) for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Virginia Taylor Randall; 
A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins; 
A bill i R. 7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 
A bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 8046) granting a pension to Erastus W. Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of Theodore Dunmire; 

A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 8334) for the relief of Jacob Nix; 

A bill it R. 8352) for the relief of Levi A. Cronkhite. 

A bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Gillham; 
A bill (H. R. 8481) granting a pension to Thomas Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points; 

A bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Irene Googins; 

A bill (H. R. 8663) to increase the pension of Jonas Schoonover; 
A bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 8977) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samuel 
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A bill (H. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John F. 
Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Martin V. Curry; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture on the international sheep and wool 
show held in Philadelphia in September, 1880. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to 
me that I may call up the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill in order to agree to the conference asked by the House. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair), If there 
be no objection the action of the House of Representatives will be laid 
before the Senate. 

The Secretary read the action of the House of Representatives receding 
from its disagreement to the second and seventeenth amendmentsof the 
Senate, and still further insisting upon its disagreement to the eighty- 
eighth, one hundred and seventy-ninth, and one hundred and eightieth 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon the 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree 
to the further conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the presiding officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is a very important bill and it 
launches upon a field of expenditure which in my view is entirely nec- 
essary. I agree to the provisions of the bill as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The subject embraces not only the Army 
but the Navy. There are certain features in it to which as a member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs I have given a good deal of investi- 
gation and study. I have before me my notes and figures touching 
upon the subject, and was purposing to take some time of the Senate, 
but at this late day and with the desire of the Senate to do business 
rather than listen to talk and to long speeches when business is required 
I shall not inflict my speech upon the Senate, but will content myself 
with hoping that the bill may be put through speedily. I shall be glad 
to vote for it as the Senator from Massachusetts has broughtitin. I 
prefer to do that to taking up the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in section 1, after line 13, to insert: 

For continuing the sea-wall around Governor's Island, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the words 
2,’’ to strike out: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the procurement of 
steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy guns; for guns, carriages, project- 
ile, fuses, powder, implements, and materials for which shall all be of Ameri- 
ean production, their trial and proof, and the testing of improvements of the 
same, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, $500,000, to be available until 
expended. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools and ma- 
chinery (for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at the Frankford 
arsez:ui, Philadelphia, Pa.; for gun-carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, imple- 
ments, and materials for the trial and proof of such ordnance, and to complete 
thetwo 10-inch breech-loading steel guns now under fabrication, their trial and 
proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, including compensation of 
draughtsman on gun construction, $400,000, to be available until expended, 


Mr. DAWES. I wish tooffer some verbal amendments to the amend- 
ment before it is adopted. In the eleventh line, after the word ‘“‘for,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ guns in process of construction;’’ so as to read: 


For gunsin process of construction, gun-carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, 
Ec, 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Inthesixteenth line the word ‘‘draughtsmen’”’ should 
be inserted in the place of ‘‘draughtsman.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification in the amendment 
will be made. 

Mr. DAWES. Inline 16, after the word ‘‘ construction,’’ I move te 
insert the words ‘‘ while employed in the Ordnance Bureau;’’ so as to 
read: 


Including compensation of draughtsmen on gun construction while employed 
in the Ordnance Bureau. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to the | arsenal as it would if we were to build an entirely new estab)js} 


amendment. In line 11, after the word ‘** Pennsylvania,’’ I move to 
insert: 


In accordance with the plan recommended by the gua foundry board. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the amendment be read. If there is objection 
to it I will explain it. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Secretary. In line 11, after the word “‘ Pennsylvania,’’ it is 
proposed to insert the words: 

In accordance with the plan recommended by the gun foundry board. 

So as toe read: 


For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools and ma- 
chinery for the finishing and assembling cf heavy ordnance at the Frankford 
arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa., in accordance with the plan recommended by the 
gur foundry board. 

Mr. McPHERSON. DoI understand that the gun foundry board 
have recommended this place ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall talk about the place directly. The location 
is one thing and the building and plant another. In regard to the loca- 
tion, although that is not involved in the amendment offered by me, I 
will say that the gun foundry board recommended Watervliet arsenal, 
but the Chief of Ordnance and the Secretary cf War have recommended 
Frankford arsenal. I will read from some correspondence which I 
have in my possession. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from Oregon will permit me to 
offer my amendment prior to his perhaps he would add his amendment 
to it in better form. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not think my amendment involves the question 
of location. With the understanding that the Senator from New Jersey 
is to offer an amendment in regard to location, I shall reserve what I 
have to say upon the matter of location until his amendment is offered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will move—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Let my own amendment be first disposed of. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to permit my 
amendment to be first disposed of. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I propose to have the amendment offered by 
myself first disposed of. 

Mr. President, it will be observed that the appropriation proposed 
here for the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools 
and machinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance, and 
also for the purchase of gun-carriages, écc., and the completion of guns 
already in course of construction is only $400,000. The question of 
the location and the necessary plant for the manufacture of guns was 
reported upon by the gun foundry board. That board reported that 
$900,000 would be required for the purpose of the erection of the neces- 
sary buildings and the furnishing of the necessary machinery for a gun 
factory; that is, a factory at which the parts of the guns could be as- 
sembled and the guns constructed after the steel, forged and roughly 
turned and bored, had been furnished. 

What { fear is that with this limited eprint eee 000, which 
is only in part to be expended for the necessary machinery for the man- 
ufacture of guns, the Secretary of War may not understand that he is 
expected to furnish machinery necessary for a complete gun factory at 
which the largest guns may be built up and finished. 

This is an important matter. I do not wish to see any more money 
wasted upon it. What is required is a factory sufficient for the manu- 
facture of the largest steel guns. Therefore I want this 
amended so that the proposed appropriation may not be —— the 
entire appropriation for that purpose, and that whatever 
is made shall be made in pursuance of the plan pene den mo 
gun foundry board; in other words, so as to secure a sufficient plant for 
the construction of 16-inch steel guns. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is substantially no difference of opinion among 
scoghe qbinds tie Gin aub-of cundipntiian aman ae duaiaaaaatan 
plant is necessary to do the work that is here under contemplation. 
The gun foundry board only brought together that which was the 
common knowledge of all persons engaged in this business and who 
had given it any attention. Therefore their plan has no special merit 
as against other plans, because it simply is the plan of putting in the 
necessary lathes and machinery of a known pattern and character for 
the finishing of the forging which may be made and delivered for that 
purpose 

The committee in determining upon the iation of this amount 
of money took counsel of those persons who have the administra- 
tion of this law, i shal be passed, and eaened rom in the 
first place, that we have at the Frankford 
the ground necessary for this purpose; that Guvsteaheytas @ consid- 
erable portion of the buildings necessary for this work; that in addi- 
tion to that there were already on hand a good many of the lathes 


which are necessary, 80 that it would not be a re 
as large a sum of money to do the work satisfactorily at the 


somewhere where we should have to supply both buildings an, , 
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chinery and probably also the ground. I do not find the estim, 
the cost of one of these gun factories, but the amount is about 
000 or $900,000, and in that was $350,000 for the building. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield tor a moment to 3, 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We have a certain number of building 
Washington, we have a plant here of quite large size and abunday 
ground. We have water transportatior. which leads directly ; 
works. If there is no water transportation at Frankford, Pa., by 
this heavy material can be readily and cheaply moved, the cost of .)) 
the buildings which may be located at Frankford would be a simp), 
bagatelle compared with the cost of transporting yearly from tho. 
works. As the Government is intending to build great establishments 
for use in the future, it seems to me that the location is one of vast jj). 
portance to be considered, and as the committee have recommended }))s- 
itively and have determined positively that the work shall be done at 
Frankford, I wish to know the ground upon which they made that | 
tion. Was it simply because a few old rickety buildings are now « 
structed at Frankford, which have lathes and other things, as are jy 
othersuch establishments, which could be very readily and very cheap|y 
moved ? 

Mr. PLUMB. That to me was a minor reason, but it was one 
the reasons which operated upon the minds of the committee, myse|; 
included, in determining upon the location. 

In the first place, it is, the committee believe, more economical to 
make use of what we already have and building on to it in the way of 
machinery. I am speaking about that proposition alone. In the next 
place, Philadelphia is the center of a great industrial activity. It isa 
place where mechanics, as we believe, can as readily as anywhere else, 
and much more readily than at Washington, be obtained and diawn 
into the service of the Government. In the next place it is in prox- 
imity to the great iron works of the country, and therefore the facility 
for getting the rough work, the forgings, to this place where they must 
be finished is greater and better than it would be at Washington, for 
instance. 

But the Senator will bear in mind with reference to Washington that 
it was the plan of the gun foundry board to have two establishments 
of this kind, two gun factories, one for the Navy and one for the Army. 
There is one at Washington now for the Navy, whichis doing here th 
work on 6-inch guns and over required for the Navy, though not equippe d 
as it ought to be. I think probably the Senator will see before we get 
through that provision will be made in some other bill for enlarging 
the establishment at Washington which is doing the Navy work, with 
a view of making it capable of doing all the Navy work. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why can it not do both the Navy and Army 
work ? 

Mr. PLUMB. There seems to be aconsensus of opinion to the effect 
that this work ought to be divided. While it is true that a gun is a 
gun for the purposes of use upon a ship as upon land, at the same time 
it is equally true that methods of construction of ships sometimes re- 
quire a little different length of gun, they require to be mounted dif- 
ferently, and so on, in such a way that there is great force in the suc- 
gestion that the ultimate manufacture and mounting and assemblinz 
and finishing of guns for the Army and Navy should be done at differ- 
ent establishments. 

In the next place, while in the Army the calibers divide themselves 
into 6, 8, 10, and 12 inch bore and so on, in the Navy frequently the cal- 
ibers are arranged differently, and they go from 6-inch to 8, and from 
8 to 9}, andsoeon. In the problem of making a gun which would an- 
swer all purposes on the facility for handling is different from 
what it would be in a on the land, and the question of the protru- 
sion of the armor would affect in some way the length of the gun, and 
the place in which it should be worked on shipboard, inside of the 
ship, would, en eee ane &, th 
anh of it, the style of it, and manner of its being mounted; and 
for that purpose it seems to ha’ senate heer 10 
have two establishments. 

Besides that, one establishment will not be enough. This is a work 
which seems to have been underestimated not only in its importance 


guns. Itis notexpected that under this bill we shall get scarcely any, 
if any, satisfactory forgings inside of eighteen months, and it takes a 
long time to complete the ,,uns even after all the experimental stages 


have been passed. 

As avery accomplished officer of ordnance said to the committte, what 
we want now is that learning, that knowledge which comes of an effort 
to do a particular 


had in mind to be done. We have learned all 
in 


tion, by the werk which others have done are What 
we need to learn are those things which come with the skill, the labor, 
and the of it in the ing of If we fail, undoubtedly 


vania is now on its third forging for a 6-inch gun, having failed in the 
two preceding attempts to make a satisfactory piece of steel or form for 
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the purpose of making a gun. It is not a simple problem. 
which has to be learned by manufacturer, by workman, by dranghts- 
man, by all the people who have to do with it, as thoroughly as any 
other branch of manufacture. Though they may be skilled generally 
in what it isnecessary to know to make up the manufacture, the strength 
of steel or iron, all these things have to be done not by inquiry nor by 
observation but by the actual test of doing, and that ought to be entered 
upon at as early a day as possible. 

After that is all done we provide here for not to exceed 10,000 gross 
tons. 
great guns, from 100 to 200, 300, 400, and 500 tons, it will readily be 
seen that weshall get very few guns outof these 10,000 gross tonsof stee!. 
We shall have got only into the experimental stage really, and this 
experimental stage will exhaust two, three, four, or perhaps six years 
of time. 

By reason of all these things the committee thought that we ought 
to provide for this Army work by itself; and inasmuch as it was ex- 
perimental, instead of saying we will go to work and carry out a cer- 
tain plan which has been put upon paper we will take what we already 
have and build on to it from time to time according as experience, 
which we learn in doing the thing, shall determine is best to be done; 
so that we shall not be, as sometimes is the case, in the condition of 
having a great plant which we made according to a formula, building 
it all at once, without trial, without experiment as we go along, and 
which may be a failure in some essential part in such a way as will not 
only require it to be done over again but will merely delay the work 
in the end. 

We have at Frankford arsenal a number of lathes; we have buildings; 
we have grounds. It is in a place, as I said, which is the center of in- 
dustrial activity. Mechanics of all kinds, and especially those who are 
skillful workers in steel and iron, can be had there probably as well as 
anywhere else in the United Statesand better than in many other places. 
By means of that which is there provided already at hand we shall be 
able to put in the additional lathes and the additional machinery nec- 
essary for the finishing of guns to greater advantage, as we believe, than 
it would be if we were to cut out, as I said, one single pattern asa whole 
in some new place and work that, being meanw):ile forbidden, as we 
should be, or at least unable to give any use of it as we went along. 

If we commence at Frankford putting in this machinery we shall al- 
most immediately commence to use it. The great guns that we have 
in various stages of preparation elsewhere will be brought there and 
we shall begin upon them, and as one piece of machinery after another 
goes in we shall be using it in such a way as to determine not only its 

ity but its proper relation to the other machinery which has been 
put in; se that what we put in from time to time is merely cumulative, 
and offers as I think a very much better chance for illustrations than 
though we were to take some general plan which, as I said before, has 
only been formulated and put on paper. 

Mr. DAWES. I will read just what the board recommend applica- 
ble to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon: 

The board recommends the establishment of two gun factories under the con- 
trol of the Government and selects the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., as 
the site for the Army,and the Washington navy-yard, District of Columbia, as 
the site for the Navy. 

They estimate that each one of these will cost $900,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. And in that $350,000 is for the necessary buildings. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the shrinking-pit, an expensive part of the 
work, but that is a part of the construction of buildings. 

Mr. DAWES. Here are the items of expense: 


Buildings and shrinking-pit, $350,000; guns from 12-inch to 16-inch ealiber, 
Sau’ guns from 6-inch to 12-inch caliber, $150,000; guns up to 6-inch caliber, 
000. 


Mr. PLUMB. In regard to the suggestion which the Senator from 


New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] makes, that a place directly upon the | 


seacoast, where there will have to be no handling —— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Upon the water. 

Mr. PLUMB. Upon the water somewhere, he says, where there will 
beno handling, I think myself the land transportation would be better. 
He will realize without any suggestion of mine that that thing evens 
itself up. If you have a place situated upon the water, as for instance 
Washington, you have got to carry your raw material, your forging, to 
the water in order that it may be transported by water to Washington; 
and therefore there is no more necessary saving in the handling and the 
transportation of the material to sucha place. When, as is the case 


now, the iron works are chiefly in the interior and away from naviga- | 


ble waters, whatever is produced there that the Government desires for 
this purpose has to be transported by rail to some point on the coast, or 
on the water, and it may take adouble transportation. Ido not know 
exactly what the relation of the Frankford arsenal is to the navigable 
waters which come to the city of Philadelphia. I have no doubt that 
easy ents for transportation to and from the river and the bay 
can be readily made. 
Mr. HAWLEY. This does not seem to me to be by any means an 
t or essential point in the bill. These heavy guns, if we de- 
cide to embark in the enterprise, as I believe we shall and must, will 
be manufactured in their several pieces at some one of the great steel 
establishments in the country. That may be near the sea-shore or a 
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It is one 


Suppose we get them, when you consider the weight of these | 
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great river, but it is as likely to be somewhere else. Perhaps at Cleve- 
land, perhaps up at Troy, perhaps at the Bethlehem Works at Beth- 


lehem, Pa., perhaps over at the Cambria Works, Johnstown, Pa., or at 
the Midvale Steel Works, near Philadelphia. There are a dozen estab- 
lishments that ought to be competing for the contracts. 

But, then, the transportation of the forgings is not a serious problem. 
It can easily be done rail. 

The finishing factory will of course have to deliver guns running 
from 5 tons up to110, and the only matter of transportation is that it 
should be near water that will bear steamers or barges s nt for such 
burdens, Frankford arsenal is convenient ugh in that respect. 
The Senator knows well the communication through the Delaware and 


y,! her the 


proving-grounds at Sandy Hook or the war vessel at the Brooklyn navy- 
yard. Indeed, Frankford arsenal, 4 or 5 miles above Philadelphia, on 
the Delaware River, has all needed communications by rail or water 
with forts or ship-yards. 

I was of the opinion that Watervlict would be a good place for the 
Army gun factory, but I do not regard it 


A aN 


Raritan Canal with the waters of New York ci 


ching elit 





as at all material. 1am so 


| intensely anxious to see the Government begin the construction of 


| heavy guns that I waive these points. 


Pat the factory where you 


| please, or let the Secretary of War select the place. 


| 





Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this amend- 
ment at length, but I desire to be understood in what Ihave said. At 
some subsequent stage of this discussion I will have something to say 
on the subject of coast defenses. I repeat, the amendment offered by 
me does not involve the question of location, but in order that the Sen- 
ate may know what the opinion of the Department is upon the sub- 
ject of location, I will state that I have here a letter addressed to my- 
self by the Secretary of War and dated May 24, 1886, in which the 
Secretary says that he concurs in the opinion of the Chief of Ordnance 
that Frankford should be the location of the gun factory for the Army. 

I have also a letter from the Chief of Ordnance addressed to the Sec- 
retary of War, dated May 24, 1586, from which I read: 

The gun factory ought not to be erected at Waterviiet 
ford arsenal, and I strongly recommend that the bill be 
“at the Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.”’ 


arsenal, but at Frank- 
mended so as to read 


The bill referred to was Senate bill 662, being the bill reported from 
the Committee on Coast Defenses by the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
HAWLEY] on the 11th of May, 1886, which I submitted to the Secre- 
tary of War for his opinion, and which was by him submitted to the 
Chief of Ordnance for his views. That bill is substantially the same, 
except as to amount, as I understand it as the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations to this bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is all satisfactory; I withdraw the amend- 
ment I offered if the committee are satisfied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. DOLPH. Onemoment. I desire further for information on this 
subject to read what was said in another communication dated April 
21, 1886, to the honorable Secretary of War by the Chief of Ordnance 
upon the question of location. He says: 

With regard to the location of the Army gun factory mv own views are and 
have always been in favor of the Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. This 


location fulfills in a very satisfactory degree the conditions laid down in the re- 
port of the House Committee on Ordnance and Gunnery, Report No. 1450, Forty- 


| ninth Congress, first session, namely : 


1, Freedom from danger of capture by hostile forces. 

2. Proximity to the establishments to furnish the materials. 

3. Facilities for transportation both by water and by rail 

4. Proximity to centers of skilled Jabor. 

5. The utilization of existing resources of the Government, so that due regard 
be had to economy. The beard on fortifications indorsed the recommendations 
of the gun foundry board that there be established two gun factories, one for 
the Army and one for the Navy, but left the question of location an open one. 
In the opinion of this office the Frankford arsenal is considered the best loca- 
tion for the Army gun factory. 


So we have the recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance for the 
Frankford arsenal, and that recommendation concurred in by a letter of 
the Secretary of War. 

Now, I come to consider the amendment offered by myself. If it is 
supposed by Senators that the appropriation proposed by the committee 
in this bill will be expendecin such a manner as to secure a proper and 
sufficient plant for the manufacture of the heaviest ordnance, I haveno 
objection to the amendment of the committee in its present form. I 
have no objection as to the amount, because there can be appropriated 
at a subsequent session of Congress the amount necessary to obtain 
what further machinery will be necessary for the factory; but what I 
do desire is that so far as the money proposed to be appropriated by this 
bill is expended forthe purpose of the erection of a gun factory, it shall 


be expended in accordance with a plan which will eventually secure a 
sufficient factory for tle purposes desired. The gun foundry b 
timated as the cost of a plant for a gun factory the followin 
| Guns up to Ginch caliber... ...0..........ccesenerereesenecneeneneees MO 

Guns from 6-inch to 12-inch caliber...............ccessseesee os 
Guns from 12-inch to 16-inch caliber ..........0«. UD) 
Buildings anc! shrinking-pit ....... ... ....... W), OOO 

After they had made their report— 

The gun foundry board, reconvened by order of the Secretary of War, May 7, 
1884, and the Secretary of the Navy, April 29, 1884, was directed: | gs 

1. To prepare plans and estimates for the preparation and pur se, both for 





for tories to complete guns from 6 


the Army and the Navy, of plants 
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inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, inelading buildings and shrinking-pit, and to re- 


port the full and detailed estimates for the cost of the work aforesaid. 
2. To state whether the same can be better and more economically performed 
in estab] ‘shments owned by the Government, or by private contract, or by a com- 


bined system whereby the said work can be accomplished partly by the Govern- 
ment and partly by private contract. 
8. To make specific recommendations as to the best method of procuring steel 


for guns, and to indicate in what manner appropriations can most advanta- 
geously be made. 


The board report, in conclusion: 


1. The tetal cost of each gun factory will be about $1.000,000, 

The Army committee has restricted its estimate to the special tools for gun 
construction and to the erection of buildings, as indicated in the previous report 
of the board, omitting such details as locomotives, cars, railway tracks, pipes 
for the transmission of power, crane tracks, boilers, engines, &c. 


I repeat, that so far as my amendment is concerned there is no ques- 
tion of location involved. I myself believe that Frankford is the best 
location for the gun factory for the Army. Nor is there any question 
ofamount. I am satisfied, as I said before, with the amount proposed 
to be appropriated in the bill if it is simply for the commencement of 
the work, and if it is understood that it is to be expended for the ma- 
chinery necessary for the plant recommended by the gun foundry board. 
I only desire to make that clear, and I should like to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts now what objection there would be to saying that 
this appropriation is made for the purpose of commencing the work in 
accordance with that plan? 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator will be satisfied with the amend- 
ment as it is, inasmuch as the location is that recommended by the gun 
foundry board. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; the location is not the one recommended by the 
gun foundry board. It is recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. DAWES. It is recommended by the Secretary of War. He is 
satisfied with the location. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam satisfied with the location. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the plant which is already there is one which 
conforms to the same view. The work to be performed is of the same 
nature as that suggested by the gun foundry board. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And so descrived in the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. And so described inthe amendment. The difference 
between the Senator and the amendment is Simply that we do not go 
on and appropriate sufficient for a large plant, $900,000 or a million dol- 
lars at once. Whatever is done will be done necessarily in the line 
indicated by the gun foundry board, because the work to be per- 
formed is in that line. It is for the assembling and finishing of the 
rough parts produced elsewhere. Then the committee thought that 
this considerable sum of $6,000,000 and more was about as far as they 
could ask Congress at once to embark. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall have something to say hereafter on those par- 
ticular points. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will make haste slowly, if he will 
content himself with undertaking with the committee to go thus farso 
long as we do not go across his ideas, I think the Senator will find it is 
the best way to bring Congress up to his own ideas, and that therefore 
on the whole the bill in its present shape is about as good as he could 
expect from so unsophisticated and unlearned a committee as the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that he had better take it thankfully 
from them and say that we will make this over the next session if we 
find that it has not gone right. I mske that suggestion to him. I 
have no criticism to make of the ideas the Senator has thrown out. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I perhaps ought to be willing to take 
anything thankfully which comes from the Committee on Ap’ 
tions and ‘is reported to the Senate by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I presume if we do get anything in the matter of appropriations 
for fortifications the country ought to be thankful, and we will all be 
thankful. But for all that I think I ought to have something to say 
in regard to this question of fortifications, and I propose to say it. I 
propose to advocate what I think ought to be done, and if I think any 
portion of the bill or the amendment of the committee should be 
amended I propose to offer the amendment. One amendment I am 
authorized to offer. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate did not understand me as trying to get 


the Senator te suspend any considerations which he might offer? I | of 


only suggested to him the considerations which weighed with the com- 
mittee, not to go as far as he suggested to us now to commit ourselves, 
but to insist upon appropriations according to the gun foundry board, 
which would result in two great plants, one for the Army and one for 
the Navy, with an outlay of a million dollars or more for each. We 
have at the Washington navy-yard for the Navy and at the Frankford 
arsenal for the Army now plants of considerable proportions, growing, 
fit to do all the work required for a year or two, and as they are in the 
very places suggested by the War and Navy Departments we can not 
go far wrong if we say we will do this much at this session, but not 
embark so far into this matter as to make others who must co-operate 
with us shrink from the undertaking and thereby lose the whole. 

Mr. DOLPH. The question of the amount of the appropriation is 
not involved in my amendment. The question as to committing Con- 
gress to the proposition of two factories, one for the Army and one for 
the Navy, is not involved in the amendment. We have not the 
tion of the construction of a gun factory for the Navy under 
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stion. We have not yet reached the provision of the bill which is jn. 
tended to secure a plant for forging the steel ingots necessary for heay y 
ordnance. We are considering the matter of an appropriation propose q 
by the committee for the procuring of the necessary machinery {); 
fabricating heavy ordnance. The gun foundry board recommended 
that there shall besuch a gun factory; that instead of the Government 
erecting a gun foundry at which the steel ingots can be cast and forged 
and rough-turned and rough-bored, that those shall be procured from 
private manufactories, and that the Government shall erect a guy 
factory where these rough steel ingots can be taken and the guns built 
up, the parts assembled. 

The gun foundry board, as I have said, recommended Watery]ice; 
arsenal as the location for such a gun factory for the Army, but I think 
Frankford arsenal is the best location, and Frankford is recommended 
by the Secretary of War. I make no question as to the amount of the 
proposed appropriation. It will, however, require a much larger amount 
than is proposed to be appropriated here to procure the machinery for 
such afoundry. A large portion of the $400,000 proposed to be appro- 
priated must be necessarily used for the other purposes mentioned, and 
only a small portion of the appropriation can be appiied to the purchase 
of such machinery. 

What I desire is that the expenditure of the money shall not be left 
to the Chief of Ordnance, that it shall not be left to the Secretary of 
War alone without direction. If it is to be, of what benefit will have 
been all the investigations of theseveral boards and commissions which 
have been created under the authority of acts of Congress? By the act 
of March 3, 1883, a board was created who examined this question and 
reported in favorof agun factory. The question was submitted to them 
as to the character of the machinery which should be procured for the 
purpose of erecting and furnishing a gun-factory. They reported a plan 
for the factory and estimated the cost of the machinery necessary. [ 
think it would be the part of wisdom now to say that this money shall 
be expended, so far as it is expended, in accordance with that plan. 
By so doing we will secure a plant which will be sufficient for the man- 
ufacture of 16-inch breech-loading steel rifles. 

I am not very tenacious about the matter. I presume the discussion 
which has been had upon it, if there could have been any doubtful con- 
struction placed on the clause, will enable the officers charged with the 
expenditure of the a riation to see that the money is intended for 
the commencement of the work only and cause it to be expended in the 
direction indicated in the report of the gun foundry board. I can see, 
however, no objection to my amendment, and I do not understand why 
it should be opposed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Oregon 
to the fact that this bill recognizes the essential features of that report. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have that made clear. 

Mr. PLUMB. This carries out the essential features of that report. 
It provides for the purchase of forgings by contract and the finishing 
and assembling of them by the Government employés, the Government 
machinery, and under Government officers. In those essential par- 
ticulars the recommendations of the gun foundry board have been car- 
ried out. When we go into the matter of detail in regard to just how 
the things shall be put together, what is really administration, if the 
Senator will look at the report of the board he will see they have not 
gone into that matter very materially, but it might be a question of 
doxht s= ts what we would ‘a3. ao if we should act upon the plan they 
propose. And atall events re has been made two years last De- 
cember; there have undoubtedly guns made since that time in s 
variety of directions; and to tie ourselves down to something that is 
even two years old, in this age of invention and in the p of manu- 
factures and of arts, might be the very thing we have been trying to 
avoid by keeping out of this matter until we thought we had arrived at 
the sum of human knowledge. 

I have no doubt that we shall have at the hands of the Department 
the very best which their t knowledge, embracing, of course, what 
the gun foundry board disclosed by their investigation. The Senator 
from Connecticut told the committee in avery interesting way what he 
saw abroad and how completely the processes of to-day were changed 
by those of to-morrow, what great advances have been made in the art 
gun-making. Something —— transpired within two years which 

of 


would enable the ar to put up something which should 
be, while accomplishing same y different from that 
contemplated by the gun foundry at the time they made their re- 


Mr. HAWLEY. ee eee ee eee none 
says. The foundry board was a very board, an 
eden very aduiieehie sepast: tout 1 handly thie’: there ie 0 menaber of 
it who would, without going back to see exactly what he had said, de- 
sire to be obliged to say the same things, because, without ques- 
tion, there have been I can think now of a shade of modifi- 
cation these very same men would express. So, while we know this 
board was a feature of the War Department, and that it was greatly 

<abtew’ tendiienel tee interested in 
this question have urging these ideas on us, we understand that 
will follow in that gen- 

not to be obliged literally to do so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
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of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLru] to the amendment of the | Mr. DOLPH. I am opposed tothis amendment. I see no good rea- 
Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | 
of the Committee on Appropriations to section 2. 





son why an appropriation should be now made for the construction of 
further cast-iron guns ormortars. As I understand cast-iron guns have 
been condemned by all the great powers of Europe. They have been 








i reported against by all the boards that have been recently appointed 
Mr. HAWLEY addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] | to examine into the question ef guns. We have guns now on hand, 
Mr. DAWES. _I hope we shall have a vote on the amendment. according to the report of the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of | Ships, as follows: 
the Committee on Appropriations to the second section of the bill as| .... ; ee ‘ 
| The Army has in forts and arsenals 
amended. | Smooth-bores : 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 22-inch caliber... ; ; pinnae pouieehede os ose 2 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 15-inch caliber......cccccccceeeeeeeeees ied étude 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to in- | —_}-!ueh caliber........... mio sakmegnreiqen ce 
sert a8 a new section the following: S-UNCH CALIDEOL,.......ccceeeeseeeeeree os eeseereeesene ovevceeres ~ 1518 
Src. 4. To enable the Secretary of War to contract with the South Boston Iron | Parrott rifles: 
Works for the construction of ten 12-inch, muzzle-loading, rifled, cast-iron mor- 10-inch caliber, 300-pounders............. 38 
each of 31,000 pounds weight, at a sum not exceeding $6,000 each, or six with II 0s cs etntenenleleattonalinganaieetinbinnde sl 
bands, not to exceed $10,000 each, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 6.4-inch caliber, 100-pounders........ ccleaner ct 173 
$60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That no part of this ann 
sum shall be paid for any such guns until after one of the same shall have been | Converted from 10-inch smooth-bores to Sinelt rifleS.........ccccceeeeeseeseece. 100 
completed in accordance with the contract, and shall have endured a firing-test | Ditto under contract for CONVETSION ....ccceccecseceeseoeoeere saeaiimiataaaoeea a 
of two-hundred rounds with standard charges adapted to such a weapon; and 210 
after such test each of said guns thereafter manufactured, and tested by ten | Smooth-bore Mortars...... coccccccccs sccoccscussseeccectecanceeseescece cecesueveceeeecenunan veuves 45 
rounds in the same manner, shall be paid for at the price aforesaid, on the coin- + 
pletion and satisfactory trial-test of each; allof said guns to be completed within 2, 065 
one year from the termination of the firing-test of the first gun. | The committee say of these 
> COI ee 8? Se: 
Mr. DOLPH. I myself am opposed to that amendment. ; 
Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Oregon to vield to me | ‘These are all muzzile-loaders. The nine classes require thirty-three kinds of 


> ; ° ammunition. They are totally inadequate to the defense of our most impor 
a moment that I may make a report from the committee of conference ~ ; , aaiiuadi ie te teentantion off ex itaina Gale 


, ’ 5 . tant harbors. They may be utilized in the protection of harbors admitting only 
on the legislative appropriation bill? vessels of light armor and draught, and even there they should usually be sup- 














The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received. eeaten by the modern breech-loading steel rifle, with its more rapid and effi- 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. The number of serviceable naval great guns is: 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | mm nC caliber socscesnvsmneenmnesnemunentennnessnnnernenn 4 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2172) restoring RS cee te nse ete 76 
to the United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pa- ittach eohteee..--- lila eh iaigeiniihiandenalihdistiendirtstatiaiabinaivemdnsiiin 357 
; tai s 5 > RINE GREE, BOE i ccc ccccccccsccesesevcncscocssesconesencscceuseces esccessseeces cocece 2 
cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of arailroad from Lake 10-inch caliber, ShOt.............cccsssesssccesseesnsees i a claetcaiiaiel, ae 
Superior to Puget Sound and to restore the same to settlement, and for DN I ect penkrndianesrossennn 1,011 
other purposes, with an amendment; that it asked a conference with 8-inch caliber, 6, 500 pounds ievease resseereessseesnnsseeses — B46 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the said bill Se, SY ED ccvecsecsse ccoreconcestnepebesocndnenebonamtadecevenenenssies ee on 
and the amendment thereto, and had appointed Mr. Cops, Mr. VAN | pgrrott muzzle-loading rifles: _ 
EATON, and Mr. FIsHeR the managers of the conference on the part 150-pounders...--vv-n--- deibtashdleitiindidepieinbiukenniaeiiess 
00-pounders 267 
of the House. 60-pounders..... ‘ 75 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. | 30-pounders Piisiiihas juebbastciiaetenisie TE ce etaiaace 375 
: : : a ! 20-pounders ..... ........ ecrescncnssesseeesesesereseseceosses secseocccscsssccssmscoceense © SAD 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following conference report; which was Dahigren muzzle-loading rifles, converted from 11-inch to 8-inch.. 0 
read: cata - 1,400 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on eS Sane rifles: . 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 88, 179, and 180 to the bill (FH. R. 8974) 0 ele Senta reenter enennnnnieap un ineennes eee re ae 
“making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses nes TE ore ee er ne : ~_ 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1887,and for other pur- ern ennes Sasnent en nnsea pen NTeRty SenmmneniceeaTe Tiana mTS SSN NNER = 4“ 
pecs, ” having —_ oa on and free epameenen, i agreed to recommend 
0 recommend to their res; ve Houses as follows : ane 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 179. 3, 286 


Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to The committee reports that these guns are worthless so far as defense 
& ines of te etree petennea Cees ene a against modern-armored ships, ships armed with heavy modern guns, 
Benate agree to the same. : Rp ora is concerned. I would like to inquire of the committee what is the 


ment numbered 180: That the House recede from its disagreement to | object of making further appropriations for cast-iron ordnance? Cast- 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an | 


: iment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $52,960; and the | fon guns have been condemned by the experience of foreign nations; 


Senate agree to the same. they have been condemned by our own committees; they are not rec- 
W. B. ALLISON, ommended, as I understand—at least I know of no recommendation of 
- ie ena nies s the Secretary of War or the Chief of Ordnance or any other officer 
Managers on the part of the Senate. whose business it is to make recommendations on the subject—I should 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, like to know why this appropriation should be made and why we 
GEO. C. CABELL, should make further guns that are not serviceable. 
Rhidniaaedeoked ad a Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Oregon is entirely mistaken in 


so% » | his statement that this class of guns has not been recommended by the 

= eee csi diene tee fortification board and by the Ordnance Department. There is but 

lating to the collection of internal revenue and the item inserted by the | one opinion, as the committee was informed by the Department and the 

Senate respecting statistical information relating to marriage and di- board, that these cast-iron mortars with a steel hoop are absolutely 

‘The first of these was amicably arranged by a division of the necessary for defense. They recommend a very large number of them. 

— Mhat in lien of the sum inserted by the Senate the oun of $1,- We further found on examination that probably the South Boston 

970,000 is inserted as agreed to by the andthe *” | Works was the only establishment—— 

Mr. HARRIS. What y to by th Sen te? Mr. DOLPH. From what does the Senator read ? 

. N The te gue y ted sake 600 he Se | Mr. GORMAN. Iam giving the information that came to the com- 
ian = i ton. oe ona ae Tene $70,000 ba a — | mittee from the Chief of Ordnance and the recommendations of the 
other item relating to statistics of 1 agri ; and divorce the Senate eons | fortification board, that rifled muzzle-loading mortars should be con- 
oy: Ae ih. i ao ae seeps a cae oy hos oe i AWLEY ane what board or committee that was from? 
on subject, ouse insisting robustly and continuallythat they | 4, —. he < : F , 


. 7 a0 TES. e Tree bos . 
Pe een © ee seproreen | Mn HAWLEY. ‘The fortiGcation board 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree tothe report) Jo pwr x 
the committee Mr. DAWES. No, the last board. 
« , . Mr. HAWLEY. That is the last 
| Mr. DAWES. The board of which the present Secretary of War, 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. Endicott, is president. 





The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration Mr. HAWLEY. That is the one to which I referred as the fortifi- 
of the bill (H. R. 9798) making appropriations for fortifications and other | cation board. Did they recommend cast-iron mortars? 
‘works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal yearend- | Mr. DAWES. They recommend seven hundred steel mortars. 
ing June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; the question being on the Mr. HAWLEY. Nobody recommends any cast-iron nowadays. — 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to insert the proposed Mr. GORMAN. The Chief of the Ordnance Department was before 
section 4. | the committee and did not hesitate to say that cast-iron mortars 
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bound with steel would answer the purpose, and he recommended that 
they be tried. It is also perfectly clear that while there is a great rage 
for steel mortars all over the world, it is not definitely settled that they 
are better than the cast-iron mortar with a steel cord and hooped with 
steel. It was thought very advisable in this state of the manufacture 
of guns in this country that we should continue this work. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the opinion of the committee it is desirable to con- 
tinue this work ? 

Mr. GORMAN. And also of the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not suppose it is incumbent on the Government 
to authorize the construction of guns that are not serviceable for the 
sake of continuing any gun manuiactory. Thenext section of this bill 
proposessuch acontract with the steel manufacturers as will enable them 
to supply the materials forserviceable guns, forsuch guns as have been 
adopted by foreign nations, and for such guns as have been recom- 
mended by the gun foundry board, the board on fortifications and 
other defenses, the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, and 
recommended substantially by the Getty board; and it does not neces- 
sarily follow that the South Boston Company will be the successfal bid- 
der and secure that contract. Isee no reason why that company should 
be favored. 

It seems to me that it would be a great mistake, while we with dif- 
ficulty shall succeed, if at all, in securing a sufficient apppropriation 
to commence the work of fortifying our coast, of supplying guns for 
coast defenses and for the Army, to expend money, either a large or a 
small sum, upon a character of gun that is not recommended by com- 
petent boards which have investigated the subject and have reported 
recently. 

I have examined the report of the fortifications board carefully, and 
I do not remember to have scen in any part of the report any recom- 
mendation of any cast-iron guns or guns of the character designated 
by the Senator from Connecticut a few moments agoas hybrid guns, that 
is, guns of cast-iron with steel hoops. I do not believe myself in that 
character of gun. I think the experiment of their manufacture and 
use will be a failure. I think the materials of which a gun is to be 
constructed should be homogeneous as far as possible. They should 
be either all steel or all cast-iron. 

I ask the Secretary to read what I have marked on page 11 of the re- 
port of the board on fortifications and other defenses, so that we may 
see what the board does recommend. I have underscored the last sen- 
tence. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The material of which the powerful guns needed in the fixed and aeoting & 
fenses are to be constructed is also a proper subject of d it is in 
ten de d to secure strength with a minimum of weight which the tT. deems of 
much moment, in view of the complication, weight, and additional cost of the 
gun-carriages arising from the increased dimensions of the gun, and of other 
vital considerations. 

Cast-iron as material has been advocated on account of appease cheapness 
and facility of manufacture, but the sole method of arriving at a sound conclu- 
sion in this respect isa careful analysis, A comparison has made between 
breech-loading cast-iron rifles and Krupp’s steel rifles which by no means sus- 
tains the claims either of superior economy or facility of manufasture for a cast- 
iron gun of power equal to one madeof steel. Onthe other hand thedifference 
of weight against the cast-iron appears to be 66 per cent. of the weight of the 
steel gun,a defect which would greatly interfere with facility of maneuver and 
rapidity of fire. It would be si lar if, after ae years with the 
allewed intention of profiting by the experience of foremost in the man- 
ufaciureof heavy ordnance, we would begin the iong-neglected defense of the 
country with accepting a material for guns which, olor tuving been tried by 
leading Puropean nations, has been deliberately rejected in favorof steel. The 
board emphatically recommends steel. 


Mr. DOLPH. TI also read from the conclusions arrived at by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships in their report: 
(6) The costly experiments of twenty-five years have reached a stage which 
= ifles certain conclusions, Guns should be made of open-hearth steel, forged, 
breech-loading, chambered, of calibers ranging from 5 to 16 in of ‘lengths 
of f 


ranging from 30 to 35 calibers. Armorand projectiles should be 
steel. 


That, in brief, is the recommendation of that committee. If there 
have been two committees who have thoroughly investigated this ques- 
tion, not only in the United States but in Europe, who were ‘competent 
to investigate it and who have given reasons for their opinions which 
ought to be satisfactory, I think those committees are what is known 
as the gun foundry board and the Select Committee of the Senate on 
Ordnance and War Ships, and their conclusions are adopted by the board 


on fortifications and other defenses, appointed under the provisions of 


the act of March 3, 1885. 

I am satisfied that this idea of cast-iron guns did not originate with 
the committee or any member of the Committee on Coast Defenses. 
It may have come from some other committee, the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs perhaps, but I have failed to see, and I should like to be 
referred to the recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance, the Secre- 
tary of War, orof any board that has been appointed to consider the ques- 
tion, for the construction of cast-iron mortars. 

Mr. PLUMB. The mortar is not a first-class gun, at least for what 
might be called the ordinary purposes for which guns of heavy caliber 
are used, but it still has a recognized place in modern warfare. That 
was abundantly shown by the use made of mortars during the last war 
in which this country happened to be engaged. It is true also that 


cast-iron is not the best material for the making of guns, having : 
erence to the durability and strength of the material, but it is, never. 
theless, stated by as good authority as we have in this country th 

cast-iron mortar banded with steel performs a very good office i inde, e a, 








rei- 


It has the advantage also that it can be produced at a very early peri ua 


and we can get it soon. The number proposed here is only about o 
seventieth, 1 think, of the number which the fortifications board «., 


we need for finally ‘completing the coast defenses of the country. 
In agreeing to this provision the Committee on Appropriations 


thought it would do the best it could with the material which was 
within reach, and begin the work of constructing this class of pun: 


especially in view of the fact that the South Boston Iron Works hay. 


undertaken and at very considerable loss to themselves to construct 


large cast-iron guns, some of which are now under way, for the Goy- 


ernment, and who are qualified to do this work, which, as I said }e- 
fore, can be turned out and put in condition to be used within the next 
two years. 


The testimony, which I think can not be disputed, is to the effect 
that a cast-iron mortar banded with steel neverexplodes. Itmay crack, 
it may become incapacitated for use by the ordinary wear and tear of 
frequent explosions; but the danger which ordinarily results from the 
use of a cast-iron gun in action is now removed by wrapping the gun 
with steel. That has been abundantly shown by the experiments car- 
ried on near New York with a gun made and wrapped in that way, a 
cast-iron mortar wrapped with steel. It has been used very largely, as 
much as any mortar probably would be required to be used in action, 
with the result only of cracking it but not of scattering the parts in such 
a way as to be dangerous to parties who might be working it. 

While, as I said, this is not the highest type of gun, yet such guns 
have a recognized place, and the committee thought inserting a pro- 
vision for constructing only ten of them was not going very deep into 
that class of construction, but would result in giving us something of 
use until the time we may get something better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert as a new section, the following: 

Src, 5. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be, and 


hereby are, — jointly to make contract with responsible steel-manu- 
facturers, to continue not less than thirty days, in 
moet likely to reach the manufacturers addressed, for the supply of 
seuuineed. rough-turned, and tem: steel in forms suitable for heavy ord- 
nance adapted to modern Sone or Arm — and Navy purposes, in quantity 
not to exceed 10,000 tons, nes an ene | conforming to — 
ufacture and in- 
cluding all — cf bach eallbor ee ofrooldnh oe money shall be 
except for steel accepted and eltvered ; and each bidder shall con- 
tract to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery 
of the smaller calibers to commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen 
months and the largest calibers at the expiration of not. more than three "per 
from the date of the execution of the contract; and all the forgings shall be of 
American product and manufactured in the United States; and one-half of the 
material under this provision shall be for the use of the War Depart- 
ment, one-half for the wat the Navy Department, in the armament of 
ships heretofore or hereafter authorized by Congress; and for the purposes of 
the fo provision the sum of $6,000,000 is hereby a ropriated, to be avail- 
able d six years from the date of the execution of the a 
Mr. HAWLEY. LI invite the attention of the member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in charge of this bill toa mere verbal amend- 
ment which is suggested to me by one more skillful than myself. In 
line 6Isu toinsertafter the word ‘‘tempered’’ the word *‘forged.”’ 
It is imy everywhere that these are to be forged, and if you leave 
it without that word some fellow will be claiming that he has the right 
to offer a cast-iron gun. 
Mr. DAWES. Thax have no objection to that change. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move to insert the word “forged *? between the 
word ‘* tem ”? and the word “‘ steel,’’ in line 6. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HAWLEY. Beginning in line 24, the amendment reads: 
And forthe gnpeumeet the foregoing provision the sum of $6,000,000 ishereby 
ava 


propriated, to ilable during s\x years from the date of the execution 
of the contract. 


I would suggest striking out the words ‘‘the foregoing provision”’ 
and saying ‘‘this section.’’ The provision before this is the proviso of 
the section. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; say ‘this section.’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. The amendment is in line 25, to strike out the 
words “the foregoing provision’’ and insert instead the words “ this 
section.’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am in favor of this amendment if there is nothing 
better to behad; but I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
a question before the vote is taken. There seems to be no doubt that 
American manufacturers are willing to undertake the manufacture of 
cast and forged and tempered steel ingots for the manufacture of the 
largest and the board on fortification and other defenses recom- 

coond Gut tums should be made for the purpose of securing such 
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material an appropriation of $15,000,000, to be divided between the | gon. This bill gives more than $6,000,000 to the purposes of bill 662, 
Army and the Navy. That would give $7,500,000 to the Army, if | becausea part of the $400,000 in the section for finishing is to be devoted 


divided equally, for the purpose of contracting for the furnishing of gun | to this purpose. 


metal. Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Massachusetts I think did not un- 


1 hold in my hand a report made at the present session by the com- | derstand me as opposing thisamendment. Iam heartilyin favor of the 
mission on ordnance and gunnery of the House, of which Mr. RANDALL | amendment, if it is the best we can get. The suggestion I made was 
was chairman, appointed to report on this question of securing for the | whether we should not pay for the plant and get less than 10,000 tons 
Army and Navy gun material, in which, on page 2of the report, I find | of material. 

_the following: } Mr. DAWES. We shall be here in four or five months again. 

(2) That various companies are willing to undertake the operations of casting, Several SENATORS. Let. us vote. 
forging, rough-boring, rough-turning, and tempering the parts necessary to | The PRESIDENT ) pore. The au the nendment 
make guns of the largest caliber, provided they receive“ sufficient remunera- | .¢ 4). 7 al fla ienimenineliinl 
tion.”” | of the Committee on Appropria 

° | rm “ss 
The whole question of all-steel high-powered guns in the United States | rhe amendment was agreed to. 
hinges on what is “sufficient remuneration.” The replies of the various com- | Mr. DOLPH. Iam instructed by the Committee on ( Defenses 
panies indicate what they considered this to be. to offer an amendment to the bill w  } he printed and laid on 
The Bethichem Iron Company requires contracts to the extent of 6,000 tons ne on ae ee ee a -. eee tae , 
per year for a period of five years. | the tables of Senators forsome time. I offer it as an add nal se 1 


to the bill. 
The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 
For the constructi ff 
cordance with the r 
fenses, appointed by tt 


That would be 30,000 tons. 


The Tredegar Company, from 1,000 to 2,000 tons per year for “a long term of 
years.” 


” The Cambria Iron Company, 2,000 tons per year for a period of five years. 


Which would be 10,000 tons. 





' ' 


16 Pres t of the United States under the provis ne of 


7 
4 


the act of Congress approve dM . h 3, 1835, $2,000,000, to be 
The above are for calibers "e to 16-inch, 100-ton guns. 5 oat SEE RIT OF War. 
For calibers up to 10-inch, the Midvale Steel Company requires an order of | Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am 


aware of the impatience of the 
3,000 tons for one year; for calibers up to 12 inches, a gross order of 5,000 tons. Rementn: oth camer Goes at dite . = hil} .. a ents to it 
The figures furnished by the Cambria and the Midvale Companies are about | ©°24te at any further discussion upon this bill or amendments to it; 


$800 per ton, and may be taken as about what would now have to be paid; that | 2nd if the object sought to be accomplished by this amendment were 
is to say : 


For 10-inch guns, 3 . : less important than it is I should be willing to allow the vote to be 
For 12dnoh pn ee abe required. taken in silence. But the necessity for providing defenses for our sea- 
For 16-inch guns, 10,000 tons, at a cost of $8,000,000. coast and protection for our shipping, and our great commercial cities 


. ‘ . : is so urgent that at the risk of wearying the patience of the Senate I 
While the Secretary of War by this amendment is to be authorized | )..<+ ask to be ve a iaane to wpanend in Ss = ral way what is sought 
t contract *‘ for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turned, and tempered : . 


: : : to be accomplished by this amendment and the reasons which induced 
ved in forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare the eed pa Coast De Sie to offer it. 
for Army and Navy purposes, in quantity not to exceed 10,000 tons,’’ It is proposed by the amendment which has just been adopted and 
an appropriation of only $6,000,000 is made. : 


Of course the Secretary can only contract for the amountof steel this | “nator from Connecticut [ Mr, HAWLEY], and by the amendment wnder 
appropriation will purchase. The appropriation will induce American | consideration, to commit Congress to the proposition that the fortifica- 
manatnetneets to bid for the contzact, but the cost of the plant neces- | tion of our coasts shall now be undertaken, and to provide for t m- 
sary for forging the steel ingots required for the manufactur of large | mencement of the work, and also to adopt in a general way a plan for 
a tee a romana daa es the lance sum re- | the fortification of the coasts, namely, the system recommended by the 
q euch « plant, w @ greater or less extent enter into this | poard on fortifications and other defenses, appointed under the provis- 
contract and into the cost of every ton of forged steel that is furnished | 5... of the act of March 3, 1885 
under it. Now, I submit to the Senator from Connecticut whether we The subject of nenet Genes étiiiennen tn way topies and so much of 
will not be compelled to pay a much larger price for the steel gun- technical learning that a fall resentation of it “even ae Y sed the 
metal furnished under the contract authorized by this amendment than ability tomake it, and I do a would occupy the atter a of he § en- 
we should be compelled to pay if we should appropriate the whole | ate longer than would be justifiable at this late day in the session. It 
seven anda half or eight million dollars in order that we might get the | comprehends the question of ships, of armor, of guns, of fortifications, 
10,000 tons of metal at once, and if in such a case it would not be very | of mines, of torpedoes, of torpedo boats, floating defenses, explosives, 

economy in Congress to cut this appropriation as recommended to | and projectiles, and the Dest material for and the best mode of manu- 

ee ae I think I com throw some light upon it. The two facture of each; in short, almost every question connected with fortifi- 

. . . Ww ati . ( avv sufficient to defend our coasts against the attacks of 
bills, Senate bills 662 and 663, that were offered by the Senator from seein a < Spaced lefend our coa = ; 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] and referred to the Committee on Coast Fortunately m ll ts i Oe i ile ek 
Defenses, and reported favorably with some zmendments by that com- ‘aaaeenaieerllinns cad a sak ter Ghammenl 4 senna «yeah isipepeipit 
. Ne “ « v AU y ue « ail ’ itll A ‘ 

mittee, — just the outcome of these a boards and the result | tuted under the provisionsof acts of Congress. The Secretaries of War 
of consultations innumerable. They ape $8,000,000 = each case | have in their annual reports for several years past urged upon the atten- 
and = tone in eet > oe of that | tion of Congress the defenseless condition of eur coasts and recommended 
ton Dili, é WwW : of fortifying or incips sorts should be commenced at 

ied ores. 00,000. Ont wr at 98,0 an ane TERS SH000, 080 aan i officers of dena Navy een n official reports 
instead of $8,000,000. Ont of that $8,000,000, however, in the bill | oq in other ways made valuable suawestions in regard to suitable ant 

662, about $1,000,000 was to go to the plant of a finishing factory. | Sn’ other ways made valuable suggestions im regard to suitable and 

That reduces it down to $7,000,000. Again, the Committee on Ap- As we have just heard from the Senator from Connecticut, by reason 

: struck out all that we said in that bill about armor, leav- | o¢ the improvements which have been made in guns and armor, our 

ing that.to be done next winter. It has to be done; but we are very | fortifications, which are stated by the board on fortifications and other 

thankful that they put the guns in. - J : 3 defenses to have been in 1860 equal to those possessed by any nation in the 

I telegraphed and had a consultation last evening with an eminent | yorjqd, have become worthless and unable to cope with the armored 
manufacturer, who talked to me not as a manufactureralone but asan | war vessels armed with heavy modern breech-loading rifled guns. 
American, and he thinks the contract can be made under the $6,000,- I take it for granted that on both sides of this Chamber we are 
000, because they will not have to get all the machinery necessary for agreed as to the necessity of fortifying our coasts. The truth is that 

rolling, and adapting the various forms of armor, but they will | we have no guns capable of resisting an attack of a modern ship of 
be under this provision to guns alone, and we then can make | war and if we had them we have neither ships nor fortifications pre- 
acontract. If they are cut off anywhere, they will not agree to fur- | pared to receive them where they could be effectively used to repel a 
nish quite the 10,000 tons, but the main objectwill bereached. I think | payal attack. Our entire Atlantic and Gulf coast, from the northern 
# contract can be made with some of the leading manufacturers under | joundary of Maine to the southern boundary of Texas, a distance of 
this amendment. ; 2 oer es 3,000 miles and over, is wholly defenseless. Our great centers of 
_ Mr. DAWES. I should like to go just as far as it is wisdom to go, | wealth, of commerce, and of manufactures are without protection. A 
just as far as we can economically expend the money; but after a good single modern ship of war could, before we would be able to improvise 
yo ahem Sarai toa a aaene’h thea ethahe-coneale- a defense, destroy property of a value greater than the necessary cost 
Senator from Connecticu wire: bw ommit | of fortifying our entire coasts. 
tee were of opinion that it was wise to put it at $6,000,000. Ifweshall) | fave hone a statement which I take from the report of a speech 
be unable to make a satisfactory contract before next winter, it will be | made recently by Hon. Josepn WHEELER, of Alabama, in the louse 
competent then to cnlarge the amount; and I suggest to the | of Representatives, a statement in which the unprotected situation of 
a from Oregon cou dainanaiae peas Seeman | the cities along the Atlantic and Gulf coast and the Pacific coast is de- 
different conceptions of du = peas ane ss iNZ | scribed. The statement is as follows: 

ne nase bettersemaia at the point of $6,000,000, as all —_— cats ie wnisenten. 

<p: These cities have a population of 1.772.962. One of these vessels could fioat in 
Mr. HAWLEY. One thing more in answer to the Senator from Ore- 


30 feet water off Coney Island, beyond the range of any guns in our forts, and 
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throw projectiles into the business part of the city of New York and to nearly 


every point in the city of Brooklyn. 


I would like to ask what would be the effect if a shell weighing 2,000 pounds 
should drop and burst at the corner of Wall street and Broadway, and what 
would be the furthereffect of a few hundred such shots in New York and Brook- 


lyn, And yet such an occurrence is at this moment a mechanical possibility. 
BOSTON. 


This city has a population of 369,832. An enemy's vessel could lie in 30 feet of 
water 5 miles from the State-house in Boston avd throw these massive shelis 
into Lynn, Chelsea, Charlestown, the navy-yard, East Boston, Boston, Cam- 


bridge, South Boston, Roxbury, and Dorchester. 


PORTLAND, ME. 


This city, with a population of 35,080, could be shelled by any one of the ves- 
sels described in the table, lying off to the northeast of the city, or to the south- 


east, in more than 30 feet of water, at distances varying from 3 to 4 miles. 
NEW BEDFORD. 


This city has a population of 26,845. Any vessel with such an armament as I 
have described could lie off in the outer harbor, at almost any point to the south- 
ward of the city, in 27 or 30 feet of water, at ary distance the commander might 


select, from 2to6 miles, destroy the bridge to Fairhaven, and either exact a heavy 
contribution or lay the city in ruins in a few hours 


PROVIDENCE. 


The harbor at this point has numerous shoals, which, inthe absence of a pilot, 
would render it impossible for a hostile ship to approach it safely nearer than 


6} miles (Conimicut Point), but the high-powered guns I have referred to could 
readily destroy the vast and important manufacturing industries which center 


at Providence, with its population of 104,857, from even a greater distance. 
NEW HAVEN. 


This city hasa popeiation of 62,882. Vessels could rest securely 4 miles from 


the city, in 30 feet of water, and destroy it in a very few hours. 


NORFOLE. 


The population of this city is 21,926. Vessels drawing 26 feet of water can ap- 
proach to within 7 miles, and, with high-powered guns, shell every foot of the 


city. 
BALTIMORE. 


This city, with a population of 332,313, is, in a great measure, protected by the 


difficulties ot access, but it would be possible for vessels drawing not more than 


15 feet to sail abreast of the city, and some of the vessels carrying guns of 10 


miles range draw but 10} to 15 feet. 
WASHINGTON. 


The capital of our country was once in the hands of British troops. It is 200 
miles from the ocean, but vessels drawing 19 feet can sail to the city. Its popu- 


lation is 159, 871. 
RICHMOND. 


This city has a population of 63,600. It is 150 miles from the mouth of James 


River, which has 13 feet of water to the city. 
CHARLESTON. 

This city has u population of 49,984. There are many points not more than 7 

miles from the city from which vessels drawing 25 feet could shell the city, 
SAVANNAH. 

This city, with a population of 30,790, could be easily protected. Only very 

light-draught vessels can approach nearer than 10 or 12 miles. . 
PENSACOLA. 

This city has but 6,845 population, but it is important on occount of its excel- 
lent harbor. A position could be taken in 30 feet of water south of Santa Rosa 
Island, the distance being not more than 5 miles from the city. 

MOBILE. 


This city has a population of 29,132, and could very easily be protected, but at 
present there is water sufficient to float vessels drawing less than 16 feet to 
within 4 miles of the city. 

NEW ORLEANS. 

This city has a population of 216,090. It is 110 miles from the sea, but the 
largest vessels could sail abreast of the city. The control of the jetties would 
be a strong element in the defense of the city. Small craft not drawing over 5 
feet could enter the lake in rear of the city. 

GALVESTON. 


The population is 22,248. Vessels drawing 30 feet could select any position 
net more than 3 miles off and shell the city. 

SAN FRANCISCO, 

The population is 233,959. The harbor, which is one of the finest in the world 
could in the present condition of the defenses be entered, but even if this could 
not be done, vessels carrying hich-powered guns could rest outside the bay in 
30 feet of water, at a distance of 6 or 7 miles, and shell the city. 

I have referred to the larger cities, but it might be well to mention that our 
smaller seaports are equally defenseless. 

Each of the following-named cities could be shelled by the foreign vessels I 
have named: 

PACIFIC COAST. 


Port Townsend, Steilacoom, Seattle Harbor, Olympia, New D nness 
Astoria, Kalama, Portland, Newport, Empire City, Crescent City, Trinidad, 


Mendocino, Benicia, Vallejo, Santa Cruz, Monterey, San Luis Obispo, Santa 
Barbara, and San Diego. 


GULF COAST. 
Brownsville, Clarksville, Brazos Santiago, Apalachicola, Saint Mark’s, Tampa 
Bay, Cedar Keys, and Key West. 
ATLANTIC COAST. 
Saint Augustine, Jacksonville, Ferdinanda, Saint Mary's, Port Royal, George- 
town (S. Ch. Smithville, Wilmington, Beaufort, Plymouth, New Berne, Eden- 
ton, Annapolis, Hampton Roads, Lewes, Atlantic City, Little Egg Harbor, Perth 
Amboy, Bridgeport, New London, Stonington, N Fall River, 


Bristol, 
Vineyard Haven, Nantucket, Provincetown, Barnstable, Plymouth, Lynn, Mar- 
blehead, Salem, Gloucester, Rockport, Newburyport, Portsmouth, Saco, Bath, 
Camden, Bucksport, Bangor, Belfast, Rockland, and Calais. 


I mention these places merely for the purpose of corroborating the state- 
ment I have previously made relative to the defenseless condition of all our 
seaports. 
In addition to the foregoing I also ask the Secretary to read in con- 
nection with this matter of the defenseless condition of our Atlantic and 
Gulf coast an extract from a letter from Bvt. Maj. Gen. Q. A. Gillmore, 
United States Army, to the Chief of Engineers, dated July 15, 1881. 





























The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


It is an error to suppose that the channels leading into our most valuable har 
bors are too shallow to admit a modern fleet. al 

Depth of draught is not a measure of offensive power and never can be. The 
most powerful batteriesare carried on a moderate draught of water. The Eng! ish 
turret cruisers Inflexible, Aqnmenen, and Ajax, armed with 38-ton and 81-10), 
guns, throwing projectiles of 700 to 1,700 pounds weight, draw but 25 feet when 
fully equi and ready for sea, and high naval aut ority asserts that armored 
cruisers of a very form cue of navigating the ocean with safety 
and dispatch, can be built on aservice draught of 23to 24feet. Moreover, the prac. 
tice of naval construction at the present time unmistakably tends tolight-draught 
vessels, thus destroying that partial security against armored fleets which 4)| 
our comparatively shallow harbors were formerly and very properly thought 
to possess. 

1t seems improbable that many such unwieldly monsters as the four-gun tur. 
retship naught and the twelve-gun broadside ship Alexandria, whict). to. 


gether, cost the ——— Government over $5,000,000, exclusive of armament anq 
outfit, will be built in future. 


Disregarding, however, any additional danger to ourselves from vessels of 
lighter draught than those now afloat, there are among the present armored 
fleets of Europe only ten cruisers drawing more than 27 feet of water, and on\y 


three drawing more than 23 feet, while there are more than half a hundre.| 
drawing 24 feet or iess, 


There are more than a dozen fine harbors on our Atlantic coast—Portland, 
Portsmouth, Boston, Newport, and Hampton Roads being among the num }er— 
easily accessible to the | war vessels hitherto constructed or contemp|ated. 

There are more than half a dozen other harbors, among which may be spec;- 
fied New Bedford, New London, New York,and Key West, into which a few of 
the deepest draught men-of-war can not enter. But there is not one of them 
that does — ample de to pass half the armored cruisers of Great 
Britain, including vessels armed with the 38-ton and 8l-ton guns; all the Ger- 
man armored vessels except one; more than two-thirds of those of the Italian 
navy; all belonging to the Russian navy except two; all belonging to the Aus- 
trian navy except three; all belonging to Holland and ieee without excep- 
tion, and a large portion of those belonging to the French and Spanish navies 

The > agurenste population clustered closely about these twenty harbors for 
armo' vessels is nearly 3,000,000, while the value of public and private prop- 


erty ex within easy and destructive range of a hostile fleet can not be far 
short of $2,000,000,000. The losses that might inflicted upon these com muni- 
ties in a few hours, in their present unprotected condition, would exceed more 
than tenfold the entire cost of suitable, permanent defenses for the whole coun- 


try. 

"No account is here taken of that incalculable and far greater injury which 
would be entailed by even the brief presence of a victorious hostile fleet in our 
waters, keeping the whole coast in alarm,and deranging and destroying the 
business and industry of the people. 

There is yet another numerous class of harbors, with still shallower channe!s 


of entrance, into which a draught of 22 to 24 feet can be safely carried, many of 
whacturing 


them being the centers of extensive commercial and man interests, 


which are ex to the attacks of the lighter draught iron-clad cruisers. 

It appears therefore that our entire Atlantic and Gulf coasts from Maine to 
Texas, a distance of more than 3,000 miles, is peculiarly at the mercy of a ho;- 
tile naval power,and that our largest centers of population, jcommerce, and 
manufactures, where the greatest values are accumulated,and hence where 
the greatest temptations are offered and the greatest injury could be inflicted 
in the briefest interval of time,are within easy reach of the most destructive 
engines of war born of modern invention and science. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Pacific coast is equally defenseless. The harbors 
of San Francisco and Puget Sound Will admit of the entrance of the 
largest ships of war afloat, while more than one-half of the vessels of 
the navies of the great powers of Europe could enter the mouth of the 
Columbia River and reach Portland at most seasons of the year. The 
fortifications and guns on the Pacific coast—at San Francisco, at San 
Diego, and.at the mouth of the Columbia—are like those on the At- 
lantic coast, utterly useless for purposes of modern warfare. We have 
not to-day, as was substantially stated by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, a single fort that could not be demolished with ease by a pro- 
jectile fired from a modern steel rifle of the smallest caliber. We have 
not to-day a ship of warthat could not be pierced through and through 
by a projectile fired from a 5-inch steel rifle, or even from a rapid- 
firi E 

Welow to-day in the Army no modern guns. There are, I believe, 
two steel breech-loading rifles of small caliber in process of construction 
for the Army as experimental guns, the construction of which was au- 
thorized by a provision contained in the fortification appropriation bill 
of 1883, in accordance with the recommendation of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Ordnance. We have not to-day in the Navy any high-power 
modern guns or any steel rifles except those already constructed and in 
process of construction at the Washington navy-yard, and elsewhere by 
contract, for the armament of the new cruisers. 

This is not the worst feature of the case. These things can not be 
furnished ina day. It will take years to provide them. According to 
the report of the gun foundry board, which is approved by the board 
on fortifications and other defenses, it will take from one to three 
years to prep2ré & t sufficient to forge the steel ingots required for 
the construction of a 16-inch. steel rifle, and it will take two years there- 
after to assemble the parts and manufacture the gun. It will take 
many years for the two plants, which it is proposed to secure by the two 
bills which have been reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War to 
contract for the su of ingots for steel guns and armor and steel for 
other for Navy, to cast and forge the ingots which will be 
uired for the guns necessary to fortify our principal seaports. 

t will take years to construct the foundations for the gun emplace- 
ments, and the and engine-rooms of the fortitications. If 
we are to have modern ships, and modern guns in time 
of war, we must provide them in advance. For anarmy we may wait 
until an arises which requires it and depend upon the pa- 
triotism of the people to respond to the country’s call for its defense 
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With a small standing army and asufficient number of officers educated 
in the theory of their profession and with some experience in the field 
we may be able todo as we did at the breaking out of the civil war, 
speedily organize and equip an efficient army. 

The same thing may be said of the Navy; but there are some things 
that can not be provided as readily as an army; there are some things 
that can not beimprovised. The time was, and that not more than fifty 
or seventy-five years ago, when the great nations of Europe required 
six months to get ready for war. Now their armies and navies are in 
constant readiness, and war is often proclaimed at the cannon’s mouth 


before the manifesto has issued. Modern wars are fought and ended | 


and the unsuccessful nation pays the cost in less time than it would 
take us to build a single fortification or a single ship of war or even to 
manufacture a single modern gun. 

The great nations of Europe are fortifying their coasts with the most 
formidable defensive works that human ingenuity can devise. They 
are providing themselves navies with modern ships of war, armored 
ships, armed with the most powerful guns that have been invented. 
The time has not arrived when the nations of the earth shall beat their 
swords into plowshares and their spears into pruning-hooks. ‘‘ Peace 
is the dream of philosophers, but war is the history of man.”’ 

The defenseless condition of our seacoasts, the unprotected condition 
of our shipping and our great cities, are not calculated to procure us im- 
munity from lt or to command respect abroad. They are sources 
of national weakness and of national danger; and to-day there is no 
duty more imperative on the American Congress than that of providing 
for the national defense. We should be prepared not only to defend 
our coasts, but to punish an insult to our flag wherever it floats. 

The times are ripe for undertaking the work. The people demand 
it. Why do we procrastinate? We have the experience of the great 
nations of Europe that have spent years and expended millions of dol- 
lars in experimenting with guns, with armor, and with ships. We have 

ted boards to examine the questions of ships, of armor, of guns, of 
fortifications, and other defenses, and we have their reports, and we 
know enough about the subject now to undertake this work in accord- 
ance with plans that will admit of the adoption of any improvement 
which may be hereafter made in guns or in armor. 

Iagree with the Senator from Connecticut; for I, too, do not regard it as 
a matter of regret that since the war we have been engaged in other mat- 
ters for the development of our country, and have spent comparatively 
nothing in the manufacture of modern guns, or of armor, or of ships 
of war. We have undoubtedly saved large sums by so doing. We 
may take advantage of the experience ef other nations; we may study 
their failures, and their successes, and so far as the character and type 
of ships and armor and guns are concerned we may commence the work 
at the point which they have attained after a quarter of a century of 
costly experience. 

The objects to be gained by coast defense are the protection of our 
shipping, the fortification of the great cities that line our coasts, with 
their costly public buildings, their business blocks, their fine residences, 
and their accumulations of manufactured and agricultural products, 
they being also centers of extensive systems of inland transportation by 
water and rail, and the providing of fortified harbors of defense for our 
merchant marine, both foreign and coastwise, in case of war. Why, 
sir, in case of war with a foreign nation possessing a modern navy, or 
even with a nation possessing a single modern war ship, our extensive 
coastwise commerce, extending over 4,000 miles of coast, not including 
the coast of Alaska, would be seriously interrupted, if not wholly de- 
stroyed. And in order that our merchant marine should not be en- 
tirely destroyed in case of war, it will be necessary to provide fortified 
harbors of refuge into which our ships could retire, because it would be 
utterly impracticable with any navy we can ever hope to possess to 
our extensive coastwisé commerce by a navy alone. 

We require fortified harbors of refuge for the vessels of our Navy, 
our unarmored cruisers, because while they might be able, on account 
of their speed, to escape from armored vessels of the enemy, 
they d require fortified harbors into which they could retire for the 
= securing coal and other supplies. It will be seen that the 

portance of a harbor when considered in connection with coast de- 
fenses does not depend alone on the value of the property exposed to 

the amount of commerce that centers there, or the amount 
of shi in the port, but the question of providing fortified harbors 
of s for our merchant marine becomes an important factor. 

This me to the consideration of the report of the board on for- 
tifications and otherdefenses. That board has named twenty-seven ports 
as the at which fortifications are most urgently needed. They are 
New York, San Francisco, Boston, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, 
New Orleans, Philadelphia, Washington, Baltimore, Portland (Me.), 
Rhode Island in Narragansett Bay, Key West, Charleston (S. C.), 

New on, Savannah, Galveston, Portland (Oreg.), Pensa- 
cola (Fla. ), Wilmington (N. C.), San Diego (Cal.), Portsmouth (N. H.), 
defenses of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch, defense of ports on the 
Kennebec River, Maine, New Bedford, Mass., defense of ports on the 
Penobscot River, Maine, at Fort Knox, and New Haven, Conn. 

The board did well in placing San Francisco the second on the list. 
I do not think did as well in placing Portland, Oreg., or rather 
the mouth of the Columbia River, the eighteenth on the list. 








As I have already said, the question of providing fortified harbors 
of refuge should be taken into consideration when we undertake to de- 
termine at what ports fortifications are most urgeatly needed. I think 
the board underestimated the commerce of Portland. In addition to 
its foreign commerce, the vessels engaged in the transportation of wheat 
and flour, and salmon and wool and lumber, it has a great and rapidly 
increasing coastwise commerce, which, when the resources of the North- 
west are further developed—and they are now rapidly developing—and 
when Alaska has been occupied and its resources developed to some 
extent, will increase to great proportions. Again, look at the condition 
of the coast. From Cape Farewell, the northern boundary of Wash- 
ington Territory, on the Pacific Ocean, to the southern boundary of 
California, is 1,630 miles. Thedistance from San Francisco to the mouth 
of the Columbia River is 550 miles, and in all that distance there is not 
a harbor into which the larger vessels engaged in the coasting trade of 
that coast can enter. 

I think, therefore, it is important to provide for the fortification and 
defense of the mouth cf the Columbia River, not alone to protect the 
commerce of the Columbia River and the cities of Portland and ‘Astoria, 
which might without sufficient defenses be reached by a hostile armored 
vessel, but to provide a fortified harbor of refuge for the vessels engaged 
in our coastwise commerce. Portland should have been placed higher 
on the list, and Puget Sound should have been added to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Great Britain will have a place all fixed up for you. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was just going to allude to that. The senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] in discussing in the Senate the bill 
for the admission of Washington Territory during the present session 
called attention to the foresight and sagacity of the British statesmen 
who secured for Great Britain a portion of the waters of Puget Sound 
and of the islands that are encircled by them. He called attention to 
the fact that at the southern end of Vancouver’s Island Great Britain 
has a navy-yard and adry-dock larger than any possessed by the United 
States on the Atlantic coast, while just south on the American shore 
were the cities of Port Townsend and Seattle and Tacoma and Olympia 
entirely uprotected, the United States never having thrown a shovelful 
of earth toward constructing a fortification upon Puget Sound. 

The Senator might have gone further and told how the British Gov- 
ernment by large subsidies has secured the construction of a transcon- 
tinental railroad entirely upon its own soil, which gives it facility for 
massing large bodies of troops rapidly upon the Pacific coast. He 
might have stated that the harbors upon the British side in Puget 
Sound are large enough for the navies not only of Great Britain but of 
the world to float in safety. He did state that Great Britain had 
at the time of his remarks stationed there one of the vessels that 
shelled Alexandria, with a distinguished British admiral in command. 
He might have told you—for such is the fact—that Great Britain keeps 
constantly there from one to three vessels of war, a menace against the 
United States. I clipped from acity paper the other morning some- 
thing which I will read. It is taken from the National Republican of 
Saturday, July 24, 1886: 

OUR NORTHERN NEIGHBORS ARE AT IT 
is the heading. 
HAuirax, N. 8., July 23. 

A party of royal engineers, under command of Lieutenant-Colonel O'Brien, 
left here last Monday for British Columbia. They go to look over the ground 
with a view of reporting to the imperial authorities asto the best manner of 
fortifying the Pacific coast. 

The Straits of Juan de Fuca, running east and west, separate the 
American possessions from Vancouver’s Island, and that strait and 
the canal De Haro form the boundary between British Columbia and 
the United States. South of this boundary line there are two en- 
trances to the bays and harbors of Puget Sound, upon which are situ- 
ated the cities I have named. One is Deception Pass; the other is Ad- 
miralty Inlet. Deception Pass is a narrow inlet through which the 
tide ebbsand flows with great velocity and which could only be passed by 
large vessels of war at favorable stages of the tide, and may he easily 
defended. The defense of Admiralty Inlet would be more difficult. 
The distance between Wilson’s Point, which is on the mainland, and 
Admiralty Head, which is upon the island opposite, is 4 miles. I think 
the largest vessels of war could float in any part of the channel, but 
with the increased range of modern guns it would not be difficult to 
fortify that channel by batteries on either side. Two miles is con- 
sidered an efficient range for land batteries, and would be suflicient to 
insure the destruction of almost any vessel whose armor could be 
pierced by modern guns mounted upon land fortifications. 

It must be apparent to every one that unless the entrances to Puget 
Sound are fortified, in case of a war with Great Britain, and probably 
in case of a war with any foreign country, we must give up Eastern 
Washington, or Puget Sound, and the cities upon it, with all their 
wealth and commerce, to the enemy. 

In this connection, I submit a letter from Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, 
then commanding the Department of the Columbia, to the Assistant 
Adjutant-General, Division of the Pacific: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., July 7, 1835. 
Sir: I desire again to call attention to the importance of the fortifications at 
the entrance of Puget Sound. : : 2 
In company with Colonel Mendel!, Major Jones, and Captain Powell, of the 
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Engineer Corps, I have recently visited the principal points that have heretofore 
been mentioned in several communications from these headquarters, and am 
fully impressed with the necessity of the Government taking such action as will 
secure proper defense to the great commercial interests of Poget Sound. These 
are constantly increasing every year,and have now reached such magnitude as 
to become of national interest. 

Many reports have been forwarded and are now on file in the War Depart- 
went, and particularly in the office of the Chief Engineer of the Army. 

Last year I detailed a board of experienced officers, consisting of Major 
ltodgers, Captain Taylor,and Captain MacMurray, to examine the subject, and 
their report was forwarded to division headquarters. 

Many valuable points have been reserved, but I regard the two main en- 
trances to Puget Sound as of the first importance for present consideration, 
namely, Admiralty Inlet and Deception Pass. 

Suitable ground commanding the entrance to Deception Pass has been re- 
served by the Government. That at Admiralty Head, Point Wilson, and Mar- 
rowstone Point has been reserved only in part, and a sufficient sum should be 
appropriated, in addition to that required for defensive works, to secure a per- 
inanent title for the Government. 

One objection to any action being taken toward the defense of this inlet has 
been the distance between Point Wilson and Admiralty Head, about 4 miles, 


but this it is believed can be greatly overcome now by the use of modern ap- 
pliances. 


I recommend that the attention of Congress be called to this subject in time 
for action during the coming session. 

The British Government is now expending a very large amount of money in 
completing its navy-yard and dry-docks at Esquimalt, near Victoria, British Co- 
lumbia,and has kept during the past ten years from a single ship-of-war to a 
small fleet in these waters, and I think it advisable that ourGovernment should 


take an equal interest in the establishment of a naval station in this part of the 
United States. 


Several reservations have been made on the Straits of Fuca and Puget Sound 
for navel purposes. 


What poins is best suited for all the requirements of the Navy could probably 
best be determined by a board composed of naval officers. 


Lake Washington, near Seattle, has many advantages for such a purpose, it 


being a lake of fresh water of great depth, and in close proximity to the deep 
water of the sound, 


I request this communication be referred to Colonel Mendell for remark. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
NELSON A. MILES, 


Brigadier-General Commanding. 
To the ASsIsTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Division of the Pacific, Presidio, San Francisco, Cal. 

It seems to be settled that a complete defen> can only be made 
with modern guns of high power, mounted upon fixed or floating bat- 
teries. Theoretically it is possible to defend our coast by a navy con- 
sisting of u sufficient number of modern war-ships. Practically it can 
not be done. Todo so it would be necessary to possess a navy so large 
that we could concentrate at every one of these twenty-seven ports 
which should be defended according to thereport of the board on forti- 
fications or other defenses and other ports which are not included in 
their list, a navy larger and more powerful than any naval force which 
could be brought against them. It will be seen at once that the num- 
ber of ships required for such a character of defense would be practi- 
cally beyond the ability of the Government to provide. 

The defenses recommended by the board consist of armored turrets 
revolving or fixed, armored casemates, barbette batteries, mortar bat- 
teries, and floating batteries. Floating batteries are recommended for 
the ports of San Francisco and New Orleans. They are recommended 
at San Francisco because the city is situated so near the sea that a 
modern ship of war could anchor outside the harbor and throw projec- 
tiles into the city. It is necessary for the defense of the port therefore 
to have these floating batteries to meet and repel the enemy outside 
the harbor. They are recommended fur the defense of the mouth of 
the Mississippi because owing to the nature of the soil sufficient foun- 
dation for turrets and land fortifications can not be there obtained. 

As was said by the Senator from Connecticut, it is not deemed prac- 
ticable to thoroughly defend a harbor by means of land fortifications 
alone, because modern ships of war withsuch armorasthey carry would 
be able in the night-time, or even in the day-time, to sail by our forti- 
fications, get beyond the range of the guns and destroy the cities our 
fortifications are intended to protect. It is therefore necessary to have 
mines or clusters of torpedoes as obstructions in the channel to detain 
the armored vessels of the enemy within the range of the heavy guns 
of the forts until they can beeffectively used upon them. These mines 
must be protected by shore batteries specially designed for that pur- 
pose. The mines will be operated by electricity. The operatingroom 
and the cable which extends from the operating room into the water 
must be protected by armor. Electric search-lights will also be re- 
quired, so that at night an enemy will be detected if he undertakes to 
remove the torpedoes or grapple for their connections. 

As was stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, modern guns have 
arrived at such perfection that they throwa projectile weighing 22,000 
pounds and have a range of 11 miles. It is said that the 10-inch cast- 
iron smooth-bore gun, which was the largest gun we possessed in 1860, 
had a muzzle energy of 2,000 foot-tons, while the modern steel rifles 
have a muzzle energy ranging from 20,000 to 35,000 and 40,000 and 
even 61,000 foot-tons of muzzle energy, and the projectiles have in- 
creased in size more than twenty-fold. 

I read just now in discussing another amendment a statement show- 
ing the number and character of guns possessed by the Army. We 
have in the Army 2,065 guns, all smooth-bore muzzle-loading cast-iron 
guns with the exception of the few steel-lined converted rifles, and all 
comparatively worthless. We have in the Navy 3,285 guns of the same 
character, of little value. The only modern guns we have are the mod- 











ern breech-loading steel rifles, which have been recently constructe: 
thearmamentof ourcruisers, These are 5-inch, 6-inch, 8-inch, 10-jn¢), 
and 10}-inch breech-loading, built-up, forged-steel rifles of the |: 
type. 

, We have constructed and in process of construction two steel bre 
loading rifles of 5-inch caliber, twenty-one of 6-inch caliber, eigh; , 
8-inch caliber, two of 10-inch caliber, and one of 10}-inch caliber, m | 
thirty-four in all. That is our means of defense so far as guns are 
cerned. 

So far as our forts are concerned, as was said by the Senator f; 
Connecticut to-day, they are not only unsuited for defense but 
are in such a condition that they would be positively dangerous to ; 
occupants in case of a naval attack, and would be readily destr 
projectiles fired from a modern gun of the smaller caliber. 

Our present Navy consists of one first-rate, the Tennessee, of 4 5; 
tons displacement; elevensecond-rates, the Trenton, Lancaster, |}ro.)\:- 
lyn, Pensacola, Richmond, Hartford, Omaha, Lackawanna, Vanida\i,. 
Shenandoah, and Powhatan, varying in displacement from 2,1(\() ; 
3,980 tons; and nineteen third-rates, the Juniata, Ossipee, Quinnehan 
Swatara, Galena, Marion, Mohican, Iroquois, Wachusett, Kearsarye 
Adams, Alliance, Essex, Enterprise, Nipsic, Yantie, Monocacy, ‘ 
and Ranger, varying in displacement from 900 to 1,900 tons. 

TheSecretary of the Navy in 1884 reported that out of this number | 
Tennessee, the Lackawanna, the Powhatan, and the Wachusett wou! | 
condemned when surveyed, and that it was estimated that there wo. 
pass out of the service within six years the Brooklyn, the Hartford, ; 
Iroquois, the Kearsarge, the Pensacola, and the Richmond. 

There should be added to these thirty-one vessels four vessels of the 
fourth-rate of small displacement, the Michigan, the Palos, the Pints 
the Despatch, and the Thetis. 

We also have two torpedo rams, the Intrepid, undergoing alterations 
at New York, and the Alarm at New York out of commission. 

We also have fourteen single-turreted iron-clad monitors, which are 
all of them reported as being out of repair and requiring more or less 
repairs to make them serviceable. We have also launched, and await- 
ing appropriations to complete them, five double-turreted monitors. 

I hold in my hand a table, taken from the speech already referred 
to of Hon. JoseEpH WHEELER, made in the House of Representative: 
showing the number of guns afloat ranging 10 miles or upward owne:| 
by foreign nations, with the numes, the maximumarmor, the draught of 
ship, the number and caliber of guns, and also guns afloat ranging from 
9 to 10 miles, which I submit: 


GUNS AFLOAT RANGING POSSIBLY TEN MILES OR UPWARD. 
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GUNS AFLOAT RANGING POSSIBLY NINE TO TEN MILES 





















| se a 
Nation. Ship. | &¢ % . ° 
nS = a = 
A A |S} oO 
Inches. Ft. in. | No.| Inches 
Pngland......ceeeeeee) UMMOXiDIC..........-.seecceeee reece eeenes 2 23 4) 4 16 
FIANCE secceesereeeseerse| Friedland.. 7 29 4/ 2 10.6 
Redoubtabie .. 14 2410! 4 10.6 
Duguesclin..... 97 2410; 4 9.5 
| Bayard...... 9; 2410! 4 9.5 
| Turenne. 9 2410| 4 9.5 
Vauban ....... 9% 2410); 4 9.5 
Fulminant... 3 21 4] 2} 10.6 
Tonnerre.. 13 21 4/ 2) 10.6 
BIBAY sscccesees coeccescoese | Duilio..... 21.7 28 0} 4) 17 
SAID senrnpars cnmapecrsnceqecsreatenl 21.7 28 9 { 17 
EE fa 17.35 19 8/| 4 10,2 
'| Baiern becssecee | 17.2 | 19 8| 4 10,2 
| Wurtemberg.. 17.5! 19 8 4 10.2 
Baden... | 17.25) 19 8] 4 10.2 
Wespe. 8 10 2/| 1 2 
Viper... 8 1 2) 1 12 
| Biene... 8 ; 10 2}; 1 12 
| Miicke ... 8 } 10 2) 1 12 
Scorpion 8 10 2 1 12 
| Basilisk... | 3 10 2) 1 12 
Ee pbistioe on ae | 10 2 1 12 
III, innintnttte cintitnneniin sapes 8 | 10 2} 1 12 
a sees) a ninietisatehutitnenagiaditnliognncs ll 20 0 4 9 





It will be seen that the list is large and every one of these powerful 
guns could be brought to bear upon the important cities which dot our 
seacoast. 

I also have from the same source clipped a statement of the naval 
strength and annual expenditures for naval purposes of different coun- 
tries, which I submit in connection with the statement I have already 
made of the present condition of the guns of the Army and Navy and of 
the ships of our Navy 


Naval strength and annual expenditure of different countries. 
J 
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436 | 308 | 67,636 | 46,884,161 37, 405) 290 
Russia.......... 197 | 185 | 28,400; 25 1326, 000 | 98,356, 100 
ciate 76 60 | 12,032 11,52 29, 710 28, 452, 639 
ta <n cnatareras 99 | 96| 13,000] 9,802,880 | 45, 194, 172 
aie. sdleaminclene | 145 142 | 21,700 7,466,538 | 16,625,860 
tk 34| 34] 5,800] 6,100,000 | 10, 103, 291 
a eran 49 44| 9,800! 5,369,295 37,741,413 
Holland.. 138 | 138 10,500 | 5, 032, 450 1, 400, 000 
China. re Ge Ribs cscuees 5,000,000 | 434, 626, 000 
Chili... 10; 10} ¥,600) 4, 359, 893 2, 400, 396 
foes | 100; 100} 40,400 | 4,000,000 | 25,036, 480 
ara | 59} 59] 1,300] 3,081,892/ 2,096,400 
3 3} 1,500) 2,915,000 | 2,400,000 
SL} 29| 7,000/  2,103,630/| 36,700,118 
wesvecseesveceesssseresssensacccenss! 26| 26] 3,500] 1,918,789] 4,550,699 
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25 | 25| 3,450} 885,635 | 1,979, 423 
32} 32; 1,000) 470, 000 1, 806, 900 
10; 10 700 123, 000 5, 376, 000 
5 5 9, 389, 461 








This amendment is intended to enable the Secretary of War to com- 
mence the foundations for fortifications. Inthe judgment of the board 
on fortifications or other defenses this work should be carried on pari 
passu with the work of providing guns for the fortifications. 

I have here a joint letter of the Chief of Engineers and the Chief of 
Ordnance, submitted at my request at the time I proposed to offer for 
reference to the Committee on Coast Defenses an amendment for this 
purpose. These officers evidently understood that my proposed amen«- 
ment contemplated an appropriation for furnishing guns and armor, as 
well as foundations; but the communication itself contains some things 
that Ihave not seen elsewhere, and which I consider a valuable con- 
tribution to the general fund of information upon this subject. These 
officers call attention to the necessity of making an appropriation for 
foundations at the same time appropriations are made for securing 
metal for guns. I ask to have the Secretary read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(Personal. } 
Orrice or THE Curer or Encixeers, Unirep Srates Anny, 
Washington, D. C., April 29, 1886. 


submitting to you the proposed amendment to the fortification bill, 
this when it comes from the House need modification, we beg leave to 
few considerations which we hold to be pertinent to the object and neces- 


Sir: 
shout ths 
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sity of coast defenses, m« ning by that I AS ait swit rat 
and leaving out of considerat for the t.such auxiliaries as 
torpedo beats and floating batteries 

And first, lest public I 1 be led astray tl y t a coast as ex- 

nsive as ours, fuliy 4,000 miles in extent, ' ar navai foree 

hich the resources of t y ild ever ‘ \ I » he by 
tating that this serious err AS 1a ) ‘ aan 
f England (which has het fore and for the future w ve . r ion 
ma i« d at I “ n r : Ter- 

t ANCE l v s. Kngland has« bat- 

A S tructed r i these 
scents of a hk v ai a- 
ses would v eve ng 
i yw 11 { 
Me h rior t 1 
ile power or even to :of powers. W sve a en 
n past wars that her effor 1 per itly and successfully ted to 
Lhe destruction of he uly < st ledge fherown cur ty 

Her proximity to ! i ‘ sity of distribe } 

forces over various st ns leok sthi a t the w« l, would lie ue 

| defenseless against i ersaries but f a predon 
nance, and thata Y ‘ ri uly é er any i ihe 
small extent of her coast renders a con plet by nav able, as 
it is also the sole means up 1ich s cK lr for such « 

Uur situation 1s ra fierent; our om any power! nation 
rel lers an inva 10n in fo probable and even impossible, and an invading 
army if landed must final]; nb to the large force we could ible (since 

ir strength would not be frittered away by the necessity of protecting colo- 
nies and foreign stations), or would be compelled to re-eembark. What tempta- 
tion, therefore, would an enemy have to make war against us? The answer is 

| evident and it is, the « pation of « large seaports if left undefended. Bu 
if hostile fleets be prevented from 1 1ing the cities or cf y bombard 

x them, what prize is left to an « ny’s effort 

With every important seaport t fortific ig t Vi a w ave 
so far diminished the chances of war. How many sho l so fortifle nord 
to eliminate the probability of war against us is a ques vhich the statesman 
as well as the soldier should be call d upon to answe 

Wars nowadays have been made Stly thattl . 4 | 
making the defeated one | l \ t \ reign powe 
would there be for su 1 invasion becomes ul 
rich se aports shall be 1 al < by bat i 
mines? 

So far a navy for defense has not been invoked it is} i tl the 
defense would be complete by simply bs g ther means " th 
principal seaports. 

The fortification board i eport, page 7, states 

‘It is proper to discuss fly the objects to be by a of t 
coasts and the nature of the attack to which these ar x posed 

‘To the last named the answer would be a nava An attack land 
if attempted in force, must be resisted by the armies of the counts and the 
mode of doing this it is not necessary here to consider. 

‘ The objects against which a nayal attack would be directed 

These areenumerated, asfirst, the important commercial ports. *‘ In the ond 
place, vessels in the foreign trade must be protected—this at sen could be per- 
formed only by the navy—but when these arrive Upon | the coast, th hould 
find fortified harbors of refuge provided for their se« 








On} age 9, the report goes on: ‘‘The defenses ter and kind wit 



























































reference to armament,should be fixed and fl : both, according to 
loeality, armed with powerful cannon needed to repe tack from the most for- 
midable ships. 

‘In the phrase ‘floating defenses’ first used, the armored sea-going ship of 
the navy is not referred to. We have none of that kind and if hereafter built 
in sufficient number and power they would : act offensiv 1d n rt be < nfined 
to the defense of ports. The floating defenses mean flo g batteries designed 
specially for operating in harbors or close to the land, armore i more heavily 
and ned with heavier g 3than any probable adve rsary. Of considerable 
less draught than the armor a-going ship they could, by operating among 
the shoals, avoid ra ng, and even torpedoes. To n su advantages 
speed must be sacr but sq evident that for the defense of harbors 
and bays the advantages of extra t < s of armor and of superior power of 
gun more than compensate for that ~ 

“Tr batteries are costly 1 tl P icted to cases of ne- 
cessity; as, for instance, where the » deep water that a bom- 
bardment vos not otherwise be pr es where the nat e 
of the found: ms forbids the c« tic ds wes, or wh 
width of the onan inel is too great tol i from shore batteries 

For the reasons assigned he last paragraph floating batteries were recom- 
mended as parts of defens New Orleans and San Francisco 

In tl posimnanmes e by the board, page 29 of the report, is f d the fi - 
ing: ‘‘An appropriation for the building of ies, the type to b« 
lected by a joint oan lof Army and Navy 

The board also recommended as a useful ‘ ‘ 
pedo boats in the active defense harbor 

Their use will be quite ge al: First, in disturbing | ip nt 
ing these being made close, as no fleet would like to lie over night within 
striking distance of a station of these boats; second, in attacking an enemy's 
ship envel oped in fog orsmoke; third, in relieving vessel purs 1 by the en- 
emy; fourth, in defending nes by night and day against attempts at 
counte rmining,and in many other ways not necessary to ipitulate 

The board steadily adhered after a deliberate study of the 1estion of coast 
defense, taking into consideration also all modern appliances of moment useful 
for attack and defense, to the principles laid down by preceding boards from 
1820 to the present time, that the defense of the coast could be mac de comple te by 


the construction of batt 
pierce the ships of the p 


‘ries on shore armed with guns powerful enough to 
riod, assisted and supplemented in exceptional cases 
already referred to by floating batteries; and t » tine yuld be added obstruc- 
tions in the channel to detain the hostile fleet under the fire of the guns on land, 
The Navy was not to be relied upon for the dé — nse of _ and for this de- 
cision there were many ri I , the immen hips tl 
would be required to prote ent of cc and to be in sufficient fi 
everywhere to meet an enemy’s fleet which might strike anywhere. Sanainds 
the exceeding great cost per gun in comparison with land defenses. Third, the 
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risk of being disabled by storms ata critica) moment and the uncertain issue 
of anavalengagement. This is especially the case at the present time owing 
to the free use of self-moving torpedoes and other modern destructive agencies 


Fourth, the greater cost of keeping in repair, and the expenses of going out of 
and into commission. 

The land defenses may take the forms of armored turrets, armored case 
mates, and earth batteries, in every case sacunted with 1 odern heavy guns of 
ealiber sufficient to penetrate armored vesse and tot } added lines of 
submarine mines operated by electricity to ser s obstruct s and detain 
the fleet under fire. 

While the board was very emphatic in recommending forged stee! as the ma- 
terial for guns, their opinion as to the material for armor-plates was not so de- 
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cided. On page 9 you will findas follows: “The materials used in construction 
for the armor might either be iron or steel, although the latest experiments in- 
dicate the superiority of forged-steel plates. While the board is inion that 
forged-steel plates should be used, it also recommends that immed experi- 
ments be undertaken to determine the most suitable armor for turrets and case- 
mates.” 

Our engineers claim for rolled iron plates some points of superiority over steel 
plates—and it has been suggested that a test should be maile of separate iron 
and steel plates combined in a composite shield, as it is argued that such form 
might combine the best qualities of resistance of the two metals. 

We will remark here that similar tests are made continually among the most 
advanced nations to test the qualitiesin their contracts for armor—and are spe- 
cially required inthis country where the manufacture of armor will requiresuch 
action to bring it up to the high standard of resistance required. 

It was the idea of the board that the construction of other parts of the bat- 
teries should advance pari passu with the manufacture of armor and — in 
order that these should be utilized so soon as they were ready. The following 
are the words of the report, page 6: *‘ That there may be no delay in mounting 
the guns as fast as completed, the work upon the extensive foundations for the 
gun emplacements, as well as magazines, shell-rooms, engine-rooms, and other 
constructions necessary for the service for the guns, should be commenced at 
the earliest moment.” 

We will conclude by stating in brief: That land batteries armed with modern 
heavy guns, in conjunction with lines of submarine mines across the practica- 
ble channels of entrance—these lines being defended by the fire of the teries 
against attempts to remove the mines—afford with few exceptional cases the 
requisite protection against the passage of hostile fleets. 

The exceptional cases are the heads of the passes in the Mississippi River 
at which places the foundations for heavy batteries do not exist, and at San 
Francisco where the distance between some of the batteries is too great to admit 
of a good cross-fire from them. In both of these cases the defense may be sup- 
plemented with floating batteries of peculiar construction with extra heavy 
armor, thicker than a sea-going vessel could carry. 

Torpedo-boats, although not essential to security, would be useful at many 
points along the coast, 

The preference in preparations for defense, if any are to be postponed, it is 
needless to state should be given to those which are essential. 


One advantage of land-batteries over armored ships consists in the greater 
thickness of armor and the ability to increase that thickness without re. on 
structing the works, whenever the increase of penetration of projectiles cee 
demand additional protection to the guns. ’ 

Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
S. V. BENET. 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, 


JOHN NEWTON 
Chief of Engineers 
Hon. Joseru N. Dorn, United States Senate. F 
Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the Senate again to the quo- 
tation made in the letter just read from the report of the board on {y;tj- 
fications or other defenses. It is as follows: 


That there may be no delay in mounting the guns as fast as completed. the 
work upon the extensive foundations for the gun emplacements, as we) as 
magazines, shell-rooms, engine-rooms, and other constructions necessary for 
the service of the guns, should be commenced at the earliest moment. 

This amendment is offered to meet the views here expressed in order 
that this work of preparing the foundations for the defenses to receive 
the guns may becommenced at the same time that we commence to pro. 
vide the gun material. Thetwooughttogotogether. The Committes 
on Appropriations should have reported them together, and I hope the 
Senate will adopt the amendment offered by me, at least if not as of- 
fered in some modified form, so that the work may be commenced. 

I desire to call attention to the recommendation of the board on for- 
tifications and other defenses as to what should be appropriated for this 
purpose, and I insert in my remarks, as the question is of sufficient im- 
portance to justify it, the consolidated estimate of the board on forti- 
fications or other defenses of the expense of the fortifications at the 
twenty-seven ports included in their list. 

















































Consolidated estimate. 
Land defenses. Armament. $3 at 
| =se “<e5 
= «ss 
Port z- 5 — oe! 
ainooney Asmat Structural | Guns and Carriages § = é s es : on 
earthwork. metal. mortars & 3 a sea 
kK n 
DT ee We cnccsrncnsinnessbcchastiaibimaecstionainal $5, 488, 000 $7,950,000 | $1,000, 000 $6,027,000 | $1,992,000 |... ccc... cee ereeee $411, 500 $23, 948, 500 
2 | San Francisco....... 5, 656, 000 2, 250, 000 450, 000 5,426,000 | 1,787,000 494, 150 27, 868, 150 
3 IT snimisecenegtanmnnensenngaaaaninheninsmnanitten 2, 214, 000 3, 100, 000 330, 000 2, 971,000 970, 000 245, 250 10, 910, 250 
4 1 SREP RED POCO ccncccscvecccssesctpetseapebieensanings 1, 648, 000 650, 000 125, 000 598, 000 189, 800 |.. 206, 000 4, 136, 800 
5 | Hampton Roads .. 2 1, 682, 000 2, 200, 000 230, 000 1, 608, 000 534, 000 |.. 208, 000 7,492,000 
6 | New Orleans........... a Sd Mencisantensicimadiatiatiaietntiestontiodiiaates 1, 130,000 380, 000 130, 500 11,710, 500 
7 | Philadelphia...............eccssssesssersesssceeser sesees 832, 000 1, 300, 000 130, 000 828, 000 274, 000 114, 250 3, 838, 250 
© 1 WR concnerenceneccsensenmnngecvanmeenercemnanen GEEILGD Uischocpniencsttd sencadltbanielinecosktnd 512,000 171, 090 |. 120, 500 1, 323, 500 
9 | Baltimore...........cc-csesees 632, 000 650, 000 65, 000 578, 000 190, 000 |. 69, 000 |.. a 2, 184, 000 
BO T FG MD eoLcpcchhctocmedetecmpvesvtccotiteiadd | ieee 200, 000 1, 784, 000 587, 000 278, 500 , 000 5, 305, 500 
11 | Narragansett Bay...... oe) 1, 296, 000 150, 000 1, 374, 000 | EE en 173, 000 000 4, 253, 000 
Total of above eleven ports. 23, 214, 000 2,680,000 | 22,836,000 | 7,524, 800 2, 450,650 | 6,840,000 | 102,970,454 
12 | Key West.... 1, 064, 000 150, 000 976, 000 320, 000 |. 86, 500 360, 000 8, 406, 500 
13 | Charleston .. 872,000 80, 000 636, 000 210, 000 |.. 86, 500 360, 000 2, 244, 500 
38 Tenor coseueonsntenendeanoenmanenaineaael 1, 372, 000 80, 000 858, 000 284,000 | .. DOGG Viiserininsenciees 2. 738, 000 
36 | OW CI cesses 580, 000 80, 000 308, 000 108, 000 |... 169,500 | 1,080,000 2, 320, 500 
16 | SAVANNA .......ccrccecocereoccseees eesereressevscesererees 652, 000 65, 000 492, 000 162, 000 SER SED Teveccovcesocccsces 2, 243, 006 
37 | GRORWORROR 0, ccccecececeresvocsscosenessesnscncanenseerveed A. Rs SEES 232, 000 . og df 950, 500 
10 | FRGRIIRINE, GUE cccencececerescncremneremeeacunell EI eee eeelecae ne 671,000} 219,000 | nn 100,000 | "1,080, 000 2, 919, 000 
19 | FROGGIOBER ..0cccccse wecccevescsssccscnnocsvescess ‘eseptens 208, 000 AEE ccesenidepnseuan 948, 000 
20 | Wilmington, N.C.........ccccscs-coscsessesssosesesens 335 000 WME Teavenscnczestesees 1, 942, 000 
21 | San Diego..........-..+-+ 108, 000 100, O00 foo... .eecee eons ee 504, 000 
22 | Portsmouth, N. H....... 308, 000 EE Bicoscacdsnnocetins 965, 350 
23 | Cumberland Sound............c0cccsssscssessseeeseees 154, 000 IE lccukcomebeeninns 636, 000 
06 | CR FOU sccenccnesnsssencccvsinenbocsinte tiie 81, 000 SET Bvegiceccsiecnel 298, 000 
25 | New Bedford.......... = 167,000 PET Bincttecstocesuaetl 522. 000 
26 | Penobscot River..... sunoccoesacqoranans 81,000 J {ae 298, 000 
BZ | Wey Tee PGRns.c0cce cocsccscccscvcnnneste vscasccoveseunenes 103, 000 BED b evecssssithetaness 472, 000 








8, 320, 000 | 28, 554,000 | 9, 411, 800 18, 875, 000 | 4,334,000 | 9,720,000} 126, 377,800 





*Torpedo gunboats. 


The board say: 


Certain portions only of the whole amount above indicated as necessary are 
needed at once, namely : 

A. An appropriation for gun steel sufficient to induce contracting steel works 
to prepare S and begin the manufacture of steel forgings for guns of all cali- 
bers, $8,000,000, 


We have provided for that substantially. We appropriate $6,000,000 
by the amendment to this bill already adopted. 

Now comes the balance which are unprovided for: 

B. An copes for a gun factory with plant sufficient to machine, as- 
semble, and finish the guns, $1,000,000. 

We have in part provided for that by making an appropriation for the 
purchase of machinery for the arsenal at Frankford, near Philadelphia. 

©. An appropriation to inaugurate the building of masonry foundations, en- 

- shbell- . i &c., to the of the ar- 

wor, puns, ec. $4,000 000 for the first year and $2,000,000 annually thereaiver 
til completed, 

All that is proposed by this amendment, all that is asked by the 
Committee on Coast Defenses for this purpose, is one-half of the amount 
recommended by the board. 


D. An appropriation for armor and structural metal, $2,000,000annually until 


completed. 
E. An appropriation for gun $1,000,000 annually until completed. 
batteries, the type to be se- 


carriages, 
F. An appropriation for the building of floating 


lected by a joint board of Army and Navy officers, $3,000,000 for the first year and 
$2,000,000 annually until completed. 

G. An for submarine mines and their adjuncts, $1,000,000 for the 
first year and 000 annually thereafter until completed. 


H. An appropriation for building torpedo boats, $1,500,000 annually until all 
are built. 


Summing upthese recommendations, the board presents the following project 
appropriations. 














for annual 
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It will be seen that the board recommend a total of $21,500,000 for | Mitchell of Oreg., Riddleberger, 
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Spooner, Whitthorne, 


the first year, and $9,000,000 annually thereafter until this work is | 3° paraes, wentees, 

completed, and they say that the work of providing the foundations| ~” er hoe 

should proceed pari passu with the work of providing the guns. The NAYS—39 

estimate is $13,500,000, or, without the estimate for the gun factory, | f!!'som, > Hasapton, Saulsbury, 
$12,500,000 is recommended for fortifications not including the esti- | Berry, ete — 7m 
pate for providing the gun metal and for the gun factory. The Com- | Blackburn, Edmunds, Ingalls, Vance, 

mittee on Coast Defenses has modestly asked of the Senate, and all —. ee Jones of Arkansas, Yan Wyck, 
that I am asking by this amendment, is $2,000,000 out of the $12,500,- | Butler. Giteoe. ae. ho — 

000 estimated, in order that the work of providing foundations may be | ©a!!. Gorman, Maxey, Wilson of Iowa, 
roceeded with at the same time with the work of providing the guns, oe ao Payne, Wilson of Md. 

so that when the guns are constructed there may be some place in readi- at _ Pugh, 

pess to receive them. If we are going to enter upon the matter of coast ABSENT—15 

defenses and of providing guns for the Army, 1 think the Senator in em Hearst, cridn  mitchellofPa., Plumb, 

charge of the bill will agree with me, I think he does agree with me | Fair,’ en: ee em 

now, that we had better make this appropriation in order to commence | George, Miller, Pike, | eta 


this branch of the work. 

I had intended, but the Senator from Connecticut saved me the trou- 
ble, to refer to the reports and recommendations of the several boards 
and committees on this subject. Ishall not doit. I will only state 
that as the reports of the several committees and boards who have inves- 
tigated the subject of coast defenses, and of ordnance, ships, &c., show 
the United States has no navy worthy of the name, not a single armed 
yessel of war, no forts capable of resisting attacks of vessels armed with 
modern guns, and no modern guns except a few constructed and in 

of construction for the armament of new cruisers. 

There is not a plant in the United States capable of forging a steel 
ingot required for the manufacture of a steel rifle of over 8 inches cali- 
ber. The United States is metallurgically independent of all other 
nations so far as the construction of ships, armors, guns, and projectiles 
are concerned. We possess the metals necessary to cast and forge steel 
ingots of the best quality suitable for the construction of modern steel 
rifles of the largest valiber. Our citizens possess the knowledge and 
experience, or will soon acquire it, if sufficient inducements are offered, 
to supply the steel necessary for the construction of modern guns. 
Our citizens stand ready to provide it, if the United States will guar- 
antee @ reasonable return for the investment. 

The officers of the Army and Navy charged with such matters are 
well informed upon all subjects connected with the Navy and coast de- 
fenses. Their recommendations accord with the conclusion arrived at 
by the great European powers after years of costly experiment. Com- 
petent boards have recommended the character and types of guns, ar- 
mor, fortifications, and other defenses, and have recommended. a plan 
forthe same. Public sentiment demands the commencement of the 
work, the condition of the Treasury justifies it, the national bonor and 
national security demand it. The cost is not great compared with the 
im of the objects to be secured. Congress should assume the 
responsibility at once of commencing the work and making the neces- 


sary se erage for that purpose. 

Mr. dent, owing to the lateness of the hour and the natural im- 
patience of the Senate at this late day in the session I chall not dwell 
upon this matter further. I hope theamendment will be adopted. If 
it is considered that the amount is too large I hope it will be reduced 
and at least some appropriation will be made by which we shall adopt 
the plan of the board on fortifications or other defenses for the defense 
of our seacoast, and authorize the commencement of the work. No 
matter how small the amount is, if the appropriation is made much will 
have been gained by adopting a general plan. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. I shall 
trust to the good judgment of the Senate not to sink this little bill by 
overloading it; and I will take no time of the Senate to zive the reasons 
why I hope so. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to state that this was unanimously re- 

by the Committee on Coast Defenses; that there was no dissent- 

g member of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this subject I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 1am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Moxrit1t]. Ido not know how he 


would vote. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. | 


LoGaN]. I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Morri1}, but I am informed by his colleague [Mr. Epmunps] 
that he thinks he would vote ‘‘nay”’ on this question. I will, there- 
fore, vote “‘ nay ’”’ myself. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Harrison, MeMillan, 
Cameron, Dolph, Hawley, McPherson, 
Conger, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Manderson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I move to add as a new section: 

Sec. —. To enable the Secretary of the Navy to provide and erect additional 
tools and machinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at the 
Washington navy-yard, $200,000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. In the fortification-appropriation act of the last ses- 
sion of Congress there was the following provision: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture of 
heavy guns and carriages for the constructing and testing experimental gun- 
carriages; for the purchase or manufacture of a multicharge gun, and testing 
same— 

And then it goes on with other items— 

Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 


Upon an investigation in relation to this gun by a committee of the 
House of Representatives they made a report, which I shall not take 
the time of the Senate now to read, but it was recommended that 
$100,000 be appropriated for the purpose of properly testing this gun. 
The appropriation being a lump sum, and not sufficient to cover all the 
items contained therein, the gun was not tested or constructed. 

An amendment was offered in the Senate for the manufacture of two 
guns of this character, which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and reported favorably by the chairman of that commit- 
tee, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], who is now absent. I 
offer for him the amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

For the manufacture of two improved Haskell multicharge guns of 8-inch 
caliber, $100,000; of which guns one shall be made of steel, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed $60,000, and one principally of cast-iron, at a cost not to exceed $40,000; said 
guns to be made under the supervision and according to the directions of the 
projector; this appropriation being in lieu of the unexecuted provision for the 
multicharge gun in the act entitled “An act making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885. 

Mr. DAWES. The reason why that gun was not purchased was be- 
cause of the fact that the board of engineers, considering the quality 
and purpose and promise of the gun, came to the conclusion that al- 
though at one time it promised great results, yet those results at less 
expense have in the opinion of the commission been achieved by a 
longer bore or caliber gun and by a slow-burning powder, so that they 
think they obtain a better result without the use of that gun than with 
it. The matter is not absolutely certain, but in the present doubt 
about it both the board and the Ordnance Department were of opinion 

|} that it was not wise at this moment to purchase another of these guns. 

The committee heard the inventor of this gun and heard the Ordnance 
Department upon the subject, and had before them written documents 
upon it. The conclusion they came to was that they would not at this 
time make this purchase, not condemning the gun outright, but because 
so much doubt is thrown upon the ultimate utility of the gun by more 
recent invention that it was not wise. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Massachusetts in charge of this 
bill has several questions mixed up. I doubt if the Department has 
made a report against this gun unless the Senatorcan produce it. The 
board that investigated this gun wind up by saying that they do not 
approve of it entirely, but that is not a new thing in the Ordnance De- 
partment. It is well known to the Senate that the Ordnance Depart- 
| ment very rarely approve of anything that they do not originate, and 
that if you want to have advanced improvements in arms and arma- 
ments you have in many cases to force them on the Ordnance Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

The board can not finish this report without giving ites earnest testimony as to 
its belief in the sincere integrity of Mr. J. R. Haskell, and expressing its admi- 
ration for his courage and energy. Believing thoroughly in the principle of his 
invention, he has, unaided by the Government, wrecke s fortune and im- 
poverished himself and family in his efforts to provide a powerful weapon for 
the national defense. Hestands high among al! who know him, and no higher 
anywhere than with the members of this board. who have for years watched 
his struggles under adverse circumstances to perfect his invention 


The committee which investigated this matter in the House of Rep- 
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gun than is involved in the expansion of the material. 


[ beg to say that this inventor has spent years of his time and I be- 
lieve about $300,000 of money to periect this gun, and having given 
him last year an appropriation we owe it to him that that appropria- 


tion shall be continued. 


Recognizing the fact from the votes of the Senate that the cast-iron 
guns will not be appreciated hereafter, as I do not think they ought to 
be, I am perfectly willing to modify the amendment, and take the re- 
sponsibility in the absence of the chairman of the Military Committee 
to modify the amendment by providing for the manufacture of one 
steel gun at $60,000. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will ac- 


cept the amendment so modified. 


Mr. DAWES. I will read from the report of the board on fortifica- 
tions which has been made to this body what led me to the remark 


which the Senator from New Jersey criticised: 


The great improvements in the quality of steel and in the manufacture of slow- 
burning powders, with the resulting increase in the length of bore and weight 
of the charge, have already within a few years past led to a marked increase 
in the velocity and energy of the projectile without impressing an undue strain 
upon the walls of the gun, and it is this condition of the art which has set aside 
that which at one time promised to be a useful invention—guns manufactured 
upon the multicharge principle,such as the “ Haskell” and ae The 


board can not recommend the manufacture or purchase of either of these guns. 


From information which appears to have been carefully compiled and laid be- 
fore the board, the Haskell multicharge gun would much exceed in weight and 


cost a single charge gun of the same power. 


Mr. SEWELL. Yes, and it will exceed in power and force at the 
same time. The paragraph which was read by the Senator in charge 
of the biil might be more forcibly applied to section 4 of the bill as re- 


ported from the committee 





To enable the Secretary of War to contract with the South Boston Ironworks 


for the construction of ten 12-inch muzzle-loading, rifled, cast-iron mortars— 


A gun which has become entirely obsolete, and of which I suppose 
we have five hundred lying along the coast at the present time. Still 
the commitiee will report an absolute contract in a section of the bill 
without giving even the Secretary of War discretion, and naming the 


price to be paid. 
Mr. DAWES. It is in his discretion. 


Mr. SEWELL, I take that back. It isin thediscretion of the Sec- 
retary of War, but it is an absolute direction for the purchase of a gun 


which has become practically obselete, fixing the price. Still an ob- 
ligation of the Government entered into last year, when this gentle- 


man had tospend money to make preparations, to change his plans in 
order to carry out that clause in the appropriation act of last year—an 
obligation of the Government ef that kind will not meet with the ap- 


proval of the committee. 
I submit a modification of the amendment reducing it to one gun. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 


modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For the manufacture of one improved Haskell oe gun of 8-inch cali- 
ber, $60,000; the gun to be made under the supervision and according to the di- 
rection of the projector; this appropriation being in lieu of the unexecuted pro- 
vision forthe multicharge gun in the act entitled “‘An act making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1885. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey read 
from the report of some committee, a House committee perhaps, a high 
complimentto Mr. Haskell. It wasadeserved compliment. The man 
has exhibited a great deal of inventive genius, a great deal of energy, 
and has spent a large sum of money upon what at one time promised 
to be an invention of considerable value; pardon me if I make it clear to 
the most unprofessional mind. 

He proposed to put nearly an ordinary charge of powder in the base 
of the gun, the projectile upon that, and then at intervals running 
above the shot to havea series of pockets, as it were, to be screwed into 
the gun, containing powder, and the shot as it passed each pocket 
would discharge the powder within that pocket, and so continue to re- 
new the pressure upon the shot as it went out. That was to save the 
explosion of a very large amount of powder at one time in the base of 
the bore, and to get a greater velocity by a less strain upon the gun. 
The practical difficulty is if you construct it of cast-iron you have all 
these blocks and warts upon the side of the gun, which make a very 
curious-looking weapon of it, and the result is an unequal crystalliza- 
tion, and what the technical men call veins of weakness in it. 

Another incident of the invention is its very slow process to load. In 
the first place the first charge and projectile are to be put in the base, 
and then these several little infant guns which issue along the sideof the 
gun again are to be loaded and attached. In the mean time the battle 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


! 
resentatives made a strong report in favor of the multicharge gun, and 
on that report the Secretary of War was ordered to have this gun con- 
structed and the tests made of the gun. It is not anew thing. The 
gun has been constructed at the expense of Mr. Haskell and has been 
tested, and in that test the 6-inch bore multicharge gan exceeded in 
range and penetration the ordinary 9-inch guns, at the same time using 
10,000 pounds less pressure to the square inch. The theory of it is 
that the discharge from the multicharge gun brings less pressure on the 
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is supposed to be goingon. Itis rather a slow operation. No qo), 
a 6-inch gun on the Haskell principle would get great speed and ao, 





| deal of force, but the fortification board—— 


Mr. SEWELL. It gives greater foree than any other gun tha 
ever been tried. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No doubt the 6-inch gun if you had time to },., 
it and fire it would give more force to the projectile than an ordiy,,. 
6-inch rifle, unless you take one of the ordinary 6-inch stee] rifies , 
and do the same thing by that, just attach these little bags of po 
that, and then you would beat the Haskell gun. 

But during all the time that Mr. Haskell has been prosecuting ; 
work with a great deal of energy and science the art of gun-mak; 
has gone on until, as the Senator from Massachusetts has explained j; 
we now make a steel gun and slow-burning powder, which powder eo). 
tinues to burn all the time and presses forward the shot while in tha 
chamber of the gun and gets a still greater result than the Haskell] guy 
out of a very much simpler weapon. A steel modern-forged gun on tho 
Haskell principle 6 inches bore would give as much power or more thay 
an 8-inch forged steel rifle. The 8-inch forged steel rifle would » 
the same power that a 6-inch Haskell would with this improvement 
upon it. 

I think unfortunately for Mr. Haskell the progress of the military 
art has left him. I sympathize with him. He is an ingenious, ex- 
cellent, faithful man. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I think I have read some- 
where of a famous gun— 

That whether aimed at duck or plover 
Kicks back and knocks the owner over. 

I am not sure that I have that classical quotation right; but I should 
like to know at whom this gun is to be aimed. If it is to be pla 
somewhere I should like to know where. I should like to know 
what direction it is going to shoot. It looks to me like it is going to 
kill more people in Virginia than anywhere else. 

This is a bill to make a gun ostensibly, with the amendments put in 
here by the committee. What do you want with a gun? Whom do 
you propose to fight with yourgun? It is a conceded fact that Eng- 
land does not ask you for anything but to subject yourselves to seri- 
dom and to allow yourselves to be made the purchasers of her manu- 
factures. Do you want this to go and fight Mexico with? Take the 
guns you have. I think we can whip her with what we have on hand. 

This bill gives to England ali she could ask, and giving her that you 
do not need any guns on the Atlantic Ocean. I know that this is con- 
troverted here. I know it is said that free trade is not specifically 
mentioned in ‘he bill. Neither are the Ten Commandments; neither 
is the Lord’s i’rayer; yet we know they are in existence. We know 
that free trade is howling around over this country, and we know that 
New England to-day, protection as she is, is only for protection so far 
as protection protects the manufactured article and not the raw materia). 

This bill says that we will invite people from the other side of the 
Atlantic Ocean to come here and establish factories and to make their 
own plant and to bring with them all the material that they shall 
choose to bring, and that the United States Government shall make 
under this bill a contract with them totake what they shall manufacture. 
That may satisfy some manufacturingStates, but it does not satify those 
who have to go down into the mines and bring out the ore. 

A few years ago we could not sell the iron ores west and south of this 
capital because, it was said, they were too largely intermingled with man- 
ganese; they did not make the best iron, and the best iron was required 
to make the best guns. Since that time we have Bessemer steel, we 
have other grades of steel, and now we have in two States of the Union 
south and west of the capital more manganese than there is in all 
Sweden, to which the Senator from Connecticut referred to-day, and 
we can make all the steel that is required to manufacture all the guns 
that this country may want a hundred or five hundred or a thousand 
years to come. 

You propose to let in the manganese, the ores from foreign countrics, 

on condition that a syndicate shall follow them, or shall, forsooth, come 
ahead of themand join a syndicate here to manufacture guns ata named 
place, as it was in the original amendment. 
Whom do you propose to fight with these guns, I repeat, and what 
do you propose to fight for? I have never yet known a country to <0 
to war for mere sentiment, (unless it was half or one-third of this country 
of our own,) except to promote their commercial interests. You give 
them by this bill all that theyask for. The very moment that you allow 
the moth to commence eating into our cloth you adopt in America the 
principle which Lord North suggested to the council that surrounde:! 
him when the Boston tea was thrown overboard. Once inaugurate tlic 
principle, in other words, and you will soon find the consummation. 

Mr. President, I did not propose to argue this question, but I propose 
to give the reasons why I shall vote against this and all similar bills. 
If we are American people, united by a common interest, that interest 
being protection to American industries, then let us know it; but if we 
are American people divided up into selfish factions then let us know 
that. 

The people whom I in part represent I say can furnish all the iron 
ore that is necessary to make all the guns that this and all the coun- 
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tries of the world will need for general warfare for a century, for 
thousand years to come. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be sorry to have the Senator labor under 
awisapprehension. I am afraid he has not looked at that text of the 
pill. The bill is toostrict in my judgment, requiring thatevery single 
item of the project shall be from American material; that all the forg- 
ing shall be of American product and manufactured in the United 
States. lam afraid under this we could not use a Swedish bloom if 
we wanted to. Iam afraid we could not use a little foreign manga- 
nese or spiegeleisen. We can furnish all the ordnance, and the bill 
provides that we shall. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall be very much obliged to the Sen- 
ator if he has correctly informed me that I am mistaken. I should | 
like to be certain that I am. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘‘And all the forgings”’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not understand that forgings mean 
raw material. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘And all the forgings shall be of American prod- 
uct and manufactured in the United States.’’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘‘All theforgings shall be of American prod- 
uct,”’ but I could draw from my pocket an amendment of his which 
better states it. All the forgings shall be of American product, but 
I think the Senator is possibly mistaken when he undertakes to say 
that the gentlemen who are invited here from abroad to fix their plant 
on this side and make a contract with the Government to the extent 
of making one or two guns can not bring the forgings, as he calls them, 
of one or two guns. That is the way I understand the bill. I know 
Senators here differ from me. 
day about it. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the question. 
doubtful legislation on this subject. Ido not want any doubtful leg- 
islation on it, forone. If I represent anything here it is peculiarly 
the principle of protection, protection to that which American labor 
produces. If we want to have that specified in the bill, it is very easy 
to put it there. I do not see it there. 

I do apprehend danger to come from this measure. 


a 
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I do apprehend 


that it means what I saw here two years ago—the introduction of Span- | 
ish ore as ballast to American steamships to be introduced along ihe | 


Atlantic coast to fill the blast furnaces of New England because, for- 
sooth, Virginia and all the other States in the Union which are now 
underlaid with these same ores can not get their ore there at the same 
trates of transportation, because one has water transportation and the 
other must come by railway. 

I say, sir, that I present these views only as the reason why I shall 
yote against the bill with this amendment on it. I am for coast de- 
fenses. I want to see this Government not only able to take care of 
itself at home, but if necessary to go upon the seas and challenge any 
country in the Old World. I voted to-day and would vote to-morrow 
for an increase of the naval establishment, but I want America to make 
her own navy; I want her to employ her own workmen; I want her 


to expend her own money among her own people, and if she means | 
protection when she says so, that she will protect herself against the 


world by just such processes and just such methods as these. 

I may be mistaken about this, but I would rather see the English 
written in plain, fair, square, monosyllabic sentences. I do not see in 
this anything more than a right guaranteed to these people under the 
very name and the word between themselves and the Government to 
come here in the discretion of a Secretary of the Navy or a Secretary 
of War to establish a plant on this side of the Atlantic and bring with 
them all the raw material that they may want, and make for us the 
guns that we shall never need if we can concede free trade to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] as modi- 


fied. 

The amendment wes rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TREASURY SURPLUS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) directing payment of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury on the public debt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken I ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether it is his purpose to go on to-night? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall of course accommodate myself to the judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the joint resolution up? 

Mr. BLAIR. Itisnot up. I ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to take up the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to make a 
statement. 
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Mr. KENNA. Wedo want to do eith Th - 

Mr. BLAIR. T! [ will say that to-morrow 1 a he con- 
clusion of the morr 4 S I shall move to p vetoed 
pension cases in their ord 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjour 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Vermont to wit! 
his motion for the purpose of passing a bill which is upon the | 
dar. It will only take the time to read it, there is osition to it, 
and it is a local measure 

The PRESIDENT p The Senator from Verm ves 

| that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreéd to; and (at 5 o’clock and 52 mint p. ™ 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, July 29, 1886, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 28, 1886. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m Pray er by Rev. Dr ri of 
Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 1 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Louisiana[ Mr. BLANCHARD] 
y rday voted “‘ay’’ on the substitute of the gentleman from New 
| York { Mr. Hiscock | for the interstate-commerce bill, and a vard 
| changed his vote to *‘no.’’ He is recorded as not voting. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair has a recollection of the gentleman from 
| Louisiana changing his vot The correction will be made 
| The Journal was then approved as corrected. 

ERSONAL PRIVII iE 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a question of personal 


privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will state it after the Clerk reads 
the few lines from the Washington Star of yesterday afternoon, which 
I have sent to the cs I Committee’s last 
meeting.’ 

The Clerk read as folk 


‘ 
t 


t is headed: ‘‘Commerce 


Sx. 
ws 


Mr. REAGAN then stated to the committ that he thought the interstate-com- 


merece bill too important a measure to be passed in a hurry without 
cussion, and as there would be no time to give it su 1 


ch consideratio 
he would ask the consent of t! e to make a statement 


withdrawing it from consid ion until next wint rhe comn 
of this course,and Mr. ReEaGAn will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will explain the reason why I 
rise to this question of personal privilege. I endeavored yesterday to 
get the floor, but was not recognized, so that I might make a statement 
to cover exactly what is stated in the Evening Star of yesterday after- 
noon upon information obtained through the reporters of that paper. 
I consider this is a question of personal privilege, because after the ad 
journment of the committee and after the House got into session at 11 
o’clock I stated to a number of members that the interstate-commerce 
bill would not come up till next session; that the chairman of the com- 
mittee on his own motion at a meeting of the Committee on Commerce 
| had stated just what is stated in the Evening Star as it has been read 
from the desk. Some members on this side, known to me, were not 
here and present to vote, being probably absent from the House on ac- 
count of what I had stated. My colleague [Mr. Brsanam] has 
made a statement to the House as to how he wou!d have voted had he 
been here. 

I call the attention of the House to this becau 
sonal matter. on Commerce was 
complete, and not one member of that committee, so far as I have 
learned, had any idea by any kind of notice or statement from the 
chairman of the committee that he would call the bill up. Members 
went andl asked him and he made no explanation. And I wouid like 
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him for his own sake and for the sake of the members of the commit- 
tee who were not informed of what he was going to do after he had in- 
formed the Committee on Commerce that he would not call up the bill— 


I would like him to state why he departed from what his word had 
stated he would not do. 


Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, for a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think a word of explanation is necessary from 
me. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] 
says he yields fora moment. Does he yield the floor? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I yield for an explanation. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not ask the gentleman to yield the floor to 
me, and I do not take it from him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if he yielded the floor, and he said he yielded fora moment. Thegen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will let the gentleman have the 
floor in his own right to make an explanation, if he can make an ex- 
planation of his conduct. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield to the gentleman 
from Texas merely for the purpose of making an explanation. He can 
yield the fioor or retain it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I yield the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. After the Committee on Commerce had made its 
formal adjournment until the first Tuesday of the next session I men- 
tioned to the members of the committee present that the question was 
an important one whether we should call up the interstate-commerce 
bill, and that I would like to hear an expressidh of opinion from them. 
The opinion expressed by the members of the committee present, I 
think by about all of them, was favorable to the postponement of the 
consideration of the bill till the next session, through the apprehension 
that it would necessarily have to go into conference, and it was not prob- 
able that we would get a final agreement at this session of Congress, 
and if we could not that it was perhaps better it should go over till next 
session. That was the view I entertained of the subject at the time, 
and which I suggested to the committee. 

When I came upon the floor and the matter was suggested to several 
members here, I found there were protests against that course, and as 
we approached the conclusion of the consideration of the bill forfeiting 
the Northern Pacific land grants a number of members came to me and 
urged very earnestly the absolute necessity of acting upon the inter- 
state-commerce bill at this session. 

I felt impelled by the suggestions made by gentlemen on the floor to 
call the bill up. When the opportunity came forcalling it up I had no 
time to go about and notify the members of the committee whom I had 
told that I believed I would adopt the course of postponing the bill. 
That was the language I used in conversation with the members of the 
committee—that I believed I would do so. It was not a proceeding in 
committee. There was no vote, no action by the committee, but in- 
formally, in conversation after the committee had adjourned, I sug- 
gested that I believed I would adopt the course of asking to have the 
bill postponed. As I have stated, the urgency of members upon the 
floor that it should not be postponed induced me at the last hour, oral- 
most at the last minute, before the consideration of the land-forfeiture 
bill was concluded, to determine to call up the interstate-commerce 
bill. In doing so I felt that members of the committee would perhaps 
be somewhat surprised, because of the previous informal understanding 
that it was to be postponed. But, Mr. Speaker, while these are the act- 
ual facts as they occurred, I desire to add that no one could have been 
really taken by surprise. The membe.3 0f the committee were, every 
one of them, upon the floor, and every one of them who was present 
voted. Therewas not a full committee present. When the mattercame 
up I made a proposition to take a vote upon the recommendation of the 
Committee on Commerce and accept the bill which received a majority 
vote as a basis for amendment; but that was objected to. I have stated 
now the circumstances under which I called the bill up after there had 
been an informal understanding in conversation that I would probably 
pursue a different course. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the conversation in 
the Committee on Commerce was not informal. Every member who 
was present at the time knew that the chairman of the committee had 
said that he would come in here and say to the House that he wished 
the bill to go over until next winter so that we could have an oppor- 
tunity to debate it fully. Now, sir, the members of the committee fort- 
unately were present in the House when the gentleman proceeded to 
call the bill up, but that does not excuse the course of the gentleman 
from Texas—— 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN EATON, Is there any limit tothisdebate? If not, I call 
for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes the point—— 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ido make the point, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi makes the point 


JULY 28, 


of order that this is not privileged. The Chairis clearly of opinion that 
it is not a privileged matter. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the statement which 
the gentleman has made does not excuse him for not having notisjeq 
his fellow-members of his intention to call the bill up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees no question of privilege whatever 
involved in this matter. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It is a question of privilege, yy 
Speaker, because it involves the truth of my statement to my fellow- 
members in regard to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is called to order by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON], who makes the point that this js 
not a privileged matter. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
rule states distinctly what are questions of privilege. 

JULIO. RB. SANTOS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from th 
President.of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the House resolution of the 10th instant, 
a report from the Secretary of State,and accompanying papers, relating to the 
imprisonment in Ecuador and subsequent release of Julio R. Santos. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 27, 1886. 


The SPEAKER. The papers accompanying this message are very 
voluminous, and unless some gentleman desires to have them printed 
they will be referred in the first instance to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs without being printed. 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolfition (H. Res. 
201) for printing the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, with 
Senate amendments; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, 

CAPT. DOMINICK LYNCH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1630) to 
increase the pension of the widow of the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, 
United States Navy, with Senate amendments; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were severally referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Berkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OXFORD, MISS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2794) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection and construction of a public 
building at Oxford, Miss.,’’ approved July 12, 1882. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill be taken up for present consideration. It has been fully consid- 
ered by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now ask that the report of the House committee 


be read. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisinthenatureofdebate. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, saving my right to object, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Mississippi whether the Federal courts are reg- 
ularly held at this place. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have been for twenty-five years. 

Mr. PAYSON. Are they now? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are now. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the population of the town? 

Mr. MORGAN. About 5,000. The courts have been established 
there for very many years. 

Mr. WILKINS. This bill simply increases the limit of cost, and pro- 
vides for completing the building. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 246) to pro 








